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the rise and fall of
the third way

By Andrew Leigh

In 1998, a new term hit the political scene.
According to two of the most power ful
leaders in the developed world, US
President Bill Clinton and British Prime
Minister Tony Blair, the “Third Way” was
the ideology of the future. Their
declarations, and a series of subsequient
Third Way summits, evoked strong
responses from political parties in all
parts af the ideological specirum. Fora
while, momentum began to build behind
the phrase. But five years on, the Third
Way movement seems largely to have
lapsed, at least as measured by media and
academic interest in the past three years.

hy has the Third Way waned? Can the

decline be blamed on electoral events,

particular to the UK, US, and Australia?

Or is there something about the Third
Way itself which led it to collapse? This article charts its
the decline, and then turns to examine the possible
explanations.

Which way did the Third Way go?

The growth of the Third Way in thelate-1990s was duein
large part to two seminal works: Anthony Giddens' The
Third Way: The Renewal of Saciul Democracy and Tony
Blait’s The Third Way: New Politics for a New Century.
Both published in late-1998, they articulatc a similar
vision of what the Third Way is, and what it seeks to dis-

tinguish itself from. Subsequent writings - including
Ciddene’ The Third \Way and ite Critice. and The (:nhal
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Third Way Debate, and in Austiralia, Botsman and
Latham's The Fnabling State: Peopie Before Bureaucracy
have followed a similar typology.

From (xiddens and Blalr, 1t 1s possilie (o distil five
ideas that encapsulate the core of Third Way thinking:
transcending the distinction between left and right;
advancing equality of opportunity; employing mutual
responsibility; strengthening communities; and
embracing globalisation. Both favour a renewal of lib-
eralism, and are inahashedly modernist.!

How influential has the Third Way been since 19987
Figure 1 shows one measure of influence ~The number
of times the phrase has been cited in five of the major
newspapers in Britain, the United States, and Australia.
The first point to note is the difference in magnitudes.
Across this period, the third way was mentioned more
than twice as often in UK papers than in Australian
papers, and almost three times as oftenin UK papers as
in US papers. However, Lhe trends are relatively similar.
Usage of the term “third way” in newspapers peaked in
1998 in both Britain and the United States, and in 1999-
2000 in Australia.

Figure 2 shows the trend in discussing the Third Way
in academic journals. Unsurprisingly, these numbers
lag the newspaper figures somewhat - with overall
citations in English-language journals peaking in 1399,
and in Australian journals in 2001, Nonetheless, the
declining interest in the third way In academia is clearly
evident.

Admittedly, citations are an imperfect measure of
the influence of an idea, since they measure only refer-
ences to the phrase, and not to its underlying meaning,
Moreover, there is cerlainty some “noise” in the data,
since we cannot assume that every use of the term
“third way” refers to the political philosophy.

Notwithstanding the drawbacks of using citation
dara as a measurc of influence, it does help to provide
some sense of the prominence of the Third Way in
public and academic debates over this period.
Moreover, the data in Figures 1 and 2 generally accords
with the political history of the Third Way movementin
Britain, the US, and Australia. The numbers of interna-

tissnal Third Way summits, the first of which was held in
1998, have also followed a similar trajectory.

In Britain, Tony Blair — once the strongest political
promater of the Third Way, appears to have essentially
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ceased using the term since 2001. Likewise, other
prominent politicians, and British think-tanks, have
fallen silent on the topic in Lthe last two years. And with
the exception of Giddens and one or twa others, the
academic community appcars to have done the same.

In the US, the main proponents of the Third Way in
1998-99 were Clinton and the centrist Democratic
Leadership Council. Yet beyond this, the Third Way
never came into the same prominence among
American politicians, think-tanks and academics, as it
did among their British and Continental European
counterparls. Onc possible explanation is that US poli-
cymakers have traditionally exhibited less interestin
political theory; tending to focus attention instead on
the more practical challenges of public policy.

