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| have been professionally involved in Middle East affairsfor over 40 years.
Asasenior privatefoundation official for morethan a quarter century, | havealso
worked on the periphery of the U.S. national security community.

Over acareer, | have watched theradical deterioration of attitudes among
Arabs and Mudimstoward the United States, beginningin 1967 but exploding after
2001. Addressingthequestion, “Why thischange?’ isreally my topic today.

Asmany of you no doubt know, recent pollsof Arab and Mudim public
opinion by the pew global attitudes survey paint a stark and enor mously wor risome
picture. Let me sharewith you some of the polling data.

APPROVAL OF USIN 2000 AND 2004

APPROVAL | DISAPPROVAL
2000 (or 2002%) 2004
TURKEY 5200 30%
MOROCCO T1% 2%
PAKISTAN 23% 21%
JORDAN 25% * 5%

Other questions focused on Mudim views of U.S. motivesin Iraq, and whether or
not the U.S. isathreat to their own particular countries.

Thefollowing wer e the possible reasonsthe pollster s offered for the U.S.
invasion of Irag: (1) control of ail, (2) support for Israd, (3) halting terrorism, and
(4) promotion of democracy.

Concerning the control of oil, 54% of Pakistanissaid controllingtheworld’'s
oil supply wasthereason for the u.s. occupation of Iraq, 44% said support for |srae
was, 6% voted for stopping terrorism, and the promotion of democr acy was selected
by a minute 5% of Pakistanis.



Asfar asTurksareconcerned, sixty four percent believethat control of oil
wasthereason for theu.s. invasion of Iraq, 45% voted for support of Israel, 20%
said stopping terrorism wasthereason, and only 9% chosethe promotion of
democr acy.

Asfor Moroccans, 63% adduced the control of oil, 54% support of | srad,
17% halting terrorism, and 15% the promotion of democracy.

In Jordan, alongtime American ally, the picture wasbleaker yet. Seventy
one percent of Jordanianssaid control of oil wasthe main reason for theu.s. war
agains Iraq, 70% adduced support for Israel, 11% chosethe stopping of terrorism,
and a mere 7% voted for the promotion of democracy.

Astowhether or not thereisa U.S. military threat to their countries, 73% of
Pakistanissaid thereis, 71% of Turks, and 56% of Jordanians. Data on this
guestion for Moroccansar e lacking.

In March 2005, a poll done by the center for strategic studiesat the
university of Jordan found widespread hostility to the United Statesas“racist,”
“morally decadent,” and “imperialistic.” I nterestingly, these opinionswere not held
about France, which had opposed theinvasion of Iraqg.

According to thispoll by the CSS at the University of Jordan, large
majoritiesin the Arab world do not believe that the United Statesis serious about
supporting democracy. Thesedata are consistent with the findings of the pew
polling. In fact, most Arabsbédlievethat the U.S. isitself a major human rights
violator. Morethan 85% of those polled in Jordan, Egypt, Syria, and Palestine
called the U.S. war in Iraq an act of terrorism. In Lebanon, that view washeld by
64% .

All of these data demonstrate that you will have your work cut out for you as
representatives of the United Statesin the Middle East and broader 1damic world.
Antipathy tothe U.S,, and increasingly to individual Americansthemselves, has
often made my activities, asoneworking in theinter stices of U.S/Arab Mudim
relations, closeto impossible.

L et me give you one mor e piece of bad news. Asof January 2005, estimates
by the Iragi government of the number of full and part-timeinsurgentsin Iraq had
increased to 100,000 from the 20,000 or lessthat the United Stateshad previoudy
estimated. U.s. government officials have since quietly acknowledged the likely
validity of the Iraqi assessment. In cases such asthis, the number of sympathizersis
typically significantly higher than those under armsin thefield. In fact, arecent
poll in Irag commissioned by the U.S. military found that a stunning 45% of the
civilian population supportsinsurgent attacksagainst American targets. If
accur ate, that per centage suggeststhat almost all Sunnisplusperhapsonethird of
the Shiite population of Iraq support such attacks. Have a good day.



| would proposethat you might consider two booksto be required reading.
Thefirst isby Mr. Anonymous, Imperial Hubris. Why the United States|sL osing
theWar on Terrorism. The second, by professor Robert A. Pape at the univer sity of
Chicago isentitled Dyingto Win: the Strategic L ogic of Suicide Terrorism.
Together, they captur e the magnitude of the problem that confrontsthe United
Statestoday.

These two books demolish such canardsas*they hate our values’ asto why
thereisincandescent anger against the United Statesin the Arab/Mudim world, and
why suicideterrorism is metastasizing.

A former senior CIA official who monitored Usama bin Ladin and Al-gaida
for several yearsin thelate 1990's, Mr. Anonymous (whom we know today is
Michad Schuerer) remindsusthat theworld, in Thomas Friedman’s phrase, really
isflat. When misguided Christian ministersdescribe Mudliim treatment of Jews as
“worsethan that of Hitler” (Pat Robertson), identify the prophet Muhammad asa
“terrorist” (Jerry Falwell), and call Muhammad a* demon possessed pedophile”’
(Jerry Vines), you may be surethat clips of thoseremarksare shown in every suq
between Marrakesh and Manila. Asanonymous suggests, thisexplainswhy Usama
bin Ladin continuesto smile broadly.

Anonymous urges us to under stand that we are hated by many Mudims for
what we do, not for how we live. And he makesclear that increasing majorities of
Arabsand Mudimsdetest usnot becausethey areignorant of the United States, but
becausethey know usall toowell. In particular, it s;emsto me, these hard truths
should be absorbed especially by any official involved in any program in public

diplomacy.

