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Abstract:  

The peace process in Afghanistan is at a critical juncture. Either the current peace deal will bring 

together a war torn country or further divide it. Whether the outcome leads the country toward 

progress and development, or undermines and jeopardizes the current gains and achievements made 

over the last eighteen years remains to be seen.  

 

In early May, the Afghan government hosted a national four-day Consultative Peace Loya Jirga. Three 

thousand people had been invited from all over Afghanistan to share their opinions on the national 

peace process. While the current administration has argued this traditional method of consultation 

would be inclusive of women, youth, Afghan returnees from neighboring countries, and 

representatives of ulemas, among others and, therefore, gather the opinions of a wide cross section 

of society, opponents of the government are suspicious. Former President, Hamid Karzai, is among a 

group of political elites boycotting the Loya Jirga despite his previous and active participation in the 

Afghan peace process. They claim the process is being used by the current government to influence 

its grip on power. Others view this as a blatant attempt by President Ashraf Ghani to use the Loya Jirga 

as a platform for his forthcoming election campaign.  

 

What all of this speaks to is the continued division and mistrust between the current Afghan 

administration and opposition political elites regarding current efforts toward peace. Perhaps most 

destructively of all, however, is how this division and mistrust has served to create further delays in 

the peace process, whereby spoilers can benefit from this environment and thwart any substantive 

[Reuters] 
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discussion and dialogue from emerging. Moreover, this stand by certain political elites against the 

Loya Jirga and the recent crisis between Taliban and the Afghan government regarding the final list of 

participants for their Doha meeting are indicative of two central challenges to securing peace in 

Afghanistan: the fragility of the peace process and the significant leverage held by the Taliban 

movement. While the leverage exerted by Taliban may bring some clarity to how the peace process 

will advance, it also suggests the outcome of the peace talks could largely favor one of the key parties 

to the conflict, the Taliban, rather than the Afghan people.  

 

Introduction 

Research suggests peace deals often fail when pre-conditions, such as a military stalemate and 

subsequent ceasefire, are not set. Yet, peace negotiations in Afghanistan were embarked upon 

without any discussion of preconditions. Taliban’s recent announcement of a spring military offensive 

not only suggests fighting will escalate throughout the country where the Taliban will manage to gain 

some leverage at the negotiation table, but also the lack of setting preconditions prior to embarking 

upon peace can be considered as one of the major flaws at the heart of the process overall in the 

Afghan context. For peace talks to advance more concretely toward an agreement, parties must first 

be ready for a military truce, then open the idea of sharing power, and, finally, for a third part to 

oversee the implementation of the peace agreement. 

 

Beyond the issue of setting necessary preconditions prior to embarking on a path toward peace, the 

limited participation of Afghans, European allies involved in the fight against terrorism in Afghanistan, 

and regional states with varying interests in the Afghan conflict, has undermined the fundamental 

principle of inclusiveness needed for a successful peace process. That said, the Afghan government 

has sought to demonstrate its understanding of the importance of inclusivity in various way.  

 

First, the current administration provided a list of Afghans, who represented a broad cross section of 

society to participate in the Doha talks; however, the list was rejected by Taliban. Second, the 

government organized a National Women Consensus for Peace, that brought together 3000 Afghan 

women to discuss peace in February of this year. Third, the current efforts to organize a National 

Consultative Peace Loya Jirga. Nevertheless, these efforts made by the government are considered by 

a majority of opposition political figures not to be part of an inclusive peace process, but rather Ashraf 

Ghani’s process to secure any potential political gain in the forthcoming elections. Due to the lack of 

trust of the current administration, these initiatives are neither supported nor legitimized by political 

elites or the population more generally.  
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US delegation at the Doha talks with Taliban representatives [Reuters] 

 

Ultimately, if any peace deal is to materialize and to be sustainable in Afghanistan, it must be premised 

on a reconciliation model. The concept of reconciliation goes beyond negotiating a peace agreement 

between and among the parties to a conflict. Rather, it seeks to address the underlying grievances of 

the population at large. To do so, the peace process must comprehensively and seriously engage the 

issue of inclusivity. The results of doing so are two-fold. First, deep-seated conflict generating issues 

can be addressed and a viable agreement reached, and second, it becomes possible to embark upon 

rebuilding the multiplicity of damaged relationship between and among the parties who have been 

engaged in protracted conflict. This model also has the potential to increase public participation in a 

peace process, which not only serves to increase the legitimacy of the outcome, but also the 

sustainability of a deal.  

 

A reconciliation model for peace must be based on agreed upon procedural arrangements and 

includes substantive debate on details of a peace agreement. 

 

PROCEDURAL ARRANGEMENTS 

 

1. TRACK I - National Process 

The national level peace process has remained disorganized and divided. Disagreement and division 

between Afghan political elites has further widened in April and May 2019 around the issue of who 
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should lead talks with the Taliban. Opposition parties have come together and sought to use the peace 

process to dislodge President Ghani by arguing the president is not genuinely committed to peace. 

