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MR. TIM ROEMER:  Hello, everybody.  How are you?  Everybody doing well?  I want to welcome everyone.  My name is Tim Roemer.  I work here at the Center for National Policy, and I want to make sure that you all have had a little bit of opportunity to get something to eat, and have met some of the great staff we have here at the Center for National Policy.  I am very grateful to them for their hard work to put on event after event after event.  

We have a great ongoing presidential series, where we’re engaging presidential candidates to talk about their views of the world and foreign policy in the 21st century.  

We also have some of the scholars and pollsters coming in to talk about how they see character and experience playing a role in the upcoming election, and how we can get more information out to the American people to make good choices.  

We also have an ongoing series here at the Center for National Policy on nuclear proliferation issues.  And we’re working directly, engaging directly with Congress, Democrats and Republicans, senators and congressmen, to try to find ways to bring them together and get their attention focused on this proliferation issue and put out policy options as to what they can do about it.  

We’re also engaged in the ongoing struggle, since 9/11 and before, to wage a battle against radical Jihadists.  How do we understand this struggle better?  How do we engage moderate Muslims and the Muslim and Islam community on this issue?  

I don’t think we’ve done a very good job on this front over the last six or seven years.  In fact, I think we have relied almost solely on our military to engage in this fight.  And it’s very important for us to recognize what our military can do well and what they cannot do very well.  They can do much extremely well, better than anybody in the world, and I’m so grateful for what they’ve done in Iraq, in Afghanistan, and other posts around the world.  

We have the finest military men and women on the face of the earth, but we also need to engage all the powers of America, diplomacy, economics, education, the hard and soft power of America, to engage in these efforts.  And we have not done that and we have not been very effective on that front.  

We have two speakers today to talk to us about a couple of different topics, which I think you’ll find very interesting; I think the American people will find very interesting.  And it probably will be one of the more important topics coming up in the next administration, is how do we understand the Muslim world in engaging in better relationships and coalition building?  How do we understand some of the challenges here in America with Arab Americans?  

The 9/11 Commission said this very, very forthrightly and very forcefully, that we have to treat our own population as partners, not as a suspect of – a pool of suspects in the battle against radical terrorism and Jihadists.  And I’m not sure how effective we’ve done that.  

I was on one of Jim’s shows right after 9/11, and we talked about some of the mistakes made in America, where Muslim Americans were put in jail.  Some of them were running small business.  By the time they were released, there were reports that it was very difficult to get their business up and running again and some of them went out of business.  

We have to rely on the great traditions in this country of respect, inclusion and assimilation.  And how we look at these issues, both abroad and domestically, are key to us, I think, prevailing in these efforts.  How do we – when we – Jim, you and I talked about this on the show too, when the United States went into Indonesia after the tsunami, and we had a 15 percent popularity rating in Indonesia.  After efforts, after aid, after showing hope and results, those ratings went up to about 45 percent approval ratings of the United States of America.  That was not with our military, per se.  That was with all our efforts.  How do we do that more effectively in the world?  How do we understand what we’re up against?  

We have two very distinguished speakers here today.  I am delighted to have them both here.  I mentioned Jim Zogby, Dr. Jim Zogby, a couple of different times.  I don’t know how anybody in this audience would not know Jim.  Jim has been around town as the founder and the president of the Arab American Institute for probably 20, 25 years.  He has done a fantastic job in voter outreach, mobilization and education efforts.  I really admire him for his hard work and his success over time.  And he’s got a TV show that reaches not just into America, but all over the Middle East.  And he’s written books on this subject.  I hope he talks about a couple of the books that he’s written, which will also be helpful for our understanding of this very important issue.  

Jim, we’re delighted to have you here, honored to have you with us, and we look forward to your remarks.  

Dalia Mogahed, a pleasure to talk with you for a few minutes before the event and, Dalia, we’re very happy that you’re here because I think you’re engaged in one of the most fascinating surveys that could take place in the world today.  I don’t know how many of you had trouble getting to work today.  Did anybody have trouble getting in today?  Raise you hand.  Just think if – if you think you had trouble getting to work today through the ice and the snow and schools were canceled or delayed, think about Dalia’s challenge of surveying one billion Muslims in the world.  She’s not actually talking to a billion people.  I think she’ll talk a little bit more about her challenge and methodology.  She’s talking to about 1,000 Muslims per country to put together a survey as to putting maybe the most comprehensive survey together that we’ve ever seen on Islam and the Muslim world.  We have to understand what people are thinking in order to better undertake the challenges ahead of us.  

