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TIM FISCHER HONOURED AT CAIS ADVISORY BOARD MEETING
The CAIS Advisory Board held its annual
meeting at Parliament House on 16 August
2005. Members present included The Hon. Tim
Fischer; Professor Malcolm Gillies, Deputy Vice-
Chancellor (Education), ANU; Dr Khalifa Al-
Falasi, Former Ambassador of UAE; Mr Richard
Gibbs, Head of Economic Research, Macquarie
Bank; Mr Robert Sercombe, MP, Member for
Maribyrnong; Professor Adam Shoemaker,
Dean, Faculty of Arts, ANU; Professor Deane
Terrell, Former Vice-Chancellor of ANU; and
Professor Amin Saikal.

Professor Saikal presented the 2004 annual
report. Key points included the introduction of
a new Masters program - Master of Middle
Eastern and Central Asian Studies (MMECAS) –
which attracted a significant number of
domestic and international students in its
inaugural year. He also drew attention to the
Centre’s healthy research output, as well as staff
involvement in a vast array of outreach
activities, including media interviews,
consultancy services, conferences and
workshops.

2004 marked the 10th anniversary of the
establishment of the Centre. Professor Saikal
outlined the achievements of the Centre over
the past decade, focusing on the expansion and
diversification of courses and programs on offer,
and noting the significant rise in student
numbers at both undergraduate and
postgraduate level. With the likelihood of
continued growth of interest in the Centre’s area
of coverage, Professor Saikal presented the
Board with a Strategic Plan for 2006-2011.
Over 800 students are currently enrolled in the

Centre’s undergraduate courses, and Professor
Saikal emphasised the need for the Centre to
establish a new undergraduate degree by 2007
– Bachelor of Middle East and Central Asian
Studies (BMECAS) – to address this surge of
interest. He also noted the fourfold increase
in the Centre’s postgraduate degrees (at
Graduate Diploma and Masters levels), and the
Centre’s aim to further increase enrolments
over the next five years. In addition, he
expressed the need for the Centre to maintain
a strong group of doctoral research students
at the optimum level of 18-20 persons in total.
The meeting was followed by a lunch in
honour of Tim Fischer who stepped down
from the advisory board. During the lunch
the board thanked him for his eleven years
of service on the board and his support for
CAIS. Professor Ian Chubb, Vice-Chancellor
of ANU, announced that the University
Council had approved that Mr Fischer be
awarded the degree of Doctor of Letters
honoris causa, and that the degree would
be conferred on 16 December.

AFGHANISTAN: FOREIGN POLICY CHALLENGES
AND RESPONSES

HE Dr Abdullah Abdullah, Minister of Foreign
Affairs, Islamic Republic of Afghanistan,
delivered a public lecture at ANU on 19
August 2005.

The Minister outlined significant events in
Afghanistan’s recent history, including the
period of Soviet occupation; the tragic results

of the war (over 2 million people were killed,
5 million people became refugees, and the
country was completely destroyed); and the
rise of the Taliban movement. The events of
September 11, 2001 were important to
Afghanistan for two reasons: they allowed
the world to see the phenomenon which
was developing in Afghanistan under
Taliban rule; and they set in motion an
opportunity for the international community
to play an important role in supporting
Afghanistan in its process of stabilisation
and reconstruction.

Dr Abdullah stated that this process had
gone well so far, despite some problems. The
presidential elections in 2004, which saw a
high voter-turnout, were successful; and the
security situation has greatly improved. The
process of reconstruction is well under way:
the first phase, from which Afghanistan has
now progressed, involved responding to the

continued on page 15

The Hon. Tim Fischer and Professor Saikal
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CENTRE NEWS

SEMINARS / PANEL DISCUSSIONS

‘The Discourse and Practice of Democracy in
Iran since the 1979 Revolution’, Robert Fairley,
CAIS Scholar, 27 June.

‘Australian Foreign Policy and Iraq’, Dr Gerard
Henderson, Executive Director, The Sydney
Institute, 28 July.

‘Contrasting Visions of Democracy for the
Middle East’, Professor Richard Falk, Albert G.
Milbank Professor Emeritus of International
Politics and International Law, Princeton
University, 1 August.

‘Afghanistan: Foreign Policy Challenges and
Responses’, Dr Abdullah Abdullah, Minister of
Foreign Affairs, Islamic Republic of
Afghanistan, 19 August.

‘Egypt’s Foreign Policy: New Challenges and
Perspectives’, HE Mr Mohamed Tawfik,
Ambassador of the Arab Republic of Egypt, 25
August.

‘Afghanistan: Achievements and Challenges’,
Ahmad Shah Massoud Panel Discussion, 6
September.

‘The Great War for Civilisation: The Conquest
of the Middle East’, Dr Robert Fisk, Middle East
correspondent for The Independent, 4 October.

‘Europe in the Egyptian Imagination’, Grazia
Gunn, CAIS Scholar and Research Fellow,
Humanities Research Centre, 1 November.

‘Democracy in the Muslim Middle East: Do
Elections Matter?’, Professor James Piscatori,
Oxford Centre for Islamic Studies, Oxford
University, 23 November.

‘A Future of Faith Related Foreign Policies?
Bush, bin Laden and...?’, Professor Stuart Harris,
Visiting Fellow, Centre for Arab and Islamic
Studies and Department of International
Relations, ANU, 30 November.

‘Growth Dynamics in Kazak Agriculture’, Dr
Matthew May, Former CAIS PhD Scholar, 5
December.

OTHER EVENTS
CAIS participated in the ANU Explore Arts Day
on 20 May, and ANU Open Day on 27 August.
It also held an information night for
prospective postgraduate students on 18
October.

VISITORS

HE Mr Ghanim Al Shibli, Ambassador of Iraq.

HE Mr Mohamad Anwar Anwarzai, Ambassador
of Afghanistan.

Mr Koh Tin Fook, Director of Human Resource
Directorate, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
Singapore, and Mr Desmond Koh, Counsellor,
High Commission of Singapore.

HE Mr Tamam Souliman, Ambassador of
Syria, gave a seminar to students of Arabic
on Arabic culture and the influence of
Arabic on other languagaes on 18 October.

ADMISSION TO DEGREE
The following students have been accepted
for admission to postgraduate degrees:
Yousuf Ali Humaid Al-Suwaidi: ‘Court
Management in Dubai between Present
Challenges and Future Opportunities’ (PhD).
Wendy Levy: ‘Civil Conflict and Identity in
Sudan’ (MA).
Walid Hamed Shaker, ‘The Muslim
Brotherhood in Egypt’ (MA).
Abdulla Al-Suwaidi, ‘UAE-Australia Links:
A Case Study in Overcoming an Oil
Producer’s Dependency’ (MA).

FIELDWORK
Bruce Drummond undertook fieldwork in
Afghanistan and Papua New Guinea on his
PhD Topic: ‘The Limits to State Failure:
Substate Actors and the Persistence of
Social Order in Afghanistan and Papua
New Guinea’.
Shayeq Qassem is currently on
fieldwork in Afghanistan, conducting
research on his PhD topic: ‘The Geo-
Strategic Dynamics of the Central
Asian Region and Prospects for
Stability in Afghanistan’.
Richard Scrivener is currently on
fieldwork in Iran and USA, conducting
research on his PhD topic: ‘Australian
Iranian Relations and the Australian
US Alliance: 1979 to 2003’.

ALUMNI
Muhamad Muhsinin Dolisada, who was
admitted to the degree of MA in December
2004, has taken up a position in the
Indonesian Foreign Ministry. He is soon
to commence his first posting in Beirut.

Ms Antoinette Hurtado, Third Secretary,
Embassy of the USA.

Mr Severine Labat, Cultural Attache, Embassy
of France.

A delegation from the International Islamic
University of Malaysia.

A delegation from the Centre for Political
Studies, Indonesian Institute of Sciences.

Professor Amitav Amicharya, Deputy
Director, Institute of Defence and Strategic
Studies, Nanyang Technological University,
Singapore.

The Hon. Warren Snowdon, MP, Member
for Lingiari and Mr Peter Garrett, MP,
Member for Kingsford Smith.

Mr Sid Myer and Ms Jenny McGregor,
Myer Foundation and Asialink.

The Singaporean delegation with Professor Saikal

The delegation from the International Islamic
University of Malaysia with Dr Gray and
Professor Saikal

(photo on right) Dr Nourzhanov, Dr Gray and
Mr Al Shatter responding to student enquiries
at ANU Open Day Muhamad Muhsinin Dolisada
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SPECIAL EVENTS

Professor Saikal at lunch with (from left to right) The Hon. Warren
Snowdon, MP, Member for Lingiari; Dr Simon Haines, School of
Humanities, ANU; Professor Adam Shoemaker, Dean, Faculty of Arts,
ANU; Mr Peter Garrett, MP, Member for Kingsford Smith

Ghassan Al shatter providing students with advice about Arabic
courses on offer at CAIS

CAIS staff participated in the annual Explore Arts Day on
20 May

Lunch with MPs

CAIS Director met the Malaysian Prime Minister and Chair of the
Organisation of Islamic Conference (OIC) on 8 June.

(from left to right) HE Mr Mohamad Tawfik, Ambassador of Egypt, The Hon. Philip Ruddock,
Professor Ian Chubb, Vice-Chancellor of ANU, and Mrs Kay Hull, MP, Member for Riverina.

