
ISSUE 01 - Sep 2021 1

FUTURE Series



9/11 Attacks 20 Years Later2

FUTURE Series

9/11 Attacks 20 Years Later: Lessons Learned in the Middle East, FUTURE Series, 
Issue 01, September 2021, Abu Dhabi, Future for Advanced Research and Studies



ISSUE 01 - Sep 2021 3

FUTURE Series

The 9/11 anniversary looks different this time, not only because two decades have passed 
during which the world underwent unprecedented shifts in politics, security, economy, so-
ciety and technology, but also because the anniversary came this time only a few weeks 
after the Taliban re-assumed power in Afghanistan. Their comeback followed the US con-
troversial withdrawal. Some view the withdrawal as a sign of receding US power, while 
others view it as a realpolitik approach pursued by the Obama and Trump Administrations 
and continued to the current Biden Administration. The priority of this approach is to re-
structure and reform domestically to compete with China’s rising power.

The US withdrawal added a new lesson to the series of lessons that the 9/11 attacks pre-
sented, and continue to present to the Middle Eastern states and societies. For example, 
some regional reviews have assessed the possibility of continuing to rely on close part-
nerships with the US, despite its strategy for downsizing its overseas military missions. This 
American reluctance to continue involvement in the Middle East has prompted so-called 
“void-filling powers”, such as Russia, Turkey and Iran, which stepped in to become major 
actors in the region’s war and peace dynamics.

This lesson learnt by some Middle Eastern governments reflected on the pace of regional 
adaptation, which seemed to have accelerated more rapidly in recent years. Such ad-
aptation entails their reshaping of regional alliances, tendency to conflict and external 
polarization mitigation, as well as diversification of relations with international powers such 
as Russia and China, and it even prompted a comeback of calls to revive Arab alignment 
based on the security and integrity of Arab states to counter the infiltration of regional 
powers such as Iran and Turkey.

With the 9/11 anniversary and the Taliban comeback to power coinciding this year, the 
region seems to be put face to face with new potential sources of fuel for terrorism, which 
rose then kept a low profile in the decade that follows the 2011 uprisings. Some experts 
expect a new motivation for terrorism to rise both locally and internationally, due to the 
impact of the Taliban model on the movements of al-Qaeda and ISIS and their franchises 
in the Middle East and the Sahel.

As a result, the changes of understanding concepts such as security and the sovereignty 
of states, that the Middle East has witnessed during combating terrorism and interference 
by foreign powers post 9/11, are likely to continue at a steady pace. These changes will 
even give a boost to other phenomena such as the rise of “the strong man” countering the 
security and political exposure of some Arab states due to a decline in democracy. The 
reason is that building internal political stability and agreement in these states and their 
societies seemed to be a hard task due to attempts to impose the will of foreign powers or 
importing a certain political model into irrelevant contexts.

This lesson, as well as the repercussions of 9/11 for the Middle East, are at the focus of a 
special series prepared by the Future for Advanced Research and Studies. It features a di-
verse collection of opinion pieces by well-known experts and researchers from the region 
who attempt to address changes that took place in our region and to explore the outlook 
two decades after the 9/11 attacks.  

Introduction:
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Transforming Security and the Surge of Jihad
Despite the lapse of 20 years since 9/11, 2001, the world was not able to cover the whole truth 
about these shocking attacks, nor have the circumstances ever been clarified. Yet, an undisputed 
fact is that these events have changed the face of the world for an unpredictable duration.

Dr. Nasr Mohammed Aref 
Egyptian Academic and Political Thinker

1- The end of the concept of security and tranquility 
in its old sense, which existed prior to the events 
of September 11: Prior to the attacks, ordinary 
human beings felt a certain degree of safety and 
reassurance in their lives, risks were predictable, 
and were confined to a geographical location, and 
to a social environment. It did not include threats to 
security and hardships coming from distant regions. 
Now, the average human is threatened because he 
belongs to a certain nationality or religion. This threat 
has been multiplied due to acts of the such of ISIS, 
as well as other attacks which occurred in several 
European cities, New Zealand and other locations 
against innocent civilians. The end of this concept of 
security has impacted the lives of billions. Therefore, 
governments have incurred enormous costs to face 
potential risks, as was the case in September 2001.

