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Abstract:

The “Pearl Spring”, the mass protest movement which occurred in Bahrain in 2011, gathered a
lot of attention amid the wave of the Arab Spring. However, this protest movement was
repressed and the monarchy held onto its rule. What has happened to the country since then? The
existing literature has shown that Bahraini politics after the 2011 uprising have been
characterized by strengthened authoritarian rule and deepening social divisions. Against this
background, this article examines formal and informal, royal-led and society-led attempts for
national reconciliation. Though sincere efforts to bridge these social divisions have been made,
their success has been limited. This article illustrates that a lack of mutual trust or consensus on
the form of governance has led to this limited success. Furthermore, examination of the situation
of youth societies also reveals the influence of the rules of the game exerted on the civilian
society. To overcome such a dilemma, there was a call for national consensus on the Bahraini
constitution, but divisions among the society as a whole, as well as among the ruling family and

the opposition, have cast a shadow over national reconciliation.
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1. Introduction

What is the situation in Bahrain after the Pearl Uprising, a mass protest movement against the
ruling regime in 2011 in Bahrain? The protest movement emerged during the course of the Arab
Spring, a series of popular protest movements that arose in the Middle East and North African
(MENA) countries. It started from Tunisia and spread out all over the region. The Pearl Uprising in
Bahrain was one of the largest in scale among the Arab Spring movements in the Middle East: it is
reported that more than 150,000 people attended a mass rally held on February 22, 2011 (BICI 2011:
88). Considering the total population in Bahrain, which was estimated to be approximately 1,200,000
people in 2011 (Gulf Labor Markets and Migration Database), almost half of them being Bahraini
nationals, the number of people involved should make us realize how massive the rally was.
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In the immediate aftermath of the uprising, the small country attracted considerable attention with
anticipation for a change in the status quo in the existing regimes (Lulu 2011). However, as was the
case in most of the countries in the MENA, the protest movement in Bahrain could not make
fundamental changes to the status quo. Rather, it was destroyed by the brutal repression of the ruling
regime. Peninsula Shield Force (Dir al-Jazira), which was organized by the Gulf Cooperation Council
(GCC), composed mainly of 1,200 troops from Saudi Arabia and 800 from the UAE, was sent to
Bahrain to clear the protesters on March 14, 2011 (Bronner 2011). Lynch describes the crackdown of
protesters by the Peninsula Shield Force as “one of the most comprehensive, brutal, and oppressive of
any in the region” (Lynch 2012: 111).

After the large protest rallies ended, the ruling regime increased its oppressive measures. It imposed
harsh repressions on the civil society and took excessive discriminatory measures against the opposition.
Under the State of National Safety declared on March 15, 2011, a number of court convictions without
proper legal process and the torture of detainees is reported (BICI 2011: 416-417). Oppressive measures
have targeted the society as a whole, including firing workers from their jobs for their suspected
participation in protests, and the destruction of Shiite mosques by security forces (Fakhro 2013).

Thus, the ruling regime managed to overcome the challenge from the people, and to destroy
anticipation for change with their heavy hand. Except for Tunisia, where autocratic rule by President
Ben Ali has turned into and managed to preserve democratic polity until now, popular uprisings in the
MENA were muted and ended without fundamental changes to the ruling regimes. In particular, the
situation applies to the monarchies. All the monarchies in the MENA maintained their authoritarian
rule, while Bahrain is the sole example that experienced massive oppositional movements.

How has the crackdown on the popular uprising in Bahrain affected its society? The situation
after the Arab Spring in Bahrain is characterized by a deepening of social divisions. As is referred to in
the report of the Bahrain Independent Commission of Inquiry (BICI: al-Lajna al-Bahrayniya
al-Mustaqilla li-Taqasst al-Haqa’iq), during the course of the events in February and March 2011, it
was documented that sectarian clashes, attacks on expatriates, and violent clashes between students
occurred in a number of areas in the country (BICI 2011: 416).

At the same time as this deepening of social divisions, several attempts for social reconciliation
were made after the crackdown on the popular movements, both from the government and from the
civil society, and both formally and informally. This article focuses on the reconciliatory attempts and
examines the reason for the persistence of extraordinary social divisions in Bahrain. In particular, this
article examines the National Dialogue (Hiwar al-Tawafuq al-Watani) initiated by the government and
the activities of one particular type of civil societal organization: youth societies (al-Jam‘Tya
al-Shababitya). This non-political type of civil societal organization has been increasingly committed to
the serious challenges that Bahraini society has faced since the uprising. In the context of
reconciliatory measures, some studies examine the governmental dialogues, but references to the
youth activities are limited. Comparing the reconciliatory attempts of both sides, this article
contributes to deepen our understanding of the situation in Bahrain.

The importance of focusing on youth activities is twofold. First, the youth constitutes a
significant component of the country. The population of under twenty five years old amounts to 34.7%
(World Factbook 2017). Though the ratio is lower than other MENA countries, their presence and
their discontent with the politics of their country must have been a strong promoter of the uprising in
2011, as was the case for other MENA countries. At the same time though, it is too naive to think that

extremist groups are the sole representatives of the youth. An attempt to examine more moderate
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activities would be an important step towards grasping the whole picture of the activities of the youth
in Bahrain, which would enable us to put extremist groups in a clearer perspective.

Second, focusing on the civil society would provide another perspective on the contemporary
politics of Bahrain. The civil society in Bahrain has a rich historical legacy and a number of studies
have been made on it, but only a limited number of studies have been made on the subject since the
uprising in 2011. Most of these studies have focused on the repressive measures, adept ruling
strategies, or the strength of the coercive apparatus of the ruling regime. Then how do the ruled
respond to these governmental strategies? How do they attempt to influence these strategies? Focusing
on the civil society enables us to examine these questions.

The study of Bahrain would also be an important basis for examining the current social situations
in MENA, especially in the monarchies in the Gulf. Strengthened authoritarian control over the society
and deepened social division is commonly seen in the MENA countries. These regimes have taken
similar courses: they experienced large public demonstrations in 2011, managed to surmount the
challenges, and in turn, strengthened their authoritarian power, making use of social dividing lines.
What is remarkable about the Gulf monarchy is the pivotal roles that the monarch and the royal family
play in determining the direction of the social situations. An examination of the interplay between the
royal circle and the civil society is required for comprehensive understanding of the current social
situation in the region, and due to the historically-created pluralistic culture and social movements, the
case of Bahrain demonstrates one of the most serious conflicts between them in the region.
Considering the recent upsurge of social divisions in the region as a whole, as well as in the Gulf
monarchies, the case of Bahrain would be a good prior example.

2. Literature Review

Bahraini society has long been struggling for wider political participation against the Al-Khalifa
family’s authoritarian rule. Bahrain is a country where “the first and most powerful labor movement
arose in the Gulf” (Louér 2008: 35). Workers of the Bahrain Petroleum Company (BAPCO) organized
its first general strike in 1938, and the development of the labor movements culminated in the creation
of a political organization, the National Union Committee (Hay’a al-Ittihad al-Watan1), in 1954, which
led the wave of strikes in 1954-56. In the context of intercommunal disturbance, the committee called
for “national unity,” and “demanded a constitution, an elected legislative assembly, a modern penal
code, a constitutional court and legalization of labor unions.” (Khalaf 1985). Accordingly, the committee
generated a trade union, the Bahrain Labor Federation in October 1955 (Louér 2008: 35). Finally, The
movement was cracked down upon and its activities were banned in 1956 amidst the peaking of support
for Egyptian President Nasser, who was a formidable foe of the conservative monarchies at the time
(Kerr 1971), but the story of the labor movement in Bahrain which began in the relatively early period
of state building illustrates the strength of Bahrain’s civil society, compared to other Gulf states'.

