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In a previous article, I have pointed out 

the role of religion and the social group 

in the struggle for power in Libya. In 

this article, I assume that any scientist 

in Libyan social and political history 

concludes that the struggle for power 

in Libya is, from another perspective, 

objectively related to geography, upon 

which the modern State of Libya has 

been built up with its borders as known 

today. Besides, it is where 

demographic groups have been living 

with disagreements among each other 

on common logic and style of living 

due to objective reasons, as they have 

been disagreeing since the first days of 

independence. 

In terms of sociology, politics, 

administration and economy, the 

modern Libyan state was not a 

complete product of domestic factors 

in Libya although their initial features 

existed in a manner that do not 

correspond with the modern definition 

of a state / country. During its two 

periods of rule which began in the 16th 

century, the Ottomans did not succeed 

in building a national Libyan identity 

as a basis for a modern state later, 

neither did the Alqurmanlih family 

which ruled the country between the 

periods of the Ottmomans. 

 

It might be the case that Libya's 

features that emerged after the 

independence in 1951 began to take 

shape during the Italian occupation due 

to two reasons: first, the fight against 

the sole occupant, where the 

population of the three regions of 

Tripoli (Tripolitania), Barqa 

(Cyrenaica) and Fezzan participated in 

resistance although it was a separate 

participation in most stages. Second, 

the decisions issued by the occupation 

on how to deal with a single Libya 

according to the geography that shaped 

the borders of modern Libya in the 

thirties of the twentieth century. Thus, 

these two factors launched the 

beginning of the establishment of the 

well-known Libya, at least from the 

point of view of law and in accordance 

with the theoretical definitions of 

modern politics. 

Being the most important basis to 

create stabilized political conditions in 

any country, as it includes 

administration and economy patterns, 

social history in Libya had not 

completed its constructive path to 

create a modern state that is subject to 

the terms and definitions of a modern 

state. The reasons for that are related to 

the fact that the founders of the Libyan 

state have not reach agreements 

through negotiations and discussions, 

but rather ended up with a social and 

political contract which resulted in a 
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national identity. Henceforth, it has 

become a basis for comprehensive 

socialization programs to form national 

character. The huge size of modern 

Libya, the non-integration of all of its 

demographic components of this 

sprawling space, and the intervention 

of external factors, did not allow social 

and economic development which 

creates an agreed upon political 

identity. The failure of the founding 

generation to reach the logic and 

patterns of coexistence might be due to 

their focus on the priority of 

independence from the occupation and 

on rescuing Libya from entering the 

tunnel of a long British/ French 

Mandate. 

The people of the city of Tripoli in 

particular have formed social trends 

and economic activities for themselves 

that are not linked to regions, cities and 

rural areas of Barqa, especially in 

Derna, Ajdabia and later on Benghazi. 

Tripoli was associated with either 

piracy and maritime trade, or land 

trade with Fezzan along with an 

ongoing social and economic activity 

with neighboring Tunisia. Politically, 

Tripoli was subject to two patterns of 

administration, an external Turkish one 

or a local administration represented 

by the councils of elders. 

In contrast, the movement of trade and 

social relations was active between 

Barqa and Egypt's border areas which 

has created a permanent market for the 

surplus of grain and livestock that is 

sold by Barqa tribes in the north and 

south-east in Matruh, Sidi Barrani and 

other Egyptian areas. Also, the tribes 

moved from Barqa to Egypt and vice 

versa, which is continuing until the 

present time. 

Fezzan was socially and economically 

associated with areas from Chad, Niger 

and Northern Sudan. Some in the 

south-west were associated with the 

areas from the adjacent Algeria. 

As a result of the widening 

demographic vacuum between the 

three regions as well as the lack of 

infrastructure, transport and 

communication, it was not easy to 

perform any economic, agricultural, 

industrial, commercial, or social 

activities relations. Neither it was easy 

to create social relations between 

people in these three regions unless in 

some cases where trade routes were 

essential to re-settle some people from 

Barqa in Fezzan in particular. 

Neither the Ottomans, nor the 

Alqurmanlion family were able to 

reach a level where they could 

establish governance bodies, a 

centralized or a local administration 

that belong to centralized institutions 

representing a state in its modern 

political and social  definition. Even 

the migration movement from west to 

east was governed by urgent political 

factors related to the wars in the 

Alqurmanliyn era or economic factors 

represented in the movement of part of 

the demographic Tripolitania towards 

Derna and Benghazi mainly, and least 

due to religious reasons related to 

traveling to the Holy Land pilgrimage. 
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This social and economic reality has 

had clear impact on the areas of the 

spread, influence and later on the rule 

of the Senussi who were stationed in 

Barqa, some areas of Fezzan and to 

less extent in Tripolitania, which had a 

political system represented by the 

Ottomans and Alqurmanlion family as 

well as a stable religious authority 

compared to Barqa and Fezzan. 

