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ASSESSING THE U.S.-QATAR RELATIONSHIP

WEDNESDAY, JULY 26, 2017

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE MIDDLE EAST AND NORTH AFRICA,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 2:16 p.m., in room
2172, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. The subcommittee will come to order. After
recognizing myself and Ranking Member Deutch for 5 minutes
each for our opening statements, I will then recognize other mem-
bers seeking recognition for 1 minute. We will then hear from our
witnesses.

And without objection, witnesses, your prepared statements will
be made a part of the record, and members may have 5 days to in-
sert statements and questions for the record, subject to the length
limitation in the rules.

We have many members of our subcommittee who are also on
the Judiciary Committee, including Ranking Member Deutch, and
there is an important markup happening as we speak. So you
might see a lot of members moving back and forth, and we appre-
ciate the time they can spare to come over here.

Thank you, Mr. Deutch.

The Chair now recognizes herself for 5 minutes.

Last month, this subcommittee convened a hearing on the chal-
lenges and opportunities for the United States Saudi Arabia bilat-
eral relationship. Today, we focus on the U.S.-Qatar relationship
and Qatar’s relationship with its neighbors.

I think it is important to note that this rift in the Gulf is not
new. Katherine Bauer, a former senior-level official at the Treasury
Department stated earlier this month at a think tank event, “Saudi
Arabia and the UAE have sought for years to kind of galvanize
Qatar’s actions against the terrorist financiers that were operating
and continue to operate in Qatar.”

Qatar has been known to be a permissive environment for terror
financing, reportedly funding U.S. designated foreign terrorist or-
ganizations, such as Hamas, as well as several extremist groups
operating in Syria.

In 2014, the former deputy director of CIA, David Cohen, called
out Qatar publicly along with the Kuwaitis, because according to
him, “The private engagement with these countries had not
achieved what we were trying to achieve.”
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In fact, Qatar has openly housed Hamas leaders, Taliban leaders,
and has several individuals who have been sanctioned by our U.S.
Treasury Department, and it has failed to prosecute them.

At least one high-ranking Qatari official provided support to the
mastermind of the 9/11 terror attacks against our country, Khalid
Sheikh Mohammad. Then, of course, there is Khalifa Mohammed,
who is a U.S.-, EU-, and U.N.-designated international terrorist for
his role in financing al-Qaeda and the 9/11 mastermind.

In 2008, he was tried and convicted in absentia by Bahrain for
his terrorist activity, and arrested later that year by Qatar only to
be released by the Qataris 6 months later, and then openly fi-
nanced by Doha.

Can anyone guess what Khalifa Mohammed has been up to these
days? He was implicated in terror financing activities in 2012, but
more recently, he has been alleged to be financing and supporting
terror in both Iraq and Syria with no response from the Qatari
Government.

Hamas leader, Khaled Meshaal, also made Doha his head-
quarters for years while the Qatari’'s—with the Qatari’s Govern-
ment support and even the Muslim Brotherhood has received sig-
nificant support from Qatar.

Of course, not all of this is supported by the government in Doha.
Many individuals and charities in Qatar have been known to raise
large sums of money for al-Qaeda, the Nusra front, Hamas, and
even ISIS. In Qatar, there are three buckets: Terror financing by
the government; terror financing done in Qatar through their own
citizens that their government may not know about; and terror fi-
nancing in Qatar that the government knows about but does noth-
ing to stop.

According to the 2015 country reports on terrorism, the State De-
partment stated, “Entities and individuals within Qatar continue to
serve as a source of financial support for terrorists and violent ex-
tremist groups, particularly regional al-Qaeda affiliates such as the
Nusra front.”

There is no excuse for openly harboring terrorist and supporting
groups that seek to harm our allies, and the excuse by Qatar that
it is harboring these nefarious actors is because the U.S. asked
them to no longer stands up.

Qatar should not be continuing this reckless policy due to past
mistakes from previous Republican and Democratic administra-
tions. We must not allow for our air base to be used as a means
to justify this sort of behavior, and a lack of a more appropriate
response.

Doha’s behavior must change the status quo, and if it does not,
it risks losing our cooperation on the air base. The truth of the
matter is that none of the Gulf countries—none of the Gulf coun-
tries are without their issues. All of the nations have been involved
in funding different groups at some point that we would not ap-
prove of. But it seems like Saudi Arabia and the UAE are making
progress at a faster rate while Qatar is making some progress but
still is lagging slowly behind.

According to the Congressional Research Service, “In October
2016, Daniel Glaser, then Assistant Secretary for Terrorist Financ-
ing in the Office for Terrorism and Financial Intelligence, told the
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Washington, DC, Research Institute that over the past decade,
Qatar has made less progress in countering terrorism financing
than had Saudi Arabia.”

We must analyze the totality of our relationship with these Gulf
countries. While Qatar only helps to facilitate our operations at our
air base, the UAE, for example, has spent 12 years with us fighting
alongside in Afghanistan and has been involved in counterter-
rorism operations with the U.S. in Libya.

So moving forward, one outcome that I hope comes out of this
dispute is for the Gulf countries to work closely with our Treasury
Department’s Financial Action Task Force to root out and disrupt
terror financing streams. This uneasy time may just be an oppor-
tunity for us to take a long hard look at how, and for some, if, we
can effectively address and stop terror financing in the region, and
ullicimately defeat the extremism that threatens the security of us
all.

And with that, I turn to my friend, the ranking member, Mr.
Deutch, for his statement.

Mr. DEUTCH. Thank you, Madam Chairwoman.

