
Dear Friends & Colleagues, 

The Italian Association for Middle Eastern Studies (SeSaMO) announces a call for papers for 

its annual conference to be held at Ca’ Foscari University in Venice on January 16-17, 2015. 

We are seeking papers for the following panels (see below). If interested, please contact the 

panels’ directors with a paper abstract (max 250 words) by 30
th

 July 2014. 

Please note that abstract submission might have a different deadline depending on single 

panels: please contact the panels’ directors to learn more about the submission deadline. 

For general inquiries about the conference, you can contact Dr. Paola Rivetti at 

paola.rivetti@dcu.ie Please do not address abstracts to this email.  

Our website: http://sesamoitalia.it/ 

Panel List: 

1. Arab Emigration and Fortress Europe: The European Union and a Middle East in 

Transition (directed by Maria Gianniou and Gerasimos Tsourapas) 

2. Israel-Palestine through the Lenses of the Settler-Colonial Paradigm (directed by Nicola 

Perugini and Enrico Bartolomei) 

3. Monde arabe et Afrique sahélienne: économie politique de relations en recomposition   

(directed by Giorgio Musso and Raphaelle Chevrillon-Guibert) 

4. Oil Shocks and Regional Transformations in the Middle East and North Africa: The Late 

1970s and Early 2010s Compared (directed by Massimiliano Trentin and Fred Lawson) 

5. Origin and Development of the Political Parties System in the Arab World: A Comparative 

Perspective (directed by Belkacem Benzenine and Clément Steuer) 

6. Boundaries and Identity Spaces in the contemporary Middle East (directed by Marina 

Calculli and Daniel Meier) 

7. Electoral frameworks and party systems in the Persian Gulf after the Arab Spring (directed 

by Luciano Zaccara and Paola Rivetti) 

8. Lebanon facing the Arab uprisings. Between internal challenges and external constraints 

(directed by Rosita Di Peri and Daniel Meier) 

9. What Economic Changes? Theoretical Debates and Actors at stake in the MENA Region 

(directed by Clara Capelli and Massimiliano Trentin) 

10. The interest of analysing public management in North African countries under the 

governance framework (directed by Raquel Ojeda Garcia, Victoria Veguilla Del Moral and 

Francesco Cavatorta) 

11. “Printemps arabe”: pourquoi l’effet domino n’a t-il pas eu lieu? (directed by Pierre Blanc 

and René Otayek) 



12. Experimental and alternative urbanism in the MENA region: building a critical and 

‘political’ research on the ‘new’ modes of making the city (directed by Pierre-Arnaud Barthel 

and Valérie Clerc) 

13. Public Policing the Middle East: Exploring the Micro-Foundations of Regime Persistence 

in the Arab World (directed by Steven Heydemann and Frédéric Vairel) 

14. The Arab Springs and the West (directed by Domenico Copertino and Luca Nevola) 

15. Tra inclusione e radicalizzazione: l’Islam radicale dopo il 2011 (directed by Lorenzo 

Vidino and Stefano M. Torelli) 

 

 

Panel 1 

Arab Emigration and Fortress Europe: The European Union and 

a Middle East in Transition 

 
Directors 

Dr. Maria Gianniou (Athens University of Economics and Business, 

maria_gianniou@hotmail.com) 

Mr. Gerasimos Tsourapas (SOAS, University of London, g_tsourapas@soas.ac.uk) 

 

Panel Rationale 

Since the catalytic events of 1989 and the securitization of world politics in the post-9/11 

period, academic efforts have striven to conceptualize the post-Cold War international system 

and to grasp the complexity of multiple emerging challenges (Volgy et al., 2009). Within this 

framework, the massive protests across the Arab world over the past three years have 

introduced novel factors of potential destabilization to an already highly sensitive geopolitical 

arena, underlying the importance of the Mediterranean region in global affairs Lannon, 

2012). The European Union (EU) has been intricately linked to processes in the Arab world, 

given both its geographical proximity and the socio-political ties that have forged historically 

strong European relations with the Middle East (Khader, 2013). 

In examining both the post-2011 era in the Arab world and Europe’s position within that 

system, the tremendous rise in population movements across countries of the Middle East 

comes across as surprisingly under-researched. In fact, one of the major consequences of the 

2011 Arab uprisings has been overlooked, despite the fact that many countries in the region, 

from Egypt or Tunisia to Lebanon and Syria are experiencing novel patterns of migratory 

waves (Fargues, 2013). In this sense, protest movements and political transitions in the Arab 

world cannot be disassociated from the migratory effects they have triggered. However, 

whereas social science researchers and decision-makers examining the effects of the 2011 

uprisings have focused on domestic political economy implications, regional security 

repercussions, or the consequences of international military involvement, much less attention 

has been paid to regional migratory pressures. In fact, diverse phenomena such as the 

heightened degrees of diasporic empowerment, novel politically minded emigration and 

renewed waves of economic migrants, coupled with an ever-increasing wave of refugees 

have yet to enter academic debates. 

This lacuna is not a novel occurrence, given that academic interest in the political aspect of 

Mediterranean migration remained relatively minimal, despite the fact that population 



movements emanating both from the African and the Asian continents have particularly 

affected southern EU member-states, which have been called upon to manage large 

immigration waves in times of a severe financial crisis (Cassarino, 2010). The concept of an 

integrated border management structure has been at the top of the EU agenda (Carrera, 2007), 

fuelling a policy dialogue on the capability of the ‘Old Continent’ to effectively respond to 

new regional realities. At the same time, the immigration debate constitutes an interesting 

case in point on how Europe perceives itself as a major regional player, capable of exporting 

and respecting the values upon which it claims it is based. 

Ultimately, the complex relationship between Middle East migration, regional security, and 

foreign policy remains largely unexamined, despite being at the core of EU-Middle East 

relations: what was EU’s institutional priorities in response to post-2011 migratory pressures, 

and how have these priorities been translated into specific actions? To what extent do these 

actions represent the interests of European policy-makers, or EU member-states? Do they 

represent a break from pre-2011 EU involvement in the field of migration and why? Do these 

ideas correspond to normative or realist aspects of EU migration-management policy? 

 

Potential Contributions 

The main research aim of this panel will focus on the role of the European Union [EU] in the 

broader MENA region during the past few years with a particular emphasis on population 

movements. The research questions it aims to put forth relate to the continuing importance of 

Arab migration, as seen through the legal, economic, and socio-political spectrum of the EU 

and its member-states. 

Potential original contributions to this panel should fit broadly within its main theme of 

migration in EU-MENA relations. Particular research questions include, but are by no means 

limited to, the degree of EU member-state cooperation on the field of immigration originating 

from the MENA region; the effects of bilateral treaties, such as Mobility Partnerships, 

between EU member-states and MENA countries; the evaluation of obstacles that prevented 

the development of a uniform EU response to the migration-related issues arising out of the 

2011 events; the interaction between the EU and local non-state actors in activities related to 

migration; specific EU member-states initiatives with regard to migratory pressures. 

Contributions from researchers examining such issues from a MENA perspective are 

particularly encouraged. 

 

Research Dissemination 

Following the conference, participants need to send their fully revised papers, which will be 

further edited for submission either as an edited volume or in a special issue of a peer-

reviewed academic journal. 

 

 

Panel 2 

Israel-Palestine through the Lenses of the Settler-Colonial 

Paradigm 

 
Directors:  

Dr Nicola Perugini (Al Quds Bard Honors College, Jerusalem, Palestine, niper26@libero.it) 

Dr Enrico Bartolomei (University of Macerata, Italy, bartolomeienrico@yahoo.it) 

 

Although the Palestine/Israel question is often framed as a unique case study or as a national, 

ethnic, religious struggle, this panel suggests that settler colonialism constitutes a decisive 

mailto:niper26@libero.it
mailto:bartolomeienrico@yahoo.it


paradigm in order to understand its ultimate nature. Shifting the analytical framework to 

settler colonialism is crucial both for its implications in terms of new ways of looking at the 

constant transformation of the Palestine/Israel question on the ground, and for advancing 

alternative perspectives for justice based on decolonization rather than territorial compromise 

or division along ethno-religious lines.  

Settler colonial structures and narratives underpinning Israeli policies and practices toward 

Palestinians in Israel and in the territories occupied in 1967 will be a central object of 

analysis in this panel. The understanding of Zionism as a settler colonial project provides 

important insights into the origins and persistence of Israel as a settler colonial society, whose 

aim is not only to occupy a territory and plunder its resources, but more fundamentally to 

displace indigenous Palestinians and replace them with Jewish settlers. This understanding 

constitutes a fundamental epistemological and political tool for various disciplinary 

investigations in the region.  

