Second Session  E

I am your guest moderator this morning, Ambassador Walter Cutler, President of Meridian International Center. Our time is limited. I want to welcome you all to this panel on the Greater Middle East Initiative and various visions thereon” I think we will have a lively discussion. I first want to thank our host, I want to congratulate our host for this 5th conference on Democracy and Free Trade. One does not have an annual conference unless there is a lot to talk about, and certainly  this conference is widely attended, this shows the interest in the subject.

Indeed, there is a lot going on, and I think  those of you who have been here last year at this conference on the same subject, will realize that so much has happened in just one year and much of it is good and certainly  gives the hope that we are on a very positive road. In English and in America we have a saying “ Actions speak louder than Words” We have lot of words in our world but now I think we begin to see actions accompany words and this is what we are here to talk about. And of course, those actions include the country in which we are meeting, Qatar, has already established a fine record of reforms, be it a constitution, and the forthcoming elections, I think you all join to congratulate our host in that course.
The Panel today is on the Greater Middle East Initiative. Our Panel today is so diverse, we have speakers from three continents. I think that reflects the sub-title of this session which is the Greater Middle East Initiative and various views thereon. I know there are different views in the panel and I assume in our audience as well. I think when we say Greater Middle East Initiative, Middle East Partnership Initiative, these terms have their origin in the U.S. and certainly in focus, a large focus in the current government in Washington, but these ideas, concepts are certainly not new and they are widely shared. In fact, these are global as well as regional concepts. So the terms may originate in Washington but certainly the action is around the world. I think that the momentum for change, for reforms is found right here, in this country, in this region where I think it should be.
Let us move on to our speakers: I am going  to ask them to take 5-7 minutes no more and then we get to our discussion which is the important part of our program where we can exchange views. I am going to start with H.E. Abdul karim Al-Iryani, known to many of you from Yemen, not only former Prime Minister, but minister of almost every thing else, former Foreign Minister, Agriculture. We are pleased to have him with us today.

H.E. Abdul karim Al-Iryani,
In the name of Allah, the Most Beneficent, the Most Merciful.

Ladies and Gentlemen,

When I read this morning the agenda of the second session, I realized that I am one of the speakers in that session I frowned  a little bit because I have not prepared my self well so as to give this important topic its due attention in my speech. But when I read the note at the page end that a speech would take only 5-7 minutes I felt relaxed and pleased, because I will be unfair and not aggrieved. I am an admirer of the great poet al-Motanabi:

Man is by nature tends to oppression and unfairness, if he refrains from that then there is some reason for that.
The greater Middle East question is large and diversified; this is similar to the difference of views about its objectives, negative and positive points. I asked my self where does the Greater Middle East end? I answered that it ends where the air space for airplanes of the central forces. We must understand that this  idea emerged to satisfy the interests of a country that does not fall into the geographic framework of the greater Middle East. In fact, the   greater Middle East before Sept. 11, 2001 is not the same as today. I summarize my speech by raising a number of questions:

1- The greater Middle East is an Islamic East in which there are two powers, or two major Islamic schools of thought, namely, Sunnah  and Shi’a. To what extent does this affect the idea and what permanent calculations are taken into account in this regard?
2- The greater Middle East is subject to different political systems, on top of which comes emerging democracies, including newly born democracies and zero democracies, but void of well established democracies, how will a patronizing state , states, of this idea, deal with political pluralism?
3- When will the greater Middle East turn into well established democracies, Allah knows when? We hope it will happen. Will the patronizing state accept the results, namely the emerging of  unacceptable  political forces ?
4- Is it possible that a number of the greater Middle East countries would stabilize and grow away from the effects of the Arab-Israeli conflict and the absence of a just solution to the Palestinian question?

5- The greater Middle East is energy and religion, Islam and oil, where is their position in the theory of clash of civilizations which emanated of a famous American university?

Ladies and Gentlemen,
Given the shortage of time, only five minutes, I feel relieved of answering these questions. I conclude by a tale about Joha. It was stated that he claimed to have knowledge and know-how. On Friday he went to a mosque to lead prayers. He took the dais and said to the people. Do you know what I am going to speak to you about? They said..Yes..he said ..thanks God, you relieved me of saying anything. Next Friday he asked the people: Do you know what I am going to speak to you about? They said..No..he said ..thanks God, you relieved me  because you do not know what I am going to say. On the third Friday he went  to the mosque and people were divided half said yes and half said no. He said those who know should tell those who do not know. and good bye.