A special lunch was held after the CAIS Advisory Board meeting on 16 August in honour of Tim
Fischer for his eleven years of service on the board. The lunch was held at Parliament House.
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RUSSIAN-AFGHANISTAN RELATIONS AFTER THE TALIBAN:
POTENTIAL, PROBLEMS, AND PROSPECTS

Kirill Nourzhanov*
Following the collapse of the USSR in
1991, Afghanistan ceased to feature
prominently on the foreign policy
agenda of the Russian Federation. The
absence of a shared border, minuscule
volume of trade, and Moscow’s abrupt
diplomatic re-orientation towards the
West contributed to a lack of interest.
This was combined with the apathy of
the Russian public that tried its best
to recover from the trauma of a
decade- long occupat ion o f
Afghanistan by Soviet troops.

Throughout the 1990s, the Kremlin
maintained only sporadic contacts with
political figures in Afghanistan, at a
relatively low level, and mostly dealing
with specific issues such as locating and
repatriating several Russian POWs who
had been captured by the mujahideen,
or ensuring the security of Russian
troops stationed in Tajikistan. Even the
arrival of the Taliban on the scene did
not make much difference. While
Moscow helped the Northern Alliance,
this assistance was insignif icant
compared to what Iran or India provided.
In November 1996, one of the leaders
of the anti-Taliban coalition, General
Abdurrashid Dostum, commented:
‘Russia has forgotten us for awhile.
Perhaps, there is a syndrome at work
here … We have good relations with
Uzbekistan. I have visited Uzbekistan 10
times, and Russia – 6 times. I haven’t
met with Yeltsin … but I have had talks
with the FSB [Russian counter-
intelligence service] Director, border
guards, and other VIPs.’1

The change came in September 2000,
after the Taliban mounted a series of
attacks in north-eastern Afghanistan,
coming close to the border with
Tajikistan. President Vladimir Putin
pledged political, humanitarian, and
‘other’ support to the government of
Burhanuddin Rabbani. The details of this
support became clear in October 2000,
when Russian Defence Minister, Marshal
Sergei Ivanov, met with Ahmad Shah
Massoud in Dushanbe. The Northern
Alliance received large quantities of war
equipment and material, and was able
to check the Taliban’s offensive.

The Taliban scare acted as a catalyst in
the crystallization of Moscow’s new
policy vis-à-vis Afghanistan. Its central
concern was security of Russia’s allies

in Central Asia and Russia i tself  –
experience showed that drugs and
weapons from Taliban-control led
Afghanistan flooded its cities regardless
of distance or frontiers. A very disturbing
development for the Kremlin was the
presence of Chechen insurgents in Afghan
camps run by Osama bin Laden.2 Russia
proclaimed its interest in a stable and
independent Afghanistan free from the
Taliban and international terrorists.

Not surprisingly, Moscow welcomed the
US-led operations in Afghanistan in the
wake of S-11 and supported the anti-
Taliban campaign stopping short of
committing its own troops. In October
2001,  Put in  dec lared that  Russ ia
welcomed a situation where ‘the Afghan
people  would  be in  a  pos i t ion  to
determine their own fate and build a
s ta te  f r iend ly  to  i ts  ne ighbours ,
including the Russian Federation,’ and
called for a coalition government that
‘must reflect interests of all ethnic
groups and political structures.’3

Russia participated in the UN-sponsored
Bonn Conference in late-2001 discussing
the interim government in Afghanistan, as
well as the Donors Conference in Tokyo in
January 2002. On both occasions it acted
in unison with the anti-terrorist coalition,
contributing to the global consensus on
Afghanistan’s future.

While due to its financial weakness Russia
could not act as a major donor, it signalled
its readiness to take part in the
reconstruction of Afghanistan. This made
perfect sense, given that a substantial part
of Afghan industry and infrastructure had
been built by Soviet specialists during the
1950s-1980s. In the course of Hamid
Karzai’s visit to Moscow in March 2002,
17 bilateral agreements were signed, and
140 potential reconstruction sites were
identified.4 Simultaneously, fifteen Russian
companies, including the natural gas giant
Gazprom, announced their readiness to
invest in Afghanistan.

Military affairs formed another field where
prospects for Afghan-Russian cooperation
appeared bright. The share of Soviet and
Russian-manufactured equipment used by
Afghanistan’s armed forces is still around
90 per cent. The first ever visit abroad by
Marshal Mohammad Qassem Fahim as the
Minister of Defence in the Karzai
government took place in February 2002,
when he visi ted Russia. Almost

immediately training programs were set
up for Afghan officers and NCOs in
Russia and in the barracks of the 201st

Motorised Rifle Division in Tajikistan.
Fahim’s  Russian counterpart, Sergei
Ivanov, visited Kabul in September 2003
and confirmed that Moscow would
continue to help Afghanistan in
rebuilding its army.5 During 2002 –
2005, Russia provided Afghanistan with
free military hardware, spare parts,
training and logistical services worth
US$30 million a year.

However, the promising beginnings
have not resulted in a florescence of
bilateral relations. In July 2005, a
renowned Russian expert on
Afghanistan assessed the situation as
fol lows: ‘We are outsiders in
Afghanistan, and lose to everybody
there – even the Central Asian states.’6
The reasons for this can be divided into
two categories: unresolved issues
involving the two countries, and the
broader geopolitical dynamics.

Afghanistan’s debt to Russia, accrued
during the Soviet period and estimated
at US$9.2 billion, is regarded by both
sides as the most serious problem.7
While Moscow has shown its readiness
to restructure and write off part of the
debt, the matter is complicated by
counterclaims from the Afghan side
regarding compensation for the loss of
1 mil l ion l ives during the Soviet
occupation of 1979-1989. As far as
Russia’s participation in rebuilding
objects of economic infrastructure is
concerned, Karzai’s opinion seems to be
that i t  should do this at i ts own
expense: ‘The Soviet Union built them,
the Soviet Union destroyed them, let
Russia reconstruct them.’8

The international consensus of late-
2001 – 2002 underpinning the war
against terrorism has long since
evaporated. Russia, alongside China and
the Central Asian republics, is weary of
the US presence in the region. In their
opinion, the Americans are using bases
in Afghanistan and around it not so
much to destroy al-Qaeda and ensure
stability in that country, as to project
power across Eurasia. The July 2005
summit of the Shanghai Cooperation
Organisation del ivered a strong
message to the US and its allies that
Russia, China, Kazakstan, Kyrgyzstan,

continued on page 15
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STUDENTS FROM ZAYED UNIVERSITY VISIT ANU
Eight students from Zayed University, United Arab Emirates, participated
in a Cultural Orientation Program at the Centre for Arab and Islamic
Studies, 6-12 August 2005. The program included a series of special
lectures designed to give the students insight into Australia’s history,
politics, and international relations. These lectures covered a variety of
topics, including ‘Islam and the West’ (Professor Amin Saikal); ‘Australian
History and Politics’ (Professor John Warhurst, Department of Political
Science, ANU); and ‘Australia’s Strategic and Trade Worldview’ (Ms Jane
Drake-Brockman, Managing Director, Trade and Environment Solutions).
The students also had the opportunity to visit Canberra’s most important
cultural and historical institutions, such as Parliament House, the
Museum of Australia, and the National Gallery of Australia, in order to
learn about Australia’s parliamentary system, society and art.

During the week-long program, the students undertook to investigate
issues pertinent to Australia-UAE relations. They submitted their ideas
in the form of group presentations, with a strong focus on trade,
investment, tourism, and cultural and social links. They also
emphasised the importance of diplomatic and ministerial visits as a
device for strengthening bilateral relations.

Students of Arabic were delighted to meet the Zayed University
students and to engage in conversational practice. This also provided
an opportunity for dialogue on cross-cultural issues.

The ANU had signed a Memorandum of Understanding with Zayed
University on 6 April 2005.

The students, accompanied by their chaperone, at Parliament House Farewell lunch at CAIS
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THE OTTOMAN SYSTEM OF RULING MINORITIES
Mehdi Ilhan*

The Islamic principles that to a significant
extent informed the governance of the
Ottoman Empire included recognition of
non-Muslim minorities and their equality
with those of the Muslim majority. All
were equally obligated to observe its
rules. No distinction was drawn on
religious or ethnic grounds in punishing
those who failed to observe them. Fines
might be imposed where necessary, but
such an extreme measure as deportation
of members of minority communities was
inconceivable in view of their common
cit izenship within the Empire. The
Empire’s observance of these principles
derived from pre-existing practices in
non-Islamic (eg. Byzantine) and Islamic
(eg. Sel juq) empires and Turkish
principalities whose territories were to
become encompassed within the Ottoman
Empire’s boundaries. The Ottoman lands
had been host to many ancient civilisations
such as Hittite, Mesopotamian, Egyptian,
Greek, Roman, Persian and Byzantine. In
all these places, peoples of different race,
culture and religion had lived side-by-
side for centuries, and cultural interaction
had already taken place. Islamic law’s
concession of certain privileges to non-
Muslims, as practised within the Ottoman
Empire, sat comfortably with this
inheritance.

The Empire lay at the intersection of two
trade routes: the straits of the Bosphorus
and Dardanelles connected the
Mediterranean and Black Seas crossroads,
while the landmass and cities formed an
arch between the West and East. At
different times, Bursa, Edirne and Istanbul
were the capital cities of the Empire; and
remained throughout as major commercial
centres. The Venetians and Genoese
maintained trading centres within the
Empire whose integrity was respected by
the Ottoman administration. The Levant
was also a major centre of international
trade. The Ottomans were keenly aware of
the cultural and religious diversity of their
Empire and, as an Islamic state, were
attuned to the implications of handling
such a society in the context of Islamic
law.

