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The article examines the characteristics of thetural approach to describing Middle East
politics and the process of state building. Bothdvantages and disadvantages of this approach are
analyzed. The author states that religion itselhroat be a major factor, which determines the
development and internal structure of political tingions as well as the probability of
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Ocamua SA.J1.
MNOJITUKO-KYJbTYPHUM IMIAXIJ JIO AHAJII3Y JEP)KABOTBOPEHHSI HA
BJIN3bKOMY CXOAI

Ilpoananizogano pucu ROMMUKO-KYIbMYPHO20 HIOX00Y 00 ONUCAHHA HOMIMUYHO20 JHCUMMA ma
npoyecy depacagomeopents na bnusbxomy Cxodi. Onucano nepegazu ma HeOOMKU Yb020 AHATIMUYHO2O
Hanpamky. OOIPYHMOBAHO HEMONCIUBICINL  BUKOPUCTNAHHA  penigii  AK 207108HO020 AHANIMUYHO20
iHCpyMeHma ni0 4ac GUEUeHHs PO3GUIMKY Md CMPYKMYPU HOMMUYHUX THCMUmMYmis 0epicas ybo2o
peciony. Bucnoeneno cymuis y momy, wo iciam € 20108HOK0 NEPEUKo0oto 00 0eMOKpamusayii pejicumis
Ha Brauzvxomy Cxo0i.

Knrouosi cnosa. bnusvkuii Cxio, iciam, norimuyna Kyiemypa, 0emMokpamu3ayis, 0epircagomeopenHs.
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_ Ocamguas 5./1.
MMOJIMTUKO-KYJIBTYPHBIU I1IOJIXO/1 K AHAJIU3Y NI'NOCYJAPCTBEHHOI'O
CTPOMTEJ/IBCTBA HA BJINKHEM BOCTOKE

Ilpoananusupoganvl uepmuvl NOAUMUKO-KYIbMYPHO2O NOOX00Ad K ONUCAHUIO HOAUMUYECKOU
JCUBHU U Npoyeccy 20Ccy0apcmeeHHo2o cmpoumenvbcmea Ha bauoicnem Bocmoke. Onucarno
npeumywecmea U He0OCMAmMKU  9MO20  AHAIUMuUYeckoeo  Hanpasienus.  (ObocHo8aHa
HEeB8O3MONCHOCMb UCNOIb308AHUSL PeuUU KaK 2NA8HO20 AHATUMUYECKO20 UHCIPYMEHMA 8 npoyecce
U3yyeHus pazeumusi U GHYMpeHHe20 CMPOeHUsl NOTUMUYECKUX UHCMUMYMO8 20CY0apCcmse OAHHO20
pecuona. Buipasiceno commenue 6 mom, umo uciam sA6IAemcs 2NAGHbIM Npensmcmeuem OJis
OdemoKkpamuzayuu pexcumos na bnusxcnem Bocmoke.

Knroueesvle cnosa. brudicnuii Bocmoxk, uciam, noaumuveckas Kynvmypd, O0eMOKpamu3ayus,
20Cy0apcmeeHHoe CmpoumebCmeo.

Analyzing political processes in the Middle Sharabi, Brigette Weiffen, hDaIe Eickelman,
East almost inevitably will lead us to include a J2Mes Piscatori and many others.

cultural variable, which is usually reduced to _, YWhen it comes to the Middle East, many
the religion and the role of Islam in the state Scholars tend to emphasize the role of Islam as

formation and political life in the region. This is the Primary value system that explains political

a common approach among the specialists whdf€ in the region. Thus, the majority of
study this area. However, we argue that it does€S€arches is directed towards examining the
not take into account the variety of factors thatcharacteristics of religion without taking into

affect the process of state building and state?CCOUNt the features of the state as an
modernization in the Middle East. Institution. The attractiveness of this concept

The cultural approach in political science €&" also be explained by the fact that it excludes

was developed in the 1960s by two American!fom consideration the differences between
political scientists — Gabriel Almond and NiStory and economic systems of the Arab

Sidney Verba. Thus, they provided a classicalcountries, conveniently reducing them to one
definition of political cuiture. In their book iactor. Moreover, it allows separating the
«The Civic Culture: Political Attitudes and Middle East from other developing countries [2,
Democracy in Five Nations» they define P- 2. e .
political culture as «attitudes toward the _ Al the existing literature on this issue, Rex
political system and its various parts, andBrynen offers to divide into three paradigms -
attitudes foward the role of the self in the €SSentialism, contextualism, and criticism. The
system» [1, p. 13]; «particular distribution of first perceives culture as an almost primordial

patterns of orientation towards political objects characteristic that is intrinsic to the political
among the members of the nation» [1, p. 14].5YStém and inseparable from it. Thus, culture
Later the dependence of politics on culturalUniteés the Middle East into a single cultural
elements (such as rituals, stereotypes, beliefOMPlex. It is stronger than any other

attitudes, values, traditions, etc.), was explored-haracteristics, so it determines them. The
by other prominent scientists — Lucian Pye’second approach considers the interdependence
Walter A. Rosenbaum, Ronald F. Inglehart, between culture and other social subsystems. It
Samuel P. Huntington, Lawrence Harrison ang@rgues that culture does not influence politics

i directly, but rather it acts indirectly through a

others. Cultural approach is widely used tovariety of means. Moreover, there could not be
explain _political _processes i developmga single culture, but there are different

countries and the failure of economic beult that h gife e h

modernization and political democratization in SUPCUItUTES thal ‘have a daitierent impact on

these cultural settings. politics. To sum up, this approach combines
attitudes and political consciousness with

