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DIPLOMACY TRAINING  PROGRAM IN KABUL
The Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies
and the Asia-Pacific College of Diplomacy
conducted a week-long training program
in Kabul on ‘Modern Diplomacy’ for staff
of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
Islamic Republic of Afghanistan 10-14
December 2006.

The program was sponsored by the ANU
and funded by the Vice-Chancellor,
Professor Ian Chubb. It was the first of its
kind to be convened in Kabul as a
contribution to Afghanistan’s state
building. Professor Amin Saikal was
responsible for the initiative which was
organised in consultation with colleagues
from the Asia-Pacific College of
Diplomacy, ANU. The program was opened
by Foreign Minister Abdullah and was
attended by over 40 participants from the
Afghan Ministry of Foreign Affairs.

Professor Amin Saikal, and three of his ANU
colleagues, Professor William Maley,
Director of the Asia-Pacific College of
Diplomacy, Mr Tony Godfrey-Smith, former
Australian High Commissioner to Samoa
and a Visiting Fellow at the College of
Diplomacy and Mr Shayeq Qassem,  a
research scholar at CAIS, presented the
week’s training.

Professor Saikal delivered lectures on
‘Afghanistan in the Course of Modern
History’; ‘Afghan Relations in the Region’
and ‘Afghanistan and the Contemporary
International Situation’; Professor Maley
lectured on ‘Classical Diplomacy’,
‘Transnational Diplomacy’, ‘International
Law and ‘International Organisations’; Mr
Godfrey-Smith presented
‘The Role of the Diplomatic
Mission’, ‘Diplomatic
Representation and
Advocacy’, ‘Diplomatic
Reporting’ and ‘Public
Diplomacy and Diplomatic
Postings/Assignments’; and
Mr Qassem presented two
lectures on ‘Afghanistan’s
relations with Central Asia’.

Dr Abdullah and Professor Saikal presented
participants with ANU certificates of
attendance. A number of the most active
participants were selected for further study
in courses offered abroad.  The program
proved to be highly successful. The Foreign
Minister expressed his deepest appreciation
to Professor Chubb and the ANU for a valuable
contribution. He expressed his wish for the
program to be convened annually for at least
the next two years.

Official Opening of the Program:  Former Afghan Foreign Minister Dr Abdullah Abdullah (center);
to his right: Prof Amin Saikal (CAIS Director); Mr Ahmad Shayeq Qassem (CAIS); Mr Hafizullah Ebadi
(Director, Institute of Diplomacy, Ministry of Foreign Affairs); to his left: Professor William Maley
(APCD), Mr Tony Godfrey-Smith (APCD); Mr Tor Achekzai (Advisor, Institute of Diplomacy, Ministry of
Foreign Affairs).

Professor Saikal and Professor Maley with a
number of the program participants.
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CENTRE NEWS
STAFF APPOINTMENTS
Dr Mohammad Torabi’s appointment as
Persian Lecturer finished on 14
December 2005 and Fatemeh Akbari from
Tabatabai University was appointed,
from 20 February to 30 June 2006.

Michelle Emmett took up the position of
Graduate Program and Project Officer in
January, 2006.

Anita Mack was appointed as the new
Publications Officer / Research Assistant
in April, 2006.

VISITORS
HE Mrs Maria van der Hoeven, Minister
for Education, Culture and Science, The
Netherlands, HE Mr N. Murat Ersavci, The
Turkish Ambassador to Australia, HE Mr
Rajab Sukayri, Ambassador of Jordan, HE
Mr Tammam Souliman, Ambassador of
Syria, HE Mr François Descoueyte,
Ambassador of France, HE Ms Lyndall
Sachs, Australian Ambassador-Designate
to Lebanon, HE Ms Zorica McCarthy,
Australian Ambassador to Pakistan, Ms

Lisa Rice  Madan, First Secretary, Canadian
High Commission.

The French Ambassador HE Mr François
Descoueyte with Prof Amin Saikal,  Prof Adam
Shoemaker and Frank Jackson.

LECTURES AND SEMINARS
‘The United Nations experience in post-
conflict operations: Lessons from East
Timor’, Dr Elizabeth Cousens, Vice-
President of the International Peace
Academy and Dr Bruce Jones Co-Director
of Centre for International Cooperation,
NYU, 8 February 2006.

Dr Robert Fisk presented a lecture based
on his book, ‘The Great War for Civilisation;
The Conquest of the Middle East’, 9 March
2006.

‘The Limits of Statebuilding: The Role of
International Assistance in Afghanistan’,
Dr Astri Suhrke, Senior Research Fellow,
Chr Michelsen Institute, Norway, 16 March
2006.

‘Russia, the Shanghai Cooperation and
Central Asia’, Dr Viachelav B. Amirov, Senior
Research Fellow and Executive Secretary,
Centre for Asia-Pacific Studies, Institute of

World Economy & International Relations
(IMEMO), Moscow, 19 April 2006.

‘Dr Frankenstein of the North Caucasus?
President Putin’s Chechen Policy and the
Dilemmas of Power in the Region’, Dr Kirill
Nourzhanov, CAIS Lecturer, 18 April 2006.

‘Fast Forward to the Past? The Line in the Sand
from Iraq to Iran’, Professor Ramesh Thakur,
Senior Vice Rector of the United Nations
University and Assistant Secretary-General of
the United Nations, 24 May 2006.

thesis is: ‘Towards An Understanding Of The
Emergence Of Afghanistan As The Global
Leader In Opium Production From A
Political-economic Perspective’.

FIELD WORK
Hamish McGregor is currently on fieldwork
in Iran, conducting research on his PhD
topic: ‘Iranian Nationalism and the Islamic
Revolution’.

Richard Scrivener completed fieldwork in
Washington, London and Tehran between
November 1995 and February 1996. His
PhD topic is ‘Australian Iranian relations and
the Australian US alliance: 1979 to 2003’.

SPECIAL EVENTS
Persian Language and Culture Students
celebrated Nouruz (Iranian New Year) on 27
March 2006.

Reception and book launch of CAIS
publication ‘Islam and Marble’ written by
Michael Greenhalgh, ANU, 29 March 2006.

Dinner for CAIS post-graduate students at
Teatro Vivaldi, 4 April 2006. At which the
guest speaker was Mr Richard Gibbs of
Macquarie Bank.

Careers Seminar and Afternoon Tea for
Postgraduate Students at CAIS. Featured
Speaker: David Hennessy, former DFAT
Officer, 28 April 2006.

Professor Saikal  with the Governor-General
Major General Michael Jeffery.

Ricky Andraos: ‘Saudi Arabia Since The
1990 Gulf Crisis: A Socio-Psychological
Perspective Of Militancy’ (MA).

Kees van der Spek : ‘Political Economy and
Social Relations of Sheikh Abd el-Qurna
and Dr Abu el-Naga, Egypt’ (PhD).

HONOURS
Professor Amin Saikal was appointed a
Member of the Order of Australia (AM) for
service to the international community and
to education through the development of
the Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies,
and as an author and adviser. The
Governor- General, Major General Michael

his award at Government House on 7 April
2006.

AWARDS
Malcolm  McAllister won the Khalifa Al-Falasi
Prize for his Master of Arts degree which he
completed at CAIS in 2005. The title of his

ADMISSION TO DEGREE
The following students have been accepted
for admission to postgraduate degrees:

HE Mrs Maria van der Hoeven (above),
Minister for Education, Culture and Science,
The Netherlands, met with the Vice-
Chancellor, Prof Ian Chubb, the Convener
of the College of Arts and Social Sciences,
Prof Frank Jackson, the Dean of the College
of Arts and Social Sciences, Professor Adam
Shoemaker, the Director of the Centre, Prof
Amin Saikal and a number of other
academics in CAIS’ Board Room. The
Minister was accompanied by HE Mr Niek
van Zutphen, The Netherlands Ambassador
to Australia and a number of members of
her entourage. They discussed ways of
improving academic and cultural
exchanges especially in the area of Islamic
Studies. Following the meeting, the Minister
gave a public lecture entitled ‘The Dutch
View on Bologna and Copenhagen’.

Jeffery, invested him with the insignia of    HE Maria van der Hoeven with VC
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On 29 March 2006, The Honourable Tim
Fisher and ANU Vice Chancellor, Professor
Ian Chubb officially launched Islam and
Marble, by Professor Michael Greenhalgh.
The Director of CAIS Professor
Amin Saikal welcomed
distinguished guests including
several ambassadors and
representatives of Arab/Muslim
countries in Australia, Dean of
the College of Arts and Social
Sciences, Prof. Adam
Shoemaker and Dean of the
College of Pacific and Asian
Studies, Prof. Robin Jeffery .

The Vice-Chancellor praised the
Centre for Arab and Islamic
Studies as a means to both
educating and promoting
tolerance through research and teaching.
He also welcomed guests to the ANU,
especially Tim Fisher who has recently been
honoured by ANU with a Doctorate of

“Islam and Marble from the Origins to
Saddam Hussein” was written by Michael
Greenhalgh, who retired in December
2005 as The Sir William Dobell Professor
of Art History at the Australian National
University. The work concentrates on
examples of the use of marble throughout
selected periods of the history of the
Islamic world, focusing on some of the
great centres such as Damascus, Cairo,
Agra and Cordoba, and with an appendix
on Saddam Hussein’s interest in marble.
Nearly all the illustrations for this
publication come from Professor
Greenhalgh’s 500,000+ collection of
digital images, some of them the result of
his long-standing interest in the re-use of
Roman antiquities during the Middle Ages
and later in the West.

Pointing out that Islam now occupies large
tracts around the Mediterranean where the
ancient Romans built lavishly in marble,
he explains that any consideration of
mediaeval re-use of the antique
architectural heritage has to look not just
at Western Europe and Byzantium, but at
Islam as well, which took the lead in
building in marble at various junctures.
Realising the importance of Islam for the
re-use of Roman antiquities, the images for
this monograph are the result of a career

The monograph is provided on paper
with an accompaying CD-ROM. The
printed book itself is well illustrated in
full colour, and it also appears in an
identical and fully-searchable
electronic version on the CDROM. But
marble can be a lusciously attractive
material, and many of the digital
images used in the book have been cut
down to fit the printed page.

Hence the main purpose of the CDROM
is to offer many more images than
could appear in the paper version,
together with a viewer allowing the user
to examine the often intricate and
ornate detail of the marble artefacts by
zooming in and out using a web browser
as a “window.”

Islam and Marble is principally a study
of architecture, but also examines the
mechanics whereby the adoption of a
prestigious material by a vigorous new
culture is used to proclaim messages
of triumph and sophistication to fellow
Moslems and also to Christian
competitors in commerce, culture and

war. “Beauty is the splendour of truth”,
wrote Saint Augustine (supposedly), and
the builders of Baghdad or Samarra
would surely have agreed - as would
today’s visitors to Cairo or Agra, Kairouan
or Cordoba.

Letters for his dedication to the university
over a long period.

