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Chapter 1
[bookmark: _Toc36299848][bookmark: _Hlk28261090][bookmark: _Hlk28261126]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc36299849]Context
The Arab Spring, a series of political protests that occurred throughout the Arab world, was initiated by the self-immolation of a young Tunisian street-vender by the name Mohammad Bouazizi[footnoteRef:1]. The self-immolation was a protest towards a host of political and social issues that would drive political changes in the region. This action not only sparked the Jasmine Revolution, which removed Tunisian dictator Ben-Ali from power, but also led to the ouster of Egypt’s Mubarak and a set of similar protests in Syria. Ben-Ali stepped down during the protests, while Mubarak’s military abandoned him due to public pressure. These events led many to believe that democracy was going to replace the dictatorships that have ruled much of the Middle East since independence, but this did not happen in most places.  [1: "Mr. Bouazizi Ignite Social Fuel." Daily Outlook Afghanistan, Jan 27, 2011, https://search.proquest.com/docview/ 847447819?pq-origsite=summon.] 

The Syrian Arab Spring would begin as peaceful protests in the city of Dara’a on March 15th, 2011,[footnoteRef:2] but they would end in one of the most brutal civil wars in modern history in the Summer of 2012. During the protests, local children wrote “The people want the fall of the regime,” which was a well-known protest statement from the Egyptian Revolution, on a wall in the city.[footnoteRef:3] This event led to major, non-sectarian, protests in Dara’a an throughout the country.[footnoteRef:4] The police responded by arresting and torturing the children.[footnoteRef:5] The response of the Syrian people was interesting because they refrained from using sectarian slogans until the government began painting them as sectarian and using violence.[footnoteRef:6] The protesters’ primary interest were economic in nature.[footnoteRef:7] They desired economic change rather than the removal of a sectarian regime.  [2: Weedah Hamzah, "Protests in Rebel Areas Mark Syria's Uprising Anniversary." DPA International (English), Mar 
15, 2019, http://libproxy.lib.unc.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/2191351089? accountid=14244.]  [3: Hof, Frederic C., and Alex Simon. "Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation." paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum, 1 accessed 23 (2013).]  [4: Hof, Frederic C., and Alex Simon. "Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation." paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum, 1 accessed 23 (2013).]  [5: Hof, Frederic C., and Alex Simon. "Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation." paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum, 1 accessed 23 (2013).]  [6: Ibid]  [7: Kevin Mazur, “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” 
Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536. ] 

Syria is currently in its eighth year of civil war that is divided along sectarian and ideological lines. The Syrian government is no longer in control of its own country, which is divided between the government, Turkey, and a host of rebel militias.[footnoteRef:8] The country has been divided between competing armies that claim to represent different political institutions, ideologies, and ethno-religious groups. These divisions have weakened the country and have allowed other counties to intervene in Syrian affairs. As of this writing, this sentence; the Turkish military is invading the Kurdish areas in northern Syria and the Syrian army with Russian support is headed towards the region. The Syrian protests during the Arab Spring were followed by a conflict that left the country divided along sectarian and ideological lines. I will argue that economic divisions and emergent commitment problems led to the civil war rather than sectarianism.  [8: Alia Chughtai, “Syria's war: Who controls what?” Al Jazeera, Mar 13, 2019, https://www.aljazeera.com /indepth/interactive/2015/05/syria-country-divided-150529144229467.html] 

The Syrian Civil War consists of a multitude of political actors, which causes many academics and policymakers to discuss the causes of the civil war through the lens of sectarianism.[footnoteRef:9] The Assad regime is currently at war with militias that are fighting to develop a democratic state, the Kurds who want their own state, Islamist groups like ISIS and Al-Nusa, and more.[footnoteRef:10] It is certainly true that the major stakeholders have different interests and backgrounds, but that does not mean that the war was caused by sectarianism. Sectarianism could be a symptom rather than a cause of war. Other academics have cited political violence and economic divisions as causes for civil wars in other settings.[footnoteRef:11] Economics and political violence are issues that impacted Syria just like other countries that have devolved into civil war. This thesis will argue that it was these issues that led to civil war in Syria, like in other states, rather than sectarianism. Syria needs to be studied through multiple lens. This thesis will study Syria through the lens of sectarianism, emergent commitment problems, and economic divisions. Specifically, I will ask what underlying conditions caused the Syrian Civil War.  [9: Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of 	Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013).]  [10: Julia Zorthian, “Who’s Fighting Who in Syria,” Time Magazine (2015): https://time.com/4059856/syria-civil-war-explainer/]  [11: John Foran, “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299850]Research Question and Why it Matters
	This thesis aims to understand the driving forces that lead to the Syrian Civil War. The protests took place as part of the Arab Spring, but it is of utmost importance to explore the role of structural issues in the country itself. I explore the roles of sectarianism, class divisions, and emergent commitment problems. There seems to be a disconnect in the story that is often told about how Syria developed a civil war. Many academics and policymakers argue that sectarianism caused the civil war,[footnoteRef:12] but I argue that economic divisions, which played a major role in the Arab Spring throughout the region[footnoteRef:13], and political violence played a larger role than sectarianism in creating this civil war. [12: John Foran, “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.]  [13: Adeel Malik and Bassem Awadallah, “The Economics of the Arab Spring,” World Development 45, (2013): 296-313. Doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2012.12.015.] 

This thesis aims to fill a major gap in the literature. Qualitative studies have explained intrastate conflicts in a myriad of manners, ranging from sectarianism to economic divisions,[footnoteRef:14] while quantitative studies have been able to provide more universal answers.[footnoteRef:15] For example, the Salvadoran Civil War is explained by economic divisions and emergent commitment problems, but many academics argue that the Syrian Civil War is a product of sectarianism.[footnoteRef:16] I will explore the Syrian Civil War through the lens economic divisions and emergent commitment problems, which are two often-cited reasons for intrastate conflict in quantitative studies,[footnoteRef:17]in a qualitative manner in order to bridge the gap between the two types of studies. [14: Stanley, William. The Protection Racket State: Elite Politics, Military Extortion, and Civil War in El Salvador. Temple University Press, 1996. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt14bswcg; Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013).  ]  [15: Powell, Robert. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013):. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512; James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534 a.pdf/ethnicity _insurgency_and_civil_war.pdf; Stathis N. Kalyvas. “Ethnic Defection in Civil War.” Comparative Political Studies 41, no. 8 (August 2008): doi:10.1177/0010414008317949.]  [16: Stanley, William. The Protection Racket State: Elite Politics, Military Extortion, and Civil War in El Salvador. Temple University Press, 1996. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt14bswcg; Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013).   ]  [17: Powell, Robert. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013):. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512; James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534 a.pdf/ethnicity _insurgency_and_civil_war.pdf; Stathis N. Kalyvas. “Ethnic Defection in Civil War.” Comparative Political Studies 41, no. 8 (2008): doi:10.1177/0010414008317949. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299851]Background
	In order to understand the political, economic, and social causes of the civil war, this thesis will explore the period of Syrian history from the rise of Hafez Al-Assad in 1970 to the beginning of the civil war in 2012. The country has been ruled by the Ba’ath Party since 1963.[footnoteRef:18] Assad, the father of the current president, performed an internal coup, where he overthrew the ruling party leadership, in 1970.[footnoteRef:19] Assad created many changes to Syrian society, two of which are of particular interest. The first thing that he did was to sectarianize the army by making a large part of its forces Alawite.[footnoteRef:20] The second important development was an economic policy that offered a large portion of the country subsidies and economic support.[footnoteRef:21] Assad designed to military and economic systems that his son would inherit. I will argue that the economic system, rather than the sectarian military, prevented large-scale protests, while both systems consolidated the government’s power.  [18: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 107-24. https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false]  [19: Ibid]  [20: Bassam Haddad, “Syria's State Bourgeoisie: An Organic Backbone for the Regime.” Middle East Critique 21, no. 3 (2012): 231-257, doi: 10.1080/19436149.2012.717798]  [21: Kevin Mazur, “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” 
Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.] 

	Bashar Al-Assad inherited this system from his father when he came to power in 2000. He did not change the make-up of the military, but he did liberalize the economy which weakened his father’s economic policy.[footnoteRef:22] His father’s system had caused weak exports and inefficiency in the economic.[footnoteRef:23] In response, Assad instituted a weak economic reform that benefitted the economic bourgeoisie and offered few benefits to the average Syrian.[footnoteRef:24] This liberalization of the economy changed the government’s relationship with the people, which was shown by the changes that occurred during the Arab Spring.  [22: Ibid]  [23: Raymond A. Hinnebusch, "The Political Economy of Economic Liberalization in Syria." International Journal of Middle East Studies 27, no. 3 (08, 1995): 308. http://libproxy.lib.unc.edu/login?url=https://search-proquest-com.libproxy.lib.unc.edu/docview/195587155?accountid=14244.]  [24: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 71-88. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.] 

	The Syrian protest movement began as non-sectarian, but it turned into a civil war.[footnoteRef:25] The protests began in Dara’a in March of 2011 after the government attacked a group of children, but the protesters refrained from calling for the end of the regime until later in the movement.[footnoteRef:26] The government responded with a great deal of violence towards the protesters. The tensions began in a non-sectarian manner but became more sectarian over time.[footnoteRef:27] This thesis will argue that the government used sectarian violence, namely in the form of the Shabha, to divide the populace and consolidate its own power.   [25: Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013), 17-19.]  [26: Weedah Hamzah, "Protests in Rebel Areas Mark Syria's Uprising Anniversary." DPA International (English), Mar 
15, 2019, http://libproxy.lib.unc.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/2191351089? accountid=14244.]  [27: Kevin Mazur, “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” 
Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299852]Introduction to the Literature
	In the literatures of international relations, comparative politics, policy, and sociology, there is a debate about the causes of civil war, such as sectarianism, economic divisions, geography, and political violence, that I intend to engage.[footnoteRef:28] Nevertheless, there are three main reasons cited in the literature: sectarianism,[footnoteRef:29] economic divisions,[footnoteRef:30] and political violence.[footnoteRef:31] Academics and policymakers such as Ambassador Hof argue that sectarianism plays a large in conflicts,[footnoteRef:32] while Foran believes that the economic divisions are more important than sectarianism.[footnoteRef:33] Political violence plays is believed to be important in a variety of studies.[footnoteRef:34] I will analyze these three variables to understand the causes of the Syrian Civil War to argue that economic divisions and political violence caused it rather than sectarianism.  [28: John Foran, “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared.” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.; James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534a.pdf/ethnicity_insurgency_and_	civil_war.pdf.]  [29: Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013), 17-19.]  [30: John Foran, “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared.” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.]  [31: Powell, Robert. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013):. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.]  [32: Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013), 17-19.]  [33: John Foran, “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.]  [34: John Foran, “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201; James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534a.pdf/ethnicity_insurgency_and_	civil_war.pdf.] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299853][bookmark: _Hlk28265051]Class and Economic Divisions
	Class and economic divisions occur in a society when one group of people have more wealth or economic opportunities than another. These groups need not be an ethnic or religious group. Many times, they are simply those who own the means of production and those who do not. John Foran analyzed the social revolutions and civil wars that occurred in Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador, in which he found that class division was one of four factors that led to social change and civil wars.[footnoteRef:35] Ted Robert Gurr found that relative deprivation, perceived inequality in comparison to another societal group, can lead to civil strife and violence.[footnoteRef:36] Lars-Erik Cederman, Nils B. Weidman, and Kristian Skrede Gleditsch did a quantitative study that found that horizontal economic inequality, inequality experienced by a group whose members share a similar origin, can lead to conflict[footnoteRef:37]  [35: John Foran, “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.]  [36: Ted Robert Gurr. “Sources of Rebellion in Western Societies: Some Quantitative evidence,” ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 391, no. 1 (1970): doi:10.1177/000271627039100111. ]  [37: Lars-Erik Cederman, Nils B. Weidman, and Kristian Skrede Gleditsch, “Horizontal Inequalities and Ethnonationalist Civil War: A Global Comparison,” American Political Science Review 105, no. 3 (2011): doi:10.1017/S0003055411000207.] 