2- A decline in the concept of state sovereignty in its 
historical sense: Prior to the September 11 attacks, 
sovereignty was a sacred concept that could only 
be compromised after cumbersome actions, such 
as to evoke a UNSC resolution under Chapter VII of 
the Charter. After 9/11, powerful states were able to 
penetrate the sovereignty of the weaker ones under 
the pretext of fighting terrorism. The US war on 
Afghanistan as well as the war on Iraq had serious 
impact on the legal concept of international order, 
which used to adopt the concept of sovereignty as a 
legal basis for all actions of its members. Moreover, 
states like Turkey acts in Iraq, Syria, Libya and others 
under the umbrella of fighting terrorism, are a clear 
example of the use of such accusations against 
minorities or separatist political movements.

3. The relapse of the Islamic Renaissance Movement 
and its replacement with populist movements: The 
Islamic Renaissance Movement aimed to enact 
a modern civilization, however, under the slogan 
of jihad it was distorted by the leaders of terrorist 
organizations such as al-Qaida and those who 
followed their path. Jihad, which is one of the key 

pillars of historical Islamic jurisprudence has been 
unfairly transformed into a concept that is used to 
justify cruel atrocities, which are unacceptable by 
any religion or human sect. Thus, numerous terrorist 
movements have emerged carrying the slogan 
of jihad, such as Boko Haram, al-Shabaab and 
al-Qaeda branches...etc. The emergence of these 
terrorist movements under the title of «Jihad» came 
at the expense of the Islamic renaissance and revival 
movements that began in the 19th century, aiming 
at achieving a civilized revival in Muslim societies.

4- Renewing clash of civilization between the Muslim 
and the Western worlds: This existed during the 
Western colonial era in Africa and Asia. The events 
of 9/11 revived this idea, which US political thinker 
Samuel Huntington had marketed in his book 
«Clash of Civilizations». The world, then, thought 
that this was just a hypothetical idea, just to find out 
how 9/11 turning this idea into a reality, which many 
communities and religious movements advocated 
for, both in the Muslim and in the Western worlds.

In conclusion, these are some of the repercussions 
created by the 9/11 attacks on the shape of the 
world we live in today, and which will continue for 
decades to come unless there is a change in global 
awareness effected by cross-border cultural tools.



ISSUE 01 - Sep 2021 5

FUTURE Series

Why did US Military Interventions Fail in the Middle East?
It is evident that the failure of US military interventions in the Middle East are not analytical as-
sumptions that require proofs and examples. It is rather a reality admitted by Washington’s po-
litical circles. One can refer, for example, to what Ben Rhodes, deputy national security adviser 
to Barack Obama, wrote in Foreign Affairs. He argued that Libya, Iraq, Afghanistan and Somalia 
would have been better off without US intervention.

Youssef Juma al-Haddad 
Emirati Writer and Journalist

Yet, the most persistent question being raised at 
think tanks revolves around the dynamics leading 
to failure of US military interventions in the Middle 
East. These can be outlined as follows: 

1- Lack of accurate understanding of dominant 
culture, and the disparity between traditional 
societies of the Middle East and the West: Some 
American elites believed that adopting theories 
such as “creative chaos” as the foundation for 
nation re-building according to Western principles 
and values can succeed in the Middle East. All 
relevant experiences, however, were doomed to 
total failure, and some even backfired and went in 
the opposite direction pushing regional states into a 
quagmire of chaos, violence, turmoil, fragmentation 
along sectarian, confessional and ethnic lines. It 
further resulted in a total collapse of the concept 
of state, and a relapse to hotbeds and allegiances 
that became largely obsolete, such as tribalism, 
territorialism and confessionalism. 