Taken together, the factionalized nature of political elites in Afghanistan, the Afghan government’s 

position of holding onto power under any circumstances, and its view of the current negotiation 

process as a threat to its grip on power, impede any comprehensive national level peace process from 

being emerging.  

 

Returning to the issue of inclusivity, in conflict contexts such as Afghanistan for the past eighteen 

years, and division of the country along various fault lines from ethnicity and socio-economic status 

to age and gender, it is imperative to broaden the spectrum of inclusion for peace horizontally and 

vertically. Regarding horizontal inclusion, the notion of meaningful participation goes beyond the 

token participation of certain political groups and representatives. Rather, ensuring the participation 

of political and institutional representatives from a cross section of Afghan society and representation 

from each province is paramount.  

 

The inclusion of political parties, government representatives, government opposition groups, 

provincial and district level councils, women’s group, educational institutions, and religious 

institutions can take many forms. For example, while it may not be necessary to include these groups 

in their entirety around the negotiation table with the Taliban, it is imperative each of these groups is 

given space and assistance to develop a coherent message of what they want a political settlement 

with the Taliban to look like.  

 

Beyond the political and institutional levels, a national peace process must also broaden inclusion 

vertically to include members of the general society who have borne witness and been impacted by 

the war. This framework for broad national inclusion in the peace process would help generate a 

settlement capable of addressing all of the conflict issues and the grievances held by the population. 

Moreover, including the Afghan people would not only increase their support for the process, but also 

the negotiated settlement. The crucial question then becomes how to achieve their broader inclusion 

in the Afghan peace process. 

 

A cursory look at other cases such as the cases of Guatemala and Northern Ireland provide useful 

frameworks when considering how to include the Afghan people from local communities in the peace 

process. In both Guatemala and Northern Ireland grassroots subcommittees were developed by civil 

society groups. These committees included a cross section of people from local communities to initiate 

dialogue and discussion about substantive issues related to the conflict and what was needed for 

peace. In the case of Northern Island, communities and civil society were involved; educating people 



 6 

about the peace process was central to local level efforts, as was bringing members of enemy 

communities together who were named as spoilers.  

 

In the case of Columbia, civil society organizations took both an active role in influencing the peace 

agreement and in monitoring the peace accord. More specifically, Colombian civil society 

organizations developed a comprehensive and coherent policy document called “Cinco Claves” (Five 

Key Points), which they presented at the negotiating table in Havana, Cuba. Also, to monitor the peace 

accord, the Colombia government established a High-Level Women’s Sub-Commission to oversee the 

implementation of the gender-based commitments enshrined in the peace agreements.  

 

Bombs [STATISTA] 

  

2. TRACK II - Regional Consensus 

Regional diplomacy and engagement is essential for peace. Yet, this dimension of any peace process 

has been continually marginalized in the Afghan context. Regional states, including Pakistan, Iran, 

Russia, China, and India, who have major interests in the conflict and have remained prominent actors, 

have been sidestepped along with the European allies of Afghanistan in the fight against terrorism. 

Although these parties have geopolitical interests in Afghanistan, they have not been in direct conflict 

with either the Afghan government or the Taliban and, have thus been considered as secondary 

parties. Their participation in the process toward peace has been limited to consultation rather than 
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meaningful involvement in talks. Without the involvement of these key regional states, talks will not 

address the interests of all the parties engaged in or touched by the Afghan conflict.  

 

Including these regional players is not without its challenges. Historical evidence from the post-Soviet 

withdrawal era in Afghanistan demonstrates how regional actors have proved to be either spoilers or 

cooperative. Their position has depended largely on how much benefit they are set to gain from any 

given outcome. Afghanistan’s relationship with Pakistan continues to be deeply intertwined to its own 

political history and that of its close neighbor. As an example, Afghans did not recognize the colonial-

era Durand line, while Pakistan recognized it as a settled and permanent border with Afghanistan. 

From then on, the fractious political relationship between the two states has been reflected in various 

events, including Pakistan backing the mujahedeen against Najibullah Ahmadzai’s government, 

Afghanistan’s support for the greater Pashtunistan Movement in the 1970s, and the chronic political 

conflict between Pakistan and India who have partly fought their unresolved conflict inside 

Afghanistan through the use of their soft powers.  

 

World Terrorism [STATISTA] 

 

Over the past eighteen years, another narrative has framed the Pakistan-Afghanistan relations. 