	I argue that the Syrian class system was designed to make a certain portion of the population dependent upon the survival of the regime. The government could not provide economic benefits, such as subsidies and government jobs, to the entirety of the Syrian people, Syria’s economic system was not efficient, and it lacked the funds to implement a Gulf-style rentier system.[footnoteRef:38] This system ensured that part of the population would be regime allies, but it was unable to incorporate every Syrian citizen into the system. The Syrian class lines was divided between those who benefitted from those policies and those that did not. The upper class is a two-tier system that consists of Assad and those close to him and a lower upper class that consists of the diverse business and bureaucratic elite who garner many benefits from the regime.[footnoteRef:39] This ensured that the government would have allies, but it also ensured that those who did not benefit from the government policy would oppose the government, like the protesters during the Hama Massacre of 1982.[footnoteRef:40] This system helped to create the civil war that the country is currently experiencing.  [38:  Raymond A. Hinnebusch, "The Political Economy of Economic Liberalization in Syria." International Journal of Middle East Studies 27, no. 3 (08, 1995): 308. http://libproxy.lib.unc.edu/login?url=https://search-proquest-com.libproxy.lib.unc.edu/docview/195587155?accountid=14244.]  [39: Bassam Haddad. “Syria's State Bourgeoisie: An Organic Backbone for the Regime.” Middle East Critique 21, no. 3 (2012): 231-257, doi: 10.1080/19436149.212.717798]  [40:  Conduit, Dara, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs In 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 73-87. Doi: 10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299854]Sectarianism
There is a disconnect between quantitative and qualitative studies on this topic. Generally, qualitative studies have found that sectarianism causes civil wars,[footnoteRef:41] while quantitative studies find that it is not a cause.[footnoteRef:42] Before discussing specific example of the literature, it is important to note that there are many definitions of sectarianism.[footnoteRef:43] A rough definition can be given as tensions between different ethno-religious groups, but there are disagreements about whether it is a political tool of the government or something that naturally exists within the populace.[footnoteRef:44] Many academics and policymakers argue that sectarianism leads to civil war. Gibbon analyzed the Troubles, a violent independence movement in Ireland that often included violence between the Catholics and the Protestants, through a Marxist lens rather than a sectarian lens.[footnoteRef:45] Sami A. Ofeish argued that the Lebanese Civil War was the result of a long history of institutionalized sectarianism that continued after the war.[footnoteRef:46] Frederic C. Hof discusses the role of sectarianism in the Syrian Civil War.[footnoteRef:47] Others argue that sectarianism does not cause civil wars. James D. Fearon, David D. Laitian[footnoteRef:48], and Stathis N. Kalyvas[footnoteRef:49], through statistical studies, found that sectarianism does not have a statistically significant impact on the onset of civil wars. [41: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 363-82. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503; Peter Gibbon. “The Dialectic of Religion and Class in Ulster,” New Left Review 0, no. 55 (1969): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview /1301 936232/923ED3B453344AEPQ/1?accountid=14244; Sami A. Ofeish. “Lebanon’s Second Republic: Secular Talk, Sectarian Application,” Arab Studies Quarterly 21, no. 1 (1999): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/ 220604218/72D8B3BB26AC4667PQ/2?accountid=14244; Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and 	Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013).]  [42: Robert Powell, "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power," The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013):. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.; James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534 a.pdf/ethnicity _insurgency_and_civil_war.pdf; Stathis N. Kalyvas. “Ethnic Defection in Civil War.” Comparative Political Studies 41, no. 8 (August 2008): doi:10.1177/0010414008317949. ]  [43: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 363-82. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [44: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 363-82. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [45: Peter Gibbon, “The Dialectic of Religion and Class in Ulster,” New Left Review 0, no. 55 (1969): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/1301936232/923ED3B453344AEPQ/1?accountid=14244.]  [46: Sami A. Ofeish, “Lebanon’s Second Republic: Secular Talk, Sectarian Application,” Arab Studies Quarterly 21, no. 1 (1999): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/220604218/72D8B3BB26AC4667PQ/2?accountid=14244.]  [47: Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and 	Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of 	Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013).]  [48: James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian, “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534a.pdf/ethnicity_insurgency_and_	civil_war.pdf.]  [49: Stathis N. Kalyvas. “Ethnic Defection in Civil War.” Comparative Political Studies 41, no. 8 (August 2008): doi:10.1177/0010414008317949.] 

Academics generally point out that the inner circle of the Ba’ath Party is mostly Alawi and that Civil War itself exhibits sectarian divides,[footnoteRef:50] but this ignores the largely familial relationship between the memebers. First of all, it is important to note the vast majority of the inner circle were members of the Assad family or were close acquaintances.[footnoteRef:51] Nepotism played a larger role in political decision-making than sectarianism. They were chosen because they could be trusted to support the regime and to protect its interests, not because they were Alawites. The current war certainly exhibits sectarian divisions, but that does not mean that it was caused by sectarianism. The country has faced intrastate violence before, specifically during the Hama protests and massacre, but it was not sectarian in nature.[footnoteRef:52] Rather, the Hama protests were the result of economic changes that harmed the middle class of the city. The government aimed to divide the protesters along sectarian lines during the Arab Spring in order to consolidate its power and to protect its economic and political interests. These explanations show why the quantitative and the qualitative studies do not align with each other.  [50: Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and 	Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of 	Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013). ]  [51: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 113-15. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.     ]  [52: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 77-8. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299855]Emergent Commitment Problems
	Political violence is often cited when discussing the onset of civil wars. Political violence is defined as the use of violence by a state or a societal group, whether it be a terrorist group or protesters, with the aim of furthering some political goal. Stanley G. Payne argues that political violence between different political groups during peace times can lead to civil war I define civil war as intrastate conflict, which occurs when the government of a state is at war with a subsection, or subsections, of its own population. 
Some academics focus upon the use of political violence by governments. William Stanley analyzed political violence by the Salvadoran government and argued that their aim to keep power through violence eventually led to the civil war.[footnoteRef:53] Others discuss the role of emergent commitment problems in the onset of civil wars. Robert Powell, using game theoretic models, argues that governments will use political violence, and risk war if they believe that their political, economic, and social benefits are sufficient to justify violence.[footnoteRef:54]  [53: Stanley, William. The Protection Racket State: Elite Politics, Military Extortion, and Civil War in El Salvador. Temple University Press, 1996. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt14bswcg.]  [54: Robert Powell, "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power," The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013):. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.] 

The second major cause of the Syrian Civil War was a major commitment problem. The Assad regime and those dependent upon the government profited from a system that gave much economic power to the regime and its loyalists and they wanted to preserve it.[footnoteRef:55] The Assad regime owns much of the economy, including businesses, which they profited greatly from.[footnoteRef:56] The violence had the dual goal of protecting the elites’ spoils and of weakening the opposition through ethnic divisions. The Syrian case is reminiscent of what Powell described in his work. The Syrian government developed systems that gave it and its loyalists a lot of wealth and political power, but it also used these systems to consolidate its power over time. The government then used violence, in a sectarian manner to further consolidate its power, in an attempt to protect its political and economic interests. The government realized that it could not negotiate with the protesters because doing so would remove many of the elite’s benefits and it greatly weaken the government. The Syrian Civil War shows a manner in which sectarianism can be used by the government to consolidate its power in order to protect its contingent spoils.  [55:  Philip Inman, “Bashar al-Assad has amassed fortune of up to £950m, analysts estimate.” The Guardian (2014): https://www.theguardian.com/world/2012/jul/19/bashar-al-assad-950m-fortune.]  [56: Philip Inman, “Bashar al-Assad has amassed fortune of up to £950m, analysts estimate.” The Guardian (2014): https://www.theguardian.com/world/2012/jul/19/bashar-al-assad-950m-fortune.] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299856]Methodologies
	This thesis relies on primary and secondary sources, with a heavier reliance on the latter. Many of the sources analyze Syrian societal and political structure that have occurred in modern Syrian history, here defined as the Ba’ath period, through the lens of sectarianism, class division, and political violence. Others provide a theoretical framework through which I will analyze Syrian society and the causes of the civil war. 
	The literature will focus mostly on the Ba’athist period, which began in 1970 when Assad came to power and continues until now. This period will be divided into three different distinct time periods: 1970-2000 when Assad ruled, 2000 until the beginning of the Syrian protests during the rule of Bashar Al-Assad, and finally the Syrian protests themselves to the civil war. This division will allow me to analyze different government policies and how they impacted societal divisions. The country devolved into civil war during the reign of Bashar Al-Assad. I will analyze the changes that he made in his father’s economic system and how these changes led to civil war. In the first period I explore the economic and political systems that Hafez Al-Assad developed during his thirty-year reign. In the second part, I analyze the changes that Bashar made to his father’s policies and their impact on the people. This thesis will analyze the government’s response to the Syrian protests, with a focus on political violence and who participated in the violence.  
[bookmark: _Toc36299857]Road Map
	The thesis will be organized as follows. Chapter two will be a literature review that will provide a survey of literature in relation to sectarianism, economic divisions, and political violence. Chapter three will be a background chapter that will explain the role of sectarianism and economic divisions in the reign of Hafez Al-Assad. Chapter four is a data chapter that will discuss the Bashar Al-Assad’s policy changes and his use of violence against the Syrian opposition. This chapter will argue that Bashar’s changes to his father’s economic policies made people’s standard of living worse, which led to the protests. Furthermore, political violence then led to a deadly civil war. In the final chapter, I will conclude the thesis and suggest future research topics. 

[bookmark: _Toc36299858][bookmark: _Hlk22630976]


Chapter 2
[bookmark: _Toc36299859]Literature Review
[bookmark: _Toc36299860]Introduction
The Arab Spring impacted many states throughout the Middle East and North Africa, which led to major political changes and sometimes, to civil war. I define civil war as intrastate conflict, which occurs when the government of a state is at war with a subsection, or subsections, of its own population. This differs from political violence because both parties must be organized in a war, whereas no side or only one side may be organized in political violence. The Arab Spring led to two major civil wars, one in Libya and the other in Syria. Hosni Mubarak of Egypt and Ben-Ali of Tunisia were able to avoid civil war by resigning, but that did not happen in Syria. The major question that this thesis aims to answer is why Syria devolved into civil war after the Arab Spring when so many other countries escaped this fate. 
There is little agreement among scholars of international relations about the causes of civil war.[footnoteRef:57] Some scholars argue that sectarianism leads to intrastate conflict[footnoteRef:58], while others argue that economic divides between the elite and the poor lead to civil war.[footnoteRef:59] This dichotomy ignores the presence of commitment problems that often exist in post-colonial states. Diverse states such as Syria exhibit bargaining processes between a majority group and a minority group, which can lead to major commitment problems when one group controls most of the power.[footnoteRef:60] The Syrian Civil War is often described in terms of sectarianism rather than economic divisions and commitment problems.[footnoteRef:61] It is also important to mention that quantitative studies have found that sectarianism does not cause civil wars, but economic issues, such as a low GDP per capita can cause civil war.[footnoteRef:62]  [57: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 363-82. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [58:  Ibid]  [59: Foran, John. “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared.” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 3–27.  doi:10.1177/089692059201900201. ]  [60: James D. Fearon, “Commitment Problems and the Spread of Ethnic Conflict,” in The International Spread of Ethnic Conflict, ed. David A. Lake and Donald Rothchild, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1998), 107-126.   ]  [61: Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013).; Itamar Rabinovich, "Alawite Secessionism in Historical Perspective." Tel Aviv Notes 7, no. 1
(2013). https://dayan.org/content/tel-aviv-notes-alawite-secessionism-historical-perspective.]  [62: James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): 75-90. https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534a.pdf/ethnicity_insurgency_and_	civil_war.pdf. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299861]Sectarianism
[bookmark: _Toc36299862]The Study of Sectarianism During the Cold War
Throughout much of the Cold War, scholars tended to focus on class divisions and the role of Marxists in the onset of civil wars. For example, Peter Gibbon discussed the role of religious sectarianism in the Troubles, but it was secondary to the role of Marxists and class distinctions.[footnoteRef:63] The Troubles was a sectarian conflict in Ireland and Northern Ireland throughout much of the twentieth century. International relations research was often defined by the bipolarity of the Cold War, which Gibbon’s work is a great example of.[footnoteRef:64] Academics began to discuss sectarianism in more depth after the collapse of the Soviet Union. International relations, at the time, were defined by the competition between the communist Eastern Bloc and the capitalist Western powers. The fall of the Soviet Union mostly removed the role of communism in international conflicts, but it did not lead to the end of history that Francis Fukuyama predicted.[footnoteRef:65] The world did not universally become Western-style democracies and it did not lead to lasting peace. Researchers began to study these new conflicts and they moved beyond the bipolarity of the Cold War. Despite the drastic change in international relations, many things stayed the same. Civil Wars still occurred and many of them were sectarian conflicts.  [63: Peter Gibbon. “The Dialectic of Religion and Class in Ulster,” New Left Review 0, no. 55 (1969): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/1301936232/923ED3B453344AEPQ/1?accountid=14244.]  [64: Peter Gibbon. “The Dialectic of Religion and Class in Ulster,” New Left Review 0, no. 55 (1969): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/1301936232/923ED3B453344AEPQ/1?accountid=14244.]  [65: Francis Fukuyama, The End of History and the Last of Man (New York: Free Press, 1992).] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299863]Defining Sectarianism
	The extensive study of sectarianism as a fact in civil wars is a new phenomenon and is still developing. Sectarianism is a complex variable that often eludes definition. Dr. Fanar Haddad surveyed 125 academic works that used the term “sectarianism,” and he found a large amount of inconsistency in the use of the word.[footnoteRef:66] In his survey of the literature, Haddad notes that many people view sectarianism as policy and political structure, while others define it as an aspect of society as a whole.[footnoteRef:67] Some academics define sectarian policy as a political action or structure that aims to benefit one sect, here defined as an ethno-religious group, over another.[footnoteRef:68] Governments actively incorporate sectarianism into the political system and their actions.  [66: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 363. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [67: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 365. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [68: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 365. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.] 

