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Our Vision: 

 

In the beginning all people were one nation (Holy Qur’an, 2:213) 

Throughout human history, peace has always been the ‘primary 

state’ and war the ‘accidental state’. Peace is beautiful, 

compassionate and constructive, while war is fearsome, 

merciless and destructive. Unfortunately, despite this, war has 

been one of 20th century’s most major problems, and has proved 

to be the symbol of the beginning of the 21stcentury. As 

portrayed by the contemporary history of international relations, 

particularly in the Middle East and Central Asia, war is not the 

solution, nor is it constructive or helpful in solving problems; 

rather, it causes problems and is the root of the continuation of 

violence, instability and insecurity. 

War is not the solution to the differences between governments 

and nations. Only with peace which is based on justice, i.e. ‘Just 

Peace’, can we reach a stable and permanent solution to our 

differences. Diplomacy and constructive dialogue which take into 

consideration the rights of both parties, is the only path to 

establishing ‘Just Peace’, stability and world security. Our aim is 

to change international relations with the active participation of 

nations on the basis of ‘Just Peace’. 

Let there be a group among you who will invite others to good. 

(Holy Qur’an, 3:104) 

We, as part of the international network of intellectuals, are able 

to play an important and constructive role in the establishment 

of mutual understanding, of dialogue and in the reduction and 

amelioration of global problems. Our intention is to provide 

solutions and means for the positive and just cooperation of 

nations with each other, and to reach this end independent of 

governments, through a realistic understanding of nations and 

governments from each other, and through clear, truthful and 

constructive dialogue. 



 

The Principles of Establishing ‘Just Peace’: 

1. Establishing justice between the countries of the South 

and the North. 

2. Mutual respect between different nations and different 

governments. 

3. Respecting and considering the valid interests of all 

parties which have a vested interest in any given conflict. 

4. Thinking globally and acting against extreme nationalism. 

5. Realistic understanding of the realities of the world. 

6. Upholding and respecting human rights and the principles 

of democracy. 

7. Accepting and moving towards the destruction of weapons 

of mass destruction throughout the world/on a global 

scale 

Our priorities in the current situation are to analyse the issues 

and problems of conflict-zones such as those of the Middle East, 

the Persian Gulf and Central Asia. 

Our tools for aiding in the establishment of world peace are: 

1. Inviting and facilitating for intellectuals from different 

parts of the world to engage in dialogue with each other. 

2. Dialogue between intellectuals and international 

organizations. 

3. Preparing the groundwork for dialogue between on the 

basis of mutual respect between opposing governments. 

4. Organising international scientific conferences dealing 

with regional and global issues. 

5. Publishing scientific research work on peace studies in the 

form of books and journals. 

6. Providing education internationally on the culture of 

dialogue, understanding, compromise, justice, freedom 

and spirituality. 

We are a private, non-governmental organisation. Our offices 

are based in Europe and the Middle East. 
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Middle East Uprisings: Impact on US Regional 
Influence 

 
Shireen T. Hunter 
IPSC, Washington D.C 
 
 
 
 
Abstract 
 

Since January 2011 the countries of the Middle East and North Africa 
have experienced popular uprisings. In two countries Egypt and 
Tunisia these have led to the unseating of the ruling elites and 
departure of long ruling autocrats Bin Ali and Mubarak. The Yemen 
dictator Ali Abdullah Saleh who clung to power also has gone to 
Saudi Arabia after being wounded. 
 
 Meanwhile, the uprisings in Libya against Mu’amar Qadhafi have led 
to western military intervention and the onset of a civil war without 
Qadhafi still clinging to power. In Syria, Basher Al Assad’s rule is 
also being threatened by large scale protests which have led to the 
death more than a 1000 civilians by the government forces and have 
raised the possibility of external intervention in Syria as well. 
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In Bahrain popular uprisings were brutally suppressed by the 
government with the help of Saudi Arabia, and a tense calm has 
returned. 
 
