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Ibrahim Mohamed Jaidah, renowned Qatari
Architect and Group CEO & Chief Architect
of the Arab Engineering Bureau, was invited to
deliver the inaugural CIRS Monthly Dialogue of
the 2016-2017 academic year on “Transitions in
Qatar’s Architectural Identity” on September 26,
2016. The talk focused on the definitions of Qatari
architecture; its history, influences, aesthetics, and
the future of its development.
Jaidah explained that the history of the Gulf region
in general, and Qatar in particular, has always been
one of global influences through trade routes and
contact with neighboring countries and cultures,
including Basra, Najd, Zanzibar, India, and Iran,
among many others. Qatari culture, he said, has
always been a blend of borrowings “from the way
we dress, to our dialogue, to our cuisine, to our
music,” and to the diversity of the local architecture.
These are all products of historical learning.
Defining the history of Qatari architecture, Jaidah
noted that it falls into broad time periods that
can be categorized according to pre- and post-oil
styles of development. He explained that, in a few
decades, Qatar achieved what other nations strived

to accomplish over centuries, and this incredibly
rapid growth has had massive effects on the nation
and its architectural growth and design. The
transition from one period into another occurred
relatively rapidly, where Qatari architecture that
was once defined by haphazard mud houses in
the pre-oil period, was quickly transformed with
oil wealth in the immediate post-oil period to
encompass a growing town defined by cement and
bricks, and, in the contemporary period, a global
city brandishing steel and glass towers.
The invention of cultured pearls in Japan in
the 1930s brought about the decimation of the
pearling industry in Qatar—its primary source
of wealth—plunging the nation into poverty, and
affecting its architectural development. “In the
pre-oil period,” he recalled, “the architecture was
quite straightforward; simple houses, courtyard
houses, that expanded as the families required.”
The architecture of this time period was defined
by respect to the environment, sourcing local
materials, and building according to optimum
orientations to make the best use of natural
weather conditions.
Continued on page 7
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director’s welcome

Greetings from Doha.
This academic year, CIRS has been working on a
number of new and exciting research initiatives. We
have produced several academic publications in the
form of books, papers, and reports, and have hosted a
series of outreach programs, inviting members of the
Qatar community, and beyond, to engage with experts
on the Gulf and Middle East region.

about cirs
The Center for International
and Regional Studies (CIRS) at
Georgetown University in Qatar is
guided by the principles of academic
excellence, forward vision, and
community engagement.

The cirs mission revolves around
five principal goals:
•to provide a forum for scholarship
and research on international and
regional affairs;
•to encourage in-depth examination
and exchange of ideas;
•to foster thoughtful dialogue among
students, scholars, and practitioners
of international affairs;
•to facilitate the free flow of ideas and
knowledge through publishing the
products of its research, sponsoring
conferences and seminars, and
holding workshops designed to
explore the complexities of the
twenty-first century;
•to engage in outreach activities
with a wide range of local, regional,
and international partners.
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This fall, we concluded several research projects, and
engaged in a number of ongoing and overlapping
initiatives, including in-depth studies of “The ‘Resource
Curse’ in the Gulf,” “Leading the Faithful: The Role of
Religious Authorities in the Middle East,” “Mobility,
Displacement, and Forced Migration in the Middle East,” and “Highly-Skilled
Migration to the Gulf in Comparative Perspective.” These intensive research initiatives
are designed using empirically-grounded, theoretically-informed research where the
goal is to fill in existing gaps in the literature and to contribute original knowledge
to the field.
As part of expanding the geographic scope of CIRS research, we published a second
issue of The Asia Papers series, a dedicated forum for engaging with research on Asian
nations. “The Importance of Being Ernst: Ernst David Bergmann and Israel’s Role
in Taiwan’s Defense” is authored by Yitzhak Shichor, Professor Emeritus of Political
Science and Asian Studies at the University of Haifa and Michael William Lipson
Chair Professor Emeritus at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem. In addition, we
have continued with publications from our established Occasional Paper series and
Summary Reports in both English and Arabic. As always, our in-house publications
can be downloaded for free from the CIRS website. For more information on these
recent CIRS publications, please refer to page 3 of this newsletter.
This edition of the newsletter contains further detailed information about each CIRS
activity and research initiative conducted over the past few months, as well as articles
highlighting recent lectures, events, and faculty development initiatives. We warmly
welcome feedback from our readership, whether it is through Facebook, Twitter, or
by e-mail. I, and the rest of the CIRS team, look forward to hearing from you and
seeing you at our upcoming lectures. We invite our readers to follow CIRS news and
activities by logging on to the CIRS website at: http://cirs.georgetown.edu.
Sincerely,

Mehran Kamrava
Professor at Georgetown University in Qatar
Director of the Center for International and Regional Studies

new publications

Water Management in the Nile
Basin: A Fragmented but Effective
Cooperative Regime

The Importance of Being Ernst:
Ernst David Bergmann and Israel’s
Role in Taiwan’s Defense

Bart Hilhorst, CIRS Occasional Paper no. 17

Yitzhak Shichor, The Asia Papers no. 2

This paper describes the
emerging cooperative regime
in the Nile basin and analyzes
its effectiveness. It presents an
inventory of where cooperation
among Nile riparians is needed,
and discusses the required level
of cooperation. It also looks
at the benefits of cooperation
that are not related to a specific
geographic area, and identifies
four distinct sub-basins that
have substantial autonomy in
managing their water resources.
The paper concludes that the
emerging cooperative setup is logical and, for now, quite effective.
It does not lock in arrangements that may prove inconsistent—
at a later point in time—with the overall objective of reasonable
and equitable use of the Nile waters by each riparian state.

In this paper, Yitzhak Shichor
examines Ernst Bergmann’s
role in Taiwan’s nuclear defense.
Bergmann has been considered,
implicitly, but lately explicitly, a
prominent player in Taiwan’s
defense modernization and
the asia papers
one of the forefathers of its
nuclear program. Since the
early 1960s, when Taiwanese
officials met Professor Ernst
Ernst DaviD BErgmann anD
David Bergmann, the first
israEl’s rolE in taiwan’s DEfEnsE
chairman of the Israel Atomic
Energy Commission, he played
a significant role in Taiwan’s nuclear (and missile) programs.
In Taiwan, which he visited occasionally and maintained close
relations with President Chiang Kai-shek and the militarytechnological-scientific complex, Bergmann also facilitated
some of Israel’s conventional military transfers to Taiwan.

Youth in the Middle East
CIRS Summary Report no. 15
CIRS launched the “Youth
in the Middle East” research
initiative in collaboration with
Silatech, a Doha-based and
youth-oriented
organization.
As many of the region’s youth
are contending with the
effects of social and economic
exclusion, this project explores
the ways in which youth
manage and respond to various
socioeconomic and political
constraints across the region, as
well as the potentials of policy
to support various aspects of
youth’s lives. This initiative examines the ways in which Middle
Eastern youth collectively regenerate a new consciousness and
forge novel methods of mobilization. The papers produced as
part of this initiative will be published as a special issue of The
Muslim World in 2017.
YOUTH IN THE MIDDLE EAST

Summary Report

no. 2 | 2016

Yitzhak Shichor

الجاليات العرب ّية الوافدة يف دول مجلس التعاون الخليجي
12 تقرير موجز ملجموعة العمل رقم

،ً معا،تساعد دراسات هذا الكتاب
يف تفكيك االفرتاضات القامئة حول
استثنائية الخليج والعامل العريب يف
 فالديناميات.دراسات الهجرة العاملية
التي تؤسس دراس َة أسباب الهجرات
 هي، ونتائجها، وآلياتها،إىل الخليج
ذات الديناميات األوسع التي تؤسس
دراسة الهجرات العاملية يف مناطق
 فالفوارق االقتصادية.العامل األخرى
 واالضطرابات السياس ّية،الكبرية
اللغوية
واالنتامءات
،املزمنة
 ومحاوالت الذود عن املزايا،والثقافية
،االقتصادية ومزايا املواطنة املحدودة
 كام يف أي مكان، وفرص اندماج يف دول الخليج،تغ ّذ ي عوامل نبذ وجذب
 تواصل األبحاث العلمية الحديثة إثراء فهمنا لظاهرة هجرة.آخر يف العامل
 إذ، ومييض هذا الكتاب بهذا الفهم خطوة أبعد.العاملة إىل دول الخليج
 مل تحظ حتى اآلن مبا،يس ّلط الضوء عىل جالية وافدة محددة يف املنطقة
.تستحق من دراسة
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“Leading the Faithful: The Role of
Religious Authorities in the Middle
East” Working Group meeting I
On August 22 and 23, 2016, CIRS held the first working group
meeting under its research initiative on “Leading the Faithful:
The Role of Religious Authorities in the Middle East.” During
the course of the two days, scholars identified a number of key
gaps in the literature on the position and role of religious leaders
of different communities present in the Middle East, as well as
broader themes relating to the issue of religious authority across
the region as a whole.
The working group commenced with a discussion led by Reem
Meshal on “The Crisis of Religious Authority in Egypt and the
Arab Spring.” In particular, Meshal highlighted three current
crises relating to the issue of religious authority in the Middle
East that need further scrutiny: the crisis over who demonstrates
legitimate religious authority in Sunni Islam, the crisis of
revitalized sectarianism, and the crisis in the academy produced
by limiting our understanding of religious orthodoxy via secular
critique. Meshal suggested that, in Egypt, it is challenging to
identify a religious leader who hold a monopoly over authority
in Sunni Islam. Many contending and oppositional sources,
like Al Azhar and the Muslim Brotherhood, claim to speak
for Sunni Islam, but none can serve as the sole authority over
it. Recently, spreading sectarianism is another crisis that has
produced most visible results in Yemen, Iraq, Syria, Sudan, and,
to some extent, in Egypt, and also points to a crisis in religious
authority. Additionally, Meshal raised a question of whether we
might be in the midst of a “third reformation period” of Islamic
history where state actors and technocrats presume to speak for
religion. Meshal stressed the need to question orthodoxy in a
more nuanced and complex manner than what is provided by the
secular critique, and to address it as a process that is constructed,
rather than given.