Pre-civil war Lebanon and modern Lebanon are examples of sectarianism as a policy and political structure due to Lebanon’s political system that systematically allocates power to a variety of sects. This is a dangerous system that creates tensions between different groups because it makes one’s ethno-religious identity more important than one’s national identity. In this system, it becomes easier to blame political and economic issues on other parties, which are often sectarian in nature, and other ethno-religious groups. The Lebanese political system is defined by the divisions of the many religious groups that coexist in the country.[footnoteRef:69] The Lebanese Parliament was required by the National Pact and the Ta’if Agreement to be split equally between Christians and Muslims, despite changing demographics in favor of Muslims.[footnoteRef:70] This system began under the Ottoman Empire and the French mandate.[footnoteRef:71] The National Pact baked ethnic conflict into governing system of Lebanon after independence and reformed it after the civil war.[footnoteRef:72] As a result, Lebanon continues to face sectarian tensions in their political system, but the Lebanese people are currently challenging the system. Sami A. Ofeish argued that the Lebanese Civil War was the result of a long history of institutionalized sectarianism that continued after the war.[footnoteRef:73] Sectarianism is often viewed as something natural[footnoteRef:74], but Ofeish notes that sectarianism is a tool of the elite rather than a natural occurring phenomenon.[footnoteRef:75] He argues that the institutionalization of sectarianism gives the elites legitimacy by making their less well-off co-religionists believe that they are representing the interests of their respective sect.[footnoteRef:76] However, Ofeish ignores the importance of bargaining process between the different Lebanese sects. The major issue that led to the Lebanese Civil War was the demographic shift in favor of Shia Muslims, which altered the balance of power between the major sects. This represented a major commitment problem because there was no way that the Christians and the Sunnis could change National Pact without threatening their interests. While not as overt as the institutions in Lebanon, Syria has also developed institutions that have had ethnic conflict baked into them during the mandate period. I will argue that the Syrian regime faced a major commitment problem as well that led to civil war.  [69: Sami A. Ofeish. “Lebanon’s Second Republic: Secular Talk, Sectarian Application,” Arab Studies Quarterly 21, no. 1 (1999): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/220604218/72D8B3BB26AC4667PQ/2?accountid=14244.]  [70: Ibid]  [71: Ibid ]  [72: Ibid]  [73: Sami A. Ofeish. “Lebanon’s Second Republic: Secular Talk, Sectarian Application,” Arab Studies Quarterly 21, no. 1 (1999): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/220604218/72D8B3BB26AC4667PQ/2?accountid=14244.]  [74: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 363-82. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [75: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 363-82. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [76: Ibid] 

Haddad notes that other writers discuss sectarianism through a societal lens with a focus on sect-centricity.[footnoteRef:77] Sect-centricity is defined as the cohesiveness of certain groups within society and can include tensions between different societal groups.[footnoteRef:78] In this approach, religious or ethnic groups are believed to support their co-believers or co-ethnics, but also have animosity towards other groups.[footnoteRef:79] In the Iraqi example, this would be the tensions that exist between the Sunni minority and the Shi’ite majority. Scholars who focus on sect-centricity argue that sectarianism is a natural occurrence rather than a creation of the political structures and policies of an individual country.[footnoteRef:80] The sectarianism that one sees in Iraq is the product of the creation of ethnic institutions during the colonial period.[footnoteRef:81] The British disregarded the differences between Shias and Sunnis, which led them to place a Sunni king on thrown of a majority Shia state.[footnoteRef:82] The British entwined sectarianism into Iraq’s institutions, which allowed them to divide the populous in an effort to consolidate British power in Iraq and to enable indirect British rule. Ethnicity did not lead to these modern instances of violence because it was the British who entwined ethnic conflict into the institutions. Economic pressures place major pressures on weak institutions such as those in Iraq. It is the combination of weak institutions, along with economic challenges that lead to conflict, not sectarianism.  [77: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 372. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [78: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 373. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [79: Ibid]  [80: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 372. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503.]  [81: Guiditta Fontana, “Creating Nations, Establishing States: Ethno-Religious Heterogeneity and the British Creation of Iraq in 1919–23,” Middle East Studies 46, no. 1 (2010): 1-16. https://doi.org/10.1080/00263200902760535.]  [82: Guiditta Fontana, “Creating Nations, Establishing States: Ethno-Religious Heterogeneity and the British Creation of Iraq in 1919–23,” Middle East Studies 46, no. 1 (2010): 8-9. https://doi.org/10.1080/00263200902760535.] 

This thesis will investigate economic policies and governmental violence. Syria’s economic policies and its commitment problems will show that sectarianism is not a factor that impacted the entire Syrian political and economic system. The economic system did not favor the Alawites over the Sunni Arabs and other groups.[footnoteRef:83] Furthermore, the first instances of violence between the regime and the opposition were between the Arab Sunnis who benefitted from the government’s economic policies and those that did not.[footnoteRef:84] Rather, sectarianism was a tool of the Syrian government that allowed it to consolidate power.  [83: Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.  ]  [84: Ibid ] 

While the case of Syria will show that sectarianism was not the cause of the civil war, social divisions (social cohesion) are noteworthy features of the current war. As such, my thesis will examine the social divisions within the opposition groups that are challenging the government for greater rights or are rallying in support for the removal of the regime through protest or violent actions. I will analyze the religious and ethnic divisions of the opposition groups in order to show that economic divisions created the opposition groups rather sectarianism. Furthermore, this thesis will explore the grievances that the protesters are presenting to the government. The focus on the role of sectarianism in policies and in the opposition’s grievances will serve two purposes. The Syrian Civil War certainly developed a sectarian nature, and, as a result, it is necessary to judge the strength of sectarians. 
[bookmark: _Toc36299864]Objections to Sectarianism as a Cause of Civil War
While the works discussed above suggests that sectarianism causes civil wars, other scholars, such as James D. Fearon and, David D. Laitin[footnoteRef:85], and Stathis N. Kalyvas,[footnoteRef:86] find less evidence that sectarianism has a statistically significant impact on the onset of civil wars. Fearon and Laitin[footnoteRef:87] find that per capita income, a sign of economic class, plays a much larger role in the onset of civil wars than the ethnic makeup of the state. The authors performed a quantitative analysis of 127 civil wars that occurred after the end of the Second World War.[footnoteRef:88] Fearon and Laitin found that per capita income, being a new state, having tough, mountainous terrain, population, the presence of large amounts of oil, and the availability of foreign intervention are major factor that lead to civil war.[footnoteRef:89] They also show that sectarianism was not a major factor in the onset of insurgencies.[footnoteRef:90] Sectarianism is not cited as a reason in every civil war that occurred after World War II,[footnoteRef:91] which shows that sectarianism is unlikely to be the main cause of civil wars. Per-capita income is more explanatory in the Syrian case because the first instances of tensions in the Syrian conflict were between people who benefitted from the Syrian economic system and those that did not.[footnoteRef:92] Economic divisions are a stronger indicator of civil war than sectarianism. [85: James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): 75-90. https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534a.pdf/ethnicity_insurgency_and_	civil_war.pdf.]  [86: Stathis N. Kalyvas. “Ethnic Defection in Civil War.” Comparative Political Studies 41, no. 8 (August 2008): doi:10.1177/0010414008317949.]  [87: James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): 75-90. https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534a.pdf/ethnicity_insurgency_and_	civil_war.pdf.]  [88: Ibid ]  [89: James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): 83-6. https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E.]  [90: James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): 83-6. https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E.]  [91: Jeffery M. Paige, "Coffee and Power in El Salvador." Latin American Research Review 28, no. 3 (1993): 9-14. http://www.jstor.org/stable/2503609. ]  [92:  Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 1009–1012. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.  ] 

In a similar project, Stathis N. Kalyvas performed a quantitative analysis of localities in Southern Greece during the Greek Civil War in order to examine why certain localities supported the Nazis and others did not.[footnoteRef:93] Kalyvas finds that rough terrain, violence from rebel groups, and governmental influence in the locality is more likely to cause conflict than ethnic diversity.[footnoteRef:94] In the case of the Greek Civil War, governmental influence was the Nazi military control of certain localities.[footnoteRef:95] Although the Syrian Civil War now has sectarian features, sectarianism did not cause the civil war.[footnoteRef:96] The Syrian case will show that the government military control is not required for a government to have influence in localities. A government can have significant influence in a locality by providing economic incentives. Mazur notes that economic links to the government, such as government employment, was a strong predictor of support for the government. Sectarianism is not as explanatory as other variables.  [93: Stathis N. Kalyvas. “Ethnic Defection in Civil War.” Comparative Political Studies 41, no. 8 (August 2008): doi:10.1177/0010414008317949. ]  [94: Ibid]  [95: Stathis N. Kalyvas. “Ethnic Defection in Civil War.” Comparative Political Studies 41, no. 8 (August 2008): doi:10.1177/0010414008317949. ]  [96:  Frederic C Hof, “Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and 	Recommendations for Mitigation" (paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of 	Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum 2013).] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299865]Class and Economic Divisions
[bookmark: _Toc36299866]Survey of Literature
Class and economic divisions are another set of variables that are commonly identified in the literature explaining the causes of civil war.[footnoteRef:97] Academics have studied economic divisions through the lens of Marxism,[footnoteRef:98] Relative deprivation,[footnoteRef:99] horizontal inequality,[footnoteRef:100] the Gini Coefficient[footnoteRef:101], as well as the role of demands for economic reform.[footnoteRef:102] This thesis will argue that the relative deprivation played a larger role in causing the Syrian Civil War because the first instances of violence was not between different ethno-religious groups. The demonstrations were between diverse groups that desired economic change rather than ethno-religious groups that were angry that other groups had more than they did.[footnoteRef:103]  [97: John Foran. “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.; Lars-Erik Cederman, Nils B. Weidman, and Kristian Skrede Gleditsch. “Horizontal Inequalities and Ethnonationalist Civil War: A Global Comparison,” American Political Science Review 105, no. 3 (2011): doi:10.1017/S0003055411000207.]  [98: Peter Gibbon. “The Dialectic of Religion and Class in Ulster,” New Left Review 0, no. 55 (1969): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/1301936232/923ED3B453344AEPQ/1?accountid=14244 ]  [99: Ted Robert Gurr. “Sources of Rebellion in Western Societies: Some Quantitative evidence,” ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 391, no. 1 (1970): doi:10.1177/000271627039100111. ]  [100: Lars-Erik Cederman, Nils B. Weidman, and Kristian Skrede Gleditsch. “Horizontal Inequalities and Ethnonationalist Civil War: A Global Comparison,” American Political Science Review 105, no. 3 (2011): doi:10.1017/S0003055411000207. ]  [101: Ibid ]  [102: Jeffery M. Paige, "Coffee and Power in El Salvador." Latin American Research Review 28, no. 3 (1993): 27-30. http://www.jstor.org/stable/2503609. ]  [103: Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 1009–1012. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.   ] 

Gibbon focused on the role of class through a Marxist lens.[footnoteRef:104] Gibbon’s focus is on the workers and the bourgeoisie in Gibbon’s work.[footnoteRef:105] He notes that the Catholics were often relegated to lower level positions in Irish society and that the Ulsters, Irish protestants, often had greater economic resources than the Catholics.[footnoteRef:106] Gibbon argues that the strength of the Ulsters, the Irish Protestants, was dependent upon their ability to Ulster bourgeoisie to co-opt the Ulster petit-bourgeoisie[footnoteRef:107] without much reference to what policies led to the subjugation of the Catholics. The author neglects the fact that Northern Ireland was a British colony in 1969. The British government actively subjugated those who opposed British rule and enriched those that supported British colonial rule. Karl Polanyi argues that one is unable to separate the political and social spheres from the economic sphere.[footnoteRef:108] Gibbons largely ignores the fact that British policy heavily shaped the Irish economic system during the Troubles. Polanyi’s argument applies to Syria as well.  The Syrian economy does not simply exist. It was created and shaped by Ba’ath Party, the party that rules the Syrian government. Analyzing the Syrian government’s economic policies during the reigns of both Hafez and Bashar Al-Assad will show that the government used economic incentives, such as government jobs, in order to co-opt a diverse groups of Syrians. This co-optation had the goal of creating loyalty to the government. The goal is to gain a greater understanding of how the government’s economic policies impacted the relationship between different classes.  [104: Peter Gibbon. “The Dialectic of Religion and Class in Ulster,” New Left Review 0, no. 55 (1969): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/1301936232/923ED3B453344AEPQ/1?accountid=14244.]  [105: Peter Gibbon. “The Dialectic of Religion and Class in Ulster,” New Left Review 0, no. 55 (1969): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/1301936232/923ED3B453344AEPQ/1?accountid=14244.]  [106: Ibid]  [107: Ibid ]  [108: Karl Polanyi, “Evolution of the Market Pattern,” in The Great Transformation, (New York: Rinehart and Company, 1944), https://sakai.unc.edu/access/content/group/42bf78a5-c88f-4da2-a18f-0d1cb52a7636/September/September%2012%3A%20Market%20Society%20and%20International%20Economic%20Integration/Polanyi%2C%20Great%20Transformation%2C%20pp.%2059-80.pdf] 

While Gibbons argues that alliances and tensions between different classes, such as the bourgeoisie and the proletariat, cause civil war,[footnoteRef:109] while Ted Robert Gurr finds that relative deprivation can lead to civil strife and violence.[footnoteRef:110] Gurr explored why average people would use violence against their governments.[footnoteRef:111] Relative deprivation argues that individuals and social groups perceive their economic conditions in comparison to their past group economic status.[footnoteRef:112] Gurr further notes that disadvantaged groups react because they believe that they deserve a better standing than what they were given, which is why he argues that researchers should focus on disadvantaged groups.[footnoteRef:113] The Syrian economic system created both advantaged groups and disadvantaged groups. The Arab Spring, which the Syrian protests were a part of, was the result of major economic issues, such as high unemployment.[footnoteRef:114] Mazur also notes that the first instance of tensions were between the those that benefitted from the Syrian economic system and those that did not.[footnoteRef:115] Relative deprivation has a lot of explanatory power in the Syrian case. This thesis will show that the government’s refusal to reform and its decision to use violence led the disadvantaged Syrians to escalate the violence against the regime.  [109: Peter Gibbon. “The Dialectic of Religion and Class in Ulster,” New Left Review 0, no. 55 (1969): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/1301936232/923ED3B453344AEPQ/1?accountid=14244. ]  [110: Ted Robert Gurr. “Sources of Rebellion in Western Societies: Some Quantitative evidence,” ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 391, no. 1 (1970): doi:10.1177/000271627039100111.]  [111: Ibid ]  [112: Ted Robert Gurr. “Sources of Rebellion in Western Societies: Some Quantitative evidence,” ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 391, no. 1 (1970): 129, doi:10.1177/000271627039100111.]  [113: Ted Robert Gurr, “Why Men Rebel Redux: How Valid are its Arguments 40 years On?” E-International Relations, E-International Relations, Nov 17, 2011. https://www.e-ir.info/2011/11/17/why-men-rebel-redux-how-valid-are-its-arguments-40-years-on/.]  [114: Adeel Malik and Bassem Awadallah, “The Economics of the Arab Spring,” World Development 45, (2013): 296-313. Doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2012.12.015.   ]  [115: Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 1009–1012. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.    ] 

After the end of the Cold War, academics began to research the role of class as a cause of civil war outside of the capitalist-communist paradigm.[footnoteRef:116] John Foran analyzed the social revolutions and civil wars that occurred in Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador, in which he found that class divisions, the presence of a repressive regime, the ability to bring people together, and a crisis lead to social change and civil wars.[footnoteRef:117] Foran notes that the lower and middle classes of El Salvador and Nicaragua coalesced in order to challenge their respective governments and economic elites.[footnoteRef:118] Foran’s findings provide evidence for Gurr’s relative deprivation. Foran notes that desire for a better economic standard of living, such as Salvadoran’s desire for greater worker’s rights, led to civil war.[footnoteRef:119] Foran’s findings apply to Syria because they remind us that the Syrian people are part of a class system and that this system impacts on their political actions. The Syrian people were divided by access to economic benefits.[footnoteRef:120] I will argue that the Syrian regime presided over a decline in the standard of living of its people, which led them to challenge the government for greater economic opportunities.  [116: John Foran. “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.]  [117: John Foran. “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.]  [118: John Foran. “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 15-19. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.]  [119: John Foran. “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201.]  [120: Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 1009–1012. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.     ] 