Meanwhile, the US unwillingness to defend its allies to the end has 
upset its other key allies, notably Saudi Arabia and has undermined its 
confidence in US reliability. Because of this and the fact that most of 
the departing leaders were supported by the US and the West, most 
observes have predicted a significant decline in US regional influence. 
Yet, while a degree of erosion of US and western influence is likely 
because of recent changes, its extent is not clear as of yet. Much will 
depend on the type of governments that come to power in these 
countries. A victory for Islamist forces would be more damaging to 
US position. But even Islamist governments would face many 
economic and other challenges and would need US, Western and 
international support. This fact most likely would moderate their 
foreign policies, including their approach to the US. Also successor 
governments in places like Libya and possibly Syria could be more 
pro-US than the current leadership and thus compensate in the 
diminishing influence in places like Egypt.  
 
Moreover, a degree of the erosion of US influence has been the result 
of systemic changes triggered by the Soviet collapse, notably a 
greater degree of asymmetries in interests of great powers and their 
regional allies, as well as the improvements in the power of regional 
countries and the emergence of new actors on the international scene. 
 
In short, it is very unlikely that the US will remain as the sole 
hegemon in the region, but it will still be key player. 

 

Key Concepts 
 

1) Middle East Uprisings have changed the dynamics of regional 
politics and affected the balance of power and influence in the region, 
including the US position. 

2) The ultimate state of regional politics and the position of various 
international and regional actors in the Middle East are not yet clear, 
and will depend to a large degree on the shape of successor 
governments and leaders. 
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3) All successor governments irrespective of their ideological 
proclivities, Islamic, liberal, nationalist, will face daunting economic 
and social challenges and rising popular expectations for better 
conditions. 
4) Successor governments’ economic needs most likely will exercise 
a moderating influence on their foreign policies. 
5) US position will likely suffer from these events. However, the US 
will continue to be a key player in the region if no longer the sole 
hegemon. 
 

Keywords: Middle East, US, popular uprisings, Islamist, successor 
governments.  

 

Since January 2011, a number of countries in the Middle East and 
North Africa have experienced large scale popular uprisings, 
demanding change and political and economic reforms and, in some 
cases, the departure of the ruling heads of states. This was the case in 
Egypt and Tunisia and is now in Yemen and possibly also in Syria. In 
fact, after being injured in early June 2011 Yemen’s president went to 
Saudi Arabia and is unlikely to return other countries, such as Jordan, 
Morocco, and Algeria, demands have been for reform rather than 
toppling of the regime. In Libya, popular uprisings and the Qadhafi’s 
regime’s unwillingness to submit to peoples’ demands has led to 
foreign intervention in the form of attacks by NATO airstrikes. Bahrain, 
meanwhile, is a special case. Initially, most of the protesters were 
demanding reforms, with only a minority asking for the departure of 
the Al Khalifas, the ruling family. Initially, the government seemed 
willing to accede to some of the opposition’s demands and begin some 
reforms. However, elements within the Al Khalifa family, notably the 
country’s foreign minister Sheikh Khalid Bin Ahmad Al Khalifa, 
supported militarily by Saudi Arabia, opposed any compromise and 
brutally suppressed the opposition. 
 
This, however, might prove to have been a pyrrhic victory for the 
leadership, and, by deepening the chasm between the Al Khalifas and a 
large segment of the Bahraini population, might prevent future 
compromises.  
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These uprisings have already generated considerable changes in the 
leadership and political dynamics of a number of countries, most 
notably Egypt, and have caused considerable shifts in regional politics. 
For example, since President Hosni Mubarak’s departure, Egypt has 
changed its approach towards the blockade of the Gaza Strip by Israel. 
In fact, on 28 May 2011 Egypt opened the Refah crossing, a move that 
has caused anxiety on the part of Israel and its Western allies. 1 
However, later it had to impose a limit on the number of Palestinians 
who could cross into Egypt every day. 
 
Egypt has also indicated a desire to reestablish diplomatic relations 
with Iran. This declared Egyptian willingness for better ties with Iran in 
turn has also generated anxieties in the West and Israel and has caused 
tensions in its relations with Saudi Arabia and the UAE. 
 