Sajjad Rizvi moved the discussion forward by raising areas
of inquiry related to “The Changing Marjaiyyat and Shiite
Religious Authority in the Middle East.” Rizvi started his
discussion with the impact of certain moments in the history
of the Middle East on Shiite religious authority. He discussed
the Iranian Revolution of 1979, and how it established the idea
that clerics possess authority; and the Iraq war of 2003, and how
it raised the question of who will take over religious authority.
Rizvi also discussed the structures of Islam in Shiite theology,
and how they are more resilient than those of Sunni Islam.
Amongst other research questions, Rizvi identified the following:
how is a Marja produced these days? What are the impacts of
social media, new media, and new forms of communication on
the role and relationship of the Marjayyat and believers? How
are the financial flows and networks of the Marjas managed?
And how has militarization and militia-making changed the
role of the Marjayyat? Additionally, he raised points about the
relationship amongst different Shiite clerics, as well as on the
difference between the traditional mode of religious authority,
networks arranged around piety of particular figures and their
philanthropic work, and contemporary figures that take on
different roles. Rizvi questioned what impact class, ethnicity, and
race play in producing Shiite religious leadership, and whether a
Marja could be produced outside of Najaf and Qom.
Robert Bianchi discussed “Religious Authorities and the Politics
of Hajj in the Middle East,” raising four main themes that could
benefit from extended study, and would add to the existing
scholarship. He suggested that it is important to consider the
implications of the changing demographic composition of Hajj
pilgrims, who are no longer primarily from Arab states, but
from Asia and elsewhere. This demographic change has had
implications for power relations between the Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia and other Muslim majority states. Secondly, Bianchi
suggested that over the past few decades the management of
Hajj has become increasingly internationalized with a number of
other states and private sector actors involved in management

Continued on page 12
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panel discussion

War, factions of “the Republican Party hung and identity politics, or, whether someone
CIRS Panel on the 2016
together not by virtue of internal coherence, with Trump’s ideals will dismantle the
U.S. Presidential Election but by virtue of what they were opposed current political arrangement. Trump has
On October 18, 2016, CIRS hosted a Panel
discussion on “The 2016 US Presidential
Elections,” featuring Joshua Mitchell and
Clyde Wilcox, professors in the Government
Department at Georgetown University
School of Foreign Service. The discussion
was moderated by Mehran Kamrava,
Director of CIRS.
Mitchell opened the debate by framing his
speech around a central question: “Why did
Trump so easily take the nomination?” He
clarified that: “my task here…is not so much
to defend Trump, but rather to explain him
through the lens of the history of political
thought.” Giving some background to the
current political climate, Mitchell painted
a picture of the United States as a nation
sharply divided, stating that “there are
two different Americas right now.” One
America is reflected in the power and
wealth of Washington, and other key urban
centers, where property prices and incomes
are soaring, while “the other America is
an America of despair, drug addiction,
suicide, low-paying jobs, and never-ending
condescension toward ‘flyover’ country.”
Because of such sharp divisions between
wealth and poverty, and indeed the growing
rifts within US politics, a “populist uprising”
in the form of an outlier candidate like Trump
has been a long time coming. Examining
key political moments to explain Trump’s
success, he argued that during the Cold

to—namely, progressivism within, and the
Cold War without.” After the end of the
Cold War, Mitchell noted, there really was
no reason for the party to be held together
since their common interest was defeated,
thus, “it was just a question of time before
that party fell apart; if it wasn’t Trump, it was
going be somebody else, sooner or later.”

In the aftermath of the Cold War, a new
type of political thought was cultivated in
young people who began defining their lives
around issues of “globalization” and “identity,”
which have become the central features of
contemporary political engagement. These
terms differ greatly to how politics was
conceptualized in the past, revolving around
notions of the sovereign state and the rational
citizen, as outlined in the treaty of Westphalia
in 1648 and Hobbes’ Leviathan in 1651.
Today, sovereignty is no longer located in
the state, but is located “above the state,” in
global norms, international trade and laws,
and transnational organizations, and “below
the state,” in identity politics. “You have this
tremendous paradox: the disembodied citizen
who imagines his or her identity in relation
to others, and politics as activism—not
citizenship,” Mitchell explained.
Currently, the battle being waged in the
US—as well as in Europe as seen in the
Brexit vote—is whether the future of politics
will continue along the lines of the post1989 organizing principle of globalization

enthralled his electorate by turning the
tide on a world obsessed with globalization
by offering fervent claims that borders
matter, immigration policy matters, national
rather than universal interests matter,
entrepreneurship matters, decentralization
matters, and, finally, that politically correct
speech—an essential component of identity
politics—does not matter. “When Trump
says crass things,” for example, “the way he
thinks through this problem is in terms, not
of sin but, of error,” Mitchell argued. The
counter reaction to Trump’s rogue behavior,
with Hillary Clinton’s campaign being a chief
proponent, is to utilize the old American
religious tropes of “purity” and “stain.”
Mitchell noted that this revival of a religious

“When Trump says crass things, the way
he thinks through this problem is in terms,
not of sin but, of error” - Mitchell.
language is a deeply troubling development
in which Trump and his supporters are
tarnished as deplorable and irredeemable,
further diving the country along political
and racial lines. Especially because Hillary
Clinton is white, he argued, her democratic
campaign is even more driven to chastise
the faults of white America, and its seeming
penchant for racism.
These two sides of the divide fall along the
historic conservative and left set up of US
Continued on page 18
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“Pluralism and Community in the
Middle East” Working Group II
In September 2016, CIRS held a second working group under its
research initiative on “Pluralism and Community in the Middle
East.” Over the course of two days, working group participants
presented draft papers examining pluralism and diversity within
the contemporary Middle East, addressing amongst other things:
how governance and legal regimes incorporate or engage with
issues of plural communities; how architecture and urbanism
in the Middle East reflect changing notions of identity and
inclusion; iconoclasm and heritage destruction undertaken by
the Islamic State (IS); education in plural societies of Lebanon
and Syria; the economic conditions of Sunni communities in
Iran; the evolution of Armenian nationalism and identity in the
Middle East; race, ethnicity, and identity in Iran; and Qatari
social structure.
The working group commenced with a presentation of Kathleen
Cavanaugh’s paper on “Governance and Legal Regimes in the
Middle Eastern Plural Society” in which she appraised the
normative universalism of human rights principles in addressing
issues of pluralism and inclusion, examined how these principles
have influenced governance in the Middle East, and provided a
robust critique of “secularism” as being the prescriptive means by
which to foster greater inclusion in the Middle East. Cavanaugh’s
paper suggests that there is a need to undertake a pragmatic
assessment of the ways in which the language of the “universal”
and the “secular” have actually suffocated voices of diversity, and
allowed states to suppress culture and identity.
Nezar Al Sayyad presented his paper “On the Changing Identity
of Architecture and Urbanism in the Middle East during the Era
of Globalization.” He argued that the Middle East serves as a
convincing geographical space from which to argue that “universal
modernism” is only, or at least mainly, a European phenomenon.
The permanently hybrid and evolving nature of architecture
and urbanism in the Middle East make it impossible to accept
an inflexible or static idea of what is “universal.” Al Sayyad’s
paper suggests that the history of the world demonstrates a
movement towards greater cultural differentiation as opposed
to homogenization, and at an individual level this means that
a person considers himself or herself to simultaneously hold
multiple affiliations and identities. If hybridity is also accepted
as an inherent constituent of national identity, this means the
ensuing forms of urbanism must be accepted as only a reflection of
a specific transitional stage or era within any society. Since culture
has become increasingly placeless, urbanism will likely become
one of the few remaining arenas where one may observe how local
communities and nations mediate the tensions between the local
and the global.
James Barry tackled another facet of the question of identity in the
Middle East in his paper on “Millet Ethnicity: Christianity, Islam,
and the Politics of Armenian Identity in the Modern Middle
East.” He claims that the Armenian perception of “Armenian
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Muslims” as a contradiction is gradually being challenged, although
the centrality of Christianity, nominal or otherwise, to Armenian
identity still holds fast. In the Turkish context, the ethnic gulf
that separates the Armenian-Christian from the TurkishMuslim remains a potent legacy of the millet system, which in
the modern context has “ethnicized” religious identities. He also
argues that in the Armenian Diaspora, there has been a change
in attitude towards Muslim people of Armenian descent who are
living in Turkey. Finally he claims that the contemplation of the
potential Armenian-ness of both the Hopa Hemshin and the
Islamized Armenians, coupled with the enthusiastic engagement
by the Diaspora with these two groups, demonstrates that there
is a change afoot in modern conceptions of what it is to be an
Armenian, and indeed what it means to be a Turk.
Taghreed Al-Deen discussed “Cultural Cleansing and Iconoclasm
under the ‘Islamic State’: Attacks on Yezidi and Christian
Humans/Heritage.” She argues that the devastating brutality and
heritage destruction carried out by the IS has included deliberate
attacks against two of the most vulnerable minorities in Iraq and
Syria: Yezidis and Christians. Such attacks on the human/heritage
dimension of a given community ultimately rupture their identity,
dismembering their connections to each other and to their collective
past. More to the point, attacks by the IS on Christian sites such
as the Armenian church in Deir ez-Zour and the villages along
the Khabur River appear to be deliberately designed to conjure
sharp memories of the Armenian Genocide and the Siemele
massacre. Re-enacting earlier waves of genocide allows the IS to
connect their contemporary brutality—ideologically, temporally,
physically—to those moments in Yezidi and Christian history
that are most sensitive and painful. These attacks also intend
to erase any vestige of a cosmopolitan and diverse Middle East
towards the creation of a monolithic and oppressive caliphate
governed by the most perverse interpretations of Islamic law.
Continued on page 15

