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Preface 

All praise and thanks are due to Allah, the Lord of the worlds. We cannot find words 

to praise Him; As He only sees fit how laudation should be addressed to Him. We seek refuge 

in Allah from the evils within ourselves and the evils of our bad deeds. Whosoever Allah 

guides will never be led astray, and whosoever He leads astray will never find guidance. I 

bear witness that there is no god but Allah, the One without any associate, and I bear witness 

that Muhammad is His Messenger and bondman, peace and blessings be upon him, his kith 

and kin, his companions and all those who follow their guidance until the day of judgment. 

 Assessing and commenting on current events is a hazardous business. Middle East 

has been an unpredictable place for international politics from the very beginning and the 

fluidity of the moments and dynamic outcomes of different course of events frequently rests 

on the whim of individuals and groups often make predicting anything, making some writing 

outdated before being coming into spotlight. Who would have assumed that a young fruit 

vendor self-immolation would spark such a huge event that would have the potential of 

overthrowing long standing regimes by unleashing a torrent of events that would trigger the 

rewriting of the entire landscape of the Middle East? However the importance of series of 

events demands complete analysis to know the real reasons and possible impacts of this so 

called Arab Spring. Arab Spring riveted the world and engulfed the region. The outcome of 

the so called Arab Spring may take some generations to completely arise, an attempt to 

understand the genesis, origin, course of events and regional and international response is 

important so as to track and give meaning to the historical events taking place in this 

important geopolitical entity. 
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I believe that it was beneficial to paint a broad picture of the Middle East and to recount the 

interplay between domestic, regional and international players that become deeply involved 

in the Arab Spring or have been deeply affected by it.  

 This study is intended to introduce and explain events for the interest of the students 

and scholars of international relations in a way that will help to understand how the events 

generated, who the main players were, what the causes of the events were and what might 

happen in the near and long-term future of the region and the globe. This study is in-depth 

introductions of the Arab Spring, its genesis and implications for the global politics. 

 

 

Asfandyar 
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Abstract 

 The so called “Arab Spring “has surprised the world, Middle East rulers and the scholars. 

The Arab people who were oppressed for decades have revolted against the authoritarian 

rulers and have overturned a number of longstanding rulers and threatened the existing global 

order. To know the factors for the genesis, arguing that the Arab Spring is the product of the 

interplay between internal and external factors i.e. between the changing structure of 

international politico-military order and domestic economic and cultural influences; the 

events unfolded many new rivalries and friendships and has divided the world politics into 

many notorious camps.  

 The self immolation of a Tunisian street vendor Muhammad Bouazizi evoked agitation 

within the Middle East and beyond. It was a desperate act by a common person lacking 

political freedom and hope for economic improvement. It sparked a rebellion that brought the 

multitude to the streets and ignited the flames of regional upheaval. The Arab people 

displayed courage in the face of the dictators who have instilled fear in them for so long. 

 At the start of the event there were no signs of dramatic change in the Arab leadership. The 

entrenched political order was about to face a big challenge of its history. The turmoil in the 

region travelled to every direction spreading like a wind and the events are recorded in 

history by the name of Arab spring. This elicited some unrealistic expectations for enhanced 

political participation, economic progress, freedom and liberty. 

  The Tunisian president resigned twenty-eight days after the first protest and fled to Saudi 

Arabia. A month later Egyptian president fell from power replaced by a military junta that 

pledged to hold the country’s first ever elections. Libya was the scene of the third successful 

overthrow. When various NATO backed rebel groups captured Tripoli and then proceeded to 

hunt down the state’s long term leader Muammar Qaddafi, assassinating him on October 20th, 
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2011. In Yemen president Ali Abdullah Saleh agreed to resign on November 23rd, 2011, 

following a long civil war that is continued till date. 

 Despite the successful ouster the old political order is intact as several other popular revolts 

ultimately failed or are still ongoing. Regional power Saudi Arabia managed in 2011 to 

subdue a popular Shiites revolt in Bahrain. Syrian president Bashar Al Assad has clung to 

power as his military expedition against his opponents turned to a civil war and he succeeded 

in overpowering the rebellions with the help of direct Russian and indirect American military 

intervention. 

 Protests in Saudi Arabia, Jordan, Lebanon, Algeria, Oman, Morocco and Kuwait all resulted 

in limited official change. The Arab monarchies seem to have particularly capable of 

overcoming the revolutionary waves. 

 The dramatic events of the Arab Spring raised several interesting questions about Arab 

politics. The challenges of modernization and the Islamic affiliation of the Arab people has 

been a great riddle as the global powers want the region to be a democratic entity while the 

Islamists are resisting the global dominance. This clash of both the ideologies has resulted in 

a collision between the two forces and the region is in chaos. This war of ideologies is 

continued with the dominance of the secularist’s forces under the umbrella of the global 

powers while Islamists are either in jails or have waged guerrilla war against them. 

 This study not only explores the underpinnings of the Arab Spring, it also looks at the 

implications of these events for the regional and global politics. 

Key words: Arab Spring, Middle East, Global Politics, rebellion, Ideologies, factors. 
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Chapter One 

 Introduction to the Arab Spring 

1.0  Introduction 

“The Arab Spring was caused by a multitude of factors (economic, political, 

social, cultural and religious), but its origins also lay in belief. Not a singular 

belief, but a collective, multifaceted belief that liberation is not only needed, 

but also possible.” (Eghdamian, K. 2014) 

The political turmoil in the Arab peninsula and North Africa was not an unexpected 

Phenomenon but its severity, dynamism and effects have greatly surprised the world. This so 

called Arab spring effected the Arab world in many ways, it effected Egypt, Tunisia, Libya, 

Syria, Yemen, Iraq and Bahrain to a greater extent, has minor effects on Morocco, Jordan, while 

it has no or negligible effects on other middle Eastern countries like Saudi Arabia, Israel, Algeria 

etc. the term “Arab Spring” is an allusion to the revolutionary movements of 1948 sometimes 

referred to “Spring Time of Nations” also called as “European Spring”. The term was first used 

by Marc Lynch on 6 January 2011 in a post in Foreign policy titled “Obama’s Arab Spring”. 

“Arab Spring” is an umbrella term for Arab revolt, Arab upheavals, Arab awakening, Arab 

revolution, pro-democracy and sociopolitical uprising.  

The so called Arab awakening or Arab spring has shaken the Middle East and greatly 

affected the globe, started from Tunisia when a young street vender set himself on fire on 17th 

December 2010, followed by release of classified American documents about the Tunisian 
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regime lead to huge demonstration throughout Tunisia, spreading throughout the  Middle East 

and North Africa toppling many authoritarian regimes and destabilizing certain others through 

civil war, leading to direct and indirect intervention of the global actors safeguarding their 

hegemonic interests. The fire erupted in Middle East has killed, wounded and displaced 

thousands of people while the heat is felt from East to West. The causes of this uprising are 

multifold consisting of cultural, social, economic, religious as well as ideological.  

 Academic specialists have long before predicted an inevitable social explosion in 

the Arab world. The causes of this uprising are rooted in historical events like the World War I 

and cold war while the US global war on terror has ignited the ground situation when it attacked 

Iraq, recent developments in certain countries cultivated the uprising and has a direct impact on 

the ground for the genesis and spread of this so called spring. It is a matter of great interest that 

this uprising is restrained to certain geographies while it has less affects over certain other 

political entities that were proven and fragile to such events, this shows that this awakening was 

having some engineered work and pre determination by some local as well as international 

actors. 

It is a ground reality that most Middle Eastern countries were ruled by authoritarian rulers 

that suppressed their people through military, police and secret agencies with the support of 

global powers as the later had economic, political and ideological interest in the Middle East. 

These authoritarian regimes have deprived their people from fundamental human rights such as 

liberty, freedom of speech, expression and travelling. Furthermore there were heavy economic 

inequalities among the population; poverty ratio was very high in these countries while the ruling 

elites were enjoying the wealth of their nations specially the oil with their Western supporters 

like USA and Russia. 
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The ground situation was like a volcano that was suppressed through iron fist of military 

and police violence by the authoritarian rulers. The rising inflation and youth unemployment was 

another major factor that added further severity to the situation. The lack of political and social 

liberties and the economic hardships had created great potential for revolt. Continuous 

corruption, nepotism, violence and patrimonial-clientalistic relations and favoritism have 

exacerbated the effect of perpetual poverty and inequality, conceivably leading to the advent of 

back to back revolt. The long history of humiliation and discrimination has led to the emergence 

of a non-material factor such as dignity, which played a vital role in the rebellion or we may call 

it a revolution. 

 The use of slogans like freedom and human dignity shows the frustration of the Arab 

masses under these authoritarian regimes. There is another view point that after the demise of 

USSR a vacuum has created in those states which were allied with the former Soviet Union and 

after the polarization, world power US wanted to fill that vacuum. The Russian involvement in 

Syrian conflict has turned the Middle East into a battle ground between the world powers as 

these powers have economical and ideological interests in the region. 

  The uprising was surprising for many and no one was anticipating such a big blow to the 

dictatorial regimes of the Middle East. Even the US intelligence agencies were not predicting the 

fall of Mubarak regime in Egypt. The events wafted like a wild fire and surprised everyone 

(Traynor, I., & Norton-Taylor, R. 2011). 

 The recent survey of the world political history shows that most of the revolutions are 

surprising in nature. According to Alex de Tocqueville the French revolution has surprised 

everyone although it was inevitable still the events unfolding were surprising. Even the Russian 
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revolutionary Lenin was not expecting the fall of the Tsar and he used to say that he may not live 

to see the rise of the Great Russian Revolution (De Tocqueville, A. 2011; Shapiro, M. J. 1984). 

 The fall of Shah of Iran was also a surprise for many and just months before the collapse 

of the Shah the US president Cater announced in a dinner at Tehran that based on the CIA 

assessment Iran is an island of peace and stability in a troubled region (Bakhash, S. 1984). 

 According to Timur Kuran revolution come as surprise as people don’t divulge their 

disgruntlement in public so the adversaries and observers couldn’t feel the discontent but it 

appear as a giant when sometimes triggered by an event and topple the system (Kuran, T. 1989). 

 The common people of the Arab world were tired of the party politics as it was not 

delivering the required results so the Islamists started challenging the writ of the government and 

young people were attracted to it, some people like employees were showing their discontent by 

strikes and agitations and the spread of social media provided a platform for the youth discontent 

and anger (Ayeb, H. 2011). 

1.1  Islamic Orientation 

    The Islamic culture of the Arab world is a strong political and cultural force that drives 

people in the Muslim world and in particular the Middle East, so it was a common observation 

that any change in Middle East could result in Islamic revolution (Bayat, A. 2011). 

 Most of the times protest leaders exploited the religious rhetoric of the people and 

religious events like Friday prayers were used to arrange demonstrations and protests. The 

protestors used to pray in streets during demonstrations and preachers used the Friday sermons to 

invoke anti-government sentiments. 
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 There was a strong presence of the secular ideology in the uprising and both the seculars 

and Islamists sacrificed their opposite stance and cooperated with each other in toppling the 

regime. The main theme of the uprising was Freedom, Dignity and Social justice. The Muslim 

Brotherhood of Egypt joined hand in hand with the secular forces similarly the leader of the 

Tunisian Ennahda party Rashid al-Ghanoushi declared that they don’t want an Islamic state but 

they are struggling for a secular state. Still the religious mind of the protesters worked combine 

with the seculars. There was no distinct leadership of the uprising and religious mind was 

dominated in the uprising although the Westerners were supporting the secular sects of the 

demonstrations like the Libyan National Transition Council (NTC) was a secular organization of 

the Gaddafi defectors who lead the uprising and the civil war (Moaddel, M. 2012). 

  Although the uprising was against the suppression and inequality, the Islamic ideology 

was considered as the best alternative solution to the problems of the region and the results of the 

elections in the Arab countries showed the same as the Islamic Justice and Development party of 

Morocco scored the highest numbers in the parliament and its leader Benkirani became the prime 

minister. The Ennahda party of Tunisia won 40 percent of the parliamentary seats and became 

the dominant party in the parliament. The Egyptian Muslim Brotherhood and the Salafist parties 

won 60 percent of the seats in the post Mubarak Egyptian elections and Muhammad Morsi 

became the president of Egypt. All these are signs of an Islamic resurgence but the Muslims 

were diverted to the democratic system through use of Islamic rhetoric and democratic Islamists 

came to power to neutralize the hardliner Islamists. The Islamists parties that came to power in 

post regimes scenario in many countries are not strictly Islamic and they don’t want an Islamic 

State rather they want a secular state but they want to use Islam and Islamic rhetoric of the 

people of the Middle East to achieve social justice and to change the statuesque. These Islamists 
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parties also do not want to have conflict with the Western countries therefore they portray 

themselves as democratic and secular. The democratic and secular stance of the post regime 

parties in power created a clear rift between the Islamists and the democrats. Like the Muslim 

Brotherhood has divided into five new parties like Tayar Masry and al-Adl Party. Similarly there 

has been a clear division between those who want Sharia law to be dominant and those who 

restrains the secular democracy in the region (Bayat, A. 2013). 

1.2  The Street Power of the Arab World 

The revolutionaries became the masters of the street politics against the dictators in the 

Arab awakening. The outside powers supported the overthrow of the regimes through hard 

power or through provoking the street power and then used the Islamic affinity of the people to 

establish the secular Islamic regimes that promote secular state over the Sharia law. This 

provoked the Islamists to pursue power through hard ways and wagged war in those countries 

where the regime was not in full control of the ground situation like Libya and Egypt (Sinai). 

The war in Iraq created an opportunity for the Islamists to control ground and announce the 

creation of Islamic State and practice of Sharia law (Lynch, M. 2011). 

  The street power was used by secular Islamists parties to topple the regime and this 

power was used to won the post dictatorial elections. The Islamists dreaming for the revival of 

Sharia law opposed the new established regimes and started military struggle against the regimes 

resulting in the clash between the secularists and the Islamists. The clash of the opposing 

ideologies created a state of chaos in many Arab countries like Yemen, Iraq, Syria, Egypt and 

Libya (Bayat, A. 2013). 
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 The Islamists used the street power in pursuing the post-revolutionary election and got 

success in post dictatorial elections in many countries like Egypt and Tunisia. They used 

Mosques and religious gatherings at neighborhood level in mobilizing the free riders and secured 

high votes in elections. The revolutions were successful in bringing new faces to power but were 

unsuccessful in changing the system in countries like Egypt and Tunisia. The basic institutes of 

the old establishments like the judiciary, security apparatus, state media, and political network of 

powerful business circles, cultural organizations and the powerful military remained unaltered. 

So the Arab Spring remained a different form of revolution where it didn’t change the statuesque 

as revolutions bring about massive changes and overhauling of the system. The only exception is 

the Libyan revolution where NATO brought war, violence and destruction through military 

hardware and direct intervention. Most of the revolutions remained just a change of faces with no 

significant change or systemic alteration (Bayat, A.2013). 

 Until 1990s three major ideologies carried major driving force of change in society 

which included Anti-Colonial Nationalism, Marxism and Islam. The idea of Anti-Colonial 

Nationalism was articulated by figures such as Fanon, Nkrumah and Nasser was based on 

radicalized efforts by societies to over throw the colonial supremacy and establish a nationalist 

government in post-colonial third world. These ideas succeeded in achieving the objectives of 

developing post-colonial governments and achieved some success in developing educational 

institutions, state building and agrarian reforms but in the long run these nationalist movements 

failed to provide social justice, equality and independence from the West which they have 

promised. These nationalist movements transformed into autocratic regimes. These nationalist 

movements mostly vanished in the neocolonialist era and the only live example is the Palestinian 

nationalist movement (Bayat, A.2013). 
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  The most significant social movement in the cold war era was the emergence of 

Marxism which aspired for the takeover of power of government via force. The success of Che 

Guevara and Ho Chi Minh inspired the revolutionaries in the third world and in the Middle East. 

The revolutionaries of the Marxist origin struggled for the state controlled centralized 

government. They went into background with the demise of the USSR (Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics). This movement developed a new idea of reforms in the West and East and an 

amalgamated theory with a winning combination of socialism and communism was developed in 

the evolutionary struggle between the capitalist and Marxist-Leninists. The reforms theory was 

based on nonviolence, rational dialogue, civil society, public sphere and was focused on 

individual. NGOs (Non-governmental organizations) were created to focus the individual needs 

and this idea of reforms got international attention and is in practice in the capitalist world after 

the demise of the USSR. The Marxist-Leninist revolution was portrayed as centralism, 

inefficiency, repression and attrition of individual autonomy, ingenuities and freedom. The new 

reforms policy was promoted by international NGOs, governments, aid agencies, business and 

conventional think tanks (Moaddel, M. 2012). 

 The fall of USSR developed a new opportunity for the renaissance of Islam in the 

Muslim world and particularly in the Middle East. The jihadists were on the front line against the 

USSR in the hot battle field of Afghanistan supported by the capitalist world and its installed 

regimes in the Muslim world. Muslim scholars like Sayyid Qutb inspired the Muslims youth to 

vehemently seize and refurbish the Jahili (Ignorant) state and establish an Islamic State based on 

the principals of Quran and Prophetic methodology. His book Ma‘alim fi al-Tariq (The Mile 

Stones 1964) was a guide line for the jihadists and played the same role as Lenin’s “What is to 



9 
 

 

Be Done” (1902) for the Marxist. The jihadists are determined to bring the revolution through 

seizing power against the Jahili (Ignorant) system (Walt, Yigal, 2012). 

Islamists can be divided into three categories on the basis of their aspiration to implement 

Sharia law and their struggle for power in the Middle East. 

➢ Secular Islamists:  

 These are people  who love and perform Islamic practices in their individual life and 

desire to be virtuous with the power in their hand. They contain the secular parties and want to 

preserve the statuesque and don’t want to revise the customary system. Tunisian Ennahda and 

Palestinian Hamas are the best examples of secular of Islamists. 

➢  Reformist Islamists:  

These are Islamists who desire to be part of the existing system and want to bring 

measured change in the system. These parties are working for slow reform in the system and 

integrate Islam with the democratic system. They are in favor of the merged Islamic and secular 

system. Muslim Brotherhood is a best example of the steady change to an Islamic political 

system. 

➢ Revolutionary Islamists: 

These are Islamists following the teachings of Ibne Tammiya and Sayyid Qutb. They want 

to bring Islamic system by eradicating the capitalist system. They are against the capitalist 

installed system. They favor the uprooting of the tyrant regimes and are challenging the world 

order. They want to implement sharia in its true spirit. Islamic State is the symbol of such type 

of revolutionary Islamists (Shaqroun, Nizar2011). 
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1.3  Factors for the Genesis of Arab Spring 

  The reasons for the spread of the Arab Spring were mostly common for all the countries 

but there were certain variations in the mode of uprising in different countries depending on the 

domestic factors. The way the protests were handled also determined the uprising in different 

geographies. The factors that contributed to the uprising can be divided into two types.  

➢ The Systemic Factors 

➢ The Proximal Factors  

1.3.1  The Systemic Factors 

These are factors that are common to all countries of the Arab World, and can be 

explained in the following ways. 

1.3.1.1  Authoritarian Regimes 

Most of the Arab countries were under certain types of authoritarian regimes. These 

regimes were ruling the Arab countries for decades and used to provide subsidies on basic needs 

like food, energy, social services and employment. These regimes used to suppress the citizens 

through secret police services and used to buy their loyalties through providing basic necessities 

of life (Winckler, O. 2013; Beck, M., & Huser, S., 2013; World Bank Group. 2014). 

 These regimes used to exercise control of state assets and shared the profits with the 

citizens. The population size was small in the beginning and it worked. The petrodollars helped 

the rulers achieve their objectives through renter state policies. But during the last decade of the 

20thcentury the population size increased and it was difficult for the governments to keep the 

people away from media and their demand increased which the government was unable to meet. 
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There was a great class difference between the life standard of common man and that of the 

elites which further triggered the situation (Saleh, L. 2013). 

 Those countries which could provide additional economic support to the citizens by 

creating new jobs and subsidies like Saudi Arabia have escaped the uprising. Other countries like 

Jordan and Kuwait also used the economic aid from big countries and thus were able to continue 

the authoritarian bargain with the people of the country (Lawson, G. 2015). 

1.3.1.2  High Inflation and Inequalities 

Most of the Arab countries suffered from economic problems due to increase in 

population and decrease in oil prices. The situation became more fragile due to the austerities 

measures advised by the World Bank and IMF (International Monitory Fund). Many subsidies 

were cancelled and prices of daily commodities increased, the privatization of national 

institutions increased the unemployment and increase in taxation developed economic problems 

for common man (Saleh, L. 2013; Lesch, D. W. 2013).  

 The global economic crisis of 2007-8 resulted in increase in food prices and as most of 

the Arab countries import food from abroad which struck these countries and the price of food 

increased several times like in Egypt the food prices increased by 37% between 2008 and 2010. 

The Arab countries observed a 32% increase in the food prices and government subsidies were 

not enough to meet the increased food price that provoked demonstrations in the Arab countries 

demanding food (Winckler, O. 2013). 

 The elite class achieved prosperity through corruption while the middle class became 

poorer due to lack of basic necessities and unemployment. Inequalities in the region were wide 
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spread and societies divided into haves and have not’s. There was lack of public services and 

high unemployment which created a sense of deprivation among the masses (Ardic, N. 2012). 

  Nearly half of the population in the Egyptian capital Cairo was living in unplanned areas 

with lack of basic facilities and some were living in wooden sacks. The Tunisian people were 

divided into two classes the upper class living mainly in the coast areas while people of the 

interior region were mostly poor. Self-immolations were carried out many times by poor people 

like in March 2010, an unemployed fruit vendor from the town of Monastir, Abdesselem 

Trimech, set himself on fire outside the town municipal office in agitation against inflation and 

poverty (Patel, D. S. 2013). 

1.3.1.3  Educated Youth 

Education trend in the Middle East was high in the past three decades. Young people with 

education in countries like Algeria, Tunisia, Egypt and Libya increased many folds. The 

educational system was not meeting the modern standards in the Arab world and many educated 

young had no skills or technical capabilities. The government sector was unable to absorb such 

huge numbers and the selection was based on nepotism and cronyism. There was about 25% 

unemployment rate in the Arab world in the youth population ranging from 15 to 25 years of age 

by the end of 2008(Ardic, N. 2012). 

 The educated youth were energetic and used to compare themselves with the youth of 

developed countries which created a sense of relative deprivation among these youth they used to 

share their views through the use of social media and were aspiring for good life standards which 

triggered them to come to the streets against the elite class (Gardner, E. H. 2003). 
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1.3.1.4  Population Increase 

The population of the Arab world increased drastically in the past few decades. The 

population almost tripled from 128 million in 1970 to 359 million in 2010. There was 30 % 

youth between the age of 25 to 30 and 65% were below the age of 25. It was not easy for the 

governments to create jobs for these people as the authoritarian rulers mismanaged the oil 

money. No infrastructure for skilled workers were produced and governments used to run the 

affairs through ad hock based policies. The unemployment rate increased from 19.8% in 1990 to 

29.9% in 2000 in the MENA countries while the economic growth rate was less than 10% during 

this period(Beck, M., & Huser, S. 2013). 

1.3.1.5  Middle Class Frustration 

  There was high emergence of middle class in the Arab countries because of the rent 

based government policies.  The aggregate percentage of the middle class in the Arab countries 

was 47.3% in the year 2000. The Egyptian middle class was almost 44%, Tunisia 47.5%, Yemen 

31.6% and Syria56.5% (Lesch, D. W. 2013). 

 Middle class frustration rose to its peak in the last decade as people were not happy with 

their standard of living. Average life evaluation level dropped from 5.5 to 4.4 during the period 

of 2007-2010. The people of the Arab world were the unhappy among the world population and 

they were dissatisfied with the government services like healthcare, transportation and food. 

These frustrated middle class participated in the uprising in the Arab world and passionately 

worked for the overthrow of the regimes (Beissinger, M. R., Jamal, A., & Mazur, K. 2012). 
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1.3.1.5  Corruption 

Among the most triggering cause of the Arab Spring was corruption. The middle class 

and unemployed used to compare their life standards with the elites and the frustration of the 

deprived class increased as the wealth was concentrated among the privileged class. The elites 

were living luxurious life style; their loyal and family members were exploiting the wealth for 

their personal use while the masses were living in dire conditions. The stories of corruption and 

overseas assets of the elites when came to news sparked wide spread demonstrations and 

agitations and people starting chanting the slogans “Ash sha’b uredo isqat annizam.” the people 

want to overthrow the regime (Ardic, 2012; Lesch, D. W., 2013; Winckler, O. 2013). 

1.3.1.6  Dignity (Karama) 

The people of the Arab world were humiliated by the state agencies and corrupt 

autocracy for a long period of time. They were oppressed and were not given freedom of speech 

and travelling. The main slogans in the Egyptian, Tunisian and Libyan streets were “bread, 

freedom and human dignity”. Tyrannical rulers were running the affairs of the government and 

common people were deprived of their share in the affairs of the government. People were not 

allowed to speak against the rulers and elites and those who opposed the elites were jailed 

tortured and humiliated. People were kept behind bars without any proper procedures, telephones 

were taped and meetings and gatherings were forbidden in many countries. People were aspiring 

for dignified life and they started struggle for this noble cause (Lesch, D. W., 2013). 

1.3.2  The Proximal Factors 

These factors intensified the small protests and even helped in transforming the 

demonstrations into rebellions and civil wars in the Arabian Peninsula. The details are given as 

(Dalacoura, K. 2012). 
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1.3.2.1  Social Media 

 The uprising was made successful by the wide spread use of social media. Cell phones, 

internet and satellite television were of significant importance in the Arab spring. The localized 

events were spread and propagated through digital media which had a lasting effect on the mind 

of the masses. For example the videos of self-immolation of Muhammad Bouazizi created more 

empathetic response among the youth and had a long lasting effect as compared to hearing or 

reading of the news (Howard, P. N., Duffy, A., Freelon, D., Hussain, M. M., Mari, W., & 

Maziad, M.2011). 

 The use of social media accelerated the spread of the uprising. People used to share the 

abuses done by the government machinery against the protestors and also shared the success 

stories. A sense of unity was developed among the protestors through the use of such 

technologies. The news was spread to the people and satellite channels used to share the images 

and videos created during the protests which developed global recognition and sympathy for the 

uprising. Certain news channels were the common cause of spreading the uprising and were 

banned in certain countries like the Aljazeera TV network a Qatar based Arabic and English 

news channel (Ardic, N. 2012). 

  The regimes also used the social and electronic media to identify the protestors and take 

actions against them. Regimes also used to block the internet access in many areas. The use of 

social media and cell phones amalgamated the uprising and accelerated the spread of the 

uprising. Foreign forces that supported the uprising in certain countries worked on behalf of the 

protestors and spread the news of each event in favor of the uprising while it was silent in 

showing certain countries with trouble. Media worked according to its own agenda and has given 
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coverage to the uprising in some countries and ignored the others according to their own interests 

and priorities (Lawson, G. 2015). 

1.3.2.2  Impact of State Response 

The response of the regime against the uprising catalyzed the demonstrations. When 

regime used police force against the protestors it created sympathy for the demonstrators and 

many others joined the protests. The regimes used harsh tactics like arresting, beating, harassing 

and even killing the demonstrators. Police force used to intermingle within the protestors in 

civilian dress and used to damage the image of the protestors. Regimes used to portray the 

uprising as extremists to spread hate in the West against the uprising. All these tactics failed and 

Islamists worked together with the secularists to oust the dictators and they got success (Gerges, 

F. 2014). 

1.3.2.3  The Role of Army 

Armed forces played a significant role in the Arab Spring. The armies used to swing the 

power balance in favor of the protestors or the regime. The Tunisian army declared in the start 

that it will not intervene in the process which enabled the protestors to continue their protests. 

This finely resulted in ousting Bin Ali from power and he flew to Saudi Arabia. In Egypt the 

army first sided with the regime but later decided to force Mubarak to resign. The election 

resulted in Muslim Brotherhood rising to power electing Muhammad Morsi as president but then 

the whole process was reversed and military took over the power and imprisoned the elected 

president. The military chief Abdul Fatah alSisi became president and suppressed the protests 

with military might. The Muslim Brotherhood protested with more intensity and continuity 

against the overthrow of Morsi but military was not in favor of the protestors so it did not get 

success (Gerges, F. 2014).  
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 The regime in Algeria escaped the uprising although there were all the possibilities 

available for the uprising but the military sided with the regime and demonstrations were 

suppressed through iron fist. The most vulnerable country in the Arab world did not observe any 

change in the so called Arab Spring (Saleh, L. 2013). 

 The Syrian forces were more loyal to the regime of Bashar Al Asad and it kept the 

regime intact against any demonstration. The Western support to the rebels continued and a civil 

war erupted in the country still the uprising couldn’t remove Bashar from power. This indicates 

that the military had the final decision authority in changing the regime or keeping it intact 

(Gerges, F. 2014).  

1.3.2.4  Foreign Intervention 

Foreign intervention was the prime deciding factor for the regime change and success or 

failure of the uprising. Examples are many in the Arab Spring like Bahrain which suppressed the 

mainly Shiites uprising with the help of Sunni Saudi forces. Similarly the Libyan forces were 

loyal to the Qaddafi regime with some minor defection but it was the NATO direct military 

intervention which killed Qaddafi and his regime (Delacoura, 2012). 

 Syria was at the brink of collapse against the Islamic State when the US and Russian 

forces intervened to save the country and destroy the Islamic State. Russia supported the Syrian 

regime and bombarded the opponents of Bashar while US bombarded the Islamic State in Syria 

and Iraq due to ideological differences thus resulting in stability of the Bashar regime (Patel, D. 

S. 2013). 

 Iraq was almost overrun by the Islamic State when it was in control of most of the Iraqi 

territories. The expansion of Islamic State was reversed by US when it came to protect its Iraqi 
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installed regime and bombarded the areas under Islamic State control by leading a coalition of 67 

countries thus saving the Malki regime. This is a ground reality that Middle East regimes are 

installed and protected by foreign forces for their vested interests and any change in the region is 

only successful if it is favored by foreign powers (Hoffman, M., & Jamal, A. 2014).  

1.4  Problem Statement: 

After the demise of the Ottoman Empire in World War I the Middle East was divided 

among the conquerors. New states were created after the 2nd world war so as to give continuity to 

the occupation of the Middle East, because of its strategic position in the world, major powers 

wanted to keep this region in control so authoritarian regimes were established, but there 

remained an aspiration for the revival of caliphate in the Muslim world and particularly in the 

Middle East. Keeping in view the latest change in Middle East it was necessary for the world 

powers to overhaul the system so as to keep continue their ambitions in the region but it reverted 

back in a way that chaos has given an opportunity to the Muslims who were dreaming for the 

revival of the caliphate. The war in Iraq and Afghanistan created an opportunity for these forces 

to prepare and practice their power in the region and today the so called Arab Spring has become 

a war between the caliphate dreamers and the West which is continued till date.  

The initial study of the subject in hand reveals that there is a close link between social, 

economic, legal and administrative discrepancies in the development of the conflict in the Arab 

world. Historical records show the fragile situation of the region, while the struggle for control of 

the region by different actors is obvious because of the strategic position of the region. The 

ground situation was exploited by internal as well as external actors to achieve or continue their 

vested benefits from the Arab peninsula. How the Arab Spring started and what are the possible 

impacts of this uprising on the regional and global politics is the main subject of this study. 
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1.5  Research Questions: 

  Arab Spring is a complex situation where many actors are working for their vested 

interests whether states, groups or individuals all are involved in this uprising that has 

transformed into a full pledge war, my research is based on finding the reasons and impact of this 

significant event, following are the research questions for achieving these objectives. 

Q 1: What are the causes of the genesis, escalation and spread of Arab Spring? 

Q 2: Why Arab Spring is restricted to certain countries while it has no or less impact on 

other countries and geographies of Middle East? 

Q 3: What are the implications of the Arab Spring for regional and global politics? 

1.6  Research Objectives: 

  The objectives of this research are: 

1. To investigate the motives behind the uprising in the Middle East. 

2. To explore the reasons behind the escalation of the uprising. 

3. To determine the internal and external factors behind the Arab spring. 

4. To analyze the impact of the Arab spring on regional and global politics. 

1.7  Significance of the Research: 

Middle East is an important region in the world; politically it is important for the world 

powers because of its resources and geostrategic position. It is important for being the center of 

Abrahamic faiths. Historically it is important because of the confrontation between the Muslims, 

Jews and Christians. 
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So this research is of importance for academicians because of the ongoing conflict in the 

region and because of the involvement of the world powers in the region. There is sufficient data 

available in this research which could pave the way for understanding this important event and 

can contribute in expanding the current base of knowledge. This research could help the 

academicians in understanding the regional politics and further research in the field of Middle 

East politics. 

Similarly this research is also important for historical reasons as the region has great 

historical importance. The recent events in the Middle East has far reaching implications and one 

can get help from this research in understanding the repercussions of certain domestic and 

foreign factors that could ignite an uprising. 

Future power prospects for the Muslims as well as Jews and Christians are also related to 

this region. A war has started in the global politics where Islamists have challenged the existing 

global political order. This could lead to future endeavors of the Islamists to overrun the political 

order and in response the global power will prepare to out root this ideology in collaboration 

with the elites of the region. This research can be a helping tool in understanding the potential 

clash that may sustain in the future.  

1.8  Theoretical Framework: 

Revolutions have developed vast theoretical thinking in the social science. Various 

approaches to the study of revolution have developed a variety of explanations and theoretical 

statements. Various theories are prominent in explaining the revolutionary process. The concern 

is Domino Theory and Clash of Civilizations Theory with two psychological theories that 
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stipulate the simple realization and strong argument that psychological factors have great 

influence on the behavior of individuals and groups. 

 These theories are Frustration Aggression Theory and Relative Deprivation Theory at the 

individual level while the Domino Theory and Clash of Civilizations Theory best explains the 

political scenario of the Middle East. 

1.8.1 The Frustration Aggression Theory 

Gurr Ted is the major proponent of the frustration aggression theory and scholars like 

Midlarsky, and John Dollard have revealed further analysis of the study. The core assumption of 

the study is that aggression is directly proportional to frustration (Dollard, J., Miller, N. E., 

Doob, L. W., Mowrer, O. H., & Sears, R. R. 1939) and that greater the degree of frustration the 

stronger the aggression (Cohan, A. S. 1975). 

 Frustration-aggression is related to a group of people experiencing deprivation and it 

may lead to violence, the intensity of violence depends upon the degree of deprivation. The 

difference between value expectation and value capabilities drive the motives of the people 

(Meek, R. L. 2011).  

 Frustration develops when the achievement is less than the expectations and if it persists 

for a long time it develops aggression and violence (Dolard, J. 1939). 

1.8.2  Relative Deprivation Theory 

The theory is based on frustration- aggression lead by James Davis; he argues that 

revolutions take place when there is a long period of improved standard of living followed by 

regression in these standards (Davis, 1969). 
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  According to Gurr the best explanation of the theory is that people expect best out come 

from their value capabilities and they consider themselves as legitimate entitled for certain goods 

and conditions of life which they do not receive in a justifiable manner. 

 The main theme of the theory is that people feel discontent from the system when the 

system cannot deliver them with the expectations which they consider themselves to be entitled 

for and if it persists for a long time it compel them to work towards changing the system to make 

it fearer for them and others (Ted, G. 1970). 

1.8.3  The Domino Theory 

 The theory first came into the public sphere during the press conference of the US 

president Dwight D. Eisenhower on April 7th, 1954 when he described what he called the falling 

Domino principle behind American foreign policy (Leeson, P. T., Sobel, R. S., & Dean, A. M. 

2012). 

The US global doctrine of containment in the cold war developed the idea that when 

there is defeat of US and its allies in one part of the world it will have adverse effects on the 

Western interests somewhere else (Sabrosky, A. N. 1976). 

 The Domino Theory claims that a political event in one country will create a similar 

event in the neighboring country. It is like a row of falling domino if one domino fall it will 

topple the other and conversely if one domino stands upright the others will not fall (Lazear, E. 

P. 2011). 

 The domino Theory is considered the most ubiquitous model of the modern history 

geopolitical determination. It measures spatial interdependence and the main feature of the 

theory is that it is geography based (Leeson, P. T., & Dean, A. M. 2009; Lazear, E. P. 2011). 
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1.8.4  The Clash of Civilizations Theory 

The theory of clash of civilization was put forward by Samuel Huntington, he argues that  

conflict between the Muslim and European civilizations is very old that started from the Muslim 

conquest of Spain in 711 A.D. according to him; “Islamic and European civilizations have 

clashed from the eleventh to the thirteenth century. The Crusaders attempted with temporary 

success to bring Christianity and Christian rule to the Holy Land. From the fourteenth to the 

seventeenth century, the Ottoman Turks reversed the balance, extended their sway over the 

Middle East and the Balkans, captured Constantinople, and twice laid siege to Vienna” He 

claims, “On both sides, the interaction between Islam and the West is seen as a clash of 

civilizations.”(Huntington, S. P. 1993) 

 The theories in the framework of this research can best explain the situation and all these 

theories are interrelated and cannot be separated from each other. The behavioral theories 

explains the behavior of the individual and masses participating in the protests .The domino 

theory explains the spread of demonstrations from one country to the other while The war 

between the Islamic state and the US and Russia along with its allies, and the influx of refugees 

into Europe can best be explained by the Theory of Clash of Civilizations. 

The thorough study of the literature shows that a good variety of literature is available on 

the subject. There is a general consensus that conflict in Middle East has long repercussions for 

the region as well as the globe. Both external and internal actors are trying to mold the situation 

in their favor and achieve their interests; Arab Spring has brought great chaos in international 

politics and has relentlessly affected the regional politics. These developments may lead to a 

large scale global conflict that could change the economic, social, political and geographical 

statuesque of the operating political system working under a polarized world political 
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establishment. What are the prospects for the world in the wave of current changes in the Middle 

East is the main theme of the study. My study will hopefully fill the gap of all previous work by 

different writers on the subject. 