From the time of the Prophet, Islam was
conceived as a model state based on a
confederation of multiplicity in every
aspect of society. Its realisation depended
upon there being no open denial of the
existence of God; and obedience to the
ruler for so long as he followed the true
path and stuck to the Islamic principles

exposed in the Qur’an. These requirements
applied to both Muslims and non-Muslims
(dhimmi). The Qur’an refers explicitly to
both Jews and Christians and sets out their
rights as People of the Book (ahl al-kitab).
As the Empire expanded, similar rights were
decreed for Zoroastrians, Buddhists and
Hindus. The Ottomans instituted the rights
accorded to non-Muslims; and recognised
them as nations (millet) in the sense of
their multicultural, multiethnic and multi-
religious characteristics. The term millet
was also used in relation to Muslims
because of the mult icultural and
multiethnic character of the Muslim
population within the Empire. Distinction
between the two broad millet groups was
achieved, with the dhimmi being called ahl
al-salihun (the righteous) and the Muslims
ahl al-iman (the believers in Islam).

While the Ottoman Empire had the
appurtenances of an Islamic state, it
incorporated several autonomous states
and religious groups under the millet
system, the two strongest being Jewish
and Christian. Arguably, the Jews never
enjoyed as much power, or the Christians
as much unity, as they had under the
Ottomans.  In fact, they enjoyed more
freedom than the Muslims in that as
People of the Book they had a choice of
being judged by their own laws or Islamic
law. The rights of non-Muslims were to be
respected without discrimination.

Muslims and non-Muslims alike were
punishable by fines or imprisonment if they
did not fulfil their obligations to the state.
It is sometimes alleged that non-Muslims
living in the Ottoman Empire paid more
tax than the Muslims, and in return were
exempt from military service. Western
scholars have based their argument on the
fact that non-Muslims paid kharaj (land
tax) and jizyah (a poll tax imposed on a
non-Muslim male adult), while Muslims
paid either çift  tax (per married adult male)
or müjerred tax (per unmarried adult male).
However, Muslims paid some other taxes
over and above their basic tax. Non-
Muslims did not have to pay these. In the
sixteenth century the total amount of tax
collected from Muslims in some provinces
was higher than the amount paid by non-
Muslims.

During the reign of Mehmet II, the millet
system was, for the first time, formalised
by a set of laws called kanunname.
Following the conquest of Istanbul, the
Sultan appointed Gennadious Scholarious
as the head of the Orthodox Patriarchate

and representative of all the Orthodox
Christians in the Empire. He was granted
administrative power; and represented
Orthodox Christians in the Divan-i-
Humayun (the Ottoman House of
Administration in Istanbul). This privilege
was also extended to the other
communit ies. By Mehmet I I ’s
kanunnames, and those of his successors
Selim I and Suleyman I, Christians and
other religious groups were assured of
their religious freedom and of security for
their l ives and properties. Religious
groups had their own courts where they
could resolve matters related to family,
marriage and divorce, inheritance,
education, social security, health and all
other societal aspects. After Selim I’s
conquest of Syria in 1517, he granted the
same privileges to the patriarchs in
Jerusalem and other Syrian cit ies.
Patr iarch Serkis, the leader of the
Armenian community, received a
guarantee of the continuance of the rights
and privileges related to the practice of
their religion, and their community
institutions.

The pluralist policies of the Ottoman
Empire extended well beyond tolerance of
the practices of different communities. It
helped preserve communal practices; and
achieved that objective while facilitating
the promotion of both Muslims and non-
Muslims to high off ice within the
Ottoman administration.

* Mehdi Ilhan is Associate Lecturer at the
Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies. He is
convenor of Turkish Language and Culture.

Dr Ilhan (second from left) with students from
his Modern Turkey: History, Culture and
Regional Relations class
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CAIS FAREWELLS STAFF AT END OF ACADEMIC YEAR RECEPTION

CAIS hosted a special lunch on 16 November to celebrate
the end of the academic year and to farewell a number of
staff members.

In particular, Professor Saikal expressed his gratitude to
Carol Laslett for her enormous contributions to the Centre
over a long period. Carol has been associated with the
Centre f rom i ts  very incept ion,  serv ing as Centre
Administrator (1996-2003) and Graduate Studies Adviser/
Special Project Officer (2004). After nine years with CAIS,
she has taken up an appointment with the International
Education Office of ANU. Centre staff presented Carol with
a special gift from the School of Art Glass Workshop to
thank her for her tireless efforts and support over the years.

The lunch was also an opportuni ty to farewel l  Dr
Mohammad Torabi, Convenor of Persian Studies, and
Angela Devlin, Graduate Studies Administrator. Professor
Saikal thanked Dr Torabi for his efforts in establishing the
Persian Studies Program in 2000, and Angela for her
contributions to the Centre during 2005. Finally, Professor
Saikal farewelled Dr Ilhan, who will be on leave for the
first half of 2006.

Guests included CAIS staff and research scholars, as well
as staff from across ANU who have assisted the Centre
over the years. Professor Saikal thanked everyone for their
involvement with and support for the Centre, and wished
them a happy holiday season.

Carol Laslett (foreground)

(from left to right) Carol Laslett,
Mrs Torabi and Angela Devlin

Dr Torabi
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SEX, POLITICS AND RELIGION

The Australian Army has a publication
entitled ‘Customs of the Army’. Amongst
a myriad of instructions on arcane
matters, such as military parades, and the
need for spectators to stand when the
regimental colour party passes by, are
some pointers on how to behave at a
military dining-in night. Discussions on
sex, politics and religion are frowned
upon.  Some may argue that only leaves
the weather, but in my experience,
conversational transgressions were
seldom committed in the area of politics
(or the weather) and even more rarely on
religion. I doubt much has changed today.
Indeed as the Government’s new anti-
terror and sedition laws take shape, it may
become a crime to criticise the Howard
Government. Yet as we take tentative steps
into the 21st century, it is this explosive
mix of politics and religion that bears
deeper examination and discussion.

According to a poll taken in April 2004,1
the world’s superpower is an
overwhelmingly Christian country. Around
50% of Americans described themselves
as Protestant, 25% as Catholic, and
another 11% called themselves Christian
without describing a denomination. Given
the origins of the United States, this might
seem an unremarkable statistic, except
that 1 in 5 of the 120 million Americans
who voted in the 2004 Presidential
Elect ion described themselves as
Evangelical and ‘born again’.2  In a country
where voting is not compulsory, any party
that can galvanise 20% of the voters to
actually get out and vote has a significant
advantage. That advantage has not been
lost on Karl Rove, George W Bush’s long
time political advisor. In 1999, before
Bush had announced his intention to run
for the Presidency, Karl Rove ensured he
had the support of powerful Christian
Right televangelists, like James Robison,
who commands an audience of over 100
million through his program Life Today;
and Pat Robertson, who has described
Muslims as ‘worse than Nazis’ and who
recently called for the US to assassinate
President Hugo Chavez of Venezuela,
accusing him of encouraging Muslim
extremism. It is perhaps more than
coincidence that the White House left it
to the State Department to issue a soft
statement describing Robertson’s call for
assassination as ‘inappropriate’.

The powerful Christian Right’s support for
George W Bush comes with several price

tags. It might be argued that the tags that
relate to issues such as family values,
abortion and homosexuality are largely a
matter for the American people. When the
deeply conservative John Ashcroft was
Bush’s Attorney General for example, the
Department of Justice forked out
US$8,000 for cloth to cover a naked
breast on the marble ‘Spirit of Justice’
statue in the department’s Great Hall.3
This is the same John Ashcroft, by all
accounts an intelligent and engaging
individual, who would start the working
day with his staff by speaking in tongues
with Jesus. It might be a bit off-putting
for those on the staff who have not
mastered that particular language, but
again, it’s an internal matter. However,
when deep-seated and fiercely held
religious views impact on US foreign
policy, which in turn impacts on the world
at large, religion becomes cause for
concern. Nowhere has that religious
impact been felt more than in the Middle
East.

It has been widely claimed that in a 2003
meeting, George Bush told the Palestinian
Authority President Mahmoud Abbas, ‘God
told me to strike at al-Qaeda and I struck
them, and then he instructed me to strike at
Saddam, which I did, and now I am
determined to solve the problem in the
Middle East’. The White House has denied
the claims and perhaps the President has
been misquoted, but George W Bush has
stated that God told him to run for the
Presidency, and he has not made any secret
of his faith.  In the latter case, many would
argue why should he? In the sort of pluralist,
tolerant democracy that some Western
politicians are claiming is just what the
Middle East needs, neither George Bush nor
anyone else should be criticised for their
beliefs. Quite so, provided those beliefs do not
adversely affect other people; but the Christian
Right in the United States has significant
influence on a foreign policy that has adversely
affected tens of thousands of innocent
Muslims and people of other faiths in the
Middle East. The Christian Right has claimed
George W Bush as ‘one of their own’. According
to the Reverend Jerry Falwell, a powerful
member of the Christian Right, ‘We know
instantly that he (President Bush) is one of ours
by the way he speaks’. 4 Reagan was elected
with the support of the Evangelicals, but he
still had to be lobbied from outside the White
House. Bush is born again and the Evangelicals
are now inside the White House.