monthly dialogue

Ibrahim Mohamed Jaidah
On “Transitions in Qatar’s
Architectural Identity”
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

Jaidah noted that “all natural materials were
used, and that is why it was responsive to
the environment and it was pleasant to live
in.” In fact, “the only thing that was brought
from abroad was the wood—because
we didn’t have enough trees—which we
call the danshal was brought from either
Zanzibar, from Iran—usually recycled from
other buildings—and from India,” he said.
The discovery of oil a few years later, set
Qatar onto the path of industrial wealth and
with it immediate effects on the growth of
the urban environment. Although the styles
of the buildings and the arcades remained
largely the same, natural materials were
gradually being replaced by cement and
bricks and architectural lines became more
even and straight. In central Doha, “the clock
tower, I think, is one of the most important
buildings, because it was the start of the new
construction,” made of concrete and other
man made materials. The old Ottoman fort
that was the center of administrative rule,
was replaced with the first diwan amiri. “As
soon as the Ottomans left, the first thing the
ruler did was to build the diwan amiri there
in different stages because it had the most
prime and historical control of the whole
bay,” Jaidah explained. This transitional
period was defined by a blending of natural
and man made materials that were combined
within the same buildings.

“It doesn’t have to be a mud
house to become history. Our
modern history is what is
forming the new generation.”
This immediate post-oil period was defined
by increasing incoming wealth, which was
being transformed into the design of the local
landscape. Prosperous residents were able to
commission, for the first time, architects from
India, Pakistan, and Lebanon to build unique,
art deco designs, full of motifs and symbolic
flourishes, or what Jaidah calls, “Arabian
deco.” During this period, there was a whole
era in the 50s that, unfortunately until today,

is not considered as part of Qatar’s history,
and so buildings have been systematically
demolished to make way for the new highrises and urban developments. Jaidah noted
that he had an opportunity to preserve some
of these buildings, and to document others,
before they were demolished. Today, the
renovation of the Fire Station building and its
re-purposing to accommodate art initiatives
and galleries is an example of preserving the
early modern history of Qatar. He noted that
these buildings are crucial to the story of
Doha; “it doesn’t have to be a mud house to
become history. Our modern history is what
is forming the new generation.”
In the contemporary “post-oil period,” there
was a boom of construction and urban
developments in the 1990s and 2000s,
especially with massive land reclamation
projects and the development of West
Bay, Lusail, and the Pearl island. With the
government’s announcement that it would
rent buildings and offices in West Bay, a
construction race took place to take advantage
of the new policy, leading to massive growth
in the construction and infrastructure sectors.
However, Jaidah said, “there was a sort of
scary moment because architecture became
a commodity,” and towers were being
constructed within a few short months. In
this period, architecture became more about
unique, innovative, fashionable, and flagship
designs that completed with each other, and
with other countries, rather than serving a
function or harmoniously fitting within the
exiting cityscape. Jaidah admits that during
this period, not many of these construction
were environmentally sustainable and
“mistakes happened” in the rush to compete.

However, he argued in conclusion, “there
was a wake-up call,” and new regulations
were put in place to guarantee a more
sustainable style of urban development,
which is important for the future of the
landscape and the environment. In the
contemporary period, the architectural
development of Qatar is taking a more
measured and mature stance and is involving
leading international architects. Today, there
is “the beauty of getting people from all over
the world to participate and to…redefine
what is culture,” and to preserve our history,
not only in architecture but in other areas
of cultural development. Today, there is a
kind of “cultural revolution” reconnecting
Qatar to its history and heritage by taking
the local, vernacular architecture into the
future. Today, Jaidah concluded, “there is a
language that is being created, sensitive to
the environment and to the culture”—one
that is as respectful of the past as it is open
to the future.
Ibrahim Mohamed Jaidah is a researcher and author
of The History of Qatari Architecture and 99 Domes
who grew up in the old neighborhood Al Jasra in
the heart of Doha. He ranks as a pioneer of a new
architectural movement, which combines the far
reaching influences of traditional Qatari architecture
with modern style, creating memorable landmark
structures that are helping to shape the developing
State of Qatar. Jaidah is a highly recognized architect
who has won numerous awards such as the Islamic
Cities Award, the Arab Town Organization Awards,
and has been nominated for the Agha Khan Awards.
In 2005, Jaidah was honored with the medal of the
State of Qatar Encouragement Award. His projects
reflect the cultural, historical, and environmental
contexts in which they exist. Ibrahim is a dedicated
advocate for sustainability and is a co-founding
member of the Qatar Green Building Council.
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“Highly-Skilled Migration to the
Gulf in Comparative Perspective”
Working Group Meeting i
The Center for International and Regional Studies (CIRS)
hosted a working group on June 1 and 2, 2016, on the topic of
“Highly-Skilled Migrants: The Gulf and Global Perspectives.”
This working group is an outcome of a joint research project on
“Highly-Skilled Migrants in Qatar” that Zahra Babar, CIRS
Associate Director for Research, and two co-collaborators,
Nabil Khattab of the Doha Institute for Graduate Studies,
and Michael Ewers of Qatar University’s Social and Economic
Survey Research Institute, recently began working on. The
working group provided Babar, Khattab, and Ewers with the
opportunity to share their preliminary research results and to
receive feedback. A number of other scholars with regional and
global experience on the topic of skilled migration were invited
to present on their own research during the working group
meeting. The gathering allowed the group to revisit some of
the fundamental assumptions about the nature, patterns, and
processes of labor migration to the Gulf region through the
lens of highly-skilled migration.
Zahra Babar, Michael Ewers, and Nabil Khattab started the
discussion by introducing their pilot project on “HighlySkilled Migrants in Qatar.” They shared the results of a survey
of 300 highly-skilled migrants that was carried out in Qatar
in January 2016 and also some of the preliminary findings of
a few in-depth interviews that they recently carried out. The
survey and qualitative interviews address a number of areas,
including among other things: highly-skilled migrants’ careers

and professional lives in Qatar; motivations and drivers for
coming to the country and reasons for staying; human capital
development—both the tacit skills and know-how that they
contribute to their work, organizations and the country—and
their values and aspirations relating to their mobility; as well as
life strategies and future aims.
Building on the first session, and allowing for a comparative
geographic perspective, Micheline van Riemsdijk led a
discussion on the “Integration of Highly-Skilled Migrants
in the Workplace: A Multi-Scalar Model,” which is focused
on highly-skilled migrants in Scandinavia. Van Riemsdijk’s
research examines the integration of foreign-born skilled
migrants within Norway’s petroleum industry. Just as in Qatar
and in other hydrocarbon producers, Norway draws on an
international workforce to populate its petroleum industry.
Through her study of foreign-born engineers and other
highly-skilled migrants in Norway’s petroleum industry, Van
Riemsdijk argues that integration and retention of skilled
migrants is essential to the success of the sector, as these foreign
workers contribute to knowledge creation and innovation in
their host countries. Van Riemsdijk developed a multi-scalar
model to assist in studying the socio-cultural integration of
skilled migrants in the workplace. This model includes several
interdependent variables that influence the integration of
skilled migrants in the workplace, including societal values,
industry characteristics, companies, managers, and the agency
of migrants. This model can be useful to the broader literature
on immigrant integration and international skilled migration.
Mathias Czaika led a group discussion on “High-Skilled
Migration Policies and Practices in Emerging Economies.”
His research focuses on emerging economics, in particular
Continued on page 14
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CIRS Qatar University Fellow:
Hadeel Al-Khatib

CIRS SFS-Qatar Faculty Fellow:
Abdullah A. Al-Arian

Hadeel Al-Khatib is an
Assistant Professor in
the College of Education
at Qatar University.
She received an MA
in Translation Studies
from Salford University
with a focus on the
Arabic Israeli conflict.
Her Doctorate degree is
from University College
London
where
she
researched the impact of neoliberalism on Qatar’s
language policy and language planning. Her research
interests include language policies with particular
reference to relationships between national identity
and discourse, the marketization of higher education,
neoliberalism, translation in conflicts, discourse
analysis, and virtual ethnography. She tweets under
@HadeelAlkateeb.