1.9  Research Methodology: 

This work has been carried out through the following way. 

1.9.1  Research Nature 

  This study is analytical, qualitative and exploratory in nature .This research is based on 

secondary data and comprises of analytical, descriptive, sequential, historical as well as existent 

and real scenario of the regional and global politics. 

1.9.2  Secondary Data 

Secondary source is the media reports, journals of defense and strategic studies, books, 

newspapers and other online sources etc. 

1.9.3  Data Sources 

  Data from books and analysis of various governments and antigovernment media 

reports, press reports of the conflicting groups and countries and various working relation 

agreements between different allies in the conflict available at hand.  

1.9.4  Data Collection Procedure 

  Data from the books and journals has been collected that was published during the time 

i.e. since 2010. Search engines of internet and books have been the prime focus in the study. 
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1.9.5  Data Analysis Techniques 

Data gathered and collected via observations, personnel revision and other secondary 

sources has been, tabulated, organized and analyzed by applying comparison method, historic 

data and trend lines from the past records has been considered, measured, and interaction 

between different dependent and independent variables have been interpreted. The study consists 

of content and textual analysis of secondary sources. 

1.10  Limitations of the Study: 

  The study writhes from some precincts. The available literature is of secondary 

landscape having a one-dimensional slant underwriting only one side of the conflict. Other 

limitations are: 

➢ The data is of the secondary nature based on regional and Westren experts 

opinions that included their peculiar as well as organizational prejudice. 

➢ The study is directed not to the exact measurement rather it is inclined to judge 

the impact on the regional politics of Middle East and global politics. 

➢ Resource and Time are major constrains.  

1.11  Delimitations of the Study: 

This study is delimited to secondary sources such as previous works on the subject, 

books, on line sources and media reports. 

1.12  Organization of Thesis: 

The thesis will comprise of the following chapters  

Chapter #1 Introduction to the Arab Spring 
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  This chapter will consist of the background of the Arab Spring, its genesis and spread 

throughout the Middle East and North Africa. 

Chapter #2 Review of Related literature 

 This chapter will consist of the available literature that gives an insight into the ground 

situation as well as analysis of various events that took place in the course of time in different 

Middle East countries. 

Chapter #3 Internal Factors  

  This chapter will give an analysis of the internal factors that helped in the genesis of 

Arab Spring and the changes that incorporated in this uprising moving from starting point 

Tunisia till Syria and the entire Middle East. 

Chapter # 4 History of Regional and Global powers intervention in Middle East 

This chapter will provide an analysis of the regional and global powers interests and their 

direct and indirect intervention in the region. 

Chapter #5 External Factors  

  This chapter will analyze the impacts of the external forces and powers which helped in 

bringing and escalating the uprising. Why these powers used forces in favor of the uprising and 

in favor of the regimes at different geographies and what are the impacts of their interventions.  

Chapter #6 Implications for the global politics  

  This chapter will analyze the implications for the global politics and prospects for the 

region and the globe. 
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Chapter Two 

Review of Related Literature  

2.0 Literature Review 

 

Most of the times media shows a different picture on the world political stage as power 

circles want the world to see what is in their best interest; same is the case of Arab Spring. The 

Western media portrays it a struggle of democracy against authoritarian rule, while the warring 

factions have certain different ambitions that has complicated the ground situation, scholars are 

also having opposing thoughts and expressions about the ongoing situation in the region.  

 The uprising in the Arab world is multidimensional and has dynamic impacts on the 

regional culture, politics, society and economics. This change in the Middle East has a direct 

impact on the global affairs. There are multiple domestic and foreign factors which have impact 

on the beginning and unfolding of events in the region and have greater repercussion on the 

region and globe. 

According to Lynch, M. (2011) the sudden and abrupt waves of demonstrations and its 

spread in the Middle East in such a swift move have puzzled many political scientists. 

Beaumont, P. (2011) explains that the regional uprising is considered to have started 

when Mohammad Bouazizi a graduate street vender of Tunisia set himself on fire because of the 

violent behavior of a lady police officer on 17th of December 2010.  

The scholars of revolution have been divided into different generations on the basis of 

their interpretation and classification of revolution.  
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Le Bon, G. (1913);Sorokin, Pitirim Aleksandrovich.(1925) these are first generation of 

scholars who consider crowd psychology as the main factor for explaining a revolution. 

Davis, J. A. (1959) explains that when an individual (Ego) is deprived in comparison to 

the amusement of another individual (Alter), and the Ego is aware of this fact so this condition is 

called as relative deprivation. 

Olson, M. (1965) argues rational and deliberate choices drive individuals to start 

participation in a movement.  

Olson, M. (1965) the greed based motive of rebellion against the status quo revolves 

around the concept of collective action problem. 

Borthwick, B. M. (1967) delineate that throughout the history of Middle East the 

administrative elites used to start their sermons from the name of ruling sovereign developing an 

Islamic political mind set of the people of the region. 

Flynn, S. I. (2011) explains that the term relative deprivation (RD) was used in 1960s and 

70s it describes deprivation and discontent related to a specific point of reference. 

Walker, I., & Smith, H. J. (2002) divide deprivation into two subtypes the one which is 

related to individual deprivation is called as Egoistic or personal relative deprivation and the 

other that is collective deprivation is called as Fraternalistic or group relative deprivation. 

Fraternalistic deprivation compels a group for agitation in favor of or in resistance to change. 

Morrison, D. E. (1971); Taylor, M. C. (2002) describe that relative deprivation in a 

society leads to social change because when there is a collective thinking of relative deprivation 

of power, wealth etc. It may lead a group of people to a political movement for breaking the 

existing momentum. 
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Dubé, L., & Guimond, S. (1986) postulate that relative deprivation of a group of people 

may lead to social movement for change of status quo and this social movement can bring 

change in a dramatic way. 

Taylor, M. C. (2002) argues that fraternal deprivation of inequality among group leads 

the deprived group to agitation and social uprising and such uprising has the potential to bring 

change. 

Ted, G. (1970) describes that the difference between value expectations and value 

capabilities leads to a state of relative deprivation. Frustration developed by not achieving a 

certain deliberate objectives leads to collective aggression and violence. Gurr has divided 

relative deprivation into three categories namely; decremental deprivation, inspirational 

deprivation and progressive deprivation, and all these types of deprivation could be potential 

triggers for violence and aggression. According to Gurr deprivation leads to frustration and it 

causes aggression, so this frustration-aggression mechanism leads to violence. 

Ascher, W., & Mirovitskaya, N. (2012) narrate that the emergence of political movement 

is caused by the cleavage of ethnic, religious or socio-economic unrest among different groups of 

a society. Increase intensity of the cleavage leads to political unrest, and demand for change. 

Arab spring is a live example of this phenomenon. 

Ted, G. (1970) states that “relative deprivation theory is the tension that develops from a 

discrepancy between the ‘ought’ and the ‘is’ of collective value satisfaction, and that disposes 

men to violence.” 

Caren, N., Gaby, S., & Herrold, C. (2016) describe that the argument of collective 

deprivation leads to emotional movement of individuals and groups which is considered harmful 

to society because mobs are moved by emotional slogans while their energies are utilized by 
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certain circles for the achievement of certain objectives contrary to the interest of the individuals 

participating in the uprising. Arab Spring practically demonstrates the mentioned phenomenon. 

Gurin, P., Gurin, G., & Morrison, B. M. (1978) the second generation of scholars 

explains revolution in terms of frustration, discrimination and aggression, these scholars explains 

revolution in terms of disequilibrium in social system. 

Morrison, D. E. (1971) argues that there may be an indirect link between the relative 

deprivation and aggression but despite the fact that there has always been ample of examples of 

relative deprivation throughout the course of the history but there are less revolutions reported in 

history, which shows that the theory of grievances and deprivation cannot fully support the 

aggression and violence in a best way. 

Huntington, S. P. (2006); Tilly, C. (1978); Stinchcombe, A. L. (1995); Johnson, S. 

(1966); Smelser, N. J. (1962) this group of scholars explain revolution through resource 

mobilization and power. Resources are mobilized by outside or inside powers to incorporate 

change in a society. 

Rummel, R. J. (1977) explains the revolution in a different way called as relative 

deprivation, which explains a social movement in terms of grievances, social inequalities, 

aggression, social hostilities and a demand for social justice. 

Scholars like Sewell Jr, W. H. (1985); Halliday, F. (1999); Goldstone, J. A. (1980); 

Foran, J. (1993) consider ideology and human agency as a main motivator for any revolution to 

evolve. 

Paige, J. (1975): Moore, R. (1978); Skocpol, T., & Theda, S. (1979) third generation of 

scholars explaining revolution as a combination of domestic and foreign factors. 
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McCarthy, J. D., & Zald, M. N. (1977) argue that participation in social movements are 

not merely dependent on frustration and deprivation but need an attachment to certain outer 

power source providers that gives continuous support and supply of required resources on time 

and need base. 

Tilly, C. (1978) argue that social movements are most often started and continued by cost 

benefits analysis, as these movements have to face the government machinery, which is full of 

resources and possess all the possible means to stop and undo an uprising, so change movements 

need a strong support of resources and equipment from a strong donor that could provide 

necessary needs on timely and continuous basis till the success of the movement.  

Huntington, S. P. (2006) describes that there are three main essentials for a revolution. 

➢ The revolt movement must have deep roots in society and should evolve 

as a mass social movement. 

➢ The revolutionary movement must lead to certain systemic and radical 

change like the replacement of the regime, the overthrow of the whole system replaced 

by a new one. Sometimes the overhauling of the existing system is carried out. 

➢ The revolutionary forces should use violence and power to bring the 

revolution. Power has the potential to bring change in political landscape. 

Klandermans, B., & Oegema, D. (1987) describes how social movements emerge and 

why individuals participate in such movements. He argues that social psychology can explain in 

a best way although not with full accuracy that why individuals take part in a costly social 

movement. 

Crosby, F. (1984); Kahneman, D., & Snell, J. (1992); Williams Jr, R. M. (1975) suggest 

that losing is more painful than failure to gain an objective. 
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Krahn, H., & Harrison, T. (1992) argue that self-reference can greatly affect the social 

and political attitude of an individual and it could trigger that individual to strive to change his 

current situation and can also lead to social action, this is a tendency of an individual to compare 

past self and current self or future self and make decisions on the basis of his comparison. 

Zakaria, F. (2013) the MENA region consisted of illiberal democracies, as the rulers 

deprived their people of basic human rights. Indeed elections held in 2007 in countries like 

Algeria, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Oman, Syria, Egypt, Morocco, Qatar etc. were fraud and use to 

strengthen the authoritarian regimes in these countries, these elections were not free and fair and 

were not fulfilling the basic needs of democracy and freedom, rather these were used to uplift the 

legitimacy claim of the rulers. 

Tarrow, S. (1998) argues that every society undergoes social change at some point of 

time this he call as waves of protests, according to him these waves arise from certain factors like 

conflicts, economic depression and other developments. 

Zald, M. N. (1992) delineate that during the last half a century protest movements that 

created transitional changes in society were most often provoked by economic, political and 

social issues. 

Goldstone, J. A. (2011) explains the revolution criteria in a very different way: 

“For a revolution to succeed, a number of factors have to come together. 

The government must appear so irremediably unjust or inept that it is 

widely viewed as a threat to the country’s future; elites (especially in the 

military) must be alienated from the state and no longer willing to defend 

it; a broad-based section of the population, spanning ethnic and religious 

groups and socioeconomic classes, must mobilize; and international powers 
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must either refuse to step in to defend the government or constrain it from 

using maximum force to defend itself”. 

Halliday, F. (1999) point out that Contrary to the Marx’s statement that revolution come 

in developed and industrialized countries, revolutions arise in a less developed society as evident 

from the past century military and social revolutions. 

Huntington, S. P. (2006);Dobson Jr, C. R. K. (2012) ; Ergil, D. (2010) ;Gershman, C. 

(2011); Grand, S. (2011); Mason, P. (2013);Taşpınar, Ö. (2011) this group has a more liberal 

view which states that this is Huntington thirds wave of revolution that started with the fall of 

Soviet Union in 1989, when the Soviet allies of Czechoslovakia, Poland, Serbia, Ukraine, 

Georgia, Romania and Moldova, respectively and the failed Cedar revolution in Lebanon(2005), 

fall of government in Philippine in 2001 and Ecuador in 2005, that started in 1974, this Arab 

spring is the fourth wave of the glorious waves of democratization. 

Ibrahim, F. N. (2003); Hamzawy, A. (2003); Pratt, N. (2013); Lust-Okar, E.,& Zerhouni, 

S. (2008) explains that the state apparatus was used to control the politics and there was no space 

for any opposition. However the Islamic opposition was successful in surviving in such a tough 

situation through informal and underground networking and connectivity. 

The reason for lack of a coherent explanation of the origin and outcome is because of 

certain reasons according to Wiktorowicz, (2004) academic work on social movements in the 

Arab world is considered only as a descriptive account.  

Lichbach, M. I. (2017); Spier, S. (2011) argues that participants were motivated by the 

availability of social media and religious gatherings that helped in flow of information and 
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coordinated the mobs in a single direction of protests, making it easy in developing a streamlined 

protest movement in the Arab world. 

MacKenzie, D., & Wajcman, J. (1999) pointed out that modern technology has the 

potential to provide access to masses in a very short time and has the ability to mobilize and 

organize mass movements. Modern technologies accelerate the flow of information and improve 

networking. 

Bellin, E. (2012) explains that starved of accrediting Arabs as cogent actors with in a 

public spare, an appropriate conception of the current transformation in the Arab world appear to 

be impossible. 

The change in Arab world has dynamic effect in different countries as situation in MENA 

countries is different and there are diverse type of authoritarian governments in each country 

these authoritarian regimes can be divided into three types according to Geddes, B. (1999) these 

are military regimes , personalize regimes and single party regimes. 

 The solitary party governments are more resilient and can resist change because the 

elites are more coherent and there are less chance of resistance from the elites groups compared 

to monarchies and personalized dictatorships where the elites suffer from more frustration. 

McAdam, D., Tarrow, S. G., & Tilly, C. (1996); El-Meehy, A. (2012) argue that political 

grievances are more likely to ignite any uprising when there is elite split in a regime and in that 

case military that share ethnic, tribal or sectarian connection with the regimes are more helpful to 

prevent the regimes than the military that depend on personalized incentives and benefits. 

Hegre, H. (2001) argues that the shift of paradigm from autocracy to a just and dignified 

way of government produce a conflict and that conflict could have a potential for violence , but 
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this violence will be temporary till the establishment of the rule of a law that is based on justice , 

dignity and equality. 

Tessler, M., & Miller-Gonzales, J. (2015) describe that the Western media portrays the 

struggle of Arab world as a struggle for democracy, but this is not the case on the ground, 

democracy demands secularism which is considered as a taboo in the Arab world, Arabs do not 

want to detach from Islam, some want to have a blend of Sharia law and democracy. There is no 

compatibility between Islam and Western democracy, both the ideology are incapable to coexist. 

Justino, P., Brück, T., & Verwimp, P. (Eds.) (2013) recognize the importance of micro 

level factors that helped in initiating what is called as Arab spring. Citizens who were relatively 

deprived by social aspect like lack of dignity , freedom of speech and reclaim of identity along 

with economic grievances like low standard of living, unemployment and inequalities 

amalgamated with political grievances like lake of freedom and justice which provoked people to 

participate in the protest movement known as Arab Spring. 

The country wise impact of the so called Arab spring can be given in a serial of activities 

that happened in the MENA region from start till the present time. 

Anderson, L. (2011) states that it is not a matter of surprise that a number of less 

developed Arab countries are facing revolution as these countries are economically backward 

and facing the negative consequences of political and cultural modernization. 

Alexander, (2012) explains that Arab spring is ignited in a non-Western society 

marginalized by global capitalist system, suffering from economic, social and political 

inequalities, under authoritarian regimes backed by the international order, undergoing 

revolutionary dynamics that may change the future of the oppressed people of the region. 
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Zubaida, S. (2011);Ibrahim, Y. (2014) point out that the ruling elites of Arab have always 

shared the oil resources of their countries with the US and Soviet block for protection from 

public upheaval, the failure to develop a neoliberal economic system created a huge economical 

gap between the elites and the middle class that resulted in frustration and agitation. 

Mann, M. (2015) explains that Arab spring is a product of the emerging world order that 

started with the collapse of Soviet Union transforming the bipolar world into a unipolar one 

dominated by US. 

He further argues that Arab spring is a show of new imperialism where US hegemony 

was established after its success in cold war against Soviet Union. The current Arab spring is the 

Americanization of Soviet allies in the Middle East. 

Robinson, G. E. (2012); Jones, J. (2015) support the narrative that Arab spring is a 

conspiracy of the multinational corporate that dominate the Western politico military centers for 

any of the two purposes. 

➢ Capitalist system is driven by its nature to extend to new markets so as to 

recover from current financial crisis. 

➢ There is an intrinsic drive in the capitalist system to increase the profit 

share and keep on increasing to fulfill its thirst of achieving high economic goals which is 

infinite. 

Scholars like Mackler 2011, Badiou, A. (2012), Achcar, G. (2012) support another 

conspiratorial narrative which states that the Arab spring started as anti-imperialistic revolution 

but soon it will be stolen by imperialistic forces setting behind the curtain in Washington  
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helping the reactionary forces against the regimes with an under hand deal as evident from the 

Libyan case. 

Al-Sayyid, M. K. (2014) investigates that all the conspiracy theories are one sided and 

myopic view of events that holds West responsible of the events taking place in the Arab world 

but the Arab people have a long history of glory and power in the world and there is strong 

element present in the area that have a vision and are working for the revival of its history related 

to Pax-Islamia. 

Brumberg, D. (2013) argues that the situation in the MENA region is interplay between 

external and internal factor i.e. the changing international order and domestic issues both have an 

amalgamated effect on the regional politics. 

Zubaida, S. (2011) points out that the demise of Soviet Union has left a vacuum in the 

Arab countries affiliated with the former USSR; the so called Arab spring is the filling of that 

vacuum by the US. 

According to Breisinger, C., Ecker, O., Al-Riffai, P., & Yu, B. (2012) Arab spring is 

considered to be a reaction to the authoritarian rule and is based on civil and democratic values, 

demand for social justice, dignity and liberty. 

 As the events unfolded in the coming years many scholars changed their ideas about the 

uprising like Brownlee, J., Masoud, T. E., Masoud, T., & Reynolds, A. (2015) who argue that the 

uprising was unavoidable because of the presence of many factors like unemployment, nepotism, 

corruption, social mobility etc. but no one can exactly predict what was the real motive behind 

the uprising.  
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Similarly according to Moussa, M. B. (2013) scholars have misunderstood as well as 

misinterpreted the social movements in Arab world by not analyzing it in a traditional way and 

have ignored the real essence of the social movements in the Middle East.  

Regier and Khalidi, (2009) argue that the connotation of “Arab Street” for protests in the 

region has undermined the Arab protesters and their cause and the demonstrations are distorted 

because of such conceptualization. 

Harik, I. (2006) pointed out that most often Arab protests are misunderstood by Western 

scholars because of the lack of democratic and liberal values in the foundation of Arab society. 

Barany, Z. (2013) considers the Arab spring to be the repercussion of decades’ long 

discontent and unrest that manifested in the Arab awakening and reached its peak in the last few 

years. 

Ottaway, M., & Hamzawy, A. (2011) argue that protests and demonstrations continued 

throughout the last decade but eventually escalated in the late 2010. Particularly they connote 

that, 

 “The uprising that started in Tunisia in late 2010 was not a completely new 

development, but rather a more dramatic example of the unrest common across the region, 

particularly in Egypt, Morocco, Algeria, and Jordan.”  

Ottaway, M., & Hamzawy, A. (2011) further argue that the root cause of the Arab rising 

was social and economic grievances but it transformed into political ambitions such as demand 

for freedom of speech and demand for the overthrow of the regimes. 

Goldstone, J. (2011) explains that common people were suffering from poverty with low 

wages along with rise in food prices of almost 32% in 2010; there was soaring youth 
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unemployment rate of 23% across the Middle East. This worst condition created frustration 

which manifested into uprising. 

Brumberg, D. (2013) pointed out the use of military against the demonstrators had a great 

impact on the escalation of violence in different geographies of the Middle East, in some 

countries like Libya and Syria many officers defected from the regimes and as a result there was 

a loss of territory from the regime’s grip and an increase in violence. 

Roberts, D. B. (2012) argues that military intervention by the NATO in certain Middle 

Eastern countries like Libya were for the oil deal in post regime scenario. NATO attack 

accelerated the toppling of the regimes and taking over of the opposition which would have been 

impossible other way round. 

Achcar, G. (2012) explains that regional powers as well as global actors had a great role 

in the Arab awakening, in almost all the cases these powers have used their influence in an 

indirect way in unfolding the events in their favor while in some cases these powers used their 

military might to shape the events on the ground and safeguard their interests. 

According to Yom, S. L., & Gause III, F. G. (2012) authoritarian monarchies are more 

resilient to change than other type of regimes as evident from the fact that none of the 

monarchies like Saudi Arabia, Jordan, Kuwait, Morocco, Qatar, UAE, Oman and Bahrain 

experienced any change in the so called Arab Spring. 

Geddes, B. (1999) explains that monarchies ousted from power since world war two were 

through military coups still he agrees that coup attempts in monarchies are less common than in 

non-monarchies. 
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Menaldo, V. (2012) supports the idea that monarchies in Arab world enjoy religious and 

cultural legitimacy that inspires more support from the people than a republic. For example he 

argues that monarchs from Jordan and Morocco claim lineage to the prophet Muhammad 

(S.A.W) while Saudi family portrays itself a protector of the holy places of Islam i.e. Makkah 

and Medina. These regimes are exploiting the religious rhetoric of the Muslims and thus institute 

legitimacy to their Western allied governments in the region. 

Vidino, L. (2013) suggests that some elites might use the supremacy of their specific 

tribal system and thus provide legitimacy to their regimes. 

Menaldo, V. (2012) argues that the monarchs have an edge that they can easily change 

the scenario by bringing popular but limited reforms and remain above the law while they can 

avoid citizen’s blame by the scapegoat of certain officials to satisfy the people. The kings of 

Morocco, Jordan and Saudi Arabia announced quick reforms and benefits to their subjects and 

thus reduced the effects of the uprising, while in case of the presidents they do not enjoy such 

luxury as they are not above the law and their changes are not effective with such swift response. 

Lust-Okar, E., & Jamal, A. A. (2002) explain that incremental liberalization, as well as 

nepotism gives continuity to family ruling and help in stabilizing the institutional factor in 

kingdoms. 

Petras, (2011) argues that the oil rich countries can get help from the abundant resources 

to win over those who are opposing the regimes by spending vast amount of money and other 

benefits like the Kuwaiti royal family spent almost $3,500 on every citizen and thus avoided any 

popular uprising. 

Nepstad, S. E. (2011); Bellin, E. (2012) point to another important factor that provides 

durability to a regime is the state coercive apparatus i.e. the elites and military security forces 
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loyalty. If the military remain loyal to the regime, revolutions are less likely to succeed and 

authoritarian rulers are more likely to prevail. 

El-Meehy, A. (2012): Lutterbeck, D. (2011) also support the idea that military loyal help 

the regime in repressing the uprisings, reduce social tensions and suppress those who challenge 

the regime and undermine internal contradiction such as elite conflict. 

Korotayev, A. V., Issaev, L. M., Malkov, S. Y., & Shishkina, A. R. (2013) explain that 

this military might is used to organize social networking as they are vertically connected to the 

society and they prevent any horizontal connection among the society. This well-established 

vertical connection and elite alignment prevent any unwanted social connection and keep the 

society in a strict and control connection with the state run by authoritarian rule. 

Williamson, S., & Abadeer, C. (2014) determine that the most important factor is the 

foreign support that a regimes get from against any uprising , the case of Syria and Libya are the 

latest examples where Gaddafi was uprooted from the government and Bashaar  al Asad is still 

in power although Libyan military was more loyal to its regime as compared to Bashaar al Asad 

, but there was no one in the international hegemonic forces to support the Gaddafi regime and it 

fell to NATO intervention while in case of Bashaar al Asad , Russia was there to protect Syrian 

regime from the direct NATO and US bombardment , similarly ethnic Shiites forces of Lebanon 

Hezbollah and Iran were there to support the regime and al Asad is still in power despite of  

heavy investment by NATO and US and the regional powers Saudi Arabia and Turkey. 

Similarly Yom, S. L., & Gause III, F. G. (2012) point out that Bahrain might not have 

survived against the Shiites uprising without the support of Saudi led GCC. That interfered and 

stabilized the Sunni monarch. 
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Korotayev, A. V., Issaev, L. M., Malkov, S. Y., & Shishkina, A. R. (2013) explain that 

foreign element is of great importance as media is in the control of the world powers and they 

can drive the common opinion against the regimes because these regimes are in power for 

decades but the change was prescribed in the beginning of this century by the sole hegemonic 

power because the fall of USSR has a great role in the destabilization of third world countries. 

Ottaway, M., & Hamzawy, A. (2011) describe the situation on ground to be like a 

volcano but it remained silent until a need was felt by the foreign actors to change the regimes so 

the importance of the individual and common man is there but the force that is driving the 

change is somewhere else and this volcano is controlled from an unspecific point which funds 

the challengers and facilitated them on ground and from the air. 

According to Anderson, L. (2011) the Tunisian revolution which was the first step of 

change in the MENA region also called as the Jasmine revolution was the first attempt to oust  

President Zine el-Abidine Ben Ali from power. Tunisia had an organized labor movement, larger 

middle class and a best educational system. Tunisians established a two chambered parliament 

after the 2002 referendum and has enhanced the powers of the president giving him the privilege 

of unlimited term in office and an age relaxation that resulted in his election success of 2004 and 

2009 despite high charges of rigging in the elections.   

According to Nucifora, A., Churchill, E., & Rijkers, B. (2015) Tunisia was portrayed as a 

tourist friendly country but had a bad economic situation and most of the commercial activities 

were in the hand of Bin Ali,s family.  Government was entrenched by nepotism and cronyism. 

Anderson, L. (2011) explains that demonstrations started in 2010 which forced Bin Ali to 

announce a pledge of improving economic conditions and a promise of creating 300,000 jobs 
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along with freedom of press but these announcements could not save the regime and Bin Ali has 

to fly to Saudi Arabia. 

According to Wagner, A. (2013) Yemen is one of the least developed countries in the 

Arab peninsula. The country faces poor economy, low oil reserves and poor education system, 

unemployment, poor literacy rate, Lake of water resources and poor infrastructure. There is an 

ongoing conflict between the Shiites minority Houthi and Sunni majority in the south. The 

country was ruled by Ali Abdullah Saleh since 1990, constitution was amended in 2001 to 

safeguard the Saleh government and to give him complete grip on power till 2013, furthermore 

the president term in office was increased from five years to seven years. 

Helfont, S., & Helfont, T. (2012) pointed out that Yemen government institutions were 

proven to corruption and cronyism, state employees were proven to corruption as their salaries 

were not adequate to meet the general needs. Saleh government was full of corruption and 

nepotism; he resigned from office in February 2012 under pressure from organized protest 

compelled by regional powers and was replaced by Abd Rabu Mansur Al-Hadi. 

According to Ajami, F. (2012) the transition of power was carried out by Saudi Arabia 

under a deal of immunity to Ali Abdullah Saleh and unopposed election of Hadi, however 

Yemen is still facing Houthi resistance, suffering from chaos while Saudi Arabian alliance is 

carrying air strikes to protect the Hadi government from collapse by the Houthi militia. Yemen 

has now become a bone of contention between the arch rivals Iran and Saudi Arabia both 

competing for regional dominance.  

 Contrary to the presidential system monarchs of Arab world enjoy vast legitimacy and 

power, let’s take the Example of Jordan (Jordan Constitution, Article 30). Criticizing the 

monarch is punishable with death penalty. 
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According to Tobin, S. A. (2012) royal establishment of Jordan and the King is more 

powerful than any other state institutions; demonstrations are strictly prohibited in Jordan, while 

activists and dissidents are prosecuted according to the Kingdom rules. 

According to a CIA Factbook 1 , (2014) report Jordan geographically lake sufficient 

natural resources like water, oil, agriculture etc. King Abdullah II after succession to the throne 

in 1999 developed new economic policies and attracted foreign investors that helped in 

improving the economic situation and created new jobs. Economic regression started in 2008 has 

limited effects on Jordanian economy because of the conservative bank policies of the kingdom.   

According to Tobin, S. A. (2012) high inflation, poverty and corruption led the people of 

Jordan to demonstration in 2011. 

According to Al Arabia, (2012)2 report Jordanians were dissatisfied with the rise in price 

of life essential elements and slow pace of promised economic and political reforms, the influx 

of refugees from Syria and Iraq also affected the economy of the country and the tourist industry 

which was a main source of revenue for the country. Protests started in 2012, demonstrators 

demanded transparency of government affairs, freedom of speech, freedom of social 

organizations and even the abduction of monarchy. Parliament and prime ministers were used as 

scapegoats to cool down the situation and demonstrations were diluted with reelection. 

Koukoutsaki-Monnier, A. (2015) explain that social movements arise, when a group of 

non-influential people resist or initiate a change using unconventional means. 

Koukoutsaki-Monnier, A. (2015) further explain that social movements are of four types 

according to the outcome and target of the movement while it also depends on the change that is 

desired in the social movement. These are Alternative, redemptive, reformative and 

 
1https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/download/download-2014/index.html 
2https://english.alarabiya.net/articles/2012/11/30/252667.html 
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revolutionary-transformative so according to him the so called Arab spring is reformative and 

revolutionary-transformative because it has a change tendency towards the entire society. 

Van Stekelenburg, J., & Klandermans, B. (2010) narrate that it is impossible to know the 

inner feelings of an individual and his intentions in taking part in an uprising as it is not ethical to 

physically examine the mind of the individuals however it has become easy to understand the 

thought process of an individual under the domain of social psychology.  

Eyadat, Z. (2012) uses the social psychology concept to interpret the Arab spring he 

argues that social grievances are the major cause of Arab spring because social organizations and 

a vibrant political sphere were not present in the Arab world. 

Mann, M. (2015) pointed out that the global resources of technology and globalization 

have proven to be weapon of mass communication in the Arab awakening. 

According to Howard, P. N., & Hussain, M. M. (2011) a recent study based on an 

analysis of thousands of blog posts, three million tweets, and gigabytes of You Tube contents 

suggests that posting inspiring stories of protests, and other political material played an important 

role in the Arab spring. 

Three kinds of information and communication technologies played a vital role in the 

Arab spring movement; these are Television channels e.g. Aljazeera network, cell phone and 

internet (Wiki leaks). Two of these are in control of the foreign powers. 

According to Rosen, R. (2011) many young participants created their twitter and face 

book accounts and used these accounts to share their feelings and experiences with their fellow 

demonstrators within and out of their countries. 

According to Pollock, J. (2011) despite the tough check on social media in Tunisia the 

number of face book users reached to 1.97 million in 2011, which were just 0.8 million in 2009. 
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Schillinger, R. (2011) describes that the use of social media helped in organizing the 

events and developed solidarity among the opposition both at regional and global level. This was 

helpful in breaking the monopoly of the regimes over the media and similarly the conglomerate 

monopoly at the global level up to some extent. 

Fandy, M. (2007) pointed out that there are estimated 700 TV channels operating in 

Arabic language, regimes used their state TV as mouth piece to mold the information in its favor 

while other foreign networks often broad caste the non-government version of the stories in a 

very inspiring manner. 

According to Allen, G. (2011); Souaiaia, A. E. (2011) the Qatari owned Aljazeera 

channel has provoked participants and used anti-regime sentiments in Libya, Yemen, Egypt and 

Tunisia, its credibility has reached to peak during the Arab spring because of the killing and 

imprisonment of its reporters in certain countries, it seems that the Channel was used by world 

powers in favor of the awakening. 

Klandermans, B. (2004) explains that grievances of individuals and resources 

complimented with the opportunities develop a strong bond among the protestors, he states, 

“Social Movements come into being because people who are aggrieved and have the 

resources to mobilize seize the political opportunities they perceive.[…] Grievance theory 

attempts to understand the demand side of political protests; resource mobilization theory the 

supply side; and opportunity theory the interaction between the resulting social movement 

activity and its political environment.” 

Runciman, W. G. (1966) calls this as “lateral solidarity” which compels an individual to a 

feeling of kinship with the other members of the group; it is normative approach in which an 

individual is attracted to achieve a group objective than to pursue individual aspiration. 
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Flynn, S. I. (2011) argues that when desires are blocked in a society that has become 

legitimate expectations of a group. This deprivation becomes sever when amusement of a group 

is observed in comparison to another group of a society. 

Akpeninor, J. O. (2007) explains that revolutions and rebellions appear at the time when 

societies start recovering from deprivation and oppression. This phenomenon is evident from 

historical records that during oppression rebellions and revolutions cease to exist. 

Ciezadlo, A. (2011) explains that World recession of 2001 lead to increase in food price 

like wheat, rice and corn worldwide while half of the top 20 food item importers in the world are 

Arab countries, similarly low wages and remittance in the region amalgamated with the 

increased food prices and the presence of elite amusers on natural resources of the region lead to 

frustration and anger at a large scale, resulting in violence and uprising. 

Mirkin, B. (2013) argues that Arab uprising was a youth show because half of the Arab 

population consisted of youth less than 25 years of age, facing unemployment as governments 

failed to develop job opportunities more over there were no skill developing institutes available 

in these countries. 

According to Urdal, H. (2004) educated youth are more proven to agitation and violence 

if they are not given opportunity to work for their aspiration, because young educated people 

have high aspiration and a widened mental horizon.  

Assaad, R., & Roudi-Fahimi, F. (2007) argues that elites of Arab world were unable to 

meet the changing needs of the young educated community. Consequently frustration and anger 

increased, leading to violence and a demand for the over throw of the existing regimes. 

Mulderig, M. C. (2013) point to the fact that unemployment was a major cause of 

frustration among the Arab youth because youth were over educated but not well educated, they 
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possessed higher degrees but had no skills, they were unable to meet the competitive market of 

the world. They were neither getting job opportunities at home nor they were able to migrate for 

better jobs, which caused frustration and anger among the youth leading to agitation. 

According to Brumberg, D. (2002); Lust-Okar, E. (2003) elites of Arab world tried their 

level best to portray a free and democratic image of their countries by making some symbolic 

changes like elections, but all these measures were formulated to attract foreign investment and 

to have a good relationship with the Western world otherwise these activities were only a show 

of good governance, which could not satisfy the people of the region. 

El-Meehy, A. (2014) explains that Egyptian uprising on January 25th, 2011 had a political 

rationale as the protestors were chanting slogans of human dignity and freedom; they were 

demanding a halt to the brutal police apparatus used against the people, which showed that the 

rulers of MENA region have turned their countries into police states. Similarly the demand for 

economic reforms in Tunisia soon turned into a demand for the change of regime and resignation 

of Bin Ali. The economic deprivation was triggering the need for political reform and both the 

demands were supplementing each other.  

According to Tarrow, S. (1998) starting a social movement need a strong basis that has a 

lasting effect of keeping the individual motivated till the success of the movement. It needs a 

high goal that could inspire the participants and could also attract new ones to join the 

movement, noble cause like for the sake of God, friendship, personal or national glory can 

motivate and inspire the individuals to surpass hardships and keep the momentum of the uprising 

till success.  

Van Doorn, W. (2013) argues that civil war erupts because of greed based motives rather 

than uprising based on grievances and deprivation. Although his more focus is on civil war there 
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for this greed based interpretation can best be suited to the Arab spring because this uprising has 

now transformed into war in many MENA countries and on the global stage as well. 

Van Doorn, W. (2013) argues that greed played an important role in uprising in Libya as 

basic necessities provided by the Libyan regime were enough to fulfill the primary needs of the 

people. 

Collier, P. (1999) has divided the collective action problem into three segments namely 

the free- rider problem, the coordination problem and the time-consistency problem. All these 

segments explain why most of the time people rebel and why they are unable to rebel against the 

status quo. 

According to Kornblum, W. (2017) frustration can lead to aggression but at the same 

time there is a chance that it leads to non-aggression as well. There is a chance that an individual 

facing deprivation may avoid the interaction lead to frustration, he may absorb it into high goal 

or may try to cope with the frustration situation, similarly there is an equal chance that the 

individual may regress. This historical and empirical evidence falsify the theory of relative 

deprivation. 

Kirmani, N., & Khan, A. A. (2008) argue that scholars neglect an important factor of 

motivation for social movement i.e. religion, especially in the Arab countries Islam is a highly 

inspirational source for social movements. 

Hoffman, M., & Jamal, A. (2012) have investigated the role of religion in the Arab 

spring, they find out that reading the holy Quran makes a person politically more active than 

mere mosque attendance for prayer. 

Hoffman, M., & Jamal, A. (2012) also investigated the reason for youth participation in 

the Arab Spring, they found out that although youth are considered to be less religious, they were 
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more in favor of Sharia law, Arab youth have more support for political Islam than the older 

generation, this youth Islamic affinity was exploited by many religious parties and now these 

parties are enjoying rule in many countries as a result of Arab Spring. 

El-Meehy, A. (2014) argue that economic deprivation is not all the times a trigger for 

agitation, as in case of Egypt and Bahrain political grievances were the major cause of the 

uprising. 

Noueihed, L., & Warren, A. (2012) highlight that it has been for many decades that there 

is frustration and sense of deprivation in the Arab world and many people and organizations have 

tried to change the status quo many times before. 

Döşemeci, (2011) narrates that cities and squares of Arab world have become symbols of 

revolution, the best example is the Tahrir square of Egypt where people from different 

ideologies and social affiliations gathered in millions and stayed there for days and nights. They 

demanded the overthrow of the regime and regime has to surrender to their demands. 