After the country’s independence from the United Kingdom in 1971, the ruling regime

1 Aside from Bahrain, Kuwait also has a relatively autonomous civil society. The history of the conflicts and
negotiations between the ruling family and merchants created the space of civil society. The longer history of
parliamentary life in Kuwait, which began in 1962, illustrates its distinctive nature. Considering the different paths
that Bahrain and Kuwait took in the event of Arab Spring, comparative studies between these two countries would
contribute to developing the argument of this study. For more detail on the history of politics and civil society in
Kuwait, see (Crystal 1995, Tétreault 2000).
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established a constitution in 1973. Based on the constitution, a parliamentary election was held in the
same year. The parliament became a forum for public debate, but this was finally dissolved by the then
ruler (Amir), ‘Isa ibn Salman al-Khalifa in 1975. Though political activities were limited and tightly
controlled by the ruling regime, demands for greater political participation continuously evolved into
public rallies. After the accession of power from ‘Isa ibn Salman al-Khalifa to Hamad ibn ‘Isa
al-Khalifa in 1999, the new Amir started political reforms to widen citizens’ political rights and
reopened the parliament. Since these political reforms were limited in order to maintain the strong
authoritarian power of the ruling regime, voices for greater political participation still remained.

The Pearl Uprising and its crackdown in 2011 exacerbated the citizens’ political situation by
putting them under strong repression by the regime®. In this context, the process of dissent and
resistance to the authoritarian regime and the issues of political participation® have gathered much
academic attention as well as political competition for citizens’ political participation in the past
(Neumann 2013, Shehabi and Jones ed. 2015, Valeri 2015, Zunes 2013).

Indeed, it is important to understand “the rules of the game by which both opposition and
incumbent elites should play” (Lust-Okar 2005: 169), which determines the varieties of means that the
authoritarian regime takes to maintain its power. The authoritarian regime creates formal rules to
exclude political oppositions systematically, which prevents massive and coherent public dissents
against the authoritarian regime in an effective manner. Thus the rules of the game dictate the direction
that authoritarian regime takes in relation to the oppositional forces. However, it does not fully explain
how people act under the rules of the game. The rules of the game inform us of the overall direction
that the country under study takes, but it falls short of addressing the varieties of reactions from the
society to overcome the dominance of the rule of the authoritarian regime. What need to be discussed
are the actions in the sphere of civil society under the “formal” framework of politics between the
ruling regime and the opposition.

In addition to the authoritarian rule, the Sunni-Shiite division has also gathered academic
attention. Bahrain’s ruling family, the Khalifa family, which has ruled the country since the 18
century, are Sunni Muslims. On the other hand, the majority of the population in Bahrain is Shiite: it is
estimated that 65 to 75 per cent of the population in Bahrain are Shiite Muslims (Pew Research Center
2009). Under such a circumstance, it is argued that the ruling regime favors the Sunni population due
to the Sunni tribal derivation of the royal family*, which has sometimes led to a conflict between the
ruling Sunni regime and ruled Shiite population (Al-Mdaires 2002, Bahry 2000). In addition, the
ruling Sunni regime is pursuing “a strategy of naturalization of Sunnis” (Matthiesen 2013: 35), which
is an attempt to increase the proportion of Sunnis in Bahrain through giving Bahraini nationality to
Sunni foreigners®. This particularly applies to the situation after the Pearl Uprising. With a regional
upsurge of sectarian tensions, politics regarding sectarian conflict in Bahrain has been gathering much
more attention in recent years (Al-Rawi 2015, Gengler 2013a, Kasbarian and Mabon 2016, Louér
2013, Matthiesen 2013, Moore-Gilbert 2016, Wehrey 2014).

2 The strong repression itself gathered international attention and became a subject of examination (BICI 2011,
Amnesty 2012).

3 Lulu (2011) argues that the Pearl Uprising should be understood as a movement for civil rights and liberties.

4 A Babhraini Citizen (1985) points out that “[t]The closer one’s relationship to the emir, the more property one
controls. There’s a lot of discontent among the Shi‘a who live in those areas.”

5 The story of “naturalization” came to light through the publication of a report by Dr. Salah al-Bandar (so-called
“Al Bandar report”) in September 2006. See (Bahrain Center for Human Rights 2006).
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The literature claims that the sectarian conflicts in Bahrain have been somewhat created and
preserved by the ruling regime. This set of literature also focuses on the rules of the game. What is
happening in the sphere of civil society under the influence of the Sunni-Shiite division, in addition to
authoritarian rule? Discussion on the civil society is quite limited. Some studies examine the
radicalized opposition of youth groups, which call for overthrowing the current regime by means of
violence, and these studies describe the conflict between the ruling regime and radicalized groups®.
The emergence of radicalized youth movements is a significant consequence of the current ruling
system in Bahrain, but what effect does the current ruling system exert on Bahraini civil society as a
whole? To cope with this question, we need to consider non-radical movements as well’. Non-radical,
moderate movements do not approve of resorting to violence in changing the status quo. They pursue
non-violent means to reform the current situation, such as holding talks between the ruling regime and
the opposition groups, as well as proposing reforms under the current regime. While the characteristics
of these moderate groups mean they are subordinate to the ruling regime to a certain degree, when
considering the national dialogue within the divided country, they are one of the important key actors
that determine the success of the dialogue.

This focus on the civil society in Bahrain would contribute to a deeper understanding of
contemporary Bahraini society. In addition, the insight of this case study would contribute to the study
of civil society as a whole. As one scholar points out, civil society in the MENA countries cannot be
captured properly by casting traditional roles on it, that is, the roles of “an important counterbalance to
the state and a stumbling block for tyranny by functioning as an intermediate realm between the state/
political, economic/business, and private/family spheres” (Hardig 2015: 1132-1133). The lines
between political and civil spheres are blurred and their rules and functions are still under debate. The
case study of this article would also contribute to the discussion.

3. Social Division and Regime-led National Dialogue in Bahrain after the Pearl Uprising

Table 1 Timeline of Events in Bahrain after the Arab Spring
Date Event
March 12,2011 Conclusion of the MoU between Crown Prince Salman and the oppositions
June 29,2011 The king directed the creation of the Bahrain Independent Commission of
Inquiry (BICI)
July 2011 Beginning of the first National Dialogue (completed in February 2013)
November 23,2011 BICI published a report examining the governmental measures toward the
uprising in 2011
May 3, 2012 The king announced a constitutional amendment

6 In particular, the February 14 Youth Coalition (I’tilaf Shabab Thawra 14 Fibrayir)has been a main focus of studies
on Bahraini youth movements. This radical youth movement sets as its primary goal overthrowing the ruling
Khalifa regime (Diwan 2014: 6; Jones 2012).

