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Abstract--- From the very beginning of the establishment of empires and dynasties, some people revolted against 

the authorities. The concept of revolutionism has become well-known when revolutionists made a series of 

revolutions one after another. This concept has shaped a significant impact on the political stability, economic 

development and mutual trust. This phenomenon has been encountered through the humanity history which varies in 

terms of the way of occurrence, duration, place, reason behind it and the outcomes although it has brought great 

changes in many aspects. Because of the effectiveness of revolutions and its impacts on all the sectors of world, 

some scholars have conducted studies on the reasons, outcomes and motivating ideology of the revolutionism. Thus 

the main purpose of this study is to discuss how the ideology of revolutionism became causes of wars, political 

crises, economic crises and lack of trust between powers. The paper describes revolutionism and illustrates the 

beginning of revolutionary waves in certain territories. Furthermore, this work explains the outcome of the recent 

revolutions in the Middle East especially. Ultimately, the paper ends by designing some conclusions as well as 

identifying areas to be taken into consideration for further research. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
Due to the sudden and fundamental change that the revolutions bring in governing the world, many studies have 

been conducted. Early works about revolutions have mainly discussed the agricultural, industrial, and political 

events in the Western Europe [68]. Meanwhile, the recent studies analyze economic, political, and social changes as 

well as other global changes. This study, apart from discussing the early revolutions, examines the modern events in 

the world that created conflicts, crisis and lack of trust. In any case, the three types (agricultural, industrial and 

ideological revolutions) involve a change that transforms society to its essence [3, 20]. Therefore, revolutions are 

planned developments to bring a massive positive change. Moreover, all of the types occur in the world from time to 

time. The first two types, agricultural and industrial revolutions, are considered as peaceful ones that may take a 

long time to succeed [7, 32]. On the other hand, the third one can aggressively and peacefully be held. Ideological 

revolutionists reacted differently. Gandhi was very peaceful in protesting against the British colonization and he 
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succeeded in achieving his aims and objectives. Che Guevara, by contrast was a radical ideological revolutionist and 

in the same way he and his followers succeeded in obtaining what they tried to gain. It is true that he chose military 

revolution in order to free some territorial regions in the Latin America but still he did not neglect negotiations and 

other peaceful means to achieve this freedom [14]. Although some revolutions resulted the creation of superpowers 

such as USA and Arab countries or allies like Warsaw Pact and NATO with positive impacts on the economic 

developments and political stability, this study includes the negative impact of revolutions.  

II. THE CONCEPT OF REVOLUTION AND TYPES OF REVOLUTION 
A. An Introduction to Revolution 

Revolutions, firstly, start at home when someone rebels a member of that house. This member may include the 

head figure of the family or anyone else that has a different and opposing attitude towards the way of life or an 

action. That is a simplest style of revolutions. Many people from many eras and from different territories analyzed 

the events of history that have changed the ruling systems of empires, kingdoms and even republics from different 

perspectives. 

Social theorists analyzed the revolutions that changed the international system and economy in the social 

hierarchy from sociological thinking. Some other studies regarded these attempts in a psychological nature[20, 59]. 

Nonetheless, all the theorists are in harmony with the fact that revolutions change at least a very important part of a 

framework that affects every individual’s life. Therefore, a revolution is a fundamental shift in an organizational or 

governmental or systematic structure that can be staged peacefully and aggressively within a very short or long 

period of time. 

The aggressive revolutions, which can mostly be encountered in the third World Countries and countries that are 

not independent, change the whole system of the individuals’ lives and countries’ strategies[68]. Even they may 

send the former leaders’ relatives into exile or even sometimes kill them, such as what happened in the African 

countries. By contrast, the peaceful revolutions, although take much more time than the aggressive ones, are more 

successful because these revolutions last more and will not destroy any succeeded institution in the country. It just 

makes reform in the corrupted sections in the country. 

When a change is needed, revolutions occur everywhere and also when a completely different thinking takes 

place in an unsettled governmental or systematic structure revolutionists start to revolt. Sometimes, a revolutionary 

ideology spreads as a wave to the neighboring countries and nationally or religiously related ones. For instance, 

when some general members of Egypt Army staged a social, idealistic, political and nationalistic coup d’état, other 

territorial countries that were in the same nationality and religion followed the same path[33], like what happened in 

Iraq in 1958. 

To determine whether a regime is revolutionary or not, international community and scholars pay more attention 

to what that regime calls itself. Moreover, other revolutionary governments’ and systems’ interpretation to that 

revolt should be taken in consideration. As Mark Katz, in his modern analyses on revolutions and revolutionary 

waves, noted this point “Self-definition alone cannot always be relied upon: it is possible that a regime may declare 
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itself to be revolutionary when it is not in order to obtain support or avoid being the target of powerful revolutionary 

states”[33]. Katz’s statement of the recognition of revolutions is useful since he focuses more on who recognizes a 

given regime as revolutionary, than self-determination. Actually, if other entities in the territory do not look at that 

regime as revolutionary, the regime cannot succeed in its missions. 