Dr Fisher addressed the topic of Middle East
Politics and mentioned a series of events in

modern Middle East history such as the carve
up of the Middle East after WW1; the crisis
of Suez; the formation of the state of Israel;
without a corresponding state for the

AN  APPRAISAL

BOOK LAUNCH- ISLAM AND MARBLE

travelling through and documenting
monumental architecture around the
Mediterranean, including many of the
monuments of Islam in North Africa, Spain and
the Middle East.

Mosque of Mutawakkil in Samara

Palestinians; the first Gulf War; the current
war in Iraq — and how these missed
opportunities impacted on  the region and
have shaped the dynamics of the Middle

East today.

Professor Greenhalgh
spoke about the style of
the publication (see
below) and thanked
Professor Saikal and
other CAIS staff for their
assistance with the
publication. Professor
Saikal also took the
opportunity to thank
CAIS staff for their work
in the production of the
publication.

Copies of Islam and Marble can be ordered
from the Centre - see page 18 for details.
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THE IRANIAN NUCLEAR STANDOFF: BREAKING THE CYCLE
Richard Scrivener*

Iran and the West appear to be marching
towards the brink over the current nuclear
dispute, yet the history of this issue from
the early 1990s makes the current tensions
look more like the extension of a well
established pattern in which the United
States accuses, Iran denies, and the
Europeans, Russians and Chinese navigate
between the two while continuing to
support technologically Iran’s civil nuclear
program. Of greater importance than the
current round of diplomatic manoeuvring
is the challenge of breaking this long cycle
of accusation, denial, and non-resolution.

Iran’s nuclear program began under the
Shah, and was considered at the time
uncontroversial. In 1975 the West Germans
signed a contract with the Iranian
government to build two nuclear reactors
at Bushehr, on the Persian Gulf. The US was
eager to have a stake in Iran’s nuclear
development, sending a delegation of 13
Senators to Tehran in November 1977 to
discuss the sale of American nuclear
reactors. The revolution put an end to
Germany’s involvement in the Bushehr
project, and Iran’s civil nuclear program
was put on hold for the duration of the
Iran-Iraq War. Between 1982 and 1986 the
incomplete Bushehr facilities were
repeatedly bombed by the Iraqi air force.

It was not until 1992 that Iran’s civil nuclear
program was meaningfully resuscitated
through an intergovernmental agreement
with Russia for cooperation in the civil use
of nuclear energy. China had also begun
aiding Iran in the early 1990s through the
provision of nuclear fuels and four small
research reactors at Esfahan. In 1995 the
Russians undertook to complete Bushehr,
and it is this project that still forms the heart
of Iran’s nuclear program.

Foreign technical support for Iran’s nuclear
program has been actively resisted by the
US from the beginning of the 1990s. Early
European interest in restarting the Bushehr
project was deflected by US objections, and
by the mid-1990s the US was applying
increasing pressure on the Russians and
Chinese and accusing Iran of pursuing a
nuclear weapons program. US attempts to
isolate Iran economically and financially
culminated in the Iran Libya Sanctions Act
of 1996 (ILSA), which for the first time
attempted to punish non-US companies
investing in Iran’s oil and gas industry. In
1998 the US persuaded Ukraine not to
supply turbines for use with the reactors at
Bushehr.

accusations of a clandestine nuclear
weapons program, asserting that it seeks
nuclear technology only for power
generation and other civil purposes. But the
revelation in 2002 of the undisclosed, but
not illegal, construction of a uranium
enrichment plant at Natanz increased
scepticism amongst the Europeans and
Americans, and heightened concerns over
Iran’s intentions. Despite Iran’s extensive
cooperation with the International Atomic
Energy Agency  (IAEA) since 2003, suspicions
are greater than ever.

While present tensions over Iran’s nuclear
ambitions are essentially a continuation of
a fifteen year pattern, significant shifts in
the positions of all parties in recent years
have led to the current escalation. The US
has moderated its position slightly since the
imposition of ILSA, perhaps due to the failure
of its policy of unilateral extra-territorial
sanctions. Nonetheless, the US continues to
use the nuclear issue to push its broader
agenda of isolating Iran, and consistently
interprets IAEA reports in the most alarmist
context.

The Europeans, in contrast, have hardened
in their attitudes towards Iran. Throughout
the 1990s the EU pursued a policy of ‘critical
dialogue’ designed to normalise relations
with Iran through economic engagement.
The election of President Khatami in 1997
raised hopes that the policy would produce
real outcomes, despite continued scepticism
and opposition from the US. But the meagre
achievements of the dialogue, and the
frustrations of the last three years of
negotiations, have resulted in a growing
impatience with Iran’s determination to press
the limits of its legal rights to nuclear
development.

But it is the Iranian position that has shifted
most dramatically. The election of President
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad precipitated a
number of provocative moves, including the
replacement in August last year of the Iranian
Ambassadors to France, Germany, and
Britain, plus a large number of other Iranian
diplomats, and increasingly alarming
rhetoric against Israel. While Ahmadinejad’s
handling of the issue is widely criticised
within Iran, his general message of ‘Nuclear
Apartheid’ resonates strongly with Iranians,
who believe that their country is being held
to the highest standard of scrutiny while
the proliferating activities of India, Pakistan,
and Israel continue to be tolerated. When it

comes to the crucial issue of trust between Iran
and the West, many Iranians feel that it was
George Bush’s “Axis of Evil” speech that caused
the rupture rather than President
Ahmadinejad’s strident rhetoric. Iran continues
to insist that it has legal rights to develop nuclear
technology, but is increasingly unwilling to
accept that those rights carry many obligations
to the international community.

The general pattern of diplomatic manoeuvring
over Iran’s nuclear ambitions persists, but the
changes in approach of all parties have
significantly altered the balance of tensions
against Iran. What are the chances of this pattern
being broken and a real breakthrough
occurring? Continued point scoring over
specific incidents will not progress the parties
towards resolution. US determination to
uncover a ‘smoking gun’ in Iran’s purported
nuclear weapons programs will only reinforce
Iranian perceptions that they are the victims of
particular scrutiny while the programs and
arsenals of other nations in the region are
tolerated. Conversely, Iran’s continued
protestations that its activities are within the
legal limits of the Nuclear Non-proliferation
Treaty (NPT) and IAEA rules will not alleviate the
distrust and alarm being generated by
Armadinejad’s uncompromising rhetoric.

Only by addressing more fundamental issues
will progress be made. For Iran’s part, this means
restoring and extending international goodwill
through more reasonable political language,
greater diplomatic flexibility, and the
normalisation of relations with the US. For the
US and EU it means acknowledging that Iran
has a need for a civil nuclear program, and
genuine international security concerns that
need to be addressed. More generally it means
tackling the basic inequality that has arisen in
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation regime. The NPT
permits the nuclear-weapon states to retain
their advantage while acknowledging the right
of non-nuclear-weapon states to develop
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. The force
of the treaty has been diminished by
acceptance of India, Israel and Pakistan as
nuclear-weapon states outside the treaty
regime.

Progress at this level will require major shifts
not just in policy but in the fundamental
philosophies of all parties, so an early
breakthrough is remote in the extreme. But
equally, the prospects of a complete breakdown
in relations and a resort to force by the US also
seem remote.

*Richard Scriverner is a Post-graduate student
at the Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies.

Iran has, of course, consistently rejected US
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A GLOBAL
PERSPECTIVE
BHP Billiton is the world•s largest diversified resources company. With more than 100 assets,

operations and offices in over 25 countries, we sell our products (including aluminium, energy coal,

metallurgical coal, copper, manganese, iron ore, uranium, nickel, silver, titanium minerals, oil, gas,

liquefied natural gas and diamonds) to meet the world's resource and energy needs.  

We have a strong commitment to sustainable development and strive to make a real difference to

the communities in which we operate. During the 2005 financial year our voluntary contributions to

community programs totalled US$57.4 million.

Our commitment to community relationships and sustainable development was recently recognised

when we won the •Company of the Year Award 2005Ž at the Business in the Community Awards in

the United Kingdom. BHP Billiton is the first company in the extractive industries to receive the

award and is the first recipient recognised for its global activities.

PICTURED: Our Zamzama gas project in Pakistan is located in the district of Dadu. The area suffers from

very low rainfall, lacks basic infrastructure and has limited educational facilities or opportunities. As part

of our commitment to sharing success, we are working closely with the local communities, partners and

customers. Our Community Development Program has begun to make a significant difference in the 

areas of health, education, provision of basic infrastructure and sustainable livelihood.

GlobalPerspectiveAd  7/10/05  2:11 PM  Page 1
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CHINA’S GROWING INFLUENCE IN CENTRAL ASIA
Victoria Kelly-Clark*

Since the fall of the former Soviet Union
and the watershed of September 11,
2001 the five states of Central Asia have
witnessed a revival in their international
fortunes. Central Asia has found itself in
the middle of another ‘Great Game’ for
influence over the region, involving
Russia, America, China and to a lesser
extent, India.

Russia, of course, is a dominating force
within the region due to its historical ties
and close proximity. It is also desperately
determined to preserve its ‘big brother’
role through either economic or military
initiatives in each of the five Central Asia
states. The United States has poured tens
of millions of dollars into the coffers of
Central Asian leaders and has utilized
military bases in both Uzbekistan and
Kyrgyzstan for its operations in the ‘War
on Terror’. India is also tentatively moving
towards greater co-operation with the
region seeking to involve itself in regional
co-operatives and in the booming Central
Asian energy sector. However, it appears
that each of these states is facing
increasing competition from the world’s
fastest growing economy  China.

Since the area’s earliest days of
independence, China has sought to be
in the region. Having taken a slow and
steady approach to involvement with
Central Asia, China is now in an enviable
position, as Central Asian states are
drawing closer to their communist
neighbour through deepening
economic and political ties.

Certainly Kazakhstan and China’s
bilateral relations are deepening.
According to figures released this year
Kazakhstan has become China’s second
largest trading partner within the
Commonwealth of Independent States
(CIS) with a reported US$6.8 billion
dollars worth of trade in 2005. A figure
that is likely to increase given the signing
of an agreement for a ‘strategic
partnership’ between the two states
which seeks to expand the already
extensive regional security, energy,
technological, transportation,
telecommunication and agricultural ties.

Furthermore, with the sale of Kazakstan’s
Canadian-based oil company Petro-
Kazakstan being to China’s National
Petroleum Company (CNPC) and the
opening of the Kazakstan-China oil
pipeline, Kazakhstan is becoming an

integral part of China’s continuing
economic expansion.

Kazakhstan’s foreign Minister
Kasymzhomart Tokaev confirms that his
government sees China as a huge part of
Kazakhstan economic future. The
Nazarbaev government is pushing to
deepen these energy ties further by
constructing a gas pipeline which will allow
both Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan to
supply China with other natural energy
sources such as gas.

Kazakhstan is not alone in attempting to
secure strong ties with China. Each of the
five Central Asian states are seeking closer
co-operation with the Chinese
government. Many leaders are aware of
both the economic benefits and
international political influence an alliance
with the Chinese can bring. For example,
last year Uzbekistan signed an agreement
of cooperative partnership with China,
ostensibly to deflect Western criticism
following the massacre in Andijan in May
2005. Stating the new partnership was to
further develop the Sino-Uzbek ties in the
areas of oil, gas, mining,
telecommunications and transport, Uzbek
President Islam Karimov stated he saw
China as a ‘reliable partner and friendly
neighbour’. In addition, China and
Uzbekistan have agreed to a $US600m oil
deal and Uzbekistan is gaining Beijing’s
support for admission to the World Trade
Organisation.