7 There are several exceptions to the trend. Alsayed (2014) examines the overall trend of youth activism in the
Persian Gulf. al-Hasan (2015) examines a moderate youth movement in Bahrain, Gathering of National Unity. As I
demonstrate in the following, this movement is a sort of exclusively Sunni social movement. We need to move
from here to more a comprehensive review of the contemporary youth movements in Bahrain. Lastly, Kinninmont
and Sirri (2014) examines the situation of civil society in Bahrain as a whole after the Pearl Uprising. This study is
quite informative on the overall situation of Bahrain’s civil society, but its aim is mainly fact finding and policy
recommendation, which does not directly address the issue here.
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February 10,2013  Beginning of the second National Dialogue (suspended in January 2014)
July 17,2016 Outlawing and dissolution of the Al-Wifaq (main Shiite opposition group)
May 31,2017 Outlawing and dissolution of the WAAD (main secular opposition group)

June 4, 2017 Shut down of the Al-Wasat daily (independent newspaper)

The beginning of the attempts for reconciliation was a royal initiative. The country was divided
between the ruling regime’s supporters including the security apparatus and the opposition groups
during the course of the popular uprising in the beginning three months of 2011. The crackdown on the
protest movements by force, which inevitably inflicted heavy casualties on the protest participants
provoked harsh criticism both from the society and the international community. To address the
situation, King® Hamad directed the establishment of BICI on June 29, 2011. The commission was
composed of five members led by Dr. Sharif Basyiini, an expert on international law, and it aimed at
the examination of the governmental measures toward the popular uprising in 2011. In the end, it
published a report exceeding 500 pages on November 23, 2011, including recommendations to the
government. The Bahrain government claims that they implemented the majority of the
recommendations the report proposed, but some outside assessments asserted that this should not be
taken at face value (Katzman 2018: 6). For example, Zunes points out that the king refused to
acknowledge the report’s findings, refrained from blaming the security forces for the massive
repression and instead, he blamed Iran for the unrest (Zunes 2013: 156). The consequence of the report
suggests the regime’s limited intentions for social reconciliation: the establishment of the BICI itself
was the goal of the regime, which gave the regime some degree of international reputation, and
transforming its way of rule was not. What the ruling regime pursued in the reconciliatory measure
was restoring social order under re-approval of the rule by the monarchy. After all, the royal initiative
was no more than a strategy for maintaining its repressive authoritarian rule.

The second royal initiative was the National Dialogue (Hiwar al-Tawafuq al-Watan1), whose first
attempt was started in July 2011. The regime purported the purpose of the dialogue to be “bringing
together the various segments of the Bahraini society” and ultimately, achieving “the best interests of
the nation, and to protect the future of Bahrain and its people” (Council of Representatives, Kingdom
of Bahrain 2013: 1). It gathered more than 300 participants under the chairmanship of Khalifa ibn
Ahmad Al-Zahrani (speaker of the lower house). The participants were 70 members of the public, 40
senators, 5 representatives of the newspapers, 8 representatives of the trade unions, 31 people from
professional syndicates, and 35 people from 19 political societies (Fakhro 2013: 4).

However, the royal-initiated attempts for social reconciliation have failed. One of the main Shiite
opposition groups, al-Wifaq National Islamic Society (Jama‘Tlya al-Wifaq al-Watant al-Islamiya:
hereafter, al-Wifaq)’ withdrew from the Dialogue on July 17, 2011. The society complained that the
opposition was underrepresented in the Dialogue in terms of seats and time allocation (Al Jazeera
2011). In the end, the King announced a constitutional amendment on May 3, 2012 in line with the

8 According to the constitutional amendment in 2002, the title of the Bahraini monarch changed from Amir to King.
Al-Wifaq boycotted the 2002 parliamentary election, but participated in the 2006 parliamentary election and
obtained 17 seats. In the 2010 parliamentary election, it obtained 18 seats, which amounts to 45% of the total 40
seats. However, all of the deputies resigned from the parliament in February 2011 in opposition to governmental
repression of the protest movements (Katzman 2018: 4-5). The society boycotted the subsequent by-election, and
the 2014 parliamentary elections (Naar 2014). The government dissolved the society on July 17, 2016. Its funds
were frozen and transferred to the government (BBC News 2016).
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achievements of the Dialogue as well as the BICI report. The amendment gave more power to the
elected legislature, but it was far short of the demands of the opposition (Al Jazeera 2012, Bakri 2012).

The end result of the first National Dialogue also illustrates the limitation of the royal-led
initiatives for reconciliation, as well as the different expectations of the “dialogue” between the regime
and the society. Both had an interest in holding the National Dialogue, which led to the participation of
the representatives of both sides. However, what they expected from the dialogue was different. For
the ruling regime, holding the National Dialogue itself brings the regime a benefit. The regime could
adopt the face of a promoter for national reconciliation, which was directed to the society as well as
the international community. On the other hand, for the society, especially for the opposition
movements, their interests lay in the possibility of actually realizing the reforms that they had
demanded during the course of the uprising. From the perspective of the society, representation of each
of the camps in the National Dialogue was crucial. It effectively determined the possibility of the
satisfaction of their demands. The difference in their stances regulated the consequence of the National
Dialogue, which the ruling regime won due to their supremacy in the power relations vis-a-vis the
society, under the stronghold of the ruling power by the ruling family.

Therefore the second round of the National Dialogue also could not satisfy the society, under the
condition of the remaining gap between the regime and the society in terms of power relations. The
King introduced a second round of the National Dialogue, starting from February 10, 2013. The
Dialogue was chaired by Khalid ibn ‘AlT Al Khalifa (Minister of the Justice and Islamic Affairs, a
royal family member). The participants were 8 oppositional leaders including al-Wifaq and its
associated leaders, 8 pro-governmental leaders, 5 parliamentarians, and 3 ministers including the
Minister of Electricity and Works, the Minister of Education, and the Minister of Justice (Fakhro 2013:
5; Moritz 2015: 5). The Dialogue of this round could not discuss any issues other than the mechanism
of the Dialogue itself. The opposition withdrew from the Dialogue again: they protested at the arrest of
a prominent Shiite al-Wifaq affiliated figure, Khalil al-Marztq (Toumi 2014). He was arrested on
September 17, 2013, on charges of inciting terrorism. Finally the government officially suspended the
Dialogue on January 8, 2014 (Law 2014; Moritz 2015: 5).

As a result of the social unrest, repressive measures, and the failure of reconciliation, social
division in Bahrain is deepening, and repressive measures are being strengthened to resolve the
division by force, but this is leading to the radicalization of the opposition, especially that of the youth
(Ulrichsen 2013). Furthermore, moderate oppositional political societies such as al-Wifaq and The
National Democratic Action Society (Jama‘Tya al-‘Amal al-Watani al-Dimuqrati: hereafter, WAAD)'?,
were outlawed, and the last independent daily newspaper, Al-Wasat daily, was shut down on June 4,
2017, which made the country devoid of an independent daily newspaper (Human Rights Watch
2017).

In line with the “official” talk, Crown Prince Salman'! had unofficially sought dialogue with the
opposition. He previously attempted to hold a talk with the opposition at the height of the initial
protests in February to March 2011 (Ulrichsen and Fakhro 2012). The discussion resulted in the
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) on March 12, 2011, which called for amending the Constitution

10 WAAD was one of the main secular opposition groups in Bahrain, but its dissolution was ordered on May 31,
2017, due to the government’s accusation of supporting terrorism (Aboudi 2017).

11 Crown Prince Salman ibn Hamad ibn ‘Tsa Al Khalifa was born on October 21, 1969. He is a son of King Hamad
and has been crown prince since March 9, 1999.
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with a popular referendum for its approval. However, the reaction toward the MoU varied among
opposition groups, which led them to take a more aggressive stance toward the ruling regime, finally
resulting in the end of negotiations between the government and the opposition (BICI 2011: 168-169).

