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DYNAMICS

The results of the upcoming US 
elections will likely impact Wash-
ington’s relationship to the Mid-
dle East. It is assumed that, if re-
elected, Donald Trump would 
continue his policies of ‘maximum 
pressure’ on Iran and pushing for 
normalisation between Israel and 
a string of Arab Muslim states in 
the region. There is also a possibil-
ity that Trump’s second term may 
be defined by the readiness to use 
more force in pursuit of US inter-
ests. However, what if Trump does 
not secure a second term? What 
would Joe Biden’s Presidency mean 
for the region and, specifically, 
for the US-Gulf relationship? Al-
though US interests in the region 
– most notably the continued free 
flow of oil – remain unchanged, 
some shift in the foreign policy 
approach towards the Gulf Coop-

eration Council (GCC) countries is 
likely, based on the record of past 
Republican Presidents, including 
incumbent Trump, and past Dem-
ocratic administrations. Recent de-
bates involving Biden confirm that 
he has adopted a critical stance to-
wards Trump’s policies and instead 
may prioritise dialogue on several 
issues concerning the Gulf region.

Republicans and the Gulf Region
Past Republican administrations 
placed a heavy emphasis on main-
taining a strong relationship with 
the GCC countries in line with US 
interests. Ronald Reagan deepened 
US military commitments to the 
GCC countries, working closely 
with the group to counter Iran. 
His successor, George W. H. Bush, 
continued to provide support to 
the region; the US signed defence 

What Would a Biden Presidency
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As host of the G20 this year, Saudi 
Arabia has placed women empow-
erment as one of its top priorities. 
Under the overarching theme ‘Re-
alizing the Opportunities of the 
21st Century for All,’ the Kingdom 
emphasises women and labour 
participation, financial inclusion 
and access to opportunities. This is 
designed to address social and eco-
nomic inequalities between men 
and women, allowing the latter 
to reach their full potential while 
encouraging sustainable and inclu-
sive development. It comes as part 
of a broader set of reforms in Saudi 
Arabia aimed at integrating wom-
en into the workforce to increase 
their participation to 30 percent by 
2030 under Vision 2030, an initia-
tive designed to diversify the econ-
omy and encourage social changes 
in line with the UN Sustainable 
Developments Goals.

Advancements in Women’s Rights 
In recent years, Saudi Arabia in-
troduced several measures in fa-
vour of women’s rights, slowly dis-
mantling the male guardianship 
system, which requires women to 
ask a male guardian for permis-
sion to perform day-to-day tasks. 
Under the late King Abdullah bin 
Abdulaziz Al Saud, the first fe-
male Vice-Minister was appointed 
in 2009 and, in 2011, women were 
granted the right to vote and run 
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cooperation agreements with both 
Kuwait and Bahrain in 1991 and 
Qatar in 1992. Further, Operation 
Desert Storm and Operation De-
sert Shield saw the deployment of 
US troops to Saudi Arabia in sup-
port of Kuwait after the Iraq inva-
sion. In a similar manner, after 
9/11, George W. Bush insisted on 
the strong US-Saudi partnership in 
the fight against terrorism. He was 
also the first US President to visit 
the United Arab Emirates (UAE) 
in 2008. On the issue of Iran, past 
Republican Presidents have tended 
to avoid open engagement with 
the country; within the context of 
the Cold War, Reagan built upon 
his Democratic predecessor Jimmy 
Carter’s policy of containment 
toward Tehran. This is best seen 
in the double edged policy of tac-
itly supporting Baghdad in its war 
against Revolutionary Iran (1980-
1988), while supplying weapons to 
Tehran in what has become known 
as the Contra scandal. Such ap-
proaches speak to the importance 
that Republican administrations 
placed on Washington’s alliance 
with the GCC countries given US 
interests in the region. The current 
Trump administration has adopted 
a similar approach. Trump has con-
tinued and expanded US arms sales 
to the GCC countries. This year, the 
US authorised an $800 million sale 
of Patriot missiles and upgrades to 
Kuwait. In 2019, the US approved a 
$3 billion sale of apache helicopters 
to Qatar and a $2.5 billion sale of 
Patriot missile systems to Bahrain.
In the same year, Trump evoked his 
emergency powers – stating a na-
tional emergency due to the Irani-
an threat – to circumvent congres-
sional objections to sell $8 billion 
worth of arms to Saudi Arabia and 
the UAE. Moreover, in 2018, Trump 
severed ties with Iran as Washing-
ton withdrew from the Joint Com-
prehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) 
and imposed a ‘maximum pressure’ 
policy on Iran, much to the dismay 

of the European Union (EU). More 
recently, in January 2020, Trump 
ordered the assassination of Qassim 
Soleimani, Commander of the Is-
lamic Revolutionary Guard Corps’ 
(IRGC) clandestine regional opera-
tions. At the same time, Trump has 
also opted for dialogue in the re-
gion. He has called for a diplomatic 
solution concerning the Qatar crisis 
and helped to establish the normal-
isation agreements between Israel 
and the UAE and Bahrain under 
the Abraham Accords. These policy 
approaches maintain the close US-
GCC relations in pursuit of US in-
terests, much like past Republican 
Presidents.

Democrats and the Gulf Region
Similar to the Republicans, Demo-
cratic administrations have em-
phasised strong ties with the GCC 
countries to maintain US security 
and stability. In the 1980 State of 
the Union Address, President Cart-
er stated that the US is prepared 
to use military force to safeguard 
the Persian Gulf region from out-
side forces. Deepening relations be-
tween the two parties ensued; for 
example, the US signed its first mil-
itary cooperation agreement in the 
region with Oman in the follow-
ing months. Bill Clinton and Ba-
rack Obama too continued to work 
closely with the GCC countries; 
Clinton expanded US naval and 

