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The feature of the Syria's political system is the establishment of a 
vertical power and formation of an integrated party-governmental 
mechanism, in which the governing party takes a centristic position 
determining the domestic and foreign policies. Article 8 of the Syrian 
Constitution fixes the governing role of the Party of Arab Socialist Revival 
(PASR). The party governs the National Progressive Front (established 
in 1972) including the movements, which are similar in their historic 
fates, origins and activities – the Arab Socialist Union, Syrian Communist 
party, Arab Socialists' Movement.
The common features of these movements are: support for the Arabian 
unity, anti-imperialism and social justice. The role of PASR in the political 
process of the country is strengthened by the feature of the regime itself 
– the father of Bashar al-Assad is the President of the country, General 
Secretary of Pan-Arab PASR, General Secretary of the Central 
Committee of the Syrian PASR, Commander-In-Chief of Syrian army and 
head of Central management of the National Progressive Front. In the 
Constitution, the role of the President is confirmed as a unifying centre. 
According to the Constitution (Article 93), the President is responsible for 
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its compliance and warrants the stability and normal function of 
governmental mechanism.1 
What differentiates Syria from the rest countries in the Middle East is the 
unique Marxist formula of the National Front, within the frameworks of 
which the combined participation of the Baasists and communists in 
authority, which is considered one of the eventual ways of a transition to 
the "people's democracy", i.e. a political system of an East-European 
type, takes place.2  The strong support from the army with the 
Commander-In-Chief who is the President and the successful for a 
republican regime inheritance are a sufficient ground to characterize the 
Syrian regime as extremely authoritarian for the Arabian world. However, 
we must delineate the existence of sufficiently strong, developed and 
autonomous party structures, which can serve a prerequisite for a 
transition to  representative democracy under certain conditions. Since 
2000, a new trend is found – the number of independent deputies in the 
National Assembly is increasing (till 83 in 2003), which is a possibility for 
the formation of a new civic paradigm as an alternative to  the Bashar al-
Assad's regime.
For the Arabian world, Syria is a unique model of political system, which 
regime really fits to the frameworks of the Tunisian-Egyptian model3 
Noticeably, this political system is formed under the influence of defined 
organizational and ideological factors such as the ruling party Al-Baas, 
which has proper historical roots in a series of countries from the Arab 
East and comes to power rather during a long-term period of political 
struggles than as a result of national-liberation struggles under the 
guidance of the leader of a national front (Tunisia and Algeria) or the 
military-political structures overcoming regime through a revolution 
(Egypt). Unlike them, where a sole presidential power proceeds 
instrumentally through different governmental structures, one of which is 
a ruling party, the Al-Baas party comes to power as a result of interparty 
competition. Under the Arab standards, it can be considered rather a real 
and all-sufficient than artificially made party mechanism, which can 
defensibly pretend to be the reference for and Arab political party.

2

1 Candidature for president of Syria can be proposed only by the regional management of PASR. On 
the initiative of the Head of Parliament, a decision to perform a global referendum on the proposed 
candidature is taken. The Syrian president is elected for 7 years.

2 Islam i Obshtestvennoe Razvitie v Nachale Veka. Institut Vostokovedenija, RAN, 2005, p. 68.

3  The political systems of Arab  countries are characterized with the prevailing in them authoritarian 
mechanisms and structures of power. Two models can be delineated: the first is republican and is 
conditionally called Egyptian-Tunisian model, and the second is monarchic (Jordanian-Moroccan), with 
its authoritarian model of presidential power based on power structures.



How the Syria's crisis influences the Arabic left?
In general, the Arab left is not unitary and has a mosaic structure. In the 
past, a similar division of the left provoked the involvement of the Soviet 
Union in the Afghanistan War. The People's Democrat Party (PDP) split 
into 2 fractions – the Halk (people's) radical movement that relies on the 
Pashto-speaking part of population, which settled recently in the big 
cities to search for work and access to education. The Parcham (banner) 
is a moderate stream, with small number of followers, supported by the 
middle class and the Dari-speaking population. The personal and 
ideological differences cause internal conflict between the two fractions. 
A part of progressivist reforms of the communists lead to an excessive 
reaction on behalf of the population. The connection between city and 
village is broken; the tension between the rural population, which rejects 
the changes, and the urban population, which supports modernization, 
increases. The left part of the Arab political spectrum is reserved 
concerning the Syria's revolt. This part rejects militarization of the revolt 
since, according to them, this favors radical Islamists and the coming in 
Syria foreign fighters. In the beginning of the conflict, Islamists have 
smaller amounts compared to  other Arab countries with republican 
regimes. Some of the members of the Arab left have a clear communist 
or Marxist origin and others gravitate around nationalism, with some of 
them being radical and others – moderate. The result of the Syria's War 
is: millions of people being expelled inside and outside the country. No 
international organization declared practical solidarity with the Syrian 
people in their struggle for human rights, social justice and dignity. The 
supporters of people's revolts are settled in the ultimate left of political 
spectrum. On 31 August 2013, the coalition of left organizations from the 
Middle East1  was formed, which issued a declaration for solidarity with 
the revolution of the Syria's people and against the foreign intervention in 
Syria.
The Revolutionary Left in Syria has relations with some fractions of the 
regime opposition including the Gayat Nes. Single intellectuals and 
independent leftists support the rebels and want the fall of the Assad's 
regime rejecting any forms of dialogue. Although they approve the idea 
of a peaceful people's protest, they do not exclude the right of the rebels 
to use guns. The supporters of revolution in the ultimate left dissociate 
from the Syrian National Council (SNC) in regard to the question about a 
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1 The Revolutionary Socialists of Egypt and Socialist Forum of Lebanon that are related to Trotskyism. 
Al-Mounadil-a of Morocco that are related to Maoism. The Revolutionary Left Current of Syria, Union 
of Communists of Iraq, League of the Workers' Left of Tunisia.



