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WALD: I asked for three hours, they said I only have ten to fifteen minutes, so sorry. 

But, I heard someone on the previous panel talking about, and I’m sure you’ve heard a lot about 

things that you probably don’t want to hear more about today, but what I thought I would 

mention today is a little bit of my experience, a little bit of my view, and then what I think we 

ought to do about it as far as the Middle East writ large, but in Qatar specifically. 

 

I personally opened the air base for the United States portion of it, I didn’t build it, the 

French built the air base in Qatar called Al-Udeid that you probably heard about. Wonderful 

facility, fantastic facility, I mean it is really one of the best bases that I’ve ever seen in my life. I 

was the first American to ever land there back in 2000, and when I got there there were no 

airplanes, there were no people, it was just built and it was sitting there. It turned out we needed 

it when we started the response to 9/11 in Afghanistan. I had a headquarters that I just opened up 

in Saudi Arabia at Prince Sultan Airbase, which is about forty five minutes south of Riyadh.  

 

That headquarters, called the Combined Air Operations Center, we had opened up two 

weeks prior to 9/11, just luckily. Obviously if we knew 9/11 was happening, we would have 

stopped it, so we didn’t know that. It was a $65 million facility that we were lucky enough to 

have when we were starting Afghanistan. One of the nights while we were planning, as you 

remember, we started bombing in Afghanistan in October, but we briefed President Bush and his 

staff on September 21, 2001, ten days after 9/11. 

 

We were ready to go ahead and execute the plan against the Taliban, and President Bush 

at the time wanted to make sure he had a good plan that he knew we could bomb Afghanistan so 

he could give an ultimatum to the Taliban to hand over Osama Bin Laden. It was the old “Red 

Line” thing that we’ve seen in recent, not very successful “Red Line” activity in the U.S. 

government. But if you put a “Red Line” down, you better have some activity to do, and we did.  

 

And that was ten days after 9/11, we briefed President Bush on a video teleconference 

with his staff, Mr. Cheney, Colin Powell, Dick Myers, his chairman of the JCS, Andy Card, in 

the White House. And on about the fourth day of our planning, which would have been 

September 15
th

, we had a fire alarm in our new COAC in Prince Sultan. Now we’re in a 

compound, really secure, and they have these serpentines to get in there, and there’s a reason I’m 

telling this story, and the fire department couldn’t get in to address the fire alarm. 

 

So it occurred to me, hey this is not a good thing, if we lose this headquarters, this 

CAOC, first of all, we can’t do the operation, so we needed a backup. We decided to move an op 

center to Al-Udeid, a mobile one, and we opened up in a hangar so we had a parallel. And 

eventually, the U.S. moved into Al-Udeid. So from that perspective, we’ve had great support 

from the Qataris from the standpoint of having a presence. On the other hand, the fact is now, 

since the world has evolved since 2001, dramatically by the way, which I contend we’re in the 



middle of a huge strategic change that seems obvious but it’s fairly subtle. Particularly in the 

Middle East, we have problems other places with the fat boy over in Korea, but particularly in 

the Middle East, there’s a change happening, I consider it a huge change.  

 

And that’s this alliance, not just the GCC, Jordan, and Egypt, but potentially even Israel 

against an existential threat in Iran and other things, terrorism, extremism. I think there’s a lot of 

criticism out there, I get it, but from a foreign policy standpoint, the United States is moving in a 

really good direction right now, I think.  

 

In the Middle East, we have to decide whether or not the enemy is extremists in Iran, let’s 

say, or not, and we can’t have it both ways. We have, in my case, U.S. military people’s lives at 

risk, we have our nation at risk, and you can’t have it both ways. And this thing, this one-off 

terrorism act that usually before 2001, before 9/11, it was bad, it was an irritant, but it wasn’t 

existential. It has come to the point where it’s problematic enough where our allied and friends 

need to do something about it with us, and we can’t have it both ways.  