Abdullah A. Al-Arian is
an Assistant Professor of
History at the Georgetown
University School of
Foreign Service in Qatar.
In the fall of 2014, he
was also a Carnegie
Centennial
Visiting
Fellow with the Center for
Middle Eastern Studies at
the University of Denver.
Al-Arian received his
doctorate in history from
Georgetown University. He is the author of Answering the
Call: Popular Islamic Activism in Sadat’s Egypt, published
by Oxford University Press. He received a Master’s degree
from the London School of Economics and his BA in
political science from Duke University. He is co-editor
of the Critical Currents in Islam page on Jadaliyya. He
is also a frequent contributor to the Al Jazeera English
network and website.

During the course of Al-Khatib’s fellowship at
CIRS, she critically examines the current and
future directions of Qatar University’s Language in
Education Policy of either developing its bilingual
education programs or implementing an Arabic
monolingual model as stated in the strategic planning
cycle of 2017-2019. Her aim is to answer the
question: what combination of language instruction
will ensure that Qatar University’s students gain the
subject content knowledge and skills necessary for
higher education and employment. This answer will
enable Qatar University to implement a Language in
Education Policy that satisfies the needs of its various
stakeholders and contributes to Qatar’s sociocultural
and socioeconomic development. Using Watts and
Stenner’s (2012) Q-sorting research methodology
her research project will provide Qatar University
with research-based recommendations that enable
the university to decide on the best model that
enables students to gain full participation in society
and the economy through equitable and meaningful
access to education.

During his CIRS fellowship, Al-Arian is working on a
research project that reconsiders how we understand the
historical role of Islamic social movements in the Arab
world. In particular, it looks at the transnational diffusion
of what we might call the Muslim Brotherhood “idea”
and its subsequent localization in particular nation-state
contexts. In reviewing the individual histories of these
movements, one notes that in the period beyond the
initial diffusion of the Muslim Brotherhood mission
established in Egypt during the interwar era, there
emerged a tendency for local movements to chart
an independent course that tracked closely with the
development of national politics in their respective
contexts. This project aims to write Islamic social
movements back into the national histories of their
respective states. By placing the trajectory of Islamists
within the context of a broader development of national
political and socioeconomic change we can properly
situate the development of their charitable associations
and social infrastructure to their political party structures
and use of national symbols.
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CIRS and the Near East South Asia Center for Strategic Studies (NESA) Host
Strategic Forum on Gulf Security

On September 25, 2016, in collaboration with the Near East
South Asia Center for Strategic Studies (NESA) at the National
Defense University, CIRS hosted a one-day workshop under the
title “Strategic Forum on Gulf Security.” Distinguished scholars,
experts, and policy-makers were convened to discuss current
threats and concerns, and potential opportunities in some Gulf
countries, including: the United Arab Emirates (UAE), Qatar, and
Iran. The participants also discussed the United States’ positions on
a number of these security concerns and opportunities.
The Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) member states have been
keen to protect their monarchies, and maintain the status quo
in the Middle East by following more assertive foreign policies,
and utilizing their financial capabilities to influence the political
dynamics in the region. Five main perceived security concerns have
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been driving the active role of GCC states in the Middle East:
the instability in Syria, Iraq, and Yemen; the uncertainty about
US priorities in the region; the rise of non-state actors such as
the Islamic State; the profound fluctuations in the oil market; and
domestic social and economic challenges.
Regardless of internal disagreements, security remains a top priority
for GCC leaders, as is regional and domestic stability. Despite
significant steps toward integration since its formation some
thirty-five years ago, the GCC is still far from providing a model of
security integration. GCC member states have different perceptions
of their security threats, especially when it comes to Iran. Some
perceive of Iran as having hegemonic aspirations in the region,
and, thus, pursue policies designed to undermine Iranian influence,
especially in Yemen, Syria, and Lebanon. Many GCC states are also
developing advanced security systems in order to minimize possible
cyber attacks on their oil facilities and other infrastructures. Another
priority of the GCC states has been maintaining rapid economic
growth, which is central to regime legitimacy, and, by implication,
security. Although largely immune from it, the GCC states are also
concerned about the threat of domestic terrorism. These different
perceptions among GCC states have undermined attempts at
security integration, and especially collective efforts to develop a
common missile security system directed at threats from Iran.
Considering these perceived threats, the participants argued that
each of the GCC states continues to think in national rather than
collective terms. They also invest heavily in their own security
through arms purchases and weapons acquisition. There has been
an increasing perception that the US is an unreliable ally, and, as
a result, there is greater need for self-reliance. Focusing on the
UAE, the country’s security mood could be described as one of
confidence as well as concern. The UAE is living through one of
its most confident eras. At the same time, the country remains
very concerned about the region and the pervasiveness of tension,
extremism, violence, and sectarianism, which may spill over into its

research & scholarship
own territories. There are five main perceived security threats facing
the UAE. The first threat is Iran, as both an instant and a continuous
threat. With the election of the Rouhani administration, Iran is
perceived as more problematic, threatening, and destabilizing than
ever before. This perception of Iran is shared by some of the other
GCC states, especially Saudi Arabia. The threat from Iran has also
escalated from being merely security oriented to an ideological
threat, with Wahhabism versus Khomeinism. The second threat is
the prolonged war in Yemen, which directly relates to a third threat,
namely, “the weak links between GCC member states.” Bahrain,
Kuwait, and post-Qaboos Oman, and possibly even Saudi Arabia,
are all weak links that challenge a strong and unified GCC. The
last threat is the “post-US Gulf.” President Obama’s foreign policy
has encouraged GCC states to seek a path of less dependence on
the US, and they compensate for this by establishing relations and
alliances with other global and regional powers.
The key challenge facing the UAE’s leadership is how to navigate
between concerns and opportunities. The UAE has invested in the
most advanced security systems in order to shield itself from as
many security challenges as possible, and has become more assertive
and preemptive in confronting security threats. It has also been
playing an active role at the regional level. On the international
level, the UAE, through the GCC, has been establishing stronger
ties with the European Union, and is in talks to sign bilateral trade
agreements with Britain. This regional and international activism is
designed to prepare the country for the post-US Gulf.
Insofar as Qatar is concerned, there are three levels of analysis from
which to examine Qatari leadership’s behavior: domestic politics,
foreign policy, and security politics. In terms of domestic politics,
Sheikh Hamad bin Khalifa tried to transform Qatar into the
Singapore of the Gulf. Articulating such a vision and, at the same
time, diving away from the shadows of Saudi Arabia, was facilitated
by three main factors: social cohesion in Qatari society, absence
of sectarian divides, and absence of a parliament that resists the
emir’s agendas. For Qatar, threat perceptions in the 1990s revolved
around possible machinations by Saudi Arabia to reinstall power
to the deposed emir, Sheikh Khalifa bin Hamad. As the country
became more stable under Sheikh Hamad’s rule, Qatar’s efforts at
protecting its security turned into power projection. This projection
of power often occurred through the country’s use of hedging as
a foreign policy option. Accordingly, Qatar placed its security bet
with the US, but also maintained ostensibly warm relations with
states and non-state actors such as Iran, Hamas, and the Taliban.
Qatar also sought to position itself as an honest broker for peace
and negotiations. During and after the Arab uprisings, Qatar saw
instability in the region as an opportunity rather than a threat, and
capitalized on what it perceived as emerging opportunities.
However, Qatar’s overambitious assertions in regional foreign
policy, particularly in Egypt and Libya, had some undesired
consequences. A strong reaction from Saudi Arabia and other
GCC actors, culminating in the withdrawal of the Saudi,
Emirati, and Bahraini ambassadors from Doha, led to a change
in a chastened Qatari foreign policy direction. Currently in Syria,
for example, Qatar is no longer competing with Saudi Arabia for
influence. Qatar’s relationship with the US has traditionally been
close at multiple levels, and there are visible signs of this in terms