In Australia, the Third Way debate has taken a
different tack again. In 1998-99, the prevailing view
among social democrats was that the Third Way was
simply a new label for policies pursued by the ALPinthe
1980s and early 199052 The exceplion was Mark
Latham, who after resigning from the front bench in
October 1998 set about becoming a policy entrepre-
neur and media commentator nonpareil. In the

process, Latham made his name svnonvimous with the
Third Way3 to such an extent that, by the end of 1999,

virtually no other politician (with the exception of
Western Austratian Premier Geoff Gallop?) was willing
to usc the term to describe their own political beliefs.>
In the internaticnal political arena, the Third Way
received its most substantial boost from the “Third Way
dialogue” that took place between a range of social
demncratic leaders during 1998 and 1999. The first such
meeting, in Scptember 1998, was a dialogue between
Blair, Clinton and Ttalian Prime Minisier Romano Prodi
in NewYork. This was followed by a larger meeting in
April 1999, this time including Blair, Clinton, German
Chancellor Gerhard Schroeder, ltalian Prime Minister
Massimo D'Alema and Dutch Prime Minister Wim Kok,
convening in Washington, TJC. The third such meeting
took place in November 1999, this time inchiding Rlair,
Clinton, [’ Alema and Schroedet, plus French Prime
Minister Lionel Jospin and Brazilian President

l'ernando Henriyue Cardoso, convening in Florence,
Vot by the ond of the year, the momentum appoared to

have flagged. In Junc 2000, a group of twelve social
democratic leaders again convened, this time in Berlin,

12 AQ Mar-Apr 2003

I June 2000, a group of twelve social
democratic leaders again convened, this
time in Berlin. Butthis time the phrase

“Third Way”™ was notably absent from the
cotmmunicué, Since then, such large-
scale meetings of social democratic heads
of state appear to have been abandoned.

Rut this time the phrasc “Third Way” was notably
absent from the communiqué. Since then, such large-
scale mectings of social democratic heads of state
appear to have been abandoned.

The death of the Third Way
— murder or suicide?

[ broad ters, two possible explanations account for
the decline of the Third Way — that it was killed off by
clectoral factars, or that inherent featurcs in the Third
way were responsible for its declinc.

First, the electoral factors. In five of the major third
way countries - the US, UK, Germany, [taly, and
Ausualla, delfeadants ol the Thind Way van poinl to
political shifts that hampered its progress.

» United States: The end of Clinton's Presidency cifec-
tively took out of play the only serious American
champion of the Third Way. Even prior to the end of
his presidency, the 2000 election campaign required
Clinton to [ocus more attention on domestic issues,
and less on broad theories of governance, while I
cannot find any record of the Democratic Presiden-
tial nominee, Al Gore, having men(ioned it during
the clection campaign. Inn the post-Clinton era, the
Democratic Leadership Council is vet to find ancw
advocate for the Third Way, with none of the leading
caontenders [or the Democratic nomination - Tom
Daschle, John Edwards, John Kerry, and Joe
Lieberman - having embraced the description. For
now at least, the Third Way in America seems to
languish.®

s United Kingdom: 1999 saw Blair's first slump in poll
ratinge with T ahnur’s laad nvar the Cnnservatives
halved from 20% to 10% Dbctween January and
November. In mid-1999, British Labour suffered an



electoral shock when the Conservatives outpolled
Labour by 3% to 28% in the European Patliament
elections. Due in part to these setbacks, the Blair
Government tended to locus less on ideological
debatcs, and more on achieving iis policy bench-
marks in health, education, and policing.” In the
May 2001 election, expenditure on social services
was amajor political issue. In such an environment,
itbecame more difficult far Labour to maintain that
it was transcending the difference between left and
tight. Blair barely mentioned the Third Way during
the 2001 election campaign, nor since.

Germany: After iesuing a joinl declaration on The
Third Way/Die Neue Mirte with Blair in June 1999,
Chancellor Gerhard Schroeder subsequently found
himself slumping in the opinion polls and under
pressure from the left wing of his party. He has harely
referred to the Third Way since, and conflict over Irag
has scverely strained relationships between the
Hritish Labour Party and the German Social Demone-
ratic Farty,

Italy: Third Way President Massimo [YAlema
resigned in April 2000, and his social democratic
successor, (iuliano Amato, showed substantially
tessinterest in the topic, In Tune 2001, conservative
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Silvio Berlusconi won the Presidency,

* Australia; During the 1398-2001 term, Kitm Beazley
focused his energics during the 1998-2001 electoral
term on attacking the GST, and presenting instead a
emall ot of carcfully coated policics. Suslta atialepy
lelt little room for discussing political philosophy -
effectively leaving the Third Way debate apen for
Latham. Since November 2001, the ALP’s new leader,
Simon Crean, has shown 1o apparent interest in the
Third Way.