 

So, my contention is, we’ve got a lot of friends in the Middle East, we’ve got places we 

can go to, from a military perspective to operate from, we can go back to Saudi Arabia, we can 

go back to the UAE, but until everybody is on the same sheet of music, we need to stop turning a 

blind eye to bad behavior and supporting people that want to kill our people and our nation.  

 

So my message today to all of you and to everybody else, is that I get the diplomacy part, 

I get the subtleties, I know that every problem isn’t a nail, and every solution isn’t a hammer of 

the U.S. military, but sometimes you need to draw the line, and the line is going to have to be 

drawn on the support of extremist terrorism, Hamas, and the Muslim Brotherhood – you name it, 

by all of our allies and that should start today so I’ll end with that, thanks a lot.   

 

 

HANNAH: I do want to thank all of you for being here. Someone in the audience today, I 

think it was during out panel on the Muslim Brotherhood remarked that this conference is really 

a tremendous milestone. And I think that’s exactly right, the fact that several hundred people 

came here today in the nation’s capital for really up to five hours of debate on the subject of 

Qatar, the Muslim Brotherhood, and the linkages between them, I think really is a testament to 

how vitally important these issues are, the tremendous amount of interest there is in these topics, 

and unfortunately the lack of treatment and serious and sober discussion that these serious 

challenges for U.S. interests have received in Washington up to now.  

 

And what we’ve been privileged to be part of today I think is the start of that kind of 

serious sober debate that some of the very best minds in Washington, and that’s certainly been a 

privilege for me and I hope you all feel that way. Secretary Gates called this conference an 

important beginning to a serious conversation on what it is America needs to start doing to 

advance our national interests in the face of some very longstanding, chronic challenges posed 

by our punitive ally in Qatar and by the Muslim Brotherhood, both in its affiliates and as a 

worldwide ideological movement. And which unfortunately again, as someone who worked in 

the U.S. government for the better part of two decades, there has been very very limited progress 



and I think we’re feeling some of those effects of not having paid sufficient attention to these 

issues today.  

 

Secretary Gates said, in response to a question, and again based on my twenty years of 

experience, and I say it quite regretfully I can attest to the fact that there has never been a serious 

U.S. national security strategy on how to deal with the Muslim Brotherhood. It’s an 

extraordinary fact, an extraordinary mission of failure frankly, and I’m sad to say it’s a gaping 

hole that desperately needs to be filled by well thought through policy recommendations. And I 

think we’ve made as much progress on that important effort today as I have experienced in all 

my time in the U.S. government. 

 

I think it gives us an excellent foundation for moving forward and really advancing the 

ball and U.S. interests on what it is we need to do to more effectively deal with these challenges 

to U.S. interests. Things like don’t be afraid to start targeting some of the Muslim Brotherhood 

chapters, at least those that clearly meet the requirements for terrorism, that would be an 

excellent place to start. As Congressman Royce mentioned with regards to his legislation, giving 

our president the ability to target those, including countries like Qatar, who provide those 

Muslim Brotherhood chapters those material and financial support. And as our panelists said in 

the discussion on the Muslim Brotherhood, don’t let the Muslim Brotherhood seize the mantle of 

legitimacy as somehow being the authentic voice of Muslims around that world that we need to 

kowtow to. 

 

On the contrary, it is a hate group. A tiny minority of the faithful, a cult with a totalitarian 

view of society and politics that it ultimately desires to impose, not just on the Muslim world but 

at the end of the day, however unrealistic it may be, on the entire world. Whether or not we have 

to hold our noses and tolerate them as a civic matter so long as they’re not actually killing people 

and engaged in violence, we still should be doing everything in our power and with our partners 

in Muslim majority countries around the world to ostracize, isolate, and delegitimize them as we 

would any hate group. That sounds to me like a sound basis for trying to move forward with 

some real serious policy recommendations.  

 

Now having said that, one thing that has bothered me relates to a question that my 

colleague Mark Dubowitz asked Congressman Royce. Mark said, “But what do we do about the 

ideological conveyor belt?” I’d note Bin Laden, Zawahiri, even Abu Bakar al Baghdadi, the 

Caliph of ISIS – all of them started where ideologically? As members of the Brotherhood. It’s no 

coincidence, I think, that the Muslim Brothers have been the gateway drug for a vast majority of 

violent Islamists the world over. So what do we do about that fact? Are we defenseless until they 

openly call for violence and start killing people? That just doesn’t sit particularly well with me.  

