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ABSTRACT 

Background/ Objectives and Goals 

As (it is generally referred to) the cradle of civilization, the Middle East still occupies a special and key position 

to the understanding of global politics, and global politics have gained a new trend in terms of political-territorial units of 

organization. In other words, in a globalized world emerging as well as established forms of regional integration of states 

like the EU, the NAFTA, the MERCOSUR etc. play an important role in inter/trans-national politics. However, the 

Middle East, which is looking for peace and stability, has not been able to appear as a regional economic and political 

actor in the international fora. This paper is intended to analyze the reasons and other factors that keep the region from 

being an influential political actor in the world politics from a comparative standpoint, and tries to find the answer to the 

following question: “Could a regional integration model like in Europe be considered for the Middle East in order to 

bring about development and peace in the region that has long been fragmented and tormented by economic-political 

instability, conflicts and civil wars?” 

Methods 

The paper ‘employs’ the methods of comparative politics. Specifically, J. S. Mill’s “Most Similar Systems 

Design” (MSD), “Most Different Systems Design” (MDD) and “Diverse Cases” are used to shed a light upon the 

comparison between the Middle East and Europe.  

Expected Results/ Conclusion/ Contribution 

This paper tries not to be suffocated in the richness of events, issues, and subject-matters of the Middle East, 

but gives an abstract framework for analyzing and comparing the EU and a possible Middle Eastern Union which should 

precede any effort to focus on this problem in detail. That is why relevant methods and some theories of comparative 

politics as well as the regional integration trend in global politics are reviewed with regard to this geopolitical 

comparison, focusing on the example of the EU and the possibility of the Middle Eastern Union in context of objective 

necessities. 
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INTRODUCTION  

Geopolitics: Destiny – Nature – Political Action  

 For every political unit, geography is somewhat a given condition that cannot be changed easily, if it is 

not an empire conquering new territories. What is given to a political unit/actor is its territory and population which 
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could be called its “destiny and nature”, as Ibn Khaldun once pointed out. However, the question is “are these two enough 

to form a political edifice?” The answer is negative because these two only signify a two dimensional picture which could 

be seen on any world map, and it is important to say that one cannot assess a country just looking at its geographical 

position and the size of its land and population. This is where politics comes into the play. Referring to geometrical terms 

for an explanation, a land/territory with its population (that could be assumed as the “base”) appears as a ‘solid’ political 

unit only through political action/political power. Then the solid shape is as follows:  

 

Figure 1: Calculating Geopolitical Power 

 Population and territory provides the base upon which the political edifice/structure is built. What represents 

population and territory is not important, but it should be known that these two are together the base. And only through the 

height can the edifice have a solid, three-dimensional structure. Then the height certainly represents political efforts or 

‘touch’ in order to built a political actor in domestic and international relations1. 

 Resorting to Marxist terms in a ‘free and large’ way and style, it could be assumed that the base refers to the term 

infrastructure which ‘conditions’ the solid political structure or superstructure. Saying so, it should be added that in Marxist 

theory, the infrastructure does not determine the superstructure in a single way, but it has many ways to condition the 

superstructure. In other words, the infrastructure, which is not as stable as a concrete foundation because it is subject to the 

conditions of a given historical-material conjuncture, merely sets the limits and boundaries under and around which the 

superstructure operates and moves its dynamics (Erogul, 2002: 32 & 33). This is also true for our definition of geopolitics. 

Is the Base Prison and are Political Actors Prisoners? 

 Just like the infrastructure does not determine and forces the superstructure to behave certain and single way, the 

base (territory/geography and population) is not a prison in which a political unit/actor serves a life-long sentence. Though 

the geographical position cannot be changed, it can be re-assessed and re-valuated with economic and political action. In 

fact, the position is never stable as the world is incessantly changing in times of globalization2. And the capabilities of the 

population could be transformed and improved by investing in the ‘social capital’. And all of these are bound up with the 

                                                      
1.Land and population have been argued by many philosophers and political scientists so far. However; my ‘inspiration’ 

directly comes from Jean Jacques Rousseau (1712–1778). In his masterpiece, “The Social Contract” he sets forth the 

relation between the coherence of a political unit and territory-population. (See. Rousseau, 2010, p. 24 & 25)    

2 See (Davutoglu, 1994), for an evaluation on the relation between geopolitics and global political environment or “the 
Ecology of Political System”.  
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political power and capacity. In short, what makes the Middle East the Middle East is not only its destiny and nature (base) 

but its political construction.  