Meanwhile, changes generated by events in the Middle East and North 
Africa have led to analyses and speculations about the long-term effects 
of these developments on regional and international balances of power. 
Some analysts have also begun speculating on the likely winners and 
losers of the changes already produced by recent events and those 
which could take place in the future. In view of the fact that both Egypt 
and Tunisia were close US and Western allies and Bahrain and Yemen 
still remain allies of the West, much of the speculation has been 
focused on the impact of these events on America’s strategic position in 
the region and its regional influence. 
 
Most commentary thus far has tended to suggest a considerable 
deterioration of US position in the region. As evidence, these 
commentaries point to the recently signed agreement between HAMAS 
and the Palestinian authority, with the help of Egyptian mediation, 
despite the fact that the US does not favor such an agreement, as well 
as certain statements by some Egyptian officials to the effect that 
aspects of the 1979 Camp David Agreement should be revised. Others 
point to Saudi Arabia’s unhappiness with the US because of America’s 
unwillingness to stand by President Hosni Mubarak, which supposedly 
has caused some erosion of Saudi confidence in the value of its alliance 
with America. They even argue that Saudi Arabia’s decision to send 
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troops to Bahrain stemmed from its lack of confidence that the US 
would stand by the Al Khalifas, notwithstanding the basing of the US 
Fifth fleet in the island.  
 
Meanwhile, for those who have seen the US as the principal loser of 
these changes, Iran has been named as the clear winner. Yet, to what 
extent are these sweeping judgments about the impact of the recent 
events on America’s standing and influence in the region justified? 
This question is important, especially in light of the fact that the final 
outcome of these events, in terms of the identity and nature of the 
governments which will succeed the previous regimes, are not yet clear. 
Yet, to a considerable extent, the degree to which America’s influence 
might suffer in these countries will depend on the character of the 
succeeding governments. For example, the coming to power of Islamist 
governments in Egypt and Tunisia would clearly undermine the US 
position more than would the coming to power of secular democratic 
governments. An equally important question is whether successor 
governments will be capable of resolving their economic and social 
problems, a major cause of uprisings, without international assistance 
and through a policy of defiance and hostility toward the US and the 
broader international community? If successor regimes could not 
respond to the people’s needs without outside help, which countries 
would be willing or capable of filling the financial and other gaps that a 
rupture with US could cause for them? For instance, would China be 
willing to perform the role that the USSR played in the 1950s and ‘60s, 
by offering to fill the gap left, say, by the loss of US aid to Egypt? Also, 
would it be far fetched to suggest that, while some of the recent 
changes could have undermined US position, other changes, such as the 
fall of the Assad regime in Syria, might compensate for them? 
 
Finally, it is important to ask to what extent an undeniable decline in 
US standing in the region is due to recent events, and to what degree it 
is the result of both America’s past foreign policy mistakes and a 
reflection of more fundamental shifts, resulting from the fall of the 
USSR and changes in the global economic and political balances of 
power and hence the character of the international political system. 
 



Just Peace Diplomacy Journal No. 4 

 

6 

The Future Shape of Successor Governments 
 

The extent of the loss of US influence in the region to a considerable 
extent will depend on the character of governments which come to 
power in places such as Egypt and Tunisia and perhaps also others. In 
particular, this factor will determine whether these countries turn into 
active opponents of the US, bent on undermining its positions and 
policies in the region and internationally, or merely less pliable partners. 
 
Until presidential and parliamentary elections take place in Tunisia and 
Egypt, it will be impossible to predict the character of governments 
which will come power and hence the direction of these countries’ 
post-uprising foreign policies in general and the nature of their new 
relations with the US in particular. 
 
 However, some preliminary judgments on the possible shape of future 
governments and their policies and hence their approach to the US can 
be made. 
 
