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Abstract  

Emergence of Islamic State in the Middle East and its proliferation into Syria has created 

a menace. Unlike other insurgent movements, IS is the outcome of socio-religious 

malaise, rather to be motivated by socio-political spheres. This paper is aimed to explore 

the relationship between external actors and how the ruckus paved the way for genesis of 

insurgent movement in Syria? The intrusion of Iraq created security vacuum. It flamed 

the dilemma of ethno-sectarian discord in the region. Assad’s reforms to counter security 

lapses alienated the Sunni community in Syria while US role in promoting democracy in 

the Middle East created a conducive environment for IS insurgents to exploit.  

Keywords: US, Syria, Iraq, Islamic State (IS), State Institutions, Insurgency and Arab 

Spring 

Introduction 

Middle East, probably, is passing through the darkest hours of its history. The autocratic 

regimes of Egypt, Tunisia, Libya and Yemen had been hacked-off from their offices after 

126 years of long rule (Afzal, 2017). The Assad‟s 40years regime is struggling against 

popular demand, whether true or other way around is a matter to be discussed, but 

Western‟s perceived it as a menace for democratic ideas. The “December 2010 winter” 

(Arab uprising) has the capacity to wash-away the so called authoritarian malaise. The 

bloody and relentless civil wars in Arab states (Arab uprising) had/has spill-over effect 

on Syrian stability as well. 

Generally, the deplorable situation of Levant States in Middle East has its root in the 

“Original Sin” imperial powers committed after WWI of whom Fromkin (1989) speak of 

“peace to end all peace” (Hinnebusch, 2014). The pharisaical “Greater Middle East” and 

the denuclearization campaign by American had/has pushed the region into further chaos. 

US sanctions, since 1990s, and invasion 2003 of Iraq proved the realist stance of anarchy 

in International Politics. Similarly, the „mother of democracy is the biggest hypocrisy‟ 

maybe, because, whenever the Americans get confused in policy making, especially in 

uni-polar world, usually they intervene a country as an experiment, to test whether that 

policy will work or not and, then just came with five words “S-O-R-R-Y” with five 

thousands irrelevant arguments and preaching of “good intensions”.  
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After US humiliation of Iraq in 2003, certain drastic changes occurred at domestic level 

of Syrian regime as well. The US armed forces created a power vacuum by alienating 

Sunni and Kurdish north, which empowered the radical Sunni to infiltrate the country 

(Bloem, 2017). To some academicians, this move was on purpose in order to maintained 

the influence and prestige; facilitate Israel from where they can borrow financial support; 

oil monopoly; challenging Russian interest; and, to ensure the smooth and reliable 

business of Military Industrial Complexes. US military though co-opted and empowered 

the local tribes but at the same time did no-thing to stop the Shi‟a and Sunni militias 

when they were capturing the military and other security forces resources and personnel 

(Bassil, 2012). US also rejected the Assad government, instead of constituting or 

implementing a balance between Kurds, Shi‟a and Sunnis. It is necessary to mentioned 

here that when Nouri al-Maliki government in Iraq and Assad in Syria were welcomed by 

Iran, US along with Saudi Arabia took a U-turn and considered the regime as an Iran 

proxy there-by making Damascus and Lebanon the main battle-ground once again 

(Berzins, 2013). 

Historical Legacy: Spill-Over-Effect of Iraq War and Syrian Crisis 

The Iraq suffering of sanctions and Syrian failure of peace process drove both the parties 

to modus Vivendi after long time of antagonism. Assad‟s regime lacked the finances and 

resources, and his counter-part Saddam Hussein was in desperate need of markets due to 

sanctions. To escape menace, the long closed oil pipelines and routes were reopened 

which flourished not only the Syrian businessmen but the Iraqi as well. What about US 

animosity? So, US invaded Iraq, which Syrian opposed because she was aware of the 

former “good intention” (Berzins, 2013). US knew that Middle East is a chess-board but 

what are the arrangements of pieces?  It depends upon the Congress mood. The invasion 

and brutal humiliation of Iraq triggered the burden of refugees on Syria, as well as the 

elements of Islamist militants, jihadis and Ba‟th party. The US also encouraged Syria for 

providing shelter to Iraqi refugees; like it was a message that we will slowly poisoned 

you by destroying the country from its very roots (society)  (Fearon, 2007). 

