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Can India Facilitate Peace in the Middle 

East?  

 
Kanchi Gupta  

 

The Arab leadership has often called upon 

India to play a substantive role in the 

largely stagnant Middle East peace process. 

Whilst the Palestinian issue long-

preoccupied the political dynamics of the 

region, New Delhi got away with mere lip 

service in support of a resolution to the 

conflict. An altered geopolitical 

environment has ensured that peace in the 

region now identifies with Saudi-Iran 

relations, posing a daunting challenge for 

India. An extension of the conflict not only 

threatens Indian interests in the region but 

also curtails New Delhi’s diplomatic space 

to manoeuvre through these fault-lines. 

The pressing question that the Indian 

government should be addressing is 

whether or not the solution lies in New 

Delhi moderating the tensions between key 

regional actors.  

Looking back at the Arab-Israeli conflict, 

New Delhi was always staunch in its 

support for the Palestinian cause and has 

used numerous multilateral platforms to 

reiterate its solidarity with the Palestinian 

people. While New Delhi steadily built-up 

a security partnership with Israel, 
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particularly in the aftermath of the India-

China confrontation in the 1960s, the 

absence of diplomatic relations with Israel 

until 1992 removed the context for India to 

play a mediatory role.  

The normalization of relations with Israel 

saw New Delhi tending towards a more 

nuanced approach to the conflict. A rising 

India-Israel profile led India to become 

more accommodative of Israel’s security 

concerns vis-à-vis the Palestinians and 

New Delhi became more tentative in 

responding to developments around the 

conflict. For instance, in 2012, India 

dropped the word “condemn” in exchange 

for “expressing concern” over incidents of 

aggression between the two.  

India’s reluctance to use its good offices to 

mediate between the two sides points 

towards a traditionally ‘risk-averse’ 

foreign policy that was compounded by a 

largely lackadaisical approach towards the 

Middle Eastern region in particular. The 

failure to develop a cogent Middle East 

policy, which could complement India’s 

rising stakes in the region, was embedded 

in excessive reliance on economic 

commonalities with regional powers and 

externalities that allowed New Delhi to 

pursue a passive regional policy.  

India’s closeted ties with Israel, for 

instance, did not invite any significant 

pressure to tow a supportive stance. 

Similarly India did not face much 

compulsion to formulate and clearly 

articulate its stance on the developments in 

the region. New Delhi has maintained a 

largely hands-off policy position towards 

the crisis in Syria, Yemen, Iraq and Libya. 

However, greater uncertainty and the 

involvement of a large number of external 

actors in the Middle East are likely to put 

to test India’s ability to walk the tightrope 

in the region. It may not be long before 

New Delhi is presented with tough choices 

over the conflict in Syria or the Palestinian 

issue.  

Indian Prime Minister Modi has elevated 

the strategic dimension of Indo-Israeli ties 

and high-level diplomatic exchanges 

between the two countries have dominated 

India’s Middle East policy since the Modi-

led government came to power. This 

transition has also translated into policy 

pronouncements even though the 

government insists that it remains 

committed to the Palestinian cause. It was, 

after all, Israeli Prime Minister 

Netanyahu’s call to Modi that led India to 

abstain from a UNHRC vote that called for 

Israel’s accountability in alleged war 

crimes in Gaza in July 2014. This was an 

unprecedented move since India has 

traditionally voted in favor of anti-Israel 

UN resolutions. 

Similarly, India has long sought to balance 

its relations with Iran and Saudi Arabia, 

both of which are critical to India’s energy 

security and strategic interests. For as long 

as US pressure informed India’s 

engagement with Iran, New Delhi could 

get away with a poorly defined Iran policy. 

While India may have found a place for 

itself closer to the US and GCC orbit, 

Iran’s rise as a regional power is bound to 

complicate New Delhi’s geopolitical 

gambit.   

Even though Iran has not entered the 

India-Saudi Arabia calculus thus far, 

Riyadh is likely to call upon India to show 

greater political will to engage in the 

internal dynamics of the region. Gulf 

leaders have in the past stated that “Asian 

states…will struggle to avoid involvement 

http://www.thehindu.com/news/national/netanyahu-called-up-modi-on-eve-of-unhrc-vote/article7387446.ece
http://www.iiss.org/en/publications/conference%20proceedings/sections/the-manama-dialogue-46e2/the-manama-dialogue-2006-2ded/md-00b-introduction-5a84


 Volume I, Issue XVII – January 2016 
Page 3 

 
  

in the area’s delicate politics if they to 

advance their commercial aims”.  

As the divisions between the two countries 

sharpen, pressure on India to take sides 

could compromise New Delhi’s larger 

foreign policy goals. India’s cautious 

approach also risks strategic 

marginalization in the region with space 

for stakeholders like China and Pakistan to 

establish footholds.  

An example for India lies in its limited 

Afghanistan policy, which eventually saw 

New Delhi marginalized in favor of 

Islamabad in Kabul’s strategic calculus. 

