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Leila Fawaz organized
a conference in memory
In his research and writing, the preeminent historian
of Lebanon Dr. Kamal Salibi has specialized in the
history of Arabia, early Islamic Syria, the Hashemite
monarchy of Jordan, Biblical studies, and, most
importantly, the history of Lebanon, which he
transformed for all future generations with his
extraordinary insights and analyses. In his work
he has demonstrated a unique ability to question
traditional interpretations and then to combine
imagination and creativity with a meticulous attention
to detail to produce narratives that have changed our
understanding of the Middle East. One conference
cannot do justice to the range of Dr. Salibi’s interests
and contributions to history; we therefore limited the
conference’s scope to his research and writings on the
history of Lebanon, Syria, and Palestine.
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A Letter from the Provost ad interim
During this 2011–2012
academic year we
celebrated the tenth
anniversary of the Fares
Center for Eastern
Mediterranean Studies.
Peggy Newell
The center, which
began as the nation was reeling from the
September 11 attacks, has continued to
evolve as a hub for discourse on Middle
Eastern matters and a safe space for the
respectful exchange of varying viewpoints
on controversial issues.
I reflect with pride and admiration on
the dynamic conversations, relevant
scholarship, and beneficial student
programs that have been sponsored by the
Fares Center this year, from the Issam M.
Fares Lecture featuring President Bill Clinton
to the conferences on the New Middle East
and the legacy of the celebrated historian
Kamal Salibi. As we commemorated a
decade of such exceptional programs at
the Fares Center, we also bid farewell to
its founding director, Leila Fawaz. Although
Leila will step down as director of the Fares
Center, she will remain a member of the
Tufts faculty.
Under Leila’s careful guidance the
mission of the Fares Center—to create
a greater understanding of and foster
discussion on the rich cultures of the
eastern Mediterranean—permeated the
Tufts campus and beyond. She forged
beneficial collaborations on campus with
various departments, faculty, and schools,
including Water: Systems, Science and
Society, the Cummings School, and
the Eliot-Pearson Department of Child
CONTINUED ON PAGE 2

Lee H. Hamilton (top left), Former Secretary of State Madeleine K. Albright (bottom left),
and R. Nicholas Burns (right)

Summary of a Decennium
This year marked the tenth anniversary of
the Fares Center for Eastern Mediterranean
Studies. Founded by Leila Fawaz, Issam M.
Fares Professor of Lebanese and Eastern
Mediterranean Studies, in the shadow of the
9/11 attacks on the United States, the Center
has over its ten-year existence become a
renowned hub for discourse on Middle
Eastern matters. Its sponsored lectures,
roundtable conversations, and academic
research have contributed significantly to
a larger intellectual dialogue within and
without Tufts University.
During his visit to Tufts in November
to mark the Center’s significant milestone,
Nijad Fares, chairman of Wedge Equities
Incorporated and a member of the
board of directors of the Wedge Group,
acknowledged that “thanks to the great
stewardship provided by Leila Fawaz,

the Center has accomplished so much.”
Of special note are the beneficial and
timely collaborations that Leila forged
on campus, for example, with the Water:
Systems, Science and Society program.
As part of that collaboration, professors
David Gute and Paul Kirshen assessed the
response of social systems and governance
frameworks to threats to water quality
and supply in the Eastern Mediterranean
region. Another collaborative effort was
with George Saperstein, on the faculty at the
Cummings School for Veterinary Medicine
and affiliated with the Fares Center, who
completed a comprehensive animal health
and control project in the Middle East.
His project focused on the diagnosis and
control of foot and mouth disease and
brucellosis in animals, but the outcomes
CONTINUED ON PAGE 20
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en years ago the Fares Center for Eastern
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Mediterranean Studies was established to
promote a greater understanding of the
rich heritage of the Eastern Mediterranean
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and of the current political, financial, and social

AT TUFTS UNIVERSITY 2012
The lighthouse known as Pharos, considered one of
the Seven Wonders of the Ancient World, directed
ships to the cultural richness of Alexandria.

realities of the region. The 2011–2012 academic
Leila Fawaz

year has been one of both reflection of all we have

accomplished over the last decade and careful examination of how the Fares
Center is poised for the future.
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The Fares Center

LETTER FROM THE DIRECTOR

We moved into the Fares Center on September 11, 2001 (it was dedicated officially on
March 13, 2001), a day that will forever be remembered for the attacks on the United States.
Providing a safe environment for the exchange of ideas on issues pertinent to the Middle
East has been my greatest priority as director of the Fares Center. I am pleased to say that
not only have we attracted some of the leading scholars to campus, but we have furthered
thoughtful and respectful dialogue among students, faculty, and guests on sensitive topics.
Delivering the Issam M. Fares Lecture to an audience of nearly 6,000, President Bill
Clinton spoke wise words when asserting that, “We are condemned to share the future. The
world is interdependent. But we are not condemned to share a bleak future.” Over the years
the Fares Center has promoted lively debate on a myriad of topics, providing students with
the opportunity to learn about specific issues, to develop the ability to communicate with
strategy and diplomacy, and to “share the future.” Our students—at both the undergraduate
and graduate levels—continue to impress me.
As I prepare to step down from my post as director of the Fares Center I would like to
acknowledge the support I have received from so many friends at Tufts and beyond.

Issam Fares Lecture – William J. Clinton
by Gail Bambrick

P

resident William J. Clinton,
founder of the William J. Clinton
Foundation and forty-second
president of the United States, delivered
the Issam M. Fares Lecture on November
6, 2011. President Clinton spoke to an
audience of nearly 6,000 about domestic
politics, positing that America would best
be served if political leaders would work
together to solve problems instead of
leaning on ideology.
“What’s wrong is not the debate
between Republicans and Democrats,”
Clinton said. “It’s the anti-government
ideology that has driven the right wing of
our country for thirty years. […] There
is not a single successful country on
earth—including those that have lower
unemployment rates, faster economic
growth rates, and less income inequality
than the United States—that does not
have both a strong economy and a good
government working together.”

Thank you all!

Anthony Monaco

Letter From The Provost ad interim
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Development. Additionally, Leila built relationships with the American University of
Beirut, Kuwait University, and the Lebanese Center for Policy Studies, to name just a
few, through her co-sponsorship of events, her participation on editorial and advisory
boards, and her participation as a guest speaker at conferences outside of Tufts.
Thanks to Leila’s dedication the Fares Center is well established and poised to
continue its important work in inspiring dialogue and examining the controversial
challenges that exist in Jordan, Lebanon, Syria, and neighboring countries. The impact
that she has had on her students, fellow faculty, and the Fares Center will be felt long
into the future.

Clinton said that politicians need to
start with a problem, consider how to
solve it, and then work back and figure
out who should do what. This is different,
he said, than simply insisting that all
government is bad.
The answers to many problems, Clinton
stated, “are not self-evident.” He cited
debates about how best to deal with the
nation’s long-term debt, how much capital
banks should be required to maintain to
prevent another economic meltdown, and

how to work with the
European Union to
avoid more financial
calamities. “But we
cannot do it if we
go by ideology and
not evidence, if we
continue to think
we have nothing to
learn from our own
past, nothing to learn
from people who
disagree with us,”
Clinton said. Conflict
makes for great news (L to R) Nijad Fares, Leila Fawaz, Anthony Monaco
stories, Clinton noted,
Foundation as an example. To provide
but in reality, it is only through cooperation
more drugs to combat HIV/AIDS, it
that things get done.
urged pharmaceutical companies to
lower the per-unit cost of producing and
“...the most expensive thing
selling antiretroviral drugs, which were
prohibitively expensive for most people
a society can do is go to
in poor countries. Instead of producing
war. We should spend more drugs for 100,000 people and charging
$600 annually per person, companies now
time trying to build a world
enable more than 8 million to receive the
with more friends and fewer medications for just $60 per year. “And
enemies.” —WILLIAM J. CLINTON
the manufacturers are making more
money than ever,” Clinton said.
Clinton concluded his remarks with
encouraging words for the students
Clinton also spoke about international
in attendance: “If you ask yourself
relations, emphasizing our global
where you want to go and how you
interdependence. He asserted that because
want to get there, I predict you will be
we live in an interdependent world, the
more encouraged, not less,” the former
worst mistake America could make right
president said. “Don’t worry about the
now would be to cut foreign aid, as some
politics. There’s something you can do
in Washington are suggesting. “We spend
every day.”
just one percent of the budget on foreign
assistance, including all the nationbuilding expenses in Afghanistan and
Iraq,” Clinton said. “As [former Defense
Secretary] Robert Gates once testified,
the most expensive thing a society can do
is go to war. We should spend more time
trying to build a world with more friends
and fewer enemies. That’s why the foreign
assistance budget is so important.”
By concentrating on what he called
the “how question,” Clinton said anyone
can create positive change. He noted
the work of his William J. Clinton
Nijad Fares, Anthony Monaco
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Fares Center 2011 Conference
The New Middle East: Challenges and Opportunities