 

They want to establish a worldwide caliphate and impose an authoritarian government on 

basically everyone in the world, very ambitious. They want to destroy certainly our form of 

liberal, tolerant, pluralist democracy. So I ask, are we defenseless against that kind of ideological 

hate crime? I’m a huge believer in free speech and I really don’t have an answer to this at all but 

the question and the problem of the conveyor belt of the central role of the MB has played in that 

process and what we do about it I do think needs to be given much greater thought. And doing it 

of course, consistent with our values and our constitution, but I think that kind of discussion 



we’ve had here today, very serious, sober, and civil – I think will set us on our path for how we 

begin to grapple with that issue of ideology and what can do about it in a more serious way. 

 

As for Qatar, I’ll just say Secretary Gates said it all when he said “for the United States 

military, no base can be irreplaceable.” That I think, based on my own experience, needs to be 

our north star in our conversations going forward with Qatar. The situation as it’s been for the 

past twenty years, I don’t think can be sustained for much longer. I was actually in government, 

my second tour in government, back in 1995 and 1996 when the FBI wanted to pick up a 

notorious terrorist in Qatar who was actually being harbored by the Qatari government, actually 

he had been given a government job by one of the leaders, ministers in Qatar. As soon as the FBI 

went to him and said we need to pick up this guy, he vanished. And who was that guy within five 

years? He became the mastermind of 9/11, Khaled Sheikh Mohammed.  

 

So it’s really that kind of thing that has to stop, it’s been going on for twenty years. This 

duality in Qatari policy, the two-faced character of it towards U.S. interests that I think does have 

to stop. I wrote in an article today that as hard as it is to say, I think when you look back at what 

happened over the course of the last six years or so and you think about outside powers, which 

outside power had more to do with helping to turn the Arab Spring into an Islamist Winter, and I 

think you are hard pressed to find any other country that’s had a more deleterious role in terms of 

promoting the Islamist cause, whether it’s in Syria, in Libya, certainly in Egypt in terms of them 

being the bankroller of the Muslim Brotherhood government of Morsi. It is in fact the regime in 

Doha, our allies there and I think somehow that has to stop, and I think finally in a sustained and 

consistent way, putting that base at Al-Udeid and our other facility in Qatar on the table I think 

has to be our starting point with that. 

 

I do think it’s vitally important if progress is made, as Jake Sullivan has said, we have to 

recognize real progress. The only caveat I would say is I think I’ve been at this even longer than 

Mary Beth Long has with the Qataris and it goes back at least twenty years if not more to the 

first Gulf War, an awful lot of promises, of commitments, of half measures that dribble through 

your hands like sand as soon as the pressure is off and the problem reappears and I think it is a 

cancer that is metastasizing on the relationship, that it’s in our interests, it’s in Qatar’s interests to 

have that open and honest dialogue.  

 

Okay, end of my sermon. Let me just say that I do want to thank all of the incredible 

experts that we’ve had here today. In particular, I want to thank Secretary Gates, Chairman 

Royce, General Wald, and all of the other people who have contributed some incredibly 

insightful analysis. As I said, I do think this is intellectually, at least in terms of intellectual 

capital we’ve generated here today, I do think it’s a milestone and we’ll all look back and say 

this is the start of a very important conversation about some very vexing challenges for U.S. 

national security policy.  

 

Before I finish, I’d like to take a moment to thank the entire FDD staff who worked so 

hard to make this conference a success. I also want to thank our co-sponsors for this event again, 

Hudson Institute and George Washington University Center for Cyber and Homeland Security. 

And finally, and certainly for us here at FDD most importantly, I want to thank FDD’s investors. 

This conference and all of the work we do with our partners in the U.S. government and in the 



Washington policy-making community, none of that would be possible without them and their 

support. So thank you, thank you all for coming, let’s continue the conversation.  

 


