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CAIS ADVISORY BOARD MEETING

The Advisory Board of CAIS met at
Macquarie Bank in Sydney on 27
October 2006. The meeting was
chaired on behalf of the ANU Vice
Chancellor, Prof. Ian Chubb, by Board
member and Dean of the College of
Arts and Social Sciences, Prof. Adam
Shoemaker, and hosted by Board
member, Mr Richard Gibbs.

In his report, CAIS director, Prof. Amin
Saikal, described 2005 as a
momentous and very productive year
for the Centre, which registered a
healthy growth in its undergraduate
and post-graduate enrolment,
research output and outreach
activities. While teaching more than
800 undergraduates in language and
non-language courses, the Centre also
had some 64 students enrolled in its
graduate programs at Graduate Diploma,
Master of Middle Eastern and Central Asian
Studies, Master of Arts, MPhil and PhD levels.
The student numbers reflected a three-fold
increase since 2002. The Centre continued
to produce highly merited post-graduates,
with most of them securing immediate
employment with public and private sectors.
The Centre conducted several significant
international events, including a week-long
diplomatic training course for the staff of the
Afghan Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Kabul,
and the fourth round of the Australia-Iran
Dialogue in Tehran. The Kabul training
program was an initiative of the CAIS director
and funded by the ANU Vice Chancellor as a
contribution to Afghanistan’s capacity
building. The Centre also hosted a number of
public lectures and seminars, presented by
distinguished academics, opinion and policy
makers from within and outside Australia.
Beyond this, the Centre’s research output
included a number of articles published by
its staff and post-graduate students in
refereed international journals and chapters
in books published by reputable international
publishers, as well as Pakistan and the
Emergence of Islamic Militancy in
Afghanistan (London: Ashgate, 2005) by
Rizwan Hussein.

The Board commended the Centre for its
remarkable achievements. It discussed the
strategic direction of the Centre and made
recommendations regarding the expansion
of the structure and activities of the Centre.
It specifically recommended that the
director should be provided with more
assistance with teaching and administration
so that he could concentrate more on the
national and international profile and
activities of the Centre, that the Centre’s
building be expanded to alleviate space
shortage, and that its undergraduate
offerings be expanded to include a course
on ‘Islam in Australia’. Of course, all this was
conditional upon availability of funding,
which needs to be explored with the
University and outside sources.

The Board welcomed Prof. Hilary
Charlesworth to its membership, and
recommended a number of new members
to be invited to join the Board.

The meeting was followed by a dinner,
which was hosted by Mr Richard Gibbs. The
Centre is very thankful to Richard for all his
support.

From left to right: Prof. Amin Saikal, Prof. Deane Terrell, Prof. Hilary Charlesworth, Mr
Bob Sercombe MP(standing), Mr Richard Gibbs and Prof. Adam Shoemaker
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CAIS DIRECTOR SUCCESSFUL IN BID FOR  LARGE ARC GRANT

Professor Amin Saikal has been awarded an Australian Research Council Discovery Project grant to commence in 2007.
Professor Saikal is one of four academics researching a project entitled: Democratizing the Middle East: Implications of
Washington’s Policies. The total allocation of the grant is $438,776 and will be funded over four years.

The other members of the group are Dr Shahram Akbarzadeh, Director of the Centre for Muslim Minorities and Islam
Policy Studies at Monash University; Professor James Piscatori, Senior Researcher in Modern Islamic Studies at the Oxford
Centre for Islamic Studies, Oxford University; and Dr Ben MacQueen a research fellow in the School of Political and Social
Inquiry, Monash University.

PROJECT SUMMARY
Regime change has been justified by the coalition of willing as beneficial to the promotion of democracy and stable
governance in the Middle East. It is, therefore, important to examine how effective this project has been. Australia’s
foreign policy towards the region resembles that of the United States, including military intervention in Iraq and
Afghanistan. This involvement warrants an assessment of the way state building has set these two societies on a democratic
trajectory, and whether they are serving as beacons of democracy in their neighbourhood. It is in Australia’s national
interests to have a realistic assessment of its foreign policy impact in the Middle East and Central Asia.

CAIS hosted a two day seminar on ‘Political Islam’ for the
Department of Defence, 1-2 November, 2006. The seminar
was opened by Mr Antony Pollock, Department of
Defence and CAIS Director, Prof. Amin Saikal. It was
convened by Dr Matthew Gray, Senior Lecturer at CAIS.
The topics covered in the seminar included Islam and
History; Islam and Politics in the Middle East; Islam in
Theory and Practice; Islam, Society and Radicalism; Islam
and Politics in Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iraq and Indonesia.
Both Prof. Saikal and Dr Gray presented papers at the
seminar. Other contributors were Dr Kirill Nourzhanov,
Lecturer at CAIS; Prof. Ahmad Shboul, University of
Sydney; Dr Greg Fealy, fellow and senior lecturer in
Southeast Asian politics at the College for Asia and the
Pacific, ANU; Dr Rizwan Hussain, CAIS graduate and Mr
Shayeq Qassem and Mr Daoud Yaqub, both CAIS graduate
scholars.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENCE SEMINAR

NEWS AND EVENTS

Dr Matthew Gray and Mr Antony Pollock

GRADUATE EVENING
CAIS Postgraduate students enjoyed a dinner at an ANU restaurant in August.
Students had the opportunity to socialise with one another and staff including
CAIS Director Professor Amin Saikal and Postgraduate Student Advisor, Dr
Matthew Gray. The guest speaker for the evening was Mr Graeme Dobell,
Canberra-based Foreign Affairs and Defence Correspondent for Radio Australia
and one of the ABC’s most experienced reporters. Mr Dobell offered a light-
hearted look at Australian foreign affairs and his experience as a foreign
correspondent.

GRADUATE INFORMATION NIGHT
CAIS held a very successful graduate coursework information evening on
Monday 18 September 2006 at the CAIS Lecture Theatre. Dr Matthew Gray
provided an overview of CAIS coursework options and career opportunities in
relation to studying at a graduate level at CAIS.

Mr  Graeme Dobell

POSTGRADUATE STUDENT EVENTS
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CENTRE NEWS

PROMOTIONS AND STAFF
APPOINTMENTS
Congratulat ions to Dr Kir i l l
Nourzhanov and Dr Medhi Ilhan, who
have been promoted to Senior Lecturer
and Lecturer respectively.

Dr Hossein Heirani Moghaddam is
scheduled to join CAIS in January 2007
to take up the position of Lecturer in
Persian Studies. He will replace Ms
Fatemeh Akbari whose appointment at
CAIS finished on 1 December 2006,
and for whose services the Centre is
most grateful.

Ms Sinead Clifford has been acting as
Graduate Administrator since
September on a short term contract.

VISITORS
HE Dr Bouthaina Shaaban, Syrian
Minister for Expatr iates; HE Mr
Humayun Kabir, High Commissioner
for Bangladesh; HE Mr Bandhit
Sotipalalithe, Ambassador of Thailand;
HE Ms Dell  Higgie, New Zealand
Ambassador for Counter Terrorism; Mr
Ian Biggs, Australia’s Ambassador to
Saudi Arabia; Mr Izzat Abdelhadi, Head
of the General Palestinian Delegation;
Mr Ric Cameron, Senior Vice President,
Canadian International Development
Agency; Ms Marina Anderson, Third
Secretary, New Zealand High
Commission; Mr Qiu Wenxing and Mr
Tang Jian, Attaches, Embassy of the
People’s Republic of China; Imam
Maulana Abul Kalam Azad, Chairman
of the Masjid Council for Community
Advancement of Bangladesh; Prof.
Rasul Bakhsh Rais, Lahore University
of Management Sciences; Prof. Gary
Bouma, Monash University; Mr Rob
Murdoch, Managing Director, Union
Resources Ltd.

SEMINARS/PANEL DISCUSSIONS
The following people made seminar and
panel presentations at the Centre:
Associate Professor Bernard Sabella,
Member Palestinian Legislative Council
& Executive Secretary Department of
Service to Palestinian Refugees of the
Middle East Council of Churches; Imam
Yahya Hendi, Musl im Chaplain at
Georgetown University; HE Dr Robert
Bowker, Australian Ambassador to Egypt;
HE Dr Ralph King, Australian Ambassador
to Kuwait; Professor Stuart Harris, Former
Secretary of the Department of Foreign
Affairs and Trade and Visiting Fellow at
CAIS; Dr Kamil H. Shideed, Director of
Poverty-Livelihoods Analysis and Impact
Assessment Mega-Project, International
Centre for Agricultural Research in the
Dry Areas in Aleppo, Syria; HE Mr
Alexander V. Blokhin, Ambassador of the
Russian Federation; Professor William
Maley, Director, Asia Pacific College of
Diplomacy, ANU; Mr Daoud Yaqub, Post-
graduate scholar, CAIS; Dr Matthew Gray,
Senior Lecturer, CAIS; Mr Ahmad Shayeq
Qassem, Post-graduate scholar, CAIS; Dr
Bouthaina Shaaban, Minister for
Expatriates in the Syrian Arab Republic
and Professor of English Literature at
Damascus University, Syria; Professor
Daniel Peterson, Professor of Islamic
Studies and Arabic, the Department of
Asian and Near Eastern Languages,
Brigham Young University; Professor
Tanya Reinhart, Israeli Emeritus Professor
of Linguistics and Media Studies, Tel-Aviv
University, Israel and Professor of
Linguistics, the University of Utrecht, the
Netherlands; Mr Ross Burns, Former
Australian Ambassador to Syria.

ADMISSION TO DEGREE

The following students have had their
degrees conferred:

Yousuf Ali Humaid Al-Suwaidi: ‘Court
Management in Dubai between Present
Challenges and Future Opportunities’
(PhD).

Anne-Sophie Gintzburger (Grad Dip
MECAS); Vladimir Grournine (Grad Dip
MECAS); Nicholas Handbury MMECAS;
Merran Williams (MMECAS).

FIELDWORK
Hamish McGregor undertook fieldwork
in Iran from February to June. During this
time he conducted interviews and
archival research. Barry Naughten was on
fieldwork from April to June. His trip
included visits to the US Department of
Energy, Chatham House London, the
Oxford Institute for Energy Studies, IEA
Paris and the OPEC Secretariat, Vienna.

OPEN DAY

CAIS staff and students attended the ANU
Open Day on 26 August. The day was
considered a success with many
prospective students making enquiries
about study at CAIS.