military assets in the region as part 
of the ‘dual containment’ policy of 
Iraq and Iran. Obama forged arms 
deals with the Gulf countries, in-
cluding the $29.4 billion F-15 fighter 
jets sale to Saudi Arabia. Addition-
ally, between 2010 and 2017, the 
US spent $580 million to further 
develop the Naval Support Activity 
in Bahrain. On top of this, Obama 
implemented a drone-intense strat-
egy, known as ‘counterterrorism 
plus,’ that called for a light military 
footprint to reduce costly military 
engagements in the Middle East. 
Concerning Iran, Democratic ad-
ministrations appear to have a 
more mixed record in terms of 
their approach to the Islamic Re-
public. Carter engineered the US 
containment strategy towards 
Iran, which led to several economic 
sanctions on Tehran; however, two 
years later, he signed the Algiers 
Accords that bound the US to non-
interference in Iran to resolve the 
US hostage crisis. Clinton too im-
posed several economic sanctions 
on Tehran; for example, the Ex-
ecutive Order 12957 and 12959 of 
1995, which declared a US ‘nation-
al emergency’ due to the Iranian 
threat, as well as the Iran and Libya 
Sanctions Act of 1996. Yet, towards 
the end of his presidency, Clinton 
hinted that he would welcome dia-
logue with Tehran, although this 
never materialised. Building upon 
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this, Obama expanded sanctions 
against Iran in 2013 to target its 
car industry and currency. Simul-
taneously, Washington engaged in 
dialogue with Tehran and signed 
the JCPOA in 2015, a historic deal; 
although, it should be noted that a 
year later, Obama prolonged Clin-
ton’s Executive Order 12957 (re: 
national emergency with respect 
to Iran) and warned that Iran still 
posed a threat to the US. Such ap-
proaches underscore the continued 
importance of the GCC for the US, 
while also focusing on engaging in 
some form of negotiation with Iran. 
As a former member of the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee 
and as Vice President under Oba-
ma, Biden helped formulate many 
of the aforementioned initiatives. 
He voted against US military ac-
tion in the Gulf War while voting 
for the US invasion of Iraq to oust 
Saddam Hussein in 2003. Under 
Obama, Biden also opposed the 
operation that killed Osama bin 
Laden, the surge of troops in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq and the US in-

tervention in Libya. Concurrently, 
as Vice President, he has been a 
proponent of the ‘counterterror-
ism plus’ strategy, which saw a sig-
nificant increase in the use of drone 
strikes in several countries such as 
Yemen. Equally, Biden promoted 
diplomatic ties with Iran, assisting 
with the formulation of the JCPOA. 
Such past decisions therefore place 
him within the current Democratic 
mainstream.

Biden’s Current Stance vis-à-vis 
the Gulf Region
Biden’s current party platform ap-
pears in line with his past deci-
sions. The 2020 Democratic Party 
Platform calls for re-establishing a 
diplomatic agreement with Iran to 
prevent a build-up of nuclear arms 
while ‘push[ing] back against Iran’s 
other destabilising actions’ to pro-
mote regional dialogue and peace. 
It further details that the US will 
continue supporting the Gulf’s 
modernisation and attempts to 
ease regional tensions. This could 
imply that the US will continue 

calling for a diplomatic solution re-
garding the Qatar crisis, as well as 
continue to support normalisation 
between Israel and the Gulf states. 
Biden has already stated that he 
will ‘build on’ the UAE and Bah-
rain normalisation deals in line 
with his official programme that 
calls for ‘Arab states to move be-
yond quiet talks and take bolder 
steps toward normalization with 
Israel.’ However, a Biden presiden-
cy would depart from some of the 
Trump era policies; the Platform 
elaborates that the US will end sup-
port for the Saudi-led Coalition in 
Yemen. Biden’s current rhetoric 
takes it further and he has even 
referred to Saudi Arabia’s leaders 
as ‘pariahs’ during a Democratic 
primary debate in November 2019. 
He also said that he would reassess 
the Saudi-US relationship in light 
of the murder of Jamal Khashoggi, 
ending arms sales to the Kingdom. 
Taking into account the Democrat-
ic Party and Biden’s past approach, 
his current Platform appears large-
ly to be a continuation of this de-
spite his more critical rhetoric of 
Saudi Arabia. It is unlikely that 
Biden will go as far as to cease all 
arms sales to Saudi Arabia. Instead, 
he may merely place more pressure 
on the GCC countries on issues 
such as Yemen while continuing to 
strengthen ties with the region and 
build on the Abraham Accords to 
both assuage domestic pressures 
and uphold US interests.

by Sophie Smith
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China’s Increasing Economic Presence in 
Oman: Implications for Oman’s Economy

In recent years, Oman’s economy 
has been experiencing a downturn 
with its fiscal and current account 
deficits rising and government debt 
to GDP ratio worsening. The ratio 
had deteriorated considerably from 
4.92 percent of GDP in 2014 to 
47.2 percent in 2018. This comes as 
Oman remains the biggest Arab oil 
exporter outside of OPEC, despite 
the Vision 2040 project to diversify 
its economy. Low oil prices and the 
COVID-19 pandemic are merely 
exacerbating this trend as predic-
tions speculate that the govern-
ment debt-to-GDP ratio will reach 
70 percent in 2020 and is likely to 
be sustained in the following years. 
As a result, two major credit rating 
agencies, Moody’s Investors Service 
and Fitch, recently downgraded 
Oman’s sovereign rating for the sec-
ond time this year, with the former 
arguing that ‘in a lower oil price en-
vironment, which [is likely to] per-
sist into the medium term, the gov-
ernment will unlikely be able to 
significantly offset the oil revenue 
loss and avoid a large and durable 
deterioration in its debt and debt 
affordability metrics or erosion of 
its fiscal and foreign currency buff-
ers.’ Oman has already had to bor-
row considerable amounts of mon-
ey and might need further cash 
infusions from the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF).

China’s Increasing Presence in 
Oman
Such a deteriorating trend has shed 
light on Oman’s relationship with 
China. Over the years, China has 
deepened and expanded its eco-
nomic ties with Oman, particularly 
in the oil sector, to the point that 
China receives almost 50 percent 
of Oman’s total exports. In 2002, 
the state-owned China National 
Petroleum Corporation (CNPC) 
acquired a 50 percent interest in 
the country’s oil field Block 5.More 
recently, there has been specula-
tion that CNPC is in talks with the 