O

n October 13-14, 2011 the
Fares Center hosted its annual
conference, addressing the
theme “The New Middle East: Challenges
and Opportunities.” The year leading up
to the conference was a critical period for
the Middle East, with popular uprisings
taking place in Tunisia, Egypt, and Libya,
which began a new chapter in the region’s
politics. Simultaneously, the change of
government in Lebanon, the stalemate
in the Palestinian-Israeli peace process,
and the impasse in nuclear negotiations
with Iran challenged the United States
and the region. These challenges were
compounded by economic turmoil, the
threat of extremism, and the conflicts
in Afghanistan, Iraq, Pakistan, Yemen,
and Somalia. The 2011 Fares Center
conference addressed these concerns
and the implications they have for U.S.
foreign policy.
Keynote Address

For Ambassador Thomas R. Pickering,
former Under Secretary of State for
Political Affairs and Ambassador to
Russia, Israel, and Jordan, the Middle East
is the most tumultuous region for the
United States, and future U.S. diplomacy
in the region should address broad issues
such as nonproliferation,
climate change,
and energy.
In his keynote
opener, Pickering
addressed many
issues of profound Thomas R. Pickering
consequence in
the Middle East today, including the
momentous Arab Spring. He noted that
each country’s revolt began with nonviolent protests, and highlighted Egypt
in particular as the bellwether for the
region: the shape and scope of Egyptian
democracy, and the role of religion and of
the military in Egypt’s future may provide
a model for neighboring countries.
Touching on individual countries
Pickering urged the U.S. to stand strong

for a two-state
solution in the
Arab-Israeli peace
process: one
that is Arab and
democratic, and
one that is Jewish
and democratic,
with minority
rights preserved. On
Iraq he raised four
critical questions:
how the Iraqi
government can
remain committed
A large crowd attended the 2011 Fares Center conference on
to majority rule
“The New Middle East”
but still fully
problems associated with the upcoming
recognize minority rights; how the Iraqi
U.S. troop withdrawal in 2014 in order
government can commit to a future
to preserve the security gains it has made
federation; how growing oil proceeds will
thus far.
be distributed fairly among Iraqis; and
how the United States can help Iraqis
Session I: Continuing Tension
find their role in the region, particularly
in the Levant
in terms of long-term regional security,
On this panel, chaired by Nadim
stability, and economics. On Iran, another
Rouhana (The Fletcher School), panelists
pressing issue for the United States,
discussed the social and political
Pickering identified three alternative
implications of the Arab Spring on
policy options to the current status quo:
the Levant. Shai Feldman (Brandeis
the U.S. can accept the Iranian nuclear
University) averred that “genies” had
program regardless of its intent; the
been let out of the bottle by the regional
U.S. could go to war with Iran; or the
upheavals, defining these “genies” as
U.S. could initiate diplomacy, perhaps
religious, sectarian, and tribal forces
focused on the future of Iraq and
that will impact a new regional balance.
Afghanistan, since both the U.S. and Iran
He noted potential consequences as a
share an interest in their future stability.
result of the violence and the crippling
Lastly, Pickering turned to Pakistan and
of major economies, notably Egypt and
Afghanistan. In his view, it is essential
Syria, and questioned whether discontent
that Afghanistan deal with security
with the peace process will translate into
a Palestinian Spring. He also pointed to
Iran’s pursuit of nuclear capabilities and
the possible reactions of the Israeli and
U.S. defense establishments.
Randa Slim (member, International
Institute for Sustained Dialogue) examined
oppositional groups, particularly
Hezbollah. She stated that events in
Syria create a serious image problem for
Hezbollah because although the group has
increased its influence based on a panA student in the audience listens to the
Islam ideology, alignment with the Iranian
lecture by Thomas Pickering
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and Assad administrations have put it in
opposition to Arab populism. Hezbollah
will struggle to define its relevance, Slim
declared, as the Arab populace focuses on
securing its rights of citizenship and on
institution building rather than operating
through opposition groups.
Rami Khouri (American University of
Beirut) described the Arab Spring as the
initial steps of a process and called for
patience. As countries across the region
redefine themselves, ongoing events
are a pushback against Western power
and a new balance is being created, he
opined. Khouri emphasized the historic
birth of Arab citizenship and politics,
and the achievement of sovereignty. For
the first time, he noted, Arab states will
play a leadership role in the strategic
balance of the Middle East, and the
emergence of a strong Arab citizenry
should be celebrated as an unprecedented
development.

Hilda Jabbour and Ina Baghdiantz McCabe
(L to R) listen to the 2011 Fares Center
conference proceedings

Session II: Economic
and Social Development

Drusilla Brown (Tufts University)
chaired this panel and opened the
discussion by highlighting how important
economic and social developments will
be in determining the fate of new regimes
in the Middle East. Farhad Kazemi
(New York University) argued that
demographic changes such as increased
participation of youth and women in
political and social life, rising literacy
among women, unprecedented access
to media, and city-ward migration will
shape the political succession. Kazemi was

optimistic that the social and political
trends among youth and women would
drive positive change in the Middle East.
Concentrating on the economic
choices of new regimes in the Middle
East, Ibrahim Warde (The Fletcher
School) suggested that allowing markets
to operate freely may not be the answer.
He drew attention to the difficulty the
new regimes face in distancing economic
policies from their ousted predecessors
while still appealing to global investors.
In many cases, Warde explained, global
investors were in partnership with the old
regimes. He recommended mixed policies
of market reliance with select state
intervention, but he could not yet identify
strong leaders to pursue such reforms.
Michelle Dunne of the Atlantic Council
echoed the importance of economic issues
in Egypt in particular, and their potential
to undermine recent political changes.
Dunne argued that economic, social, and
political issues are tightly connected. Egypt
needs to define its transition and economic
philosophy before investors will appear,
she stated. The economic outcomes will
be further influenced by the result of the
political transition. Lastly, John Esposito
(Georgetown University) used recent polling
data to examine the future of the Arab
Spring, and advocated for a new paradigm
to examine the Middle East. In Egypt,
activists are concerned about the fate of the
transition to democracy, he pointed out, with
polling indicating that the economy, political
instability, and the threat from outside forces,
particularly the U.S., represented the biggest
concerns for citizens.

around security concerns, which is
not sufficient for understanding the
complexities of Pakistan; and third,
contrary to popular belief, anti-U.S.
sentiment is not necessarily “increasing
day-to-day” among Pakistanis.
He was followed by Ellen Laipson
(President and CEO, Henry L. Stimson
Center), who explored the themes of
transition and turbulence in Pakistan and
Afghanistan. Overall, in her view, both
nations are experiencing a shift as the U.S.
redefines its profile in Southwest Asia.
While American engagement is by no
means the sole determinant of behavior
on the ground in these two countries,
she declared, local reactions to this major
transition will be critical moving forward.
William B. Ostlund of the U.S. Army
then described his experiences working
with the Pakistani army while serving as a
U.S. military commander in Afghanistan.
He cited attacks on border checkpoints
and battles against Pakistan-based Taliban
fighters as examples of incidents that
strain relations between the American and
Pakistani militaries. The panel concluded
with David Kilcullen, a counterterrorism
expert and founder of the consultancy
firm Caerus Associates, who suggested
new frameworks for approaching
counterinsurgency and the war in
Afghanistan. Specifically he proposed a
“cycle of instability” model, which consists
of four distinct parts that together drive
incidents of violence: crime and corruption;
abuse by authorities; an active insurgency,
which serves to create space for illegal
activities; and direct support of insurgents
by the Pakistani military establishment.

Session III: Afghanistan and Pakistan

In the third session, chaired by Querine
Hanlon (National Defense University),
Hassan Abbas (Columbia University)
discussed the domestic climate in
Pakistan and identified three factors
that should be taken into account when
examining events there: first, many in
the American and international policymaking communities too often judge
conditions in Pakistan according to the
latest press headlines, which paints a
problematically simple picture of the
country; second, most analyses center
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Session V: Domestic Political Issues
and Transitions
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Session IV: Security Issues
in the Gulf

Attendees at the Fares Center conference

Webcast Keynote Address:
“U.S. Engagement with the New
Middle East”

In his keynote address, former commander
of U.S. and ISAF forces in Afghanistan
General Stanley McChrystal cautioned
that oversimplifications of our national
security dilemmas have created significant
obstacles to confronting al-Qaeda and
Iran. In this webcast address chaired by
Richard Shultz (The Fletcher School),
a humbled McChrystal explained
how the U.S. military mishandled
and misunderstood the complexity of
Afghanistan and Iraq. In the first place, the
U.S. misunderstood al-Qaeda, assuming
it was a religiously zealous organization,
whereas in fact it was a political movement
based on a foundation of frustrations with
western forces remaining in Saudi Arabia
after the Gulf War and with the role of the