Thank you Mr. Minister. We are going to move now to Hans Wechel, he is not on your panel., let me say that Congressman Darrel Issa we hope he will join us but we are not sure. Hans Wechel  is the regional director of the Middle East Initiative, which is designed of course, to help implement policies of governments in this region, not just governments but civil societies. I will let him explain.
Your Excellency. A lot of accusations and counter accusations have been hurled at the Middle East partnership initiative, this is the first time I heard this is referred to in the  broader American aerospace. Thank you for this new term, another thing which I heard a lot about and I have to defend my self at with our critics, is that we are trying to impose reform on the region. So I am not very pleased to find myself in the Panel  while my name did not appear; it appears that I impose myself on the Panel. I am pleased to be here with this distinguished  group. I will try to tell my remarks in brief, so that there will be time in the end to ask some  questions. I will take few minutes just to speak about U.S. foreign policy regarding the spread of democracy in this region and the role of the Middle East partnership initiative as a tool to implement that policy. Secretary of State Rayce recently had foreign exercise in democracy; she had to go to Congress and ask for budget. When the executive branch  takes that and goes and asks the elected representatives of the people for money, she starts with an opening statement. In that statement, she reiterated to the Congress that the U.S. is committed, as she put it, to the cause of liberty and free ,peaceful and democratic Middle East. This is the first paragraph of her statement. President Bush  in his inaugural speech early this year, he put it quite directly that the policy of the U.S. is to seek and support the growth of democratic movements and institutions in every nation and culture. Seek and support. I want to dwell on these words for just a moment, they are very important. The word seek means to look not in a casual way, but implies a substantial amount of effort and desire. Nevertheless, the U.S. government understands very well that the America is not going to lead or drive democratic movements in the Middle East. President Bush did not choose those words, but he used the words seek and support. It is U.S. policy to seek and support the growth of democracy in the Greater Middle East .The Middle East partnership initiative  is one of the primary tools to carry out this policy. This initiative seeks and supports programs and projects that make changes to the status quo. Changes that take the region another step down the path towards greater prosperity and freedom. This will be made by finding partnerships and projects that institute political, educational and economic reforms. Now the range of partnerships and projects that we seek and support is very broad because freedom and prosperity require many things: holding elections, lowering trade barriers are certainly the cornerstones for freedom and prosperity. But they are not enough. Freedom and prosperity also need political and civil society organizations to advance and debate the issues, independent and free media to confidently and capably report and analyze those debates. They need independent judiciary to protect the rights of its people, and resolve the disputes between one another and with governments justly. We need an educational system that effectively prepares the people to succeed in a globalized world, moves for participation of women. We seek and support projects that implement changes in all the areas I just mentioned. Because without these elements freedom is shallow and prosperity is precarious. The range of this programs is broad and so that of  partners. The partnerships we seek and find include projects with ministries,

parliaments, judiciary, political parties, NGOs, media, universities, businesses, executives, entrepreneurs, students, teachers and you. I did not include farmers in the list  but they are there. We hope one would work; you should be able to determine that we should work with governments and without governments. Some in the region have suggested that we should work only through governments, others have told me  that if we are working closely with governments then the U.S. is not serious about supporting  real reform. I think both these positions are wrong. There are steps toward greater freedom and prosperity that only governments can take . Conversely, there are roles in a democratic society the governments cannot and should not try to fill. So progress towards greater freedom and prosperity needs to be made by governments and civil societies, private sector and by individuals. We should support projects and partnerships with any of them, if the resulting change will have the region  to take another step towards greater prosperity and freedom. Just as projects involve a wide range of partners from this region, they also involve a wide range of partners from the U.S. When local projects could benefit from American expertise, that expertise is not found with our government, but within our society. Other than the few programs that concern trade and commerce,  the American side of the partnership we found   are usually expert  NGOs, private sector institutions. We must also note, however, there are also increasing groups in the region that do not  need outside expertise or partnership, that does not require or even prefer to involve U.S. partners, and happily we are increasingly finding projects carried out entirely and exclusively by local organizations.
I close by again assuring you that the U.S. does not think she is responsible for the democratic changes happening across this region. America is, however, trying to lend support to these steps towards greater freedom and prosperity whether they are steps  from the top down or from the bottom up. So I stop here that you hear more from the list on the panel, and will take questions later, those of you who are interested we can discuss things in the next couple of days. Thank you very much.

Thank you Hans.
We are going to move to Dr. Gerd Nonneman, who is professor of international relations and Middle East politics at Lancaster University, UK.

Thank you very much. Because we had a description of the Middle East partnership initiative( MEPI) before I will not talk about it any more.  We have MEPI and the broader Middle East and North Africa Initiative ( MENAI) in the context of other initiatives and try to make a link with the Gulf, also I will refer to some of the final points made by Hans Wechel, previous speaker who spoke  about the private  sector. Obviously, there is a need for change and reform  in this region. So many people think within the region of this. Although there is disagreement on which direction that reform should go. If you take that as a staring position, that external nudging of regimes or support of civil society can be useful. I think the difference comes with the models of the proposed salesman,  sales pitch, there is some of the questions mentioned things put forward genuinely or semi-genuinely meant, or you can say the worst possible case, inappropriate models are suggested or seemed to be suggested, where the salesman is lacking the credibility, or where the sales pitch; one get the whole message out there when it comers to crunch, it never carried out, carried through into action.
I am not saying this, may some say it, I could not possibly comment , I certainly do not want  to knock the efforts of various actors, in the outside world and within the region to stimulate civil societies activity and so on. But it is clear, you all know, within the Middle East, that the great Middle East Initiative was received initially with a lot of hostility not just by regimes but by societies which is an interesting phenomenon, with reason, to make it less with a position of patronizing and includes reference to the Arab-Israeli conflict, these were not only in the region that some qualifications were raised, it was also on the part of Europe. The European decision-makers said we were here since 1970, with Euro-Arab dialogue in mid-1970, the gradual emerging of the global Mediterranean partnership from mid seventies. In 1990 you get a jewel development in one hand, you have the renewed  Mediterranean Partnership, one  of its striking feature is to introduce  integration, to foster regional integration as stimulus for development. Then in 1990 we had EU-GCC dialogue which took effect. In 1995 with Barcelona, Europe-Mediterranean partnership with the principle of having genuine partnership, so in 3 baskets political, economic and cultural, the source of things you see emerging in the Middle East initiative. The last phase in 2003 at the same time with the announcement of the great Middle East initiative with the new neighborhood policy, European new neighborhood policy which expanded the Euro-Mediterranean partnership to some of the Eastern former Soviet states. It starts also to include Libya which was previously excluded, but still it excludes the Gulf, the Gulf region  remains excluded, it has  separate channel of cooperation of partnership with EU. The evidence of development in 2003, we had the wider Middle East and new neighborhood policy, it appears to drop this idea that you can foster the regional integration. It did not drop exclusively but there is  less stress on this, it got dropped effectively as far as I am concerned. Eventually  we are back to a global form/shape of overarching umbrella for essential bilateral contacts, in that sense. it moved in the direction where the Great Middle East initiative was. Or perhaps if your phrase it differently, , the greater Middle East initiative ,from its original form, was re-phrased and European policy became re-phrased so they can meet in this broader Middle East and North Africa initiative agreed upon in 2004 and set by G8.
So two things came out 1- The Gulf was left out certainly by the European side or as part of the Greater Middle East initiative or the Middle East and North Africa initiative 2- The idea of regional integration, fostering regional integration or sub- regional integration is no longer pushed, to my mind and many in the region, the idea that you split off the Gulf region from the rest of the Arab world, in terms of economics, in terms of future development, starts to make a little sense.