Allowing for variations on a theme,
Evangelicals believe that the Bible is the
infallible word of God and that everything
in it is true. On 10 December 2003, in an
interview with the President, Bob
Woodward asked him whether he had ever
discussed the decision to go to war with
Iraq with his father, the former President.
Bush replied, ‘You know he is the wrong
father to appeal to in terms of strength.
There is a higher Father that I appeal to’. 5
Evangelicals believe that ‘President Bush’s
invasion of Iraq is only the beginning of
a war against Islam that is predicted in
the Bible … (and that) the war is a positive
step before the second coming of the
Messiah’. 6 Along with Murdoch’s cheer
squad from Fox news, Evangelical
Christians were enthusiastic supporters of
the US declaration of war. Unfortunately
for Australians, the Government joined in
the supporting chorus, and as a result
Australians are now a much bigger target
for terrorists. Many Evangelicals believe
that we are ‘in the last days’, but before
Jesus can return, Israel must regain all of
her biblical lands, including all of the West
Bank and Gaza. ‘When Bush called for
Israel to withdraw its tanks from the West
Bank … (in 2002) Falwell helped get
100,000 emails to the White House’. 7
Bush ceased his criticism.

There is no doubt that President Bush
believes he is on a mission from God, but
I’m not so sure that God is aware of this.
Perhaps there should be more debate.
Perhaps it is time to re-write ‘The Customs
of the Army’ and encourage open
discussion on sex, politics and religion.
On the other hand, given the new sedition
laws, perhaps we should stick with the
weather. Much safer. Or is it?

(Footnotes)
1 Victor, B. The Last Crusade, London,
2005, p 2.
2 ibid, p 20.
3 Kaplan, E. With God On Their Side, New
York, 2004, p 34.
4 Falwell, J. Sermon at the Thomas Road
Baptist Church, November 2003.
5 Woodward, B. Plan of Attack, New
York, 2004, p 421.
6 Victor, op.cit., p 4.
7 Kaplan, op.cit., p 28.

* Adrian d’Hagé is a CAIS PhD Scholar. He
is the author of The Omega Scroll (Viking,
2005)

Adrian d’Hagé*
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Professor Saikal and Professor Falk

CONTRASTING VISIONS OF
DEMOCRACY FOR THE MIDDLE EAST

AUSTRALIAN FOREIGN POLICY &
IRAQ

This year’s CAIS Annual Lecture was delivered
by Professor Richard Falk, Albert G. Milbank
Professor Emeritus of International Politics
and International Law, Princeton University
on 1 August 2005. His topic, ‘Contrasting
Visions of Democracy for the Middle East’,
attracted a near capacity audience.

Professor Falk questioned whether the most
promising path to democracy in the region
is one that comes about through external
pressure, or one which is essentially based
on the notion of self-determination.

The US government has over the years
emphasised its conviction that the future of
the region can only be positively realised to
the extent that it becomes democratised. In
a recent address on freedom and democracy,
President Bush stated that when freedom and
democracy take root in the Middle East,
America and the world will be safer and more
peaceful. Yet there seems to be a tension
between the promotion of democracy and
the realisation of American strategic goals
in the Middle East. Indeed, if we consider
the reasons why the neo-conservatives
pushed so hard for the Iraq War, it seems
clear that strategic considerations dominated
the decision, while anti-terrorism and a
commitment to democracy were marginal.

Professor Falk argued that there is a collision
between the democracy project of the Bush
Administration and the persistence of
America’s strategic interests in the
maintenance of anti-democratic or
autocratic secular governments. This is
because the democracy project has the effect
of destabilising governments that have been
strategic partners in the past, with the
consequent danger that destabilised
governments might turn against America’s

strategic interests. Further, by encouraging the
bringing of leaders to power who are more
responsive to domestic public opinion, it is
almost inevitable that those leaders will
challenge America’s strategic interests, in
particular America’s support for Israel in its
conflict with the Palestinians, Americans’
acquiescence in the Iraq occupation, and
America’s success over the years in exerting
control over oil prices and supplies.

It is clear that imposed democracy in the
Middle East is a strategic disaster that seems
likely to intensify rather than diminish
extremism. The American effort to impose
democracy on Iraq is a tragic failure. While
the January elections exhibited a real desire
for democracy of the Iraqi people, it also
showed the greater popularity of an Iran-
oriented soft Islam that is not in keeping with
the objectives of Washington.

Is a constructive future of Middle East
democracy therefore dependent on
abandoning the American project and
supporting the Arab Development Project of
promoting democracy from within? This
perspective, developed by 100 leading Arab
intellectuals in the 2004 Arab Development
Report, believes that the prospects for
democracy in the Middle East have been badly
obstructed by the Iraq War and by the
unconditional support given over the years to
Israel – policies that essentially block
democratic prospects of a moderate character
in the region. But the underlying problem with
the Arab Development perspective is the
impossibility of wishing away America’s
strategic role in the region.

Professor Falk cited the Turkish model as the
most hopeful experience in the region. It has
shown that procedural democracy can
produce, under certain conditions, a soft
Islamic government that has given the country
the most effective leadership on substantive
issues that it has had for several decades. But
is this Turkish model something that the
United States can live with over time? Does it
reconcile the strategic and the democratic
factors in ways that are satisfactory to
Washington? The Turkish government has been
walking a political tightrope between a very
anti-American public opinion that strongly
opposed the Iraq War and a pro-American set
of relationships that are endorsed by the
Turkish military, and the fate of Turkish
democracy depends on maintaining this
precarious equilibrium.

Professor Falk concluded the lecture with an
assertion that there is no current prospect for
reconciling American strategic goals in the
Middle East with the achievement of
sustainable democracy. While the Arab

Development Report perspective is the
most realistic in its understanding for how
democracy comes about in countries such
as those in the region, its approach lacks a
politics of transition, and therefore does
not really provide an understanding of what
sustainable democracy in the region will
require. Ultimately, a belief that democracy
will come to the Middle East in the near
future requires confidence in the ‘politics
of impossibility’. And ‘politics of
impossibility’ would entail an
abandonment of the American project of
global domination, including the struggle
for the control of the Middle East.

On 28 July 2005, Dr Gerard Henderson,
Executive Director of the Sydney Institute,
spoke on ‘Australian Foreign Policy and
Iraq’.

Dr Henderson, acknowledged at the outset
that his position on Iraq is that of the
minority in Australia. He said that in the
lead up to the war on Iraq he did not
advocate an invasion as he believed that
Saddam Hussein would either have to
back down, or else abide by the UN
Security Council resolutions on weapons
of mass destruction if he wished to avoid
an attack. His subsequent support for the
Coalition of the Willing only evolved
once the invasion actually occurred.

Citing examples from history, Dr
Henderson explained how the Iraq
commitment is in fact consistent with
100 years of Australian foreign policy.
Australia was involved in both World
Wars, including at a time when the US
was neutral; and participated in other
wars, such as Korea, Vietnam and Malaya,
and most recently in Afghanistan. Why
has Australia been so supportive of such



VOLUME 12 NUMBER 2 (2005) 11

CAIS SEMINARS

EGYPT’S FOREIGN POLICY: NEW
CHALLENGES & PERSPECTIVES

Ambassador Tawfik stated that
contemplating Egyptian foreign policy
involves looking at the interplay between
change and continuity and exploring how
nations are affected by events outside their
borders. Certainly the most pressing issue
is the array of critical situations in the
Middle East which not only pose a threat
to the region’s peace and security, but to
the security of the international
community as a whole. One of the most
persistent is the Arab-Israeli conflict.
Ambassador Tawfik asserted that all the
peoples of the Middle East yearn to live in
peace with Israel, as demonstrated by the
Arab peace plan proposed by King
Abdullah of Saudi Arabia, which was
adopted by the Beirut Arab summit and
reconfirmed by the Algiers summit in

March this year. Since achieving peace
with Israel in 1979, Egypt has played a
leading role in bringing the parties directly
concerned to the negotiating table, and
wil l  continue to do so. Although
Ambassador Tawfik expressed cautious
optimism about the peace process, he
maintained that the international
community must ensure that the process
moves forward and that a successful
conclusion is reached to the permanent
status talks between the Israelis and
Palestinians.

Another critical issue in the region is Iraq.
Egypt believes that an independent,
sovereign, united and democratic Iraq has
an important role to play as an Arab
country. Important strides have been taken
towards the achievement of these
objectives, including the holding of
elect ions and the draft ing of a
constitution; to help the political process
to move forward, Egypt hosted an
important high level meeting in November
2004 in Sharm-el-Sheikh. Sudan is
another country in Egypt’s region that is
undergoing a political process. Egypt has
been a supporter of the process of
reconcil iat ion in Sudan through its
involvement at the summit level and
through its commitment of military
personnel to the African Union Force in
Darfur and to the UN peacekeeping force
in the South.

The issue of disarmament is a further
prerequisite for peace and stability in the
Middle East. Ambassador Tawfik
emphasised that the highest priority must
be given to the elimination of all weapons
of mass destruction. Since 1990 Egypt has
called for the establishment of a zone free
of weapons of mass destruction in the
Middle East. Egypt’s position on regional
disarmament is part of its overall vision
for world disarmament, as evidenced by
the various roles i t  has played
internationally, such as its membership of
the New Agenda Coalition.