Despite inking a Strategic Partnership 

Agreement with Afghanistan in 2011, 

India never delivered on military and 

security assistance promises made to 

Kabul. Afghan President Ashraf Ghani’s 

coming to power led to a decisive shift 

towards Pakistan, in the hope that it would 

emerge as a reliable partner in brokering 

peace with the Taliban. However, it was 

Islamabad’s failure to do so and New 

Delhi’s significant course correction with 

recent promises to provide attack 

helicopters and Modi’s brief visit to Kabul, 

which may have brought India back in the 

Afghan great game.  

The time is ripe for New Delhi to leverage 

its unique position of positive relations 

with all the major stakeholders of the 

Syrian conflict and play an important role 

in regional diplomacy. That regional and 

extra-regional powers are looking at a 

greater role for India was evident with 

Moscow’s invitation to New Delhi for the 

Geneva II peace talks and the Syrian 

government’s efforts to court India to play 

mediator. While India’s ability to emerge 

as a regional power broker is both 

unnecessary and unlikely, positioning 

itself as a facilitator of dialogue will not 

only elevate its regional standing but will 

also prevent New Delhi from antagonising 

anybody.  

(The writer is an Associate Fellow at the 

Observer Research Foundation, New 

Delhi)  

 

The Changing Dynamic of Turkey’s 

Kurdish Conflict 

Ankita Chandranath 

Since President Recep Tayyip Erdogan’s 

decisive victory in the snap elections in 

November last year, the Turkish state has 

intensified its clampdown against its 

Kurdish minority population. Since the 

peace talks broke down last summer, the 

Turkish security forces resumed operations 

against the Kurdish fighters in the 

country’s southeast. President Erdogan’s 

promise to bring stability in the region that 

is engulfed in conflicts is dependent on 

projecting the Kurdish campaign to be a 

greater threat to the nation than the IS. 

This calculation, however, is threatening to 

destroy the two-and-a-half year de facto 

non-confrontation with the PKK 

(Kurdistan Worker’s Party). 

Turkey’s battle against the PKK has 

existed for nearly half a century but with 

enough room for peace negotiations that 

kept secessionism at bay. However, the 

past few months have seen an abrupt end 

to the otherwise inconclusive ceasefire. 

The sporadic nature of Turkish state 

repression against the Kurdish militants, 

that was once limited to the countryside, 

has swiftly escalated to more urban 

settings in southern Turkey. The state 

action against Kurdish civilians has 
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crushed the hope of assimilation that was 

overriding the brief peace process, now 

intensifying the support for a greater 

Kurdistan. Since winning the majority in 

the November elections, President 

Erdogan’s AKP (the pan-Islamist Justice 

and Development Party) has been 

committed to suppressing the PKK and its 

sympathisers for primarily two reasons: 

first, the PKK’s fierce backing of the 

Syrian Kurds in their war against the IS 

has once more raised the urge for Kurdish 

autonomy, and second, the political 

advances of the pro-Kurdish HDP 

(People’s Democratic Party) that have 

averted his political aspirations of shifting 

Turkey to a presidential system.  

The HDP’s political successes in both the 

June and November elections have 

prevented the AKP from drawing an 

absolute majority in the Parliament. By 

imposing restrictions on the media and 

linking the HDP to the PKK, the AKP has 

achieved the tenor of Turkish nationalism 

in its support base. Prior to June 2015, 

President Erdogan’s ambition to alter the 

Constitution by refashioning the 

ceremonial role of the President to that of 

a Chief Executive had been a matter of 

concern. Following the failure of the June 

elections, the AKP’s mandate was to 

capitalise on the Turkish nationalist 

sentiment with a promise to combat terror 

by crushing the PKK-led Kurdish 

movement for independence. His pledge to 

bring stability in the country is what 

brought the AKP the majority it needed in 

the November elections. 

During the initial years of AKP’s rule, 

Turkey pitched for the European Union 

membership. To satisfy the Copenhagen 

criteria for EU membership, the Turkish 

state lifted emergency over Kurdish areas 

after eighteen years and introduced new 

laws that provided the Kurdish minority 

with greater freedom. The Turkish state’s 

recognition of its Kurdish population 

resulted in PKK’s break from its earlier 

quest for independence to that of 

democratisation. This period was short-

lived as the AKP failed to keep its promise 

of resolving the Kurdish issue repeatedly 

since 2002 till 2013 when Erdogan as 

Prime Minister, presented the ‘democracy 

package’ only to be deemed inadequate.  

The inability to resolve the Kurdish 

question is evidence of the Turkish state’s 

stance that the issue is one of law and 

order, security and aggression advanced by 

external powers. If the state is successful 

in their crackdown of violence, then most 

of the escalating complication will have 

been taken care of. As most policymakers 

have suggested, there are other economic 

difficulties that are also characteristic of 

the south-eastern region. However, till 

such time the ‘Kurdish terror’ doesn’t 

come to an end, other issues will not 

witness the opportunity to be addressed. It 

cannot be contested that the PKK indulges 

in ‘terrorism’ on both the security forces 

and civilians, but the actual problem that 

the Turkish state has been faced with is 

that of the ascending Kurdish 

consciousness.  