Thanks to the witnesses for being back before our committee. I
thank the chairman for convening today’s timely hearing to explore
our relationship with Qatar at a moment of great instability in the
region.

The ongoing diplomatic rift between Qatar and its Gulf neighbors
is not good for the parties of the conflict; it is not good for the re-
gion; and it is not good for American interests. It is a distraction
from today’s most pressing challenges, Iran’s destabilizing activi-
ties, the conflict in Syria, and the spread of terrorism.

For most Americans who expect conflict in the Middle East to fall
along sectarian lines, or between competing regional hegemons, it
is confusing to see Sunni Arab neighbors in conflict. But this is a
dispute over longstanding grievances, over Qatar’s support finan-
cially, and through its state-owned Al Jazeera news station, for ac-
tors and groups that Qatar’s neighbors and, in many cases, the
United States, see as deeply problematic.

This feud, like others in the region, is a nuanced and deeply com-
plex matter, and our relationship with Qatar is no less complex.

A tiny but immensely wealthy nation pursues an ambitious for-
eign policy of close relations with all actors in the region. Unfortu-
nately, this includes terror groups like Hamas and the Afghan
Taliban. Qatar has served as a financial and political lifeline for
Hamas’ devastating rule in Gaza since the terror group took over
more than a decade ago.

Qatar has sent hundreds of millions of dollars into the Gaza
strip, provides safe haven in Doha for Hamas leader, Khaled
Meshaal, and helped legitimize Hamas rule in 2012 when the Emir
became the first international leader to visit Hamas-led territory.

Qatar has also supported other dangerous groups in the region,
including sending advanced weaponry and financing to extremist
elements in Syria and Libya, and Al Jazeera has given voice to
clerics calling for suicide attacks against Americans and Israelis.

These realities are troubling. But Qatar is also a close partner
in our fight against terrorism in the region. Doha hosts and helps
fund the largest U.S. military facility in the Middle East, essen-
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tially our forward operating base for U.S. Central Command. It is
from this base that we supported the wars in Iraq and Afghani-
stan, and are, today, flying air strikes against ISIS.

Qatar has also helped to serve as regional mediator oftentimes
to the benefit of the United States. Qatar has helped broker
ceasefires between Hamas and Israel during periods of intense
fighting. The Qataris also helped secure the release of Peter Theo
Curtis, an American hostage held for nearly 2 years by the al-
Qaeda linked Nusra front in Syria just days after that tragic be-
heading of fellow American journalist, James Foley.

Qatar has also provided the U.S. with valuable and actionable in-
telligence on the financing streams for ISIS and has begun taking
steps to hold Qatar accountable for terror financing. But they have
got a lot more to do.

While they have begun prosecuting Qataris for sending money to
terror groups, they have done so in secret, hardly an effective de-
terrent, and it is unclear whether the outcomes of these prosecu-
tions have led to any significant jail time or penalty.

I was pleased to see the signing of a new memorandum of under-
standing with Secretary Tillerson earlier this month on terror fi-
nancing, but we don’t yet know the details of how this agreement
would be implemented, and we wait to see the results.

Madam Chairman, it is important to note also, that Saudi Ara-
bia, the UAE, Egypt, and other nations now isolating Qatar, face
challenges as well. Two weeks ago, our subcommittee held a simi-
lar hearing on our relationship with Saudi Arabia, in which we ex-
plored both our strategic partnership as well as our deep concern
over Saudi Arabia’s slow progress on human rights and continued
exporting of fundamentalist ideology.

Today’s hearing should not be about determining who is right.
Today’s hearing should rather make it clear that this fighting
among partners does not advance America’s interests. We should
be pushing for unity among our allies to fight common threats. We
should be pushing all of our partners in the region to cut off fund-
ing to terror groups. We should be urging every leader to curtail
hate speech, and improve the records of human rights, including
treating women as equal members of society.

Madam Chairman, I hope that today we can assess our relation-
ship with Qatar thoughtfully. I hope our witnesses can help us un-
pack how past diplomatic risk between Qatar and its Gulf neigh-
bors can inform our path forward, and I hope that we can review
the major demands made on Qatar to reduce relations with Iran,
shut down the Turkish military base, sever all ties to terror organi-
zations, including the Muslim Brotherhood, and shut down Al
Jazeera to understand the motivations behind these demands, and
in an effort to see how a resolution might actually come.

I trust that our witnesses today will lead us in an interesting
and worthwhile conversation. And I appreciate—again, I appreciate
them being here.

And I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you very much, Mr. Deutch.

And now we will turn to our members for any opening remarks
they might have, starting with Mr. Cook of California.

Mr. Cook. Thank you, Madam Chair.
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This is going to be a very interesting hearing. It is almost similar
to the one we had with Turkey. Friend or foe? And, obviously, as
already been discussed, some of the issues that are going to come
up, the relationship with Hamas, Taliban, financing and everything
else, and now there is a new wrinkle, and that is the World Cup
and the North Korean workers that are going to be paid for by that
government there with the money going back to North Korea that
is probably going to be used to finance more missile research. And
I don’t think I have to tell the panel or anybody here that this is
an even more troubling scenario than some of the others. We are
talking about a large number of North Koreans, including the
North Korean military that are going to be working on that.

And I hope that our panel will also discuss that as well as the
other issues that were just raised.

Thank you, Madam Chairman.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you, sir.

Mr. Suozzi of New York.

Mr. Suozzi. Suozzi. Thank you so much, Madam Chair.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Suozzi. I am so sorry.

Mr. Suozzi. It’s okay. I am used to that for a long time now.