In another study that argues that economic conditions cause violence, Lars-Erik Cederman, Nils B. Weidman, and Kristian Skrede Gleditsch found that horizontal economic inequality experienced by culturally defined groups can lead to conflict[footnoteRef:121]. The authors define horizontal inequality as inequality between different societal and cultural groups.[footnoteRef:122] While the Gini coefficient measures economic inequality in a state’s entire population, the authors suggest that horizontal inequality has more explanatory power than the Gini coefficient because politics is not an individual activity.[footnoteRef:123] Rather, political changes occur due to the power and desires of groups. The problem with horizontal inequality is that it focuses too much on culturally defined groups. The protests and the first instances of violence in Syria was not sectarian in nature.[footnoteRef:124] The opposition groups and government loyalists were not culturally defined groups,[footnoteRef:125] which suggests that economic conditions were more important determinates for group alliances.  [121: Lars-Erik Cederman, Nils B. Weidman, and Kristian Skrede Gleditsch. “Horizontal Inequalities and Ethnonationalist Civil War: A Global Comparison,” American Political Science Review 105, no. 3 (2011): doi:10.1017/S0003055411000207.]  [122: Lars-Erik Cederman, Nils B. Weidman, and Kristian Skrede Gleditsch. “Horizontal Inequalities and Ethnonationalist Civil War: A Global Comparison,” American Political Science Review 105, no. 3 (2011): doi:10.1017/S0003055411000207.]  [123: Ibid ]  [124: Frederic C. Hof and Alex Simon. "Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation." paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum, accessed 23 (2013).; Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536. ]  [125: Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536. ] 

	Jefferey Paige argues that the most important determinate of civil war is unequal access to economic benefits and opportunities.[footnoteRef:126] The author explains that the coffee industry in El Salvador created societal divisions based on those who owned the means of production and those who worked for the owners.[footnoteRef:127] He argues that the system created a debate about the role of economic reforms in favor of the lower class, which made-up the majority of the nation.[footnoteRef:128] The elites, which often had support of the military and the government, felt threatened by economic reforms and supported the status-quo, while the rebels desired better pay and living and working conditions.[footnoteRef:129] Like El Salvador, the Syrian people are part of an economic system that benefits some more than others. Manzur finds that Syrians with government jobs and those who benefitted from subsidies were more likely to support the government than those who did not have those benefits.[footnoteRef:130] Economic systems create different classes that have different economic interests. The Arab Spring was the result of economic grievances rather than sectarian issues.[footnoteRef:131] This will show that much of the violence during the Syrian protests was between those who benefitted from the economic system and those that did not.[footnoteRef:132] [126: Jeffery M. Paige, "Coffee and Power in El Salvador." Latin American Research Review 28, no. 3 (1993): 9-14. http://www.jstor.org/stable/2503609.]  [127: Ibid]  [128: Jeffery M. Paige, "Coffee and Power in El Salvador." Latin American Research Review 28, no. 3 (1993): 27-30. http://www.jstor.org/stable/2503609.]  [129: Jeffery M. Paige, "Coffee and Power in El Salvador." Latin American Research Review 28, no. 3 (1993): 27-30. http://www.jstor.org/stable/2503609.]  [130: Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536. ]  [131: Adeel Malik and Bassem Awadallah, “The Economics of the Arab Spring,” World Development 45, (2013): 296-313. Doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2012.12.015. ]  [132: Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299867]Emergent Commitment Problems
The focus of studies on political violence, violence that is used to further some political rather than personal goal, have changed throughout time.[footnoteRef:133] While other works focused on violence between societal groups,[footnoteRef:134] academics began to focus more on state violence, which is political violence from the state, after the end of the Cold War.[footnoteRef:135] Part of the explanation for this shift was the end of the ideological bipolarism of the Cold War. After the fall of the Soviet Union, academics began to investigate the violence of countries that the United States had supported due to the end of global communism.[footnoteRef:136] One such conflict is the Salvadoran Civil War, which took place in the small Central American country of El Salvador. The civil war began in 1980 when a host of rebel groups that mostly consisted of poor and middle-class Salvadorans that wanted to overthrow the military regime that protected the interests of the elites. William Stanley analyzed political violence by the Salvadoran government and argued that the government’s aim to keep power through violence eventually led to the civil war.[footnoteRef:137] Political violence often acts as a catalyst rather than being a cause of war in of itself. Political violence can cause escalation between the two or more parties in a political conflict. The political conflict must exist before the political violence for it to be a cause of civil war. The Stanley illustrates this point by noting the economic conflict that occurred in el Salvador before the political violence.[footnoteRef:138] Government supporters and the opposition clashed early in the Syrian protests and the Syrian government eventually used violence against the opposition.[footnoteRef:139] Like in the Salvadoran Civil War, government political violence led to civil war in Syria.  [133: Stanley, William. The Protection Racket State: Elite Politics, Military Extortion, and Civil War in El Salvador. Temple University Press, 1996. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt14bswcg.; Robert Powell. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013): 807-13. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.]  [134: Peter Gibbon. “The Dialectic of Religion and Class in Ulster,” New Left Review 0, no. 55 (1969): https://search.proquest.com/wpsa/docview/1301936232/923ED3B453344AEPQ/1?accountid=14244.  ]  [135: Stanley, William. The Protection Racket State: Elite Politics, Military Extortion, and Civil War in El Salvador. Temple University Press, 1996. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt14bswcg.]  [136: Stanley, William. The Protection Racket State: Elite Politics, Military Extortion, and Civil War in El Salvador. Temple University Press, 1996. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt14bswcg.]  [137: Stanley, William. The Protection Racket State: Elite Politics, Military Extortion, and Civil War in El Salvador. Temple University Press, 1996. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt14bswcg.]  [138: Ibid]  [139: Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.; Frederic C. Hof and Alex Simon. "Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation." paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum, accessed 23 (2013).] 

	Not all political movements, such as massive protests, lead to political violence and conflict, and even fewer lead to civil war. Robert Powell notes that governments are often faced with the choice to either offer concessions to opposition groups or to use violence.[footnoteRef:140] Concessions could include such things as greater political participation or a larger social safety net.[footnoteRef:141] Powell discusses the use of violence in terms of the consolidation of power, which attempts to make the government more powerful in comparison to the opposition.[footnoteRef:142] The author distinguishes between governments with strong states, which often have strong militaries, and weak states, which often have weaker militaries.[footnoteRef:143] He does this in order to show that a strong government is more likely to use violence because it has a lesser chance of harming its interests, but he also notes that weak governments will be forced to either consolidate its powers and use violence or to negotiate with the rebels.[footnoteRef:144] A weakness in Powell’s work is that he fails to describe how a nation could consolidate its power. The Syrian regime did not negotiate with the protesters. Rather it chose to use violence, which means that it was not interested in concessions and aimed to consolidate its power to protect its economic interests.  [140: Robert Powell. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013): 807-13. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.]  [141: Robert Powell. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013): 807-13. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.]  [142: Robert Powell. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013): 807-13. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.]  [143: Robert Powell. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013): 807-13. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.]  [144: Robert Powell. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013): 807-13. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk26018966]	Powell argues that a government will generally choose to use political violence if the current political or economic system offers the government sufficient contingent spoils, such as wealth and political power.[footnoteRef:145] Political violence is often tied to economic and political benefits. The government, Powell says, tries to protect its interests and it chooses its plan of action depending upon how much it believes that it has to lose from offering concessions. Concessions could include greater political participation or more economic benefits, which would lessen the benefits that the government has. The Syrian government did not choose to offer concessions to the protesters. Powell’s theory explains why the government decided not to negotiate. Political power had greatly enhanced the wealth of the Assad family. His family was worth $1.5 billion in 2012[footnoteRef:146] and he did not want to lose it. Economic systems are inherently political. A major stakeholder in the Syrian economic system will be the ruling family. The thesis will analyze how the economic system benefitted the Assad family, but it will also analyze who it harmed.  [145: Robert Powell. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013): 807-13. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512.]  [146: Philip Inman, “Bashar al-Assad has amassed fortune of up to £950m, analysts estimate.” The Guardian (2014): https://www.theguardian.com/world/2012/jul/19/bashar-al-assad-950m-fortune.] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299868]Conclusion
	These variables, political violence, sectarianism, and class divisions rarely exist in isolation. Generally, all of these variables will be in a country that experiences civil war. Sectarianism, tensions between different ethno-religious groups, is often cited as a cause of civil war,[footnoteRef:147] but I argue that it lacks explanatory power in the Syrian case. Others argue that economic divisions between those who have access to economic benefits and those that do not lead to civil war.[footnoteRef:148] Political violence differs from the other two topics discussed in this chapter because it is analyzed as a catalyst rather than a long-term cause. Some academics argue that political violence amplifies sectarianism.[footnoteRef:149] Haddad asserts that political violence caused the Iraqi population to divide into different sects.[footnoteRef:150] In other words, political violence amplified the sectarian divides and further increased violence. Syria is a diverse country and has certainly shown signs of sectarianism in its society. An example is the presence of the Muslim Brotherhood in Syria. The issue is that sectarianism did not show itself in the beginning of the Arab Spring. It would not have a large impact until the violence began. This thesis will investigate the use of political violence by the government, with a focus on who the violence was targeted at and what groups within the government committed the acts.  [147: Fanar Haddad. "‘Sectarianism’ and Its Discontents in the Study of the Middle East." The Middle 
East Journal 71, no. 3 (2017): 363. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/666503. ]  [148: John Foran. “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201. ]  [149: Fanar Haddad. “Sectarian Relations in Arab Iraq: Contextualizing the Civil War of 2006-2007.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 40, no. 2 (2013): 124-25. https://doi.org/10.1080/13530194.2013.790289.]  [150: Fanar Haddad. “Sectarian Relations in Arab Iraq: Contextualizing the Civil War of 2006-2007.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 40, no. 2 (2013): 124-25. https://doi.org/10.1080/13530194.2013.790289.] 

	Others have described a similar relationship between political violence and societal factors, but with a focus on class divisions.[footnoteRef:151] Martin C. Needler notes that the military used violence in order to protect the interests of the upper-class who controlled the country’s wealth.[footnoteRef:152] He argues that the violence turned peaceful opposition into a violent civil war between different classes.[footnoteRef:153] Needler’s argument is similar to Haddad’s, in that political violence causes structural issues, such as sectarianism and class divisions, into civil wars. They disagree on which divisions were amplified by the violence. The Tunisian and Egyptian governments refrained from using the extreme level of violence that the Syrian government, which likely spared them from war. Syria faced a host of structural issues before the Arab Spring, but it is likely that political violence turned the peaceful protests into a sectarian war. The government began using violence after their nonsectarian supporters caused tensions between themselves and those that opposed the government.[footnoteRef:154] Syria faced similar protests because they experienced similar economic issues,[footnoteRef:155] but the government’s use of political violence is what led to civil war. Furthermore, this thesis will show that the Assad regime used violence when the war had already started. The aim of the violence was to divide a united opposition in order to save its contingent spoils. In this case, the contingent spoils are the economic benefits that the Assad family has garnered from their political power and sectarianism was a tasdfjkl;\ool to make the war winnable.  [151: Martin C. Needler. “El Salvador: The Military and Politics.” Armed Forces and Society 17, no. 4 (1991): 573-76. https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/0095327X9101700404]  [152: Ibid]  [153: Martin C. Needler. “El Salvador: The Military and Politics.” Armed Forces and Society 17, no. 4 (1991): 573-76. https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/0095327X9101700404]  [154:  Kevin Mazur. “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (June 2019): 995–1027. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.]  [155: Adeel Malik and Bassem Awadallah, “The Economics of the Arab Spring,” World Development 45, (2013): 296-313. Doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2012.12.015.  ] 

	The Syrian Civil War is often characterized as the product of sectarianism rather economic divisions and political violence,[footnoteRef:156] The economic divisions and the commitment problem played a larger role in the onset of the civil war than sectarianism because sectarianism never changed. It was always there so it could not have been the primary cause of the conflict. This chapter has introduced the three main variables that are often used to explain why civil wars begin: sectarianism, class and economic divisions, and political violence. This chapter has shown that there is a lack of agreement about the role that these variables play in the onset of civil wars. Sectarianism fails to grasp the complexity that exists within ethno-religious groups and ignores the nonsectarian nature of the beginning of the Syrian protests. Syria’s economic divisions and its use of political violence allowed the government to protect its contingent spoils and consolidate its power, which led to civil war. The government used political violence for two main reasons: first, to protect its economic interests and, second, to divide the population along sectarian lines in order to consolidate its power. The literature review has provided a framework through which we can move the Syrian case to analyze the role that these three variables had in the creation of its civil war.  [156: Frederic C. Hof and Alex Simon. "Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation." paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum, accessed 23 (2013).] 

	The next chapter studies the class and sectarian divisions present in pre-2000 Syria. The Ba’ath Party has ruled Syria since 1970 and this period can be divided into two parts. The first is the reign of Hafez Al-Assad, the current president’s father, from the 1970 to 2000, which the next chapter deals with. The fourth chapter will analyze the reign of Bashar Al-Assad from 2000 to the beginning of the Civil War. The third chapter will explore the class system that developed in Syria after the 1970 coup and the economic policy that Hafez Al-Assad developed during this period. Chapter three will investigate who benefitted from the systems that Assad created and how this caused some Syrians to become loyal to the government, while causing others to oppose the government. 