These electoral explanations go some of the way
towardsaccounting for the decline of the Third Way, But
they still leave us with the puzzle of why so many
parties, when faced with electoral difficulties, turned
away from the Third Way rather than lowards it.

If one accepts that the theory of the Third Way was
relevant to modern social democratic parties, then
there arc two possible reasons why it might have
slipped from prominence in recent years, One is that it
cxplained too much ~ and has now heen accepted by
the majority of social democratic parties in the
developed world. The alternative is that it explained too
little, and has declined because policymakers have
raaliced that it doee not provide guidance on the most
difficult choices to be made in government
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First, the move optimistic approach. One theory that
might be put forward for the drop-off in Third Way
citations and Third Way surnmits is that the theory has
now dominated the fleld. In 1992, Francis Fukuyama
contended that the success of liberal democracy had
ensured that all serious political discussion would take
place within its cultural horizons. Does the Third Way
now define the horizons of serious political discussion
within social democratic parties?

Perhaps the strongest evidence for such a proposi-
tion is the shift towards more market-oriented policies
that took place in most OECD nations between 1980
and 2000.2 1o this shauld be added the fact that few
social democratic governments have reireated from
globalisation to autarky in the face of strong protests
from their citlzenry. Large-scale demonstrations
agains! international institutions such as the World
Trade Organisation and theWorld Bank have resulted in
greater transparency, but no major policy shifts,

Yet it is difficult to distinguish correlation from
causation. Well before the advent of the Third Way, its
core principles — transcending left and right, redefining
equality, rediscovering liberalism, responsibility,
community, globalisation and modermism - had
gained widespread acceptance among centre-left poli-
cymakers in the developed world. In Britain, the most
significant evolution of policy took place in the early-
1990s, before Labour won office.!t In the US, President
Clinton's mantra of "opportunity, responsibility,
community” emerged from the 19935, 1996 and 1997
State of the Union addresses. In Australia, the ficrcest
dehates over the Lahor Party’s shift towards mare
market-driven policies took place in the late-1980s
{and arguahly helped influence policies elsewhere -
particularly in the [JK).11

The mere fact that the Third Way arose in the late-
1990s makes it difficult to see how it could have affected
the move to the right by many social democratic parties
over the previous two decades. Indeed, it seems more
likelv that the electoral success of conservative political
parties in Britain, the US and Germany during the 1980s
was amuch more significant factor in a transition that
had hegun even hefore the collapse of Eastern
European state socialism in 1989-90. But likewise,
critics of the left are wrong to say that the Third Way has
declined hecause of its rejection of their values. Most
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Most mainstream policymakers in social
democratic parties today sit comfortably
within the scopc of the Third Way. Yet so
would many conservative policymakers,
and therein lies the rub.

mainstream policymakers in social democratic parties
tloday sil comfortably within the scope of the Third Way.
Yet so would many conservarive policymakers, and
therein lics the rub.

For many policymakers, the very generality of the
Third Way has meant that it does little to help them
choose between competing proposals. As Ralf Dahren-
dorf (a predecessor of Giddens as Director of the
London School of Economics) has argued, the Third
Way is a politics that speaks of the need for hard choices
burtthen avoids them by trying to please everybody.

Dahrendorf's critique is particularly apposite when
applied to contemporary policy challenges. Take for
example some of the toughest questions currently con-
fronting the US Demoerats: What level of immigration
is appropriate for the US to accept? How can the quality
of education for poor inner city children be improved?
Are more cutbs an civil liberties appropriate in order to
increase chances of preventing future terrorist attacks?
1tis difficult to see how the broad nostrums of the Third
Way provide guidance one way or another.

Likewise in Britain. How might the pensions system
be reformed? Is reform of the health system likely to
require inducing greater competition with the private
health system? Should Britain adopt the Euro? While
Anthony Giddens may have a view on some of these
issues, there is nothingin his broad Third Way princi-
ples that answers the questions.