Madam Chairman and ranking member, I want to thank you so
much for holding this hearing. It is very timely. It is very difficult
for many of us to untangle all the complicated relationships that
exist in this region. We simply don’t have the background that the
witnesses do, and that is why we are so appreciative of them being
here to testify today.

Between the religious dispute and the tribal and family relation-
ships and the historic disputes and people’s economic interests, it
is sometimes difficult to untangle who the different parties are.
And no one in the region really has clean hands. And we need to
figure out how to promote our agenda in America and throughout
the West, which is that we have to stand strong and hard against
people who use propaganda and hate speech and economic warfare
to promote extremism and violence.

So I am excited to be here today and to listen to what the wit-
nesses have to say. Thank you.

Mrs. WAGNER [presiding]. Thank you, gentlemen.

The Chair now recognize Mr. Zeldin for 5 minutes—oh, 1 minute.
These are 1 minute that we are doing. Sorry. I have just taken over
the chair.

Mr. Zeldin, you are recognized.

Mr. ZELDIN. Well, thank you, Madam Chairwoman. And I am
very much looking forward to today’s hearing and listening to our
witnesses and being able to ask questions and getting feedback.

A lot of great our thoughts are already shared, I especially like
the ranking member’s opening testimony. He really touched on so
much of what I, too, care deeply about.

Recently, I was in Qatar, and I found them to be very welcoming.
They were going as far out of their way as possible to make
progress in our relationship. We visited the military base that was
there, and our servicemembers were well taken care of in a good,
strategic location. And at the same exact time, I am greatly con-
cerned by the welcoming atmosphere that exists for Hamas. And I
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just want to better understand the future of this relationship, and
the reasons why the reality exists as it does right now in 2017.

So thank you, again, for doing this hearing. I look forward to the
testimony.

Mrs. WAGNER. Thank you, Mr. Zeldin.

The Chair now recognizes Mr. Lieu for 1 minute, please.

Mr. Lieu. Thank you, Madam Chair, and ranking member, for
holding this hearing.

There have been a series of allegations between Qatar and the
countries who are imposing a blockade, and it is hard for me to fig-
ure out what is true and what is false.

But let me say what I do see. I do see a blockade that has re-
sulted in some cruel consequences. From what I have read, you
have families now being separated based on national origin, and
that to me is highly troubling.

I also see a Trump administration that is sending very mixed
signals. At the same time, the Secretary of State is saying de-esca-
late, do not blockade, you have the President doing the opposite,
essentially claiming credit for this blockade. Then you have also
the United States sending $12 billion worth of fighter jets to Qatar.
I would love to see the panel clarify that, and I want you to tell
us not only what our policy toward Qatar should be, but what it
actually is right now.

I yield back.

Mrs. WAGNER. The gentleman yields back.

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from California, Mr.
Issa, for 1 minute.

Mr. IssA. Thank you, Madam Chair.

It seems like only yesterday that the President said, You are ei-
ther with us or against us. And the world said, oh, it is too simple.
But I think as we evaluate Qatar and the other Gulf states, we
have to ask that basic question is, is Qatar with us? Are they mov-
ing toward being more with us? Are they cooperating? Are they
moving toward Iran? Are they moving away from the U.S.?

These are questions that I believe that we are going to be asking
today that I am hoping to hear throughout the day, because I be-
lieve that although you are either with us or against us, there are
shades of gray in all of our allies in the region.

It is clear that Turkey has been moving away from us since 2003.
It is clear that Qatar has not been the best of actors when it comes
to taking away funding from those who support terrorism, and it
is clear that if they are moving with us, we need to have that dem-
onstrated just as we asked Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emir-
ates and others to demonstrate on a regular basis.

Thank you, Madam Chair. I yield back.

Mrs. WAGNER. The gentleman yields back.

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from New York, Mr.
Meeks, for 1 minute.

Mr. MEEKS. Thank you, Madam Chair.

And I would want to join with the statement of Mr. Lieu. I think
what we have to talk about here is the issue of fairness, and we
need to make sure, I think, that when you talk about Qatar and
the other countries in the region, we as the United States, I don’t
think, should be picking and choosing. We should be talking, be-
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cause we need them all, and we need to figure out how we work
collectively together.

Qatar has been—I think it is clear, they have shown that they
have done some things that have very good for the United States
with our military base, trying to make sure that working with us
in regards to the war on terror.

And I think what needs to happen here, and especially if you
talk about Qatar, we need to bring in as a committee the individ-
uals from both the Bush administration and the Obama adminis-
tration, because there is deep dialogue and conversation that we
could have with them to talk about the region and the people that
they have asked, Qatar being one, to do certain things on behalf
of the United States. And if that is the case, then those individuals
should not be held responsible if they are working cooperatively
with us.

So I look forward to hearing the testimony from the witnesses,
and I think that we just need to make sure that we have a level
playing field here.

Mrs. WAGNER. Thank you, Mr. Meeks, for your opening state-
ment.

We will now turn to our witnesses. I would, first, like to welcome
back Mr. Jonathan Schanzer, who is the senior vice president of re-
search for the Foundation for Defense of Democracies. Dr. Schanzer
serves as a counterterrorism analyst at the Department of Treas-
ury, and prior to that, worked as a research fellow at the Wash-
ington Institute for Near East Policy. Welcome back, Dr. Schanzer.

I would also like to welcome back Dr. Matthew Levitt, who di-
rects the Stein Program on Counterterrorism and Intelligence at
the Washington Institute for Near East Policy. Previously, Dr.
Levitt served as the Deputy Assistant Secretary for Intelligence
and Analysis at the U.S. Department of Treasury, and before that,
as an FBI counterterrorism analyst. We are glad to have you back
with us today, Dr. Levitt.