Namely, Afghans consider Pakistan as an enemy to the stability and security of their country, and an 

unreliable neighbor that can undermine any opportunity that arises at any time. On the other hand, 

India’s development and reconstruction initiatives in Afghanistan have positioned India in the 
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imagination of Afghans as a friendly nation. This dueling perception Afghans have of Pakistan and India 

could be challenged through a balancing of interstate relations among the three states through more 

investment in economic growth. In the case of Iran, the regime has a paradoxical policy towards the 

Afghan conflict and the peace process. On the one hand, Iran does not want a dignified US withdrawal 

from Afghanistan due to its own political crisis with the US. On the other hand, the potential for the 

conflict in Afghanistan to destabilize the border between Afghanistan and Iran could incentivize Iran 

to supportive a peace process.   

 

Factional divisions in Afghanistan not only jeopardize any process toward peace, but also the creation 

of a regional consensus around peace in Afghanistan. More specifically, regional stakeholders 

currently benefit from existing divisions between Afghans regarding their perceptions of their 

neighbors. Certain among these states have been known to finance political parties in Afghanistan 

with the view to advancing their own national interest. It is through their allies inside Afghanistan 

these stakeholders may seek to disrupt any political settlement that undermines their interests. 

Therefore, it is imperative Afghans unite around a common vision of war and peace; and how to 

approach peace in particular. If not, the meddling of regional countries is set to continue post-US 

withdrawal from Afghanistan, which could prevent any peace agreement from being implemented. 

However, Afghans should not expect to unite the interests of the various regional states as each 

country has a national and foreign interest in the region. Each of the regional state’s potential in the 

region could, however, be utilized to fight against an insurgency that could destabilize the borders of 

Afghanistan and affect the security of the entire region.   

 

SUBSTANCE OF INTRA-AFGHAN PEACE TALKS 

Although the procedural arrangements for intra-Afghan peace talks are crucial, so too is the substance 

of those talks. Intra-Afghan peace talks involving the Taliban, men and women representatives from 

the government, political parties, and civil society should embark upon serious discussion of the major 

issues, including ending the insurgency, the political arrangements of states (a political settlement), 

building credible institutions, and crafting a political system that preserves the institutional gains 

made over the past several years of transformation. The forthcoming Consultative Peace Loya Jirga is 

expected to provide answers to these questions along with a clear implementation framework. It also 

expected there will be a discussion regarding the preconditions needed to begin negotiations with the 

Taliban.    

 

POLITICAL SETTLEMENT  

Taliban considers its understanding of Islam and Afghan culture as the ultimate source of its legitimacy 

and power. Its members often state they want assurances the Afghan state would be solely governed 

by Sharia law. More specifically, Taliban has often expressed a willingness for a Sharia-based state 
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system with a supreme leader such as an Amir chosen by an ahl-a-hal wa’l aqad assembly. However, 

any Taliban concept of an emirate in which figures, such as ulema and tribal elders are handpicked 

rather than elected by consensus, would challenge the current participatory electoral system in 

Afghanistan. Moreover, if Taliban is determined to gain control of power through building an Islamic 

Emirate, it would be difficult to remain optimistic about any peace deal. 

 

While elections would be considered the first preferred option to transfer power peacefully in 

Afghanistan and build on the institutional gains of the past eighteen years, Taliban’s demand for 

ultimate power makes an electoral process the least viable option. While Taliban has never officially 

made any demands with regards to the electoral process in Afghanistan, Taliban’s anti-election 

sentiment has become visible through their public statements and, particularly their perception that 

the past three presidential and parliamentary elections were influenced by the foreigner entities. 

Their argument that elections in Afghanistan are neither Afghan owned nor run, rather than a critique 

steeped in theology, provides a possible opening to discussions with the Taliban about the procedures 

for conducting future election that could be agreed upon by all parties.  

 

The other possible option is the creation of an Afghan Interim Administration or care-taker 

government. Afghanistan has previously experienced an Afghan Interim government, the first of which 

was formed by the Pakistan-based mujahidin leaders in 1989 after the withdrawal of Soviet troops. 

The second caretaker government was the Afghan Interim Administration of December 2001 led by 

the appointed interim president, Hamid Karzai. This proved a good model at the time when there was 

a lack of any formalized governmental system and institutions, and international linkages. Although 

interim administrations are often established to facilitate an inclusive government, they can also 

project an image of instability despite the existence of some form of a political system.  

 

Moreover, the international community has invested heavily in the past eighteen years in institution 

building, including formulating new laws, policies, and procedures that respect human rights, civil 

liberties, health and education, creation of a supreme court, and three rounds of parliamentary and 

presidential elections. If there is still need for an interim government, this need clearly undermines 

the argument of gains and achievements. Any interim government is, after all, a launching pad from 

which to build and implement a new political system in order to direct institution and nation building. 

Second, given the current ethnic confrontation occurring in Afghanistan, it is unlikely an interim 

government would produce a political condition for power sharing or free and fair elections.  