(L to R) Stanley McChrystal, Richard Shultz

U.S. in the region, especially in Israel, that
wrapped itself in religion in order to bind
its adherents together.
Switching gears, McChrystal insisted
that the U.S. must look at U.S.-Iranian
relations through the lens of a rational
average Iranian citizen, who believes
that the CIA overthrew the Iranian
Prime Minister in 1953 in favor of the
Shah, a deeply hated leader. After 9/11
it appeared that U.S.-Iranian relations
might improve until President Bush
named Iran an axis of evil. This has
spurred a great deal of Iranian support
for its nuclear program. Regardless of
whether the average citizen supports
the theocratic regime, he avidly rejects
external intervention.
McChrystal explained that when the
U.S. was a “hyperpower,” it could act
like a “puppy with big paws,” knocking
stuff over now and then, but with good
intentions. He cautioned that we no
longer have a wide enough margin
of error that affords us the ability to
make such mistakes. Instead of being
frustrated with the change of the
position of the United States in the
international community, McChrystal
asserted that we must learn to live with
it and leverage it so as to improve it. He
believes the U.S. will do just that.
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Chaired by Stephen W. Van Evera
(Massachusetts Institute of Technology),
a panel of four scholars and journalists
discussed the Arab Spring’s effects on
security issues in the Gulf. In particular
the panelists highlighted how the Arab
Spring changed the role of major regional
players and the implications this would
have for American Gulf policy.
Vali Nasr (The Fletcher School) argued
that the Arab Spring and the resulting
decline in U.S. power have left a gap
that other major powers are vying to fill.
Sectarian conflicts in particular, like those
in Iraq, have prompted Saudi Arabia and
Iran to jockey for the upper hand. Nasr
argued that the United States’s own policy
in the Gulf is limited to counterterrorism
operations, and thus the country is
unprepared for the existence of regional
great powers. Bernard Haykel (Princeton
University) brought Saudi Arabia’s role
in the region into focus. In particular he
pointed out that as long as the price of oil
remains as high as it is now, the Saudis
and other Gulf states have the luxury of
pursuing generous checkbook diplomacy
to quell dissent.
John Limbert (U.S. Naval Academy)
focused on Arab suspicions of Iran. While
he found that they seemed justified in light
of the October 2011 foiled assassination
attempt on the Saudi ambassador, he
also questioned whether they were truly
indigenous to the Gulf or rather foreign
imports. In conclusion David Ignatius
(The Washington Post) stressed that three
aspects of the Arab Spring substantially
change American strategic calculus in the
Middle East: we are witnessing a more
assertive Saudi Arabia than we are used to;
the United States is more uncertain than
it has been in previous years; and Iran is
more stressed and vulnerable.

In the last session, which Malik Mufti
(Tufts University) chaired, Mona
Eltahawy, syndicated columnist,
emphasized the importance of one
particular group in the Egyptian
revolution, namely, the young people
unaffiliated with the Muslim Brotherhood
and the Supreme Council of the Armed
Forces, who marched and overturned
the regime as a legitimate force. Tarek
Masoud (Harvard Kennedy School)
asserted that there are two main factors
that can swing the balance in a time of
attempted transition: institutions and
people. A country that is able to discard
its old political institutions and neutralize
the power of the former regime’s elites is
more likely to democratize successfully.
In the case of Egypt, the most important
political consideration in the near future
is the composition of the constitutional
commission.
Sheila Carapico (American University
in Cairo) observed that the changes seen in
Yemen are also significant and should not
be underestimated. Rather than a social
or political revolution, a civic revolution
has been taking place in Yemen. Although
it has not brought the comprehensive
change hoped for, the change has been

earth-shattering, and the population will
continue to strive towards progress.
John Entelis (Fordham University)
described the revolution in Tunisia as
organic and not one spurred by religion
or an outside enemy. The revolution
took place because the new generation,
empowered by education, believed that
the political structures in place were
not conducive to their demands, he
said. Entelis spoke optimistically about
Tunisia’s future, saying that Tunisians are
smart, educated, politically conscious,
and will not tolerate any kind of attempt
to allow the country to revert to the way
it was. Entelis then discussed Algeria
and the absence of a revolution there,
explaining simply that Algeria had
already witnessed a revolution in October
of 1988. Since then Algerians have
participated in labor unions and have
enjoyed a free press.
Closing

In conclusion Vali Nasr observed that the
Middle Eastern region has gone through
at least the first stage of a historically
unprecedented phenomenon of massive
uprisings, and that we all have been left to
deal with the resulting complications. One
issue that was repeated in all the panels
was that of the economic realities of the

Stanley McChrystal

Arab Spring, because financial conditions
were important triggers of the uprisings.
According to Nasr, the role of economics
has evaporated from the public discourse
as a significant factor in transforming
Egypt and other countries, and this
conference helped revive that discussion.

(Standing, from L to R) Sheila Carapico, William Ostlund, Richard Shultz, Ibrahim Warde, Stephen Van Evera, David Kilcullen,
John Entelis, Farhad Kazemi, William Rugh, Hassan Abbas, and Bernard Haykel. (Seated, from L to R) Querine Hanlon,
Michele Dunne, Leila Fawaz, Randa Slim, Mona Eltahawy, David Ignatius, Ellen Laipson, and Vali Nasr.
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2011–2012 Fares Lecture Series

“The Arab Spring and the One-State
Solution in Israel/Palestine”

“Is Tribalism Still Relevant in the
United Arab Emirates?”

Tufts students fill the room during the September 14 talk by Eva Bellin

“The Robustness of Authoritarianism
Reconsidered: Lessons of the
Arab Spring”

In her September 14 lecture, Eva Bellin,
Myra and Robert Kraft Professor of Arab
Politics at Brandeis University, examined
how the Arab Spring has altered
perceptions of the strength and resilience
of authoritarianism in the Middle
East. The lesson of the Arab Spring,
according to Bellin, is that the survival
of an authoritarian regime in the face of
popular uprisings hinges on the response
of the coercive apparatus in the form of
a state military. In Arab nations such as
Egypt and Tunisia, where the military
refused to forcibly suppress protestors,
the old authoritarian governments fell.
However, where the coercive apparatus
was “willing to shoot,” the regime
survived, as in the case of Bahrain.
Bellin also asserted that the military’s
preexisting institutional character will
determine whether it will act forcefully
against a revolution. If the military is
“institutionalized,” meaning that it is
relatively independent and internal
promotion is based on merit rather
than patrimony or nepotism, it will be
less likely to side with the ruling regime
during an uprising. In contrast, when
the military has been constructed along
patrimonial lines, the personal fate and

interests of its leadership are more closely
linked to the longevity of the regime;
a revolution becomes therefore more
threatening to
the survival of
the military
structure itself,
providing an
incentive to
shoot civilians.
While the
events of the
Arab Spring
did not upend Malik Mufti asks a
the traditional question of Eva Bellin
role of the
coercive apparatus, they did expose
new possibilities of social mobilization
under authoritarianism, Bellin declared.
Specifically social media allowed
protesters to spread ideas and organize
rallies, thwarting official attempts at
censorship and control. While the use
of social media does not guarantee
change, the spread of this medium
has given revolutionaries new and
more efficient ways to undermine
authoritarian governments. In light of
this new phenomenon of social media the
previous consensus on the “robustness” of
authoritarianism in the Middle East must
be reconsidered, Bellin concluded.
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Andrea Rugh, adjunct scholar at the
Middle East Institute, asserted in her
lecture of October 4 that the tribalism
that existed in the Gulf in the nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries looked very
different from the tribalism that emerged
by the end of the twentieth century, even
though political leaders continued to
come from the same paramount families.
Effective leaders in the past developed a
variety of long- and short-term alliances
with kin and other tribes to protect
and expand their interests, while today
support is still important but the circle of
influential players is narrower and a ruler
can act with relative impunity.
How did we get from the old “first
among equals” chiefs to rulers with
vastly greater powers, Rugh asked.
Two main influences—urbanization
and the unintended consequences of
British-imposed changes—increased,
elevating the chiefs to ruler status,
setting boundaries, creating militias,
and providing oil revenues directly
to the rulers.
The United Arab Emirates is the only
federated state in the region, its seven
emirates administered independently
by ruling families. Vestiges of tribal rule
were seen in the veneration of tribal
relationships and strategies, in the
distribution of political appointments,
and in the marriages contracted for
family members; but in recent years,
tribal interests have largely been
replaced with a new sense of national
identity. Tribe still serves as a way of
locating people in social networks
but the Emiratis’ greater interest is in
distinguishing themselves from the
underclass of foreign workers (roughly
ninety percent of the residents) who
threaten their local culture.

Leila Farsakh, Associate Professor of
Political Science at the University of
Massachusetts, Boston, discussed on
November 16 the Arab Spring’s effect
of shifting the Arab world’s focus from
nationalist rights to individual rights.
Because the Arab Spring framed the
revolutions as a quest for representation,
rights, and social justice, Farsakh
proposed
a secular,
democratic
state in Israel/
Palestine
that would
prioritize
individual
political rights
over collective
rights. She
Leila Farsakh
argued that
this is more humanist than a two-state
solution, as it is based on accepting
equality rather than defining separation.
As the two-state solution has proven
impossible, Farsakh declared that a onestate solution must now be considered.
She argued that the Palestinian
diaspora must take the lead in advocating
for a one-state solution, as those in Gaza
and the West Bank are too constrained
by local leadership. In her view, the
Palestinian Authority made the UN bid in
an attempt to preserve its monopoly over
the Palestinian national project. Farsakh
contended that Israeli policies may
prove conducive to a one-state solution,
since they are continuing settlement
construction and refer to the West Bank
as Judaea and Samaria. In addition Israeli
youth identify with the Arab Spring and
have started demanding social equality
from the Israeli government.
Farsakh conceded that the transition to
a single secular state would take time, as
questions of identity remain unresolved
and require more collaboration between
Israelis and Palestinians. She also said that
the future of a one-state solution would
depend on the ability of reformers to
transform a “one-state” movement into a
political party.