Due to revolution’s large scope in the way of ruling and influence on the world, many people with different 

mainstreams defined this term. Some give a broad definition to the term “Revolution” while some others have a 

narrower definition to it. Crane Briton gives a very wide definition of revolution by which he claims that revolution 

is a “drastic, sudden substitution of one group in charge of the running of a territorial political entity by another 

group hitherto not running that government”[7]. So, to Brinton and those who are in harmony with him, revolution 

includes any movement or action to change a government responsible in a specific territory. 

In contrast, other scholars like Theda Skocpol have a narrow definition to revolutions. Skocpol suggests that 

revolutions should be related to a social perspective including “…rapid, basic transformations of a society’s state 

and class structures”[54]. Furthermore, in her study on revolution, Skocpol notes that because societies stage 

revolutions, these revolutions transform social and political structures of nations. On the other hand, some scholars 

focus on what revolutions achieve rather than how and why they are held. Those scholars argue that revolutions are 

sudden and violent change of a system ruling a specific political entity to another group that is dropped from 

administration[33]. 

B. Types of Revolutions 

As there are variousand contesting definitions of revolution, there also are different types identified by the 

experts working on the subject. Scholars have different perspectives towards the types of revolutions. Some claim 

that there are five kinds of revolutions, which are: rural, urban, coup d’état, from above and from without. 

Nevertheless, some other scholars,such as Skocpkol, Crane, and Katz, think that “Islamic neo-fundamentalist groups 

have adopted a sixth revolutionary strategy, which may be called revolution “by osmosis”[33]. Indeed, there are 

three massive kinds of revolutions, which are agricultural, industrial, and ideological revolutions. Others (what are 

so called kinds) are sub branches of these three types. All these three types are the same in their objectives and 

framework, by which each of them is a change that occurs rapidly and massively, leading to a fundamental 

transformation of society. They could be economic, political, and social revolution [5].  

In any case, the three types (agricultural, industrial and ideological revolutions) involve a change that transforms 

society to its essence. Therefore, revolutions are planned developments to bring a massive positive change. 

Moreover, all of the types occur in the world from time to time. The first two types, agricultural and industrial 

revolutions, are considered as peaceful ones that may take a long time to succeed [7]. On the other hand, the third 

one can aggressively and peacefully be held.The agricultural revolution includes how human beings interacted with 

the nature. How they started to make changes in agricultural sector. How they revolted to domesticate wild animals 

and undomesticated lands. This revolution belongs to 10000 years ago when a group of people found their lands 

fruitless or deserted and they started to migrate from their places to somewhere else. This agricultural revolution has 

seen different revolutions in itself. 
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The first revolutionists revolted against an expired idea. Later on, farmers became a great power in the world. 

Farmers combated against racism, persecution, and oppression, therefore, even if other entities do not recognize 

them as revolutionary they are still revolutionists because they are against a bad or at least they try to stop something 

from getting worse. Furthermore, any group of political, economic, religious or social regime needs to take the role 

of agricultural revolution into consideration and they have to make agricultural reforms so that their revolutions 

succeed [9]. That is why in most of historical revolutions farmers took a great role in revolting against emperors, 

kings and presidents[7]. Examples of this type in history include “Neolithic revolution” the agricultural revolutions 

in Europe, sub-Saharan African countries and India where farmers were head figures. 

The agricultural revolution continues up until now but it became a dynamic to other revolutions. This preceded 

by another revolution in which the latter one became a part of it. The industrial revolution appeared in the late 18th 

century as a massive change in agriculture, manufacturing, mining and transport that had a huge impact on 

socioeconomic state of world[48]. This revolution is considered as the beginning of the implication of powerful 

states occupation of the third world because with the development of industries weapon manufactures increased as 

well.Therefore, each state wanted to increase its interests on account of others. This became an energetic drive to 

ignite more coup d’état. First, it started in UKand France but later it spread to the whole Europe and then it get 

around the whole world. This revolution started within rural areas (countryside)[48]. It began with using new 

machines in the farms which was taboo because some people, especially some undeveloped tribes, could not get 

access to them. Next, it went to the urban areas (or much narrower spaces in the country). 

These days, industrial revolution is a part of every changing aspect from around the world. Technological 

devices have vital roles in the performance of coups d’état and bringing new brainstorms or new ideas. Although 

some people accuse this type of revolution as a mean to destroy the peace process due to its easiness in getting the 

products of that revolution but it is an essential factor in maintaining peace [19]. Since its aim is to develop the 

entire world and make life easier, it can be measured as a necessary figure of sustaining the status quo in a safe and 

peaceful circumstance. 