of diplomacy, economy, culture, and security. Due to the robustness
of its cooperation with the US, Qatar appears to be less concerned
than other GCC states about US foreign policy in the region.
Qatar continues to develop its security partnerships with other
Western states, as the recent arms deal with France demonstrates,
and is also developing a strategic relationship with Turkey.
Iran’s perception of its security interests and threats have been
going through a transitional phase following the signing of the
nuclear deal. The Iranian leadership had assumed that the deal
would help the country re-prioritize its security threats, and open
up new opportunities for international engagement, but, to date,
little has changed. While the Iranians feel that they have fulfilled
their side of the bargain, US and European leaders remain skeptical.
As a result, the US has been discouraging Western companies and
international banks from working with Iran. Currently, Iranian
foreign policy aims are to enhance the country’s relations with the
EU, while also cooperating closely with Russia and China. When
it comes to Iran’s foreign policy towards the Arab world, although
there are tensions with a number of its traditional regional rivals,
the country has been keen to develop relations with a number of
Arab states and non-state actors in the region.
US foreign policy towards the Gulf is in a period of transition, with
the view that the US is shifting its priorities to the eastern shore
of the Gulf, namely Iran. The Obama administration is considered
to be unwilling to challenge Iran and uphold the interests of the
Arab states of the Gulf. This uncertainty around US foreign policy
towards the Gulf region is driving GCC states to embark on reengineering their countries’ agendas in preparation for the transition
to the post-US Gulf. At the end of the forum, Mehran Kamrava,
Director of CIRS, and Richard L. Russell Professor of National
Security Affairs at NESA gave their concluding remarks. They
stressed on this forum’s contribution to a greater understanding of
the current realities and high stakes of the security environment in
the Gulf region.
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“Leading the Faithful: The Role of Religious
Authorities in the Middle East” Working
Group meeting i
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 4

and organization of the Hajj, and this also needs to be more
closely examined. As a third area of research, Bianchi suggested
studying the Hajj as part of the global pilgrimage system from
a comparative and complementary perspective. The Hajj has
seldom been studied in comparison to other global religious
pilgrimages as performed by devotees of other faiths, and
it would be interesting to provide this new and comparative
framing. Finally, Bianchi offered a discussion of the possibilities
for reinventing, reforming, or re-imagining the Hajj, to make it
both more practical as well as more inclusive.
Stephane Dudoignon led a session on Iran, focusing on the role
of “Sunni Religious Leaders and Inter-Confessional Relations
in Iran.” He argued that the re-activation of historical memory
of religious minority identity versus majority identity had
cemented the complex interaction of interests between the
Shiite and Sunni religious binary in Iran. Iran also provides
an interesting case-study for examining what role local
religious authorities play in a context where tribal identity and
transnational affiliations also exist. Amongst other understudied
areas of research on Iran, Dudoignon suggested the need to carry
out a study of the Sunni ulama as a distinct power group within
Iran to deepen our understanding of the complex interaction
between the Sunni and Shiite “universes,” and to examine how
Iranian religious authorities articulate or engage with ethnic,
tribal, religious, and linguistic identity in Iran, as well as the role
of Sunni clerics in secularizing Iran.
Zachary Wright and Usama Alony discussed “Personalized
Religious Charisma in Jihadi Islamist Circles.” Wright started
with a broad discussion on long-standing theological debates
around leadership and authority amongst religious scholars
of different Islamic schools of thought. He highlighted the
importance of examining the development of doctrine in Salafi
Jihadi circles. Following this, Alony spoke about variations in
core ideologies of different Salafi religious authorities associated
with different transnational movements. Based on qualitative
research conducted in Syria in 2013 and interviews of a number
of military leaders of various Jihadi movements in Syria, Alony
provided details on these Jihadi leaders, where they come from,
what their ideology is, and how they see themselves and their
lives post-civil war Syria. Alony stated that based on his field
research, he would suggest that while religious leadership
continues to be important, it is not the sole motivator for
Jihadi militant groups in Syria. Wright and Alony suggested
that it is important to address gaps in the scholarship on the
religious authority and legitimacy of Daesh, and on the subject
of charismatic leadership and different sources of religious
authority in Salafi groups more broadly.
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Leon Goldsmith, Albert de Jong, and Michael Leezenberg all
provided focused case-studies on different, smaller religious
communities in the Middle East. Leon Goldsmith provided
insight on the topic of “Alawite Religious Leadership, the
State, and Politics in the Levant.” In his discussion, Goldsmith
suggested that it is not currently clear whether religious
leadership continues to be of real importance for Syrian Alawites
and whether Alawite religious figures remain influential. It
could be argued that decades of Baathism successfully coopted,
dismantled, or significantly limited the authority of Alawite
religious figures and limited their ability to influence decisionmaking for and by the community. In terms of broader gaps
in our understanding, Goldsmith suggested that there was
limited work on actually defining Alawite identity and whether
Alawite religious leaders attempt to influence the formation
and development of Alawite identity. Goldsmith also discussed
the publication of the Alawite Declaration in April of this
year, which could be considered an historic turning point as
it attempted to dismiss previously existing notions of Alawite
identity. Among other gaps in the literature Goldsmith stated
that this project should attempt to provide further study on the
following suggested topics: Alawite religious leadership in the
Levant (who, where, what etc), the importance and influence
of Alawite religious leadership on the community, Alawite
religious authority and state co-optation in Syria and Turkey,
and fragmentation or unity in crisis: current status of Alawite
religious leadership.
The discussions reflected the significance of the role religious
leaders play in the Middle East through their interactions with
both sates and publics. They also revealed the extent to which
this role is understudied in scholarship, especially in light of
the developments that swept the region post the 2011 Arab
uprisings. Through these issues, this research initiative addresses
an increasingly important, but largely understudied topic in
Middle Eastern studies.
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The “Resource Curse” in the Gulf
Working Group I
On October 9 and 10, 2016, CIRS held a working group meeting
on “The ‘Resource Curse’ in the Gulf.” Over the course of two
days, assembled participants identified key gaps in the literature on
rentier states of the Gulf, while leading discussions on a variety of
related subtopics: rent distribution and development of institutions;
political legitimacy; military establishments in the Gulf; stability
and instability; human rights in the Gulf Cooperation Council
(GCC) states; gender equality; entrepreneurship; and education,
occupation, and Khaleeji youth.
The discussions commenced with a session led by Matthew Gray
on “Rentier Wealth: Curse or Cure for the Gulf.” He provided an
overview of theories on the resource curse, and identified questions
relating to its application in the Gulf. Gray suggested that state
autonomy in rentier economies is not as empirically established as
theory suggests, and remains highly debatable. It is important to
provide greater empirical evidence of rentier-driven state autonomy
(or a lack thereof ). Gray argued for a deeper understanding of Gulf
state capitalism, and particularly the role of elites and resource
rents. In rentier states, institutions and corporations may serve
as tools for forging patrimonial networks. These social dynamics
in state institutions and corporations raise a question about the
extent to which patrimonial networks are steered and maintained
by resource rents. Gray suggested that another research gap exists
in terms of labor policies in hydrocarbon-rich states studied
from an interdisciplinary context. Desha Girod spoke on “Rent
Distribution and the Development of Institution in the Gulf.” She
carried out a comparative research project examining the challenges
facing institutional development in very different sorts of resource
based economies. Girod’s findings suggest that pre-oil discovery is
important when considering the evolution of institutions in rentier
states. Her examining of Equatorial Guinea and Gabon suggested
that the extractive economies that were developed by colonial
powers weakened state institutions and destroyed existing social
pluralism. The colonial legacy led to a particular development
for institutions in these two nations. Kuwait and Oman did not
experience the same sort of pre-oil extractive economic conditions
through colonial domination, and colonial powers were not
interested in intervening in the domestic politics of either of these
two states. Based on her ongoing research, Girod suggested that
further study is important to assess how certain conditions (such
as weak institutions) conventionally attributed to the resource
curse may be in fact be an artifact of an earlier curse (such as the
colonialism or institutions developed to assist the colonial project
of exploiting natural resources) that shaped the development of
certain key institutions.
Mehran Kamrava led a discussion on “Political Legitimacy and
Scaling Back during an Oil Bust in the Gulf.” He claimed that
there are differences among GCC states in terms of patterns of state
building, social cohesion, rent-driven policies, relationship between
ruling families and tribes, and bureaucracies. These differences are
stimulated by implicit understandings between ruling families

and other stakeholders, such as the merchants, pre- and post-oil
discovery. Corporatism and marital bonds between ruling families
and stakeholders contributed to the resilience and adaptability of
the social contracts between the two, and thus to the establishment
of enduring ruling bargains. Kamrava argued that Gulf states have
reacted differently to fluctuations in oil prices, raising the question:
what are the conditions that shape states’ responses to changes in oil
prices? Kamrava added that in countries where the state establishes
strong clientelistic relationships with the merchant class through
offering contracts, they become more dependent on the state,
especially during times of downturn. How did entrepreneurial
classes and states react in three different oil bust cycles? What was
the relationship between state and business in previous oil cycles?
And what does this tell us about institutional evolution between
the three oil boom and bust cycles?
Mohammad Reza Farzanegan focused on “Oil Rents and the
Military in the Gulf.” He claimed that a systematic analysis of
the correlation between GCC military spending and oil prices
is missing. Thus, what is the impact of positive and negative oil
price shocks on military spending? Farzanegan claimed that the
effect of oil revenues on military spending depends on levels
of corruption. This raises the question: how does the quality
of political and economic institutions matter? He argued that
increasing military spending may increase political stability at
higher levels of oil rent; while at lower levels of oil revenues,
increasing military spending may require cutting social spending
such as subsidies and other transfers, leading to reduction of
life satisfaction for citizens and higher political instability.
Since Middle Eastern countries have one of the highest levels
of military spending burden in the world, how does economic
growth impact military spending? He questioned if there was
a military spending threshold pegged to oil rents and growth,
as well as the youth bulge in the GCC, and how this can be a
burden on governments if oil rents decrease. Finally, Farzanegan
highlighted the effect of oil rents on corruption, which questions
how the involvement of military establishments in politics can
impact corruption insofar as military spending is concerned.
Continued on page 16
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“Highly-Skilled Migration to the
Gulf in Comparative Perspective”
Working Group Meeting i
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 8