Hence, a discussion point here revolves around 
American dreamy visions for building democracy 
and free-market economy without taking into 
consideration the influence of the environment, 
traditions and the dominant culture in regional 
states, as well as a study of the impact of all that on 
visions presented by American policymakers. Libya, 
for example, was expected to rapidly transition to 
an oil-rich country that is loyal to the West and that 
becomes a market that is ready for Western arms 
companies. But instead, the whole vision turned to a 
security quagmire and the country became a new 
foothold for terror organizations and a transit route 
for arms bound for terrorists in the Sahel region. 

2- Low US spending on reconstruction: US military 

interventions that raised the slogan of nation-
rebuilding and consolidation of democracy 
spent only little money to achieve major goals of 
development and nation-building. For example, out 
of the US military spending in Afghanistan, estimated 
at around one trillion dollars, only USD 130 billion 
were used to achieve this goal, while the majority of 
the funds were spent on US troops operating in the 
country. Moreover, the US only spent USD 10 billion 
on combating illicit trafficking of drugs.

3- A lack of a long-term strategic vision: In the 
beginning, US presidents and commanders 
spoke about endeavors to rebuild states and re-
instate democracy, a culture of human rights and 
Western values in these states. When President 
Joe Biden spoke about the US withdrawal from 
Afghanistan, he said “We did not go to Afghanistan 
to nation build” but to combat terrorism. The result 
is that this strategic confusion has damaged the US 
interests and credibility and contributed towards 
creating fragile and weak states and regions. It 
further enabled terrorism to spread where terror 
organizations turned to a mosaic spreading across 
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wider swathes of territory. And instead of creating 
a security void in just one state- that is Afghanistan 
in 2001- this void spread along to engulf Iraq, Syria 
and Libya.

4- Mistakes in managing the 2011 Arab Spring: The 
US adopted a vision mandating reliance on groups 
viewed as a model for moderate Islamism to 
replace existing regimes. The result was the failure 
of these groups in running states due to their lack of 
experience in politics and government management, 
as well as deep internal divisions. The new situation 
offered an opportunity to regional expansionist 
powers to interfere in their neighbors’ internal affairs, 
which Iran did in Yemen and Syria. Combined, these 
mistakes would have caused a major regional 
disaster had it not been for Arab peoples who got 
rid of the grip of radical groups, as was the case in 
Egypt in June 2013.

5- Washington ignores its regional allies when it 
draws up policies on the Middle East: Two decades 
of US policies on Iran have led it to being closer to 
acquiring nuclear weapons as well as developing 
an arsenal of advanced missile systems capable of 
launching long-range precision attacks that pose a 
threat to US troops stationed in the Middle East. This 
eventually led the US to consider re-deployment 
of its troops in countries such as Iraq. Additionally, 
Washington became less capable of reining in Iran’s 
strategic momentum driven by its moving ever 
closer to nuclear bomb-making capability.

6- Washington’s policies of harmonization and 
combination on some terror organizations, such 
as the Muslim Brotherhood: That is, Washington is 
hesitant to designate these organizations as terrorist 
entities. The reason is its belief that it should preserve 
strategic goals and interests by maintaining a thin 
thread of relations with leaders 
of these organizations. The hold-
the-stick-in-the-middle policy 
has inflicted huge losses on US 
intervention in Syria, Iraq and other 
countries.

7- Allies’ confidence in Washington 
is diminishing:  No doubt, the US 
is suffering from a gap between 
its rhetoric and actions which has 
diminished mutual confidence of US 
allies in the Middle East. This did not 
only mean that Washington did not 
back its allied regimes in 2011, but 
also failure to carry out repeated 
commitments such as countering 

Iran’s activities threatening regional security and 
stability in the Arab Gulf region. This situation is not 
only associated with military operations, but also 
with supporting allies’ defense capabilities to counter 
such threats, as well as building required deterrence 
and balance of power to confront existing dangers. 

Lastly, overall, these factors of failure lie in the 
United States’ self-perception of superiority, which 
swells up to the degree of believing that it can 
export its own values and principles to societies 
that are not prepared to embrace these values and 
implement them without even holding consultations 
or coordinating with traditional allies. Additionally, 
confusion in the US foreign policy on the Middle East 
has led in recent years to a lack of official support 
from regional countries.