 

Rather than an interim government, there is much need and scope to implement a comprehensive 

political platform where Afghans can come together with a plan for power sharing among the various 

factions. It is widely perceived by Afghans that a power sharing arrangement is unlikely to be an 
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attractive proposition for the Taliban given their focus on gaining ultimate power based on an Islamic 

Emirate. However, the remarks made by the Taliban’s spokesperson after the Moscow conference in 

February regarding the Afghan constitution, reforming the Afghan security forces, and liberal values, 

illustrate a minimal degree of flexibility on their part that undermines the common perception the 

Taliban will stop as nothing short of absolute power. 

 

CONCLUSION  

Intra-Afghan peace talks including Taliban must focus on the procedural and substantive issues related 

to a comprehensive political platform. Attention must be given to discussions on including the various 

political factions existing in Afghanistan, procedural arrangements for constitutional amendments, if 

that will be included in peace agreement (who should be included in consultations, how to engage in 

public outreach, and who should make the final decision and approve the reforms).  

 

These procedural arrangements, along with the substantive debate around the type of government 

going forward (presidential or parliamentary), require debate and consensus. As do issues concerning 

the decentralization of powers to the provinces, constitutional amendments, and power sharing. 

Above all else, however, the central question at the heart of any process toward peace in Afghanistan 

is what the Taliban wants and requires at the leadership level in exchange for laying down their arms.  

 

 

Dr. Nilofar Sakhi is a scholar-practitioner in development, a lecturer at George Mason University and 

the founder and former executive director of a national NGO WASSA.  

 

 
References 
(1) In his essay entitled “Regime security and shifting alliances in the Middle East, Curtis Ryan, professor of political science at Appalachian State University 

in North Carolina, argues “that a regime security approach, rather than a Neorealist framework, better explained Arab foreign policies and alliance 

choices.” He goes on to say that: a key fault line in Arab politics is the regime’s perception of its own security and stability. When this faces a significant 

challenge, regimes respond by re-arranging domestic support coalitions, increasing the active role of the internal security apparatus, and—in foreign 

policy— shifting alliances and alignments to better ensure regime security. Regimes are continually tempted to provide quick fixes to regime security 

concerns via foreign policy and alliance choices, however, because adjusting external relations seems less risky to them than genuine internal 

restructuring and reform.”   

(2) David Pullock, ”A Moroccan Exception?”, Washington Institute for Near East Policy, Fall-winter 2013 

(https://www.washingtoninstitute.org/uploads/Documents/opeds/Pollock20131216-JISA.pdf).  

(3) Henry Tanner, “Fez Plan Called Victory for Arab Moderates,” New York Times, September 11, 1982 (https://www.nytimes.com/1982/09/11/world/fez-

plan-called-victory-for-the-arab-moderates.html). 

(4) Olivier Verniot, “Le conflict du Sahara Occidental dans les relations inter-arabes,” Editions du CNRS, Annuaire de l’Afrique du Nord, Tom XXIV, 1985. 

(http://aan.mmsh.univ-aix.fr/Pdf/AAN-1985-24_33.pdf). 

(5) Neil Partrick, Saudi Arabian Foreign Policy: Conflict and Cooperation, I.B Tauris &Co. Ltd,m London, New York, 2016.  

(6)  Lamine Ghanmi, “Morocco cuts ties with Iran over Bahrain,” March 6, 2009 (https://www.reuters.com/article/us-morocco-iran/morocco-cuts-ties-with-

iran-over-bahrain-idUSTRE5256O520090306)  

https://www.washingtoninstitute.org/uploads/Documents/opeds/Pollock20131216-JISA.pdf
https://www.nytimes.com/1982/09/11/world/fez-plan-called-victory-for-the-arab-moderates.html
https://www.nytimes.com/1982/09/11/world/fez-plan-called-victory-for-the-arab-moderates.html
http://aan.mmsh.univ-aix.fr/Pdf/AAN-1985-24_33.pdf


 11 

(7) Jean-Pierre Tuquoi, “WikiLeaks : Rabat a rompu ses relations avec l'Iran pour plaire à Ryad,” Le Monde, December 11, 2010 

(https://www.lemonde.fr/documents-wikileaks/article/2010/12/10/wikileaks-rabat-a-rompu-ses-relations-avec-l-iran-pour-plaire-a-

ryad_1451990_1446239.html). 

(8) Lélia Rousselet, “Evolution in the relations between Morocco and the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC): a singular illustration of mult ilateralism in the 

Arab World,” Science Po Paris, Fall 2014 (https://www.sciencespo.fr/kuwait-https://www.lemonde.fr/documents-wikileaks/article/2010/12/10/wikileaks-

rabat-a-rompu-ses-relations-avec-l-iran-pour-plaire-a-ryad_1451990_1446239.htmlprogram/wp-

content/uploads/2018/05/KSP_Paper_Award_Fall_2014_ROUSSELET_Lelia.pdf). 