Initially in 2004, Syrian welcomed the US-appointed Iraq Prime Minister Allawi, Prime 

Minister Nouri al-Maliki, Muqtada al-Sadr and Abdul Aziz al-Hakim. She also even 

welcomed Iraqi President Jalal Talabani, a stanched supporter of Kurdistan movement. 

The 2009 Prime Ministers exchange visits and meetings between Iraq and Syria; ethno-

religious, political and economic cooperation; and, peace settlement was the corner stone 

in modus Vivendi (Cavatorta, 2012). But when Maliki blamed Syrian-backed Iraq Ba‟th 

party for intervention in Baghdad peace process, especially devastating bombings 

followed by recalling Iraq‟s ambassador, the rapprochement received a huge set-back. US 
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played the role of silent spectator by doing nothing to show the world that we only play 

the role of catalyst in any of these conflicts (Syrian Civil War, 2017). 

The Saudi Arabia and Syria supported Allawi (Iraqiya, Sunni) in the elections of 2010, 

but once again Assad switched support to Maliki after election in order to support the 

peace process in Baghdad and isolate Iraq‟s government from uprising in Syria  (Bassil, 

2012). The uprising in Syria provoked the regional player‟s, brewing regional political 

structure with a new twist. Saudi Arabia and Egypt aligned themselves with US and pro-

Western stance tacitly including Israel and, the counterpart Iran-led axis including Syria, 

Hama and Hezbollah (Hinnebusch, 2014). At first the later (Iran-led axis) seemed 

successful in legitimizing the Syrian government but then it proved fleeting. 

Deconstruction of Syria 

Iraq and Syrian deconstruction almost followed the same path albeit; there was difference 

in some internal and external dynamics, which became dominant almost a decade later. 

The Syrian uprising showed the mirror image of regime‟s configuration of social and 

economic confusion or imbalance  (Haword, 2011)..  The rural and urban socio-economic 

cum ethno-political cleave was the determining factor which sparked the uprising. The 

era of eighties and nineties showed enormous discontent and discrimination (Fearon, 

2007).  However, the succession of Bashar al-Assad‟s in 2000 swing the way of optimism 

that he may introduced some socio-political reforms. But surround by Western proxies 

and regional pressure, he stuck himself with regime consolidation and failed to address 

the ethno-economic vulnerabilities. The fate of policy was even worse, i.e. regime 

destabilization (Idris, 2016). Since, Allawi officers in the Sunni-majority society were in 

dominance, the nationalization policy and land reform favored the contrasting parties to 

lower their antagonism and strengthened the regime nationalist foreign policy 

(Hinnebusch, 2007). However, the US sanction and invasion of Iraq had spill-over effect 

on Syrian society. The ongoing overtures in Iraq, Lebanon humiliation and Syrian 

opposition, isolated Assad from the West, leaving the regime on the blessing of Gulf 

countries. Moreover, the isolation of regime created un-employment dilemma, population 

growth and refugees from Iraq. Last but not the least, was the role of Gulf countries 

where-by they were supposed to help instead of fuelling further sectarianism in the 

unfortunate country (Hinnebusch, 2014). 

The complexity of situation obliged Assad to purge the prominent Sunni leader in the 

society and to concentrate power into his own family clan. To dump the last possibility, 

he also curtailed and curbed the role of peasant and party workers, consequently erupting 

large mob and uprising (Holliday, 2013). Traditional Islamist interpreted the economic 

liberalization as a secular move on the part of Assad. Later-on, the moderate Islamic 



Jawad Khan Shinwari, Ahmad Ali,&  Khurshaid 

 

50 

groups also showed the disagreement with the capitalist‟s design of reforms. The 

environment of turmoil formulated power vacuum for civil war and through spilled over 

effect various al-Qaida (The Islamic state of Iraq and Al-Sham-ISIS) avatars stepped-in, 

making the Syrian ground a breeding place for trans-state jihadist insurgencies (Syrian 

Civil War, 2017). 

The most confusing and complex question come to everyone‟s mind is: if the Arab 

uprising was aimed at uprooting the authoritarian regime and executing the democratic 

values which Americans were conducting in Iraq then why did Syria not faced the similar 

fate? To blame westerns and regional proxies it would be unjust with topic. Writer 

focused the political and institutional development and its role in the emergence of ISIS 

in Syrian regime (Bassil, 2012). 