But anyway, let us go to the political reform question, if you think of political reform then there is a case. You treat the Gulf, GCC area, differently from the rest of the Middle East and North Africa initiative. The difference is obviously , of course, in a number of ways, among other things against the usual assumption  few years ago, that all these rich monarchies are lagging behind in development, although we see evidence to the contrary, evidence of greater reform trend potential  than in the Mediterranean. So it is a more fertile ground for initiatives from the internal and the outside in this region. The second difference is that, of course, the outside world has a less leverage because of more independence and wealth resources in these countries. Very often the types of partnerships programs all end in aid programs, aid agreements. This has not been happening ( in the GCC) tied up with that is that the regimes, the governments themselves, if you look at the state, society, competition, the governments have more resources available.
Traditionally people thought that if the government has such resources, this means they have not the reason, that they cannot be pushed for reform; in fact the opposite has started to happen. The great potential I try to explain in a number of points. The first is precisely that they have more resources, if the top takes a decision that a change is needed or desirable, they are able to do so with much less trouble. It is not a question of a revolutionary environment. The second is that they are monarchies, a monarch  is not in the hold of a large party, a ruling party,  a monarch can, of course, evolve a more constitutional monarchy; by losing elections a monarch cannot lose his position. Thirdly, they are small monarchies small entities, there is some literature on this, where it is easier to manage politics. Some say it is the smallest pluralistic. The fourth is that there is an element of local traditional legitimacy, which makes it easier for regimes to manage political changes. The fifth is that there is a tradition of consensus politics in this region. The final one is that countries where people ( stand by their state) the traditional argument for democratization in the west, is that the bourgeoisie ,free enterprises, , was the key independent actor of pushing democratization. The argument has been that in the case of  states like the Gulf, this bourgeoisie and private sector, was not really private,  independent, actually what happened is that in the last decade or so,  independent bourgeoisie  is clearly emerging. The Gulf  bourgeoisie , private sector, is  in a dominant position in MENA region as a whole. That  is where a great deal of potentials are. 
Thank you, we shall move fast because we short of time, the next speaker is Senator Daniel Goulet, from France.

French text

Thank you Senator, I am pleased  to say that Congressman Darrel Issa has been able to join us. He is Republican Congressman  from the state of California.
Thank you. In Washington we are known to be late in everything as Congressmen, but we have an excuse because we have an extended meeting with the Emir. In this case you have my apology and also my explanation. It is always good to follow the speaker who is both eloquent and touches  the areas you want to touch on in your speech and leaves you the opportunity to shorten a great deal of what you want to say, particularly if I was handed  a note to speak for 5-7 minutes and I am going to respect that.

The vision of the Middle East, in democracy and in reform, has to begin by a comparison, today I chose the comparison of the Dark Ages. Those who know the history of Europe, know that  during the time of the church influence, during the time of scholarly a pursuit being limited to a few, Europe accomplished nothing. When the Reconnaissance began with the discovery of the New World and a period of other occurrences  came together at the same time, we in this era look and say there was  the Dark Ages period , there was the Reconnaissance, that has just  happened, it did, the Dark Ages did not give up overnight, the Reconnaissance had to spread from one city to city over a period of time. What one learned , always new, has to be  ranched away from those who possessed knowledge, wealth  and the virtues which we hold here today. The concept of a bible being in the hands of every human being  in Europe is a new concept. So it is not surprising that in a period host a Dark Age for the people of the Middle East, a period, as my previous speaker said, was influenced by the control of the Ottomans, the French or the British, control of every one, that the actual  people of the land,  or the region , would be difficult. There are areas in the Middle East today still assume that  when the religious  leader would have the knowledge and every one  should follow or by most  one who  knows  every thing, six hundred or six  thousand or sixty thousand would follow , but that is changing. Here in Qatar there is a decision to educate all the people, to empower all those people, men and women, that is key element of Renaissance of the Arab world. Also we are leaving the Dark Ages without conflict. Each of the speakers spoke of Iraq,  of Lebanon, of the Palestinians, of Afghanistan, you know these are not new problems. But all of these are difficult times for those regions. I think few will doubt that the Iraqi people would choose  a better future for them selves than what  Saddam gave them in the past three decades. I have no doubt having  just left Beirut that the Lebanese people will choose a better future for them selves than any foreign force whether  their neighbors to the east, or their neighbors to the south,  would have envisioned for them. Afghanistan has been a poor country for ever, but today, the poor have been educated and given direct opportunity. I have no doubt that Afghanistan would be better than it would have been when the assumption was that at least  half of the population would be denied all education. 
The Palestinians are not the brightest part of this new Renaissance. They continue to negotiate with the very people who hold them prisoners. They continue to have support from the rest of Arab World that sends next messages, we sent humanitarian relief to people  in refugee camps, or we keep them in refugee camps. Much of the world denied the  opportunity to Palestinian people to have jobs and access outside the camps where they are waiting for right of return. The Arab League has not once but twice made it clear that they would normalize relations with Israel in return for justice to the Palestinians. And yet as the days go by how many are willing to take the first step towards normalization? Who will raise the hand and say I will begin the process, in hope that you will begin the process. Those steps are taken by few but not by all.