London-based energy company, BP 
PLC, to acquire a 10 percent stake in 
Oman’s Khazzan natural gas field.
This comes as Oman’s crude oil ex-
ports to China continue to rise. In 
2020, China continued to be the 
world’s largest customer for Oman’s 
crude oil, importing approximately 
78.4 percent of its oil, a substantial 
increase from 17.8 percent in 2002. 
While oil dominates their bilateral 
relations, China has been slowly es-
tablishing itself in Oman’s non-oil 
sectors as well, in line with its Belt 
and Road Initiative (BRI), a project 
focused on infrastructure develop-
ment and international coopera-
tion to project Beijing’s   influence 
globally. The Oman-China Friend-
ship Association has been working 
to strengthen cooperation ties and 
enhance their joint initiatives in 
various economic, social, cultural, 
scientific and sports arenas for the 
past decade. Since then, China has 
launched the China-Oman Indus-
trial Park in the Duqm Special 
Economic Zone and expects to in-
vest just under 8.5 billion EUR in 
it by 2022. Additionally, in 2019, 
the State Grid Corporation of 
China acquired a 49 percent stake 
in Oman Electricity Transmission 
Company in the first major priva-
tisation by the Middle East’s largest 
non-OPEC oil producer. Further, 
the Asian Infrastructure Invest-
ment Bank (AIIB) has become a 
vital source of funding for Oman’s 
projects; in 2016, the Bank ap-
proved a loan of $265 million for 
Oman’s maritime infrastructure at 
Duqm Port and $36 million (30.2 
million EUR) for the country’s first 
railway system. In 2017, it invested 
$239 million (200 million EUR) in 
the national fibre broadband net-
work and, most recently, in March 
2020, it provided $60 million (50.3 
million EUR) of non-sovereign 
funding for Oman’s Ibri II 500MW 
Solar PV Independent Power Plant 
Project. Likewise, the Ministry of 
Technology and Communications 

inked a partnership with Huawei 
to develop Oman’s digital society 
and support the ICT sector. As a 
result, China’s foreign direct invest-
ment (FDI) into Oman has risen 
more than five times between the 
second quarter of 2018 and 2019, 
from RO 95 million (208.5 million 
EUR) to RO 486.2 million (1.07 bil-
lion EUR).

Vision 2040: Attracting Foreign 
Investments 
The deepening ties with China 
speaks volumes for Oman’s broad-
er strategy to diversify its economy 
away from hydrocarbons by at-
tracting foreign capital and exper-
tise to non-oil sectors. The drive is 
guided by several five-year plans 
corresponding to the overarch-
ing goals of Vision 2040. Numer-
ous measures have already been 
implemented to foster a business-
friendly environment. Oman has 
established free zones, such as the 
Duqm Special Economic Zone, 
which offer benefits such as tax 
exemptions, the transfer of profits 
abroad and lower quotas for hiring 
Omanis. On a larger scale, Oman 
has introduced several laws that 
facilitate public-private partner-
ships and the privatisation of state 
companies. For example, Royal 
Decree 50/2019 enables 100 per-
cent foreign ownership, removes 
minimum capital requirements 
and no longer requires local par-
ticipation, while reducing red tape. 
Accordingly, FDI into Oman has 
risen, reaching RO 11.65 billion 
(25.57 billion EUR) in the second 
quarter of 2019, a 13.3 percent in-
crease over the previous year.[20] 
The UK accounted for the lion’s 
share of Oman’s FDI (54.2 percent), 
followed by the UAE (11 percent), 
the US (8.6 percent), Kuwait (8 per-
cent), China (4.7 percent), Qatar 
(4.1 percent), India, Bahrain and 
the Netherlands (all under 3 per-
cent). These figures show that the 
massive boost of Beijing’s crude 
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oil imports from the Sultanate has, 
so far, not translated into Chinese 
takeover of the Sultanate’s non-oil 
sector.

The Implications of Deepening 
Ties
Within this environment, the deep-
ening ties between Oman and 
China have several implications for 
Oman’s economy. Between 2002-
2009 Beijing replaced Japan as the 
top importer of Oman’s crude, 
nearly doubling its share. Never-
theless, Oman’s portfolio of crude 
oil importers was still much more 
diverse in 2009, with China ac-
counting for roughly a third (36.6 
percent), followed by Japan (19.1 
percent), Thailand (15.4 percent), 
South Korea (11.9 percent), Tai-
wan (8.2 percent) and the US (6.9 
percent). A decade later, in 2019, 
China already overwhelmingly 
dominated this group, consuming 
over two-thirds of Oman’s crude 
exports, whereas Japan (7.5 per-
cent), India (4.8 percent) and Korea 
(3.4 percent), the only other sig-
nificant partners, had only minor 
shares. Such over-reliance on one 
importing country, coupled with 
the country’s overall dependence 
on hydrocarbons for most govern-
ment revenues, puts Oman in a 
vulnerable position. This situation 
is further exponentiated by the oil 
market’s susceptibility to economic 
shocks, as recently evidenced by the 

COVID-19 pandemic. In June 2020, 
China’s crude imports from Oman 
neared 95%. However, China is 
not heavily dependent on Oman 
for its crude oil as Oman made 
up only 6.87 percent of China’s 
total crude oil imports in 2019, 
which shows the imbalance of the 
relationship, providing Beijing 
potential leverage over Muscat. 
The nature of BRI itself has also 
raised concerns, most notably con-
cerning the lack of transparency, 
corruption and the recipient in-
curring unsustainable levels of 
debt. While the BRI has provided 
Oman with vital funds for projects 
to develop its economy, the Sul-
tanate is vulnerable to such debt 
entrapment, meaning investments 
should be approached cautiously. 
Moreover, the BRI projects tend to 
employ Chinese – as opposed to lo-
cal – labour and firms for construc-
tion, leading to fewer employment 
opportunities for locals, which, in 
turn, limits opportunities for eco-
nomic growth and development.
Another factor is the increasing 
regional competition for FDI, par-
ticularly with Iran, with whom 
China is currently negotiating an 
agreement that could include in-
vestments in free trade zones, infra-
structure, ICT and discounted oil 
supplies. Such issues should be care-
fully considered to ensure Oman 
is not exacerbating its economic 
situation or jeopardising its geopo-

litical position as a neutral actor. 

