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olitical observers had 
expected a much 
stronger public 
response to Egypt’s 
forthcoming parlia-
mentary elections. But 

from what we have seen, these 
elections are moving with a large 
section of the Egyptian populace 
barely paying attention.

Wandering through Cairo or any 
other Egyptian city, there are few 
visible signs of the election. There 
is not much talk of it in the media. 
Even among those who are 
concerned with the elections, 
they are careful to deal with this 
calmly, which has led to views 
that this is because the results are 
a foregone conclusion and that 
the pro-regime “For the Love of 
Egypt” alliance will definitely 
triumph.

The electoral scene has been 
overcome by a general desire for 
calm, which has led to a declining 
interest in these elections 
already been postponed more 
than once. This postponement 
aimed to ensure a more politi-
cally diverse parliament than the 
previous Islamist-dominated 
parliament.

From the expected results, it is 
clear that these civil political 
parties are relieved by the decline 
of the Muslim Brotherhood and 
its allies, with the Salafist al-Nour 
Party the only clear Islamist party 

taking part in the 
elections.

The passivity that 
has characterised 
Egyptian politics 
recently, and which 
is not commensu-
rate with the actual 
importance of these 
elections, did not 
come out of the 
blue. There are clear 
reasons for this, not 

least because it is difficult to get 
excited about the political parties 

on offer and their election 
manifestos, as well as the rush of 
so-called “independent” candi-
dates to declare their support for 
the government and announce 
their “backing” of President 
Abdel Fattah al-Sisi.

This demonstrates the lack of 
any true political opposition in 
Egypt. Even the Islamist trend, as 

represented by al-Nour Party, 
rushed to announce its support 
for Sisi, which has completely 
voided the elections of any 
vitality or competition.

When rival political parties 
competing over votes essentially 
share the same political outlook, 
that inevitably leads to tepid 
elections with low voter turnout, 

as is the expectation in Egypt.
But such a situation often leads 

to an inert parliament that will 
blindly back the ruling authori-
ties. While there are some 
advantages to this, there are also 
political disadvantages down the 
road with such a parliament likely 
failing to carry out its most impor-
tant duties: overseeing and 
enacting legislation; holding the 
government accountable; and, in 
short, making up for the absence 
of the previous parliament.

The new constitution gives 
Egypt’s parliament broad powers. 
Most polls indicate that the new 
parliament will be made up of 
different political blocs, with no 
single electoral coalition securing 
an outright majority, even if all 
the political parties share the 
same political outlook that is 
supportive of Sisi.

But a weak or toothless parlia-
ment will create a false image in 
the minds of many Egyptians, 
who will say the regime is seeking 
to reproduce the Hosni Mubarak 
administration, which was 
brought down by popular protest. 
But it was precisely this political 
system and the political uprising 
against it that led to Egypt’s new 
constitution that limits the power 
of the president and seeks to 
avoid many of these dangerous 
pitfalls.

However, Egypt’s political 
parties have failed to take 
advantage of this new era, relying 
on the politics of the past and 
ultimately failing to secure 
popular support. The new 
parliament might be made up of 
different parties but these will all 
likely share the same outlook.

Mohamed Abu al-Fadl is an 
Egyptian writer. This commentary 
was translated and adapted from 
the Arabic. It was originally 
published by the London-based 
Al Arab newspaper.

A 

re we facing another 
world war? Is this 
what some, such as 
John Hopkins 
University Professor 
Eliot A. Cohen, are 

calling the fourth world war — 
with the Cold War, which resulted 
in the fall of the Soviet Union and 
the Berlin Wall, being viewed as 
World War III?

I am, of course, talking about 
the War on Terror, as coined by 
former US president George W. 
Bush. Although that war had been 
launched against al-Qaeda, which 
has been replaced by the Islamic 
State (ISIS) as the leader of global 

terrorism.
Cohen, in an article published 

not long after 9/11 in Commentary 
magazine — popular among 
American neo-cons — called on US 
officials to abandon the “War on 
Terror” in favour of the World War 
IV scenario. He said that world 
wars, as opposed to wars on 
terror, contained an inherent 
narrative of the “free world” 
versus various totalitarian 
ideologies. In the past, this was 
Nazism, Fascism, Stalinism and 
the like, while today the enemy 
would be takfirism.

But there is another important 
test: World War II succeeded in 

containing the extreme right-
wing, defeating Nazism and 
fascism while, at the same time, 
incorporating more moderate 
forms of this ideology within the 
democratic framework (such as 
the Front National in France and 
the National Alliance in Italy, 
among others). Extreme left-wing 
parties were similarly contained, 
with a more moderate form of 
socialism taking root (such as the 
Socialist Party in France and the 
Italian Communist Party, among 
others).

Does this suggest that World 
War IV would, according to the 
same doctrine being espoused by 
the neo-conservatives and even 
some within the White House, 
seek to contain extremism by 
accepting a more moderate form 
of political Islam within a demo-
cratic framework?

The Americans are pragmatists. 
They think that what worked in 
the past will work again in the 
future. So, it is not surprising to 
see signs that the United States 
might be trying to tame al-Qaeda 
to combat the new enemy, ISIS.

Since Cohen put forward the 
World War IV idea, Commentary 
has been inundated with reports 
and studies supporting the view 
and decrying Bush’s War on 
Terror. Former CIA director James 
Woolsey famously used this 
terminology on a number of 
occasions.

In the ongoing war in Syria, 
which may be part of this World 
War IV, everything has been 
mixed up, resulting in overlap-
ping and even contradictory 
goals. We must also acknowledge 
that there is nothing wrong with 
international intervention in 
principle. In fact, this could be a 

moral imperative in certain 
circumstances, such as during the 
Rwandan genocide in 1994 or the 
Srebrenica massacre in 1995. But 
in all of these cases, the interna-
tional partners were clear on who 
the enemy was.

In the war that is being fought 
in Syria, that is simply not the 
case.

Syrian President Bashar Assad’s 
forces are focusing on fighting the 
Free Syrian Army and after that 
al-Nusra Front, only then turning 
their attention to ISIS. Russia is 
pursuing precisely the same 
policy, only with more sophisti-
cated arms.

The so-called moderate Syrian 
opposition is more concerned 
about fighting Assad than ISIS. 
While Turkey is more concerned 
with fighting the Kurdistan 
Workers’ Party (PKK) than ISIS. 
As for the Arabs, they have been 
largely absent, overwhelmed by 
the unfolding situation.

When the allies fought World 
War II, everyone — from the 
Americans to the Soviets — 
agreed that Nazism was the 
number one enemy. While during 
the Cold War — or shall we say 
World War III? — everyone agreed 
that the Soviet Union was the 
major enemy. But today, during 
World War IV, things are less 
certain. The dilemma is that 
everybody agrees that we need to 
fight ISIS but nobody is making 
this their priority. So long as this 
is the case, ISIS will endure and 
expand.

Said Nachid is a Moroccan writer. 
His was commentary was 
translated from the Arabic. It was 
initially published in the London 
based Al Arab newspaper.

Mohamed Abu al-Fadl

Said Nachid

The new parliament 
might be made up of 
different parties but 
these will all likely share 
the same outlook.

So where is the Egyptian opposition?

Fighting ISIS and World War IV

A candidate holds a banner reading in Arabic: “Long live Egypt, 
the parliament of Egypt 2015″.

A migrant woman sleeping at the port of Mytilene on the Greek island of Lesbos, in October.