Finally, I would like to welcome Ilan Goldenberg, who is a senior
fellow and director of the Middle East Security Program at the
Center for a New American Security.

Prior to CNAS, Mr. Goldenberg served as the chief of staff of a
special envoy for Israeli-Palestinian negotiations at the U.S. De-
partment of State. From 2012 to 2013, Mr. Goldenberg served as
a senior professional staff member on the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee covering Middle East issues. In that capacity, he acted
as one of the lead drafters of the Syria Transition Support Act,
which provided additional authorities to arm the Syrian opposition.
The bill passed the Senate Foreign Relations Committee in May
2013. And I thank you for being here with us today.

Dr. Schanzer, we will begin with you for your opening statement.

STATEMENT OF JONATHAN SCHANZER, PH.D., SENIOR VICE
PRESIDENT, FOUNDATION FOR DEFENSE OF DEMOCRACIES

Mr. SCHANZER. Madam Chairman, Ranking Member Deutch, and
members of the subcommittee, on behalf of the Foundation for De-
fense of Democracies, thank you for the opportunity to testify.

As many of you know, FDD has been producing research and
analysis on Qatar since the eruption of the Arab Spring in 2011.
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Our critique has been consistent. We have pointed to Qatari sup-
port for Hamas, the Taliban, jihadists in Syria, jihadists in Libya
and the Muslim Brotherhood. We have been critical of Qatar for
the invective broadcast on state-owned Al Jazeera. We have
tracked the many reports suggesting that Qatar paid ransom to
terrorism groups, and we have noted through the work of my col-
league, David Andrew Weinberg, that Qatar has failed to take ac-
tion against U.S. and U.N.-designated terrorist financiers. In my
written testimony, I document these problems, and I am happy to
discuss them further. But for a moment, I would like to address
how Qatar has responded to the allegations against it.

After ignoring criticism from think tanks like FDD for the better
part of a decade, Qatar now claims it is being unfairly singled out.
To be sure, the other Gulf countries have their problems. A recent
State Department report noted that U.N.-designated terrorist fin-
anciers continue to operate in Kuwait; Saudi Arabia continues to
finance the spread of Wahhabism; and the entire Gulf suffers from
a democracy deficit.

But to understand why Qatar is identified first among Gulf
states for terrorism financing, just imagine for a moment that you
are a policeman, and you have just watched five cars speed past
you going 80 miles per hour. And zooming past them is a red
Ferrari going 90 miles an hour. Which car would you pull over?
Well, that Ferrari is Qatar. Indeed, Qatar support is overt. It is
egregious, and it is brazen.

As the Gulf crisis has dragged on, Qatar has also been defiant,
insisting its definition of terrorism differs from that of its critics.
This is a particularly poor defense from a country claiming to be
an American ally in the war on terrorism. As for the current crisis
between Qatar and its neighbors, the Saudis and the Emiratis have
been engaged in serious competition with Qatar for years. They at-
tempt to outdo one another through foreign investment, domestic
businesses, media interests, lobbying in western capitals, and other
soft power.

Since the Arab Spring, however, that rivalry has boiled over.
Both sides have thrown their support behind various proxies rep-
resenting their interests in the Middle East. The Qataris back the
Muslim Brotherhood and other Islamist actors, and for their part,
the Saudis and the Emiratis are working to preserve the Arab
world order, pushing for stability at the expense of the possibility
for reform. These two visions of the Middle East are fundamentally
at odds with one another.

The wise U.S. policy is not to back one Gulf state or another. We
must rather pursue policies ensuring that terrorism financing in
the Gulf comes to an end.

I offer you the following suggestions: First, Congress should as-
sess whether Qatar should continue to host Al Udeid, our most sig-
nificant air base in the Middle East. Fighting our war on terrorism
from Qatar sends a convoluted message to our allies in the region.

Congress should work with the Justice Department to ensure
that Qatar not only adopts laws to combat terrorism financing, but
also fully implements them.

Congress should consider passing the bipartisan Stop Terrorist
Operational Resources and Money, or STORM Act, of 2017. The
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bill, which was introduced in the Senate and not yet in the House,
could label Qatar and other countries as Jurisdictions of Terrorism
Financing Concern.

Congress should press the State Department, pursuant to the
State Department Authorization Act, to issue its report on which
States paid ransom to terrorists over the last year. Congress should
press for full implementation of the Export Administration Act,
subjecting countries like Qatar that host terrorist operatives to cer-
tain licensing requirements for dual-use goods.

Congress, of course, must continue to monitor Qatar’s neighbors.
Indeed, even if Qatar’s problems were resolved tomorrow, the Gulf
would remain an area of significant concern for terrorism finance.

Finally, I believe it is time we have a frank discussion about Gulf
money in Washington. Those who feed from this trough are often
unable to engage honestly about the policies and behaviors of their
benefactors, even when they fly in the face of U.S. interests. In-
deed, I would be curious to hear how many of you have been ap-
proached by lobbyists since the Gulf crisis began, let alone in the
lead up to today’s hearing.

There are issues that I did not address in this testimony. If I
miss anything you wish to discuss, I am happy to answer your
questions. And on behalf of Foundation for Defense of Democracies,
I thank you again for inviting me to testify.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Schanzer follows:]



10

v defenddemosracypre




11

Jonathan Schanzer July 26,2017

Chairman Ros-Lehtinen, Ranking Member Deutch, and distinguished members of the
subcommittee, on behalf of the Foundation for Defense of Democracies, thank you for the
opportunity to testify. My testimony today will look at the substance behind the current Gulf spat,
with a focus on Qatar’s support for a range of extremist groups and the grievances that the other
Arab states harbor against Qatar. At the end, I will address the question of U.S. military assets in
Qatar, as well as several policies that Washington should consider.