Because people are different in many aspects mainly in their thinking towards the happened and happening 

events differences have appeared. Therefore, every different thought leads to a change and all changes are regarded 

as revolutions. The Agricultural and industrial revolutions, indeed, stemmed out from the differences of the 

perspectives; therefore, the third kind of revolution can be called Ideological Revolution [36]. This type of 

revolution occurs everywhere, no matter whether it starts in rural or urban areas because it involves any aspect that 

is related to daily life.The ideological revolution is more important than other two types due to its ability in changing 

the roots of any corrupted or useless system that rules a region or a state. 

Ideological revolutionists reacted differently. Gandhi was very peaceful in protesting against the British 

colonization and he succeeded in achieving his aims and objectives. Che Guevara, by contrast was a radical 

ideological revolutionist and in the same way he and his followers succeeded in obtaining what they tried to gain 

[40]. It is true that he chose military revolution in order to free some territorial regions in the Latin America but still 
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he did not neglect negotiations and other peaceful means to achieve this freedom. Nonetheless, he had a Marxist 

perspective but since Marxism is an ideology then it should be regarded as ideological revolution[14]. 

III. ROOTS OF REVOLUTIONS AND EARLY RELATIONS BETWEEN GREAT POWERS 
A. The Roots of Revolutions 

Revolutionism is a term that has affected every side of individuals’ and societies’ political and economic life. For 

each action there is a reaction or many reactions. Whenever a phenomenon occurs in a specific territory that 

occurrence may change the whole system of the state. For revolution, since it is a fundamental change in the 

ideology of officials and head figures in states, it has a great impact on the growth of the international politics and 

economy. Sometimes revolutions are so rapid and wavy that includes other neighboring states. Moreover, those 

rapid revolutions can be traced to particular dates such as 1789, 1848, 1917, or 1968 [56]. Some other times, those 

revolutions take more time and cannot attribute to a specific date, such as religious revolutions like the one 

happened in Iran in 1979, which was a revolution that took a long period of time, to some extent affected other 

territorial states as well as world economy. 

The French revolution affected the governmental system in the region. She inserted a new governing systematic 

term into the international politics and it became the collapse of some of the systems such as empires and kingdoms. 

Since this revolution introduced nationalism to some of the occupied nations, shesubsided religious beliefs 

especially in the Muslim countries. Therefore, this was preceded by a revolutionary wave against empires and 

kingdoms. From that time, the Ottoman Empire began to be calmly revolted by different nationalists especially Arab 

nationalism and the Turkish one [58]. 

The success of the French Revolution brought a wide range of revolutions in the Europe, such as revolutions in 

Italy, Germany, Hapsburg Empire, Switzerland and it also affected Spain [30]. Moreover, the French Revolution did 

not only influence the Western Europe (neighboring countries) but it was preceded by the American upheaval and 

more Eastern Europe (Poland) as well [26]. These tensions and chaos led unsettlement in the international politics of 

world and as Fred Halliday claims “constituted a crisis of the international system as a whole, leading to both the 

first internationalized war of revolution and counter-revolution and indeed to the first global or world war”. 

The late 18th century and the beginning of 19th century were regarded as the short term success of each system. 

The French Revolution’s age was not more than two decades because Louis XVIII returned to the throne of the 

aristocracy system in France [15]. Though this period was a short-term resistance, still it could affect Germany and 

Italy regardless of the radical differences of nationality. By the end of this lack of ideological settlement, after 1948, 

longer terms of resistant in the frame work of revolutions came to existence.  

 

B. Early Political and Economic Relations between Great Powers 

Many factors affected the evolution of international politics and world economy. Since other factors are, in one 

way or another, related to revolutions, the most important factor is revolutions. Nonetheless, vice versa is true. That 

is, world political system and world economy have affected revolutions. It is taken for granted that due to the 
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influence of revolutions, the world’s map has seen many transformations, from multi-polar system to bi-polar one, 

and from bi-polar to uni-polar. Revolutions, however, trace back to more than 1000 years ago but the specific date, 

as revolutionary theorists claim, is to be belonged to the French Revolution in 1789, which took a revolutionary 

nationalist wave to other countries.  

Between the mid-eighteenth century to the late eighteenth century, the international relations were between great 

powers, which were Great Britain,Austria, France, Russia and Prussia [9]. Because the international politics, at that 

time in Europe, were based on wars; the relations between every two or more than two countries had changed. On 

the other hand, some of very powerful states in Europe came to alliance with each other. The relations between 

countries before every revolution were different from the relations after the revolution. Ruling systems in states had 

good economic and political links with several specific countries in that territory and had tensions with some other 

in the same region [45]. So as to have political influences on each other, the allying countries had intelligent and 

economic relations with each other.Therefore, the allying states prohibited any trade activity with the none-allying 

or anti-alliance countries. 