Mr. Anonymousarguesthat U.S. policy over many year s has put many
Mudimsin amood to credit the six primary chargesthat Usama bin Ladin makes
againgt the United States. Thosechargesare: (1) apparent U.S. support for the
|sradli occupation in Palesting; (2) the presence of u.s. troopsin the Arabian
peninsula; (3) theu.s. occupation of Afghanistan and Iraq; (4) u.s. support for
Russia, Indiaand china againgt their respective Mudim militants; (5) u.s. pressure
on Arab oil producersto keep priceslow; and (6) u.s. support for (in bin Ladin’s
wor ds) “ apostate, corrupt, and tyrannical Mudim gover nments.”

The greatest weakness of the current American approach to theldamic
world may bethat the U.S. hasfailed to provide convincing r efutations of these
accusations. In fact, by itsown action (or inaction), it has often seemed to confirm
them. Until such refutations begin to be convincingly made, and validated by
American actions on the ground, the chances of making serious progressin thewar
against terrorism are probably not high.



Imperial hubrissuffersfrom boutsof rhetorical overkill, and lacks copious
guantitative data to back up itsarguments. These flaws are most definitely absent
from professor Robert Pape’snew book, dyingtowin: thestrategic logic of suicide
terrorism. Thisvolumeisbased on quantitative data drawn from the univer sity of
Chicago’smajor research project on suicide bombing. Pape sbook isdefinitive,
and should forever put torest argumentsthat “fundamentalist Mudim terrorists’
hate the United Statesfor what it is, rather than for what it does.

L et me be specific. Suicide bombersdo not fly commercial airplanesinto
buildingsbecausethey areirritated that Welledey coeds wear bikinison cape cod
beachesduringthesummer. Onthecontrary, thereasonssuicide operationsare
undertaken result from some combination of thesix itemsthat Mr. Anonymouslists
asthe bases of Arab and Mudim rage aganst the United States.

In fact, Pape convincingly demonstratesthat contemporary suicideterrorism
isnot primarily a product of something called “ fundamentalist ISam.” On the
contrary, he showsthat theworld’ sleading practitionersof suicideterrorism are
the secular, Marxist-L eninist Tamil tigersin Sri Lanka. Inthe case of Mudimswho
adopt thistactic, Pape maintainsthat thereligiouslanguage with which they justify
their actionsisin fact a cloak for objectivesthat are eminently modern, secular, and
political: namely, to compe a democracy to withdraw military forcesfrom an area
that the per petrator s of suicideterrorism consdersto betheir national homeland.

Professor Papeinvitesusto radically rethink the nature of thethreat that we
confront. In Pape sopinion, weare currently witnessing the explosion of modern,
fundamentally secular nationalismsoutfitted in religiousgarb for purposes of
popular mobilization and recruitment. Pape scausal chainis:

nationalism
rebellion
suicideterrorism

Certainly, for Pape, “Idamic fundamentalism,” asrelated to suicide bombing, is
merely astraw man.

Nevertheless, Pape doesarguethat religion itself, asdistinct from any
particularisticinter pretation thereof, isin fact one explanatory variable of an
increased possibility of suicideterrorism. “Religiousdifference,” Pape says,
“dignificantly increasestherisk that a nationalist rebellion against foreign
occupation will escalateto theuse of suicideterrorism.” In other words, aMudim
population occupied by a non-Mudim power (think Palestiniansand | srael, or
Iragisand theu.s) ismorelikely torisein nationalist rebellion thanisaMudim



population occupied by a Mudim state. ‘ Fundamentalism,” Pape argues, isnot the
critical problem, but religious differenceis.

Pape' s data show that most suicide bombers come from countrieswhere
thereisthelargest American military presence (the Arabian peninsula), not from
the five countrieswith thewor|d’slargest Salafi-oriented populations (Pakistan,
Bangladesh, Iran, Egypt, and Nigeria).

And Papeiscandid: “Thelonger American combat forcesremainin lrag,”
hewrites, “thegreater istherisk that Iraqi suicideterroristswill seek to mount
operationsin the United States.” To prevent that, and to discourage further
radicalization of the |damic Middle East, Pape recommendsthat U.S. combat for ces
be withdrawn from Iraq “ expeditioudy.” Expeditious withdrawal, | submit, should
begin asearly aspossiblein 2006.

That isnot all. Pape maintainsthat the U.S. responseto 9/11 hasbeen
misguided. Theapparent American effort to “conquer Mudim countries,” and to
“remake” Mudlim societiesin the Persian gulf, isin hisopinion, only likely to make
terrorism wor se.

Finally, Pape demolishesthe common American stereotypethat terrorists
professing to be Mudlim are poor, uneducated, fanatically religious, or smply
criminals. In fact, Pape sdataindicatethat precisely the oppositeis most often the
case.

Pape adducesthe case of Muhammad Atta, leader of the operation on 9/11,
asrepresentative of alarger universe. A good student at both Cairo University and
Hamburg Technical University in Hambur g, Germany, Atta came from a
moder ately wealthy Cairo family that possesses a second, vacation home on the
Mediterranean. Atta’stwo sistersaretoday university professors. Atta, likethe
majority of suicide bombersin theldamic world and elsewhere, representsa social
elite. Inother words. a solution to the problem of suicideterrorismismore
challenging than one often thinks.

Unprecedented challengestoday confront the United Statesin the Arab and
Idamic world. Realism, and palicy reassessments, should bethe order of the day.
Thegood newsisthat thedemand for democracy hasin fact never been greater in
Arab and Mudliim countries. However, the key question remains. doesan intrusive
American presence promoteor obstruct therealization of that democratic goal ?
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