 If we assume the otherwise of the point made above, it is as ridiculous as to say that what make France are the 

Pyrenees, the Rhine and the Alps, missing the political impacts by the Revolution (Whelan, 1983:35 & 36).   

The Ontological Question: Can We Make a Comparison between the Middle East and Europe? 

 Until now, the term the state is deliberately not used. Because it could be seen from the course of the global 

politics that, as a political scale and actor, nation-states’ influence and capacity have been decreasing since 1980’s, when 

the global capitalism (or the global phase of capitalism) started to erode the states’ economic, political and social power 

under the name of neoliberalism (Karadut, 2013a: 36). That is why the term “political unit” is preferred to cover all the 

relevant institutions.  

 The very first question that should be asked is whether these two geo-political entities could be compared. In other 

words, the first question ought to be an ontological one: Are these two comparable or not? If not, this discussion may come 

to an end with a result: “non-existence of comparison”. If the answer is positive, the epistemological matters are here to say 

for this case: “ways and properties of comparison”.  

 In terms of geographic and demographic facts (base), the region Middle East is as notable as the continent Europe 

if not as big as the continent: More than 2,5 million km2 with around 370 million people. Europe has a 10 million km2 land 

and around 730 million people. However, if the European Union is taken, the numbers converge: The Union nearly 4,5 

million km2 and 510 million population. As mentioned earlier, the base does not give the complete picture, so politically 

the region is as important as the continent: First, the region is the very home to the oil that not alone Europe but the entire 

world needs, not to mention the other energy resources. Secondly, the region poses a crucial problem of world peace. It is 

clear that the stability and peace in the world depend upon the peace in the region. In other words, peace (the sustainability 

of energy without producing the actors of global terrorism) is needed in the region and this usage of peace is heavily 

political. For that reason, it could be assumed that the region is as important as the continent in terms of global politics.  

 However, the problem is that while the continent Europe through the Union is a remarkable political subject, 

though it is criticized for being a giant economically but a dwarf politically (Karadut 2013b:2), the region is an ‘ordinary’ 

political object on which every actor has a say on its destiny, nature and politics. This is why the possibility of a regional 

integration model for the Middle East is probed, and since the most concrete and successful example of this the EU, a 

current model is compared with a possible and/or imagined model for the Middle East. 

From ‘Why’ to ‘How’: The Method 

 If the ontological question is answered and a positive result is received, then comes the epistemological question: 

How can the accurate and complete knowledge of my subject-matter at hand be acquired. And this has to do with the 

method. In social sciences, doing an experiment where all the conditions could be stabled and manipulated is next to 

impossible, comparison is used in place for experiment. In other words, comparisons are twin-brothers of experiments in 

social sciences such as political science, international relations etc. (Newton & Van Deth, 2010:2–3).  

 The method employed in this paper is a well-know apparatus developed by J. S. Mill: According to this, the first 

approach in comparing cases is “Most Similar Systems Design” (MSD) which allows us to group cases such as the Asian 
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Tigers or Anglo-Saxon Democracies. The point is why we concentrate on similar cases is to discover differences between 

or among the entities. For example, we can group Latin American countries because they are similar in their culture, but 

when we get down into the details we can find differences in political and economic organizations. The second method is 

the exact opposite of MSD, “Most Different Systems Design”.—which enables us to find similarities among different cases. 

For example, two masterpieces of comparative politics, Skocpol’s “State and Social Revolutions” and Moore Jr.’s 

“Economic and Social Origins of Democracy and Dictatorship” deal with different revolutions in different countries, 

Russia, China, France in order to find similarities between and/or among these case for a generalization. Our third way of 

handling comparison is “Diverse Cases. The point in doing so is excluding a case from a group of cases because of its 

peculiarities and to point out these peculiarities. For example, of all the Muslim countries, why is it Turkey in which a 

formal democracy exists? (Aygul, 2011:26; Newton & Van Deth, 2010:407). 