The Kurdish problem has increasingly 

come to affect Ankara’s foreign policy 

considerations, ranging from relations with 

the US, Europe and the Middle East and 

the now unfavourable one with Russia. 

Ankara’s Kurdish policy has transformed 

into Turkey’s greatest weakness especially 

in the light of its inaction to secure its 500 

mile border with Syria. Turkey has the 
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second largest NATO army deployed on 

its border with Syria primarily to quell the 

unprecedented struggle for an independent 

Kurdistan that is influencing the 

burgeoning civilian unrest in south-eastern 

Turkey. With the US supporting the more 

competent Kurdish guerrilla forces in Iraq 

and Syria in their coalition against the IS, 

many of Turkey’s allies are now 

unwillingly mired in its internal Turkish-

Kurdish politics. In effect, Erdogan’s 

Syrian policy is now akin to the systematic 

implementation of his anti-Kurdish agenda.  

On one hand, President Erdogan’s 

narrative of stability is seemingly 

unavoidable as Turkey’s allies are more 

invested in its geopolitical value, and on 

the other, the present government’s urge 

for a presidential system is pushing the 

Kurds towards a more vigorous anti-state 

campaign. With unrest at home, Turkey 

continues to juggle between the NATO 

and the EU for mooring the security and 

economic benefits it wishes to maintain. 

Turkey’s once bid for the EU membership 

rests on this already fragile ground with 

the weight of over 2 million Syrian 

refugees that Europe cannot possibly 

ignore. 

As it appears, Ankara seems to be mired in 

a soaring conflict of its own making. The 

Turkish state’s suppression of the Kurds is 

being driven by its need for combating the 

PKK and the Kurdish question 

internationally. President Erdogan who 

once backed the peace negotiation with the 

PKK militants is today quite vehemently 

dismissing the rights of the Kurdish 

minority as, “Turkey doesn’t have a 

Kurdish problem”, he said, “Turkey has a 

terrorism problem.” 

(The writer is a Research Intern at the 

Observer Research Foundation, New 

Delhi) 

 

COMMENTARIES 

 

The Key to Crushing ISIS 

Anatol Lieven 

Since the latest terrorist attacks in Paris, 

President Obama and a range of other 

Western leaders have agreed that ISIS 

must be crushed, Syria and Iraq stabilized, 

and the flow of refugees reversed. If ISIS, 

Al Qaeda and their supporters are the 

greatest enemies of the West, then we 

must respond accordingly, by focusing on 

destroying them while making unpalatable 

compromises with others where necessary. 

The successful waging of war requires  

 

 

 

concentration, ruthlessness, prioritization 

and a willingness to abandon old 

shibboleths and seek new allies. 

We must remember that in this war with 

Islamist extremism, Russia is not an 

enemy but an ally, and Turkey under its 

present government is at best an extremely 

equivocal “friend.” Nevertheless, Turkey’s 

interests in Syria should be respected, and 

Ankara should be given guarantees that the 

West will not shift toward unconditional 

backing for Russia and the Syrian 

government. In return, Ankara needs to 

provide much firmer guarantees that it is 
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not in fact buying ISIS oil or otherwise 

indirectly assisting the Islamic State. 

As with World War II, this requires a two-

part strategy: one for winning the war 

itself, and the second for creating a new 

post-war political order. The first goal 

involves supporting the existing Syrian 

and Iraqi states in alliance with Russia and 

Iran. The second requires creating what in 

effect will be new states in northern Iraq 

and eastern Syria. 

It needs to be recognized that Russia’s 

position in Syria is in very much the same 

state as America’s in Iraq. Both Moscow 

and Washington are using air power to 

support the armies of the existing states, in 

the conviction that not to do so would lead 

to a victory for ISIS and its allies and for 

Islamist terrorism and extremism in the 

world. In both cases, this is an entirely 

justifiable position. 

In Iraq, if we do not back the government, 

then ISIS is likely to march into Baghdad 

— or Iran will intervene directly to prevent 

this, very likely triggering a general war 

across the Middle East. In Syria, as Vice 

President Joe Biden has admitted, parts of 

the so-called moderate opposition are not 

only militarily ineffective, but are often 

closely aligned with Al Qaeda — and 

since when did Al Qaeda become an 

acceptable U.S. ally? Therefore, we also 

need to recognize that if we help to destroy 

the existing Syrian government we are 

helping to create the probability of an ISIS 

victory. Russia’s view on this is also 

shared — in private — by large sections of 

the U.S. intelligence community 

The problem is that in both Syria and Iraq, 

it was to a very great extent the savage 

oppression of the governments based in 

Damascus and Baghdad that infuriated 

large sections of their Sunni populations 

and created the conditions for ISIS to take 

over the leadership of the Sunni resistance. 