[bookmark: _Toc36299869]Chapter 3
[bookmark: _Toc36299870]Data Chapter 1
[bookmark: _Toc36299871]Introduction
	Syria, and the Ba’ath Party that leads the government, are currently under the leadership of Bashar Al-Assad. He was the president when the war broke out, but it was his father who laid the foundations of the regime that he currently rules. One must understand the rule of Hafez Al-Assad, the father of Bashar Al-Assad, in order to understand the economic underpinnings of the current civil war. I will explore the development of the economic relationship between the regime and the people. This chapter will explore the period of Syrian history from the rise of Hafez Al-Assad in 1970 to his death in 2000, with a focus on how he used government policy and institutions to strengthen his weak government. The elder Assad created an economic system that solidified his hold on power by offering economic incentive for loyalty to the government. Bashar Al-Assad would remove these economic incentives, which would create greater civil unrest and eventually the current civil war. Specifically, this chapter will explore rise of the elder Assad through a bloodless coup, the development of the Alawite military, and the development of the Syrian economic system that his son would liberalize after his death. I will argue that the government during this period aimed to consolidate its power through an economic system that divided the populace rather than through the use of a sectarian military institution. This system defined the Syrian social contract by making one’s standard of living dependent upon support for the Ba’ath Party. Bashar Al-Assad’s changes to the system altered the social contract by removing the incentive for political support. This chapter will explain how the system was designed, while the next chapter will explain how it was changed. 
[bookmark: _Toc36299872]The Economic Ideology of the Ba’ath Party
Before discussing the Ba’ath Party, it is of utmost importance to discuss the creation of Syria and its independence. Syria is the product of the Sykes-Picot Treaty, which divided the region into mandates and gave them to either the French or the British empires.[footnoteRef:157] The French acquired Syria from the treaty, and it created a state that incorporated many different ethno-religious groups in the same state.[footnoteRef:158] During the process of state consolidation, the French favored some groups, such as Christians, over others.[footnoteRef:159] This process baked ethnic conflict into the Syrian institutions, which greatly weakened them. The French mandate system created institutions that were inherently weak due to being entwined with ethnic conflict. These weak institutions created a major commitment problem because major changes in the institutions could create major changes in power dynamics between different ethno-religious groups.  [157: Leonard V. Smith, “Drawing Borders in the Middle East after the Great War: Political Geography and ‘Subject People,’” First World War Studies 7, no. 1 (2016): 8-12, doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/19475020.2016.1159594. ]  [158: Ibid ]  [159: Ibid ] 

Syria achieved its independence from France in 1946, but it did not drastically change the colonial institutions. The independence movement, known as the National Bloc, believed in economic nationalism, which meant that it wanted to separate its economy from that of France.[footnoteRef:160] However, this economic ideology led to programs and policies that primarily supported urban elites, rather than the average Syrian.[footnoteRef:161] This created a situation, where very few people benefitted from the system. It also allowed other political parties, such as the Arab Socialist Party and the Ba’ath Party to make inroads with those who felt that the system did not benefit them. This process of economic nationalism created a major challenge to the National Bloc, despite their work in the independence movement.  [160: Philip S. Khoury, "The Syrian independence movement and the growth of economic nationalism in Damascus." British Society for Middle Eastern Studies. Bulletin 14, no. 1 (1988): 26-7. doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/13530 198808705450.]  [161: Philip S. Khoury, "The Syrian independence movement and the growth of economic nationalism in Damascus." British Society for Middle Eastern Studies. Bulletin 14, no. 1 (1988): 33-5. doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/13530 198808705450. ] 

The history of the on-set of the Syrian Civil War begins in 1947 with the founding of the Syrian Arab Ba’ath Party that currently leads the country.[footnoteRef:162] While Hafez Al-Assad was not one of the founding members of the party, it is still important to understand the party because the early ideology would inform many of the decisions that Hafez Al-Assad would make in his leadership, specifically the economic system that set the stage for the civil war. Assad would use the party’s socialist ideology in order to develop the economic policies that defined his government’s relationship towards the people of Syria. The economic system that results from this ideology made the average Syrian dependent upon the government for their standard of living, which created incentives to ensure that the government remains in power. The liberalization of the economy in the 2000s and the resulting weakening of the system would lead to much disenchantment with the regime. This disenchantment would cause the Syrians to challenge the government and force the government to respond. The government responded with violence, which led to a civil war. The root cause of the civil war can be traced to the ideology that the government, and more specifically, the Ba’ath Party, adopted in the period before Hafez Al-Assad. [162: Michael Kerr, introduction to The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 10. https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCw AAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=1947&f=false.] 

	A defining event in the history of the Ba’ath Party and of Syria itself is was the merger of the Arab Socialist Party and the Ba’ath Party in 1953.[footnoteRef:163] This merger was important in two distinct ways: first, the two parties were secular in nature[footnoteRef:164] and, second, the Ba’ath party’s merger with the Arab Socialist Party shows that the party believes that the government should have a major role in the economy. Arab Socialist Party, as the name suggests, is a socialist party and it is most identified by its economic policies. The Ba’ath Party continued to do what the Arab Socialist Party advocated for, using the government to influence the economy.[footnoteRef:165]  [163: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 111. https://books.google.com/ books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.]  [164: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 111. https://books.google.com/ books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.]  [165: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 111. https://books.google.com/ books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false. ] 

	 The Arab Socialist Party aimed to garner the support of the Syrian people through the use of economic incentives rather than appeals to ethnic identity. The party attempted to appeal to a large base, despite the ethnic conflict that was present in the institutions during the colonial period.[footnoteRef:166] The economic troubles that many Syrians were facing and the weak institutions allowed The Arab Socialist Party, and the Ba’ath Party, to make garner mass support. Sectarianism was not a major issue in the early history of the Ba’ath Party and the Arab Socialist Party. Rather than using appeals to religion and ethnic identity, it decided to use economic incentive to enhance its political power and garner party loyalty. The Arab Socialist Party believed that the government should play a large role in the economy and rejected laissez-faire economics.[footnoteRef:167] The policies based on this ideology created strong economic links between the government and the people. These economic links lead those who benefitted from such parties to support the government in order to preserve their standard of living. This loyalty consolidates the power of the government by ensuring that the government always has allies. This ideology left a profound impact on the politics and policies of Hafez Al-Assad when he became president in 1970 and would allow him to strengthen his government by strengthening the economic relationship between his government and the people.   [166: Leonard V. Smith, “Drawing Borders in the Middle East after the Great War: Political Geography and ‘Subject People,’” First World War Studies 7, no. 1 (2016): 8-12, doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/19475020.2016.1159594.  ]  [167: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 111. https://books.google.com/ books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false. ] 

	Raymond Hinnebusch, a professor of International Relations and Middle Eastern Politics at the University of St. Andrews, notes that the party became increasingly sectarian and that it had a strong relationship with the military,[footnoteRef:168] but the most important element of the party was its political activism in the rural areas. 54.1% of the party’s leaders came from small villages and 33.3% came from rural areas.[footnoteRef:169] The party came to represent the struggles of rural Syrians and this would give them legitimacy when it came to power in Syria. The Ba’ath Party overthrew the government in 1963 and became the dominant party in Syria,[footnoteRef:170] and it did so by appealing to the rural poor through their economic policies. The Ba’ath Party linked economic issues to political power by arguing for what Hinnebusch terms a “socialist revolution.”[footnoteRef:171] A socialist revolution entailed the increased funding of schools, increased access to credit, and agricultural subsidies.[footnoteRef:172] The promise of this revolution allowed the party to garner the support of the rural areas, who often struggled with the lack of economic opportunities, and incentivized loyalty to the party. The party aimed to strengthen its political legitimacy and to consolidate its power through economic incentives when it began to rule the country in 1963. Garnering support of the rural population gave the Ba’ath Party the broad popular support that they needed to challenge the military regime that drew its power from the major cities such as Damascus. Sectarianism would not have provided the party with the legitimacy that it needed. The promise of a socialist revolution is what allowed the Ba’ath Party to take power in 1963 and the realization of this socialist revolution, Hafez Al-Assad’s economic policies, that would allow the party to remain in power. [168: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 112-13. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.  ]  [169: Hanna Batatu, 2012. Syria's Peasantry, the Descendants of Its Lesser Rural Notables, and Their Politics. Princeton: Princeton University Press. Retrieved 3 Feb. 2020, from https://www.degruyter.com/view/product/452262. 162]  [170: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 112-13. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.]  [171: Ibid ]  [172: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 112-13. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false; Hanna Batatu, 2012. Syria's Peasantry, the Descendants of Its Lesser Rural Notables, and Their Politics. Princeton: Princeton University Press. Retrieved 3 Feb. 2020, from https://www.degruyter.com/view/product/452262. 38-74.] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299873][bookmark: _Hlk37588524]Party Leadership and the Military Under Hafez Al-Assad
	The previous sections described the rise of the Ba’ath Party and its commitment to socialist policies to win the support of the rural areas of the country. The next defining part of modern Syrian political history was when Hafez Al-Assad took power of the party leadership in 1970 through a bloodless coup. Hafez Al-Assad would expand beyond upon this socialist revolution when he gained power and it would define his leadership.[footnoteRef:173] The next two sections will explore his leadership through two lens. The first section will examine the demographic composition of the party leadership and military to demonstrate that sectarianism did not impact the lives of every Syrian in the way many observers suggest. Nepotism, which is endogenous to sectarianism, however, the diversity of the lower echelon of the government bureaucracy and military officers were nearly proportional to the general population.[footnoteRef:174] This shows that the Assad regime preferred family members rather than members of the same sect. Instead, economic policies have more power to explain political outcomes, and, thus, the second section will explore the economic policies, such as the military-mercantile complex,[footnoteRef:175] that the Assad regime enacted in order to consolidate power by incentivizing loyalty to the government. The party leadership greatly enriched itself in the process of consolidating its power.[footnoteRef:176]  [173: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116-17. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.   ]  [174: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 117-19. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    
Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 62.  ]  [175: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.     ]  [176: Philip Inman, “Bashar al-Assad has amassed fortune of up to £950m, analysts estimate.” The Guardian (2014): https://www.theguardian.com/world/2012/jul/19/bashar-al-assad-950m-fortune.  ] 

Nepotism, the granting of economic and political benefits to family and close acquaintances, was a major feature of the regime. The party leadership used economic policies to consolidate its power so that they could keep the economic and political benefits of their nepotism. Nepotism, rather than sectarianism, defined the political elite of Syria because Hafez Al-Assad felt that he could trust his family over others. Assad came to power through a bloodless coup in 1970 and then proceeded to place members of his family in both public and private leadership positions.[footnoteRef:177] The president used the promise of a socialist revolution to garner the support of the rural areas, which allowed him to overthrow the former military government, but he used nepotism to prevent challenges from other elites. Two major examples of the leader’s nepotism are Rifat Al-Assad’s role as leader of the Defense Detachments and Adnan Makhlouf’s, Hafez Al-Assad’s nephew, role as leader of the Presidential Guard.[footnoteRef:178] Assad gave these positions to his family members because he was the defense minister of the Ba’ath Party before 1970 and he overthrew the leader of the party. He did not want to have other do the same to him. Hinnebusch argues that Assad sectarianized the upper elite of the party and the military.[footnoteRef:179] The issue is that the majority of the party leaders were members of Assad’s family.[footnoteRef:180] The party leadership was chosen because they were members of the leader’s family, not members because they were Alawi. Bashar Al-Assad, the son of Hafez Al-Assad, even married an Arab Sunni.[footnoteRef:181] Assad used nepotism in order to consolidate his control over the major sectors of political and economic power in Syria. Assad wanted to consolidate his control over the party leadership because he knew that he came to power by overthrowing the former party leadership. He believed that he could ensure stability of the political leadership, and his own power, if loyal family members held the party leadership positions. While Hinnebusch is correct that the regime elite was mostly made-up of Alawites, that is because the Assad family is Alawite. In Assad’s view, however, sect was not the main factor that determined these political appointments. Instead, the most important qualities of a member of the party leadership was a strong relationship to the Assad family and loyalty to the party. Assad used his family, not his religion or sect, to maintain his political and economic power.  [177: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 113-15. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ]  [178: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 113-15. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ]  [179: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 113-15. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ]  [180: Bassam Haddad, “Syria's State Bourgeoisie: An Organic Backbone for the Regime.” Middle East Critique 21, no. 3 (2012): 238-40, doi: 10.1080/19436149.2012.717798. ]  [181: Shmuel Bar, “Bashar’s Syria: The Regime and its Strategic Worldview,” (Policy Report, Herziliya, Israel, 2006) 29. https://web.archive.org/web/20131126160614/http://herzliyaconference.org/_Uploads/2590Bashars.pdf#page=2 ] 

	Hafez Al-Assad used family and loyal friends to control the upper echelon of the military establishment as well, but he used economic and career incentives to consolidate political control over the lower leadership ranks. As mentioned earlier, the Ba’ath Party has historically had close ties to the military.[footnoteRef:182] The Assad regime feared that military leaders would one day be able to overthrow him like he overthrew the party leadership when he was the Defense Minister.[footnoteRef:183] In an effort to avoid a similar plot against him, he placed family members such as Major General Adnan Makhlouf in high-level military leadership positions.[footnoteRef:184] Assad demanded loyalty more than anything else from his military leaders. This is shown in the rise of his brother, Rafa’at Al-Assad, as the leader of the Defense Detachments. Rifat Al-Assad played a crucial role in the Hama Rebellion by crushing the rebellion with military force.[footnoteRef:185] His actions served two primary purposes: first, to ensure the survival of regime and second to ensure the survival of his political position. Hafez Al-Assad also placed close acquaintances in positions of power because he believed that he could trust them. An example is Major General Ali Haydar was the chief of the Syrian special forces until it was revealed that he opposed hereditary succession of the presidency.[footnoteRef:186] In response, Assad removed him from his post.[footnoteRef:187] The military elite was heavily Alawite[footnoteRef:188] because Assad placed family members and close acquaintances in positions of leadership in order to prevent a coup against him and to promote loyalty to him and his family. [182: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 112-13. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.   ]  [183: Bassam Haddad, “Syria's State Bourgeoisie: An Organic Backbone for the Regime.” Middle East Critique 21, no. 3 (2012): 237, doi: 10.1080/19436149.2012.717798. ]  [184: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 62. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066. ]  [185: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 117-19. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ]  [186: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 62. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.  ]  [187: Ibid]  [188: Bassam Haddad, “Syria's State Bourgeoisie: An Organic Backbone for the Regime.” Middle East Critique 21, no. 3 (2012): 238-40, doi: 10.1080/19436149.2012.717798. ] 