These alliances became the beginning of melting or assimilating some of those powers. For instance, the 

Kingdom of Sweden, Spain, the Dutch and the Ottoman Empire formed an alliance with each other but these 

alliances had dissolved some countries like Sweden and it had lessened the power of the Ottomans [9]. The French 

revolution ruptured some of the relations; therefore, this revolution changed most of the equations. Nonetheless, this 

revolution changed the governmental system of the state, it also changed some of the relations but it did not change 

the multi-polarity of the world politics. The world remained in its normal way which was multi-polar system. States 

were challenging to obtain their interests on the account of others, but still the international politics and world 

economy were influenced by several powerful entities. 

The agricultural developments and the industrial inventions overlapped with the French and American 

upheavals. Since these upheavals brought the world politics to a barbarian and bourgeois hierarchy, the ideological 

revolutions extended to every part of the world [36]. Some of the fundamental nationalist groups supported their 

interest in capitalism by monopolizing other third world. On the other hand, other perspectives showed their interest 

in a more social and equal life for individuals this thinking was very well supported by the communism. These two 

ideologies brought revolutions to the international politics and this mainly affected the international relations 

because it was impossible for a communist country to have any political or economic relations with other capitalist 

countries [47]. Furthermore, these two perspectives led the international politics to a bi-polar rather than a multi-

polar world system. 

IV. CRISIS AND REVOLUTIONISM, THE CAUSE OF WORLD WARS AND ECONOMIC CRISES 
A. Concept of Crisis 

The origin of the concept of crisis belongs to a Greek word (Krisis) which expresses pronouncement or selection. 

It depends on a variety of usage, according to the topic of the researcher's method. Crisis is an antithetic state which 

used only in negative situation [50]. Although, the definitions are similar in defining the outcomes of crises, they are 

different in their concentration. Some of them focused on the dimensions, or victims, or time or place of the crisis. 
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Mitroff, and Anagnos (2001) [43] suggest that crisis is an event having potential of impact on the whole 

organization. Meanwhile, it can be classified as a major crisis only when it affects a big part of a corporation. 

Moreover, Coombs (2014) illustrated that the major crisis is termed as a huge number of human lives, economics, 

property, fame, regular health as well as well-being of a Corporation. The performance of a Corporation become 

affected and it hampers the result when it becomes realized an unpredictable state that threatens important prospect 

of publics.  

Some researchers relate the definition of the concept to time, or place, or victims, or solutions, or outcomes or 

even size of the damage. For example, Fink (1986) [18] described crisis as a turning point in which an organization 

leads to better or worse. Furthermore, some other scholars argue that crisis is a serious case with a strong negative 

result hampering an organization, company and the existing stakeholders, products, services or the fame of the 

organization. It hinders usual trade performances and foretells the persistence of the organization at the same time 

[17]. Meanwhile, according to [52]crisis is a particular, accidental and unusual corporation based circumstance or 

string of states that occurs extreme uncertainty and threat or perceived threat to an organization elevated priority 

target.  

B. Causes of Crisis 

Having knowledge of the cause of crisis helps managers in finding proper, quickest and easiest solution with 

fewer efforts[61].Meanwhile, scholars in crisis suggest various reasons and sources of crisis because of the nature, 

scope, time and location of occurrence of the crisis[25]. Generally, according to the investigations of most of the 

researchers, most of the crises may arise as a result often reasons (the causes of crisis are fragmented in the 

literature; the followings are brought out from the investigations of different studies): 

C. Misunderstanding 

It refers to an error in receiving and understanding the information available on the coming crisis facing the 

organization. Several factors create misunderstanding of the issues that the organization encounters, such as: lack of 

information and warning signal of the issue[13], inability to collect the information, or inability to link information 

to the crisis, and interference and confusion of information and conflict of the sources of the warnings[63]. 

Misjudgment and Misestimating 

Misjudgment and Misestimating means that information gives contrary value, appreciation and meaning to the 

reality. They are among the most common causes of crises in all areas, particularly in political and military areas 

[49]. Misjudgment and Misestimating include: exaggeration of the information about the crisis, excessive self-

confidence or high expectation, influenced by fake slogans (such as we are the best, we are the strongest), 

underestimating other parties in the crisis, and lack of reasonable analysis of information on the crisis [16]. 

Mismanagement 

This type of management is the most dangerous to the administrative entity because it causes destruction of the 

organization’s capabilities. Perhaps, this explains the causes of the administrative crises in the organizations of the 

Third World countries. When the organizational structure or the governmental system deteriorates, it should be 
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expected that disasters and crises occur [42]. Some crises arise due to random management, lack of strategic 

planning and lack of communication (or administrative conflict) between departments or managers [12]. 

Nonetheless, apart from strategic plan and effective communication, an active follow-up or scientific control is 

needed[29]. Moreover, lack of guidance for orders, information and lack of coordination threatens the status of the 

organizations. 

Clash of Interests and Goals 

When opinions or interests and goals differ, conflicts arise between individuals or between departments or 

between managers, which may lead to disasters and crises[39]. Each party sees this work from its angle, which may 

not be compatible with the other party. Each of the conflicting stakeholders works to find a means of pressure to suit 

their interests. Several reasons create clash of interests and goals. Firstly, differences in the culture and personality 

of the parties to the conflict as well as differences in organizational, cultural, gender, type, and income backgrounds. 