the “BRICS plus” of Brazil, Russia, India, China, Turkey,
and Indonesia, as “new hubs” of global migration that are
drawing highly-skilled workers. Czaika’s work on recent
developments in migration policy making reveals that,
in developed (mostly OECD) states, policies to attract
the highly skilled are being implemented, as are carefully
crafted migration policies that selectively allow the highly
skilled to immigrate. The newly emerging migration hubs
of the BRICS plus are at a different stage of development
and, as a result, they are experiencing a “migration policy
transition.” Czaika concluded by suggesting that the “global
race for talent” is not so much a race for the new migration
hubs as it is for the old.
Martin Hvidt’s presentation was on the role and impact
of highly-skilled migrants in developing economies of the
GCC. Hvidt’s research demonstrates that the contribution of
highly-skilled migrants to the GCC is vital, particularly given
the focus on creating a knowledge economy. While highlyskilled migrants are certainly an important component of the
skilled labor force in larger and more mature industrialized
societies, the GCC the countries will not be able to transform
into knowledge-based economies without this international
skilled workforce.
Payal Banerjee shifted the regional focus once again by sharing
her research on Indian IT workers in the technology sector
in the United States. Banerjee’s research helps to unpick and
think through some of the binaries that suggest migrants
who are “skilled and highly skilled” face less exploitation
or obstacles in their lives than migrants who are considered
“low skilled.” Banerjee’s work suggests that there is in fact
a fluidity to migration categories and visa classes. Her

work demonstrates how the development of capitalism and
neoliberal economic globalization have impacted the creation
of immigrant categories and work visas in the United Sates,
such as the H-1B, L-1, and B-1. According the Banerjee,
these visa programs allow for the differential construction
of immigrant statuses in terms of producing different
entitlements, pay-scales, rights, and protections under law.
Banerjee argued that there is a troubling disjuncture between
the neoliberal rhetoric of “free market” policies and the
daily practices of subordination and control witnessed in the
methods of subcontracting-based immigrant recruitment.
Building on the differences between migrants in terms of
governing and rights, Binod Khadria discussed “The Gulf
Divide: Indian Highly Skilled vs. Labor Migrants.” He
examined whether the so-called “Asian Century” has sowed
the seeds of a paradigm shift in the GCC states, ushering in a
change of trend in the ratio of “knowledge workers” to “service
workers.” More Indians are migrating as generic workers and
students with varying endowments of knowledge, experience,
and training. These migration trends turned high-skill
migration to the GCC states from “occupation-tied” to
“occupation-wide.”
The last session was led by Neha Vora on “Western ‘Experts’ in
an Age of Knowledge Economy.” Vora explored the experiences
of highly-skilled migrant workers who have been hired for
their expertise to develop GCC’s knowledge economies. These
highly-skilled migrants, who are predominantly Westerners,
include: consultants, administrators, and educators in all
areas of research, development, and education, and primarily
those who participate in projects of liberal education.
Vora examined the role of “whiteness” and self-segregation
in Western migrant experiences, whether they rehearse
earlier colonial and civilizational attitudes to projects of
development and modernity, and their articulations of their
place within highly stratified ethno-racial and class regimes
of migration and labor.
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“Pluralism and Community in the
Middle East” Working Group II
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 6

Annika Rabo presented a paper on “Educating Citizens in
Lebanon and Syria,” which drew attention to the criticism that
Arab educational systems have frequently received, particularly
for inadequately preparing pupils for managing contemporary
challenges, and for failing to create an educational environment
that develops and nurtures creative and critical future citizens.
Rabo argued that, all elements of an educational system—from
public policies of education, to classroom learning practices
and teaching methods, to curriculum development and teacher
training—are an essential place to examine how a state and society
are managing larger issues of inclusion and exclusion. Through
an in-depth examination of two comparative case studies on the
evolution of educational systems in Lebanon and Syria, Rabo
presented evidence of two very different approaches to managing
pluralism and identity. In Lebanon, a society where pluralism and
a more open and liberal approach to politics co-exists with highly
politicized and at times sectarian identity issues, the educational
system reflects ongoing struggles over curriculum and a lack of
harmonious adoption of texts and teaching methods. As a result,
there exists a proliferation of schools catering to the country’s
many different religious, linguistic, and ethnic communities,
with the end result that parochial citizens are created who are
cosmopolitan and engaged with the broader world, but illequipped to negotiate the challenges of their own complex plural
society. Syria in its pre-2011 form offered a stark contrast to
Lebanon, at least within its educational system where there was
suppression of ethnic, linguistic, and religious identity, and an
ideological approach of flattening identity down to a nationalistic
unified one with no acceptance of differences.
Afshin Shahi shifted the discussion to examine notions of
inclusion and exclusion in Iran with a paper on “Economic
Conditions of the Sunni Community in Modern Iran.” Shahi
claimed that Sunni Iranians’ contemporary economic situation is
multi-angled, and influenced by various elements with different
levels of importance during various historical periods. In their
paper, Afshin Shahi and Ehsan Abdoh Tabrizi focus on the
contemporary era of Pahlavi monarchy (1925-1979) and the
Islamic Republic of Iran. Although they shed light on the general
economic situation of the Sunni Iranians, the main focus is on
ethnic Sunni Iranians, including the Baloch, Turkmens, and
Kurds, who still comprise the majority of Iran’s Sunni population.
The authors argue that the uneven modernization and imbalanced
growth brought by Pahlavi policies automatically disfavored Iran’s
Turkmen, Kurdish, and Baloch ethnicities, yet these policies were
not driven by sectarianism or anti Sunni sentiment. Under the
Islamic Republic, although certain economic elements of rural
Iranians—including Sunni ethnic Iranians—have improved,
the state’s economic policies still disfavor Sunni Iranians, like
the Pahlavi policies, but, this time, such policies are driven by
sectarianism and discrimination.

Firoozeh Kashni-Sabet presented a paper on “Colorblind
or Blinded by Color? Race, Ethnicity, and Identity in Iran,”
providing a historical review of the evolution of notions of
race and skin color in modern Iran. Kashani-Sabet’s analysis of
archived graphics and texts suggests that conversations about race
in Iran, while rooted initially in linguistic and ethnic differences,
and while far from color-blind, became more politicized over
the course of the twentieth century. She further suggested that
the production of knowledge about race, ethnicity, and identity
in Iran over the twentieth century moved away from colonial
actors and institutions, and became instead the function of Iran’s
state institutions, which at times reproduced the prejudices first
introduced by colonial administrators. By the 1960s, however,
even as the state remained stunted in its understandings of
culture, ethnicity, and race, key Iranian intellectuals moved
away from discourses of Aryanism and participated instead in
the larger struggles of peoples and nations who had long been
subjected to colonialism or racial discrimination.
Islam Hassan concluded the working group’s discussions with
a paper on “Qatari Social Structure and the State: Problems of
Inclusion and Exclusion,” in which he claimed that the historical
narrative of the composition and evolution of Qatari society is
an imaginaire that contributed to the reproduction of the current
social inclusion and exclusion scheme. This historical narrative
emphasizes the role of Arab tribes in the inhabitation process,
evolution of governing authority, and creation of statehood in
Qatar, disregarding a major faction of the society, particularly
those of slave and Persian backgrounds. He also argued that
the Qatari state has played a major role, by adopting a social
conservatist approach, in maintaining and further stimulating
the existing social hierarchy and inclusion and exclusion scheme.
This can be viewed by examining two main issues: the state’s
effort to narrow down the definition of Qatari national identity;
and articles of the constitution and legal system, symbols, and
official history of Qatar that have been perpetuating the social
inclusion and exclusion scheme through resisting marriages that
could challenge the existing social order.
Mehran Kamrava, Director of CIRS, concluded the meeting by
highlighting the participants’ contributions to scholarship. The
original research papers will be published in an edited volume in
the near future.
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The “Resource Curse” in the Gulf
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 13