Building on a growing body of scholarship that reconceptualised the conflict as one of 

indigenous resistance against a settler colonial project, this panel also opens to comparison 

with other contemporary settler-colonial formations, such as USA, Australia, Northern 

Ireland, South Africa and Algeria. In outlining the theoretical assumptions and the political 

implications of this new perspective, this panel intends to engage with and present recent 

scholarship on settler colonialism in Palestine, thus encouraging scientific interaction with the 

international scholarly community and further stimulating cross-disciplinary studies that 

contributes to Colonial, Settler Colonial, Middle East and Palestine Studies. 

 

The panel aims at attracting postgraduate researchers and postdoctoral scholars from a broad 

range of disciplines - anthropologists, historians, geographers, sociologists and political 

scientists are encouraged to apply. Papers may cover a variety of topics spanning the 

disciplines and research fields mentioned above. Outstanding papers will be considered for 

publication in a special issue of a peer-reviewed academic journal. 

The panel will be conducted in English. 

 

 

Panel 3 

Monde arabe et Afrique sahélienne: économie politique de 

relations en recomposition 
 

Responsables de l’atelier : 

Giorgio Musso, Université de Gênes (Italie, giomusso@gmail.com) 

Raphaëlle Chevrillon-Guibert, Université d’Auvergne (France, raphaelleguibert@gmail.com)  

 

Dans cet atelier, nous nous proposons d’analyser les liens entre Monde arabe et Afrique 

sahélienne et plus particulièrement de nous intéresser aux problématiques liées aux 

ressources économiques les concernant. Sensible à une approche d’économie politique, il 

s’agira d’appréhender quelles ressources sont au cœur de ces relations, comment elles sont 

partagées, contrôlées et gérées ; il s’agira d’identifier les acteurs au centre des processus 

d’accumulation dont elles sont l’origine et de percevoir comment ils s’organisent et évoluent 

dans le temps ; il s’agira enfin d’analyser les systèmes d’alliances plus ou moins stables dans 

lesquels ces acteurs s’insèrent et auxquels ils participent et qui constituent la trame de ces 

relations. 

L’existence depuis plusieurs siècles du commerce à longue distance transsaharien tout 

comme celle des routes de pèlerinage joignant à travers le Sahel les pays d’Afrique à la 



péninsule arabique ou les expéditions passées d’explorateurs, de conquérants ou de 

missionnaires dans ces régions témoignent de relations anciennes tissées entre l’Afrique du 

Nord, le Machrek et la Péninsule arabique.  

Loin d’être anecdotiques, ces liens tissés entre Monde arabe et Afrique sahélienne, se 

déploient historiquement dans des espaces de pouvoir multiples et ont occupés une place 

centrale dans la formation des États de la région . La célèbre route des quarante jours joignant 

le Darfour et le Sud de l’Égypte en est une bonne illustration. Elle joua un rôle fondamental 

pour le Sultanat du Darfour qui bâtit son pouvoir sur le commerce caravanier . Or, 

aujourd’hui encore elles sont au cœur de la construction de systèmes complexes et mouvants 

de relations socioculturelles, économiques et politiques qui participent largement aux 

processus de formation du politique dans ces régions . Les événements communément 

appelés « Printemps arabes » ont d’ailleurs rappelé combien de nombreux processus à 

l’origine des transformations observées dans les pays concernés par ces évènements se 

trouvaient interconnectés (migrations, dynamiques religieuses, réseaux économiques, 

systèmes de conflits, etc.) et transcendaient les frontières nationales. Pourtant, bien souvent, 

ce sont les aspects les plus sécuritaires de ces relations qui seuls focalisent l’attention et 

l’intérêt des chercheurs et décideurs politiques pour une analyse qui ne soit pas uniquement 

concentrée sur une approche purement sécuritaire semble marginal. Bien que les questions 

stratégiques et de sécurité soient une réalité indéniable et doivent être adéquatement traitées, 

il est de notre intention d'éviter l'obsession sécuritaire qui a caractérisé la littérature – souvent 

non-universitaire, il est vrai - dans ce domaine. Beaucoup de dynamiques pertinentes reliant 

le monde arabe et l'Afrique sahélienne ne relèvent pas des questions de sécurité telles qu’elles 

sont aujourd’hui appréhendées, voire sont masquées par cette approche.  

En appréhendant ces relations avec une focale différente de celles des études sécuritaires, 

notre atelier entend donc apporter un autre regard  sur ces relations entre Afrique sahélienne 

et monde arabe en les replaçant dans leur cadre historique mais aussi dans toute la complexité 

qui les caractérise. S’il s’agit d’appréhender la permanence mais aussi les ruptures d’alliances 

internationales entre monde arabe et les pays d’Afrique sahélienne, ce panel ne veut pas se 

limiter à la seule échelle d’analyse des États et invite au contraire des chercheurs travaillant 

sur des échelles d’observation et/ou d’analyse différentes, locales ou au contraire régionales, 

à participer à cette réflexion sur la reconfiguration des relations entre ces deux aires. En effet, 

afin de saisir les compromis, les conflits, l’enchevêtrement des dynamiques à l’origine de ses 

relations en perpétuelle élaboration, ce panel souhaite réunir des propositions s’inscrivant 

dans la ligne des travaux de science politique qui «étudient comment les États et les sociétés 

se transforment et se constituent mutuellement» . La nature changeante des frontières, des 

acteurs et de leurs liens qui organisent les relations de pouvoir seront au centre de notre 

analyse, d'autant que nous traitons d’un espace communément considéré comme périphérique 

à la fois au monde «arabe» et à celui de l’« Afrique noire ».  

Du fait de leur localisation en périphérie du monde arabo-musulman, il est courant que les 

pays sahéliens qui partagent pourtant de nombreuses caractéristiques avec les pays du « 

centre » du monde arabe soient évincés des analyses portant sur les transformations de cette 

aire. En soulignant combien les  frontières (physiques mais aussi analytiques) entre les pays 

sud-méditerranéens et sahéliens s’avèrent poreuses, cet atelier sera donc aussi l’occasion d’un 

retour réflexif sur la recherche sur le monde arabo-musulman. Cela devrait permettre de 

proposer de nouvelles pistes de recherches qui s’appuient sur la richesse d’une analyse 

élargie à des terrains dont l’expérience permet d’éclairer de nombreux processus à l’œuvre 

dans le monde arabo-musulman. 

C’est donc sans exclusive disciplinaire et/ou méthodologique que cet atelier se propose 

d’aborder son objet d’analyse. Néanmoins, notre atelier se situant dans une perspective 

résolument dynamique, il privilégiera des communications soucieuses d’inscrire ces relations 



dans leur dimension historique et évolutive, ainsi que les analyses permettant de faire 

ressortir les multiples échelles micro, méso et macro dans lesquelles les acteurs sociaux 

s’inscrivent et entre lesquelles ils naviguent.  

 

De plus, nous avons indiqué que cet atelier souhaite aborder ces relations entre mondes 

sahéliens et arabes d’un point de vue des ressources économiques. Plusieurs entrées à ce 

thème sont alors possibles. L’une d’elle concerne les problématiques portant sur la gestion et 

le contrôle des ressources naturelles. Qu’il soit question du partage des eaux du Nil  ou des 

problématiques liées aux rentes pétrolières ou minérales (uranium, or…), la questions des 

ressources naturelles se trouvent au cœur du fonctionnement concret des économies des pays 

de la région et de leurs interdépendances et en ce sens nous apparaît comme un objet 

d’analyse particulièrement pertinent pour appréhender les relations qui nous intéressent et 

leur évolution contemporaine. 

L’atelier souhaite aborder également d’autres ressources économiques. Les études portant sur 

des sujets tels que le commerce, les envois de fonds, les investissements étrangers et d'autres 

liens économiques seront particulièrement bienvenues. S’interroger sur les recompositions.de 

certaines activités commerciales qui historiquement constituent la trame de fond des relations 

entre Monde arabe et Afrique sahélienne comme le  commerce de bétail ou celui des produits 

manufacturés sera ainsi vivement apprécié. 

Par exemple, dans ce dernier cas, le développement durant les années 1990 des échanges avec 

les pays du Golfe et tout spécialement le boom commercial de Dubaï , a profondément 

modifié les circuits d’approvisionnement de nombreux acteurs économiques de la région. À 

partir des années 1970 la Libye était devenue le grand pourvoyeur de produits manufacturés 

des pays sahéliens grâce à son économie pétrolière et au développement de son industrie. 

