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Now days it has become fashionable [deservingly I might add], to feel enthusiastic 

about the KAMSEN [sand storm] revolution of 2011. That is good news albeit 

late coming. 

Because, in spite of the euphoria being demonstrated in the Arab world in the last 

few weeks, western experts and opinion makers didn’t seem to know what to make 

of it. 

There is no question in my mind that the ordinary people of the rest of the world 

are united in their support and admiration of the Arab people’s determination. Evi-

dently, as public interest and inquisition grew we all were glued to our TVs or in-

ternet media to keep up with this historic occurrence. 

Of course, we wonted much more than news to satisfy our craving for information. 

Because, this is not your average Mardi- gras it is a rather huge phenomenon with 

the potential to influence others. Consequently, everyone was and still is fixated on 

the media especially the ones with worldwide reach, such as BBC, CNN, and Al-

jazeera network. Both networks began their extensive coverage during the Egyp-

tian uprising, and it was then when the air waves of these networks began to be oc-

cupied by experts of all kind, who were trying to discern the meaning of the events 

unfolding. 

Initially there was no consensus among the experts as manifested by their assess-

ments and projections of the momentous event. 

Generally, the native [Arabs] experts were enthusiastic about the revolution with-

out reservation. As for the western opinion makers [governmental or nongovern-

mental] there emerged two groupings. 

The first group was quick to endorse the popular uprising by pointing out that no 

matter what the wholesale outcome might be, it will be better than the system the 

people are fighting against. This group’s support of the people’s struggle seems to 

have been influenced by their honorable and unselfish reason, such as a passion for 

freedom and the wish for others to share it. 

The second group of western experts’ attempt to analyze the events unfolding was 

what struck me the most. You would think this pool of experts with all the re-

sources at their disposal would be closer to the actuality, unfortunately, that 

doesn’t seem to be the case. Listening to western government representatives or 

western based organizations and ‘agents one can easily detect ingenuity, uncertain-

ty and of being out of touch with the people of the region. Some of them even went 

as far as undermining or blemishing the revolution. 



But what is motive behind their misguided assessment of the event? One can easily 

deduct from their own words the following reasons. 

1. Selfish interest:  throughout their analysis we hear them mentioning the im-

pact the revolution would have on the world economy, such as the rise in the 

price of oil, which evidently will lead price increase at the pumps at their 

neck of the woods... Apparently, the fact that tens of millions of Arabs rising 

up and demanding basic human rights meant nothing compared to western 

consumers’ wallet size. 

2. Fear of the unknown: western pundits frequently point the uncertainty of 

the outcome as the main reason of their doomsday scenario. Some explicitly 

claimed the uprising is being lead by al-Qaida or extremists sympathetic to it. Others 

believe destabilization of the region could possibly be the result. 

In other words, in their perspective, the end doesn’t justify the means. This 

is of course a typical western mantra.’ a stable dictatorship is preferable 

than a hostile democracy’.  But it is there for everyone to see the kamseen 

revolution of Tunisia, Egypt, and Libya… Is a popular uprising, even if it 

leads to caliphate states so be it. Just because the likely outcome may not be 

to the liking of the west doesn’t invalidate it. 

Having said that, I can confidently testify that this revolution will lead to a 

better system of government not only to the benefit of the people of the re-

gion but also to the world as well. Because, the kamseen revolution offers a 

complex and yet clear reality.  

It is a mélange where secular currents are intersecting with religious ones; 

drown together by national opposition to tyranny. In other words, the re-

markable legacy of this revolution is that all segments of society, students, 

workers, conservatives and moderates are collaborating in the call for a 

democratic institution and the rule of law. Because, both groups adamantly 

believe pluralism if won, may best serve their interest. 

3. Paternalism: in my view, the west’s initial ambivalence or reason behind 

their negative assessment of the events is the fact that western governments 

or their agents have zero clout on the revolution. 

Unlike the 1980’s East European revolution which dismantled communism 

and was credited to the west’s influence …westerners could not steer the 

wheels of this mass resistance. 

And the Arab people seem determined to keep it that way. At the end of the 

day the opinions of the west wouldn’t matter much. After all this is a revolu-

tion by the people for the people. 

As Fouad Ajami put it, ‘there is no overstating the importance of the fact 

that these Arab revolutions are the work of the Arabs themselves’. 

 

In doing so the Arab people are sending a clear message and on the way 

prove the western experts wrong. They [the experts] were wrong before the 

revolution for keeping their mouth shut and their pen dry when atrocities 

were committed against them [the people].  

And they are proving them wrong again for doubting their ability to conduct 

a revolution without the west’s mentorship. 



 

As events progress and the revolution changed in to category five hurri-

canes, even none Arabs felt euphoric. And the doubters including the west-

ern opinion makers were forced to synchronize their view with that of the 

Arab masses. 

But the Arab’s suspicion of the western based pundits and interest groups 

lingers on and this is not without merit. For one, the Arabs believe the cur-

rent empathy being expressed by the western pundits is just posturing.  

