They

tried every bad

idea of the 20th century

n a speech in Washington on February
26, 2003, LLS, President George W,

Bush spoke of his hopes that a change

of regime n Irag would herald a new cri
which the Arabs i general join theg wo
wide democratisation movem
began with the fall of the Saviel
overadecade ago.

Some crikics of the administration's poli-
cy on lrag were guick to dismiss the presi-
dent’s "pious hopes®, arguing that the Arab
culture and, indeed the Tslamic civilisation,
wias not vet prepared for s0 momentous a
mutation. The fact that the administration
was stll debating whether or-not 1o let the
Iragis rule themselves sfter the fall of the
present rogime, was cited as @ sign that

Bush was nol singere in his promise of

democratisalion forihe Arabs.

What is certain. however, 15 that the
Arab world i in a state of crisis, and tha
change in Irag could wigger broader and,
hopefully, deeper changes throughout the

so-called "Arc of Crsis' thal spans from
Morth ' Africa to the Indian Ocean
Although it is too early to envisage the
shape of a future Irgi state, it is_clear that
we are witnessing the end of a certain
maodel of statehood developed in several
Arab countries during the 20th century

The model was presepted under a range
of 1abels, imcluding "gowmi® (nationalist)
and “ishriraki * (sovialist) or. sometimes
"nationalist-socialist”, Most of the states
where the model developed had come:into
heiu_g in‘the aftermath of the First Warld
War and the disintegration of the Ottoméan
Empire, In every case. Britdin and Frange,
the two European colonial powers that had
inherited the Arab provindes of the
Ouoman Empire, |'r|:;1_'5.'¢i] the central role in
shaping the new states

These new states, at dmes desenbed as
“Sykes-Picot” offspring, were almost
invanably shaped as instruments for. pro-
tecting andfor furthering some specific
strategic interest of the colonial pover con-
cerned. Iraq, Jor example, was créated
around the oilfictds of Mosul and Kirkuk:
The Ezyplian state’s task was w0 help pro-
tect the Suez Canal, Lebanon was carved
oul us a-state to safepuard the interests of
the Christians of the Onent under Frénch
protection. Transjordan was a British mili-
tary outpost with the task of keeping an
eve on the Arabian Pénipsula-tg the south
and east, and providing a base {or interven-
tion 1n the Levant.

The new stare was buill around an army
cremted by the colonial power largely for
policing purposes. In almost every case the
newly created army relied on ethnid and
religiots minoribies 1o constitute 15 offi-
cers corps. In Iy, Assynan, Turkmen,
Kurdish, Faili, and Arab Sunni Muslims.
provided the backbone of the British-made
army from the start. In Syna the French
Favoured the-advancement of officers from
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he minority Alawaite commumity. In
Transjordan, Bedouin, Circassian and
Chechen fighters provided the bulk of the
officers! corps. In Egypl, mary senior offi-
cers had Turkish and Albanian ethnic back-
grounds.

With the advent.of decolomisation maove-
ment. the newly created army-bused Arah
states lost their original funclion. Anxious
L profect g position of power and privi-
lege, the mlitary élite gradually adopred
the nationdlist discourse. In practice, how-
ever, it did not join the struggle for inde-
pendence until the colonial power con-
cerned had indicated 115 readiness o with-
draw!

After independence. the Arab military
lite found themselves withool & clear role
They decided 1o assume a new role hy
SEIZINE power in & seres of coups d'élas
Armies that had been created as instru-
menls of colomal domination re-defined
themselves as standard-bearers of Arab
nationalism. The excuse they found for
their intervention in politics was the Arab
defeat al the hands of the newly created
Israeli state in 1948, The Arab military
blamed their poor performance on incom-
pelent or even-treacherous political leader-
ship, and vowed that, once they are in
power themselves, they would restore the
lost ‘Arab honaur.