Context

Members of the committee, as you know, FDD has been producing research and analysis on Qatar
since the eruption of the Arab Spring in 2011. Our critique of Qatari foreign policy has been
consistent. We have pointed to Qatari support for Hamas, the Taliban, jihadists in Syria, jihadists
in Libya, and the Muslim Brotherhood. We have been critical of the Qataris for the invective that
is too often broadcast on state-owned Al-Jazeera. And we have noted through the excellent work
of my colleague David Andrew Weinberg that Qatar has failed to take action against numerous
U.S.- and UN-designated terrorist financiers living in Qatar.!

We have not singled out Qatar. Indeed, we have produced work that is critical of the other Gulf
states, such as Saudi Arabia and Kuwait, when it has been warranted. FDD’s David Andrew
Weinberg testified about Saudi Arabia’s troubling educational curriculum before the House
Foreign Affairs Committee just last week 2 But Qatar has been an obvious area of interest in light
of its incredibly brazen and open support for terrorist groups designated by the United States.

This support for terrorist groups is particularly disturbing in light of the fact that Qatar is home to
the al-Udeid air base, the launch point for thousands of strikes carried out by the U.S. in the war
on terrorism. When confronted over its support for extremists, Qatar’s response has been lax or
dismissive, with little in the way of new commitments or follow-through. The fact is, Qatar has
wielded its immense wealth and soft power to undermine U.S. interests, including America’s allies
in the region.

FDD has worked hard to educate Congress, the executive, and the American public on the
challenge of Qatar. We found that the previous administration was generally willing to listen, but
was unwilling to redress the problem. Having failed to gain much traction for six years, we decided
to hold a conference on U.S. Qatar policy with the arrival of a new administration. We held our
event on May 23 here in Washington, DC.?

Our conference was, I believe, the first major conference to shine a light on Qatar. It featured
current and former officials, figures from both sides of the aisle, who expressed deep concerns

' David Andrew Weinberg, “Qalar and Terror Finance, Part 11: Funders of al-Qaeda in Syria,” Foundation for
Defense of Democracies, January 2017.
(g /v ww defenddemocragy orp/eonient/upleads/documents/ 1 1717 Weinbers_Qatar ReporipdD)

2 David Andrew Weinberg, “Saudi Arabia’s Troubling Educational Curriculum,” estimony before the [ouse
Committee on oreign Affairs, July 19, 2017. (hitp/docs house, govimeetinusF AF A0 70719/ 106 2890 THR G-
118-5A La-Wstate- WeinberuD-20170719 pdt)

*“Qatar and the Muslim Brolhcrhood’s Global Affiliates: New U.S. Administration Considers New Policics,”
Toundation for Defense of Democracies, May 23, 2017. (hit w.defenddemocracy orglevents/gatar-and-
mustim-brotherhoed)
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about Qatar, its support for extremist groups, and its long-term viability as a U.S. ally if that
support continued. Shortly after the conference concluded, we learned that the Qatar News Agency
was hacked. The Qatari response intimated that Doha saw our conference as part of a coordinated
assault.* To be clear: We had nothing to do with it. FDD strongly condemns hacking. Now,
according to the Washington Post, the U S. intelligence agency allegedly believes that the UAE
was behind the hack against Qatar, although the Emirati ambassador to Washington vehemently
denies this.”

Several days after the Qatar News Agency hack, the Emirati ambassador was himself hacked. His
emails were leaked to journalists worldwide. The U.S. intelligence community has yet to determine
who was behind that attack. Several stories emerged featuring emails between my colleagues at
FDD and the ambassador. The implication was that we were coordinating our efforts with the UAE
or that we take Emirati money.® For the record, FDD took no direction from a foreign government.
Nor did we take any foreign government money. Although many think tanks engage in this
practice, we never have and never will.

The hack and hack-back has since yielded a full-blown spat among the Gulf states. The Gulf and
other Arab states cut diplomatic ties with Qatar on June 35, blocking maritime, land, and air routes
for both traffic and trade.” Qatar’s financial ratings have dropped,® and its currency has been under
strain.”

Qatar has been defiant, insisting that its definition of terrorism differs greatly from its critics.
Qatar’s alternate view of reality and morality is a poor defense. It is reminiscent of the so-called
“affluenza” teen who was charged with a drunk driving crash that killed four people, but whose
defense team argued that the teen’s life of privilege made it difficult for him to determine right
from wrong.!% A country of great wealth, Qatar is now effectively arguing the same thing, But the
Qataris fully grasp the list of grievances against them. I will summarize them below.