Simply to restore the rule of the existing 

Syrian and Iraqi regimes over the whole of 

their territory would require prolonged and 

ferocious repression, leading to more 

waves of refugees and more Sunni Islamist 

revolts — revolts that would doubtless 

once more be backed by Saudi Arabia, 

Turkey and other Sunni states. Washington 

has realized this in the case of Syria, but 

not in the case of Iraq. Moscow, it seems, 

has not yet realized this in either case. 

To create an effective strategy to defeat 

ISIS and Al Qaeda will require a radically 

new Western strategy, based on a new and 

truly international coalition backed by the 

United Nations. The first step toward this 

is to recognize — as an increasing number 

of American analysts have started to do — 

that the “Pax Americana” in the Middle 

East has now comprehensively failed, and 

that the United States has nothing to lose 

by seeking the help of Russia and other 

states to create an international solution. 

The goal that we should be working 

toward is full military and political 

cooperation between the West and Russia 

in order to defeat ISIS and promote a post-

war settlement. This settlement should 

involve the creation of fully autonomous 

areas in Sunni northern Iraq and eastern 

Syria, along similar lines to the present 

Kurdish region of Iraq and with full 

control over their internal affairs. This 

would require a combination of the 

mobilization of local Sunni forces against 

ISIS, with some degree of international 

military presence. It would have to involve 

both Syria and Iraq, because the ISIS-led 
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revolts in these countries have effectively 

dissolved the frontier between them, and 

because a political solution in Syria is out 

of the question if ISIS continues to rule 

northern Iraq. 

Full Russian participation in this strategy 

is essential for two reasons: (1) Because 

Russia has a highly effective air force 

based in Syria, and therefore no political 

solution can be reached without Moscow’s 

agreement; and (2) Because Iran’s 

agreement to any settlement will also be 

essential, and Russia’s influence in Tehran 

will be necessary to reaching such an 

agreement. 

Procuring a Russian agreement to the 

creation of these two new entities would 

not be easy; but there would be 

considerable prizes for Russia in such a 

deal. The first would be that the existing 

Syrian state would be preserved over much 

of its territory, allowing the continued 

presence of Russian military bases and 

economic ties. If Russia can be brought to 

agree to such a settlement, then given the 

Syrian government’s dependence on 

Russian support, Damascus would have no 

choice but to agree. 

The second would be an American and 

NATO recognition of equal partnership 

with Russia in solving this crisis — a 

recognition of Russia’s international status 

that Kremlin leaders have been seeking in 

vain from the West since the end of the 

Cold War. Such a partnership should in 

turn lead to a diminution of tension 

between the West and Russia over Ukraine, 

and to a genuine search for a federal 

compromise there. 

(Source: The New York Times, 3 December 

2015) 

The Knot of Hamas Between Turkey 

and Israel 

Deniz Zeyrek 

The thaw in Turkish-Israeli relations has 

climbed to the top of the agenda in terms 

of foreign policy and domestic affairs. It 

was just the opposite of previous talks 

when Turkey set out the conditions; this 

time, Israel is playing the “Hamas” card. 

Israel Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu 

is reluctant to make any agreements as 

long as Turkey’s support for Hamas 

continues. He has also given instructions 

to look for options to exclude Turkey from 

the sale of natural gas produced in the 

Mediterranean.  

The already-tense relations between 

Turkey and Israel because of Gaza were 

totally broken on the morning of May 31, 

2010, when the Mavi Marmara flotilla 

carrying humanitarian aid to break the 

embargo of Gaza was raided by the Israeli 

army. Ten people were killed, nine of them 

Turkish citizens and one an American-

Turkish citizen. Diplomatic relations 

between the two countries were 

consequently lowered to the second 

secretary level. During the five-and-a-half 

years that have passed since, officials of 

the two countries have met from time to 

time to try to sign a deal.  

After a meeting in Rome in June 2015, 

there was another Turkish-Israeli meeting 

last week in Switzerland. There were 

suggestions in the press that relations 

would normalize after a meeting between 

Turkish Foreign Ministry Undersecretary 

Feridun Sinirlioğlu and Israel’s Yossi 

Cohen.  

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/12/04/opinion/anatol-lieven-the-key-to-crushing-isis.html
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Both sides confirmed the Switzerland talks 

but announced that there was no deal. 

Israeli and Turkish diplomatic sources told 

daily Hürriyet that a text had been drafted 

and submitted for the approval of political 

authorities in the two countries. In the text, 

there are details that were also in the first 

deal regarding Israel’s payment of 

compensation to the victims of the Mavi 

Marmara flotilla, Turkey’s withdrawal of 

legal cases opened against the soldiers 

who raided the ships, the mutual 

reappointment of ambassadors and an 

upgrade in relations to the ambassadorial 

level.  

However, there are two new subjects that 

were broached in the latest talks. One of 

them is for Turkey to take into 

consideration Israel’s sensitivity on the 

topic of Hamas. The second one is the 

declaration of goodwill on a natural gas 

deal between Turkey and Israel. 