Cependant, le rôle croissant de Dubaï vingt ans plus tard comme véritable « cité-entrepôt », a 

constitué une étape décisive dans la réorganisation des filières d’approvisionnement de ces 

pays en encourageant une réorientation vers l’Est. Cette réorganisation s’est conjuguée avec 

le développement de politiques de libéralisation économique sur le continent africain qui ont 

facilité les échanges avec les pays du Golfe et fait perdre l’intérêt du commerce frontalier sur 

lequel les échanges avec la Libye étaient bâtis. Ces circuits commerciaux sahéliens bâtis sur 

des échanges transsahariens Nord-Sud ont progressivement déclinés au profit des circuits 

sahéliens Ouest-Est, ravivant par là-même des voies d’échanges anciennes, celle du Hajj par 

exemple , mais également celles des migrations de travail vers l’Arabie Saoudite à partir des 

années 1970 et de son économie liée aux renvois d’argent des travailleurs émigrés .   

Il est aussi envisageable d’interroger l’évolution des relations économiques entre Monde 

arabe et Afrique sahélienne en croisant les problématiques liées au différents types de 

ressources notamment du fait de la montée en puissance de la Chine. L’arrivée de la Chine 

dans les années 2000 comme source d'approvisionnement bon marché va accélérer le 

remodelage des relations commerciales mais également des transformations des pratiques 

commerciales y étant liées. Mais il faut noter qu’elle s’inscrit aussi dans un mouvement plus 

général d’investissement des économies africaines par la Chine qui fait de celle-ci  un acteur 

incontournable non-seulement pour l’exploitation des ressources notamment pétrolières des 

pays sahéliens mais aussi dans les activités économiques des territoires nationaux par le biais 

du secteur des infrastructures, du commerce ainsi que de l’agriculture. Or les pays du Golfe 

sont eux aussi très investis dans ces deux derniers domaines. La montée en puissance de la 

Chine et le développement concomitant des relations sino-africaines depuis une vingtaine 

d’années participe donc d’une réorganisation des relations économiques entre les pays 

sahéliens et ceux du monde arabo-musulman que ce soit au niveau des relations interétatiques 

ou celles des acteurs économiques des sociétés sahéliennes.  



Ainsi, dans le secteur commercial où la principale cible des exportateurs chinois est le « 

marché des pauvres », le BOP (Base Of the Pyramid ), un marché qui englobe près de 4 

milliards d'individus dont les revenus sont inférieurs à 1500 $ par an et qui dispose d’un 

volume d’affaires estimé à plusieurs milliers de milliards d'US $ par an, de nombreuses 

places marchandes sahéliennes sont concernées. L’ensemble de leurs activités s’est ainsi 

progressivement réorienté vers la Chine ce qui a induit par là-même une réorganisation des 

échanges auparavant tournés vers les pays du Golfe. Cela ne signifie pas nécessairement la 

disparition de relations commerciales avec ces derniers mais impose en tout cas leur 

recomposition selon différents critères . Parallèlement, des activités commerciales anciennes 

comme celles du commerce de bétail  ou du change d’argent reprennent de l’essor en raison 

des nouvelles conjonctures économiques liées au problème d’inflation, de dépréciation des 

monnaies locales, etc.   

 

Cet atelier se propose donc de réunir des études portant sur le thème des ressources 

économiques se trouvant au cœur des relations entre Afrique sahélienne et monde arabe. Les 

communications choisissant une perspective d’économie politique attentive aux jeux 

d’échelles seront particulièrement appréciées. L’ancrage empirique des études sera également 

un critère essentiel de l’évaluation des propositions qui pourront être rédigées en anglais ou 

en français . Les langues de travail de l’atelier sont l’anglais et le français. 

 

Les auteurs sélectionnés sont invités à rédiger un article issu de leur communication afin de 

constituer un dossier qui sera proposé à des revues spécialisées sur les mondes arabes et 

musulmans comme la Revue des mondes musulmans et de la Méditerranée ou le 

International Journal of Middle East Studies ainsi qu’à des revues africanistes comme The 

Journal of Modern African Studies ou Politique africaine. 

 

 

Panel 4 

Oil Shocks and Regional Transformations in the Middle East and 

North Africa: The Late 1970s and Early 2010s Compared 

 
Directors:  

Massimiliano Trentin, University of Bologna, Italy, massimiliano.trentin@unibo.it 

Fred Lawson, Mills College, US 

 

Current trends in the Middle East and North Africa (MENA) mirror developments that took 

place during the late 1970s in at least two important respects:  both periods exhibit a marked 

increase in world energy prices, bringing massive financial resources to the oil-producing 

states of the Gulf; and both periods saw major political upheavals, most notably in Iran 

during the late 1970s and in Tunisia, Egypt and Syria during 2010-13. 

From 1973 to 1980, the economies of the MENA experienced a massive influx of capital that 

altered the structure of regional politics.  The oil-producing states of the Gulf gained 

substantial leverage over the poorer countries of the "Arab Mediterranean," giving Gulf 

governments a strong incentive to intervene in the domestic affairs of countries like Egypt, 

Lebanon and Syria. Gulf activism accompanied, and in many cases promoted, the emergence 

of Islamist movements that posed a severe challenge to the existing political-economic order 

all across the Arab world. 

Gulf influence waxed once more in the aftermath of the 2008-09 global financial crisis. Oil 

revenues again soared, heightening the influence that Gulf governments enjoy in regional 



politics. Qatar assumed a key role in mobilizing international backing for the armed 

opposition in Libya, while Saudi Arabia provided material and moral support for radical 

Islamist movements in Egypt following the ouster of Husni Mubarak. Both Doha and Riyad 

involved themselves in the Syrian civil war, eventually lining up behind rival blocs in the 

opposition coalition. Meanwhile, the Islamic Republic of Iran took steps to prop up the Ba'th 

regime in Damascus and the Lebanese Party of God (Hizbullah). Gulf power in the region 

looks to be on the rise, as it was in the late 1970s. 

 

To what extent, and in what precise ways, the oil-producing states of the Gulf have exercised 

their economic power to shape political transformation in the MENA during these two pivotal 

moments is a pressing question for scholars and policy-makers alike. On the surface, it 

appears that the Arab Gulf states firmly oppose fundamental change, with Saudi Arabia often 

singled out as a counter revolutionary force. Nevertheless, Riyad has sponsored a broad range 

of Islamist movements, not all of which buttress the status quo. Other Gulf oil-producing 

states have engaged in even more radical initiatives, not only during the late 1970s but also at 

the present time. 

This panel will explore trends in political, economic and cultural relations between the oil-

producing states of the Gulf and other parts of the Middle East and North Africa, and make 

explicit comparisons between trends in the late 1970s and those of the present day. 

Contributions that focus on the impact of the two Energy Booms on national security and 

political-economic transformation across the region are particularly encouraged.  

 

Specific topics over which papers will be collected include: 

-Patterns of Productive Development within the Gulf Countries and Integration within the 

World Markets 

-Patterns of Investments from the Gulf to the MENA Countries and Influence over Economic 

Reforms 

-Patterns of Migrations from the MENA to the Gulf Countries 

-Patterns of Alliances and Intervention in Regional Conflicts 

 

The Panel will be held with the support of the FIRB programme 2010 – ‘The engines of 

growth: for a global history of the conflict between renewable, fossil, and fissile energies 

(1972-1992)’, Ca' Foscari University Research Unit. 

 

Participants:  

Beside their own contributions, the directors will make both an open call for papers on the 

web, which will close on October 1, 2014, as well as will they will invite specific scholars of 

highly distinguished international profile. It is envisaged the participation of six papers 

givers. 

A discussant will be appointed once the contributions are collected and selected. 

Funding for travel and accommodation for the Panel participants will be partially covered by 

the organizers with the support of the FIRB programme 2010 - The engines of growth: for a 

global history of the conflict between renewable, fossil, and fissile energies (1972-1992) 

 

Working Language: English and French 

 

Paper and research dissemination 

Once assessed the quality of the papers and related discussion during the Panel, the directors 

and the discussant will decide whether to collect the contributions and submit the topic to an 

academic or international journal (i.e. Comparative Studies in Society and History, 



Cambridge University Press), both in Italy or abroad. Otherwise, the directors will submit 

their proposal to the Routledge Middle East Studies series. 

 

 

Panel 5 

Origin and Development of the Political Party System in the Arab 

World: A Comparative Perspective 
 

Workshop directors:  

Dr. Belkacem Benzenine, Centre national de recherche en sciences sociales (CRASC, Oran) 

benzenine@hotmail.com 

Dr. Clément Steuer, Oriental Institute of the Academy of sciences of the Czech Republic 

(Prague) clement@steuer.fr 

 

Discussant: 

Prof. Lahouari Addi, Laboratoire Triangle (Lyon) 

 

Our panel proposal aims at examining the political party systems of the Arab World. 