Peter Rough (MALD ’12)

“Israel: Social Revolution
and Regional Isolation”

On November 17, University of
Washington Professor of International
Relations Joel Migdal posited two issues
that are threatening Israel’s social stability,
namely, increasing regional isolation,
which undermined “slow but significant”
gains towards integration nurtured by the
government, and a carefully cultivated
Israeli national society confronting
protest and
upheaval.
At its founding,
Migdal claimed,
Israel faced a
security challenge
stemming from
“almost universal
antipathy” in
the world and
Joel Migdal
a demographic
challenge because of the ethnic and
linguistic diversity of the new state. Migdal
argued that militarism served to address
both challenges. Israel’s militarism as both
foreign and social policy was affected by
inter alia the results of the 1979 peace
treaty with Egypt, public awareness of
possible Israeli complicity in massacres
during the 1982 Lebanon War, and the
1987 intifada. The effects of these events
reached into the 1990s and 2000s as
Israel became a neo-liberal state with a
less involved military. Integration into
the Middle East began after the peace
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declaration with Egypt, which helped
Israel with regional recognition.
But Migdal pointed to a number
of trends counteracting stability, for
example, a nationalist movement, for
which negotiations are anathema,
developing in opposition to the positive
steps taken toward regional integration.
He associates its rise with the al-Aqsa
intifada. “New wars” were also becoming
increasingly difficult for the military and
for the public to accept.
Migdal noted two consequences of
the Arab Spring for Israel. First, social
mobilization and protest took hold
among Israeli youth; and second, it
served to increase Israel’s regional
isolation because the integration that
had succeeded to date had relied heavily
on alliances with autocrats. Israel is now
less regionally secure and does not have
the social cohesion that is needed for
its security.
“Is the Revolution Here Yet? Assessing
the 2011 Upheaval in the Middle East”

Augustus Richard Norton, Professor
of International Relations and
Anthropology at Boston University,
asked his audience in the Cabot
Intercultural Center on December 7
whether the demonstrations in the
Middle East over the course of the
previous year and the political changes
that took place in their wake constituted
a revolution. He proposed that because
the demonstrations did not come with
a complete redistribution of political
power, they represented not a revolution
but a revival in the form of mass
politicization.
Norton also
proposed that
political forces
inspired by
Islam were the
beneficiaries
of the protests,
Augustus Richard Norton
and he foresaw
a powerful
resurgence of political Islam.
Along with an increase in political
power for the Islamist groups, Norton also
CONTINUED ON PAGE 18
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Interview with Hugh Roberts
By Katrina Stanislaw (MALD ’12)

H

ugh Roberts joined Tufts University
in January 2012 as the Edward
Keller Professor of North African
and Middle Eastern
History. A graduate
of Oxford University,
Roberts undertook
his doctoral research
on Algeria. He taught
politics and political
history in the School
of Development
Studies, University
Hugh Roberts
of East Anglia, from
1976–1988, whereupon he worked in
London as an independent scholar and
freelance writer in order to be able to follow
the developing crisis in Algeria. He returned
to academe full time in 1997 as a Senior
Research Fellow at the London School of
Economics, a post he held until 2002. In
2001 Roberts moved to Cairo where he
lived for ten years and continued his work
on Algeria, while also conducting research
into Egyptian political history and the
history of Islamism in North Africa. He
was Director of the North Africa Project for
the International Crisis Group (ICG) from
2002–2007 and from January to July 2011.
Roberts holds a B.A., M.A., and D.Phil.
from Oxford University.
Roberts recently sat down with Katrina
Stanislaw (MALD ’12) to discuss his
perspective on the Middle East, formed
by intensive academic study, professional
experience, and residence in the region.

Katrina Stanislaw: Previously you
have discussed the flaws of a “one
size fits all” Western approach to the
Middle East and to Islamist groups
in particular. After the Arab Spring
do you feel that this still persists in
influencing Western policymaking?
Hugh Roberts: My critique of Western
misconceptions of Islamism goes back
to a report I wrote for ICG in 2005
which put forward an analysis of the
diversity within Islamism and a critical

review of how the West was approaching
Islamism in the post 9/11 world. In this
period the prevalent approach was to
lump all Islamist movements together
under the label of fundamentalism or
“political Islam” while distinguishing
only between “radicals” and “moderates.”
This simplistic view, together with
democracy promotion concerns, led to
a subjective attitude based on engaging
“guys we can deal with” and combating
the rest. This approach ignores the true
differences between the various kinds of
Islamic activism and falsifies the analysis.
In many respects it becomes an issue of
policy shaping understanding, instead of
understanding shaping policy. This way
of looking at the region ignores the most
important differences between political,
missionary, and jihadi varieties of
activism. Given the events of the past year
one has to question whether there has
been any substantial shift in perspectives
shaping Western engagement, and
whether there have been any substantive
changes to incorporate a more nuanced
view of political and geopolitical realities.

KS: Having just moved to the U.S.
from Egypt can you share your
perspective on the state of affairs
over a year after the ouster of the
Mubarak government?
HR: In looking at Egypt one has to pose
the question, is it really a revolution? In
many respects it is the evolution of the
Free Officers’ state. While the events of
the past year are important, they create
a problem over what follows the initial
enthusiasm and who is ready to step in
to the vacuum Mubarak left. One key
change is that Islamists are now legal as
political actors. Looking at the country
more broadly one has to ask the question:
What is the price tag of the past year’s
events in Egypt?
The enthusiasm that followed the
revolts has obscured the reality of what
comes next. The youth movement that
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organized the demonstrations that led
to the fall of Mubarak had only one
arrow in its quiver. When Mubarak was
brought down they had nothing else
in their repertoire, no clear agenda for
what was to follow. While I salute their
courage the question remains as to what
replaces Mubarak. The old constitutional
framework, in particular the political preeminence of the army, remains in place.
The challenge for the army is that it is
out of practice in politics and its political
instincts are unreliable.
Politics is an art and the army has
been kept out of the political sphere and
marginalized in government decisionmaking throughout most of Mubarak’s
reign. In power now, it has been playing a
game of cat and mouse with the people. The
message from the army has largely been that
the party is over for the revolutionaries. As
time goes on, this has become increasingly
clear and the youth movement’s lack of a
developed political agenda has sidelined
them from making a stronger impact.

KS: As a Brit who has lived and
taught in the U.K., Middle East, and
now the U.S. do you see any key
differences in academic approaches
to studying the Middle East?
HR: The U.K. and U.S. do differ
institutionally in their approach to
regional studies. Middle East studies
in the U.K. are colored by imperial
legacy and so until very recently have
largely refused to look at the Maghreb,
treating this as a primarily French
preserve, and focused instead exclusively
on the Mashreq. In this respect the
U.S. has been a long way ahead of
the U.K. in creating opportunities to
study the Maghreb. The Maghreb is
still considered by many as marginal
to Middle East studies, but at least
it is being seriously studied and this
is important for the development
of a more comprehensive regional
perspective.

In my position at Tufts I am the
beneficiary of Edward Keller’s legacy
and endowment of the professorship
of North African and Middle Eastern
History. The intellectual consequence
of this broader regional study in the
U.S. is a view that looks at the region
comprehensively as MENA, the Middle
East and North Africa, considered
as a single unified region and field
of study. This is bound to have a
stimulating effect in both directions.
A wider perspective in the study of the
region allows for the incorporation of
views and findings from a larger body
of work that will fertilize Mashreq
and Maghreb studies equally. This
includes the work of anthropologists
and historians, which are important
contributions to contemporary
regional history and politics. Including
colonial historiography in this study
brings the Maghreb into even firmer
academic connection with the Mashreq,
to the benefit of MENA studies as it
creates a healthier state of affairs in
understanding the region and its politics
and societies.

KS: Given your extensive study of
the Middle East and your experience
living in the region, what flaws do
you see in how Western countries
are continuing to engage with the
region as the events of the Arab
Spring continue to unfold?
HR: The “one size fits all” Western
approach to democratization in
the Middle East clearly has been
unsuccessful. My view is a radical one:
democracy promotion is not the proper
business of governments. Western
engagement in the Middle East is based
on the promotion of national interests,
as are the actions of all governments.
This is inevitable because they must
prioritize national interests to secure
their own survival. For the U.S. in
particular, national interests in the
Middle East center on Israel and oil
supply. When the U.S. undertakes
notionally idealistic and altruistic
attempts at democratization it runs into

dilemmas and difficulties in reconciling
these conflicting interests. It is
impossible to keep these two competing
agendas hermetically sealed. National
interests, in particular the seamy
business of oil extraction, cannot be
sacrificed. Altruistic motives are always
subordinated and so become the casualty
of realpolitik in foreign policy.
As a result democracy promotion
has been consistently tarnished when it
is the affair of governments. From the
beginning, democracy promotion as the
work of governments is misconceived.
It should be the affair of civil societies
because it is in the self-interest of
democratic societies that democracies
flourish elsewhere. What has been proven
to work is when external governments
apply sufficient military, and economic,
pressure to bring about regime change,
which is not necessarily the same as
democratization. Action is taken based on
shifting calculation of interests by outside
actors. This was clear in the change in the
U.S. position in the Egyptian revolution:
halfway through the anti-Mubarak
demonstrations, Washington’s policy took
a U-turn. Similarly in Libya—although
Gaddafi’s regime had mended fences
with the Western powers, these powers
suddenly decided to overthrow him
and would not consider any negotiated
outcome. The problem with this kind of
intervention becomes clear when Western
powers intervene and then essentially
walk away once the old regime has been
overthrown, leaving a mess behind.