The Future
China’s increasing economic pres-
ence in Oman represents a larger 
Chinese investment trend in the 
Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC). 
China has invested in countless 
projects in all the Arab Gulf na-
tions; for example, recently, China’s 
Silk Road Fund acquired a 49 per-
cent stake in Saudi Arabia’s ACWA 
Power Renewable Energy Holding. 
Accordingly, the Chinese invest-
ments and contracts in the region 
have risen from $1.35 billion (1.14 
billion EUR) in 2005 to $12.43 bil-
lion (10.5 billion EUR) in 2019.
This trend is likely to continue 
amid the intensifying competition 
between China and the US, a key 
player in the Gulf. Bearing this in 
mind, Oman should diversify its 
crude oil exports to reduce China’s 
domination over the oil sector, and 
by extension government revenues, 
which has left it in a more vulner-
able position financially and po-
litically; by doing so, Muscat would 
strengthen its position vis-à-vis Bei-
jing.

by Sophie Smith
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The transatlantic, Mediterranean 
and West Asia and North Africa 
(WANA) regions’ security is deeply 
and increasingly interrelated, today 
probably more than at any point 
in the history of the North Atlan-
tic Alliance. The security situations 
of Europe and WANA have very 
similar risks and challenges, from 
terrorism to climate change, from 
migration to chemical, biological, 
radiological and nuclear (CBRN) 
threats. Furthermore, the regions 
are more and more interconnect-
ed through movements of people, 
goods, money, weapons, drugs and 
now also viruses. The problems 
originating in the Southern neigh-
borhood of the Alliance, which in-
cludes indirectly the entire African 
continent, are much more com-
plex and long term than those in 
the Eastern region, which require 
mostly deterrence and defense 
from Russia. Following this analy-
sis, the aim of this paper is to pro-
pose NATO a new strategy for the 
“South”, learning from past lessons, 
to maintain peace and stability in 
the “North” in the next decades.

Introduction
The North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
sation (NATO) is passing now from 
a phase of transition, facing a more 
uncertain world, also demonstrated 

by the recent pandemic. The NATO 
Secretary-General has appointed a 
group of experts to advise on how 
to better adapt the Alliance to 
new environments. NATO 2030 is 
a process inside the Alliance that 
could bring about a new strategic 
concept. Finding an agreement on 
a new strategy in an alliance based 
on consensus decision making will 
not be easy, but it is a path worth 
taking. Considering the risk of di-
vision among NATO members on 
various issues regarding the Medi-
terranean and West Asia and North 
Africa (WANA), particularly the 
differences between France, Italy, 
Greece and Turkey in the Eastern 
Mediterranean, a new, clear and ef-
ficient strategy for NATO’s South-
ern periphery seems to be the most 
fundamental step for the future 
of the Alliance. At the security 
level, together with the era of radi-
cal Islamist terrorism threats and 
militant-criminal groups creating 
proto-states like the Islamic State of 
Iraq and Syria (ISIS), the WANA re-
gion recently entered a new era of 
proxy wars, with increased compe-
tition between world and regional 
powers coming to the area to fight 
in other countries’ civil wars.[3] 
Furthermore, at the political level, 
after the failure of the so-called 
Arab Spring and reinforcement of 

authoritarian regimes, the region 
is now passing from the failure of 
regional institutions—from the 
Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) 
to the Arab League, unable to deal 
with disastrous situations like Syr-
ia, Yemen or Libya—and the prior-
itization of national interests and 
power politics. Finally, at the socio-
economic level, after the refugee 
crisis, temporarily stopped by an 
agreement between Turkey and the 
European Union (EU), the region's 
human security issues are being 
exacerbated by constant economic 
stagnation, further aggravated by 
the pandemic, and a new migra-
tion crisis with massive movements 
from Africa that will impact re-
gional stability in the next decades.
The African continent is, in fact, 
projected to reach 4.5 billion peo-
ple by the end of the 21st century, 
with the largest population growth 
in human history, counting a fertil-
ity rate of 4.5 children, compared 
to other continents stabilized on 
an average of 2. At the same time, 
global warming will produce ever-
increasing desertification and scar-
city of resources, primarily water 
and food, with rising threat of nat-
ural disasters and more pandemics 
in Africa. Finally, competition be-
tween major powers in the region 
for energy and spheres of influence 
is in a new phase of the “scramble 
for Africa”   with modern means, 
mainly economic, but in some 
parts, such as Libya, Sahel and the 
Horn of Africa, also military.There-
fore, the role of NATO and other 
regional and international organi-
zations will be crucial for the stabi-
lization of the WANA area and Af-
rica in general in the coming years. 
NATO will need to support both 
in helping to manage emergencies 
and in preventing possible risks of 
escalating conflicts with two of its 
core tasks, crisis management and 
cooperative security. This paper 

NATO and a New Strategy for the South:
Updating the Mediterranean Dialogue and the 

Istanbul Cooperation Initiative
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concentrates on the cooperative se-
curity pillar, leaving the crisis man-
agement one to another future dis-
cussion. Cooperative security until 
now has been focusing on reaction 
to security issues and protection 
from threats. However, in the long 
term, it should start working on the 
root causes of instability, from in-
stitutional reinforcement of the se-
curity sector and good governance 
to tackle the security-development 
nexus, to the social resilience of 
populations that will face many ob-
stacles in the near future, as dem-
onstrated by the current situation 
in relatively stable countries like 
Lebanon. Nevertheless, to enhance 
its role in the region in the future, 
NATO will first have to gain local 
trust through confidence-building 
measures to mitigate the negative 
perception of the Alliance. To do 
that means to form partnerships 
based on a “two-way street process” 
with a focus on consultations and 
teaming up with its partners. This 
will also include strengthening 
NATO’s commitment to involving 
civil society to better understand 
future problems and possible solu-
tions, listening to the needs of the 
populations in addition to those 
of the states. All this will create 
an opportunity to reform and up-
date NATO's existing partnership 
frameworks: the Mediterranean 
Dialogue (MD) and the Istanbul 
Cooperation Initiative (ICI).

Why Updating MD/ICI Programs
The partnership between NATO 
and its Southern neighborhood 
began more than 25 years ago. 
Despite the political changes and 
intrastate conflicts in recent years, 
which have increased the instabil-
ity of the WANA region, NATO’s 
partnerships have proven to be re-
silient, but not adaptable enough 
to the speed of change in the re-
gion. All institutions and interna-
tional agreements need to evolve 
to survive, they need to keep up 
with new environments and chal-
lenges, and NATO partnership pro-
grams did not do that very well. 
NATO needs an urgent update of 

