
The dangers from the neighbouring countries to struggling Libya: 
no true friends or allies, just lines of appointed enemies programmed to push the dagger in

On the pages of this valuable medium there is an item of news (26th Jan) on a workshop regarding 
the dangers of terrorism in Libya on its neighbours. The workshop was arranged by an African 
Centre for something or the other. I did not grace the item by reading the details because the title 
and inevitably the contents are erroneous in spirit and in substance.  No doubt the workshop could 
not have been arranged without the participation of Libyan intellectuals (a contradiction in terms) or 
without the contribution by independent observers who are convinced that they are simply 
analysing facts. 

The narrative that Libya has become dangerous for its neighbours and the region is an engineered 
tale designed to introduce the concept of a dangerous spot and the gradual justification of certain 
types of remedies to halt the deterioration of transnational security in the region. The engineered 
tale was brought into being because the ultimate aim of the current chaos is to dismantle Libya as 
a state and embark on an asset stripping process where chunks of the country are handed over to 
the neighbouring countries to administer. A modern brand of occupation for a devious price (too 
complicated to describe here). The country has become dangerous to its neighbours because it 
simply does not have able people to look after it as an independent state.  With extreme regret no 
one can argue with the latter fact: the country has been failed by its own leaders for far too many 
years.

The dangers of apparently inconsequential little actions such as the arrangement of the workshop 
in question, is that they pave the way to establishing convenient engineered facts. In the post truth 
era any narrative can be made to progress to a fact. All it needs is for more agencies and 
individuals to handle it and pass it on, eventually the narrative is passed on without caveats, and it 
then ripens to a fact without specific origin. One might describe this as the era of spontaneous 
facts or alternative facts.

In this case the narrative is Libyan turmoil has become a real and present danger for the 
neighbours? Surely the Libyan turmoil should be considered in Libyan national perspective in the 
first instance. It is Libya that is destroyed, it is the Libyans who are suffering from avoidable 
poverty, it is the Libyans who suffer from the excesses of their leaders and subjected to the 
atrocities of terrorists and road hijackers? But the more relevant point here is that in reality the 
Libyan turmoil has been exacerbated by many factors that originate from the neighbouring 
countries.

There are evident and less obvious roles played by the various systems in our neighbours over the 
years that altogether have contributed to the establishing the current turmoil in Libya.  For example 
during Gaddafi era, the neighbouring countries played a cynical role in promoting selected 
opposition groups and disregarding others that were not blessed by big powers. This cynical role 
was crucial in mapping the post-Gaddafi era years before the time came. One can argue 
otherwise, but in the Arab world politics does not follow straight lines, opposition to Gaddafi was a 
hazardous occupation in all meanings and support by neighbours was essential. The culture and 
the practicalities of opposition to Gaddafi needed survival life lines from the Arab world and instead 
they offered a cynical selection environment according to instructions from the big powers.  The 
neighbours had moral, human and political duty to do more.  But they not only did less, but 
disappointingly what they did in this area was detrimental in the long term and we see its 
consequences now.

However, the more evident dangers to Libya from the neighbouring countries are easier to identify 
because their effects are in action right now.



The vast majority of ISIL terrorist in Libya are from outside Libya. This is not a minor factor that can 
be ignored.The number of terrorists from our friendly neighbour (a true friend) Tunisia is 
staggering, and the authorities of a perfectly civilised and functioning state do not even want these 
people back. In fact the danger that Libya poses for Tunisia is that the many Tunisian terrorists 
may be forced to return home? They are in Libya to destroy it in the name of Jihad.  In this case 
which country poses danger to which? 

The thousands of illegal immigrants heading for Europe via the Libyan shores are not Libyans; they 
are from African countries and elsewhere. The African countries make little or no effort to guard 
their borders (they are not failed states) and make even less effort to look after their desperate 
young people who simply want to flee the hell holes. Libya cannot be blamed for the failure of 
these regimes that will not look after their own people?  Surely not? 