Studying political parties is among the best ways to understand societies, because parties are 

exercising a function of mediation between state and society, by mobilizing citizens in order 

to get them involved into the political system. However, because of the authoritarian nature 

of most of the Arab regimes, political parties are often underestimated by political scientists 

and sociologists, who prefer to focus on the state itself, the Islamist protest, or on the civil 

society and social movements. Arab political parties are usually seen as a mere foil, tokens of 

liberalization put forward by the authoritarian regimes. Nonetheless, the study of political 

parties under such regimes is still interesting, because of what it tells us about the 

authoritarian mechanisms and the lack of representation. Henceforth, the Arab Spring gave us 

an opportunity to see how the political trends organize themselves into political parties when 

the authoritarian constraints weaken and the elections become free and fair. Nonetheless, we 

think that the same political trends exist in all the Arab countries, even those where political 

parties have always been forbidden (namely the Gulf states): the liberalism, the socialism, the 

nationalism and the Islamism. Regarding the issue of minorities in each countries, we should 

add at this list some political forces based upon religious, linguistic or regional identities. One 

of the objectives of this panel is to examine this hypothesis through national case studies. At 

what time and under what circumstances these political trends emerged in different countries? 

What are their social basis, either formal, informal, or even clandestine? Did the legislation 

allowed them to form political parties, and in the affirmative, how free and independent of 

the power have been these parties? In return, how did these parties affect the social basis 

upon which they rely? 

Beyond the current political situation, our objective is to examine the history of the main 

political families of the Arab World, and to compare the effect of the various degrees of 

authoritarianism which have been existing throughout this area. 

 

Papers submission 

We would like to attract different national case studies. The two directors will present a paper 

each, regarding the Egyptian and Algerian situation, and we will need four more papers 

including ideally Morocco, Lebanon, a Middle Eastern monarchy (Jordan, Kuwait, Qatar, 

Saudi Arabia...) and a Republic from the same geographic area (Iraq or Syria). Contribution 

from political scientists, historians, sociologists, economists or jurists are welcome. 



Due to our comparative goals, we want each paper to follow the same guidelines: a 

presentation of the birth and history of the main political trends of the country studied, and an 

analysis of the effect of the legislation – and its evolution throughout contemporary history – 

on this political families and on the concrete organizations which represent them in the social 

and political arenas. We will not accept papers presenting only a party or a political family: 

the authors will have to examine the whole political spectrum of the studied country. 

The two directors and the discussant being francophone, we will accept papers both in 

English and in French. 

 

Research dissemination 

Organizers of the panel stated that the papers presented will be published, after evaluation, as 

a book or as a special issue of international journal. In the former case, we will try to attract 

more papers, in order to publish a book as comprehensive as possible. We are already sure to 

find extra contributions on the Yemenite, Mauritanian and Tunisian cases. In the latter case, 

if our issue proposal does not fit any external journal, we will propose it to the Oriental 

Institute journal, Archiv Orientální, which publishes papers either in French and in English. 

 

 

Panel 6 

Boundaries and Identity Spaces in the contemporary Middle East 
 

Panel directors: 

Marina Calculli, University of Venice Ca’ Foscari, marina.calculli@unive.it 

Daniel Meier, University of Oxford, daniel.meier@graduateinstitute.ch  

 

Discussant: 

Fred Lawson, Mills College, US 

 

Recent political turmoil in the Middle East has led to reshaping borders and identity spaces. 

The fall of long-standing regimes or the eruption of socio-political crises have redefined the 

geography of identity communities, in both the domestic arenas and in a transnational 

dimension. In some cases this has led to the strengthening of legal international borders (e.g. 

The GCC, which has securitized its frontiers, thus preventing insecurity spillover from the 

Levant sub-region); in some others, to the weakening, if not a quasi-collapse of them (e.g. the 

Libya-Egypt border, the Syria-Lebanese border, etc.). The focus on borders and boundaries in 

the Middle East can, therefore, highlight the current process of identity building in 

borderlands or cross borders relationships (along sectarian/ethnic or political lines). We 

welcome contributions from various disciplines or border studies which could articulate 

space with identity issues in the following themes: 

 

a)  The changing relationship between security orders and identity spaces (monopoly of 

violence, territorial control, the relation between the military and the militias). 

 

b)  Critical analysis of the relation between ‘state’ and ‘non-state’ actors. 

 

c)  The shaping of collective identities and their effects on borders as well as the 

development of new borderlands/enclaves (as a result of fluxes of migration, new 

ethnical/confessional equilibrium, trans-national social allegiances) and their impact on the 

political order and local groups. 
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Panel 7 

Electoral frameworks and party systems in the Persian Gulf after 

the Arab Spring 
 

Chairs:  

Luciano Zaccara (Qatar University, lz298@georgetown.edu) 

Paola Rivetti (Dublin City University, paola.rivetti@dcu.ie) 

 

Objectives and rationale of the proposed panel 

The panel aims to examine the effects of popular mobilisations around the MENA region on 

Gulf countries (including the GCC, Yemen, Iran and Iraq), and in particular how protests and 

mobilisations impacted the electoral systems, the elections outcomes, and the party systems 

in the Gulf area. This is relevant as the Arab Uprisings and all the different dynamics they 

originated (from armed conflicts in Libya and Syria to sustained mobilisation in Turkey) had 

a strong impact on the countries around the Gulf. This is not only valid for countries which 

had actual mobilisations such as for instance Bahrain, but also for countries such as Iran, 

where a broad and nation-wide mobilisation took place in 2009, well-before the protests 

erupted in Tunisia. No matter how strong and diffuse the mobilisation was, in Gulf countries 

elections became a mechanism to face (and manage) discontent or the fear of discontent. 

Ornamental reformism and constitutionalism, partial openings of the electoral process and 

political inclusion through elections seemed to be the strategies preferred by the rulers around 

the Gulf. 

Following on from these initial reflections, the panel aims to answer the following questions: 

how to describe the reaction that single rulers in the Gulf had when facing the fear of popular 

mobilisation? Are there similar patterns? Is Iran standing as an exception here? What is the 

significance of Rouhani’s election, in the context of the post-Uprisings MENA region? What 

was the reaction of political factions or parties to the Uprisings? Is there any evidence of 

linkage between intra-elite conflicts and electoral engineering? How to describe the reaction 

of local and political constituencies to electoral politics? Were the GCC and Yemen’s 

electoral processes significant enough in order to prove the rulers’ desires for reform? And 

ultimately, how to examine the linkage between electoral politics and authoritarian stability? 

 

Research dissemination 

We plan to turn the panel into a journal special issue. The special issue will be proposed to a 

highly-ranked ISI journal. We envision submitting a special issue proposal to 

‘Democratization’ as soon as we will be satisfied by the single papers’ quality. 

 

Anticipated papers 

We are looking for theoretically strong and empirically grounded papers. Ideally, we would 

like to receive comparative papers, but also single country examinations fitting our broader 

research questions are welcome. Papers comparing same type of elections (local or 

legislative) across different countries are welcome. Of special interest will be papers based on 

empirical observations. 

 

 

Panel 8 
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Lebanon facing the Arab uprisings.  

Between internal challenges and external constraints 
 

Panel chairs:  

Rosita Di Peri, University of Torino (Rosita.diperi@unito.it) 

Daniel Meier, University of Geneva (daniel.meier@graduateinstitute.ch) 

 

Panel languages: French and English 

 

Panel rationale 

This panel aims to provide an overview of recent developments in Lebanon in the light of the 

regional uprisings in several Arab countries considering both their domestic and external 

dimensions. Lebanon, by many described as an example of quasi-democracy, seems not to 

have been directly affected by the winds of change in the region. These uprisings were 

apparently not an incentive to push this country towards a process of reforms. However, over 

the last three years, it seems that Lebanon has been forced to face its structural and 

geographical limits, going through a complex political and economic period. 

 

At the domestic level, Lebanon is facing the effects of a long political and institutional crisis 

that is putting under pressure the consociational system. From the ‘2008 events’ on, Lebanon 

has been witnessing a polarization of the confessional positions at the political level that is 

preventing the necessary reforms to make the system work better. This has been accompanied 

by a transformation (and crisis) of those communities that, more than others, had contributed 

to the building of the modern Lebanese State, namely the Maronite Christian community and 

the Muslim Sunni one. The former went through a marginalization process from the Taif 

agreements (1989 onward, and the Sunni community gradually lost its centrality in the 

Lebanese political (and social) spectrum, especially after the Hariri assassination (2005). This 

loss of power has resulted, among other things, in a radicalization of the fringes of the Sunnis 

society and the emergence of radical Sunni figures and groups that have polarized the 

political spectrum as well as transformed Lebanon’s northern borderland. In the context of 

the Syrian uprising mainly, some political forces have not hesitated to manipulate the Sunnis 

for electoral purposes. The discovery of this new self-image and the perception of their own 

weakness by many Sunni constituents is hardly bearable and acceptable for most of them. It 

is undoubtedly one element that explains radical mobilizations and that could contribute to 

change the consociational landscape. These elements, along with a renewed militarization of 

the Lebanese society have also gradually led to a resurgence of violence on the ground and to 

the emergence of new actors on the Lebanese scene.  