(9) Shadi Hamid, “A New Security Strategy, but Not Necessarily a New Gulf Cooperation Council,” Brookings, May 16, 2011 

(https://www.brookings.edu/opinions/a-new-security-strategy-but-not-necessarily-a-new-gulf-cooperation-council/). 

(10) Sally Khalifa Issac, “Gulf Assistance Funds Post-2011: Allocation, Motivation and Influence,” IEMed, Mediterranean Yearbook 2015 

(https://www.iemed.org/observatori/arees-danalisi/arxius-

adjunts/anuari/med.2015/IEMed%20Yearbook%202015_Panorama_GulfAssistanceFunds_SallyKhalifaIsaac.pdf). 

(11) Abdelhak Essnaibi,“Moroccan Sahara, Between Historical Legitimacy and Legal Legitimacy,” (الصحراء المغربية.. بين الشرعية التاريخية والمشروعية القانونية), Al 

Riyadh, February 7, 2019 (http://www.alriyadh.com/1736266).  

(12) Haim Malka, “Maghreb Neutrality: Maghreb-Gulf Arab Ties Since the GCC Split,” Center for Strategic and International Studies, June 11, 2018  

(https://www.csis.org/analysis/maghreb-neutrality-maghreb-gulf-arab-ties-gcc-split-0). 

(13) Youssef Igrouane, “King Mohammed VI Offers His Mediation to Solve Gulf Crisis,” Morocco World News, June 11, 2017 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2017/06/219450/king-mohammed-vi-offers-mediation-solve-gulf-crisis/).  

(14) Ibid.  

(15) “Saudi Arabia Unhappy with Morocco’s Neutrality in Gulf Crisis: French Analyst,” Morocco World News, June 28, 2017 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2017/06/221485/saudi-arabia-unhappy-moroccos-neutrality-gulf-crisis-french-analyst/). 

(16) Safa Kasraoui, “Morocco Too Busy for Saudi Arabia’s Meeting on Yemen Crisis,” Morocco World News, June 15, 2018 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2018/06/248624/morocco-saudi-arabia-yemen-crisis/). 

(17) “King Mohammed VI Holds Phone Call With Emir of Qatar,” Morocco World News, June 13, 2018 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2018/06/248549/king-mohammed-vi-emir-of-qatar-2/). 

(18) Tamba François Koundouno, “War of Words between Moroccan and Saudi MPs at the Arab Parliament,” Morocco World News, December 18, 2018 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2018/12/260870/morocco-saudi-arabia-arab-parliament/). 

(19) “Middle East leaders back Saudi Arabia after Jamal Khashoggi's disappearance,” Middle East Eye, October 15, 2018 

(https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/middle-east-leaders-back-saudi-arabia-after-jamal-khashoggis-disappearance). 

(20) Hassan Tarek, “Morocco Argues Over Role in Yemen War,” The New Arab, April 11, 2015 

(https://www.alaraby.co.uk/english/politics/2015/4/11/morocco-argues-over-role-in-yemen-war). 

(21) “Moroccan Pilot Yassine Bahti Died In Yemen,” Morocco World News, May 15, 2015 9 

https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2015/05/158500/moroccan-pilot-yassine-bahti-died-in-yemen/).  

(22) Ali Amar, “Pourquoi le Maroc doit se retirer sans tarder de la guerre au Yémen,” Le Desk, August 8, 2016 (https://ledesk.ma/2016/08/20/pourquoi-le-

maroc-doit-se-retirer-sans-tarder-de-la-guerre-au-yemen/). 

(23) Michelle Nichols, “U.N. blacklists Saudi-led coalition for killing children in Yemen,” Reuters, October 5, 2017 (https://www.reuters.com/article/us-

yemen-security-saudi-un/u-n-blacklists-saudi-led-coalition-for-killing-children-in-yemen-idUSKBN1CA2NI). 

(24) Ali Amar, “Le Maroc rapatrie ses F-16 du théâtre de guerre yéménite,” Le Desk, April 13, 2018 (https://ledesk.ma/enoff/le-maroc-rapatrie-ses-f-16-du-

theatre-de-guerre-yemenite/). 

(25) Safa Kasraoui, “Gulf Crisis, Saudi Arabia: Bourita Shares Morocco’s Position on All Hot Topics,” Morocco World News, January 24, 2019 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2019/01/264318/gulf-crisis-saudi-arabia-iran-morocco/).  

(26) https://www.geopoliticalmonitor.com/morocco-saudi-arabias-indispensable-anchor-in-north-africa/ https://lobelog.com/saudi-arabia-v-morocco-

competing-for-the-mantle-of-moderate-islam/ https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/mec/2017/09/25/morocco-inside-the-gcc-between-saudi-arabia-and-qatar/  

(27) Imad K. Harb, “An Economic Explanation for Egypt’s Alignment in the GCC Crisis,” Arab Center Washington D.C, August 9, 2017 

(http://arabcenterdc.org/policy_analyses/an-economic-explanation-for-egypts-alignment-in-the-gcc-crisis/). 