“...democracy promotion as
the work of governments is
misconceived. It should be
the affair of civil societies
because it is in the selfinterest of democratic
societies that democracies
flourish elsewhere.”
—HUGH ROBERTS
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KS: Can you elaborate on the
consequences of this action followed
by disengagement?
HR: There is contradiction in Western
attitudes and muddling at the level of
discourse.
How can governments in Middle East
countries be characterized as based on
democratic principles without respect
for national sovereignty? This is an issue
when the West intervenes to bring about
regime change. What happened— and
is still happening—in Egypt and Libya
is not about self-determination. It is
much closer in character to Germany
post-World War II when the collapse
of a regime is followed by an agenda
of reconstructing democracy. But in
Germany after 1945 the Western powers
remained engaged for the duration;
they did not walk away. They were in
earnest about reconstructing German
democracy and followed through,
in huge contrast to their behavior in
Libya. The other essential element this
ignores is that, unlike Germany, these
countries have little or in some cases no
democratic tradition to build upon; we
are currently seeing the consequences of
this in Libya.
As I discussed in relation to differing
U.K. and U.S. academic approaches to
MENA, one of the interesting questions
this kind of engagement raises is that
of the consequences of diverging
perspectives between Britain and the
U.S. My hypothesis is that in the U.S.
democracy is viewed as the natural
state of affairs and anything else is
considered an aberration, so there is an
expectation that getting rid of a tyranny
leads automatically to democracy, an
expectation that seems to be surviving
repeated demonstrations that it is
unrealistic. Conversely, there is no such
assumption in the political thought
of the governing elites in the U.K. It is
interesting to consider how this affects
the “special relationship”—when there
are different default positions, what can
be the real basis of agreement on a course
of action if the action is regime change?

The Fares Center

2011–2012 Roundtables,
Student Panels, and Lectures
“The Riddle of Iran’s Nuclear
Program”

Roger Cohen

On December 6 the Fares Center hosted
The New York Times columnist Roger
Cohen who explained that there is
something “psychologically powerful in
the dynamic” between Iran and the U.S.,
which explains the huge rift between the
nations. With the Iranian hostage crisis,
Americans had a scarring first impression
of post-revolutionary Iran. Iran itself had
suffered trauma at the hands of the U.S.,
including the 1953 CIA-backed overthrow
of Prime Minister Mossadeq, the 1988
accidental downing of a civilian airliner,
which killed 290 Iranian innocents, and
the 2002 “axis of evil” speech.
After outlining the unique historical
backdrop to American-Iranian relations,
Cohen discussed Iran’s nuclear program.
He posited that Iran is capable of
developing a program if it so determines,
but that it has not done so because
deterrence actually is working, and
that Iran perceives a real threat of U.S.
military action if it moves to produce a
nuclear bomb.
According to Cohen, nobody inside
Iran knows what Iran wants to do with
its nuclear program and how far it
wishes to develop it. Some believe it is
committed to hitting Israel with a fatal
nuclear blow, while others believe that

Iran has behaved pragmatically in its
international relations and will continue
to do so if armed.
Cohen argued that a preventive attack
on Iran by the U.S. or Israel would be
the worst scenario and that Iran would
certainly retaliate. He believes that such
maneuvers would plunge the region into a
broader conflict with global economic and
security consequences. Cohen proposed
that the U.S. bolster Gulf and Israeli
defenses, continue cyber-attacking Iranian
nuclear programs, and remain patient
because the Iranian republic is relatively
weak at the moment. He concluded that
Iran has lost relevance in light of the Arab
Spring, but that a military attack would
only legitimize the regime’s claims and
help the regime stay in power longer.
“Libya: Lessons and Prospects”

“The future of Libya remains to be
determined by the people of Libya,”
emphasized Ambassador William
Rugh during a Fares Center roundtable
discussion on September 19. Rugh and
Fletcher School professor Ibrahim Warde
provided an overview of the current
issues facing Libya in light of the popular
uprising that unseated Muammar
Qaddafi after forty-one years in power.

The Fares Center Forum on U.S.-Middle East Diplomacy
Ambassador William Rugh, Edward
R. Murrow Visiting Professor of Public
Diplomacy at The Fletcher School and
Fares Center Visiting Scholar, chaired
several roundtable discussions as part
of the Fares Center Forum that he began
in 2008.
William Rugh

regime. However, perhaps the most
pressing issue facing the country is the
lack of viable independent institutions
around which it can build a sustainable
government. Libya will have to undergo
a dramatic break from the past if it hopes
to develop a more free electoral system
of government.
What has happened in the past is
likely to color the future of Libya, which
confronts numerous issues as it attempts
to transition away from authoritarianism.
In addition to building stable governing
institutions, Libyans must address
problems of border security, extremist
ideologies such as Islamism, the inclusion
of women in government, divisions
between eastern and western Libya, and
the question of national reconciliation
with members of the Qaddafi regime. As
other nations have learned, the period
after a revolution may be just as difficult
as the uprising itself.

“Israel and Palestine After the Events
in the Middle East and the UN”

By way of introduction to this October
3 roundtable, Ambassador Rugh noted
that the Arab Spring has led to both
leadership changes and political and
social “convulsions,” which have the
potential to alter the larger conflict’s
dynamic. Amit Paz (Tufts ’11), who
spoke about Israel, emphasized that there
was little consensus among the Israeli
political establishment and what appear
to be schizophrenic policies are often
the result of politicians pandering to
different interest groups. He highlighted
a widely held belief that no concession
Israel makes will ever lead to a peace
settlement. Tamara Masri (Tufts ’14)
identified two opposing forces at work
in contemporary Palestine: those who
advocate change through violence, such

“Understanding Contemporary
Turkey”

Ibrahim Warde

At the time of the discussion, Libya
was mired in civil war, Qaddafi remained
at large, and it was thought he would
be difficult to apprehend. This was seen
to be problematic for the new Libyan
leadership, which faces uniting a public
that includes supporters of the old
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On October 17 Professor of History
at Yeditepe University, Istanbul, Feroz
Ahmad provided the historical context
for politics in contemporary Turkey,
arguing that rather than turning to the
distant past, the rise of the Islamic Justice
and Development Party (AKP) can be
traced to the coup of 1980.
The impetus for the coup of 1980
stemmed from the ruling elites’
realization that Turkey needed to change
CONTINUED ON PAGE 14

Munir Atalla (Tufts ’15), Eric Raffoul (Tufts ’12), Tamara Masri (Tufts ’14)

as Hamas, and those mired in “donothingness.” Speaking about Jordan,
Munir Atalla
(Tufts ’15)
noted that a
significant
source of
tension exists
between “East
William Rugh,
Bankers” and
Amit Paz (Tufts ’11)
Palestinian
refugees. Israel
would like all Palestinians to emigrate
to Jordan, while the Jordanians would
like them to go to Palestine. Eric Raffoul
(Tufts ’12) reported that Lebanon was
largely untouched by the Arab Spring.
However, the revolutions caused the
government to focus less on what
happens abroad and more on addressing
domestic concerns, for example,
establishing broadband internet.

Jean-Louis Romanet Perroux asks the
discussants a question
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“Syria and Its Neighbors
After the Arab Spring”

On October 24 Ambassador Rugh chaired
a second Fares Center Forum roundtable
discussion about the Syrian uprising and
the subsequent reactions from Syria’s
neighbors. Fletcher School professor
Ibrahim Warde explained that the future
of Bashar al-Assad’s regime is difficult
to predict, as the minority Alawis (the
Shi‘i sect to which Assad belongs) and
other Syrian minorities view the current
regime as their protector and hope to see
it survive the crisis. Conversely, Sunni
Syrians have been the target of violence in
the past months. Cecilia Sibony, first-year
Fletcher School student, noted that until
recently Israel viewed Syria as a “reliable
foe” that maintained a stable SyrianIsraeli border; the Israeli government
fears now that Syrian elections would
CONTINUED ON PAGE 15
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“The Arab Revolution as a Second
Renaissance”

Feroz Ahmad

in order to meet the demands of a global
economy. By the end of the decade—
after a complete sweep of the political
system by the military—Turkey had
gone through “political chaos”: there was
no longer any center-left, center-right,
or substantial political opposition, a
crucial factor in the mid-1990s when the
Islamists came to power.
Over the course of the 1990s the
Turkish government swung increasingly
to the right—and has remained there.
Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan
was initially moderate, but has shifted to
the right since being reelected in 2007.
His increased conservatism, argued
Ahmad, is illustrated in three main ways.
First, the AKP has moved to “colonize
the state” by stacking the civil service
with loyalists. Second, Erdogan seeks
to re-envision secularism as a system
similar to the United States in which the
government keeps its hands off religion
and citizens are free to do what they like.
Third, Ahmad sees a return to a more
patriarchal system in which women are
still educated but encouraged to stay
at home. This, he concluded, is the
most significant change occurring
in Turkey today.