Secondly, lack of mutual respect and disrespect for power lines and organizational relationships. Thirdly, the 

absence of mechanism and system in solving disputes[11]. 

Human Faults and Lack of Experience 

It means mistakes due to the inability, lack of experience or willingness of the parties to the crisis to deal with 

the realities of the crisis[13]. In general, lack of experience in the project and inappropriate professional qualities put 

employees, managers or the organizations in trouble, leading the organization to the risks and crises [51]. Moreover, 

lack of focus on work and ignorance can repeat human errors. Therefore, adequate study for the job is needed to 

cope with the nature of the crisis. 

Rumors and Sensations 

Rumors are recruited in a certain way, and therefore they are surrounded by a series of false information, 

announced at a certain time, within a specific climate and environment, and through a specific event that triggers the 

crisis. Rumors and sensations are the outcomes of confusion of officials, climate with limited information and mass 

tensions[10]. 

Desire to Extortion and Power Exhibition 

The lobbyists, as well as the stakeholders, use such methods in order to reap the unfair advantages from the 

administrative entity. Ivlevs and Hinks (2015) argue that interest groups’ style is to create successive crises in the 

organization and create a series of crises that force the decision makers to obey their interests. The interest groups 

expose the leaders (top management) to psychological, physical and personal pressures due to the existence of 

conflict of interest and the desire to destroy others or destroy other organizations so as to show power in front of 

others[6]. 

Lack of Trust 

Lack of faith in others and lack of confidence in people working around the organization, and may inspire lack of 

trust in the whole system, such as lack of confidence in the senior management or organization[37].   Some scholars 

suggest that lack of trust originate from low income, low morale or motivation as well as lack of interest in 
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work[24]. In addition to that, other scholars such as [44] belong trustless to tyranny and dictatorship in 

administrative work, concern and fear of the actions of the regime and appeasing presidents and resorting to political 

tricks. 

Intentional or Planned Crises 

Sometimes the top management and leaders try to produce problems and crises to camouflage larger crises. It is 

an attempt to distract from a real crisis by triggering imaginary crises[66]. In the developing countries, authorities 

plan to make troubles and crises to gain achievements immorally at the expense of others. That is, people are to be 

busy to solve the new crisis, neglecting the real crisis. 

Wars and Conflicts 

It has been experienced that wars and conflicts can affect countries’ governance procedures. Some crises emerge 

due to the chaos originating from the wars and conflicts appeared in the country [38]. Apart from the destructions 

that wars bring, they need financial supports to continue. Furthermore, the aftermath of conflicts remains for a long 

time by which the organization can be easily affected due to the shortages in other sectors [5]. 

D. Ideological and Industrial Revolutions Causing the World Wars 

In the late 19th and early 20th centuries, the world had seen several powerful states with different ideologies. At 

that time, Japan, China, USSR, USA, UK, France, Germany, Italy, and to some extent the Ottoman Empire were 

struggling with each other in order to have more colonies in the world. In most of these states, ideological and 

industrial revolutions could have affected in rewriting the states’ economy and politics. Some countries came to 

alliance with each other in order to defeat an ideological revolution that was thought to be a threat on the world 

politics. Therefore, “war-making and preparations for war created the major structures of the national state” [57]. 

Due to these tensions and the emergence of fundamentalist nationalism and capitalism, an ideological revolution 

came to existence which was Marxism. This revolution was first seen in the heart of Russian Empire, Moscow. This 

ideology has firstly been traced back to literature by which the work of some writers, like More Thomas, was 

regarded as extremely socialism [19]. Nonetheless, the visible owner of this ideology as an international revolution 

was Karl Marx. Marx was not only against the Russian Empire, but he declared his school’s disagreement against 

economic, social, and political system of the world. Therefore, the Marxist ideology can be seen as a revolution that 

created several economic, social and political instabilities in the world. 

Marxists claimed that the socioeconomic structure, multi-classes, and political divisions should be changed in 

their roots. Since, at that time, every people could not participate in constituting the states’ politics, the Marxists 

revolted in most of the Asian countries and Eastern Europe to oppose capitalism and bourgeoisie [45]. These ideas 

brought the global politics into a deep competition in order to diminish each other. Thus, Marxism with its rivals 

made the international community divided into multi-polar system since there were different attitudes towards this 

school inside communist entities. 

Both of ideological and industrial revolutions pushed the great powers to have interest in making wars so as to 

achieve their interests in a specific region or in the whole world. In the early twentieth century, as the revolutionary 
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ideologies emerged, the world politics became multi-polarity. Each one of the UK, France, Germany, Russia, China, 

Japan, and the USA with their different ideological and industrial revolutions attempted to pose their intentions on 

other countries [8]. Therefore, the world was faced with two world wars in the early and mid-twentieth century. 