While returning from Turkmenistan on 

Dec. 14, President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan 

said: “We had three chapters related to 

Israel. We said, ‘apology’ and that has 

happened. We said ‘compensation’ and 

that did not happen. We also said ‘lift the 

embargo on Palestine.’ The last two items 

have not happened. I said ‘if [conditions 

on] compensation and the lifting of the 

embargo on Palestine are met, we can start 

the normalization process.’ There are 

many things that we, Israel, Palestine and 

the region would gain out of this 

normalization process. The region needs 

this.”  

A statement from Ömer Çelik, a 

spokesman for the ruling Justice and 

Development Party (AKP), after an AKP 

meeting was welcomed by Israel. However, 

according to diplomatic sources, the 

silence of Prime Minister Ahmet 

Davutoğlu created the impression that a 

consensus on this in Ankara has not yet 

been reached.  

In previous talks, Israel has been persistent 

for a deal while Turkey was taking it 

slowly. However, Turkey’s most recent 

crisis with Russia and regional 

developments have changed Israel’s stance. 

Now, Israel is setting the conditions for 

Turkey.    

For Tel Aviv, the biggest obstacle to a deal 

is not Gaza but Hamas because it expects 

Ankara to distance itself from Hamas and 

limit the organization’s activities in 

Turkey and has demanded that Turkey 

deport one of the important names of the 

military wing, Salih al-Aruri. While 

Ankara has emphasized that al-Aruri is not 

in Turkey, Israel has opposed reducing the 

Hamas problem to al-Aruri alone. One 

Israeli diplomatic source highlighted that 

even at a time when the convergence 

between Israel and Turkey is being 

discussed, Hamas leader Khalid Mashaal 

was hosted as a top-level guest in Turkey 

and a photo of him with the prime minister 

was released to the media, implying that 

Turkey was not enthusiastic about a deal. 

If the two countries agree, then there might 

be cooperation between Israel and Turkey 

on natural gas exploration and the transfer 

of the generated gas to final markets.  

But Turkey, even if relations are not 

normalized, nevertheless wants the 

commercial project to be given priority 

above politics and brought to fruition. 

(Source: Hurriyet Daily News, 24 

December, 2015) 

http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/the-knot-of-hamas-between-turkey-and-israel-.aspx?pageID=449&nID=92931&NewsCatID=531
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STATEMENT 

U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry’s 

Remarks at the United Nations Security 

Council Meeting on Syria (Resolution 

2254) 

 

SECRETARY KERRY: Mr. Secretary-

General, Special Envoy de Mistura, 

distinguished colleagues, I want to begin 

by thanking the other P4 members who 

joined together to help fashion this 

resolution and who spent time this 

morning working with our colleagues in 

order to bring us here this afternoon, plus 

our non-P4 member, Germany, for whom 

we are very grateful for their participation 

also. 

I want to thank all the members of the 

council for coming together at this late 

hour. And I thank you in particular, 

Secretary-General Ban and Special Envoy 

de Mistura, for your leadership and your 

commitment. I also want to thank Foreign 

Minister Lavrov for his collaboration and 

his efforts over the course of both Vienna 

conferences to produce the two Vienna 

communiques that are integrated into this 

resolution here today. 

By approving Resolution 2254 today, this 

council is sending a clear message to all 

concerned that the time is now to stop the 

killing in Syria and lay the groundwork for 

a government that the long-suffering 

people of that battered land can support. 

After four and a half years of war, this is 

the first time we have been able to come 

together at the United Nations in the 

Security Council to embrace a road 

forward. During that time, one Syrian in 

20 has been killed or wounded; one in five  

 

 

is a refugee; one in two has been displaced. 

The average life expectancy in Syria has 

dropped by 20 years. 

We need to reverse the course, and that is 

the council’s goal here this afternoon: to 

put an end to the indiscriminate bombing, 

the acts of terror, the torture, and the 

bloodshed. And our shared task is to find a 

way to make that happen. 

In support of this objective, President 

Obama has set for my country three 

interrelated goals. The first is to support 

our friends and to ensure that the 

instability created by the civil war in Syria 

does not spread further beyond its borders. 

And that is why we’re providing a record 

amount of humanitarian assistance, and 

it’s why we’re doing more to help Syria’s 

neighbors, to strengthen their capacity to 

safeguard their territory and to defend 

against external threats. 

Second, we are determined, with our 

coalitional partners, to degrade and defeat 

the terrorist organization known as Daesh. 

In the past half year, the coalition and its 

partners have worked with Iraqi forces in 

liberating Tikrit, freeing Sinjar, removing 

terrorist commanders from the battlefield, 

cutting off terrorist supply lines, hitting 

their oil facilities, and depriving Daesh of 

more and more of the territory that it once 

controlled. 