its partnership programs, not just 
as a gradual improvement as is usu-
ally done, but as a new “strategy” 
to generate a real impact on the re-
gion’s stability, with much more in-
vestments and broader, clearer and 
more reachable objectives. NATO 
set up two frameworks of coopera-
tion to develop political dialogue 
and practical cooperation with its 
partners in the Mediterranean and 
the Gulf regions. The Mediterra-
nean Dialogue (MD) was launched 
in 1994 and currently consists of 
seven members: Algeria, Egypt, Is-
rael, Jordan, Mauritania, Morocco 
and Tunisia. The Dialogue is based 
on bilateral agreements that are re-
newed every couple of years called 
Individual Partnership and Coop-
eration Programs (IPCPs), ground-
ed on a “Partnership Cooperation 
Menu,” comprising approximately 
1,400 activities accessible to all 
NATO partners. The Istanbul Co-
operation Initiative (ICI) was es-
tablished in 2004 and includes four 
Gulf countries: Bahrain, Kuwait, 
Qatar and the United Arab Emir-
ates (UAE).[8] Similarly to MD, the 
ICI is based on regular partnership 
activities for political and mili-
tary dialogue. The key principles 
of the Mediterranean Dialogue/
Istanbul Cooperation Initiative 
are: tailored and demand-driven 
cooperation, local ownership, self-
differentiation and non-discrimi-
nation as well as complementarity 
with other international efforts. 
They include several lines of ef-
fort in areas of common interest, 
notably cooperation in education 
and training (e.g. exercises), inter-
operability, crisis management/
prevention and public diplomacy, 
and improved coordination with 
other international organizations. 
Military education and training 
are therefore the cornerstones of 
NATO regional partnership policy. 
Also, following the issuance of 
two strategic documents about the 
South in 2017 and 2018, the Frame-
work for the South and the Package 
for the South, NATO opened two 
centers dedicated to the South, the 
NATO Strategic Direction-South 

Hub (NSD-S Hub) in Naples and 
the NATO-ICI Regional Center in 
Kuwait. The Hub in Naples aims to 
enhance a comprehensive under-
standing of the region, with more 
situational awareness and informa-
tion sharing.Another vital role of 
the Hub is to improve NATO's im-
age with confidence-building meas-
ures, engaging with civil society ac-
tors from the South to listen to their 
needs and visions for the future. 
The NATO-ICI Center in Kuwait 
is more dedicated to military train-
ing. More than 1,000 participants 
from Kuwait, Bahrain, Qatar, the 
UAE, Saudi Arabia and Oman have 
benefitted from its training activi-
ties, mostly in 2018/2019. Addition-
ally, the NATO Defense College in 
Rome has been contributing to the 
training of partner countries with 
dedicated courses for many years. 
However, those centers need to be 
better known beyond the commu-
nity of insiders and military experts 
so that the civil societies of NATO 
members and the partner countries 
can ultimately appreciate them as 
well. This would be very useful to 
build the trust that, as said, is the 
first step toward a new strategy 
with the South. Nevertheless, to 
achieve that, it would be funda-
mental to include more civilians 
than military staff, particularly for 
the first two aforementioned cent-
ers, to reflect the Alliance's politi-
co-military character. Despite the 
predominant perception of NATO 
as a military organization, it relies 
on political action as much as, if 
not more than, on military action, 
and its staff comprises both civilian 
and military personnel.  All this 
shows NATO’s engagement with 
the South, however looking at the 
results, it is apparent that it has not 
yet reached the goal of supporting 
and projecting stability in the re-
gion. The problem is that the goal 
is too vague. Does anyone in NATO 
agree on a specific definition of sta-
bility? Furthermore, who and how 
should provide stability? In theory, 
NATO would have identified clear 
strategic ends, or mid- to long-term 
objectives, for the southern region 
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and then depending on the avail-
able means it would identify ways 
to achieve them. In reality, there 
are no defined ends and  no specif-
ic strategy yet. Several think tanks 
have already pointed out the lack 
of a clear strategy of NATO for the 
South and there seems to be a mo-
mentum for a change. The Atlan-
tic Council published a report last 
year arguing, for example, that ‘go-
ing forward, NATO needs a more 
strategic vision of what it wants to 
accomplish in the Mediterranean 
and its broader southern neighbor-
hood. The German Marshall Fund 
of the United States said two years 
ago, in a publication dedicated to 
the Mediterranean Dialogue, that 
‘NATO lacks an overall strategy 
and a set of concepts to deal with 
the multifaceted challenges in the 
south. Also, a recent NATO De-
fense College publication on the 
South stated that ‘Disengaging is 
clearly not an option and NATO 
must continue to [...] follow what 
is happening on the other side of 
the Mediterranean.’ Therefore, to-
day there seems to be an urgent 
need for a comprehensive NATO 
strategy for the South to reach the 
decided goals. This paper proposes 
some recommendations to im-
prove the ways NATO deals with 
the South to increase the impact 
of the stabilization processes in the 
area.

Recommendations for the Next 
Decades
First, in the long term, NATO 
should prepare a “regional strat-
egy”, meaning a regional multilat-
eral approach to the security issues 
of the South. To do that, NATO will 
need to move from bilateral agree-
ments in MD/ICI programs, such 
as the IPCPs, to multilateral ones. 
This would multiply the impact of 
the programs, making them more 
efficient. Moreover, it would im-
prove regional cooperation among 
partners. NATO could in this way 
actively support the integration 
of existing regional bodies in co-
operative security, such as the Af-
rican Union (AU), the Economic 

Community of West African States 
(ECOWAS), the Intergovernmen-
tal Authority on Development 
(IGAD) in the Horn of Africa, or 
the G5 Sahel Alliance. It could 
also encourage the creation of new 
ones, for example, a North African-
Sahel future “Interpol” for border 
control, which is already quite 
challenging to do at the national 
level in the Sahara desert. Second, 
NATO could divide the Mediter-
ranean Dialogue in two programs: 
African Dialogue and Levant Dia-
logue because the two areas have 
different interests and needs. The 
former should include besides the 
current North African countries 
(re Algeria, Egypt, Mauritania, Mo-
rocco and Tunisia) also countries of 
the Sahel that are currently part of 
the G5 Sahel, particularly Burkina 
Faso, Mali, Niger and Chad, and in 
the future even Sub-Saharan coun-
tries, to strengthen partnership 
with countries whose internal situ-
ation will increasingly affect the 
security situation in the Mediter-
ranean. The latter Dialogue should 
include not only Jordan and Israel 
but also other countries of the Le-
vant, first of all Lebanon, which is 
now at risk of failing and turning 
into another proxy war, and Iraq, 
where NATO already has a Train-
ing Mission. It is important to re-
member that Syria and Iran possess 
substantial WMD and missile arse-
nals capable of reaching European 
targets. So, while threats from the 
African continent are more related 
to terrorism, human trafficking etc, 
requiring crisis management and 
cooperative security pillars, the 
threats coming from the Levant can 
also include Article 5 deterrence 
and defense security pillar. The ICI 
program should also be expand-
ed to include the other two GCC 
countries, Saudi Arabia and Oman. 
Third, NATO could nominate a 
special representative, like in the 
past for the Caucasus, and establish 
new regional centers, as the one in 
Kuwait for ICI, for example, the 
MD in North Africa could be in 
Morocco or Tunisia. NATO could 
also support creation of new Crisis 

