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BALANCE OF POWERS AND «FLEXIBLE ALLIANCES»
IN THE SOUTH-EAST MEDITERRANEAN

The region of the South-East Mediterranean (SEMED), which includes
Arab and non-Arab states, is an important component of international
relations and the world economy. This area is traditionally characterized by a
high level of conflict potential. There are no completely isolated, purely
national problems here: if they arise in one corner of the region, they often,
in a more acute form, are reproduced in other places.

The formation of the current balance of powers here was launched by the
Arab Spring in 2011. The revolutionary events have led to the destabilization
of a number of Arab countries, including Syria, Libya, Yemen, with the
further devastating civil wars. «Power vacuumy» resulted in activation of
radical Islamist movements and non-state actors, which play significant role
in the formation of regional alliances. New centers of power of non-Arab
origin have also emerged here: Iran, Turkey, and Israel. Nowadays, at least
six countries — Iran, Turkey, Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Israel, and Egypt — view
each other as adversaries, friends, or potential allies in the regional balance
of power. Competition between these states prevents any of them from
becoming a regional hegemon. Finally, the gradual distance of Washington
from the SEMED along with the growing influence of Russia and China here
has led to greater autonomy of regional actors [2].

Under the influence of these regional and global transformations,
traditional power structure in the SEMED has given the way to new types of
interaction and various forms of ad-hoc collaboration. So-called «flexible
alliances» arose here, which do not fall under the classic definition of an
alliance. «Flexible alliances» are an informal blocks of states (and non-state
actors) with common security interests. They respond sensitively to changes
in the environment and adapt to the new political landscape. The rivalry
between them also becomes flexible. Traditionally hostile actors can
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temporarily unite around a specific threat without recognizing each other as
allies [7].

The current balance of power in the SEMED is based on two axes of
confrontation: the Sunni-Shia, which is traditional for the region, and the
intra-Sunni, which is a relatively new phenomenon.

The first axis, the Sunni-Shia, is the 40-year struggle of Sunni states
(Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Egypt, Morocco, Jordan, etc.) against the so-called
«axis of resistance» led by Iran. This confrontation can be viewed both
through a religious prism and through the prism of the balance of powers.
The religious factor is used by these powers as a tool for the implementation
of political tasks, such as the mobilization of the population around their
regimes and regional dominance. The confrontation between Shiite and
Sunni blocs has intensified significantly since the Arab Spring [1].

Another axis of regional confrontation is the split within the Sunni camp
itself, which was caused by the events of 2011. Since then, the Saudi Arabia
and the UAE on the one hand, and Qatar and Turkey on the other, have
started a struggle for regional dominance, supporting local proxies
throughout the Sunni world. The boycott of Qatar has deepened the split in
the Sunni block and strengthened the alliance between Doha and Ankara [3].

On this basis three alternative alliances were formed: Shia, pragmatic
Sunni and radical Sunni. The interaction between these blocs in the form of
diplomatic struggle, open confrontation or balancing explains all major
political and strategic processes in the region.

The first alliance, the so-called «Shia axis», includes Iran, the Assad
regime in Syria, and Iranian proxies in the region: Hezbollah in Lebanon,
Islamic Jihad in Gaza Strip, Yemeni Houthis and Shiite proxies in Iraq.
This alliance consists of only two countries, and the rest of the participants
are non-state actors. Despite this, the Shia bloc is the most organized and
cohesive among the three [5].

The second regional alliance is a bloc of Sunni pragmatic countries.
It includes Egypt, Jordan, Morocco, Saudi Arabia and other Arab
monarchies, excluding Qatar. Israel has joined this group in 2020. They are
interested in the containment of Iran, the Muslim Brotherhood (including
Hamas) and their sponsors — Turkey and Qatar. This alliance, given the
diversity of its members, is the most controversial and unstable one [6].

The third one is the radical Sunni alliance, represented by Turkey, Qatar,
the Muslim Brotherhood and Hamas. The members of this alliance support
Muslim Brotherhood’s Islamist ideology and maintain relations with Iran.
This fundamentally distinguishes this block from pragmatic Sunni camp,
which sees both the Brotherhood and Teheran as a threat to their stability
and regional security [4].

35



The unstable nature of these alliances contributes increasingly to
unpredictable nature of the region. The rivalry extends to all major regional
conflicts, in particular, in Syria, Yemen and Libya, which greatly
complicates the prospects of their resolution.