The political culture of the Arab countries is hvsical f Al el "
of interest to such researchers as Gabriel BenPhysical factors. Alternatively, —critics pay
attention to institutions and the economy in

Dor, Benjamin MacQueen, Mark Tessler, Rex LM

Brynen, David Bukay, David Govrin, Elie contrast to the maximization of cultural
Kedourie, Raphael Patai, Philp Salzman,/nfluénce [2, pp. 3-4].

Lawrence Rosen, Bernard Lewis, Steven Fish, _Regarding the analysis of the Arab state, we
Daniela Donno. Bruce Russett, Alfred Stepan,can distinguish three main statements that

Graeme Robertson. Michael Hudson. Hisham@ccompany it. First, the assumption that Islam is
' ' resistant to Western models of political

institutions. That means denial of secularism,
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democracy, human rights and civil society in At the same time, one cannot say that
general as these institutions do not seem to b#&luslims share a common view of the state.
compatible with the Muslim religion. Secondly, James P. Piscatori indicates the existence of
it is argued that Islam does not accept thepolitical conformists and political
Western understanding of  statehood.nonconformists among Muslims [9, p. 40]. He
Consequently, modern political institutions also notes that Islamic political and legal theory
cannot take root in these states. Thirdly,does not adequately reflect religious discourse
attention is drawn to the clannish and tribalas numerous sources influenced it. Also, these
social system, which is just incompatible with states fully accept territorial pluralism.
the modern state [3, p. 27]. This assumptionMoreover, many Islam theorists refer to the
takes us to the theories of state building.state as a natural and primordial institution. The
Generally, the state was only one of the possiblgolitical practice of Arab empires also proves
alternatives to different forms of political the acceptance of pluralism within the Muslim
organization. Thus, its survival depended on thestate.
ability to gather social forces around the idea of Indeed, many Muslim theorists abandoned
a state, so clans and tribe contradict this logidhe idea of the state in favor of the umma as
and oppose the very idea of a state. another way of unity and integration outside of
Consequently, Islam is seen as the mairthe state. Consequently, the notion of a modern
obstacle to the political development of the national state from the very beginning was in
Middle East. Bassam Tibi wrote that the conflict with the supranational Islamic
cultural system of Islam is the primary barrier community.
for social change as it is a rigid and reactive  When we compare the concept of the
system that resists any attempts of WesternNestern state with its original incarnation in the
domination [4]. In this perspective, eastern Middle East, it is necessary to take into account
despotism can be explained through thethe blurriness of the very concept of the state.
religious requirement to obey the authority andDue to the absence of clear conceptual
the Muslim perception of earthly life as a limitations of this term, the criticism of the
temporary comparing to life after the death. All Islamic state as backward and rigid seems to be
that leads to the so-called 'political quietism.’'scientifically inaccurate. In addition, when we
Pluralism, human rights, the separation oftalk about Islam, we need to take into account
powers and the rule of law are ideas that ardghe concepts of the imamate and the caliphate as
incompatible with absolute divine sovereignty. unique ideas, which have no analog in Western
Moreover, the underdevelopment of civil political discourse. Caliphate embodies the
society and low participation do not allow religious unity of Dar al-Islam, builds on the
formulating a clear request for change [5]. sharia law and embraces the whole world. The
Considering the institutional aspect of concept if imamate incarnates the idea of the
statehood, it should be noted that the state in theombination of religious and secular power,
Middle East has always been stronger than civilwhich is embodied in one person. And this
society. This corresponds to the religiousperson stands above both — society and the
requirement of humility before the authorities state. However, even within Islam, there
and explains the absence of any representativappeared various types of nationalism -
bodies that would conduct a dialogue betweerEgyptian with the idea of the Pharaoh's state,
government and society [6]. The lack of civil Mediterranean nationalism, Syrian nationalism,
society led to a severe backlog in modernizationArabic, Lebanese, etc.
and democratization of these states [7]. Another weakness of the Middle Eastern
However, the concept of «xummah» that isstates can be explained by the fact that the
an interethnic unity of Muslims represents someprocess of state building was mixed with the
supra-state civil society. Consequently, hardlyprocess of liberalization of political power.
is it compatible with the idea of a national state.Therefore, the compatibility of Islam with the
At the same time, secularism, nationalism, anddemocratic regime was questioned. Moreover, it
democracy are being rejected. The state in thevas a cause for extensive discussions about the
Middle East was never determined by reasons of failed democratization.
nationality or ethnicity. Besides, the tribal forms In addition, the debates about the interaction
of political life have been preserved and did notof state institutions with tribal forms of politica
lose their influence. Furthermore, Islam did notlife were actualized. Khoury and Kostiner
manage to develop the concept of sovereigntydefine three approaches to the examination of
as it favors «ummah» and religious identity these relationships. First, they can be viewed
more than other forms of unity [8, pp. 319-321]. evolutionarily (tribe becomes a state). Secondly,
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one can consider the cohabitation of the statderritory, its diversity, complexity of conducting

and the tribal system. Thirdly, it is possible to quantitative and qualitative research here, and

study the mutual influence and interdependencehe rapid nature of changes in the political life

of the state and the tribal system, as well af the region. That is why cultural approach

their identities [10]. cannot be enough to understand and explain
However, this approach does not tell uspolitics in such diverse conditions.