You started your career at Procter & Gamble.  You’re writing a book on Islam and understanding a billion Muslims.  We are delighted to have you here and really look forward to your presentation and the ability and the opportunity to ask some questions to you too, Dalia.  So thank you for coming.  

Jim, if you want to start off in talking about the challenges ahead of us and your understanding of it, that would be terrific.  Thank you again for being here.   

MR. JAMES ZOGBY:  Thank you.  Thank you very much.  Let me begin by saying that I’m going to focus on our polling as well because I think that it gives a perspective, not my own, but of the voices of people in the region that we are listening to.  

One of the big problems, I think, both with our overall policy in the region, and in particular, our public diplomacy is that we tend to talk at people and don’t listen to them.  We’re answering questions that they’re not asking, and we’re ignoring the questions that they are asking.  

And so we began this polling venture intensively in the region.  We've been polling for more than a decade in the Middle East, but we began polling on attitudes of this sort right after 9/11.  And it was the Gallup poll, actually, that initially provoked it because the question was do they hate us and why do they hate us?  And we were troubled by the initial answers and wanted to get to the bottom of it.  

So what we did was we asked a broader array of questions, not just how you feel about America, which I said at the time, was actually the wrong question to ask.  It was sort of like asking a woman who has just kicked out her multiple – her husband, who’s cheated on her multiple times, asking her what she thinks about men – wrong question, wrong time, wrong person.  But if you asked her what she thought about fathers or brothers or sons and her uncles, she may give you a different kind of answer.  

So we asked them about the ways that America manifests itself in the region.  And there was our initial foray into this, but since then, we’ve gotten more intensive into the region.  We polled on what constitutes the middle class.  What are their hopes and aspirations?  We've surveyed business leaders to find about their investment strategies and how they feel about East versus West, a growing concern.  We've polled on everything from Sharia Law and TV attitudes, what shows they watch, to elections, when they’ve been held in Iraq, in Palestine, in Lebanon, and even in Iran.  

And I daresay we had two interesting stories come out of the Iran polling.  One was that we were closer to the result than the Iran news agency.  And second, the poor field worker who did the work for us ended up getting sent to jail.  He was charged with polling for the well-known Zionist firm, Zogby.  So I actually wanted the charge sheet.  I thought it might help me in some circles here in town.  (Laughter).  

In any case, what did we learn?  What we learned is that Arabs, like people all over the world, don’t go to bed at night hating America and wake up in the morning hating Israel.  They actually, like everybody else, go to bed at night thinking about their kids, worried about their jobs, wake up in the morning thinking about their health, and about their parents, and what are they going to do themselves to be secure in their old age?  The top concerns that we found across the board were education and healthcare, employment, and their own personal security.  

There were some variations from country to country, but overall, people around the world are one species and they’re worry about themselves and their families and their security.  That’s what concerns them most.  

If you throw America into the mix, though, you get a very different set of results, and that’s not uncommon either.  You can come from Boston and talk to somebody from New York about cars and everything goes fine, but when you talk about baseball, the conversation shifts.  It’s not only a conversation shifter, but a mood shifter.  

Talk to Arabs about their lives, about children.  Talk to Arab businessmen, be sitting in Riyadh and talking to somebody about investment opportunities and it’s great.  Raise the issue of America or raise the issue of politics in the Middle East, the conversation shifts.  

MR. ROEMER:  So you say America’s like the Red Sox or the Yankees?  (Laughter).  

MR. ZOGBY:  It depends on whether you’re from New York or Boston.  It’s actually the – whatever one you are, it's the other one.  

If you sit in the lobby of the Four Seasons in Riyadh, you have Saks Fifth Avenue on one end, Planet Hollywood on the other end.  You’ve got McDonald’s on one side across the street, Kentucky Fried Chicken the other way, Guess Jeans the other way, and kids walking through the mall, boys and girls in jeans and sneakers, boys wearing basketball jersey with Iverson or Yao Ming on the back and baseball hats they love, Yankee and White Sox hats, I think because the black and white is so attractive – the same reason they’re liked here, they’re like there – the girls wearing jeans and Abayas open to show the little sequin design on the jeans.  