Destructive and taboo weapons were used in these two world wars. Consequently, millions of people were killed and 

emigrated.  

Marxism, later on Leninism and Stalinism was spread in many neighboring and non-neighboring states. Some of 

the countries that followed this mainstream allied USSR, in its ideological conflict, violently accepted this kind of 

socialism. Some other states, by contrast, peacefully followed the USSR in its campaign against welfare states. 

Therefore, it can be inferred that the early nineteenth century was the beginning of the east-west conflicts that 

transformed the global politics into bi-polarity rather\ than multi-polarity[37].That is, the two ideologies, Capitalism 

and Marxism, led the world politics in to a cold war in the world of bi-polar political system. 

E. The Cold War Period and the Emergence of Crises 

By the end of the World War I and World War II, each one of the Soviet Union and the USA made efforts to 

change the bipolarity of the world system by defeating one another. Thus, they tried to lead other territorial 

neighboring countries. The USA tried to do so by urging particularly the European countries to revolt against the 

idea of Communism, and far countries generally [8]. This was firstly because the Europe was the base of the growth 

of the world economy. Secondly, Europe was geographically between the two great powers. Thirdly, Europe has had 

great historical and economic influences on Africa and the Middle East. Therefore, the USA tried to collect the 

European countries under the NATO, an international defense organization, leaded by USA herself in the mid-

twentieth century [8]. At the beginning the USSR asked to be a member in that organization, but the USA refused 

that idea. 

The fundamental principle of Communism was classless and stateless society with a common ownership of the 

means of property. With this perspective, the USSR started to help socialist revolutions to achieve their 

independence from the powerful dominations such as UK and France. The US capitalist ideology, on the other hand, 

supported the anti-communism movements and upheavals [64]. That is, the Cold War between the Soviet Union and 

the USA affected the world politics and economy. Therefore, it can be inferred that the ideological revolutions have 

created political instabilities, economic crises and crises of lack of trust from mid-twentieth century until now.  

Political Crises 

The revolutionary ideologies of Communism and Capitalism have created political instabilities in most of the 

regions in the world. In the mid-twentieth century, China saw a very big civil war in number of participants in the 

world [14]. The West called that civil war coup d’état. Communists, by contrast, propagated that it was a great 

revolution. Mao Zedong, the founder and chairman of the Communist Party in China, established the main 

principles of Communism with respect to China's social situations at that time [21]. The conflicts were between the 

Communists and the Kuomintang, the ruling party in China at that time [21]. 
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The result of that civil war was establishment of two defacto states of the Republic of China in Taiwan (ROC) 

Iceland and the People’s Republic of China in the mainland (PRC). Each of these two states proclaimed that their 

government is legitimate and the other is fake [46]. They did not have any political or economic relations with each 

other. Furthermore, the international community was splitted to pro-PRC led by the communist ruling states and 

pro-ROC led by the Western countries. Therefore, due to the people’s revolution in China, the world politics has 

encountered a split between western states and the eastern ones. 

China was not the only case, the same story repeated in Korea. A civil war began in that country in early 1950s 

and resulted of establishment of two Koreas (Republic of South Korea and Republic of North Korea)[47]. Due to 

Communism’s borderless society, this ideology was seen as international. The international Communism began to 

spread other states involving Middle-East and Western Europe [8]. They began with Iran and Egypt. In Iran, the 

Communists helped Mohammad Mosaddeq to be the prime minister of Iran. On the other hand, the West, USA and 

the UK, opposed him and they supported FazlollahZahedi to remove Mosaddeq from power by a coup d’état in 

August 1953 [23]. Moreover, in Arab countries, the East became pro-nationalists. In 1952, Jamal Abd al-Nasir 

staged a coup d’état and the Free Officers finished the ruling system of the country, Kingdom. 

The Egyptian nationalist revolution was followed by several revolutions and attempts to change ruling figures in 

the region. After Egypt, countries like Iraq, Syria, Yemen, Libya, the Sudan, and Algeria (against French 132 year of 

occupation) have seen revolutions [68]. Since these revolutions were during the Cold War period, each of USSR and 

USA through economic, military and intelligent (logistic) means supported their allies in the Arab world. The 

Middle East had many importances for both sides. Firstly, Israel had lobbies in the western states, so the West 

wanted Israel to be safe. Secondly, geographically Middle East had a strategic position in the world. Thirdly, the 

growth of the world economy depended on oil, and the Middle East was rich of oil. Therefore, each of the USSR 

and USA tried to keep their interests safe and have more influences on the Middle East [38]. 

In addition to the political crises emerged  by the conflicts between Communism and Capitalism, the Arab 

Spring in the first decade of the twenty first century is another example. In 2011, a revolutionary wave occurred in 

the Arab countries, starting with Tunisia and then moved to Libya, Egypt, Bahrain, Yemen, Syriaand now happening 

in the Sudan and Algeria [22]. The direction of the Arab Spring revolution was changed to bloody civil wars. 