State Institutions of Syria: an Assessment of Assad’s Regime 

Since its inception in 1946, Syrian observed many bitter stages of political instability. 

From Arab nationalism to many military coups, Syrian perished a lot until the “Syrian 

Corrective Revolution” in 1970 brought Hafez al-Assad, Arab Socialist Ba‟th Party 

member, to power. The Hafez‟s regime was totalitarian autocracy with one party system 

i.e. the president was all-in-all in charge of military and security institutions, public 

administration, the People‟s Assembly, the council of Ministers, the judiciary, trade and 

media and other socio-economic sphere were directly controlled by his office (Maylam, 

2017). However, with the succession of power in 2000, Bashar al-Assad son of Hafez‟s 

seemed to be liberal and progressive but still, some contents of repression and totalitarian 

design of rules were prevailing in his regime mainly due to Ba‟thist control of central 

administration which propelled country into civil war (Hinnebusch, 2007). 

The state bureaucracy and administration were developed even before Hafez‟s Presidency 

in 1970. During three decades of his government, Hafez denounced the cronyism of 

corruption and refashioned the state administration and hierarchical structure of 

bureaucracies. Though the state institutions were lined-up on the fashion of totalitarian 

design i.e. Hafez‟s photos were necessary in government offices and public property, but 

still, the services they provided were smooth and consistent (Ghadbian, 2001).  Western 

circles usually criticized the public sector in Syria under the lingo of Human Rights and 

other related documents. For instance, state-owned education system (schools, colleges 

and university), health sector, registration of newborns, pension and real estate property, 

but the fact is, every sovereign state or so-called civilized countries are controlling the 

aforementioned sectors one way or another. Flourishment of democracy, socialism or any 

other form of government depend on people willingness and the comfort they find within 

the system, rather than the notion that democracy or other form of government is right 
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and the rest should be vanished. The fact lies in the tremendous enlargement of Syrian 

public sector – from 1970s to 2010, about 1.4 million employees were estimated under 

government payroll – and their function in delivering services. Even, when the uprising 

and civil war broke out in the country, the institutions seemed integrated (Holliday, 

2013). 

Since the uprising, the regime consolidated itself within these state institutions and saved 

Syria from total collapse despite of the fact that she lost certain territories to insurgent 

groups. In an interview with BBC, February 2015, Assad stated, “It wasn‟t about me to 

survive, it was about Syria.” The regime and state survival under multitude of uproars 

and brouhaha implies the stability and functioning of state institutions (Syrian Civil War, 

2017). The minister for Higher Education in November 2014, for instance, praised the 

role and accomplishment of universities in graduating about 50,000 students per years 

even during these years of disquiet. Similarly, in January 2015, when Western city of 

Homs complaint about gas shortage, state delivered massive resources and men power to 

ensure the proper functioning of not only gas shortfall but, other social services like state-

owned water treatment plants, hospitals, educational institutions, bakeries, food related 

markets and shops, and other basic facilities required (Khaddour, 2015). 

Bashar al-Assad’s Political Reforms and Syrian Menace 

Westphalian concept of nation-state implies the sovereignty of state in its affairs both in 

theory and up to some extant in practices as well. Assad‟s succession to power and his 

willingness in reforming the state institutions concerning public affairs seemed legal in 

the pretext of United Nations General Principles and Westphalian pact. However, to some 

the power influence and state interests are necessary up to such that, if it should be done 

on the cost of destroying another whole nation, let be it. Putting aside the regional 

dynamics, Assad was the strong candidate for reforms (Humud, 2018). As critics and 

diverse reactions to new policies is business as usual, Ba‟thist interpreted the reforms as 

an attack on regime core values, while anti-Ba‟thist political rivals and certain other 

Sunni Muslim communities demanded the theocratic type of system by dismantling the 

secular norms within the regime. Yet, the Western educated and youthful Assad was 

successful in implementing certain socio-economic reforms. “Damascus Spring” giving 

some relief to citizens despite of the fact that Assad was surrounded and dependent on 

Ba‟thist of whom majority were reluctant toward the cause (Anderson, 2015). 

Assad‟s reforms brought ray of hope among different ethnic and sectarian communities. 