The fact is that globalization works.  Our culture is everywhere.  A Saudi businessman said to me one time – he said, “You know, you’re different than China, different than Germany and Japan, the other big exporters.  They only sell products.  You don’t.  You sell a way of life.”  People go into a Starbucks in Riyadh not because the coffee’s better, but because they’re getting a little piece of America, and that’s what they want.  

The fact is that they do like us and that’s what we find when we poll about America.  They like our people.  They like our culture.  They like our values.  They like our films.  They like our educational system.  They want to come here and go to school.  As one guy said to me, he said, “It’s not that we don’t like you, we love you.  We feel like jilted lovers.  We feel like we have invested in you and our feelings are with you, but you don’t feel the same way back to us.”  And that, in fact, I think has been the problem in a nutshell.

There is a sense that it’s a one-way street.  They like us and we don’t like them.  People don’t judge us at the end of the day by what we say about it.  So one problem with our public diplomacy program is we want to promote our values and all that.  They know what our values are.  They don’t feel that our values apply to them.  We don’t – that we, in fact, apply our values to them.  And so when we ask them, what are their concerns, they tell us.  When we say, “What do you want from America,” they don’t want America to address the issues that we’re addressing.  

For example, they don’t want us to get involved in their internal politics.  They don’t want us to advance women’s rights in their country.  They don’t want us to be involved in anything that involves internal issues in their countries.  What they want from us are two things.  One is to help solve problems that they feel we have been responsible for creating, like Iraq, at this point, and like the Israeli-Palestinian issue, which they feel we have withheld a resolution from being achieved.  

The second thing they want from us is something that they know that we actually can work with, and that is capacity building in their country.  They are interested.  They see us as somebody with the expertise to help them improve their educational system, with the expertise to increase their – improve their healthcare delivery system.  They see us as a place for investment that can help increase job – expand job opportunities in the country.  They do not want us involved in the politics internal to their countries.  And I think that that is not only anecdotal, but we've got the hard numbers to show it.  

One of the things that worries me, though, and we saw it in 2006, which was conceivably in all the years I’ve been doing this work, the worst year in the relationship between America and the region – it began with Dubai ports, which interestingly, took the last pillar, the last group of people in the Middle East who had great confidence in America, the business community – and said to them, “It’s not safe to get invested in America.”  And Saudi businessmen I knew, for example, were laughing saying, “Those dumb Emirates,” thinking that they actually could trust America to do business with them.  "We’re going east," and we began to see a shift in people’s investment strategies, looking to India, looking to China, looking to places where in fact, they could do something that wasn’t going to provoke.  This is on the private sector level.  

On the government level, they still need the American security umbrella, but they are knowing that they’re doing it at risk.  When they invest in America, they’re at risk with their own publics, who are now feeling quite hostile, but also at risk of somehow being – coming afoul of Congress and causing some backlash that will – businessmen don’t like those kinds of risks.  They like to make money and they like to do it quietly.  They don’t like it when they get negative headlines and they don’t like it when they’re, in fact, called Arab.  It's Arab money, instead of money.  

That went from right there to Gaza.  It went from Gaza to the war in Lebanon and Iraq throughout the entire year.  The result was – I found in a polling that we did in 2007, a rather interesting turn and almost a disastrous turn.  

I said to you, they like our people; they like our culture; they like our values.  They stopped liking them as much as they did before.  2007 was a year of an enormous downturn in all of those attitudes.  To some extent, it was “Okay, we gave you guys a number of years of good grace.  We thought, yes, you really are good people, but you voted again for George Bush.”  I heard that time and again, especially when we polled actually about the president.  “We thought you opposed the war, but you really didn’t.  We thought you would be just; you weren’t.  We thought you respected us; you don’t.”  And the numbers dropped in some cases by 20 points in some of the areas.  And it was a – I think, a real concern.  

At the same time, we found that the sense of insecurity grew, so that we always asked the Reagan questions in all these countries.  We put them in four ways.  We not only say, “Are you better off than you were four years ago?”  We say, “Do you think you’ll better off in the next four,” since we get a sense of optimism and satisfaction.  

We ask, “Are you better off than your parents were?  Do you think your children will be better off than you?”  What we found in 2007 was those numbers, as well, showed a drop in terms of future outlook, a tremendous change in terms of insecurity, a sense that with all of this brewing, they could not feel the confidence that 2008, 2009, 2010 would in fact, be better.  