The Fares Center welcomed historian
Jean-Pierre Filiu, Associate Professor at
the Institut d’Etudes Politiques in Paris,
who argued on November 9 that the
revolution currently unfolding in the
Arab world can be interpreted as a second
Nahda, or renaissance, similar to the
one that developed in Egypt in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.
By the early twentieth century, the
Nahda had brought parliamentary
government and free press to Egypt.
However, the effect of British colonial
rule combined with other influences led
to the eventual emergence of one-party
rule. Despite decades of authoritarianism
across the Middle East, the Nahda did
have an important, lasting impact. Yet
this liberal period in Arab history is
often forgotten because “it does not fit
the cliché…the idea that Arabs only
understand force.”
The new Nahda shares certain features
with the earlier Arab renaissance. For
example, both periods were characterized
by a “democratization of the Arabic
language,” which enabled more efficient
communication among Arabs dispersed
across the Middle East. This was achieved in
the early twentieth century thanks in part to
the spread of the printing press; today it is
due to the fact that an entire generation of
Arab youth has been educated in the same,
standard Arabic. Moreover, this Arabic
is generally taught in schools instead of
mosques, giving it a secular rather than
religious identification. Although it is too
early to judge the outcome of the current
uprising, today’s Nahda has certainly left its
mark, Filiu concluded.

Forum On U.S.-Middle East Dilomacy
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“Interning in the Middle East”

On November 29 the Mediterranean
Club and the Fares Center held a Middle
East internship panel featuring five
Fletcher School students who shared the
nature of their recent internships.
The first panelist was Rachel
Fredman, a second-year MALD
student, who spent ten weeks working
in Morocco as a communications
intern with the Millennium Challenge
Corporation (MCC), which works on
large-scale international development
projects in select countries. Her work
involved interviewing rural farmers
and writing blogs on MCC’s work
in Morocco. Fredman was followed
by Jill Slutzker, also a second-year
MALD student, who was an intern
at the Palestine-Israel Journal in East
Jerusalem, where she wrote and
researched stories related to women
and peace-building, nonviolent
strategic action, and settlements in East
Jerusalem, Palestine. She interviewed
activists, wrote blogs, and published
articles in the journal as part of her
work, which she described as part
journalism, part conflict resolution.
Peter Park, a second-year MIB
student, spoke of the summer he spent
with Pfizer’s strategy and operations
group in Dubai, where he developed an
entry strategy for markets in the Levant
and created portfolio analysis tools for
commercial teams in Africa and the
Middle East. Sean Lyngaas, a secondyear MALD student, interned in Cairo
for three months, splitting his time
between an NGO called Injaz, which
focuses on developing the business skills
of youth in the Arab world, and the
U.S. Embassy, where he researched the
Egyptian economy after the revolution
for the use of American investors
interested in Egypt. Finally, secondyear MALD student Mollie Lurie
participated in an Arabic immersion
program at the Center for Arab and
Middle Eastern Studies at the American
University of Beirut.

“How has the Arab Spring Affected
Yemen and the Gulf”

William Rugh leads the discussion at a roundtable on Syria

favor the Muslim Brotherhood, which
it argues could end the hope for peace
between Israel and Syria. As for Iraq,
Fletcher School student Yerevan Saeed
explained that it has been rivals with
Syria in the past and that now many
Sunnis have called on Assad to step down
and to allow for elections, while other
Iraqis have accused Israel of fostering the
demonstrations in an effort to destabilize
the Syrian government.
Subsequently Tufts student Firas
Said asserted that while the Lebanese
political parties Hezbollah and Amal
receive support from Syria and hope
the regime will remain in power, the
Lebanese government has remained
neutral because it will have to work
with whatever regime is in power, and it

(L to R) Danya Qattan, Muhannad
al-Suwaidan

(L to R) Danya Qattan, Muhannad
al-Suwaidan, Hazim Al-Eryani

wants to maintain stability regardless of
Syrian internal politics. Lucas Koerner,
president of Students for Justice in
Palestine at Tufts, explained that close
to 400,000 Palestinian refugees live in
Syria, and they believe that an elected
government would allow them to
integrate as well as pressure Israel to make
concessions to Palestinians. Lastly, Tufts
lecturer Osman Gunduz predicted that
Turkey will position itself as a conduit
between Syria and the West moving
forward, but agreed with the other
panelists that the future of Assad’s regime
is very difficult to predict and
will have large implications for the region
at large.

Jean-Pierre Filiu
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Finally, on November 7 Ambassador
Rugh moderated a five-student member
panel in a Fares Center Forum roundtable
on Yemen and the Gulf. Two weeks before
the Yemeni president stepped down,
Hazim Al-Eryani made predictions
about the future of the crisis in Yemen:
(1) a military confrontation between
President Ali Abdullah Saleh and General
Ali Mohsen; (2) sanctions, a travel ban,
and a freeze on Saleh’s funds compelling
him to step down; (3) the departure of
Saleh while his family remains; or (4)
a military reconfiguration effort with
Saleh followed by the emergence of
a parliamentary system. Rashid alDhaheri discussed the UAE, asserting
that the Arab Spring did cause some
changes there, including increased
political awareness and discussion about
human rights, transparency, and good
governance. He argued that the people are
not likely to accept the old order in which
Gulf regimes base their legitimacy on
tradition, heredity, or religion.
Muhannad al-Suwaidan noted that
Kuwait is more democratic than other Gulf
countries. This openness had given rise to
a lively and vocal opposition even before
the Arab Spring called for a European-style
constitutional monarchy, a move that had
gained the support of increasing numbers
of Kuwaiti politicians. Ultimately the Arab
Spring changed Kuwaiti internal politics
more than its foreign policy. His remarks
were supported by Danya Qattan’s
observations. Steven Monroe spoke
about the events in Bahrain, where the
Shi‘a minority and some Sunni reformers
took to the streets in protest. Initially
about political reform the protests soon
turned violent. Martial law was declared
and torture was used against protestors.
Given these circumstances the chance of
reconciliation within the country seems
unlikely.
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predicted “constructive divisiveness,” in
which the competition among them might
lead to interesting new alliances. Norton
described the Islamists currently gaining
political power as politically pragmatic and
embracing of tolerance and democracy.
To conclude, Norton detailed a few of
the issues facing the new, popularly elected
governments and the rest of the world.
The regimes will need to create jobs and
economic growth. Foreign relations will
change as Western governments will no
longer be able to “avert their eyes” from
human rights abuses perpetrated by
Arab autocracies in the name of stability.
Changing international relationships will
be a challenge, particularly in the case of
Israel’s peace treaty with Egypt. Finally,
Norton offered hope that despite the
challenges facing the Middle East, the
transformations would allow for citizens
to gain their freedoms and recapture their
dignity.
“Whither Israeli Democracy?”

Israeli civil rights activist and Professor
emeritus of International Law at the
Hebrew University David Kretzmer
spoke at the Fares Center on February 9
about the state of democracy in Israel.
From its inception, Israel has defined
itself as both a Jewish state and a
guarantor of equality to all of its citizens.
As Israel’s
non-Jewish
populations
grow, however,
Israel struggles
to maintain its
Jewish character
while granting
equality to all
David Kretzmer
its citizens. The
place of religion in Israel has shifted.
Israel’s founders were ideologically
secular, as is Israeli law, but Israelis
increasingly self-identify as orthodox
or ultra-orthodox and Israelis today
prioritize Israel’s Jewish character over its
democratic nature.
Kretzmer pointed to some of Israel’s
democratic strengths—its democratic

Amahl Bishara asks a question of David Kretzmer

electoral system, an independent
Supreme Court, a free press, and a
highly active civil society, specifically
in the human rights arena. However,
Kretzmer posited that many upcoming
factors “cast a dark light on the future
of Israeli democracy.” For example, the
human rights community has turned
to the Supreme Court for protection
and justice after coming increasingly
under attack by Parliament. Israel’s
Supreme Court, which has historically
safeguarded civil rights, is increasingly
viewed by the growing conservative
right as aligned with the “liberal
left,” and Kretzmer warned that if the
Court—threatened by groups that
advance anti-democratic legislation—
rules in favor of “liberal” issues, it
will reaffirm the right’s view of it,
which could undermine its own
legitimacy in Israeli society. As Israel’s
populist trends continue rightward,
its democratic institutions may be
undermined or increasingly viewed as
illegitimate.
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Libyan rebellion, made up of separate
movements in the east and west of the
country, operated simultaneously to
topple Muammar Qaddafi with NATO’s
help. Lawrence then described how the
Moroccan regime took a clue from its
neighbors and implemented reform to
appease its protesters, even though their
numbers were small in comparison to
Libya and Tunisia.
Lawrence believes that the
revolutionary youth in North Africa
seek political inclusion and support
involving Islamist political parties. He
asserted that Islamists have done well
electorally in the region because they
are the most organized ideology of
opposition to the (former) regimes. He
argued that we must be most concerned
with economic viability in the region,
and he encouraged a model of social
entrepreneurship led by local youth to
attract local investment and confront
social challenges, which would later
attract international investors.