Political prisoners were released, mainly the regime and Assad‟s sympathizers and some 

Islamist in order to reduce the sectarian gap. Since, during initial time of his government, 

Assad did not have any organized support and constituency outside the Ba‟th party, he 
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built strong relations with businessmen and initiated many scheme like government 

sponsored NGOs to attract the rural workers, youth, civil societies and students 

(Holliday, 2013). Fund for Integrated Rural Development of Syria (FIRDOS) and Syrian 

Trust for Development were among them which welcomed the scattered society. To 

motivate and educate student, youth and especially children, Assad‟s wife Asma al-Assad 

played a remarkable role. The regime was also successful in controlled economic reforms 

and subsequent liberalization of market which attracted foreign investors, new markets 

and international organizations like UNICEF and UNDP. Although, the education and 

health sectors were maintained free, to this day, keeping in view the critical importance 

of education in social foundation and empowerment (Anderson, 2015). 

In response, various political opposition groups and critical discussion forum were 

established like National Dialogue Forum, Atassi Forum and Kawakibi Forum. These 

forums mainly focused on demanding more democratic reform and civil rights. But, they 

were suppressed because military intelligence saw some conspirators in these groups. 

However, with the intrusion of Iraq, Syrian founded themselves a sandwich between 

America and Israel to whom they have a long history of hostility (Singh, 2017). Huge 

refugees‟ influx from Iraq to Syria was rewarded with US sanction based on accusation 

of backing Iraqi resistance groups. It is not a new phenomenon, business as usual by 

Americans, as we had seen in Afghan War, 1980s and sanctions on Pakistan, 1990s 

despite of helping her in proxy war and refugees generosity. Moreover, the 2005 

withdrawal from Lebanon pushed the opposition of Syria into single camp. “Damascus 

Declaration”, largest opposition gathering after 1963 protest, demanded further 

democratic reforms including – “the statement began with assertion that Ba‟thist rule had 

disempowered people, claiming that the authorities monopoly of everything for more 

than 30 years has established an authoritarian, totalitarian and cliquish regime that has led 

to a lack of [interest in] politics in society, with people losing interest in public affairs. 

The Declaration called for establishment of a democratic national regime …peaceful, 

gradual, founded on accord and based on dialogue and recognition of the 

other”(Anderson, 2015). The Declaration emphasized on abolishing the special courts, 

martial law, emergency law and, trade union; and, popular organization to be freed from 

state and Ba‟th party custodianship. In addition, demand for new constitution, free and 

fair election for Constituent Assembly based on political majority was echoed  

(Khaddour, 2015). 

The opposition unity did not last long. Initially, the Muslim Brotherhood, Marxists 

(Communist Action and Social Union) and liberal-Kurd Parties seemed optimistic in their 

approach. But, later on, the Muslim Brotherhood created a separate “Salvation Front” in 

2006 and then left altogether the opposition side in 2009 (Weinberger, 2017). Marxist 

showed disagreement with liberal-Kurd Parties during 2007 Damascus Declaration‟s 
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National Council on the issue of “external Factors”, the later than formed the Kurdish 

Political Council in late 2009. Once the opposition fragmented apart, regime did the rest 

i.e. Radio Sawa and Al Hurza (US funded channels) were closed in 2005 and Atassi 

Forum was removed as well (Anderson, 2015). 

Following the uprising in Tunisia and Egypt, Assad was quick in introducing reforms, 

just two months before the mob broke-out in Syria, he said, “if you don‟t see the need of 

reforms before what happened in Egypt and Tunisia, it‟s too late to do any reforms”. New 

reforms like, municipal and general elections agenda, new media wing and empowerment 

of NGO‟s were introduced in Syria. Moreover, guarantee of improving educational and 

social sectors; creating a balance between Sunni majority and Shi‟a minority through 

proper share in government institutions; countering country financial system against 

foreign/external debts; and maintaining an independent foreign policy especially putting 

away US-led Israeli agenda were promised by regime  (Anderson, 2015). 

The reforms threw new life in the opposition groups. Variety of civil committees and 

socio-political movement ascended in Syrian society. These political groups included, 

Federation of Coordination Committee (FCC), Local Coordination Committee (LCC) and 

National Action Committee including many neighborhood groups. The opposition agenda 

was clear and loud, that regime should be overthrown while rejecting the call “to take up 

arms or call for military intervention”. And, instead, they articulated the assumption that 

“militarizing the revolution would minimize popular support and participation” 

(Anderson, 2015). The opposition relied upon media and peaceful demonstration. Both 

government and opposition reached an understanding, Paris-Damascus Paper, where the 

demand for overthrowing government/regime was reversed by opposition.  Both parties 

agreed on reforms followed by change which should be discussed through political 

forums. Following the events, the Marxist, Social Union Party, four Kurdish parties, 

minus Muslim Brotherhood created National Coordination Committee (NCC) for reforms 

and democratic change in Syria (Berzins, 2013). 