Accordingly, when former US President Donald 
Trump described former presidents’ decisions to 
send troops to the Middle East as the “biggest 
mistake” in US history, confidence in the US ability 
to preserve its status and influence in this region 
immediately dropped. That is because Washington 
sometimes acts as per its economic considerations 
and calculations, while ignoring any strategic 
considerations, in the sense that the presence of US 
troops in the Middle East symbolizes its leadership 
of the world. 

That is why speaking about withdrawing from 
the region has many implications for US world 
leadership, and as such it is not confined to the 
plummeting oil prices, or the diminishing purchasing 
power of regional states, which are the largest 
buyers of US arms. Partnership is not confined to the 
level of trade and arms, but also expand even wider 
to include mutual strategic and security interests.
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Democracy between Foreign Will and Domestic Considerations
In the realm of international politics, it was common that super powers advocate for regime change 
within a state when they perceive that it poses a threat to international security and peace, due to 
either its hostility towards its regional neighborhood or on an international scale, or being a safe 
haven for terrorism.  The notion of powerful states interfering into the affairs of others has been 
concealed under a specific form of intervention, the so-called humanitarian intervention. In this 
form, foreign powers justify their intervention under the pretext of holding rulers accountable for 
their behaviors and actions toward their citizens and in order to restructure the political systems in 
accordance with what they label as democratic values. It is needless to say that the reasoning of 
employing this concept is in fact to serve the interests of the intervening countries.

Dr. Ahmed Youssef Ahmed 
Professor of Political Science

The perfect example is the US intervention, post 
WWII and the defeat of the Axis powers, which 
aimed to change the political regime in Germany 
and Japan to be in line with Western democracy. 
This is actually the first case of such intervention as 
far as modern history is concerned. However, those 
cases were used to justify less wise, even doomed, 
intervention attempts to enforce regime change, 
overlooking the fact that every political situation has 
its own unique context. 

In the case of Germany and Japan, one needs to 
consider that such an intervention took place after 
a crushing defeat of the Axis powers in a war that 
lasted for years and caused shocking destruction 
and heavy losses and casualties. By contrast, later 
intervention attempts were carried out against po-
litical regimes that were relatively stable and strong, 
where most of the citizens viewed such interference 
as an infringement upon their national sovereignty, 
and in some cases resulted in national resistance. 

The Pretext of Terrorism
The rising threats of terrorism, at the beginning 
of this century, revived concepts such as regime 
change and political intervention.  However, it must 
be noted that US decision makers always have kept 
regime change in mind as a tool, especially when-
ever other regimes become a potential threat to 
American interests (ie. Castro’s regime which came 
into existence after the Cuban Revolution in the 

1950s) or to an ally (ie. the USSR and China- sup-
ported Viet Cong in North Vietnam, which threat-
ened the regime in the US-friendly South Vietnam in 
the 1960s and 1970s). 

The Bay of Pigs Invasion (1961, in which the USA de-
pended on Cuban dissidents) was a complete fias-
co, and so was the American invasion of Vietnam. 
Nevertheless, the US policy makers did not seem 
to learn their lesson, despite the heavy losses and 
casualties Washington suffered, especially in Viet-
nam. 

The success of George Bush’s role in the Gulf war in 
1991, played a key role in changing the perception 
of the subsequent US administrations about for-
eign interventions, despite the fact that the Kuwaiti 
context was unique of being a legitimate defensive 
operation, by Kuwait, Arabs and international play-
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ers. However, the Gulf war changed the perception 
of the subsequent US administrations about foreign 
interventions as it became more flexible, rather than 
maintaining the Weiberger-Powell Doctrine of con-
servative policies of engagements. 

The aggravation of threats of terrorism following 
9/11 provided the pretext for US administrations to 
exploit and revive the old, unsuccessful ideas of in-
tervention to enforce regime change. Consequently, 
the US invaded Afghanistan in 2001 aiming to defeat 
the Taliban, a provider of a safe haven for al-Qaeda. 
In 2003, it invaded Iraq on account of unfounded ac-
cusations, one of which was the claim that Iraq was 
supporting terrorism. 