The crown prince’s call for dialogue was clearly expressed in his opening speech at the Manama
Dialogue' in November 2012. In the latter part of the speech, which was mainly aimed at Bahraini
society, he stated that “the majority of the people of Bahrain want a solution that puts the events of the
last year firmly in the past, and I believe, dialogue is the only way forward.” In addition, he said, “I am
not a prince of Sunni Bahrain, and not a prince of Shi‘a Bahrain. I am a prince of the Kingdom of
Bahrain, and this all means a great deal to me personally” (The International Institute for Strategic
Studies 2012). These statements demonstrate the crown prince’s reformative and reconciliatory stance.

In addition to the attempt to initiate talks in the beginning of the uprising, the crown prince also
made an unofficial attempt at reconciliation in 2013. Just after the arrest of ‘Alt Salman, another
prominent Shiite figure and the leader of the al-Wifaq, on December 28, 2013, the crown prince
gathered “senior leaders from across the political spectrum” (Gengler 2014) to his personal diwan to
discuss national reconciliation (Moritz 2015: 4-5). Furthermore, just after the official statement for
halting the second round of national dialogue, the crown prince met ‘Al Salman (EI Gamal 2014).

Then why did such official and unofficial attempts fail? Here we can see the lack of consensus
between the ruling regime and the opposition. In other words, they didn’t share mutual trust but rather
had mutual suspicion and mistrust. For the part of the ruling regime, it could not predict how far the
opposition would demand it to delegate its power to them. This can be seen in the crown prince’s
announcement after the opposition’s reaction to the MoU that the second round of national dialogue
faced difficulty in discussing even the mechanism or procedure of the dialogue itself. In addition, the
variety of stances toward the ruling regime among opposition groups strengthened the regime’s
suspicion of them. Political societies aimed at making dialogue with the government, while some
youth movements resorted to violence in the street.'

Despite the attempts at dialogue or reconciliation, the ruling regime has placed many repressive
measures on them since the uprising. This had the effect of encouraging the emergence of radical
movements. To a certain extent, the overly repressive attitude of the ruling regime is a result of
conflict within the royal family (Henderson 2014, Moritz 2015). As is shown in the attempts at
dialogue, while the King and the crown prince supported reconciliation, the long-reigning Prime
Minister, Khalifa ibn Salman supported repression of the opposition'*. Furthermore, there exist some
hardliners in the ruling family: the Khawalids. They are descendants of Khalid ibn ‘Ali Al Khalifa,
who was a governor of Rifa‘ and ruler of estates in Sitra and Nabth Salih (1869-1925) and a brother of
the eighth ruler, ‘Isa. Khalid ibn ‘Ali, who was known for his brutal suppression of the Shiites
(Gengler 2013b: 60). Since then the Khawalids'> have cast antagonistic eyes on the Shiite population
in Bahrain, which has led to opposition to the current attempts for reconciliation (Husayn 2015: 35).

12 Manama Dialogue has been held at Manama annually since 2014, under the patronage of International Institute for
Strategic Studies, established in the UK in 1958. See the latest homepage of Manama Dialogue 2018 (International
Institute for Strategic Studies).

13 Kerr (2013) describes the radicalized youth’s thoughts, activities and struggles against the government.

14 Moritz (2015: 4) describes the prime minister’s stance as “repressive responses associated with a conservative
pragmatist.”

15 Current members of Khawalids include Khalifa ibn Ahmad (Minister of Defense and army commander), Khalid
ibn Ahmad (Royal Court Minister), and Ahmad ibn ‘Afiyat Allah, who is their nephew (Husayn 2015: 35).
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Consequently the King is stuck with the internal division, and prevented from implementing reforms.
Under such circumstances, how are normal, non-radical civil societal movements working? To
answer this question, the key is to pay special attention to youth movements'¢. As is explained in the
next section, several youth movements attempt to perform such a role under the name of “youth
society”, a category of state-registered NGOs. To accomplish the aim, the author conducted interviews
with members of the moderate youth movements as well as members of other types of civil societies,
political societies and activists. In addition, the author gathered documents from several youth
societies and governmental institutions as well as journalistic reports. Based on the data, the next
section examines the youth movements’ attempts to overcome social division within the country, and

the limitations on their activities in the current situation in Bahrain.

4. Moderate Youth Movements Under the Authoritarian Rule in Bahrain

This section examines the reconciliatory measures taken by the youth movements in Bahrain.
Radical movements call for overthrowing the ruling regime through violent means, but within the
realm of the youth movements, there also exist moderate movements that do not resort to violence, but
pursue national dialogue. This article examines the latter type of movements, with case studies of three
kinds of movements within it: a registered society established as a branch of a political society, a
registered society independent of any political society, and a non-registered society.

Before moving to the case studies, a brief overview of the youth movements in Bahrain would be
helpful. In Bahrain, all organizations that wish to operate as a youth societies are required to register
with the government. Specifically, the Youth Society (al-Jam‘Tya al-Shababiya) is included in a
category of NGOs (al-Munazzamat al-Ahliya), and based on the 1989 NGO law'’. As one of the
NGOs, the Youth Society is put under the jurisdiction of the Ministry of Social Development. This is
in sharp contrast to political societies and trade unions: the former are under the jurisdiction of the
Ministry of Justice, and the latter are under the Ministry of Labor.

Registration of youth societies began in the 2000s, and the number of registered societies has
increased since then. In the period between 2000 and 2004, the number of established youth societies
was nine, and in the period between 2005 and 2009, the number increased to thirteen (Markaz
al-Watani li-Da‘am al-Munazzamat al-Ahliya 2009: 32). Despite the repressive circumstances after the
Arab Spring, some new comers have emerged such as Alkhalidiya Youth Society (registered in 2012),
Youth Pioneer Society (registered in 2012), Youth Professional Society (registered in 2014), and Fazat
Shabab Society (registered in 2016), to name a few.

With regard to their organization, orientation, and legal status, youth societies in Bahrain are

16 There exist several civil societies that seek national reconciliation outside the category of youth societies. ‘Bahrain
Unite Us (Bahrayn Watan Yujammi‘-na)’ initiative is a prominent example of this: a civil societal movement that
aims at relaxing sectarian conflict through workshops or other forms of civil participatory activities (Rafique
2012). A member of the movement mentioned that the initiative also provides support for youth societies in terms
of budget, experience, and status (author’s interview at Manama on October 17, 2016). Other than the initiative,
‘the National Encounter (al-Liqa’ al-Watan1)’ is also a prominent movement. It is an intra-sectarian group held
through the al-Oruba club (Moritz 2015: 6).