Consequently many Central Asian leaders
are leaning towards China as an alternative
to Russia because China, unlike America,
will not question their human rights and
democratisation of their states and will
offer support for their authoritarian
domestic regimes.

Radio Free Asia (RFA) reports that many
ordinary Central Asians are welcoming of
China’s growing influence in the region
because of the money Beijing is willing to
invest. A recent figure from RFA cites
China’s plan to invest about US $4,000
million in Central Asia in the near future.

From constructing shopping complexes,
to financial aid programs that grant Central
Asian governments sizable amounts of
Chinese yuan for the purchase of Chinese
consumer goods, Central Asians are finding
that Chinese investment translates into
new job opportunities for their struggling
economies. Thus China’s overall strategy
to develop itself as a dominant power in

the region has involved engaging the
Central Asian states on a domestic level.
It is clear that China is becoming a
significant economic partner in Central
Asia, but the question is, will China utilise
this economic growth as political
leverage.

Certainly many Central Asian opposition
elites are concerned by China’s growing
influence arguing that in a region where
the political processes are dominated by
patronage, access to economic resources
is a vital part of such dealings. They fear
reliance on China for the region’s
economic growth, could lead to China
seeking a traditional vassal relationship
with Central Asia.

The proponents of this argument cite that
China’s political influence over the five
central Asian states can be seen in the
recent arrests of exiled Chinese Uygher
dissidents in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan.

China has been involved in political
cooperation in the region since the early
years of Central Asian independence via
the Shanghai Co-operation Organisation
(SCO). Originally designed to combat
Islamic extremism and facilitate inter-
regional relationships, the SCO has
become a major regional grouping over
the last ten years. As more countries are
waiting to join the SCO, it has become a
useful vehicle for China to push for the
region’s perspective on international
affairs, to be aligned with their own. One
such example, is last year’s SCO criticism
of the United States’ military presence in
the region. The ejection of the US forces
from Uzbekistan highlighted that this
reprimand was no idle threat and has
forced the US to rethink it strategy
towards Central Asia, China and the SCO.

Yet, while China may not wish to overrun
Central Asia, it certainly envisages the
region as a strategic answer to potential
threats.  China does see the US as
engaged in a process of containment of
China. Its involvement in Central Asia and
its recent attempts to control China’s
access to energy resources, could be
regarded by China as part of a process of
encirclement with a view to hindering
China’s development. As a result Central
Asia has become an important factor in
China securing both its internal and
western frontier.

It appears Central Asia has become a
target for Chinese authorities due to the

continued on page 16
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FIRST CAIS SCHOLARSHIP AWARDED FOR PHD STUDIES

The inaugural CAIS Scholarship for PhD studies was awarded
to Mr. Daoud Yaqub in February 2006.  This prize was conceived
by Professor Amin Saikal.

Mr Yaqub, a dual Afghan-American citizen, who comes to the
Centre from a distinguished educational and professional
background, will be commencing his PhD studies in July 2006.
He currently is the Security Sector Reform Coordinator for the
National Security Council in Kabul, Afghanistan. Previous
positions include Director for International Affairs, NSC in Kabul,
the Deputy Spokesperson & Foreign Policy Aide to President
Hamid Karzai and  Executive Director of the Afghanistan
Foundation in Washington, DC. Mr Yaqub holds a Juris
Doctorate (J.D.) from the University of Pittsburgh (1998) and
a BA in Political Science and International Relations from the
State University of New York at Buffalo (1994).  The topic of
his thesis is “Afghanistan: The Rule of Law, Security Sector
Reform, and the War Against Terrorism.”
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AY

CAIS SEMINARS

THE UNITED NATIONS EXPERIENCE IN
POST-CONFLICT OPERATIONS: LESSONS
FROM EAST TIMOR  & THE MIDDLE
EAST

On 8 February 2006 Dr Elizabeth Cousens
and Dr Bruce Jones, gave a seminar on the
topic “The United Nations Experience in
Post-Conflict Operations:  Lessons from East
Timor and the Middle East”. The seminar was
co-hosted by the Research School of
Pacific and Asian Studies.

Dr Jones, a Co-Director of the Centre for
International Cooperation at New York
University, began the seminar with a
discussion of the unique nature of the UN’s
role as a transitional authority in East Timor.
As the head of the UN’s East Timor
Peacekeeping Planning Staff, Dr Jones
provided insight into the challenges of UN
interdepartmental rivalries. These rivalries
have a detrimental effect when dealing with
the immediate requirements of
peacekeeping and the longer-term
challenges of peace building, which
includes capacity building of local
authorities and structures. Dr Jones set out
to correct two oft-repeated misnomers
regarding East Timor, namely that: 1. The
transitional authority model was a ‘cookie
cutter’ approach based on the Kosovo
model; and 2. There was no dialogue with
the National Council of Timorese Resistance
(CNRT) in the model’s planning. Dr Jones
posited that the full-blown transitional
authority model came from CNRT itself, who
requested it for a 2-3 year transition period.
The CNRT also provided the planning team
with an ‘organogram’ defining a view of
East Timor in the post-UN period.

Dr Jones commented that the process of
East Timorese state capacity-building was
poorly done for a combination of political
and financial reasons. One fundamental
problem was that the peacekeeping team
was unable to include proposed funding
for capacity-building in their final budget.
In particular, a proposed ‘dual desk system’
- in which each UN official had an East
Timorese counterpart - was rejected by the
UN Security Council as ‘peace-building’, not
peacekeeping, and hence not fundable.
Further, there is a general consensus that
the UN moved too slowly to shift
responsibility from Mission staff to the East
Timorese.

The UNTAET model reflects what has been
called by Ibrahim Brahimi, now UN Special
Representative to Afghanistan, a ‘Heavy
Footprint’ that inherently undermines state
capacity. As an alternative, Mr Brahimi
introduced a ‘Light Footprint’ model in

Afghanistan, where Afghans have executive
authority and UN plays a support role.

Dr Jones, Prof Saikal & Dr Cousens

In closing, Dr Jones acknowledged that the UN
is currently debating the value of the ‘light’
versus ‘heavy’ approach of its involvement, as
well as the relationship between peacekeeping
and the recognition of the core challenges of
peace-building/state-building. These debates
will, in time, influence UN policies, procedures,
and actions.

Dr Cousens, Vice President of the International
Peace Academy – a non-government research
institute, reflected on post-conflict peace
building with specific reference to her work with
the UN in West Bank and Gaza. She noted that
best practice over the past 15 years has resulted
in the recognition that:

1. The core objective of peace building is state
building. The goal of such efforts should be to
establish foundations for a legitimate, effective
post conflict state that can deliver outcomes. 2.
Donors should fund the fiscal start-up capacity
of state institutions. 3. State-building should
be seen as a long term investment for the donor
community. 4. Strategic coherence is essential
among different international actors, including:
peacekeepers, donors, financial institutions,
NGOs, and local authorities. 5. The UN has to
work well with other actors in different
configurations, rather than being the “first
among equals,’ it should be a critical node
among a coalition of actors.

Dr Cousens illustrated these points with the West
Bank/Gaza post-Oslo Accords.

From the beginning of the UN’s involvement,
the assumption was that all assistance was
about state-building. The donor community
pledged significant resources to the fiscal start-
up of the Palestinian Authority (PA) through
the Holst Fund. This innovative approach placed
all monies into a common basket without flags,
and had not been replicated until the
introduction of the UN Peace Endowment Fund.
Donors recognised this as a long-haul
investment, which followed the long-term
calendar attached to the Oslo process.
Additionally, the arcane but effective donor
coordination structures prefigured the UN
Peace Building Commission.

The UN’s political presence post-Oslo was the
first ‘Light Footprint’ model. It was a flexible

political office designed essentially to
support the PA and other parties in
negotiation of future issues. Even during
the second intifada, there was resistance
across international community to depart
from this model to shift funds to
humanitarian relief from state building.

Finally, the West Bank and Gaza case can
serve as an exemplary example of a
dichotomy of international assistance to
post-conflict state building that is
difficult to resolve, namely that between
state-building and patronage.  At the crux
of this dilemma were the demands of
Arafat the “peacemaker” vs. the demands
of building a transparent accountable
structure for the PA.  The US took a peace
building approach, viewing Arafat as a
partner for peace, willing to turn a blind
eye to the channelling of funds to
constituents, the proliferation of security
services, and the like. In contrast the
Europeans placed far more conditions
on their assistance.

In closing, Dr Cousens noted that the
inability to navigate this tension put the
international actors in a contradictory
position and the inability to shrink that
gap paved the way for the victory of
Hamas – a much better deliverer of
services. Indeed, it was the cumulative
inadequacy of Fatah-led PA that brought
the West Bank and Gaza to the place they
are today.

THE LIMITS OF STATEBUILDING: THE
ROLE OF INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE
IN AFGHANISTAN
Dr Astri Suhrke, a senior research fellow
with the Chr Michelsen Institue, Norway
delivered a seminar on Thursday 16
March entitled “The Limits of
Statebuilding: The Role of International
Assistance in Afghanistan”.  Dr Suhrke’s
intention was to present a critical
appraisal of international bodies in
Afghanistan.

The internationally-assisted
reconstruction program launched in
Afghanistan after the US-led
intervention in 2001 placed state-
building at its core. By design and intent
the program is more than
reconstruction: it is a program of
modernisation. Dr Suhrke believes that
some of the problems in Afghanistan
are due to the comprehensive program
of political, economic and social
modernisation being implemented in a
compressed time scale and heavily
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dependent on international support. She
believes the combined effects of these
elements will inevitably result in conflict;
however, the conflict would be reduced
with the introduction of less dominant
and less intrusive international
involvement.

Suhrke described the model of
development imposed in Afghanistan as
being very narrow, involving very specific
goals and with no scope for self-
determination or ‘open-endness’. She
says the system of modernisation, by its
very nature, is likely to lead to instability.
Any change to a political system will create
instability, but changes with imported

institutions are even more likely to
produce dysfunctional results.

In Afghanistan political instability has
increased under the program of
reconstruction. There is violent opposition
to the entire state-building project;
security problems have worsened; issues
of corruption and slow institution-
building hamper the aid programs and
the dependency on foreign aid for
economic, military and social programs
remain high. Dependency on foreign
assistance also has a negative impact on
issues of government legitimacy,
accountability and sustainability.

Political instability is also a product of
large external aid flows which allow the
government to provide services and
obtain political support, but which also
minimize local political autonomy. There
is increased uncertainty and loosening of
ties to the central state. Suhrke claims
these are all products of a ‘rentier state’:
government accountability to external
sources leaves little incentive for the
government to be accountable to the
people and consequently the people have
less certainty that the state will provide
for them.