4 “Qatar faces hostile media campaign. particularly in US: FM,” The Peainsula (Qatar), May 25, 2017,
(hiips:www. thepeninsulagatar.com/article/25/05/20 7/ atar-fages-hostile-media-campa) wlarly-n-US-
“‘M)

A\ a Balram md Fay Abuclgasnn Qalar suggcsls cy bcrallqck cmmalcd from a Gull neighbor,” July 20, 20 17

Ambassador,” The Huff“ngmnl ost, Tune 3, 2017, (hitp:/feoww. ]sm ng mr comventrv/ot
lesked-emails_us S9320f04e4b02478¢b 3
7 “Saudi Arabia, Egypt lead Arab states cutling Qalar ties, lran blames Trump,” Reuicers, June 5, 2017,
(hitpAavwyenbe.com/20 [ 7/06/04/sauds big-bahrain-and-egypt-rut-diplomatic-ties-svith-gatar hunl)

# Alec Maclarlane, “Qatar hil by ralings downgrade over blockade crisis,” CNN, June 8, 2017,
Chitp:mongy.onn,cony/20 L 740 Anvesting/aatar-ral downgrade/inde himD

2 Alanna Petroff, “British banks hd\e stopped selling Qatari CdSh ” CNN, Iime 30, 2017

(htipfmoney cnn pom/201 7/06/20 Anvesting/qaur-rival-uk-currency/inde btml)

12 Lisa Maria Garza and Timothy Williams, “Tcenager Who Used *AMlueriza® Delense Ts Senteneed (o Jail,” The
New)axk Times, April 13, 2016. (attps:/fwwww ivtimes.con/20 1 6/04/ 1 dfusteenager-who-used-affluenza-defense-is-
s ffind)
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Support for Hamas

Qatar is a top headquarters for Hamas, a Palestinian terrorist group designated by the State
Department in 1997.!! Hamas operatives work out of Qatar with impunity, where they fundraise
and even plan terrorist attacks.

When the Syrian civil war forced Hamas leaders like Politburo chief Khaled Meshal to flee, Qatar
offered him refuge, along with several other Hamas political leaders now living in Doha.!? This
includes Hamas” spokesman, Ezzat al-Rishq.'

Husam Badran, a Hamas terrorist responsible for taking dozens of Israeli lives, has been living in
Qatar since 2011 after being released from Israeli prison.'* According to an Israeli Defense Forces
website, Badran directed from Doha a 2013 Hamas plot to kidnap Israeli soldiers.”® He also was
responsible for directing the activities and recruitment for a Hamas headquarters in the West Bank
that was broken up in 2015, and from providing that network with hundreds of thousands of dollars
from his perch in Qatar.'¢ He still appears to be residing in Qatar today.'”

Hamas military official Saleh Arouri lived for a time in Qatar after being expelled from Turkey
(he is now believed to be in Lebanon). Arouri is widely believed to have plotted the abduction and
murder of the three Israeli teens in 2014. That event led to a war between Israel and Hamas in the
summer of 2014.'* He is under U.S. sanctions for funding and directing Hamas terror operations,'”
and also stands accused of plotting a Hamas coup against the Palestinian Authority in the West
Bank.?

nus. Depanmem of Stat ist Organizations,” accessed July 24, 2017.
(htpsdfwww. sats oyl 3 s/ I5iis1))
2 David Andrew Weinberg, “Qatar vs, Saudi Arabia: How Tran and the Brotherhood Torc the Gul FA arl,” The

National Interest, e 8, 2017, (hitp://nationalinteres e/ srhood-

T AL S LRI

B Jonathan Schanzer and Kate Havard, “By Hosting Hamas, Qatar is Whitewashing Terror,” Newsweek, May 11,
2017, (hitp/hwww newsweek com/gatar-hosting-hamas-whitewashing-terrar-606730)
14 David Barnell, "Hamas terrorist in Qatar helps Hebron terror cell plan kidnappings,” #045°s Lung War Journal,
January 31, 2013, (btip.//s longwariournal.org/archives/2G13/0 israeli_authorities_nncover_ha.phn)
15 “IDF & ISA Uncover HleldS Terrorist Assets in Hebron,” Isracli Defense Forces (Ismel) Januan 31,2013.
(https fvweww idiblop com/201 30131 Adi-isa-uncover-hamag-torroris in-hobron/)
6 Yoav Zitun, “*Shin Bet arrests 40 Hamas members in Nablus,” Yner / Israel), July 1, 2015,
(hitprwww ynetn orvarticle 10.L-4674950.00 himl)
17 See Facebook prolile al hiips//v ww.fagehook.comiprolile phntid=
¥ Jonathan Schanzer, “Time for the US to stop Qatar’s support for terror,
(htlp: Aoy post com/201 704200 me-Tor-ihe-us-to-stop-gatars-support-for-terror)
1277.8. Department of thc Treasury, Press Rclmsc “Trcasur} Sanctlons Major Hamas Lcadcrs Financial Facilitators
and a Front CO]deH g
releases/Br

2 Yaakov Lappin,
August 18, 2014. (hitp

plauned-to-topple-the-

™ The Jerusatem Post (Isracl),
uchire-ig-West-Bagk-
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Qatar is further believed to be hosting Talal Ibrahim Abd al-Rahman Sharim, a member of Hamas’
armed wing, the lzz ad-Din al-Qassam Brigades, who reportedly played a role in financing Hamas
cells in the West Bank from Qatari territory.”!

In 2014, the Kuwaiti daily newspaper Al-Seyassah reported that Hamas was moving its financial
operations to Qatar.?? And there is ample evidence to support this. For example, it was reported
that “Bakri Hanifa, who is a major financial operative for Hamas ... moved ‘tens of millions of
dollars’ to Turkey from Qatar before being sent onward to Hamas’s political and military wings.”>

Zahir al-Jabareen is another Hamas official who worked out of Qatar to send money from Gulf
countries to Hamas ”2*

Maher Ubeid, “a member of Hamas’s politburo who reportedly was put in charge of laundering
tens of millions of euros from Turkish territory ... to Hamas’s military and political wings in
Gaza,” was also based in Qatar.?

Video footage from 2015 showed Mohammed al-Qawasmi, whom Al-Seyassah identified as a
Hamas official,”® was allowed to fundraise on state-controlled Qatari television.?’