anything about the real dynamics of statehood

in the Middle East. Within the framework of the BIBLIOGRAPHY

cultural approach, the interactions of social . R
forces that lead to the formation of a particuIar'i'ttif‘dg‘é’s'”‘gl nﬁ'bgﬁ]gb; a%, I\hgivi"ﬂgtgﬂg”/r% Z?rlr:técnegl
type Of. polltl_Ca_I regime are not f?‘”a'yzed eIther'S. Verba. — Princeton: Princeton University Press,
In addition, it is purely descriptive and cannot 2015, - 576 p.
be used to analyze institutions. 2. Brynen R. Political Culture and the Puzzle of
One of the possible explanations of thePersistent Authoritarianism in the Middle East
resistance of the Middle East to democracy[Enexrpounnii pecypc] / R. Brynen. Pexunm nocrymy:

i i i i https://www.mcgill.ca/icamesf/files/icames/IPSA.pdf
states its unique geogr_aphlc IO-Cat-IQn' In3 Saouli A. Dilemmas of late formation: internaiéd
p%rtlculhar,I_Eult_?lorltdarl?n Qelghbors_ S'gn'f'.c.antly system and state survival in the Middle East: case
aftect the lixelihood of a democratic transition.  gy,gies: Saudi Arabia and Iraq [onlin@jafxrpormuii
' Isla_m |ts_e_lf contains bc_)th — elements pecype] / A. Saouli. - Pexum moctymy
hindering political modernization and elements https://research-repository.st-andrews.ac.uk/handle
that stimulate it [11, p. 17]. The mere assertion10023/752 .
that re"gion is a determining factor of the 4. lel B. Islam and.the cultural e}ccommpdatlon of
political system does not indicate the existence>ocial change / B. Tibi. — Boulder: Westview Press,

: " . 1990. — 272 p.
of certain political and economic players and 5. Govrin Dp The Quest for Democratic Political

the kind of interactions among them. In this Reforms in the Middle East and the Prevailing Arab
case, Islam is the worst example of such arpolitical Culture [online] Exexrponuuit pecypc] / D.
assertion since its direct interpretation is muchGovrin. - Pexum gocrymy:  http://www.jcpa.
more important than the original postulates.org/jlivp528.htm o ,
And the real political results depend on theseS: Kedourie E. Poliics in the Middle East / E.
interpretations. Consequently, this system is no gg%“”e' — Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1992.
static, bUt dynamic. The percep_tlon_ of religion . Sadowski Y. The New Orientalism and the
as an independent and determinative factor obemocracy Debate / Y. Sadowski // Middle East
politics is unscientific since it can be used toReport. Ne183. — 1993. — P. 14-21.
explain anything. In addition, this approach is 8. Kelidar A. States without Foundations: The Fadit
highly influenced by orientalism. Evolution of State and Society in the Arab East./ A
Empirical evidence (for example, the Kelidar // Journal of Contemporary History. — V@B,

. . o . Ne2.—-1993. — P. 315-339.
existence of a variety of political systems in g5 "i0r 5 15lam in a World of Nation-States. /

Muslim countries) also proves that Islam is not piscatori, — Cambridge : Cambridge University Press
a determining factor of politics. Bromley writes 1986. — 204 p.

that the same religion leads to three different10. Khoury P., Kostiner J. Tribes and State Foromati
results in the real world: Islamic modernism, in the Middle Eastinextponnuii pecypc] / P. Khoury,
secular nationalism, and social conflicts. J. Kostiner. ~ — Pexum  pocrymy:  http://

; intersci.ss.uci.edu/wiki/eBooks/MidEast/BOOKS/
aCC-(I)-Sr?t CLf[Irt]Léral d?f?eprré)r?c(::eh di?]es ﬂr:(e)t tggﬁtiggloTribes%20and%ZOState%ZOFormation%20in%20the%

4 X . - 20Middle%20East%20Khoury.pdf
orientations of people of different generations, 11 Tessler M. Islam and Democracy in the Middle
socio-economic status and different countrieSEast: The Impact of Religious Orientations on

although it certainly exists [2]. Otherwise, there Attitudes toward Democracy in Four Arab Countries /
would be no inner impulse towards democraticM. Tessler // Comparative Politics. — Vol. 34Ne3. —
transformations in the Middle East. 2002. - P. 337-354.

The lack of a unified view of the Middle
East is easily explained by the nature of this
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