Thousands of people killed or migrated in Libya, Syria and Yemen because the great powers, Russia, USA, China 

and EU attempted to change the direction of the revolutions towards their interests. Furthermore, the undemocratic 

regimes of Egypt, Bahrain, and Tunisia have been changed to the military stable systems coming after coup d’états 

[28]. Therefore, the examples of the ideological revolutions in the Twentieth century and the Arab Spring prove that 

due to the interests of the great powers the direction of the revolutions goes to the political instabilities. 

Economic Crises 

In most of the revolutions, the three types of revolution (agricultural, industrial and ideological revolutions) 

involve a change that moves society to its essence. That is, revolutions are planned developments to bring a massive 

positive change. Although the agricultural and industrial revolutions are considered as peaceful ones that may take a 

long time to succeed, they made huge changes in the economy of the countries and the whole world [65]. By the 
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changes of agricultural and industrial revolutions many problems occurred. For instance, the changes of the 

agriculture sector in in the UK in the 18th century made upheavals and movements in the country [15]. Furthermore, 

the industrial revolution in the Europe created an undulation of unemployment in the continent that started 

peacefully and had aggressive outcomes [55]. Therefore, although agricultural and industrial revolutions involve 

transformations that bring positive changes, there are several examples proving that such revolutions have had 

negative impacts on the economy. 

The ideological revolutions, on the other hand, can aggressively and peacefully be held. Ideological 

revolutionists have differently reacted. Gandhi was very peaceful in protesting against the British colonization and 

succeeded in achieving his aims and objective [27]. Meanwhile, Che Guevara with his Marxist ideology, by contrast 

was a radical ideological revolutionist and in the same way he and his followers succeeded in obtaining what they 

tried to gain [40]. It is true that he chose military revolution in order to free some territorial regions in the Latin 

America but still he did not neglect negotiations and other peaceful means to achieve this freedom. Both of Che 

Guevara’s and Gandhi’s revolutions have had negative impacts on the economy of their countries and the colonist 

countries. 

In addition, the Soviet Union supported the socialist European states as well as the revolutions in the Latin 

America and in neighboring states of the USA. For the Soviet Union, Europe is geographically important. Further, 

the USSR tried to take advantage of the natural resources and scientists of Europe. In the meantime, in the Latin 

America, the USSR tried to jeopardize the USA interests, and this made economic problems in most of these 

countries. Moreover, the Soviet Union wanted to lessen the USA stresses on the neighboring states of the USSR. 

Therefore, the Soviet Blok gathered the social countries in the region under the Warsaw Pact as a response to the 

establishment of NATO [41]. So any threat on any of the members of the Warsaw Pact or the NATO was measured 

on all the countries. 

Although each one of NATO and Warsaw Pact are political and military organizations, the economic relations 

between all the countries split between these two blocks [58]. That is, most of the formal trade relations were 

between the allied states with each other rather than with non-allied ones. This division in the international politics 

and economy, as pros and against, led the world political and trade system into a severe ultimatum of so called Cold 

War between the Soviet Union and the USA [53]. Therefore, the world was economically, politically and militarily 

split between the West and the East polar. 

The last Iranian Islamic revolution and Arab Spring are two best examples of revolutions that destroyed the 

economy of the states. The late seventies’ Islamic revolution in Iran, although held against injustice and corrupted 

system, had negative and severe economic outcomes on Iran [1]. Moreover, the Arab Spring is a destructive 

revolution that brought the Arab countries back to 20 years [4]. According to the last estimations of World Bank 

each one of Syria, Yemen, and Libya have recorded more than 300 trillion dollars losses due to the conflicts 

emanating from the revolutions in these countries [2]. Further, people in Egypt, Tunisia, the Sudan and Algeria are 

suffering from poverty, unemployment and economic inflation due to the negative consequences of Arab Spring[4]. 

Thus, the revolutions have had negative impacts on the economic crises in the most of the regions in the world. 
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Lack of Trust 

The aggressive competitions, including political and economic challenges, between the powerful countries 

emanating from ideological revolutions lead to different perspectives to the centralization of states. Therefore, 

revolutions “can be understood as movements of resistance against those domestic efforts to centralize” [34]. 

However, during that period some of the powerful countries were partially against this wave of revolution. For 

instance, a country like Germany was not against the revolution’s ideology but she was against the threats of the 

military and economic expansion that put the German territorial interests in jeopardy [8]. Thus, it can be said that 

ideological revolutions created the lack of trust between world economic and political powers. That is, great powers 

have been afraid of the aftermath of the ideological revolutions and the crisis of lack of trust between the world 

powers started to boom out. 