	While the upper echelon of the political and military elite was the product of nepotism, which is endogenous with sectarianism, the lower echelon consisted of a diverse group of people that reflected the diversity of the country. The government also used a military-mercantile complex in order to incentivize support for the government among the lower echelon of the elites.[footnoteRef:189] The lower echelon of military leadership was not made-up of Assad’s family members or close acquaintances. The lower echelon of the military leadership consisted of officers who represented different groups in the military.[footnoteRef:190] The government used economic incentives to entice them to be loyal to the government rather than making family members and acquaintances military leaders. In 1981, the Syrian military had around 37,000 officers.[footnoteRef:191] Hinnebusch notes that this level of military officers was made-up of 58.2% Sunnis, 20% Alawites, 10.6% Druze, 6.5% Isma’ili’s, and 4.7% Christians during the period of 1963-1978[footnoteRef:192] He adds that this was nearly proportionate to the demographics in that period.[footnoteRef:193] Given that the Alawites were a clear minority in Syria, promotion based on co-sectarianism would not have been an efficient way for Assad to consolidate his hold on power. Giving benefits to one ethno-religious group over another could have led to tensions that could have weakened the regime. Instead, Assad used economic incentives to create a sense of loyalty to this regime. Such leadership positions not only offered a reliable salary, but they also offered the opportunity to raise one’s standard of living through corruption. Assad created what Hinnebusch calls a “military-mercantile complex.”[footnoteRef:194] Hinnebusch’s “military-mercantile complex,” refers to officers who would make business deals with a variety of merchants in order to enrich themselves.[footnoteRef:195] These business deals acted as a second source of income, which improved the living conditions of Syrian military officers. These economic benefit incentivized loyalty to the government, and it reduced the chances of military challenges to the government, which consolidated its power.  [189: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.     ]  [190: Hanna Batatu, "Some Observations on the Social Roots of Syria's Ruling, Military Group and the Causes for Its Dominance." Middle East Journal 35, no. 3 (1981): 331-44. Accessed February 4, 2020. 331. aswww.jstor.org/stable/4326249.]  [191: Ibid ]  [192: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 115. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ]  [193: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 115. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ]  [194: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ]  [195: Ibid ] 

	The military and party leadership preserved the power of Assad and his family, and the Assad regime allowed them to greatly enrich themselves.[footnoteRef:196] It was in the best interest of these figures to preserve the regime because it was loyalty to the regime that allowed them to amass large sums of wealth. Their political power has allowed the military and political leadership to control oil, pharmaceutical, and electronics companies,[footnoteRef:197] which gave them vast amounts of wealth. The Guardian found that Bashar Al-Assad, the son of Hafez Al-Assad and current ruler of Syria, amassed a fortune of $1.5 billion in 2014.[footnoteRef:198] Indeed, The Guardian also notes that the Assads and their acquaintances, party and military leaders, own about 60% to 70% of the country’s assets.[footnoteRef:199] Hafez Al-Assad designed a military and party system that allowed him to essentially buy loyalty to him as the supreme leader of Syria, as well enriching himself in the process. The Assad regime consolidated its power through economic means rather than sectarianism and other means. Assad placed family members and close acquaintances into positions of power in order to prevent coups against him. The government also used the military as a way to create loyalty to the regime by offering economic benefits. Assad created a system that would do whatever it took to protect its economic interests. The regime would choose to start a civil war rather than compromise with the protesters during the Arab Spring in order to protect its economic and political interests.  [196: Bassam Haddad, “Syria's State Bourgeoisie: An Organic Backbone for the Regime.” Middle East Critique 21, no. 3 (2012): 236-38, doi: 10.1080/19436149.2012.717798.  ]  [197: Bassam Haddad, “Syria's State Bourgeoisie: An Organic Backbone for the Regime.” Middle East Critique 21, no. 3 (2012): 236-38, doi: 10.1080/19436149.2012.717798.   ]  [198: Philip Inman, “Bashar al-Assad has amassed fortune of up to £950m, analysts estimate.” The Guardian (2014): https://www.theguardian.com/world/2012/jul/19/bashar-al-assad-950m-fortune. ]  [199: Philip Inman, “Bashar al-Assad has amassed fortune of up to £950m, analysts estimate.” The Guardian (2014): https://www.theguardian.com/world/2012/jul/19/bashar-al-assad-950m-fortune.] 

Hafez Al-Assad’s Economic Policies
Hafez Al-Assad created a system that greatly enriched him, his family, and his close acquaintances,[footnoteRef:200] whilst incentivizing political and military elites to be loyal to his government. Nepotism was not enough to guarantee the safety of his regime. Assad required the support of the Syrian masses in order to avoid mass protests capable of weakening the regime. Assad created a socialist economy that benefitted enough Syrians to ensure that he would always have allies in times of crisis. Assad’s economic policies allowed him to consolidate his power, but they also ensured that his government would face opposition from those who were excluded. This system created the divisions that shaped the Hama protests and massacres in the early 80s and Bashar Al-Assad’s changes would create new economic divisions that would shape the Arab Spring in Syrian and the subsequent civil war.  [200: Ibid ] 

	One must understand the importance of oil to the Syrian economy before explaining Syria’s economic policy at this time. The oil’s impact on the Syrian economy is miniscule in comparison to countries like Saudi Arabia and Oman,[footnoteRef:201] but it is still enough to have a profound impact on the lives of average citizens and the politics of the country. The Assad Regime used oil revenues to co-opt average Syrian citizens and to consolidate its power. The government used oil money to fund much of the government interventions in the economy.[footnoteRef:202] The government was dependent upon the sale of oil to such countries as Italy and Germany,[footnoteRef:203] to provide the economic incentives that the government relied on to provide it political legitimacy. Syria has enough oil to co-opt portions of the population, but not on the scale of the oil rich Gulf countries that are able to provide many services without taxing citizens.[footnoteRef:204] Syrian oil revenues allowed the government to divide the population along economic lines. Instead of aiming to co-opt nearly the entire population as the Gulf does, the Assad regime settled on co-opting a portion of the population in order to have supporters in times of crisis. The Syrian economic system that Hafez Al-Assad designed was a partial version of the Gulf rentier state. This system divided the population along class lines. One’s standard of living became dependent on loyalty to the government. Those that benefitted from this system had an incentive to support the government, but those who did not benefit from the system had an incentive to oppose the government in such events as the Hama protests and the Arab Spring.  [201: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 34. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.      ]  [202: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 34. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.         ]  [203: “Syria” (Energy Information Administration, Washington DC, 2011), https://www.eia.gov/international/content/ analysis/countries_long/Syria/archive/pdf/syria_2011.pdf, 3.  ]  [204: Roger Owen, “The Arab Economies in the 1970s.” Middle East Research and Information Project, Middle Ear Research and Information Project, accessed Feb 5, 2020, https://merip.org/1981/11/the-arab-economies-in-the-1970s/. ] 

	The government provided services a multitude of economic benefits to the rural areas,[footnoteRef:205] but there were many rural areas that did not receive such benefits. Rural Syrian society is largely divided along clan lines.[footnoteRef:206] The French designed a system that favored some clans over others and the Assad regime essentially left the system in place by offering greater assistance to some over others.[footnoteRef:207] Hinnebusch notes that many rural Syrian towns did not have access to water, while others had access to water and other amenities.[footnoteRef:208] Rural Syrians experienced two different types of economic systems: the first was more socialist in nature, while the other was more liberal in nature.[footnoteRef:209] The Syrian government relied heavily on oil revenues, which made it a victim of the resource curse. Mehlum et.al argue that states, such as Syria, that rely on oil resources and that also have weak institutions have high levels of underdevelopment.[footnoteRef:210] Without strong institutions, the Syrian people faced many economic challenges. This system divided the rural population into two groups: those who benefitted and those who did not. Those who benefitted would support the regime, while those that did not would oppose it in cases such as the Hama protest. Rural Syrians, especially farmers and their families, depended upon these public goods in order to sustain a decent standard of living. These benefits incentivized the beneficiaries to be loyal to the government, which allowed the elites to consolidate their control over portions of the country and to protect their interests. Those who benefitted from the system had an interest to protect the system and the government that carried it out, which meant that they also had an interest to challenge those who opposed the government. This system ensured that the Assad regime would have allies from the rural regions in times of struggle. This system created the economic divisions that appeared in the Hama Massacre and later the Arab Spring.  [205: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 115. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.     ]  [206: Hanna Batatu, 2012. Syria's Peasantry, the Descendants of Its Lesser Rural Notables, and Their Politics. Princeton: Princeton University Press. Retrieved 3 Feb. 2020, from https://www.degruyter.com/view/product/452262. 22-29. ]  [207: Ibid ]  [208: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116-17. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.     ]  [209: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 115-17. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.     ]  [210: Halvor Mehlum, Karl Moene, and Ragnar Torvik, “Institutions and the Resource Curse,” The Economic Journal 116, no. 508 (2006): 1-20. ] 

	The Assad regime also offered public goods to the urban middle class as well. Hafez Al-Assad provided economic benefits to the middle class and workers in order to garner support in two ways.[footnoteRef:211] The first way involved expanding the size of the government and providing government jobs.[footnoteRef:212] Nearly a quarter, 23%, of the country’s labor force worked in the government bureaucracy.  The government made bureaucrats’ standards of living dependent upon their support for the government and the Ba’ath Party. The government employed a quarter of the workforce,[footnoteRef:213] which meant the government itself was a major employer of Syrian laborers. Opposing the government would have been against the interests of these government workers. A possible conflict would destroy many government jobs and there was not guarantee that a new leader would continue to maintain a large bureaucracy. The fall of the regime or a change in it threatened their jobs and livelihoods. Assad aimed to ensure that government workers would support him and his regime if the government faced internal political challenges. In instances such as the Hama protests and the Arab Spring, government would be incentivized by support the government against those who did not benefit from the system in order to protect their paychecks.  [211: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 32-5. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.    ]  [212: Ibid ]  [213: Ibid     ] 

	The second way that the government co-opted the middle class is through state-owned enterprises.[footnoteRef:214] State-owned enterprises employed over half of the Syrian workforce,[footnoteRef:215] which gave the Syrian government major influence in the lives of the people. The government ran these businesses, which allowed them to control the pay and benefits that were offered by these enterprises. This system enforced government loyalty through patronage, which protected the government against large threats of opposition. There was no incentive for workers in the state-owned enterprises to challenge the authority of the Assad regime because their livelihood was dependent upon the survival of the regime. Those that worked in state-owned enterprises would provide political legitimacy to the regime in times of crises, such as the Hama protests and the Arab Spring, and would support the government against opposition from those that did not benefit.  [214: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 32-5. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.     ]  [215: Ibid ] 

	Hafez Al-Assad created an economic system that offered economic benefits in return for political loyalty, but not everyone was included in the system.[footnoteRef:216] The system did not co-opt the entire population. Rather, it ensured that the government would have supporters in times of challenge, but, as I describe below, it also ensured that those who did not benefit from the system would challenge the government. The rural communities that did not benefit,[footnoteRef:217] entrepreneurs who wanted to start businesses but were unable to, and the unemployed youth[footnoteRef:218] had incentives to challenge the government because their standards of living did not improve. The next section will discuss these groups and their role in the Hama protest in greater depth. Assad’s economic system benefitted people such as farmers and government workers, while excluding young people and entrepreneurs. Syria has been divided throughout its history, but economic divisions have been the most important division because it determined who would support the government and who would challenge its authority during the Hama protests and the civil war. [216: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116-17. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.; Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 32-5. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.       ]  [217: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116-17. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false. ]  [218: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 32-5. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299874]The Hama Protests and Massacre: 1980-1982
The most dire challenge to the rule of Hafez Al-Assad was the protests that occurred in the city of Hama, Syria’s fourth largest city, 1980-1982.[footnoteRef:219] Major protests against the government occurred and the regime eventually stopped them with military force.[footnoteRef:220] The Hama protests consisted of a series of protests and riots that took place between the years of 1980 and 1982.[footnoteRef:221] The protests began peaceful, but ended in violent riots.[footnoteRef:222] Violent attacks were being carried by the Muslim Brotherhood, but most of the peaceful protests were carried-out by educated individuals, workers, Nasserites, and other political and social groups.[footnoteRef:223] The participant came from a diverse segment of the city’s population and they were united by their anger at the economic degradation of the city. This event shows how the country’s economic system failed to co-opt all citizens, but it also shows how the government was successful in creating a coalition of supporters that prevented the spread of the protests. The Hama protests were a prelude to the Arab Spring protests that took place about thirty years afterwards. Unlike the Hama protests, the economic divisions that led to the Arab would lead to civil war.  [219: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 77-8. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.]  [220: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 77-8. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421. ]  [221: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 75. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421. ]  [222: Ibid ]  [223: Ibid ] 

During the 1970s, the government was consolidating its power through economic means, such as subsidies and government jobs.[footnoteRef:224] This led to major economic changes in the country and it did not benefit everyone, which led to protests, but the protests were not enough to successfully challenge the government. The government created factories that replaced local fabric-makers, started state-owned enterprises that put the entrepreneurs out of business, and it land from wealthy landowners and gave it lower-class Syrians.[footnoteRef:225] The traditional middle-class had an interest to challenge the government in order to return to their former standard of living. The economic system that Assad created displaced the traditional industries and shops that existed in Hama,[footnoteRef:226] which lead to opposition against the regime. This parties in this conflict were divided along class lines and so was the Arab Spring.   [224: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116-17. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.; Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 32-5. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.        ]  [225: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.]  [226: Ibid ] 