Abdul-Karim Rafeq participates in a roundtable discussion at the Fares Center

“Talking About A Revolution: The Uprisings in North Africa One Year Later”

On February 16 William Lawrence,
director of the North African Project at
the International Crisis Group, predicted
that transfers of power will become
increasingly complicated. He opined that
it is premature to argue that a revolution
has in fact occurred in any North African
country, although Tunisia is close.
Lawrence cautioned against viewing
each country
distinctly,
emphasizing
instead regional
factors across
the Maghreb.
Lawrence
described
the different
revolutionary
William Lawrence
movements
in Tunisia
and Libya. In Tunisia the General
Labor Union brought a rural, elder,
male-dominated rebellion to urban
Tunisia, where the rebels were younger,
middle class, male and female, and
connected through social media. The

“The Economic and Financial Consequences of the Arab Spring”
Raed H. Charafeddine, the First Vice-Governor of the Central Bank of
Lebanon, the Alternate Governor for Lebanon at the International Monetary
Fund (IMF) and the Arab Monetary Fund (AMF), and the Alternate Chairman
of the Capital Markets Authority, spoke on September 28, 2011 to the Tufts
community about the uprisings in the MENA region. In his view they
provided a unique opportunity to establish a belated but tailored political,
economic, and social set of measures that will build on the strengths of the
region, address its deep-rooted challenges, and prompt synergies across
countries toward a new era in the region.
Charafeddine noted that discussing prospects for the region as a whole
meant overgeneralizing in view of the differences across the twenty-two
(L to R) Ibrahim Warde, Raed Charaffedine
MENA nations. After all, these nations were brought together for ease of
geographical grouping and referencing regardless of the underlying mosaic of cultures, ethnicities, and religious
affiliations among them. Nevertheless, an enumeration of the strengths of the MENA region would include its vast
oil and gas resources and the large population characterized by a dynamic young generation. Despite these potential
strengths, however, Charafeddine noted that the region is burdened with weak and deteriorating governance, inequitable
growth, intrinsic talent weaknesses, lack of economic diversification, a low level of competitiveness for private sector
investments, and an increase in child labor.
While oil-producing countries have benefited in the near-term and the outlooks of oil-importing countries have
deteriorated fairly drastically, Charafeddine stressed that “the future for all remains uncertain” until confidence is restored.
He added that in order to stabilize the medium-term outlook it will be necessary to enact some fundamental political and
institutional changes that will set the stage for a genuine paradigm shift.
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were also aimed at improving public
health because some of these diseases
are capable of infecting humans as well.
Leila also pursued numerous innovative
collaborations beyond the bounds of
Tufts University, with institutions and
academics worldwide. One example is
the groundbreaking conference that
the Center co-sponsored in 2004 with
colleagues from the Orient-Institute
Beirut and the Institut Français du
Proche Orient à Damas who collaborated
over the course of a week in Beirut and
Damascus to discuss important research
on Bilad al-Sham under Ottoman rule
from the sixteenth to the twentieth
century.
The impact of the Fares Center over
the last ten years has been noteworthy.
For students, the Fares Center has hosted
anywhere from ten to fifteen student
roundtables annually, engaging some
thirty students at each event on contemporary topics such as “Libya: Lessons and
Prospects” and “The Arab Revolution
as a Second Renaissance.” The Center
created the Mediterranean Club, which is
managed by students from The Fletcher
School. The student group organizes
roundtables, film series, and cultural
events designed to showcase the culinary,
musical, dance, and literary traditions of
the Eastern Mediterranean region. For
the community at large, including the
policy-making one of Washington, D.C.,
the Fares Center has sponsored an annual
academic conference, regularly attracting around 800 participants, the focus
of which has varied from “Democratizing the Middle East?” to “Engaging in
Dialogue on U.S. Foreign Policy.” After
each conference, the Center published a
conference white paper highlighting the
conference’s seminal content, and distributed it to approximately 6,000 people in
the United States and abroad. The Fares
Center also sponsored the Issam M. Fares
Lecture series. The annual lecture, which
has featured such dignitaries as President Bill Clinton, Secretary Madeleine
Albright, and Secretary Colin Powell, was
the most sought after ticket on campus,

Leslie H. Gelb

Hilary Clinton

“It is indeed thanks to Leila Fawaz’s active and visionary stewardship that the Fares Center has
carved an existence, progressed, and is prepared to carry on without her its important work
in inspiring dialogue and examining the controversial challenges that exist in Jordan, Lebanon,
Syria, and neighboring countries.”

“The impact of the
Fares Center over
the last ten years
has been noteworthy.”

attracting a very large audience as well
as garnering media attention for the
university.
It is indeed thanks to Leila Fawaz’s
active and visionary stewardship that the
Fares Center has carved out an existence,
progressed, and is prepared to carry
on without her its important work in
inspiring dialogue and examining the
controversial challenges that exist in
Jordan, Lebanon, Syria, and neighboring
countries. The influence and import of
the Fares Center, built up over this last
decade, will continue long into the future.

George Mitchell

Larry Diamond

Former Tufts Provost Jamshed Bharucha, Fares Center Associate Director Vali Nasr, and Fares
Center Director Leila Fawaz with Ambassador Richard A. Holbrooke (center left) in 2010
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Affiliated Faculty and Students at Tufts University
News & Notes

Affiliated Faculty

Cecile Aptel, Associate Professor of
International Law, joined the faculty of
The Fletcher School last summer. She
recently co-authored a report, “Through
a New Lens: Children and Transitional
Justice,” published by the International
Center for Transitional Justice and is
working on a book on international
crimes and children. She was awarded
the Jennings Randolph Senior
Fellowship by the United States Institute
of Peace in 2011.
Richard Eichenberg, Associate Professor
of International Relations, Foreign Policy,
Western Europe, and Political Behavior, is
currently working on the essay, “Gender
Differences or Parallel Publics? The
Dynamics of Defense Spending Opinions
in the United States, 1965–2007” with
Richard J. Stoll for publication in the
Journal of Conflict Resolution (2011/2012).
He continues to sit on the Advisory
Committee of “Transatlantic Trends in
Public Opinion” at the German Marshall
Fund of the United States.
Kenneth Garden,
Assistant Professor of
Religion and core faculty
in international relations,
spent the fall semester
in Cairo on a CASA III fellowship. He
published an article entitled “Coming
Down from the Mountaintop: AlGhazali’s Autobiographical Writings in
Context,” in a two-volume edition of the
journal Muslim World published on the
900th anniversary of al-Ghazali’s death.
He is putting final touches on an article
accepted in the Journal of the American
Oriental Society, entitled, “From Courtier
to Religious Scholar: The rihla and SelfReinvention of Abu Bakr Ibn al-Arabi.”
He has completed his manuscript AlGhazali the Reviver, and hopes to see it
published soon.

Zeina Hakim, Assistant
Professor of French, was
a visiting professor at the
University of Fribourg,
Switzerland, in Spring
2011. Her book Fictions déjouées: Le récit en
trompe-l’œil au XVIIIe siècle is forthcoming
(Droz, Spring 2012). She recently published
on Rousseau and George Sand (George
Sand Studies, 2012), Courtilz de Sandras
(La Partie et le tout, Peeters, 2011), Diderot’s
Salons (Penser l’art dans la seconde moitié du
XVIIIe siècle, Académie de France à Rome et
Somogy, 2012), and Louise Labé (Approaches
to Teaching World Literature, MLA Series,
2011). Her current research deals with the
role of women during the Quarrel of the
Ancients and the Moderns in a project
entitled “Traductrices du sacré (1645–1715):
entre discrétion et prise d’autorité.”
Jeanne Marie Penvenne,
Associate Professor of
History and core faculty
in international relations,
published two essays in
honor of Jill R. Dias, the late Professor of
African History and Anthropology at the
Universidade Nova de Lisboa. The first
was her keynote address at a conference in
Lisbon honoring Dias’s legacy: “Learning
from Jill Dias: Press, Photography and
People,” Actas do Encontro: As Licões de
Jill Dias (Lisbon: Universidade Nova de
Lisbon, 2011), and the second was “Two
Tales of a City—Lourenço Marques,
1945–1975,” Portuguese Studies Review 19,
(2011): 249–69. Penvenne continues as an
advisory editor with the Journal of African
History, and will return to Mozambique
in the summer of 2012 to begin a new
project on social networks among urban
African elites in the late colonial era.
Joel Rosenberg, Associate
Professor of Judaic Studies,
has an article “Alone
with God: Elie Wiesel’s
Writings on the Bible”
appearing in Elie Wiesel: Jewish, Literary,
and Moral Perspectives, ed. Steven T. Katz
and Alan Rosen (University of Indiana
Press, 2012). His translations of the
Hebrew and Yiddish poetry of PolishJewish writer Hillel Zeitlin will appear
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in Hasidic Spirituality for a New Era: The
Religious Writings of Hillel Zeitlin, ed.
Arthur Green (Paulist Press Classics of
World Spirituality, 2012). He has recently
completed his book Crisis in Disguise:
Some Cinema of Jewish Experience in the
Era of Catastrophe (1914–47).
Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, Associate Professor
of Political Science, is the co-editor of The
Challenge of Grand Strategy: The Great
Powers and the Broken Balance between the
World Wars (Cambridge University Press,
2012), to which he also contributed an essay,
“Strategy of Innocence or Provocation?
The Roosevelt Administration’s Road
to World War II.” He also published an
essay, “Neoclassical Realism and the Study
of Regional Order,” in T. V. Paul, ed.,
International Relations Theory and Regional
Transformation (Cambridge University
Press, 2012). He was co-organizer and
co-chair of a workshop on “Bridging
the Transatlantic Divide: American and
European Realism Reconsidered” at the
annual meeting of the International Studies
Association (ISA) in Montreal in March
2011. In May 2011 he began a four-year
term as a member of the editorial board
for The Review of International Studies, the
official journal of the British International
Studies Association (BISA).
The Fares Center
mourns the passing
of Professor
emeritus George J.
Marcopoulos who
was with the Tufts
Department of
History from 1961 until his retirement
in 2006, and was also a member of the
Fares Center’s Advisory Board from
2002 to 2006.