 

At the regional level the transformation of inter-Arab relations is having a major impact on 

Lebanon, where, among others, the spillover effects of the Syrian crisis are the most visible 

and the Iranian-Saudi rivalries are deeply impacting the Lebanese state. Another element that 

should be considered is related to the relationships between Lebanon and the Israeli State and 

the role that Hizbullah plays in these dynamics, between a political pragmatism on domestic 

policy and the anti-system posture at the international level. Finally, one should mention the 

transnational dimension of the problem of Syrian refugees and its specific implications in the 

Lebanese territory. 

 

Welcome papers  
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What were the consequences of the Arab uprisings on the Lebanese sectarian system, on its 

civil society and on its economy? What are the repercussions of the massive influx of Syrian 

refugees? How does this regional change impact the relationships between Lebanon and its 

neighbours? Is Lebanon able to stand in a neutral posture or will it be dragged into a larger 

regional conflict? 

These are just some of the questions that the panel would like to raise. As a result, the panel 

accepts contributions that, starting from such questions, address these issues from different 

theoretical and disciplinary perspectives. The aim is to launch a broad discussion on the 

current situation in Lebanon keeping in mind both the internal transformations and those at 

regional and international levels. 

We encourage contributions from young researchers who are gaining experience in the field 

and who wish to expose and discuss their own research. 

The directors of the panel are planning to give visibility to the results of the discussion 

through a publication of international impact level. 

 

 

Panel 9 

What Economic Changes? Theoretical Debates and Actors at 

stake in the MENA Region 
 

Direttori:  

Clara Capelli, Dipartimento di Scienze Economiche e Aziendali, Università di Pavia, 

clara.capelli@unipv.it 

Massimiliano Trentin, Dipartimento di Politica e Scienze Sociali, Università di Bologna 

 

The panel focuses on the economic dimension of the changes the MENA region has 

undergone over the last three years, since the 2011 protests. It will attempt to map out what 

has happened in the economic field, highlighting the role of the different actors involved, 

their objectives and interests and their theoretical view. The aim is to contribute to investigate 

a topic that has not yet been exhaustively analyzed by scientific research.  

  

The uprisings that have swept the MENA region in the last years have brought to the fore a 

number of social and economic issues to be urgently tackled. Protesters and demonstrators 

were not simply calling for the fall of authoritarian regimes in the name of freedom and 

democracy. They were also claiming the importance of social justice. Growing poverty, 

soaring costs of living, daunting unemployment – especially amongst youth – are in fact 

some of the main causes that fuelled social anger and lead people to take to the streets.  

Three years after the first wave of massive demonstrations and the fall of some authoritarian 

regimes, very little progress has been achieved in this domain. Most of the attention is paid to 

the soundness of public budgets, but the socio-economic conditions of the whole MENA 

region have been further worsening in terms of standards of living and opportunities. The 

debate on possible changes of the economic paradigm is extremely marginal.  

The panel focuses on the social and economic challenges that the region has been currently 

facing. Most of the state of art on the uprisings in the Middle East and North Africa mainly 

focuses on the ongoing political transformations, we aim to contribute with a different 

approach that investigates the relation between ideology and political economy. 

The main goal is to map out the main socio-economic changes undergone by the region, 

analyzing what has been done since 2011 in the field of social justice and, more specifically, 

to counteract poverty and promote employment. It is fundamental to understand what has 



been achieved so far and what kind of priorities have been added in the agendas of 

movements, parties and governments. A revolutionary process is supposed overturn the 

existing institutional structures and paradigms, this holds also for the domain of economy, the 

agents involved in it and the relations amongst them.  

In addition to that, we will be trying to analyze what kind of economic proposals and 

strategies Political Islam has developed and implemented since 2011. Particular attention will 

be devoted to the relation between capitalism and Political Islam, concentrating on both the 

theoretical debate and the solutions suggested so far. We intend to cast light on the stances of 

the different actors involved with respect to capitalism, international organizations’ 

conditionalities (IMF’s above all) and the most important and urgent socio-economic 

problems to manage. 

 

 

Panel 10 

The interest of analysing public management in North African 

countries under the governance framework 
 

Chairs 

Raquel Ojeda García (Univerisdad De Granada. Spain, rojeda@ugr.es) 

Victoria Veguilla Del Moral (Universidad Pablo De Olavide. Spain, wguilla@hotmail.com) 

Francesco Cavatorta (Université Laval. Canada, francesco.cavatorta@pol.ulaval.ca) 

 

Discussant 

Irene Bono (University of Turin) 

 

What are the last motivations of the Moroccan public policies in Western Sahara? Who 

benefits from the improvement of the water management in Tunisia? How do the European 

and western countries manage their public policies of cooperation and why do they decide to 

increase or finish their provision of aid to the North African countries? Which changes have 

been introduced in the financial policies and who promoted them? What kind of 

transformation has the security policy suffered in front of the insurgent actors in the Sahara 

and Sahel regions?  

In reality, studies of water management, financial improvements, and the changes to human 

resources in public administration have been made for political and academic reasons, but the 

main interest was to improve technical aspects of the public administration and to initiate a 

process of state modernization and change in the North African countries. Some international 

organizations, overall, OECD and World Bank, have launched neoliberal policies and 

published many reports about the results. The most important issues for the OECD in public 

governance are: policy making capacities, public finance, human resource management and 

the rule of law. However, our aim is to analyze how the public management improves or not 

legitimacy in North African states, under the framework of the governance.  

From this approach, public management is not only a technical/economical question (how to 

attract investment and support economic growth) but it is also an answer to the pressure of 

international organizations. However, the public management and the public policies and 

their implementation demonstrate progressive transformations in the public administration 

and the relationships between the citizens and the states. To take this analytical option means 

to open up the scientific debates to different issues, like of changing the decisional making 

processes, the representation of the target public in the institutional structures and the 



evolution of public culture - in brief, a way to implement  political change in North African 

states. 

 

 

Panel 11 

“Printemps arabe”: pourquoi l’effet domino n’a t-il pas eu lieu? 
 

Coordinateurs :  

Pierre Blanc (Sciences agro Bordeaux) 

René Otayek (Sciences Po Bordeaux, r.otayek@sciencespobordeaux.fr) 

 

Les soulèvements tunisien, égyptien, bahreïni, voire même la chute du colonel Kadhafi en 

Libye ont laissé entrevoir pour bon nombre de commentateurs et d’analystes un effet domino 

de la contestation qui, de pays en pays, devait avoir raison des pouvoirs autoritaires en place, 

souvent depuis des décennies, un peu partout dans le monde arabe. Force est cependant de 

constater que l’effet domino n’a pas eu lieu ou qu’il a été à tout le moins limité. Certes, 

l’onde de choc de la contestation a touché quasiment tous les pays arabes, selon des modalités 

et même des temporalités différentes, comme le montrent les exemples du Maroc, de 

l’Algérie, du Soudan et, cas extrême, de la Syrie. Mais, de manière générale, les 

autoritarismes arabes ont réussi à neutraliser la contestation, sinon à en limiter les effets sur 

leur stabilité, témoignant ainsi d’une résilience assez peu commune. 

Le panel proposé s’attachera donc à interroger cette résistance des autoritarismes arabes, en 

évitant bien évidemment le piège des schémas culturalistes et/ou essentialistes auxquels 

renvoie l’idée d’un « exceptionnalisme » arabe que bon nombre de travaux ont réfutée une 

fois pour toutes. Rompant également avec l’image d’un monde arabe uniforme, le panel 

privilégiera, au contraire, la prise en compte des dynamiques « nationales », voire locales, 

mais tout en articulant dynamiques du dedans et dynamiques du dehors (régionales, 

internationales) dont la combinaison est seule à même de rendre compte de la complexité du 

jeu des acteurs et des stratégies mises en œuvre pour assurer la durabilité du mode de 

régulation autoritaire. 

Dans cette perspective, les communications (6 au total) proposées dans le cadre de ce panel 

tenteront de comprendre pourquoi certains régimes autoritaires arabes ont résisté, quitte à 

adapter pour ce faire leurs dispositifs politiques, institutionnels, économiques, sécuritaires.  

 

Les interrogations  suivantes seront ainsi explorées : 

- De quel poids a pesé la rente (pétrolière, gazière, géopolitique, stratégique) dans ces 

stratégies de survie politique ? Et d’abord, les Etats rentiers (Algérie, Arabie saoudite, etc.) 

ont-ils mieux résisté que les autres (Maroc, Syrie, etc.) ? La distinction entre Etats rentiers et 

Etats non rentiers est-elle d’une absolue pertinence ? Plus généralement, quel a été l’impact 

de la « question sociale » dans les soulèvements arabes ? Et comment les pouvoirs 

autoritaires l’ont-ils affrontée ? 