17 Officially, the name of the law is “Law of Associations, Social and Cultural Clubs, Special Committees Working in
the Field of Youth and Sports, and Private Foundations.” The law was formulated by the Decree Law No. 21 of
1989.
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classified into three types of societies. The first is a registered society established as a branch of a
political society. With the connection to the political society, this type of youth society benefits in two
ways. Firstly, it is financially sound, because the political society constitutes a stable source of
funding. In return, the youth society provides new members to the umbrella political society. Thus a
political-society-affiliated youth society functions as an apparatus for recruiting youth members to the
political society. Members in the youth branch are eligible for promotion to the political society. Such
a system of recruitment also benefits the youth society, as well as the political society. The widespread
recognition of this type of the youth society as an entrance into the political society helps the youth
society to attract the right kind of members. However, having an association with the political society
also has disadvantages. Under the authoritarian rule, which in general attempts to maintain control
over political groups to prevent the upsurge of a dissident movement, the relationship between the
regime and the political society tends to be tense. Because the ruling regime dominates “the rule of the
game,” the activities of any political society could easily be put under the threat of government-led
repressions. The vulnerable status vis-a-vis the government also applies to the youth society affiliated
to the political society. The activities of this type of the youth society are easily influenced by the
political situation, whether their own activities are related to the political issues or not. Strong
affiliation with the political society does not always support the work of the youth society.

The second is a registered society that has no connection to political societies'®. Some societies
have political orientations behind their non-political status as a youth society, but others are purely
non-politically-oriented. According to such characteristics, the opposite characteristics of the first type
of youth society are seen in this second type. The lack of affiliation to the political society relatively
frees the society from severe conflict with the government. While this type of youth society is also
influenced by the political situation, it would not be directly repressed by the government at the time
of an attack against political societies. Having some distance from the political society affects the
relationship with the general public, as well as with the government. In Bahrain, association with
politics sometimes alerts people to take precautions against the activities of a youth society'. The
institutional political neutrality of a society helps the society win cooperation from the citizens.
However, this does not always translated into sufficient support in terms of finance and human
resources. In fact, due to the competition with other type of societies, notably charity societies,
obtaining stable financial sources is a tough challenge for a youth society?®. Furthermore, the lack of
sufficient entry of new members to a society sometimes leads to a failure to find heirs who will keep
the society going?'.

The third is a society that chooses to work outside the category of an NGO. In contrast to former
two types of youth societies, the unregistered status of this type gives it freedom of activity beyond the
framework of the NGO law. For example, the law prohibits societies to “include any matter that
affects the principles of Islam, or the nation’s unity, or to arouse factionalism and sectarianism,”?? and
also it restricts the area of activities of the “associations carrying on youth and sports activities” to

18 According to an interviewee, some societies have broad linkage with other civil organizations, such as charity
organizations (Author’s interview with a member of the Bahrain Youth Center on October 21, 2016).

19 Author’s interview with a member of Al Fateh Youth Coalition on October 25, 2016.

20 Author’s interview with a member of the Youth Pioneer Society on October 23, 2016.

21 Author’s interview with a member of the Bahrain Youth Center on October 21, 2016.

22 Article 1 of the amendment decree law 2002 of the 1989 NGO law.
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those activities that aim at “realizing youth welfare through the provision of national sports services as
well as the related social, spiritual, health and recreational services without any material gains realized
by the members.”? Being free from such limitations, as well as administrative burdens for registration,
the unregistered youth society could exercise autonomous and agile management. However, it also
means that the society may be in danger from government-led repression at any time. Because of its
unregistered status, the government is always able to take repressive measures against such a society.
The trial of a human rights activist, Muhammad Al-Masqat is a typical example of this. Al-Masqati is
a founder of the Bahrain Youth Society for Human Rights, but was found guilty for establishing and
operating the society without registering it with the ministry?*.

Based on the general understanding of these three types of youth societies, this study examines
the activities of three societies in detail: firstly, the Bahrain Youth Center (Markaz al-Bahrayn
al-ShababT), which is a society established as a branch of a political society®, secondly, the Youth
Pioneer Society (Jam‘lya al-Riyada al-Shababiya), which is a registered society that has no connection
to political societies, and finally, the Al Fateh Youth Coalition (I‘tilaf Shabab al-Fatih), which is
located outside the category of an NGO. Therefore these three cases fit right into the abovementioned
categories. In addition, all of these societies have experiences in national reconciliatory activities
despite the differences in their organizational forms. These cases illustrate the different strategies and
activities of each of the types of societies, and the resultant challenges they face in pursuing social
reconciliation. With reference to the relationship with the regime, the case studies identify the cause of
the persistence of extraordinary social divisions in Bahrain.

Bahrain Youth Center: this society was established as a youth wing of al-Wifaq in January 2002
(Al-Wasat 2004). Alongside al-Wifaq, this society has taken moderate stances toward social divisions
and the regime. Though they are from the Shiite-led opposition, they call for dialogue and democratic
reform within the monarchy. During the period of al-Wifaq’s parliamentary participation, especially in
the period from 2006 to 2010, the society enjoyed relative freedom of activity, which is seen in the
society’s holding of a large media event in February 2006 (Al-Wasat 2006). This illustrates the
advantage of the political society-affiliated organizations: having access to a considerable amount of
funds, facilities and human resources to hold a large event due to the generous support from the
affiliated political society. However, their connection to a political society could in turn sometimes be
a disadvantage to them, as they are prone to governmental discriminatory measures. For example, the
Arab Youth Leadership Forum (Multaqa al-Qiyadat al-‘Arabiya al-Shabba) held in Manama in
October 2008 gathered young Bahrainis as well as international experts and specialists, but the youth
of political societies was excluded from the forum (Mahfiiz 2008). The disadvantage became clear in
the period after the uprising: the severe repression of the political society influenced the affiliated
youth society. When the parent political organization, al-Wifaq was outlawed by a court order on July
17, 2016, in order to “safeguard the security of the kingdom” (BBC News 2016), the move directly

23 Article 2 of the 1989 NGO law.

24 The Lower Criminal Court issued a ruling to fine him BD 500 for working in an unlicensed association (Bahrain
Center for Human Rights 2010).

25 Bahrain Democratic Youth Society (Jama‘Tya al-Shabab al-Dimuqrati al-Bahrayni) is also a typical example of a
society as a youth wing of a political society. The society is a youth wing of WAAD, a secular oppositional
political society. It had been the largest youth society after the dissolution of al-Wifaq on July 17, 2016 (author’s
interview to a source close to the society at Manama on October 24, 2016). However, after the dissolution of
WAAD on May 31, 2017, Bahrain Democratic Youth Society would also suffer a serious blow.
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affected the Bahrain Youth Center as well. Like al-Wifaq, the youth society had their fund frozen and
their offices were closed as well. The behavior of society members was put under tight constraint: in
addition to political activities, they were practically shut out from the door of public employment, and
they were restricted from leaving or returning to their country?®. Bahrain Youth Society actively
operated in the latter half of 2000s in the context of al-Wifaq’s rise in the parliament, but the straining
relationship between the ruling regime and the base political society after the Arab Spring put severe
limitations on the activities of the affiliated youth society. This illustrates the vulnerability of this type
of youth society under the authoritarian rule.

Youth Pioneer Party: this society was established by “a group of youths who met on Twitter with
the aim of improving the quality of life for all Bahraini youth” in August 2012. Their stated aim is “to
increase knowledge and awareness of issues affecting young people, to increase opportunities for them
and to promote trust and co-operation between young people from different backgrounds™ (Youth
Pioneer Society, n.d.). Due to the fact that the founders gathered through Twitter, its membership is
characterized by a “diversity of members’ backgrounds””. They aim at empowering the youth of
Bahrain. This is another characteristic of a society. Their main activities are thus four projects:
“generation” (ajyal), “endeavor” (tumih), “parliamentary youth” (al-Shabab al-Barlamant), and
“chance” (fursa). The “generation” program provides a forum for critical mannered discussion for
young people. The “endeavor” program assists secondary school children in choosing careers or
university majors. The “parliamentary youth” program provides a selected team of young people with
deputies, and provides opportunities for round-table discussions with visiting foreign civil societal
organizations and NGOs, as well as chances for learning negotiating skills, decision making, and ways
of expressing their views. The group held an open forum to discuss policy recommendations, which
was submitted to the governmental department. Finally, the “chance” program aims at cultivating
entrepreneurship among young people. The society provides them with information on how to start a
business, professional training, and instruction for presentation skills for earning funds. In addition, it
also helps selected participants to meet a sponsor for their venture business.