The Islamist Challenge  
 

A major characteristic of Middle East and North African countries is a 
significant degree of cultural duality and cleavage along secular- 
Islamist line. This ideological duality to a considerable extent also 
corresponds to economic and class differences and an urban–rural split 
in these countries. For example, in Tunisia the majority of the 
population in coastal areas, which are more developed and prosperous, 
is secular. By contrast, the Islamists’ sympathizers are mostly 
concentrated in the poor, underdeveloped rural interior in the north. In 
Egypt, too, the Ikhvan Al Muslimin’s main popular base is in the rural 
areas, although it also has a presence in poor areas of urban centers. 
However, in the last several years, the Ikhvan’s position in these areas 
has been challenged by Salafists, whose ideology is influenced by 
Saudi Arabia’s Wahhabism, and are supporters of Saudi Arabia. They 
also receive financial and other assistance form the Kingdom.2  
 



Middle East Uprisings: Impact on US… Shireen T. Hunter 

 

7 

In Tunisia, too, the Al Nahda’s influence is being challenged by new 
Islamist groups, including the Salafists, the Hizb ul Tahrir, and splinter 
groups from Nahda.3 
 
What this means is that, although Islamists were not in the forefront of 
popular Arab uprisings, in the forthcoming elections both in Egypt and 
Tunisia, there will be a fierce competition between Islamist and 
secular/democratic forces, and much will depend on the outcome of this 
contest and how well the Islamists do in the elections. Partly because of 
the Ikhvan’s decision not seek an absolute majority in the Parliament, it 
is unlikely that an Islamist government will come to power in Egypt. 
Rather, the most likely outcome will be the emergence of a few parties, 
including the Ikwan, which then, at least initially, would have to form 
some kind of coalition within largely secular parameters. What this 
outcome means is that a future government in Egypt, even with the 
participation of the Ikhvan, would not embark immediately on a drastic 
Islamization of Egyptian politics and impose a government based on 
the Shari’a. Moreover, the Ikwan have indicated that they have no 
intention of doing so, partly because they are aware that fears of an 
Islamist government bent on radically transforming Egypt could 
frighten secular forces and non-Muslims in Egypt, and possibly even 
derail the democratic trend. This may be the reason why the Ikhvan 
have named their newly formed political party Freedom and Justice and 
have included Egyptian Christians (Copts) in it. According to its head, 
Mohammed Al Mursi, the party “ is not an Islamist party in the old 
understanding, it is not theocratic.” 4  However, statements by some 
other leaders of the brotherhood and the news that the Ikhvan and the 
Salafists could form a coalition to contest the elections have created 
fears and misgivings about their commitment to a civil and democratic 
government and society.5 
 
In Tunisia, the likelihood of Al Nahda winning an absolute majority is 
higher. The party itself also appears to be willing to assume the 
leadership of Tunisia. But in Tunisia, too, the Islamist party, in order to 
make itself acceptable to more secular-minded voters, has moderated 
its discourse. For example, the Al Nahda leaders in recent weeks have 
likened themselves to Turkey’s Justice and Development party (Adalat 
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VA Kalkinma Partisi-AKP).6 However, mistrust of the Al Nahda is 
strong among Tunisia’s secular segments. They fear that, should Nahda 
win a majority, it would try to use its parliamentary majority and push 
for an Islamic government. 
 
Because of these fears, some commentators have indicated that it is 
conceivable that, in the case of an Islamist victory in Tunisia, the 
secular elite, with the help of the army, could launch a coup d’état. 
These fears were exacerbated when a former Minister of Interior in 
Tunisia’s provisional government, which came to power after Bin Ali’s 
fall, Farhat Rajhi, accused the interim Prime Minister Beji Caid Essebi 
together with a small “clique of Sahelians of running a shadow 
government bent on using whatever means possible to win power in 
July 24 elections”.7 It could be because of these concerns that there 
have been calls to postpone elections in Tunisia until October 2011. 
 