Table 1: Three Ways of Comparison 

Most Similar Systems 
Design 

Most Different Systems Design Diverse Cases 

Dealing with similar cases to 
discover differences 

Taking the different cases to find 
the similarities 

Focusing on the unique example to 
single it out from a group of cases 

 
 Of all these three approaches, the last two could be helpful to shed a light upon our specific comparison: Most 

Different System Design (MDS) helps us look for similarities in our two cases and solves the problem ‘How’. Diverse 

Cases, on the other hand, gives us a hint about ‘why’ it is only the Middle East that has not been able to start up a regional 

integration while the rest of the world (especially in Europe) has been realizing it at various economic and political 

degrees.  

Relevant Theories: Modernization, Dependence and Rational Choice 

 There are plenty of theories which try to explain the motives and ‘motion laws’ of regional integration from well-

known functionalism/neo-functionalism theory to mezzo theories such as Europeanization. However, only three ‘grand’ of 

them is gone over here which are specific to comparative politics.  

 Modernization theory points out that Europe is the home to groundbreaking economic, political, social and 

cultural developments such as the Enlightenment, the Industrial Revolution, representative democracy etc. That is why 

others should follow the same paths and patterns if they wish to be modern and developed actors. According to this theory, 

we should approve that the Middle East ought to pursue the European institutions which could also be taken as universal 

values. Specifically, we should say “A kind of European Union in the Middle East” like Winston Churchill once did for the 

continent Europe just after the Second World War.  

 Dependency theory, accentuates nearly the opposite of what modernization theory does: If underdeveloped 

countries try to resemble the developed states of the West or the North, they will never succeed in developing but they just 

reproduced their underdevelopment. Since influential or central states will never let them be as strong as they are in terms 

of economy, global politics etc. According to this theory, underdeveloped actors need to break up with the institutions and 

‘values’ of the powerful states. Rational choice theory attaches a special importance to the actors’ choice as well as the 

cultural patterns and institutions under which those choices are made. In this sense, every decision and action has its own 

peculiarities and we cannot blame the actors for those moves and initiatives (Sayarı & Bilgin, 2010:12–19). 
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  For the comparison at hand, the EU and the Middle East case fits into somewhere in between modernization and 

dependency theory. In other words, the Middle East should evolve into a possible “Middle Eastern Union” in line with the 

modernization prospects and the region must do this for its independence. This sounds paradoxical according to the 

dependency theory, but modernization does not automatically mean you that you end up with a bad replica of the Western 

states.   

The EU and a Possible ‘Middle Eastern Union’ 

 Since at least one concrete example is needed (not two ‘possibilities’ which at the same time means “possibility of 

possibility), the comparison should be made through the European Union. The first question is “What are the ingredients of 

the EU?” Although the Union today is described as an economic giant and a political dwarf, the initiative began in politics. 

Especially in 1950s the integration idea was based upon a federalist and political unification project. In other words, a 

strong political will is needed for even just an economic cooperation or union, and of course it is a must for creating a 

political edifice (Karadut, 2013b:16). In this sense, four points can be made to explain the success of the EU ‘project’: 

visionary politicians, leadership axis of two big states (France and Germany), political will and a consensus approach 

(Cameron, 2010:2).  

 When we look at the Middle East in the light of these four points mentioned above, the situation seems ‘too-very 

complicated’. No state and sub-state actors show any sign of unification. From a consensus standpoint, the same is true. No 

actor in the region comes together for an economic or political cooperation even they try to engage in their internal affairs 

by using non and sub-state agents just like Hezbollah. Taking these issues into account, it is unlikely to see a leadership 

axis in the region as it once was in Europe between France and Germany that were old enemies. When we look at the 

region, we have a similar hostility between Israel and Palestine and unfortunately it seems next to impossible for these two 

to cooperate. Lastly, in Europe, there were visionary politicians such as Schumann and Monet. In the Middle East, there is 

a pressing lack of moderate and visionary politicians. Maybe Arafat may have done something for the peace in the region. 

What we have in the region in terms of politicians, we see radical political actors who refuse to compromise. 