While the radical February 14 Youth Coalition gathers attention as an SNS-based youth group,
the emergence of the Youth Pioneer Group indicates the broader possibility of SNS-based groups. On
the other hand, there is also a serious problem for their activities: a lack of resources. Because the
society is not affiliated with political societies or charity societies, their financial base is fragile. The
difficulty of establishing a financial base for NGO activities in Bahrain is twofold®: it is hard to expect
tax breaks for donations due to the lack of a tax system. In addition, in the mindset of Bahraini people,
donations are generally given to charitable societies, and as a result it is difficult for them to gain
attention from donors. Furthermore, because the society is volunteer-based and managed by young
people, securing human resources for managing the society would be a potential difficulty for them. At
this moment, the Youth Pioneer Society has succeeded in securing its financial sources, but it seems
not to be the case for other societies. One interviewee said that most of the youth societies are inactive
due to the lack of resources.’ Keeping distance from political societies and stable management of the

26 Author’s interview with a member of the society on October 21, 2016.

27 Author’s interview with a member of the society on October 23, 2016.

28 Description of the activities of the Youth Pioneer Society is based on the society’s homepage (Youth Pioneer
Society) and the author’s interview with a member of the society on October 23, 2016.

29 Author’s interview with a member of the society on October 23, 2016.

30 Author’s interview with a member of the Bahrain Youth Center on October 21, 2016.
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society seems not an easy path to follow.

Al Fateh Youth Coalition: this society is a Sunni-based and unofficial (non-registered) youth
group established in 2013. It was formerly a group within the Gathering of National Unity (Tajammu*
al-Wahda al-Watantya), a Sunni-based organization established under ‘Abd al-Latif al-Mahmud in
March 2011. The group is sometimes mistakenly regarded as pro-regime, and counter-revolutionary,
but it proposes a vision of autonomous reform, demanding increased legislative power and the
reflection of a full voice for Sunnis in the negotiations among political forces (Louér 2012). However,
during the course of organizational activities, some youth members got dissatisfied with the
leadership®!, which led them to create an independent organization, Al Fateh Youth Coalition. The
youth society’s main argument is the call for making unity under one nation, not under each of the
sects, stating that “Bahrain is formed of a triangle made up of the political system led by Al Khalifa
family, the Sunni component and the Shi’aat [Shiite] component” (Al Fateh Youth Coalition 2013). To
accomplish this, the society holds internal workshops and public seminars to provide opportunities for
learning about the history of inter-sectarian collaboration in Bahrain and other important historical
issues in the Arab world*?. The advantage of this organization is that they are not bothered by the rules
set by the ministry because of their non-registered status: their activities can go beyond the limitations
of youth societies, such as political activities or radical, proactive activities®*. In addition, they are
relatively free from stereotypical ideas or criticism of political societies in Bahrain that may be a
barrier to the general public.** On the other hand, as is clear from its non-registered status, the society
is always in danger of state repression for being unlicensed. In addition, it is also has difficulty in
securing resources: it is not eligible for a governmental subsidy, or other forms of governmental
support®.

Summing up the situation of these three organizations, current youth societies in Bahrain are in a
dilemma: having a connection with other established groups enables youth societies to have stable
budgetary and manpower resources. Though limited, registration with the government would provide
some resources to these societies. However, such a relationship makes youth societies vulnerable to
governmental repression. The fate of the Bahrain Youth Center, a society affiliated with a political
society, illustrates this. On the other hand, keeping independence from other established groups frees
youth societies from the influence of governmental repression on those groups. However, a
consequence of independence is the difficulty of acquiring resources.

Strengthened governmental control over the youth societies has created a dilemma. As is the case
with political societies, youth societies are far from being immune to governmental control, though the
supervisory ministers are different. The range of their activities is restricted by ministerial rule, and
kept under control. It is not easy for a youth society to show its presence within its restricted area of
activity. The overall political situation in Bahrain, strong governmental repression, and the deepening
divisions in society, rule over the situation of youth societies. Youth societies would ideally function as

31 A member of the Al Fateh Youth Coalition argues that the original organization gradually became pro-
governmental and sectarian, disconnecting from its initial ideals of demanding independent voices and reforms
(author’s interview with a member of the society on October 25, 2016).

32 Author’s interview with a member of the society on October 25, 2016.

33 The February 14 Youth Coalition is also a non-registered movement.

34 Author’s interview with a member of the society on October 25, 2016.

35 Author’s interview with a member of the society on October 25, 2016.
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a bridge between social divisions, but the real circumstances surrounding them makes this difficult.

5. Conclusion

Bahraini politics after the 2011 uprising has been characterized by a strengthened authoritarian
rule and deepening social divisions. Under such circumstances, what are the prospects for national
reconciliation in the country? This article has focused on the royal initiative for national reconciliation
and the difficulties Bahraini civil society faces to function as a bridge across social divisions. In
particular, this article has paid close attention to the two rounds of National Dialogue, Crown Prince
Salman’s arbitral measures, and three youth societies: Bahrain Youth Center, the Youth Pioneer
Society, and Al Fateh Youth Coalition.

By examining negotiations among political forces in the National Dialogue and Crown Prince
Salman’s informal arbitration, this article pointed out that the ruling regime and the opposition are in a
situation of mutual suspicion and mistrust. Moreover, both sides have experienced internal conflicts,
which have further deepened the division.

Based on these findings, this article then examined the situation of a type of civil society, the
youth society, and its reconciliatory activities. The youth society is a category of state-registered
NGOs in Bahrain, but on a closer look, there are three types of movements among them: political
society affiliated movements, independent state-registered movements, and non-registered movements.
Each type of society has its pros and cons, but generally, they are in a dilemma: affiliation to other
established societies or the government provides a source for sustaining their activities, but it also
restricts them and makes them vulnerable to state repression.

Thus this article has illustrated the harmful influences of mistrust and a lack of consensus on the
relationship between the rulers and the ruled, and among social identities. Sincere attempts for national
reconciliation have been made, both from the rulers and the ruled, across social divisions, but they

have been still hampered by the depth of these divisions.

Acknowledgments:

The research for this article was support by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for JSPS Fellows Number 15J04563.
The author thanks the editor and anonymous reviewers at the Journal of the Asia-Japan Research
Institute of Ritsumeikan University, as well as participants at the International Workshop on Stasis and
Change in the Contemporary Gulf Monarchies: Behind and Beyond Crisis at Waseda University, for
helpful comments and suggestions. The statements made and views expressed are solely the

responsibility of the author.

References

(1) Books and Articles

Al-Hasan, Hasan Tariq. 2015. “Sectarianism Meets the Arab Spring: TGONU, a Broad-Based Sunni Movement
Emerges in Bahrain.” Arabian Humanities (4). https://doi.org/10.4000/cy.2807 (accessed on September 10, 2018).