(28)  “Egypt votes for rival UNSC resolutions on Syria from Russia and France,” Mada Masr, October 9, 2016 

(https://madamasr.com/en/2016/10/09/news/u/egypt-votes-for-rival-unsc-resolutions-on-syria-from-russia-and-france/). 

 

(29) King Salman talks ‘unity’ at Egypt’s parliament, Al Arabiya English, April 10, 2016 (https://english.alarabiya.net/en/News/middle-

east/2016/04/10/Egypt-Saudi-Arabia-sign-new-deals-in-King-Salman-visit.html). 

(30)  Between 2007 and 2018, Saudi Arabia addressed the General Debate of the UN General Assembly on five occasions only, during the 67th, 70th, 71st, 

72nd and 73rd sessions (https://gadebate.un.org/en/67/saudi-arabia  https://gadebate.un.org/en/70/saudi-arabia, https://gadebate.un.org/en/71/saudi-arabia  

https://gadebate.un.org/en/72/saudi-arabia  https://gadebate.un.org/en/73/saudi-arabia). 

(31)   Statement by His Excellency, President Jacob Zuma During the General Debate of the 72nd Session of the United Nations General Assembly, 

September 20, 2017 (https://gadebate.un.org/sites/default/files/gastatements/72/za_en.pdf). 

(32) Statement by His Excellency, President Cyril Ramaphosa During the General Debate of the 73rd Session of the United Nations General Assembly, 

September 25, 2018 (https://gadebate.un.org/sites/default/files/gastatements/73/za_en.pdf). 

(33)   Address by Muhammadu Buhari, President, Federal Republic of Nigeria at the 70th session of the United Nations General Assembly, New York, 

September 28, 2015 (https://gadebate.un.org/sites/default/files/gastatements/70/70_NG_en.pdf). 

(34) “Morocco PM: Palestine is a national cause,” Middle East Monitor, February 23, 2018 (https://www.middleeastmonitor.com/20180223-morocco-pm-

palestine-is-a-national-cause/). 

(35) “Leaked emails: UAE, pro-Israel think tank plans on Qatar, Al Jazeera,” Middle East Eye, June 3, 2017 (https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/leaked-

emails-uae-pro-israel-think-tank-plans-qatar-al-jazeera). 

(36) Ryan Grim, “The UAE’s Powerful Ambassador is Still Hobnobbing in Washington After Jamal Khashoggi’s Murder,” The Intercept, October 23, 2018 

(https://theintercept.com/2018/10/23/yousef-al-otaiba-khashoggi-washington/). 

(37) David D. Kirkpatrick, Ben Hubbard, Mark Landler and Mark Mazzetti, “The Wooing of Jared Kushner: How the Saudis Got a Friend in the White 

House,’ The New York Times, December 8, 2018 (https://www.nytimes.com/2018/12/08/world/middleeast/saudi-mbs-jared-kushner.html). 

(38) Bill Law, “How Abu Dhabi Is Playing Saudi Arabia,” Fair Observer, September 17, 2018, 

(https://www.fairobserver.com/region/middle_east_north_africa/uae-saudi-arabia-yemen-war-gcc-qatar-crisis-middle-east-news-analyis-10432/). 

(39) “HM the King Condemns in Letter to UNSG Unacceptable Israeli Policies, Urges International Community to Compel Israel to Put an End to Those 

Practices,” Ministry of Culture and Communication, July 26, 2017 (http://www.maroc.ma/en/royal-activities/hm-king-condemns-letter-unsg-

unacceptable-israeli-policies-urges-international). 

(40) “Erekat: King of Morocco rejected US projects against Palestine,” Middle East Monitor, November 10, 2018 

(https://www.middleeastmonitor.com/20181110-erekat-king-of-morocco-rejected-us-projects-against-palestine/). 

(41) “US Recognition of Jerusalem: King Mohammed VI Expresses ‘Deep Concern’ to Trump,” December 5, 2017 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2017/12/235615/us-recognition-jerusalem-king-mohammed-vi-expresses-deep-concern-trump/). 

(42) King Mohammed VI Asks UN Head to Stop Trump From Moving Embassy to Jerusalem,” Morocco World News, December 6, 2017 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2017/12/235673/king-mohammed-vi-trump-us-embassy-jerusalem-antonio-guterres/). 

(43) Neil Patrick, op-cit  

(44) "Full Text of HM the King's Speech to Morocco-GCC Summit in Riyadh,” Ministry of Culture and Communication, April 21, 2016 

(http://www.maroc.ma/en/royal-speeches/full-text-hm-kings-speech-morocco-gcc-summit-riyadh) 

(45)   “Full Text of King Mohamed VI’s Speech to 27th Arab Summit,” Morocco World News, July 25, 2016 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2016/07/192304/full-text-king-mohamed-vis-speech-27th-arab-summit/). 