An American Failure
The results of post-September 11 interventions did 
not differ at all from the precedents of past expe-
rience, which proved to be a catastrophic failure. In 
Iraq, US policies resulted in the collapse of state in-
stitutions and societal fragmentation. The post 2003 
political regime devised by American experts suf-
fered from fragmentation and instability, which Iraq 
still faces to this day. In addition, the invasion has 
reinforced the Iranian influence in Iraq to an unprec-
edented scale, as it exploited the dismantling state 
and a fiercer form of terrorism, as the first terrorist 
group (ISIS) aimed to build a state. 

As for the Afghanistan case, it must be regarded as 
the latest lesson for the US about the drawbacks of 
enforced foreign intervention and regime change. 
For twenty years, Americans tried to eliminate the 
Taliban to no avail. In 2020, the Trump administration 
reached an agreement with the movement, and Bid-
en’s administration finished what Trump had started, 
withdrawing US forces abruptly from Afghanistan. 
From the Taliban’s side, the terms of the agreement 
were simply a ‘promise’ not to let Afghanistan be-
come a safe haven for terrorist groups targeting 
America. Washington regarded the agreement as a 
victory, though it is actually a defeat, whether politi-
cally or militarily, as the US eventually had to make 
peace with the movement that Washington origi-
nally meant to eradicate; a movement that after its 
defeat, not only resisted the US, but also forced it to 
withdraw. Furthermore, Washington did not succeed 
in eliminating al-Qaeda. Besides, the political system 
which was backed by the US in Afghanistan for two 
decades collapsed immediately with the approach 
of the Taliban.  

This, again, must be the last lesson; major powers 
must know that imposing regime change from out-
side a country is not a straitjacket applied indiscrimi-
nately regardless of the specificity of circumstances, 
due to the great discrepancies between the invader 
and the invaded as far as values and social struc-
tures are concerned. Yet, the remaining question is: 
Will the US learn its lesson? 
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A quick look into the modern 
history of the Middle East would 
reveal that the roles of regional 
powers such as Iran and Turkey 
were limited both in scale and 
effectiveness, and that their 
advances and policies were 
focused on matters directly 
related to their security and 
interests. But the 9/11 attacks, 
however, caused an escalation 
of non-Arab regional powers’ 
interventions in the region to a 
more dangerous and deeper 
level, which is an infiltration into  
the internal affairs of Arab states.

The Fall of Barriers
There has always been incessant interaction and 
overlap between the internal and foreign affairs 
of regional states. But the 9/11 attacks served 
as a direct cause of the complete fall of barriers 
between that is internal and what was foreign, as 
well as of attracting the attention of the world to the 
internal dynamics giving rise to the phenomenon 
of terrorism and the social, economic and political 
circumstances shaping the character and mindset 
of terrorists and extremists.

Despite ambiguity and a lack of sufficient 
information about the involved individuals and the 
states behind the attacks, Washington rushed to 
interfere in the internal affairs of the Arab region 
and worked on introducing radical changes. This 
eventually led to attempt to change situations, 
policies and characteristics of Arab societies that 

have their own specificities and compositions.

 The 9/11 attacks left a deep footprint on relevant 
international efforts. Despite wide cooperation from 
Arab states in combating all forms of terrorism, 
the international views and trends continued to 
be troubled by convictions born out of the 9/11 
bombings. The most important and dangerous 
of these is the association between terrorism and 
Islam, contrary to the notion that such terrorist acts 
are the result of behavior and actions of individuals, 
who happen to be Muslims. This allowed regional 
states such as Turkey, Iran and Israel to play relevant 
roles and carry out direct and indirect movements 
with the blessing of, and even in coordination with 
the United States and other global great powers. As 
a result, the roles and influence of these states were 
allowed to swell up in conflict hotspots in the Arab 
region, such as the war against ISIS in Syria and Iraq.