- Les sources de légitimité (symbolique et charismatique) permettent-elles d’éclairer les 

différences de trajectoires entre Etats arabes ? Plus précisément, peut-on dire que les régimes 

monarchiques ont mieux résisté à la contestation démocratique que les régimes républicains, 

et, si oui, comment l’expliquer ? 

- L’épuisement du modèle autoritaire arabe (l’obéissance en échange de quelques 

éléments de welfare state de moins en moins évidents dans des sociétés en crise) et qui fut à 

l’origine de la chute des régimes de Ben Ali et de Moubarak n’est-il pas aussi la conséquence 

d’un déficit du politique ? Consubstantielle à l’autoritarisme, la dépolitisation, et donc le 



retrait du politique comme principe régulateur des relations entre l’Etat et la société, n’a-t-elle 

pas engagé, de longue date, un processus de « délitement de la Cité » que les pouvoirs 

autoritaires sont en mesure d’instrumentaliser pour durer, en délégitimant toute offre 

politique concurrente ? 

- La contestation politique a-t-elle, faute de canaux institutionnels d’expression, 

favorisé la fragmentation communautariste ? Les idéologies séculières du nationalisme 

radical (panarabisme, pansyrianisme, etc.) n’ont-elles été que de brèves parenthèses 

historiques aujourd’hui refermées par une sorte de « retour du refoulé », soit le réveil des 

assabiyyat communautaires, tel qu’il s’incarnerait en Irak, en Syrie, au Liban et même en 

Egypte et en Libye ? Autrement dit, les identités jouent-elles contre la démocratie ? 

- L’intime articulation entre géopolitique interne (au sein d’un même Etat) et 

géopolitique externe (régionale), observable notamment au Moyen-Orient mais aussi, avec 

ses particularités, au Maghreb, participe-t-elle aussi de la logique autoritaire en ce qu’elle 

constitue une ressource stratégique pour les pouvoirs en place et pour leurs oppositions 

(conflit syrien, crise irakienne, et leur extension à l’ensemble de la région) ? La rhétorique de 

la stabilité ne prend-t-elle pas le pas sur « l’enjeu démocratique », avec l’aval des grandes 

puissances régionales et internationales ? 

 

Les communications présentées dans ce panel combineront approches globales et études 

monographiques. Elles croiseront différentes démarches disciplinaires : science politique, 

géographie politique, géopolitique, droit, anthropologie. Les intervenants sont tous des 

spécialistes confirmés des terrains moyen-orientaux et maghrébins. 

 

Dissémination 

Les travaux issus de ce panel seront revus et éventuellement modifiés en vue de leur 

publication, sous la forme d’un dossier thématique, dans une revue spécialisée telle que 

Confluences Méditerranée par exemple. 

 

 

Panel 12 

Experimental and alternative urbanism in the MENA region: 

building a critical and ‘political’ research on the ‘new’ modes of 

making the city 
 

Directors:  

- Pierre-Arnaud Barthel, CNRS Latts, Université Paris-Est, barthelp@enpc.fr  

- Valérie Clerc, IRD, valerie.clerc@ird.fr 

 

This panel proposal focuses on the renewed forms to build the city in the MENA region. 

Without exhausting the adjectives to qualify these modes, it is possible to refer to: 

- the ‘environmental planning’, which refers to a field of emerging practices at the origin of 

the eco-districts or eco-cities; 

- the ‘resilient urbanism’ which is defined by the robustness of neighbourhood; 

- the ‘responsive urbanism’ which highlights the adaptive character of urban responses in 

informal settlements; 

- the participatory and ‘collaborative’ initiatives (bottom-up), which result in the action 

supported by local government and communities 

- more conventionally, the ‘sustainable’ urbanism. 

 



This panel will tackle two types of spaces. First are informal settlements, which represent an 

‘urban fabric’ where experimental forms and new methods are at work, because they are the 

most important part of the urban development of the Global South to come. 

 

The second type of space is related to major eco-projects (eco-districts or cities) in the 

MENA region, which have adopted in recent years ecological processes in the design and 

maintenance of the city, along with global strategies, or claim to do so. 

 

The major research hypothesis is that the MENA region shows at least since the 2000s, like 

other regions of the world, new forms of urbanism that, to varying degrees, bring weak but 

maybe harbinger/forerunner signals of change and innovation, driven by the concepts of 

environment and sustainability in its three fundamental dimensions. This is valid for both 

urban governance and the theoretical underpinnings of it, whereby professional training and 

the learning ways of doing, thinking and working on the city, shows some progressive 

changes. 

 

However, when contrasted to other regions of the world, the MENA seems to experience 

difficulties in ‘refreshing its software’ on regional, national and local theory and practice of 

urban planning. Moreover, new experiments (along with the so-called ‘best pratices’) lack 

replication and dissemination (construction of networks, impact on policy design and urban 

governance). 

 

The panel will seek to understand why. What renewed, experimental and/or alternative forms 

to build the city are emerging in the MENA?  Where do these changes and innovations 

appear? What are the obstacles? Where are the blockages? Which stakeholders resist to the 

replication of new modes? Why the voices of the pioneers find difficulties to be visible? How 

the gaps can be filled at the end? 

 

More specifically, the panel will thus focus on three angles of research: 

 

1) ‘Innovative’ or alternative urban planning project in the MENA region: a resurgence since 

the ‘Arab Spring’? 

 

2) False pretenses, obstacle and blocking in the implementation of projects: symptoms of 

contradictory principles? 

 

3) Alternative urbanism versus mainstream urbanism: change or inertia in the governance of 

cities? 

 

We seek contributions (English and French) with strong empirical basis, and advancing 

critical reflection. Insights from other cultural areas are welcome. Papers could be 

subsequently be published in a peer journal issue and/or synthesis in a specialized website. 

A more complete description of the panel is available in French on request 

 

 

Panel 13 

Public Policing the Middle East: Exploring the Micro-

Foundations of Regime Persistence in the Arab World 
 



Directors 

Steven Heydemann, Georgetown University 

Frédéric Vairel, University of Ottawa, Frederic.Vairel@uottawa.ca  

 

During the last three years, political landscapes of the Middle East have undergone sweeping 

changes, the outcomes of which remain uncertain. The popular uprisings of 2010-2011 

ignited a series of political changes, modifying political scenes, regimes, and their opponents. 

While the dynamics and effects of mass politics have received significant attention from 

researchers and the media, far less attention has been devoted to how Arab regimes have 

responded when confronted with the resurgence of politics from below. In order to assess 

regime dynamics, this panel will welcome theoretically-informed, first-hand inductive 

research into regime adaptations and modes of resilience in the Arab world, including 

transformations of regime practices linked to their efforts to repress and contain the effects of 

mass politics.  

 

The panel will address two core questions.  One concerns empirical evidence: the amplitude 

and profoundness of the “earthquake” needs assessment.  In other words, researchers on the 

region have to investigate how regimes coped with the uprisings, how they can assess the 

impact of reform trends on their ability to face the “wave” or reuse it to reform in order to 

sustain themselves, and how incumbents have set in motion policies in order to deal with the 

post-December 2010 Middle East.  The second concerns theoretical coherence. Regime 

responses to the resurgence of mass politics poses new questions about both the applicability 

of transitology and its limits, and about how the theoretical trajectory of the “post-

transitology” turn should unfold.  As autocracies have persisted across the region, despite the 

uprisings, regime adaptations to pressures for political and economic reform come to be seen 

not as indicators of potential openings, but as markers of authoritarianism transformed: 

practices of authoritarian governance that appropriated the forms of liberalization as elements 

of regime renewal.  

 

The Limits of Transitology and the Post-Transitology Turn 

For much of the 1990s, the assumptions underlying transitology shaped research programs on 

prospects for political change in the Arab world, despite a growing unease among scholars of 

the region about the appropriateness of the fit between Arab cases and the models generated 

to account for transitions to democracy in other world regions. 

