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THE CONFLICT IN SYRIA AND ITS IMPACT
ON THE NEIGHBORING COUNTRIES

B cmammi niooano nayxoeomy ananizy konghnixkm ¢ Cupii ma 1tio2o niue Ha cy-
cioni depocasu (Hopoancwke Xawumimcoke Koponiscmeso, Jliean, Typeuuuny, Ipax,
I3painw), na midxcnapooui eionocunu 6 bausvkocxionomy pecioni 6 yinomy. Haoano
NPOCHO3 W0O0 e8ONIOYIT CUPILICbKO20 KOHGNIKMY, 00CTIONCYIOMbCA NIOX00U pezio-
HAIbLHUX aKmopie no cmabinizayii cumyayii'y pecioni. Yeaza npudinsicmocs 6niugy
mpancgopmayitinux npoyecie Ha bnuzokomy Cxo0i Ha 306HiwmHI0 nonimuKy Ykpainu.

KurouoBi ciioBa: bim3pkocXigHUH period, MiXKHApOIH1 BIIHOCUHU, CUPIACHKHUHA
KOH(QUTIKT, TpaHchopMaLliiiHi MpoLecH.

The article is subjected to scientific analysis of the conflict in Syria and its im-
pact on neighboring countries (Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, Lebanon, Turkey,
Iraq, Israel), to international relations in the Middle East region as a whole. The
forecast of the evolution of the Syrian conflict the investigation of approaches re-
gional actors to stabilize the situation in the region are also provided. Attention is
paid to the impact of transformation processes in the Middle East on foreign policy
of Ukraine.

Key words: Middle East region, international relations, the Syrian conflict,
transformation processes.

B cmamuve noosepenym nayunomy ananusy kongauxkm ¢ Cupuu u e2o énusnue
Ha coceonue eocyoapcmea (Mopoanckoe Xawumumckoe Koponescmso, Jlusan, Typ-
yuro, Upax, Hzpaunv), na medxncoynapoonvle omuouenus 6 bnudxxcneeocmounom pe-
2uone 6 yenom. J{ansl npocHo3 no 26010YUY CUPUTICKO2O KOHPIUKMA, UCCTEOYIOMCS
N00X00bl PECUOHANLHBIX AKMEPOS NO CIAOUIU3AYUY CUMYAYUU 8 pecuoHe. Bnuma-
Hue yoensaemcs IUAHUI0 MPAHCPHOpMayuoHHbIX npoyeccos Ha bnuosxcnem Bocmoke
HA BHEWHIOW NOIUMUKY YKpauHbl.

KiroueBbie cjioBa: biakHEBOCTOUHBIN PErMOH, MEXlyHAPOJHbIE OTHOILLIECHUS,
CUPUICKUI KOH(IUKT, TpaHC(HOPMALIMOHHBIE ITPOLECCHI.

The current stage of development of the Middle East regional system is characterized by crit-
ical transformation processes. Moreover, now we can say that it is possible to review the con-
sequences of the First World War, as the main borders in the Middle East emerged at at that
time. In the future, only the status of territories changed, colonies turned into independent states,
but the boundaries between them remained, with few exceptions, the same. Possible collapse of
Iraq or Syria might initiate restructuring boundaries in Middle East region. So still the question
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remains the final determining the boundaries of the region and its subjects, mechanisms and
ways of regulating relations within the system also haven’t been finalized.

International Relations of the Middle East, including the current transformation processes
are analyzed in the works of Ukrainian, Russian, Arab and Western researches. In the Ukrain-
ian international political science such researchers as V. Hura, O. Koppel, B. Parahonskyy, R.
Petyur, Yu. Skorohod, L. Skorohod, V. Shved and others effectively deal with these issues. How-
ever, it should be noted that the researchers left unnoticed the question of determining the im-
pact of the conflict in Syria to regional international relations. So the purpose of the article is a
comprehensive analysis of the conflict in Syria and its impact on neighboring countries and on
international relations in the Middle East region as a whole, with providing forecasts on the evo-
lution of the conflict in the short term. Approaches of regional actors to stabilize the situation
in the region are also investigated.

The conflict in Syria has been ongoing since 2011 and has left approximately 100,000 peo-
ple dead, tens of thousands more wounded and displaced millions, internally and externally. The
war is being fought between the Syrian government (mainly Alawite) and a predominantly Sunni
rebellion. The Syrian government forces comprise the military, police and civilian militia which
are loyal to President Bashar al-Assad and his Ba’ath Party. The regime is also allied to Hezbol-
lah, a Lebanon-based Shiite militia group, which has deployed hundreds of its fighters to Syria
in recent months.

Internationally, the government is supported politically, financially and militarily (with
weaponry) by Russia, Iran and to a lesser extent, China. The rebellion is led by a number of
groups. The National Coalition for Syrian Revolutionary and Opposition Forces represents the
majority of the rebel fighters, including the well-known Free Syrian Army.