The meddlers in our internal politics are mainly our neighbours. The most dangerous groups and 
individuals who pose the highest risks to our fragile political structure are protected by our 
neighbours. The vast amounts of Libyan national assets were transferred illegally to banks in the 
neighbouring countries with full knowledge of the authorities.  Our incompetent political leaders find 
refuge in the neighbouring countries. They spend more time outside Libya than in their offices in 
Libya.

It is not an overstatement to suggest that had it not for the contribution of the neighbours in 
manufacturing the circumstances that led to the current situation, Libya might have avoided 
descending to its current failed state status. 

It is also well within our right to point to the specific deliberate roles of certain neighbours in 
prolonging the agony of our nation. The neighbour took sides in the internal civil strife and sought 
to confuse and derail attempts to stem the fall into irreversible chaos. The neighbour has given a 
new meaning to political role play: acting the noble knight while sabotaging the feeble efforts to 
untangle the personalities dominated political scene.The recognition (and tacit support) of 
Gaddafi’s regime dominant individuals as real political leaders with a role to play in post-Gaddafi 
Libya has been one of the most blatant insults to a desperate public with no friends. These 
individuals have a well-documented history of crimes and belong to detention centres and must be 
held to account for the crimes they committed against the Libyan people as key pillars of the 
Gaddafi machine of state terror. Instead, our neighbour found it uncomplicated to provide them with 
a political platform to campaign and build support at home to reverse the 2011 revolution.  That is 
beyond expedient politics, it is a declaration of public contempt of the Libyans.  And this is only 
what we know.

Of course there is no escape from the fact that our problems are principally the making of our 
incompetent leaders. That is not in question. However, it is a folly to be misled by the engineered 
narrative that Libya poses dangers to the neighbours without considering the roles played by the 
neighbours in causing and propagating the Libyan turmoil.

There are no immediately obvious advantages to the neighbours in having a failed state among 
them. But that is only the immediately obvious. International politics is never what it appears to be. 
Not in the Middle East. The neighbours are to varying degrees hired hands in the project of 
dismantling our poor country. The promised rewards are chunks of the country with their natural 
resources. It is quite conceivable that not all neighbour were too happy to accept the mandatory 
offer, but they chose to take the no resistance path. Libya the state and the nation can be forfeited.  
It has always been so in the eyes of our more dominant neighbours. In fact, a chaotic Libya on its 
way to a failed state is far more beneficial to some neighbours than a Libya as a proper state.  This 
is not only for naked economic reasons; it is also for devious political motives: pleasing the masters 
of the time. 

Of course the neighbours could have refused to play, but none did. This could only be expected 
from principled systems. But principles can be costly. Furthermore, the neighbours could have 



contributed actively more to preventing the chaos we see in Libya at present.  But none did.  It is 
as though they could not see the point of the sacrifice. It seems that Libya as a nation could not 
cultivate a culture of true friendships with its neighbouring nations based on values beyond 
transient politics. This could be interpreted as the inevitable consequence of a nation that could not 
command respect perhaps as people.  We do know beyond doubt that the Gaddafi era did a great 
deal to lose respect for the Libyan nation and ultimately for the Libyan public. The excesses of 
Gaddafi and his circles of people were never ever exposed to a culture of rationality and reason.  
They to a man behaved like baboons. They were quite simply uncivilised. The higher ranks were 
intolerable and our neighbours’ societies could not overlook the abuse of so many years. 

At present despite the appearances, our country has no real friends or allies or guardians. It is a 
nation fallen prey to the incompetence of its leaders and to the neighbouring indifferent political 
systems programmed to let it tear apart. 

Perhaps the greatest disappointment in this is the extraordinary incompetence and uselessness of 
our own leaders. They simply do not seem to understand anything significant anymore.  At present 
the fate of our poor country is in the hands of the mediation skills of our dominant neighbour? Our 
leaders fail to spot the real intentions of a neighbour who publicly embraces Gaddafi’s cousin. Our 
leaders are unable to tell friend from foe.  Baboons can.  Our leaders belong to a lower species.
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