In the past few years global terrorism has
emerged as a serious concern. Ambassador
Tawfik stated that, in parallel with
enhanced security measures, all nations
must work together to address the ‘root
causes’ that drive individuals towards
extremism. It cannot be ignored that
regional problems, especially the Arab-
Israeli conflict and the Iraqi situation, have
been instrumental in fuelling anger and
frustration and in turn extremism and
militancy. Another problem related to
security is the level of misunderstanding
between the Arab-Muslim world and the

On 25 August 2005, HE Mr Mohammed
Tawfik, Ambassador of the Arab Republic
of Egypt, spoke on ‘Egypt’s Foreign Policy:
New Challenges and Perspectives’. He
began with an historical perspective,
outlining Egypt’s role as a force for
regional stability and emphasising Egypt’s
concerns with establishing steady supplies
of resources rather than territorial expansion
during times of empire.

a large number of military campaigns
overseas? Although there is a widely held
view that it would be unlikely that
Australia would be invaded by foreign
forces, Dr Henderson drew attention to the
fact that an invasion is not Australia’s only
security concern. Indeed, one of the best
means of securing Australia’s sea lanes and
air lanes is through cooperation with
traditional allies, namely Great Britain and
USA; if Australia had not pursued these
alliances, it would have had to spend
considerable sums of money on defence
over the past 6 or 7 decades.

Dr  Henderson out l ined the nexus
between Austral ia’s involvement in
foreign campaigns and the idea of
national interest. He described Australia
as an ‘immigrant nation’, and a country
that has always traded with the world,
and mentioned that if the outcomes of
the campaigns in which Australia had
been involved over the past 100 years
had been different, there would have
been s igni f icant  consequences for
Australia’s trade relations. Whenever
allies have been involved in military
conflict in a part of the world where
Austra l ia  has a s t ra teg ic  in terest ,
including the Pacific, South-East Asia,
the Middle East ,  North Afr ica and
Europe,  Aust ra l ia  has had a
commitment. In this respect, Iraq is no
different.

Dr Henderson said that one of the
strongest expressions of opposition to the
invasion on Iraq came from the Group of
43, headed by Richard Woolcott. He
discussed their position briefly, referring
to their concern about the possible
deterioration of relationships in Australia’s
region, and citing the lack of evidence to
suggest that the invasion of Iraq had had
any effect on these. He stated that
Australia’s relations with a number of Asian
countries, such as China, are as strong as
they have been for some time, while
relations with other countries, including
Malaysia and Indonesia, have actually
improved. This suggests that Australia’s
relations with Great Britain and USA can
coexist with good relations in our region.

Dr Henderson argued that, regardless of
people’s views about Prime Minister
Howard’s foreign policy, there has probably
only been one occasion when Australia has
been more influential in the world than it
is at present. That was in 1918 when
Australia played an important role in
thwarting the German advance; and
participated in the subsequent Peace

Conference in Versailles. He claimed that
today Australia is better known and has
considerable influence in international
affairs; and that Australia’s commitment to
Afghanistan and Iraq, while modest, has been
considered important. He concluded with a
rejection of the argument that Australia’s
commitment to Afghanistan and Iraq would
have serious repercussions in the Asia Pacific
region: Howard’s commitment is consistent
with Australia’s foreign policy over the years.
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A memorial panel discussion was held on
6 September to commemorate the fourth
anniversary of the death of the prominent
Afghan commander, Ahmad Shah
Massoud. The theme of the discussion was
‘Afghanistan: Achievements and
Challenges’, with a special focus on how
Commander Massoud’s vision for
Afghanistan has been implemented
to date. The panel consisted of three
speakers: HE Mr Mahmoud Saikal,
Afghanistan’s Ambassador to
Australia; Professor William Maley,
Director of the Asia-Pacific College
of Diplomacy, ANU; and Dr Kirill
Nourzhanov, Lecturer at the Centre
for Arab and Islamic Studies, ANU.

Ambassador Saikal opened the
discussion with a presentation on
‘Massoud’s Legacy’. He provided
examples of how, throughout the

After 23 years of war, Afghanistan suffers
from an alarmingly high rate of illiteracy
and lack of health facilities. Ambassador
Saikal stated that some of the current
government’s aims include a commitment
to improving education infrastructure and
curriculum, training teachers, and
eliminating prevailing gender disparities.
This is largely due to an awareness that the
florescence of a stable, self-sufficient
Afghanistan depends upon the
implementation of a proper education
system that will allow for the emergence
of a young generation to take over in
Afghanistan in future years. Health is an
important related issue. Indeed, Massoud
recognised that the absence of a proper
health system in the country creates
diff icult ies in gett ing chi ldren into
classrooms. Health care is currently at the
top of the government’s development
agenda, with plans to overcome problems
of poor nutrition, unsanitary conditions,
limited access to health services, and a high
infant mortality rate.

Commander Massoud was also committed
to seeing the development of Afghan
institutions, as evidenced by his unceasing
call for free and fair elections. Four years
since the fall of the Taliban regime, some
of Massoud’s dreams are turning into
reality. The fact that Afghanistan has
successfully met the benchmarks of the
Bonn agreement suggests that the country
is heading towards the kind of elections
that Massoud had in mind. Since December
2002 Afghanistan has experienced a new

Afghanistan should ult imately be
legitimated. For elections to be free and
fair,  i t  is necessary that there be
opportunities for competition, and that
electoral processes be marked by an
adequate degree of participation. Serious

efforts have been made during the period
of Afghanistan’s transition in both areas.
The presidential election saw a substantial
number of candidates putting themselves
forward for election, with vigorous
campaigning, and a very high level of
interest among the people of Afghanistan,
as evidenced by the voter turnout on
polling day. It was a major time for the
people of Afghanistan, as it led to the
installation of the first elected president
in the country’s history.

From a logistical point of view, the
parliamentary elections are a more
complicated exercise than the holding of
the presidential election. With about 5000
candidates running for election for the
lower house of parliament, a single ballot
paper cannot be used; indeed, these
elections require a ballot booklet. Another
problem is that the electoral process
chosen for the parliamentary elections is
risky, as it doesn’t guarantee any kind of
proport ional i ty between part icular
political orientations for which voters
might think that are voting and the actual
distribution of seats, thereby impeding
any effective representation of political
opinion on the part of the electors. In
addition, this particular system is likely
to throw up a parliament of independents.
This may lead to independent members

devoting their time to devising ways
of being re-elected next time, rather
than focusing on the promotion of
the welfare of the country nationally,
and may cause problems for getting
key legislation through parliament.

Professor Maley, concluded his
presentation with a warning that
holding an elect ion does not
guarantee a democratic political
culture, the institutionalisation of
pol i t ics, or protection against
nepotism or corruption within
bureaucratic agencies. What’s more,(from left to right) Dr Nourzhanov, Professor Maley,

and Ambassador Saikal

West, which has led to anxieties about
loss of identity in many societies and
given extremists the opportunity to
present themselves as champions of such
causes.

The formulation of human rights norms
has also been an important part of
Egyptian foreign policy. This includes
political and civil rights of individuals, as
well as economic, social and cultural
rights of societies. In addition, Egypt has
been at the forefront of welcoming calls
for a reform of the United Nations and
the Security Council to make both more
responsive to and representative of
current realities.

Finally, Ambassador Tawfik discussed the
link between trade and the foreign
policies of countries, adding that Egypt
is no exception. Having established free
trade arrangements with the international
community, Egypt is an active participant
in the multilateral trade arrangements of
the WTO. Egypt’s policies include trying
to reform the trading practices of the
developed countries, which it sees as
lopsided.

Ambassador Tawfik concluded his
seminar with an assertion that enhanced
understanding and cooperation among
nations and cultures is the only way
forward, and that Egypt will continue to
promote the kind of cooperation that is
required for a more democratic and just
international system.

AFGHANISTAN: ACHIEVEMENTS AND
CHALLENGES

years of his struggle, Commander Massoud
kept his focus on a number of issues that
have become vital in present-day
Afghanistan, in particular education,
health, physical infrastructure and the
development of indigenous Afghan
institutions. He emphasised that these
activities of Massoud, together with his
yearning for the independence of
Afghanistan, form the most meaningful
part of his legacy.

constitution, a presidential election, and
a parliamentary election, with a high voter
turnout.

Professor Maley spoke on ‘Afghanistan’s
Transition to Democracy’. He reminded the
audience that Commander Massoud
consistently argued in favour of popular
consultation and free and fair elections
as a device by which political power in
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the greatest danger which Afghanistan
faces is that the successful holding of
parliamentary elections might be used as
a pretext for those powers that have been
involved in supporting the people of
Afghanistan to commence a rapid process
of disengagement in order to pursue
interests elsewhere. If this were to happen,
it would be a significant betrayal of the
hopes that Ahmad Shah Massoud
articulated when he saw the holding of
free and fair elections as a central
contribution to the stabilisation of a
country which needed it so much.

The final speaker, Dr Kirill Nourzhanov,
focused on Afghanistan’s international
relations, with a presentation entitled
‘Afghanistan: Achievements and
Challenges’. As a military tactical genius,
a politician who could determine the
future political course of Afghanistan, and
a man of strong personal qualities, Ahmad
Shah Massoud inspired the admiration of
Soviet military commanders as early as
1982. In addition he was respected for his
yearning for peaceful coexistence
between Afghanistan and its neighbours.
Although the early years of Russia’s and
Central Asia’s independence saw no
coherent policy that embraced Massoud’s
vision for an independent Afghanistan
that has good working relations with all
its neighbours, this situation started to
change in 1999 when the Taliban reached
the border between Afghanistan and
Tajikistan causing alarm within high
offices in Moscow and Central Asia.

In current circumstances, there are a
number of reasons why Russia and Central
Asia should embrace Massoud’s vision of
mutual cooperation and take a greater
interest in Afghanistan: 1) terrorist
extremism, which poses a constant threat;
2) narcotics, which travel to Europe via
Central Asia; and 3) refugees; 5 million
Afghans became refugees during the
period of Soviet occupation, and it is
difficult for the struggling economies of
Central Asian republics to support them.