Dr Yousuf Ali Humaid Al-Suwaidi after his
graduation ceremony

PAPERBACK RELEASE

Modern Afghanistan: a History of
Struggle and Survival, I. B. Tauris, London,
2006.

CAIS staff attend a lunch to farewell Ms
Akbari, and congratulate Dr Nourzhanov and
Dr Ilhan.
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A panel discussion entitled ‘Australia
and the Middle East’ was sponsored by
CAIS on 7 August 2006. The panelists
were HE Dr Robert Bowker, Australian
Ambassador to Egypt, HE Dr Ralph King,
Australian Ambassador to Kuwait and
Professor Stuart Harris, Visiting Fellow
at CAIS.

Dr Bowker, focused on the evidence of
change in the Middle East. He noted
that change was generational and
driven by demographic factors. It was
unstoppable. It owed a great deal to
assiduous efforts by domestic
players, including elements within
existing political elites; exposure to
the economic and f iscal
management requirements of the
Washington consensus; the global
impact of US culture; and growing
consumerism. Leaderships were
seeking ways of capturing high-
end technologies and investment
to modernize their economies. To
compete globally and regionally,
they had to find ways to mobilise the
talents of young, upwardly mobile and
cosmopolitan business people who
could – and would - market their skills
almost anywhere. That meant that
leaderships had to provide higher levels
of transparency and predictability for
the business environment and, in some
cases, a stronger sense of participation
in decision-making. Privi lege and
traditional structures of government
and family were being challenged to
meet a new agenda associated with
individual creativi ty. For many
tradit ional holders of power and
authority, this was a deeply problematic
development, especial ly where i t
required shifting from a culture of
protection and control to a culture of
initiative.

There would be discrepancies – some
more apparent than real – between
what Western countries wanted to see
happening in the region, and what they
observed or believed to be happening,
including political reform. One thing
that was certain, however, was that
regional governments which did not
get the message that political reform
and human rights are as important as
economic and social reform risked
losing traction in important Western
circles of influence.

Some key traditional Australian interests,
such as its role as a major food supplier
to the region, might become less
predictable as governments which have
previously rel ied on state-based
purchasing arrangements extend greater
opportunities to the private sector. But
as experience with Egypt’s wheat trade
demonstrates, Australians can work as
effectively with the private sector as they
can with governments. This can assist the
economy by supporting economic reform
creating a more dynamic and open

business environment conducive to
investment in export-based industries,
mining, and education services, and
providing opportunities to showcase
Australian technology and expertise.

Dr King discussed Australian interests in
the Gulf states, with a specific focus on
trade. Australia’s involvement in Iraq’s
reconstruction attracts media attention,
its solid commercial relations with the
Arab Gulf states of the Gulf Cooperation
Council (GCC) is less well known. Bilateral
trade is serving to deepen social
connections with a steady increase in
tourists and students coming to Australia,
and Australians working in, or transiting
through the Gulf.

The GCC countr ies have achieved
impressive economic growth, beyond the
dominant oil sector. Oil revenues are
being channelled into economic
development projects and are attracting
a variety of businesses. Foreign
investment restrictions are being relaxed
to al low greater levels of foreign
ownership, real estate is becoming
available for foreigners to buy, a number
of taxes targeting foreign companies
over local companies are changing and
agency laws are being reviewed. The GCC
has a common external tariff, generally
five per cent but with a number of

exemptions, and has set a goal of
monetary union by 2010. The GCC is
also attempting to gradually remove
other barriers to regional trade and
harmonise regulat ions, but ful l
integration is still some time off.
Despite reforms, a number of
obstacles to doing business remain.
These include import l icensing,
product standards, government
procurement, business dispute
resolution processes, national citizen
employment quotas and the

remaining foreign
investment restrictions and
agency laws.

Austral ia exported some
$4.1 billion worth of goods
to the Gulf in 2005. Our
exports to these economies
have grown more than twice
as fast as Australia’s total
exports to the world over the
last ten years. An increasing
number of students from the

region are choosing Australia as an
education destination and a number
of Australian education institutions
are conducting specif ic training
courses or project work.

Professor Stuart Harris, noted since
the early 1970s Austral ia has
supported efforts to resolve Middle
East conflicts. Its policy has been to
support Israel’s right to exist within
secure and recognised borders based
on the pre-1967 borders or whatever
might be mutually agreed in peace
negotiations. It has also argued for
the right of Palestine to exist as a
viable political and economic entity
– as a sovereign state. Australia,
however, has not recognised formally
any annexation by Israel of land
beyond its 1967 borders.

Australia’s involvement in political
and strategic developments in the
region have generally been limited.
But there have been periodic high
levels of act ivi ty. Austral ia has
contr ibuted to various UN
peacekeeping missions in the Middle
East, several of which continue today.
It has provided assistance to the
various peace processes. And i t
contributed to tanker protection in
the Iraq-Iran war and to the 1990-

AUSTRALIA AND THE MIDDLE EAST
PANEL DISCUSSION

Prof. Harris, Dr Bowker and Dr King
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1991 Gulf war, and more recently to Afghanistan and
Iraq.

Professor Harris stated that Australia has pursued what it
believed to be an even-handed approach to the Arab-
Israeli dispute. Sometimes this has been disputed by both
sides. But if this approach was evident before 9/11 and
the invasion of Iraq, it seems less so now. This is partly
because of Australia’s strong support for the US Iraq war,
which was based on motives that included the security
of Israel. Australia has in the past expressed concerns
about humanitarian tragedies in the Middle East, however,
in the recent Israeli incursion into Lebanon, the
Government was noticeably less vocal. The US and the
UK stood back – somewhat cynically – and Australia
followed the line in the face of horrendous bloodshed,
assuming that if they gave Israelis enough time the
problem of Hezbollah could be resolved by military action
despite the great damage to Lebanon and its people.

Although Australia’s historic voting pattern in the UN has
generally maintained its opposition to the Israeli
settlements, when it voted last year in the UN against the
International Court of Justice (ICJ) advice arguing the
illegality of the location of the Israel security fence, which
included some of the settlements, Australia was almost
totally isolated in its support for the Israeli position
alongside the US. In recent history, Middle East security
issues have affected much of the region – Egypt, Jordan,
Syria, Lebanon, Afghanistan, Iraq, Iran, Kuwait and now
Lebanon again. Yet the lessons of history have not been
learned.

In respect of the situation in Lebanon, Australia, while
acknowledging the need for a Palestinian state, came
down firmly on Israel’s side. Hezbollah made a grave
mistake in starting it. But Israel’s disproportionate
reaction was also a grave mistake. It can only be viewed
as a ‘mistake’ because irrespective of the rights and
wrongs in ethical or legal terms, neither side won. In the
meantime, a sense of being right tends to mean that
justice can be ignored.

Professor Harris concluded by saying the lesson of history
in the Lebanon of twenty years ago, in Iraq and elsewhere
today is that military means are not the solution; indeed
they are likely to make a solution more difficult. The
Lebanon conflict will not give Israel the security it seeks,
with or without an international intervention force. It
may worsen it. There is already an upswing in Iraqi and
Taliban violence. The US has been unhelpful in defining
Lebanon as part of the war on terror and the US refuses to
negotiate with evil. Israel has said that it too will not
negotiate – perhaps it has to say that - but if Hezbollah
and Hamas’ denial of Israeli’s right to exist is to change,
as it must, there must be negotiations, with the major
Muslim countries, Iran and Syria among them. Calling
Iran part of the axis of evil has been especially damaging
in relation to addressing the problem of Hezbollah and
Iran’s nuclear program. Yet like it or not, Iran is central to
future Middle East stability.
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A memorial panel discussion was held on
7 September to commemorate the fifth
anniversary of the death of the Ahmad Shah
Massoud. Prof. Saikal opened the session
by saying the annual seminar gives an
opportunity to reassess the situation in
Afghanistan. This year’s seminar was
entitled ‘Afghanistan: Successes and
Challenges’.

The panel consisted of four speakers:
Professor William Maley, Director, Asia-
Pacific College of Diplomacy, ANU; Dr
Matthew Gray, Senior Lecturer, CAIS; Mr
Daoud Yaqub and Mr Ahmad Shayeq
Qassem, PhD scholars, CAIS.

Professor Maley focused on
‘Afghanistan’s Reconstruction’. He
observed that the assassination of
Massoud was a significant date in
the modern history of Afghanistan
as it marked the arrival of suicide
terrorism which has come to
threaten the security and lives of
many.

Professor Maley noted the
reconstruction of a state has
multiple dimensions including
political, security, social and
developmental both institutional
and organisational. But most of all
it involves the development of new
ways of thinking, the need to
reconfigure the positions of people
otherwise all efforts will come to nought.
The reconstruction of Afghanistan has
involved a wide process of change with
Afghan actors having varying degrees of
control. The process involves domestic,
regional and more broadly international
forces which need to be co-ordinated
through the building of complex
processes.

While there have been some symbolic
successes such as the drafting of the
constitution and the elections, these are
not the same as institutionalisation
through infancy, adolescence to maturity.
In the infancy stage a country is vulnerable
to both malevolent forces and the
misjudgement of different actors. In this
transition process, Afghanistan is a
paradigmatic case of a country poised on
the edge of a knife.

There are a number of main problems in
the reconstruction. The Bonn agreement
of 2001 sought to build together a coalition
for government by unthinkingly adopting
an old model based on ministries
distributed to factional leaders. As a
consequence a number of ministries have

been claimed as fiefdoms resulting in rivalry
rather than co-operation. In addition,
ministries don’t receive equal funding,
increasing disputes. State-like expenditure is
largely out of the control of the state. It has
been spent by a number of non-state
agencies; the United Nations, NGOs of other
states and private commercial contractors.
This is problematic for two reasons: it
undermines the legitimacy and capacity of
the state and it creates a second civil service
staffed with people on much higher wages
than the government can pay. This has the
effect of drawing the talent out of the state
structure.