So as this new era begins, just as the era of the European  Renaissance begins, it is incumbent on those who are more progressive to try and influence those areas still in darkness.
That is part of why we are here today. This is a period in which this small Emirate is a shinning beacon of light to the rest of the Arab world saying we will be progressive, we will agree to peace and normalization with Israel when  the Palestinians are given justice, but we will begin to have exchanges of people, we will begin to reach out. Because darkness does not turn to light immediately or overnight. And people’s  beliefs in the old system cannot be just turned on and off like a switch. Last but not least , we are still  in a period of time of defining what is democracy. My French colleague spoke of democracy in one way, and the French have a democracy. But French democracy is alien to the people of the U.S. We only barely understand it, and we only know that it has less political parties than the Italian democracy. (A good American laughing from the audience). Most of the world does not understand the U.S. form of republic, it is a form that is uniquely successful to us and it is uniquely appropriate for us. The U.S. is not a nation of a people, we are people from all over the world who came together to form a nation. Virtually no other nation on earth has the kind of diversity the U.S. has, and our balance, that is our democracy was formed to deal with that diversity. Here society argues if there would be  influence of religion not how much will be.  Look to the Arab world and beyond; the U.S. can only say this works for us, take what you will of our democracy; the French can only say this works for us, take what you will of our democracy. But there are elements of all democracies at the best must  be taken. And I will  leave you here today with that. A democracy must represent the will of its people, in majority and minority. A democracy must be a representative form of government one in which people believe their voices are heard. But no one believes that their voice can out yell, out shout the other.
Ultimately the two other successful elements of every  democracy are the rule of law, and this true of the western world, but also in every  democracy there is a constant struggle between economic success and economic equality. In the Arab world, and particularly here in the Gulf, that would be the most vexing problem.
You cannot give people the wealth of a nation and make them wealthy. You have to invest in those economic equivalencies that we see here in the Education City, we see building up throughout this region. So now I know that I have exceeded my five minutes; I ask you all to remember that if  you cannot give economic equivalency you cannot have a democracy if you deny it. Thank you.
Thank you very much Congressman Issa. We have two to go, so we have to move along. It is a larger panel that anticipated. I am going to ask Oliver Miles, he is chairman at MEC International
Who was formerly a career British diplomat, who was ambassador to Libya. 
Thank you, first I would like to thank the government of Qatar for its kind invitation to this conference, especially H.E. ambassador Nasser bin Hamad al-Khalifah, Qatari ambassador in London. I am very happy to have the opportunity of participating in this important dialogue. Now I confused the interpreters, I would continue with my remarks in English. The first thing I want to say is that while I am chairman of MEC International, I am speaking in my personal capacity. However, tomorrow an important workshop of Arab and international media, in which my company MEC International has played an important part in the secretariat, the program is set out in a very confusing way. I would like to emphasize that the workshop is tomorrow and not on the day after tomorrow .It would be dealing with some of the media aspects , the big subject we are dealing with in this conference.
I think the problem we are addressing can be described in historical terms in the following way, following the collapse of the Soviet Union, the Soviet Empire, some years ago, we have seen two steps forward in democratization, in the former Soviet Empire, in Eastern Europe, also in Asia, in Africa and in Latin America. But when we look at the Middle East, the picture is  very disappointing. If you ask the question where are the parliamentary democracies in this region, , I am afraid, a blunt answer would be Afghanistan, Turkey and Israel. I mentioned those but you will see that democracy too has its problems. Afghanistan is now producing vastly  more opium than when it was an opium  pocket, than when it was during the period when Taliban were in charge.
Turkey if your remember was the one country in the region which had the courage to defy the coalition at the beginning of the Iraq war, and  refused to allow its territory to be used for what  it saw, as an aggressive  war against its neighbor. Why? Because Turkish democracy has just reached the stage where ,with the big victory of the present ruling party in the elections, public opinion expressed through parliament was clear.
Israel, I do not want to spend my time talking about Israel, it has the problem of continued building of settlements on the territories which according to international law are illegal. I am glad that Congressman  Issa mentioned in his remarks just now the question of law as part of the democratization process we are looking at. I have already mentioned the settlements, I feel it would be wrong not to mention also the question of  aggressive war. In my opinion the present involvement of my country, the U.S. and some others in a war in Iraq has been a serious  setback not only for our own influence in the region but for the democratic cause  more generally. Let me be clear, I said that the removal of Saddam Hussein was a step in the right direction. There  was indeed  an evil empire , perhaps the worst one, and this has turned up  some opportunities for democratization, and that is welcome, the elections in Iraq and the efforts  now being made to build on those elections, to build some  kind of constitution, which we hope in the next nine  months or so, will lead to further elections and to an independent  government for Iraq. But those efforts must be successful, we are not sure, it would not justify what we have done. We should we optimistic, as I said, we should take what the Iraq experience has to offer, we should not( stop) because of what happened at the beginning of the war, should not be  unwilling to recognize that the new situation has offered some opportunities.