The situation in places like Bahrain, Syria, Yemen, and Libya remain 
even murkier. It appears that there will be no quick end to Libya’s 
problems, and even if Qadhafi is toppled, the country would most likely 
become submerged in civil war, which could even result in its 
disintegration. The fears of such a scenario’s materializing were 
increased when news of revenge killings of pro-Qadhafi elements by 
rebels were reported. In Bahrain, the Al Khalifas are highly unlikely to 
relinquish power and they will be supported by Saudi money and 
military assistance plus personnel from Pakistan and other Arab 
countries, such as Jordan. In fact, it seems that Bahrain is returning to 
an oppressive quiet, with the bloodied Shi’a community unlikely of 
being capable of launching a credible challenge to the ruling family. 
 
In Syria, the Assad regime is coming under greater pressure both from 
its internal opponents and Western and regional countries, such as 
Saudi Arabia, Jordan and of course Israel.8 Assad’s departure could 
also lead to civil and sectarian war in Syria with regional implications. 
Even if the Assad regime were to survive, it would be in a much 
weaker position in terms of its regional and international relations. This 
is so because, to stay in power and to avoid Western pressures and 
possibly even military strikes, Assad will have to democratize, and 
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within such a system his ability to determine the direction of Syria’s 
foreign policy single-handedly would greatly diminish. 
 
Foreign Policy Options of Emerging Governments 
 
As noted earlier, much speculation has been made about drastic shifts 
in the region’s political alliances, both internationally and regionally. A 
considerable number of analysts have interpreted these events and their 
consequences as signaling a dramatic erosion of US and Western 
influence. Yet how correct are these speculations?  
 
To answer this question, first the foreign policy options of successor 
governments in Egypt and Tunisia, and perhaps in those countries 
which are also faced with popular protests, such as Syria, should be 
examined. 
 
In this respect, it should first be mentioned that successor governments 
in Egypt and Tunisia, irrespective of their composition and the relative 
balance of power between the secular and Islamist forces, will face 
tremendous economic and financial challenges. Already, both Tunisia 
and Egypt, which depend on tourism for the bulk of their foreign 
exchange earnings and considerable portion of heir employment, have 
been hit very hard. Meanwhile, turmoil, instability, and uncertainty 
about the future have scared off potential investors in Egypt. 
Meanwhile, turmoil in Libya has led to the return home of nearly 
300,000 Egyptian workers, exacerbating already high unemployment. 
The expected economic growth rate of Egypt for 2011 has been 
reduced to 1.5%. And Egypt’s foreign reserves have been reduced to a 
mere $28 billion.9  
 
This deteriorating economic situation has led Egypt to appeal to 
international institutions and Persian Gulf Arab states. Thus Egypt has 
sought assistance from the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and 
Saudi Arabia. Saudi Arabia, which has already supported the Al 
Khalifas in Bahrain with both money and military forces, also intends 
to help Egypt. Following a meeting between the head of the Egyptian 
Armed Forces, General Tantawi, and King Abdullah, Saudi Arabia has 
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agreed to provide Egypt with $ 4 billion in soft loans and other 
assistance.10 Similarly, there were reports that Qatar will provide $10 
billion in investment and other assistance to Egypt.11 
 
The US has also pledged billions in economic assistance and 
investment in the next several years for the Middle East countries 
experiencing democratic transition.12 Other assistance will be provided 
by the EU and the World Bank. In fact, Lady Aston, the EU’s foreign 
policy head, announced that the EU will provide assistance to Tunisia, 
which has already a partnership agreement with the EU, and Egypt.13 
The World Bank has also announced that it will provide up to $6 billion 
in aid and investment to Tunisia and Egypt.14  
 
Economic needs of these countries and their peoples’ expectations that, 
after the fall of corrupt governments, there will be a rapid improvement 
in their living conditions, will have a tremendous impact on their 
foreign policy choices and even to some degree on the domestic 
choices of governments. Even if the Islamists came to power or held 
strong positions in the parliaments, they would have to keep these 
economic conditions and needs in mind while making policies on 
domestic and foreign fronts. 
 