Now we are intensifying the pressure, 

helping our Iraqi partners retake most of 

Ramadi to squeeze supply routes into 

Mosul. And we are pushing ahead into 

northern Syria, assisting our partners along 

the Iraqi-Syrian border and on the 
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recruiting and propaganda efforts. Further, 

as evidenced by the finance ministerial 

that was held right here in this very 

chamber yesterday, we are multiplying our 

efforts to cut Daesh off from the revenue 

sources that support its depravity, its 

criminality. 

But the truth is that nothing would do 

more to bolster the fight against the 

terrorists than a broadly supported 

diplomatic process that gives the Syrian 

people a real choice – not a choice 

between Assad or Daesh, but between war 

and peace, between the violent extremes 

and a newly empowered political center. 

That is why we have joined with so many 

of you in support of an urgent diplomatic 

initiative. Again and again, countries not 

just around this dais today, but countless 

meetings in various parts of the world have 

reaffirmed the notion that there has to be a 

political settlement. 

Well, this is the test. This is why we’ve 

joined here in a broader, more action-

oriented effort than ever before attempted 

regarding Syria: to isolate the terrorists 

and to put Syria on the road to a political 

transition, envisioned by the Geneva 

communique, now embraced by the 

international community and the United 

Nations Security Council resolution. 

As the council’s action today reflects, we 

have made important progress in recent 

weeks, and progress that should give us all 

fresh grounds for encouragement. Last 

month in Vienna, the United States and 

other members of the International Syria 

Support Group agreed on a series of steps 

to stop the bleeding in Syria, to advance a 

political transition, to isolate the terrorists, 

and to help the Syrian people to be able to 

begin to rebuild their country. Last week 

in Riyadh, with the support of His Majesty 

King Salman and his government, a broad 

cross-section of Syrian opposition 

representatives came together to form a 

high committee for negotiation. 

Under the resolution approved today, the 

purpose of those negotiations between the 

responsible opposition and the government 

is to facilitate a transition within Syria to a 

credible, inclusive, nonsectarian 

governance within six months. The 

process would lead to the drafting of a new 

constitution and arrangements for 

internationally supervised election within 

18 months. I might add Geneva never had 

those dates. It is the Vienna process and 

the Vienna communique that has produced 

a six-month and 18-month time horizon, 

and it is the Vienna process that also has 

embraced the ceasefire concept as well as 

embraced a set of principles and values 

about the shape that a new Syria might be 

able to take as directed by Syrians for 

Syrians. It’s our hope that a nationwide 

ceasefire can go into effect, excluding only 

Daesh and al-Nusrah and any other group 

that we might decide at some time to 

designate. 

So I would close by saying we’re under no 

illusions about the obstacles that exist. 

There obviously remain sharp differences 

within the international community, 

especially about the future of President 

Assad. We have emphasized from the 

beginning that for this to work, the process 

has to be led and shaped and decided and 

implemented by the men and women of 

Syria. It cannot be imposed from the 

outside and we are not seeking to do so. 

But we’ve also seen in recent weeks – in 

Vienna, in Paris, and in other capitals, and 

then today here in New York – an 
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unprecedented degree of unity on the need 

to negotiate this political transition to 

defeat Daesh, and then, indeed, to end the 

war. 

The resolution that we just approved is a 

milestone because it sets out specific 

concepts with specific timeframes. 

Accordingly, we need to work hard 

together to help these political talks to go 

forward, to prepare for a ceasefire, and to 

encourage all the parties in Syria to 

participate in good faith. 

In closing, let me just underscore the 

urgency of our task. Like many of you, 

I’ve met with refugees in and out of 

refugee camps. I’ve met with survivors, as 

you have; met with caregivers, as you 

have; met with many of the people who 

have been on the front lines of this conflict. 

I’ve talked to women who have struggled 

to hold their families together despite 

constant danger, bitter cold, shortages of 

food, and great danger. I’ve heard the 

blood-chilling stories of doctors and relief 

workers who have been dealing with 

humanitarian trauma on a daily basis, 

month after month, year after year – now 

into the fifth year. 

I am aware, as everybody in this chamber 

is, of the atrocities that have been 

committed and are being committed even 

as we sit here this afternoon, and being 

committed too often against innocent 

civilians. 

Looking ahead, we know that Daesh can 

never be allowed to gain control in Syria. 

So we have a global imperative here to 

deal with a terrorist entity, but also to end 

the civil war and to bring legitimacy back 

to the governance of Syria. President 

Assad, in our judgment – and not 

everybody shares this – but the majority of 

the people in the ISSG believe that 

President Assad has lost the ability, the 

credibility, to be able to unite the country 

and to provide the moral credibility to be 

able to govern it into the future. 

So I’d just say, not as a matter of ideology, 

not as a matter of choice, but purely as a 

matter of reality, as a matter of fact given 

the situation on the ground, that if the war 

is to end, it is imperative that the Syrian 

people agree on an alternative in terms of 

their governance. That logic is compelling 

and it provides a unifying principle for 

most people in our efforts going forward. 