Finally. the same is true in Australia. Contentious
debates within the Labor Party over recent years have
included questions of whether trade sanctions arean
effective tool to improve labour standards, how paid
malernity leave mighl he implemented, to what extent
welfare resources should be geographically targeted,
and whether refugees should be detained. The Third
Way offers little by way of guidance to those looking for



the best solution. Indeed, while Latham (the strongest
advocate for an Australian Third Way) has put forward o
variety of policy Initiatives in recent years - including
banning trade in goods produced with child labour,
providing tax incentives for first share purchases, and
using the communily sector to deliver employment
services; one could well imagine Third Way counter-
arguments to each of his proposals.

Orte reason that the Third Way provides so little
guidance on such issues is that its very status as a
political ideology is tenuous.'? In his introduction to
Contemporary Political Ideolngies, Roger Eatwell
defines a political ideology as:

“a relatively coherent set of empirical and normative
befiefs and thought, focusing on the problems of
human nature, the process of history, and socio-
pelitical arrangements. ... Political ideclogies are
essentially the product of collective thought. They are
‘ideal types’, not to be confused with specific
movements, parties or regimes which may bear their
name™!?

Among bona fide political ideologies, Eatwell lists
socialism, nationalism, liberalism and conservatism,
Against these, he distinguishes propaganda (deliberate
attempts to gain political influence), socialisation (the
process by which values are iransmitted), and culture
(the value structure of a society).

While Eatwell does not deal with the Third Way in
pauticula, iere ure tiree bases on which his definirion
could be used to suggest that it does not constitute a
political ideology. First, it lacks coherence, duc in part
to the fact that it is often defined in opposition to other
ideuvlugies. Secandly, IUs ofen defined around LAenT-
cation with particular political parties (eg. the British
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Labour Party), ginger groups (eg. the Democratic Lead-
ership Council) or individuals (eg. Mark Lailiaia).
Thirdly, the Third Way verges on a form of culture, since
it tends to centre around values such as responsibility,
community, and modernism,

Third Way Qut

Ultimately, while electoral exigencics have affected the
fortunes of the Third Way, they are insufficient to
explain its decline over recent years. And while Third
Way adherents might like to claim that they have set the
boundaries for serious political debate among social
democrats, it seems at least as likely that the Third Way
largely attached a label to changes that had taken place
inthe 1980s and 1990s.

The main reason the Third Way has diminished in
relevance is its failure 1o provide sufficiant guidance to
policymakers on everyday policy challenges. The Third
Way lacks the coherence of esiablished idenlogies such
asliberalism and socialism. Indeed, itis even arguable
thatit does notamount te a political ideology at all.

Over the past two decades, social democratic parties
across the developed world have inoved towards more
market-oriented policies. The Third Way may be a
useful way to describe this transition within social
democracy; but it is much less useful as an ongoing
strategy for partics of the mainstream left. As in the
past, social demacratic parties must develop newideas
ot risk atrophying. Butitisunlikely that the ideas whirh
make up the Third wWay will contribute much of
substance to this process.

Thanks to Pesri 6, Michae! Fullllove, Jim Gillesgia, Murray Goot,
Ben Heraghty, Sandy Pitcher and Justin Wolfers for stimulating

discussions and viluable comments on garlier drafts, AQ

AQ Mar-Apr 2003 15




The Rise and Fall of the Third Way

1

41}

11

1z
13

Though Ciddens favours a notion of "reflextve modernism” - inwhich sociery’s
soclal order 1s constantly revised: sce Beck, U, Giddens, A and Lash, S 1904,
Reffeorfve Modlerndaoorn Gurnbridge: Pollty Pross

This sense of dijé wa from the mainstream ALP contrasted with the receprion thar
the ThirdWay received from the right, with one commentator deseribing lras “high-
falutin sentiment” (MeSuinness, [ 1998, *Strong leaning to pragmatic in Blajr's
way”, Sydney Morning Herald. 12 Kovember, 17), and the left, who dubbed it
“Tharcherlsm with a new figleaf” (Henning, C. 1998, “Tharcherlam with a new flg

leaf”, Syednev Morning Herald. 12 October, 171, At thls point, Ishould confess 1o
having been one of a minoriry who argued in 1992-99 thar Ausrralian podicymaskers

should take more notice of the Third Way (Leigh, A. 1998 “Not left or right, but
something in between”. Canberra Times. 26 October; Leigh, A 1998, "Review of
Anthony Giddens, ‘The Third Way: The Renewal of Soctal Demortacy'™. Ausiralian
Journal of Polfrical Science. 34(2): 2953

For example, Latham published a“ Third Way" newspapet eolumn for some time,
and serup a perconal wehaite with tha name winw thirdway- aver.com.