The Attempts of Regional States to Infiltrate the Arab World 
post September 11

Two decades after the 9/11 attacks, and in light of the shifts that the Middle East has undergone 
since that fateful day, it is important to reexamine this detrimental  incident , especially in regards 
to the link  between the attacks and the expansion  of roles of regional powers.

Mohammed Khalfan Al-Sawafi 
Emirati Writer
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But again, despite the major roles that Arab states 
have played in this context, the goals of non-Arab 
regional powers went beyond the immediate 
borderline of combating terrorism. This led to 
utilization of contributions of these states towards the 
international campaign to combat terrorism, taking 
advantage of internal turmoil and deterioration in 
some of these states to serve their direct interests. 
Such is the case with Turkey’s military presence in 
Syria and Libya, Iran’s wide, far-reaching influence 
in Iraq and Syria and its military arms and proxies 
in Lebanon and Yemen. This regional geostrategic 
penetration of the heart of the Arab region poses 
serious dangers for both the individual and collective 
pan-Arab national security.

Decline in Joint Arab Action
Despite all the criticism of the concept of joint Arab 
action, one of the consequences of the 9/11 attacks 
was the overthrow of the concept itself and the 
near extermination of any intellectual or practical 
movement that prioritizes the pan-Arab regional 
idea, represented by the Arab League as a common 
denominator and a convergence point for Arab 
states. The result was that non-Arab regional states 
found an opportunity to penetrate and encroach on 
the Arab sovereignty and establish ties and interest-
driven relations with Arab states that are supposed 
to be more than strategic allies. The best example 

on this is the ability of Iran and Turkey to create a 
powerful network of relations based on bilateral and 
sometimes multilateral interests, in which Tehran 
and Ankara play the role not just as the sponsor but 
also as the main players in the political game.

The situation became even more dangerous and 
complicated due to a decline in the endogenous 
capacities of Arab states such as Lebanon and 
Iraq, as well as exacerbating internal and external 
pressure on their successive governments. This has 
led to shifting the circle of regional influence, that of 
Iran and Turkey in particular, from the direct official 
sphere, or inter-governmental relations, to the sphere 
of direct relations with parties and organizations 
operating within the Arab states, such as Lebanon’s 
Hezbollah, the Palestinian group Hamas and Iraq’s 
militant groups.

These interferences heightened to their current level 
also because of subsequent developments and 
dynamics that followed the 9/11 attacks, such as the 
occupation of Iraq in 2003 and the uprisings in some 
regional states in 2011. The major cause, however, 
of the existence and expansion of these regional 
players’ infiltration  were the 9/11 attacks and their 
repercussions not just on a global sphere but on  the 
Arab region in particular.
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The Repercussions of the US Withdrawal from the Middle East
Over the past twenty years, the US was involved in three wars, resulting not only to its military 
presence in the Middle East, but also lead to its implementation of measures of economic coop-
eration and humanitarian aid in the region. The first war was in Afghanistan in response to the 
terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 in New York and Washington. The second one was in Iraq 
in 2003 under the pretext that Baghdad possessed nuclear weapons. After the failure to detect 
these weapons, the task turned into attempts of establishing a new democratic state in Mesopo-
tamia. The third war was against terrorism in general, particularly against ISIS on the Syrian-Iraqi 
borders. 

Dr. Abdel Moneim Said
Egyptian Writer and Political Thinker

Consequently, the three wars resulted in intensive 
US presence in the Middle East, which was not only 
militarily and for security purposes, but it was also 
an economic and political existence,  whereby it 
dealt and  negotiated with local  political leaders 
and in many instances even got involved in ethnic 
and sectarian concerns. 

This year, the US was committed to withdraw from 
the Middle East and has in fact implemented this 
plan recently by leaving Afghanistan.  Moreover, it 
has agreed with the Iraqi Prime Minister Mustafa Al-
Kadhimi to completely exit Iraq before the end of 
year. The fate of the US forces in Syria , who  in-fact 
are not more than 900 military personnel, has not 
been decided yet. However, it is estimated that they 
will be greatly reduced during the coming period. 
What is certain is that the conclusion of the US 
withdrawal is a cutback of the US military footprint 
in the region. 