possible union with the countries such as Qatar, Turkey and Saudi 
Arabia.1
They see in this the danger of compromising the independence of the 
people's movement in Syria. On the other side, the aim of these 
countries is to control the essence of the conflict shifting it to a regional 
collision, supporting radical groups to impose a government based on 
the Islamic law. The Islamist dynamics that is loosened by the Arab 
spring and leads to approaches to power of the forces derived from the 
Muslim brothers in Morocco, Tunisia and Egypt, creates the feeling of a 
"return of pendulum" in a part of the leftists and provokes fear since it 
can lead to Islamist hegemony. Similarly to  the Muslim brothers in Egypt 
and Jordan, the Revival movement in Tunisia presents as an ardent 
defender of the Syrian opposition. The position of a part of the Arab left 
on the Syrian problem reflects also a confrontation with the forces of the 
political Islam. Hence, paradoxically, however, truly due to the fear of 
uncertain future the parties that often support "revolution" and 
"progressivism" and some of them even Marxism would prefer that the 
decision for Syria is taken through negotiations and a gradual transition, 
and they demonstrate an apparent patriotism.
A part of the radical leftists who are against the Assad's regime and want 
its fall feel suspicions about the support for the Syrian revolution coming 
from the monarchies from the Gulf, and they do not dare to joint 
completely to the position against Assad, which is declared by the 
"international community" headed by USA.2  A similar anti-imperialistic 
reflection does not lead to an automatic support for the rebels. They give 
a priority to the domestic situation in Syria; the revolts in the Arabic world 
and Maghreb have a similar logic, i.e. as a revolt of people against 
regime to  stop exploitation and injustice, to  impose a social justice. This 
is a people's revolt that opposes the international idea of Russia and the 
"rescue efforts" of USA, which declares before the world that it saves an 
undeveloped country, which is a victim of a terrorist threat. If one part of 
the radical Arab left finds the perspective for revolution in the agenda of 
Syria, the other, significantly influential part voluntarily denies the 
revolution and does not want the fall of the regime. For the latter the 
reason for controversies is hidden in the performed nameless cold war. 
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1  Being established in the summer of 2011, the Syrian National Council (SNC) is based in Istanbul, 
Turkey, and combines important parties from the Syrian opposition, amongst which are the Muslim 
Brothers.

2 „Les partis nationalistes et de gauche affirment leur refus de lʼingérence étrangère dans les affaires 
arabes“  (The nationalistic and left parties confirm the refusal of foreign intervention in the Arab  affairs, 
Nida Al-Watan, Amman, April 2012).