Jessie Moritz led a discussion session on the topic of “Resource
Rents and Stability/Instability in Gulf Societies” in which she
argued that there is a difference between “resource abundance”
and “resource dependence.” Moritz stated that resource
abundance promotes regime stability, but resource dependence
promotes violent conflict or instability. In examining this issue,
she raised the questions: what makes an individual, or a group
of people, challenge the state? And how do states coopt public
dissatisfaction? Moritz also emphasized the importance of
studying exceptions to rentier logic, rather than just focusing on
commonalities between rentier economies.
Zahra Babar led a session on “Hydrocarbons and Human Rights
in the GCC,” in which she suggested that the “universality”
of human rights remains highly contested, with polarization
between which rights are meant to be prioritized in different
contexts. Within the GCC there continue to be limitations on
political and civil rights for individuals, while rentier resources
may have led to the evolution of greater protections for economic
and social rights of citizens. Most of the studies of the Gulf
states are from the perspective of human rights in authoritarian
and non-democratic contexts, and have not applied the lens
of rentierism and human rights. Babar identified a number of
research gaps in relation to the evolution of human rights issues
in rentier-based political economies of the region. Among other
things, she raised the need to study the question of the impact of
falling or rising oil prices, and how they increase or limit political
freedoms and human rights in the GCC. A second research gap
was on the role of international actors and external patrons, and
the advancement of human rights in Gulf oil monarchies. A third
set of research questions center on the narrative of citizenship
and its sets of rights across a spectrum of GCC distributive states,
which vary in the degrees of capacity to distribute. Increasingly,
post-2011, the GCC states have been conflating their goal of
“protecting economic rights” of citizens with increasing measures
to securitize citizenship. How is this impacting the regional
human rights narrative? Finally, Babar raised a number of areas
of research in relation to the Gulf oil sector and human rights.
Clashes and confrontations between the global oil industry and
international and transnational networks of human rights have
been increasingly commonplace from Sudan to Ecuador. She
concluded by asking, “how come we have not seen the GCC as a
locus of this exchange?”
Gail Buttorff led a session on “Hydrocarbon Wealth and
Gender Equality in the Gulf,” in which she highlighted the
major differences between GCC states in terms of level of
rentierism, political economy, and social cohesion. Buttorff
listed three original research topics. First, she discussed the
various nationalization policies that have been employed across
the GCC, and how their impact on female participation in the
labor forces remains understudied. Buttorff also claimed that the
impact of fluctuations in oil prices on government efforts to boost
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female labor force participation is also understudied. Finally,
she discussed the link between female labor force participation
and political empowerment. Buttorff concluded by asking,
“does female participation in higher levels of government reflect
improvements in women’s suffrage in the GCC?”
Hanadi Al Mubaraki discussed “Oil Wealth and Entrepreneurship
in the Gulf,” in which she highlighted GCC governments’ efforts
to encourage and support entrepreneurship and innovation. Al
Mubaraki noted that there is no literature on the success or failure
of projects supported by GCC governments. She highlighted
the importance of studying entrepreneurship policies in the
GCC in comparison to policies employed in other developed
regions. Al Mubaraki also raised attention to the challenges and
opportunities in establishing technology commercialization
programs in GCC universities, which have impacted the evolution
and internationalization of GCC based entrepreneurship. Finally,
Al Mubaraki questioned the outcomes of business development
programs—business incubation, innovation, accelerator, and small
and medium-size enterprises—on entrepreneurship in the GCC.
Crystal Ennis concluded the working group meeting with a
session on “Education, Occupation, and Khaleeji Youth Success.”
She claimed that there is a mismatch between Khaleeji youth’s
education and job market demands. Yet, this is not the only
challenge Khaleeji youth face. Ennis claimed that class, rural
divide, gender, and family status factor in education and job
options among youth in the GCC, a topic that deserves further
study. Another issue is the limited production base in the
GCC that impacts the analysis of Khaleeji youth labor, and our
understanding of youth contribution to global production. Ennis
also argued that there is critical need to investigate the impact
of neoliberal ideologies on the social construction of youth in
the hyper-modernity of the GCC, and the factors that shape
economic citizenship among youth in the GCC, especially when
it comes to the private sector. She also discussed the impact of
expatriate expertise on the learning development of Khaleeji
youth in the private sector, raising a question on Khaleeji youth’s
perception of their belonging in the labor market.

spotlight on the faculty

Sohaira Siddiqui is an Assistant Professor of Theology at the
Georgetown University School of Foreign Service in Qatar. In
2014, she received her doctorate in Religious Studies from the
University of California Santa Barbara. Her research interests
include classical Islamic legal theory (usul ul-fiqh), classical Islamic
political thought, the development and intersection of legal thought
and political thought from the 9th to 11th centuries, and secularism
and modernity in relation to Islamic law and Muslims in the West.

Spotlight on the Faculty: Sohaira Siddiqui
My research examines the development
of Islamic law from the 11th to 13th
centuries during what is known as the
“classical period,” and its relationship
with other disciplines such as Islamic
theology and Islamic political thought. In
early studies of Islamic law, the primarily
focus was on historical questions relating
to the development and canonization of
Islamic law after the death of the Prophet
Muhammad in 632 A.D. However, as the
field developed over the past half century,
these initial historical inquiries have given
way to another methodological approach
to Islamic law that systematically engages
the legal texts themselves with an eye to
understanding their placement within the
broader evolution of Islamic intellectual
thought. In my own scholarship I adopt
this approach and, in my first book, titled
Certainty and Continuity: The Intellectual
Struggle of Imam al-Juwayni, I bring
together themes and inquiries usually
found in theological texts, and trace their
implications on juridical and political
reasoning. I do this by focusing on the
oeuvre of one of the most celebrated figures
in Islamic intellectual history, Abu Ma’ali
al-Juwayni. I argue that assertions made
within his theological treatises with regards
to epistemology and human reason have a
profound impact on the way in which he
thinks about both law and politics.
While heralded, al-Juwayni was also highly
criticized by later scholars for abandoning
certain accepted legal positions. Instead of
writing these deviations off as intellectual
aberrations, I demonstrate that alJuwayni created a distinct theological and
epistemological paradigm in which all of
his opinions can be considered consistent

and sound, and not oblique. More broadly
speaking, I make the methodological point
that in order to properly understand Islamic
legal writings, it is important to uncover the
epistemological premises upon which they
are grounded, and often these premises
differ from scholar to scholar, though they
can all be understood to be theologically
sound. Moreover, if in addition to juridical
treatises a scholar is writing political ones, as
many did, their legal works cannot be read
in a vacuum, as classical jurists were attuned
to the dialectic relationship between law
and society. By looking at the theological
and epistemological foundations of Islamic
law, as well as the political and societal
ramifications, scholars of Islamic law, and
Islamic Studies more broadly, can see the
intellectual patchwork that made Islamic
intellectual thought both rich and complex.
The questions and issues that al-Juwayni
raises regarding the relationship between
law, politics, and society are especially
salient in the modern period where the role
of Islamic law continues to be controversial.
In my next research project, I shift my
attention to the British colonialization
of India where political and legal
ordering imposed by the British was not
congruous with traditional customs and
understandings of Islamic law. In particular,
I will focus on the creation and codification
of Anglo-Muhammadan law in colonial
India, and the subsequent displacement
of jurists from their positions as judges
to court clerks. Anglo-Muhammadan
law, while rooted in Islamic legal sources,
was primarily a British led legal project
to impose legal monism onto Islamic law
resulting in a more predictable and easily
applicable law. Through analyzing court

cases in which British magistrates imposed
a codified Islamic law, I hope to provide
insight into shifting dynamics within the
courtroom as Islamic law was removed
from the adjudication of Muslim jurists to
the authority of a governing colonial state.
This institutional shift also had a pervasive
impact on the relationship of law to society;
previously, the formulation of Islamic law
in society followed a bottom-up approach
as jurists functioned within the parameters
of their community attending to legal,
social, and religious development. British
colonialism reversed this and advocated for
a top-down approach, shifting legislative
authority to external governing powers
and eliminating the emphasis on social
and religious development. I will analyze
the contours of this shift by focusing on
two forms of legal production: 1) court
cases from various archival collections that
give insight into institutional shifts within
Islamic law, and 2) legal treatises written
by Muslim jurists before, during, and after
the creation of Anglo-Muhammadan law
to note how shifting trends within the
relationship between law and political
institutions had an impact on the way in
which law was theorized by Muslim jurists.
While my two research projects are roughly
a millennium apart, they both aim to
understand how foundational theological,
political, and social tenets have a direct
bearing on the articulation of Islamic law.
The flux in contents of legal treatises is thus
indicative of the fact that they are neither
produced in a socio-political vacuum, nor
an intellectual one. When teaching courses
in Islamic intellectual history, or Islamic
law and Islamic political thought more
specifically, I am continuously pushing my
students to make these connections between
different disciplines, and indeed different
time periods. While students are inevitably
more interested in the contemporary
period and the legal quandaries it raises,
most are able to identify the necessity of
both understanding and engaging with the
classical period. My hope is that students
who enter the class having been exposed
to the argument that Islamic law is a static
endeavor leave with a more comprehensive
insight into the actual practice of Islamic
law and its relationship to society, which
resists mere dogmatic proscriptivism.
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panel discussion

The 2016 U.S. Presidential Election
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 5

politics, which is anathema to, and leaves little sustenance for, the
third alternative, which is a Liberal regime that has no interest
in either of these types of divisive party politics. In conclusion,
Mitchell argued that “the battle for the future is not over identity
politics or the state. I think identity politics and globalization have
lost. The question now before us is whether we are going to have a
liberal state or an illiberal state.” As a final thought, Mitchell noted
that, along with the current political impasse, there is yet another
tremendous danger being instigated by the media who refuse
to accept Trump—the officially nominated Republican Party
candidate—as legitimate, thus fueling a growing crisis of authority.