When I was preparing my remarks for this meeting , I was not aware that I would have only five minutes, I turned to Al-Jazeerah, because as most of you know, and those of you who are Arabs will know, that they have been running for some time a special feature on reform in the Arab world, and I was interested to find on the website some interesting papers, and I read, and I have four particularly in mind one by Amr Mossa, secretary general of the Arab League, one by Sheikh Yousof Qaradawi, who is  their main adviser, consultant on Islam, one by Chris Patten, the former external affairs commissioner of the European Union, and one by Daniel Catca, who is the leading  new  conservative former aid to Senator Stacy  Holmes, now in the American Enterprise Institute. Each one of these papers with their different Arab, Islamic, European and American view points was an interesting experience. I want to  draw to your attention to one point ,some thing which we heard in this session and in the earlier session I attended this morning, and the crucial point for this conference, the question whether democratic reform in the region has to be home grown or has to come from within the region, or whether there is any thing we foreigners can do to help. Three of those papers made it clear that the initiative  should come from within the region, with one  exception, and I am sure that you can guess the exception is the paper by the new conservative who was asked by the interviewer .. about what is her view of the opinion held widely by Arab intellectuals and people in  the street that reforms cannot be installed  from abroad, and she replied that people who say some thing like that are in the service of dictatorial governments. Now I do not think there are many of us in this room would  agree with that, I am not in the service of any government or a dictatorial one. And I believe that the initiative for reform must come from within. And that is why I regard this as the most hopeful step in this  process we have seen in recent years, the U.N. development program  report on Arab human development which came out in 2002, original report, may be it was followed by other reports, the thing about that report is that it was almost exclusively written by Arabs, Arab leaders, Arab decision-makers, Arab intellectuals, it still , I think, provides a valuable blue print for what we want to do. You cannot achieve reform and democracy or anything else by switching from one subject to another just because a report like this issued  three years ago we should not allow it to gather dust; we should dust it off,   it provided a good basis for the matter we are discussing at this conference. Thank you. 
We move to our final speaker Professor Fouad Ajami,  Professor at school of advanced  international studies, John Hopkins University,  director of the Middle East studies Program, U.S. 