Management centers, in addition 
to the one in Mauritania[18]; ex-
pand the Partnership Training and 
Education Centers (PTECs), which 
are now only in Egypt and Jordan; 
or even open Centers of Excellence 
that are now only in NATO mem-
ber states in WANA partner coun-
tries. This would have a multiplier 
effect not only on security, but also 
on local politics and economies, 
and increase the local advocacy 
for future new strategies of NATO 
partnership to project stability. 
Fourth, NATO could concentrate 
partnership efforts on specific ar-
eas, emphasizing clear priorities, 
like counterterrorism and counter-
insurgency training, border control 
and cybersecurity, Security Sector 
Reform (SSR) and Defense Insti-
tution Building (DIB) programs, 
human security and biosecurity. 
Additionally, NATO could enhance 
its multi-domain nature and allied 
responses in the maritime domain, 
particularly in preparation for the 
future migration waves, to include 
for example maritime interdic-
tion to tackle human trafficking 
like the Sea Guardian operation. 
Fifth, NATO could expand its Sci-
ence for Peace and Security (SPS) 
Programme. For example, NATO 
recently launched a new project to 
support the development of Mauri-
tania’s operational capabilities and 
emergency management in public 
health and civil protection, bring-
ing together expertise from Roma-
nia, Mauritania and France. The 
project PROMEDEUS will improve 
coordination between the Maurita-
nian Civil Protection, health emer-
gency system and participating 
authorities, impacting the broader 
Sahel region. This type of a project 
should be the norm in the future. 
Sixth, NATO should focus more on 
human security that will become 
increasingly important for the Alli-
ance alongside traditional national 
security. Operations related to hu-
man security would help not only 
the level of security, with a political, 
economic and social impact, but it 
would also improve NATO's repu-
tation and endorsement in Africa, 
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which is crucial for a broader strat-
egy for the Southern region. Secur-
ing or destroying mines and other 
dangerous weapons, as done by 
NATO in the past in Egypt and Mau-
ritania, could be a good example. 
Finally, NATO could organize a 
strategic communication plan for 
this new regional approach and 
strategy to improve the image and 
trust of NATO and make it sustain-
able and efficient. The activities 
and achievements of the partner-
ship programs are still often too 
little known outside expert circles.

Cooperation with Other Actors
If NATO wants to have a real strat-
egy for the Southern region it has 
to collaborate more with other 
international organizations, espe-
cially the AU, the EU and the UN. 
NATO has committed to expand-
ing cooperation with AU as early 
as 2016 and is gradually expanding 
it. However, there is a space for im-
provement, particularly by coop-
erating with Regional Economic 
Communities that also deal with 
security, as it is starting to do with 
the IGAD, and then engaging more 
with the G5 Sahel, with which it al-
ready has begun interacting. The 
latter, in fact, has economic and 
security development roles with 
the G5 Joint Force that the EU is 
already supporting with training 
and funds. The EU Training Mis-
sion Mali supports, for example, 
its operationalization. Stronger 
cooperation means first of all a col-
laboration in the security sector 
capacity building, the first tool of 
a cooperative security partnership. 
NATO-EU cooperation also goes in 
the direction of an integrated and 
complementary strengthening of 
defense and security capacity ef-
forts with partner countries. At the 
political level, NATO and the EU 
often sign joint declarations, like 
the last one in 2018. However, at the 
strategical, tactical and operational 
level, they currently do not oper-
ate together on a grand scale, apart 
from some theaters like Afghani-
stan, where the EU Police contrib-
utes to the NATO Rule of Law mis-

sion, and Iraq, where the EU works 
in the civil security sector while 
NATO works in the defense sector. 
The EU and NATO also worked 
together in the past in Africa, for 
example, on the anti-piracy Op-
eration Ocean Shield in Somalia, 
and in Darfur. Moreover, the EU 
is strongly present today in the Sa-
hel with the Common Security and 
Defense Policy (CSDP) missions 
in Mali and Niger to develop joint 
civil-military programs for the re-
gionalization of the CSDP actions. 
Therefore, NATO should soon also 
step up its support for the EU mis-
sions in Africa and in the Mediterra-
nean. In a recent article I wrote for 
example about the necessity for the 
EU-NATO cooperation on the Liby-
an arms embargo controlled by the 
EU IRINI mission, as was done in 
the past between the EU Operation 
Sophia and NATO Sea Guardian 
or between European Border and 
Coast Guard Agency (Frontex) and 
NATO. NATO could also collabo-
rate with the EU in DDR processes 
on disarmament and demobiliza-
tion, while at the same time sup-
porting the EU in reintegrating ex-
combatants in local security forces. 
Regarding the UN, besides the joint 
declarations, the practical coopera-
tion with NATO includes, in theory, 
many areas, from crisis assessment 
and management, civil-military co-
operation, training and education, 
tackling corruption in the defence 
sector, mine action, mitigating the 
threat posed by improvised explo-
sive devices, promoting the role of 
women in peace and security, the 
protection of civilians etc. How-
ever, in practice, again, much more 
could be done. In particular, if we 
look at how NATO already engages 
with specific UN offices like UN 
Office on Drugs and Crime, UN 
Development Program, UN Mine 
and Action Service, among others. 
In summary, the AU, EU, UN, re-
gional groups and NATO could 
play a much more concurrent and, 
at the same time, complementary 
role in stabilization processes in 
the South.