(46) Simon Henderson, “What Does Khashoggi’s Murder Tell Us About the Saudi Power Structure?,” Washington Institute for Near East Policy, October 22, 

2018 (https://www.washingtoninstitute.org/policy-analysis/view/what-does-khashoggis-murder-tell-us-about-the-saudi-power-structure) 

(47)  Tamara Cofman Wittes and Bruce Riedel, “Shuffling the deck chairs in Saudi Arabia,” Brookings, December 28, 2018 

(https://www.brookings.edu/blog/order-from-chaos/2018/12/28/shuffling-the-deck-chairs-in-saudi-arabia/). 

(48) Zaid Jilani, Ryan Grim, Hacked Emails Show Top UAE Diplomat Coordinating With Pro-Israel Think Tank Against Iran, The Intercept, June 3, 2017 

(https://theintercept.com/2017/06/03/hacked-emails-show-top-uae-diplomat-coordinating-with-pro-israel-neocon-think-tank-against-iran/) 

(49)  Olivier Verniot, op.cit, page 130.  

(50) Michelle Nichols, “U.N. blacklists Saudi-led coalition for killing children in Yemen,” Reuters, October 5, 2017 (https://www.reuters.com/article/us-

yemen-security-saudi-un/u-n-blacklists-saudi-led-coalition-for-killing-children-in-yemen-idUSKBN1CA2NI). 