Professor Maley believes that state building
has not been allowed to develop during the
Presidency of Hamid Karzai. There has been a
system of ‘dealmaking’, an election system

based on independent candidates rather than
the development of a party system and a
government promotion system based on
patronage rather than merit. The presence of
nationalists in the upper echelons of the
Afghan government sent alarm bells ringing
in Islamabad, causing Pakistan to start
meddling in Afghanistan’s affairs. British and
US forces failed to pressure President
Musharraf, in case it resulted in the collapse
of his government. Momentum in the
reconstruction and stabilisation was lost in
2002 when the international security
assistance force was blocked from providing
a regional security presence. US Vice
President Cheney refused to support a small
regional stabilisation force in order to reserve
resources for the coming campaign in Iraq.
The symbolic cost of blocking the security
force beyond Kabul can’t be underestimated.

He concluded by noting there are no easy
solutions as problems have been
compounded over a number of years but it is

important not to lose any further
momentum by such measures as reducing
aid, the size of the army or by cutting fuel
subsidies in Kabul. Any such measures
would be dangerous to stability and
security. It is also necessary to put forceful
public pressure on Pakistan to break the
destructive impact on regional order if a
clean and competent state is to be built.

Mr Daoud Yaqub’s spoke on ‘Afghanistan’s
Security’ and began by questioning why
security deteriorated in Afghanistan despite
the timeline for the Bonn process having
been met, with election of a government
and success stories over the years. He claims

that the problems with security were
both predictable and avoidable. In
every post-conflict situation the
international community develops a
new methodology to address aspects
of nation building; Afghanistan is no
exception. The need for short term
tactical gains such as the hunt for Al
Qaeda, however, were advanced at
the expense of long term strategic
policy objectives such as institutional
development. The norm rather than
the exception was U.S. led Coalition
agreements with unscrupulous
characters, including those that were
undermining the authority of the
central government in Kabul. The
Afghans, who for the first time in their

history enthusiastically welcomed foreign
troops and embraced the prospects for a
strong central government to alter the
status quo, have become disillusioned with
both scenarios. (A longer version of this
paper can be read on page 9.)

Dr Gray described the process of drafting
the 2004 Afghan Constitution and its
approval, including how Islam shaped the
process and the wording. This process
began with the establishment of the
Constitutional Commission, followed by
the 2003 Constitutional Loya Jirga (CLJ).
He suggested the place of Islam in the
constitution is technically strong, but in
practice, less so.

He said there were conflicts over the degree
of Islamisation in the wording of the
constitution. The final wording of Article 2
of the text read in part as “The religion of
Afghanistan is the sacred religion of Islam”
(rather than “The religion of the state of
the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan is the
sacred religion of Islam”).

There was also a degree of conflict over the
freedom and rights given to women, with
the ultimate victory of the secularists over

AFGHANISTAN: SUCCESSES AND CHALLENGES

Dr Gray, Prof. Maley, Mr Qassem and Mr Yaqub

PANEL DISCUSSION
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the Islamists. The final wording omitted
any reference to Shari’a as a limitation on
Afghanistan accepting international
covenants to which it is party and with
Article 22 successfully providing for
unconditional male and female equality
under the law. There were some Islamic
outcomes, such as a provision in Article 3
that banned the promulgation of laws
contrary to Islam, stating that “…no law
can be contrary to the sacred religion of
Islam and the values of this Constitution.”

The constitution is important for what it
neglects to specify in relation to religious
rights and responsibilities. There is the issue
of the explicit rights to be enjoyed by
women, stemming from the potential for
tradition to clash with the Constitution,
and while women are given equal rights
to men (in Art. 22), the practicalities of
guaranteeing that equality are
considerable. Women are
disproportionately undereducated and
less literate on average than men, and
usually lack the financial independence
of men. Afghanistan does not have a
proper Personal Status Law, as was the case
in Iraq’s 1959 constitution. In addition,
Article 39 appears to give people the right
to be governed by sectarian law: if so, this
is a clause that gives secularists cause for
concern.

Dr Gray highlighted another issue, the
problem of legal structure and
interpretation: specifically, the powers of
the courts to interpret law and the
question of from where judges and other
officers of the court will be drawn and
what skills and experience will be expected
of them. There is a paucity of qualified
judges, and a large number of
professionals, including those from the
legal profession, have fled the country,
while legal education (especially secular
legal education) has been disrupted by
conflict, dislocation and economic
disadvantage. Furthermore, with a lack of
carefully worded, codified statutory law
there is a problem in ensuring that the
judiciary does not act beyond its bounds
when interpreting law. Finally, judicial
autonomy is important in ensuring that
citizens are protected against the state.
This aspect could be strengthened.

In concluding Dr Gray said that
constitutionalism is only part of the issue.
Economic conditions and opportunity are
important in providing the motivation for
the rule of law and support for
constitutional government.

Mr Qassem began his presentation by saying
the character of Afghanistan/Pakistan
relations is the most important relationship
Afghanistan has with the outside world.
Pakistan has played a pivotal role in the
situation in Afghanistan. He noted the
repeated assertions that Pakistan has been
involved in supporting the insurgency in
Afghanistan. There is no denying the cross
border infiltration, however, there remains a
question regarding the role of the Pakistan
government. Pakistan’s Foreign Minister
denies involvement and says Pakistan has no
motive to destabilise Afghanistan.

Mr Qassem set out to explore the existence
of motives by examining the Afghanistan/
Pakistan relations in the 1980s. The incentives
for Pakistan’s strategic decision to take up
the cause of the anti-Soviet insurgency in
the 1980s were economic, military and
strategic. In economic terms and as a direct
result of Pakistan’s support in the fight
against the Soviets the US provided $US7.4
million in military and economic assistance,
plus there was economic support from Arab
countries, from China and Western allies.

In terms of military support the US agreed to
modernise Pakistan’s airforce and naval
capacity. The US also waived the ‘Symington
amendment’ which had previously barred the
deliver of aid to the mujahideen. The presence
of millions of Afghan refugees on Pakistan
soil and its position as a conduit of aid to the
Afghan mujahideen also provided a strategic
advantage for Pakistan’s involvement in
Afghanistan.

The US turned a blind-eye to the trafficking
of sensitive material into Pakistan. This
allowed Pakistan to commence a program of
uranium enrichment and obtain a nuclear
arsenal. There was also significant political
incentive for Pakistan to cooperate with the
US and other Western nations against the
Soviets. Despite being a military dictatorship
and possessing a very poor human rights
record, Pakistan avoided international
criticism. As an ally of the West it was
catapulted into a position of international
prestige as a frontline force against the
Soviets.

Mr Qassem concluded that Pakistan has
reaped similar rewards in the current war in
Afghanistan and has used the same tactics to
achieve them. For assisting the United States
in the ‘war on terror’ they have been showered
with benefits. The US has written several billion
dollars of Pakistan’s debts. Pakistan’s will
again have an updated air force. Lastly,
Pakistan’s status as a major US ally remains
intact.
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Over the last three decades Afghanistan has
not been a stranger to international
headlines, sometimes for all the right reasons
and sometimes for all the wrong reasons.
2006 is no exception. With the collapse of
the Taliban regime in late 2001, the
international community applauded
success stories as millions of refugees
returned home, five million students
including girls enrolled in schools, Afghan
leaders met the timelines of the Bonn
Agreements with successful Presidential and
Parliamentary elections, and a new
constitution was drafted and approved.

However, the recent spike in violence clearly
indicates that the enemies of peace and
stability in Afghanistan remain numerous
and persistent. As the intensity of the conflict
and casualty figures increase, some
observers are baffled by recent headlines
such as “What went wrong in Afghanistan?”
or “Are we losing Afghanistan?”

Many attribute the renewed insurgent and
terrorist activity to the lack of professional
and capable Afghan security forces,
Pakistan’s policy of turning a blind eye to
Taliban activities on its soil, and/or the
increase in the production of narcotics. It is
vital to understand, however, that the roots
of the problem were sown in late 2001 in
the Pentagon’s policy that operated at cross
purposes in Afghanistan.

To begin, policymakers should not have
looked at security simply as a necessity for
the implementation of the Bonn process,
but instead for creating the long term civil
space for the establishment of political
processes, economic development, good
governance, reconstruction activities, and
the rule of law. The international approach
to security provisions reflected a
fundamental inconsistency with the
Coalition narrowly addressing the Global
War On Terror (GWOT) with combat
operations but ignoring basic personal
security for Afghan citizens. Earlier this
year, US Envoy to the 2001 Bonn Process

Ambassador James Dobbins disclosed to a
Washington D.C. audience that “my
instructions didn’t say anything about
democracy, we wanted a government that
would work with us to track down the
remaining Al-Qaeda elements”. In late
2001, key policymakers in Washington did
not include nation building as part of the
post-Taliban era policy. The centre of
gravity for the Pentagon-led operation
focused on counter-terrorism, and not the
Afghan people and Afghan institutions. As
a result, the Pentagon’s immediate priority
was to build the Afghan National Army

rather than build law and order institutions
such as the police and the justice sector.

Lessons learned from previous international
interventions in the last several decades
clearly indicate that international resources
are not infinite, thus one must seize the
opportunity; to effect a long lasting change
by building the capacity of the national
forces and institutions to ensure a smooth
and sustained transition to stability as
responsibility is transferred. The successful
implantation of such a seamless transition
is widely accepted as the ultimate exit
strategy in post-conflict transition for the
international community.

The strategy or construct mentioned above,
more popularly know as Security Sector
Reform (SSR), developed conceptually in the
late 1990s. In broad terms it is the process
to reconstruct and reform the security
architecture of the state. SSR draws together
the need to professionalise incompetent,
and often corrupt, security forces and to do
so within an environment of extreme
competing fiscal priorities. As such, it
generally requires external assistance from
international security forces and from
individuals, organizations and nations that
have a clear understanding of development,
governance issues and the challenge of
nation building.

In late 2001, policy-makers generally
described Afghanistan as a failed state due
to its 25 years of conflict. Therefore, the
challenge of SSR, particularly within the
context of the GWOT far exceeded the
conceptual bounds of what had been
practiced thus far in other countries, even
failed states such as Kosovo. The Taliban
regime and Al-Qaeda may have been
expelled from Afghanistan, but their
remnants relocated to large tracts of the
Afghan-Pakistan border region.

Any aspects of government infrastructure
that endured prior to and during the Soviet
regime had been destroyed by subsequent
conflict. As a result, no state monopoly on
force existed and criminals, including lawless
and non-statutory forces, infiltrated the
countryside. State sovereignty and law and
order, simply did not exist.

The top security priority of the US, by far the
major donor to Afghanistan, of winning the
GWOT has on occasion been at odds with
the requirements of nation building. Short
term security goals often take priority over
longer-term reconstruction, institution
building, and development objectives.