Ardıc, N. (2012):Hoffman, M., & Jamal, A. (2014) explain that chanting the slogans of 

“Allah Akbar” or God is great and other religious rhetoric shows that religious motivation was 

transformed into creating a political momentum.  

According to Eghdamian, K. (2014) the religious rhetoric of the youth show that Islam is 

the leading factor in motivating the young for the struggle to demand justice in the Arab world. 

Hoffman, M., & Jamal, A. (2014) explain that the Arabs started their struggle for 

freedom, dignity and equality and their demand was to overthrow the existing regimes because 

of social, economic and political inequalities in the Arab world, democracy was not the primary 

demand of the demonstrators, it was the Western media that portrayed a democratic face of the 
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uprising. Arabs have a love for their religion and they want to have a religious identity for 

themselves. 

Eghdamian, K. (2014) observed that mosque attendance and Friday sermons helped 

greatly in activating the citizens, mosques were considered to be the focal point in arranging 

demonstrations and motivating the individuals to participate in the agitation during the Arab 

spring. 

Benhabib, S. (2011); Ardıc, N. (2012);Halverson, J. R., Ruston, S. W., & Trethewey, A. 

(2013) support the idea that religious gatherings and frequent contact between pre-existing 

religious groups helped in streamlining the protest, religious leaders and networking were the 

key factors in developing and maintaining the momentum of the demonstrations in most of the 

Arab countries. 

Samin, N. (2012) pointed out that the use of internet and social media has accelerated the 

Arab awakening in many countries, although the situation varies from country to country and is 

depending on the political system prevailing in that country. 

Lynch, M. (2011) says that one cannot ignore the role of social media in bringing and 

nourishing a revolution, there is a common aphorism: “Twitter doesn’t cause revolutions, but 

revolutions are tweeted”. There is strong bond between fast communication and revolution 

which was used in a best way in the Arab world and the fruits are evident. 

According to Shirky, C. (2011); El Difraoui, A. (2012) societies do not undergo changes 

and revolutions by adopting new tools instead adopting new behaviors can change a society and 

new tools can help in just accelerating the change process. 

Bishara, D. (2012) explains that although many times the role of social media is over 

emphasized, there is a necessary link between a revolution and the tools used to communicate 
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among participating members of the uprising; these tools become symbolic for the new 

generation. 

According to Moussa, M. B. (2013) the role of social media is supportive rather than 

deterministic in the Arab spring. 

Wolfsfeld, G., Segev, E., & Sheafer, T. (2013) describe that perception of unequal 

treatment was most probably shared by individuals on social media that created a sense of 

collective deprivation and developed a sense of agitation on mass level leading to the dilemma of 

collective action that accelerated the process of revolt in the Arab world. 

According to Farwell, J. P. (2014) the importance of words and images in a revolution 

can be clearly expressed in the following statement in a best way, “if the pen is already mightier 

than the sword, the altered image might prove mightier than both.” 

According to Ramady, M. A. (2014) the GCC countries are shielded from any type of 

aggression both external and internal but they are not immune from change and evolutionary 

revolution as these monarchies are islands of prosperity that are surrounded by hunger and anger. 

Eyadat, Z. (2012) states that certain MENA countries like Sudan, Algeria and Lebanon 

may soon join the Arab awakening because geography, history, culture and religion of the 

MENA countries are inseparable, although monarchies will try to resist the change through 

extended family ruling, increased public spending and incremental liberalization but all these are 

delaying tactics, these measures cannot stop the change that has become the fate of Arab world. 

Matthiesen, T. (2013) ;Davidson, C. M. (2014) predict that monarchies and emirates of 

the Arab peninsula will collapse in a short period of time, there will evolve a liberal and stable 

governments or government that will be symbol of equality, freedom and dignity, provided the 

change is internal and not imposed by any foreign force. 
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Gause III, F. G. (2013) narrates the argument of Saudi sociologist and political activist 

Khalid al-Dakhil that why monarchies escaped Arab spring, he states that the first reason of the 

monarchies to remain calm during the change were the longevity of these monarchies except for 

Jordan all the monarchies have long histories in their countries, the second reason according to 

Dakhil is that monarchies are traditional and have emerged from their traditions and cultural 

factors that are constant to their societies, another  important reason is that monarchies are 

legitimate and there is no opposition to these monarchies while in case of Arab countries these 

monarchies have a strong relation with the US and Western powers. 

Brumberg, D. (2013) states that military behavior and attitude has a significant effect on 

the unfolding of events in the Arab spring. The military behavior varied from country to country 

during the uprising, Yemeni military opened fire on protestors and wounded 90 students on 

March9th 2011, finely the regime head had to step down because. 

➢ Some important figures of military have defected towards the opposition. 

➢ The opposition was largely unified. 

➢ United States and Saudi Arabia reduced its support for the regime. 

According to Aljazeera report some Syrian military personals also defected making a 

group of free Syrian army, the Russian support for the regime and US support for the rebels has 

complicated the situation and the country is suffering from civil war, the emergence of Islamic 

State in Syria with high ambitions has developed a state of war and an estimated half of the 

Syrian population have displaced and almost 7, 50000 civilians have been killed so far 

(Aljazeera 29.4.2017). 

Roberts, D. B. (2012) explains that the foreign direct intervention in the Arab awakening 

has changed the ground situation, the best example of foreign direct intervention is the Libyan 
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case when France and Britain with US support started bombing the Libyan military that helped 

the National Transition Council to grab power over a secret deal of oil in post Qaddafi Libya. 

Thus the deal for oil between NATO and NTC helped in bringing success to the revolution. 

Libyan forces defected and foreign missionaries were used and it was the most violent of the 

Arab Spring where the NTC captured and later killed Qaddafi with NATO support. 

Roberts, D. B. (2012) further argues that the foreign military intervention has greatly 

affected the events in Arab spring, besides Libya the international actors are in a colliding 

situation in Syria where US support some opposition forces with Saudi Arabia and Turkey while 

Iran, China and Russia support the Al Assad regime for safeguarding their strategic interests in 

the region. 

Wickham, C. R. (2002); Wiktorowicz, Q. (2004) pointed out that social movements in 

Middle East are often connected to Islamic movements now a day. 

According to Taşkin, Y. (2013) the West is comfortable with the democratic Islamic 

organizations in power but has an enmity towards those who are against the current world order; 

although these forces were nourished by the West against USSR. Now they have a de facto 

control over many territories in Middle East like Iraq, Syria, Egypt, Yemen and Libya etc. 

Bamyeh, M. (2011); Grand, S. (2011); Zubaida, S. (2011) narrate the idea that Islam 

remained the strongest motive for demonstrators throughout the Arab uprising, although the 

Western media does not show the real facts due to the strategic stance of the Western countries 

but the situation on ground shows that Islamic sentiments played a vital role in the uprising. The 

Islamic rhetoric was manipulated into democratic and liberal movement acceptable to the West 

while in some cases like the Islamic jihadists opposes the Western imperialistic motives and 

aspire for an independent Islamic state challenging the Western installed world order. 
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Abdelrahman, M. (2014) argues that Islam remained dormant since the creation of states 

in the Arab peninsula by the bipolar world order, the so called Arab spring created an 

opportunity for Islamization of the region in two ways first through democratic and Western 

style seen in Tunisia and Egypt and second is through jihad, where some elements are working 

for the creation of an Islamic state based on sharia law as in Iraq and Syria. Now the West is in 

war with those dreaming for Islamic caliphate and there is a full pledged war in the Middle East. 

Merriam, A. H. (1974) states, “Permeating the entire Islamic heritage has been a 

characteristic fusion of language, politics, and religion. Central to the Muslim Weltanschauung 

is the notion of a theocracy or religious state, in which secular power derives its impetus from 

adherence to the doctrines of Islamic law (the Sharia)”. 

“Throughout the Muslim world, the village spiritual leader (mullah) often functions as 

the chief legal administrator and political spokesman as well. Since Mohammed, military 

commanders have served as leaders of prayer, and Borthwick has shown that sermons 

and related religious institutions continue to provide a highly credible medium for 

politically oriented messages”. 

According to Azimi, N. (2018) the revolution in Middle East does not arise in a vacuum 

the second intifada of Palestine in 2000 and the American invasion of Iraq in 2003 have a great 

impact on the Muslim youth in the region and throughout the world. 

Wickham, C. R. (2011);Toameh, K. A. (2011) pointed out that although Islamic 

movements in Arab countries were suppressed for decades still these organizations played a 

leading role in organizing the protests in Egypt, Tunisia, and Libya while in Iraq and Syria 

Islamic organizations have a strong footing against the government and their influence increased 

with the passage of time. 
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Freeman, C. (2014) supports the idea that the emergence of jihadist organization in the 

wake of Iraqi occupation of 2003 created an opportunity for those dreaming for the creation of a 

state based on Islamic principles. 

The death of Abu Masab Al Zarqawi by the American forces inspired many youth to take 

part in the jihad against the US occupation, Abu Ayoub Al Misri an Egyptian jihadist with high 

aspirations became the leader of jihadist venture, Al Qaida in Iraq has changed its name to 

Islamic state of Iraq and had started their struggle for the creation of a state based on Sharia law. 

Islamic state of Iraq was an amalgamation of Mujahedeen Shura Council a conglomerate of 

various jihadist organizations active against US occupation in Iraq along with Jund Asuhaba they 

seized land in Baquba and Fallujah and started to grab more territories in Iraq. The start of so 

called Arab spring in Syria developed a new opportunity for the Iraqi caliphate dreamers. 

According to Joscelyn, T. (2013) when Abu Ayoub Al Misri and his appointed Caliph Abu 

Omer Al Baghdadi were killed in a US drone attack, Abu Dua became the new caliph commonly 

known as Abu Bakr Al Baghdadi whose real name is Hamed Dawood Mohammed Khalil al-

Zawi. 

According to Freeman, C. (2014) the jihadist movement was renamed in April 2013 as 

the Islamic State of Iraq and Shaam (the Levant), When jihadists captured territories in 

neighboring Syria as a result of the Arab Spring. 

Khashoggi, J. (2014) explains that ISIS is an ideology. They aspire to overthrow the 

Western installed rulers and to unite the Muslim world under an Islamic caliphate. 

Karouny, M. (2014) supports the argument that the vulnerable situation in Middle East 

was in favor of the armed movement that was struggling to over throw the US installed rulers of 

Iraq now they were in a position to cash the civil war erupted because of the demonstrations in 



57 
 

 

Syria as the so called Arab Spring entered into that territory and the Sunni majority was 

demanding the removal of Alawite government lead by Bashaar Al assad. 

Burke III, E. (2009) says, “Islamic militants’ main objective is not conquest, but to beat 

back what they perceive as an aggressive West that is supposedly trying to complete the project 

begun during the Crusades and colonial periods of denigrating, dividing, and humiliating Islam. 

The militants’ secondary goal is the establishment of the caliphate, or single Islamic state”. 

Acun, C. (2014) argues that Sunni armed movement raised against US led invasion of 

Iraq and has transformed into a de facto authority in the region in the wake of Arab awakening 

spreading from Iraq to the entire MENA region and even to Afghanistan threatening the world 

order. 

Weiss, M., & Hassan, H. (2016) explicate that as IS came closer to its ambitions of 

creating a caliphate, the religion played greater role in radicalization of this organization, they 

emphasized the narrative in the following way, 

“Defense against a host of enemies – the ‘infidel’ United States, the ‘apostate’ Gulf 

Arab States, the ‘Nusayri’ Alawite dictatorship in Syria, the ‘rafida’ one in Iran and the latter’s 

satrapy in Baghdad.” 

Richard Barrett (2014) postulates that Islamic state (IS) want to have a return to the past 

glory of Islam through modern warfare, innovative tactic and imply Islam in the modern era by 

establishing a state of its own. 

Cronin, A. K. (2015) argues that Islamic state is a pseudo state with a conventional army 

she narrates that, “Islamic State Seeks to control territory and create a “pure” Sunni Islamist 

state governed by a brutal interpretation of sharia; to immediately obliterate the political 
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borders of the Middle East… and to position itself as the sole political, religious, and military 

authority over all of the world’s Muslims”. 

According to Lister, C. (2014) the caliphate in Muslim world means that all the Muslims 

of the world are united under one banner, there is no concept of border and all Muslims pledge 

allegiance to the caliph, this portrays a Muslims unity throughout the globe. 

Styszynski, M. (2014) pointed out that the current leader of IS proclaimed caliphate on 

29thJune 2014 at the event of first Ramadan, the Muslim holy month of fasting at a Friday prayer 

gathering at the grand Mosul mosque, Al Baghdadi stated, “a state where the Arab and the non-

Arab, the white man and the black man, the easterner and the Westerner are all brothers … The 

Earth is Allah’s.” 

Cockburn, P. (2015); Low, (2015), Weiss, M., & Hassan, H. (2016) reported that IS want 

to establish a unitary state and eliminate all boarders drawn by Sykes_ Picot and extend even 

further. 

Weiss, M., & Hassan, H. (2016) reported that Islamic state consider its caliphate a long 

utopian journey made sweeter by sufferings, Al Baghdadi asked the Muslims of all world to 

migrate to their caliphate to make it stronger enough to reach its real borders consisting of Spain 

and all the existing Muslim world. 

According to Flannery, F. L. (2015) ;Mahadevan, P. (2015) :Schmid, A. P. (2015) the e-

magazine of the Islamic State provides sufficient information of this organization, there are three 

main distinct messages surrounding the caliphate in its magazine Dabiq, these are; 

➢ The Caliphate and the Caliph are the true successors of the real Islamic 

caliphate based on the prophetic methodology. 
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➢ The success of the ventures created by Islamic state is based on the 

predictions and prophecies of the prophet Muhammad (S.A.W). 

➢ Muslims of the entire world have a religious obligation to travel to Islamic 

state based in Iraq and Syria.  

Farwell, J. P. (2014) Lister, C. R. (2015);Schmid, A. P. (2015);Prucha, N. 

(2016):McCauley, C., & Moskalenko, S. (2017) pointed out that Islamic state used social media 

at a very high rate to attract the audience worldwide, Islamic state videos were tweeted at a rate 

of 2500 per hour, they used the world events such as the 2014 World Cup using “#Brazil2014 

and #WC2014”, to attract the audience and to avoid blockage of information by the Western 

censorship machines. They were successful in attracting masses of Muslims who migrated to the 

Islamic state particularly from the Western countries.  

According to Lister, C. R. (2015) the use of inspirational slogans that have attractive 

message for the youth jihadist attract many youth and is a threat to the Western interest in the 

Middle East he states,“ Baqiya wa tatamadad, or, lasting and expanding. This slogan concisely 

sums up the fundamental modus operandi of the IS organization, the roots of which date back at 

least to1999, when its notorious father figure, Ahmad Fadl al-Nazal al-Khalayleh (Abu Musab al 

Zarqawi), was released from prison in Jordan”. 

According to Styszynski, M. (2014) and Kfir, I. (2015) Islamic state not only act on 

disciplinary and swift justice but also spent a significant amount of economic resources on 

providing services to the people of the area under their control. There is justice and equal 

distribution of resources as they follow the teachings of Islam.  IS control the prices and provides 

necessary needs to the people in their territory; they are winning hearts and minds of the people 
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and are trying to establish a just and equitable society in their area to promote their motto of 

remaining and expanding. 

Flannery, F. L. (2015) reported that the apocalyptic ideology of Islamic state and its 

devotion to resistance, enmity to the West and direct confrontation with hostile powers in the 

strategically important Middle East has urged the Muslims and other nations around the world 

that Islamic state is paving the way to prophesized conflict between the world arch enemies i.e. 

Islam and the West at the end of the times. 

According to Bunzel, C. (2016) the followers of Islamic states are supporters of the 

establishment of a Muslim society based on the divine principals of Quran and Hadith, they are 

willing to use military means and violence to achieve their goal. Their vision is based on the life 

of Prophet Muhammad (S.A.W) and his companions. Islamic state consider their path as the 

defender of the way of the Prophet and consider the creation of a unified state of the Muslims a 

solution to the problems faced by the Muslims in the existing world order, there for it is a 

challenge to the current world order and US has launched military, Arial and media war along 

with all her allies to degrade the Islamic state and finely destroy it, Islamic state is also ready to 

this situation and has established affiliation with most of the jihadist organizations around the 

Muslim world forming Wilayas i.e. provinces in Egypt, Libya, Saudi Arabia, Afghanistan, 

Pakistan, Libya, Nigeria, Yemen and Philippine etc. and carrying attacks, capturing territories 

and threatening US hegemony. 

Yourish, K., Watkins, D., & Giratikanon, T. (2015) reported that Baghdadi has many 

times threatened the US and its allies and has called his followers to attack the interest of US and 

her allies wherever and whenever possible, he calls US and her allies as “crusaders” in many of 

his speeches. According to U.S. Department of Defense, (2015) US has launched air strikes 
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against the Islamic state and there are 10113 air strikes conducted against the Islamic state 

between August 8th, 2014 and September 22nd, 2014. 

Zakheim, D. S. (2015); Fromson, J., & Simon, S. (2015);Biddle, S., & Shapiro, J. (2015) 

narrate that  US has managed to change the Middle East governments but it was unaware of the 

threat that it created mistakenly in Iraq in the form of Islamic state. This threat has now reached 

to every strategic position of the Middle East and is threatening the US interest in the region, 

furthermore the Arab spring has now changed to Arab autumn when it reached to Syria, the Iraqi 

jihadist have taken full advantage of the so called spring, Russian have come to protect their 

interest in Syria and now US is allied with Iran to counter the threat of Islamic state, some think 

tanks in US are suggesting the government to contain the Islamic state because the ideology of 

Islamic state cannot be defeated on the ground. The war against the Islamic state has turned into 

a global war as Islamic state has become a global conglomerate of jihadists and it is not easy to 

overcome this threat only through war and air strikes, this will further support the apocalyptic 

aspirations of the Islamic state. 

Khandelwal, P., & Roitman, A. (2013) explain that there were no demonstrations in 

certain countries like Iran and Turkey, which shows that the people of that countries consider 

their rulers to be legitimate, similarly monarchies of the region remained calm and there is no 

significant resistance and uprising reported, republics of the Arab countries experienced changes 

from smooth change like Tunisia and Egypt to civil war like Libya and armed conflict like Iraq 

and Syria.  

Moaddel, M. (2012) claims that the uprising started in Tunisia where the 23 years long 

Bin Ali regime has to resign and his party abolished and replaced by Ennahda a political branch 

of Muslim brotherhood, it is hard to claim that the new government is proceeding properly in 
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post revolution scenario. Tunisian government has been unable to achieve much in social and 

economic fields. 

According to Stepan, A., & Linz, J. J. (2013) Egypt observed the overthrow of Hosni 

Mubarak, Muhammad Morsi was elected as president who won 51.3% vote in presidential 

election in June 2012. Liberal segment of Egypt started demonstrations against the Islamist 

Morsi government and the military coup d’état removed Morsi government on 4th July 2013. 

Masetti, O., Körner, K., Forster, M., Friedman, J., Lanzeni, M. L., AG, D. B.& Speyer, B. 

(2013) pointed out that Spring transferred to Libya on 17th February 2011supported by West 

transformed into civil war, NATO direct intervention lead by France resulted in slaughtering of 

the long term dictator Qaddafi on 20th October, NTC came into power and the country is 

suffering from civil war with two parallel governments and tribal conflict, the chaos in Libya is 

continued with no real solution at hand. 

According to Stepan, A., & Linz, J. J. (2013) monarchies like Oman, Saudi Arabia, 

Morocco and Jordan escaped popular uprising by granting some economic benefits and social 

rights to the civilians, while Bahrain suppressed the Shiites majority demonstration with the 

Saudi military help. 

Biddle, S., & Shapiro, J. (2015) describe that Syria has become a battle ground between 

three rival groups i.e. US Saudi alliance, Russia, Iran Syrian government and Islamic state , all 

the three are in confrontation with each other and the flames of war are intensified with the 

passage of time.  

The events happening in the Middle East has severe implications for the region. Global 

powers and civilizations are taking effects directly from the ongoing events in the Middle East. 

These events have strong historical background and have the potential to impact global politics 
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in future. Thorough study of the events could provide a harmonizing approach to academic 

works in elucidating when movements are “successful” (in bringing about change) and when 

they are not. In other words, my approach attempts to complement the present literature on social 

movements: while most scholastic work has focused on the micro or structural factors when 

explaining Arab Spring developments and outcomes, the multidimensional and ideological level 

perspective of the opponents has been largely ignored. 
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Chapter Three 

Internal Factors  

3.0  Internal Factors for the Genesis of Arab Spring 

 History repeat itself in political scenario and once again the flames of uprising has been 

ignited in Middle East, small groups and unimportant slogans can be a driving force for big 

change, world history has witnessed many times that a micro event has erupted great disputes 

and conflicts which have completely changed the globe, but the micro events do not crop up in 

vacuum, in fact small events ignite the existing conflict, frustration, deprivation and sense of 

revenge. 

 The series of chaotic events called “Arab Spring” is a product large scale recasting and 

reconstruction of social relationship, frustration and revenge. The spark was ignited by a young 

Tunisian, who set himself on fire on December, 17th 2010. Resulting in mass demonstrations and 

agitations wounding and killing thousands, toppling regimes in Tunisia, Egypt and Libya while 

the events are still unfolding in the region making it difficult to predict the actual circumstances 

and results of the uprising. 

The ground situation can be explained in the following domains: 

➢ The immediate factors which include the people specially the youth and 

their demand for economic, social and political justice and liberties. 

➢ The role of military and social media. 

➢  Islam and Islamic affiliation of the Arab people. 
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The Middle East and North Africa is a geographical entity that is similar in language, 

culture, religion, ethnicity and history. The events at one place or country have a direct impact 

and link with other part of the region. Arab spring has witnessed the removal of many regimes in 

its way. The situation varies from country to country as the domestic problems are different. 

Scholars have long before predicted social explosion in the Arab world because of the economic 

and social situation in the MENA region. The economic and social situation of the region was 

not in favor of stability for almost a decade before the commencement of the Arab Spring. 

There are a number of domestic factors that contributed to the uprising in the region, 

some of these are country specific while other are general for the region, starting from the state 

system to the type of government, to economic and demographic challenges to the socio political 

aspects, all have a contributory effect on the overall situation. The state response to the protests 

also had an impact on the severity of the situation. Here is a detail account of the internal factors 

that created suitable environment for the uprising. 

3.1  Economic Factors: 

In an authoritarian system the government provides minimum subsidies to the people and 

in return the sovereignty of the government prevail, when the government fails to continuously 

provide the required subsidies as in case of Middle East the sovereignty of the authoritarian 

government  collapse (Desai, R. M., Olofsgård, A., & Yousef, T. M. 2011). 

However the crises that lead to the development of Arab spring had been there for years 

so the timing for the uprising cannot be detected in accuracy. 

 The regional oil boom in 1970 created a rental based culture in the Middle East, the 

quality of life and house hold also improved in the region both at high and low oil reserves 
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countries. The fall of oil prices resulted in economic recession in oil dependent economies (Beck, 

M., & Hüser, S. 2012).  

Arab elites lacked the capabilities of coping with such a drastic economic calamity. They 

relied on ad hoc economic policies to fix the problem which further escalated the prevailing 

frustration (Fürtig, H.2007). 

Arab Spring is the product of economic hardships and people aspiration for change. The 

elites used to enjoy the wealth and resources for their luxurious life while the masses were 

suffering from economic hardships. Youth were educated but had no employment opportunities 

and there were no mega projects for development. There was sense of deprivation among the 

common people (Stepan, A., & Linz, J. J. 2013). 

The issue is of economic imbalance, low income, poverty, widespread corruption and 

corrupt administration lead to discomfort and frustration among the people particularly youth. 

Arab rulers were implementing the IMF policies for more than three decades and they failed in 

following the real model of economic development, the harsh conditionality of the World bank 

further worsened the situation more over the final escalation was carried out by the economic 

recession of 2008 (Aissa, E. H. 2012). 

Basic necessities and energy prices raised in poor countries like Egypt, Yemen, Tunisia 

and Morocco. The economic recession of 2008 further escalated the situation. The GDP was 

severely affected in these countries. The gross domestic product per capita can be seen in table 

given (Moaddel, M. 2012). 
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Table 3.1 Gross Domestic Product per Capita (U.S. Dollar) Millions 

 2000 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Egypt 1566 1771 2160 2453 2776 2930 3112 

Lebanon 4842 6639 7795 8983 9501 9856 10311 

Libya 7316 11239 14183 10071 11729 5513 12778 

Tunisia 2248 3803 4345 4169 4198 4335 4232 

Syria 1203 2014 2554 2557 2803 Data not available 

Source: IMF World Economic Outlook Database, April 2013 

The table above shows that countries like Egypt, Lebanon, Tunisia and Syria are low in 

Gross domestic product per capita. 

Egypt, Tunisia and Syria are low income countries according to world bank 

classification, although some oil rich countries like Libya and Saudi Arabia have good economic 

conditions still the distribution of wealth is unequal and wealth is concentrated in people 

affiliated with the government while the rest of the population were deprived of economic 

privileges, health facilities, education opportunities and infrastructure etc. which generated a 

sense of  negativity in the Arab societies against the governments (Salt, J. 2012). 

There is huge gap in the economic system of the Arab world, the oil rich countries 

population enjoyed many privileges while people of countries with low oil reserves were 

deprived of such luxuries, more over there was a huge gap between the elites and the middle 

class. According to Burke Chair Analytic Survey (2013) economic fluctuations and unequal 
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distribution of resources was a main factor in the destabilization of the MENA region. In 2000 

the MENA countries registered the lowest per capita income, for example the per capita GDP 

was less than $3 for countries like Tunisia, Yemen, Jordan, Morocco, Iran, Syria and Algeria. 

The growth rate of per capita from 2000 to 2012 was also very low for example Algeria $ 540, 

Egypt $ 318, Jordan $495, Morocco $ 292, Syria $ 328, Tunisia $423, Yemen $149. There is a 

strong correlation between the income spectrum and social problems like youth unemployment, 

inability to marriage and housing etc. most of the countries were suffering from economic 

stagnation and decline for the past many years, the Egyptian GDP has decreased from $ 7.2 % 

per annum to 6.4 %, similarly Bahrain observed a decline 6.2% to 2.5%, Tunisia from 4.7% to 

3.6%, Libya 3.8% to 2.1% etc. there was a second decline observed in 2011 as shown in the fig 

below (Ejov, C., & Luchin, T. 2015). 

The economic grievances of the people developed frustration as according to (Cohan, A. 

S. 1975) Persistent economic, political and social grievances develop aggression that could lead 

to agitation and demand for justices which is a best prediction of the aggression frustration 

theory. The Arab people were suffering from economic hardships far the last many decades that 

created a sense of frustration among them which lead to the uprising in the form of Arab Spring. 
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             Table 3.2 GDP growth (annual %) in the MENA countries, 2008-2013 

Country 

Name  

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

Algeria 2 1,59998 3,600169 2,800018 3,299991 2,8 

Bahrain 6,245128 2,539772 4,334407 2,100184 3,588705 5,337539 

Egypt 7,156284 4,6736 5,147235 1,764572 2,2262 2,10092 

Iraq 6,608865 5,80974 5,53789 10,21409 10,292 4,211745 

Jordan 7,232408 5,476581 2,33683 2,560809 2,651595 2,828819 

Kuwait 2,479844 -7,0761 -2,3706 10,21001 8,307395 No data 

Lebanon 9,098077 10,30091 7,996086 2,004586 2,2 0,900212 

Libya 3,8 2,1 5,002725 -62,0765 104,4845 -10,879 

Morocco 5,587056 4,758347 3,642975 4,985647 2,669166 4,381458 

Oman 8,199696 6,112454 4,802852 0,876368 5,763414 No data 

Qatar 17,66303 11,95755 16,73156 13,02141 6,039976 6,321519 

Saudi Arabia 8,42718 1,829176 7,434453 8,569886 5,81289 3,950025 

Tunisia 4,736813 3,608145 3,249399 -0,5083 4,661335 2,521341 

U.A.E 3,191839 -5,24293 1,63542 4,885317 4,677925 5,19998 

Yemen 4,014389 4,134838 3,317465 -15,0884 2,469879 4,155706 

Note:  *GDP is the sum of gross value added by all resident producers in the economy 

plus any product taxes and minus any subsidies not included in the value of the products.   

Source: World Bank national accounts data and OECD National Accounts data files. Data 

compiled from Catalog Source World Development Indicators for 2008-2013.    

The inflation ratio was very high in Arab countries; the food prices were high in many 

Arab countries affecting the poor communities. Small scale riots on rising food prices started in 

Egypt, Jordan, Morocco, Syria, Algeria, Lebanon and Yemen, the government responded by 

increasing wages and subsidizing food prices to topple the situation as food is a serious concern 

in Middle East. The April 6 movement in Egypt started as a result of increased food prices and 

economic recession, which mobilized factory workers, students and young unemployed (Ejov, 

C., & Luchin, T. 2015).  

There was no concrete plan with the government to address the situation and adjust their 

economies, the frustration continued and the World Bank and WFO (World Food Organization) 

reported a record high food price in MENA countries. The demonstrations continued got 

intensity with the self-immolation of Tunisian street vendor that created a platform for the 
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protestors, the mass mobilization of people triggered by the event spread throughout the Middle 

East with a perception that the government is unable to provide food security to the people 

(Stepan, A., & Linz, J. J. 2013) 

The frustrations of the people due to lack of basic necessities was best predicted by the 

relative deprivation theory as according to Ted, G. (1970) who states that “relative deprivation 

theory is the tension that develops from a discrepancy between the ‘ought’ and the ‘is’ of 

collective value satisfaction, and that disposes men to violence.” 

The demands of the people were not met by the government and people were suffering 

from deprivation that resulted in uprising and mass protests. 

3.2  Population Size and Growth: 

The world achieved a 7 billion mile stone in population in 2011; 78 million people are 

added per annum in world population. Arab world consisted of 357 million in 2010 which is 

doubled from the actual population of 1980; the growth rate of Arab world is 2.4% per year vs. 

the world population growth of 1.5% per year. 
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Table3.3   Growth Rate of Arab World 

 Total 

population(Millions) 

Increment Annual growth rate 

1980 2010 2025 2010-2025 1980-

2010 

2010-2025 

Country /Area       

World 4453007 6895889 8002978 1107089 1.5 1.0 

Arab Region 172699 357433 467945 110512 2.4 1.8 

Transition Countries 113085 230985 343256 112271 2.4 2.1 

Egypt 44952 81121 100909 19788 2.0 1.5 

Iraq 13744 31672 48885 17213 2.8 3.1 

Libya 3063 6355 7465 1110 2.4 0.8 

OPT(Occupied 

Palestine Territory) 

1510 4039 6207 2168 3.3 2.8 

Somalia 6436 9331 14152 4821 1.2 2.6 

Sudan 20071 43522 60811 17289 2.6 2.4 

Syria 8907 20411 26009 5598 2.8 1.7 

Tunisia 6457 10481 11921 1440 1.6 1.0 

Yemen 7945 24053 36698 12645 3.7 3.0 

Source: Population Division of the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the 

United Nations Secretariat 2011. World Population Prospects: The 2010 Revision.  

3.3  Population Age Structure: 

Arab population is predominantly young mostly 25 years of age, of which one third are 

under the age of 15, while one fifth are at adult age from 15 to 25 years of age. The population of 

young people in the epicenters of the Arab Spring like Egypt, Syria, Libya and Tunisia, is as high 

as 20 percent which is far higher than the developed countries of 13 percent. Egypt consisted of 

20 percent youth population same is the case in Syria, in fact the number of young people in 

Arab countries is at all-time high, and this growing adult population was entering into a labor 

market that was suffering from persistent unemployment. Arab policy makers were unable to 

cope with the youth bulge in their countries, as this youth bulge could be converted into a youth 

dividend by developing technical institutes for skill developments and creating new jobs. But the 
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Arab elites were unable to cash such an important resource resulting in frustration and 

disobedience among the youth population that resulted in uprising and civil war in these 

countries (Assaad, R., & Roudi-Fahimi, F.2007). 

Table 3.4   Youth Population in Arab World 

          Youth population (15-24) Percent of total population 

1980 2010 2025 1980 2010 2025 

Country /Area                  (Thousands)             (Percent) 

World 839244 1212960 1219353 19 18 15 

Arab Region 33486 70286 82139 19 20 18 

Transition Countries 21854 45983 58094 19 20 17 

Egypt 8889 16009 17270 20 20 17 

Iraq 2495 6205 9702 18 20 20 

Libya 558 1124 1363 18 18 18 

OPT 289 858 1161 19 21 19 

Somalia 1225 1732 2750 19 19 19 

Sudan 3764 8568 11825 20 20 19 

Syria 1748 4166 5011 20 20 19 

Tunisia 1362 1994 1635 21 19 14 

Yemen 1524 5327 7377 19 22 20 

Source: Population Division of the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the 

United Nations Secretariat 2011. World Population Prospects: The 2010 Revision. 

 The above table shows that the youth population of the MENA region is growing at a 

high rate compared to the world youth population which could be beneficial if this youth 

population is equipped with technical skills and used as a tool of development which is not the 

case of the Arab world. The youth without jobs suffered from frustrations that lead to aggression 

in the region which is a major factor in the genesis of the Arab spring. 

3.4  Youth Unemployment: 

 The future crumbling of nation states and anarchy will be attributed to demographic and 

environmental changes. Moreover the current youth population bulge is a major factor in 

political uprising in the Arab world and recruitment for resistance movements (Kaplan, R. D. 

1994; Urdal, H. 2012). 
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According to International Labor organization social unrest is directly proportional to 

high unemployment and growing economic inequalities. The social unrest index an indicator 

developed by International Labor organization has increased in 57 out of 106 countries, sub 

Saharan Africa and MENA regions showed a high risk of social unrest.  

Recent studies show that there is a relationship between the youth bulge and political 

violence; however this effect can be diluted through education and new job opportunities (Urdal, 

H. 2012). 

MENA region has a swelling youth population and youth are facing high unemployment 

rate compared to other regions of the world. The unemployment rate in MENA is 10%, while the 

youth unemployment rate is 30% in the region. The regional workforce rate is as high as 2.7% 

per annum.  According to IMF the region will experience a number of up to 10.7 million new 

labors entering the market by 2020. Egypt must create 700000 jobs per year to keep its 

unemployment rate stagnant. 

The unemployment rate in the region has greatly contributed in the uprising in the MENA 

region as youth with education and spare time has got frustrated and a hatred developed in their 

mind furthermore the economic inequalities in the Arab world has helped in igniting political 

unrest and agitation, following table show a glimpse of the unemployment situation in the Arab 

countries that developed strong response in the form of uprising in the region. 
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Table 3.5  Youth Unemployment Rate 

Country or Area Latest 

year 

Unemployment rate 

Total Youth 

World 2011 6.0 12.6 

Arab Region 2011 10.2 27.0 

Algeria 2010 10.0 21.5 

Bahrain 2010 3.7    … 

Egypt 2011 12.1 30.7 

Iraq 2006 15.3 43.5 

Jordan 2010 12.5 18.1 

Kuwait 2008 7.7    … 

Lebanon 2007 9.0 22.1 

Morocco 2010 9.1 17.6 

Qatar 2009 0.3 1.2 

OPT 2008 23.7 40.2 

Saudi Arabia 2009 5.4 29.9 

Sudan 2009 20.7     … 

Syria 2010 8.4 18.3 

Tunisia 2011 18.9 30.0 

UAE 2008 4.0 12.1 

Yemen 2009 14.6     … 
Source: International Labour Organization 2011. Statistical Update on Arab States and 

Territories and North African Countries.02 June; International Labour Office 2012. 

Global Employment Outlook, September. Eurostat 2012. Unemployment Statistics, August. 

According to the above data the youth unemployment rate in the Arab region was the 

highest as compared to the world general youth unemployment rate with the highest youth 

unemployment rate in Iraq which was 44%. The situation on the ground was the worst in the 

Arab region and that paved the way to uprising in the region (ILO 2012). 

The unemployment facts can be seen in the fig given (Mirkin, B. 2013). 
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Table 3.6   Unemployment Rate 

 2000 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Egypt  9.0 9.2 8.7 9.4 9.2 12.1 12.3 

Lebanon 8.9 9.0 9.0 5.4 6.0 5.8 10.3 

Libya 13.0 13.7 14.5 17.5 20.8 25.3 19.5 

Tunisia 15.7 12.4 12.4 13.3 13.0 18.9 18.9 

Syria 13.5 9.2 10.9 8.1 8.6 Data Not Available 

Source3: IMF World Economic Outlook Database, April 2013;(1) 

According to the Table above, the unemployment rate in Egypt was 9% at the start of the 

Arab Spring, it raised by 12% when the Arab Spring was in full swing. While in Libya the 

unemployment rate raised to 25% during the economic crisis of 2008. This shows that one of 

every four youth were unemployed in Libya, these free youth had no choice than to pick arm 

against the Libyan regime. The Tunisian unemployment rate was 13% and it reached to 19% in 

2012. Youth unemployment was high (between 18-29 ages), which served as the main reason for 

the revolution. Egyptian population was 40% youth of the overall population between 10-29 

years of ages according to 2006 census. However, the “demographic gift” was transformed into 

“demographic burden” due to mismanagement, nepotism and lack of good organization of the 

human resource. Unemployment rates among people aged between 15 and 29 was 16% in Egypt 

in 2009 (IDSC, 2010).  

  The unemployment rate in the youth rose to 41.4% in 2012, which created a sense of 

frustration and disobedience in the youth of Arab countries (Loveluck, L. 2012).  

The frustration and disobedience in the youth is a best prediction of the Aggression 

Frustration Theory as according to (Cohan, A. S. 1975) “greater the degree of frustration the 

stronger the aggression” so the energetic youth frustration was transformed into aggression and 

 
3http://www.tradingeconomics.com/libya/unemployment-rate. 

http://www.tradingeconomics.com/libya/unemployment-rate
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agitation and it was a common observation that youth remained the prime participants in the 

overthrow movement in the Arab countries during the Arab Spring. 