Libyans began resistance against the 

Italian occupation since 1911 almost 

until the separate announcement of the 

Tripolitanian Republic. The resistance 

in the west was led by political, social 

and religious leadership that is not 

linked to the Senussi who were leading 

the resistance in Barqa in terms of 

administration and loyalty. Both were 

not organically, socially or politically 

linked to the resistance in Fezzan, 

except in certain times. Furthermore, 

the systematic and continuous 

communication might have begun after 

the Gharyan conference which was 

held after the failure of negotiations 

between the leaders of the Republic of 

Tripoli and the Italians in Tripoli. 

The communication between Tripolian 

leaders and the Senussis began on the 

basis of single occupier which 

considered Libya as once political 

entity. The rapprochement between 

Tripolians and the people of Barqa was 

political more than military in their 

resistance against the Italians. Only 

few times they did unify in battles. The 

Turks managed to persuade some 

leaders from the province of Tripoli to 

ally with them against the English who 

were fighting the Germans and their 

Turkish allies. People of Barqa, led by 

prince Idris, chose to ally with the 

English against the Germans and 

therefore Turkey. This was based on a 

semi-agreement to grant Barqa 

independence after Prince Idris 

assumed leadership from Ahmad Al-

Sharif in Barqa who was an alliance to 

the Turks and fought against the 

English which resulted in the defeat of 

his forces along with the Turkish ones. 

The efforts exerted by resistance 

leaders in Tripoli have had a pivotal 

role in uniting the national Libyan 

political work with Barqa, especially in 

the period between the two world wars. 

After World War II, the Libyan case 

was reopened internationally thanks to 

the great efforts made by the Libyan 

leaders of the three regions or three 

nations - as they were called in the 

literature of the first half of the 

twentieth century, including 

correspondence between the leaders of 

the three regions. 

When Libya became almost 

independent at the end of the forties, 

and in contrast to the British-French-

Italian approach, which was backed by 

the United States, disagreements had 

emerged between the Libyans on the 

foundations of the modern Libyan 

state. The disagreements were sharp 

between the three regions, whether 

with respect to the constitutionality of 

what was issued by the non-elected 

National Assembly, the federal system, 

or the location of the capital. 

However, and due to the reasons that 

the United Nations and its 

representative in Libya, the Arab and 

Islamic countries (which have a UN 

membership on the future of Libya and 

which support granting Libya full 

independence), as well as the fact that 
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the Libyan leaders themselves have 

rushed to end both occupation and 

mandate, Libyans were not given and 

opportunity to go into in-depth and 

extensive dialogues that produce 

detailed agreements to end disputes 

and the disagreement on the 

fundamental issues of the state, such as 

the governance system, the 

ruling/administrative system, the 

relationship between the three regions, 

the concept of political life, Libya's 

relationship with the Arab, Islamic and 

international communities as well as its 

position from the Greater Arab issues. 

On the contrary, all of these factors 

pushed towards the declaration of the 

independence of Libya at the end of 

1951. The era of the Cold War 

probably played a major role in 

accelerating the independence of 

Libya, while retaining strong relations 

with the Western camp. 

Libya gained its independence, which 

was mostly based on international 

political shifts,   and resulted from the 

resolutions of the major powers at the 

United Nations. However, and after 

independence, the relationship between 

King Idris and the leaders of the state 

of Tripoli was remained unstable. The 

dispute resulted in the freezing of 

parties' work and restrictions on 

political activity. This dispute, which 

was essentially one between the people 

of Barqa and the Tripolians, continued 

and resulted in the constitutional 

amendment of 1963, which abolished 

the federal system and thus Tripoli 

became the only capital of Libya. This 

was in conjunction with the Libya's 

benefiting from the export of oil. 

This transformation towards 

centralized governance and 

administration was not welcomed by 

the people of Barqa, and even among 

those who supported the growth of 

Arab nationalism in Libya, as they 

considered monarchy an ally to the 

Western colonialism which facilitated 

the occupation of Palestine and led the 

tripartite aggression against Egypt. 

Over time, social and political reasons 

for the continuation of monarchy were 

weakened even in Barqa which 

initially incubated the Senussi 

movement. This resulted in the birth of 

a new social and political era. 