According to a leaked cable attributed to former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, the U.S.
government pressed the Qatari government in 2009 on “terror finance related to Hamas.”?® Five
years later, former Under Secretary for Terrorism and Financial Intelligence David Cohen noted
in 2014 that “Qatar, a longtime U.S. ally, has for many years openly financed Hamas, a group that
continues to undermine regional stability.”* However, Husam Badran told A/-Monitor in 2014,

3 Yonah Jeremy Bob, “Shin Bet Busts Palestinian Foolballer For Meeling With Hamas Terrorist in Qatar,” The

rusalem Post (Isrqcl) June 11, 2014, ( wpost.com/Sporis/Palostinisn-soccer-plaver-admiis-to-tmesting-

Qalar and Turkey),” A/ Seyassah (Kuwan) Apr]l 7. 2014, (hitp:/ ai-ux,\ AS5A0.C0M/ s L
A.nm!/)

” The Weekly Standard, June 8. 2016.
farticle/2002746)

* eas b ples 45): J‘ ,a! Jocs 4J‘ um‘-ail A-MSJI A-AAN b jo sy (Abu Aref: The Complete Story of the Mysterious

Man Who Manages Hamas Movement’s Money in Egypt),” £7 Mogaz (Egypt). December 21, 2013,

e “’moﬂw m,’mde/] 19383)

A TUE 5 e 95 O5e 40 (40 Million Euros from Turkey to Hamas for Strengthening Its

Control over Gaza) Pd](slzm Pz i Agency (UK), November 6, 2011,

(hitn: www.palpre: etailad&TD=63344)

264000 L ol S sl i it " rlas uai-\ S M 4 Jade (Mashal Faces Sharp Criticism inside Hamas after

Qatar Arrests One of lis Financial Officers,” Al-Scyassah (Kuwail), January 28, 2015, (hitp//al-sey essah,com/-grss

da sebeane i Bl L Al )

¥ AlrayyanTV, “2014-08-06 = g )¥) 5 agslall ddlall o sl et s (Summary Program - Episode 41 - 2014-08-06),”

Youlube, August 7, 2014. (attps:/fwvww voutube comfwateh tv=mAFcUhne LHE& = 7?24‘»)

2 “Terrorist Finance: Action Request for Senior Level Engdgement on Terrorlsm Finance,” Wikileaks Cable:

09STATE131801_a, accessed July 20, 2017, (hgp Kilgs STATEIZIR0Y ahmal)

2 Under Sceretary for Terrorism and Financial Tntelligence David Cohen, “Conlfronting New Threats in Terrorist

Financing,” Remarks at the Center for a New American Security, March 4, 2014, (Wps. /o wiw LIeasury, gov/press-

center/press-relessesPages/ 12308, aspy)
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“There is no suspension of the Qatari financial support for the movement, since their relationship
is ongoing.”3"

Qatari Support for al-Qaeda in Syria

As a Gulf country seeking to influence the post-Arab Spring politics of the Middle East, Qatar is
not unique. However, Qatar’s desire to bring down the Assad regime ultimately gave way to
backing al-Qaeda in Syria.

As early as 2012, al-Qaeda’s Jabhat al-Nusra commanders met with senior Qatari military officials
and financiers in Doha! In 2013, certain Qatari weapons shipments to militant groups were
winding up in the hands of Jabhat al-Nusra. It was for this reason that the Obama administration
requested that Qatar halt the export of heat-seeking shoulder-fired missiles to Syrian militants.*

In one very strange episode, a financier named Abd al-Aziz bin Khalifa al-Attiyah reportedly
travelled to the Syrian-Lebanese border via Beirut to distribute funds to Jabhat al-Nusra militants.
Lebanese authorities arrested him but released him following a Qatari protest. Al-Attiyah is a
Qatari sheikh and cousin of former Qatari Foreign Minister Khalid al Attiyah.** Upon his return,
he received a lifetime achievement award from the Qatar Olympic Committee and appeared in a
video for a Syria fundraising campaign with another Qatari who would later be sanctioned by the
U.S. for funding al-Qaeda.?*

Broadly speaking, Qatar has worked to normalize al-Qaeda in Syria. Qatar reportedly promised
additional financial backing should Jabhat al-Nusra rebrand and cosmetically distance itself from
al-Qaeda.™ This likely explains the two rebrands of the al-Qaeda affiliate, first as Jabhat Fateh al-
Sham (JFS) in July 2016,%¢ and again as Hayat Tahrir al-Sham (HTS) in January 201757

3 Adnan Abu Amer, “Egypt-Qatar rapprochement rattles Hamas.” Al-Monitor, December 30, 2014. (liitp;,
monitorconyv/pulse/originals 201 /1 Yervpt-qataraapprochement-harnas huwl)

31 Jay Solomon and Nour Malas, “Qatar’s Ties to Militants Strain Alhance The Wall Street Journal, February 23,
2015, (http/fwreow weleom/articles/gatars-tigs-ro-mulitants-strain-atliance-1424743601)

*2 Mark Mazzell, C. J. Chivers, and Eric Schmitl, “Taking Quisizc Rolc in Syria, Qalar Funnels Arms (o Rebels,™
Ihe New Ymk lmles June 29 ”0] 3. (hitp:/fww A0fworld/middiesast/sending-missiles-ro-

17
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Campaign),” YouTube, June 2, 2013, (Giips /v onlu be/lncUorGGAll=11m)
35 Mariam Karouny. “Tnsight - Syria’s Nusra Front May Lcave Qaceda to Form New Entity,” Reuters, July 19, 2017.
(huttp. //nl\ reuter \;nm/ mid:/uk mick 4%t LUl ULy msiuk £ iJUKKSF\Y}\mOCﬁm1 ‘\Tm)
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Impunity for Designated al-Qaeda Financiers in Qatar