3.5   Youth as Principal Actors: 

 Half of the Arab youth populations are living in urban areas; they know how to use the 

new technologies and were more involved in political activities. The youth were more organized 

due to their interaction on the social media and it was the youth members of Muslim brotherhood 

who first occupied the Tahrir square. These youth were equipped with new technologies and 

they knew how to use these equipments in their favor in contrast to the old regime elites who 

were not aware of the importance of the new communication tools. The generation gap was 

widened by the educated youth observing and experiencing social injustice, political stagnation 

and economic inequalities around them. These youth suffered humiliation by the regime forces 

on daily basis while they observed freedom and prosperity among the youth of other Western 

countries; this realization developed a psychological threshold factor in the formation of a 

revolutionary continuousness among them. 

 The youth were more prone to outside world through internet and social media contrary 

to their ancestors who were living in isolation. These youth found a big difference between their 

society suffering from poverty and oppression verses the elites enjoying the economic resources 

and important reservoirs of their countries (Sacher, T. 2012). 

Some educated young men of Egypt created the April 6th revolution movement founded 

in 2008 which was a secular movement for change through peaceful means. These young men 

were inspired from a Serbian revolutionary named Ivan Marovic who over throw the 

Yugoslavian Slobodan Milosevic in 2000 via peaceful move called as “Bulldozer Revolution”. 
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This was a peaceful move in which Milosevic was removed from power and only two people 

died in the whole process. Ivan Marovic then founded the Centre for Applied Non-Violent 

Actions and Strategies (CANVAS). The aim of this center was to train the youth of oppressed 

nations to peacefully struggle for the change of regimes in their countries. The secular Egyptian 

April 6 movement sent its member Muhammad Adel in summer 2009 to Serbia for training in the 

CANVAS. He returned with a book written for peaceful tactics of changing the regime and a 

computer game called “A Force More Powerful”. The game was designed for play in a scenario 

of regime change. Later the April 6 created an Egyptian Arabic version of the game (Thompson, 

C. (2006); Sacher, T. 2012). 

  The educated youth of the Arab territory were connected with the global youth as well 

as their fellow Arab activists. The inspiring stories of Muhammad Bouazizi from Tunisia and 

Wail Ghonim from Egypt further sparked a revolutionary spirit in the youth already seeking to 

change their fate.  

The theory of relative deprivation explains this situation in the following way according 

to James Davis (1969)  he argues that revolutions arise when a comparison of the living standard 

is felt by the deprived individuals with the privileged one, this comparison develop relative 

deprivation that result in aggression and spark revolutionary spirit. 

  Although capitalist system ruling the world has greater capability of absorbing any 

opposing movement still the emerging wave of change in the Middle East is because of the 

global youth participation and inspiration from each other’s through the use of electronic and 

social media (Ahmed, H. M. 2012).  
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3.6  Social Media: 

  Some scholars like Philip Howard and Muzammil Hussain argue that all factors that 

contributed to the genesis of Arab Spring were present for decades in the region but it is the 

spread of social media that helped in igniting the situation. These social media included Face 

book, Twitter, YouTube and Text messages through cell phones. The media helped in sharing 

the views among the protestors and helped in organizing likeminded people with a swift move 

and strengthened their network against the existing regimes in the MENA region. 

Political bloggers started criticizing the regimes and the elites through the social media, 

the videos of the luxurious life style of the elites became viral on the social media and it ignited a 

sense of hatred among the deprived youth. Youth of Arab world were also exposed to the 

prosperity and freedom of Western people and were able to share their views with those living 

abroad with freedom and dignity of which they were mostly deprived (Howard, P. N., & 

Hussain, M. M. 2011). 

The self-immolation of Muhammad Bouazizi sparked a sense of agitation among the 

youth in Tunisia and people started sharing solidarity with the victim and criticism of the 

existing system was started on the social media. The frustration manifested into mass protest 

against the regime. Protestors communicated through social media and text messages about the 

continuity of the protests and the action plan for the next step of agitation thus transforming the 

protest into an organize uprising. The videos and pictures taken through mobile phones by the 

protestors were viral on social media that inspired protests in neighboring Arab countries 

(Howard, P. N., & Hussain, M. M. 2011). 
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Social media platform from abroad were used to support the protestors and express 

solidarity with them, software were developed to help the protestors enabling them to override 

the government firewalls for blocking the spread of information. 

Social media helped in sharing the best practices used by the protestors in different 

geographies and with their fellow demonstrators. The use of social media catalyzed the intensity 

of demonstrations in the Arab world. 

There were three types of weapons of mass communications used namely the cell phones, 

the internet and the satellite TV. Studies have shown that nearly three million tweets, gigabytes 

of YouTube and thousands of blog posts were used in bringing the so called Arab Spring by 

sharing inspiring videos and resistance ideas across the borders among different countries of the 

Middle East (Howard, P. N., & Hussain, M. M. 2011). 

Various medium of communications were used at different levels. For example the text 

messages were used to organize protest in home countries while Face book pages and Twitter 

were used to communicate with demonstrators in other countries of the region. The censorship 

policy of the Arab rulers bounced back and developed a strong hysteria for the use of social 

media in the Arab region. The number of social media users doubled in the first year of the start 

of the agitation. Social media also helped in developing sympathies in the Western world in 

favor of the protesters. The monopoly of the Western as well as government controlled media 

was rendered by the use of independent social media (Allagui, I., & Kuebler, J. 2011). 

The state owned media and TV channels used to demoralize the protestors however 

private TV channels broadcasting in Arabic language worked in favor of the protestors. They 

helped in getting sympathies for the protestors both at home and abroad as the number of these 
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private TV channels in the Arab world are about 700 in numbers. These channels used to fuel the 

protests by broadcasting live coverage of the events and sharing dramatic and exciting scenes 

from the sites of the protests (Howard, P. N., & Hussain, M. M. 2011). 

The Qatari based Aljazeera which was famous for broadcasting news from war torn 

Afghanistan and Iraq has greatly supported the protests movements in the Arab streets. The 

credibility of this channel has greatly increased in the eyes of the Arab people as it was a good 

alternative to the state owned TV channels. It broadcasted live from dangerous sites of war and 

protests (Khondker, H. H. 2011). 

The reporting of Aljazeera TV channel in the Libyan revolt and Egyptian uprising has 

been greatly admired by the people of the region. In fact it was Aljazeera TV that helped in 

transferring the uprising to certain countries, the success stories were shared throughout the Arab 

region and the demonstrators loved the stories shared by this TV channel. 

  Aljazeera has worked constantly in influencing the public opinion in the Arab world. 

Most of the authoritarian Arab rulers are against this TV channel and it is considered a threat to 

their regimes. The Arab blockade of the Qatar government lead by Saudi Arabia in June 2017 is 

mostly because of the Aljazeera TV channel reporting. Some Arab countries have blocked the 

transmission of this TV channel and have also demanded the Qatari government to shut down 

this channel or to revise its operating policy. The Egyptian government has jailed two of its 

reporters on charges of spreading chaos in the country. Global media is most often used to incite 

protest against certain governments and to promote the ideas generated by the global actors and 

to defame certain regimes and bring change in some countries of choice (Sultan, N. 2013). 
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3.7  The Military Factor: 

One significant factor in the Arab Spring genesis is the Military behavior of the Arab 

countries. The way military acted and responded to the protests developed different outcome in 

different countries. The Yemeni security forces opened fire on students protesting against the 

regime on March 9, 2011 wounding 90 students. In most cases the military suppressed the 

demonstrations, the Yemeni ruler Ali Abdullah Saleh had to step down because of the main three 

reasons. 

➢ The army mostly controlled by his family has divided when his brother 

and another high ranking military officer defected under the influence of global actors. 

➢ The opposition forces were largely united throughout the demonstrations 

period. 

➢ Global actors and regional powers like US and Saudi Arabia who used to 

support the regimes were in favor of the resignation of Ali Abdullah Saleh (Barany, Z. 

2011). 

The change in regimes in some countries was engineered so as to transfer the effect to 

some countries and bring about the required changes at specific locations. Military defection was 

carried out by handsome packages after the revolution and an offer of best position in a post 

revolution scenario by global change initiators. 

  Forces defected from the Syrian oligarchic government created a war faction by the 

name of “Free Syrian Army” supported by the Turkey, Saudi and US military hardware. The war 

in Syria and Iraq have killed thousands destroyed infrastructure and displaced many others since 

the uprising (O'Bagy, E. 2013). 



82 
 

 

Libya is another example of military defection and direct foreign intervention. When 

some of the military officers defected from the government and started armed rebellion with the 

NATO backing. It resulted in killing of thousands of Libyans by the regime as well as the rebels. 

NATO air strikes started helping the rebels and eventually killing the country long term dictator 

Muammar Qaddafi. Most of the defected officers got high profile positions in the post Qaddafi 

Libya. The chaos is continued in the country with two parallel governments one in Benghazi and 

the other at Tabrok and the war is going on among different factions sponsored by different 

countries for their vested interests (Barany, Z. 2011). 

The Egyptian military has created credibility among the people of Egypt. The regime 

used police and Mukhabarat (secret police) to continue the state violence. The military was 

reluctant to use force against the protestors because of its credibility. Military turned away from 

Mubarak because of the appointment of Gamal Mubarak, the son of Hosni Mubarak as heir apart 

because Gamal had no military background. The Supreme Military Council (SMC) in charge of 

the government affairs used force against the demonstrators, and then promised to restore the 

democratic process after decades of military rule. The Muslim brotherhood president was again 

over thrown by the military and the statuesque was restored while the demonstrations are 

suppressed through iron fest (Frisch, H. 2013). 

The defection in military in different countries like Libya, Syria, Egypt, etc in a 

continuous way was predicted by the Domino Theory according to (Lazear, E. P. 2011) “the 

main feature of the Domino Theory is that it is geographical” so when military and political elite 

defected from the Qaddafi regime it paved the way for the military defection in Syria. The 

uprising in the Arab world was also transferred from one country to another under the domino 

effect. 
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3.8  Ideology of the Arab Spring: 

The Western media and some local actors are hesitant to recognize the role of the Islamic 

ideology behind the Arab awakening. They most often shy away from acknowledging the impact 

of Islam. Although many ideologies like the liberal, socialists and some secular motives are also 

present behind the uprising in the Arab world. Never the less Islam is the most important factor 

in bringing the revolution in the Arab world. 

Different motives, ideologies and demands as well as expectations united for a common 

goal of changing the regimes in the Arab world, the best example is the KIFAYA movement of 

Egypt where secularists and Islamist put aside their ideological differences in order to achieve a 

common goal. All the motives were minor in response to the Islamic motives that helped in 

attracting most of the people in the demonstrations as well as in the arms uprising in the region 

(Failed, W. G. 2013). 

The through study of the uprising shows that prayer in congregation at the site of 

demonstrations and the chanting of slogans like “God is great” depicts the Islamic identity of the 

uprising. The armed activists were called as mujahidin while those killed in the demonstrations 

were called as martyrs, showing the strength of the Islamists in the uprising. The uprising in 

Arab world was not created in vacuum; instead there is a history of the awakening and Islamic 

political aspiration of the people of the area (Lynch, M. 2011). 

The roots of the recent awakening go back to the early US invasion of Iraq in 2003, 

known in Arabic as 20th March in reference to the first day of attack by the US on Iraq. Similarly 

the second Palestine Intifada started in 2000 also has a direct link with the current awakening. 

Although the Islamic political activism has been suppressed because of certain political reasons 
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still the current spring was successful because of the active participation and political as well as 

logistic support by the Islamic organizations of the Arab world particularly the Muslim 

brotherhood. The Islamic movements struggling to liberate Iraq from US occupation has a 

leading role in organizing the uprising against the Western installed ruling elites of the region 

(Failed, W. G. 2013). 

The Vacuum created by the fall of governments in several Arab countries was filled by 

the Islamic organizations in election as well as in war torn countries; the best examples are the 

Ennahda party of Tunisia and the Muslim Brotherhood of Egypt along with Al-Noor party. 

In Egypt elections held after the fall of Mubarak regime were won by the Muslim 

brotherhood with 49% of the parliament seats and 20% of seats by Al-Noor party a Salafist 

Islamic organization backed by Saudi Arabia. Similarly Ennahda won the majority of seats in 

post regime parliament in Tunisia. Religious parties helped in stabilizing the regimes in different 

parts of the Arab world. For example the king of Morocco promised constitutional changes in 

June 2011 to avoid any uprising and assured the religious parties much share in power. The king 

restored and protected his position while the religious parties gained extra share in the power 

(Al-Anani, K. 2012). 

 The Friday prayers and sermons are a rich source of spreading the message of Islam. 

They have become very much politicized and the uprising used this tool in an effective way. This 

tool was available to the religious parties in contrast to the liberal and secular organizations. 

Quranic verses related to justice, human dignity and freedom were chanted in the 

demonstrations.  Friday used to be a very active day and people used to stage demonstrations 

after saying their Friday prayers. Mosques were the locus of the logistic support and served as 



85 
 

 

control rooms for the anti-government activities. The Nile and Jasmine revolutions fully cashed 

the effectiveness of the mosques and the classical political demands of liberty, democracy and 

economic justice were supported and spread through religious intellect and nationalist stance in 

the Arab world (Failed, W. G. 2013). 

  This is a ground reality that the Arab awakening has been nurtured by Islamic motives 

and concept as Islam has been the most important influencing force for the Arabs. Historically it 

has been an effective social force in these countries. Throughout the course of history and 

especially in the post-cold war democratic system Islam has been the most powerful opposition 

to the Sykes-picot installed governments allied with the West. 

 The struggle between the secularists and Islamists is very old in the region. The 

governments used nationalist or socialist and sometimes a mixture of the two systems, was often 

challenged by the Islamic organizations like the Ikhwans which was active in Egypt and Syria. 

These organizations adopted a culture of social welfare and developed their credibility by 

increased networking among the middle and lower class through job creation, welfare work and 

education network. The horizontal work in society created awareness against the regimes which 

used to transfer the state assets to a narrow circle of cronies around the dynasties of ruling 

figures creating ways for many gains through licenses, contracts and rampant corruption (El 

Sherif, A. 2011). 

  The regimes of the MENA region were absolute autocracies and they did not allow any 

civil political activity like the Ba,athist Iraq and Syria or the monarchies like Saudi Arabia, 

Bahrain. Some of them were liberalized secular autocracies like Morocco, Algeria, Egypt, Jordan 

and Yemen, where the media, political activities and civil society were state controlled. The 
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liberals were happy with this system because they felt a threat from the Islamists dominance. The 

education system was secular and democracy, secularism and Western style freedom of living 

was encouraged in these types of autocracies. But recently this system started malfunction 

because of some immediate and background factors like increased inequality, perpetual poverty, 

repression , corruption, lack of liberty and some international pressure. This situation created a 

bond of cooperation between the secular and religious movements. The active participation was 

from the religious parties because of their deep roots in the society and strong street power. They 

achieved maximum fruit from the uprising as evident from the post spring scenario in some 

countries. There is another opinion that the Islamic impact of the uprising has been diluted by 

bringing Islamic parties in power making them a safe guarding tool for democracy a contrary 

phenomenon to the Islamic system of government (Failed, W. G. 2013). 

3.9  Political Diversification of the Arab World and Arab Spring: 

Studies of Revolutions have shown that there are many cases of failed revolutions in 

history than successful one. A revolution can succeed in case when the ruling regime is weak 

both at its internal and external position. Ruling elites overrun the revolution because of their 

superior organizational capabilities and heavy resources than those of the challengers. Military 

and civil institutions can help to enact repression and garner legitimacy. When revolutions 

succeed the fruits are most often not achieved by those who worked for change. Instead many 

times the fruits are availed by those who rely on superior organizational capacity and those who 

were deprived of power in the previous regime. Revolution theory emphasize on the power of the 

old regime and the power of those organizations which possess high level of organizational 

capabilities, Islamic organizations are falling in the second category in the Arab scenario 

(Ulrichsen, K. C. 2011).  
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3.10  The Persistence of Authoritarian rule in the Arab world: 

Many parts of the Arab world left in a sustained awe by the Arab spring. In many cases 

like in Libya it even led to the overthrow of the regime and killing of the regime leader. It is a 

matter of great surprise that why a significant number of the Arab countries endured the Arab 

Spring without the destabilization of the authoritarian rule. The renter state approach best 

explains the phenomenon still Libya was in a position to apply the phenomenon because of its 

large oil reserves but surprisingly it was unable to sustain (Daalder, I. H., & Stavridis, J. G. 

2012). 

Qatar remained the least effected state from the wave of the Arab spring. The reason was 

Qatar possessed the largest gas reserves in the world and it was the largest gas exporter in the 

world in 2006. There was a substantial flow of rent from the reserves and the small population of 

less than two million were provided with subsidies and other fringed benefits. Qatar developed a 

free foreign and domestic policy in the region. The per capita income of Qatar was $82,978 

making it the second highest per capita income state in the world. Qatar is ranked 37 by the 

global human development index and the growth rate increased from 17 percent in 2010 to 19 

percent in 2011while the unemployment rate was below one percent. As such it is one the most 

prosperous nation of the world. The prosperity of Qatar prevented the uprising as there was no 

political, economic and social discontent. Similarly the Qatari population had the least value for 

democracy compared to the other Arab countries according to a study conducted on democratic 

values in the Arab world in the year 2010-11 (Steinberg, G. 2014; Ulrichsen, K. C. 2011).  

Qatar has become an important diplomatic broker and political mediators at regional and 

international level. Qatar supported the Arab spring and used its media like the Aljazeera TV 

channel for the spreading of the antigovernment sentiments in Arab countries. It proved itself a 
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best ally of the West by supporting the NATO intervention in Libya with in the Arab league. 

Qatar supported the Libyan rebels with arms, training and money and sent missionaries to 

support the revolt against the Qaddafi regime. Qatar also supported the uprising in the Syrian 

territory with the backing from the US and NATO. Qatar possesses the largest US military base 

in the Arab territory and had provided heavy support to the US during its occupation of Iraq in 

2003 (Steinberg, G. (2014). 

Bahrain possessed very low reservoirs of oil still it was able to suppress the uprising in its 

territory. The largest protest took place in the Bahraini capital in February 2011 when one third 

of the population took to the streets. Bahrain was able to strike down the mass protests with the 

help of the regional hegemonic power Saudi Arabia. The Sunni elites were supported by Saudi 

government as it could pose serious threat to the Saudi elite if a Shiites uprising get success in 

the Bahrain. It had the potential of having ties with Iran a rival of Saudi Arabia. Furthermore a 

political crisis in gulf monarchy could call into question the general monarchical principle in the 

region, Saudis even sent their ground forces to help its Bahraini counter parts in suppressing the 

protests (Barany, Z. 2011). 

The Bahraini government had another edge of having a military with sophisticated 

weapons and high rate training. The monarchy acquired trained soldiers from abroad which 

pledge loyalty to the ruling elites. The military is more connected to the monarchy than to 

society. So it helped the monarch in striking down on the mass protests (Steinberg, G. (2014). 

The Libyan case was much different and evidences indicate that the Qaddafi regime 

would not have been overthrown without the active intervention of the NATO forces. The rebels 

were no match to the Libyan military. In February 2011, the United Nations Security Council 
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adopted resolution 1970 which condemned state violence against the rebels. When Libyan forces 

were in position to secure its position in the city of Benghazi, the Security Council adopted 

resolution 1973 which authorized NATO to create a no fly zone in Libya to support the rebels 

against the government forces. The NATO operation ended on 20th October 2011with the killing 

of Libyan leader when his caravan was attacked by NATO making him an easy target for the 

rebels. He was captured and later killed along with his son. The National Transition Council 

(NTC) backed by the NATO and US came to power under an oil deal with its Western 

supporters. Today Libya is in a state of chaos with two parallel governments’ one in Tripoli and 

other in Tabruk city. There are hundreds of warring factions in different cities and provinces 

(Western, J., & Goldstein, J. S. 2011; Asseburg, M., & Wimmen, H.2016). 

  Syria has become a failed state still it is able to hold power in Damascus. It possesses 

moderate oil reserves and does not have good relations with the monarchies like Saudi Arabia 

and even Turkey. Iran is the main supporter of the Asad regime because of its Shiites background 

while majority of the Syrian population is Sunni. The Asad regime would have fallen in the early 

stages of uprising had it not been supported by the Russians. Russia vetoed the resolution of 

creating a no fly zone in Syria that prevented the US from repeating its Libyan experience.  

Bashaar Al Asad is enjoying the support of Alawite elites, military is on his side and he enjoys 

the support of international actors like Russia and China. The support of rebel forces by the 

Turkey and Arab countries as well as US could not help in ousting the regime. Iran and 

Hezbollah are providing ground support to the regime. United States and NATO are supporting 

the Asad regime in an indirect way by attacking the areas under the control of Islamic State 

which is major threat to the Syrian regime. Russians are also conducting air strikes in support of 

the Syrian regime (Beck, M., & Hüser, S. 2012; Cunningham, F. 2016). 



90 
 

 

Algeria is a quite unique case in the Arab world. Although it borders both Libya and 

Tunisia still the spring was not transported to that territory. All the factors that are considered to 

be the cause of the uprising are present in Algeria. For instance there is a youth population of 

75% and an unemployment rate of 10%, similarly there is high poverty rate and repression by the 

regime as well. The country has experienced a civil war when the Islamic salvation Front 

Islamique du Salut (FIS) won the majority of vote in the 1992 elections. The military blocked it 

from power and in a very short time the party was banned and many of its members imprisoned 

and persecuted. A war broke out between the military and the Islamists which resulted in loss of 

200000 lives. Finely the authoritarian rule of the military was re established (Achy, L. 2013).  

Algerian economy is largely dependent on its oil reserves 98% of the economy is 

dependent on the oil exports and it accounts for 40 to 45% of GDP of the country. The minor 

demonstrations were handled with power and some reforms were offered like subsidies and a 

lifting of the state of emergency imposed since the 1992 Islamic uprising. There are some 

external factors which are responsible for the safe exit of countries like Algeria from the current 

transition (Belakhdar, N. 2013). 

  The potential for regime change and the possibility of developing a new authoritarian 

rule or the return of the old regime has been a matter of utmost importance in the Arab scenario. 

Tunisia is a state that has observes a smooth transition from an authoritarian state to a 

Westernized type of democracy because of the social, economic and political culture prevailing 

in that country. Social and political organizations in the Arab world are largely absent because of 

the depoliticized culture developed by the authoritarian regimes but in case of Tunisia the social 

and political structure is very much developed. The labor union was well established represented 

by the Tunisian General Labor Union, there were many social organizations established and its 
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number has increased from 2000 to nearly 9000 during the period from 1988 to 1999.  There 

were many women organizations working in Tunisia and these social organizations were 

working under the supervision of the government for the development of sports activities, arts, 

women’s rights etc. These organizations were sponsored by the government funds. Women were 

given more participation in the parliament. Most of the youth were connected through social 

media and the education rate in Tunisia was also high than other Arab countries. The 

authoritarian rulers of Tunisia relied mainly on police and intelligence agencies to keep control 

of power. The unemployment rate was 15 percent, as the country has less oil reserves so it 

suffered heavily during the 2008-2009 economic crises. The military had no direct role in the 

affairs of the government there for it didn’t help in protecting the regime. The military was 

underprivileged as it was developed to deter the external threats instead of helping the regime of 

Bin Ali. The elections held after the overthrow of Bin Ali were won by a liberal religious party 

the Ennahda with 89 seats out of 217, the victory of Ennahda was not because of its religious 

background rather it was because Ennahda was a best alternative for the French speaking elites 

of the country (Henry, C. M. 2011; Matsson, L. 2011). 

  The Egyptian transition process was less promising compared to the Tunisian 

democratization process as the military had greater role in the political process. When 

demonstrations started in Egypt the Supreme Council of Armed Forces (SCAF) seized power on 

11th February 2011, the council led by Tantawi promised to hand over power to the civilian 

administration after elections. Egypt has long been ruled by military dictators and the political 

process is supervised by the military in this country. The country is run by the economic empire 

of the military machinery, an estimated 15 to 35 percent of the gross domestic product is 

governed by the military, comprising of gas stations, factories, toll roads and even bakeries, 
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developing a strong military-industrial complex in the country (Davis, E. 2011; Jacobs, S. P. 

2011). 

  The country was suffering from severe socioeconomic crisis as in 2008 almost 22 

percent of the population was living below the poverty line. Unemployment rate was 12 percent 

with an economic growth of less than one percent according to the International Monetary Fund 

(IMF). The post revolution elections were won by the religious Muslim Brotherhood and its 

government was overthrown by a military coup within one year, creating a military rule that 

deter any influence by the religious parties in this country. 

  The Yamani president resigned in 2012 one year after the outbreak of the protests. 

Yemen is one of the poorest countries of the region with threats from Islamists struggling to 

create an Islamic state, there are many regional and international powers playing directly in the 

power play of the Yemeni politics. The differences between the elites of south and north have 

transformed the country into a failed state. The conflict between the Shiites Houthis and the 

elected Sunni president Abd Rabbu Mansur Hadi is exploited by certain regional powers. The 

country is in continuous chaos and anarchy due to the ongoing conflict and war between the two 

rivals where one side is supported by Iran and the other is supported by Saudi led coalition 

(Heibach, J., & Transfeld, M. 2018). 

  The so called Arab Spring has effected every country of the region although the effect 

are different in different geographies, some of the regimes have been overthrown while some 

have fallen into civil war and conflict while others have escaped with minor reforms by the 

regimes, some liberalization measures were taken to strengthen the authoritarian regimes and to 

satisfying the opponents. When demonstrations broke out in 2011 in Morocco King Muhammad 
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VI addressed his nation and promised reforms in the constitution, still the protestors were not 

satisfied with the promised reforms. King Muhammad V1announced a referendum on a new 

constitution; the new constitution was adopted to reduce the power of the king and more 

authority was vested in the democratic institutions (Hoffmann, A., & König, C. 2013). 

  The new constitution adopted still gives the power to the king to preside over the 

council of ministers and the article 42 gives the right to the king to issue laws by royal decree. 

The king appoints the secretary general of the government who possess the right to block any of 

the legislation developed by the parliament. The council of the ministers presided by the king 

also approve any bill before it is passed by the parliament (Benchemsi, A. 2012). 

  There was a strong demand by the demonstrators for swift justice and reforms in the 

judiciary, the new constitution removed the minister of justice from the supervisory role over the 

superior council of magistrates, while the king has now the power to nominate half of the 

members of the council in the new constitution under the article 115 (Benchemsi, A. 2012). 

  The Jordanian monarch was also affected up to some extent from the Arab uprising, 

although there was high unemployment, institutional corruption and rising food prices with an 

increased poverty in the country. The demonstrations in Jordan were mostly peaceful with less 

participation. King Abdullah removed the Prime Minister Samir Rafai when his reforms were 

unable to satisfy the demonstrators and appointed Marouf Al –Bakhit later he was replaced by 

Awn Shawkat Al Khasawneh in a few months to satisfy the demonstrators. Most of the people 

appreciated the appointment of AL Khasawneh as prime minister because he possessed good 

reputation he remained advisor to the late King Husain and also served as judge in the 
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international court of justice and had international recognition despite the fact that his cabinet 

consisted of 29 ministers with 13 ministers from the old cabinet (Hamid, S., & Freer, C. 2011). 

 King Abdullah appointed a national dialogue committee for reforms in the constitution 

which developed a revised version of electoral law that had the potential to address the needs of 

the people and ensured their presentation in the parliament but the suggestions of the committee 

were ignored, furthermore the power was more vested in the  royal court. The king enjoyed the 

power to dissolve the parliament unilaterally (Carlstrom, G. 2011). 

 To satisfy the demonstrators the king also took some measures to cope with the wide 

spread corruptions in the state institutions, some key figures like Muhammad Dahabi who was 

the head of Jordanian intelligence agency or Dairat al-Mukhabarat al-Ammah was arrested on 

charges of money laundering and abuse of power. Similarly some other key figures like former 

Prime Minister Marouf al-Bakhiet was investigated in order to cool down the pressure on the 

government over corruption charges. Freedom of press with remedial actions against unauthentic 

spread of corruption news were taken through draft from the House of Deputies 

(Majlisal‐Nuwwab), the draft ensured a law that make it punishable to publish allegations of 

corruption against individuals or institutions without tough facts (Beck, M., & Collet, L. 2010). 

  The Jordanian monarch has escaped the Arab spring and it has created an image of a 

constitutional democracy with some reforms in the constitution. There are no demonstrations and 

the civil war has not entered its boundaries although it borders both Syria and Iraq suffering from 

the flames of war (Muasher, M. 2011). 

  The Arab spring has minor effects on the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia that is limited to the 

southern province with Shiites majority. However the Sunni dominated society of Saudi Arabia 
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has a greater role in the ongoing conflict in the region, never the less Salafist ideology dominates 

the aspiration for the creation of a state based on the theme of caliphate. 

  The story of uprising in Saudi Arabia traces back to 1970 by the name of al-Sahwa al-

Islamiyya or the Islamic awakening. The Sahwa was not more critical of the Saudi government 

and the royal family but when king Fahad invited US military to Saudi Arabia during the first 

gulf war the Sahwa became extremely critical of the royal family, the Sahwa started Sahwa 

Intifada and many of its leaders were arrested by the government including prominent leaders 

like sheikhs Salman al-‘Awda, Safar al-Hawali and Nasir al-‘Umar along with thousands of 

followers in the year 1994 and 1995 (Lacroix, S. 2011). 

 Later Sahwa split into two groups one was in favor of civil and societal changes while 

the other was in favor of transforming Saudi Arabia into a true Islamic state. The later 

transformed into Al-Qaida in the Arabian Peninsula (AQAP). The group was crushed by the 

government in 2006 and it reemerged in Yemen in 2009 but had no significant effect on the 

kingdom. 

 The events in  Tunisia and Egypt inspired the Saudi youth affiliated with the Sahwa. The 

government struggle to dilute the situation by the speeches of the grand Mufti which used to 

quote the spring as a planned and organized effort by the enemies of the Umma (Muslim Nation) 

in order to destroy the Umma. Salman al-‘Awda was a passionate speaker in favor of the uprising 

and his weekly show on the MBC TV channel by the name of Life is a Word (al-haya 

kalima)inspired many youth in favor of the uprising, the program was later cancelled by the 

regime as it proved infectious to the spread of uprising (Lacroix, S.  2011). 
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 When the Syrian uprising transformed into a civil war most of the Sahwa leaders started 

collecting donations for the Syrian jihadists, while some prominent Sahwa leaders like 

Muhammad al-‘Arifi founded the (lajnat al- ‘ulama li-nusrat Surya) the Ulema committee to 

help Syria which was later banned by the government in May 2012, Although the Saudi 

government officially favored the uprising in Syria and supported as well as funded many 

jihadist organizations in Syria. The fight in Syria was considered a war between the Sunnis and 

Nusayria government (a term used by the Sunnis for Alawites in Syria).Saudis denounced the 

uprising in Bahrain because the uprising was against the Sunni rulers by the Shiites majority 

(Mabon, S. 2012). 

  The developments abroad soon developed a need of change in the Saudi regime and 

many demanded reforms in the internal Saudi government. Liberal Islamists were in favor of a 

constitutional monarchy; in February 2007 a ninety nine member council of reformists signed a 

petition with the title of “Mile stones on the way to constitutional monarchy”. Ten of the leading 

figures were arrested by the government. Soon after the arrest of leading members some of their 

colleagues formed the first free and independent NGO of Saudi history by the name of Saudi 

Civil and Political Rights Association (SCARPA), the main aim of the SCARPA was to defend 

the imprisoned Saudi reformists. 

Many scholars wrote books to develop the ideology of reforms in the Saudi society like 

the one written by Muhammad al-Abdal Karim by the name of Deconstructing Tyranny (Tafkik 

al-istibdad) in which he examines the Islamic corpus to deconstruct the idea that submission is 

due to autocratic rulers, similarly he wrote another book by the name of The Awakening of 

Tawhid (Sahwat al-tawhid) in which he focused on the issue that Tawhid (Oneness of God) 

negates the authoritarian rule. Another book by the name of The Sovereignty of the Umma Comes 
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Before the Implementation of Shari‘a, written by Abdullah Al Maliki in which he argued that the 

protection of political and civil liberties comes first although the implementation of sharia is 

desirable, Nwaf Al Qudaimy also wrote a book by the name of “Longing for Freedom: An 

Approach to the Salafi Stance on Democracy” that inspired many youths in Saudi Arabia 

(Lacroix, S. 2014). 

 The ousting of Mubarak from power created a new energy in Saudi Arabia and the first 

political party in Saudi Arabia was formed by the name of The Islamic Umma party (Hizb al-

Umma al-Islami), many scholars quoted that the only way to avoid a revolution in Saudi Arabia 

is to announce constitutional reforms. The major stance of the Islamic Umma party was to 

establish a righteous government (al-hukuma al-rashida) practically denouncing the monarchy 

(Al-Mutayri, H. 2008).  

Salman al Awda wrote a book by the name of Questions of Revolution (As’ilat al-

thawra), in which he argued that revolution is not provoked by the people rather it is provoked 

by the oppression, corruption, backwardness and poverty. The book was banned by the 

government in 2012. The petition signed by almost all reformists by the name of ‘State of Rights 

and Institutions’ was representing the true reflection of the need for change in Saudi society and 

politics. The Shiites also staged demonstrations in the eastern provinces (Al-Rasheed, M. 2013).  

 The government responded to these developments with a carrots and sticks policy, first 

the government announced a package of US$37 billion to counter the rebellious and vulnerable 

part of the society, mostly the young and the poor. New jobs were created and subsidies and 

extra pays for civil servants were approved, another bigger package of US$93 billion was 

announced later to topple the uprising. The stick was used in the form of arrest of the leading 
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figures of the uprising. The Shiites card was used by the government to portray the uprising as an 

Iranian and Shiites conspiracy against the Sunni majority. The council of Ulema (religious 

scholars) denounced the demonstrations and declared these demonstrations to be against the 

religion. Government was able to develop a deal of US $1.2 billion with the religious parties. 

Although the government was able to suppress the uprising still the population of Eastern 

provinces are considered a hot zone for the antigovernment movements (Al-Rasheed, M. 2013).  

3.11  Conclusion: 

The internal factors which are common causes of the uprising can best be explained by 

the Frustration Aggression Theory which predicts the transformation of frustration and 

deprivation into aggression and violence. The case of Arab spring is a best example of the 

Frustration of individuals and groups their deprivation resulted in aggression, agitation and 

violence. 

 The Relative Deprivation Theory is also applied to the revolution in the Arab world 

because people were deprived from basic human rights like freedom of expression and 

movement. Basic necessities were not in the reach of common man and elites were living 

luxurious lives. The deprivation of the people developed frustration which persisted for decades 

finally resulting in mass protests leading to civil war that resulted in overthrow of regimes which 

failed to resolve the miseries of the people. 

The Domino theory best explain the transfer of spring from one country to another. The 

uprising started in Tunisia soon transferred to Egypt under the domino effect and then it travelled 

to neighboring Libya. The fall of Libyan regime motivated the demonstrators in Syria and Iraq. 

The US and USSR came to hold the regimes in Iraq and Syria as they could fall under the 
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Domino effect. US also helped in sustaining its allies against the uprising in countries like 

Algeria, Saudi Arabia and Bahrain etc.  

   Arab Spring is an amalgamated product of the internal as well as external factors; in 

most of the cases the internal triggers for uprising are exploited by certain foreign forces to 

achieve certain objectives. Most often the uprising is backed by foreign forces at local level and 

from abroad because the prevailing system in the Arab world needs to be changed that will fuel 

the capitalist system prevailing in the world. This change is to sustain the global statuesque not 

for the people of the region but in fact it is an over hauling of the system that will help to sustain 

the world order. 

 The ruling houses of the Arab world have the potential to escape the effects of the Arab 

Spring. They possess experience of facing the Nasserism threat in 1950s; they are using the same 

rent based policy of increasing the cash flow and keep the society depoliticized. Furthermore 

these states have a good relationship with the global powers. 

 Countries passing through transition are establishing another authoritarian rule of hybrid 

regimes; these regimes are developing a wide base for its legitimacy in contrast to the previous 

rulers. The new scenario indicates that a long struggle between the Islamists and the secularists 

has started in the region which has transformed into a war and struggle of survival. Most of the 

elites locally and from abroad are afraid of the success of Islamists in the region therefore they 

are using force to out root the Islamists. 

 A real changing force that is suitable for the historical, cultural and religious aspiration 

of the people of the region is the renaissance of the caliphate which is a threat to all the political 

units that are established by the global politico-military order. 
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 The political and diplomatic game in the Arab region by the name of Arab Spring is an 

effort to refresh the prevailing statuesque. It is evident from the fact that wherever the uprising 

has got success in favor of the Islamists it is rescheduled by the global actors and the use of 

brutal air and ground force are practiced in order to twist the situation in a specific direction. 

  NATO and the US military might stretch its mussels in the Arab world that bounced 

back with armed uprising. US and her allies both at local and international level are using brutal 

forces against those who are wishing to create a state based on the ideology of Islam, the 

hegemonic propaganda machine is activated. Political enemies have embraced their hands and 

minds against a common enemy to protect the Western installed global order. Russia along with 

her allies is coordinating with the US block and they are avoiding any collision between them 

and united against a common enemy in the region. The labyrinth of the uprising is getting 

complicated day by day the enemies at one front are friends at the other front. 
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Chapter Four 

History of Regional and Global Powers Intervention in the Middle 

East 

4.0  Regional and Global Powers in the Middle East: 

Middle East and North African region (MENA) has always been an attractive place for 

the world powers because. 

➢ The central location of the region in the world geography. 

➢ Housing divine places of three main religions (Islam, Christianity and 

Judaism). 

➢ MENA region possess 54% of world oil and gas reserves (Murris, R. J. 

1980). 