Conclusion
NATO needs to look at the future 
with a foresight vision to under-
stand the trends of the Southern 
region in the next decades and 
act consequently. Based on these 
trends, NATO should develop a 
coherent strategy based on clearly 
specified ends, ways and means. The 
path must start soon and one of the 
first steps is to reform and upgrade 
the current partnership programs, 
as explained in this short paper. 
However, the problem for NATO 
is, as usual, political will and co-
hesion. NATO Allies do not share 
the same positions and the same 
worries in the WANA region, in 
particular with Turkey sometimes 
having opposite positions with re-
spect to the EU members. At the 
same time, NATO partners lack a 
shared vision to support a regional 
approach to partnership. There-
fore, it is vital that some NATO 
members soon take the lead to 
start a debate to stimulate a com-
mon vision among members and 
partners to deal with complex, ac-
celerating and convergent security 
issues in the region in the future. If 
not the United States, then it could 
be some Mediterranean members, 
perhaps France or Italy or both. 
The crisis following the pandemic 
and the current escalation in Lib-
ya, as well as the tragic situation of 
post-conflict Syria and Iraq, should 
make NATO aware that to “wait 
and see” is not a good strategy. 
NATO 2030 should generate a new 
strategic concept that makes the 
Mediterranean and WANA region 
the priority region for the Alliance. 
The East will always remain the gi-
ant of the world between Russia, 
China and, in the future, also India. 
However, the South is going to be-
come a giant very soon, and with-
out a clear strategy, it will impact 
Europe much more than NATO 
expects.

By Maurizio Geri
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in local elections. Two years later, 
women were appointed for the 
first time to the Shura Council and 
since then, at least one fifth of the 
150-member consultative body has 
to be composed of women rep-
resentatives. When King Salman 
bin Abdulaziz Al Saud acceded 
to power in 2015, this trend con-
tinued and a 2016 directive cut 
the powers of the religious police, 
meaning, for example, they can no 
longer arrest women for mixing 
with men outside of their family. 
Such developments accelerated in 
2017 following the appointment 
of Mohammad bin Salman (MBS) 
as Crown Prince. The Kingdom is-
sued an order to allow women ac-
cess to government services with-
out requiring consent from their 
male guardian in 2017. A year lat-
er, women were granted the right 
to drive, ridding Saudi Arabia of 
its title as the only country which 
forbade females from driving. 
Similarly, in 2018, MBS stated in 
an interview with CBS News that 
women do not need to wear a head 
covering or black abaya as long as 
they dress respectfully. And, from 
September 2019, female tourists 
no longer needed to wear a head-
scarf or an abaya at all. Earlier that 
year, in January 2019, the Women 
in the Workplace initiative was in-
troduced, which required equal pay 

for women amongst other meas-
ures. In keeping with this develop-
ment, in July 2019, the government 
passed three laws pertaining to the 
male guardianship system. The 
first stipulated that all citizens may 
work without discrimination based 
on gender, disability or age. Specifi-
cally, it became illegal for employ-
ers to require the approval of the 
male guardian to hire a woman.
Another law gave women the right 
to register their child’s birth at the 
civil status office, as well as inform 
the office of death, marriage and 
divorce. The third law concerned 
travel, enabling women over 21 
years of age to obtain passports 
without the approval of their male 
guardian and, later in mid-August, 
they were allowed to travel without 
their guardian’s permission. More 
recently, in February 2020, the 
Kingdom launched a female foot-
ball league, and, in July 2020, the 
court ruled that Saudi women liv-
ing alone should not be punished.

Remaining Challenges
Despite these changes, impedi-
ments to gender equality remain in 
place. Saudi women continue to re-
quire their male guardian’s consent 
to marry and leave prison, for ex-
ample, and face discrimination con-
cerning child custody and divorce. 
Further, the Women in the Work-

place initiative still stipulates that 
females may only work in ‘fields 
suitable to their nature,’ meaning 
women are excluded from certain 
activities. In tandem, although fe-
male victims of domestic abuse 
can file a claim against their abus-
er, the accused can counteract this 
by filing a case for ‘disobedience,’ 
which, if won, means the victim is 
either forced to return home or is 
imprisoned. Consequently, victims 
often do not report the crime, and 
several have even fled the coun-
try as a result. Moreover, there are 
still several women’s rights activ-
ists imprisoned since 2018 prior 
to the lifting of the driving ban. 
Within this context, Saudi Arabia 
was labelled as one of the econo-
mies with the most progress to-
wards gender equality since 2017 
in the World Bank’s Women, Busi-
ness and The Law 2020 report; the 
report attributed this advancement 
to the increases in freedom of move-
ment and economic opportunities 
for women as a result of the afore-
mentioned reforms. Yet, gender 
parity in Saudi Arabia remains lim-
ited with the Kingdom ranking 146 
out of 153 countries in the World 
Economic Forum’s Gender Gap Re-
port 2020. However, the Kingdom 
has seen a positive increase in its 
score over the years; since 2017, its 
score increased from 0.584 (2017) 
to 0.599 (2020) (on a scale from 0-1 
where 1 is the most equal). In fact, 
the number of females enrolled in 
tertiary education (69.9 percent) 
exceeds that of their male counter-
parts (66.3 percent).With regard to 
the Saudi workforce, female labour 
force participation has risen over 
the years and is now at 24.6 per-
cent. Women make up 16.4 percent 
of legislators, senior officials and 
managers, a sharp increase since 
2017 when they accounted for a 
mere 5.8 percent. Women also ac-
count for 20 percent of the Shura 
Council, the Kingdom’s Consulta-

Saudi Arabia and Women’s Rights
ahead of the G20 Riyadh Summit

FROM PAGE 1
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At the end of July, a stifling heat-
wave hit Iraq and other countries 
in the region, with the thermom-
eter showing 51 degrees Celsius 
in Baghdad and 46 degrees in Da-
mascus.With the approaching Eid 
al-Adha, the sweltering conditions 
left the  people in Iraq defenceless, 
with no other means to protect 
themselves but fans and public 
fountains. The extreme heat caused 
some severe damage in the country: 
on July 26, the high temperatures 
reportedly caused an explosion of 
Iraq’s federal police forces’ weapons 
storage. Local media also reported 
on widespread fire outbreaks, no-
tably that of Abu Karma, a village 
northeast of Baquba. The extreme 
heat of the end of July came on top 
of popular protests against corrup-
tion, unemployment, and foreign 
influence in the country that have 
been shaking Iraq for months. This 
time, however, people took to the 
streets against power cuts and the 
lack of public services. On July 27, 
security forces killed two protest-
ers demonstrating against the lack 
of electricity in Baghdad. Protests 
have intensified even more over 
the last weeks following the killing 
of the young protest leader Riham 
Yaacob, murdered in Basra on Au-
gust 19. As the Iraqi police and par-
amilitary forces struggle to quell 
the riots, analysts continue to focus 
largely on the possible political im-
plications. But just one month after 
the scorching heat that struck the 
region, attention should be paid to 
the heatwave and the heavy toll it 
took on Iraq. In a country that is 

gravely harmed by gas flaring, soil 
erosion, and severe droughts, poli-
cymakers and the wider Iraqi pol-
ity need to confront the brutal im-
pact of climate change.