It is currently unclear how much longer the war in Syria will last. The duration of the con-
flict is dependent on many factors, including the potential involvement of a foreign power, such
as the US, in the fighting or an increase in supply of rebel or regime forces by their respective
international partners. Decisive battlefield victories by either side could force a negotiated set-
tlement or result in the military defeat of one side or the other. At present, the Syrian conflict
endgame is unknown. What is known, however, is that the war is having an increasing impact
on Syria’s neighbors, namely Lebanon, Turkey, Iraq, Jordan and Israel, and this is likely to
worsen in at least the short to medium term [6, p. 13-37].

Jordan has experienced a major influx of refugees with approximately 500,000 displaced
people moving into the country since 2011. The Jordanian government has dealt adequately with
the crisis and established a number of camps for the refugees. Apart from the movement of dis-
placed persons into the country the Syrian conflict has had a limited impact on Jordan to date
with only sporadic rocket and mortar fire affecting the immediate border region. Some refugee
areas experience occasional unrest related to living conditions. These security incidents are ex-
pected to continue in the near-term. The good management of the crisis is largely a result of the
government’s non-intervention policy with regard to the Syrian conflict and due to the ability of
its security forces. The well-resourced and trained Jordanian military and police have increased
their operational presence in the north of the country since 2011 to manage the flow of refugees,
check incidents of conflict spillover and limit Jordanian nationals (would-be militants and smug-
glers) from entering Syria [1].

The medium- to long-term impact of the war on Jordan remains uncertain. Including armed
agitation. Further to this, Jordan has allowed the US military to base a small contingent in its ter-
ritory to assist its own security forces. While this presence does boost the countries overall de-
fensive posture it also opens it up to possible retaliatory unrest/violence from anti-Western
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groups based in the country and wider region, which are already heavily critical of the country’s
pro-Western stance.

Israel is watching the unfolding Syrian conflict with significant concern. Of particular worry
for the Jewish state is the possible deployment of chemical weapons in Syria or the transfer of
these and other heavy weapons to its opponents in Lebanon, specifically Hezbollah. Raising the
ire of the Syrian regime,. Israel is likely to continue to act aggressively against possible ship-
ments to Hezbollah, with which it fought a month-long war in 2006, as it likely assesses the
Syrian regime’s ability to respond as limited. While the Syrian regime is not expected to take on
Israel while battling its domestic opponents, it has, however, given anti-Israeli militant groups
the green light to conduct attacks against Israeli interests in the Golan Heights. However, no at-
tacks have been forthcoming as yet [9, p. 68-80].

At present, the impact of the Syrian crisis on Israel remains relatively contained. Israel has
formidable military capabilities and can likely repulse or deal with any militant raid or Hezbol-
lah offensive against its territory. It is likely to continue to act aggressively against any poten-
tial threats to its security, be it in Lebanon (against Hezbollah) or Syria, and further air strikes
should be anticipated. In time, extra-territorial Israeli military activity could prompt Hezbollah
to respond; however, as the militant group is also currently battling rebels in Syria, on behalf of
the Syrian regime, the group is unlikely to deliberately instigate a conflict at present [7]. In a
post-Syrian conflict scenario the possibility of a confrontation between Hezbollah and Israel is
high, particularly if the Syrian regime emerges victorious. The make-up of the post-conflict Syr-
ian government is also important for Israel. Should the current regime remain in place, the sta-
tus quo with the Assad regime is likely to re-emerge — essentially a state of affairs where both
sides maintain an aggressive policy stance towards the other but do not instigate a conflict due
to the costs of doing so. Should the regime fall and a rebel government emerge; the reaction
from Israel will depend on the make-up of that government.

In addition to its geographic proximity, growing security issues have also been a conse-
quence. Since the outbreak of hostilities in 2011, tens of thousands of Syrian refugees have
flooded into Lebanon placing enormous economic pressure on the country. This large presence
of refugees (that currently accounts for 10 percent of the total Lebanese population) has resulted
in rising tensions with locals. Syrians have been increasingly targeted in armed attacks and kid-
nappings, and refugees have been widely blamed for the spike in criminal incidents in the coun-
try. In addition, the east and north of the country have witnessed a spike in violence involving
rival armed groups [8, p.18-33] Tripoli, in particular, has been affected by numerous bouts of
fighting between militiamen aligned or sympathetic to the various combatants in the Syrian con-
flict. Clan violence, sporadic targeted kidnappings of opposition members and conflict spillover
in the immediate border region in the Bekaa and North governorates have also been regularly
reported.

The Lebanese polity’s widening polarization, the weakness of its security forces and the
country’s proximity to the conflict zone are all likely to keep the country susceptible to the con-
flict in neighboring Syria over the medium-term at least.