Most countries have vested interests in the region; EU (European Union) countries are 

inclined to the Middle East for their energy needs. These countries are minimizing their 

dependence on the Russian energy resources. Similarly MENA countries are also dependent on 

the Western countries for modern technologies. Most of the migrants from Africa and Middle 

East use the Libyan shores for moving to Europe in hope of better future which is in front of 

Italian coast (Murris, R. J. 1980). 

 USA is approaching the Middle East for energy as well as security concerns. The threat 

to the US hegemony is most centralized in the Middle Eastern region as jihadists from 

Afghanistan trained by US against USSR are returning back to their countries posing a threat to 

the US and its allies in the Middle East. The oil reserves in Iraq, Saudi Arabia and Kuwait are 

another reason for the world actor’s direct interference in the region. 
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 The Middle East has been profoundly shaped by the world powers, which dominates its 

affairs throughout the course of history. The Western powers under the Sykes-Picot doctrine 

created a very flawed Western state system in the region converting it into an economic 

periphery. The regional strategic transit routes, oil reserves, the state of Israel, a Western bridge 

head and the relative power vacuum issuing from regional fragmentation all continue to draw in 

external powers (Asif, M., & Muneer, T. 2007). 

 Middle East has been an infiltrated system that is subject to external influence but could 

not be completely subdued or controlled by any external power (Brown, L. C. 1984).  Great 

powers enduring to control the Middle East has been more centralized toward the region and the 

revelry between the world powers has been greatly manipulated by the elites of the region in 

their favor. The military enforcement of the state of Israel and the development of the rival 

ethnic states in the region has kept it dependent on external powers (Halliday, F. 1988). 

 Great Britain controlled the area till the end of WWII, and handed over the region to the 

new hegemonic power the US. The oil reserves are protected by US and there is a strong 

presence of US military hardware in the region for this purpose (Brown, L. C. 1984).  

The establishment of Pax-Americana in the Middle East is contrary to political Islam. 

There is a strong aspiration for the revival of political Islam and to develop a separate identity for 

itself on the world political stage for which Muslims of the Middle East are struggling that could 

lead to a collision of the two political systems at any future stage (Buzan, B. 1991). 

 Muslims are a great nation and they cannot accept external dominancy of any power. 

The struggle between the imperialist powers and those struggling for Islamic renaissance has 

been continued in the region since the creation of the Western state system (Al-Azm, S. J. 2011). 
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                          Fig 4.1 (Map of the MENA Region) Adopted from Teachmideast.org 

4.1  The Ottoman Empire in the Middle East: 

The Ottoman Empire was a state based on the ruling of Islam where a Caliph was the 

head of state and the state was combination of a supranational concept where the black and white 

Europeans and African were equal citizens of the state. The Arab Ulema were linking state and 

society, while the Turks were establishing the bureaucracy and the Mamlukes were dominant in 

the military services thus creating a multinational and multiethnic society under the Islamic 

universal law. The Empire was ranging from Balkans and Greece to Anatolia and North Africa 

including Arab land. There was no concept of nationalism and all the citizens consider 

themselves as Muslims, the rulers considered them as ra′aya (flocks) to be protected and fleeced 

(Ahmad, F. 1993: Keyder, Ç. 1987; Mansfield, P. 1991). 

 The start of 17th century brought a decline to the Ottoman Empire; the Western economic 

boom has encircled the Empire while the capturing of the trading routs by the West has greatly 
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affected the economy. The Russians were constantly capturing the northern parts of the Empire. 

The weakening Empire has encouraged the rise of local war lords; most notably Muhammad Ali 

of Egypt who created an autonomous territory similarly the Greek independence movement has 

further deteriorated the Empire.  

 The economic burden of the empire increased that led to the Western dominancy of the 

economic affairs of the Empire and eventually Egypt fell to the British occupation. The debit of 

the Empire increased day by day resulting in anarchy and disintegration that led to the creation of 

Young Turk movement, the Turkification process created a great distance between the Arabs and 

the Turks following the defeat of the Empire in the World War I and Engineering of the Arab 

revolt by the British. That led to the Collapse of the Ottoman Empire (Ahmad, F. 1993; Bromley, 

S. 1994; Brown, L. C. 1984; Keyder, Ç. 1987; Mansfield, P. 1991). 

4.2  The Post Ottoman States Formation (Sykes-picot Agreement) 

The Western imperial powers winning the territory of the demised Ottoman Empire draw 

the line of the modern Middle Eastern states based on the Sykes-Picot agreement between France 

and Britain. The Sykes-Picot agreement launched a nine years long process of deals, declarations 

and treaties that created the modern Middle East out of Ottoman carcass. The new borders have 

less resemblance to the original Sykes-Picot map, still this map is viewed as the root cause of 

much what has happened ever since. Indigenous forces filled the Vacuum with affiliation to 

imperialistic powers. 

Mustafa Kemal created a Western inspired secular state in the Turkish Anatolian part of 

the Empire with the help of remnant Ottoman bureaucracy and military and under the umbrella 

of the British-French domination (Deringil, S. 2003). 
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 The Fertile Crescent4 was adopted long before the WWI by French Russian and British 

imperialist powers like Algeria 1830 by France, Egypt 1880s, Tunisia 1881 and Morocco 1912. 

The Arabian Peninsula particularly the Hejaz was transformed into a monarchy by Al Saud under 

the power shadow of the British. The Arab world was fragmented into small states through the 

formation of artificial boundaries drawn by the winners of WWI for imperialistic goals. The 

states and emirates formed were weak politically and militarily and were dependent upon 

imperialist powers for security and maintenance of the boundaries however most often an 

element of aspiration to create the Caliphate remained in the Muslim community. The formation 

of a Jewish state under the British imperialistic power developed a sense of enmity in the popular 

thinking of the people of the region that was diverted into an Arab Nationalist movement by the 

powerful elites of the peninsula (Tibi, B. 1990). 

 Capitalist system transformed the region into a supply hub for the Western industrialized 

occupation imperialist countries thus Egypt became an exporting hub of Cotton while the oil 

reserves of the Middle East became the running blood of the industrialized West (Amin, S. 

1978).  

  The liberalist power was unable to cope with the main problems of the region like the 

legitimacy challenge, the economic backwardness and the identity issues that resulted in the 

rising of the Islamist movement like the Muslim brotherhood in 1930s. 

 The WWII again changed the international politics that has impact on the Middle Eastern 

politics where most of the states got symbolic independence from the Western imperialist powers 

but remained politically dependent on these powers. Middle East was fragmented in many small 

 
4Fertile Crescent are Iraq, Syria, Lebanon, Cyprus, Jordan, Israel, Egypt, as well as the southeastern fringe of 

Turkey and the western fringes of Iran.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Iraq
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Syria
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lebanon
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cyprus
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jordan
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Israel
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Egypt
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Turkey
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Iran
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states. Statuesque was maintained through secular, social and liberal movements which also 

served in containing the spread of the soviet communist ideology. The Arab nationalism failed to 

achieve its objectives and the defeat of the Arab states in the 1967 war against the Israel helped 

in reemerging the Islamic ideology of a supra national state in the region (Tibi, B. 1990). 

4.3  Cold war and Bipolar World impact on Middle East: 

The emergence of the USSR posed a threat to the Western interests in the Middle East 

which consisted of oil and transit routes. However Western protection of the state of Israel 

developed a sense of enmity among the masses of the region against the West which was 

cleverly molded to socialist movement against capitalist states. Socialist movements were 

created that enabled the West to hit two birds with one stone i.e. the elites of the Middle East 

were able to contain the spread of Soviet communism at one hand and the enmity towards the 

West was converted into a socialist struggle against the capitalist system (Karsh, E. 1997). 

4.3.1  Nasserite Pan-Arabism and the Cold War 

The Arab states were nominally independent by 1950s and remained subordinated to the 

Western imperialist powers as the states and its elites needed the Western protection against 

domestic threats and they remained economically dependent upon the old imperialist powers. 

The Western powers were able to intervene in the region to safeguard their interests as they 

possessed military bases in the region and had treaties with these nominally independent states. 

The US was given a share in the regional power by the British and French to contain the threat of 

communism. The May 1950 tripartite declaration guaranteed the Arab Israel statuesque that 

became the Baghdad pact and later called as the Central Treaty Organization (CETO) that 

ensured arms deliveries to the CETO members on the condition of Israeli security and 

containment of USSR (Barnett, M. N. 1998).  
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 The first retaliation of the Arabs against the Western domination was headed by Gamal 

Abdul Nasser challenging the Western domination via Arab nationalism. The presence of British 

forces in the Suez Canal zone was a major challenge to Nasser and he tried to out root the British 

form the region as the security of British interests was dependent on the control over Suez Canal. 

The Western powers wanted Nasser to become part of the CETO pact while he was sold 

on the idea of developing an Arab security pact under the banner of Arab league. The Western 

aid to Egypt was conditioned to the peace and security of Israel (Gerges, F. A., & Quandt, W. B. 

1994) 

Most of the Arab elites were of the opinion that they couldn’t match the West in Military 

and economic matters there for they should protect the Western interests and the security of 

Israel an opinion lead to the Baghdad pact by the then Iraqi leader Nuri al-Said (Maddy-

Weitzman, B. 1993; Barnett, M. N. 1998). 

USSR used to provide arms and aid without any treaty and conditions verses the West 

which wanted a guarantee of the peace with Israel, so Nasser was inclined to the USSR that 

resulted in an Israeli attack on the Egyptian Gaza territory in 1955 with the support of French 

power. Nasser was able to seek new market for the Egyptian cotton and an arm deal with the 

Czech Republic under the banner of USSR arms supply, which paved the way for USSR to 

infiltrate the Middle East (Telhami, S. 1990).  

The Western opposition of Nasser and the arms deal with the USSR made Nasser a hero 

of Pan Arabism, and nationalists in some Arab countries were able to put pressure on the elites 

not to join the Baghdad pact. It paved the way for the nationalist overthrow of the Syrian 

government orchestrated by Egypt. The West was in support of Nasser as it considered 
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Nasserism a better alternative to Communism, still the US withholds the aid for Aswan dam and 

as result the Nasser government nationalized the Suez Canal to finance the dam that sparked 

retaliation from the French and British. The US and USSR opposed the tripartite French, British 

and Israeli retaliation against Nasser as the US did not wanted the oil producing Western allies to 

be effected by the conflict that made Nasser a hero of the Pan Arabism and Nasser was able to 

achieve his objectives of containing the statuesque in the region (Barnett, M. N. 1998; Cremeans, 

C. D. 1963: Gerges, F. A., & Quandt, W. B. 1994; Walt, S. M. 1997). 

The US responded with the Eisenhower Doctrine that promised support to the Arab states 

against any Communist threat and in fact it was a move to contain the Arab nationalism. The 

1957 Jordanian crisis was a best test of the doctrine when the Jordan king removed the elected 

prime minister through a state coup supported by the US as the Prime Minister Nabulsi was in 

favor of joining the Egyptian camp. US and Israel supported the royal Jordanian coup and the 

monarchies of Arab world like Saudi Arabia, Jordan an Iraq allied with the US against any 

nationalist move of Egypt and Syria (Cremeans, C. D. 1963; Gerges, F. A., & Quandt, W. B. 

1994; Ionides, M. G. 1960; Walt, S. M. 1997). 

The union of Syria and Egypt as United Arab Republic was the hallmark of the Pan-Arab 

nationalism by Nasser which posed a threat to the monarchies of the region, the Iraqi revolution 

government withdrew from the Baghdad pact which was another mile stone in the complete 

annihilation of the Western influence in the region. The US considered a military intervention 

but the new regime in Iraq assured the flow of oil to the West and US didn’t intervened however 

US troops landed in Lebanon and the British forces went to Jordan to keep the situation in 

control in response the USSR maneuvered its forces to the Caucasus to deter US intervention 

(Gerges, F. A., & Quandt, W. B. 1994; Mufti, M. 1996; Walt, S. M. 1997). 
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The US didn’t reacted to the tide of Arab nationalism but instead contained it so that it 

shouldn’t harm the Western interest in the region and this policy was successful when the Iraqi 

revolutionary leader Abd al-Karim Qasim soon challenged Nasser leadership of the nationalism 

and the two Arab nationalist states became rivals that weakened the Pan-Arab nationalism 

motive in the region. Nasser not only achieved aid from the USSR in military and political 

sphere but also got maximum benefits from the US and was successful in achieving $1 billion 

from both the sides during 1954-65. The main aim of the Iraqi and Egyptian revolutions was to 

contain the Soviet Union and convert the Islamic revival into a nationalistic movement against 

the Western imperialism that helped the West in maintaining hold over the region (Mufti, M. 

1996). 

Expelling of Russian advisors from Egypt by Anwar Sadat in 1972 was a clear indication 

of how the West used the Arab nationalist card to contain the communist and anti-West 

sentiments in the region via Nasser in Egypt and the entire Middle East. Western powers used 

the Middle East powers to counter any threat to its imperialistic occupation in the region, in 

1950s Turkey used to pressure radical elements in Syria while in 1970s Iran was used to deter 

the Marxist movement in Oman. However the most reliable and effective force that was used by 

the West in the region was Israel which was in fact the strategic asset of the West in the region. 

West has all the times kept Israel a superior military power in the region to pursue its interest in 

the Middle East (Rubinstein, A. Z. 2015). 

4.3.2  The 1967 Arab-Israel war and foreign influence in Middle East 

Nasser was leading the Arabs in a bipolar world where he was able to get incentives from 

both the super powers, but there were some points which were not acceptable to the West 

propagated and acted by Nasser. 
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➢ Nasser propagated that the Arab oil belongs to the Arab people and not to 

the Western oil companies and the US allied Sheikhs. 

➢ Nasser allied with the republican forces in Yemen in 1963. 

➢ Nasser supported the Nationalist revolt in the British Aden and gulf region 

(Cremeans, C. D. 1963). 

These actions provoked the West against the Egypt and US supported the Israeli attack on 

Sinai region. Israel was victorious in the war against the Arabs headed by the Egypt. Nasser used 

to get help from the USSR but was not given the required weaponry to dismantle Israeli power 

the reason behind was that USSR didn’t want to harm the détente with the US (Mufti, M. 1996). 

The war of attrition in 1969 drew the USSR support but the US was able to calm down 

the situation with the Rogers plan, which guaranteed the return of Sinai to Egypt but strategic 

positions were hold by the Israeli forces. The war resulted in making Israel a greater regional 

power and the statuesque was supported by US and accepted by the USSR (Walt, S. M. 1997).  

4.3.3  The 1973 Arab-Israel war 

Arab world was divided in such a way that the nationalist states were in confrontation 

with the state of Israel, the world power were supporting both the states i.e. Arab states and Israel 

because the stability and survival of the state of Israel was directly related to the stability of the 

Arab nationalist states in fact Arab states are strengthening the borders of the state of Israel. The 

confrontation between these two type of entities is important for the survival of both, that’s why 

Egypt remained hostile to Israel and Nasser resigned from the presidential post in Egypt due to 

the humiliation faced by the Arab states in the 1967 war with Israel in which US supported its 

long term ally Israel and USSR didn’t provide sufficient support to Nasser because of the 
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détente. Nasser played with the Muslim rhetoric against the Jews and popular demonstrations 

asked him to take back his resignation. After assuming power he started war of attrition in the 

occupied Sinai region but after his death his successor Anwar Sadat was more inclined to 

diplomatic solution of the dispute and he accepted US mediated negotiations. Sadat expelled 

over 20 thousand soviet advisors from Egypt but in 1973 Sadat got more USSR weaponry and 

military advisors thus making the region more fragile. Egypt and Syrian forces attacked Israel 

and got some early victories but later ended the war with a humiliating defeat paving the way for 

the Egyptian surrendering and accepting the state of Israel in the Camp David accord mediated 

by the United States of America (Herzog, C. 1985).  

4.4  History of Western Strategic Interests in the Middle East: 

The main strategic importance in the Middle East lays in its geography as this region 

links three important continents i.e. Asia, Europe and Africa. The region was important for the 

British during the Pax-Britannica because it was a nearest route to the important Indian region 

under the British Empire. The importance of the region amalgamated with the discovery of oil in 

Iran in 1907 (Khalidi, R. 2010).  

 The Second World War changed the world politics by shifting the power center from 

Britain to the United States of America and the area was transformed into an American lake from 

a British playground. The cold war intensified the sensitivity of the region because of a rivalry 

between the US and USSR although there had been a modus Vivendi, or an unwritten 

understanding between the USSR and the US that Middle East should by large remain in the US 

sphere of influence particularly its vast oil and energy resources. The US and Britain remained 

the primary monitors influencing the events in the region. 
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 The cold war era identifies four main concern of the world power in the Middle East and 

these are. 

➢ Oil reserves which are a main energy source and two third of the world oil 

reserves are located in the Middle East protected and used by the US. 

➢ The state of Israel a satellite state for the US and British in the region 

which has been developed as a regional power by the West. 

➢ The threat of USSR involvement in the region that was a potential rival of 

the US. 

➢ The rise of Islamic renaissance movement a dominant threat to the 

Western installed nation states and the world order (Owen, R. 2013).  

According to Noam Chomsky Middle East is a stupendous source of strategic power and 

one of the greatest material prizes in the world history. While the US president Eisenhower used 

to call it the most important strategic part of the world. The US president Richard Nixon used to 

say that the oil reserves of the Middle East is the life blood of the modern industry, the Persian 

gulf is the heart that pump this life blood and the sea routes from the Gulf region are the jugular 

veins that passes this life blood to the industries of the United States of America. According to 

him it is the most important source of energy in the world so we will remain engaged in the 

region to protect and control this black gold (Chomsky, N. 2004).  

 The US defense secretary Dick Cheney stated during the 1991 Gulf crises that, 

“given the enormous resources that exist in that part of the world, and given the fact that 

those resources are in decline elsewhere, the value of those resources is only going to rise in the 



113 
 

 

years ahead, and the United States and our major partners cannot afford to have those resources 

controlled by somebody who is fundamentally hostile to our interests.”(Hashemi, N. 2012). 

 The cold war era was orchestrated with the rise of national and religious uprising against 

the US in different parts of the world most often backed by the communist bloc but in recent 

history the threat to the Western dominance is a supranational ideology particularly political 

Islam in the Middle East (MacArthur, J. R. 2004:Welch Jr, R. E. 1989). 

 In 1958 the then president of the US told vice president Nixon that the governments in 

the Arab world favor the US in the Middle East but it’s the people of the Arab world that 

opposes the US and have hatred towards the United States of America. A report published by the 

national Security Council at that time stated that,  

“In the eyes of the majority of Arabs the United States appears to be opposed to the 

realization of the goals of Arab nationalism. They believe that the United States is seeking to 

protect its interest in Near East oil by supporting the status quo and opposing political or 

economic progress. principal points of difficulty . . . are: the Arab-Israeli dispute; Arab 

aspirations for self-determination and unity; widespread belief that the United States desires to 

keep the Arab world disunited and is committed to work with “reactionary” elements to that 

end; the Arab attitude toward the East-West struggle; U.S. support of its Western “colonial” 

allies; and problems of trade and economic development.”(Yaqub, S. 2004).  

US adopted and developed Israel as a strong ally for the protection of the US and 

Western interests in the region because oil, Arab nationalism and Islamic revival forces remained 

the main concern of the United States of America and the British government (Dowty, A. 1984).  
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Lord Curzon the British foreign secretary at the end of world war II described the Middle 

Eastern regimes as Arab Facade which is ruled and administered under British guidance and 

controlled by a native Muhammedan and by an Arab staff as far as possible. These weak 

monarchies and authoritarian regimes would remain in power veiled by constitutional fiction as a 

protectorate, a buffer state and so on. 

The tacit alliance between the US and Arab façade was centralized by the strong presence 

of the state of Israel as acknowledged by the US senator and oil expert Henry Jackson in his 

speech to the US congress in the following way, 

“The strength and Western orientation of Israel on the Mediterranean and Iran on the 

Persian Gulf,” two “reliable friends of the United States,” who, along with Saudi Arabia, “have 

served to inhibit and contain those irresponsible and radical elements in certain Arab states . . . 

who, were they free to do so, would pose a grave threat indeed to our principal sources of 

petroleum in the Persian Gulf.”(Stivers, W. 1982).  

The Israeli importance is highlighted by the leading intelligence head of the Israel 

intelligence agency General Shlomo Gazit. Writing in Yediot Ahronot he stated 

 “Israel’s main task has not changed at all and it remains of crucial importance. Its 

location at the center of the Arab-Muslim Middle East predestines Israel to be a devoted 

guardian of stability in all the countries surrounding it. Its [role] is to protect the existing 

regimes: to prevent or halt the processes of radicalization and to block the expansion of 

fundamentalist religious zealotry” (Hashemi, N. 2012). 

The Western democratization of the Middle East would have negative impact on its 

interest in the region because it is easy to keep a ruling family in control and manipulate some 
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families to keep the oil prices low for the West than to work on a large amount of personalities 

having share in the democratic power sharing. It is also important that most often democratic 

forces will never play a subordinate role to the West there for US has all the times opposed 

democracy in the region. 

 According to Hiro, D. (1991) a veteran Middle East journalist British Prime Minister 

Harold Macmillan said that some circumstances compel the British authorities to support 

reactionary and really outmoded regimes, because the new forces even if moderate and secular 

always have a tendency to drift into violent revolutionary and strongly anti-West positions (Hiro, 

D., & Hiro, D. 1992).  

Former US secretary of defense and CIA chief James Schlesinger once asked in a 

congressional committee that,  

“Whether we seriously desire to prescribe democracy as the proper form of government 

for other societies. Perhaps this issue is most clearly posed in the Islamic world. Do we seriously 

want to change the institutions of Saudi Arabia? The brief answer is no; over the years we have 

sought to preserve those institutions, sometimes in preference to more democratic forces 

coursing throughout the region.”(Sadowski, Y. 1993). 

For decades the policy of opposing the process of democratization in Middle East was 

supported by Western liberal intelligentsia, for example the New York Times editorial encoded 

the lesson that should be learned from the 1953 CIA coup that overthrow the Iranian Prime 

Minister Muhammad Mussadeq, on the event the editorial quoted that,  

“Underdeveloped countries with rich resources now have an object lesson in the heavy 

cost that must be paid by one of their number which goes berserk with fanatical nationalism. It is 
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perhaps too much to hope that Iran’s experience will prevent the rise of Mossadeghs in other 

countries, but that experience may at least strengthen the hands of the more reasonable and far-

seeing leaders”. 

 Although this quote is from 1953 still the US policy towards the Middle East remained 

the same because safeguarding the interests of the US in the region remained the prime objective 

of the US and the interest remained the same which is the protection of the oil wealth and the 

strategic routes and the state of Israel in the region (Hashemi, N. 2012). 

The best example can be given from the writing of Aaron David Miller who is a liberal 

intellectual and advisor to six American secretaries of states he wrote in summer of 2011 at the 

start of the Arab Spring that the increased in strength of the public opinion and the absence of 

strong leadership will make it difficult for the US to pursue its traditional policies. He stated that  

“As public opinion becomes more influential in shaping domestic and foreign policies in 

the Arab countries, the space available for U.S. policies and influence may contract. The 

acquiescent autocrats have acquiesced, albeit often grudgingly, in our approach to Iran, Gaza, 

Israel, and counterterrorism. The new regimes won’t, or at least not as easily. Since most of our 

policies won’t change quickly, or at all, the United States will likely be in for a rough ride, with 

both emerging governments and old ones.”(Miller, A. D. 2011). 

 Similarly Wesley Clark, former Supreme Allied Commander of NATO and Democratic 

Party presidential candidate showed his concerns about the consequences of the Arab Spring, 

according to him strong Islamic sentiments have surfaced despite of the fact that the initial 

uprising had a Western backed democratic initiative in countries like Egypt, Tunisia and Libya 
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the future making of these states will pose difficulty for the US in perusing its policies in the 

Middle East as compared to predecessor regimes in the region (Hashemi, N. 2012). 

4.5  Conclusion: 

    Middle East has always been the centre of interest for global and regional powers because 

of the vast oil resources and its important geography. The fall of Ottoman Empire made the 

region more volatile for foreign intervention. The British conquered the region in the First World 

War and shaped the region with the help of its allies for their national interests. The US acquired 

the region as a result of the Second World War and is now governing the region with the help of 

its allies and local elites. The people of the region have tried to overcome the imposed political 

order many times but the global powers come to the rescue of the elites in power in the region 

and thus statuesque is maintained. 

 The presences of religious sites in the Middle East have also provoked the foreign 

intervention during the course of the history. The recent developments in the form of Arab 

Spring have shown that foreign intervention has remained the deciding factor in the upheaval of 

the regional political system. It is an indisputable fact that the Middle East politics is a matter 

that is controlled by foreign actors in alliance with the local elites. 
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                                                             Chapter Five 

External Factors  

5.0  External Factors for the Genesis of Arab Spring: 

External factors have always remained the driving force in the Middle East as evident 

from the modern history of the region and contemporary politics of the world. The recent 

developments in the Middle East were ignited and diverted to a specific direction by the global 

powers. These powers always used to mold the political situation of the region in their best 

interest and in collaboration with the elites of the region. The start of Arab Spring witnessed the 

powerful grip of the global powers on the regional politics. These powers engineered and molded 

the event through use of sanctions, media, diplomacy and even direct military interventions,. 

5.1  United States of America and the Arab Spring: 

The shift of power from the British to the United States in the wake of the WWII had 

given the US the privilege to take advantage from the geopolitical position of the Middle East. 

Since then the US policy in the Middle East is governed by the realist policies of supporting the 

autocratic regimes because of their contribution to the US regional interests (Brownlee, J. 2012). 

 US interest in the Middle East can be explained in the following five domains. 

➢ Ensuring the free flow of oil. 

➢ Maintaining the security of Israel. 

➢ Securing the kingdoms and sheikhdoms of the region. 

➢ Encountering any Islamic awakening. 

➢ Securing/ checking the world trade routes. 
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 The US involvement in the civil wars erupted in the region has created many benefits 

for her by deterring the foes and assuring the friends. US possess extensive military bases in the 

region which are dozen in numbers; these include the Arifjanin and Buehring military camps in 

Kuwait, Al Salihia in Qatar, along with airfields in UAE, Qatar and Kuwait, recently the US 

started deploying air assets from Incirlik Air Force base in Turkey in 2015. Two of the three 

forward deployed aircraft carriers are deployed in the region. 

 The presences of such important military stations are supplemented by huge amount of 

military personals in the region. Dozens of soldiers are present in Oman and some advisors are 

present in Saudi Arabia. The US possess an unmatched military presence in the region including 

the move of US aircraft carrier USS Nimitz and ten ships from the US navy fleet in 2013 for 

starting encounter against the Islamic State. 

Kuwait is a major “Non NATO ally” which host 2, 00000 US marines during the Iraq 

war, besides Kuwait, UAE and Bahrain are countries with US military bases. Qatar is the 

forward deployed base for CENTCOM and also hosts a missile defense radar station. The area is 

the base station for US forces engaged in war at Afghanistan and Iraq. 

 Iraq was invaded by the US in 2003 which established a new government of its choice 

over there, the new government signed a “Strategic Frame work Agreement” with the US. US 

withdrew from Iraq in 2010 leaving it to the US backed Maliki Shiites government, When the 

Iraqi resistance to the US occupation succeeded in capturing one third of Iraq, US came to the 

region with heavy bombardment and deployed many military trainers to train the Kurdish 

Peshmarga and Shiites forces against the Islamic State. United States has repeatedly declared 

that it will protect its allies in the region. 
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 The US policy towards Egypt has got success with the conclusion of the Egypt-Israeli 

peace treaty in 1979. This treaty resolved the conflict between Egypt and Israel forever making 

Egypt a strong supporter of the state of Israel and the US interest in the Middle East. 

 Egypt remained a hub for the US interest in the region by; 

➢ Enabling the deployment of US forces in the Persian Gulf. 

➢ US access to the Egyptian air space, military facilities and air bases like 

the Cairo West air base. 

➢ The use of Suez Canal for transportation, refueling and prepositioning 

purposes. 

➢ According to the “extraordinary rendition program” Egypt hosts a number 

of CIA officials to counter the threat of Islamic jihadists (Brownlee, J. 2012).  

 Egypt was the first non NATO ally of the US in the world with a $1.5 billion to $2 

billion aids from FY 2005 to FY 2007, in FY 2009 Egypt received $744,000 delivery of small 

arms and ammunition (Brownlee, J. 2012). 

 US have a valued asset in Saudi Arabia in the form of oil reserves. Saudi Arabia has the 

second largest oil reserve and contribute to 11.3% of US crude oil imports. It contributes 80% to 

the world reserves production and remained an important substitute to the Libyan oil during the 

rebellion over there (Yom, S. L., & Al-Momani, M. H. 2008: Rumsey, J. 2012: Ratner, M. 

2011). 

  The most important role of the Saudi regime being a Sunni state is to counter the Shiite 

Iran on the capitalist Chess board governed by the US. Saudi has supported the Bahraini Al-

Khalifa monarchy against Shiite uprising in the Arab spring (Mabon, S. 2012). Saudi is also a 
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partner of the US in the war against Islamists uprising in the region, Saudi is the largest weapons 

purchaser of the US in the region which worth $ 17.9 billion from 1998 to 2005. The Bush 

administration approved additional 9 Billion arms sales to Saudi Arabia in 2006 which included 

24 black hawk helicopters, 724 light rams vehicles, 58 M1A1 Abrams tanks, 2003 long range 

radio systems and these weapons were to be used against the Islamists and to support the regime. 

Saudi Arabia has also purchased over 80 F-15SA fighters aircrafts and upgraded its existing fleet 

of seventy F 15 along with air-to-air and air-to-ground packages from the US, the $29.4 billion 

sale was the largest of its kind to a country (Blanchard, C. M. 2010: Prados, A. B., & Blanchard, 

C. M. 2007) 

 Bahrain is another important military camp of the super power as it hosts the US navy 

headquarter of the Fifth fleet in a 500 acres base with 5000 US navy personals, mine viewers , a 

carrier battle group, an amphibious assault group which could interdict movement of the jihadists 

, arms or WMD related technology (Katzman, K. 2005). 

Bahrain is receiving US military aid like the sale of 9 Black hawk helicopters worth $252 

million in 2007 and 30 army tactical missiles in 2000, to keep the Strait of Hormuz safe and 

check the movement of jihadists (Kahl, C. H., & Lynch, M. 2013). 

 Israel remain a major and important ally of the US in the region and Washington is 

determined to preserve the “Qualitative Military Edge” of the State of Israel in the region to 

safeguard it from any state and non-state enemy. The Bush administration has approved a ten 

years $30 billion military aid to Israel. Israel has received F 35 joint strike fighters, bunkers-

busting bombs and much of its advance equipment; Pentagon has all the times assured the Israeli 
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Arial superiority in the region. The US and Israel are jointly working on the arrow I and arrow II 

anti-missile system and the “Iron Dom” anti-missile system. 

United States is committed to the security of its interests in the region strengthening the 

state of Israel, the oil flow and the security of its allies in the region. 

5.1.1   US Oil Thirst 

The free and uninterrupted flow of oil is a major concern for the US in the Middle East, 

US is the major oil importer from the Middle East. There are two major threats to the flow of oil 

from the Middle East to the US. 

➢ A hostile state gets the control of the routs from the Middle East like the 

Strait of Hormuz. 

➢ Anti- American jihadists took control of the Middle East oil facilities. 

United States has assured prophylactic to deter both the threats; it has stationed its 

military hardware in the gulf and the Arabian Sea while it has assured that its loyal people 

are in power in the oil producing entities. And whenever there is a threat from Islamists in the 

region US come to the rescue of its allies. 

 The recent wave of uprising was an effort to dilute the frustration of the people of the 

region into a democratic and anti-regime uprising instead of an anti-American one. It just 

changed the faces in US allied countries like Egypt and Tunisia while it completely 

overthrow certain powers like the Libyan regime, but surprisingly the spring didn’t entered 

the war turned Iraq and Palestine, similarly it has no or less effect on the monarchies loyal to 

the US and the flow of oil remained smooth. US used heavy weaponry against the Islamic 
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state and reduced the oil prices on global market to encounter the capture of oil facilities by 

the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria. 

5.1.2 US Support for Dictators and Engineered Change 

US strongly support the established system and regimes in the Middle East; the 

outbreak of demonstrations in US allied countries was an engineered work because it just 

changes the personalities in those countries and the system which was controlled mainly by 

the military establishment remained loyal to the US interest. The election in Tunisia and 

Egypt had proved that US can tolerate only its loyal religious forces in power as the Morsi 

government was soon overthrown by a military coup and US supported the move as Egypt is 

a US ally in the region. 

 The flow of spring was engineered in countries which didn’t have a common and 

wide spread anti-American sentiment present like Tunisia and Egypt while Algeria which 

had observed an Islamic uprising in 1993 has remained untouched by the spring. Similarly 

the Spring was transferred to Libya and Syria both were not in American camps while Iraq 

neighboring Syria observed no demonstrations despite the fact that the Sunni population is at 

war with the US installed Shiites government. 

 The use of military might to overthrow the legitimate regimes of Libya and Iraq was 

governed by the US and her allies for their lasting interest in the region. The “operation 

odyssey dawn” was carried out by the US and her allies, the French and the British that killed 

the long term ruler Muammar Qaddafi by the hands of the enraged rebels after his convey 

was hit by NATO war ships. The NTC (National Transition Council) was created by the US 

and British intelligence agencies and was funded with weapons by Qatar and UAE along 
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with propaganda from Western news outlets. Today Libya is in a state of chaos and anarchy 

while the flow of oil is smooth towards the US and her allies (Keiswetter, A. L. 2012). 

The Arab world is a unified territory and the political entities are inseparable from 

each other and the events occurring in one country has lasting impact on the overall region 

and have a greater implications for the United States (Gause III, F. G., Mohamedi, F., 

Molavi, A., White, W., & Cordesman, A. H. 2007). 

 On May 19 2011 the US president Barak Obama spoke at the state department about 

the Arab spring, He stated, “For decades, the United States has pursued a set of core 

interests in the region: countering terrorism and stopping the spread of nuclear weapons; 

securing the free flow of commerce and safeguarding the security of the region; standing up 

for Israel’s security and pursuing Arab-Israeli peace.”  He further indicated, “Yet we must 

acknowledge that a strategy based solely upon the narrow pursuit of these interests will not 

fill an empty stomach or allow someone to speak their mind… and a failure to change our 

approach threatens a deepening spiral of division between the United States and the Arab 

World.”(Keiswetter, A. L. 2012). 

He emphasized on the motive that the statuesque is unsustainable and that there 

should be a change in regime in the Middle East so as to encounter any threat to the US 

interest in the region. 

 Obama in his speech pointed out a set of universal rights including freedom of 

speech, freedom of peaceful assembly, freedom of practice of religion, equality for men and 

women and rule of law, and the right to choose own leaders and finally support for political 

and economic reform in the Middle East and North Africa that can meet the legitimate 
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aspirations of ordinary people throughout the region. President Obama concluded his address 

stating, “Our support for these principles is not a secondary interest. Today I want to make it 

clear that it is a top priority that must be translated into concrete actions, and supported by 

all of the diplomatic, economic and strategic tools at our disposal… It will be the policy of 

the United States to promote reform across the region and to support transitions to 

democracy.” (Keiswetter, A. L. 2012). 

 US has sent different signals to those countries where it had significant interests like 

Bahrain and Saudi Arabia while it attack the regimes with limited interest like Syria and 

Libya. 

5.1.3  The Libyan War 

When the Arab Spring was transferred to Libya, the situation was very tough as the 

West was supplying weapons to the rebels and a civil war erupted, US president Obama 

indicated that US want to intervene in Libya so as to stop the spread of violence to other 

countries. It was a clear message to the non US friendly autocrats that a confrontation with 

the US could result in overthrow of the regimes (El-Katiri, M. 2016). 

 The US direct intervention in Libya was fruitful because there was no interest of US 

in the Libyan regime and it had long been opponent of the regime as US has suspended 

relations with Libya since 1986, although the Libyan regime has pay backed all the dues to 

the West and accepted the blame of Lockerbie bombing and has paid the penalties. The US 

and her allies resumed relations with Libyan regime but the oil imports from Libya were just 

0.6 percent of total US imports which was not significant. The death of Qaddafi had also no 

serious implications for the US interests in the region; there were no military consequences 
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of the Libyan Arial blockade through developing no fly zone and the Arab League countries 

were in favor of the overthrow of the Qaddafi regime (Gelvin, J. L. 2015).  

 US have chosen direct airstrike in Libya because of many reasons most likely. 

➢ Qaddafi regime had no standing army. Qaddafi relied mostly on 

revolutionary committees instead of professional army. 

➢ Long term international sanctions have limited the supply of modern 

weaponry to the regime. 

➢ Britain and France were in favor of use of military might in Libya and 

have used their air power extensively. 

➢ Arab league countries supported the military intervention. 

➢ UN Security Council has allowed the military intervention in the country. 

➢ Many generals like General Suleiman Mahmud al-Obeidi and General Abd 

al-Fattah Yunis have defected to the rebel sides with the promise of greater role in the 

post Qaddafi government (Walt, S. M. 2011). 

Despite of the fact that there were on modern weapons and no regular army NATO 

faced challenges in winning the war and a deadlock was created by the resistance of the 

Libyan government forces against the rebels. NATO fulfilled its commitment and sent 

trainers, missionaries and advisors to Benghazi city which was hub of the rebels (Barfi, J. P. 

B., & Pack, J. 2012).  

 The US has supplied 75% of the reconnaissance data, surveillance, and intelligence 

and fuelling of plans which show that US had a major role in the toppling of Qaddafi regime. 

The UAE and Qatar supplied missionaries while the French and British supplied Ariel 
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bombardment and advisors to the rebels. Now as Qaddafi is dead the country is in chaos with 

different parts of Libya in control of different factions which are at war with each other and 

the flow of oil is smooth to the allied countries (Zenko, M. 2016). 