For Gallop's views on the Third Way, see Gallop, G. 2001, "3 Thete a Third Way?" InP
Nursey-Brayand C.LBacchl, Left Drecrions. Jr there a Thivd Way? Perth, WA: Univer-
slry of Western Australla Press. 3241

Fora sampling of Latham's views an the Third Way, see Latham, M. 2001, * Reinvent-
ing Collectivigtn: The New Social Democracy. Paper delivered at Third Way
Conferenre, Centre for Applied Economic Research, University of New South
wrales, SYANeY, L July 20y L Latham, M, 2oy L, “The ThIte way: An Quthne” ina
Giddens (ed) The Global Third Way Debare. Cambridge, UK: Polity Press. 25-35;
Latham, M. 2001¢. "In Defence of the ThirdWay™ In P Nursey-Bray and C.L Bacchi,
Left Directions. Is there @ Thind Way? Perth, WA: University of Western Australia
Press.21-31,

On future prospects for the Third Way in the US, see Judis, ). 2002. *Is the Third Way
Tinished?” The American Frospect 13(12).

Tor example, January 2000 saw Blair promise (o raise British health expenditure to
the Luropean average by 2006,

Another strand of writing contends that the Third Way has been unsuceessfut
because it has failed to tackle the “hard questions” of the socialist left. See for
example Newman, D and de Zoysa, B. 2001. The Promise of the Third Way: Global-
ization and Soctal Justice. 1loundmills, Basingstoke, 1lampshire; Mew York:
Palgrave.

See Callaghan, 1. 2000, Tie Retreat of Social Democracy. Manchester, UK: Manches-
ter University Press: Piven, LR 1991, “The Decline of Labor Parties: An Overview” in
Trancis Fox Piven (ed). Labor Parifes in Postindusirial Societies. Cambridge, UK:
Folicy Press. 1-13.

Labour leaders Neil Kinnock, John Smith and Tony Blair all worked te reduce the
role of the left and “Militant Tendency” in the party during the late- 15805 and early-
19908, This process culminared in Dlair's 1995 removal of Clause IV {which
advocated “common ownership of the means of production, distribution and
exchange") from the Labour Party constitution.

On debates within the ALP during the 1980s, see [aensch., U, 19489, The Hawke-
Keating Hijack. The ALP in Transition. Sydney. Allen and Unsyin; [chnson, G, 1949,
The Labor Legacy: Curtint, Chifley, Whitlam, Hawke. Sydrey, Allen & Unwin;
Maddox, G. 1989, The Hawke Goverminent and Labor Tradition, Ringwood, Vic:
Penguin. On the influence of Anstralian policies on the British Labour Party. see
Pigrson, C and Castles, F 2002, "Australian Antecedents of the Third Way" Political
Sbudres. 5 GEA-7UL,

lam grateful to Perri for suggesting this approach.

Eatwell, R. 1993, “Introduction; What are Folitical ldeclogies?” in K Earwell and A
Wright |eds) Contemporary Political ideviogies. 2nd ed. London & New York: Pinter,

£ U et 4T Un the definiti sfapelisialidesl) FN TeT alogYinesnt A 100G MModorn
Falitical ldeelogies, 2nd ed. OUxford. UK & Cambridge, UsA; Blackwell There iz an
significant debate {n the literature on the extent to which ideologies need to be
grounded in theory and practice; see Mannheim. K. 1936 11928|, Mdeoiogy and
Ytopia: An Introd to the Sociology of K tedge. London: Routledge and
Kegan Paul; Uakeshott, M. 1967, Rationatism it Politics. London: Meuthen, 123-25;
Freeden, b, 2000, *Practising ldeclogy and ldeological Practices”. Politicad Studies.
81 duE-g22,

Land of the fair go - an exploration of Australian Identity

1

L

[T Y

11

13
14

15
16
17
13
19
20

2

-

2

[N

Frankel, R, Fram the Praphets Deserts Come, Botis Frankel and Arena Publishing,
Melbanrne, 1892, p.1886,

Cannell. RW and Irving TH. Class Sorecture in Ausrealian History, Tangman
Cheshire, Melhaumne, 1992, p 145,

Frankel, loc.cit.