Thank You very much Mr. Chairman.  Ladies and Gentlemen, I want you to know that I arranged to be the last speaker. And I have been  duly punished because H.E. Prime Minister Iryani stole my opening statement. That is what I exactly wanted to begin with, to relieve my self of the pressure of having to tell you about reform in the Arab world. I am really honored to be here, and to  those of you who are Arabs in the audience. I just want to tell you how I view  the project of the greater Middle East. It begins in a very interesting   autobiographical way. I am always welcomed in Kuwait because I bounded with the Kuwaitis particularly after the moment of grief in 1990 and the moment of liberation in 1991. I was also invited to Dubai  recently for a conference and I am now invited to Qatar. The Middle east is being broadened and I am still waiting for my invitation to Egypt, Syria and Saudi Arabia. I think they are in the mail, they are all coming.
I think we all know that this is an unbelievable  special  moment in Arab history and I just say we never like to know, contemporary, whether a moment is for real, whether it will deliver, because as a student of Arab politics and I am doing that for a very long time, I just want to exchange some thoughts with a couple of friends of mine, and with a couple of others, they said that the Arab world is always pregnant, it just  never delivered, you are waiting, but it never quite delivered. And the question now arises that if not  2005 for this region, was like 1989 for Eastern Europe, this is a question that a historian raised in an article recently, will we see delivering to the Arab world, or we will be disappointed yet again? In the next  issue of a magazine known to most of you Foreign Affairs I have an article entitled the Autumn of the Autocrats, we are really coming to the autumn of the autocrats in the Arab world, I want to allow myself and  read the last paragraph of this piece and I will make it available to any of you, it will be released next month. It says “ The entrenched systems of control in the Arab world are beginning to give way; we know what happened in Egypt, the Kifayah Movement ( Enough) they had it,  with the man at the helm, with the emergency decrees, with the state of emergency which has functioned in Egypt for a very long time. So we see that. In Lebanon we also know it is another word, Enough for the Egyptians, here it is Truth, people  want the truth of the world. We know in Iraq it is a revolution of purple ink, it says come upon us. And we know in the Palestinian world, it is post charismatic moment, the end of the republic of the Abu, that is why I never referred to President Abbas as Abu Mazen, it is  to be done with the Abus. So I think things are changing , the systems of control are beginning to give way. It is a terrible storm, but it is a perfect antigen to  a foul sky , the old Arab edifice of power , it is true, has had a way of surviving many storms, it outwitted and outlived many predictions of its imminent demise. But suddenly it seemed like the  atom   of the dictators, something different has been injected into the fight , the U.S. a great foreign power, that once helped  the  Arab autocrats, fearing what that policy would bring, now grave the storm. It signaled its willingness to gamble on  the young, the new, the unknown. Autocracy was once the intolerable, the terrorist notion in the shadow,  attacked the U.S. on Sept.11 as we know. Now the Arabs grasping for a new world, and the Americans who helped ushered in unprecedented moment together  ride the storm wave of freedom. There is a very interesting irony, it is ironic that the man who will gust the storm in the region, is a conservative American President leaving liberals in America and liberals in Europe to become orientalist. The East will never change, the Arabs do not have democracy in the DNA, and leaving  a  Republican conservative President to say that view, represents and I will quote him “ the fast bigotry of low expectation”. So I think America is willing to take this ride, this risk , is the messenger serious, I think we differ on this, can the messenger deliver the message, the two regimes of great importance to the Pax-Americana Egypt and Saudi Arabia. The President has been speaking to them by allusion, as the Arabs would say, indirectly, sooner or later he will be speaking to them directly, he will  tell them the truth, that this moment autocracy is drawing to a close. Yes, there is a coming together of this internal  reform in the Arab world and a willingness by the Pax-Americana to take the risk of freedom, to prefer a free Lebanon to a Lebanon ruled by Syrian autocracy. My final remark, since I love  this kind of  historical irony. Two men Hafez Assad Sr. and Bush Sr. consign  Lebanon 15 years ago to the late big Syrian President, two men fifteen years later, see how nicely it worked, their sons, Bashar al-Assad and George W. Bush have in fact, ended the partnership in the physical bargain that was entered to in 1990. So I think things are changing and I think  that the Arabs are making their own history. The Pax-Americana matter I think of greatly, because imperial powers, I will not shy from the term, always set the political and moral terms. Thank you very much.
Thank you Dr. Ajami. We obviously have been running beyond our time limit, but let us have 10-15 minutes for questions. I thank out speakers for being brief, I will ask our questioners also to be brief. I will appreciate your identifying your self as courtesy to our speakers, I have been handed over a note that Senator from Algeria has a question and comment, please use the microphone.
Mr. Daniel Goulet, France, reminded us of Sikes-Beacon as we in this region are living the same climate as it was then. The real problem, however, between us and the west, and between us and the U.S. in particular, is one of trust emanating from double standards used and equating the killer with the killed. All tears we see are those of crocodiles. As a matter of fact, the greater Middle East initiative is a right call intended to serve something false and untrue. It looks like an attempt to put a left shoe in the right hand. They need a Middle East tailored according to their scale. Talking about democracy and Egypt, I do not know whether those who talk about this issue know the region very well. I have heard recently from a senior American speaker who said in Algeria in an official lecture at the foreign ministry, had Egypt been living a democracy as that we know, then we would not have been able to achieve any peace in the Middle East. No comment. Thank you.
Sana’ Saeed, Journalist, Egypt:

Talking about  a wave or storm of liberty, democracy and the greater Middle East is merely words and slogans raised by the U.S., but it practiced the opposite afterwards. We cannot say that what is happening in Iraq today is democracy, otherwise, autocracy, dictatorship, genocide, torture at Abu Gharib prison etc, are  democracy, U.S. democracy in 21st century. What is about double standards regarding 1559 passed last Sept. 3rd, and the U.S. insists on and determines to fully implement that resolution including disarming the Lebanese resistance represented by Hezbollah although it shuts eyes to resolutions adopted against Israel sine tens of years ever since its occupation of the Arab territories in 1967, it does not call on Israel to implement those legal resolutions. Thank you.
Congressman Issa wants to reply : I certainly would agree with  a small part of what is said, there is a double standard, the execution is not equal, but if your are to break every light off because the sun does not shine then you will live in darkness. 1559 is appropriate, Hezbollah is an element of Iranian-Syrian external practices in the war they promised not to wage against Israel. The fact is, whether or not, it is wonderful if  you have different opinion, I have stayed more time in Lebanon than any body else but the Lebanese, I care more about Lebanon, I care that Lebanon has been a captive nation, I agree that my President George H. Bush saw with  Hafez Assad, the Lebanese people into something other than freedom. Let us not have any illusions. A hundred million dollars every year coming from Iran to help Syria, is not to the benefit of the Lebanese people. So are these important matters? Should we enforce 1559 and all other U.N. resolutions, absolutely. But let us not simply say oh, let us not enforce what we do not like because some body else does not enforce the ones we do like, let us push to enforce them all. Let us get justice to the Lebanese people, let us get justice to the Palestinian people. They are the ones who were  pushed  in this fight by external forces.
  Chairman of session:  We have another ten minutes or more before a break for lunch. 
Kamal Hamdan, Economic Researcher, Lebanon: 
We listened with attention and interest to the interventions which mostly  focused on the political, geo-political and cultural dimensions. There is a big problem at the economic level avoided by the interventions. As for initiatives set for the greater Middle East especially G-81 concern two parties, one is the external party, a powerful one, and the other is the local regional party. The first has produced the industrial revolution