And so the combination, I think, of all of this, from Abu Ghraib and Guantanamo and Dubai ports and Lebanon and the Palestine and Iraq, et cetera, have taken a huge toll.  And like I said, we’ve got the hard numbers to back it up.  What can we do?  I think, first of all, understand the circumstance when – it is one where negative attitudes are there, but are also hardening.  There’s less confidence that there’ll be peace and stability in the region because they haven’t seen us committed to making resolution of any of them.  They are, in fact, turning inward.  Arabs are investing more in their own economies and that’s a good thing.  They’re also investing East – in the East.  That may or may not be a good thing.  

And finally, there is growing pressure on Arab governments, who despite their ties with the United States, are having a problem with their public to justifying those ties.  And I sometimes think, when I see Arab leaders greeting the president as he travels in the region, et cetera, how brave they are for risking some of the attitudes.  When King Abdullah in Jordan meets with George Bush, as he does here and there, and in Jordan, favorable attitudes towards America are in single digits, it is – it has got to be a bold thing for him to do.  

What do they want us to do then?  They basically want us to deal with some of the issues of insecurity that we've created in their lives.  They want us to advance the role of peacemaker and they want to believe it, and they want to be able to take it seriously.  They don’t right now.  

They want a responsible end to the war in Iraq, that not only has America leave, but promotes national reconciliation and regional security.  And I found it interesting.  We did an expansive poll on Iraq – the Iraq war in all of the basic countries that we poll.  It’s about six of them.  And found actually, that American attitude – that Arab attitudes were not unlike the attitudes that came through in the Iraq Study Group Report.  People were – they didn’t want America in Iraq, but they didn’t want America to withdraw precipitously from Iraq.  The way Obama says, “We can’t leave as carelessly as we went in,” is pretty much the attitude.  They feel that in fact, we owe it to the region to help stabilize.  

The biggest fear now in the Gulf Area is Iran becoming the supreme power.  Their second biggest fear is that Iraq disintegrates, and becomes a source of broader regional conflict.  And so what they wanted was a convening of the countries in the neighborhood to somehow create a regional security arrangement that could help stabilize the situation in Iraq and America then, at that point, to withdraw.  

And thirdly, they want capacity building.  They do want our help in expanding employment and expanding healthcare and increasing education.  And they do want to come and visit, and they do want to come and do business.  And they want to feel welcome again in America.  They want, in other words, an application of our values to our relationships with them.  

They know that extremists pose an enormous danger to them, but they don’t feel that we help in that equation.  In fact, those who want to reach out us feel that we in fact, fan the flames of extremism by our very behavior.  I think, given the situation we’re in, this is a tall order, but the long road back from where we were, to where we need to be, given where we are right now, but I think it’s the only course we have available to us.  If we want to defeat this problem with extremism, we need allies.  If we want allies, we have to treat allies like allies.  And that has been what has been lacking so far in the relationship.  

MR. ROEMER:  Great, thank you so much.  I think Senator Obama’s quote was something like “As carelessly as we got in, we have to extricate ourselves carefully.”  So Dalia, if you would take the stage here, we look forward to your remarks.  

MS. DALIA MOGAHED:  All right, great.  My remarks this afternoon are based on the Gallup World Poll and it’s a global survey of 142 countries.  We began this expansive survey of the world in 2005 and have had several waves since then.  At the Center for Muslim Studies, we focus on Muslim opinion around the world, which includes 40 predominantly Muslim countries, as well as Muslim populations who live as minorities in Russia, in India, as well as in London, Berlin, and Paris.  And we’re also planning an expansive poll of American Muslims later this year.  

So what – the question that we often hear is this idea of why do they hate us?  And I’d like to expand that question a bit to who hates us and what – and who do they hate about us?  So where is their resentment?  Does that resentment mean sympathy for those who wish to harm us?  And then, most importantly, what might motivate those who sympathize with attacks against us?  Is it our way of life or is it our perceived policies?  

So first, it’s absolutely true.  I – we found very similar results as what James just went through.  There is fermenting anti-Americanism in much of the Muslim world.  For example, 78 percent of Saudis say they disapprove the U.S. leadership, 72 in Egypt.  However, this sentiment is not exclusive to Muslims.  Eighty percent of Germans say they disapprove of American leadership.  Nor is this sentiment among all Muslims.  So if we expand beyond the Middle East, we actually found that, for example, 66 percent of Muslims in Senegal approve of American leadership; in Afghanistan, also a majority who approve of American leadership.  So anti-American sentiment is not a sort of theological disposition of Muslims.  It is neither exclusive to Muslims, nor does it represent all Muslims.  

