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The Arab rebellions have so far sent three dictators packing and dispatched one to the hereafter. The fifth, who inherited the mantle from his father after three decades of brutal rule, still refuses to go away. 

 

Bashar al-Assad is determined to carry the fight as long as his army can brutalise and murder the opposition. Over 15,000 people may have been killed so far in the carnage in Syria. Mr Assad must be aware of the yearnings of his countrymen for a change of regime after living for forty years under a ruthless police state. 

 

The Assad family and its enlarged circle of kleptomaniacs will not give up as long as the Syrian army does not dump them and side with the people. 

 

The capital Damascus is held with an iron grip and no major demonstrations have taken place there. Somewhat on the pattern of Libya’s uprising, the opposition is more successful in regional centres, hoping that the international community will come to their rescue.

 

The Kofi Anan plan to end hostilities lies in tatters, as the Syrian army launched another major offensive to decimate the opposition. In a surreal coincidence, the Cannes Film Festival applauded three films on the Arab spring. 

 

One of these, The Oath of Tobruk, is a personalised account of the Libyan uprising by French public intellectual Bernard-Henri Levy, or “BHL.” In a self-praising testimony, BHL claims that he influenced the march of history in Libya by persuading President Sarkozy, and through him, Prime Minister Cameron and President Obama, to use force for ridding Libya of Muammar Gaddafi. 

 

Bernard-Henri Levy now proposes similar action to put an end to the bloodbath in Syria. He claims that his conscience has been troubled for 20 years for the inaction that resulted in massacre of the Bosnian people. In his view, Libya was saved from a Bosnia-like fate and the same should be done in Syria. 

 

BHL is categorical in calling upon the international community to help the rebels in Syria, like in Libya. He says that what was doable in Benghazi is doable in Homs, Aleppo and Deraa.

 

But there is no appetite yet for military intervention in Syria. The Western countries had to abandon their plan in the face of determined opposition by Russia and China to go for a second military showdown in a short period of time. 

 

Bashar al-Assad cannot thank Russia and China enough for scuttling the Western plan to go ahead with a repeat of its Libya-style intervention in Syria. Moscow and Beijing probably feel they were taken for a ride by the muscular application of the resolution on Libya to bring down Gaddafi and hand over power to the opposition. 

 

The rush for economic concessions by some Western countries and the appointment of a dual US-Libyan national as prime minister, are not reassuring to Russia and China. There is a pause in the case of Syria despite highly emotional statements by Hillary Clinton and David Cameron, urging China and Russia to stop the killings in Syria by removing Bashar al-Assad from power.

 

Power politics between regional players like Iran and Saudi Arabia is also impacting events, prolonging the endgame in Syria. But that should not diminish the great transformation unfolding in the Arab world, as a result of the historic movement ignited through the self-immolation of Mohamed Bouazizi in Tunisia in December 2010. 

 

The protests turning violent at times forced President Ben Ali to abandon power after 23 years of dictatorial rule. A year later, Tunisia has an Islamist government, but the Salafist extremists want to carry forward their movement for the realisation of a fundamentalist system.

 

In Egypt, the mass uprising was requisitioned by the all-powerful army which is still acting as a midwife to deliver a new political dispensation. Meanwhile, the Islamists have taken control of parliament and are poised to win the presidency. An unlikely victory by Mubarak’s last prime minister in the presidential run-off would mean shared rule between the Islamists and secular elements. 

 

So, the fruit of the Arab spring has a strong Islamist flavour. The ripple effects of the uprising are seen in many other Arab countries across the Middle East and North Africa. The general trend is to work for a change from long standing political oligarchies to welfare and justice oriented groups with Islamist leanings.

 

The causes of the Arab uprising were undoubtedly local but the resulting emergence of Islamist parties has a lot to do with political movements in countries within and outside the Arab world. 

 

The Iranian revolution, the Afghan jihad and the peaceful transition from the traditional mainstream parties to the Islamist forces in Turkey have had their impact on the ultimate ideological outcome of the “Arab Revolutions,” a term preferred by the Arabs over “Arab spring,” which has a Western touch.

 

Why the Arab spring, or revolution, is not catching on in Pakistan? To begin with, no Pakistani government has lasted long enough to become intolerably hated. Pakistan’s main difficulty has been a weak political leadership and an all- powerful army. 

 

We have corruption aplenty but the politicians and the establishment have worked together to give a semblance of representative dispensation. Unlike the countries of the Arab spring, and like Turkey, Pakistan has had a rotation of multiparty systems interrupted by military rule. The Islamist parties were allowed to take part in the electoral system. 

 

The big difference between Pakistan and the Arab world, or Turkey, being the absence of a unified political Islamist force. Until the appearance of an avatar of the MMA, the voters in Pakistan have to choose between the old political parties turned into family-run business enterprises, and the new party whose iconic founder has the looks of a fashion model but delivers a discourse akin to that of the ayatollahs.
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