and mastered technology and shifted to services and information revolution. The second party did not attain any of these objectives; the first calls on the second party to adopt free markets and exchanges; this is something related to trade in principle, because markets liberation synchronizes with growth increase and growth opportunities. But in what climate this call for free markets is made? The first part sets conditions and terms for competition, it also sets standards and specifications as well as mechanisms for preparing certificates of origin. The first part also decides whether cheap labor in the south is considered a technical matter or not? The first party  adopts monopoly in the field of agricultural policies, it carries out subsidies policies that weaken the only  relative advantage of the second party. Then we find some body speaks in general terms about liberty, equality and justice. I ask  whether we should complete our talking about the political, geo-political and cultural dimensions and try to answer this kind of questions. The first party has always encouraged, despite a general discourse calling for global rapprochement, bilateral  and separate agreements with all countries in the south, between the most powerful and the weakest. The first party is represented by old , new or renewed imperialism that has influence and strength that can promote mechanisms in the south to unify and integrate rapprochement, this has not materialized. Thank you.
Thank Mr. Chairman, I thought we are here to take  matters a little bit forward in our discussion, some people came from far away, but I would say we meet together. I share with my friend when George Bush made his  declaration regarding support of democracy in our area by saying I support your course, I like it. We have to be different. For many years we have been calling the west to make one declaration, there are organic forces in  our countries opting for  democratization, please help us, we asked them to be neutral and do not  support autocratic regimes. It is a big mistake to miss this opportunity, for we Arabs, just to reject the American initiative. We have  several reservations regarding the American policy and support to Israel. We are very enthusiastic about Hezbollah , forgetting what Israel is doing, we have to find ways instead of just argue about this side doing this or that we will not move forward. My point is this following the French declaration, by the French Prime Minister recently in Tunisia, when he said ..look we support you and will be your advocates abroad. It was repeated on several occasions, when President Chirac was in Tunisia he reassured the Tunisians that they will not allow  others to intervene and push toward democracy. I find that really  very unhelpful, and when we talk about Sykes-Beckon, protectorate, mandate, the French are left behind by the articulate declaration of  George Bush. This is the first point, the second point, I honored what my friend the Algerian Senator said that if you hold elections,  free elections in Egypt, the people who will win will be against Israel. I differ with that, and this is alarming. Because we do not want the Americans or others, if there are democratic governments  and the Arabs seek to achieve peace with Israel I think that  will be genuine and lasting peace. I therefore, see how we  should ask President Bush to help more with his totalitarian friends and push them further to access, ( in this course) and now we have Algeria, Tunisia, Egypt and others are different from the time of Sykes-Beckon, we are mature people, we are far more advanced than politically and culturally than those who are  ruling them. Thank you, any comment from the panel. Dr. Ajami.
Dr. Ajami: Thank you, had I known the advantages of the audience, I would prefer to be in the audience than on in the panel. There are many brilliant interventions and I just want to identify myself with these remarks, they are exactly right. The phenomenal speech that put American power on the side of  democratic change was the President speech on Nov. 6th, 2003 to the national forum for democracy, it was not accident, I think we can hold up to this without any embarrassment, that the issue of democracy came to the fore when the hunt for the weapons of mass destruction was sought, it does not really  matter how we came to this process, we now have the confidence, you are exactly right, we should not be frightened of what  democratic policies would  change, we should not fall into the trap of the autocrats because we know their arguments to the middle classes in the society they say either me or the bearded ones, the Islamists, and to the Americans they say either me or the forces that are against the west, against  peace against normalization. I think those arguments the bluff of the rulers, the bluff of the Mubarak regime, for example, that is the crux of Mubarak regime’s arguments, have to be cold. The kind of analysis you offered in the beginning.
Speaking of Egypt you can look at President Mubarak’s declaration that the law will be changed to allow local candidates and the debate is going about how many and how this will be. It will be one of two things: either  last election in which we  who will be elected before the election day or it is the first election in which there is an opportunity for others to speak and be  seen  as future presidential candidates. I choose the field which ever it is, it is a good sign for Egypt, I have no doubt that President Mubarak will be re-elected by an overwhelming amount, but do not turn off this one light in Egypt because it is not as bright as like to have.
(Amb. Cutler) I would like to read a couple of  sentences of the President’s Nov. 6th speech at the national forum for   democracy, and I was reading it over last night, one thing I recall I want to read that again, that speech makes a lot of sense. And he said as we watch and encourage reform in the region we are mindful that eastern civilization is not like western civilization, representative governments in the Middle East will reflect their own culture, they would not and should look like us. Democratic nations may be constitutional monarchies, federal republics, or parliamentary systems, working democracies always need time to develop as did our own, we have  taken a two hundred years journey towards inclusion and justice and this makes us patient and understanding as other nations are at different stages of this journey. It seems to me this makes a lot of sense.
Chairman: Now I am going to take two more questions.             This is Mr. Sabah al-Mokhtar, a lawyer from Iraq. Please sir be brief.
I am Sabah al-Mokhtar, lawyer from Iraq. Listening to  American speakers makes us believe that they are really doing something for us. But in fact, once they are meddling in things of no concern to them other than being a super power, secondly they are mixing  all the issues from education, to health,  to terrorist organizations, or that the Arabs are doing this or that. Politics is one thing and the other human issues you raised are health and education, these are the things we want them before you do. However, we are thankful to the Americans for finally supporting the moves towards democracy, the problem we have is that you are choosing the democracy that suits you. So if there are opposition political movement and opposition  to governments whether they are democratic or otherwise, you look at them and you see if they are pro-America then give them the support, if they are anti-America then they become either terrorist  or supported by Iran or whatever it is, we are really grateful that  you are supporting this, so please do not again use double standards of choosing what suits you, because when we look to  the actions  , of the speeches, of the U.S.  in Afghanistan, in Iraq, in Palestine, in Lebanon, we know what your policies are, these are policies that suit U.S. policy. I do not quarrel with that because the U.S. policy must defend its interest but please  do not tell us this is in our interest. Thank you.
Chairman: we have time for just two more questions.