Pilper, 1A Secret Cowntry, Vintage, London, 1550, p.90.

Puscy, M, Eranomic Rationaiism in Canberra: A Narfon Buflding State Changes i1s
Mind, Cambridpe: € 0.1, Cambridge, 1051, p.213.

Connell and Irving, opociz, .11,

Trankcl, op.cir, 202,

Bryaon, L, Welfare & The State, The Macmlllan PresaLrd, London, 1982, p,92.

Puscy, op.adt, p21l

Crough, J.G. & Wheelvright, E L, Australla: 4 Clfent Stare, Penguin Books Australia
Ltd, Victorla, 1982, p.1.

Pusey, loe.elt.

Braudel, T} On History, University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1960, pp.27-28 8 35.
Frow, ], Rationalisaton and the Public Sphere, Meanfin, vol.51,no.J, 1952, p.511.
Lash, §, and Urry, ], The End of Organized Capitafism, Cambridge Polity Press,
Landon, 1987, p.5.

Pusey, op.cit, p-230.

Pusey, op.cit, p-1-

Bergesen, A, TurningWorld-Systern Theory onits Iead, Sage, London, 1990, p./0.
Thid p 71

Pusey, op.cit., p.237.

Bunker, 5, Underdeveloping the Amazon, University of Chicago Press, Chicago,
1988, pp.20-23.

Peatling, 5. Green house figures met with scorn, Sydney Morning Herald, Aug 16,
2002, http:t/www.smb.com.au/ articles/2002/08/ 1 5710291 139833046, html.
http:{ fwww.ieta.org/ Library Links/ICTACnvNews/AnglG Aus.htm

Sustainablili The  Greens (WA, b fwagpesnsa gaaud pulivy
sustainabilitv.htm!

a0 AO Mar-Anr 203

24
25
R

27

24

B

Bunket, op.cit., p.20,

ibid, p.21.

Pusey, np.oit, p.241.

Arrighi, G, Hopkins, TK, & Wallersteln, [ Artdsysremic Mavernenrs, Verao, Londan,
1389, p.4é.

Frances, N, Background Paper for National Job Creation, as part of the Sambell
Oration presented by Nic Frances, Ececutive Director of the Brotherhood of St
Laurence, Oct 17,2002, http:/ fywww bsl.org.au/ campaigns/7.hiinl

ibid

Frow, opLeit., pp.A-611.

Pusey, op.oit, p.233,

Frances, op.eft.

Language, Counter-memory, practice: Selected essays and interviews by Michel
Foucault, ed. Donald F Bouchard, Comell UniPress, 1977, p.214,

Horin, Adele, 2002, "Uh dear, it's tough when you earn just 370000 The Age, 30
HMoveniber, p.d.,

From ‘Timor Gap' to ‘Timor Sea’

1
2

a

o Irh Parli v Debates, Senate, 6 March 2003, 9220-1.

Stuart Kaye, ‘The Timor Gap Treaty: Creative Solutions and Internatianal Conflict,
Sydney Law Review 1601984), no L, 72-94,

McKee. Geoffrey A, 2000, ‘A New Limor Gap’. tnside Indonesiano, 62 {April-lune), pp.
18-20,

La'v Hatnuluk, 'Timor Qi) The la'v Hamefuk Bulledin 3{2002), no 5:
<www.elan,org!Th/bulletins/bulletinvdnA htmls

Greanie Bxploration, Submission #77, Parliament of Australia, foinr Standing
Commitree on treattes 2002 «www.aph.gov.at/house commirttes/jset/ timorf
suba htms.

Atistralian, 25 May 2002

Parliament of Australia, foint Standing Committee on Trenties 2002, 12 laly, TH33.
Gillian Teiggs and Dean Dialek, ‘Curtent Legal Development: Australia— Australia
Withdraws Maritime Dispuies from the Compulsory Jurisdiction of tle [nlerna-
tinnal Canrt of listico and tha ntaenatinna Trilinnsd Tor s T aw ol the e’ Tha
Treterreatiorad Jourmed of Merire aned Coasted Lan 17(2002h), nn 3, 423-50.
Australian Tresty Series 2002, Timar Sen Treary™: ewww_angtlil.cdu.aw/an/other!
dfatdspecial/ ettmaor! Timar_Sea_Treatyimls,

Gilllan Triggs and Dean Bialek, ‘The New Timor Sea Treaty and interim arrange-
ments for joint development of petroleum resources of the Timor Gap, Melbourne
Jourral of Internarional Law 3(2002a), no 1, 122-63.