5.1.4  The War in Syria 

The war in Syria is a complex form of the Arab Spring that has shaken the Middle 

East in particular and the world in general. Syria unlike Libya is a hard to overcome problem 

as the Syrian regime has a regular army with latest equipment and all the 90% of the generals 

are from the Alawites a Shiites sect ruling the country for the last many decades. Syrian 

military possess chemical weapons and the Hafiz Al Asad government has made the military 

a founding pillar of his government, the bloody takeover of the Hama city in 1984 shows that 

the regime can go to any limit for the safety and security of its rule in the country (Miller, S. 

D. 2016).  

The Syrian government has a strong air defense system and has developed a strong 

military to cope with the rival Israeli military might bordering the country. The Syrian 

military spending was $2.1 Billion in 2007 as compared to Libyan $ 725 Million. This shows 

that Syria is a hard cake for the US compared to Libya (Barfi, B. 2017).  

The military of Syria is the second largest in the Arab world after Egypt and the 

Syrian Air defense system is five times sophisticated than the Libyan Air defense system. 

The biological and chemical stockpiles of the Syrian government are 100 times more 

efficient than the Libyan according to the US joint chief of staff chairman General Martin 

Dempsey (Martin). These were the reasons why US was hesitant in using military options 

against the Syrian regime.  
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 The Syrian geography and ethnicity created a great problem where it is surrounded 

by US allied countries like Iraq, Israel, Turkey and Lebanon while any provocation of 

violence in Syria could help in increasing the resistance in Iraq as Sunnis were in majority in 

Syria and the resistance in Iraq is Sunni driven. The Kurd factor could escalate the problem 

in many countries as Kurds are present in Iraq, Turkey and Iran struggling for a Kurdish 

state. The strong hand of the Syrian government has proven to be effective in securing the 

border with Israel. The Syrian regime is supported by Iran which is a gate way for its allies 

like Hezbollah and Hamas. Russians and Chinese supports the Syrian regime as both have 

economic and political interest in the region that are affiliated with the stability of the Syrian 

regime (Byman, D., Doran, M., Pollack, K., & Shaikh, S. 2012).  

 The creation of liberal armed groups by the US and her allies in the region has 

provoked a regional war of dominance between the regional powers as well as international 

actors. Iran is supporting the Assad regime while Saudi and Turkey are supporting the anti-

Assad groups. The war in Syria has changed to an international conflict where Russia has 

sent its military advisors and Arial support for the regime while Iran along with Hezbollah 

are sending ground troops to suppress the uprising.  

 The Islamic state has captured many areas like the province of Raqqa and many 

other important areas aspiring for the creation of a caliphate in the region which has put a 

challenge for the parties i.e. Russian side and US, both are now in a common trench against 

the Islamic state (Byman, D., Doran, M., Pollack, K., & Shaikh, S. 2012).  

 US support for any regime in the region during or after the Arab spring depend on 

certain factors such as   
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➢ Regime capability to cope with domestic unrest. 

➢ The military loyalty to the regime. 

➢  The availability of a pliable replacement. 

 If these conditions persist in a political entity US will favor the regime and will not 

fear the radicalization of opposition, civil war eruption or generation of anti-Americanism 

and possible revolution. But in case these conditions cease to exist and there is a suitable 

alternative available then USA will never support the existing regime (Petras, J. F. 2011). 

5.2  Russia and the Arab Spring: 

The start of Arab spring was seen as a result of conspiracy theory by many in the 

Kremlin, the spring was considered as a reconfiguration of the Middle East by the world 

hegemonic power. The decision makers in the Kremlin see the revolution in the Middle East as a 

move to reduce Russian already tenuous influence in the region, the spring was considered a 

replica of the color revolutions in the Eastern Europe orchestrated by the West. The so called 

spring has negatively affected the Russian economic interest in the Middle East (Katz, M., & 

Fairfax, V. 2011). 

 Some countries like Tunisia has never been a Russian priority and the relations remained 

symbolic with both pre and post Arab spring regimes, while there is little change in the 

relationship with some countries like the Egypt which has a 0.3 to 0.4 percent foreign trade with 

the Russia. Muslim brotherhood was declared a terrorist organization by the Russian Supreme 

Court still the Russian foreign minister has invited the newly elected Muhammad Morsi to visit 

Russia. After the removal of Morsi government by the US sponsored coup the relations between 

Egypt and Russia remain the same (Dannreuther, R. 2015).  
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 Russian relations with most of the Middle Eastern countries remained the same or have 

worsened due to the so called Arab spring. Russian relations with the Saudi Arabia has no 

significance from the Soviet era, some Bahraini Shiite opposition leaders have reportedly visited 

Moscow while the Yemen dispute was left to direct US involvement because Russians 

considered Yemeni Islamists as a threat if Russia involved in Yemen crisis (Blank, S., & Saivetz, 

C. R. 2012). 

 The Libyan case was different as Qaddafi was a long term ally of Russia; a number of 

UN Security Council resolutions were blocked by Moscow to prevent any direct military 

intervention by the Western powers, but eventually it has to surrender to the immense 

international pressure and on 26th of February 2011Russia joined the armed export embargo to 

Libya and abstained a March 2011 UN security council vote that imposed a no fly zone over 

Libya. Which resulted in a direct NATO intervention in Libya, finally the long-term Libyan 

leader Muammar Qaddafi was killed in a NATO air strike and Russia was the 73rd country to 

recognize the new NATO installed regime. The new regime was unhappy with the Russian 

support for the old regime and even sentenced a Russian citizen Alexander Shadrov to life 

imprisonment for “abetting” Muammar Qaddafi. There is no force that is sympathetic to the 

Russian interest in Libya and no one to remain thankful of forgiving the $4.5 billion debt to 

Russia. The new NTC government has ordered the revision of a $ 10 billion worth of contract 

that Russia has conducted with Qaddafi. Tatneft and Gazprom two major Russian energy 

companies have to close their contracts in Libya and according to Alexei Kokin an analyst from 

a leading Russian financial corporation Uralsib, Russia has been lifted empty handed and the 

Libyan oil is flowing to the Western countries through their multinational oil companies 

(Anishchuk, A. 2011). 
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 The ousting of Qaddafi has great impact on Russian Middle Eastern politics and now 

Russia has only one ally in the Middle East, the Syrian Assad regime. According to Carnegie’s 

Dmitri Trenin Russia has to support the Assad regime because of many reasons. 

➢ Russian has to keep a base in the Mediterranean to peruse a global 

political position and Syrian Tartus base is an ideal place for such an endeavor. 

➢ Russian economic interest like the Iranian and Qatari gas pipeline which 

has to pass through Syrian territory. 

➢ Russia needs the Syrian oil as it has already lost the Libyan reservoir to 

the NATO alliance (Trenin, D. 2016). 

Russia first started the role of mediator in the Syrian conflict and invited the Arab league 

to dialogue at Moscow in February 2013. Those invited to the forum included the then Egyptian 

foreign minister Mohamed Amr; Iraqi Foreign Minister Hoshyar Zebari; and members of the 

Arab League Council from Kuwait, Lebanon, and Libya. Secretary General of the Arab League 

Nabil al-Arabi said that Russia and the Arab League seek peaceful motion of the Syrian conflict 

and articulated the wish that Moscow “will be able to convince the Syrian government on this.” 

 In September 2013 Russia brokered a deal between Syria and UN which is based on 

surrendering of the Assad chemical weapons stockpiles, a move made by Russian to prevent any 

intervention in Syria and stop the repetition of Libyan scenario. 

Russian started its military campaign in Syria on 30th September 2015 with 4000 Russian 

military personals, 25 strategic bombers, 20 tactical bombers, 12 attack bombers, 8 fighters’ 

aircrafts and 16 attack helicopters. Several high ranking military officers of the Russian military 

including lieutenant general Valery Grigorievich Asapov has died in the Russian battle field. All 
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the efforts made by the Russian-Iranian forces have helped Assad in capturing most of the 

territories lost to the Islamic state in the last 4 years (Stent, A. 2016). 

 Russia and United States are now in the same trench against the Islamic State and both 

the countries have ignored their differences to defeat the common enemy in Iraq and Syria. 

Russian-Shiite alliance has helped Assad in securing many strategic cities and provinces like 

Homs, Dier Az-zoor, and Hama etc.  

5.3  Israel and the Arab Spring: 

Israel didn’t welcome the democratic rebellion in the Middle East, because Israel 

remained in state of peace under the new state system where the Arab world was divided by the 

treaty of Sykes-Picot and nation state was not a threat to the state of Israel, the rebellion in the 

Arab world could trigger an Islamic awakening in the region that have the potential to pose a real 

threat to the state of Israel, as both Israel and Arab countries have the same mother i.e. Sykes-

Picot agreement so the stability of the Arab states guarantee the stability of the state of Israel. 

According to Benny Morris a notorious Israeli historian Arab Spring is a product of 

political Islam that is aimed to erode secularism and brought down pragmatic prudent 

government in the region. Israeli Prime Minister Netanyahu has described the Arab Spring as an 

anti-Western, anti-Israeli, anti-liberal, anti-democratic Islamic wave. Israeli government 

protected Egyptian president Mubarak and lobbied for him in the Obama administration and 

even offered him asylum in his last days. Former Israeli president Shimon Peres praised him for 

keeping peace in the region and has said to have great respect for him in the Israeli power circles. 

The spread of Western style democracy in the Arab world was not acceptable to the Israeli elites 

because they considered Western loyal authoritarian regimes to be the best protectors of the 
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Israeli security and stability. Israeli concern about the spread of democratic or Islamic resistance 

against the authoritarian regimes was based upon the fact that Israel had a peace treaty  with 

Egyptian elites concluded in Camp David in 1979, similarly it also had a peace treaty with 

Jordan in 1994, these treaties were not with the people of Egypt or Jordan instead these treaties 

were with the dictatorial regimes of these countries and the public opinion was not in favor of 

these treaties from the very first day , there for the fall of these regimes could have a negative 

impact on the security of the state of Israel (Morris, B. 2011). 

 The long term Israeli security in the Middle East can be assured only when it make peace 

with the people of the region and this can be achieved only through giving justice to the people 

of Palestine. The only precondition by the Arab-Islamic world for accepting the legitimacy of the 

state of Israel is the solution of the Palestinian problem according to the wishes of the people of 

Palestine because now the policies in Middle East are not driven by dictatorial regimes but it is 

the public opinion which shape the foreign and domestic stance of the Middle East (Byman, D. 

2011). 

          5.4     International Media and the Arab Spring: 

Political theorists have developed a consensus on the fact that conflict is unavoidable; 

however the news media will either encourage division or discourage it depending on the source 

of media and its interest in a political entity, similarly coverage by media could either have a 

positive or negative impact on a conflict. The media coverage of a crisis may either fuel the 

passion of hatred like in case of Rwandan civil war where media inflamed hatred that lead to 

extermination of Tutsis minorities. Similarly media reporting can have a positive impact like the 

case of Northern Ireland peace process. According to Spencer the media played a positive role by 

facilitating the communication between the opposing parties i.e. Sinn Fein and Unionists 
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negotiators which guaranteed the release of prisoners during the peace negotiations (Reuben, R. 

C. 2009). 

According to Galtung, J. (1970) there are two types of media reporting the one is 

conventional way of reporting and the other is peace journalism.  

Hanitzsch, T. (2004) defines peace journalism as a frame of news coverage which tends 

to promote peace and settle the conflict in a nonviolent way.  

 According to Galtung, J. (2003) the main principles of peace journalism are; 

➢  The news report must illuminate the stories in detail from all sides. 

➢ Use of different expert sources. 

➢  Draw from diverse aspects and avoid use of elite source or have restricted 

elite sources in the conflict entity. 

➢ Provide well written and sensible reports from ordinary people. 

➢ Provide ample coverage and ensure the promotion of peace. 

There are four principles for peace journalism which are 

➢ Seeking and reporting the truth. 

➢ Acting independently from the sources and other journalists. 

➢ Diluting and minimizing the harm. 

➢ Strict accountability for the reports (Richardson, J. E. 2008). 

Gans, H. (1979) has identified ethnocentrism as a persistent news value in the Western 

media particularly when Western journalists report an event from a non-Western region.  
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Michira, J. (2002) has identified that Western media portrays the African and Arab world 

by an ethnocentric and stereotype lens, Africa is portrayed as a region of political instability 

while Arab world is represented as an extremist supporting society. 

Van Dijk, (1988) postulates that Western media process news based on hegemonic 

Anglo-American news frame and propagate the Western interests igniting conflict in Western 

favor.  

 Reports were generated by international news outlets that provoked conflict in certain 

geographies in the Arab world, while the news were diluted in some countries like Aljazeera 

used the word “Gaddafi loyalist” for the government forces fighting the rebels while the NTC 

(National Transition Council) was portrayed as a sympathizer of the people of Libya. The fake 

news of Gaddafi running out of the country and flying to Venezuela was propagated by 

international news networks that demoralized the Libyan government forces (Siraj, S., & 

Durrani, S. U. R. 2017). 

 The media showed a bad picture of Gaddafi and portrayed him as a killer of the Libyan 

people and a main cause of all the miseries of the Libyan people; he was shown as a barrier 

towards democracy and freedom. The Western media never mentioned the vested Western 

interest perhaps the oil reserves of the country and never showed the reality of the NATO 

bombardment in the region, it never pointed out to the real Western interest in Libya. Peace was 

mentioned in the Western media but the nature, content and structure of achieving sustainable 

peace has no mention in the Western media reports. The news reports were framed in the 

Western context of political crisis and the deeper political causes were not examined (Emadi, H. 

2012). 
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 BBC and CNN did not put light on the 42 years of Gaddafi rule rather the event of his 

death was a celebratory event in the media as media was showing only one aspect of the story 

that was through a Westernized lens. 

5.4.1  Rhetorical and Lexis Tropes used In the News Stories 

Texts don’t have meaning but the meanings are assigned by the language users. Language 

enacts identity and is active. The media used some words and framed some stories which show 

that these media outlets are serving some forces and are biased in their reporting (Van Dijk, T. 

a.1988 :Richardson, J. E. 2008). 

The Egypt president was portrayed as a dignified president who resigned to the public 

demand, some words like the “iron rule” were allotted to his regime but the combination of 

agency and euphemism in describing the ouster of Mubarak is indicative of the empathy that the 

Western media reporters and media outlets have for him. Contrary to Mubarak, Qaddafi was 

framed as someone who was a great threat to democracy. Mahmoud Jibril the leader of NTC was 

quoted as saying that Gaddafi was an “ominous Danger” to democracy. His rule was described as 

“black era” by the Western media which shows connotation of fear. Gaddafi dead body was 

described as “bloodied figure” which was “bundled” at the back of a car, loading evoke the 

goods or dead animals while humans are never described in such a manner particularly when 

someone is killed or die. He was described as hiding in a hole and his hiding place was portrayed 

as a large drainage pipe filled with trash and sand. In fact Western media tried its best to 

demonize Qaddafi. He was represented as a fugitive running from justice, the verbs and words 

used to describe him were very much offensive to his supporters and sympathizers. The efforts of 

media in the West were in the direction of defaming and developing a detestable image of 

Qaddafi (Mensah, H. A. 2015). 
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5.4.2    Culturally Insensitive Reporting by the Western Media 

The main aim of reporting an event from the conflict zone is to develop an atmosphere of 

peace. However Western media did not practice the rules of journalism while reporting the Arab 

Spring, they showed a biased approach in reporting the events from the conflict zone. The 

reports displayed by the Western media showed cultural insensitive language and phrases which 

were not according to the Arab values. The killing of Qaddafi was an offensive graphic used to 

be shown by the Western media again and again, perhaps the Western media was sending a 

serious message to the non US allied regimes in the world and particularly the Middle East. The 

journalists reporting the event betrayed the human and Arab values by showing the killing of a 

long term ruler in such an undignified way. The Western media care about the animal rights but 

didn’t care about the human values as evident from the reporting in the so called Arab spring. 

Arab and Islamic values show respect to the dead body of human beings whether Muslims or 

non-Muslim (Samuel-Azran, T. 2013). 

The Western media reported the events in the wake of Arab spring with a rhetorical and 

biased way. Some international news out lets like CNN and Aljazeera glorified the war 

technology. US drones and French war planes were described as being used to stop convey of 

Qaddafi moving from Sirte city. The news was framed in way to make it palatable for the 

viewers and mainly to serve the institutional agenda of the news organizations and certain 

powers (Mensah, H. A. 2015). 

5.5      Conclusion: 

            Middle East is the most important region of the world because of its rich natural 

reserves, geographical and religious importance. After the demise of the Ottoman Empire the 

region fell to the winners of WWI who then divided the region into many unnatural states. These 
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states remained under the influence and de-facto control of the Western countries. The flow of 

natural resources remained constant to the Western countries and elites are loyal to their masters 

suppressing the people and enjoying the wealth, the whole system worked for a long period but 

there remained frustration among the masses because they were deprived of the basic human 

rights like dignity, freedom of speech and movement. When Obama came to power in the US, he 

pledged a change to the Middle East. The change was just an overhauling of the system in some 

countries while keeping intact the prevailing situation where the change is just a change of faces. 

Western elites exploited the frustration of the people and used its media for spreading the 

uprising to certain countries. The movement was portrayed as a struggle for democracy, despite 

the fact that Arab people want Islam to be the way of driving their political affairs. Some 

religious parties like Ikhwans were given a chance to appear in the post regime elections but soon 

the tables were turn over and the elected president was removed and jailed through a Western 

engineered coup.  

Whenever there was a threat to the Western interest the uprising was suppressed through 

iron fest like the case of Iraq, post Mubarak Egypt and Syria. Similarly Russian and American 

cooperated against the Islamic state both in Iraq and Syria and didn’t interfere in each other’s 

interest in both the countries. 

The US and Iran remained united in Iraq and Syria to oust the Islamic State form power 

while portraying each others as hostile enemies. NATO acted against the Qaddafi with Qatar 

assistance leaving the country in a chaos and civil war. The whole game was organized by the 

global powers to change certain regimes so as to provide consistency to the Western dominancy 

of the region. Faces were changed in many countries while the system remained the same, thus 

US killed three birds with one stone. 
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i- The frustration and aggression of the people was diluted that persisted for a long 

time and there is no threat to the Western interest. 

ii- The Islamists were used and then removed from power. 

iii- The people aspiration for the establishment of an Islamic State was either diverted 

in a very clever way to a democratic movement or suppressed through use of 

brutal force.  

Now there is no real threat to the global powers in the region as the Islamists are uprooted 

from their captured land and the overhauling of the region is almost complete. 

 The threat is neutralized for at least another century; the change has come to the Middle 

East. Libya and Yemen are in civil war, Syria and Iraq is under Islamists insurgency and 

the monarchies have survived the Arab Spring. 
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Chapter Six 

Implications for Global Politics 

6.0  Arab Spring and Implications for Global Politics: 

The so called spring is continued in the Middle East, its characteristics and impacts are 

changing with the passage of time, the countries subject to the conflict are suffering from 

different socioeconomic and political changes still it has a wider geopolitical implications for the 

Middle East and the world. Power-constellation and regional conflicts are evolving with the 

direct involvement of the US; Russia and EU countries all are working to safeguard their 

national interests. Iran, Turkey, Qatar and Saudi Arabia have regional power interests while there 

is a strong Western-Shiites alliance working to secure the Middle East. The fall of certain 

regimes in the Middle East created certain predicted scenarios like the regime fall in Tunisia 

created a new electoral process resulting in the religious parties coming into power which is 

acceptable to the West while the Egyptian election of Muslim brotherhood was reversed by the 

military elites in a coup.   

 Qaddafi overthrow pushed Libya into chaos where many power hubs are struggling to 

achieve absolute power in the country, the flow of oil is smooth to the NATO countries and US 

strike the Islamists when and where needed and same is the case of Yemen. The statuesque 

countries like Saudi Arabia, Algeria and UAE purchased the uprising through economic 

leverages and Bahrain has escaped the uprising via Saudi military support. The Islamic State 

created by the dreamers of the revival of the Muslim renaissance in Iraq and Syria was targeted 

by US-Russian-Shiites alliance with the foot soldiers provided by Iran and Hezbollah and intense 

bombardment by US and Russian airpower flattened the whole of Raqqa and Mosul city thus 

capturing the territories from the Islamic State. 
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 In the contemporary world British and then US has shaped the policies of the global 

system. The Middle Eastern boundaries were drawn in accordance with the British foreign 

policies and new political map was drawn in the first half of the 20th century. British national 

interests draw a map full of ethnic and unrealistic boundaries that created unrealistic artificial 

states. The new states created by the British have many challenges and there are several 

discrepancies in the new political map. The second half of the 20th century witnessed many 

political conflicts and wars because the creation of states was not based on realistic grounds. The 

new state system developed fragmented and divided societies in the region. Many authoritarian 

regimes were established in these regions and thus these autocratic rulers ignored or suppressed 

the natural demands of freedom of speech, liberty, political openness, distribution of power and 

the endorsement of the people will in the affairs of the government. 

 The shift of power from the British to the United States of America in 1971 developed a 

new scenario based on US national interest in the region. The US governed Middle East on 

securing its national interest in the region by; 

➢ Securing the energy sources in the region. 

➢ The termination of Arab-Israel peace process. 

The US sustained the statuesque that preserved the power of autocratic regimes and 

sacrificed the demand for freedom and democracy in the region. The first objective was achieved 

through support of autocratic regimes and by military presence. The autocrats of the Middle East 

were in power and supported by the US thus limiting the freedom of political activities and 

suppressing the evolution of a strong opposition to the US dominance.  
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 The first gulf war in 1990 created an opportunity to develop US military bases in the 

region to secure the energy resources. The military installations were used to preserve the 

regional stability and secure the US interest in the region. Military might was also used to 

guarantee the stability of the US installed regimes and to overrun those who could pose threat to 

the statuesque. Engineered changes were also brought through this military might. 

 The people of the Arab world were feeling frustrated under the autocratic governments 

which were ruling the political entities for decades and there was a sense of opposition arising 

among the masses, the change was necessary but the change was governed by the choice of the 

world powers. Hence we saw an engineered change in the region where Libya suffered from 

worst change while Syria is suffering from worst civil war. There was no wave of the so called 

spring in Algeria despite the fact that a civil war existed from 1993 between the Islamists and the 

secular government. Similarly the wave of uprising didn’t enter the Iraqi territory where the 

jihadists were giving a tough time to the US installed Shiite government in Baghdad. US allies 

like Saudi Arabia, UAE, Sultanate of Oman, Iran and Qatar witnessed no spring or negligible 

agitations. The event in the Arab world has great ramification for the region, the world at present 

and in future, this chapter will examine the impact of the spring on the region and the world in 

detail.  

The spring wave in the Arab world has brought economic devastations, human casualties 

and ineffective political reforms with its impacts seen throughout the world. 

 The impacts of the Arab spring can be divided into four main domains: 

➢ Regional Chaos. 

➢ Regional Power Struggle. 
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➢ Global Refugees crisis. 

➢ War of Ideologies. 

6.1  Regional Chaos: 

 The Middle East is greatly affected by the Arab Spring. Millions of people were 

displaced and other millions were killed. War caused devastation and destruction of 

infrastructure, state institutions and public property worth in millions of dollars. Many people 

were killed in war zones and during demonstrations while thousands deaths occurred in Atlantic 

Ocean when people were fleeing from war at home towards Europe. The regional impact of the 

Arab Spring can be seen through chaos, civil war and displacement in many countries. These 

details are discussed below. 

6.1.1  Failed States 

 Arab Spring created a scenario in the MENA region where some countries fell into 

complete chaos. The impact of the Arab Spring has been different in different geographies 

depending on the social, economic and political nature of a country and the degree and nature of 

Western interest.  

6.1.2  Tunisia after the Arab Spring 

 The demonstrations in Tunisia began in 2010 which were triggered by the self-

immolation of a street vendor Muhammad Buoazizi followed by the Wiki Leaks release of the 

Bin Ali regime corruption and abroad assets resulting in a wave of social and political unrest that 

lead to the ousting of long term president Bin Ali in January 2011. Subsequently the political 

party of Bin Ali Constitutional Democratic Rally Party was abolished and the constitution of 

1959 was suspended. The transition in the country lead to the election held on October 23, 2012. 
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A “moderate” Islamist party Ennahda came into power under the leadership of Rashid 

Gannouchi by winning 37 % of the votes. The Salafis were not allowed to take part in the 

election as they were considered opponent to the West and only “moderates” were allowed to run 

for the election. Since the revolution the Tunisian government has not been able to achieve much 

in social and economic sector (Moaddel, M. 2012).  

The two main issues faced by Tunisian people were security and poor economy. The 

post-revolutionary government could not meet the demands of the people. Young men are 

jobless today with the same number as it was before the ousting of Bin Ali. Protest of the 

unemployed young are continued in the same manner. Five years after the self-immolation of 

Muhammad Buoazizi another Tunisian Ridha Yahyaoui killed himself by climbing to an electric 

pole in protest against the poor economy and unemployment on 22ndJanuary 2016. Government 

has imposed curfew in night and there are protest on daily basis. The country has become an 

example of alienation, frustration and economic malaise. Protestors chant the same slogans of 

“Work, Freedom and Dignity” and demanded that the promises of political freedom and 

economic opportunities have failed to materialize post revolution. Tunisian government has not 

been able to achieve economic advances, unemployment stood at 15.3 % in 2015 up from 12% in 

2010. The change that started from Tunisia and spread throughout the Middle East and North 

Africa just cashed the frustration of the people of the region but it was not aimed to relieve the 

people from the frustration it was just a symbolic change. The new statuesque was established 

that possess the same elites in power and people are unable to get any relief (Amara, T. 2012). 

6.1.3  Egypt after the Arab Spring 

Hosni Mubarak had to resign following popular protest, which broke out on 25th January 

2011. A referendum for the new constitution on 19th March 2011 and parliamentary elections on 
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28th November 2011 were conducted. Muhammad Morsi gained 51.73% of the votes and won 

the presidential elections held on 16th-17th June 2012. The Muslim Brotherhood was a banned 

organization in Egypt which always had tense relations with the Egyptian military but during the 

post Tahrir period the group rose to power during  series of demonstrations and the military had 

a secret deal with the group for the formation of a civilian government which doesn’t interfere 

with the military affairs. 

 When Morsi came to power as the first democratically elected president he was seemed 

determined to reduce the army’s influence in the affairs of the country. He forced the retirement 

of Gen. Tantawi a 76 years old minister of defense and replaced him with Gen. Abdul Fattah 

Sisi. He also removed top commanders of the Navy and air force from their positions, a move 

praised by many young revolutionary Egyptians. In November 2012 he attempted another bold 

move by issuing a presidential decree that granted him temporary powers beyond the reach of 

any court. This move was aimed to preempting position to a new Islamists friendly constitution 

for which he got a popular vote in the elections. 

 This triggered opposition and demonstrations from many secularists’ parties and the 

situation worsened in the next six months. In March 2013 the US defense minister Chuck Hagel 

visited his Egyptian counterpart and give him a green single to overthrow the democratically 

elected president. On 3 July 2012 Sisi overthrow the elected government in a coup d'état. He 

imprisoned the president Morsi and appointed himself as the new president of Egypt. All the 

Islamists TV stations were closed immediately and clashes started between the security forces 

and supporters of democracy resulting in killing of 1000 protestors in just one day at Raba’a al-

Adaweya and Nahda Squares and all prominent members of the Muslim brotherhood were 

arrested. Journalists were harassed and many detained for reporting the protests and penalties 
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were put on those who published reports in contradiction to the government owned media reports 

(Iskandar, A. 2012; Milton-Edwards, B. 2015). 

Egypt was again transformed into a police state under the new military regime. Muslim 

brotherhood was declared a terrorist organization in late 2013 and strict laws were passed to 

suppress the uprising. State institutions were used to torture those who opposed the government 

and most of the times forced disappearance were carried out.  El Nadeem center for rehabilitation 

of victims of torture and violence documented 236 cases of torture between January and June 

2016 by the security forces. Similarly 1422 cases of forced disappearances were reported 

between January and August 2016. In early 2016 an Italian Ph.D. student Giulio Regeni 

disappeared and was later found tortured to death. 

 Journalists are imprisoned for reporting the news and according to the Committee to 

Protect Journalists (CPJ) Egypt is the third worst country for journalists with 25 in prison and 

three sentenced to death for reporting true stories not complying with the government stance. El-

Nadeem Center for Rehabilitation of Victims of Violence and Torture 2017. Committee to 

Protect Journalists 2016. (McKirdy, E. 2016).  

 The security situation in the post Arab Spring Egypt has also deteriorated.  Between July 

and December 2015 numerous acts of violence were reported across the Egypt reaching to as 

high as 1867 with 1200 fatalities. The most prominent jihadist group in Egypt Ansar Bayt al-

Maqdis pledged allegiance to the Islamic State transformed into Wilayat Sinai (Sinai Province) 

and started more sporadic attacks across Egypt. During the year 2016 approximately 800 

incidence of violence were reported with 560 fatalities of which 370 killed were security 

personals and 149 were civilians with 690 people wounded. There is a full pledge war in the 
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Sinai area. The government is at war with the Wilayat Sinai affiliate of the Islamic State. Since 

2013 Egyptian military has conducted 1500 attacks in the Sainai that killed dozens of civilians 

and hundreds of members of security forces. The military operation has displaced 80,000 people 

from more than 20 villages in the city of Raffah. 

 Most of the people are literally thrown out of their homes, their farms and sources of 

living destroyed and are left stranded with no help what so ever and these people are now living 

in clusters of plastic shakes on the outskirts of El Arish and Bir Al-Abd. Egyptians authorities 

demolished at least 3255 houses in the town of Raffah between July 2013 and August 2015 that 

led to the displacement of thousands of families. Security agencies are involved in the arbitrary 

arrests, enforced disappearances, torture and extrajudicial killings of its citizens. 

Kidnapping, IEDs implant, car bombing and Suicide bombing has also intensified in 

Egypt during the past few years after the ousting of President Morsi. Many new militant groups 

have emerged including Jabhat Al-Tahrir, Hasam, Popular Resistance Movement, Revolutionary 

Punishment and Liwaa Al-Thawra. Key figures of State were targeted like the Grand Mufti of 

Egypt Ali Goma and Assistant Prosecutor General Zakaria Abdel Aziz Ahmad who escaped 

assassination attempts while Brigadier General Abdul Ragaei was assassinated. Coptic Orthodox 

Church was attacked at Cairo in December 2016 killing 28 and wounding more than 50 

Christians. The government conducted 1500 military operations including the largest Operation 

Martyr’s Right since the ousting of Morsi and claimed to have killed 1750 militants and arrested 

thousands of “terrorists”5. 

 
5Tahrir Institute for Middle East Policy 2017.https://timep.org/esw/ 
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The economy also suffered after the Arab Spring although Sisi government got $12 

million aid from Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and UAE in an effort to stabilize the Egypt government 

soon after the ousting of Morsi. The Egyptian Pond is losing value against the US dollar almost 

by 15%, although government is receiving aid from different Western and local allies like the 

GCC, China and Russia. The foreign debit has increased significantly from $48.026 billion in 

July 2015 to $55.76 billion in July 2016 while in 2017 it reached to $60.15 billion; the tourist 

flow has reduced because of the violence and attack on a Russian air plane moving from Sharm 

El-Shaikh to St. Petersburg in 2015. Inflation has increased and many lifesaving drugs are not 

available. The oil, food and electricity prices have risen when government withdraw the 

subsidies from these items. The country is more or less the same as it was before the so called 

Arab Spring; the waves of Arab Spring were transferred to Egypt as an attempt to move it to 

certain geographies and topple certain regimes which were not in favor of the West. The 

statuesque is maintained in the Western allied countries like Egypt. Today the democratically 

elected president Morsi is behind bars and eventually died in custody while the dictator is free 

having privileges and another Western allied dictator is running the affairs of the country while 

people are suffering and the country is at war with the “terrorists” (Saleh, N. 2017;Stierli, M., 

Shorrocks, A., Davies, J. B.,Lluberas, R., & Koutsoukis, A. 2014).  

6.1.4  Libya after the Arab Spring 

 The protest in Libya started on 17th February 2011 supported by NATO intervention led 

by France and ended on 20th October 2011 with the Killing of Libyan long term ruler Qaddafi. 

On 23 October the NTC (National Transition Council) established a new government and on 7th 

July 2012 elections were held. Since then the tribal rivalries have become prominent and the 
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country is in complete chaos (Masetti, O., Körner, K., Forster, M., Friedman, J., Lanzeni, M. L., 

AG, D. B., & Speyer, B. 2013). 

 The disintegration of the Qaddafi regime brought about many challenges to the people of 

Libya and the world as the weapons stockpiles of the regime consisted of 250,000 to 700000. 

Most fire arms disappeared and went into the hands of armed militias and Qaddafi loyalists. 

Some countries like Qatar and France poured enormous amount of weapon estimated to be 

20,000 tons into Libya to topple the government and these weapons are now in the hands of 

different militias (Dagher, S., Levinson, C., & Coker, M. (2011). (Black, I., McGreal, C., & 

Sherwood, H. 2011). 

There was a facility of 6,400 barrels of enriched uranium in the town of Sabha and 24.3 

metric tons of mustard gas a chemical weapon which was later cleared by the NATO forces in 

2014.Libya has a 1680 miles southern border which is mostly porous and tribes living in these 

borders are located on both sides of the borders while they move freely because of their cultural 

economical and genetic connection with each other. The rebel forces fighting the regime with 

NATO backing were based on tribal affiliations and these forces were very much fragmented. 

The falls of the regime created a great vacuum and the tribal forces occupied and fill the vacuum 

which resulted in the creation of territorial authority governed by different militant groups. These 

groups possessed diverse tribal allegiance and were controlling different geographies. Many 

militant gangs emerged during the war and certain security driven groups were also established. 

Many groups rushed into the capital after the fall of the regimes and these groups belonging to 

different geographies occupied different areas in the capital city. There rebels from the Zentan 

area occupied the Tripoli airport while the rebels of the Misrata brigade controlled the fort, the 

Berbers occupied the Martyr’s Square (Green Square). These brigades often used to clash each 



150 
 

 

other’s and even the interim prime minister convoy was attacked. The different brigades 

belonged to different tribes and geographies and didn’t trust each other. 

 Some cities like Bani Walid, Sirte and Tarhuna which were the last to fall to the rebels 

and remained loyal to the Qaddafi regime have proven more violent after the fall of the regime. 

Big cities like Tripoli and Benghazi are also in chaos. There are three types of militant 

organizations today in Libya fighting for control of the country. 

➢ Local militias armed by the NATO and some Arab countries. 

➢ Qaddafi loyalists. 

➢ Islamic State in Libya.  

Violence remained consistent between different tribe for example in the town of Sabha, 

Tebu and Arab tribes clashed on local resources resulting in 147 deaths and 500 wounded on 

March 26th 2012. On 21st April 2012 fighting erupted between tribes resulting in 44 deaths and 

150 wounded. The violence is continued as there is no regular government in the country and 

people are left to suffer in the fighting between the armed groups. 

 On 11th September 2012 Islamists attacked the Benghazi American consulate and killed 

the US ambassador along with other staff of the embassy. The government and symbols of 

authority are attacked frequently. Gorilla type attacks are witnessed in major cities like Benghazi 

and Tripoli. The country fragile situation is created by the NATO intervention and now Libyans 

are lift with the chaos and violence. Gangs of smugglers and kidnapers are active in the country 

and slavery, forced abductions and killings are common routine (Chivvis, C. S. 2012; Coker, M. 

(2012).  
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  Libya has now three power centers which have different spheres of influence and are 

ruling different parts of the country. The country has been in de-facto control of the city states 

and different militias are controlling different parts while these militias are in loose connection 

with either of the three power centers and some have affiliated with the Islamic State. These 

three power centers are as: 

➢ The Government of National Accord (GNA) based in Tripoli. 

➢ The General National Congress (GNC) the Libya Dawn (Fajr Libya) 

based in Tripoli. 

➢ The Tabruk/Bayda based power center. 

The Tabruk based power center is allied with Egypt and is running the Libyan National 

Army (LNA) which is an anti Islamist force led by a renegade general Khalifa Haftar. The LNA 

has fought with the Islamists in Benghazi and Sirte and has been able to achieve success against 

its rivals through the backing of Egyptian air force. 

The Libyan state has become a battle ground between rival factions and proxies of 

neighboring and international powers. The post Arab Spring Libya is divided among different 

fictions controlling different geographies supported by different countries and they are fighting 

for more control on the country. These are: 

➢ Libyan National Army: it controls the eastern part of Libya and has carried 

out operations against the Islamists the most important was the operation dignity in the 

city of Benghazi. LNA enjoys support from Egypt. 

➢ The Libya Dawn: It consists of anti LNA forces. 
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➢ Tripoli revolutionaries’ brigade: consisting of Salafist who are Saudi 

backed militias also called as Madkhali Salafists. 

➢ Bunyan al Marsous (Concrete Walls): A coalition of Misratan brigades 

and Madkhali Salafists formed against the Islamic State. 

➢ Zintan Militia: Forces from the Zintan area which controlled the most 

strategic sites in Tripoli including the Tripoli international airport. They were ousted 

from their positions in 2014 by the Libya Dawn forces however this militia still controls 

the Zintan area. 

➢ Benghazi revolutionary Shura Council: This group consist of Islamists 

youth and Ansar Asharia which fought against the Haftar,s LNA and were defeated in 

Benghazi by the LNA in Operation Dignity. 

➢ The Benghazi Defense Brigade:  This Brigade was formed in Benghazi 

against the atrocities of the LNA and had the support of local population. 

➢ The Saiqa Brigade: This militia was formed against the LNA operation 

Dignity and often fights with the controlling forces in Benghazi. 

➢ Libyan Islamic Fighting Group: This group was created by the Libyan 

jihadists in 1980s against the soviet forces in Afghanistan and fought against the Qaddafi 

government under the leadership of Abdul hakim Belhaj. Abdul hakim Belhaj is now the 

interior minister of Libya and has the support of US and British. 