Al-Mdaires, Falah. 2002. “Shi’ism and Political Protest in Bahrain.” Digest of Middle East Studies 11 (1): 20-44.

Al-Rawi, Ahmed K. 2015. “Sectarianism and the Arab Spring: Framing the Popular Protests in Bahrain.” Global
Media and Communication 11 (1): 25-42.

Alsayed, Wafa. 2014. “The Impatience of Youth: Political Activism in the Gulf.” Survival 56 (4), pp.91-106.

Bahry, Louay. 2000. “The Socioeconomic Foundations of the Shiite Opposition in Bahrain.” Mediterranean Quarterly
11 (3): 129-43.

69



Journal of the Asia-Japan Research Institute of Ritsumeikan University Volume 1 * July 2019

Crystal, Jill. 1995. Oil and Politics in the Gulf: Rulers and Merchants in Kuwait and Qatar. Cambridge University
Press.

Gengler, Justin J. 2013a. “Understanding Sectarianism in the Persian Gulf.” In Sectarian Politics in the Persian Gulf,
edited by Lawrence G. Potter, pp.31-66. London: Hurst and Company.

-------- 2013b. “Royal Factionalism, the Khawalid, and the Securitization of ‘the Shi‘a Problem’ in Bahrain.” Journal
of Arabian Studies 3 (1): 53-79.

-------- 2014. “Bahrain’s Crown Prince Makes His Move.” Foreign Policy, January 20, 2014. https://foreignpolicy.
com/2014/01/20/bahrains-crown-prince-makes-his-move/ (accessed on November 14, 2018).

Hérdig, Anders C. 2015. “Beyond the Arab Revolts: Conceptualizing Civil Society in the Middle East and North
Africa.” Democratization 22 (6): 1131-53.

Kasbarian, Sossie, and Simon Mabon. 2016. “Contested Spaces and Sectarian Narratives in Post-Uprising Bahrain.”
Global Discourse 6 (4): 677-96.

Katzman, Kenneth. 2018. “Bahrain: Unrest, Security, and U.S. Policy.” Congressional Research Service Report,
updated on October 11, 2018.

Kerr, Malcolm H. 1971. The Arab Cold War: Gamal ‘Abd Al-Nasir and His Rivals, 1958-1970. 3rd ed. New York:
Oxford University Press.

Khalaf, ‘Abd al-Hadi. 1985. “Labor Movements in Bahrain.” Middle East Research and Information Project Report 15
(132), https://www.merip.org/mer/mer132/labor-movements-bahrain (accessed on September 10, 2018).

Louér, Laurence. 2008. “The Political Impact of Labor Migration in Bahrain.” City & Society 20(1): 32-53.

-------- 2013. “Sectarianism and Coup-Proofing Strategies in Bahrain.” Journal of Strategic Studies 36 (2): 245-60.

Lust-Okar, Ellen. 2005. Structuring Conflict in the Arab World: Incumbents, Opponents, and Institutions. Cambridge,
UK: Cambridge University Press.

Lynch, Marc. 2012. The Arab Uprising: The Unfinished Revolutions of the New Middle East. New York: Public
Affairs.

Markaz al-Watani li-Da‘am al-Munazzamat al-Ahliya. 2009. Dirdasa Mushiya hawla Mada Istifada al-Mujtama‘ min
al-‘Amal al-Tatawwu T fi Mamlaka al-Bahrayn. Manama: Markaz al-Watani li-Da‘am al-Munazzamat al-Ahliya.

Matthiesen, Toby. 2013. Sectarian Gulf: Bahrain, Saudi Arabia, and the Arab Spring That Wasn't. Stanford, CA:
Stanford University Press.

-------- 2017. “Sectarianization as Securitization: Identity Politics and Counter-Revolution in Bahrain.” In
Sectarianization: Mapping the New Politics of the Middle East, edited by Nader Hashemi and Danny Postel,
pp-199-214. London: Hurst and Company.

Moore-Gilbert, Kylie. 2016. “From Protected State to Protection Racket: Contextualising Divide and Rule in Bahrain.”
Journal of Arabian Studies 6 (2): 163-81.

Moritz, Jessie. 2015. Prospects for National Reconciliation in Bahrain: Is It Realistic? Washington D.C.: Arab Gulf
States Institute in Washington.

Neumann, Ronald E. 2013. “Bahrain: A Very Complicated Little Island.” Middle East Policy 20 (4): 45-58.

Shehabi, Ala’a, and Marc Owen Jones, eds. 2015. Bahrain's Uprising: Resistance and Repression in the Gulf. London:
Zed Books.

Tétreault, Mary Ann. 2000. Stories of Democracy: Politics and Society in Contemporary Kuwait. New York: Columbia
University Press.

Ulrichsen, Kristian Coates. 2013. “Bahrain’s Uprising: Regional Dimensions and International Consequences.”
Stability: International Journal of Security & Development, 2 (1): 1-12.

Valeri, Marc. 2015. “Contentious Politics in Bahrain: Opposition Cooperation between Regime Manipulation and
Youth Radicalization.” In The Dynamics of Opposition Cooperation in the Arab World: Contentious Politics in
Times of Change, edited by Hendrik J. Kraetzschmar, 129-50. Abingdon and New York: Routledge.

Wehrey, Frederic M. 2014. Sectarian Politics in the Gulf: From the Iraq War to the Arab Uprisings. New York:
Columbia University Press.

Zunes, Stephen. 2013. “Bahrain’s Arrested Revolution.” Arab Studies Quarterly 35 (2): 149-64.

70



Challenges for National Dialogue in the Post-Arab Spring Era (WATANABE)

(2) Statistics, Reports and Websites

A Bahraini Citizen. 1985. “The Rulers Are Afraid of Their Own People.” Middle East Research and Information
Project Report 15 (132). https://www.merip.org/mer/mer132/rulers-are-afraid-their-own-people (accessed on
November 10, 2018).

Aboudi, Sami. 2017. “Bahrain Outlaws Main Secular Opposition Group.” Reuters, May 31, 2017. https://www.reuters.
com/article/us-bahrain-security-waad/bahrain-outlaws-main-secular-opposition-group-idUSKBN18ROY0
(accessed on September 10, 2018).

Al Fateh Youth Coalition. 2013. “Manifesto Al-Fateh Youth Coalition.” https://alfateh21february.files.wordpress.
com/2013/04/fycmanifesto.pdf (accessed on November 15, 2018).

Al Jazeera. 2011. “Bahrain’s Wefaq Opposition Party Quits Talks.” July 17, 2011. http://www.aljazeera.com/news/
middleeast/2011/07/2011717141022483685.html (accessed on May 10, 2016).

-------- 2012. “Bahrain King Enacts Parliamentary Reforms.” May 3, 2012. http://www.aljazeera.com/news/
middleeast/2012/05/201253171926431856.html (accessed on May 11, 2016).

al-Wasat. 2004. “Markaz al-Bahrayn al-Shababi.” December 19, 2004. http://www.alwasatnews.com/news/428773.
html (accessed on November 14, 2018).

-------- 2006. “Markaz al-Bahrayn al-Shababi Yabda’ Fa‘altyat Mawsima-hu al-1‘lam1.” February 16, 2006. http://www.
alwasatnews.com/news/544334.html (accessed on November 14, 2018).