Domestically, for example, in countries like Egypt and Tunisia, a strict 
adherence to Islamic rules such as the banning of alcohol or requiring 
Islamic dress for foreigners and other similar restrictions would amount 
to the near death of their tourist industries, because it is highly unlikely 
that tourists from Muslim countries would be able to replace those from 
the non-Muslim world. Moreover, even some Muslim tourists , notably 
those form the Persian Gulf Arab states used to come to Egypt and 
Tunisia partly to escape the more restrictive atmosphere of their own 
countries. It is perhaps in light of these considerations that a leader of 
the Muslim Brotherhood was reported to have said that one reason they 
decided not to run a candidate for presidency was not scare the West. 
He said  
“ we have relations with western governments-they give[Egypt] 
financing and we don’t want people in Egypt to be punished.”15 
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In the foreign policy area, too, economic needs will act as a break on 
fundamental shifts. For example, the adoption of a confrontational 
stand on the Arab-Israeli front, similar to that of the Nasser era, would 
dry up Western and international, and even Arab, financial assistance. 
Moreover, it is useful to remember that a major motivation for Egypt 
under Sadat to sign the Camp David peace accord was financial and 
economic because the Egyptian economy could no longer sustain the 
military burden of conflict with Israel. The situation has not changed 
since that time, and the economic logic of Egyptian–Israeli peace is still 
valid today. Given Egypt’s deteriorating economic situation, the 
country can hardly afford the cost of a confrontational stand vis à vis 
Israel. 
 
Moreover, unlike the time of Nasser, when the USSR was eager to 
provide Egypt with economic and military assistance, thus enabling 
Nasser to pursue an aggressive policy towards Israel and the West, 
there are no powers which would be willing to meet Egypt’s enormous 
economic needs or make up for the shortfall in US military aid, which 
would happen if Egypt reneged on its agreements with Israel. Certainly, 
China will not be willing to perform the function that the USSR played 
in the 1950s and ‘60s.  
 
Clearly, Egypt under a new government will be less pliable to the 
Israeli and Western demands on issues regarding Palestine and perhaps 
some other issues, such as campaigning for an anti-Iran coalition. This 
attitude is already apparent in Egypt’s decision to open the Refah 
crossing into Gaza. However, Egypt cannot go too far in either respect. 
For example, it is extremely unlikely that even an Islamist-dominated 
government in Egypt would want to form an anti-US coalition, say, 
with Iran, even if it were so inclined, because of the economic and 
other costs involved, especially given that Iran lacks financial resources 
which could enable it to provide Egypt with substantial assistance. 
Moreover, such policies would also incur costs for Egypt in terms of 
relations with key Arab states such as Saudi Arabia, another source of 
assistance for Egypt. This is one reason why, despite expectations of a 
quick resumption of diplomatic relations between Iran and Egypt and 
not withstanding Iran’s eagerness for these ties, so far Egypt has shied 
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away from moving forward on this front, largely because of US 
concerns but perhaps more importantly complaints from Saudi Arabia 
and the UAE. 16  More fundamentally, it must be remembered that 
neither the Egyptian nationalists nor the Ikhvan are particularly fond of 
Iran. Egypt has always seen Iran as a potential rival and this will not 
change with change of government. In fact, a more independent Egypt 
will become a more formidable rival for Iran for the affections of the 
Palestinians and other Arabs. Already Egypt has accomplished a feat – 
reconciliation between HAMAS and the PA that Iran could never do. 
 
It is also useful to remember that the Salafists in both Egypt and 
Tunisia are pro-Saudi and can be manipulated by Riyadh against these 
countries, whereas Iran lacks any significant constituency in Egypt and 
Tunisia.17 These are the reasons why the Egyptians have gone out of 
their way to point out that Iran will not become a strategic partner for 
Egypt, nor even a close friend. The same logic applies equally to 
Tunisia. 18  In fact, some Islamists in Tunisia accuse Iran of having 
maintained reasonable relations with the Bin Ali regime. 
Lastly, most mainstream Arab Islamists do not share the militant anti-
westernism or so-called ant-Imperialism of Iran’s Islamists. This is so 
because the Iranian Islamism is heavily influenced by Marxist notions 
and the militant Third Worldism of the 1960s and 70s which was also a 
hallmark of the Arab socialists of the era. 
 