A failed attempt was made by opposition along with Muslim Brotherhood to create 

Syrian National Council (SNC), in order to fulfill what was left in “Damascus 

Declaration”. With failure, the opposition was divided again. Second largest after Ba‟th 

party, the Syrian Social Nationalist Party (SSNP) remained in government while the rest 

created the SNC in Istanbul in October 2011. The divergence among them was the 

NCC‟s demand for “rejection of external military intervention” and a “just solution to the 

Kurdish question” whiles the Declaration group and Muslim Brotherhood objected the 

demand. The menace was further intensified when regional and international players 

legitimized the foreign backed NCC‟s and under Washington decision, the Syrian 

National Coalition (National Coalition for Syrian Revolutionary and Opposition Forces) 
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was created by merging old SNC into exile groups. The Syrian communities and political 

authorities insisted in regime and government consolidation. For instance, Safawan 

Salman, SSNP said, “We are simultaneously with the stability of Syrian state and the 

cohesion of Syrian society, and with profound and extensive reforms. We believe that the 

stability of Syrian society is necessary for the reforms to succeed” (Anderson, 2015). The 

result of such positive move on the part of SSNP leadership shaped the 2012 

constitutional amendments, parliamentary elections, constitutional referendum and 

subsequent new constitution for Syria. The message here is clear that Syrian people are 

not in support of „He‟ governmental setup like Iraq, rather they are happy being a „She‟ 

(free and sovereign Syria away from US-Israel influence)  (Berzins, 2013). 

Why Reforms were followed by Civil War? Critical Analysis 

Assad, a benevolent dictator, tried his level best to promote political change while 

maintaining the national unity. But, the reforms had some flaws and even, if the reforms 

were out-of any repression and mistakes, still, it had the short-coming and negative 

consequences for short time, in general. In Syrian case, the short-coming and afterward 

results lead to civil war.  

In the writers‟ opinion, domestically there are 

three major factors which explain why 

reforms culminated civil war. First, reforms 

created the perception of sense of deprivation 

among minority‟s communities of Tasherkess, 

Christian, Druze, Allawite, and Shi‟a to be 

dominated by Sunni majority. Second, the 

economic reforms and liberalization opened 

the private sectors resulting in income 

concentration and subsequent unemployment. 

“As they (Syrian) had a significant Neoliberal 

bias with the main advisors being the 

International Monetary Fund – IMF and the 

World Bank, the result was the strengthening 

of the financial sectors and speculation with real estate at the expense of the real 

economy.” Drastic downward shift were noted in agriculture, private investment, and 

trading sector affecting the oil price and oil revenue of Syria. Sudden change from 

socialist design of economy to liberalist form neglected the proper wealth distribution. 

Similarly, areas where development was dependent on state or rural setup affected the 

most and social protection seemed stressful (See Figure I).  

Figure I: Factors culminating 

Civil War in Syria 
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Third, forced suppression of demonstration, political repression followed by economic 

turbulence, corruption and in-adequate infrastructure further promoted the seeds of 

discontents. Brutal suppression – arrest, torture and murdering of protestors, joined the 

conflict to seek the revenge for their family members and ruined property losses, putting 

away the just cause for reforms and political process of democratic transition. 

However, the role played by US and regional stake-holders widen the possibility of 

sectarian discord which, then, followed the fate of ethno-sectarian federalism. For 

instance, when the departure of American troops from Iraq, planned at 2011, approached, 

the sectarian discord began to deteriorate again not only in Bagdad but in Damascus as 

well. Al-Qaeda and ISIS mostly targeted the Shia community during their bombing 

campaign. Nonetheless, certain Sunni leaders were also targeted. During 2007, when a 

Sunni scholar and law maker denounced Jihad against Baghdad Central Authorities, the 

venom saved for Sunni, one of al-Qaeda militant blew himself in Umm al-Qura aimed at 

targeting the lawmaker which luckily survived but 32 killed and 39 seriously wounded 

(Bassil, 2012). No matter what the aim was, the attack re-fuelled the atmosphere of fear 

and distrust among Sunni and Shia communities in Iraq and Syria followed by mass 

migration of families from their home-town to other districts and outside the country.  