Amnesty International. 2012. “Bahrain: Promises of Reform Broken, Repression Unleashed.” November 21, 2012.
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2012/11/bahrain-promises-reform-broken-repression-unleashed/ (accessed
on October 31, 2018).

Bahrain Center for Human Rights 2006. “‘Al Bander Report’: Demographic Engineering in Bahrain and Mechanisms
of Exclusion.” September 30, 2006. http://www.bahrainrights.org/en/node/528 (accessed on April 13, 2019).

-------- 2010. “Trialing the Human Rights Activist Mohammed Al-Maskati in Response to his Human Rights Work.”
May 4, 2010. http://www.bahrainrights.org/en/node/3084 (accessed on September 10, 2018).

Bahrain Independent Commission of Inquiry (BICI). 2011. Report of Bahrain Independent Commission of Inquiry.
Manama: Bahrain Independent Commission of Inquiry. http://www.bici.org.bh/BICIreportEN.pdf (accessed on
October 13, 2018).

Bahraini Ministry of Social Development. http://www.social.gov.bh/ngos (accessed on September 10, 2018).

Bahrain Ministry of Foreign Affairs. “Wali al-*Ahd.” https://www.mofa.gov.bh/Default.
aspx?tabid=8386&language=ar-BH (accessed on November 14, 2018).

Bakri, Nada. 2012. “Bahrain Opposition Says King’s Measures Fall Short.” New York Times, January 15, 2012. https://
www.nytimes.com/2012/01/16/world/middleeast/bahrains-king-announces-constitutional-reforms.html. (accessed
on November 14, 2018).

BBC News. 2016. “Bahrain’s Main Shia Opposition Group, Wefaq, ‘Dissolved’.” July 17, 2016. https://www.bbc.
co.uk/news/world-middle-east-36818610 (accessed on September 10, 2018).

Council of Representatives, Kingdom of Bahrain. 2013. “About the National Dialogue.” Nuwab (Bahrain), (5): 1-4.

Diwan, Kristin. 2014. “Breaking Taboos: Youth Activism in the Gulf States.” Issue Brief, Atlantic Council. http://www.
atlanticcouncil.org/images/publications/Breaking_Taboos.pdf (accessed on October 31, 2018).

El-Gamal, Rania. 2014. “Bahrain Deadlocked Talks Saved from Brink, Some Hope for Progress.” Reuters, January 21,
2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/us-bahrain-politics-talks-idUSBREAOK 15920140121 (accessed on
November 14, 2018).

Fakhro, Elham. 2013. “Bahrain’s National Dialogue Faces a Stalemate.” 4/ Jazeera Center for Studies, October 10,
2013. http://studies.aljazeera.net/en/reports/2013/10/2013101091036321935.html (accessed on October 29, 2018).

Gulf Labor Markets and Migration Database. http://gulfmigration.org/population-estimates-by-nationality-
bahraininon-bahraini-and-sex-mid-year-estimates-1981-1990-2011/ (accessed on October 3, 2018).

Henderson, Simon. 2014. “Royal Rivalry: Bahrain’s Ruling Family and the Island’s Political Crisis.” Policy Watch
2198, The Washington Institute, January 24, 2014. https://www.washingtoninstitute.org/policy-analysis/view/royal-
rivalry-bahrains-ruling-family-and-the-islands-political-crisis (accessed on November 14, 2018).

Human Rights Watch. 2017. “Bahrain: Only Independent Newspaper Shut Down.” June 18, 2017. https://www.hrw.
org/news/2017/06/18/bahrain-only-independent-newspaper-shut-down (accessed on November 14, 2018).

71



Journal of the Asia-Japan Research Institute of Ritsumeikan University Volume 1 * July 2019

International Institute for Strategic Studies. 2012. “Crown Prince of Bahrain opens Manama Dialogue 2012.” Video
File, December 7, 2012. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=;0gKW1xEROc (accessed on November 14, 2018).
-------- “IISS Manama Dialogue 2018.” https://www.iiss.org/events/manama-dialogue/manama-dialogue-2018

(accessed on November 14, 2018).

Jones, Toby C. 2012. “Bahrain’s Revolutionaries Speak: An Exclusive Interview with Bahrain’s Coalition of February
14th Youth.” Jadaliyya. http://www.jadaliyya.com/pages/index/4777/bahrains-revolutionaries-speak an-exclusive-
interv (accessed on September 10, 2018).

Kerr, Simeon. 2013. “Sitra at Centre of New Bahrain Uprising.” Financial Times, April 15, 2013. https://www.ft.com/
content/fbccObbe-9b9d-11e2-8485-00144feabdcO (accessed on November 14, 2018).

Louér, Laurence. 2012. “Houses Divided: The Splintering of Bahrain’s Political Camps.” Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace. April 4, 2012. http://carnegiecendowment.org/sada/47726 (accessed on November 15, 2018).

Lulu, Tahiyya. 2011. “The Real Story of Bahrain’s Divided Society.” The Guardian, March 3, 2011. https://www.
theguardian.com/commentisfree/2011/mar/03/bahrain-sunnis-shia-divided-society (accessed on October 29, 2018).

Mahfiiz, Hasan. 2008. “Multaqa fi al-Bahrayn li-I’dad Alf Shabb wa Shabba li-Qiyada al-Mustagbal.” 4/-Jazira,
October 21, 2008. http://www.aljazeera.net/news/reportsandinterviews/2008/10/21/-ti-li-slac Y- cp il 4 sila
Jitaall-3aldl 40Ls 5 (accessed on November 14, 2018).

Naar, Ismaeel. 2014. “Bahrain Convenes "New-Look’ Parliament.” A/ Jazeera, December 14, 2014. http://www.
aljazeera.com/news/middleeast/2014/12/bahrain-convenes-new-look-parliament-2014121010338311615.html
(accessed on May 12, 2016).

Pew Research Center. 2009. Mapping the Global Muslim Population: A Report on the Size and Distribution of the
World'’s Muslim Population. Washington D.C.: Pew Forum on Religion and Public Life.

Rafique, Mahmood. 2012. “Bahraini NGO’s Take a Lead Role in Healing Process.” 24/7 News, February 27, 2012.
http://www.twentyfoursevennews.com/2012/02/bahraini-ngos-take-a-lead-role-in-healing-process/ (accessed on
November 14, 2018).

Toumi, Habib. 2014. “Bahrain: Political Societies Pull out of National Dialogue Talks.” Gulf News, January 9, 2014.
https://m.gulfnews.com/news/gulf/bahrain/bahrain-political-societies-pull-out-of-national-dialogue-
talks-1.1275659 (accessed on October 31, 2018).

Ulrichsen, Kristian Coates, and Elham Fakhro. 2012. “Post-BICI Bahrain: Between Reform and Stagnation.” Open
Democracy. January 19, 2012. http://www.opendemocracy.net/kristian-coates-ulrichsen-elham-fakhro/post-bici-
bahrain-between-reform-and-stagnation. (accessed on October 31, 2018).

Youth Pioneer Society. https://youthpioneer.org/ (accessed on September 10, 2018).

(3) Other Sources

Interview with a member of Bahrain Unite Us at Manama, October 17, 2016.

Interview with a member of Bahrain Youth Center at Manama, October 21, 2016.

Interview with a member of Youth Pioneer Society at Manama, October 23, 2016.

Interview with a source close to Bahrain Democratic Youth Society at Manama, on October 24, 2016.
Interview with a member of Al Fateh Youth Coalition at Manama, October 25, 2016.

72