Unfortunately, a number of problems have
emerged lately that have affected
diplomatic relations. These include the
invasion of Iraq; geopolitical competition;
claims of Afghanistan’s sovereign debt to
Russia; water issues owing to
Afghanistan’s growing agricultural
recovery and subsequent greater demand
for water; pipeline and transport routes,
particularly with the transportation of
natural gas from Turkmenistan to the
world markets; and ethnofidelity (i.e. the
politics of ethnicity in Afghanistan). Dr

Dr Robert Fisk, Middle East correspondent for
The Independent, delivered a public lecture
on Tuesday 4 October, entitled ‘The Great War
for Civilisation: The Conquest of the Middle
East’. Throughout the lecture, Dr Fisk referred
to the events of the First World War in which
his father had participated, drawing parallels
between those events and the reasons behind
America’s invasion and current occupation
of Iraq, and emphasising the ongoing
determination of allied forces to change the
political map of the Middle East.

Dr Fisk gave a highly personal account of
his 29 years as a journalist, stating that his
assignments have been largely about
torture, death and pain. He also raised the
question of the role of journalists at a time
when democratic governments are
becoming less inclined to represent the
people who elected them. While he has
always believed that journalists should
strive to be the first impartial witnesses to
history as it happens, he agreed with Amira
Hass, an Israeli journalist, that the main
responsibility of journalists is to ‘monitor
the centres of power’, especially when
governments go to war.

Drawing upon the events of the twentieth
century, including the two world wars and
the Arab-Israeli War, Dr Fisk emphasised the
role of power intrigues in determining the
course of events in the Middle East,
asserting that America did not invade Iraq
for Saddam Hussein’s supposed weapons
of mass destruction, but to dominate oil
supplies and to ‘project power on a massive

Nourzhanov concluded that, while these
issues put a negative slant on the current
situation, the vision of Ahmad Shah
Massoud still applies, as there is strong
evidence that Afghanistan can have good
workable relations with its northern
neighbours.

THE GREAT WAR FOR CIVILISATION:
THE CONQUEST OF THE MIDDLE EAST

scale.’ He reminded the audience that,
while American government sources
say the war ‘is going well’ and ‘Iraq is
on the road to democracy’, tens of
thousands of Iraqis have been killed
and suicide bombings now take place
at an alarming daily rate. During the
month of July, official figures indicate
that there were 1,100 violent deaths in
Baghdad alone – the highest ever noted
by the medica l  es tab l ishment  in
Baghdad. If you combine this with the
number of casualties in other parts of
Iraq, then it is plausible that at least
36,000 Iraqis are dying annually as a
direct result of the war.

The insurgency movement against US-
led forces, with foreign troops and
western contractors typical targets of
suicide bombings, clearly indicates the
widespread hatred of the occupation.
Many of the insurgents are veterans of
the 1980s Iran-Iraq war who have
known nothing other than suffering; for
other Iraqis, the capture of Saddam
Hussein and the subsequent alleviation
of fears of his return has provided the
impetus for  tak ing up arms.  The
insurgency movement has led to a need
for high security, and Baghdad is now
becoming ‘a city of walls’. As a result,
many journalists now practice what Dr
Fisk described as ‘hotel journalism’,
relying upon Iraq’s deteriorating phone
system to maintain contact with events
taking place around them.

Dr Fisk provided detailed information
about torture and executions which
took place during Saddam’s reign,
pointing out that these accounts of
terror benefited the Americans and
British in justifying the occupation of
Iraq. But the subsequent mistreatment
of Iraqi prisoners in Abu Ghraib prison,
as  wel l  as  accounts  o f  inhuman
treatment endured in Guantanamo,
have in effect meant that the symbol
of Saddam’s shame has become the
symbol  o f  our  shame too.  Such
accounts have not only increased
hostility to the occupation of Iraq, but
also played a significant role in the
increas ing number  o f  su ic ide
bombings.

Returning to the theme of history, Dr
Fisk concluded his lecture, stating ‘We
have to accept that our tragedies lie
always in our past. We have to live with
our ancestors’ follies and suffer for it,
jus t  as  we are  mak ing the next
generation suffer now’.
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CAIS SEMINARS

DEMOCRACY IN THE MUSLIM
MIDDLE EAST: DO ELECTIONS
MATTER?

On 23 November 2005, Professor James
Piscatori, from Oxford University’s
Centre for Islamic Studies, spoke on
‘Democracy in the Muslim Middle East:
Do Elections Matter?’.

Professor Piscatori pointed out that
‘democracy’ masks many questions. Is it
a culturally specific term? Do non-
Western societies possess their own
standards of part icipation and
accountability? Does Islam, with its
emphasis on scriptural authority, allow
for f lexible and part icipatory
government? Perhaps one of the most
controversial questions is that of the
compatibility of Islam and democracy.
Those who argue that they are
incompatible build their analyses on the
supposed uniqueness of Musl im
societies.

Noting the nexus between elections and
democracy, Professor Piscatori asked
whether elections must necessarily
embody majoritarianism (‘the absolute
sovereignty of the majority’). Although
the question of electoral participation is
complex, substantive electoral processes
have emerged in the region. In 2005
alone there have been elections in 7
Middle Eastern countries in which
Islamists – Muslims who are committed
to political action to implement what
they regard as an Islamic agenda - have
done rather well.

The starting point of any analysis of
democratisation in the Middle East must
be that the state, to a very large extent,
has been patrimonial and authoritarian.
Regimes seek to maintain their own
cohesion and the acquiescence of society
by a policy of repression, cooptation, and
the maintenance of patron-cl ient

relations. Opposition to the regime takes
the form of appealing to what the state is
not, that is participatory. Electoral politics
are the antithesis of authoritarian politics,
and Islamists are able to offer themselves
as proponents of change and
representatives of tradition and probity.

This is largely a utilitarian explanation.
Contemporary Islam is also characterised
by a diversity of voices. The result is, on
the one hand, the radicalisation of Islam.
On the other hand, there is a de facto
structural pluralism. But the ‘Muslim vote’
is scarcely monoli thic, and self-
designated Islamist groups do not
automatically have a monopoly on it. So
there has to be a broadening of the appeal
of the Islamic group in order to capture
that vote, and at the same t ime a
continued appeasement of a core
constituency.

The question of whether politically active
Islamists internalise their adoption of
electoral politics is one that is frequently
asked. Those who argue for the
incompatibi l i ty between Islam and
democracy believe that the electoral
commitment is only cynical and tactical.
But Professor Piscatori believes that
Muslims have accepted the normative
framework of elections, as demonstrated
by the roots of elections which date back
to the early nineteenth century.

Currently, there is a spectrum of ideas
about democracy, democratisation and
elections. The first accepts that they are
fully consistent with Islamic principles, as
authoritarian regimes are forbidden by
Islam. The second notion rejects any idea
of popular sovereignty, because the
authority of God is supreme, and any
man-made law must thus be eliminated.
The third argument recognises that a form
of democracy is acceptable, but not in its
Western form, and elections must avoid
the distort ions found in Western
parliamentary systems.

It has been widely argued that elections
in their own right perform a number of
functions: 1) they legitimise the regimes
that allow them; 2) they provide for the
recruitment of political elites; and 3)
they in f luence po l icy-mak ing.  In
addition, their participatory nature
exercises a kind of socialising, feedback
ef fec t ,  where the very  fac t  o f
participating in elections over time
creates habi ts  of  cooperat ion – a
commitment to the rules of the game
that draws them further into the game.

Professor Piscatori acknowledged the
counter-arguments surrounding the
unfolding of participatory processes in
the Middle East. Some argue that they
only represent the façade of democracy.
Others have described them as nothing
more than instances of l iberal
authoritarianism. A further
complication is that democracy
promotes the agendas of outside
powers. This has been so particularly
since September 11, with the security
doctrine of the United States endorsing
the neo-Conservative prescription of
democracy. At the base of this is the
idea that radicalism will be diffused by
the democratisation of societies, and
elections are the necessary first step
towards democracy.

Professor Piscatori concluded, asking
why elections have mattered. One idea
is that, if elections are a function of
modernisation, then something like the
reverse may be equally true. The
‘modernisation-elections’ relationship
does not move in one direction alone:
although elections take place because
of modernisation, they can also help to
change social conditions. Elections
establish new and alternative standards
of legitimacy that co-exist with other
standards. The second idea is that
elections facilitate the transition from
authoritarianism and are not simply
hallmarks of a consolidated democratic
regime. They are part of a trans-
formative strategy that formalises what
were informal networks and brings new
actors into the game. The third idea is
that political culture is likely to be a
critical factor in determining whether
electoral involvement wil l  be
transformative.

Elections may not be the guarantor of
democratisation, but they are likely to
be important agents of meaningful
political change.
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emergency humanitarian situation.
The current focus is on redeveloping
trade relations with neighbouring
countries and promoting regional
economic cooperation.

Dr  Abdul lah acknowledged the
partnership between Afghanistan and
the international community as one of
the main factors for the achievements
of the past three and a half years. He
also emphasised the importance of the
continued presence of international
reconstruction teams in the process of
Afghanistan’s stabilisation. He alluded
to Australia’s recent agreement to
commit further troops to Afghanistan,
s ta t ing  that  th is  cont r ibu t ion
represents an investment in peace, not
just in one region, but on a global
scale. He expressed confidence that it
would  have a las t ing impact  on
Afghanistan’s situation and wider
positive consequences.