The result of growing sectarian rift was the exodus of communities to segregated areas. 

Such proclivities raise an alarming call for new federating units and even districts within 

these prevailing units, i.e. power to be shifted from centre to districts where local 

government can perform their functions. The problem was not the transfer of power from 

centre to units; in reality those newly emerged units were based on ethno-sectarian lines, 

rather, to be based on administrative and territorial lines. The matter of oil sharing 

mobilized the movement for autonomous federal status (Dawisha, 2012). The move was 

seconded by a sense of identity crisis, political marginalization and the belief that 

community was being treated unfairly and harassed during the course of crisis. The 

Kurdish definition of autonomous region and US willingness to its cause drag Turkey 

into contest thereby aggrandizing the havoc. So, it was under such agitation and turbulent 

circumstances where the ethno-sectarian disharmony and dissonance were at peak, the 

ISIS and other separatist groups cropped up and infiltrated into Syrian malaise (Fearon, 

2007).  

The new proxy between Russia and US-led Western blocs is nothing new but an 

extension of old Cold War phenomenon, where except from Cuba and North Korea, US 

first and foremost motive is ideological one, i.e. countering the last totalitarian regime of 

Syria. Since, the Assad‟s regime is aligned with China and Russia and, the later intention 

is clear and loud – advocacy of multi-polar world where US hegemony can be challenged 

or replaced by more than three Great Powers, there-by creating a more stable 
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international political order – the question is: whether American can be able to establish a 

pro-Western democratic culture through the Baghdad spillover effect or Damascus would 

be the last adventure of US in Middle East?  

To answer the question is not necessary nor is the matter of concern here, what is of 

importance here, is the strategy US adopted to achieve this interest. Because, the tactics 

and developments applied to the cause are the main factors behind the Syrian civil war. 

For instance, assistance, advice and training of the opposition forces against Syrian 

regime (estimated costs of $500 million per year) weakened the security sphere which 

paved the way to proxies‟ competition. Similarly, conducting limited standoff strikes by 

US were aimed to promote the Israeli interests. In addition, establishment of buffer and 

no-fly zones in Syria further facilitate opposition and insurgent groups. Lastly, protecting 

areas near Jordanian and Turkish borders to avoid the training and reorganization of 

regime forces; and cutting all-those lines where Russian interest can be secured benefited 

the militias. So, if US were supporting opposition against, then to Syrian regime, what is 

the status of ISIS? Obviously, the infiltration of insurgent groups was inevitable because 

state was pre-surrounded by regional malaise despite of focusing on state security.  

Conclusion  

If international and regional structures usually shaped the state behaviour, Waltz‟s (2000) 

Structural Realism, then regional dynamics – Israel and their nuclear assets and, Iraq and 

no-nuclear weapons dilemma followed by brutal humiliation in 2003 by Americans – 

were the pre-planned policies to secure “good interest” in Middle East. The menace of 

Iraq war spread in the whole region there-by welcoming the so-called Arab spring and the 

ruckus of ISIS. American intrusion and regional pandemonium uprooted the very base of 

State‟s institutions in Iraq and weakened in Syria. ISIS emerged in Iraq due to 

institutional lack of capacity and entered Syria due to the ground prepared by US, i.e. 

despite of supporting Syria in order to counter ISIS, common goal of both states, US 

facilitated insurgent groups by weakening the former institutions while dragging her into 

the regional malaise. 

Emergence of ISIS in the Middle East (Iraq and Syria) had arisen after/due to American 

intrusion of Iraq in 2003. The so-called democratic transition process in Iraq (post-

American Iraq), lacked the incitement, in the pretext of, ethno-sectarian and demographic 

profile. The US after-intrusion-strategy was based on chasing militant around sand and 

enforcing democratic culture, despite of building strong security and political institutions 

for public safety and equal representation respectively. Such state of confusion created 

security vacuum and Sunni alienation, indirectly inviting the insurgent groups which 

tactic-fully exploited the deprived citizen to fight for: their identity; revenge against state 
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and US forces repressions; and, to over through the existing regime based on 

authoritarian design of setup. 
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