Currently there is a reliance on foreign
troops to support the US backed Karzai
regime. Many believe that the presence
of foreign armies and the ‘heavy-

handedness’ of US military intervention
has led to an increase in violence, force
and domination and a weakening of local
authority.

The dependence on foreign military is also
leading to ‘hedging’ and a strong reliance
on force and domination. The new Afghan
army is trained by the US and is subject to
US orders and influences. There are growing
pressures from both internal and external
sources for a full US withdrawal.

Dr Suhrke concluded her presentation by
offering suggestions for the future. She
stated that the situation in Afghanistan
would be improved by reducing the
pressure for change by slowing the agenda,
the money and the pace of policy change
and by simultaneously reducing the
symbols and realities of dependency.

THE GREAT WAR FOR CIVILIZATION: THE
CONQUEST OF THE MIDDLE EAST
Dr Robert Fisk, journalist and author of “The
Great War for Civilization: The Conquest of
the Middle East” addressed an overflowing
Manning Clark Lecture Theatre on Thursday
9 March. In his introduction, Professor Amin
Saikal described Fisk’s latest book as both
highly engaging and a very rewarding
demonstration of the modern history of
Middle East and key events to which Fisk has
been an eye witness. He further noted that
the book demonstrates Fisk’s power as a
reporter, story teller, scholar, historian and
journalist and that the book ‘is a story of
suffering, torture, betrayal, theft, ethnic
cleansing, and genocide’.

Dr Fisk opened with a journalist’s perspective
on the events of 11 September 2001 and
their aftermath.  He claimed it was the
responsibility of journalists to explain, not
only ‘how’ the events happened, but also
‘why’ they happened. But to ask ‘why’ is to
create a problem. ‘But we must ask why’,
said Fisk, ‘and we will be condemned for
doing it’. The responsibilities of journalists
are to not merely repeat the ‘official sources’
but to also question those sources
themselves. The failure to do so is the failure
of journalists everywhere, but particularly in
the US media.

Fisk illustrated what he called the ‘osmotic-
parasitic’ relationship between journalism
and government operating in the US. He
detailed the problems with American
journalism that he believes ‘only plays to the
Bush administration’.  Part of that process is
a dehumanizing of any non-American
players. Non-Americans and their life
circumstances are ‘erased from the narrative’,
Fisk added.

Nor are journalists concerned with
accuracy as they ought to be. Many will
downplay the severity of the circumstances
in places like Iraq, putting a positive spin
on a situation that is ‘total anarchy’. Another
example of such inaccuracy is the under-
reporting of Iraqi casualties. In addition,
Iraqi casualties are reported without the
seriousness or the respect given to the US
casualties.

In his book, Fisk is determined to
demonstrate that Muslims around the
world have been remarkably tolerant,
particularly when one considers their
experiences throughout the 20th Century.
To illustrate this history, Fisk screened three
video clips during his lecture. The first set
in Bosnia, graphically portrayed Muslims
as ‘dispossessed, homeless and betrayed’
as the result of Serbian expansionist
policies. Fisk attempts to re-visit a mosque
in Chayla, Bosnia where he had met the
Iman and his family the previous year. The
once beautiful and vibrant Chayla mosque
was destroyed. The Imam and his family
had disappeared leaving no record of their
fate. This film also documented the
immediate creation of refugees, the
moments of displacement for many
hundreds of people, either into refugee
camps or forced to leave their homes for
places unknown around the world. As an
eyewitness to this moment, Fisk is clearly
devastated. He asks the question ‘what
good have the journalists done’?

Fisk began his research for ‘The Great War
for Civilization’, with a study of the WW1
victors drawing the borders of Yugoslavia,
most of the Middle East and Northern
Ireland. Much of the violence of recent
times, he asserted, can be traced to the
formation of these borders and the
occupation of these areas. The Iraqi
insurgency of the 1920s as a reaction to
British occupation has all the hallmarks of
the current crisis in Iraq. But no lesson had
been learned. Nor were the warnings
heeded regarding the dangers of creating
an Israeli state without a state for the
Palestinians.

Fisk maintains terrorism is now a ‘plague
on our vocabulary; the excuse, the reason
and moral permit for state sponsored
violence in the Middle East. This is our
violence’, asserted Fisk, ‘which has been
used on the innocent of the Middle East
ever more outrageously and
promiscuously’. He reiterated that we must
not accept the narrative of events laid down
by our Presidents, our Prime Ministers and
our journalists.

Professor Shurke
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The second video presented by Fisk
documents the Palestinians who were
evacuated from Israel/Palestine prior to
settlement by Jewish communities.
Regardless of prior ownership, Israel
resumed land for the exclusive use of the
Israeli army or for people moving to Israel
from overseas. In so doing Israel expunged
any right of land ownership for the
Palestinians.

Dr Fisk signing copies of his book for students

The final video was of the Israeli bombing
of a UN base in Qana in 1996.  Fisk received
a copy of a United Nations tape which the
Israeli government had denied existed. The
tape was evidence of prior Israeli
knowledge of the presence of hundreds
of civilians in the bunker in Qana that was
then bombed by the Israelis. Some 170
innocent people were killed and many
more injured on this day. Again Fisk was
an eyewitness to this event and was
astounded it was given almost no media
coverage in the US.

He concluded his presentation with the
question, ‘What is being a foreign
correspondent in a foreign place of conflict
about’?  In his answer he co-opts the words
of Amira Hass, an Israeli journalist; ‘Monitor
the centres of power, challenge authority
especially when they are going to war,
especially when they are going to kill people
and especially when they are going to lie
about it.’

DR FRANKENSTEIN OF THE NORTH
CAUCASUS? PRESIDENT PUTIN’S
CHECHEN POLICY AND THE DILEMMAS
OF POWER IN THE REGION.
On Tuesday 18 April 2006, Dr Kirill
Nourzhanov from Centre for Arab and
Islamic Studies, in conjunction with the
ANU Russian & Eastern European Seminar
Series presented a paper, ‘Dr Frankenstein
of the North Caucasus? President Putin’s
Chechen policy and the dilemmas of power
in the region’.

The period of Chechnya’s de facto
independence between 1991 and 1999
was marked by its failure to evolve into a
functioning nation-state. Despite its
successful resistance against the Russian
army which culminated in the 1996 peace
agreement with Moscow, the regime of
General Dudaev could not overcome
divisions within Chechen society. Many
leaders of the 217 traditional Chechen clans
refused to recognise any central authority.
Having defeated federal troops in the field,
they continued to operate heavily armed
militias, and engaged in organised crime
and overt banditry. The atmosphere of
chaos and anarchy in Chechnya was
exacerbated by the influx of international
mujahideen from Afghanistan, Bosnia, and
the Middle East who did not identify with
the cause of independent Chechen
statehood and pursued an agenda of
international Islamism.

It was the incursion of Islamic militants to
the neighbouring Russian republic of
Daghestan from the territory of Chechnya,
preceded by a series of terrorist acts in
Moscow and other Russian cities, which
precipitated the beginning of the second
Russo-Chechen war in late-1999.

The new Russian government of Vladimir
Putin repelled the Islamist attack and sent
troops back to Chechnya in order to destroy
illegal armed formations (IAF), restore full
sovereignty over the breakaway republic,
combat terrorism, and generally stabilise
the situation in the North Caucasus region.

In 2006, the results of Putin’s strategy in
Chechnya appear to be mixed.

From the military point of view, it has been
a success. All major IAFs, which may have
comprised in excess of 30,000 fighters in
1999 equipped with heavy weapons and
relatively well organised, had been
destroyed. The casualties sustained by
federal troops in Chechnya dropped
dramatically from 1,397 in 2000 to 161 in
2004. The number of terrorist acts
committed in the republic has also
declined. Current official estimates put the
number of active insurgents at 250
(including 80 international mujahideen),
down from around 1,500 in 2002.

The situation with reintegrating Chechnya
into the fold of the Russian Federation is
more complex. The core initiative in Putin’s
pacification plan has been the
‘Chechenisation’ of political processes and
institutions in the republic. A series of polls
led to the adoption of a new Constitution
(2003), and the installation of a popularly
elected president (2003) and parliament

(2005) in Chechnya. As a result, the issue
of Chechen independence has been set
aside. Ostensibly, Chechnya today
exhibits traits of legal and institutional
isomorphism present in all other subjects
of the Russian Federation.

A closer look into patterns of government
in that republic would reveal a different
picture, however.  Beneath a thin veneer
of modern political institutions lurks a
quasi-feudal system of authority centred
on the highly personalized rule of the
Kadyrov family.

Vladimir Putin appointed Ahmad Kadyrov
as the Acting Head of Chechen
Administration in June 2000. Kadyrov,
who had fought against the Russians in
1994-1996, eventually joined them
because he believed that the ever-
growing presence of jihadi Islamists
represented a greater threat to the
Chechens than the lack of formal
independence. As a former mufti (the
highest hierarch in traditional Islam) and
a head of the Beno group of clans
accounting for 40% of the Chechen
population, Kadyrov commanded a great
deal of respect in the republic. He proved
to be a Moscow loyalist, a successful
lobbyist for local interests in the Kremlin,
and even an international statesman. In
October 2003, with Putin’s blessing, he
was elected President of Chechnya in a
landslide.

Following Ahmad Kadyrov’s assassination
in May 2004, Alu Alkhanov became
President. However, decision-making
authority remained with the son of the
murdered leader, Ramzan Kadyrov.
Kadyrov Jr, born in 1976, did not qualify
for presidency himself because he was
less than 30 years of age. Nonetheless,
he inherited his father’s traditional
legitimacy (if not charisma) and a 12,000-
strong clan militia – the only organised
military force in Chechnya besides Russian
federal troops.

Since 2004, Ramzan Kadyrov has directly
controlled all aspects of political life in
the republic. He has hand-picked
candidates in parliamentary elections,
assigned them to political parties, and
determined who would represent ‘the
party of power’ and ‘opposition’ in the
local legislature. He has supervised
executive appointments from the
republican to the village level. His armed
thugs have waged a campaign of
intimidation and physical extermination
against his opponents under the banner
of the ongoing ‘anti-terrorist operation’.
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All this has been done in blatant violation
of the Constitution of the Russian
Federation, its laws and regulations, and
with implicit and often explicit sanction
from Putin.

The economic foundations of Ramzan
Kadyrov’s regime can be described as the
tributary mode of production. Essentially,
he holds the federal centre to ransom,
threatening an upsurge of instability if the
Kremlin stops or decreases financial flows
into Chechnya, or simply tries to exercise
proper oversight. Currently 85% of the
republic’s ordinary expenditure, which is
1.5 times higher in per capita terms
compared to the rest of the North
Caucasus, is covered through federal
grant. In addition, hundreds of millions of
dollars are allocated each year towards
reconstruction and accelerated
development of Chechnya. Between 25
and 90% of these sums are embezzled,
lining the pockets of Kadyrov and his
friends in the federal government. Kadyrov
and his fellow-clansmen supplement their
income through operating illegal oil

refineries and other criminal activities,
including kidnapping.