While moving from Barqa, the army 

took advantage of all these conditions, 

and maybe received support from 

outside the region so as to end the 

monarchy era; however, it did not 

succeed in dismantling the basis of the 

geography and demography dispute 

and conflict in Libya. Besides, it has 

reinforced the centralization of 

government and administration, and 

sought to dismantle the social relations 

between the historical states to serve 

the continuance of its power. During 

his reign, the political, economic and 

social marginalization of the Parties 

widened. And even with the 

emergence of Gaddafi's son, Saif al-

Islam, who raised the slogans of 

reform, the discussions and procedures 

were not serious to resolve the 

structural problems caused by the 

geography and demography in the 

structures of governance and 

administration in Libya. 
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It was not expected that the popular 

uprising against Gaddafi in February 

2011 will deal with the problems, or 

put it on the table of negotiations to 

reach a genuine dialogue where all 

Libyans with different geographic and 

demographic backgrounds will 

participate and where no one is 

excluded, so as to reach 

understandings regarding all the core 

issues, and reach a number of 

associated details before proceeding in 

a political process where its 

frameworks, features and 

administration and power structures 

are not agreed upon. The basis of 

unpredictability was the sharp conflict 

that emerged between geography and 

demography during the months of 

uprising against Gaddafi, what 

followed afterword, as well as the fact 

that some elites who were affiliated to 

the previous era conflicts of geography 

and demography backgrounds who 

took control in the power structures 

and the February Administration. 

Also, the educated and academic elite 

in the divided Libya did not investigate 

the reasons of the uprising against 

Gaddafi and if this uprising was 

socially and economically against 

Gaddafi in his person or against the 

patterns of centralized governance, 

administration and economy, or, in 

other words, if the conflict was 

between central Tripoli and the 

peripheral Barqa and Fezzan.  The 

educated and academic elite did not 

look into that with subjectivity based 

on the social and historical research 

methods. It did not also raise crucial 

questions neither about the reason of 

the uprising in Barqa nor the reason 

why most of uprising movements 

begin from Barqa, or even why the 

demands of the regions and provinces 

that are geographically and 

demographically far from the central 

authority (which was inherited by the 

February uprising from the September 

coup) were shown as a movement 

against nationality and territorial 

integrity. Among political and 

educated elites in Tripoli, nationalism 

is interpreted as the acceptance of the 

centralized authority, administration 

and economy as left by Gaddafi. 

Finally, the educated and academic 

elite did not investigate if there is a 

class struggle between geography and 

demography in Libya. 

I believe that the conflicts and disputes 

we face after February, and despite the 

attempt to give them religious and 

national dogmatic justifications, are the 

same reasons that led to undermine 

monarchy then led to the uprising 

against Gaddafi. After February, 

sufficient reasons were created for the 

outbreak of civil wars that are 

widening and not receding. This civil 

wars will not be solved by 

reconciliations or negotiations founded 

on the continued imposition of the 

central state and the focus of its 

economy as well as influence in a 

specific point of geography under the 

management of the same specific 

groups without other. Urgent solutions 

will only add insult to injury. 

Consequently, it will cause more wars 

and expand breach between the 

demographic components to Libya 

which are already uncorrelated with 

understandings and programs of social 

and political upbringing. 
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While studying the differences that 

took and still take place in the Sixty 

Committee, which is authorized to 

submit the draft of the permanent 

constitution as well as the press 

conferences held by the social and 

political groups in the Committee, it 

can be noticed that the huge difference 

and the conflict have been affected by 

geographical, demographical or 

geopolitical backgrounds in Libya. 

So far, the Libyans in their historical 

movement could not establish a 

political and social contract for their 

own, and they have failed to lay the 

foundations for coexistence between 

them after every success in achieving 

their independence or in the removal of 

injustice inflicted on them. 
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About LOOPS 

The Libyan Organization Of Policies & Strategies (LOOPS) is an 

independent, nonprofit and nongovernmental institution founded in 

December 2014 in Tripoli, Libya. A representative branch was founded in 

Istanbul in January 2015. 

The organization carries out research and studies related to emerging 

policy and strategy issues with the aim of generating effective and 

successful policies and providing support to decision-makers. The 

organization devotes its efforts to improving the performance of Libyan 

institutions and advancing the economic and social welfare of the Libyan 

people. It seeks to spread the notions and concepts of quality, good 

governance, strategic planning and a culture of excellence so as to 

improve the performance of Libyan institutions. 

LOOPS aspires to promote and spread knowledge about public policies 

and strategies to the state through the dissemination of statistics, studies 

and periodic reports. It also organizes conferences, workshops and 

forums as platforms for discussion, the exchange of opinions and 

spreading knowledge. 
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