The Cold War between the Soviet Union and the United States of America lasted decades until the collapse of 

the USSR in 1989. Due to the impact of the communist revolution on the international community’s position another 

term emerged into world diplomacy which was anti-revolutionism [8]. Though German’s Hitler was a great threat 

on the whole world, the triumph of Stalin was not considered as the success of democracy in the world since the 

extreme expansion of Communism jeopardized other ideologies [31]. The ideological and geographical expansion of 

the USSR led other non-communist states to aggressively oppose any upheaval that was near to socialism. 

Therefore, each of USSR and the West supported the upheavals and revolutions in the territories of each other’s 

interest, such as, Korea, China, Vietnam and Arab world. 

The international Communism began to spread other states involving Middle-East and Western Europe [8]. They 

began with Iran and Egypt. In Iran, the Communists helped Mohammad Mosaddeq to be the prime minister of Iran. 

On the other hand, the West, USA and the UK, opposed him and they supported FazlollahZahedi to remove 

Mosaddeq from power by a coup d’état in August 1953 [23]. Moreover, in Arab countries, the East became pro-

nationalists. In 1952, Jamal Abd al-Nasir staged a coup d’état in which the Free Officers finished the ruling system 

of the state, Kingdom. 

Although Free Officers were not communists, the USSR supported them just because king Farooq was extremely 

pro-West leader. Moreover, this revolutionary coup d’état caught the “imagination” of other states to concentrate on 

nationalism and socialism [33]. This nationalist revolution gave the West a point of view that Arab states were about 

to ally themselves with Palestinians and they threatened the security of the West’s representative in the region, Israel 

[62]. From that time, Communism and Capitalism transformed their conflicts to the far territories. That is, they 

ignited the fire of revolutionism in the countries allying the other side. Nevertheless, these efforts were dangerous 

for the evolution of the world economy and the international security system as the crisis of lack of trust created the 

sense of threat on the national security for each country. 

The crisis of lack of trust between the USA and the USSR was not treated although Khrushchev’s message paved 

the path to end the Cold War. Then, this led to collapse a powerful pole, Communism, in the world and transform 

the global politics in to uni-polarity [35]. The Communism was diminished in most of the European countries and 

the USSR did not or could not resist the revolutionary waves that involved USSR, even. Therefore, since 1989 the 
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international politics remained in the uni-polarity of the USA. Nevertheless, the collapse of the USSR did not 

produce trust of political and military stability between the West and the East [67]. The Russian supports to Assad’s 

regime in Syria and the US aids to Syrian opposition is a good example to prove that the historical conflicts between 

these two revolutionary powers created the root of lack of trust between great powers [60]. Therefore, according to 

all these examples of ideological clashes and revolutions it can be inferred that ideological revolutions has 

negatively affected international relations. 

V. CONCLUSION 
Due to the importance of the subject, having direct impact on all the sectors of world politics, many scholars 

with different mainstreams have given different definitions to the concept of revolutions. Crane Brinton have given a 

broad definition to the concept arguing that revolutions are sudden and drastic attempts to change the ruling group in 

a territorial political status by another non-ruling group. Theda Skocpol, by contrast, has narrowly defined 

revolutions consuming that it is has to do with social perspective. That is, revolutions, again, are rapid and basic 

transformations from a social status or structure to another one.  

Three main types of revolutions, agricultural, industrial, and ideological revolutions are explained in this study. 

Although all three types are explained, the main focus of this study is on the latter. The ideological revolutions have 

aggressive outcomes mainly happening in the third world states by which the whole system of the peoples’ life and 

political entity’s strategies are going to be changed. The main reason behind the aggressive revolutions is that the 

ruling politicians do not accept any change, therefore the other not running group that government revolt 

aggressively. Moreover, sometimes ideological revolutions are peaceful taking a long time but more successful 

because their main aim is not destroying the whole system, wherein only corrupted sectors are going to be reformed.  

This study has also explained the main ideological revolutions in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries that have 

created conflicts, wars, crises as well as cold wars between East and West. This work has identified the outcomes of 

the main ideological revolutions in which political and economic crises, and lack of trust left between the great 

powers. Furthermore, this study has illustrated that revolutionism has created a wave of revolution. When a 

revolution occurs in a particular country, other neighboring countries encounter the same wave of revolutions, like 

what happened in the Arab world in 1950s and the Arab Spring in 2010s. The consequences of such revolutions are 

very severe and destructive by which civil wars, economic crises and dictatorship occur in these countries. 

Therefore, such sudden and fast changes have negative results. 

Due to the importance of the revolutionism, scholars should make more studies on the consequences of 

aggressive revolutions in the future. Such research helps politicians and opposition parties, especially in the third 

world countries, to focus on peaceful long-term revolutions rather than aggressive ones. Moreover, future studies 

should concentrate on the developments of the Middle East for having strong influence of the future of world 

political system. The researchers ought to discuss the main reasons of Arab uprisings so as that authorities attempt to 

make reforms before disastrous conflicts appear. Finally, scholars have to make studies on the crises and causes of 

crises wherein several causes of crises belong to wars and conflicts that may occur due to aggressive revolutions 

especially in the developing countries. 
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