Moscow’s ability to control developments
in Chechnya and to keep the Kadyrov
regime under tabs continues to erode.
Following the anticipated withdrawal of
the bulk of the regular army from
Chechnya, the Russian military leadership
will rely primarily on two battalions
manned by ethnic Chechens subordinated
to the Main Intelligence Directorate (GRU).
The antagonism of their officers and rank-
and-file towards the Kadyrov clan is often
cemented by the tradition of blood
vendetta.

Traditionally, the Prime Minister of
Chechnya was a person appointed by
Moscow who kept an eye on the

operations of civilian administration,
especially its financial performance. In
March 2006 Ramzan Kadyrov occupied
this position himself, in the wake of an
accident that nearly cost his Russian
predecessor his life.

Putin’s reluctance to rein in his protégés
has been the main factor that has allowed
Kadyrov & Co. to create a personal fiefdom
and run it with impunity, in open defiance
of Russian law and commonly accepted
practices of representative and
responsible government. The Russian
President’s political fortunes have been
inextricably linked to the resolution of the
Chechen problem since 1999. So long as
there is a semblance of normalisation in
the republic, reflected in the soothing
statistics about insurgency, he seems to
be prepared to accept the price – the
existence of a violent quasi-feudal regime
in southern Russia.

Insurgency has indeed been on the wane
for some time now, owing mainly to the
efficient brutality of the Russian army and
police and their local allies, war weariness
of the Chechen population, and the
substitution of the failed bid for an
independent nation-state with a wide-
ranging autonomy. However, the arbitrary
rule of Kadyrov Jr, the gross malfeasance,
and stagnant economic conditions for the
majority of the population (youth
unemployment rate may be as high as 60%
at the moment) could easily result in a new
cycle of violence and separatism. As long
as this happens after 2008, when Putin
leaves his post, he doesn’t appear to care.

The situation in Chechnya today has the
potential to detonate the entire Southern
Federal District (SFD) of Russia which
embodies 12 republics and regions in the
North Caucasus. Ramzan Kadyrov’s
territorial claims vis-a-vis his neighbours
and his attempts to introduce elements of
the ‘shari’a’ to school curricula and people’s
daily life provide an obvious example.
However, even more disturbing is the fact
that some of the regional leaders are now
beginning to emulate the pattern of
behaviour set by the new Chechen
leadership.

In June 2005, a confidential report from
Dmitry Kozak, Putin’s Plenipotentiary
Representative in the SFD, was leaked to
the press. It conveyed a grim picture of the
region: local leaders are corrupt; socio-
economic conditions are catastrophic;
Islamist propaganda is successful; total
collapse of federal authority is imminent.
Kozak’s recommendations boiled down to
the dismissal of incumbent presidents and

RUSSIA, THE SHANGHAI COOPERATION
AND CENTRAL ASIA
Dr Viacheslav B. Amirov, Senior Research
Fellow and Executive Secretary, Centre for
Asia-Pacific Studies, Institute of World
Economy and International Relations,
Moscow presented a seminar, ‘Russia, the
Shanghai Cooperation and Central Asia’,
on 19 April.

Dr Amirov began by outlining the recent
history of Russia and Central Asia. Since
the abortive coup of August 1991
negotiations began to transform the Soviet
Union into a loose federation of states
known as the Commonwealth of
Independent States (CIS). Some republics,
for example Ukraine, with well established
industrial sectors and other resources,
sought independence from Russia. Central
Asian states preferred to remain within the
Soviet Union and continue to receive
money from the central government.

Russian political and economic relations
with the five states of Central Asia are quite
different. The most important of them is
between Russia and Kazakhstan. The
decision to dissolve the USSR was a surprise
for the Central Asian States, especially for
Kazakstan with its huge Russian
population.

During the period of disintegration,  Russia
provided Central Asia with ‘technical
credits’ and continued to finance social
needs, provide fuel and other resources.

In 1993 Russia ceased to provide financial
assistance to the republics. The Central
Asian republics were particularly unhappy
about this decision. However, the mid-
1990s saw the beginning of the process
of reintegration. A number of
organisations began to form as a means
to create common economic and security
space between Russia and some of the
some Central Asian states.

governors and introduction of direct rule
from Moscow in order to restore law and
order and provide for efficient economic
development. None of these have been
implemented. The local power elites have
presented Moscow with a choice: either
maintain the status quo, or face the
prospect of perennial instability, terrorism,
and guerrilla warfare. Government a la
Ramzan Kadyrov, relying on extensive
patronage networks structured along
ethnic/clan lines, propped up by militias,
and milking the Centre for resources that
do not reach ordinary people may well
become the norm in the soft underbelly
of the Russian Federation.

Dr Kirill Nourzhanov
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The three main regional organisations
involving Russia and the Central Asian states,
with the exception of Turkmenistan, are: 1.
Eurasian Economic Community (EurasEC) 2.
Collective Security Treaty Organisation (CSTO)
and 3. Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
with China (SCO).

Central Asia holds an important place in geo-
politics and is of critical importance for the
global economy. Central Asia sits at the
crossroads of many geopolitical boundaries,
highways and transport facilities. Russia wants
to be continuously involved in the picture.

Since the collapse of the Soviet Union, Central
Asia has jumped to an historic role at the place
of intersecting interests of major powers;
namely the United States, China, Turkey, Iran,
Pakistan. This is another significant reason for
Russia to take part in the regional affairs.

Central Asia’s changing political status and
the potential rise in instability poses a
significant security risk to Russia. Russia
intends to secure its economic and political
and a military presence in Central Asia so as to
compensate for its loss of power after the
demise of the Soviet Union.

The Russian Foreign Minister, Mr Sergei Lavrov
has clearly stated Russia’s position in regard
to the former Soviet Union. Russia is not
seeking a monopoly in the CIS space but
would like its interests there to be taken into
account given the historical, political,
economic and cultural ties between Russia
and those other countries.

Russia is not interested in seeing any
destabilising political changes in the region,
with the exception of Turkmenistan, which
has a large Russian population and the worst
human rights record in the CIS. Any
improvements to the social and economic
conditions in Central Asian states are definitely
in Russia’s interest, as they provide more
opportunities for Russian business and
enhance security.

Competition between Russia and the West in
Central Asia is on the rise. Recent
developments in Russian policy on Central
Asia are obviously aimed at increasing
influence in the region.

Another reason for Russia’s growing interest
in the central region and Central Asian affairs
is the rising activity of the Shanghai

Cooperation Organisation. Until recently the
focus of the SCO was based on issues of
regional security, but at the last summit,
economic cooperation was emphasized. This
economic cooperation will consolidate some
ties between members of the organization and
will assist with some problems of regional
security, for example, poverty.

Professor Amirov  claims within the CIS,
economic and political relations with Central
Asia are much less competitive, compared to
similar relations with countries such as the
Ukraine. He believes the most important thing
in many aspects of the developing Russian
foreign policy is the move to the private
economy.

In recent years the energy sector has become
very important. It is represents a special
relationship between Russia and Central Asia
and is complicated because of the various
agreements, the different types of
competition, the engagement of China and the
involvement of western companies.

Dr Viacheslav Amirov
Central Asia is also a significant source of various
mineral resources. It was a major mineral base
for the Soviet economy and it continues to be
so for Russia.

Russia definitely wants to be a big player in the
energy sector. Big oil companies such as
Gazpzom and Lukoil would like to be dominant.
This involves access to gas and oil fields and of
course Russia will fight to compete with western
capital.

A major issue for bi-lateral relations between
Russia and Central Asia is labour migration.
Recent figures show that the population of
Tajikistan is about 6.5 million. One million Tajiks
are working in Russia. Most of them are illegal
immigrants. Of the Kyrgyz population of 5
million, there are about ½ million working in
Russia. Most of these people are staying there
illegally. This is a problem for both the Central
Asian republics and for Russia. Russia’s aim is
to place this migration on a legal basis in order
to collect taxes and provide legal security for
people who are working under very poor
conditions. Kazakstan and Kyrgyzstan, in
particular, have lost many ‘able people’ in this

migration process, leaving them with under-
skilled workforces.

There are many political aspects of economic
integration. Some of these include the
involvement of outsiders in regional affairs
and the role of Russia in Central Asia. There is
also the possibility of conflict between Russia
and the West in Central Asia. Whatever the
West thinks about the legacy of Russia’s policy
toward Central Asia, Russia will consider it as
a region of immediate and very important
interest. The question arises whether Russia
has enough to offer her neighbours or will
she need to resort to duress.

Professor Amirov then addressed the rise of
the SCO and its development. It began mainly
to improve the mutual trust and to settle
border disputes along the border between
China and the former Soviet Union. And then
issues of security arose, concerning terrorist
activity, drug trafficking and arms smuggling.
So the SCO had to establish a body responsible
for the fight against these unfortunate
developments and to provide background
co-operation between the special services of
the countries involved.

The involvement of China in Central Asia is an
issue for Russia. China has already offered
$US900m in economic assistance to Central
Asian countries. More importantly and more
dangerously - there is an idea to establish a
common economic space within the SCO.

This special economic assistance is quite
important to improve living conditions in
Central Asia. There is a basis for co-operation
between China and Russia.  But Russia and
the Central Asian countries are not ready for
a common market as the rapid rise in Chinese
economic power makes competition very
difficult.

It is possible to work out a program to prepare
the ground for closer economic co-operation
in the future. But in the mid-term, the idea of
the common economic space should be
ruled out.

One outstanding issue involves outsiders
applying to join the SCO. The organisation
doesn’t have any standards to determine
which countries can apply for observer status.
Belarus has just applied and is already a
member of the EurasEC. These issues have to
be clarified in the near future.

Finally, in China’s propaganda, the SCO has
been a success. However, Amirov claims, this
does not take into account the complicated
relationship between various states within the
organisation. So it is too much to say it is a
success story. It is still a developing
organisation with various difficulties and
various problems to be solved before it
is a success.

CAIS SEMINARS

The Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
(SCO) was formed in April 1996. The SCO
incorporates Russia, four Central Asian
States and China. It was established to
promote border settlement between China
and the former Soviet Republics and to provide
an environment of mutual trust along the
border.
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FAST FORWARD TO THE PAST? THE LINE
IN THE SAND FROM IRAQ TO IRAN
On 24 March 2006, Professor Ramesh Thakur,
Senior Vice Rector of the United Nations
University and Assistant Secretary-General of the
United Nations presented a CAIS lecture in
conjunction with the Asia-Pacific College of
Diplomacy.

Professor Thakur examined how the Iraq War
has damaged the capacity of the international
community to fashion a robust collective
response to the Iranian challenge.

There were three views on the significance of
the war for the UN-US relationship: first, that it
had demonstrated the irrelevance, centrality or
potential complicity of the UN. The Bush
administration was determined to distinguish
good from evil in order to promote one and
destroy the other. For some American
neoconservatives, because it exists, the UN
deserves to be disinvented.

The second point of view acknowledged the
need to confront Saddam but ruled out acting
without UN authorisation. From being a test of
UN relevance, the agenda shifted to being a test
of the legitimacy of US action. Imperceptibly
and subtly, the issue metamorphosed into the
question of what sort of world we wish to live in,
who we wish to be ruled by, and if we wish to
live by rules and laws or by the force of arms.
Few outsiders were convinced of the case for
war. Little evidence linked Saddam Hussein either
to 9/11 or to Osama bin Laden. Saddam had
been successfully contained and disarmed and
did not pose a clear and present danger to
regional, world or US security. Washington
scarcely concealed its real agenda of regime
change.

The third argument accepted UN authorisation
as necessary, but not sufficient, and preferred
UN irrelevance to complicity. Had the UN been
bribed and bullied into submission and
sanctioned war, instead of UN legitimacy being
stamped on military action against Iraq, that
legitimacy would itself have been eroded.
Arguably, the United Nations had already
allowed itself to become complicit in the Anglo-
US strategy to try to provoke Iraqi defiance as a
pretext for war. This is indicated in the now-
infamous Downing Street Memorandum.
Because it was necessary to create the conditions
that would make an invasion legal, the
intelligence and facts were being fixed around
the policy. The justification (WMD, involvement
with international terrorism, humanitarian
atrocities) came after the fact and was changed
from WMD to liberation theology.

Saddam Hussein is gone, and the people of Iraq
are freed of his tyranny. But this does not trump

all other considerations. He may be gone from
power, but the death and disappearance squads
are back on the streets as the country spirals
downwards slowly but surely into civil war.
Saddam’s removal is a collateral benefit amid
the carnage of destruction to the agreed
principles and established institutions of world
order.

Victory in Iraq came at the price of relegitimising
wars of choice as an instrument of unilateral
state policy. How are we going to prevent the
proliferation of the unlawful and unjustified use
of force, of going to war as an instrument of
state policy by other countries? To argue that
military victory bestows legitimacy is to say that
might is right, and that means justify the ends:
two longstanding Western taboos. It also begs
the question: Will others politely accept the new
US imperial order, or will they begin to arm and
align themselves so as not to become
tomorrow’s Iraq? Few will accept the doctrine
that the administration of the day in Washington
can decide who is to be which country’s leader,
and who is to be toppled. Nor has Washington
been known to urge the abolition of the veto
power of the five permanent members because
it is an obstacle to effective decision-making
by the UN.  Since the end of the Cold War
Washington has wielded the veto most
frequently.

Claims advanced to justify the war do not stand
up. The balance sheet has to include the many
and substantial damaging effects of the war.
First, of course, the casualties. More than 2000
US soldiers have been killed. People usually
frame an argument in terms of the risks to the
lives of their own soldiers. Yet arguably an even
greater moral cost is asking one’s young soldiers
to kill large numbers of others on the basis of
suspect claims.

The United Nations stands doubly damaged.
Many say it failed the test of standing up to a
tyrant who had brutalised his own people,
terrorised his neighbours and thumbed his nose
at the UN for twelve years. Many more say it
failed to stand up to the superpower in defence
of a country that posed no imminent threat to
any outsider.

The relationship between the UN and the US is
badly frayed. Yet they need each other.  A
completely pliant UN would indeed become
irrelevant, even to the US.

Trans-Atlantic relations have been damaged.
When the major European nations objected that
the case for war had not been proven beyond
reasonable doubt, instead of dialogue they got
bad-tempered insults. If friends and allies are to
be useful, they must avoid both slavish
obedience and instinctive opposition; be
prepared to support Washington when they

are right despite intense international
unpopularity; but be willing to say no to
Washington when they are wrong, despite the
risk of intense American irritation.

European unity itself was shattered and the
single European project badly shaken. The
characterisation of old and new Europe was,
in fact, quite mistaken. Considering the past
few centuries of European history, France and
Germany standing together in resisting war is
the new Europe of secular democracies and
welfare states, built on peaceful relations
embedded in continental institutions. The
former Soviet satellites that sided with the US
represent the continuity from the old Europe
built on balance of power policies that had led
to the world wars.

The US has been deeply divided from world
opinion, with a startlingly precipitous
worldwide decline in US global leadership. US
soft power has been eroded. The problem of
US credibility with the Islamic world is still more
acute. Muslims are embittered and resentful
of a perceived assault on Islam.

US credibility suffered a calamitous collapse
with the publication of abuse photographs
from the Abu Ghraib prison, graphically
depicting the extent to which the war had
brutalised the US military. The abuses were not
isolated incidents, but with the pornography
of torture.

The US people are domestically divided with
an edge to their opinions that is quite
disheartening for all well-wishers of the country
and all who recognise that the American role
in world affairs as a great and virtuous power
has been historically unique, essentially
beneficial, generous to a fault, and both vital
and necessary.

The military has been damaged as an
institution in a manner reminiscent of the
Vietnam War. In April Marine Lt. Gen. Greg
Newbold, who served as director of operations
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff from 2000 and left
in 2002 when the Defense Department was
deep into planning the March 2003 Iraq
offensive, was one of a number of retired
generals to call for the head of Defense
Secretary Donald Rumsfeld.

The credibility of the British and US media has
also suffered a slow but steady erosion on their
coverage and analyses of the Iraq War. Media
critics were held accountable for minor flaws
and gaps in stories, but officials whose spin,
dissembling and incompetence caused large-
scale deaths and killings in an unnecessary
war got medals of freedom.

Iraq contributed to a dramatic narrowing of
the humanitarian space for nongovernmental
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actors. When governments overstep the line or
are viewed locally as foreign occupiers, NGOs
share the opprobrium.

Finally, the net result of all this has been a
distraction from the war on terror. The
administration indulged its idée fixe on Saddam
Hussein at the cost of letting many of the real
culprits behind 9/11 get away. Iraq fragmented
their enemies’ military and political efforts,
ensnared the US in a military and diplomatic
quagmire, regained sympathy to their cause and
fresh recruits to their ranks, renewed their sense
of mission and purpose, and generally turned a
strategic setback into a fresh opportunity.

The Iraq war’s legacy includes diminished
Western credibility in highlighting an Iran threat,
narrower policy options in responding to the
nuclear challenge, and an Iran that is
simultaneously politically stronger in Iraq, richer
due to rising oil prices, and more emboldened
and motivated on national security. The biggest
external political victor of the ongoing
developments in Iraq is Iran, riding on the coat-
tails of the Iraqi Shia majority. Given its strategic
location between them, and its vast population,
Iran could make life vastly more interesting for
foreigners in both Afghanistan and Iraq.

The stated justification for the Iraq war was the
threat of weapons of mass destruction in the
hands of Saddam Hussein. It is not for those
who oppose war to prove their case, but for
proponents to prove it beyond reasonable
doubt. Having cried wolf – more accurately,
having been caught out crying wolf – should
leaders complain about a ho-hum response to
the newest dire warnings of the same threat?

Conversely, with nuclear neighbours to its west,
north and east, and large numbers of American
military forces all around it, what is a prudent
national security planner to recommend to the
Iranian government? To abandon or accelerate
the nuclear program if one exists? Tehran could
even cloak its actions in arguments since the
Kosovo war that legitimacy is different from and
on a higher plane than mere legality. In going to
war against Iraq, a major argument was that in
the international jungle, international law, if there
is such a thing, cannot trump national security.
Advocates of robust national postures argue that
global regimes are unreliable instruments of
security, international law is a fiction, and the
UN is an irrelevant nuisance. Countries have to
rely on their own military might to avoid
becoming the victims of others. The NPT was
negotiated for another time and another world.

Tehran portrays its actions as consistent with its
NPT right to acquire nuclear technology and
materials for peaceful purposes. The NPT
requirements, for all its brilliant success in having
contained the nuclear genie for over three
decades, reflect the technical and political world

of a bygone era. One of its core bargains is
assistance with nuclear energy for peaceful use
in return for giving up nuclear weapons. Today
it is possible to stockpile materiel and acquire
the technology and skills to cross the threshold
from peaceful to weaponised capability with
relative ease and in short time. More and more
countries are bumping against the nuclear
weapons ceiling even while the world energy
crisis is encouraging a move to nuclear power.
In the meantime, the escalating price of oil,
fuelled by the ongoing Iraq insurgency and
resulting interruptions of oil production and
supply with fears of further shortages, has
swelled Iranian coffers and strengthened their
bargaining position against threats of
international sanctions.

Professor  Thakur and Dr  Samina Yaseem
The NPT assumes that nuclear weapons
themselves are illegitimate. Those who had
them already in 1968 promised to give them
up in due course while others promised not to
get them. The five NPT-licit nuclear powers
regard their Article 6 promise as rhetorical but
treat nonproliferation as a binding and
enforceable obligation. The contradiction has
come to a head. If any one country can justify
nuclear weapons on grounds of national
security, so can others. Given the spread and
deployment of nuclear powers and hostile
military forces all around it, and the history of
belligerent statements directed at it, purely on
security calculations, Iran’s pursuit of nuclear
weapons as the ultimate deterrent is not
beyond comprehension.

If we are serious about putting a stop to
the developing nuclear threats, then either
the nuclear powers must promise
faithfully, and act promptly, to dismantle
their nuclear stockpiles to a publicly
declared timetable. Or they must articulate
a post-NPT worldview that discriminates
between responsible and criminal regimes,
showing why some are less nuclear-equal
than others. The nuclear cooperation deal
between India and the US begins to do
just this. This transcends an anachronistic NPT
and bases the threat on a series of inflammatory
statements and incendiary steps by
Ahmadinejad since he became president. But

Professor Thakur concluded his presentation
with the following remarks: The Iraq experience
confirms that, as with terrorism, a war of
aggression is an unacceptable tactic no matter
how just the cause. The fall from grace of an
America that was the object of everyone’s
sympathy and support after 9/11 is nothing
short of astonishing. That support understood
and backed the war against the Taliban
government of Afghanistan. It fractured when
Washington turned its attention to Iraq whose
links to 9/11 were tenuous at best.

The ouster of Saddam Hussein flowed from
strategic not ethical calculations of foreign
policy. The United States is a great power, and a
great power has strategic imperatives, not moral
ones. To accuse it of double standards and
hypocrisy thus misses the point. The State
Department and Pentagon are not branches
of Human Rights Watch or Amnesty
International. Washington is motivated to act
internationally not because it cares about
foreign people, but because it cares about its
own interests. The US is consistent in its foreign
policy, remarkably so: but strategically
consistent, not morally so.

Finally, fidelity to international regimes, laws
and institutions must be required of and
demonstrated by all countries. Trashing global
institutions and cherry-picking norms and laws
when inconvenient for oneself is incompatible
with trying to use them as compliance and
enforcement mechanisms on others. To those
who uphold the law themselves shall be given
the right to enforce it on others.

The United Nations, built to preserve peace, is
not a pacifist organisation. It was created on
the fundamental premise that sometimes force
will indeed have to be used, even to defend
peace, against international outlaws. It has not
always done so, and so peace has had to
depend much more on US power than UN
authority. But the abiding lesson is that if force
is used unwisely, prematurely or recklessly, the
possibility of its use plummets when it is both
necessary and fully justified. In the end this is
the most damning indictment of those who
entangled us in the Iraq misadventure: that it
distracted attention from the real threats and
dangers, sapped the will, corroded the
collective capacity to confront genuine
challenges, and emboldened those who might
otherwise have remained more cautious to
become more brazen. The United Nations
cannot contemptuously be brushed aside
as irrelevant and disposable in one crisis,
only to be lifted out of the rubbish bin of
history, dusted off and put to use in
another.

CAIS SEMINARS
the political cost of a military option against
yet another Islamic country will be much higher
because of Iraq.
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Student numbers in the Arabic program
continue to grow with an increase of 10%
from last year. There have been numerous
changes in the Program including a
number of additions to the academic
staff.  Three new casual academic staff
have been appointed - Ms Wafa Farah,
Mr Muath Al Amayreh and Ms Nidal Terisi.

In order to accomplish harmonic
movement between program levels Mr
Ghassan Al Shatter, the Arabic Program
convenor, has reshaped the entire
program. Almost 80% of the work on the
new structure is complete and will be
implemented this year. Arabic courses can
now be undertaken as single courses or
as a major within the Bachelor of Arts
degree or as combined BA degree
options. Arabic courses can also be
included in the Bachelor of Asian Studies
or the combined Asian Studies option.

There are 12 new courses in the Arabic
Program to be taught in four different
Degree Programs: Bachelor of Arts (Arabic
Major), Bachelor of Asian Studies (Arabic
Major), Bachelor of Asian Studies (Arabic
Specialist), Diploma of Asian Studies.

STREAMS IN THE NEW STRUCTURE
Three streams of Arabic language study
are available depending on the prior
studies of the student. The Arabic major
in the Bachelor of Arts requires the
completion of 42 units of study
comprising of courses indicated in one
of the streams below. The major must
include Advanced Arabic B, or
equivalent, with permission of the course
convenor.

Beginners: The beginner’s stream is
available to students who have little or

no knowledge of Arabic. It is available at
first and second year level, although
students intending to complete a major
will need to commence their language
study in their first year.

The Beginner’s stream consists of
ARAB1002 Introductory Arabic A;
ARAB1003 Introductory Arabic B;
ARAB2011 Intermediate Arabic A;
ARAB2012 Intermediate Arabic B;
ARAB3001 Advanced Arabic A; ARAB3002

GROWING INTEREST IN ARABIC

is higher than HSC standard and have
passed an entrance test.

The Advanced stream consists of
ARAB3001 Advanced Arabic A;
ARAB3002 Advanced Arabic B; Plus five
ARAB elective courses.

ARAB ELECTIVES
ARAB3003 An Introductory course to
Arabic Linguistics; ARAB3004 Research
Essay (Arabic); ARAB3005 An
Introductory course to Arabic Literature;
ARAB3006 Special Topics in Arabic;
ARAB3007 Directed Study Project
(Arabic); ARAB2010 Applied Arabic.

POSTGRADUATES:
Students may take two Arabic courses
out of the total courses required for their
Graduate Diploma or Masters in the
Centre. They also can specialise in Arabic
through the MPhil program.

FUTURE DIRECTIONS
As a further initiative it is hoped that an
Online or distant learning program can
be introduced to offer Arabic courses for
students who are not able to attend
classes on a regular basis (full time
workers, interstate students, etc.).

In addition there are plans to include short
intensive courses in the Arabic Program
which will be conducted in the evening
or on weekends. These courses would be
tailored to serve members of the wider
community of the ACT and Australia such
as public servants, Arabic and Islamic
community members, teachers of Arabic
as a second language and research
students in Arabic culture and people
with special interests in Arabic.

Mr Al Shatter teaching in the Arabic Program

Advanced Arabic B; Plus one ARAB elective
course.

The Post-beginner’s stream is only
available to students who have obtained a
pass in HSC Arabic, or its equivalent.

The Post-beginner’s stream consists of
ARAB2011 Intermediate Arabic A;
ARAB2012 Intermediate Arabic B;
ARAB3001 Advanced Arabic A; ARAB3002
Advanced Arabic B; Plus three ARAB
elective courses.

The Advanced Arabic stream is only
available to students whose level in Arabic
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The first semester of 2006 has brought
with it another large intake of
postgraduate students at CAIS, with 3
new Master of Middle East & Central
Asian Studies (M MECAS) students, 5 new
Graduate Diploma MECAS students, and
one new student in the combined
MMECAS and Master of Diplomacy
program.

With the number of students enrolling
in postgraduate degrees at CAIS
increasing steadily since 2001, the
greatest area of growth has been in
postgraduate coursework – the Centre’s
specialty – with a fivefold increase in
student numbers since 2001.  The
MMECAS, only introduced in 2004, has
alone showed a phenomenal eightfold
growth since then!

A new series of initiatives have been
undertaken to better serve post-graduate
students, particularly in the area of
networking and providing information
about career pathways in the field of
Middle East and Central Asian studies.

CONTINUED GROWTH IN CAIS POSTGRADUATE STUDENT NUMBERS

On 4 April 30 CAIS Students enjoyed a
Welcome Dinner at Teatro Vivaldi. The
Featured Speaker was Mr Richard Gibbs,
CAIS Board Member and Head of
Economics, Macquarie Bank. Mr Gibbs
spoke informally about potential careers
in the corporate sector for students of
Middle East Studies.  He discussed a
range of topics including how foreign
nationals might conduct themselves
abroad in a number of difficult and
interesting situations.Mr Richard Gibbs with a  student at the

Postgraduate dinner.

recent democratic revolutions that have
swept across the Causcaus and Central
Asia. The Chinese believe that American
and British human rights groups aided
the development of these strong
opposition movements. It is claimed that
a report by President Hu Jintao, titled
‘Fighting the People’s War without
Gunsmoke’, is guiding the Chinese
Communist Party
‘counterrevolutionary’ offensive. The
report disseminated inside the party,
outlines a series of measures aimed at
nipping a potential ‘coloured

* Victoria Kelly-Clark is a CAIS postgraduate
student

Continued from  page 6

revolution’ in the bud. One such measure
is for experts to be dispatched to Central
Asia to study how those colour revolutions
first sprung roots.

Thus it appears that China’s CP authorities
are concerned lest these coloured
revolutions permeate the border and
encourage open acts of dissent in
contested areas such as Xinjiang. If this is
the case, then China’s increasing
involvement in Central Asia may not just
be driven by a need for oil, economic

resources and good neighbourly
relations, but part of a long term strategy
for Chinese domestic security, limiting
any possibility of containment by the
United States on their western flank and
maintaining their own political security.

On 28 April CAIS students attended a
Careers Afternoon Tea. The featured
speaker was David Hennessy, a career
DFAT officer for over 20 years until his
retirement in 2005. Mr Hennessy spoke
about his experiences in the field and
provided insight into the nature of a
DFAT career.

CAIS staff participated in the recent ANU
Postgraduate Information Evening. Dr
Matthew Gray gave a presentation
discussing CAIS postgraduate courses.

Michelle Emmett at the Postgraduate
Information Evening

Additional career and social events for
post graduates will be held in Semester
2 2006.

Senior Lecturer and Academic Graduate Student
Advisor Dr Matthew Gray
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The Centre for Arab & Islamic Studies continues to attract students of
high calibre and from diverse backgrounds to its postgraduate
research degrees. Four new PhD scholars joined the Centre in early
2006: Eko Ernada, Justin Leach, Victoria Kelly-Clark, and Wendy Levy.
They will be joined in July 2006 by Mr Daoud Yaqub, the first CAIS
PhD scholarship winner.

Eko Ernada, Victoria Kelly-Clark, Justin Leach and Wendy Levy.

Eko Ernada, from Indonesia, completed a MMECAS at CAIS in
2004. Prior to returning to ANU to begin his PhD, he was a lecturer
at the Department of International Relations, the Faculty of Social
and Political Sciences, University of Jember, Indonesia. He has
also been a guest lecturer in the Department of International
Relations, Mulawarman University, Samarinda, and the Dept. of
Syariah/Islamic Law, State Institute of Islamic Studies, Samarinda,
both in East Kalimantan, Indonesia.
Eko is the recipient of the prestigious DEST Endeavour Asia
Postgraduate Award, which enables high achieving students from
Asia to undertake study or research in Australia.  Eko’s PhD topic
is ‘An investigation of the Muslim interpretation of key human
rights issues, with reference to issues of compatibility in Egypt
and Indonesia’.

American student Justin Leach completed a Masters of Middle
East and Central Asia Studies in 2004 at CAIS and a Master of
Diplomacy in 2005, also at ANU.  In 2000 he completed his BA in
International Relations at Saint Edward’s University in Austin,
Texas. He has now started work on his PhD which is entitled, ‘A
Comparison of Sudan’s post- independence peace accords’.

A journalist and public information specialist, Wendy Levy lived
and worked in Sudan in 2004 and also from 1983-1987. She
completed her MA in 2005 at the Centre for Arab and Islamic
Studies, including a sub-thesis on civil conflict and identity in
Sudan.  Her PhD research will focus on ‘The Politics Of Governance
In Post-war Sudan: Problems And Prospects Of A Unified State’.

Victoria Kelly-Clark completed her Masters in Middle Eastern and
Central Asian studies with Honours at ANU in 2003. Since then
she has written for an online news and print agency, The Epoch
Times providing analysis and reports on the Middle East and Central
Asia. Victoria has been awarded the ‘ANU Reentry Scholarship for
Women’.  Her research will focus on clan power structures in
Central Asia.

NEW PHD STUDENTS AT CAIS
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Order Form for Islam and Marble

Name: …………………………………………………………….

Address: …………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………….

State:……………Postcode: …………..Country: ………………..

No of Copies: …………….. @ $25 per copy including DVD.

Add $3.00 postage and packing per copy.

Total Cost: …………………………………………

Tick form of payment   Cheque      Money Order

SEND ORDER TO CAIS, FACULTY OF ARTS, ANU, CANBERRA, ACT, 0200.

EMILIA SCHIAVO BA – POLITICAL SCIENCE - CAIS
I came to the ANU largely because of its reputation,
especially in Political Science and International
Relations. To date I have found subjects such as Politics
in the Middle East, Politics in Russia and New States
of Eurasia, offered by CAIS challenging, engaging and
highly enjoyable. Career wise, I am thinking of further
post-graduate studies and would also like to work in
politics.

TIM CADDEY – BA/BLAW – POLITICAL SCIENCE
Combine Law/Arts degree with a major in Political
Science and a minor in History. In recent years I
have taken a great interest in courses focused on
the Middle East and Central Asia. These Centre for
Arab and Islamic Studies courses are well structured
and allow for a good intellectual challenge, without
being overwhelming. Career-wise, my main
aspirations are to work in politics or journalism
and of course there’s always legal practice.

UNDERGRADUATE TEACHING

The undergraduate teaching program at the Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies (Middle East and Central Asia) has
doubled over the last three years.

In Semester 1 2006, record numbers of students enrolled in the subject Politics in the Middle East, which is taught by
Professor Amin Saikal.

Political Economy of the Middle East is being offered as a new subject in Semester 2 2006. This subject is taught by
CAIS Senior Lecturer Dr Matthew Gray.

Other courses proving popular with students are Politics in Central and West Asia and The New States of Eurasia. Dr
Kirill Nourzhanov, CAIS Lecturer and a specialist in Russia and Central Asia will teach both of these subjects.

Dr Medhi Ilhan, CAIS Lecturer and a specialist on Turkey, will be teaching the following subjects: Modern Turkey:
History, Culture and Regional Relations and Islam: History and Institutions.

CAIS UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS
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RESEARCH, PUBLICATIONS, OUTREACH ACTIVITIES
AMIN SAIKAL
BOOK CHAPTERS, JOURNAL ARTICLES AND
OTHER PUBLICATIONS
‘Islam and the West: where to from here?’, in
Michael Heazle and Iyanatul Islam (eds.)
Beyond the Iraq War, Cheltenham, UK: Edward
Edgar, 2006, pp. 111-119.

‘Securing Afghanistan’s Border’, Survival, Vol. 48,
No. 1, Spring 2006, pp. 129-142.

‘Afghanistan’s Transition: ISAF’s stabilization role?’,
Third World Quarterly, Vol. 27, No. 3, pp. 525-537,
April 2006.

‘The Iran Nuclear Dispute’, Australian Journal of
International Affairs, Vol. 60, No. 2, June 2006, pp.
193-199.

FEATURE ARTICLES
‘Hamas victory a new Middle East revolution’, The
Age, 28 January 2006.

‘Cartoons are widening the wounds of distrust’, The
Canberra Times, 6 February, 2006.

‘Pressure on Iran bound to fail. Again’, The Age, 10
March 2006.

‘Stand-off doesn’t need to end in conflict’, The Sydney
Morning Herald, 10 March 2006.

‘Searching for the exit’, The Age, 21 March 2006.

‘Give peace a chance with fresh start’, The Advertiser,
31 March 2006.

‘Iran’s strong hand in power game with America’,
The Age, 17 April 2006.

‘The Taliban comeback: Losing Afghanistan’,
International Herald Tribune, 24 May 2006.

LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
Convened and delivered the Diplomacy Training
Program at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Kabul,
8-14 December 2005.

‘Afghanistan’s transition’, public lecture delivered
at the University of Kuwait, 28 December 2005.

‘Afghanistan’s transition and its ramifications for
the Gulf’, paper presented at The Gulf in the Year
2005 conference, Dubai  UAE, 4-5 January 2006.

‘Iran: Khomeini’s fractionalised political Islamic
legacy’, paper presented at the Islamic Groups:
Identities, Worldviews and Issues of Security
conference, University of Western Australia, Perth,
25 February 2006.

‘Afghanistan’s Transition: Civil-Military
Cooperation’ , paper presented at the ‘Civil-Military
Cooperation Course for Planners and Field
Personnel’,  Asia-Pacific Centre for Military Law,
Sydney, 5 April 2006.

‘Democracy and The Muslim Middle East’, paper
presented at the Leadership, Democracy and
Reconciliation Symposium, The Leadership Institute,
United Nations University, Amman, Jordan, 18 April
2006.

Attended High-Level Expert Group Meeting of
InterAction Council of Former Heads of States, “The

Islam World and the West”, International
Leadership Inst i tute, United Nations
University, Amman, Jordan. 27-28 April 2006.

Participated in 24th Annual Plenary Meeting
of the InterAction Council of Former Heads
of States 2-4 May 2006, Dead Sea, Jordan.

International Experts on Human Rights in
Islam’, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia 14-19 May
2006.

‘Friction between the West and the Muslim
World’, paper presented at the ‘20th Asia-
Pacific Roundtable’, Institute of Strategic
and International Studies Malaysia, Kuala
Lumpur, Malaysia, 29 May-2 June 2006.

INTERVIEWS:
Professor Saikal is a frequent commentator on major
radio and television networks, both nationally and
internationally.

MATTHEW GRAY
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
Speech on “Contemporary Islam: The Middle East”
to the Attorney-General’s Department, Canberra,
31 October 2005.

Round Table on Iraq and other Middle East issues
with The Department of Defence, Canberra, 4
November 2005.

NEWSPAPER ARTICLES
‘The Million-Dollar Question: Where is
Hamas Heading?Crikey Newsletter, 30
January 2006.

INTERVIEWS
23 media interviews and articles, including SBS
Radio, SBS TV, ABC Radio, CNBC Asia and CNBC
Australia, Sky News, Radio Singapore International,
2GB Radio Sydney, 4ZZZ Radio Brisbane, 4GR Radio
Darling Downs, Eastside Radio Sydney.

KIRILL NOURZHANOV
JOURNAL ARTICLES
‘Caspian Oil: Geopolitical Dreams and Real Issues’,
Australian Journal of International Affairs, Vol. 60,
No. 1, 2006, pp. 59-66.

LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
Briefing for Department of Defence, Situation in
Chechnya, 14 February, 2006.

‘Political Elites in Central Asia since Independence:
Fragmentation, Circulation, and Pact-Making’, 13th

Annual Central Asian Studies Conference, University
of Indiana, Bloomington, USA; 8-9 April 2006

‘Dr Frankenstein of the North Caucasus? President
Putin’s Chechen policy and the dilemmas of power
in the region’, ANU seminar, 18 April 2006.

INTERVIEWS
SBS – Russian Presidential Advisor’s resignation, SBS
– Gas crisis in Ukraine, ABC Radio Current Affairs,

Russian Service.

M MEHDI ILHAN
JOURNAL ARTICLES
‘The Town of Çankiri: Its Population and
Development’, Frontiers of Ottoman Studies:
State, Province and the West, vol. 1, edited by
Colin Imber and Keiko Kiyotaki, London: I.B. Tauris,
2005, pp. 127-138.

‘Some Important Notes from the Cadastral
Registers of Çankiri’, in XIV TürkTarih Kongresi,
Ankara: 9-13 Eylül 2002, vol II, Part I Ankara
2005, pp361-395.

LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
Chair for session II at the International Conference
on Otoman-Russian War of 1877-78, 13-14 Dec
2005, Middle East Technical University, Ankara.

Paper delivered on The Academic Structure of
Australian Universities, 10 April 2006, Middle
East Technical University, Ankara.

Paper delivered on Higher Education in Australia,
3 May 2006, Economics and Technology University
of the Turkish Union of Chambers and
Commodities Exchanges (TOBB-ETU), Ankara.

STUART HARRIS
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
Lecture in the Asia Pacific School of Diplomacy
on ‘Religion and Politics: Consequence for
Diplomacy’, March 2006.

VICTORIA KELLY-CLARK
OTHER PUBLICATIONS
‘A New Horde For The Red Dragon’, The Epoch
Times, 21 February 2006.

‘An Iraq By Any Other Name May Not Be So Sweet’,
The Epoch Times, March 2006.

‘Tightening The Noose Around China’s Uygher
Minority’, The Epoch Times, 8-14 March 2006.

BARRY NAUGHTEN
JOURNAL ARTICLES
‘Global energy security and dysfunctionality
in United States oil policy’.  Paper presented
to Annual Conference of the International
Association of Energy Economists (IAEE),
Potsdam, Germany, 7-10 June 2006.

‘Ecological energy security in an Adversarial
Society: Australian Government Policy and
Global Warming’,  in ISAA Review,
Proceedings of 2005 Annual Conference on
The Adversarial Society, 2006.

SARAH PHILLIPS
OTHER PUBLICATIONS
‘Foreboding About the Future in Yemen’,
Middle East Report Online, 3 April 2006.

SHAYEQ QASSEM
OTHER PUBLICATIONS
‘US Army, Taliban and the War against Terrorism’,
afgha, 7 February 2006.

‘Radical Islamism and the War on Terror’,
paper presented at the ‘Meeting of

CNBC Asia Radio, ABC Radio National, SBS Radio
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PUBLICATIONS FOR PURCHASE

The Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies
(The Middle East and Central Asia) at the
ANU was established in 1993 and has
evolved to become a national focal point
for high quality research and teaching on
the Middle East and Central Asia.

The Centre  specialises in training
graduates who are able to make a valuable
contribution in a variety of ways–whether
in academia, the public service,
diplomacy, journalism or business–to
Australia and, by extension, the wider
international community.

The Centre offers undergraduate and
postgraduate programs Master of Arts
(MA), Master of Middle Eastern and Central
Asian Studies (MMECAS), and Graduate
Diploma in Middle Eastern and Central
Asian Studies, and research supervision
(MPhil and PhD) on a wide range  of topics
relating to the areas of the Centre’s
coverage.

MA, MMECAS, AND GRADUATE
DIPLOMA IN MIDDLE EASTERN AND
CENTRAL ASIAN STUDIES
The Graduate Diploma consists of six
semester courses, while the MA
degree has an additional sub-thesis of
15,000–20,000 words. The programs can
be completed within a (calendar) year. The
MMECAS consists of eight semester
courses and is designed specifically for
students who will also continue with the
Master of Diplomacy offered by the ANU
Asia Pacific College of Diplomacy.

Graduate Courses offered by the Centre in
Semester 2 will include the following:

Oil, Religion, Politics and Conflict in the
Middle East

Islamic Radicalism

The Gulf Strategic Environment

Energy and Security in Central Asia and the
Caucasus

Issues of Development in the Middle East

Modern Turkey: History, Culture and
Regional Relations

Courses in Persian, Turkish and Arabic language
may also be included in the programs.

UNDERGRADUATE COURSES
In addition to the graduate programs, the Centre
will also offer the following in Semester 2:

Politics in Central and West Asia

The New States of Eurasia

Political Economy of the Middle East

Modern Turkey: History, Culture and Regional
Relations

Islam: History and Institutions

Iranian History and Culture

A full major in Arabic language consisting of
seven language courses, Diploma of Asian
Studies (Arabic) consisting of eight language
courses, and Bachelor of Asian Studies (Arabic
specialist).

A full major in Persian language consisting of
six language courses, plus the Iranian History
and Culture  and History of Persian Art courses.

Turkish language will not be offered in 2006.

CAIS publishes a biannual Bulletin, monographs, and occasional papers. The following
publications are available for purchase—prices quoted include GST. Special prices
will be offered for bulk orders:

Michael Greenhalgh, Islam and Marble, CAIS, ANU, 2006, $25.00.

Mohammad Khatami, Islam, Dialogue and Civil Society, CAIS, ANU, 2000. $18.70

Thomas R Pickering, Russia and the US in the Middle East and Central Asia, CMECAS,
ANU, 1996. $5.50 (Occasional Paper)

Amin Saikal (ed.), Turkey. A Bridge Between East and West, Australian National
University, 1996. $19.25

Amin Saikal & Geoffrey Jukes (eds), Lebanon Beyond 2000, Australian National
University, 1997. $21.45

Amin Saikal & Geoffrey Jukes (eds), The Middle East: Prospects for Settlement and
Stability?, Australian National University, 1995. $16.50.

Matthew Webb, The Kashmir Conflict: A Historical Analysis, CAIS, ANU, 2000. $11.00
(Occasional Paper)

Please make cheques payable to the Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies, ANU.
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