Does that resentment, though, mean sympathy for those who wish to harm us?  The answer is no.  Despite widespread disapproval of U.S. leadership, only a minority sympathize with the attacks of 9/11.  So we did a meta-analysis over the data we have, which represents roughly 90 percent of the global Muslim population, and found that 7 percent of that population thought 9/11 was completely justified and have negative opinions of the United States.  We’ll call this group the high-conflict group, just for brevity.  

Now, another 30 percent say they have favorable views of the U.S. and also reject 9/11.  The rest fall into this middle category, where they have unfavorable views of the United States, but they still reject 9/11 as morally wrong.  

So what motivates the high-conflict group?  What makes them different from the mainstream?   Since 9/11 there has been no shortage of theories as to what makes an anti-American terrorist, so some blame religious fanaticism; others blame humiliation from disappointment with the ability to perform on a global landscape.  Others look to relative deprivation theory.  Others say that terrorists are simply psychotic, and others still simply say they hate freedom.  

So what I’d like to do today is build a theory from the ground up using empirical data, again, based on our research in this – among this community.  So let’s start with what this high-conflict group actually has in common with the mainstream majority.  Do they hate freedom?  The answer is no.  In fact, they – the high-conflict group is slightly more likely than the general population to say that democracy will help Muslims' progress, so just some examples of what people are saying in their own words.  One thing we do a lot of is ask open-ended questions, so we can really get at people’s top-of-mind responses.  

So we asked people, what do you admire most about the West?  The most frequent response, probably not surprising, is western technology, but the second most frequent response was western – essentially, liberty, democracy, and freedom.  These are the kinds of things people said.  

A respondent in Saudi Arabia said he admired freedom of the press, opinion, and expression, also scientific advancement.  A respondent in Iran said social justice and having access to nuclear power, real democracy.  In Pakistan, someone said, law is above all and everyone observes the law.  Another respondent said, “Their political system is transparent and they are following democracy in its true sense.”  And finally, just another example in Morocco, “liberty and freedom and being open with each other.”

So what this illustrates is that people do have a pretty good grasp of what democracy means.  They might not use that word.  They might not say liberty, but in their own words, ordinary people are talking about the pillars of what we would call a democracy.  And there is no difference between the high-conflict group and everyone else in their admiration for this aspect of western civilization.  

Another thing that was similar is jobless rate.  So the high-conflict group were not more likely to be unemployed.  What about hopelessness for the future?  Again, very little difference; if anything, the high-conflict group were slightly more hopeful about where they’d be in the next five years.  They were also as likely to say that better relations with the West was a personal concern.  

Unfortunately, another thing that both groups had in common, and was very high and widespread, was the sense of humiliation, a sense that Islam is being disrespected and degraded by the West, so some verbatim responses.  

”A whole lobby of the West is working against Muslims and damaging our image.  They should stop and respect Islamic values.”  

A respondent from Morocco said, “The West has to change and moderate their attitudes toward Muslims.  They have to not look down on our people.”  

Just one more from Lebanon, “Don’t classify all Arabs as terrorists.  Protest against defiling of the Quran and punish those who do so, like those in Guantanamo jail.”  

So a deep sense of being seen as inferior and disrespected. 

Finally, another aspect of the society that was similar in both the high-conflict group and the majority was religiosity.  There was actually no difference in religiosity between the two groups, but both groups had very high religiosity, or self-reported religiosity, in that they felt that Islam and Islamic values was their society’s greatest asset.  It was also very important to them personally.  And that will play into the second part of what should we do to try to defeat this enemy?  

Now, what was different about the two groups?  First is their sense of being threatened.  The high-conflict group was more likely to express feelings of being threatened by the West, but the United States specifically.  So when asked what their greatest fear was, the general majority talked about – very much as James said – personal concerns of employment, inflation, personal security, in fact, even saying they feared being – they feared terrorism in their own country.  

The high-conflict group, their most frequent responses to what their greatest fear was, was a fear of U.S. occupation, even in places where there’s essentially no threat of U.S. occupation or U.S. invasion.  They have a greater sense of being dominated and having a lack of autonomy, so more likely to say democracy will help Muslims' progress, but also more likely to disagree with the proposition that the U.S. is serious about supporting democratic forms of government in their region.  