From the beginning, there were two
competing strategic security challenges

presented to the new interim Afghan
authorities to be overlaid upon the macro
challenge of nation building. The first and
immediate security need was to win the war
on terror and to master the security
environment such that relief and
reconstruction programs could commence.
The second challenge was to rationalise the
various non-statutory Afghan militia groups,
turn them into a professional security sector
capable of defeating the ongoing insurgency
and restore law and order.

What disappoints most is the failure to apply
the lessons learned from every recent
intervention operation starting with Bosnia.
In any post conflict environment, the first
priority should be reforming the police and
justice sector. However, post 9/11, the
tactical urgency to focus solely on counter
terrorism in Afghanistan caused many to
discard the political and tactical lessons
learned by the international community in
the 1990s in Bosnia and elsewhere. In
Afghanistan, someone decided that the
optimal size of the police force should be
50,000. This gives a ratio of less than 2
policemen to every 1000 Afghans, whereas
in Kosovo the international community
funded 24 police officers per 1000
Kosovars. This year, in the 85 districts along
the Afghan-Pakistan border, an average of
twenty two police were deployed per district.
Most of these officers did not have sufficient
ammunition nor protective gear to withstand
the onslaught of the terrorists and
insurgents who were armed with
sophisticated weapons and could flee to the
safety and sanctuary of support networks
across the border in Pakistan.

All is not yet lost. There is still scope to build
on the good will of the Afghans and to
deliver the dividends of a peaceful, stable
society to a beleaguered population that has
waited two and half decades to see their
lives improve. Afghan citizens must feel
secure in order to understand and
participate in the process of change and to
make informed choices (without fear of
reprisal or intimidation). To this end, the
international community must reinvigorate
its efforts to build Afghan capacity and to
train, equip and sustain the national forces
and institutions so they assume
responsibility as the international
commitment decreases. Further, the Afghan
government must also do its part by
negating the conditions that sustain corrupt
officials thereby restoring public trust in the
Afghan Administration.

AFGHANISTAN: WIN, LOSE OR DRAW?
by Daoud Yaqab

Daoud Yaqub is a Phd Scholar at the
Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies
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CHINA AND THE MIDDLE EAST
by Professor Stuart Harris

continued on page 17

China’s President Hu Jintao’s visit to the
US in April this year was hardly a success
given its mishandling by Washington.
From Washington, he flew directly to
Saudi Arabia where he was treated with
great respect as an honoured guest.

Hu’s visit, reciprocating an earlier visit by
Saudi Arabia’s King Abdullah, reflected
China’s increased activism in the Middle
East. That activism is broadly based and
although not only concerned with energy,
it is importantly centred on securing
access to oil and gas supplies to meet
China’s growing import requirements.
This has become a source of some concern
in US and some other western minds as
to its motives and possible implications.

In practice, China’s involvement in the
Middle East is not new. In the early post
World War II days, keeping in ideological
step with the Soviet Union, it gave moral
support to anti-colonial activities in the
region, such as the nationalisation of
Iran’s oil industry. As some Middle Eastern
states came into conflict with the West,
China moved closer to them, establishing
diplomatic ties with first Egypt and then
Syria and Yemen in 1956. It also had close
ties with Israel though these cooled after
the 1956 Suez crisis.

Although other factors were important,
such as UN votes on China’s position over
Taiwan, China maintained a general anti-
western stand through much of the early
Cold War period, establishing diplomatic
relations more widely. From the early
1960s, however, China’s policies took on
an anti-Soviet hue, cooling relations with
some Soviet leaning countries and
leading it to move towards some western
oriented countries such as Iran, Turkey
and Lebanon. Diplomatic relations with
Israel were established in 1992 although
Israel had been a major supplier of military
equipment to China since the 1980s.
When Deng Xiaoping came to power and
established his reform program, ideology
gradually gave way to modernisation
needs and its regional diplomatic
relationships eventually embraced all
Middle East countries, completing the
process with Saudi Arabia in 1990.

While economic issues have risen in
importance, China’s interest in
maintaining political support for its ‘one
China’ policy has remained as elsewhere
a diplomatic priority. Cultural relations
have also increased. Youth exchanges
involve a growing number of Middle East
students studying in China; one observer

commenting that there will soon be more
Arab students in China than there are in the
United States.

China’s economic exchanges with the
Middle East have grown substantially,
particularly since the end of the Cold War.
China’s two way trade with Arab counties
increased from $US2.4 billion in 1990 to
$54.3 billion in 2005. Its two way trade with
Iran has also expanded, reaching $9.5 billion
in 2005 compared with $0.3 million in
1990. Trade covers much more than energy,
including transport, communications and
other technology, and consumer goods; in
both cases, however, energy is a critical
component. In addition, there has been a
rapid rise in the number of Chinese workers
in the Middle East and Chinese investment
in non-energy infrastructure has been
growing.

As the second largest oil importer after the
US, China’s energy diplomacy has followed
two not totally separate tracks: the first
through its national oil companies linking
themselves increasingly to a market based
form of energy security, engaging in mutual
investment relationships with the
international oil (and gas) industry, often
seeking a share of the output; and the
second by establishing political
relationships with oil and gas exporting
countries, locking in agreements with
governments for future oil and gas supplies.

The first is exemplified by China’s
relationship with Saudi Arabia and others
in the Middle East, the second by its
arrangements with Russia. Both are common
in the modern oil industry yet their political
undertones have raised considerable
anxieties in policy making circles in the US
and elsewhere. That Washington continues
to argue that, in seeking to control energy
at the source, China is not playing by the
rules may seem a little odd given long
established US policy.

China obtains over half its oil imports from
the Middle East; despite its efforts to
diversify its import sources, this proportion
is likely to rise in the future, perhaps to 70
percent being sourced from the Middle East.
Its main suppliers are normally Saudi Arabia,
Iran, and increasingly Oman.

It now sources about 17% of its oil imports
from Saudi Arabia and this will probably
increase when their joint efforts to build, in
China, refinery capacity able to handle the
Saudi heavy oils are complete.

China’s concerns are its competition with
the US for international oil supplies
particularly in the Middle East, where China

believes US geopolitical influences and
interests have the potential to undermine
China’s energy security. Yet it also knows
it will depend increasingly upon this
source for its oil supplies. China’s
diversification efforts in the region for a
while included two countries, Iran and
Iraq, that at the time of China’s
investments there, could not be accessed
by US companies. These arrangements
have been significantly affected by the
Iraq war and by the Iran dispute over its
nuclear program. In Iraq’s case, it appears
probable that China may finally gain
access to the oil contracted for in the mid
1990s.

During the Abdullah-Hu visits, various
agreements were signed to strengthen
collaboration, including a renewed
framework agreement on energy
cooperation. This covered existing gas
exploration operations and possible
cooperation in oil exploration in Saudi
Arabia as well as Saudi investment in
refineries and petrochemical plants in
China.

Within such agreements across the
region, details are negotiated by China’s
international oil companies with Aramco,
the Abu Dhabi National Oil Company and
other Middle East national oil companies.
Although China’s oil companies usually
seek an equity stake this is not possible in
many Middle East states, given the
importance of monopoly control of oil to
the power of the region’s leaders.
Consequently, other imaginative
contractual arrangements are involved.

Oil from such arrangements is not itself
likely to be a major contributor to China’s
energy security. Nor, despite US
expressions of concern, is it a problem
for the US or other countries. What China
achieves from these contractual
arrangements reduces what China would
otherwise buy on the open market; the
market outcome will be neutral. In any
case, transport, logistical and quality mix
factors may often make it more sensible
for Chinese oil companies to sell their
contracted oil on the open market and to
buy different qualities or from sources
closer to home – as has already
substantially occurred.

Such arrangements reflect the interests
of both sides: in Saudi Arabia, for example,
China’s interest is in increasing its assured
access to Saudi oil and expanding its
exports to Saudi Arabia; the Saudi interest
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CAIS SEMINARS

PALESTINIAN POLITICS AND SOCIETY
AFTER THE JANUARY 25TH
PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS: REALITIES
AND PROSPECTS
Associate Professor Bernard Sabella,
Member Palestinian Legislative Council &
Executive Secretary Department of Service
to Palestinian Refugees of the Middle East
Council of Churches delivered a seminar on
20 July.

Professor Sabella opened his discussion with
an outline of the parliamentary elections held
in Palestine on January 2006. He described
the elections as being democratic and a true
reflection of the Palestinian people’s
democratic decisions. He claimed Fatah, his
own party, was not as well organized as
Hamas and lost seats by running too many

candidates against each other. The election
of Hamas left the political system in shock.
Hamas has taken a more hard-line position
than Fatah and has three major disagreements
with them. Firstly Hamas does not recognise
the PLO as the representative of all the
Palestinian people and refuses to
acknowledge all the political processes of
the PLO since the 1980s. Secondly, Hamas
does not acknowledge the Arab political
position which is reflected in the negotiated
settlement of peace with Israel in exchange
for an Israeli withdrawal to the 1967 borders.
And thirdly, Hamas does not recognise UN
resolutions as they believe these emanate a
double-standard and that Israel does not
abide with the UN. He goes on to say that
while Fatah might agree with Hamas on this
issue they believe that a more pragmatic
approach may secure some basic rights for
the Palestinian people and that negotiation
with Israel may lead to a Palestinian state.

Professor Sabella acknowledges that taking
a more pragmatic line with Israel does not
result in a greater degree of co-operation
from Israel. Indeed more Arab countries have
recognized Israel but there has been no
softening of Israel’s position.

According to Professor Sabella, the
international community’s boycott of the

newly elected government was miscalculated.
He believes it was thought that the boycott
would lead to the Palestinians taking to the
streets calling for the toppling of Hamas. But
support for Hamas increased. Fatah disagrees
with the international community’s move as
the non-payment of government workers
salaries has had a disastrous impact on the
economy and the ability of individuals to
survive on a daily basis.

On the question of whether Hamas can
provide good government on a regional and
international level, Professor Sabella believes
they can. The problem being that the west
has viewed Hamas as a terrorist organisation
because of their refusal to recognise Israel.
He says Hamas could avoid this label by
becoming a member of the PLO and by being
more pragmatic.