However, one can affirm that such withdrawal does 
not mean the end of the US presence and interest 
in the region. The US still sees the proliferation of 
nuclear weapons as a threat to it.  Therefore, after 
signing the 5+1 nuclear deal with Iran under President 
Obama in 2015, followed by its withdrawal from it in 
2018 under President Trump, the US under President 
Biden once again returned to the agreement.  
Through new negotiations, it seeks to impede Iran 
from acquiring nuclear weapons, in exchange for 
the lifting of severe economic sanctions. Reaching 

this agreement practically means reducing the US 
presence in the Arab Gulf region. 

Strategic Latency
This withdrawal, which is based on what is known as 
President Biden›s strategy, leads internally to some 
kind of internal ‘strategic latency’ that permits the 
US to first rebuild its own institutional system.  

Second, this gives way to the US strategic 
repositioning with countries that have signed 
comprehensive security treaties, such as the ones 
with NATO countries, Japan, Australia and South 
Korea. 

Third, the US will prepare itself to enter into wide 
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competition with China, part of which is related 
to  other East Asian countries, while the other part 
pertains to economic competition with major 
Chinese projects, such as the Belt and Road initiative.

Fourth, as is the case in the Middle East, the US will 
rely more on regional actors, primarily Israel, Turkey, 
Egypt, as well as Qatar and the UAE, for achieving 
some of its endeavors.  The US-Saudi relations 
will remain to be of special significance, given the 
Kingdom›s unique position in the Islamic world and 
its vital role in the world›s energy economies.

Taking all this into consideration, it is difficult to 
assess the impact of the US exit from the region. It 
is widely believed that the exit will be followed by a 
vacuum, which will invite other international powers, 
such as China and Russia as well as other regional 
powers, to establish their own influence. This view is 
neither easy nor possible. Generally, it is simply an 
invocation of historical analogies, while time seems 
to be moving in other directions. The major powers, 
such as Russia, are exhausted from the Syrian 
experience and seem to have had enough of that. 
As for China, it is very careful in its diplomatic moves, 
which are rather more economic. On the other hand, 
China has the skill and ability due to its economic 
diplomacy to establish the Israeli port of Haifa, 
and to participate in major projects of establishing 
the Administrative Capital and the axis of the Suez 
Canal in Egypt, and to conclude a wide-ranging oil 
and investment agreement with Iran as well.

In any case, this new phase of the tri-polar 
international system is still in its early stages. 

However, what is evident is that it will take place 
under a light, demilitarized US presence. 

Regional Adaptation
The regional reaction to the US exit began a while 
before the commencement of the US withdrawal. 
There is a regional state of calm and reconciliation, 
as countries tend to lay the foundations for regional 
order and security, seeking to avoid major conflicts, 
as well as searching for solutions to persistent 
issues.  The Al-Ula Declaration, issued by the Gulf 
summit in January 2021, laid the foundation for the 
restoration of relations between the countries of the 
Quadruple Alliance (Saudi Arabia, Egypt, the UAE 
and Bahrain) and Qatar. This was recently reiterated 
at the Baghdad summit on Iraq›s security, in terms 
of holding interviews and reopening negotiations 
between Saudi Arabia and Iran, Egypt and Turkey, 
and between the UAE and Qatar and Turkey.

Along this trend towards appeasement and seeking 
regional solutions to regional problems, the direction 
of peace with Israel has taken two directions, both of 
which have a valid economic nature, reflecting the 
courses of the next stage. There is the agreement 
of the Eastern Mediterranean Gas Forum (EMGF), 
which includes seven countries, including Palestine, 
Israel, Jordan and Egypt, and the Abraham Accords 
between the UAE and Bahrain on one side and Israel 
on the other. Given all these movements, this clearly 
indicates that the Middle East has arranged for the 
post-US exit phase.