The west’s hypocrisy has being demonstrated by none other than the U.S 

based human rights watch, which considers itself a watch dog of all sorts 

of violations. According to its founding principle, it is supposed to be moni-

toring and exposing ruthless regimes. But is it doing its job? 

 

Nowadays, agents of the group are parading over all the media outlets giving 

information or explaining events, giving us a detail account of how many 

people died or injured during these uprisings, information we already know. 

Isn’t the group supposed to tell us about the unknown?  The known facts are 

better left to the media.  Why does HRW suddenly decided to play the role 

of the reporter? 

HRW’S main pre-occupation is protecting its integrity. It’s media blitz is 

nothing more than a preempt  to stave off the criticism that might come it’s 

way for failing the Arab people by not exposing the regimes whose crimes 

against the people led to the uprising. 

  

HRW without a doubt is the biggest and well endowed of all the western 

special interest groups. Its influence emanates from its close working rela-

tionship with the U.S. state department. But most importantly it claims to be 

the guardian of the oppressed. If so say the Arab people,’ where has it been 

when we needed it?’ 

The people of Middle East and North Africa didn’t suddenly realize they 

needed a revolution and start conducting one. They were forced to rise up by 

the cumulative injustices [torture of physical and mental, imprisonment, 

extrajudicial killings…] perpetuated on them by their rulers for many years. 

-where were you, when the regime of Hosni Mubarak tortured and killed 

his political so, again the question for HRW is: 

 

Opponents, banned all political parties and independent media? 

-where were you, when Gaddafi on many occasions during his reign 

used helicopter gunships and tanks to massacred innocent civilians for 

demanding basic freedom? 

-Where were/are you, when the people of Syria are subjected to the 

most harsh political system ,a system that has no parallel in the region, 

and which prohibits its citizens from doing anything without the ap-

proval of the regime? 

-where were/are you, when the Gulf state of Bahrain constitutionally 

denies political rights to its majority citizens [the Shias]? 



-when were/are you, when the mullahs of Iran massacred students and 

activists just because they asked for faire political environment? 

-where were/are you, when the Saudi monarchs adopted the most dra-

conian rule by any standard. Such as the law that denies as basic as 

women’s right to operate a vehicle?  

I could go on, but you get the point. 

To be faire to HRW it did say something about the status of the hu-

man right situation in these countries in the last few years. But its as-

sessment was never accurate. According   the group’s annual publica-

tions the prevalence gross rights violation was mentioned as just fla-

grant transgression. In fact believe it or not the group had as recently 

as two years ago praised Libya for improved human right observation. 

What a joke, eh! 

 

For people who knows haw the group operates, such misrepresentation of is-

sues is not surprising, considering the congenial relationship it build with 

most of the rulers. 

 

-its leaders were busy attending lavish ceremonies at the palaces of 

the Gulf States. 

-its agents were wining and dining with the Gaddafi clan at their ex-

clusive parties. 

-soliciting funds from these ruthless leaders in exchange for damning 

report against a country of their [the leaders] choosing. 

It is no wonder the group has yet to comment on the tension in Saudi 

Arabia. It has not uttered a word about the Qatari stat’s human right 

violation against women and migrant workers. Its thundering silence 

on Iran night be explained, of course, by the fact that the Ahmedine-

jad regime’s generous contribution to its coffer. 

 

In summary, all these countries are run by nepotism. Their families and kin 

controlling the political, economic, and the military sectors. They all are in-

tolerant of internal peaceful and democratic opposition. They are all guilty 

of denying or failing to allow the exercise of even the very basic of rights. 

Imposing a state of emergency under the pretext of fighting ‘extremists’ ,as a 

prelude to detention without due process of law, indefinite incarceration and 

suspension of independent media. 

In other words, while the officials of HRW were indulging the good will of 

those predators, the people in those countries were suffering, being tortured 

and put in prison. As a result, lived in constant fear of being killed. These 

people were looking up to organizations like HRW to be their protagonist. 

Unfortunately that didn’t materialize.  

It has failed the Arab people by its complete ignorance of their plight and 

turning a blind eye to their suffering. And by not taking the tyrants of Arabia 

to task. 

 



So, who does the HRW see fit to criticize on a regular basis? Countries like 

Ethiopia which are genuinely working hard to build liberal democracy, but 

are short on change to spare have become its favorite target. While ignoring 

human right violations in the Arab world the group is obsessively focusing 

on Ethiopia. In fact it has become pretty clear when it comes to Ethiopia, the 

group has more than a human right agenda. We don’t know why, but it looks 

like it has a giant axe to grind. 

It is so sad an organization with honorable and promising foundation has 

come to this. 

 

Frankly, unless it introduces reforms or change, in its current form and mod-

us operandi the HRW is proving to be no more than an embarrassing cha-

rade to the genuine rights advocates. 

 

GOD BLESS THE MOTHER LAND! 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