The more pressure Israel puts on Hamas the
greater their credibility on the street. Israel
has done the Palestinians a great disservice
by marginalising the Arab voices that call for
reason, negotiation and a bi-lateral process.
Instead Israel has done everything possible
not to invite peace, resulting in a more difficult
situation in the Middle East. The hardening
of Israel’s position and the attacks on the
Palestinian and Lebanese people is really
strengthening the position of Hezbollah and
Hamas.

Professor Sabella states there are two
governments in Palestine. The Palestinian
national government led by Hamas (not
authorised to deal with Israel) and the
Presidency of the Palestinian National
Authority (PNA) which is authorised to deal
with and negotiate with Israel. Hamas has said
the PNA can negotiate with Israel provided
any resolutions go to a referendum. He
emphasises the need to start talking of a
National Unity Government including Fatah,
Hamas and other parties. Israel’s arrest of
parliamentary members in Gaza is a deep crisis
bringing the peace movement to a halt for at
least six months. He concluded by saying
unless Israel collaborates and develops a
political position recognising Palestinian
rights there will never be peace with Israel.

ISLAM AND MODERN CHALLENGES:
FORMULA FOR CHANGE
Imam Yahya Hendi, Muslim chaplain at
Georgetown University, whose visit was
sponsored by USIS,  spoke on 24 July.

Imam Hendi opened his address by saying
despite President Bush’s assurance that Islam
is a peaceful religion and that all good
Muslims hunger for democracy, confusion
persists that Muslims and terrorists are
synonymous. In the aftermath of the attacks
of 9/11, the subsequent wars in Afghanistan

and Iraq, and the more recent bombings in
London, an unprecedented attention has
been directed toward Islam and the Muslim
world. Yet, even with this increased scrutiny,
most of the public discourse regarding Islam
revolves around the actions of extremist

factions such
as al-Qaeda.

Imam Hendi
stated Islam
is deemed by
more than
1.6 billion
Muslims to
be a source
of serenity
and spiritual
peace, and a
touchstone
for moral
and ethical

guidance. While extremists have an impact
upon the religion that is widely
disproportionate to their numbers,
moderates constitute the majority of
Muslims worldwide.  Many issues have
become a part of this debate between
Muslims themselves or between Muslims on
one side and non-Muslims on the other side.
From the role of women in Islam to the
nature of Jihad, from democracy and
human rights to terrorism and warfare, one
needs to build a vital vision for a moderate
Islam.

FOOD SECURITY AND WATER POVERTY IN
CENTRAL AND WEST ASIA AND NORTH
AFRICA REGION
On 10 August, Dr Kamel H. Shideed Director
of the Poverty-Livelihoods Analysis and
Impact Assessment Mega-Project at the
International Centre for Agricultural
Research in the Dry Areas (ICARDA)
presented a paper.

All countries in Central and West Asia and
North Africa (CWANA) region have faced
severe challenges in increasing their
agricultural production over the last 40
years. This is due to many factors, including
a limited natural resource base of arable
land and water, low and volatile rainfall
with frequent drought, growing
population, low rates of productivity
growth, increased rural-urban migration,
low public and private investments in rain-
fed areas, weak extension systems,
inappropriate agricultural policies, and
low rates of new technology usage.

Dr Shideed provided evidence of the
importance of studying food security
alongside water poverty in CWANA region.
Having water scarcity contributing to

Prof. Bernard Sabella

Imam Hendi
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nearly half of the variation in food
security will have important policy,
research, and investment implications.
Food insecurity is explained by water
poverty, and thus the two problems need
to be addressed using an integrated
approach. Both require immediate and
equal attention at various policy and
managerial levels.

Water scarcity in the Middle East is a matter
of urgent national, regional and
international concern. Most countries of
the region have exhausted their traditional
sources of underground and surface water
resources and cost-effective options are
now almost completely exhausted. Jordan,
Kuwait, Bahrain, Palestine, Qatar, Saudi
Arabia, UAE, Yemen, Egypt and Oman all
exhibit severe water scarcity. Syria’s water
comes from outside the country.

Dr Shideed stated most countries in the
CWANA region have a food deficit. There
is a need to better understand the yield
gap, by improving water harvesting and
grain breeding and by producing varieties
to suit local conditions. There is also a need
to eliminate high water crops, like cotton.

Dr Shideed concluded by saying the
effectiveness of the ICARDA programme
can be measured by its ability to improve
living and working conditions in CWANA.
Since 1977 local programs have trained
14,222 individuals in better farming
practices. Crop improvement research is
effective, as in the example of Syria, where
improvements in varieties on durum wheat
yields have increased by 1.7 million tonnes.
Now Syria is an exporter of wheat.

GLOBAL SECURITY CHALLENGES AND
RUSSIAN FOREIGN POLICY
HE Mr Alexander V. Blokhin, Ambassador
of the Russian Federation spoke at CAIS
on 25 August.
Mr Blokhin’s presentation centred on
Russia’s security: both international and
regional. In the area of international
security Russia has focused its attention
on two main areas: international co-
operation in the fight against terrorism and
the forming of partnerships to fight
international criminal activities such as
drug trafficking. In addition there are a
range of non-proliferation issues.

Mr Blokhin made note of the recent
initiative of President Bush and President
Putin during the G8 summit in St
Petersburg (July 2006) on the security of
nuclear objects. He said as the task is so
enormous and implicates huge technical
resources the co-operation between

intelligence organisations is vital. The Russian
government believes that the co-ordinating
role in global security belongs within a United
Nations framework with two committees of
particular importance: the Anti-Terrorism
Committee (ATC) and International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA). Being the chairman of
the G8 this year, Russia participated in
organising the ‘anti-terrorism groups’ in
dozens of countries. The anti-terrorism
committees were established in all countries
of the G8 and will deal very closely with the
United Nation’s ATC. The aim of these groups
is to assess each country and ascertain if they
possess the means to defeat terrorism and to
provide knowledge for anti-terrorism

operations. The Bush-Putin initiative to secure
nuclear objects is crucial as these are
attractive targets to terrorists. As the use of
nuclear energy expands, the security of these
objects is no longer just a national matter
and there is a need for each country to abide
by the imperatives of international security.

Mr Blokhin turned his attention to Russia’s
transition to a market economy and the break
up of the Soviet Union. He said after the
disintegration of a big state, a transition
period is inevitable. Because the whole
structure of the Soviet Union was based on
an ideological stand, when this stand was
removed, all its elements fell apart. Perhaps
this would not have been so dramatic if the
Communist Party had been able to transform
itself into a more democratic institution but
unfortunately this did not happen. In 1993
there was an issue regarding the integrity of
Russia as a state – that became a priority over
other matters. The disintegration of Russia,
with its nuclear arsenal, could have had dire
consequences.

Russia’s aim is not to reconstruct the Soviet
Union but to re-establish the economic ties
as they were during the Soviet period, with
the different enterprises incorporated into a
common economic space while operating
out of the different republics. All
organisations which appeared in the space
of the former Soviet Union such as the CIS

and the Eurasian Economic
Commonwealth (EURASEC) are aimed at re-
establishing economic ties and economic
co-operation. Recently the EURASEC
established a customs free space. Countries
from the Soviet Union that maintained
economic ties and a level of co-operation
with Russia have achieved a sustainable
level of economic development through the
1990s and are now experiencing economic
success. Those that cut ties with Russia
suffered dire economic consequences and
some are now in economic chaos, for
instance, Georgia.

Russia is experiencing enormous growth
in the energy sector. It is currently producing
more oil than the old Soviet Union due to a
huge investment in this sector. This growth
has contributed greatly to the repayment
of Russian debt. But it has also meant former
states are paying higher prices for Russian
resources. The Russian government wants
equal partnerships and co-operation with
the former states – but when it says “equal”,
it means it has to sell gas at market prices.
When Russia went to the free market
everybody said this is a political affair. When
it was selling gas to Ukraine at $50 it
represented a subsidy of $4billion dollars
every year. Ukraine wants to join NATO and
the EU and the US has been subsidising it
millions of dollars for the so-called ‘Orange
Revolution’ – why then should Russia
subsidise the Ukrainian economy? There is
no reason for it. On the other hand Russia is
very friendly with Belorussia but next year,
Belorussia will buy oil and gas at the market
prices and the two countries are still on
friendly terms. Nobody is selling Russia
anything on below market prices.

Mr Blokhin described the situation in
Georgia as very difficult. In the times of the
Soviet Union the relations between the
Russians and the Georgians were most
friendly. He said Georgia must be grateful
to Russia that there has not been bloodshed
in South Ossetia and Abkhazia after 1994.
South Ossetia does not want to fully
integrate within the state of Georgia, and
neither does Abkhazia. When the Georgian
government tries to blame Russia for the
presence of peacekeepers in Abkhazia and
South Ossetia they forget these troops are
there with the resolution of the United
Nations Security Council and the mutual
acceptance of the countries involved. It must
also be remembered that 80% of the
population of these two regions are Russian
citizens. The policy of pursuing the external
enemy to consolidate and cover internal
problems is short-sighted policy. It is the
Georgian people who suffer the most.

CAIS SEMINARS

Mr Alexander Blokhin



 14 CENTRE FOR ARAB & ISLAMIC STUDIES (CAIS)

CAIS SEMINARS

Dr. Bouthaina Shaaban, Minister for
Expatriates, gave a lecture on 11 September
to a capacity audience.

Dr Shaaban said the Middle East is a relatively
new term invented to ignore the identity of
the Arabs and to refer to us only in terms of
geography: it does not refer to history, to
people, or to identity.

She spoke of the significance of the fifth
anniversary of 9/11. For the last five years
Arabs and Muslims have paid in
immeasurable ways for 9/11. The ‘war on
terror’ has become a war on Arabs and Islam.
This is a new facet of the Arab-Israeli conflict
that endangers our very existence.

Dr Shaaban described what is happening in
the Middle East as genocide against the Arab
people. The ‘war on terror’ is creating more
extremism, undermining moderate and
secular forces, and the possibility of good
relations between the Western and Arab
worlds.

The impact of the war on Iraqi society is
incomprehensible. Over three hundred Iraqi
professors have been killed since 2000, any
renowned doctor, journalist, teacher,
professor has been killed; and Iraq is on the
brink of a civil war. Conversely, too much
has been made of the sectarian divisions in
Iraq. The situation has been inflamed by the
US invasion of Iraq.