We have a lot of distance to travel – some 

would say miles to go. But the truth is that 

in the past two months, we have started 

from a standstill, from a nonexistent 

process, to have three separate meetings of 

the ISSG and now a United Nations 

Security Council embrace of a process. We 

have agreed on a plan of action, and the 

council’s vote today is an important boost 

on the road to a political settlement. It is a 

particularly important step because it 

reaffirms this body’s endorsement of the 

Geneva communique about the transitional 

governing body with full executive 

authority, and it also endorses the progress 

and the statements that we made in Vienna 

to set a timeline – a timeline for transition, 

a timeline for election, and standards for 

that election – the highest standards under 

the supervision of the United Nations for a 

free, fair, transparent, and accountable 

election. It also brings fundamental values 

and principles that can guide the shaping 

of Syria by Syrians for Syrians. 

So let us proceed with confidence from 

here and a determination to end this war, 

eliminate the terrorist threat, and enable 
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the people of Syria to return safely to their 

homes. 

I now resume my function as president of 

the council and I give the floor to His 

Excellency Mr. Sergey Lavrov, minister of 

foreign affairs of the Russian Federation. 

(Source: U.S. Department of State, 18 

December,2015

MEDIAWATCH 

 

Saudi Arabia announces 34-state Islamic 

military alliance against terrorism 

A new Saudi-led Islamic alliance to fight 

terrorism will share information, train, equip 

and provide for the fight against IS militants. 

Source: Reuters, 15 December, 2015 

UAE, China launch $10 billion Joint 

Strategic Fund 

 

Shaikh Mohammad Bin Zayed, Crown Prince 

of Abu Dhabi and Deputy Supreme 

Commander of the UAE Armed signed 9 

agreements with Chinese President Xi 

Jinping to bolster strategic bilateral 

cooperation.  

 

Source: Gulf News, 17 December, 2015  

 

Yemen peace talks end with no end to 

conflict 

Days of negotiations in Switzerland to halt 

the war in Yemen ended with no sign of a 

resolution to the conflict. 

Source: The New York Times, 20 December, 

2015 

 

 

 

 

China Hosts Syrian Foreign Minister 

 

Syrian Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign 

Minister Walid al-Moallem arrived in Beijing 

for meetings with Chinese Foreign Minister 

Wang Yi and State Councillor Yang Jiechi. 

 

Source: The Diplomat, 25 December, 2015 

 

Kerry and Putin meet in Moscow, seek 

way forward on ending Syrian war 

 

U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry called for 

the United States and Russia to find "common 

ground" on contentious differences over ending 

Syria's civil war. 

 

Source: The Washington Post, 15 December, 

2015 

 

Syria War: UN Security Council 

unanimously backs peace plan 

 

The 15-member council reached rare 

agreement on the issue in a session in New 

York. The resolution endorses talks between 

the Syrian government and opposition in 

early January, as well as a ceasefire. 

 

 

 

http://www.state.gov/secretary/remarks/2015/12/250800.htm
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-saudi-security-idUSKBN0TX2PG20151215
http://gulfnews.com/news/uae/government/uae-china-launch-10b-joint-strategic-fund-1.1636147
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/12/21/world/middleeast/yemen-peace-talks-end-with-no-end-to-conflict.html?_r=0
http://thediplomat.com/2015/12/china-hosts-syrian-foreign-minister/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/russian-support-for-syrian-government-and-ukrainian-separatists-top-agenda/2015/12/15/a84f89d6-9ea9-11e5-9ad2-568d814bbf3b_story.html
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Source: BBC, 18 December, 2015 

 

Turkey arrests 2 in alleged New Year’s 

Eve Attack plot in Ankara 

 

The two were arrested on the suspicion that 

they allegedly scouted potential attack 

locations in Turkey’s capital. 

 

Source: CNN, 30 December, 2015 

 

 

Trump cancels trip to Israel and is 

‘unwanted’ in UK 

Donald Trump called off a planned trip to 

Israel saying he would reschedule it after he 

became President, days after his controversial 

proposal to ban all Muslims from entering the 

US. 

 

Source: BBC News, 10 December, 2015 

 

Iraqi forces ‘seize key base in Ramadi 

from ISIS’ 

 

Iraqi troops regained control of Ramadi and 

have drawn closer to ousting IS militants 

from the Sunni heartland city conquered last 

summer. 

 

Source: The Guardian, 28 December, 2015 

 

Trudeau’s greeting of Syrian Refugees 

makes international headlines 

 

A flood of international news coverage of 

Canada's prime minister greeting Syrian 

refugees prompted commentators in the U.S. 

to draw comparisons with the angry anti-

refugee politics in their own country. 

Source: The Huffington Post, 11 December, 

2015 

‘Chaos candidate’: Trump attacked over 

Muslim ban plans 

Jeb Bush and other Republican candidates 

have criticised frontrunner in debate over 

divisive plans to ban Muslims from US. 