Chronicle of a Drought Foretold
As climate change looms large 
over the world, the Middle East is 
bound to be particularly affected 
by its consequences. In Egypt, the 
rising sea level threatens to sink Al-
exandria, the country’s economic 
hub. The rising sea levels endanger 
many among the five million peo-
ple living in the city as basements 
of the buildings where they live are 
flooding, leading to fatal collapses. 
In 2016, a NASA study found that 
the drought, which began in 1998 
in the Levant region is likely the 
worst drought of the past 9 centu-
ries. The recent extreme heatwave 
was also predicted: in May, the 
World Meteorological Organisa-
tion warned that countries and 
communities would need to pre-

pare for a hot summer. Indeed, 
without a proper strategy to reduce 
heat-related illness and deaths, 
hot temperatures in the summer 
would push people to congregate 
in crowded air-conditioned spaces, 
thus making it impossible to fol-
low the COVID-19 social distanc-
ing recommendations. Ultimately, 
events linked to climate change are 
increasingly affecting every aspect 
of daily life in Iraq.

The Impact of Climate Change 
on Conflict Situations
More worryingly, climate change 
plays an important role in exacer-
bating conflicts, especially when it 
comes to droughts. In this regard, 
the case of Syria is exemplary. A 
study published in March 2015 on 
the Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences of the United 
States of America revealed that ‘the 
2007-2010 drought contributed 
to the conflict in Syria.’ Before the 
war, successive droughts had hit the 

The Heatwave and Iraq in the Times of Climate 
Change

tive body. There is still much to do 
as women remain a minority in the 
workforce compared to their male 
counterpart, who account for 81.5 
percent of labour force participa-
tion. Also, women do not yet hold 
ministerial positions and tend to 
work in lower paid jobs or part-
time, which partly explains their 
average income of $17,800 com-

pared to the male’s $75,200. How-
ever, Saudi Arabia has taken signifi-
cant strides in recent years, which 
should be recognised and encour-
aged. This has occurred against the 
backdrop of women gaining more 
rights in the Gulf Cooperation 
Council (GCC) countries as they at-
tempt to diversify their economies 
and modernise their societies. As a 

host of the G20, Saudi Arabia has 
the opportunity to build on this 
and further empower females. In 
doing so, women will be able to 
realise their full potential, con-
tributing towards creating a more 
resilient and prosperous national 
economy.

by Sophie Smith



Dynamics - An EGIC Special ProjectPage 12

Credits 
A Special Project by 

The Euro-Gulf Information Centre (EGIC) 
Via Gregoriana 12, 00187, Rome 

www.egic.info 
info@egic.info

Printed at  
Reggio Emilia Service di Antonio Fagioli

Authors 
Sophie Smith

Researcher at EGIC

Maurizio Geri
Analyst at EGIC

Matteo Moretti
Researcher

Dynamics is a free monthly publication released by The Euro-Gulf Information Centre.
All previous issues are available at www.egic.info/dynamics.
All EGIC researches, events and publications are OpenAccess.

Further information on the content of this issue is available on www.egic.info  
or can be requested at info@egic.info

country, thus leading to a 25% fall 
in the agricultural sector’s output. 
Syria began to import wheat and 
other essential commodities, which 
further weakened its economy, too 
dependent on imports. One of the 
most severe droughts (2007-2010) 
left the rural zones of Syria par-
ticularly affected. According to the 
Food and Agriculture Organisation 
(FAO), the crisis has negatively im-
pacted the food security of 1.3 mil-
lion people.[10] Consequently, tens 
of thousands of Syrians from the 
north-eastern region were forced 
to migrate towards the suburbs of 
the larger cities. These internally 
displaced people, in turn, rein-
forced the lack of essential services 
for citizens already living in the 
cities and increased competition 
for underpaid or irregular jobs. 
Although the current situation 
in Iraq is different from that of 
Syria in 2011, there are nonethe-
less some striking similarities. In 
its Revised humanitarian response 
to the Coronavirus disease 2019 
(COVID-19), the FAO warned of 
Iraq’s vulnerability to COVID-19 

because of pre-existing conditions, 
such as poverty and ongoing dis-
placement due to past conflicts.[11] 
The FAO reported that the agricul-
tural supply chains of Iraq still face 
major constraints, thus increasing 
food insecurity. The latter, com-
bined with poverty and the Cov-
id-19 pandemic, is likely to trigger 
a downward spiral that will precip-
itate Iraq in a state of generalised 
conflict. Iraqi citizens are already 
in conflict against the Government 
over the fragile political situation 
and the frequent power shortages. 
Therefore, energy security and the 
fight against the effects of climate 
change should be increasingly 
more present on the government’s 
agenda.
Energy and Climate Change in 
Iraq - Whither from here?

The news from the last months 
paint an image of a country in tur-
moil, where meteorological events 
ranging from heat and fires to sand-
storms and soil erosion are likely to 
lead to more conflicts. However, the 
Iraqi government might have some 

tricks up its sleeve: on September 
2, Iraq’s Prime Minister, Mustafa al-
Kadhimi, and the French President, 
Emmanuel Macron, discussed ‘a fu-
ture project to use nuclear energy 
to produce electricity and solve 
decades-long power shortages.’[12] 
This effort to diversify Iraq’s energy 
mix, still too dependent on hydro-
carbons and thus contributing to 
emissions and pollution in the re-
gion, adds up to the commitments 
that the Iraqi government made 
three years ago, when, according 
to the World Bank, it promised 
to end routine gas flaring.[13] 
However, while ending dangerous 
practices, such as gas flaring, and 
efforts to diversify Iraq’s energy 
sources are paramount for tack-
ling the climate emergency and 
contributing to peace in the Iraqi 
society, these efforts risk being vain 
without a comprehensive climate 
change strategy adopted at the re-
gional and global level. Until that 
happens, the future is uncertain.

by Matteo Moretti 