So the difference is 52 percent disagree among the general population, versus 72 among the high-conflict group.  Now, you noticed that the majority do disagree.  It’s just more intense among the high-conflict group, and this is important too when we talk about solutions.  

They also have a lack of faith in the good will of the West, so they’re more likely to disagree that the West is concerned about better relations.  Now, they say they’re concerned, but that the West shows no concern.  And they’re also much less hopeful that a day will ever come when better relations will be realized.  

Their demographics are also a bit different.  Interestingly, they fly in the face of some conventional wisdom.  The high-conflict group is more likely to be educated and affluent than the general population.  For example, they’re more likely to be supervisors at work.  

Now, another study from the University of Michigan in Ann Arbor found similar trends, and I’m just going to read an excerpt of this study.  Mark Tessler led it.  “Findings from representative national surveys in Algeria and Jordan show that neither religious orientations, judgment about Western culture, nor economic circumstances, account for variance in approval of terrorist acts against U.S. targets.  Alternatively, in both countries, approval of terrorism against the United States is disproportionately likely among men and women with negative judgments about their own government and about U.S. foreign policy.”  

Now, it is interesting because he does say, "men and women."  We found the same thing.  The high-conflict group is made up 40 percent of women.  

So what does this all mean?  How do we explain it?  How do we build a theory around all of this – all of these data points?  I’m going to just offer an idea.  This is really up for discussion.  And I’m going to use two unrelated theories, but that, in fact, have some similarity to explain what is going on.  

One is a study conducted by Ronald Inglehart, and he bases this on the World Values Survey.  So he says, quote, “A nation’s values go from materialistic and survival to self-expression and autonomy as it modernizes economically.  Democratic values, such as free choice, then emerge as the final sequence in the development sequence.”  So basically, that wanting democracy and freedom is something that only happens in a society once their basic needs are met.  

Another related idea, although a little different, is offered by Barrington Moore in a book called Injustice: The Social Basis of Obedience and Revolt.  And what he said is that the idea that rebellion, violent rebellion, is not – it’s not enough for people to simply suffer.  They have to suffer and believe that that suffering is, A, is not inevitable and, B, is undeserved.  Now, to feel that suffering is not inevitable and not deserved, you need an ego.  You need ambition.  You need to have a certain level of socioeconomic status to have the required indignation at that perceived injustice.  

So if we sort of look at these two theories, what we find is that this high-conflict group is at a more developed stage in their evolution, in wanting democratic rights or freedoms than everyone else around them.  And part of the reason is because they do have more to gain and more to lose if things go as they happen, in that they are in the middle class or in the upper-middle-class.  They also have a greater sense of ego and ambition for self-actualization.  So this perception of humiliation and control is therefore responded to in a more intensive and violent way.  In other words, al Qaeda symbolizes rebellion, and not religion, in the eyes of its admirers, by the way, who are not all Muslims.  

So if we start to analyze the problem of terrorism in the framework of violent rebellion, we find that the real struggle is not with Islam, nor even really this new – somewhat new idea of a struggle within Islam.  Rather than being a theological struggle, it’s more a struggle for the road to reform.  How does the society – how does one society bring about change that is recognized to be widely needed in a way that isn’t violent?  It’s really a – it’s almost a strategic struggle.  How does change come about?  

The sympathizers with 9/11 believe that violence is the only way, partially because they don’t have a lot of faith in the good will of the West.  So anti-Americanism, and sympathy for anti-American terrorism, is not about piety or our principles, but rather our perceived policies. 

So back to our question originally, is it about diplomacy or policy?  Well, the answer is both.  First, we must engage with mainstream legitimate reformers, and engage them on those grievances that are believed widely to be problems and James has talked about those.  

Secondly, our diplomacy must stop misdiagnosing the problem as one of religion.  And this has to – this has really continued to undermine our credibility with those who actually oppose al Qaeda in the region, since, as I mentioned, religiosity and the importance of religion is very high among both groups.  It ultimately bolsters the legitimacy of al Qaeda and hurts our chances of defeating this shared enemy.  

MR. ROEMER:  Thank you very much.  Please join me in thanking both wonderful presentations.  

(Applause).  

(END)