➢ Ansar Al Sharia:  This group was formed by the revolutionary youth in 

Benghazi and demanded the full implementation of Sharia in Libya after the fall of 

Qaddafi. Later the members of this group defected to Islamic State and the group was 

dissolved in May 2017. 
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➢ Islamic State: The Islamic State has heavy presence in Libya and posses’ 

territories in the war turned country. It started its campaign in 2014. There are three 

wilayats in the Libyan territory operated by the Islamic State. The Barqa Wilayat 

(Eastern Libya) based in Derna the Tarablus Wilayat based in Sirte and the Fezzan 

Wilayat (Western Libya) (Etzioni, A. 2012). 

 The creation of Islamic State provinces triggered war in the country backed by US air 

force, the Derna based IS province was attacked by the Derna Mujahideen Shura Council and 

the area was captured by the coalition forces of different origin in 2015 backed by US air strikes, 

However the fight is continued. 

 The Sirte governorate was attacked by Misrata based militants under a coalition called 

Bunyan al Marsous (BAM) Concrete Walls. US also declared war on the Islamic State in Libya 

and conducted 400 airs strikes on the Islamic State strong hold. The fighting resulted in the 

ousting of Islamic State members from the cities and now they have launched a gorilla war. 

 The fighting is continued in the country and Libya has turned into a failed state where  

many gulf countries and regional powers are supporting different factions for their own interest 

and the supply of weapons and other assistance is continued Libya remain in chaos (Chivvis, C. 

S., Crane, K. Mandaville, P., & Martini, J. 2012). 

6.1.5  Yemen after the Arab Spring 

 The slogans of freedom, Dignity and social justice that mobilized the masses in the 

MENA countries soon transferred to Yemen, the poorest country in the Middle East, under the 

Domino effect because the people were having the same miseries that were common among the 

others MENA countries. The country was under the suppressive regime of Ali Abdullah Saleh for 
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more than three decades. There were all the provoking reasons for the youth uprising who were 

inspired by the developments in Tunisia and Egypt. 

 The power was kept in the hand of few elites spearheaded by Saleh. He ruled the country 

through renter money collected from oil resources and the Military. The government was run on 

nepotism and the security apparatus was run by his family members like his son Ahmad Ali was 

heading the republican guards. His nephews Yahya, Ammar and Tariq were heading the Central 

Security Forces, National Security Organization and the Presidential Guards respectively while 

his half-brother was heading the country air force. 

Saleh used to get the allegiance of the elites comprising of the tribal elders, religious 

leaders, military generals and party leaders by sharing the money fortified through selling the 

country oil reserves. While the common people were living in very harsh conditions like 45.2% 

people were living under the poverty line. Saleh managed to govern the country despite the fact 

that Yemen is notorious for its ungovernable political landscape. The economy is oil driven and 

petroleum constitutes 25% of total GDP and 70% of government revenue. The country is 

struggling with dwindling water resources and sectarian divide (Manea, E. M. 1996). 

Saleh used to suppress the uprising but the uprising was getting momentum although he 

increased his political maneuvering through patronage, co-option, repression and propaganda. 

The salaries of the security forces were increased and taxes were reduced. He claimed that the 

uprising is aimed to destabilize the unity, freedom and democracy of the country. When all the 

efforts failed in suppressing the uprising the regime used snipers in San’a killing 50 

demonstrators and wounding 200 on 18th May 2011.  Similar acts were repeated in Ta’izz on 29th 

may by crushing the demonstrators through tanks and bulldozers. These acts cracked the Saleh 
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alliance with the influential Hashid tribe and they joined the demonstrators against the regime. 

The Hashid tribal forces mobilized and a clash at the presidential office injured the president on 

3rd June 2011(Rugh, W. A. 2015).  

 The Houthis a Shiites faction has already waged war against the government intensified 

its operation in the country and expanded their expedition to the towns of Amran, Hajja and 

Mahvit. The US forces were already conducting drone attacks on the Islamists in the country and 

have killed prominent jihadist cleric Imam Anwar Al Awlaki. The country fell into civil war and 

three main factions were fighting each other. In the same year May the jihadist managed to take 

control of the provincial capital of Zinjibar. There were three forces fighting for the control of 

the country these were: 

➢ The regime forces 

➢ The Houthi rebels 

➢ The jihadists. 

 President Ali Abdullah Saleh steps down from the government in a UN brokered deal 

created by the GCC countries and handed over power to his deputy Abd Rabbu Mansour Hadi on 

23rd November 2011 under the UN Security Council resolution 2014. The new government was 

weak and this was just the changing of faces to cool down the demonstrations. The statuesque 

was maintained by passing law in the parliament that assured immunity to Mr. Saleh and 500 of 

his aides against any persecution. Houthi rebels and Islamists were gaining momentum with the 

passage of time. The jihadists like Ansar Al Sharia captured Abyan, Sabwah, Al-Badya and Lahj. 

US intensified its drone attacks and pledged to spend $75 million more to oust the Mujahedeen 

from Yamani territory in the year 2012 (Transfeld, M., 2016). 
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The deal ensured the maintenance of the statuesque but could not address the issue of 

Hirak and Ansarullah (Houthis) resistance. Both the movements rejected the deal and started 

armed struggle against the UN and GCC backed government. The Houthis started advancing 

from their controlled area of Saada to the nearby Amran province and the deposed president 

Saleh sided with them despite the fact that he has launched six military operations against them 

in the past decade. The Houthi-Saleh alliance captured the capital Sana’a on 21st September 

2014. The president Hadi and his allies fled to the city of Adan and a civil war erupted in the 

country (Al Batati, S. 2015). 

 The Houthis are supported by Iran while the Hadi government is supported by Saudi 

Arabia. The war in Yemen has become a regional proxy war between the rival powers of the 

region who exploit the sectarian division of the population. The war is continued as the Saudi 

and other Arab counties created an alliance to remove the Houthis from power and have started 

an air campaign in March 2015 along with naval blockade of the country to stop the supply of 

Iranian weapons to the Houthis. The United Nations Security Council adopted resolution 2140 to 

put an embargo on shipment of weapons to the Houthis and travel ban as well as assets freeze of 

certain individuals and organizations. The air strikes of the Saudi coalition is continued while 

Houthis have fired many ballistic missiles into the Kingdom killing at least one person as these 

missiles are most often intercepted by the Saudi defense system. The Saudi alliance launched 

operation golden arrow in January 2017 to recapture the territories from Houthi forces and 

restore the Hadi authority in the country. The US also conducted ground offensive in the Yakla 

area of Al Badya governorate against the Islamists killing 30 civilians. According to one source 

the US military conducted 120 strikes in Yemen in the year 2017. Houthis have consolidated 

their grip on the northern Yemen including the capital city Sana’a and killed the long term 
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president of Yemen Ali Abdullah Saleh on 4thDecember 2017 who remained enemy of the 

Houthis and also allied with them for a short period of time (Juneau, T. 2016). 

 UN Security Council adopted a new resolution UNSCR (2402)6 in February 2018 which 

renewed the previous resolution of its kind i.e. UNSCR (2140)7 in 2014 putting embargo on the 

sale and shipment of weapons to Yemen and assets freeze for certain organizations and 

individuals however it failed in bringing a new resolution against Iran for non-compliance with 

the resolution UNSCR (2216)8 that also put embargo on supply of weapons to the Houthis. The 

resolution was vetoed by Russia on 26th of February 2018. 

By March 2015 at least 4273 civilians have been killed in the civil war while 8274 have 

been injured while 17 million people are food insecure with 7 million facing famine about 

545,000 have been displaced by the war. The cholera outbreak in the country resulted in the loss 

of thousands of lives mostly children. There were estimated 1749 deaths while 320,000 reported 

infected of cholera. The inflation rate has reached the highest ever figure of 20% since the civil 

war started. It was 11.2% at the start of the so called Arab Spring. 

The air and naval blockade of the country and continuous civil war has developed a 

humanitarian crisis in the country and 22 million Yeminis are in desperate need of humanitarian 

assistance according to the UNOCHA report. More than half of Yemen population is unable to 

get access to safe drinking water and most of the medical facilities are destroyed in the country. 

According to UNICEF nearly 2 million children are unable to go to school.  

 
6 UN Security Council Resolution No. 2402 
7UN Security Council Resolution No. 2140 
8UN Security Council Resolution No. 2216 
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 The country is in constant civil war and under bombardment from Saudi led coalition air 

strikes along with US drone surveillance and attacks. There is no working government and the 

country is in control of the proxies of Iran and Saudis. Civilians are killed in air strikes and 

sectarian violence on daily basis. Poverty and inflation has increased multifold and insecurity has 

displaced many from their homes with no chances of return in the near future (Mowafi, H. 2011). 

6.2  Regional Power Struggle: 

The so called Arab Spring has yet to give way for the hoped glorious summer but it 

seems to have developed an autumn of insecurity, war and violence along with all its 

repercussions of instability in the region. The struggle for dominance in the region by different 

countries is not a new phenomenon but the Arab Spring has created an atmosphere where 

regional actors are directly involved in the affairs of other countries and the war developed an 

opportunity for different actors to pursue their interest through direct attack and through proxies. 

Regional politics has become more complicated based on cross-cutting alliances, sectarian and 

geopolitical interests (Ryan, C. 2012). 

6.2.1  Iran as Regional Power 

The start of Arab Spring was admired by the Iranian regime and it interpreted this 

uprising as a continuation of its 1979 revolution but as the uprising unfolded in Libya Iran 

changed its stance and alleged US of being an oil thirsty regime. Since then Iran supported the 

uprising in some countries and opposed it in other countries based on its own interest. Iran used 

the current problem in Middle East as an opportunity to increase its interference and to maintain 

hold on the region. Iran worked with both the world leading powers in pursuing its political and 

ethnic goals. The main aim of Iran is to protect the Shiites interest in the region. Iran worked in 

close coordination with the US forces in Iraq to defeat the Islamic State and its ground forces 
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were in the front line in the war against the Islamic State. Similarly Iran used its forces and allies 

like Hezbollah in Syria in close coordination with the Russian forces to oust the Islamic State 

over there (Ryan, C. 2012). 

 The war between the Islamic State and the West was fought by Iran and her allied 

organizations in the Middle East. This granted Iran the major share of the power circle in the 

region by the Western powers like Russia and US. Iran is now in a best position in securing the 

power hubs in the region. Its sympathizers have grabbed the power in Iraq, Syria, Yemen and 

Lebanon and have been successful in encircling the rival power Saudi Arabia. 

 The smartness of Iranian foreign policy is evident from supporting the uprising in 

Bahrain while suppressing the uprising in Syria and Iraq through use of active power. This shows 

that Iran does not support democratic and freedom struggle until it is from the Shiites sect, if the 

protestors are Shiite it is supported by Iran as is the case in Bahrain and Yemen while Iran is on 

the government side when the government is a Shiite as is the case of Syria and Iraq. To protect 

the Shiites interest it is ready to work under its staunch enemy the US as is the case of Iraq. 

 At present the balance of power is in favor of Iran in the Persian Gulf. The Shiites-Sunni 

divide had given an opportunity to ratchet its pan Shiite rhetoric and revitalize its alleged effort 

to forge a Shiite crescent in the Middle East. Iran has countered its diplomatic isolation in the 

community of the world by strengthening its ties with Russia and China. Iran helped US in 

combating the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria and has proven itself a savior of the world order. 

The US awarded Iran with a nuclear deal and the EU granted multi million business as a reward 

under the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPA) signed by the five permanent members of 

the Security Council Germany and European Union on 14th July 2015 at Vienna. Iran now enjoys 
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the sanctions lifted by the UN, US and EU and has recovered $ 100 billion of its assets freeze in 

different banks in Europe (Ma’oz, M. 2007). 

Iran suppressed the green movement in the country through use of force and tightening its 

grip on the domestic leaders of the protests. Iran has now free hand in the Middle East and has 

become a strong power in the region with the help of its sympathizers Iran is now controlling the 

Shiites crescent in the region and has reached to a position where no country can bypass Iran. 

6.2.2  Saudi Arabia Aspiring for Regional Dominance 

Saudi Arabia considers herself as a long term leader of the Arab world. Being the center 

of the religious sites at Makkah and Medina it portrays itself as the leader of Arab and Muslim 

world. Saudi Arabia is a long standing strategic US ally because of its strategic location and its 

vast oil reserves although it has a comparatively weak military position. Saudi Arabia has often 

used Islamic credentials for domestic and regional legitimating purposes. Saudi used its 

petrodollars and its religious position to pursue expansionist policy both at regional and global 

level. The wealth is used to fund and support various religious and political networks around the 

globe to spread its influence and weaken adversaries (Niblock, T. 2004).  

 The use of such extensive support and funding has brought some threats to the Saudi 

dominance in the region as there is a mind set in the Islamists which do not recognize Saudi a 

legitimate representative of Islam. The Iranians are another major threat to the position held by 

Saudi Arabia in the region because Iran represent the Shiites sect which has been a rival to the 

Sunni sect since the beginning of the Islamic religion in the 7th century. The 1979 Shiite 

revolution in Iran created a larger threat to the Saudi dominance in the region as a repercussion 

Saudi created the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) in 1981 and King Fahad adopted the title of 
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the “Custodian of the two Holy Mosques”  to counter the Shiites dominance in the Middle East. 

Saudis remained conscious of the Iranian effort to mobilize the Shiites in the Middle East to 

pursue its objective of dominating the region (Mabon, S. 2015).  

 Both Iran and Saudi are influencing the regimes in the Arab world to pursue their 

objectives and challenge the authority of each other. When brotherhoods came into power in 

Egypt it created a headache for the Saudi leadership and soon they supported the coup to 

overthrow the Morsi government. 

 Saudi used the Arab uprising in the region to achieve its objective of governing the 

region. The Bahraini uprising was suppressed by the military might of the Saudis. The Shiites 

majority of Bahrain is ruled by Sunni monarch and both Iran and Saudis used this opportunity to 

control the affairs in the country. Saudis were successful in restoring the monarch power through 

its military might. Saudis supported the statuesque against the uprising in its allied countries 

while supported the uprising in Iran allied Syria. The Wahhabi clerics supported uprising in 

Syria backed by Saudis. Saudi Arabia provided weapons and other support to the rebels in Syria 

to topple the Assad regime while Iran sent its ally Hezbollah to support the Assad regime. Both 

countries are at war with each other in the country backed by their international supporters. The 

emergence of Islamic State in the region helped in uniting the two groups against caliphate 

ideology and the fight is continued on many fronts (Grumet, T. R. 2015). 

 The uprising in Yemen was a red line for Saudi Arabia. The Saudis supported Ali 

Abdullah Saleh but when they saw the Houthi rebels taking momentum they developed a 

diplomatic solution to the problem and installed Hadi a new leader of Yemen. The Houthis were 

able to capture the capital city which resulted in increased Saudi air strikes against the Shiites 
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rebels and a complete navel and Arial blockade of the country. The war in Yemen is continued 

with Iran supporting the Houthis and Saudis supporting the Hadi government. In December 2015 

Saudi announced the creation of Islamic alliance to counter the increasing Iranian influence in 

the region. The Sunni alliance is made up of the Sunni dominated countries which serves to 

decrease the economic burden on the Saudi and to encounter the Islamic State which is posing 

real threat to the kingdom at first hand (Stenslie, S. 2015). 

 The GCC countries are headed by Saudi Arabia but there is a breach in the relation 

between the Qatari government and Saudi Arabia as Qatar has played a great role in toppling the 

Qaddafi regime on the backing of the US policy makers. Qatar has also supported the rebels in 

Syria to overthrow the Assad regime and has good relations with the Muslim brotherhood an 

organization disliked by the Saudi regime. These efforts of the Qatari government provoked fear 

among the monarchies of the region. They started pressuring the Qatari government to reverse its 

policies in supporting the armed uprising in the region. The Saudi led GCC countries put an 

Arial, Naval and land embargo on Qatar. The demand of the Saudi led coalition was that Qatar 

should close its propaganda broadcasting international news channel and close ties with Iran and 

stop supporting the uprising in the region.  Countries under the influence of Saudi Arabia like 

Egypt, UAE, Bahrain, Maldives, Mauritania, Sudan, Senegal, Djibouti, Comoros, Jordan, Yemen 

and Tobruk based Libyan government also joined the embargo.  

 Qatar and Saudi Arabia both are working for dominance in the region and Qatar has paid 

millions of dollars to the resisting forces in Syria and some Shiites fictions. The blockade is 

continued and Iran is siding with Qatar against the Saudi embargo. Both Saudi and Qatar are US 

allies and both avoid direct confrontation but the embargo is based on Saudi fear of the Qatari 

support for the militants and anti-Saudi forces in the region. Saudi wants Qatar to withdraw from 
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supporting the anti-Saudi narrative of its media and shutting down of Aljazeera news network 

used for propaganda against many regimes in the Arab world (Naheem, M. A. 2017).  

Saudi possesses certain edges that make it a superior and leading country in the region 

these are. 

➢ Alliance with the US. 

➢ World largest oil reservoir. 

➢ Strategic geopolitical position. 

➢ Large territory. 

➢ Presence of Islam holiest places. 

All these factors are contributing to the hegemonic aspiration of the country and at the 

same time posing a threat to the existence of the current regime. 

6.2.3  Turkey Regional Aspiration 

Prior to the so called Arab spring Turkey enjoyed a leading position in the Middle East. It 

has developed good relations with its neighbors through its zero problem policy. It developed 

economic relations with the neighboring Syria. It lifted Visa restriction with Lebanon, Libya, 

Yemen and Syria. Turkey developed good relations with Iran by mediating in its nuclear crisis 

with the US. Turkey adopted the cooperation policy with the Kurdistan regional government in 

Iraq and turned Iraq and Syria into its strategic partners. When the Arab spring started Turkey 

was enjoying a leading position in the region by using its soft power policy (Kardaş, Ş. 2013).  

 When the uprising started in Tunisia, Turkey was silent but when the waves of uprising 

transferred to Egypt, Turkey asked the government to listen to the voice of the people. As the 

events unfolded in Syria and Libya Turkey decided to side the rebellion in the region. 
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 Turkey sided with the people of the region and considered the change to be inevitable 

and irreversible. The foreign ministry of Turkey issued the statement, “in this process, the place 

of Turkey is with the peoples of the region. Turkey will stand side by side with the peoples, their 

legitimate aspirations and work tirelessly for the realization of these aspirations in a stable and 

peaceful fashion”.9(Davutoğlu, A. 2012). 

The Muslim brotherhood of Egypt being a democratic Islamist party had good 

relationship with the ruling Turkish Justice and Development Party (AKP). Similarly the 

Tunisian Ennahda leader, Rached Ghannouchi used to admire the Turkish Islamist Party 

government and vowed to follow the path of Turkish Islamist. Turkey not only facilitated the 

Muslim brotherhood in its election campaign but also pledged $ 2 billion to finance 

infrastructure projects and to contribute to foreign currency reserves (Öniş, Z. 2012). 

Turkey established a high level strategic cooperation council with the Tunisian newly 

elected government. Turkey aid to Tunisia focused on administrative and development of civil, 

social, educational infrastructure, police, security sector building and technical cooperation. 

Turkey extends its influence in the Middle East through soft power. 

 The Libyan war was not compatible with the Turkish policy as Turkey had invested 

billions of dollars in Libya before the NATO attack on that country. Turkey was hesitant and 

formally denounced the attack on Libya but changed its stance afterword and today Turkey is 

continuing investing in post Qaddafi Libya. Turkey is heavily investing in the construction 

business. The difference is that today Turkey is facing strong competition from other countries 

 
9Ahmet Davutoğlu at Africa-Turkey Partnership Ministerial Review Conference 
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interested in Libyan reconstruction. Turkey also extended humanitarian aid to the war turned 

country (Barkey, H. J. 2012). 

 Turkey adopted a soft policy towards the Arab Spring countries, it either developed 

friendly relation with the post spring authorities like the case of Muslim brotherhood in Egypt 

and Ennahda in Tunisia or it continued it support to the nations it already had good relations like 

the case of Libya and Yemen. Turkey worked as helper in training the administrative machinery, 

assistance in education and humanitarian aid. 

 Syrian crisis was a new challenge for Turkish government. Turkey supported the 

uprising and allowed the rebels to assemble and organize on its territory. Turkey became a party 

to the Syrian conflict by establishing a militant group the Free Syrian Army (FSA). Turkey is 

providing weapons and other diplomatic support to the secular opposition forces to topple the 

Assad regime. Turkey also played a key role in the formation of “Friends of Syria” consisting of 

US, EU and GCC countries. 

 Turkey miscalculated the Syrian government capability of coping with the internal crisis 

with the help of its external partners. Turkey assumed that the regime with be toppled with the 

help of external interference and the story of Libya will be repeated again. The arrival of Russia, 

Hezbollah and US attacks on Islamic State turned the tables over in favor of the Syrian regime 

(Aras, D. 2012).  

 Turkey conducted wide spread actions in Syria to get footing in the war turned country 

and conducted a full pledge operation by the name of Operation Euphrates Shield through a 

coalition of rebel forces named as Hawar Kilis Operations Room to capture territories from the 

Islamic State in Syria. 
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 The Kurds cashed the opportunity both in Syria and Iraq and fought as front line for the 

US. This raised concern for the Turkish government as now Kurds are in a best position to work 

for the creation of Kurdistan which is direct threat to the sovereignty of Turkey. Turkey has to 

conduct direct military operation in Syria. Turkey attacked the Syrian city of Afrin in January 

2018. The operation was named “Operation Olive Branch” which targeted the Kurdish 

Democratic Union Party (PYD) Partiya Yekîtiya Demokrata and the People Protection Unit 

(YPD) Yekîneyên Parastina Gel. The military engagements in Syria by the Turkish government 

help protect its borders from the Kurds invasion and militant actions. 

  Turkey is using both soft and military power to achieve its regional aspirations. although 

Turkey is not in direct confrontation with the rival regional powers like Iran and Saudi Arabia it 

still uses its historical, economic and geopolitical power to influence the matters of the region in 

its favor (Öniş, Z. 2012). 

6.3  Global Refugees Crisis: 

Middle East politics has a direct link with the world politics and any development in the 

region has great repercussion for the global politics. The developments in Middle East have 

affected almost every country of the world. Developed world has direct link with Middle East 

because of its geopolitical position and energy reservoirs. War in Middle East created a huge 

flow of refugees to the European continent which has lasting impact. 

6.3.1  Displacement 

 According to the UNHCR 2015 “worldwide displacement” there is an estimated sixty 

million displaced people in the world. These refugees are displaced from previous or current 

conflict in the MENA region and are in a protracted situation. The Arab spring started in 2011 in 
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the Middle East created a power vacuum that sparked violence in the region. The most volatile 

part of the region proven to war was Libya, Iraq and Syria as these countries were directly or 

indirectly infiltrated by the world powers. The violence in these countries displaced many people 

within and to the neighboring countries. 

 The intensifying war in the region has pushed many more refugees to the neighboring 

countries and these displaced people are living in substandard living conditions because in many 

Arab countries where they are displaced they have no rights to live on their own or to improve 

their standard of living with a self-sufficient and dignified living. Although this is a dilemma 

with all the refugees in the world, the war in the Middle East has created a high influx of 

refugees to the European continent. 

  In 2015 summer Europe has witnessed a record number of refugees to its continent after 

the Second World War. These refugees pay to human traffickers who travel them by sea routes 

in an inhuman way where many boat sinking events have killed thousands of these refugees 

hoping to escape violence at home and reach Europe. 

6.3.2  Refugee 

  The 1951 convention of refugees defined refugees in the following according to article 1 

of the convention: “The legal definition of refugee is any person ….. Owing to a well-funded fear 

of being persecuted for reasons of race, religion, nationality, membership of a particular social 

group or political opinion, is outside the country of his nationality and is unable , or owing to 

such  fear is unwilling to avail himself of the protection of that country: or who not having a 
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nationality and being outside the country of his former habitual residence as a result of such 

event ,is unable , or owing to such fear is unwilling to return to it”10(Fitzpatrick, J. 1996). 

The treaty also defines the concept of non- refoulement, which prohibits parties of the 

contract from pushing refugees back into territory where they faced persecution. The concept is 

highlighted in article 33: “No Contracting State shall expel or return ("refouler") a refugee in 

any manner whatsoever to the frontiers of territories where his life or freedom would be 

threatened on account of his race, religion, nationality, membership of a particular social group 

or political opinion.”.11 

 Many migrants entering Europe face hardships because the definition of refugees is 

inadequate for them like those suffering from natural disasters and the economic immigrants. 

Many refugees from the Middle East are bounced back because some authorities like the prime 

minister of Hungary and Slovakia consider them to be economic immigrants according to the 

Economist 2015. 

 According to United Nations most of the refugees coming to Europe through irregular 

sea routes are from refugees producing countries 53% of those arriving are Syrians, 18% 

Afghans, 6% Iraqis and 5% Eritreans, those arriving are registered as refugees while economic 

immigrants are not registered as refugees (UNHCR, 2015). 

6.3.3  Arab Spring Refugees 

The civil war in Syria and Iraq has created a great influx of refugees into Europe while 

the civil war in Libya has turned it into a gateway for refugees to Europe. For many decades 

Libya was paid to serve as an extension of Europe’s externalized boarder control. Qaddafi 

 
10Article 1, 1951 Refugee Conventionhttp://www.unhcr.org/1951-refugee-convention.html 
11(Article 33, 1951 Refugee Convention). 
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regime used to intercept refugees at the Libyan shores and incarcerated them into detention 

centers. The NATO backed overthrow of Qaddafi regime resulted in developing a launching pad 

for refugees where refugees in hope of better life are smuggled by human traffickers on 

unseaworthy vessels across the central Mediterranean, the central Mediterranean has become the 

scene of some deadliest maritime disasters of the 21st century where many boats capsized killing 

all on board (Haba, K. 2018). 

Civilians are trapped between the government and the rebels and most of the times they 

are killed by the air raids conducted by the government air force and by the US and Russian 

bombardments. This indiscriminate shelling has killed 700000 Syrians and has displaced 4.5 

million since the beginning of the conflict. Many Syrians have fled to neighboring countries like 

Turkey, Jordan and Lebanon. There are estimated two million Syrian refugees in Turkey, almost 

over a million refugees are living in Lebanon and according to UNHCR 70% of Syrian refugees 

in Lebanon are living under the poverty line (Roth, K 2015; Albassam, A. 2015). 

 Syrian refugees living in neighboring countries are facing food and medicine shortages. 

UNHCR has requested $2.5 billion as donation from the donors and has just received only 37% 

of the requested amount far less to meet the requirements of the refugees. These refugees are 

living in disparate situations with lack of basic necessities like food and clean drinking water. 

These refugees are struggling to find dignified living opportunities and most of them are 

travelling to Europe for better life. The refugees use the eastern Mediterranean route which 

passes from Turkey to Greece and some of them go through the central Mediterranean route 



170 
 

 

from North Africa to Italy and Malta. Most of the times the boats capsize and 3279 refugees have 

died crossing the Mediterranean in the year 2014 (BBC, 2015).12 

These refugees don’t make Greece as destination in fact refugees from Iraq, Afghanistan 

and Syria try to reach wealthier European countries like Germany. They travel from Turkey, 

Greece, Macedonia, Serbia, Hungary, Austria and Germany. The way is not smooth and many 

countries have deployed security forces to stop the flow of refugees. Hungary for example has 

erected metal fence on its border with Serbia and Croatia to stop the flow of refugees. Hungary is 

the last destination of the refugees that is faced with hurdle. When a refugee reaches the 

Hungarian border he is now in the Schengen zone and now a refugee need no travel documents to 

travel in the European zone comprising of 20 countries. The flow of refugees is like flow of 

water and if the water is stopped it could develop a flood or can have a different route for the 

destination, 100000 refugees were stranded with the closer of the Hungarian border. The 

refugees started using the Serbian-Croatian route leading to Slovenia and finely to Austria 

another country of the Schengen zone (Al Jazeera, 2015).13 

 
12“The Mediterranean's deadly migrant routes”https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-

32387224 
13“Thousands of Refugees Stranded”.http://america.aljazeera.com/articles/2015/10/19/thousands-

of-refugees-stranded-as-balkans-struggle-with-backlog.html 
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Fig 6.1 Map of Countries with Arab Spring Refugees 

6.3.4  Refugees on the Death Journey 

Lampedusa is an island on the way to Italy from North Africa, on October 2nd 2013 a boat 

carrying 500 refugees capsized 7 miles of the coast of Lampedusa and 36 people died and in 

response to this tragedy Italy launched a rescue operation by the name of “Mare Nostrum” 
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composed of 900 military officers that helped in rescuing 140,000 refugees stranded at sea and 

captured 100 human traffickers the operation is casting Italy with 9 million Euro per month 

(Amnesty International, Dec.2014)14 

 Italy was left alone in the refugee rescue mission and was given no financial or technical 

support and the British foreign office minister Baroness Anolay issued a statement saying, “We 

believe that they create an unintended 'pull factor,' encouraging more migrants to attempt the 

dangerous sea crossing and thereby leading to more tragic and unnecessary deaths” (Taylor, A. 

2014). 

Italy stopped the “Mare Nostrum” mission because of financial constraints and warned 

the European union of the death of many refugees due to the lack of rescue mission in the 

Mediterranean. The European Union responded by starting the “Triton” program to rescue the 

refugees but in fact it was a border control program rather than a search and rescue program. The 

spare of this program was very short with half of the amount spent by Italy i.e. $ 3 million and 

only 56 military officers. The “Triton” program was limited to 30 miles of European coast as 

compared to the 100 nautical miles covered by Italy in the “Mare Nostrum” mission. The 

European Union program was just a border safeguarding program against the refugees according 

to the UNHCR spokesperson Federico Fossi.  On April 19 2015 a ship filled with refugees 

suffered from wreckage just near the Libyan coast killing about 800 refugees and this disaster 

was blamed on the European negligence of the matter according to the president of the 

organization of Doctors without borders Loris De Flippi who argued, "A mass grave is being 

created in the Mediterranean Sea and European policies are responsible”. By the end of 2016 

 
14“Operation Triton cannot replace Operation Mare Nostrum”http://germany.iom.int/en/eu-news-27-oct 
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aproxamitly1.4 million refugees have arrived to the European continent from the Arab Spring 

affected countries. 

6.3.5  Xenophobia and Xenophobic Violence with the Refugee’s Arrival in Europe 

 The arrival of Muslim refugees from Middle Eastern countries created a new dilemma in 

the European countries where the influx of refugees was at a high rate. The arrival of Muslim 

refugees was considered as a “Muslim Invasion” by many right nationalist parties in some 

countries like Hungary, Germany and France. Many countries showed hostility and repressive 

tactics against the refugees from the Middle East. Some right wing parties considered them a 

cultural risk against the homogeneous local culture. Some parties started an anti-Islamic, anti EU 

(Eurosceptic) and anti-refugees campaign. These actions were against the European Union 

values and that’s why nationalist parties in these European countries developed an anti EU 

campaign. The French election resulted in 25% vote earned by xenophobic and anti-refugees 

party the National Front Party. In United Kingdom some parties mutated into anti refugees racist 

parties like the United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP) and according to its founder leader 

Alan Sked who distanced himself from the party argues “A party that was once moderate, 

outward-looking, and devoted to preserving parliamentary democracy has mutated into a 

conduit for right-wing xenophobia, Islamophobia, homophobia, racism, and the denigration of 

immigrants”. (BBC, 2014)15 

 The Danish people party of Denmark expressed anti refugee’s rhetoric has won the EU 

parliamentary election through slogans of tougher border controls in the European Union against 

the refugee’s influx from Muslim countries. 

 
15Eurosceptic 'earthquake' rocks EU electionshttps://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-

27559714 
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Jarosław Kaczyński chairman of the Poland right wing party law and justice party 

(Prawo i Sprawiedliwość) (PiS) won majority of seats in parliament by raising racist and anti-

refugees rhetoric in the country. He claimed that Muslim migrants could transfer infectious 

disease to Poland. The claim was denied by the World Health Organization in its report which 

quoted’ "no systematic association between migration and the importation of infectious 

diseases…the risk for importation of exotic and rare infectious agents into Europe by refugees or 

migrants is exceedingly low.”(Albassam, A. (2015). 

 A new racist organization was created in Germany by the name of Patriotic Europeans 

against the Islamization of the West (PEGIDA) against the Muslim refugees from the Middle 

East. This organization staged weekly protest against Muslim migrants in Dresden and many 

time as high as 25000 people attended these rallies. In 2014 many asylum seekers camps in 

Germany were attacked by right wing activists and the total number of attacks were recorded as 

202. In 2015 more intensified attacks on refugees shelters were recorded. Many other hate crimes 

were reported in Germany than any other European country (Somaskanda, S.2015).  

 The anti-refugees movement in Greece has also been on peak. The Greek third largest 

party the Golden Dawn started a new campaign with the slogan "So we can rid this land of 

filth,”. The leaders of Golden Dawn have accused the asylum seekers of the country 

deteriorating economic situation. The gangs affiliated with the party are accused of attacking the 

refugees and even human rights organizations have issued warning on the matter. “…in central 

Athens, gangs of Greeks (affiliated with Golden Dawn), in apparent retaliation for the killing, 

indiscriminately attacked migrants and asylum seekers, chasing them through the streets, 

dragging them off buses, beating and stabbing them.” The Greek authorities have arrested many 

Golden Dawn members for harassing the refugees and its leader Nikolaos Michal oliakos and 17 
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other members of parliament affiliated with the group were arrested on charges of inciting 300 

refugee’s assaults in the year 2013. The people of Greece are convinced with the anti-refugees 

slogans and have voted the party securing 3rd largest position in the parliament in 2015 election 

(Kotsifa, E. 2015). 

6.3.6  The Refugees Flash Point Hungary 

 The prime minister of Hungary Victor Orban who is leading the right wing Fidesz party 

has been antagonist against the refugees coming from the conflict zone of Middle East. The 

parliament of Hungary has passed a new anti-refugee’s law in 2015 which criminalizes the 

crossing of the Hungarian borders through illegal means and refugees doing so could face three 

years imprisonment. The country has closed its entire border with metal fence and the law 

proposes punishment of five years for those migrants who cut the fence. This move clearly 

shows racist intension of the Hungarian government. Many international human rights 

organizations have condemned this action and according to John Dalhusien, Amnesty 

International’s Director for Europe and Central Asia, “Hungary is effectively transforming itself 

into a refugee protection free zone, with blatant disregard for its human rights obligations and 

the obvious need to work with other EU and Balkan countries to find collective, humane 

solutions to the current crisis” (Amnesty International, 2015).16 

 Amnesty international has warned that the “criminalization and detention of refugees 

contradicts Article 31 of the Geneva Convention which bans imposition of penalties upon 

 
16“Hungary: EU must formally warn Hungary over refugee crisis violations 
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2015/10/hungary-eu-must-formally-warn-hungary-over-refugee-crisis-
violations/ 
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refugees for entering a country irregularly. In practice, refugees often have no choice but to 

enter a country in breach of its immigration laws” (Amnesty International, 2015)17.   

 The Hungarian prime minister has a different argument based on his racist rhetoric he 

argued by saying’ “Those arriving have been raised in another religion, and represent a 

radically different culture. Most of them are not Christians, but Muslims…This is an important 

question, because Europe and European identity is rooted in Christianity…Is it not worrying in 

itself that European Christianity is now barely able to keep Europe Christian?...There is no 

alternative, and we have no option but to defend our borders”. He further argued that refugees 

coming from Middle East to the Hungarian border are no longer in humanitarian need because 

they have already passed through many safe countries like Turkey (Mackey, R. 2015). 

 The Hungarian government has deployed police on its Serbian border which have fired 

tear gas and water cannons on refugees at the Serbian border despite the fact that refugees 

coming to the Hungarian border are not interested in seeking asylum in Hungary, instead they are 

using the Hungarian territory to reach wealthier European countries still its leaders are reluctant 

to facilitate the refugees and have closed its border for the refugees. 

6.3.7  Refugees as Muslims Invaders 

Refugees arriving into the European continent are of Muslim origin mostly from war 

turned Iraq, Afghanistan and Syria. There for many European countries are reluctant to open 

borders to these refugees. Huntington argues that conflict between the Muslim and European 

civilization is very old that started from the Muslim conquest of Spain in 711 A.D. according to 

him; “Islamic and European civilizations have clashed from the eleventh to the thirteenth 

 
17Urgent Action: Hungary Violate Human Rights of Refugees 
https://www.amnesty.org/download/Documents/EUR2724742015ENGLISH. 
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century. The Crusaders attempted with temporary success to bring Christianity and Christian 

rule to the Holy Land. From the fourteenth to the seventeenth century, the Ottoman Turks 

reversed the balance, extended their sway over the Middle East and the Balkans, captured 

Constantinople, and twice laid siege to Vienna” (Huntington, S. P. 1993).He claims, “On both 

sides, the interaction between Islam and the West is seen as a clash of civilizations” (p.32).The 

most reluctant country among the European Union is Hungary which has been at the front line 

between the Ottomans-Hapsburg wars during 16th and 18th centuries. As Hungary remained at the 

forefront from southern Muslim countries invasions and had remained under Ottoman rule for a 

brief period of time and possess many mosques of the Muslims so this border country of the 

Europe is afraid of another Muslim invasion. 

 Slovakia another country that has remained under Ottomans has only accepted 200 

refugees from the Middle East who were of Christian origin. Slovakian Prime Minister Robert 

Fico defended his country's tough stance on accepting migrants by saying "Since Slovakia is a 

Christian country, we cannot tolerate an influx of 300,000-400,000 Muslim immigrants who 

would like to start building mosques all over our land and trying to change the nature, culture 

and values of the state.”(Tharoor, I. 2015). 