It is partly in realization of their limitations in terms of dealing with the 
US and other key countries that leaders of Islamist parties, notably the 
spokesman of Tunisia’s Al Nahda , Hamadi Jebali, have in recent 
months visited the US in order to reassure the Americans of their 
commitment to democracy. 
 
What the above means is that, while the successor regimes in Tunisia 
and Egypt might not be as responsive to US wishes as in the past, it is 
highly unlikely that they will adopt an actively hostile policy towards 
America or other Western countries. This, in turn, would limit the 
damage done to the US position. Meanwhile, a successor regime in 
Libya might actually be friendly towards the US, and even if Assad 
survives, wounded and chastened, he would also have to tread more 
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carefully and be mindful of US regional concerns, such as those in 
Lebanon. 
 
The situation in Yemen could have the most damaging effect on the US 
position and interests, not because of the coming to power of an overly 
hostile government there, but because of the turmoil and perhaps civil 
war which could erupt in the country and thus create a ripe place for 
extremist activities. Should this outcome be avoided, a successor 
regime in Yemen, too, would need the economic and other aid of the 
US, international organizations, and the Gulf Arabs and hence would 
be unlikely to pursue a hostile policy toward them. 
 
 
US and Its Old Allies: Crisis of Confidence? 

 
Recent developments, most notably America’s willingness to see its old 
allies, such as Mubarak and Bin Ali, toppled, has created a crisis of 
confidence between the US and some of its staunchest allies, such as 
Jordan and Saudi Arabia, and has raised doubts about US reliability as 
a source of support in difficult times.19 These doubts, in turn, according 
to some analysts, have led them to try to chart their own way and to 
lessen reliance on America. For instance, some analysts have pointed 
out that Saudi Arabia’s decision to move military personnel to Bahrain 
in order to prevent the fall of the Al Khalifas was out of concern that 
the US might be willing to come to terms with the opposition and 
support radical changes in the island which, according to them, would 
set a dangerous precedence for Saudi Arabia’s own dissidents. These 
concerns are said also to have been behind the decision to accept 
Jordan and Morocco as associate members of the GCC. 
 
Similarly, King Abdullah of Jordan has also been very concerned about 
US willingness to see its allies go, fearing that, should a similar 
situation develop in Jordan, he might face the same fate as Mubarak 
and Bin-Ali. However, Saudi Arabia and certainly Jordan are in no 
position to pursue a hostile policy toward the US. Despite its oil wealth 
and sophisticated military hardware, Saudi Arabia still needs US 
cooperation in the military field. It is a well known fact that changing 
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the source of one’s military hardware and training from one country to 
another at initial stages could undermine one’s defense capability. 
Therefore, even if ,say, Russia was willing to sell the Saudis all the 
arms they wanted, switching to Russian hardware and personnel would 
be extremely difficult. This is why amid talk of estrangement, various 
reports point to growing US-Saudi defense cooperation.20 Meanwhile, 
the US has tried to reassure Jordan with high-level visits and promises 
of financial aid.  
 
Yet the above does not mean that the US ability to get everything it 
wants from key allies such as Saudi Arabia has not suffered. It has. But 
this has not been the result of recent developments and has not been a 
sudden phenomenon. Rather this process has been underway for some 
time and has been more because of systemic developments following 
the fall of the USSR and the increase in the economic and military 
power of countries such as Saudi Arabia following decades of 
development. 
 
The End of Bipolarity and Growing Asymmetry of Interests 
among Allies 
 
In general, there always is a degree of tension between great powers 
with global interests and their regional allies, whose interests are more 
regional and in some cases domestic. For example, often great powers 
face difficulties and problems because of conflicts of interests and 
ambitions between two allies. This has been the case between the US 
and Pakistan whenever US has tried to pursue close relations with India, 
as has been the case in the last decade or so. 
 