https://www.lemonde.fr/documents-wikileaks/article/2010/12/10/wikileaks-rabat-a-rompu-ses-relations-avec-l-iran-pour-plaire-a-ryad_1451990_1446239.html
https://www.lemonde.fr/documents-wikileaks/article/2010/12/10/wikileaks-rabat-a-rompu-ses-relations-avec-l-iran-pour-plaire-a-ryad_1451990_1446239.html
https://www.sciencespo.fr/kuwait-https:/www.lemonde.fr/documents-wikileaks/article/2010/12/10/wikileaks-rabat-a-rompu-ses-relations-avec-l-iran-pour-plaire-a-ryad_1451990_1446239.htmlprogram/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/KSP_Paper_Award_Fall_2014_ROUSSELET_Lelia.pdf
https://www.sciencespo.fr/kuwait-https:/www.lemonde.fr/documents-wikileaks/article/2010/12/10/wikileaks-rabat-a-rompu-ses-relations-avec-l-iran-pour-plaire-a-ryad_1451990_1446239.htmlprogram/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/KSP_Paper_Award_Fall_2014_ROUSSELET_Lelia.pdf
https://www.sciencespo.fr/kuwait-https:/www.lemonde.fr/documents-wikileaks/article/2010/12/10/wikileaks-rabat-a-rompu-ses-relations-avec-l-iran-pour-plaire-a-ryad_1451990_1446239.htmlprogram/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/KSP_Paper_Award_Fall_2014_ROUSSELET_Lelia.pdf
https://www.brookings.edu/opinions/a-new-security-strategy-but-not-necessarily-a-new-gulf-cooperation-council/
https://www.iemed.org/observatori/arees-danalisi/arxius-adjunts/anuari/med.2015/IEMed%20Yearbook%202015_Panorama_GulfAssistanceFunds_SallyKhalifaIsaac.pdf
https://www.iemed.org/observatori/arees-danalisi/arxius-adjunts/anuari/med.2015/IEMed%20Yearbook%202015_Panorama_GulfAssistanceFunds_SallyKhalifaIsaac.pdf
https://www.csis.org/analysis/maghreb-neutrality-maghreb-gulf-arab-ties-gcc-split-0
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2017/06/219450/king-mohammed-vi-offers-mediation-solve-gulf-crisis/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2017/06/221485/saudi-arabia-unhappy-moroccos-neutrality-gulf-crisis-french-analyst/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2018/06/248624/morocco-saudi-arabia-yemen-crisis/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2018/06/248549/king-mohammed-vi-emir-of-qatar-2/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2018/12/260870/morocco-saudi-arabia-arab-parliament/
https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/middle-east-leaders-back-saudi-arabia-after-jamal-khashoggis-disappearance
https://www.alaraby.co.uk/english/politics/2015/4/11/morocco-argues-over-role-in-yemen-war
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2015/05/158500/moroccan-pilot-yassine-bahti-died-in-yemen/
https://ledesk.ma/2016/08/20/pourquoi-le-maroc-doit-se-retirer-sans-tarder-de-la-guerre-au-yemen/
https://ledesk.ma/2016/08/20/pourquoi-le-maroc-doit-se-retirer-sans-tarder-de-la-guerre-au-yemen/
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-yemen-security-saudi-un/u-n-blacklists-saudi-led-coalition-for-killing-children-in-yemen-idUSKBN1CA2NI
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-yemen-security-saudi-un/u-n-blacklists-saudi-led-coalition-for-killing-children-in-yemen-idUSKBN1CA2NI
https://ledesk.ma/enoff/le-maroc-rapatrie-ses-f-16-du-theatre-de-guerre-yemenite/
https://ledesk.ma/enoff/le-maroc-rapatrie-ses-f-16-du-theatre-de-guerre-yemenite/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2019/01/264318/gulf-crisis-saudi-arabia-iran-morocco/
https://www.geopoliticalmonitor.com/morocco-saudi-arabias-indispensable-anchor-in-north-africa/
https://lobelog.com/saudi-arabia-v-morocco-competing-for-the-mantle-of-moderate-islam/
https://lobelog.com/saudi-arabia-v-morocco-competing-for-the-mantle-of-moderate-islam/
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/mec/2017/09/25/morocco-inside-the-gcc-between-saudi-arabia-and-qatar/
http://arabcenterdc.org/policy_analyses/an-economic-explanation-for-egypts-alignment-in-the-gcc-crisis/
https://madamasr.com/en/2016/10/09/news/u/egypt-votes-for-rival-unsc-resolutions-on-syria-from-russia-and-france/
https://english.alarabiya.net/en/News/middle-east/2016/04/10/Egypt-Saudi-Arabia-sign-new-deals-in-King-Salman-visit.html
https://english.alarabiya.net/en/News/middle-east/2016/04/10/Egypt-Saudi-Arabia-sign-new-deals-in-King-Salman-visit.html
https://gadebate.un.org/en/67/saudi-arabia
https://gadebate.un.org/en/70/saudi-arabia
https://gadebate.un.org/en/71/saudi-arabia
https://gadebate.un.org/en/72/saudi-arabia
https://gadebate.un.org/en/73/saudi-arabia
https://gadebate.un.org/sites/default/files/gastatements/72/za_en.pdf
https://gadebate.un.org/sites/default/files/gastatements/73/za_en.pdf
https://gadebate.un.org/sites/default/files/gastatements/70/70_NG_en.pdf
https://www.middleeastmonitor.com/20180223-morocco-pm-palestine-is-a-national-cause/
https://www.middleeastmonitor.com/20180223-morocco-pm-palestine-is-a-national-cause/
https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/leaked-emails-uae-pro-israel-think-tank-plans-qatar-al-jazeera
https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/leaked-emails-uae-pro-israel-think-tank-plans-qatar-al-jazeera
https://theintercept.com/2018/10/23/yousef-al-otaiba-khashoggi-washington/
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/12/08/world/middleeast/saudi-mbs-jared-kushner.html
https://www.fairobserver.com/region/middle_east_north_africa/uae-saudi-arabia-yemen-war-gcc-qatar-crisis-middle-east-news-analyis-10432/
http://www.maroc.ma/en/royal-activities/hm-king-condemns-letter-unsg-unacceptable-israeli-policies-urges-international
http://www.maroc.ma/en/royal-activities/hm-king-condemns-letter-unsg-unacceptable-israeli-policies-urges-international
https://www.middleeastmonitor.com/20181110-erekat-king-of-morocco-rejected-us-projects-against-palestine/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2017/12/235615/us-recognition-jerusalem-king-mohammed-vi-expresses-deep-concern-trump/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2017/12/235673/king-mohammed-vi-trump-us-embassy-jerusalem-antonio-guterres/
http://www.maroc.ma/en/royal-speeches/full-text-hm-kings-speech-morocco-gcc-summit-riyadh
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2016/07/192304/full-text-king-mohamed-vis-speech-27th-arab-summit/
https://www.washingtoninstitute.org/policy-analysis/view/what-does-khashoggis-murder-tell-us-about-the-saudi-power-structure
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/order-from-chaos/2018/12/28/shuffling-the-deck-chairs-in-saudi-arabia/
https://theintercept.com/2017/06/03/hacked-emails-show-top-uae-diplomat-coordinating-with-pro-israel-neocon-think-tank-against-iran/
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-yemen-security-saudi-un/u-n-blacklists-saudi-led-coalition-for-killing-children-in-yemen-idUSKBN1CA2NI
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-yemen-security-saudi-un/u-n-blacklists-saudi-led-coalition-for-killing-children-in-yemen-idUSKBN1CA2NI


 12 

(51) Safa Kasraoui, “Brother of Saudi Arabia’s King Visits Morocco’s Laayoune, Destroys Polisario Hopes,” Morocco World News, February 16, 2019 

(https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2019/02/265951/saudi-arabias-morocco-polisario/). 

(52) David Hearst, “ EXCLUSIVE: Senior Saudi prince flies home to tackle MBS succession,” Middle East Eye, October 30, 2018 

(https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/exclusive-senior-saudi-prince-flies-home-tackle-mbs-succession). 

 

 

https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2019/02/265951/saudi-arabias-morocco-polisario/