“The single best indicator of who
supports Donald Trump right now is
racial resentment” - Wilcox.
Clyde Wilcox offered a different narrative to Mitchell’s historical
political analysis by focusing on the current electoral contest and
the likely outcome. Despite Trump’s many political liabilities,
he remains close in many polls. The key question that needs
to be answered, therefore, is “how can it be that a man who is
catastrophically unprepared, and who is not trying, is still
somewhat close” in the polls? Wilcox argued that the narrow
gap in the poles is worrisome, because “Donald Trump is, let’s
be honest, catastrophically unprepared to be president. He lacks
the knowledge to be president, he lacks the curiosity to attain
the knowledge…he is making no effort to appeal to the voters he
would need to win, which include women and minorities.”
Wilcox noted that current polling and survey data are all indicating
that Hillary Clinton will win the election. However, survey data
have been wrong in the past, and there are reasons for why Trump
might actually win. Elections have been traditionally predicted by
consulting a series of abstract models that include a number of
variables related to economic indicators, employment figures, and
GDP rates. In this particular election, however, there is another
key factor that is determined by what Wilcox termed “the 8 year
itch,” where voters become disenchanted with the incumbent party
and elect the alternative option in order to receive a fresh start. By
this token, he argued, Republicans would normally be expected to
win a close election, if the Democrats and Republicans nominated
equally attractive candidates.
A key rallying cry for the Republicans has been that this is an
election about the forgotten white people in impoverished small
towns, “but when we look at survey data, we something slightly
different: the people who support Trump are not the ones who
have lost the jobs, those people are actually Hillary Clinton people.
Trump’s people are actually slightly above average in income, not
a whole lot, but slightly above average. The single best indicator of
who supports Donald Trump right now is racial resentment,” with
increasing numbers of confederate flags being raised as a symbol of
this growing antagonism.
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Another reason for the narrow gap in the polls is because Hillary
Clinton has a number of obstacles stacked against her, including
the very fact that she is one of the Clintons—a name synonymous
with the political status quo for almost three decades—along with
a number of scandals arising from some of her questionable acts.
Despite “being the most admired woman in America when she was
Secretary of State,” Clinton must also overcome the disadvantages of
running as a female candidate, and the many sexist characterizations
of her temperament, her decision-making skills, and her political
will. “The Republicans have been bashing her consistently for the
last six years,” Wilcox said. “She has the highest negatives of any
presidential candidate in our history, except for one: Donald Trump.”
Although he admitted that Hillary Clinton is a much weaker
candidate than the Democrats would normally have offered,
Wilcox did not believe that these weaknesses necessarily translate
into her being a bad president. He argued that the US is a polarized
nation of partisans, with many people traditionally voting for the
same party at every election. In this case, however, Trump has
become such an unpredictable political liability that many staunch
Republicans have publicly voiced their disappointment with the
candidate, with many opting to vote for Hillary Clinton, thus
further destabilizing the Republican Party.
In conclusion, Wilcox argued, while many of Trump’s supporters
are outspoken and proud to vote for him, it is possible that many
others who plan to vote for Trump are, in fact, too ashamed to
say so publicly, thereby skewing the polling data. Donald Trump,
meanwhile, has already predicted that the election is fraudulent
if Clinton wins, and has encouraged his supporters to challenge
Clinton supporters in the event that he loses the election. If Hillary
Clinton does indeed win, Wilcox argued, it is very likely that the
Republications will be holding hearings on impeachment within
the year. Either way, he concluded, “I come away with a rather
pessimistic view of the future of American politics; it has been the
ugliest election in my lifetime, and I hope that on their deathbeds
my children will be able to say it was the ugliest in theirs.”
Clyde Wilcox is a professor in the Government Department at Georgetown
University, where he has taught since 1987. He writes on a number of topics in
American and Comparative politics, including religion and politics, gender politics,
public opinion and electoral behavior, interest groups, campaign finance, and science
fiction and politics.
Joshua Mitchell is professor of political theory. He has been Chairman of the
Government Department and also Associate Dean of Faculty Affairs at the
Georgetown University School of Foreign Service in Qatar. His research interest lies
in the relationship between political thought and theology in the West.

research & scholarship

CIRS Fellow Mohamed Zayani Receives Book Prize
Mohamed Zayani, a former CIRS Faculty Fellow, has been awarded the 2016 Toyin
Falola Africa Book Award for book his volume on cyber activism, titled Networked
Publics and Digital Contention: The Politics of Everyday Life in Tunisia (Oxford
University Press, 2015), and which is part of the Oxford Studies in Digital Politics
Series. The award is conferred by the Association of Global South Studies (AGSS)
to recognize the best book on Africa. Manuel Castells, Wallis Annenberg Chair of
Communication Technology and Society at the University of Southern California,
described Zayani’s book as “one of the best analyses of the social movements that led to
the transformation of the Arab world, and a major contribution to the understanding
of social movements of the digital age.”
This is the second international award that the book has reaped. Earlier this year, the
book won the Global Communication and Social Change Best Book Award from
the International Communication Association (ICA). The volume is the first of three
book projects on Media and ICT in the Middle East and North Africa (MENA)
region that are supported by Georgetown University’s Center for International
and Regional Studies (CIRS). Another of Zayani’s newly released books, Bullets
and Bulletins: Media and Politics in the Wake of the Arab Uprisings (with Suzi
Mirgani) was also published by Oxford University Press in 2015. He is currently
completing another collaborative book project titled The Digital Middle East:
State and Society in the Digital Age.

CIRS Researchers Present Papers at
the 2016 APSA Annual Meeting

among the regional actors, therefore undermining the possibilities
for the development of a comprehensive, stable regional security
architecture in the Persian Gulf.

Mehran Kamrava, Director of CIRS, and Zahra Babar, Associate
Director for Research at CIRS, presented papers at the 2016
American political Science Association (APSA) Annual Meeting
in Philadelphia, USA. Kamrava spoke on “Regional Threat
Perceptions in the Persian Gulf ” as part of a panel on “Ideas,
Perceptions, and International Security Behavior.” This paper
is based on original, empirical research conducted in Iran and
in all six states of the Gulf Cooperation Council. Preliminary
results, based on a first round of interviews, indicate that threat
perceptions across the Persian Gulf can be divided into three
broad categories. The first includes Iran, and presumably Iraq,
for whom the Persian Gulf does not pose a particular security
challenge. Iran (and Iraq) see the Persian Gulf as an area in which
powerful extra-regional actors have always taken a special interest
and have maintained a military presence. The second category
includes Saudi Arabia and Bahrain, and less vocally Kuwait,
which see the security and stability of the Persian Gulf constantly
destabilized by Iran.

Babar delivered a paper titled, “The ‘Humane Economy’:
Migrant Labor and Islam in Qatar and the UAE,” as part of
a panel on “Migration and Human Rights.” The paper reviews
the labor migration system in Qatar and the United Arab
Emirates, studies the unfolding human rights discourse on
Gulf migration, and examines how Islamic principles might
be applied to the labor reform processes taking place in these
countries. The paper argues that the category of current Gulf
labor migrants is best served if placed within the Islamic view of
how an ethical economy ought to function. Islamic precepts on
the “humane” economy can serve to provide guidance on how to
balance the interests of workers and employers, and elevate the
standards for migrant workers’ rights in this region.

Finally, Qatar and Oman fall into a third category, in which threats
are not seen to emanate necessarily or exclusively from Iran but
rather from a combination of regional factors that include sectarian
tensions, Iran-Saudi Arabia regional rivalries, and developments
in Yemen. Based on these preliminary findings, a conclusion can
be reached that both at the regional level and within the GCC
there is a fundamental disconnect between threat perceptions
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Arab Studies (CCAS), Georgetown University
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Call for Papers
The Center for International and Regional Studies (CIRS) at the
Georgetown University in Qatar (GUQ) has an open call for papers, and
accepts submissions to its Occasional Paper series and Asia Papers series
throughout the year. CIRS publishes original research on a broad range
of issues including international relations, political science, economics,
and Islamic studies, among others.
Papers should be a maximum of 10,000 words and cannot have been
previously published, or under consideration for publication, elsewhere.
Papers must be formatted according to the Chicago Manual of Style (16th
edition), and all transliterations should adhere to the International Journal
of Middle East Studies. All submissions are subject to a double-blind review
process. Please submit manuscripts to cirsresearch@georgetown.edu.
Inquiries about publications, or other related questions, may be directed to
Suzi Mirgani, Manager and Editor for CIRS Publications at the following
address: sm623@georgetown.edu.

Alistair G. Routledge, President and General Manager,
ExxonMobil Qatar
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Rogaia Abusharaf, Georgetown University
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Talal Al-Emadi, Qatar University
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