We can assume that the traditional axis of the Sunni-Shia confrontation
in the region will remain relevant, as well as the Israeli-Iranian one. Tehran’s
destabilizing role in the SEMED, along with its nuclear program, will
remain a powerful factor for the further consolidation of the anti-Iran bloc.
As for the relations between the Sunni camps, there may be some shifts
towards normalization. The end of the boycott of Qatar by pragmatic Sunni
regimes and Turkey’s attempts to normalize relations with them, as well as
with Israel in 2021, are clear indicators of this tendency.

Relations in the US — Russia — China triangle will have an equally
important influence on the regional situation. In this context, the change in
the global security system as a result of the Russia’s war in Ukraine is of
particular importance. The international isolation of Russia will directly
affect the dynamics of regional processes. Countries of the SEMED will
have to adapt to the new international order, which may lead to another
reconfiguration of the regional balance of power.

This research was conducted in the framework of «The Ring of
Mediterranean: Region Studies» Project Ne 101047919 — MEDITERreg —
ERASMUS-JMO-2021-HEI-TCH-RSCH.
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J[ninposcwvrozo nayionanvrozo ynisepcumemy imeni Onecs I onuapa

JHIMMPOIIETPOBIIINHA I KYBA Y 1960-X — 1980-X PP.

38’513k CPCP 3 «octpoBoM CBoOOIM» y yacu X0JOIHOI BiffHM OyIu «Ha
BICTpi» HE TUIPKM y TOJITHUYHOMY pO3pi3i, a OXOIUTIOBAIM MPAKTHYHO YCi
HampsiMu ~ criBrpani. Ile BinOwimocs Ha IOCTIKEHHAX ICTOPHKIB, sIKi
pansTHCHKO-KyOMHCHKHAM BiTHOCHHAM TIPHUCBATHIIN HE OJHY COTHIO ITyOTiKaIii
pizHoro o6¢sary. CrocoBHo Ky6wm, To BimHOCHHN 3 HEf0 YKpaiHN NOTIIMHAINCS
COIO3HMM piBHEM, IO OyJ0 BIACTUBUM JUISL JOCITIKEHHS MiKHAPOIHUX
3B’s13kiB CPCP 3 pisHHME KpaiHam¥ (IK, HAIPUKIIAM, TUCEPTAIlist KyOMHCHKOTO
nociinauka, 3axumena B CPCP [5]). «tOgineiinay gara momiii Kapubcerkoi
kpu3u 1962 p. akryamizye TeMy Ta CIOHYKa€ BECTH PO3MOBY HE TiIBKH
PO TI100aMbHy MOJITHKY Ta il MPOBIMHUX T'PaBIiB, & i HE TaKUX MOMITHHX,
1 MPaKTHYHO HEBIIOMUX OIJIBIIOCTI, y9acHUKIB BiHOCHH 3 Ky06ot0.

Tema perioHanbHOrO BUMIPY YKpaiHCHKO/paITHCHKO-KYOHMHCHKUX BiTHOCHH
3alpOINIOHOBaHa y MeXax JMOCHDKEHHS MDKHapOJHUX 3B’si3KiB JIHinpo-
neTpoBchKoi obmacti y 1945-1991 pp. Mera mi€i po3BiikKM — BHCBITIMTH
OCHOBHI HanpsiMu 3B’s13KiB perioHy 3 Ky6oro y 1960-x — 1980-x pp. Indopma-
[iiiHy 0a3y MOCIIHKEHHS CKJIAM MaTepiaiyd PEriOHATBHOTO MOXOJKECHHS —
npecu Ta ¢poHniB epxasHoro apxiBy JHinponeTpoBcekoi obmacti (IALO).

AKTHBHA  paIsSHCHKO-KyOMHCBHKAa  CITIBIIpAms  po3modanacs — MicCIs
BiTHOBJICHHS JUILIOMATHYHUX BiTHOCHH JepkaB y TpaBHi 1960 p. i cTpiMko
Habupana o6epTu. IX 3akoHOZABYY OCHOBY CKIlala HH3Ka yroj, peajisallis
SKUX TOKJajmamacs W Ha YkpaiHy. Martepiamm, sKki poO3KpHBAarOTH
0COOJNMBOCTI 3JIaMy BEJHMKOI MOJNITHKM Ha JIOKaJbHOMY/pPETiOHAILHOMY
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