The fear of the unknown and the post-Assad Syria that is reconciled with 
USA and is allied with the countries from the Gulf is bigger than the fear 
of the preservation of the regime. This in turn provokes local dictators 
and foreign forces, which are aimed to assimilation of the wealth of the 
region. The same forces that want to build a "new Europe" and promote 
a new world had the possibility of doing this in the past. In 1915-1919, 
the entire global power is in the hands of 3-4 political forces. England 
and France define not only the European history but also the history of 
the rest of the world offering a global peace and an integrated global 
economy. Did they really want this? It is hardly believable – a global 
economy was replaced with a global exploitation and a global peace – 
with chaos and exhaustion of more and more nations. In the heart of 
Europe the "kingdom" was constructed that operates with the European 
wealth and dares to determine the "bread" of all European nations calling 
this a "peaceful way of waging war".
The left part of the political spectrum pays attention also to another factor 
– the attempts to add a religious character to the conflict, which will place 
the minorities of the Allauits and the Christians against the radical 
Sunnits' majority. This conceals the risk of a civil war and imbalance 
between the local and global forces (Iran and Saudi Arabia against the 
monarchies from the Gulf, Russia and China against USA). A similar 
situation sullies the traditional Arab left "with Stalinist roots" (Syria, 
Lebanon, Egypt), which is defined as "stable" and will change the 
position of the common Syrians to the left generally. Neither Russia nor 
America are driven by the feelings of solidarity and compassion, but they 
defend their essential interests and internal security. The West 
intervention also does not support the Syrian revolution but is aimed to 
attraction of Damascus to  the table of negotiations and the withdrawal of 
Assad preserving the regime to enforce the American imperialism 
against the Russian imperialism in Syria. The leftists are on the side of 
regional forces and Syria is the front-line in the "big chess table" today.
A part of the Arab left is often more favorable to the way of reforms. 
According to them, the solution of the Syrian conflict must be political but 
not military. The final communiqué of the Arab Nationalist Conference in 
June in Hammamet, Tunisia, in which about 200 participants took place 
as the representatives of nationalistic, left and to a lesser degree Islamist 
Arab formations, reflected this position. The document pretends to be 
mostly consensual. It acknowledges the right of "freedom, democracy 
and a peaceful change of power" of the Syrian people and 
simultaneously condemns "the violence whenever it comes", by which it 
equalizes the regime and the militant opposition and calls them to start a 
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dialogue within the frameworks of the plan for restoration of peace, which 
was proposed by the messenger of the UN Kofi Annan in May 2012.1 
Conclusion
Syria remains "something like Janus in the eyes of the left Arab fighters". 
A small part of them do not state that the regime is authoritarian and 
repressive but even today the voices defending the regime and rejecting 
international sanctions on it reflect one of the deep rooted ideological 
bases of the Arab left wings – the paradigm against imperialists. In the 
former this feeling is balanced by the adherence to the people's 
character of the revolt, in the latter, contrariwise, it is suppressed by the 
fact that the conflict becomes increasingly more international.
One can say that the left of the Arabic world is divided ideologically and 
strategically. Some people support the Syrian regime due to the struggle 
against Israel and resistance against imperialism. Others are on the side 
of the revolt in the name of a revolutionary logic and for the defense of 
human rights and dignity. There are also third parties that want a middle 
position – between a restrained solidarity with the demands of freedom 
of the protesters and the rejection of a foreign intervention, they want a 
national reconciliation. The personal and ideological differences are the 
reason of internal collisions. To govern a buffer state, one must traverse 
between the big forces – Russia and USA. The Russians believe in "their 
international duty" and America believes in its rescue mission – to save a 
country, which is a victim of terrorism. Amazingly, the situation is similar 
to Afghanistan, when the Russians again believed in "their international 
duty" since the stability of Afghanistan was substantial for the security of 
Central Asia. We must not forget that in the beginning of the 50's 
Afghanistan is one of the four most favored countries and the American 
interest to it occurred in the end of that period. The competition of 
generosity was started, with the aim to "help the local population" – the 
Russians built infrastructure, the Americans equipped airports with 
radars, electronics and communication systems. The leaders of 
Mudjahidins (Ismail Han) were former military officers trained in Soviet 
Union. A part of the Afghanistan intellectuals (Prime Minister Hafizula 
Amin) were educated in USA and became communists. In 1979 USA 
armed the seven parties of Mudjahidins against the People's Democrat 
Party. Funding is made from Saudi Arabia, provided by USA and 
administered by the Pakistani secret services. When in 1985 Gorbachev 
took the leadership of the communist party of Soviet Union and believed 
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in the necessity of the withdrawal from Afghanistan, the last communist 
president Nadjibula alienated from communism-Leninism and adopted a 
more pragmatic nationalism, which was a part of the policy of national 
reconciliation. Today the picture is repeated. All parties in the Syrian 
conflict rely on powerful foreign "allies", international concern and liberal 
support. The old communists continue to upgrade themselves and to 
take higher positions in the power in both Afghanistan and Syria. 
Ordinary people continue to support leaders such as Nadjubula and 
Assad since their perception of the world includes the things as 
electricity, hospitals and schools, which are not generated by war. Russia 
needs a stable regime, an outlet to Mediterranean Sea, and this 
stimulates the development of a pragmatic nationalism in Syria. The 
abyss between the urban population, which supports modernization, and 
the rural population, which opposes the changes, increases. The 
experiment of NATO to impose an imperfect liberal democracy failed.
None of the Arab countries can be considered a homogeneous political 
formation. The national-ethnic and the religious-everyday are a part of 
the modern political process in the Arab world. Hence, the ethnic-
confessional factor is often used for manipulation. In each Muslim 
country, specific local variants of democratic process are developed, 
within the frameworks of which the problems characteristic for a concrete 
country are solved, recognizing the features of a socio-historical 
development of this country. Thus, in the country itself besides 
modernization processes also  defense mechanisms are materialized, 
which assure a painless transformation of society. The process of mixing 
elites with the new layers of society represented of both business circles 
and the representatives of other occupations, different from the 
traditional, occurs. A trend toward attraction of the representatives of an 
educated class in power and the enlargement of social basis is present.
We can draw the conclusion that in the Arab world a new political 
process occurs, which in the future will lead to serious changes in social-
political life and the changes in traditional psychology; the process will 
influence also  a global ratio  of the world forces in the future. We are 
unable to choose the time to be born but we can meet the coming time 
with a defined behavior – there can be a peace filled with cultural growth 
or the peace of a blaze decay and blaze elites. We can resist the 
happening and develop a peaceful time to a cultural bloom, and we can 
meet the war time so that we can be answerable for both the past and 
the future.
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