The recent Israeli invasion of Lebanon was
an act of aggression. At least a thousand
people were killed, most of them were
children, and at least ten thousand children
were maimed and one million people
displaced. Schools, airports… all have been
destroyed.  Dr Shaaban said it was
devastating being in Syria, during the thirty-
three days of the attacks, watching these
crimes being perpetuated, while world
opinion was so quiet. She said she found it
inconceivable that Condoleezza Rice went
to Beirut, saw the Qana massacre and yet
did not call for an immediate ceasefire.

Of all the Israeli victims in the recent conflict
in Lebanon, only eighteen out of about four
hundred were civilians. In 2000, when
Hezbollah liberated the south of Lebanon,
there was not a single Israeli civilian killed,
only soldiers, because Hezbollah was only
targeting occupiers of the land. Dr Shaaban
asks the question: “Is the terrorist the one
who targets occupying soldiers or is he the
one who targets women and children and
perpetrates a massacre against them?”

In outlining her concerns for the
Palestinians, Dr Shaaban describes Gaza and
the West Bank as a ‘big jail’ that Israel opens

for a few hours a week or two hours a day.
Elections for the Palestinian legislature were
observed by President Carter, and have been
declared democratic and transparent. Yet
members of the legislature have been
imprisoned in Israeli jails with no
condemnation from the international
community. A linkage has been established
in the minds of people between rounding up
Arabs in Palestine and in Iraq, and the fight
against terrorism. No one can send money to
a Palestinian hospital, because it is considered
to be going to terrorism. Six hundred
thousand children in Iraq and two hundred
thousand children in Lebanon can not attend
school. And who knows what is happening
to school education in Gaza and the West
Bank. The lack of education increases poverty
and deprivation every year.

What is happening in the Middle East is a
struggle for land. Dr Shaaban referred to the
Arab League initiative of 2002 to make peace
with Israel, if Israel would withdraw to the
line of 1967. She believes this to be an
excellent solution for all people in the region,
but sees the policy of the US and of Israel as
seeking to solve the Arab-Israel conflict by
force, destroying the culture of the Arabs.

This amounts to a war on Arab identity and
Arab integrity.  Further, there is environmental
damage. Israel has polluted all the coasts of
Lebanon and it is spreading to the coasts of
Syria. Yet there is little outcry from the
environmental organisations.

Dr Shaaban concluded by saying that the
current situation in the Middle East is like a
war. A linkage has been made between those
who are resisting occupation and terrorism,
making permissible in the eyes of the world
the killing of Arabs as ‘terrorists’. All this is
done using a dominant media campaign that
tells people “its very complicated, and Middle
Eastern politics cannot be understood”.

THE MIDDLE EAST THROUGH ARAB EYES

MIDDLE EASTERN TEXTS INITIATIVE

Daniel C. Peterson is Professor of Islamic
Studies and Arabic at Brigham Young
University (BYU). He is also an associate

executive director of BYU’s Institute for
the Study and Preservation of Ancient
Religious Texts, of which the Middle
Eastern Texts Initiative (METI) is a part. He
delivered a lecture at CAIS on 13
September.

Professor Peterson said the METI project
began in the early 1990s and was
formulated by one of the church leaders
who wanted to send a message of respect
and tolerance to the Islamic world. The
idea was suggested of addressing the gap
in Islamic Studies in terms of the availability
of basic, primary texts of the Islamic
intellectual traditions. He said many of the
texts that exist from this very ancient
tradition, are either not translated, difficult
to find or not translated well. He felt what
was needed was a dual language series
modelled on the Lobe Library Classics Series
published by Harvard University Press.

Prof. Peterson claimed the vast majority
of Westerners had little understanding of
Islam and what drove its adherents. Unlike
the Western world, events and symbols
from the 7th and 8th centuries still
reverberate in the minds of all devoted
Muslims and are not only relevant today
but have an influence on the conflicts of
the 21st Century.

He noted that although Islamic civilization
was, for several centuries, arguably the
most advanced culture in the world, and
although its philosophers, scientists,
historians, poets, and scholars produced
some of the greatest books ever written,
very little classical Arabic or Persian
literature is accessible in Western
languages. He states that this is in contrast
with the writings of the ancient Greeks and
Romans: anyone who wants to read the
dialogues of Plato, the plays of Sophocles,
or Homer’s Iliad or Odyssey, and anyone
interested in Virgil’s Aeneid, an essay by
Cicero, or one of the Roman comedies that
inspired Shakespeare, can easily buy
translations of these and scores of other
classical works at a bookstore. The same
cannot be said, however, for Islamic
writings, either modern or classical—a fact
that is especially ironic, and perhaps even
somewhat dangerous, since
understanding the Islamic world is
certainly an urgent priority.

The first translation in the series, The
Incoherence of the Philosophers by 11th-
century Muslim philosopher Abu-Hamid
Muhammad Al-Ghazali, considered by
many Muslims to be the greatest figure in
Islam after Muhammad, was finished in
1997. Other publications in the series
include The Niche of Lights, also by al-

Dr Shaaban addresses her audience
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THE ROAD MAP TO NOWHERE – ISRAEL/
PALESTINE SINCE 2003
On 11 October, Professor Tanya Reinhart,
Israeli Emeritus Professor of Linguistics and
Media studies at Tel-Aviv University in Israel
and a Professor of Linguistics at the
University of Utrecht in the Netherlands,
delivered a lecture based on her book The
Roadmap to Nowhere - Israel and
Palestine since 2003.

Professor Reinhardt began with a
quotation from her previous book Israel/
Palestine, which covers the period 1999
and 2002.

“During the war of 1948, more than half of
the Palestinian population at the time -
1,380,000 people - were driven off their
homeland by the Israeli army. Though Israel
officially claimed that a majority of the
refugees fled and were not expelled, it still
refused to allow them to return, as a UN
resolution demanded shortly after the 1948
war. Thus, the Israeli land was obtained
through ethnic cleansing of the indigenous
Palestinian inhabitants. Had Israel stopped
there, in 1948, I could probably live with it.
As an Israeli, I grew up believing that this
primal sin our state was founded on might
be forgiven one day, because the founders’
generation was driven by the faith that this
was the only way to save the Jewish people
from the danger of another holocaust”. But

it didn’t stop there. Ever since the Palestinian
territories were occupied in 1967, the Israeli
military and political elites have deliberated
over the question how to keep maximum land
(and water) with minimum Palestinian
population. A simple solution of annexing
the heavily populated Palestinian land would
have created a “demographic problem” - the
fear that a Jewish majority could not be
sustained. Therefore, two basic approaches
were formed. The Alon plan of the Labor party
proposed annexation of 35-40 percent of
the territories, and either a Jordanian rule, or
some form of autonomy for the rest of the
land, to which the Palestinian residents will
be confined.

Following his election in 2001, Sharon started
a massive project of ethnic cleansing in the
areas of the West Bank bordering Israel.  His
wall project robs the land from the Palestinian
villages in these areas, imprisons whole towns,
and leaves their residents with no means of
sustenance. If the project continues, many
of the 400,000 Palestinians affected by it will
have to leave and seek their livelihood in the
outskirts of cities in the centre of the West
Bank, as has already happened in the
northern West Bank town of Qalqilya. The
Israeli settlements were evacuated from the
Gaza Strip, yet the Strip remains a big prison,
completely sealed off from the outside world,
people are nearing starvation and terrorized
from land, see and air by the Israeli army.

As has become commonplace in the recent
history of the occupation, the period covered
here opened with a new peace initiative –
the road map. The Palestinians accepted the
plan and declared a cease fire, but the Israeli
army under Sharon intensified its policy of
assassinations, maintained the daily
harassment of the occupied Palestinians, and
eventually declared all-out war on Hamas,
killing all its first-rank military and political
leaders. Sharon cooked up his
disengagement plan as a means to gain time,
at the peak of international pressure that
followed Israel’s sabotaging of the road map.
Up until the very moment of disengagement,
he was looking for ways to renege on this
commitment, as he had done so many times
previously. But this time he was forced to
follow through with the Gaza pullout by the
Bush administration. Though it was kept fully
behind the scenes, US pressure on Sharon
was massive, and included military sanctions
on Israel. It was exerted because at that time
it was impossible to ignore the widespread
global discontent over Israel’s policies and
unswerving US support of them.

What Sharon has brought to perfection is
the manufacturing of consciousness,
showing that war can be always marketed as

the tireless pursuit of peace. He has proven
that Israel can imprison the Palestinians,
bombard them from the air, steal their land
in the West Bank, stall any chance for peace
and yet be hailed by the West as the peaceful
side in the Israel-Palestine conflict.

The military is the most stable - and most
dangerous - political factor in Israel. Israeli
military and political systems have always
been closely intertwined, with generals
moving from the army straight to the
government, but the army’s political status
was further solidified during Sharon’s
premiership. It is often apparent that the
real decisions are made by the military rather
than the political echelon. In contrast, the
Israeli political system is in a gradual process
of disintegration. In a World Bank report of
April 2005, Israel was found to be one of
the most corrupt and least efficient in the
Western world. The new party that Sharon
founded, Kadima, which now heads the
government, is a hierarchical
agglomeration of individuals with no party
institutions or local branches. Its guidelines,
published in November 2005, enable its
leader to bypass all standard democratic
processes and appoint the list of the party’s
candidates to the parliament.

The Labor party has not been able to offer
an alternative. Its programs are
indistinguishable from that of Sharon. Peretz
even declared that on ‘foreign and security
matters he will do exactly as Sharon, or his
successor Olmert, do, differing from them
only on social matters. In recent years, there
has been no substantial left-wing

opposition to the rule of Sharon and the
generals since, after the elections, Labor
would always join the government,
providing the dovish image that the
generals need for the international show.

Since the early 1990s, about one third of
Israeli public-opinion has been firmly
against the occupation and the settlements
on moral and ideological grounds; another
third believes in Israel’s right over the whole
land and supports the settlements; the

Prof. Tanya Reinhart

Ghazali, and a discussion by Averroës (Ibn
Rushd) on the relationship between faith
and reason (The Decisive Treatise) and the

Metaphysics or
“Theology” of
Avicenna (Ibn Sina),
often considered the
greatest of all Muslim
philosophers.

The series includes
non-Islamic texts, for
example the work of
Moses Maimonides,
u n i v e r s a l l y
considered the
greatest Jewish
thinker of the Middle

Ages, who was both an eminent
philosopher and a leading rabbinic
authority. Less known, however, is the fact
that this pillar of the Egyptian Jewish
community was also a distinguished
physician and the author of numerous
treatises, in Arabic, on the medical science
of his day. There are two volumes in the
Medical Works of Moses Maimonides
series. Prof. Peterson presented the series
of texts to CAIS.