Allen Taylor, senior scientist and director
of the Laboratory for Nutrition and Vision
Research, is also director of STEP-GTP,
an organization that provides graduatelevel science and medical training to
pairs of Israeli and Palestinian students.
In conjunction with STEP-GTP, Taylor
participated in conferences at Hebrew
University, Tel Aviv University, and Bar

Ilan University Medical School in Israel in
November and December 2011. He also
participated in the seminar “Mechanisms
That Link Dietary Glycemic Index,
Type 2 Diabetes, Age-Related Macular
Degeneration, Cardiovascular Disease”
at Al Quds University in Jerusalem in
December. Recently, the first STEPGTP pair participated in a conference
in Coimbra, Portugal. The Israeli and
Palestinian students remain in touch.
Reed Ueda, Professor of
History and core faculty
in international relations,
received a Faculty Research
Award Committee (FRAC)
senior research fellowship in 2012. This
grant is supporting his research on his book
project, Crosscurrents Between the Atlantic
and Pacific. Ueda is co-chair of the InterUniversity Committee on International
Migration, a research consortium that
includes Tufts and is based at the MIT
Center for International Studies.
Ibrahim Warde, adjunct
professor at The Fletcher
School, has published
two articles in Le Monde
Diplomatique. He also
lectured at the University of California,
Berkeley, at Harvard University’s Kennedy
School of Government and School of
Law, at the University of Delaware, and
at the University of Paris-Dauphine.
He conducted a seminar on Islamic
finance in Lagos, Nigeria, and delivered
the inaugural lecture, entitled “Ethics
and Finance: From Moral Philosophy
to Financial Engineering,” for the new
Ethics and Finance Chair at the Sorbonne
University in Paris.
Affiliated Students

Nicole Abi-Esber is a senior at Tufts
University studying Psychology
and International Relations with a
concentration in the Middle East and
South Asia. Since enrolling at Tufts she
has had the opportunity to study Arabic
at the American University of Beirut and
to spend a semester at the University
of Seville in southern Spain. Nicole
has worked as an intern for Search for
Common Ground, an NGO in Beirut,

Lebanon. She has also worked for the
Institute for Middle East Understanding,
a media group based in Brooklyn, NY. She
has served as the president of the Arab
Student Association at Tufts and was a
founding member of Tufts’s chapter of
Students for Justice in Palestine.
Ravi Kaneriya (MIB ’13) studies
Development Economics and Strategic
Management and Consulting at The
Fletcher School and is a research assistant
at the Fares Center. Prior to this Ravi spent
one year working in Tunisia for the U.S.
State Department and AMIDEAST, where
he managed an American cultural center
that engaged Tunisian patrons in business
skills development and democracy
building. Ravi is interested in issues of
business, entrepreneurship, innovation,
and economic development, specifically in
the context of the Middle East and North
Africa where he has traveled widely. Ravi
experienced the Jasmine Revolution in
Tunisia and is therefore very interested in
the potential of the Arab Spring to bring
positive change to the Arab world.
Peter Rough (MALD ’12) studies Political
Theory and International Security at The
Fletcher School and is a research assistant
at the Fares Center. Peter’s research
contribution to the Fares Center focuses
on the Arab experience during World
War I. A proud native of Des Moines,
Iowa, Peter served in and out of federal
government prior to enrolling at The
Fletcher School. In 2004 he received his
B.A. in International Affairs from George
Washington University.
Brooke Smith (MALD/MS ’13) is a
research assistant at the Fares Center
and is studying Development Economics
at The Fletcher School and pursuing
a joint degree with the Friedman School
of Nutrition Science and Policy in
Agriculture, Food, and Environment.
Before coming to Fletcher, she worked
as a youth development volunteer with
the Peace Corps in Morocco. As an
undergraduate at Middlebury College
she studied political science and spent
a semester living in Cairo.
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Katrina Stanislaw (MALD ’13) is a
research assistant at the Fares Center and
studies International Negotiation and
Conflict Resolution and International
Environment and Resource Policy at The
Fletcher School. Prior to The Fletcher
School she worked at Debevoise &
Plimpton LLP, for the Obama Presidential
Campaign, and in the environmental
sector at World Wildlife Fund and Clean
Air-Cool Planet. Over the summer of
2011 Katrina worked at the World Bank’s
Center for Mediterranean Integration in
Marseilles, France. Katrina received her
M.A. in International Relations and Art
History from the University of St. Andrews
(Scotland).
Julie Younes (MALD ’12) is a secondyear student concentrating in Human
Security and Southwest Asia and Islamic
Civilization. Prior to coming to The
Fletcher School, Julie worked at the
Middle East Institute in Washington, D.C.
and in Jerusalem as a Program Director
for PeacePlayers International – Middle
East, a non-profit organization that uses
sports to teach life skills and promote
peace-building. She received her B.A. in
International Studies and French from
Dickinson College.

Amir Soltani

Since graduating from Tufts in 1990 Amir
Soltani has worked in media, business, and
philanthropy. He served as the operations
director of the Semnani Family Foundation, an
organization focused on global health, poverty,
and disaster relief, and is currently working
on “Redemption,” a documentary film about
the plight of the underclass in West Oakland,
California.
Amir recently penned a graphic novel,
Zahra’s Paradise. A New York Times
bestseller, Zahra’s Paradise has been hailed
as a breakthrough in human rights activism.
First Second, the graphic novel division
of Macmillan, published Zahra’s Paradise
in real time on the internet, and it has
since been translated into English, French,
German, Spanish, Italian, Portuguese,
Dutch, Swedish, and Finnish. The Arabic,
Turkish, Persian, Hebrew, Korean, and Polish
versions will be published soon.

THE LEGACY OF
KAMAL SALIBI
his research
writing,the
thepreeminent
preeminent historian
In his In
research
andand
writing,
historian of
of Lebanon Dr. Kamal Salibi has specialized in the
Lebanon Dr. Kamal Salibi has specialized in the history
history of Arabia, early Islamic Syria, the Hashemite
of Arabia,
earlyofIslamic
Hashemite
monarchy
Jordan, Syria,
Biblicalthe
studies,
and, mostmonarchy
of Jordan,
Biblical
studies,
and,
most
importantly,
the
importantly, the history of Lebanon, which
he
for all
futurehe
generations
with his
historytransformed
of Lebanon,
which
transformed
for all future
extraordinary
insights
and
analyses.
In
his
work
generations with his extraordinary insights and analyses.
he has demonstrated a unique ability to question
In his work he has demonstrated a unique ability to
traditional interpretations and then to combine
question
traditional
interpretations
and thenattention
to combine
imagination
and creativity
with a meticulous
imagination
creativity
with that
a meticulous
attention
to detailand
to produce
narratives
have changed
our
understanding
the Middle East.
to detail
to produceofnarratives
that One
haveconference
changed our
cannot
do
justice
to
the
range
of
Dr.
Salibi’s
interests
understanding of the Middle East. One conference
and contributions to history; we therefore limited the
cannot doMediterranean
justice to the range ofStudies
Dr. Salibi’s interests
Eastern
conference’s scope to his research and writings on the
and contributions
to history;
wePalestine.
have therefore limited
history of Lebanon,
Syria, and
the conference’s scope to his research and writings on
the history of Lebanon, Syria, and Palestine.

The Fares Center
for

APRIL 20, 2012

Ballou Hall
The Fares Center
Coolidge Room

Tufts
University
for Eastern Mediterranean
Studies

Medford/Somerville, Massachusetts

A CONFERENCE SPONSORED BY
TUFTS UNIVERSITY
The Fares Center
forCenter
Eastern Mediterranean Studies
Cabot Intercultural
at Tufts University
160 Packard Avenue

Medford, MA 02155
Telephone: 617.627.6560
Fax: 617.627.3461
E-mail: fares-center@tufts.edu
Web: http://farescenter.tufts.edu

imagination and creativity with a meticulous attention
to detail to produce narratives that have changed our
understanding of the Middle East. One conference
cannot do justice to the range of Dr. Salibi’s interests
and contributions to history; we have therefore limited
Leila
organized
the conference’s
scopeFawaz
to his research
and writings on
the history ofa Lebanon,
Syria, and
Palestine.
conference
in memory

of a great historian of
Lebanon and a MESA
Honorary Fellow

APRIL 20, 2012

Ballou Hall
Coolidge Room
Tufts University
Medford/Somerville, Massachusetts
A CONFERENCE SPONSORED BY
The Fares Center
for Eastern Mediterranean Studies
at Tufts University