One o f  the cha l lenges which
Afghanistan currently faces is the
issue o f  op ium cu l t iva t ion  and
trafficking. Dr Abdullah believed that
th is  was someth ing that  the
government had over-optimistically
thought it would have been able to
overcome as the count ry  moved

forward. There had been some successful
efforts in containing opium cultivation,
but a lasting solution to this problem
has yet to be worked out with support
from the international community. While
education programs are currently in
place, a carefully designed program of
crop-substitut ion needs to be ful ly
developed.

Publ ic  pol icy chal lenges have also
f igured s t rong ly  in  Afghan is tan ’s
reconstruction efforts. There have been
significant developments in areas of
diplomatic relations and trade with a
number of countries, including Pakistan,
Iran and the Central Asian republics. In
addition, Afghanistan has regained its
position in the Organisation of Islamic
Countries (OIC), and, as a result, is once
again  an ac t ive  member  o f  the
international community. Afghanistan
has also made important str ides in
regional relations.

Dr Abdullah drew attention to the fact
that there are a number of nuclear states
neighbouring Afghanistan, including
China,  wh ich has prov ided
reconstruction support to Afghanistan,
and Russia, with which Afghanistan has
retained a good working relationship.

AFGHANISTAN: FOREIGN POLICY CHALLENGES AND RESPONSES
continued from page 1

Afghanistan’s location in the crossroads
between South and Central Asia, West
Asia and the Middle East is important
for opportunities in the future. For
example, Afghanistan can benefit from
the energy resources and the opening
of new routes to the Central Asian
republics. Indeed, Afghanistan has many
opportunities to look forward to if it can
overcome the challenges currently
confronting i t .  Amongst these
challenges are issues of security and
terrorism. Terrorism is a menace which
poses a threat to the entire world, and
Dr Abdullah stressed that the slightest
shaking of the resolve of the
international community in dealing with
this matter would be disastrous. While
the people of Afghanistan face many
challenges, their response to terrorists
has been very clear, as evidenced by their
resolve to participate in the 2004
elections in the face of terrorist threats.

Dr Abdullah concluded his lecture
wi th  an acknowledgement  o f
Aust ra l ia ’s  suppor t  in  the
reconst ruc t ion o f  Afghan is tan,
stating that this is indicative of the
level that the bilateral relationship
has reached.

Ta j ik is tan,  and Uzbek is tan were
unhappy wi th  the progress in
Afghanistan. They were particularly
worr ied about  the cont inuous
presence of terrorist groups on the
terr i tory of  Afghanistan and the
exponent ia l  growth of  narcot ics
trafficking, and suggested that they
could take care of these and other
security problems in border regions
bypassing ISAF, NATO, and the West in
general.9

In November 2005 Moscow announced
that it would stop military aid to the
Karza i  government  in  2006.  In
practical terms this means that Russia
is leaving the anti-Taliban coalition
and will pursue a separate policy in

Afghanistan. There are indications that
the Kremlin is going to continue dealing
directly with Afghan strongmen such as
Dostum and Fahim. If this is the case, the
prospects of rapprochement between
Moscow and Kabul are rather bleak.

(Footnotes)
1 ‘Nazad v Afganistan’, Ogoniok, No. 47,
18 November 1996.
2 For details, see interview with the
Director of Russian Federal Border Guards
Service, Col.-Gen. Alexei Kozhevnikov, in
Vek, 2 November 2001.
3 Izvestia, 22 October 2001.
4 ‘Posle vizita v Moskvu Hamida Karzaia
ostalis’ voprosy’, in <http://
www.afghanistan.ru/doc.xhtml?id=30>  (1
June 2002), accessed 1 November 2005.
5 Krasnaia zvezda, 7 September 2003.

6 Victor Korgun, ‘Bin Laden sozdaval
‘griaznuiu’ atomnuiu bombu’,  Rodnaia
gazeta, No. 24 (110), 1 July 2005, p.
31.
7 V.G. Korgun, ‘Rossiia i Afganistan’, in
V.G. Korgun, Afganistan v nachale XXI
veka. Moscow: Institut izucheniia
Izrailia i Blizhnego Vostoka, 2004, p.
121.
8 Kommersant, 13 March 2003.
9 ‘NATO poprosili iz Srednei Azii’, in
gazeta.ru < http://www.gazeta.ru/2005/
07/05/oa_162925.shtml> (5 July
2005), accessed 14 November 2005.

* Kirill Nourzhanov is Lecturer at the Centre
for Arab and Islamic Studies

RUSSIAN-AFGHANISTAN RELATIONS AFTER THE TALIBAN:
POTENTIAL, PROBLEMS, AND PROSPECTS

continued from page 4
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CENTRE FOR ARAB & ISLAMIC STUDIES PHD SCHOLARSHIP

The Centre invites applications from suitably qualified candidates for a PhD Scholarship available from 1 March 2006.
The Scholarship will be awarded, either to an International scholar, an Australian citizen, a New Zealand citizen, or an
Australian permanent resident. The duration of a full-time Scholarship will be three years in the first instance or such
shorter period as stated in the letter of offer. A full-time Scholarship provides a stipend, payable fortnightly in arrears,
currently at the rate of $18,837 per annum (2005 rate). At the present time, full-time scholarship benefits are
exempt from Australian income tax.
Method of Application: Applicants should send their curriculum vitae, with full academic history and contact details:
transcripts of all tertiary study; evidence of an adequate standard of English, i.e. IELTS (if English is not the applicant’s
native language); a statement of proposed research; and three letters of recommendation to: Centre for Arab &
Islamic Studies, Faculty of Arts, Building 127, The Australian National University, Canberra ACT 0200, Australia.
Further particulars can be obtained from the Centre. Ph: (+61 2) 6125 4982; fax: (+61 2) 6125 5410; email:
cais@anu.edu.au.
Closing Date: 31 December 2005.

MIDDLE EAST & CENTRAL ASIAN
STUDIES INFORMATION NIGHT

CAIS held a Middle East and Central Asian Studies Information
Night on 18 October to provide an opportunity for prospective
students interested in Middle Eastern, Central Asian and Islamic
Studies to find out about graduate coursework programs and to
meet Centre staff. Dr Matthew Gray, Graduate Studies Adviser,
gave a presentation in which he outlined the history and objectives
of CAIS and the types of courses offered at graduate level, and
discussed the differences between the degrees available, tuition
fees, and career options for graduates.

Postgraduate coursework – the Centre’s speciality – has
experienced extraordinary growth in recent years, with a fourfold
increase in student numbers since 2001. Prospective students who
attended the information night showed great interest in the
number and variety of courses offered by CAIS. In addition, they
expressed enthusiasm about the Centre’s flexibility, with many

seminars often
being scheduled at
the start or end of
the day in order to
enable individuals
engaged in full-
time work to attend
classes, as well as
the possibility of
u n d e r t a k i n g
graduate studies on
a part-time basis.

Dr Gray (background) discussing CAIS courses with prospective students

NEW BOOKS

Aileen Keating

Mirage: Power, Politics and the
Hidden History of Arabian Oil

Prometheus Books, 2005

ISBN: 1591 023467

pp. 552

Dr Keating was a PhD Scholar at
CAIS. This book is based on her
dissertation.

Michael Greenhalgh

Islam and Marble: from the Origins
to Saddam Hussein

Published by the Centre for Arab
and Islamic Studies, ANU

Forthcoming in 2006

ISBN: 0 7315 4636 9

pp. 112

This book can be ordered through
CAIS. See page 20 for details on
how to order.



 18 CENTRE FOR ARAB & ISLAMIC STUDIES (CAIS)

RESEARCH, PUBLICATIONS, OUTREACH ACTIVITIES
AMIN SAIKAL
BOOK CHAPTERS
‘From Independence to the Rise of the
Taliban’ in Madhavan K. Palat & Anara
Tabysha l ieva (eds) ,  H is tory  o f
C iv i l i za t ions o f  Cent ra l  As ia :
Towards the Contemporary Period:
From the Mid-Nineteenth Century to
the Twentieth Century, Paris: UNESCO
Publ ish ing,  2005:  447-460 (co-
authored with William Maley).

FEATURE  ARTICLES
‘Going nose to nose on Iran’s nukes’,
The Globe and Mail, 13 June 2005.

‘The enemy of my enemy’, The Age, 15
June 2005.

‘Musharraf is in from the cold but
there is still a chill in the air’, The
Sydney Morning Herald, 15 June
2005.

‘Iran thumbs its nose at the US’, The
Age, 28 June 2005.

‘Iran’s president-elect: a hard-liner,
for a change’, International Herald
Tribune, 28 June 2005.

‘Bush’s demons reveal a tougher edge
in Iran’, The Sydney Morning Herald,
28 June 2005.

‘This is no way to wage the war on
terror’, The Age, 11 July 2005.

‘Tehran throws down the nuclear
gauntlet’, The Age, 2 August 2005.

‘A meaningless act if there’s not real
settlement’, The Age, 17 August 2005.

‘Iran: America’s disastrous ‘military
opt ion ’ ’ ,  In ternat iona l  Hera ld
Tribune, 27 August 2005.

‘Afghanistan: a country still on the
edge’, The Age, 16 September 2005.

‘Iraq’s confl ict is fueling a bitter
Middle East  spl i t ’ ,  In ternat ional
Herald Tribune’, 9 October 2005.

‘Setting the world of Islam alight’, The
Age, 14 October 2005.

‘The earthquake, Afghan-Pakistan and
India-Pakistan relations’, The Globe
and Mail, 18 October 2005.

‘Kashmir  d isaster  g ives peace a
chance’, The Age, 21 October 2005.

‘The stains on America’s welcome
mat’, The Age, 19 November 2005.

LECTURES, SEMINARS,
CONFERENCES
Participated in the meeting of the
Austral ian Research Counci l  Asia
Pacific Futures Research Network -
West Asia/Slam Node, Melbourne, 20
May 2005.

‘ Is lam, the West and Internat ional
Terrorism’, at the 19th Asia Pacif ic
Roundtable, Kuala Lumpur, 31 May - 3
June 2005. He also participated in the
Malays ia  In ternat iona l  V is i to rs ’
Programme (MIVP), Malaysia, 3-9 June
2005.

Part ic ipated in the Col loquium on
European and International Affairs
‘Strengthening Afghanistan and the
Region’, organised by the Liechtenstein
Ins t i tu te  o f  Se l f -Determinat ion,
Istanbul, 21-24 July 2005.

‘Islam, the West and the War on Terror’
lecture to the Alumni of the Cranlana
Programme, Melbourne, 30 August
2005.

‘Radical Islamism and the War on Terror
in  a  Globa l ised Wor ld ’ ,  a t  the
‘Globalisation and Religious Resurgence’
conference organised by the Islamic
Religious Council of Singapore (MUIS),
Singapore, 28-29 September 2005.

Par t ic ipated in  the ‘C iv i l  Soc ie ty,
Re l ig ion and Globa l  Governance ’
conference, Canberra, 1 September 2005.

Participated in the Asia-Pacific College
of  Dip lomacy Transnat ional  Pol icy
Forum ‘Diplomacy and Democracy’,
Sydney, 15-17 October 2005.

Spec ia l  lec ture  to  In ternat iona l
Relations students on ‘Boundaries of my
Belonging: The Journey of an Afghan
Scholar’, 20 October 2005.

At tended the f i rs t  meet ing of  the
Pr inceton Encyc loped ia  on Se l f -
Determination, Princeton University, 4-
6 November 2005.

‘Islam, the West and Terrorism: Myth
and Real i ty ’  a t  the ‘ Is lam, Human
Security, and Xenophobia Conference’,
Melbourne, 25-26 November 2005.

Keynote address ‘ Is lam and Human
Rights in the Middle East’, Cranlana
Programme, Melbourne, 5 December
2005.

Lectured in two special courses at the
At torney Genera l ’s  Depar tment ,
Canberra.

INTERVIEWS
CNBC Asia, ABC Radio, SBS TV.

MATTHEW GRAY
LECTURES, SEMINARS,
CONFERENCES
‘Political Culture, Political Dynamics,
and Conspiracism in the Arab Middle
East’ at the ‘Orientalism and Conspiracy’
Workshop in Honour of Sadik al-Azm,
Asia-Afr ica Inst i tute, Universi ty of
Hamburg, Germany, 24 June 2005.

Speech on ‘Contemporary Islam: The
Middle East ’ ,  At torney General ’s
Department, Canberra, 4 July 2005.

Speech on ‘The Pa les t in ian
Perspect ive  on Current  Is rae l i -
Palestinian Relations’, University of
the Third Age, Canberra, 2 August
2005.

‘Leadership Transition and the Politics
of  Economic Reform in Bashar ’s
Syria’, 2005 Middle East and Central
Asia Conference, University of Utah,
Salt Lake City, 10 September 2005.

INTERVIEWS
6PR, Southern Cross Ten TV, ABC ‘Four
Corners’, 4ZZZ, CNBC Asia / CNBC
Australia, SBS Radio, SBS TV, WIN TV,
Radio National Singapore, ABC North
Coast Radio, ABC South Coast Radio,
Radio Adelaide.

STUART HARRIS
LECTURES, SEMINARS,
CONFERENCES
‘Economic Dimensions of  Energy
Secur i ty  in  the Asia-Paci f ic ’ ,  a t
‘Energy Security in the Asia Pacific
Region’ Workshop hosted by the
Griffith Asia Institute and the Asia
Pacific Futures Network, Stamford
Plaza Hotel, Brisbane, 31 August and
2 September  2005 (co-presented
with Barry Naughten).

‘A Future of Faith Related Foreign
Policies? Bush, bin Laden and ...?’,
Public Seminar, ANU, 30 November
2005.

M MEHDI ILHAN
LECTURES, SEMINARS,
CONFERENCES
‘Ottoman Documents as a Key to
Understanding Medieval and Ancient
History: A Case Study of Amasya’, at
the Second Annual Conference: Text
and Transmission, Australian Early
Medieva l  Assoc ia t ion,  ANU,  14
September 2005.

‘Turkey and Australia as Regional
Powers’ at the Roundtable Discussion
‘The Strategic Role of Turkey and
Aust ra l ia  as  Midd le  Powers ’ ,
Australian Strategic Policy Institute,
Canberra, 9 October 2005.

‘Tribal Revolts in the Province of
Basra ’ ,  6 th  Annual  Congress on
Turkish Culture, Ataturk Cultural
Centre, Ankara, 21-26 November
2005.

INTERVIEWS
Singapore Radio, CNBC Asia Pacific,
4EB.
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RESEARCH, PUBLICATIONS, OUTREACH ACTIVITIES

KIRILL NOURZHANOV
JOURNAL ARTICLES
‘Saviours of the Nation or Robber
Barons? War lord  Po l i t i cs  in
Tajikistan’, Central Asian Survey, 24
(2), June 2005: 109-130.

FEATURE  ARTICLES
‘Too much mis t rus t  fo r  b loc  to
succeed’, The Canberra Times, 11 July
2005.

‘Coloured revolutions revealed to be
hollow at core’, The Canberra Times,
14 September 2005.

LECTURES, SEMINARS,
CONFERENCES
‘The Security Environment of Central
Asia’, Centre for Defence and Strategic
Stud ies ,  the Aust ra l ian  Defence
College, Canberra, 17 July 2005.

‘Somet imes They Come Back:
Representations of Leonid Brezhnev in
Russian Popular  Cul ture ’ ,  Publ ic
Seminar, ANU, 17 October 2005.

‘ ’Co loured Revo lu t ions ’  as  E l i te
Transformations: The Case of Central
Asia’ at the ‘Islam, Human Security,
and Xenophobia  Conference ’ ,
Melbourne, 25-26 November 2005.

INTERVIEWS
ABC Radio, SBS Radio, ABC TV, 7.30
Report.

GHASSAN AL SHATTER

LECTURES, SEMINARS, CONFERENCES
‘The Role of First Language in the
Acquisition of Agreement Morphology in
Arabic as a Second Language’, at the ‘5th
International Symposium on Processability,
Second Language Acquisition and
Bilingualism’, Deakin University, 26-28
September 2005.

INTERVIEWS
Background briefing session for the
Talkback Classroom Radio Program at the
National Museum of Australia, ABC Radio.

SEYED MOHAMMAD TORABI
INTERVIEWS
SBS Radio

HAMISH MCGREGOR
FEATURE ARTICLES
‘Prized Persian Legacy’, The Press,
Christchurch, New Zealand, 10 October
2005.

BARRY NAUGHTEN
LECTURES, SEMINARS, CONFERENCES
‘Background to Political Economy of Oil
Markets to 2005’, at the Defence College
Centre for Defence and Strategic Studies
Workshop ‘Energy and Security’, Canberra,
27 July 2005.

‘Asia-Pacific Oil and Gas Competition:
Impact on Russia and Central Asia’, at ‘Energy
Security in the Asia Pacific Region’
Workshop hosted by the Griffith Asia

Institute and the Asia Pacific Futures
Network, Stamford Plaza Hotel, Brisbane,
31 August and 2 September 2005.

‘Economic Dimensions of Energy Security
in the Asia-Pacific’, at ‘Energy Security in
the Asia Pacific Region’ Workshop hosted
by the Griffith Asia Institute and the Asia
Pacific Futures Network, Stamford Plaza
Hotel, Brisbane, 31 August and 2
September  2005 (co-presented with
Stuart Harris).

‘Some Topics in Energy Policy in a Non-
Deliberative Democracy’, Annual
Conference of the Independent Scholars
Association (ISAA), National Library,
Canberra, 13-14 October 2005.

SARAH PHILLIPS
PUBLICATIONS
‘Cracks in the Yemeni System’, Middle
East Report Online, July 28 2005, http:/
/ w w w . m e r i p . o rg / m e r o /
mero072805.html.

‘Yemen: Economic and Poli t ical
Deterioration’, Arab Reform Bulletin,
September 2005, 3 (7).

SHAYEQ QASSEM
FEATURE ARTICLES
‘Indifference is the enemy of all Afghans’,
The Canberra Times, 18 August 2005.

OTHER PUBLICATIONS
‘The Great Game is on Again in
Afghanistan’,  Diplomat, August/
September 2005.
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PUBLICATIONS FOR PURCHASE

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

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

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

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

Courses offered by the Centre in 2006 will
include the following:

Islam, the West and International
Terrorism

Oil, Religion, Politics and Conflict in the
Middle East

Islamic Radicalism

Central Asia in Regional and Global
Perspectives

State and Society in the Arab World

Dynamics of the Israeli-Palestinian
Conflict

The Gulf Strategic Environment

Energy and Security

Issues of Development in the Middle East

Modern Turkey: History, Culture and Regional
Relations

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

UNDERGRADUATE COURSES
In addition to the graduate programs, the Centre
also offers the following:

Politics in the Middle East

Politics in Russia

Politics in Central and West Asia

The New States of Eurasia

Political Economy of the Middle East

Islam: History and Institutions

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

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

Turkish will not be offered in 2006.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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