‘Timor Sea Treaty Ministerial Meeting, 2 NovembeT ZUU2": swww.crikey,cotr.aus
politics /2005 U3/ 06/ 20030306d ownertimer html»,

Geoffrey A McKee, Submission #87, Parliument of Ausiralia, Joint Standing
Cumuniliee on Treaties 2002: cwww.aph.gov.as/housef cnmmiteerd/ jmerd dmor
subs.himz.

Auvstratign, 12 March 2003,

WendyWay. ed, Austratia and the Indonesian Thearporation of Portugtiess Timor
1974-1976 (Melbourne: Melbourne University Press/Department of Foreign Affairs
andTrade, 2000), 314,

When Good States Go Bad

n

Anthony Lake, “Crnfranting backlash r.tnr.:-.r;", Foreign Affadrs, 73,2, p.45
FICITC WOIGS, TLCO NANAS , L HE EOOROMIET, APIL 5, 2003

3 Michael Eisenstadry, “Syria’s straregic weapons”, Jane's Intelfigence Revienr, April
1993, p. 168

4  The Middle Castand North Africa will be referred to as the Middls Eastinthisarticle,

5 Alan Richards and John Watetbury, 4 Pelitica! Lconomy of the Middie Eust,
Colorado: 1996, . 2

€  Francis Bukuyaoy. “The End ol Hisloey? ", Nedfonad Ireeresd, Summer 1889

7 Sean Buyne, "Across 1he Great THvide: Wil Assad g far the Golan?”, Jane’s Invelll-
genee Revizns, April 1998, .26

B Tim Niblock, “Parish States” and Sanctions in the Middfe Ense Frag, Eibya, Sudan, p.2

2 huepr/ rwwwun.ongf Docs/aeres) 1990/ scres90.him, accessed April 16, 20023

10 Yoram Dinstein, War, Aggression and Self-Defence, Cambridge; 1999, p. 244;
Dinstein highlights the distinction between collective security and collective gelf-
defence, contalned 17 ATTICIES 32 AN v L 0T the Uiy CNArer,

11 Niblock, Up Lir, p.11

12 Lake, Op. Cit., p.46

13 Yihwong Chang and James Foley, “Pynngyang gons far broke”, fane'’s Intefligence
Review, Mareh 2003, p. A6

14 “Cherming’, The Ecanomist, September 16, 1994

15 "OldAmericav New Europe”. The Econromist. February 20. 2000

16 Cynthia Banham, “Australia would not follow Americans into Iran ot Syria. says
Downer”, Sydney Morning Henld, April 7, 2003, http:/ Fwwwismilcom.au/ articles/
200:3/ 04 /UG LP4YGGTOEY 567 . html, accessed April 16, 2003

17 httpsf frrwwiwhitehouse.gov/ news/ releases/ 2002/01 1200201 28 -1 1. hum), accessed
Aypril 18, 2003

18 Fhid

18 Juta NMearsiwclmor, The Trageedy uf Greee Povirer Policics, NewYork: 2001, p. 380

20 Kenneth Pollack, Berween Moraticy and Straregy: Undersianding US Policy Toward
Rogue Regimes, http:/ [www.cap.uni-muenchen.des transatlantic/download /
pollack.doc, accessed April 16, 2003

21 Thucydides, History of the Peloponnesion War, | Warner trans.} New Youk: 1872, p.
403

Book Review

1 For detalls of the leglaletlon, see the list of current bills by portfolio at
hrtp:{f search.aph gov.au/search/Pazlinfo.ASP?action -browsed Path-Legisla-
tanf Current+Bills+ by+ Pordfolio/Tmployment s and+Workplace+ Relations+portto
lioB:Start-3&A9CHtop

z

Tl Gitle vaunws [uin Houly Lawsuils Fresduer un this Wediabny, ey needn’t suy the
fault is ours if blood should stain the watlle’.