Czech Republic has also rejected the quota allotted to different countries by the European 

commission according to Czech President Milo Zeman "Refugees from a completely different 

cultural background would not be in a good position in the Czech Republic,”. Huntington has 

predicted the same division between Eastern Europe and Islam where he argued that a distinct 

line will appear between Eastern Europe Christianly and Islam that will be a barrier between 

Western orthodox Christianity and Islam. Ironically these lines which are demarked as a closed 
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border for the refugee’s possess the legacy of older border between Ottomans and Hapsburg 

empires. 

  Surprisingly the countries which are most reluctant to take refugees are in Huntington’s 

words the “eastern boundary of Western Christianity” are now the flash point between European 

identity and refugees from the Middle East. According to Huntington, “the most important 

conflicts of the future will occur along the cultural fault lines separating these civilizations from 

one another” (1993:p.25).  This is perhaps the real fear that exists among the bordering countries 

like Poland, Hungary and Czech Republic and Slovakia of the eastern Christianity and Muslim 

world which perceive it to be a Muslim Invasion. 

 The number of refugees heading to Europe is a frictional amount as compared to the 

European countries population still there is fear among the elites and right wing parties about the 

Muslim refugees. The xenophobic response in the Europe is because of the homogeneity of its 

population. But it is against the basic principles of the foundation of the European Union. Most 

anti refugee’s countries are posing the argument that it is a threat to the national interest of these 

countries and they want to preserve their culture and national identity from the Muslims 

refugees. The refugees influx may change the demographic, cultural and identity of these 

countries. Refugees are developing a direct and disproportional clash between various national, 

regional and local level identities and transnational European identity, thus the nation state 

sovereignty and EU political system are in direct clash with one another (Appadurai, A. 2015). 

The Maastricht Treaty (the founding legislation of the EU) guides the purpose of social 

cohesion and solidarity among the member states through unanimous response to different 

external and internal issues. It also guides the member states in abiding by the rules of human 
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rights and human freedoms. Now as the various states are reluctant to accept the refugees there is 

a conflict between the member states arising on the EU platform and the very existence of the 

European Union has become a question mark. Some countries like Germany is abiding by the 

Maastricht Treaty of firm commitment to protect human rights and freedom are welcoming the 

refugees while other are developing xenophobic response on the name of national identity 

closing their borders to the refugees. 

The clash of civilizations by Samuel Huntington has best predicted this phenomenon 

according to him; “principal conflicts of global politics will occur between nations and groups of 

different civilizations” the theory best explains the situation where some nations are not 

accepting the foreigners. He argues that a person’s political and economic identity is mutated by 

time and space but his cultural identity is constant (1993: p.22). 

  There had been a long history of hatred between the West and the Muslims which has 

been inflamed time and again by the power circles on both sides to keep both the sides’ opponent 

to each other’s. The colonial times used the term Oriental-ism to describe the people in the East. 

These Orientals were portrayed as anti-democratic, backward and barbaric according to Edward 

Said These biased attitudes remerged in the wake of the refugees’ influx from the Middle East as 

chauvinistic governments view refugees as incompatible with European society. These toxic 

views were spread among the masses from the time of crusades to the colonization of the Middle 

East after World War I to the recent invasion of Iraq. In fact it was the Western thirst for the 

occupation of the Middle East that displaced millions of people from Iraq and Syria and that 

continuous invasion and occupation of Middle East has created a vacuum which help in the rise 

of Islamic State in the region (Said, E. 1979). 
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 The Muslims of the world in general and the Middle East in particular are portrayed as 

terrorists in the post 9/11 era and their land was invaded to present them with “Freedom and 

Liberty” and liberate them from “Brutality” so the influx of the refugees at the Western countries 

borders were considered not as human suffering from war and violence at home but they are seen 

as security threat and a liability. 

 The refugees’ crisis is a global problem with the war continued in the Middle East most 

people are running to safe places in neighboring countries and continents which has lasting 

repercussion for the world politics. 

6.4  War of Ideologies: 

 The current world order has no Muslim representation in reality. Muslims used to have 

greater role in the world affairs but after the fall of Ottoman empire their role has been 

insignificant because Middle East has been under the influence of world powers and there is 

strong aspiration for the revival of Muslim renaissance in the region which emerged with full 

swing during the Arab Spring in the form of Islamic State the details of which are given as. 

6.4.1  The Islamic State 

The Islamic State (IS) is another important and the most significant outcome of the Arab 

spring although the root cause of the development of the Islamic State are primitive still some 

recent developments in the Arab Spring triggered and enhanced the creation of the Islamic State. 

 The rise of Islamic State has the following three main reasons. 

➢ The creation of Al-Qaida. 

➢ The US Occupation of Iraq. 
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➢ The civil war in Syria (Lister, C. 2014). 

6.4.2  The Creation of Al-Qaida 

The war in Afghanistan has brought victory to the US against the USSR. It was the first 

time that Muslim jihadists were introduced to the new war technology by the US. The US and 

her allies trained the “Mujahedeen” from all over the Muslim world and these “Mujahedeen” 

were transported to Afghanistan. The US allied Muslim countries benefited from the scheme in 

two ways. First they get aid from the US and strengthen their war machinery and likewise they 

were able to send the jihadists to Afghanistan this helped the regimes in Muslim countries to get 

rid of the Islamists who could pose threat to the Western installed governments. The war ended 

in Afghanistan with the collapse of USSR. Afghanistan turned into chaos due to the power war 

between different war lords. The “Mujahedeen” from Arab and other Muslim countries were 

organized by Osama Bin Laden in Afghanistan by the name of Al-Qaida. These mujahedeen had 

an inspiration for the establishment of an Islamic State. Al-Qaida has global aspiration as it does 

not recognize the global statuesque and aspires for the creation of a caliphate. The Taliban 

regime which gain power due to the civil war in Afghanistan and by the help of Pakistan had 

good relations with Al-Qaida but the dominant position in Afghanistan was in the hand of 

Pakistani installed Taliban who were in compliance with the global statuesque. The 9/11 event 

changed the situation when US demanded the Taliban government to handover Al-Qaida 

leadership hosted by the Taliban and surrender to the US power. Pakistan tried its level best to 

convince the Taliban to handover its guest but due to Pushtun cultural and religious obligations 

Taliban couldn’t handover its guest. The handing over of the guest to a hostile state was against 

the (Pushtunwali) Pushtun norms and Taliban could lose legitimacy by doing so. The US 
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invaded Afghanistan and expelled the Taliban from power which resulted in a long guerilla war 

by the jihadists which is continued till date. 

 The war in Afghanistan inspired many Arabs from the Middle East who were feeling 

oppressed by the US hegemonic practice in the Arab world. US supported Israel in the Middle 

East and installed puppet regimes while the jihadists were against the US and its allies. Political 

Islam does not recognize the global system dominated by the West. Al-Qaida inspired jihadists 

do not recognize US installed world order (Napoleoni, L. 2005).  

6.4.3  The US Occupation of Iraq 

The second important event was the US occupation of Iraq in 2003. United States and her 

allies invaded Iraq on false accusations of Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD). When US 

invaded Iraq it completely changed the internal politics of that country. The Sunni population of 

Iraq was against the US occupation while the Shiites were helping US in running the country 

affairs. Al-Qaida soon got footing in Iraq through one of its Charismatic Leader Abu Musab Al 

Zarqawi.  Jihad is an obligation on Muslims when they are under attack according to Quran. The 

Iraqi Muslims started struggle against the occupation and soon the Bush victory speech was 

thrown into rubble by the resisting forces in Iraq. 

6.4.4  Background of the Islamic State 

The people of Iraq started their struggle of independence from the US occupation and 

many different organizations started their Jihad against the alien forces. These organizations 

were working separately under different banners like  

➢ Jama’at al Tawhid wal Jihad 

➢ Jamat Ansar Assuna 
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➢ Rijal Tariqa Naqashbandia 

➢ Jaish Arrashideen 

➢ Bathists. 

The struggle against the occupying forces continued by the above mentioned groups 

till January 2006. These freedom fighters started collaborating activities against the 

occupation forces and its installed government and developed a combined conglomerate of 

resistance force by the name of Majlis al Shura al Mujahideen. The move was initiated by 

the leader of Al Qaeda fi Bilad al Rafidayn which was the new name of Jama’at al Tawhid 

wal Jihad. The conglomerate of the Mujahedeen was proven more effective against the 

occupation forces. The US forces were successful in killing the long-term charismatic leader 

of the resistance in an air strike in June 2006 with the help of Jordanian intelligence agency 

he was located in a house in Anbar province. The leader ship of Mujahedeen was transferred 

to Iraqi born Abu Omar Al Baghdadi and Egyptian Abu Hamza Al Muhajir. Four month after 

the death of Zarqawi the Shura council of Mujahedeen declared the formation of an Islamic 

State by the name of Islamic State of Iraq (ISI). The Islamic State of Iraq had the de-facto 

control of most of the Sunni Iraq like Anbar (particularly Fallujah City), Mosul, Salah ud 

Din and Kirkuk provinces (Zabel, S. E. 2007).  

The resistance intensified and Mujahedeen were attacking the occupying forces with 

enthusiasm and religious passion that resulted in the withdrawal of US forces from June 2009 

to August 2010. The war in Syria created opportunity for the Islamic State of Iraq (ISI) to 

expand its operation to Syria. They changed their name from ISI to the Islamic State of Iraq 

and Sham (ISIS) (Riedel, B. 2010).  
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 The month of June 2014 was very important when the ISIS changed from ISIS to the 

Islamic State (IS). The spoke man for the ISIS, Taha Subhi Falaha (Abu Muhammad al-

Adnani) announced the creation of the Caliphate on the first day of Muslim holy month of 

Ramadan. The leader of Islamic State Ibrahim Awwad Ibrahim Ali al-Badri al-Samarra’iyy 

(Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi) appeared in a videos giving Friday sermon in the Grand Mosque of 

Mosul as Caliph with a de-facto control over an area of 400 miles stretching from al-Bab in 

Syria’s Aleppo governorate to Suleiman bek in Iraq Salah ud Din province (Al-Tamimi, A. 

2015). 

6.4.5  The Charismatic Leader 

The founding father of the Islamic State Ahmad Fadl al-Nazal al-Khalayleh (Abu 

Musab al-Zarqawi) was first imprisoned by the Jordanian government and served a 5 years 

jail term of the 15 years jail sentence for being a member of a jihadist organization Bayat al-

Imam founded by the notorious Jordanian jihadi ideologue Issam Muhammad Tahir al-

Barqawi (Abu Muhammad alMaqdisi). When released from prison he went to Afghanistan 

with a letter of Tazkiyya (a personal recommendation) from then London based Abu Qatada 

al-Filistini to the Al-Qaida leadership getting permission and a donation of $200,000 for 

developing a jihad training camp by the name of Jund al-Sham later renamed as Jama‘at al-

Tawhid wa al-Jihad (JTWJ). 

The organization developed a plot to attack Jordan Amman’s Radisson Hotel and two 

other tourist sites which was foiled by Jordanian general intelligence directorate in December 

1999 (Michael, G. 2007). 
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Zarqawi went to Afghanistan and fought alongside Al-Qaida and Taliban in 

Afghanistan against the US occupying forces but soon went to Iraq with facilitation of Ansar 

al-Islam. 

When Iraq was attacked by the US in March 2003, Zarqawi has already created a 

jihadist JTWJ base in the Biyara town of the Kurdish province of Sulaymaniya which was 

targeted by the US airstrike in the March 2003 offensive. JTWJ started its jihadist expedition 

in Iraq in August 2003 with the following initial attacks (Bakos, N.2018). 

➢ The Jordanian embassy in Iraq was targeted on 7th of August with a car 

bomb killing at least 17 people. 

➢ The UN assistance mission in Iraq was attacked on 19th of August 2003 in 

which UN special representative in Iraq Sergio De mallow was killed along with 22 

others. 

➢ The jihadists attacked the Shiites Imam Ali Mosque in Najaf city on 29th 

of August 2003 killing 95 people including a prominent Shiite clerk Ayatollah 

Muhammad Baqir al-Hakim. 

The JTWJ developed a campaign against the occupation forces in a dynamic and 

energized way. The organization declared the following main enemies and targets. 

➢ The occupation forces 

➢ The communities supporting the occupations mostly the Shiites. 

➢ The US erected army and police of Iraq. 

Zarqawi frequently quoted Ibn Taymiyya’s well-known warning about the Shiites: “They 

are the enemy. Beware of them. Fight them. By God, they lie.” 
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Zarqawi used to warn his followers of the threat of the Shiites and his final video 

released just before his killing on June 7, 2006 in which he did not used a mask he addressed 

his fellow jihadists in the following words, “The Muslims will have no victory or superiority 

over the aggressive infidels such as the Jews and the Christians until there is a total 

annihilation of those under them, such as the apostate agents headed by the rafida (Shiites)” 

(Kazimi, N. 2006). 

JTWJ fought aggressively against the US forces and terrified the occupation forces 

through their innovative tactics and excellent strategies. They beheaded the captured 

Americans and their spies. This beheading campaign started with the beheading of an 

American businessman Nicholas Berg in May 2004. The beheading and slaughtering videos 

were uploaded to the internet and used in the propaganda videos of the organization to 

terrorize the occupation forces and those helping them in Iraq. The group recruited many 

people who were against the occupation and in September 2004 the group changed its name 

to Tanzim Qa‘idat al-Jihad fi Bilad al-Rafidayn (organization of the base of jihad in the land 

of two rivers) simply known as Al-Qaida in Iraq (AQI), when Zarqawi pledged allegiance to 

Osama Bin Laden propagated by Muskar al-Battar in the year 2004 (Michael, G. 2007). 

AQI started attacking the occupying forces with much zeal and uprooted the US 

installed regime from many cities which they termed “Apostate” regime. AQI got support 

from the Sunni population of Iraq and many other jihadist organizations due to its effective 

jihadist campaign in Iraq. The charismatic leader of the AQI had a good networking with 

other jihadist organizations in the country and on January 15, 2006 AQI merged with five 

other groups and created a united front of jihad against the occupation by the name of Majlis 
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Shura Mujahedeen (MSM). The Majlis Shura Mujahedeen consisted of the following jihadist 

groups: 

➢ Tanzim Qa‘idat al-Jihad fi Bilad al-Rafidayn (organization of the base of 

jihad in the land of two rivers) simply known as Al-Qaida in Iraq (AQI). 

➢ Jaysh al-Ta’ifa al-Mansura (The Army of the group helped by Allah). 

➢ Saraya ‘Ansar al-Tawhid (The Expedition of the Associates of the 

Monotheism). 

➢ Saraya al-Jihad al-Islami (The expedition of the Islamic Jihad). 

➢ Saraya alGhuraba (The expedition of the Strangers). 

➢ Kataib al-Ahwal (The Calamities or Horror brigade) (Hashim, A. 2006). 

The aim of the Majlis Shura Mujahedeen (MSM) was to coordinate the jihad expedition 

and to uproot the occupation in a swift and effective way. The aim of the MSM was also to 

create an Islamic Caliphate based on the prophetic methodology. The Mujahedeen were not in 

favor of the global order and considered it against the teachings of Islam. 

 The war intensified day by day and the occupations forces were successful in killing 

Zarqawi the supreme leader of the MSM and several of his companions including Sheikh Abd al-

Rahman the spiritual advisor of Zarqawi, on 7th of June 2006 in an air raid in Baquba city with 

the help of Jordanian intelligence agency. Contrary to the expectations of the US policymakers 

the death of Zarqawi intensified the war in Iraq and within four months the MSN announced the 

establishment of al-Dawla al-Islamiya fil Iraq, or the Islamic State in Iraq (ISI), under the new 

leadership of Hamid Dawud Muhammad Khalil al-Zawi (Abu Omar al-Baghdadi). The Islamic 

State of Iraq was in full control of many cities particularly the city of Fallujah. The Islamic State 
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was run by a full cabinet with Abu Hamza al-Muhajir (Abu Ayyub al-Masri) as its minister of 

defense (McCants, W., & McCants, W. F. 2015; Levitt, M. 2014). 

The US forces were in great trouble with the increased power of the ISI and the Bush 

administration was adopting a new strategy to encounter the freedom fighters. The Bush 

administration removed Donald Rumsfeld from the defense ministry and replaced Gen. 

Casey with Gen. David Petraeus. This was the part of the strategy advised by ret. Gen. 

McCain. The new strategy was named as Surge. The Bush administration announced the 

Surge policy on January 10th 2007. The surge consisted of more than 20000 US forces to Iraq 

announced by the US president George W. Bush. According to Ryan Crocker (the US 

ambassador in Iraq 2007-2009) the surge was the last best hope of the US in Iraq. Gen. 

Petraeus had a wide experience of encountering the insurgency in South American continent. 

The ISI was now self-sufficient with $70 to 200 million per year income mainly through oil 

selling (Simon, S. 2008). 

6.4.6  David Petraeus and the Surge and Sahwa (Awakening) 

The new general was trying to restore the political order in favor of the US. With 

30,000 troops Petraeus started a street combat with the ISI. The surge started with the 

Americans dropping lots of bombs, artillery and almost all types of weapons to reclaim the 

lost ground from the ISI. The surge was very tough and US was losing hundreds of troopers 

according to Ryan Crocker, June 2007 was the hardest month in which more than 120 US 

marines were killed only in the capital Baghdad. The ISI was using innovative tactics as the 

street war has reduced the superior combat technology of the US. As the war intensified Gen. 

Petraeus played a biggest gamble by creating a new Sunni force by the name of “Sons of 

Iraq”. Sunnis from Anbar province were put on US payroll and millions of dollars were paid 
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to them to fight the ISI. The Sahwa or the Sons of Iraq was composed of one hundred and 

three thousands men that casted about 400 million dollars. By the end of 2008 the Surge 

strategy got success by securing major cities from the Islamic State of Iraq. The US president 

Bush paid a visit to Baghdad to sign agreement with the US installed Maliki government for 

keeping US forces in Iraq at least for three years on the condition that these forces will 

operate in Iraq and the local law will not be implemented on them. The common opinion was 

not in favor of the occupation and Bush received welcome with the throw of shoes from Iraqi 

journalist Muntazir Al Zaidi on the killing of a hundred thousand Iraqi citizens by the US 

troops. 

 The new US president Barak Obama decided to withdraw its forces from Iraq by the 

end of 2011 because: 

➢ The Maliki government had enough forces to keep hold of Iraq. 

➢ The US wanted to save the lives of its forces and unburden the US forces. 

➢ The Sahwa forces have regained some areas from the Islamic State of Iraq. 

➢ The US budgets were saved by the withdrawal of forces from Iraq. 

On December 14th 2011 the US formally announced the forces withdrawal from Iraq and 

on 18th December 2012 the last US force contingent of 600 packed for Jordan. The US faced the 

killing of over 4000 of its forces and more than 30000 injured in the nine years occupation of 

Iraq and estimated two trillion dollars cost. 

 The US withdrawal and lifting Shiites in power created a new scenario of Sunnis against 

Shiites. Sunnis were marginalized in the Shiites Iraq and the Sunnis joined hands with the ISI 

against the US installed Shiites government (Kahl, C. H. 2010).  
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The Islamic State was getting ground and till 2006 it got financial self-sufficiency while 

it was collecting $ 70 to 200 per year and was governing territories. The Sahwa was creating 

problems for the ISI as the Sunni tribesmen were aware of the territories and were getting 

success in uprooting the ISI from some territories like Anbar province. The Sahwa leader Sheikh 

Abdul Sattar Eftikhan al-Rishawi of the Rishawa tribe was assassinated by the Islamic state on 

13th September 2007. 

 The US government was in pressure from its local population over the failure in Iraq 

as the death row was increasing day by day, the Obama administration announced the 

withdrawal of the US forces from Iraq by the end of 2010 because of the following reasons. 

➢ The US installed government was running in a smooth way so there was 

no need of keeping large amount of forces in Iraq. 

➢ The US policy makers were in pressure at home due to continued attacks 

on its military and the death of its soldiers. 

The operations of the Islamic State had intensified with capturing and management of 

more territories under the leadership of Abu Qaswarah al-Maghribi Al-Baghdadi’s second in 

command in Mosul city (Kahl, C. H. 2010).  

6.4.7  Breaking the Walls (Kasr us Sajoon) 

The ISI management was based on ground realities as its forces were fighting for the 

freedom of its people and was sincere to its cause. The leadership was also sincere to its 

cause and it was paying $300 per month to its field force which was more than the amount 

paid to the government employees and the Sahwa fighters. The top leadership of the ISI Abu 

Omar al-Baghdadi and Abu Ayyub al-Masri were killed in a US drone attack on 18th April 
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2010. The visionary leadership of ISI announced the caliphate of Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi. The 

new leader who was a Qurayshi had empowered the local operatives, developed strong 

intelligence network and developed new tactics. The capital city of Baghdad was attacked 

with high intensely. The prisons were attacked and thousands of ISI members imprisoned by 

the Shiites government were released. The man power of the ISI increased extensively and 

they started governing many areas. The claim of an Islamic State was supported by the 

Qurayshi lineage of the caliph and the implementation of the Islamic Sharia (Lewis, J. D. 

2013).  

 The ISI operations were so much improved and coordinated that it used to carry out 

20 to 30 attacks in a single day and most often in an hour in heavily fortified areas like 

Baghdad. The attempts on prisons were very much successful The September 2012 attack on 

Tikrit’s Tasfirat Prison liberated 47 senior ISI leaders on death row. The campaign’s finale 

was an assault on Abu Ghuraib prison on July 21, 2013 that enabled approximately 500 

prisoners to escape (Lewis, J. D. 2013).  

6.4.8  Operation Soldier’s Harvest 

 The ISI worked in a very organized way from June 2013 to July 2014 it launched the 

Operation Soldier’s Harvest in which many Iraqi government soldiers were targeted. This 

campaign was started as ISI considered the police and army as first line enemy in its war 

against the US occupation with the interpreters as second line enemy the operation designed 

to undermine the capability and morale of security forces through targeted attacks and 

coercion. It entailed a 150% boost in “close-quarters assassinations” of security personnel 

and intimidation directed at individual commanders, soldiers and police, including the 
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bombing of their homes, drive-by shootings against their checkpoints and personal vehicles, 

and similar targeted attacks (Lewis, J. D. 2013).  

6.4.9  Arab Spring in Syria (Remaining and Expanding Islamic State) 

 Syria had been a launching pad for the jihadists in Iraq because of the porous border 

between the two countries and because both the countries were ruled by Western installed 

Shiites governments. Sunni were not happy with the ruling Shiites, with the start of the Arab 

Spring the Syrian people got a new opportunity to get rid of the Nusayri government and the 

uprising soon transformed into global jihad. The ISI leader Abu Bakkar Al Baghdadi sent his 

Ninawa operation chief Abu Muhammad al-Jowlani to create the Al Nusra Front and fight the 

Syrian regime. 

Jowlani arrived in northeastern Syria’s Hasakah governorate in August 2011 and 

organized the jihadist expedition in the country in order to establish a common platform by 

the name of Jabhat al-Nusra. President Assad created an opportunity for the jihadists by 

issuing Decree 61 on May 31, 2011 that ordered the release of many jihadists from Syrian 

prisons who joined the new Jabhat al-Nusra. On January 23, 2012, Jabhat al-Nusra claimed 

its first ever attack that took place on December 23, 2011, a suicide bombing in Damascus 

that killed at least 40 people (al-Manarah al-Bayda Foundation for Media Production 2012; 

Al-Nusrah, J. 2012). 

Jabhat al-Nusra soon strengthen its footing in Syria by conducting large scale attacks 

on government installations and captured many military facilities like the Hanano military 

facility in the Aleppo province in September 2012 and the Taftanaz airbase in Idlib province 

on December 11, 2012 (Abouzeid, R. 2014). 
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6.4.10  Islamic State of Iraq and Sham (ISIS) 

Abu Bakkar Al Baghdadi announced the annexation of Jabhat al-Nusra into the larger 

Islamic State of Iraq and Sham (ISIS) on 9th April 2013. The move was rejected by the Nusra 

leader Abu Muhammad al-Jowlani and even Zawahiri the leader of Al-Qaida denounced the 

move but the ISIS creation attracted many of the jihadists and soon they were in a position to 

capture territories in Syria. The ISIS strategy was to capture as much territory as possible and 

they started overriding Fallujah, Anbar, Ramadi, Raqqa and Deir Ezzor on both sides of the 

border. Now the ISIS had a governing position in these areas and people were supporting the 

rapid expansion and implementation of the Sharia. ISIS was operating on both sides of Iraq 

and Syria and controlled one third of Iraq and Syria and implemented the Sharia law aspiring 

for global Caliphate (Gulmohamad, Z. K. 2014). 

6.4.11 Kasr-ul-Hodud (Breaking the Borders and the End of Sykes-Picot) 

 ISIS seized control of Mosul the second largest city in Iraq on 10th June 2014. A 

video was published by the ISIS media on 29th of June 2014 showing the physical destruction 

of a land barrier demarcating the border between Iraq and Syria drawn by the Sykes-Picot 

agreement. The video was showing the Kasr-ul-Hodud “Breaking the Borders” and “The End 

of Sykes-Picot”. The jihadist shown in the video was announcing that we do not recognize 

these lines and we will never recognize these lines. The first day of Ramadan (the holy 

month of fasting) an audio recording was released by the ISIS which announced the creation 

of Islamic State (IS) a caliphate (Stansfield, G. 2016). 

 The leader of the Islamic State (IS) Abu Bakkar Al Baghdadi give a sermon on 5th of 

July 2014 from the historical grand Masjid of Mosul known as Al Hadba, in which he 
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appeared as Caliph and formally announced the establishment of Caliphate. The 

announcement was released by the IS media and it attracted many jihadists worldwide 

following the allegiance of many jihadists groups ranging from Africa to Asia and the Middle 

East (Al Hayat Media of Islamic State)(Farwell, J. P. 2014). 

6.4.12  Remaining and Expanding (Baqia Wa Tatamadad) Islamic State 

The current global order was established by the winners of two world wars where the 

decision making authority reinvigorated with the global powers like US, UK, Russia, China 

and France, while there is no share of the Muslims in the power who are having large lands 

and high numbers in the world community. Most of the time Muslim thinkers like Sayyid 

Qutb of Egypt and Iqbal from the subcontinent motivated the Muslims youth for the creation 

of an Islamic State. 

 The Islamic State creation was a great breakthrough in the modern era as it was the 

first time a legitimate Islamic State was created by the Muslims of the Middle East. The State 

was not acceptable to the world powers because it does not recognize the current world order 

and had the ambition of liberating the whole of the Muslim world from the occupation of the 

world powers. The Western installed elites in the Muslim world were against the creation of 

Islamic State because it was a direct threat to their rule.  

 The creation of Islamic State was possible due to decade long bloody struggle and it 

was a real effort of the dreamers of the revival of Muslim Caliphate. It implemented a 

practical model of social governance, based on prophetic methodology of justice, equality 

and rule of Sharia. This was amalgamated with the devoted and competent members of the 

organization willing to sacrifice everything for the sake of the Islamic State. 
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 The devotion of the Islamic State soldiers was matchless and they had the sympathies 

of the local population. The areas ruled by the Islamic State witnessed the practical 

implementation of the Sharia through the prophetic methodologies. The creation of Islamic 

State was a turning point for the global jihad and allegiance from global jihadist 

organizations was very quick developing a strong bond between the jihadists of the whole 

world.  

The Philippine based Bangsamoro Islamic Freedom Fighters a splinter faction of the 

Abu Sayyaf Group led by Isnilon Hapilon announced allegiance to IS, similarly the Boko 

Haram of Nigeria also announce their allegiance to the Caliph. The jihadists of Sinai and 

Libya also announced their allegiance or Ba’iya to the Islamic State. The area of the Islamic 

State expanded from Iraq and Syria to the Libyan Coast and to the Nigerian and Egyptian 

desert. It also expanded to the shore of Philippine and mountains of Afghanistan. Jihadists 

from 90 different countries have joined the Caliphate in Middle East which shows the 

resilience of the Muslims in creating a caliphate on the prophetic methodology (Gates, S., & 

Podder, S. 2015). 
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Fig6.2 Map of Islamic State. Source: “The Islamic State 

Territory” The New York Times from Caerus Associates, Long 

War Journal, Institute for the Study of War, October 2014 

6.4.13  Global Jihadists vs. Global Powers 

Islamic State commanded and controlled areas in widely spread Muslim world 

ranging from Afghanistan to Philippine, Chechnya, Libya, Nigeria ,Egypt, Iraq and Syria and 

have global ambition threatening the world order. It was a breakthrough in the international 

politics as the Muslims were able to achieve land mark victories after the fall of Ottoman 

Empire.  

 The Islamic State was based on the process of Hijra (Migration) Jama’a 

(Congregation) Rad Taghut (destabilizing the Tyrant), Tamkeen (Consolidation) and Khilafa 

(Caliphate) (Hashim, A. S. (2014). 
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  The State was self-sufficient in all aspects of political and social life as many skilled 

people have joined the efforts of State formation both from local population as well as from 

Europe and other developed countries. The estimated selling of oil by the Islamic State was 

about 70,000 barrels daily from Syria and Iraq (at $26-$35 per barrel of heavy oil and $60 

per barrel of light crude) to internal market customers and external buyers in Iraq, Lebanon, 

Turkey, and Kurdistan. The daily income ranged from $ 365 million to 1.1 billion (Brisard, J. 

C., & Martinez, D. 2014). 

 The State announced the development of Islamic golden Dinar, Silver Dirham and 

Copper Falus which posed a real threat to the dollar monopoly in the world affairs. The state 

was run by a welfare system with share of each citizen in the income of the State. The 

Islamic system of Zakat for the Muslims and Jizya for the protection of the non-Muslims or 

Dimmies was established. The territory under the control of the Islamic State enjoyed 

complete peace and harmony and no one could dare to violate the Islamic law. The local 

administration was fast and efficient in providing the services to the citizens. The Alhasba 

(accountability) brigade used to conduct surprise visits in order to check the implementation 

of Sharia and the quality of goods and services to the people. The state focused on police, 

Islamic outreach, tribal affairs, recruitment and training, education, sharia courts and aid-

based services (humanitarian assistance and facility management) although it was in a state 

of war on all fronts which showed the dedication and commitment of the people working for 

the establishment of this new state (Lister, C. 2014). 

 The remaining and expanding strategy was a real threat to the following entities of 

the world political power hubs. 
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➢ The US hegemony. 

➢ The current global political order. 

➢ The US and British installed elites of the Middle East in particular and the 

Muslim world in general. 

➢ The Shiites political power in Middle East. 

➢ The economic system of the capitalist world. 

Soon after the announcement of the Islamic State a coalition of 60 countries was 

formed spearheaded by the US in alliance with the Shiites of Iran and Arab rulers started a 

ground and air assault from their bases in Saudi Arabia, Turkey, Jordan, Egypt, UAE etc.  

 The Islamic State was invaded from all fronts by different confronting political 

factions working in alliance with the US and Russia, all cooperated to destroy the Caliphate 

(McCants, W., & McCants, W. F. 2015).  

6.4.14  US and its Allies 

US and Shiites (Iran and Hezbollah) started their campaign in Iraq against the Islamic 

State and used the Iranian trained militia like the al-Hashd al-Shaabi (Popular Mobilization 

Forces) to recapture the one third of Iraq which was under the de facto control of the Islamic 

State. The Shiites of Iraq were in the forefront against the Islamic State and they were 

supported by the GCC countries and NATO as well as US air force. 

 The Kurdish forces were another important Western ally in the war against the 

Islamic State. The Yekîneyên Parastina Gel (YPG) fought on the ground both at Syrian and 

Iraqi front with the support of the US air force. 
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 Although Syrian government is considered an enemy of the US still US put it on 

second list and prioritized the hitting of Islamic State in Syria. GCC countries are against the 

Syrian regime and Iranian influence in the region still they consider Islamic State a greater 

threat to their countries and regimes and fully cooperated with Iran and Shiites in Iraq to 

uproot the Islamic State (Blanchard, C. M., & Humud, C. E. 2017).  

 

Fig 6.3 The US attacks on the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria. 

6.4.15  Russia and its Allies 

 Russia was invited by the Syrian government to fight the rebels sponsored by the US 

and GCC (Gulf Cooperation Council) countries. The Assad regime was losing ground to the 

rebels in a very quick move when the Islamic State was announced which ruled almost one 

third of the Syrian territory, this alarmed the US and Russia and both started bombing the 

Islamic State in Syria but the difference was that Russia was targeting both the moderate 



200 
 

 

rebels and Islamic State in Syria contrary to the US which was only targeting the Islamic 

State and supporting the other anti-Assad rebels.  

 Russia is allied again by Iran and Hezbollah forces in Syria against the Islamic State, 

while the US is against the Islamic State and wants to remove Assad from power but Russia 

is a great hurdle as it supports the Syrian regime and striving to preserve the Russian interest 

in the region. The situation has become very complex because many rivals have united 

against the Islamic State. Today the Russians are allied by Iran and Hezbollah and the Syrian 

government against the Islamic State and they are also against the US backed rebels. 

Similarly US is allied with Iran and GCC countries in Iraq against the Islamic State. Both 

Russia and US are against the Islamic State and they are opposing each other on Assad 

regime similarly Iran is supporting US in Iraq and Syria against the Islamic State but it is on 

the Russian side while treating the Assad regime in Syria (Ayoob, M. 2012). 

 The ideology of creation of an Islamic State is opposed by all the forces in power on 

the global map. All the opposing forces have united to destroy the ideology of the 

establishment of an Islamic State. Ideologies prevail although people are defeated on the 

ground. Martin Luther King, Jr. once wrote that “to ignore evil is to become an accomplice to 

it.” (King Jr, M. L. 1967).  

6.5  Conclusion 

 The start of chaotic events in the Arab world commonly known as Arab Spring 

didn’t originate in vacuum because the region was suffering from certain political, religious 

and economic recession for the past many decades. The frustration of the people was directed 

by certain forces portraying it a struggle for democracy and freedom. The people struggle 
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was sponsored by foreign forces when it was in favor of the world hegemonic power and was 

overturned when there was threat to the Western interest. 

 The events opened some new alliances of Shiites and US against the Islamic State. 

The real clash of civilizations was witnessed by the history when the world divided into the 

pro Western and pro-Islamic camps. The situation raised from the war in the Arab world is a 

best example of the clash of civilizations which was predicted by Samuel Huntington in his 

famous book the Clash of Civilizations. Although there is no true representation of Muslims 

in the current world politics after the demise of the Ottoman Caliphate, the emergence of 

Islamic State developed an interesting scenario on the world political stage when the two 

sides clashed on ideological basis. The world leading power was able to oust the Islamic 

State from its captured territories but the war is continued on many fronts from Africa to 

Philippine and Afghanistan to Syria and Iraq. 

 The Domino theory best explains the spread of the Arab Spring and then the spread 

of Islamic State. When the spring started in Tunisia, it soon entered Egypt and reached Syria. 

Although it didn’t harm the fragile government in Algeria and have minimum effect on 

monarchies of the Arab world, still the spring waves were felt in almost all of the Middle 

East under the Domino theory. 

 The Domino theory can best explain the spread of Islamic State. The announcement 

of Islamic State united the jihadists of the world and history witnessed that most of the 

jihadists pledged their allegiance to the Islamic State and now the war of ideologies is 

continued on global level proving the Clash of Civilizations Theory. 
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7.0  Conclusion of the Study: 

 

 The Arab Spring will remain at the heart of a great deal of scholarly debate in future, 

because it emerged swiftly out of a perspective of authoritarian constancy and its extensive 

and lasting implications for the regional and global politics. The Arab societies will fight 

back with the challenges of conversion to uncertain future as contending political and social 

forces seeking to influence the emerging political order. The war and violence will often 

leave legacies of civil strife. The authoritarian and Western backed elites will continue to rule 

the region as any attempt to change the statuesque in favor of the Isamists is dealt with iron 

hand by the global powers. 

The phrase “Arab Spring” is a misnomer although it started by the slogans of 

“Huriyyah, Adalah Ijtima ‘iyah, Karama”, i.e. Freedom, Social Justice and Dignity. Fighting 

the military and economic might of counter-revolutionaries has transformed the Arab spring 

into a civil chaos and continuous war between the West and the Rest. 

Like all other historical dramatic events the Arab Spring was all but inevitable and the 

how, when and where from had been awaiting the ignition that the desperate self immolation 

of Muhammad Buazizi, occasioned on 17 December 2010. The uprising soon toppled two 

long standing regimes in Tunisia and Egypt. The Libyan uprising was bloodied by both 

Qaddafi and the US and NATO direct military intervention. The Bahraini monarch 

suppressed the uprising with the help of regional power Saudi Arabia, Yemen went into civil 

war while Iraqi and Syrian government were supported and kept intact by the US and 

Russian military might.  



203 
 

 

The Arab people want to change the political system when they chanted the slogans 

of Al-sha’b Yurid Isqat Al-nizam the people want to over throw the regime. This slogan was 

not with the intention to overthrow the ruling elites but was chanted with the intention to 

overthrow the system installed by the Western powers. The uprising was not for democracy 

in the Arab world because Arabs don’t believe in democracy and the imposition of 

democracy has catastrophic effect on the region as evident from the events. 

The people aspired for just system based on the golden principles of Islam and the 

sacrifices given by the people was to implement the Sharia in its true spirit. The Western 

powers used their might to oust the Islamists from power in the region that resulted in war 

between the Western allies and the Islamists.  

The world has divided into two distinct camps as a result of the US, Russian and 

NATO intervention in the Middle East. The global powers are supported by the Shiites and 

Arab monarchs who are working in collaboration as anti-revolutionary forces. Regional 

powers have their own vested interests in the Middle East and the flames of war are 

continued as predicted by Samuel Huntington in his famous book “The Clash of 

Civilizations”. 

The Arab Spring although is a product of Middle East but it has far reaching 

implications for the global politics. This event which was intended to overhaul the political 

system and keep the Western interest sustained in the region has bounced back in the form of 

awakening of the Islamists and now the Jihadists are united on a global scale to redraw the 

world political map in general and the Muslim world and Middle East in particular.  This 

scenario is a true reflection of the Clash of Civilization. 
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