Professor Peterson
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middle third is people with no fixed
ideological view on the matter - people
whose sole concern is their ability to lead a
normal life. At the time of the Oslo accords,
the middle third joined the ‘end-the-
occupation’ camp. This pattern has remained
essentially unchanged in the years since,
with all polls showing that close to two
thirds of the Israelis support withdrawal and
evacuation of West Bank settlements.
Nevertheless, this majority has not been able
to enforce its will.

With the collapse of the political system,
the army remains the body that shapes and
executes Israel’s policies and is determined
to implement Sharon’s legacy. Olmert’s goal
is to obtain international approval for Israel
to annex unilaterally 40% of the West Bank.

The story of the Gaza evacuation also shows
that international pressure can lead Israel
to concessions. I believe that this provides
hope to the Palestinians and to the Israelis.
Israel’s policies threaten not just the
Palestinians but also the Israelis themselves.
In the long run, this war over land is suicidal.
A small Jewish state of 7 million residents
(5.5 million Jews), surrounded by 200 million
Arabs, is making itself the enemy of the
Muslim world. There is no guarantee that

such a state can survive. Saving the
Palestinians also means saving Israel.

THE SEARCH FOR ANCIENT DAMASCUS
On 26 October Mr Ross Burns, Former Australian
Ambassador to Syria presented a seminar at CAIS.

Mr Burns
focused his
lecture on
E u r o p e a n
interest in the
city of Damascus
from the early
Christian period
through to the
t w e n t i e t h
century. The
foremost aspect
of his study
surrounds the
central area of
the city, in
particular the
U m a y y a d
Mosque, which
occupies a space
where Byzantine and Roman remnants can also
be seen. Mr Burns noted the difficulty in
Damascus was that the Roman city clearly

lay right underneath the modern. Other
famed cities of antiquities had obligingly
remained dormant under dirt or desert sand,
just awaiting the archaeologist’s spade.

In Damascus, the city’s footprint had been
firmly planted in the one spot for every one

of the twenty intervening centuries. Even
more inconvenient was the fact that the city
was still a thriving commercial and

The Umayyad Mosque and forecourt
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CHINA AND THE MIDDLE
EAST

continued from page 10

Professor Harris is a visiting fellow at CAIS
and a Professor at the Department of
International Relations in the Research
School of Pacific and Asian Studies, ANU.

residential neighbourhood and nobody
who lived there was interested in having
life disrupted by excavations.

Mr Burns describes Ancient Damascus as a
prosperous thriving city, a major cult centre
whose fame was spread throughout the
Roman world. Its shrine to Zeus was
honoured as far as Italy itself and the press
of pilgrims on its regular feast days was a
major boost to the city’s economy.
Moreover, it lay in an area of rich agricultural
resources. Not just the surrounding oasis,
the Ghouta, but the rich loamy region of
the Ba‘albek, the volcanic lands of the
Hauran and the benefits of the cross desert
trade all fed into its economy. There is
enough left of classical Damascus to give
us a flavour of its stability and prosperity.
Above all, the Umayyad Mosque – surely
one of the most important single buildings
of the ancient world – still serves as the
focus of the city’s life. The courtyard
remains one of the great open spaces of
world architecture and where the city‘s
history can be read in every stone.

is in expanding its oil and related markets,
with the share of US oil imports from Saudi
Arabia falling as the US diversifies its supply
sources. Again, for countries such as
Yemen, as well as balancing western
influences, they see China as an important
investment source, including in their oil
industries.

A particular feature of the Sino-Saudi
agreement was that Saudi Arabia would
build, own and operate a strategic oil
reserve in China. The Saudis, like others in
the region, are concerned at possible
blockages to their oil exports in the Strait
of Hormuz and elsewhere. Saudi Arabia
would be able to sell from its reserve in
China even should transport links be
blocked; and for China, it could access
Saudi oil in the same circumstances.

It is in the security area in particular that
anxieties exist over China’s links with the
Middle East; since 1993, when China
ceased to be self sufficient in oil, these
concerns became linked with the energy
issue. The fear is that to gain its objectives,
China may offer political or military
concessions in exchange for guaranteed

oil supplies: or that its aggressive
competitive approach to securing oil
supplies could lead to conflicts.

In the past, China was a supplier of arms,
although not large, to the Middle East
including to the Palestinians and sold
sensitive military equipment to Saudi Arabia
and to Iran. In particular, in 1988, Saudi
Arabia bought some 50-60 intermediate
range surface to air missiles and 15 mobile
launchers from China and China sold short
range missiles to Iran. In response to US
pressure, however, no further Chinese
government approved missile sales have
taken place to Saudi Arabia since 1988 nor
to Iran since 1997. Basically, arms deals are
not now a significant factor although
considerable debate surrounds the extent
of such deals. In the last 10 years, China has
accounted annually for no more than 1 to
3 percent of total global arms sales and only
about a third has gone to the Middle East –
proportionately less than any of the major
arms suppliers: the US, Britain and France.

There is still a problem of China’s
implementation of export controls, however,
despite Beijing’s attempts to tighten such
controls, and the US has sanctioned a
number of Chinese companies for breaches
of the agreed arrangements.

China has largely supported Iran in
tempering the international approach to its
nuclear ambitions. The close links between
China and Iran have long historic roots, in
part through the Silk Road legacy, and both
share suspicions of US motives in Central
Asia. China, however, supported the position
of the IAEA, voting against Iran to refer the
issue to the UN Security Council, and
encouraged Iran’s compliance. Crisis
prevention is China’s objective; China has
to exercise caution in its relations with Iran,
given the tensions between Arab states and
Iran, US sensitivities, and Iran’s critically
important oil and gas supplies for China.

US analysts express concern that China’s
Middle East activism could destabilise the
region. China, however, now appears more
sensitive to US and other proliferation
concerns, and has either joined non-
proliferation agreements or pursues policies
compatible with them e.g. such as not selling
missiles covered under the appropriate
MTCR provisions. Similarly it has ceased
assistance to Iran’s nuclear facilities since
1998. China has its own concerns over
proliferation generally and, given its
growing Middle East interests, has been
anxious not to add to existing Middle East
instability. For this reason it has supported
efforts to achieve a peaceful outcome to

the Arab-Israeli conflict based on a
Palestine state and assured security for
Israel, and was a supporter of the Oslo
peace process. China’s concern for Islamic
terrorism led it to support the US in its
attack on the Taliban, although not on Iraq,
and it has contributed financially to the
Afghan government of Hamid Karzai.

As part of its overall strategy towards the
countries of the Middle East, China has a
dialogue relationship with the Gulf
Cooperation Council (GCC) made up of oil
exporting Gulf states, and with OPEC, and
it is discussing a free trade area agreement
with the GCC. It has already a great many
labour and oil service contracts with the
GCC states and similar agreements with
Egypt and other Middle East states. In
2004, China and Arab leaders established
the China-Arab Cooperation Forum from
which came the China-Arab Business
Conference as mechanisms for handling
China’s relations with Arab countries. And
Iran has become an observer of the
Shanghai Cooperation Organisation.

The closeness of China’s relationship with
the Middle East is not only due to China’s
active diplomacy. Part of the attraction of
China as a partner is that it does not involve
itself in their domestic affairs – it does not
seek major Arab behaviour change in
politics, gender relations or in religious
pluralism. This gives China’s diplomacy a
major advantage - but it is also a major
basis for criticism in the US and among
others in the West. They question whether
this is consistent with China being a
‘stakeholder’ in the US shaped global order.

Although China’s growing influence in the
Middle East oil industry in particular seems
to make the US uncomfortable, oil
distribution is largely market determined.
China’s activities should not lead to
conflict; in practice, its investment in the
region’s oil and gas sector should increase
supply. China’s broader regional interests
reflect its need to maintain support over
various political issues, including Taiwan
and Tibet, and its growing global
economic and political interests, where
differences with the US may occur. These
however are not specifically Middle
Eastern issues.
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RESEARCH, PUBLICATIONS, OUTREACH ACTIVITIES

AMIN SAIKAL
BOOK CHAPTERS, JOURNAL ARTICLES
AND OTHER PUBLICATIONS
‘Afghanistan’s Transition and its
Ramifications for The Gulf’ in Abdulaziz
Sager (ed.), Dynamic Alliances: 
Strengthening Ties Between the GCC and
Asia, Dubai: Gulf Research Center, 2006,
pp. 99-111.

‘Reactions in the Muslim World to Iraq
Conflict’ in Ramesh Thakur and
Waheguru Pal Singh Sidhu (eds.) The Iraq
Crisis and World Order: Structural,
International and Normative
Challenges, New York: United Nations
University Press, 2006, pp 187-200.

‘Democracy and its prospects with special
reference to the Middle East’, United
Nations – Leadership, Democracy and
Reconciliation, Amman: United Nations
University International Leadership
Institute, 2006, pp. 62-69.

FEATURE ARTICLES
‘The Iraq war will seriously damage the
US’, The Age, 9 June 2006.

‘US and Iran will talk but Bush needs quick
results’, The Age, 3 July 2006.

‘Israel’s show of force will backfire’, The
Age, 14 July 2006.

‘Israel and the US fall into another trap of
their own making’, The Sydney Morning
Herald, 17 July 2006.

‘Israel has embarked on a dangerous
game’, The Globe and Mail, 18 July 2006.

‘A dangerous new Middle East gambit by
Israel and the US’, The Canberra Times,
22 July 2006.

‘Israel ties put Australia’s reputation in
the line of fire’, The Canberra Times, 1st
August 2006.

‘Israel must forge a new relationship with
its neighbours’, The Age, 14 August
2006.

‘The conflict Israel had to have to define
limit’, The Canberra Times, 15 August
2006.

‘Limits of force: Israel’s hollow victory in
Lebanon’, International Herald Tribune,
16 August 2006.

‘Blair entangled in the web of Middle East
politics’, The Canberra Times, 25 August
2006.

‘War on terror is now breeding
extremism’, The Canberra Times, 19
September 2006.

‘Alienating moderate Islam’, The Age, 20
September 2006.

INTERVIEWS
Numerous interviews to major TV and
radio networks, as well as newspapers in
Australia and abroad.