The series of coups, begun in Syna in
1948, continued with the seirure of power
by thearmy in Egypt (1952}, Irag (19583,
Yemen (1960}, the Sudan ( 1962], and
Libya (1969). Even newly independent

Algeria soon fell under militacy rule'

(1965} In most cases the military over-
threw o radinonal Lype of regime, often in
the form of a monarchy hacked by tribal

Sslruciures,

Because: the traditional sysiem of 1ule
had hased 1ls kyllmam an Islam and tribal
loyalties, the new military regimes adopted
nationalism and, in some cascs socialism,
as central ‘themes of their olitical dis-
course. The nationalist theme was doubly
attractive because if cut across teligious
divides and thus legitimised rule by officers
whor subscribed o creeds dther than main-
stream Sunni Islam. The socialist theme
appealed o the urban poor and the secular

intelligentsia that wished to distance iself

frovm tribal and “fewdalistic” social and cal-
tural structures. The army's direct assump-
tion of power led lo o gradusl militansation
of Arabpolitics in which force was regard-
e ds the man source of legitimacy

The military rulers did what they knew
how: wage war. They bepan by waging
war against ¢ivil society with the aim of
destroying within it all potential- sources of
alternative authority and legitimacy, They
disarmed &s many of the tribes as they

could, and executed, imprisoned; exiled or

bought mosi of their leaders. In some
cases, such as the series of anti-Kurd canm-
paigns in Trag between 1932 and [988
operations launched by the siile reched
the level of genocide. Operanions thia
amounted o what we now knivw s " et
nig cleansing” were also conducted agiams:
Coptic Chnstians in Upper Egypt and Jews
and Persians in Trag (AL one poihtalimos o
fifth of Baghdad's population had been
lews. By 1968, however, anly g handfyl
had remained. all others having fled 10
Iran, emigrated Lo lseael o bécn pul L)
death by successive military rulers In
1972-T3 Saddam Hussein condueled 1he
bggest " ethnic cleansing” operativn in
Irag’s history by expelling over SOO.000
Iragis to Iran on the grounds thar thes
might have had Persianancesiry.)

Mext i was the turn of 'rvl1_g|-|.|-.|~. uithir
ties (o be-brought under stare cantrol and
deprived of the indépendence they had
emoyed for over 000 vears: Traditio)
religiogs organisation. such a8 Sof frerm-
tigs, esolgric sects, and charitable soo

tures were either inhlirited or dismantled -

The mew state assumed contral of (he
endowments {awgal) properly worth hl-
lions, depriving civil society ol iis mos
important economic base

Thie. armyy-hased state also annesed the
educational system. natbonalising 1hou
sands of private Quranic sehools, and diw-
tating the-curricila ot all Fevels o1 schiwal
ing, The traditional guilds ol iradesoaml
ctatts, some with ceptunies of history. wore
also attacked and dishanded. Political pa
pies and cultural associations did nol
escape that destructive urge. Inthe P95
some of the newly independent Arah doun-
tries were home to genuine political move-
ments representing the varouy idedloeies
of the 20th century
19705 all. including pal.tl:: sucheas Baa,
that were nominally in power in Sy and
Irag. had been destroyed

The elimination of the indepeadent
press, the ownership and control o) ul
radio and television networks by the sate
and the vast resources allocated 1o ™ anlor-
mation” ministries. enabled the pew Advab
regime to shifle dissident vorces and
impose its version of reality

Evalving towards a totalitanan modd|
the new army-based Arab state embankcd
upon o wholesale natignalisatinm e
ramme. b somme casess sudh us b i
alisation of the Seey Canal in 1956, the
plan clashed with the remaining interesis
of the former colomal powers and led v
wiar., In other cases. such us land refomm o
Egypt-in the late 19505 and the seizam of
small businesses by the first Banthis:
eegime in lrag in 1963 the resull wals e
nowie dislocation and widespread hardship
for the most vulnerable strata ol socieny

T be conteineed

Byethe ‘end Or the:



