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On 23 August 2004 the CAIS Advisory Board
held its annual meeting. It was attended by
Dr Khalifa Al-Falasi, Former Ambassador of
the United Arab Emirates; Professor Ian
Chubb, Vice-Chancellor of ANU; The Hon.
Tim Fischer (via teleconference); Mr Richard
Gibbs, Head of Economic Research,
Macquarie Bank; Mr Tom Harley, President
of Corporate Development, BHP Billiton;
Professor Virginia Hooker, Faculty of Asian
Studies; Professor Adam Shoemaker, Dean,
Faculty of Arts; Professor Deane Terrell,
former ANU Vice-Chancellor; Mr Bob
Sercombe, MP, Member for Maribyrnong;
Professor Amin Saikal.

Professor Saikal presented the Board with
the CAIS annual report. A key point was the
significant increase in student numbers at
both undergraduate and postgraduate level.

The board acknowledged the receipt of
$A500,000 from the Al-Maktoum
Foundation. This was the final instalment
of a total donation of $A2.5 million, which
has been matched by the ANU Endowment
for Excellence. The final instalment and
matching funds have been used to establish
an endowment to subsidise a PhD
scholarship an an annual short-term Visiting
Fellowship.

The centre continued to have a busy and
highly productive year with seminars,
conferences and outreach activities.
Important new developments in the Centre
included the provision of customised short
courses, with one scheduled in August 2005
for a group of students from Zayed
University, UAE. The report also stated that
two of the future directions of the Centre
were to set up staff and student exchange
programs with Arab universities, and to
initiate an Australia-Arab dialogue.

Professor Virginia Hooker and Dr Rafe de
Crespigny both indicated their wish to step

down from the Advisory Board. Professor Chubb
moved a vote of thanks for their support of
the Centre. The Board thanked Carol Laslett,
the Centre Administrator for the past 8 years
for her valuable contributions, and wished her
all the best in her new position as CAIS
Graduate Studies Administrator/Project Officer.
The Board also thanked Dr Khalifa Al-Falasi for
his generous personal donation of $A10,000
to the Centre library in 2003. AT the meeting
Dr Al-Falasi presented the Vice-Chancellor with
a cheque for $A60,000 on behalf of the Al-
Maktoum Foundation in support of Arabic
Studies in the Centre.

CAIS ADVISORY BOARD WELCOMES RISE IN STUDENT NUMBERS

Dr Khalifa Al-Falasi presenting a cheque to Professor Chubb for Arabic Studies at the Centre

AHMAD SHAH MASSOUD COMMEMORATED

HE Mr Mahmoud Saikal, Professor William Maley, Dr Najibullah Lafraie, Dr Robert Bowker

On 9 September CAIS held a special panel
discussion to commemorate the third
anniversary of the death of Ahmad Shah
Massoud. Commander Massoud led the
Afghan resistance to the Taliban, and was
assassinated by Al-Qaeda operatives two days
before the September 11, 2001 attacks. The
panel consisted of three prominent speakers:
Dr Najibullah Lafraie, lecturer in Political
Studies at the University of Otago; Professor
William Maley, Director of the Asia Pacific
College of Diplomacy at ANU; HE Mr
Mahmoud Saikal, Afghanistan’s Ambassador
to Australia.

Dr Lafraie’s presentation, ‘Massoud:
Afghanistan’s National Hero’, provided a
deeply personal analysis of Commander

continued on page 14
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SEMINARS / PANEL DISCUSSIONS
‘World Oil Markets: Outlook and Some
Historical Background’,  Barry Naughten, CAIS
PhD scholar,  8 July.
‘Syrian Political Economy: from Hafiz to
Bashar’,  Dr Matthew Gray,  CAIS graduate,  13
July.
‘Turkey’s Role in the Balkans, the Middle East
and the Caucasus’, Professor Sule Kut, Professor
of International Relations, Istanbul Bilgi
University,  12 August.
Ahmad Shah Massoud Panel Discussion, 9
September. The speakers included Dr Najibullah
Lafraie, University of Otago; Professor William
Maley , Asia-Pacific College of Diplomacy, ANU;
and HE Mr Mahmoud Saikal, Ambassador of
Afghanistan.
‘Economic Integration in the Arab Regions’ ,
Dr Elias Ghantous, Secretary General of the
Greater Union of Chambers of Commerce,
Industry and Agriculture for Arab Countries,
4 November.

ADMISSION TO DEGREE
The following students have been
recommended for admission to degree and
will be awarded their degrees at the
December ceremony:
Douglas Sturkey: ‘The Arab-Israel Dispute
during the Clinton Administration’ (PhD)
Saxon Newlove: ‘Iranian-British Relations
1997-2004’ (MA)
Lydia Tong: ‘Islam and Wahhabism: the Case
of Muhhammadiyah in Southeast Asia’ (MA)
Eko Ernada: ‘Investigating Muslim Opinions
Towards Human Rights in Islam (Issues of
Compatability in Egypt and Indonesia)’ (MA)
Muhsinin Dolisada: ‘Palestinian Resistance
of Hamas and Islamic Jihad following the
September 11 2001 Attacks’ (MA)

FIELDWORK
Mr Abu Ahmed undertook three months’
fieldwork in Pakistan conducting
research on his PhD topic: ‘The Kashmir
Dispute: Where is the End?’
Ms Sarah Phillips returns to Canberra in
early December from nine months in
Yemen and Jordan, during which time
she has been conducting research
towards her PhD on democratisation in
Yemen.

STAFF APPOINTMENTS
Dr Matthew Gray has been appointed
Senior Lecturer at CAIS and will take up
his position in January 2005. Douglas
Sturkey has been appointed Visiting Fellow.
Dr Bob Bowker, who was Visiting Reader at
CAIS in 2004, has been appointed
Australian Ambassador to Egypt. He will
commence his post in January 2005.
Other new appointments since July 2004
include: Lei la Kouatly (Centre
Administrator),  Ksenia Sawczak (Research
Assistant/Publications Officer), Carol Laslett
(Graduate Studies Administrator/Project
Officer, formerly Centre Administrator).

VISITORS
Visitors to CAIS since July 2004 have
included Senator Nick Bolkus; Mr Howard
Brown (Australian Ambassador Designate to
Iraq); Dr Ralph King (Australian Ambassador
Designate to Kuwait); Mrs Zorica McCarthy
(Australian High Commissioner Designate
to Pakistan); Abdul Rahman Al-Ghardaga
(UAE Cultural Attache); Hussein Al-Assiri
(Charge d’Affaires, Embassy of Saudi
Arabia); Dr Hans Langhaeuser (former First
Secretary, Embassy of the Federal Republic
of Germany) & Mr Reiner Mahlstedt (his
successor); Dr Najibul lah Lafraie
(Department of Political Studies, University
of Otago, and former Minister of State for
Foreign Affairs of Afghanistan, 1992-96);
Professor Sule Kut (Department of
International Relations, Istanbul Bilgi
University); Dr Ali Wardak (Centre for
Criminology, University of Glamorgan);
Professor Hamdea Al-Hussaini ( Iraqi
Electoral Commissioner); Dr Elias Ghantous;
Secretary General, General Union of
Chambers of Commerce, Industry and
Agriculture for Arab Countries); Dr Atis
Lejins (Director, Latvian Insti tute of
International Affairs); Michael Dwyer (Hurst
Publishers), Dr Simon Chesterman
(Executive Director, Inst i tute for
International Law and Justice); Mrs Rose
Ismael  (Deputy Group Editor, New Straits
Times, Malaysia).

SPECIAL EVENTS

CONTENTS

CAIS hosted an AusAID ‘Middle East
Peacebuilding Workshop, 6 September. Dr Bob
Bowker spoke on the challenges to peace-
building.

CAIS involved in the Australian Defence
College Centre for Defence and Strategic
Studies workshop ‘Energy and Security’, 26-
29 July. Speakers included Professor Amin
Saikal, Dr Bob Bowker, Dr Kirill Nourzhanov &
Mr Barry Naughten.

CAIS participated in the Asia-Pacific College
of Diplomacy study program for Iraqi
diplomats with a short course, ‘International
Relations in the Middle East: Politics, Economy
abd Security’, 2-3 September. Speakers and
facilitators included Professor Amin Saikal, Dr
Bob Bowker, Dr Kirill Nourzhanov, Professor
Stuart Harris and Dr Matthew Gray.

Professor Amin Saikal spoke on ‘Afghanistan,
Iraq and the War on Terror’, National Press Club
Telstra Address, 20 October. He also ran a short
course, ‘Introduction to Islam’, Asia-Pacific
College of Diplomacy, ANU, 9-13 August & 15-
19 November.

Islamic Perspectives on the New Millenium,
Amin Saikal and Virginia Hooker (co-edited)
officially launched, ANU, 23 November.
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William Maley*

On Saturday 9 October 2004, Afghans voted
in a presidential election held in accordance
with the provisions of Afghanistan’s new
Constitution, adopted in January 2004. The
final results were certified in a ‘Decision of
the Joint Electoral Management Body’ on 3
November 2004. The winner of the election
was the incumbent president, Hamid Karzai,
who received 55.4% of the 8,024,536 valid
votes cast. This was comfortably above the
50% required to avoid a ‘run off’ election
pitting the frontrunner against the second-
placed candidate—in this case Yonous
Qanooni, who received 16.3%. Only two other
candidates received substantial votes, Haji
Mohammad Mohaqiq with 11.7%, and Abdul
Rashid Dostum with just over 10.0%. The only
female candidate, Dr Masooda Jalal, received
1.1%.

This bare-bones summary masks the sheer
scale of the achievement involved holding
the election at all. The security situation in
the run-up to the election was far from
optimal, and there were considerable fears
that voting would be disrupted by violence.
These fears were accentuated when, on the
Thursday night preceding the poll, a rocket
landed in the parking lot of the Media
Accreditation Centre which the Joint
Electoral Management Body had
established in downtown Kabul. But
in the event, there were only 37
security incidents on polling day, 18
of them involving rockets but none
causing fatal injuries—and the heavy
early-morning turnout, which I
witnessed first at the polling centre
at the Abdul Hadi Dawi High School
in the Kabul suburb of Microrayon,
constituted a firm ‘thumbs-down’
from ordinary Afghans to those who
wished to disrupt the electoral
process.

The day was not without its
difficulties. Due to some confusion
in the preparations for the poll, a
mini-crisis blew up early in the
morning over the issue of ink. To
prevent multiple voting, the
Procedures Manual distributed to the
125,000-odd polling staff provided that
indelible ink should be applied to the cuticle
of a voter’s left thumb as an indicator that
person should not be permitted to vote again
at some other polling place. This was an
important protection against multiple voting,
given the suspicion that some voters had

succeeded in obtaining more than one voter
registration card. The Manual contained a
drawing showing a pen-like applicator being
used to apply the ink. However, in some kits
of voting materials, the indelible ink was
supplied in a white plastic container, and
most kits contained a standard whiteboard-
marker (to be used for other purposes) which
used non-indelible ink. At some polling
stations, confused staff mistakenly used the
latter to mark voters’ thumbs. The
consequence was that some voters rapidly
found that they could wipe off the ink that
had been applied to their thumbnails, which
gave rise to the theoretical possibility of
multiple voting.

This caused a flurry of panic amongst less
experienced staffers, and a certain amount
of florid reporting by media outlets, but
proved less of a problem than had been
feared. A detailed study by a team of three
experts appointed to evaluate complaints
from candidates stated that ‘data and
observation reports received’ suggested the
problem was ‘isolated and not so significant
as to affect overall election processes.’ (This
mirrored the problem of broken plastic
ballot-box seals which I had witnessed as

an observer at the 1993 Cambodian
elections, which caused some alarm when it
appeared, but was not remotely on a scale
which could have altered the outcome of
the poll.) Nonetheless, a block of candidates,
led by Abdul Satar Serat, announced a
‘boycott’ of the election on account of the

inking problem. What happened next was a
tribute to the flourishing of free opinion in
Afghanistan. Through a range of media,
including talk-back radio, ordinary Afghans
denounced the participants in the boycott,
and within a day it began to crumble.

Is Afghanistan out of the woods? Hardly. The
next challenge is the holding of legislative
elections, scheduled for April 2005. A large
number of presidential candidates were
plainly running with a view to securing ‘name
recognition’ for the parliamentary poll, and
since presidential elections allow only one
winner, prompt parliamentary elections are
necessary to prevent frustrations building up
amongst the 44.6% of Afghan electors who
did not vote for President Karzai. Yet it is far
from clear who will pay for the next round
of voting, which will be much more complex
to organise than the 9 October poll. It is also
unclear whether staff will be readily
available, given the fears triggered by the
kidnapping in Kabul on 28 October of three
international electoral staffers, Annetta
Flanigan, Angelito Nayan, and Shqipe Habibi.
Given the enthusiasm with which ordinary
Afghans seized the opportunity to choose a
president, one hopes that this important day

in Afghanistan’s history
will not fade into a
distant memory of what
might have been.

*Professor William Maley is
Director of the Asia-Pacific
College of Diplomacy at the
Australian National
University, and author of
The Afghanistan Wars
(2002). He observed the
Afghan presidential election
as a Special Guest of the
Joint Electoral Management
Body.

OBSERVING AFGHANISTAN’S PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION

A ballot box and its supervisor, Kabul, 9 October 2004
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CAIS INVOLVEMENT IN AFGHANISTAN
The historic Afghan elections on 9 October  which resulted in the
endorsement of transitional President Hamid Karzai  for a new term
were largely viewed by the international community as an important
step in the country’s recovery from more than two decades of war
since the Soviet invasion in 1979, and the more recent oppressive
rule of the Taliban regime.  ANU has significant connections with
Afghanistan.

Three former students of the Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies
(CAIS) were ‘on the ground’ at the time of the elections.   Dr Bruce
Koepke has been working with the United Nations predominantly  in
the country’s northeast since he completed his PhD on Afghanistan
in late 2002.  Mr Andy Christian, an MA graduate of the CAIS who
now works with the Australian Electoral Commission, was part of
the monitoring team, and Mr Simon Hermes, who has studied  Persian
language in the Centre, has also had a UN placement in Afghanistan.

CAIS Director, Professor Amin Saikal, and one of CAIS’s Associates,
Professor William Maley, Director of the Asia Pacific College of
Diplomacy, are both world-renowned specialists on Afghanistan and
provided frequent commentary for the media during the period of
the election, with  Professor Maley spending some  days in the Afghan
capital, Kabul.

Furthermore, over the past three years since the fall of the Taliban in
late 2001,  Professor Saikal has been a participant in a number of
international  fora which have discussed and  formulated policies
for the reconstruction of Afghanistan.

Professor Saikal is also the author of a new seminal work, Modern
Afghanistan: A History of Struggle and Survival, which covers the
development of Afghanistan since the mid-18th Century.  Modern
Afghanistan was released by I.B. Tauris in London in August and has
just become available in Australia.

Amin Saikal

Modern Afghanistan: A History

of Struggle and Survival

I.B. Tauris, 2004

ISBN: 1-85043-437-9

pp. 342
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CAUTION AND CONTINUITY IN BASHAR’S SYRIA
Matthew Gray*

When Bashar al-Asad came to power in July
2000, a month after the death of his father,
he was widely viewed as a ‘reformer’; as one
of a new wave of leaders that have been
taking power from the generation, or even
two generations, above them over the past
decade. Bashar’s interest in the internet, for
example, contributed to this image, as did
his youth, education and experience living
and working in the UK.

But in the four years since taking power,
Bashar has not proven himself to be the
reformer or moderniser that many expected.
Little change or reform of substance has been
implemented so far, and in fact some of
Bashar’s statements have been, if anything,
at least as hardline as his father’s.

But why has Bashar not been as different
from his father as many had expected? There
are three most likely explanations: the
complexity of the political system that Hafiz
created in Syria and within which Bashar has
had to work, the economic problems that
Bashar inherited from his father, and the
underlying potential for social and religious
conflict and instability in Syria.

Political Challenges for Bashar

Bashar inherited a political system built
around the cult of personality of his father,
with deeply ingrained corruption and
informal, patrimonial networks that his
father had constructed and controlled for 30-
odd years. This is not necessarily a bad thing
– it is worth noting that Bashar stepped into
a structure that his father had designed with
the transition in mind and with strong
political tools in place – but it does mean
that reform will not come soon and when it
does, it will be gradual.

Above all, acting as a force aiding a smooth
transition was the elite consensus on the need
for stability. The presidency was, almost
literally, recreated for Bashar after Hafiz’s
death, with the minimum age requirement
for the position being lowered so that Bashar
could meet it. A reshuffle of key figures in
March 2000, just three months before Hafiz’s
death, was designed to strengthen the base
of political elites loyal to the Asads, who
would support a smooth transition. And the
key elites that were closest to Hafiz, most
notably Minister for Defence Mustafa Tlass,
were a lynchpin in the transition.

Beyond elite support, Bashar was also left
with command of the tools and mechanisms
for authoritarian control of the state. While
these are of little use without elite support
and some pool of popular legitimacy, the

Ba’ath Party, the mukhabarrat (intelligence
services), and of course the military, remain
under Bashar’s control and, at least to date,
have supported his rule. On top of elite
support and the tools of political control, it
is also important to note that Bashar was
taught politics by his father, one of the
twentieth century’s great political
strategists, and he was well groomed, albeit
rather quickly, in political tactics.

Bashar’s Economic Inheritance

Reform has also been hampered by Syria’s
poor economic performance and by a lack
of room for economic manoeuvre. In the
longer term, economic problems may in fact
be what triggers significant economic
reform, but in the meantime, economic
structures and realities conspire against
successful economic liberalisation. Despite
the potential for Syria to be an upper-middle
income country, annual GDP per capita is
barely US$1000, many heavy industries are
in decay, and the country’s legal structures
lack consistency and transparency.
Unemployment on paper is around 10% but
is, in reality, probably twice that – and closer
to 30% if the effect of under-employment
is taken into account.

Corruption remains a serious problem, and
contributes to a large informal economy. At
senior levels of the bureaucracy and military,
key elites control major and strategic
industries. At lower levels, petty corruption
is rampant. This breeds informal economic
activity, and makes formal management of
the economy extremely difficult.

These economic considerations impact
reform in two ways: first, because key
political elites whose support would be
necessary for reform to succeed have a
strong stake in the status quo, and second,
because there is insufficient wealth in the
economy to cushion the short-term negative
impacts of reform and to curtail the popular
opposition that would accompany it.

The Risks of Instability

Less visible but also important is what lies
beneath the political surface in Syria. Despite
the strong mechanisms of state control,
there are ethnic and sectarian divisions.
Reform is hampered by Bashar’s need for
legitimacy which is, in turn, impacted by the
fact that he and many in his regime belong
to the minority Alawi sect. Also important
is a religious radicalism element in the
country, which the 1982 Hama massacre
suppressed but did not completely obliterate.

Even amongst less radical–but still
conservative–elements such as merchants
and artisans, support for economic reform
would largely be outweighed by a caution
and conservatism towards the social change
and liberalisation that could accompany it.
While not necessarily about to explode, these
social issues nonetheless complicate the
political system and add to the complexity
that Bashar has had to face since taking
office.

Conclusion

None of the above is to say that Bashar is a
carbon-copy of his father, or that reform has
not and will not occur. The ‘Damascus Spring’
of 2001 offered the possibility of greater
social and political openness, but was
suppressed when it appeared to gain
momentum. Bashar has proven that he is a
cautious leader, and the problems that he
faces mean that economic and political
reform are unlikely to come soon or in large
measure. In fact, reform will probably come
the way it did under Hafiz–as gradual,
measured, piecemeal changes over a long
period of time. But Bashar’s first priority–as
was his father’s–is stability.

* Matthew Gray is a graduate of CAIS. He was
awarded his PhD in 2000. In 2005 he will take
up the position of Senior Lecturer at CAIS.
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The United States is commonly seen as
aspiring to a hegemonic or leadership role
in global energy security, especially with
respect to oil and oil markets. Its own
official long term ‘business as usual’ outlook
for oil markets implies increasing global
dependence on oil imports, especially from
the Middle East or Persian Gulf. Global
energy security in a long run sense needs
to accommodate this increasing
interdependence but also satisfy equity and
sustainability requirements. If the US is to
contribute to meeting such an objective,
then switches of direction will be required
in both its domestic energy policy and its
foreign policy, especially concerning the
Middle East.

Global production and consumption of oil
currently totals around 80 million barrels a
day (Mb/d). The United States economy has
long been the largest consumer, accounting
for around 25 per cent of the total. The
aggregate Industrialised World (including
the US) consumes 57 per cent of the total
and Developing Asia about 19 per cent.

The United States Department of Energy
(EIA 2004)1, projects that by 2025, total
global consumption will have grown to 120
Mb/d, and that a greatly increased share of
this will be in Developing Asia at 26 per
cent. This rising trend of oil consumption
in Developing Asia results from more rapid
assumed GDP growth, an expanding
manufacturing sector and increasing
penetration rates for cars and other vehicles
with 4 or more wheels.

This projected increase in oil consumption
is accompanied by an even more rapid
increase in imports of oil, that is, in the
share of global oil that is traded
internationally. This is because of physical
and economic limits on domestic oil
extraction in the major consuming
economies. For example, once the world’s
largest producer, the United States must
now obtain almost 60 per cent of its
consumption from imports; Japan remains
totally import-dependent; although China
is still a major oil producer, it is now 40 per
cent dependent on imports and growing,
having become a net importer only as
recently as 1994; the EU (the exception only
temporarily) has now fallen to 20 per cent
import dependence due to sustained North
Sea production. By 2025, the EIA projects
that the US, the EU and China will each
need to import around 70 per cent of their
oil.

Barry Naughten*

Currently, the Persian Gulf accounts for 30
per cent of global oil production (included
in the 40 per cent for OPEC as a whole)
and 44 per cent of oil traded
internationally. This important role is not
new of course. In fact, these shares had
peaked around 1974 at 37 per cent of
global consumption (and 52 per cent for
OPEC). Subsequently, the Persian Gulf share
of production fell to a trough in the mid-
1980s with oil increasingly produced at
high cost elsewhere including the North
Sea, Mexican Gulf and Russia, all expanding
to fill the gap in a context of higher oil
prices. Since then, the Persian Gulf share
has been steadily increasing again and has
in recent years returned to its 1976 peak
in absolute terms (22.5 Mb/d). By 2025,
Persian Gulf production is projected at 55
Mb/d or a share around 40 per cent of the
total in the EIA’s ‘reference’ scenario, well
above its earlier peak. This reflects the
expected depletion of the high cost non-
OPEC sources and the Gulf’s much greater
share of world’s proven oil reserves in the
ground at around 70 per cent—and an even
greater share of oil that is extractable at
relatively low cost and with low energy
input.

Such projections of an increasing role for
Persian Gulf oil cause anxiety in consuming
states but for a range of different reasons.
Within the United States alone, there are
at least two major policy concerns.

The first is prompted by the projected
increase in the US economy’s own oil
import dependence. Despite its apparent
economic ‘maturity’ in terms of its (post-
industrial structure the projected growth
rate of oil consumption in the US is greater
than that of the EU and Japan. Apart from
insatiable consumer habits, this is in part
due to its more rapid projected population
growth and hence GDP growth.

The second and self-imposed concern for
the United States is to do with its ‘primacy’
status in what, since the fall of the Eastern
bloc in 1989-91, has been referred to as a
‘unipolar world’. In October 2001, the
leading US foreign policy commentator
Walter Russell Mead2 put this concern as
follows.

‘We (that is, the US) do not get that large a
percentage of our oil from the Middle East.
Japan gets a lot more ... And one of the
reasons that we are sort of assuming this
role of policeman of the Middle East, more

or less, has more to do with making Japan
and some other countries feel that their oil
flow is assured ... so that they don’t then feel
more need to create a great power, armed
forces, and security doctrine, and you don’t
start getting a lot of great powers with
conflicting interests sending their militaries
all over the world.’

Hence, when US official sources and foreign
policy commentators use the term ‘energy
security’ in reference to oil supplies and oil
imports in particular, it tends to mean
something qualitatively different and vastly
more globally ambitious in scope from what
it would mean for say, ‘Japan and some other
countries’.

Out of these two concerns arise many
research and policy questions, only two of
which are noted here. The first is whether the
US could make its self-imposed ‘primacy’ task
any less threatening to world peace and
security, if it were to act on the domestic front
to reduce its own requirements for oil as a
transport fuel. The United States is profligate
in its oil consumption. Thus, the fuel
efficiencies of its private passenger vehicles
coming onto the market each year are now
worse than in 1980 and (for example) are
about 60 per cent worse (in terms of litre /
100 km) than current average performance
per vehicle in the EU countries. Such a
discrepancy in large part reflects the different
policy contexts. For example, due to different
rates of tax on gasoline, its average price to
the motorist in the EU and Japan is around
US$1.00 a litre compared with only US$0.60
in the US, with obvious implications for fuel-
efficiency and levels of use. Addressing this
kind of anomaly, say by policies promoting
fuel-efficient cars such as hybrids rather than
‘gas-guzzling’ SUVs3 and by increasing
gasoline taxes in a budget-neutral way, would
significantly reduce prospective US oil
consumption. For example, US oil
consumption in 2025 could be reduced by
around 8 Mb/d simply by attaining a fleet
average fuel efficiency (FAFE) equivalent to
that of hybrids now on the market at
commercial prices. Such a reduction would
be 28 percent of total US oil consumption or
40 percent of imports, so that US import
dependence relative to consumption would
be less than 60 percent rather than the 70
percent noted above. This reduction of 8 Mb/
d would exceed United States’ own projected
imports from the Middle East in 2025 (» 6
Mb/d).

INCREASING LONG TERM OIL DEPENDENCE: IMPLICATIONS FOR GLOBAL
ENERGY SECURITY AND UNITED STATES’ POLICIES
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A second question regarding US policy also
has major implications for other nation-
states. Thus, given the United States’ self-
imposed ‘primacy’ mission with regard to
global energy security—for example, as
described by Mead’s above noted
comment—can the rest of the world readily
accept such an arrangement under
circumstances now emerging? That is,
circumstances in which US foreign policy
has become markedly and openly
unilateralist, habitually abrogates or fails
to support widely endorsed treaties,
bypasses the UN and so on. Of particular
recent concern are actual and advocated
US policies in the oil-rich Middle East that
are both alarmingly militaristic and
apparently counter-productive to the
claims of global terrorist links used to
legitimate these interventions.

Accepting a goal of global energy security
that is also equitable and sustainable would
require that the US renounce both its
unilateralist foreign policies and its
profligate domestic energy policies. For
example, switches of policy direction in

both areas would assist in re-engaging with the
international community through multilateral
efforts to reduce wasteful and unsustainable
levels of combustion of oil and other energy
forms. At the global level, the problem is
illustrated by the cases of China and Indonesia
where over-consumption of oil is attributable
in large part to very low gasoline tax rates, such
that prices are significantly lower even than in
the United States, being US$0.45 and US$0.25
a litre, respectively. Problems arising are at both
the global level (climate change; accelerated
oil depletion) as well as the national and local
levels (‘fiscal crisis’, sprawling mega-cities
choked with traffic and air pollution). Having
begun to put its own house in order over this
forecast period, the US could then credibly
deploy its ‘soft power’ and technological
prowess to encourage more frugal and
sustainable energy policies in Developing Asia
and elsewhere, and thereby assist in addressing
these problems globally.

(Notes)
1 US DOE, Energy Information
Administration (EIA), International
Energy Outlook 2004. The scenario used
here is the so-called ‘reference case’ that
assumes a long run average oil price of
US$27 a barrel.
2 This passage is cited in Benjamin Schwarz
and Christopher Layne. ‘A new grand
strategy’, The Atlantic Monthly. Boston: Jan
2002. Vol. 289, Iss. 1; p. 36
3 Hybrids are cars operating on a
combination of gasoline motors and
batteries with comparable driving
performance to standard sedans,
exemplified by the Toyota Prius, currently
available for US$20,000 and with a fuel
efficiencies of around 4.5 L/100 km. SUVs
(‘sports utility vehicles’) are light trucks
used as private passenger vehicles, which
now account for around 40 percent of such
vehicles sold in the US, are not subject to
the US Federal Government’s corporate
average fuel efficiency (CAFE) standards
and frequently draw significant tax
benefits. Their fuel efficiencies are in the
range 15-25 L/ 100 km.

* Barry Naughten is a  PhD CAIS scholar

AACPCS CONFERENCE
The Seventh Biennial Conference of the

Australasian Association for Communist and Post-Communist Studies
(AACPCS) 4-5 February 2005

at the Australian National University, Canberra.
‘The Systematic Transformation of Communism: the Record of the

Past Quarter Century in Communism and Post-Communism’
The opening session and most panels will be held at the Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies.

Parallel sessions will be held at the Contemporary China Centre.
For further information please phone (61 02) 6125 4928
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John Howard formally invoked the ANZUS
treaty in support of the United States on
September 14 2001, in the wake of the
destruction of the World Trade Centre towers
and immediately upon returning from his
state visit to Washington. It was a gesture
that lacked substantive meaning but carried
great symbolic weight in domestic politics.
There was no precedent or legal requirement
for the invocation and little immediate
benefit to the US other than the comfort of
friendly support. But it resonated with
historical significance in the fiftieth
anniversary year of the treaty and
encapsulated Australia’s commitment to the
alliance with the US. In hindsight, the real
significance of Howard’s invocation of
ANZUS was that it anticipated his policy
towards the US invasion of Iraq a year before
the Bush administration raised the stakes
against Saddam Hussein.

That policy has been characterised for the
most part by political expediency dressed up
as ideology and global vision. It has exploited
an opportunity to bring Australia closer to
the United States politically and
economically while ignoring the
consequences of pre-emptive war for both the
region and the international community. There
are, of course, contradictory arguments to this
interpretation. They rest on the assumptions
that Iraq posed a genuine global threat through
its links to Al Qaeda and possession of Weapons
of Mass Destruction, and that the United
Nations was insufficiently equipped to deal
with that threat. Both assumptions seem
dubious, and not only in the light of the failure
of the Iraq Survey Group. The evidence put
forward in support of a pre-emptive strike was
widely disputed at the time on technical
grounds and it was at best inconclusive. Iraq’s
alleged purchase of centrifuge tubes and
enriched uranium, and its supposed links with
Al Qaeda, were all challenged from within the
British and American intelligence communities.
Acceptance of this evidence required that the
work of UNMOVIC inspectors be ignored or
rejected. Indeed, the fact that the United
Nations had successfully contained Iraq’s
capacity to wage war for twelve years was
dismissed as appeasement.

It is with regard to the United Nations that
Howard’s invocation of ANZUS and Australia’s
later involvement in the war on Iraq appears
most questionable. The treaty, for all its
ambiguities, is grounded solidly within the
norms and institutions of the United Nations.
The first paragraph of the preamble to the
treaty reaffirms the faith of the parties in the

As more detail becomes available about the
decision to support the US attack on Iraq, it
increasingly appears that Howard pushed
through a policy that was largely of his own
design, and that was directed principally
towards strengthening the relationship
between Australia and the US. No doubt he
believes sincerely that this relationship is in
Australia’s national interest. He has said so
many times. This has important ramifications
for the politics of national interest. Even if
we put aside the moral dilemma of waging
pre-emptive war against one state to gain
favour with another, the long term instability
in the Gulf that will result from the invasion
of Iraq can hardly benefit Australia. The Gulf
is an important market for Australian exports.
Perhaps one lesson that should be learnt from
this war is that the conduct of foreign policy
on the basis of national interest must use
the broadest formulation of that concept,
including the benefits of a good reputation
in the international community and the long
term security that comes with negotiated
settlements to international conflicts.

*Richard Scrivener is a PhD CAIS scholar

THE STRANGE CASE OF ANZUS AND THE SECOND GULF WAR

purposes and principles of the Charter of
the United Nations. The first article commits
the parties to settle international disputes
in accordance with the Charter of the
United Nations and ‘to refrain in their
international relations from the threat or
use of force in any manner inconsistent
with the purposes of the United Nations’.
Article VI states that the Treaty ‘does not
affect and shall not be interpreted as
affecting in any way the rights and
obligations of the Parties under the Charter
of the United Nations or the responsibility
of the United Nations for the maintenance
of international peace and security’.
This aspect of the treaty was recognised and
raised by a few during the months before
war was declared. Simon Crean suggested
on March 14 2003 that Howard should use
the relevant ANZUS articles to persuade the
US to seek a resolution to the crisis through
the UN. But who was listening to Simon
Crean? While the operative effects of
specific clauses in ANZUS can be debated,
the fact remains that the treaty, having
been invoked, gave Howard a strong reason
to refuse any commitment to pre-emptive
war had he wanted to. He chose to ignore
the opportunity.

There should be no doubt that Australia’s
commitment to the invasion of Iraq is John
Howard’s personal policy. The
comprehensive power of the Australian
Executive in the declaration of war allows
a Prime Minister to override any opposition
and effectively ‘go it alone’, and the breadth
of opposition to the invasion suggests that
this was what happened.

Much has been made of Howard’s
friendship with George W Bush, and the
congruence between the world outlook of
each. Howard has himself stated often that
his attitude towards the US is based upon
values and history. It has been suggested
that his singular determination to join the
US war effort against Iraq was grounded
in ideology and global vision. This doesn’t
ring true for a politician who is, by his own
admission, not guided by a grand global
vision. As Michael Costello commented in
February 2003, ‘The key thing to understand
about John Howard is that while he remains
ideologically committed on many policy
issues, since 1995 he has always put politics
first’ (The Australian, 14 February 2003).

Richard Scrivener*
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American voters, by re-electing George Bush
with a clear mandate to pursue his first-
term policies, have potentially set the scene
for more confrontation between the United
States and its close allies, and the forces of
radical political Islam. The outcome will be
critical in determining the future of world
order.

With the faith-driven Bush determined to
change radical political Islam, the Middle
East and, for that matter, the world
according to America’s shifting interests and
within a broad Judeo-Christian moral
framework, many Islamists – who believe
in Islam as an ideology of political and social
transformation – and many ordinary
Muslims around the world are now bound
to become more wary of US policy
behaviour than ever before.

They are likely to take extreme exception
to Bush’s now well-known personal
identification with Christian evangelism, his
faith-based domestic and foreign policy
priorities, his division of the world in terms
of ‘good’ and ‘evil’, and his uncritical
support of Israel.

To them, Bush’s emphasis on forceful
pacification and ‘democratisation’ of Iraq
as a beacon for spreading political change
in the region, and on creating a ‘democratic’
Palestinian state, amounts to little more
than a metaphor for exalting Judeo-
Christian values over those of Islam and
perpetuating the subordination of the Arab-
Muslim world to America’s global interests
as defined by Bush’s religious preferences.

It is also precisely this view that is driven
home to Muslims by Osama bin Laden and
his operatives, who in many ways constitute
the mirror image of Bush and his ardent
followers. The central message of bin Laden
and his followers is that, while Islam respects
all other revealed religions before it, is the
solemn duty of all Muslims to uphold their
religion as the seal of all those religions and
therefore not allow any force on Earth to
undermine or diminish this exaltation.

The Al Qaeda leader and his supporters also
see the fight against those who seek to
assert their religious superiority over Islam
in terms of ‘good’ and ‘evil’. While Bush has
electoral legitimacy and awesome state
power to enforce his faith-based foreign
policy assertiveness, to radical Islamists,
including bin Laden, such legitimacy has no
meaning. They seek refuge in the belief that
they are directly authorised by God through
Islam to serve as defenders of their faith
and of the followers of that faith.

So they consider it natural to conceal
themselves from their enemies whenever
necessary, as Prophet Muhammad did when
he sought sanctuary in Medina against his
opponents in Mecca where Islam was
conceived 14 centuries ago. This is a position
which is commonly held among the
Muslims, and as a result it is no wonder that
bin Laden’s flight to the wilderness has
resonated well with many in the Muslim
world.

The more Bush combines faith with politics
and power to achieve religiously driven
geopolitical preferences, the more he is
sharpening and widening the division and
hostilities between Americans and their
Muslim counterparts. This can only play into
the hands of Al Qaeda and its associated
groups to justify their extremism and to
enlarge their recruitment and operations,
transforming America’s war on terrorism
into a protracted conflict with Muslims.

The result may not be a ‘clash of
civilisations’, but rather a faith-driven
religious confrontation, from which no one
could emerge triumphant. The US and its
allies have the military and economic power,
but radical Islamists and their supporters
could always count on war by other means.

Many opinion surveys indicate that a
majority of the 1.3 billion Muslims in the
world have already become far more
receptive to Al Qaeda’s messages and causes
than to Bush’s messianic zeal for
democratisation.

BUSH’S REELECTION AND RELATIONS WITH THE MUSLIM WORLD
Amin Saikal*

Virginia Hooker & Amin Saikal eds.

Islamic Perspectives on the New

Millenium

Institute of South East Asian
Studies Series on Islam, Singapore,
2004

ISBN: 981-230-241-7

pp. 266

Bush’s agenda of building bridges to
moderate Muslims has failed, because
moderate Muslims do not want to be seen
in his company. As Iraq sinks into chaos and
destruction, with reportedly more than
100,000 Iraqi civilians having lost their lives,
one wonders how Bush can possibly believe
this to be helpful either to the cause of
democratising and stabilising Iraq or to the
success of the war on terrorism or to
prompting many Muslims to be diverted
away from radical Islamism to embrace
Washington’s impositions as a better
alternative.

Bush’s second term will be a period of make-
or-break with the Muslim world. The
outcome will entirely depend on how he will
use his newly acquired electoral capital.

Will he continue to polarise the world in
the same way that he has the American
people, or will he act wisely to heal divisions
at home and abroad?

* Professor Amin Saikal is Director of the
Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies
This feature article appeared in The Sydney
Morning Herald, 22 November 2004.
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TURKEY’S ROLE IN THE BALKANS, THE
MIDDLE EAST AND THE CAUCASUS
Professor Sule Kut, Professor of International
Relations at Istanbul Bilgi University, spoke
at the CAIS on 12 August.

Professor Kut noted the unique demographic
aspect of Turkey’s regional location at the
margin of the Balkans, the Middle East, and
the Caucasus. Regional links are not distant
past connections but across the region many
Turks have personal and family links. This
adds an important dimension to Turkey’s
foreign policy considerations as decisions can
impact on people for whom Turks have close
concern.

Before 1989/90 Turkey’s foreign relations had
to a large extent been in a ‘frozen’ state, with
Turkey neighbouring the Soviet Union on the
southern flank of NATO (North Atlantic
Treaty Organisation), and playing a solid role
in that alliance and proving a reliable ally of
the US.

When the Soviet Union imploded, however,
Turkey had to re-position itself in the
changing framework of the region.  Turkey
found it itself at a crossroads - a territorial
neighbour of  Azerbaijan and  Armenia and
close to Bosnia,  with the world watching
what was happening in these regions.  It was
a significant time for Turkish foreign policy
as its focus broadened from the US and NATO
alliance to more multinational, cooperative
and action-based policies.

Dr Kut believes that Turkey has been
successful in this new area of foreign policy.
While it has not been a direct party in any
of the conflicts of its neigbouring regions,
Turkey has successfully acted in its own
national strategic interest to try to ensure
that it remains in an area of regional stability
– stability to which it has contributed and
from which it benefits  - and to warn against
acts that threaten regional stability.

Following the collapse of the Soviet Union
and disintegration of the former Yugoslavia,
some 19 new states were added to the United
Nations and the number of Turkey’s
neighbours doubled.  The new order has,

however, provided Turkey
with new opportunities to
pursue her ambitions, not
in any territorial sense,
but by being able to
employ different tools,
whether economic or
political, to build good
relations with its new
neighbours and better
relations with its old
neighbours.

Turkish foreign policy
now centres on unilateral
decisions to act in a

multilateral international community.  For
example, in the case of the former
Yugoslavia, Turkey had the capacity to take
a more aggressive stance and send planes to
fly over Belgrade.  In the Middle East, also,
Turkey remains watchful of events. However,
it has not acted unilaterally in these areas,
but rather collaboratively with the
international community, including taking
part in peace-keeping operations, and
building regional cooperative efforts.  In the
Caucasus and Balkans Turkey could have
pursued  ethnic or religious based policies
but rather it used its ethnic, linguistic and
religious ties to achieve more effective policy
outcomes.

Dr Kut stressed the secular nature of the
Turkish state and the importance of
secularism in the Turkish identity, although
she acknowledged that there were groups
within Turkey who put different emphases
on this.

ECONOMIC INTEGRATION IN
THE ARAB REGIONS

Professor Sule Kut (centre)

integration made in the Arab countries and
highlighting the main factors at work in
making Australia and Arab countries partners
in promoting economic and trade relations.
The Arab World, which is made up of 22
countries with different resources and
markets, has a great economic potential that
still needs to be fully realised through
economic and technological development.

The oil-producing countries tend to be more
integrated with the external world, while non
oil-producing countries tend to be more
domestically based. Yet amongst all the Arab
countries there has been an overriding search
for reliance and sustained development. Oil
and agricultural land remain important in
the economic growth of the Arab world,
though efforts have been made in industrial
development. The oil-producing and oil-
exporting countries have aimed to develop
efficient and industrial-oriented
infrastructures and energy-intensive
industries, while industry in the non oil-
producing countries has focused on import
substitution with an aim to reduce their
dependence on the outside world.

Regional integration in Arab countries is a
priority area of development. Efforts have
been made among Arab countries to increase
economic interdependence through the
Greater Arab Free Trade Area (GAFTA): a
project which seems to be compatible with
the trend towards globalisation, as eleven
Arab countries have already joined the World
Trade Organization. GAFTA can bring about
an integrated Arab market that induces
interdependence in the exchange of goods,
services and investments.

Dr Ghantous, Secretary General of
the General Union of Chambers of
Commerce, Industry and
Agriculture for Arab Countries
visited Australia as a guest of the
Arab Australia Chamber of
Commerce. On November 4 he
presented a paper at CAIS on
‘Economic Integration in the Arab
Regions’. Dr Ghantous presented an
economic perspective of the Arab
World, focusing on economic
developments and efforts in

HE Mr Samir Masarweh, Ambassador of Jordan, Dr Elias
Ghantous, HE Mr Michel Bitar, Ambassador of Lebanon
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But the need for Arab countries to interact
with the world economy remains an
important aspect, especially in
technological development and the need
to benefit from specialisation and
economies of scale in production. Arab
economies have been affected by recessions
witnessed in various parts of the world. The
deceleration in growth of oil trade as well
as the weakening of the world economy
has influenced negatively in the face of
economic growth, while world events in the

region have had a devastating effect on the
Arab economies, resulting in negative
growth, with spiralling inflation and a rise
in unemployment, and external debt.

There is great potential for the development
of Arab-Australia trade relations. An
important aspect of current Australia-Arab
relations is reflected in the exchange of
services, rather than actual trade figures; a
number of Australian companies have
implemented important contracts in

consulting, trading and contracting work.
Foreign trade should in fact be geared toward
the internal development of Arab countries,
with a focus on broadening the production
base and developing technological
capabilities. Arab countries will in time
experience a nucleus of development, which
will lead to an upsurge in foreign trade. By
focusing on come interests between itself and
the Arab World, Australia can become an
important trading partner.

NEW SCHOLARSHIP ESTABLISHED
The Centre for Arab and Islamic Studies is pleased to announce the establishment of a new scholarship
for PhD studies at the Centre. The scholarship, funded by a joint Al-Maktoum Foundation–Australian
National University endowment, has been set up to provide tuition fees and stipend support for a
student of outstanding calibre who wishes to pursue doctoral studies on a topic relating to the Centre’s
coverage. Students from either the Arab world or Central Asia are particularly encouraged to apply.
Applicants will need to apply through the normal procedures for Australian National University research
degree and admission. It is hoped the first scholarship will be awarded for the University’s mid-year
intake of research scholars in July 2005.

continued from previous page

SHORT COURSE FOR IRAQI DIPLOMATS
The Asia-Pacific College of Diplomacy held a 5-week study
program for a group of 10 Iraqi diplomats. CAIS provided one
component of the course, ‘International Relations in the Middle
East: Politics, Economics and Security’, 2-3 September. The
key objectives of the program were to gain a comprehensive
picture of the interaction of domestic and external factors
shaping the security environment of the Persian Gulf, to
examine the security perceptions of regional countries and
the challenges they face, to discuss prospects for developing
regional security architecture in the light of the above.

ANU OPEN DAY
On 28 August ANU held its annual Open Day. This was
an extremely busy event, with CAIS reporting a
significant increase in interest in its courses and
activities. Staff and research scholars from CAIS
participated in the event, advising potential students
about the courses available and promoting the general
activities of the Centre. In particular there were many
enquiries about Arabic language and postgraduate
courses.

Leila Kouatly and Richard Scrivener
provide assistance on Open Day

CAIS staff with the visiting Iraqi diplomats
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CAIS FAREWELLS BOB BOWKER AND CELEBRATES END OF
ACADEMIC YEAR

A special lunch was held on 18 November to celebrate the end of the academic year and to farewell Bob Bowker, who takes up his
appointment as Ambassador to Egypt in January 2005. Dr Bowker completed his PhD at the Centre in 2001, and  held the position of
Visiting Reader  in 2004.

Over 40 people attended the lunch, including representatives from a number of diplomatic missions, CAIS research scholars and staff,
representatives from the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, as well as staff members from the Faculty of Arts and University
Administration who have assisted CAIS throughout the years.

Professor Saikal thanked Dr Bowker for his contribution to CAIS and wished him well in his new post. He also expressed his gratitude
to members of the diplomatic community for their support of the Centre, and to staff members of CAIS and the university for their
tireless efforts throughout the year.

(foreground) HE Mr Okandan, Ambassador of Turkey, and
HE Mr Samir Masarweh, Ambassador of  Jordan

HE Mr Mohamad Towfik, Ambassador of Egypt, and
Dr Bob Bowker

MIDDLE EAST PEACEBUILDING WORKSHOP
The Australian Agency for International Development (AusAID) held a Middle East Peacebuilding Workshop on 6 September at CAIS.
The workshop provided an opportunity for collaboration between Australian government officers (from AusAID and the Department
of Foreign Affairs and Trade), Middle East experts from CAIS and Australian non-government organisations (NGOs) to develop a
peacebuilding toolkit.

The workshop was the first step in the development of the Australian Middle East NGO Cooperation Agreement, and the toolkit will
refer to issues relating to peace and conflict which NGOs will need to accommodate when planning and delivering development
projects in the Palestinian territories.

Participants included Professor Amin Saikal, Dr Robert Bowker and Mr Alan March, Assistant Director General of AusAID’s East Timor,
Humanitarian and Regional Programs branch.

Professor Amin Saikal (photo on right) welcoming participants to the workshop
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BOOK LAUNCH
On 23 November 2004, Professor Deane
Terrell, former Vice-Chancellor of ANU, and
Professor Malcolm Gillies, Deputy Vice-
Chancellor (Education), officially launched
Islamic Perspectives on the New Millenium,
edited by Professor Virginia Hooker and
Professor Amin Saikal. The launch was held
at the Co-op Bookshop, ANU. Guests
included: HE Mr Imron Cotan, Embassy of
the Republic of Indonesia; HE Mr Michel
Bitar, Embassy of Lebanon; HE Dr Hamid
Aboutalebi, Embassy of the Islamic Republic
of Iran; Mr Hussein Alassiri, Charge d’affaires,
Embassy of Saudi Arabia; Professor Tony
Milner, Dean, Faculty of Asian Studies;
Professor Adam Shoemaker, Dean, Faculty of
Arts; Professor Lawrence Cram, Pro Vice-
Chancellor, Research.

Professor Gillies, who opened the proceedings,
drew attention to the fact that the book is a
collaborative effort between the Faculty of
Asian Studies and the Faculty of Arts -
collaboration being a hallmark of ANU. He
underlined the importance of the book in its
endeavour to break down an array of
stereotypical ideas of Islam and to crystallize
important issues between and among Islamic
groups, including current complexities and
paradoxes in Islamic thinking. He reminded
guests that while the book is geared for the
Western world, it also maps out key issues
which reside in Islamic consciousness. He
congratulated the two editors and the Institute
of South East Asian Studies in Singapore for
publishing the book, as well as the authors
who contributed chapters.

Professor Terrell provided the historical
background to the book. ANU had agreed to
provide a grant for the book a number of
years ago for two main reasons: confidence
that there would be a growth in interest in
the subject matter covered, and belief that a
collaboration of two university faculties in
this arena was important. Professor Saikal and
Professor Hooker both spoke briefly and
expressed their gratitude to all individuals and
organisations who provided support for the
publication of the book, including the
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, the
Australian Institute of International Affairs,
representatives of various diplomatic
missions, and media representatives. They also
acknowledged the assistance of university
support staff and family members who
endured the project from beginning to end.

Carol Laslett, Graduate Studies Administrator/
Project Officer at CAIS and Dr John Hart, School

of Social Sciences

Professor Malcolm Gillies and Professor Deane Terrell

Professor Virginia Hooker and
Professor Amin Saikal
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continued from page 1

Massoud’s characteristics that typify him as
a hero. The first of these was his bravery, as
demonstrated by his willingness to always
be at the forefront of the fighting forces.
The second characteristic was his
steadfastness and determination; Dr Lafraie
pointed out Massoud’s ability to “learn from
defeats” and his refusal to ever give up.
Massoud’s strong faith was held up as further
proof of his heroism; Dr Lafraie reminded the
audience that his piety was reflected not only
in his strict adherence to Muslim rituals, but,
more importantly, in his personal behaviour,
the simplicity of his life, as well as his
tolerance of and respect for others. Another
important trait was Massoud’s mardumdari,
translated loosely as the ability to develop a
strong rapport with all strata of people, and
to stay in touch with their concerns. Dr
Lafraie then pointed out Massoud’s unique
characteristics that differentiate him from
other heroes. These included his charisma,
strategic thinking, knowledge of guerrilla
warfare, love of and quest for knowledge, as
well as extraordinary managerial and
organisational skills. According to Dr Lafraie,
Massoud’s most important characteristic was
his independent-mindedness, which allowed
him to act without ever compromising his
principles. Dr Lafraie concluded his
presentation with an acknowledgement that
Massoud made a number of political
mistakes, including being too trusting of
people in his entourage who later caused the
situation in Afghanistan to deteriorate.

Professor Maley spoke on ‘Massoud and the
World Community’, focusing on the
difficulties Massoud encountered in trying
to generate international support for
Afghanistan in the years following the
collapse of the Soviet regime. He described
Massoud as a ‘westernised’ figure who
strongly supported key democratic devices,
such as popular elections, for legitimising
political power. He attributed Massoud’s
inability to gain the support of the wider
world in the 1990s to a general exhaustion
with the Afghanistan situation, and the
world’s failure to realise the implications of
the withdrawal of the Soviet forces, such as
the discontinuance of aid from USSR and the
lack of a functioning administration, which
eventually precipitated the fall of the Soviet-
backed communist regime in 1992. Thus,
tragically, at a time when it was most needed,
no assistance was available for Afghanistan
through the mistaken belief that the collapse
of the Soviet regime would be the salvation
of the country. Professor Maley also referred
to Massoud’s two significant mistakes of
being too trusting of his associates and
giving too much scope to Peshawar-based

party leaders to determine the future of
Afghan politics. In his closing, Professor
Maley underlined Massoud’s prescience and
the ultimate failure of the wider world to
listen to Massoud when he pointed to the
danger that the Taliban and Al-Qaeda posed
to the world.

The final speaker, HE Mr Mahmoud Saikal,
gave a talk on ‘Massoud’s Vision and Today’s
Afghanistan’.  He drew on Massoud’s ideas
and examples of how he lived to delineate
ways of reconstructing Afghanistan. In
particular, Mr Saikal pointed out Massoud’s
belief in exploring one’s own potential and
utilising available human resources before
seeking the aid of others, and stated that
since the fall of the Taliban, all attention has
turned to a reliance on much-needed foreign
aid. He acknowledged the importance of this
aid, so long as it does not prohibit
Afghanistan from exploring its own
capabilities to full capacity. He reminded the
audience of the importance of responsible
governance and good administration - ideals
which Massoud supported and aimed to
implement - and warned that without
transparency and accountability, foreign aid

is of no use to war-torn countries such as
Afghanistan. Mr Saikal then turned his
attention to social issues, suggesting that
Massoud’s tolerance exemplifies how to deal
with issues of ethnic tension and how to
devise strategies for peaceful co-existence.
He also stated that since November 2001
ethnic balance in the realm of governance
has become an overstated international
concern, when in fact an individual’s ability
to hold a position of responsibility ought to
be prioritised. Mr Saikal concluded that there
is some evidence of the practical
implementation of Massoud’s political vision,
as can be seen by the agreement on a new
constitution and the establishment of a free
and fair electoral process.

The panel discussion was followed by a
documentary entitled Dusk. The film
emphasised Massoud’s steadfast belief in
democratic principles and his undying
commitment to the struggle, made
particularly apparent by his statement that
“there is no room for fear or escape from
the country” in reference to continuing the
fight against the Taliban.
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Modern Afghanistan: A History of Struggle
and Survival, London: I.B. Tauris, 2004, pp 322.
Islamic Perspectives on the New Millenium,
co-edited with Virginia Hooker, Singapore:
Institute of Southeast Asian Studies, 2004,  pp
266.

BOOK CHAPTERS
‘Islam and the West: Challenges and
Opportunities’ in Amin Saikal & Virginia
Hooker (eds), Islamic Perspectives on the New
Millenium, Singapore: Institute of Southeast
Asian Studies, 2004: 19-31.
‘The United Nations and Democratization in
Afghanistan’ in Edward Newman & Roland
Rich (eds), The UN Role in Promoting
Democracy: Between Ideas and Reality, New
York: United Nations University Press, 2004:
320-338.
‘Afghanistan and Iraq: Democracy, Justice
and Reconciliation’ in K Santhanam &
Dwivedi (eds), India and Central Asia:
Advancing the Common Interest, New Delhi:
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2004: 307-322

JOURNAL ARTICLES
Afghanistan, Iraq and the War on Terror:
Struggle for the Global Soul’, The World Today,
Aug/Sept 2004, 60(8/9): 7-10.
‘Iraq, Saudi Arabia and Oil: Risk Factors’,
Australian Journal of International Affairs,
December 2005, 58(4): 414-418.
‘To Stem the Bloodshed, Change the
Treatment’, 2004 Peace Yearbook, Sydney,
People for Nuclear Disarmament (NSW): 12-
14.
Afghanistan, Iraq and the War on Terror’, Anne
Henderson (ed), The Sydney Papers, Autumn
2004, 16(2): 79-88

FEATURE ARTICLES
‘Alliance can bear differences on details’, The
Australian Financial Review, 17 June 2004 (co-
authored with Stuart Harris).
‘The Saudi royal family must reform to survive’,
International Herald Tribune, 28 June 2004.
‘Futility of war set to haunt US for years’, The
Sydney Morning Herald, 29 June 2004.
‘Israel likely to pay a high price for its defiance
on West Bank wall’, The Canberra Times, 16
July 2004.
‘No winners in Afghan campaign’, The Globe
and Mail, 12 August 2004.
‘A congested race along the long and winding
road to democracy’, The Sydney Morning
Herald, 25 August 2004.
‘Karzai risks taking on a warlord’, International
Herald Tribune, 16 September 2004.

‘In Iraq, try talking with the insurgents’,
International Herald Tribune’, 28 September
2004.
‘A regime of parity for the region is the only
way Iran will disarm’, The Sydney Morning
Herald, 25 August 2004.
‘Arafat’s death will not deflect Sharon’, The
Canberra Times, 15 November 2004.
‘Moderate Muslims hide when they see the cross
Bush has to bear’, The Sydney Morning Herald,
22 November 2004.

LECTURES, SEMINARS, CONFERENCES
 ‘Iraq, Saudi Arabia, Russia & Oil: Risks for the
World Economy’, Australian Business
Economists, Sydney, 2 July.

‘Afghanistan, Iraq and the War on Terror’
(keynote speaker), Australasian Law Teachers
Association Conference, Darwin, 9-10 July.

‘The New ‘Great Game’ in Central Asia?’,
Australian Defence College Centre for Defence
and Strategic Studies Workshop ‘Energy and
Security Week’, Canberra, 26-29 July.

‘Islam and the West’ Workshop on ‘The Real
Meaning of ‘National Security’ and How it Can
Best be Enhanced’, Department of International
Relations, ANU, Canberra, 5-6 August.

‘Reactions to the Iraq War in the Muslim World’,
International Peace Academy-United Nations
University-King Prajadhipok’s Institute
Conference ‘The Iraq Crisis and World Order:
Structural and Normative Challenges’, Bangkok,
15-19 August.

Spoke in a session on ‘The Future of Politics
and Society in the Middle East’ at the Australian
Defence College Centre for Defence and
Strategic Studies Workshop ‘Future Strategic
Settings’, Canberra, 24 August.

‘The Ethics of Co-existence: Islam and the West’,
International Symposium on Civilization and
Harmony: Values and Mechanisms of the Global
Order’, Istanbul, 1-6 October.

‘Afghanistan, Iraq and the War on Terror’,
National Press Club Telstra Address Canberra,
20 October.

‘War on Terror Three Years On’, University House
Jubilee Lecture, Canberra, 20 October.

Participated in the ‘Diplomatic Challenges in
the 21st Century’ Transnational Policy Forum,
Asia Pacific College of Diplomacy, ANU,
Canberra, 8-9 November.

Lectured in two special courses at the Attorney
General’s Department, Canberra.

INTERVIEWS
ABC, SBS, CNBC Asia in Singapore, and several
other national and international radio and
television networks.

KIRILL NOURZHANOV
FEATURE ARTICLES
‘For now, terrorists hold the initiative’, The
Canberra Times, 7 September 2004.

LECTURES, SEMINARS, CONFERENCES
‘Saviours of the Nation or Robber Barons?
Warlords in Post-Soviet Tajikistan’ at 2004
Middle East and Central Asia Politics, Economics
and Society, University of Utah, Salt Lake City,
USA, 9-12 September 2004.

‘The Conflict in Chechnya: Past, Present and
Future’, Lake Ginninderra College, 10 November.

INTERVIEWS
2UE, 2CC, 2SER, ABC Radio National, ABC
Classic FM, SBS Radio, Singapore International
Radio.

BOB BOWKER
LECTURES, SEMINARS, CONFERENCES
Participated in session on ‘Focus on Scope and
Parameters of NGO ‘Peacebuilding’ in the
Middle East’, AusAID Middle East Peacebuilding
Workshop, CAIS, 6 September

Designed and coordinated the Australian
Defence College’s Centre for Defence and
Strategic Studies ‘Oil and Security’ week, 26-
29 July.

 M MEHDI ILHAN

JOURNAL  ARTICLES
‘Dobruca’da Turk ve Kultur Varlikari: Babadag
ve Mangalya’dan mezar taslari ornekleri’
(Turkish Population and Cultural Remains in
Dobrudja: Some Examples of Gravestones in
Babadagh and Mangalia), Avusturalya’da ELELE,
No. 33, June 2004, pp. 22-24.

LECTURES, SEMINARS, CONFERENCES
‘Abd Allah Ibn Zubayr and His Career’ at ‘Islam
and Society; Perspectives and Prospects’ The
University of Queensland,   3-4 September
2004.

‘The Ottoman Documents and Chronicles:
Transliteration and Translation Difficulties’ at
Literary and Scholarly Translations: a
Colloquium, National Museum of Australia,
Canberra, 20 November 2004.

STUART HARRIS

FEATURE ARTICLES
‘Alliance can bear differences on details’, The
Australian Financial Review, 17 June 2004 (co-
authored with Amin Saikal).

DOUGLAS STURKEY
LECTURES, SEMINARS, CONFERENCES
‘Refugees’, Radford College, 22 October.

‘The Limits of American Power’, WA Alumni,
ANU, Canberra, 4 November.
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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
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The Centre offers undergraduate and
postgraduate programs (MA), Master of
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MA, MMECAS, AND GRADUATE
DIPLOMA IN MIDDLE EASTERN AND
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The Graduate Diploma consists of six
semester courses, while the MA
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completed within a (calendar) year. The
MMECAS consists of eight semester courses
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Islam, the West and International
Terrorism

Oil, Religion, Politics and Conflict in the
Middle East
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UNDERGRADUATE COURSES
In addition to the graduate programs, the
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Four undergraduate politics courses—Politics
in Russia, Politics in Central and West Asia,
Politics in the Middle East and The New
States of Eurasia.

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

Elementary and Intermediate courses in
Turkish language and Turkish history and
culture, with a full major to become
available.
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