MATTHEW GRAY
FEATURE ARTICLES
‘Battle Hits Home’, The Courier Mail, 19
July 2006.

‘An Uneasy Peace – For Now’, The Courier
Mail, 16 August 2006.

LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘Contemporary Islam: The Middle East’,
the Attorney-General’s Department,
Canberra, 3 April, 22 May and 8 August
2006.

‘New Governments and New Challenges
in the Middle East’, the Australian
Institute of International Affairs,
Canberra, 27 April 2006.

‘The Importance of History to the
Contemporary Setting’, the Centre for
Defence and Strategic Studies (CDSS),
Canberra, 30 May 2006.

‘The Place of Islam in the Iraqi and Afghani
Constitutions’, the Law, Religion and
Social Change, ANU, Canberra, Australia,
26 May 2006.

‘Saudi Arabia and the Gulf States –
Strategic Relationships’, the Centre for
Defence and Strategic Studies (CDSS),
Canberra, 5 June 2006.

‘Issues of Stability in Iran and Iraq and
the Implications for South Asia’, the
Institute of South Asian Studies,
National University of Singapore,
Singapore, 9 June 2006.

‘The Politics of Conspiracy Theories in the
Middle East’ the Second World Congress
for Middle Eastern Studies, Amman,
Jordan, 13 June 2006.

‘Outlook for Iraq’, the University of the
Third Age, Canberra, 19 September 2006.

‘The Afghan Constitution’, Afghanistan:
Success and Challenges, CAIS, ANU, 7
September 2006.

3 roundtable discussions and 1 speech to
the Dept. of Defence Seminar, Canberra, 1-
2 November 2006.

MEDIA INTERVIEWS
Media interviews and briefings including
ABC TV News, SBS TV News, CNBC Asia,
ABC Radio National, ABC News Radio,
Radio Singapore International, Channel
10 News, AAP, SBS Radio, ABC Radio, 2SM,
4ZZZ, and others.

‘Neighbours the key to peace in Iraq’, The
Sydney Morning Herald, 7 November 2006.

‘Syria and Iran hold the key to the future of
Iraq’, The Canberra Times, 17 November
2006.

LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
Contemporary and Future Strategic Setting
(The Middle East and Gulf) course, Centre for
Defence and Strategic Studies, Australian
Defence College, Canberra, 5-8 June 2006.

‘Civil-Military Interaction:  The Cases of
Afghanistan and Iraq’, keynote speech,
Second Oceanic Conference on
International Studies, Melbourne, 5 July
2006.

‘Islam and the West’, the Australian Institute
of International Affairs (Victoria Branch)
‘Middle East Series’, Melbourne, 6 July 2006.

‘Islam and Human Rights’, the Islam and
Human Rights conference, Monash
University, Melbourne 10-12 July 2006.

‘Islam, Afghanistan and Contemporary
Issues’, the Australian Federal Police,
Canberra, 27 July 2006.

‘Afghanistan’s Transition’, paper presented at
the Violence in the Post-Conflict State
Workshop, Chr. Michelsen Institute, Bergen,
Norway, 24-26 August 2006.

‘Islam and the West:  a new Détente?’, Islam,
Nation, World: Cross-Cultural and
Geopolitical Perspectives Workshop,
organised by the Centre for Cross Cultural
Research, Canberra, 1st September 2006.

Attended the first meeting of the National
Consultative Committee for International
Security Issues, Canberra, 5-6 September
2006.

‘Democratisation in Afghanistan’, the Islamic
Culture(s), Nation-building and the Media
conference organised by Monash Asia
Institute, Melbourne, 22-23 September 2006.

‘Australia: The War on Terror versus Engaging
the Muslim Community’, the Islam, Muslims
and Australia symposium organised by the
University of Western Australia, Perth, 6
October 2006.

‘Islam, the US and the Middle East Conflicts’,
the Global Security course, the Department
of International Relations, RSPAS, ANU,
Canberra, 12 October 2006.

‘The Impact of History on the Contemporary
Islamic World’, opening lecture, Political
Islam seminar to the Dept. of Defence,
Canberra, 1 November 2006.

Lectured in three special courses at the
Attorney General’s Department, Canberra.
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Second Language’, the PhD Seminar on
Processability, SLA and Bilingual First
Language Acquisition, Centre for Arab and
Islamic Studies, ANU, Canberra, 22 April 2006.

‘Developmental Stages Of The Acquisition Of
Equational Sentences In Arabic As A Second
Language’, the ‘EUROSLA 16’, Department of
Foreign Language Education, Bogaziçi
University, Antalya, Turkey, 13-16 September
2006.

‘Verbal structures sequence of development
in Arabic second language acquisition’, The
6th International Symposium on
Processability, Second Language Acquisition
and Bilingualism, University of Malta, Malta,
22-24 September 2006.

STUART HARRIS
JOURNAL ARTICLES
‘Religion, politics and foreign policy: a
contemporary diplomatic challenge’, in
Lorraine Elliott (ed), Religion, Faith and
Global Politics, Keynote 6, Department of
International Relations, RSPAS, ANU, 2006.

LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘Energy trends globally and in Australia’
Symposium on Energy Security, Canberra,
jointly sponsored by the Australian Institute
of International Affairs (AIIA), 11 October
2006. www.aiia.asn.au/ and the Australian
Homeland Security Research Centre.

DOUGLAS STURKEY
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘The United Nations Security Council and the
Middle East’, Panel discussion at Narrabundah
College, 26 October 2006.

‘Saudi Arabia’, Karrakatta Club, Perth, 22
November 2006.

VICTORIA KELLY-CLARK
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘The Persistence of Traditional Power
Structures in Central Asia’ the Islamic
Culture(s), Nation-building and the Media:
Contemporary Issues, Monash Asian Institute.

WENDY LEVY
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘In the Shadow of War: Australia’s relations
with Sudan from Gordon to the
Comprehensive Peace Agreement and
beyond’, African Studies Association of
Australasia and the Pacific Annual
Conference, Macquarie University, 21
September 2006.

HAMISH MCGREGOR
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘Iran for all Iranians - Seyed Mohammad
Khatami and Iranian Nationalism’,

KIRILL NOURZHANOV
JOURNAL ARTICLES AND OTHER
PUBLICATIONS
‘Shanghai Surprise’, The Diplomat, Vol.
5, No. 2, July 2006, pp. 30-31.

‘Eurasia in Balance—The US and Regional
Power Shift’, Ariel Cohen (ed.), (Aldershot:
Ashgate, 2005) in Global Change, Peace
& Security, Vol. 18, No. 3, 2006, pp. 201-
202.

FEATURE ARTICLES
‘On Russia, time for US to lift game’, The
Canberra Times, 14 July 2006.

LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘Central Asia’s stability in official Russian
security thinking under Yeltsin and Putin:
from hegemony to multilateral
pragmatism’, the Central Asia and Xinjiang
into the 21st Century workshop, Griffith
University, 26 June 2006.

‘Changing Threat Perceptions in Central
Asia’, the Threat Perception in a Complex
Environment: Intelligence-gathering in
the Asia-Pacific conference, University of
Adelaide, 19 September 2006.

‘Authoritarianism in Russian politics’,
University of the Third Age, Canberra, 1
November 2006.

3 roundtable discussions to the Dept. of
Defence Seminar, Canberra, 1-2 November
2006.

M MEHDI ILHAN
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
Convened a conference Uluslararasi
Osmanl1 ’dan Cumhuriyete Diyarbakir
Sempozyumu, 15-18 Kas1 m 2006 (The
Second International Symposium on
Diyarbakir from Ottoman to Republic, 15-
18 November 2006), Diyarbak1 r Turkey.

‘Diyarbak1 r Üzerine Yap1 lan Arat1 rmalar1
n ve Kaynaklar1 n Genel Deerlendir1 imesi
(An Analysis of Published Books and articles
on the Ottoman Sancak of Amid’), at15-18
Kas1 m 2006 (The Second International
Symposium on Diyarbakir from Ottoman
to Republic, 15-18 November 2006),
Diyarbak1 r Turkey.

GHASSAN AL SHATTER
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘The role of first language in the acquisition
of agreement morphology in Arabic as a
second language’, The 5th International
Symposium on Processability, Second
Language Acquisition and Bilingualism,
Institute for Citizenship and Globalisation,
Deakin University, 26-28 September 2005.

‘Developmental Stages of the Acquisition
of Equational Sentences in Arabic as a

Contemporary Islamic Reformers
Workshop, Monash University, 1 November
2006.

BARRY NAUGHTEN
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘Global energy security and
dysfunctionality in United States oil policy’,
the annual meeting of the International
Association of Energy Economists (IAEE),
Potsdam Germany: 7-10 June, 2006.

‘Central Asian oil & gas and energy security’,
Symposium on Energy Security, Canberra,
jointly sponsored by the Australian Institute
of International Affairs (AIIA)
www.aiia.asn.au/ and the Australian
Homeland Security Research Centre, 11
October 2006.

OTHER PUBLICATIONS
‘The political economy of transport fuel
bills’, New Matilda, 18 August 2006. http:/
/www.newmatilda.com/policytoolkit/
policydetail.asp?PolicyID=476&CategoryID=16

‘Climate change: Howard holds a monkey
wrench’, New Matilda, 15 September,
2006. http://www.newmatilda.com/

SHAYEQ QASSEM
FEATURE ARTICLES
‘The Durand Line Problem and the Future
of Afghan-Pakistan Relations’, Anis
Newspaper, Kabul, 28, 29 and 30 August,
2006.

LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘Afghanistan/Pakistan Relations,
Afghanistan: Success and Challenges,
CAIS, ANU, 7 September 2006.

Roundtable discussion at the Dept. of
Defence Seminar, Canberra, 2 November
2006.

RICHARD SCRIVENER
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘How to Influence Friends: Lessons from
the Australian-US Alliance’, paper delivered
to the Oceanic Conference for International
Studies, Melbourne University, 5-7 July
2006.

DAOUD YAQUB
LECTURES, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES
‘Security in Afghanistan’, Afghanistan:
Success and Challenges, CAIS, ANU, 7
September 2006.

Roundtable discussion at Dept. of Defence
Seminar, Canberra, 2 November 2006.

MEDIA INTERVIEWS
ABC Radio National Asia Pacific
Program,15 November, 2006.
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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
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The Centre  specialises in training
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