 

Source: Al Jazeera, 16 December, 2015 

 

Belgium: 10th suspect arrested in Paris 

attacks probe 

 

Belgian authorities announced the arrest of a 

10th person in connection with the Paris 

attacks. 

 

Source: The Washington Post, 31 December, 

2015 

 

Iran ships uranium to Russia under 

nuclear deal 

Iran sent a major shipment of low-enriched 

uranium materials to Russia marking a key 

step in Tehran's implementation of this year's 

historic nuclear accord with world powers. 

Source: The Telegraph, 28 December, 2015 

36 years after the Iran Hostage Crisis, 

Americans will receive compensation 

The 53 former hostages will be given up to 

$4.4 million each or $10,000 for each of the 

444 days they were held hostage. 

Source: Time, 24 December, 2015 

Top rebel’s death in Syria reshuffles deck 

ahead of peace talks 

With Syrian peace talks scheduled to begin 

soon, the assassination of Zahran Alloush, a 

top Syrian rebel commander, could alter the 

balance of power and reshuffle the line-up of 

http://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-35138011
http://edition.cnn.com/2015/12/30/europe/turkey-isis-plot-arrests/
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-us-canada-35067697
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/dec/27/iraqi-forces-seize-key-base-in-ramadi-from-isis
http://www.huffingtonpost.ca/2015/12/11/trudea-syria-refugees-new-york-times-gq_n_8786398.htm
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2015/12/candidate-trump-attacked-muslim-ban-plans-151216025607200.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/europe/belgium-10th-suspect-arrested-in-paris-attacks-probe/2015/12/31/bb7e04c2-afa4-11e5-b281-43c0b56f61fa_story.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/middleeast/iran/12072175/Iran-ships-uranium-to-Russia-under-nuclear-deal.html
http://time.com/4161361/iran-hostage-crisis-compensation-36-years/
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key players on the ground battling Assad's 

government. 

 

Source: The Huffington Post, 27 December, 

2015 

 

Iranian navy test fires rockets near US 

aircraft carrier 

The Iranian navy test fired several “highly 

provocative” rockets near three Western 

warships including the USS Harry S Truman 

aircraft carrier. 

Source: The Telegraph, 29 December, 2015 

David Cameron: Muslim Brotherhood 

members must be considered potential 

extremists but group should not be banned 

Prime Minister finally publishes conclusions 

from long-awaited report into Muslim 

Brotherhood  

Source: The Independent, 17 December, 2015 

Saudi Arabia ‘destabilising Arab world’, 

German intelligence warns 

The BND spy agency publicly released a 

blunt assessment of Saudi Arabia that has had 

a long-standing political and economic 

relationship with Germany 

 

Source: The Telegraph, 2 December, 2015 

 

Russian Envoy Secretly Visits Israel for 

Talks on Syria 

 

Alexander Lavrentiev and large Russian 

delegation met senior Israeli officials, 

discussing potential UN-backed diplomatic 

talks to end Syrian civil war. 

Source: Haaretz, 27 December, 2015 

 

Iran to sign $3 billion gas contract with 

consortium of Indian companies 

 

Iran’s proposed contract with a consortium of 

Indian companies is to develop the Farzad B 

gas field in the Persian Gulf. 

 

Source: Livemint, 7 December, 2015 

 

Turkey’s campaign against Kurds takes 

toll on civilians 

Turkish tanks and artillery have pounded 

Kurdish targets across several southeast cities, 

killing at least 200 militants and more than 

150 civilians. 

Source: The New York Times, 30 December, 

2015 

 

ISIS Bombings of Restaurants in Syria 

Kill 16 in Northern City 

 

The IS claimed the bombing of two 

restaurants that killed 16 and wounded more 

than 30 in the predominantly Kurdish city of 

Qamishli in north-eastern Syria. 

 

Source: ABC News, 31 December, 2015 

 

Syrian Conflict: Russia accuses Erdogan 

of trading oil with IS 

 

Russia's defence ministry has accused the 

family of Turkish President Recep Tayyip 

Erdogan of being directly involved in the 

trade of oil with the Islamic State group. 

 

Source: BBC, 2 December, 2015 

 

 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/syran-rebels-zahran-alloush_56805d61e4b014efe0d8774a?section=india
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/middleeast/iran/12073828/Iranian-navy-test-fires-rockets-near-US-aircraft-carrier.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/david-cameron-muslim-brotherhood-members-must-be-considered-potential-extremists-but-group-should-a6777076.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/middleeast/saudiarabia/12029546/Saudi-Arabia-destabilising-Arab-world-German-intelligence-warns.html
http://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/.premium-1.693989
http://www.livemint.com/Industry/sKW2pLImTsmlbpL5lsbVoI/Iran-to-sign-3-billion-gas-contract-with-consortium-of-Indi.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/12/31/world/europe/turkey-kurds-pkk.html
http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory/syria-news-agency-explosions-kill-16-people-north-36024540
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-34982951
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