	It is also important to take notice of who did not protest the regime. Syrians that benefitted from the regime’s economic system did not protest, which allowed Assad to focus his resources on Hama. Some may note that the Muslim Brotherhood played a major role in the Hama protests in order to argue that sectarianism played a major role but focusing on the Muslim Brotherhood disregards the wider protest movement. Those who were poor residents before the economic reforms found new employment opportunities in the state-owned factories, which had a higher minimum wage than the privately-owned companies.[footnoteRef:227] The city was divided between those who benefitted from Assad’s reforms and those who did not. Those who did not benefit protested, while those who did benefit supported the government.[footnoteRef:228] The government had citizens that were loyal to them because their economic success was tied to the survival of the Assad regime. Those who benefitted the most from the Assad regime were the poor,[footnoteRef:229] and they would prove to be the backbone of the regime. The government’s stability was dependent upon the approval of the country’s poor in the same manner that the poor’s standard of living was dependent upon the regime. This series of protests showed that any future conflicts would be economic in nature, but it also showed that any changes in the economic system would endanger its ability to deal with such crises. [227: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.  ]  [228: Ibid ]  [229: Ibid ] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299875]Conclusion
Hafez Al-Assad used economic policies to consolidate his power. He provided jobs, subsidies, and other benefits to the poor,[footnoteRef:230] but he also impoverished the traditional middle-class.[footnoteRef:231] The government’s economic system allowed Hafez Al-Assad to have a lot of influence over the Syrian people by making their standards of living dependent upon the government. In the process, Assad divided the country along economic line. Those that benefitted from the policies supported the regime, while those that did not oppose the government’s policies. These divisions expressed themselves in the Hama protests and they would do so again, albeit in a different manner, during the Arab Spring, which would lead to civil war.  [230: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116-17. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.; Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 32-5. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.         ]  [231: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.   ] 

The next chapter covers the reign of Bashar Al-Assad, the son of Hafez and the current leader, as well as the onset of the civil war. The focus will be on Bashar’s reforms to his father’s economic policies, the protests and demands during the Arab Spring, and the development of political violence during the Arab Spring. These reforms decreased the number of people who benefitted from the system, those that the regime depended upon, and increased the number of people who did not benefit. Chapter 4 will argue that Assad’s reforms lead to greater class divisions, which lead to larger protests than the Hama protests and eventually lead to civil war. Furthermore, I will argue that after the government lost many of its supporters, it decided to use sectarian violence in order to divide the opposition. Sectarianism has always been a feature of Syrian politics, Thus, despite common interpretations, sectarianism was not the cause of Syria’s ongoing civil war.
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[bookmark: _Toc36299878]Introduction
The previous chapter analyzed Hafez Al-Assad’s use of economic benefits, such as farm subsidies and state-owned enterprises to incentivize loyalty to the regime. This chapter will explore the how Bashar Al-Assad, the son of the former president, reformed the system, which weakened the economic relationship between the people and the regime. Bashar Al-Assad replaced his father as the president of Syria after his death in 2000 and became the leader of the Syrian Ba’ath Party.[footnoteRef:232] He inherited the economic system that his father designed after coming to power. When Bashar Al-Assad came to power in 2000, he would liberalize the economic system in a manner that privatized state-owned enterprises and reduced the number of subsidies that benefitted the rural areas. These new economic policies impoverished the rural population who had been the backbone of the Ba’ath Party and its power. As a result, I will argue that the economic liberalization of the economy failed to consolidate the power of the new government and led to major political challenges, including the protests that preceded the civil war.   [232: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.    ] 

Despite the impact of the new policies on government control of the economy, Bashar Al-Assad and other party leaders profited greatly from the new economic system.[footnoteRef:233] The economic reforms  enriched the upper elites, including the Assad family, by allowing them to control the new private industries.[footnoteRef:234] When Assad liberalized the economy, the wealth was concentrated into fewer hands, previously state-employed workers lost their jobs, and people in regions around the country began to challenge the government. Faced with opposition, Assad used sectarian political violence in order to divide the populace and garner international support for his regime by framing himself as the non-extremist choice. The regime manipulated sectarian divisions to divide the opposition and protect the elite’s economic interests. Despite common interpretations of the Syrian Civil War, I will show that sectarian divisions did not cause the war. In fact, the Assad regime only engaged in sectarian violence as a tactic after the civil war had already started.  [233: Philip Inman, “Bashar al-Assad has amassed fortune of up to £950m, analysts estimate.” The Guardian (2014): https://www.theguardian.com/world/2012/jul/19/bashar-al-assad-950m-fortune.  ]  [234: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 119-21. https://books.google .com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299879]Bashar Al-Assad’s Economic Reforms
Bashar Al-Assad inherited the economic system that his father built. One of Hafez Al-Assad’s strategic goals was to consolidate the power of the government through economic co-optation of the average Syrian. The system relied heavily upon oil revenues.[footnoteRef:235] When Bashar Al-Assad assumed power, revenues from the sale and transport of oil had been significantly reduced due to aging technology and infrastructure. As a state that transported oil through pipelines and similar infrastructure, such infrastructure and technology was important was vastly important to the Syrian government’s finance. The government faced financial struggles due to declining oil revenues. The government still relied on oil for much of its revenue, but oil became less lucrative over time.[footnoteRef:236] When Assad came to power in the early 2000s, oil represented 14% of GDP, down from 20% in the late 1990s.[footnoteRef:237] But, in 2010, oil only represented 4% of GDP due to the depletion of the country’s oil reserves.[footnoteRef:238] The decline in oil revenues, which funded the previous government’s programs, forced Assad to weaken the system that his father had designed to protect the regime from internal challenges. Without oil revenues, Assad was unable to continue the financing the economic system on which his father’s regime had relied. [235: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 34. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.     ]  [236: Ibid ]  [237: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 34. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.     ]  [238: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.       ] 

Facing these changes, in 2004, Assad liberalized the economic system that his father built, changing the government’s economic relationship with the people and weakening its legitimacy. The economic liberalization entailed the reductions in subsidies for a variety of products, such as energy and the privatization of state-owned enterprises.[footnoteRef:239] Assad aimed to move away from a socialist economy to a more market-oriented approach.[footnoteRef:240] The elites came to own the means of production. They had control of the businesses, which meant that they were able obtain most of the profits un these companies and the Syria economy. The elites were able to fire many people and make the economy more efficient. This change gave the elites greater power over the workers because they obtained control over the companies.  [239: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 83-6. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066; Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.       ]  [240: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.        ] 

The economic reforms also created tensions between rural Syrians, who used to be the backbone of the Ba’ath Party, and the regime. In the past, the rural poor allied themselves with the government because their standard of living was dependent upon the government and its subsidies. They were incentivized to support the government because the fall of the regime meant the end of these subsidies. When the government decided to reduce subsidies, it weakened the economic relationship between the government and the poor rural Syrians, which led the government to lose them as allies.[footnoteRef:241] The Syrian people that once benefited from the system were now incentivized to challenge the government in order to regain their economic benefits.  [241: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421; A. Hanoun, MK Seif-Eldin, S. Almoustafa, “Analysis of the Syrian long-term energy and electricity demand projection using the end-use methodology.” Energy Policy 34, no. 14 (2006): 1958-1970. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2004.12.024. ] 

The privatization of formerly state-owned enterprises also harmed the new regime’s legitimacy. Many Syrian workers lost the incentive to support the regime after Assad privatized the state-owned enterprises that employed them. Under the previous government, over half of Syrian workers were employed by state-owned enterprises.[footnoteRef:242] This gave the government significant influence over the workers and allowed the government to provide incentives to be loyal to the government. Workers’ jobs were dependent upon the survival of the government. The government provided workers with a middle-class standard of living,[footnoteRef:243] which incentivized loyalty. Bashar Al-Assad’s decision to privatize these companies removed government influence from these companies and gave more power to the elites who bought them.[footnoteRef:244] The privatization of the state-owned enterprises decreased the governments expenditures in a time where revenues were falling. Syria’s oil reserves were depleted, and the government’s oil revenues had declined drastically.[footnoteRef:245] The government responded to the decline in revenues by liberalizing the economy, but this response led to problems between the Syrian people and the regime. The government no longer provided the workers’ jobs that it once did. The elites made changes that increased their profits, which often harmed workers’ rights. Worker’s standards of living no longer depended upon the government. This policy weakened worker’s loyalty towards the government. They had no reason to support the government any longer. The workers wanted a return to their former standard of living, and, as will be shown below, the worker’ opposition to the government was on full display during the events of Syria’s Arab Spring protests.  [242: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 32-5. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.     ]  [243: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 115-17. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.      ]  [244: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 119-21. https://books.google .com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.   ]  [245: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.        ] 

	The government began to rely on the elites for their legitimacy since these economic changes harmed the poor and middle class who used to support the regime. The privatized state-owned enterprises were bought by the elites,[footnoteRef:246] The privatization of the state-owned enterprises and their obtainment by Syrian elites created a major commitment problem for the Syrian government. If the government negotiated with the protesters, it would likely cease to exist as a government because it would lose the only group of people that continued to support it. The liberalization of the economy allowed the already wealthy elites to greatly enrich themselves by buying and running the newly privatized enterprises. Because the elites benefitted so directly from the economic reforms, they defended the policies that the government was pursuing. It is important to mention that the majority of the elites were either family members or close acquaintances of the Assad family. The same people who were elites before the economic liberalization were elites afterwards. These elites were the only Syrians with enough money to buy and run these businesses. Despite the growing opposition to the new economic policies, the elites continued to support the government and opposed economic reversals. Any policy reversals that would benefit the average Syrian were seen as weakening the system that enriched the elites. While elite support was important, it was not enough to consolidate the power of the government during the Arab Spring. In order to preserve the support of the elites, the government would have to protect their interests. Any reforms in favor of the protesters during the Arab Spring protests would threaten the existence of the government because it would be devoid of any major support. This created a major commitment problem. When the disgruntled began to protest, the elites were not willing to make concessions and the Assad regime faced mounting political pressures.  [246: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 119-21. https://books.google .com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299880]The Emergence of a Commitment Problem During the Arab Spring
The Arab Spring greatly altered the politics of modern Syria and it was a major challenge to the rule of the Syrian Ba’ath Party. The emergence of a commitment problem during Arab Spring, a regional protest movement that challenged the existing regimes for economic and democratic changes, would lead to the civil war that is currently taking place. The Arab Spring in Syria did not strive for democratic changes in the beginning.[footnoteRef:247] Rather, the protesters wanted greater economic benefits from the government.[footnoteRef:248] In this section, I will show that the government faced a major commitment problem. Theoretically, the Assad regime and the opposition could have found a negotiated settlement that could have prevented conflict, but this did not occur because this would have likely led to the destruction of the regime. There was a major commitment problem because any political change would have severely weakened, if not destroyed, the regime. In the light of this commitment problem, the Assad regime decided to use sectarian violence in order to divide the populace and consolidate its power, while protecting the economic interests of the elites.    [247: Hof, Frederic C., and Alex Simon. "Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation." paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum, 1 accessed 23 (2013).      ]  [248: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 86-7. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.   ] 

The Arab Spring forced the government to choose between preserving the wealth and benefits of the elites. The Syrian Arab Spring began as peaceful protests in the city of Dara’a on March 15th, 2011, but it would soon spread throughout the country.[footnoteRef:249] The scale of the Arab Spring was much larger than that of the Hama protests of 1982,[footnoteRef:250] which meant that the Arab Spring was a much larger challenge to the authority and the economic interests of the regime. The government had lost much of its political legitimacy through the change in the economic relationship between the government and the people and the loss of legitimacy produced many protesters that were willing to challenge the regime. The government was now faced with the choice of offering economic reforms to the protesters or using force against the protesters in order to protect its economic interests. If the power of the government was altered, the elites would lose some of their economic benefits that they receive from the regime. The elites used the economic system to benefit themselves by buying privatized businesses.[footnoteRef:251] The elites, many of whom are part of the regime, could have lost their control over the businesses if economic reforms occurred. The Assad regime believed that the use of violence would allow them to keep their political and economic power.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     [249: Weedah Hamzah, "Protests in Rebel Areas Mark Syria's Uprising Anniversary." DPA International (English), Mar 
15, 2019, http://libproxy.lib.unc.edu/login?url=https://search.proquest.com/docview/2191351089? accountid=14244.]  [250: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 86-7. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.    ]  [251: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 115. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.      ] 

There were already divisions between those who benefitted from the economic system and those who did not before the Arab Spring.[footnoteRef:252] The government would lose control over the economics of the country, which enriched the elites greatly, if they were forced to make an agreement.[footnoteRef:253] The divisions during the Arab Spring were between those who had benefitted from the government’s economic policies and those that did not.[footnoteRef:254] The regime lost the support of the rural areas and small cities due to the country’s economic liberalization.[footnoteRef:255] If the government negotiated, the government would lose some of its current supporters because the elites would lose some of the economic benefits of liberalization, but it would gain support among the protesters. The regime also faced the challenge of declining oil revenues,[footnoteRef:256] which would make it more difficult to reinstate the elder Assad’s policies. It would have been difficult for the government to afford such expenditures. Those who opposed the government wanted greater government involvement in the economy,[footnoteRef:257] which would have reduced the economic and political power of the government and would not have been possible on the same scale as before.  [252: Kevin Mazur, “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (2019): 1009–1013. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.    ]  [253: Flynt Leverett, Inheriting Syria: Bashar’s Trial by Fire (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 32-5. http://vb3lk7eb4t.search.serialssolutions.com/?sid=jstor%3Ajstor&genre=book&title=Inheriting+Syria&eisbn=9780815752066.                                                                 ]  [254: Kevin Mazur, “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (2019): 1013–1016. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536.     ]  [255: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 111-17. https://books.google .com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.  ]  [256: Dara Conduit, “The Patterns of Syrian Uprising: Comparing Hama in 1980-1982 and Homs in 2011.” British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies 44, no. 1 (2016): 78-80. Doi:10.1080/13530194.2016.1182421.        ]  [257: Kevin Mazur, “State Networks and Intra-Ethnic Group Variation in the 2011 Syrian Uprising.” Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 7 (2019): 1013–1016. doi:10.1177/0010414018806536 ] 

Some may argue that sectarianism still played a major role in the onset of the Syrian Civil War by calling the elites ‘sectarian elites’ rather than ‘economic elites.’ It is true that Syrian institutions had ethnic conflict built into them during the colonial period,[footnoteRef:258] but this fails to identify what changed to cause the civil war. It also fails to explain why some academics find no evidence of sectarianism as a cause of civil wars.[footnoteRef:259] The primary variable that changed was economic divisions. The government also faced a major commitment problem during the Arab spring because the regime would have been severely weakened and might not have survived such a negotiation. While it is true that sectarianism is a factor that impacts Syrian politics and society, it was commitment problems and economic divisions that created the civil war. Sectarianism would define the violence between the opposition and the regime, but it was the commitment problems and economic divisions that led the Assad regime to use violence against the opposition.    [258: Philip S. Khoury, "The Syrian independence movement and the growth of economic nationalism in Damascus." British Society for Middle Eastern Studies. Bulletin 14, no. 1 (1988): 26-7. doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/13530 198808705450. ]  [259: Stathis N. Kalyvas. “Ethnic Defection in Civil War.” Comparative Political Studies 41, no. 8 (2008): doi:10.1177/0010414008317949; James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534 a.pdf/ethnicity _insurgency_and_civil_war.pdf.] 