 All the points just mentioned seem a little bit hopeless. However, there are also positive points. Imagine Europe 

60-70 years ago, it was a tormented continent by dictators, by political radicals, by genocide and of course a big war. And 

now, if we ‘omit’ the fragmented Balkans (we can call it the Middle East in Europe), the continent is the most tranquil land 

on earth. So, the Middle East can try to reconstruct itself from zero. Like a warring continent reached peace through unity 

by creating what turned out to be the EU, Arabs, Kurds, Turks and other nations and nationalities could find and pave the 

way for a closer union or relations at least. Since almost all problems in the region, from poverty to refugee crises, from 

water shortages to sectarianism are too big for an individual state to solve on its own. Besides, the current distribution of 

resources, technology and information entails a cooperative action: Egypt has a great human potential while Libya has an 

excess in capital and Turkey possesses technical expertise especially on infrastructure construction. What is needed is put 

the pieces to together or connect the dots. In terms of a common culture, it can be said that the Middle East saw many great 

political actors (especially empires) which kept the region sound and coherent. In addition, the region has important 

similarities among the actors like in the language, history and culture. And these actors in question are not the parts of a 

patchwork but a picture. Besides Turkey still stands as a great example of them, as mentioned at the beginning; Turkey is 

the diverse case for both the Middle East and Europe (Husain, 2014: 1–3).  
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 To touch upon Turkey’s special position here, Turkey is the sole inheritor of an empire and a brilliant example of 

modernization process. However, Turkey has its own kind of problems. Turkey is too much European for the Middle East, 

and too much ‘oriental’ for Europe. As far as Turkey’s foreign policy concerned, it is closer to Europe and the European 

Union. And Turkey’s position, especially after 9/11 events, like other middle-range example countries such as Brazil and 

Iran, has gained a specific importance, for Turkey is seen as a ‘stabilizing’ actor between Europe and the Middle East. 

Concluding Remarks: Regional Integrations and the Middle East 

 Today’s ever-globalizing world, regional integrations and global regions has become an integral part of acting 

economically, politically and even socially. And global regionalization process has its objective reasons and motives, 

though political figures or states have played leading roles in some of them.  

 Firstly, regional integrations as a result of some objective reasons not a camping or grouping based upon cultural 

and religious motives. External changes and motivations force the individual states come together and unify their powers to 

enlarge their influences otherwise they are not able have on their own and, as noted, which is the very basic rationale of the 

European Union. Individual states have started to engage in economic and political cooperation and what is more important 

than that, they have set up specific institutions for this purpose: ASEAN in the Pacific region, MERCOSUR in the Latin 

America, NAFTA in the North America etc. They are of course not as sound and coherent examples as the European Union 

is (Cameron, 2005:1). However, this is a remarkable trend and tendency that world has seen confederal co-operations and 

institutions. If not non-federal, even the EU is not a federation in full sense, for it is “more than a confederation and less 

than a federation”.  

 Countries choose to form loose ties among them in face of the regional integration trend, and they response to this 

by creating confederation like institutions: Firstly, small states are eager to join in confederal economic and political 

edifices to minimize the risk of assimilation. Secondly, the risk of ethnic conflict and separatist movements could be 

warded off in confederal integrations. Thirdly, getting together under such institutions help the states use and enhance their 

economic sources and capacities. Finally, those confederal institutions are functional in solving security problems 

(Karadut, 2013b:15–16). Another important fact is that the problems such as climate change, international terror, 

immigration etc. are getting harder and harder to be tackled by individual political actors. In other words, as the prevailing 

political scale for the last two-three centuries, nation-states are too small for global problems and too big for local issues. 

And rescaling or recalibration in terms is political unit stands as a real-crucial issue for global politics as it has been 

throughout the history from city states to standesaats, from kingdoms to nation-states (Karadut, 2013a:32). As Mouffe 

points out that the world should be “pluri-verse” instead of “uni-verse” where regional political entities engage in a 

hegemonic ‘war’ on global problems at the level of political discourse by the hand of agonistic politics that allows no part 

to destroy the rest. In doing so, it will be possible to get rid of “the west and the rest” dichotomy, assuming a way of 

modern convergence, but it would be a set of plural and conflicting actors (Mouffe, 2015: 42–43).  

CONCLUSIONS 

 Taking all these points together, it could be assumed that the Middle East ‘ought to’ think about itself. As pointed 

out earlier in this paper, if the Middle East wants to be an active political subject instead of a geopolitical object of global 

politics external to itself, it has to create aforementioned political will and start a regional integration process which is not 

merely based upon strategic economic interests but also a political vision in which peace, stability, human rights, 
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democracy, social and cultural development are embedded. To put it differently, the Middle East should take the EU as an 

example as the other regional integration institutions such as ASEAN, NAFTA and MERCOSUR do. In other words; only 

through a strong political will and appropriate political edifice/organization (the height) could the Middle East turn its 

potential (population and territory: baser) into an active power and emerges as a solid actor in global politics. 
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