Thank you very much , I am Mansour al-Ajab from Sudan. You quoted President Bush that you managed to progress in two hundred years, we have money to make progress in 200 years,  because only two impediments you had, nature which  was conquered by European technology and the revenue and it was conquered by the machine gun. You have  not passed through the normal process of history where there are social-economic impediments, and social economic structure, they are there whatever happened to them through  the normal process of history. Therefore, we respect the progress attained by the U.S. but it can never be a photocopy that can be copied by countries that have  passed through a normal process of history facing serious impediments and saving the structural information as a result of the colonial rule. My second point is that you are talking about democracy, what is democracy, view of the free market, structural government program that is crushing people in the third world and in the meantime creating poverty? Is democracy only political democracy? Where is economic democracy? Is economic democracy synonymous with the free market? This is one thing. You talked about the big Middle East, what are the constituents of this Middle East? What are the commonalities between the different peoples in the  Middle East? You want to tell that there is something in common with some one who is crushing the Palestinians every day and you want him to be the prime mover of the Middle East ? No, my friend. The last question. America has a draft resolution now tabled in the U.N. Security Council to try those who committed crimes against humanity in  my country, the Sudan. Why they want to do that to save the lives of their people not start trial there? that is not fair. Thank you.
Chairman: I may say that even if there is different emphasis on it, there is a great deal of  merit in this. There is no question that the U.S. democracy is not the democracy that every one should emulate, you can develop the way we did, if you are us, and that is part of the point I made and you are making, that democracy is to be chosen by the people of that region and that there is no true democracy if you do not include economic democracy. Thank you. Any other comments from the Panel. 

 (Madame Boumedienne,  Lady speaks French) 

Senator Goulet French

I promised the last question to one of our friends from the Gulf
Could you brief, thank you. 
Mohammed al-Rokn, UAE university, I was almost  to lose hope to get some body from the Gulf to comment on this issue, although we are minority here, but still it is our region.

On hearing what the Americans say in this lecture of that seminar I remember a piece of poetry by a famous English poet

( difficult to hear what he is saying). Colleagues from Europe and America, peoples in this region are not against the values you are taking about, they are against the policies you practice. We do not want to fall in the trap ( of the extremists) or the imperialist administration.

U.S. Congressman Issa mentioned that these countries are called upon to normalize relations with Israel. Memory is very weak with certain politicians; one third of the Arab states have made peace with Israel through agreements, gains ever since Oslo agreements. What happened since 2000 the number of settlements and settlers doubled, is this answer to normalization? Then we have the human development report quoted by Ambassador Miles, this report which described in details our ills was adopted by the American administration, in the first and second reports, but as for the third report this administration has rejected because it disliked what it contains; The U.S. claims that it wants to  spread democracy  in our region . Thank you.
Chairman: Thank you, I want to ask any final comment from our panelists, Mr. Iryani: Thank you very much,  just brief comment. I was in New York recently, in the community of democracy seminar. I heard a former minister from Mexico Mr. Rosenthal , he said democracy is never imported or exported but must be supported. Thank you.

Thank you Mr. Minister. Congressman Issa:
To wrap up a couple of comments that were made,  we  in the U.S., and other countries, Great Britain and so on, we only make two mistakes in this region. Every thing we do and every thing we fail to do, when we do not go into the Sudan, we do not deal with tragedies that were happening there, we failed to do that at the U.N. , the world fails to do it, you are right, it is a failure. When we do go into Iraq, it is wrong, when we do not topple Saddam as he continues to murder people, it is wrong. When we do work with Yasser Arafat , year after year after year, in favor of the Palestinian people, President Clinton negotiated until his last hours as President to try to bring an agreement, was it wrong? Clearly at the same time all throughout  that period settlements which are illegal and wrong continue to build, you are absolutely in every thing you say, that we  make mistakes when we do something and we make mistakes when we do not do something. But I only come here to say that  if the rest of the world joins with  us to make those mistakes  together we will make less mistakes, and to engage when things are wrong we will leave less wrongs un-dealt with. You are not going to get disagreement from this Congressman that there have been those mistakes, but think about it, those mistakes were made in plain sight with  the entire world, while other things being done and the world said do that and do more. President Bush was chastised every where in the first years in the White House, this Bush White House, we were being  told when are going to do more for the Palestinians ? when you are going to  engage , and when we engage we fail, we went back. now were are engaging, so for all those who care about the  injustice of the Palestinians , you are making a mistake unless you  engage  every day, with us, in helping this new Palestinian government.
Chairman: I think it is time to bring this session to a close, I think it was a very useful dialogue, I hope that some of the views expressed by our speakers whom I thank very much, some of them  came from long distances, I think our speakers have also benefited from the views you expressed. Some are forthright, not all very positive views about the  initiative, but that is the whole idea, and I again congratulate our host for arranging this kind of a dialogue, I wish we have two or three  more hours, but we have lunch and we can continue the talk. I also want to thank our interpreters, they are the handsome  heroes. Thank you. 
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