 

Despite the prominence of transitology-inflected analysis, numerous studies describing 

different aspects of authoritarian reconfiguration appeared in the 2000s. From Morocco to 

Egypt and the Gulf, regimes were found to be undergoing profound reforms as a precondition 

for their own persistence. The strategic use of elections, democracy, human rights, and IMF 

economic recipes, to say nothing of the global war on terror, have been turned from 

constraints into resources by ruling elites determined to stay in power. The way regimes 

coped with their opposition – a mix of repression, divide and rule strategies, cooptation, 

tolerance, and arbitrary clamp downs, and, significantly, the “promotion” of civil societies 

that have increasingly become appendages of the state – all came to be seen as elements of 

authoritarian renewal. Throughout the region, emergent patterns of popular mobilization were 

effectively integrated into the new disciplines of regimes, blunting their potential to challenge 

the architecture and authoritarian weft of regimes. Despite the Washington-based 

expectations of democratic transformations led by reinvigorated Arab private sectors, the link 

between business and democracy is proving no less tenuous than that between civil society 

and democracy.   
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The Challenges of Post-Transitology 

The possibilities for fruitful investigation expand dramatically once we stop perceiving 

authoritarian persistence through the lens of a democratizing world, nevertheless the 

development of post-transitology research programs must still wrestle with meaningful 

analytic and conceptual challenges. The question we confront is not one of missing variables, 

or of too few cases and too many variables (Bellin, 2004), since authoritarian reforms have 

proven to be sufficiently widespread and sufficiently varied to permit robust comparative 

analysis. Nor is it a matter, as Anderson (2006) suggests, of “inversion:” simply taking the 

variables that we used to explain failures of democracy, turning them upside down, and 

applying them to explain authoritarian persistence. Rather, the analytic center of gravity of a 

focus on persistence and reform of authoritarianism draws our attention toward theoretically 

informed, inductive modes of analysis – research anchored in a keen interest in what is 

happening on the ground; an appreciation for the complexity evident in new practices of 

authoritarian governance; but also an awareness of the extent to which such practices can be 

framed in terms of emergent models, with elements that express degrees of similarity with 

authoritarian trajectories visible in a wide range of regimes. The issue is how we can 

investigate different processes of authoritarian reform and how this generates comparative 

analytic resources.  

 

The Social Sciences and MENA: Toward Two-way Interactions  

Much of the work devoted to the region uses case studies to validate existing theories (when 

“theory” or broader social sciences are discussed) and parts of it lack first-hand empirical 

content.  The idea of the panel proposed here would be to define how the MENA can be 

useful to social sciences at large, as a site for research that does not only “test” paradigms, 

but also enriches them on various topics, including the formation of expertise, policy transfer, 

mobilization of international resources, governance and its links with authoritarianism, to say 

nothing of privatization and modes of economic governance.  

 

The idea that MENA's social processes, formations, forms, etc. can be approached using 

analytic frameworks that have been developed by counterparts to explore related phenomena 

in other settings (but via case-studies rather than via cross-case or cross-regional 

comparisons) has some value, but is often limited. We define this as a one-way flow, in 

which scholars appropriate conceptual or analytic frameworks developed in a discipline and 

explore their application to MENA cases. 

 

Another strategy, one we feel has particular promise when applied to questions of 

authoritarian restructuring, would consist of a critical discussion between social scientists of 

MENA and the disciplines. In such an exchange, MENA scholars would focus precisely on 

those aspects of their cases that confound the general categories or conceptual frameworks 

developed on the basis of non-MENA experiences, and make an effort to explore the critical 

implications of their findings for these general categories or frameworks. They would map 

the gaps in theory and where it is irrelevant for their fieldwork. At the same time, they would 

make critical use of theory to highlight new enigmas and provide new problems and 

questions for the rest of the discipline. In that way, research on MENA is not just consuming 

the frameworks developed elsewhere in an un-reflexive fashion, but making sure that MENA 

experiences inform the general understandings that shape how research programs in the 

discipline develop more broadly. 

 

Investigating Authoritarian Reform 



Early conceptualizations of authoritarian regimes (e.g. Linz, 1975) were more eager to 

classify regimes or situate authoritarian rules in a continuum between totalitarian and 

democratic regimes than to examine the means of domination in these political situations, if 

we set apart various uses of violence as way to limit pluralism and contain mobilization. 

Because it is such a “real fact,” domination in authoritarian situations deserves the attention 

of social sciences. By-and-large, our knowledge of the various recipes of authoritarian reform 

or stabilization has progressed (Schlumberger, 2007) during the past few years, yet the 

uprisings call for renewed investigations about their backstage elaboration, implementation, 

and systemic implications. In other words, the question remains opened about the practices 

that constitute domination and how they work in these situations.  

 

If we aim at understanding how regimes maintain a starting point could be to understand 

them as “a set of sectors which sustain relations and transactions with each other, 

hierarchically organized and for this reason form a system” (Camau, Geisser, 2003). The 

question of policy making in the MENA – the way public policies are designed and 

implemented, the actors involved in this activity, their resources and careers, the tools they 

use for this purpose – will enlighten the relation of these policies with questions of resource 

allocation, domination, and regime maintenance, and at the same will reveal global trends.  

 

One area where integration between MENA cases and social sciences could have payoffs, 

concerns the literature on modes of capitalism, or more recently on capitalist diversity and the 

"recombinant" properties of modes of capitalism (see Crouch, 2005). A second concerns the 

production of social policy and social provision, a field which is very poorly developed in 

MENA. A third would be literatures on the practices of authoritarian governance that have 

emerged in relation to cases in other world regions, where we see attention to, for instance, 

the role of courts and law in authoritarian governance. A fourth would be on practices of 

authoritarian learning and the global diffusion of authoritarian practices (e.g. repression and 

the policing of protest). A fifth related area for engagement could be the role of international 

variables in the production and reproduction of authoritarian governance. Exploring how 

MENA regimes take advantage of their international environment situates the analysis at the 

crossroad of capitalist transformations and emergent approaches to economic development. 

The support or the “promotion” of authoritarianism does not rely only on bringing out 

material resources be they financial, military, or subsidized food, however. These are well-

known ingredients of the recipe of regime maintenance and ruling coalition building or 

strengthening. The international environment provides also cognitive resources – models of 

governance, modes of action, political mantras – which are less imposed than hybridized and 

accommodated in the different political settings of the region. If the relation between the 

Arab world and globalization is no more something new (Springborg, Moore 2001), there are 

some intellectual payoffs to be add in exploring how global prescriptions and modes of action 

are transformed into power technologies and their effects for domination: in other words how 

discourses, policy instruments, and specific political groups are linked together in 

frameworks of domination in specific sectors of activity (Kohstall, 2006). Given their 

obvious and massive effects on economic and social policies, economic privatizations have 

deserved much of scholars’ attention while other reforms (education, health, housing, human 

rights, and justice) could be revealing. 

A second point of entry that offers potential for analytic gains begins with the extraordinary 

proliferation of theories of authoritarian persistence in MENA that have emerged in the last 

decade, and how researchers might systematically test their competing claims. The expanding 

number of competing arguments about persistence of autocracy is an issue both of real 

interest but also, for the organizers of the panel, of real concern. Unlike our counterparts who 



studied bureaucratic authoritarianism in Latin America in the 1970s and 1980s, where a 

committed group of scholars interacted over the course of 10-15 years, developing and testing 

theories and working collectively to explain an important phenomenon through a coherent 

focus and a clearly-elaborated research program, what we have seen among scholars of 

authoritarianism in the Arab world is quite different. The study of Arab authoritarianism –and 

we are referring to the post-transitology turn in this field – has been marked by 

fragmentation, a lack of engagement among scholars with similar interests, the proliferation 

of competing theories, and no effort to test theories against one another or against careful 

assessment of empirical data. As a result, research on persistence shows much activity, but 

relatively little accumulation of knowledge (Mahoney and Reuschemeyer 2003).  

 

Objectives of the Panel: Toward Micro-Foundations 

The intent of the panel is to strengthen linkages between research that focuses on local 

processes of authoritarian restructuring and comparative research on contemporary 

transformations of economic and political governance. Contributors should make explicit the 

implications of their findings for theoretical debates in the disciplines, including – but not 

limited to – debates about: hybrid regimes, hyphenated forms of authoritarianism, state-

society relations under autocracy, post-welfare social policies, comparative capitalisms, labor 

market and social policy reform, institutions and governance, corruption, state violence and 

human security, and others that hold promise in generating comparative, theoretically-

engaged research on the micro-foundations of authoritarian persistence.   

 

Publication Plan 

January 2015 SeSaMO Conference : discussion of the book proposal, design of the book 

architecture, discussion of potential participants  

January-May 2015 : book proposal redrafting, contact to participants 

May-September 2015: first draft of the introduction, writing of substantial chapters 

summaries (3-4 pages). 

September 2015-October 2015: compilation of summaries and redirection of chapters (when 

necessary), second draft of the introduction. 

November 2015: book proposal submission (ECPR Press, ECPR/OUP Comparative Politics 

Series, Stanford University Press, Cambridge Comparative Series in Political Science, UCLA 

Press). 

 

 

Panel 14 

The Arab Springs and the West 

 
Directors: 

Dr. Domenico Copertino, University of Milano-Bicocca & Institut de Recherche sur le 

Maghreb Contemporain –Tunis, domenico.copertino@gmail.com  

Dr. Luca Nevola, University of Milano-Bicocca & Yemen College of Middle Eastern Studies 

 

Discussant: 

Prof Samir Khalil  

(Université Saint-Joseph - Beirut) 

 

Since the beginning of the so-called “Arab Springs” (late 2010), ‘The People want the fall of 

the Regime’ has become a widespread political motto, one that emphasizes clear-cut borders 
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for the political arena and a peculiar interpretive framework for the analysts. The ‘People’ 

have been constructed as a ‘collective agent’ in opposition to dictatorial, oppressive regimes. 