During the age of bipolarity and East-West confrontation, local 
conflicts and rivalries were often subordinated to the broader East-West 
rivalry. This meant that the greater fear of Communism and the Soviet 
threat led regional countries largely to follow the lead of their great 
power ally, despite differences on regional issues. Even those regional 
countries which shared a fear of communism tried to minimize their 
rivalry in other matters. This was for example the case of Iran and 
Saudi Arabia until the 1979 revolution. 
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Since the end of the Cold War and even before the collapse of the 
USSR, the trend has been towards growing asymmetries between the 
regional and domestic interests of great powers’ allies with the 
concerns and interests of their more powerful partner. For example, 
since 1989 when the USSR withdrew its troops from Afghanistan, there 
has been a clear conflict of interest in that country between the US and 
its allies Pakistan and Saudi Arabia. After 1994, because of its 
preoccupation with Iran, America ignored these basic conflicts of 
interests and closed its eyes to such Pakistani and Saudi policies as 
organizing and promoting the Taliban, which ultimately led ton 9/11 
and the US war on the Taliban. Yet even after the war, Pakistan and 
Saudi Arabia have pursued their own strategic plans for Afghanistan, a 
fact which has been partly responsible for the current situation and US-
Pakistan rifts.21 Similarly, Saudi Arabia has pursued policies in Iraq 
which have created difficulties for the US, such as helping the Sunni 
insurgents. 
 
The same, albeit to a lesser degree, has also been true of Turkey which, 
at least since the US invasion of Iraq in 2003, has seen aspects of US 
regional policy to conflict with its national and regional interests and 
ambitions. For example, Turley is deeply unhappy with Shi’a influence 
in post-Saddam Iraq. Consequently, Turkey, whose improved economic 
situation has given it more ability to act independently, has pursued its 
own regional policies in Iraq. On Iran, too, Turkey has been concerned 
about the impact of a US-Iran military conflict on its own security, 
Thus to prevent such an outcome, it has engaged in policies vis à vis 
Iran which have displeased the US. This was the case when Turkey, 
together with Brazil, tried to mediate between Iran and the West 
regarding Iran’s nuclear dossier. Yet so far, the fundamentals of US-
Turkey relations have not changed. 
 
Last but not least, some US policies in the last decade, especially the 
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, which have not gone according to 
expectations, have undermined the perception of US power and also 
sapped its financial resources. 
 
Conclusions 
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This discussion has demonstrated that it is too early to determine the 
extent of the negative impact of recent events on US influence and 
position in the Middle East. There are several reasons for this: To begin 
with, the nature of the successor governments in Egypt and Tunisia is 
not yet clear. Much will depend on the character of governments which 
emerge following parliamentary and presidential elections in places 
like Tunisia and Egypt. The emergence of Islamist governments would, 
of course, be more detrimental to US influence than the coming to 
power of democratic and secular forces. Second, all new governments, 
including Islamist governments, would face serious economic and other 
challenges that would argue against adventurous external behavior. 
Third, changes of regime in some countries, such as Libya and possibly 
Syria, most likely would benefit the US. In Syria, for example, a 
successor regime to Assad most probably would not support Iran and 
the Hizbullah, something which would please America. 
 
More fundamentally, however, the erosion of US influence has been a 
gradual process and the function of first: regional countries such as 
Turkey and Saudi Arabia acquiring more economic and military power 
and hence becoming more capable of acting on their own perceived 
interests without due consideration to US concerns; second the result of 
systemic changes triggered by the end of the Cold War and the growing 
asymmetry of interests among allies and; third the effects of certain US 
policies. 
 
This trend is likely to continue in the future, as new powers emerge 
internationally and challenge the US –and Western—economic and 
military supremacy, and as the regional powers adjust their policies and 
positions to the new circumstances. However, the process is likely to be 
fairly long, and certainly the US will remain a key player in the region 
even if no longer the sole hegemon. Additionally, what is certain is that 
recent events will not lead to the emergence of a solid anti-US bloc in 
the region, or a so-called “ Middle East without America”, largely 
because of sharply different outlooks and objectives of key regional 
players such as Turkey, Egypt , Iran and of course of Gulf Arabs. 
Rather they could exacerbate regional rivalries thus providing new 
opportunities for the US to influence events. 
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