Since the start of the Syrian conflict the Turkish government has emerged as a vocal critic
of the Assad regime. It currently allows rebel forces a safe haven and offers these forces criti-
cal resupply channels through its territory. The war itself has had a significant impact in areas
along the country’s lengthy border with Syria. Tens of thousands of Syrian refugees are cur-
rently based in camps near the border and more people continue to flow into the country in re-
sponse to heavy fighting in Syria’s Aleppo and Idlib governorates. Conflict spillover has also
occurred on occasion. In October 2012, Syrian military shelling landed in Turkey killing five
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Turkish citizens. As a result, Turkish forces responded against Syrian military personnel. This
followed a June 2012 incident during which Syrian military forces shot down a Turkish recon-
naissance plane over the Mediterranean. In May 2013, two car bombs detonated in Reyhanli in
Turkey’s Hatay province killing 43 people. The Turkish government blamed militants aligned
to the Syrian government for the attack, which followed two months after a car bomb detonated
near the border crossing point between the two countries near Cilvegozu and Bab al-Hawa in the
Reyhanli vicinity. Thirteen people were killed, including three Turkish civilians and ten Syrian
nationals. The Turkish government blamed the attack on persons linked to the Syrian military
and intelligence services [2, p. 208-220].

These limited cross-border incidents have threatened a wider confrontation; however, these
are currently assessed as being insufficient reason for Turkey to become directly involved in the
Syrian conflict. Nonetheless, concerns persist that any significant aggravation against Turkish
territory or interests linked to the Syrian regime may lead the Turkish government to intervene
more directly in the conflict. This possibility becomes increasingly likely should Turkey perceive
that its national interests are being threatened. Turkey has also been accused of supporting Is-
lamist militants in northern Syria against Kurd groups. Seeking to contain its own Kurd sepa-
ratist campaign in the south east, Turkey is likely to continue to support armed groups in Syria
against its traditional opponents. This support could have long-term consequences for the Turk-
ish government depending on the outcome of the conflict in Syria [4].

The impact of the conflict in Syria on the security and political situation in Iraq is difficult
to quantify. Since 2003, the country has been affected by severe and heightened sectarian ten-
sions and insecurity, which has resulted in tens of thousands of casualties. Identifying any
broader impact is therefore difficult in a country which continues to experience near-daily vio-
lence involving Sunni and Shiite Muslim communities. What is clear is that the war in Syria has
impacted directly on the shared border region with Iraq. [3, p. 68-83] Fighting between rebels
and Syrian regime forces has been regularly reported in close proximity to the border, leading
to the closure of the shared border at times. Cross-border armed incursions have also occurred.
In March, unidentified gunmen ambushed an Iraqi security force convoy transporting recently
wounded Syrian regime personnel to the al-Waleed border crossing for repatriation back to Syria.
The attack left approximately 40 Syrian soldiers and officials dead. Further incidents are antic-
ipated along the shared border but given the low population densities in eastern Syria, a signif-
icant escalation in cross-border spillover is not anticipated as it is in Lebanon which is located
in close proximity to major Syrian urban centers.

The establishment of a Kurd autonomous region in north eastern Syria remains a good prob-
ability given the Kurds already well-established and organized presence there. Any establishment
of a Kurd region, akin to the one currently in place in northern Iraq (Kurdistan Regional Gov-
ernment), is likely to bolster general Kurd goals for a single Kurd state and will raise tensions
with Turkey and Iran, which are both battling Kurd separatist ambitions in their south east and
north west respectively. It is too soon to determine what approach Iran and Turkey, or Iraq for
that matter, will take towards any future Kurd federal government in Syria or the Kurds gener-
ally; however, given past precedent the policy is likely to be confrontational [5].

Based on the above, we can formulate the following conclusions:

First, the Middle East is and likely to remain one of the most problematic regions in the
world. A set of conflicts and crises are constantly expanding, and the efforts of the international
community aimed at enhancing regional security has not brought the desired results.

Secondly, the developments in the region indicate that the current crisis and the problems
tend to be more and more interdependent.
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The conflict in Syria will have a lasting impact on the country and the region regardless of
its outcome. The large presence of refugees is expected to take a significant financial toll on
and influence security environments of the various states along Syria’s border. Sectarian tensions
exacerbated by the war will remain elevated for the medium-term and will serve to influence po-
litical systems and international relationships. These influences are expected to be largely neg-
ative and pre-existing tensions, particularly in Lebanon and Iraq, could worsen further and
develop into open conflict.

All this leads to the need of developing qualitatively new strategies for action on issues of
regional security, a departure from traditional assessments, approaches and schemes, which, as
it turns out, do not give significant progress in terms of creating stable and predictable interac-
tions of the countries this region.

Talking about an effective security system is only possible when it will will have region-
wide character and will meet the needs of all countries in the region. To develop such a com-
prehensive program it is required to analyze reasons for lack of success or insignificant results
in finding a peaceful settlement of the current crisis and conflict situations. It’s important tp to
ensure a peaceful adjustment of the Middle East and adjacent regions, and operational crisis
management through the fullest possible involvement of political and diplomatic means.

In any case, no matter how active were regional players — now the Middle East very im-
portant transformation is taking place, that will bring a new balance of power, a new structur-
ing, and the new balance will be a very important component of all regional situation is in the
short term.

More and more it demands a comprehensive solution to the problems of the Middle East re-
gion's security through the adoption of collective action program of Middle East countries and
the international community as a whole. The instability of the Middle East has a direct impact
on Ukraine, because it primarily creates obstacles for normal development of relations with
countries in the region. Furthermore, given the geographical proximity to the Middle East, in the
case of aggravation of the situation in Syria, we can predict increased flow of refugees which
will move transit to Western Europe.
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