[bookmark: _Toc36299881]The Use of Violence During the Arab Spring
The overt sectarianism that we see today is the result of the government’s use of sectarian violence in an attempt to consolidate its power. The government faced major opposition during the Arab Spring, and it had to decide how to consolidate its power after it had lost much of its political legitimacy after the liberalization of the economy. The political elites greatly enriched themselves through the process of liberalization[footnoteRef:260] and they did not want to negotiate, which would have weakened their control over the economy. The government decided to protect its economic interests and to use political violence in order to do so. In order to consolidate its power, it decided to use the Shabiha to divide the protesters along sectarian lines and garnering international support for their side of the war. [260: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 119-21. https://books.google .com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.    ] 

The regime faced a major challenge to its authority during the Arab Spring. Assad attempted to protect the government’s authority by consolidating his power through the use of sectarian violence, which divided the population and incentivized foreign intervention. The government began using a sectarianized form of violence in order to protect its economic interests and to divide the population among sectarian lines. The use of violence, not sectarianism, caused the Syrian Civil War. The most unique form of violence employed by the Assad regime was the Shabiha. Yassin Al-Haj Saleh defines the Shabiha as Alawite thugs that were employed by the current regime.[footnoteRef:261] The Shabiha was not an official part of the Syrian regime.[footnoteRef:262] They were known to rape, extort, and pillage for economic gain.[footnoteRef:263] These groups are mostly composed of poor, rural Alawites who did not benefit from the policies of the Assad regime.[footnoteRef:264] Rather, it was an unrecognized criminal organization that had close ties to the regime.[footnoteRef:265] The government was unable to co-opt every Syrian, so some rural areas did not receive the subsidies and jobs that others received.[footnoteRef:266] Work as a Shabiha provided economic opportunities that they could not get in their towns. This work created dependence on the survival of the government in order to keep the economic benefits. The Syrian government would use them to attack protesters during the Arab Spring.[footnoteRef:267] The government paid the Shabiha attack the families of protesters, to kidnap people for extortion, and to rob them of their goods.[footnoteRef:268] The government created a sense of terror and distrust among the Syrian people in order to consolidate its power. This violence fulfilled two major goals of the government. The first was to divide the opposition along sectarian lines, and, the second was to incentivize foreign powers to intervene on the behalf of the regime. Assad had failed to consolidate the power of his government through the economic system like his father, which made him and his regime search for alternative methods of power consolidation. Syria is an incredibly diverse country.[footnoteRef:269] The government decided to use this to their advantage by using the Shabiha to attack protesters. The Shabiha were mainly Alawites,[footnoteRef:270] and the government used sectarian violence to sow distrust among the population, which would divide the population. Dividing the population shifted the balance of power in favor of the regime and consolidated its power. This sent a major message to the opposition: that the government was unwilling to compromise. This served to consolidate the power of the government by dividing the opposition. The second goal of the government was to garner international support. The government wanted to divide the population along ethnic lines in order to make third parties, such as Russia, believe that Islamic extremists might gain power in Syria due to the chaos of the civil war. Russia, the primary supporter the Assad regime, commonly notes that the Assad regime is better than the possibility of Islamic extremists gain vast amounts of control in Syria because of the Russian fear of Islamic extremism both abroad and at home.[footnoteRef:271] Countries like Russia feared what would replace the regime if they did not support the Assad regime. The government further consolidated its power through the enlistment of nations such as Russia. The Syrian government used violence to start the war. It made a conscious decision to protect its economic interests with political violence rather than negotiate. The major question for the government after it decided to start a war was how to consolidate its power when it was facing large amounts of political opposition. The government decided to use sectarian violence through the use of Shabiha as a tactic that would strengthen their military force in comparison to that of the protesters.   [261: Yassin Al-Haj Saleh, “The Syrian Shabiha and their State,” in The Impossible Revolution: Making Sense of the Syrian Tragedy, (Chicago: Haymarket Books, 2017), 45-64.]  [262: Ibid ]  [263: Ibid ]  [264: Ibid ]  [265: Ibid ]  [266: Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: War, Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 116-17. https://books.google. com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq=ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.      ]  [267: Yassin Al-Haj Saleh, “The Syrian Shabiha and their State,” in The Impossible Revolution: Making Sense of the Syrian Tragedy, (Chicago: Haymarket Books, 2017), 45-64. ]  [268: Ibid ]  [269: “Middle East Syria,” CIA World Factbook, Central Intelligence Agency, Dec 26, 2019, https://www.cia.gov/library /publications/the-world-factbook/geos/sy.html.  ]  [270: Yassin Al-Haj Saleh, “The Syrian Shabiha and their State,” in The Impossible Revolution: Making Sense of the Syrian Tragedy, (Chicago: Haymarket Books, 2017), 45-64.  ]  [271: Roy Allison, “Russia and Syria: explaining alignment with a regime in crisis,” International Affairs 89, no.asdfajkla 4 (2013): 809-15. doi: 10.1111/1468-2346.12046.  ] 

The regime decided to protect its economic interests rather than offer concessions to the Arab Spring protesters. However, the government realized that the Arab Spring protests were a major challenge to it, so they decided to use sectarian violence in order to consolidate it power. The sectarian violence divided the population along ethnic divides, making them easier to defeat militarily. The Assad regime also used the increasing ethno-religious divisions to incentivize foreign countries, such as Russia, to intervene on behalf of the government. The government created the sectarian conflict that one sees today by trying to divide the populace and consolidate its power. 
[bookmark: _Toc36299882]Conclusion
	This chapter has illustrated that the Syrian Civil War is the result of economic liberalization that benefitted the elites at the expense of the middle-class and the poor. This economic liberalization created a major commitment problem for the regime because it depended upon the elites, many of whom were part of the regime, and any concession to the protesters would have threatened the economic benefits of the elite. The government then responded with sectarian violence in order to divide the populace, which would make the rebels easier to defeat and to incentivize other states, such as Russia, to intervene on its behalf.
The next and final chapter will conclude the thesis by restating the arguments and suggesting topics for future research. I will describe the importance of economic divisions and commitment problems in the onset of the Syrian Civil War. Then I will suggest that this approach be used to analyze the other states during the Arab Spring, both those that experienced civil war and those that did not. I also suggest that this be applied to the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict because the conflicts clearly have major economic divisions between them and the bargaining process is of utmost importance in this conflict since there have been many attempts to end it.









[bookmark: _Toc36299883]Chapter 5
	The Syrian Civil War is in its eighth year and has led to the death and displacement of millions of people. I set out to find out how such a terrible event could occur, and in the process, I found that quantitative and qualitative studies of civil wars offer markedly different explanations for their occurrence. In particular, some studies analyze the role of economic divisions and commitment problems,[footnoteRef:272] while others highlight sectarianism.[footnoteRef:273] While each of these three variables played a role in the various aspects of the onset of the civil war in Syria, I find that sectarianism is overemphasized in the literature. Instead I argue that economic divisions and commitment problems led to the civil war. I summarize my findings for these three variables below.   [272: John Foran, “A Theory of Third World Social Revolutions: Iran, Nicaragua, and El Salvador Compared,” Critical Sociology 19, no. 2 (July 1992): 3–27. doi:10.1177/089692059201900201; Powell, Robert. "Monopolizing Violence and Consolidating Power." The Quarterly Journal of Economics 128, no. 2 (2013):. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26372512; James D. Fearon and David D. Laitian. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/B1D5D0E 7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605/S0003055403000534 a.pdf/ethnicity _insurgency_and_civil_war.pdf; James D. Fearon, “Commitment Problems and the Spread of Ethnic Conflict,” in The International Spread of Ethnic Conflict, ed. David A. Lake and Donald Rothchild, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1998), 107-126; Stathis N. Kalyvas. “Ethnic Defection in Civil War.” Comparative Political Studies 41, no. 8 (August 2008): doi:10.1177/0010414008317949. ]  [273: Hof, Frederic C., and Alex Simon. "Sectarian Violence in Syria’s Civil War: Causes, Consequences, and Recommendations for Mitigation." paper commissioned by the Center for the Prevention of Genocide, United States Holocaust Museum, 1 accessed 23 (2013); Raymond Hinnebusch, “Syria’s Alawis and the Ba’ath Party,” in The Alawis of Syria: Faith and Politics in the Levant, ed. Michael Kerr and Craig Larkin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), 107-24. https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=koeMCwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA107&dq= ba%27ath+party+in+syria+1963&ots=RXKxnuPuJO&sig=Qvmfzc8sU8SbPqXYjpPY1EVn0dM#v=onepage&q=ba'ath%20party%20in%20syria%201963&f=false.] 

	Sectarianism alone did not cause the civil war. It is true that due to French colonialism and the Sykes-Picot Treaty, sectarianism was built into many of the governing institutions within Syria. The issue at hand is that sectarianism has been a constant throughout modern Syrian history, which means that it alone could not have caused the civil war. I find that economic issues and commitment problems led to the civil war. Focusing on sectarianism, largely ignores the economic relationship between the government, which depended on popular support to survive, and the Syrian people, some of whom benefitted from the economic system that Hafez-Al-Assad designed, and his son dismantled. While there is no denying that sectarianism is clearly present in the Syrian Civil War, it is the product of sectarian violence on the part of the government. The government used this violence as a tactic to divide the opposition in order to make them easier to defeat and to create the fear of extremism in order to incentivize Russia and other powers to intervene on its behalf. 
	The government, during the reign of the first Assad, designed an economic system that incentivized the people to support the government. Due to declining oil revenues, however, the government was unable to universalize this system, which created economic divisions among the people. Those that benefitted from the system supported the government during times of political hardship and those that did not benefit challenged the government. The Assad regime was able co-opt the elites, which gave them some support, but it was not enough. The dismantling of the economic system harmed the poor and middle class economically, which created tensions between the people and the regime. Bashar Al-Assad faced declining oil revenues and a severely limited ability to maintain his father’s economic system. As a result, he liberalized the economy by privatizing state-owned enterprises and ending subsidies for energy and farming equipment. This economic liberalization harmed many poor and middle-class Syrians, who would rise up during the Arab Spring to oppose the regime and force the government to decide whether or not to use violence to suppress them. While the new economic system harmed the lower classes, it benefitted the elite greatly, which incentivized the elite to protect their interests through governmental violence rather than settle the protests through peaceful means.                                                                                 	When the Arab Spring protests began in Syria, the government faced major commitment problems because the ruling family and its close acquaintances, which make-up the highest echelon of the government, largely benefitted from the economic system. They owned many of the newly privatized businesses, which gave them significant economic power and wealth. The government faced major protests from poor and middle-class Syrians and had to decide whether or not to use violence to protect its economic interests. A negotiation between the opposition and the government could have led to changes in the economic system that would have weakened the government’s control of the economy and harmed the elites. Instead of negotiating and reversing some of the reforms, the government decided to attack the protesters and divide the populace along sectarian lines in order to protect the economics interests of elite. Through this thesis, I have shown that sectarianism was mobilized for political purposes in Syria, but sectarian divisions did not cause the civil war. 
[bookmark: _Toc36299884]Suggestions for Future Research
	This thesis has shown that economic divisions and commitment problems, rather than sectarianism, caused the Syrian Civil War. Syria was not the only state to lead to civil war during the Arab Spring, and there were also states that avoided civil wars. Future researchers should apply the use of the commitment problem and economic divisions to major civil wars in the Middle East and North Africa, as well as apply them to the Arab Spring in general to understand why some countries did not have a civil war. The following cases should be studied through the perspective of economic divisions and commitment problems.
	Syria was to the only state to devolve into civil war after the Arab Spring. Future research should be conducted on the onset of civil wars in Yemen and Libya. Muammar Gaddafi responded with violence due to Arab Spring protests, which led to a civil war. Yemen did not initially face a civil war, but it would evolve not civil war in 2015. Future researchers should explore the economic divisions within the countries and role of commitment problems. 
	Other states were able to avoid civil war, and one was even able to become a democracy. Tunisia, Egypt, and Jordan all avoided civil wars. Future researchers should study these cases in order to understand why these countries were able to avoid war. Future researchers should study the lead-up to the Arab Spring protests by focusing on economic divisions in the country and the presence or absence of commitment problems. The second thing that researcher should focus on is the government response. Researchers should ask why the governments did not use violence against their citizens, even though their people put a lot of pressure on them. They should analyze what made the response different from that of the Syrian and Libyan regimes. 
	The Israeli-Palestinian Conflict was not part of the Arab Spring protests but analyzing economic divisions both within and between Palestine and Israel. Analyzing these economic divisions could allow researchers to understand major commitment problems that exist between the two actors. Also, studying economic divisions within states can help researchers to understand why certain groups are more likely to be distrustful of peace deals and why some feel like it is in their best interests to strive for peace, despite commitment problems. 
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