People's quest for social equality, freedom and dignity has been described as an ascending, 

liberating movement: a movement from tyranny to democracy and development. 

 The focus on this dyadic model − the one opposing people and regimes, democracy and 

dictatorship − clarifies much. Yet this panel argues that a deeper insight into the Arab Springs 

can be obtained widening the borders of this political arena and focusing on the dialogical 

relationship between the West and the Arab Springs. This relationship is overwhelmingly 

influenced and shaped by political and economic factors, which nonetheless do not 

exhaustively account for it. Hence this panel aims to trigger a critical dialogue on the 

meanings and poignancy of the constructions of the ‘Occidental Other’, as part of a broader 

reflection on abiding ideas and forces shaping people’s imaginations and their existential 

quests. 

We encourage contributors to this panel to link the micro-study of lived experience, cultural 

meanings and practices with the analysis of linkages and broader historico-political 

processes. The papers could focus on two antithetical strategies that entangle knowledge and 

power in the construction of the relationship with the ‘imagined Other’: 1) borrowing 

knowledge from the ‘Occidental Other’ through historical and local reinterpretation; 2) 

producing knowledge of the Occidental Other through essentialist and timeless images and 

representations.  

1) Western ideas about democracy, development, human rights and so on, are often conveyed 

via political and economic channels, thus ensuring their hegemonic function and their 

univocal interpretation. Yet, during the Arab Springs, these very same ideas have undergone 

a process of transformation, acquiring new meanings within the historical experiences and 

practices of the social actors who ‘borrowed’ them. This process can be exemplified through 

the notion of ‘civil society’ and the way it has been rephrased in the politico-religious context 

of the da‘wa activism.  Many forms of democratic participation can be clustered around the 

broader definition of “civil society”. This concept has been thoroughly debated in 

anthropology, and studies from North African and Middle Eastern contexts have contributed 

to the deepening of its complex definition. Although several studies about Near East civil 

societies focus mainly on the activities and discourses of secularist organizations, we invite 

contributors to this panel to focus also on the activities of democratic participation of non-

secularist associations and movements. Following this lead, participants to this panel are 

invited to discuss such concepts as ‘civil society’ and ‘public sphere’ through reference to 

different forms of democratic participation, such as the youth activism in social media 

debates, the street demonstrations, the struggle for political freedom conducted by traditional 

secularist and Islamic political parties, the middle-classes involvement in the movements for 

change, the popular struggles for labour rights, social justice and equity, the role of the army 

in the revolutionary process. Through comparison and categorization of these practices under 

the broader category of democracy, the latter is going to be deepened in its complexity and 

through reference to the explicit formulation of social actors, that in some cases refuse this 

concept or discard it as a Western neo-colonial ideology and rather use such concepts as 

hurriya (freedom), karama (dignity), ‘adl (justice).  

2) Edward Said's Orientalism has sparked a heated debate about the image of the Orient that 

Western academics have produced and presented. Two points are central to Said's criticism: 

Oriental studies stress the Orient's radical separation from the West and they invest the Orient 

with timeless essentialism. Moreover, these orientalist representations need to be understood 

in the wider framework of the political and economic relations between the West and the 

Near East. As many scholars have noted, a formal structure underpins the ‘grammar’ at work 

in the long historical process of Westerners representing ‘the Orient’ to themselves. 



Basically,  this grammar opposes two essentialised entities in a process of self-definition by 

opposition with the Other. This very same grammar is reversed in a specular way in what we 

will call Occidentalism: the process of Orientals representing the West in timeless and 

essentialised ways. This process is not merely a ‘formal’ or a ‘structural’ one. Rather, it is 

inherently political, involving a complex cluster of relationships between the West and the 

Middle East, and within the Middle East contexts themselves. Moving a step forward, we 

argue that these images and representations of the West are always constructed in light of 

local political structures and debates.  

 

This panel calls scholars to contribute papers that focus on the concepts and practices of 

Occidentalism, emphasizing the social, political, economic and religious factors that lead to 

Occidentalist constructions of the Other during the Arab Springs and their aftermath. How 

has the West been constructed and represented within different Islamic traditions and 

theological currents, within different political ideologies and social media debates, within the 

so-called ‘civil society’? How are images of the West employed in processes of selfing / 

othering? How do people contextually mobilize these images of the West for political or 

religious purposes? How do these images and representations emerge as the product of an 

internal field of political forces and struggles?  

Following the conference, contributors are invited to develop their papers into publishable 

articles, that are going to be submitted to specialized journals that could be interested in 

publishing a special issue on the topics of the conference. The journal Antropologia, whose 

publishing management is located in Milan-Bicocca University, could be chosen to this end. 

 

 

Panel 15 

Tra inclusione e radicalizzazione: l’Islam radicale dopo il 2011 
 

Direttori: 

Lorenzo Vidino (Center for Security Studies, ETH, Zurigo) 

Stefano M. Torelli (Research Fellow, ISPI, Stefano.torelli@ispionline.it) 

 

Il Vicino Oriente e il Nord Africa stanno attraversando una fase di cambiamenti politici, 

istituzionali, economici e sociali, destinati a rimodellare in parte gli equilibri della regione e 

quelli interni alle singole realtà statuali. Gli effetti delle rivolte del 2011 si stanno ancora 

manifestando e, a tre anni dalla cosiddetta “Primavera araba”, sono ancora molte le incognite 

che pesano sul futuro dei Paesi in via di democratizzazione. In questa fase, sono emersi anche 

nuovi attori come risultato di una parziale liberalizzazione del mondo socio-politico e di una 

maggiore partecipazione ai processi di trasformazione in atto. Tra i nuovi attori, sicuramente 

quelli afferenti al cosiddetto Islam politico hanno assunto una rilevanza mai sperimentata 

precedentemente, che coinvolge anche Paesi non toccati direttamente dalla “Primavera 

araba”, come ad esempio è il caso del Marocco. Allo stesso tempo, tuttavia, lo stesso fronte 

dell’islamismo ha già subìto delle divisioni interne, derivanti da diversi modi di concepire la 

propria missione politica e di raggiungere i propri obiettivi all’interno dei nuovi quadri 

politico-istituzionali. Si sono così delineati due maggiori schieramenti: uno cui ci si riferisce 

generalmente come quello mainstream, composto da quelle forze politiche – che spesso si 

rifanno alla Fratellanza Musulmana – che hanno accettato di entrare a far parte della vita 

pubblica e istituzionale del contesto in cui si trovano; un altro con caratteristiche più anti-

sistemiche, che solo per semplicità viene fatto rientrare all’interno della cosiddetta galassia 

salafita, ma che a sua volta risulta diviso in diverse categorie. 
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Come si è sviluppato – e, in parte si sta tuttora sviluppando – il rapporto tra queste due anime 

dell’Islam politico nei diversi contesti nazionali di appartenenza? Quali sono gli obiettivi e le 

strategie di azione delle nuove forme di islamismo? Che influenza ha il rapporto tra Islam 

politico istituzionalizzato e salafismo sull’evoluzione dei processi di transizione – non in tutti 

i casi di democratizzazione – in corso? Infine, come si sta evolvendo la galassia salafita 

jihadista nell’area e come sta sfruttando le nuove opportunità di manovra offerte dalla 

destabilizzazione di alcuni teatri come la Libia e la Siria? L’attenzione sarà inoltre rivolta 

anche al processo di moderazione o radicalizzazione che sta interessando le diverse realtà del 

salafismo (jihadista e non) e alle strategie messe in campo dai diversi attori nel rapportarsi a 

queste realtà. Se in alcuni casi, come ad esempio nell’Egitto pre-Morsi, l’inclusione dei 

movimenti salafiti nel processo politico ha portato alla loro parziale moderazione, in altri – si 

pensi al caso della Tunisia, con la messa al bando del movimento salafita Ansar al-Shari‘a – 

la progressiva repressione di tali movimenti potrebbe condurre a una radicalizzazione 

rischiosa per la buona riuscita del processo di democratizzazione tuttora in via di definizione. 

La seconda domanda di ricerca del panel, dunque, è volta a indagare come cambino 

l’ideologia e le pratiche di questi movimenti a seconda della repressione o meno subìta dai 

rispettivi contesti istituzionali e dei cambiamenti sistemici dell’area. Tali questioni assumono 

una rilevanza sempre maggiore, nella misura in cui il rapporto delle istituzioni con gli attori 

dell’Islam politico e la progressiva radicalizzazione delle formazioni salafite potranno 

influenzare direttamente l’evoluzione delle transizioni in corso. 