Qatar also has failed to prosecute many of the designated terrorist financiers, primarily al-Qaeda
financiers, within its borders. FDD’s David Andrew Weinberg has painstakingly documented
this.*

The problem has also been well documented by successive senior Treasury Department officials.
For example, in March 2014, then-Under Secretary for Terrorism and Financial Intelligence David
Cohen called Qatar, as well as Kuwait, “permissive jurisdictions” for terrorist finance,* and that
QOctober, he accused Doha of giving legal impunity to Khalifa al-Subaiy and ‘Abd al-Rahman al-
Nu’aymi, Qatari nationals under U.S. and UN charges for raising millions of dollars for al-Qaeda.
Al-Subaiy was identified as having close ties to 9/11 mastermind Khalid Sheikh Mohammad
before the latter’s capture in 2003 and had apparently worked as a senior employee at Qatar’s
central bank.*

Cohen’s successor at Treasury, Adam Szubin, stated in October 2016 that Qatar “still lacks the
necessary political will and capacity to effectively enforce their CFT (combating the financing of
terrorism) laws against all terrorist financing threats regardless of organization or affiliation.”*!
And in February 2017, the former Assistant Secretary for Terrorist Financing, who had just stepped
down, noted that designated terror financiers were still “operating openly and notoriously” in
Qatar, as well as Kuwait.?

Hajjaj al-Ajmi is one figure who regularly visited Doha to fundraise for Jabhat al-Nusra. He
encouraged Qataris to “Give your money to the ones who will spend it on jihad, not aid.” The
Ministry of Endowment and Islamic Affairs reportedly invited al-Ajmi to speak.*® The U.S.
Treasury designated al-Ajmi as a Jabhat al-Nusra funder in August 2014.% According to the UAE,
two Qatari nationals based in Qatar helped al-Ajmi with his fundraising there.*

** David Andrew Weinberg, “Qatar and Terrorism Finance, Part [I: Private Funders of al-Qaeda in Syria,”
Foundation for Delense of Democ: January 2017,
(tipdiwww defenddemocracy . oryf nt/uplosds/documens/ 11717 Weinberg Quiar Beportpdd)

* Under Secretary for Terrorism and Financial [ntelligence David Cohen. “Confronting New Threats in Terrorist
Financing,” Remarks at the (L'emer for a New American Security, March 4, 2014, (htips % SHY, ZOV/press-
center/preas-relesses/Pages/i1230¢
42 Robert Mendick, “Terror hnanclcrs arc living [recly in Qatar, US discloses,” fhe Telegraph (UK), November 16,
2014, (hitp /5 elegranh.couk/news/worldnews/islamic-state/ 11 233407 /Terror-financiers-gre-living-freely -in-
tar-Us i)

Advanced Imr-marmna/ Srml/es October 20, 2016. (hitpe/Avww treasey, *‘m/m
590
** David Andrew Weinberg, “Terror Financiers *Operating Openly” in Qalar and Kuwaitl,” Foundation for Defense
of Democracies, February 14, 2017, (utp/fwww defenddemoescracy, ord/media-lit/david-weinberg-terror-fing -
operating-openty -“n-gatar-and-kuwail)

+ Andrew Gilligan, “The *Club Mcd for tcrrorists»m The Tefegraph (UK), September 27, 2014,

(httprww telsrraphuco ak/ney sast/aata/ 11125857 The-Club-Medfor-terrerists hoal)

MUSs. Depdrtment of the Treasury Press Reledse “Treasury Designates Three Key Supporters of Terrorists in
Syria and Trag.” August 6, 2014. (ki WL TCASUDY . 20/ DTESE-CCIL leasesPag 2
5«43 new designations specifically address threats posed by Qatar lull\ed and based Al Qaida Terrorlsm Support
Networks,” Emirates News Agency (UAE), June 9, 2017, (it Awain.aefen/detalls/ 393302018259
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Another Kuwaiti national, Shafi al-Ajmi, reportedly boasted on Twitter that he raised $52,000 for
Jabhat al-Nusra in Qatar. He instructed Qataris to route donations through the Foundation Sheikh
Thani Ibn Abdullah for Humanitarian Services (RAF), a Qatari royal charity.*® The U.S. Treasury
designated al-Ajmi as a Jabhat al-Nusra funder in August 2014.4

The U.S. Treasury designated Abd al-Rahman bin Umayr al-Nu’aymi for transferring $600,000 to
al-Qaeda in Syria.¥* Al-Nwaymi previously served as an advisor to the Qatari government and
founding member of Sheik Eid bin Mohammed al-Thani Charitable Foundation, and he served for
a number of years as the chairman of a state-funded Qatari think tank *

The U.S. Treasury designated Hamid Abdullah al-Ali in 2006 for financially supporting al-Qaeda
in Iraq.” He was added to the UN’s al-Qaeda sanctions list as well in 2008, and would have been
added sooner but Qatar blocked his designation while it was a member of the Security Council. In
2012, the Ministry of Endowment and Islamic Affairs invited him to deliver a Friday sermon at
Doha’s Qatar Grand Mosque, in which he extoled the jihad in Syria.*!

The U.S. Treasury designated Sa’d bin Sa’d Muhammad Shariyan Al-Ka’bi in August 2015 for
facilitating terrorist funding social networks and ransom payment benefiting al-Qaeda in Syria.’?
He reportedly still resides in Qatar.™

According to the State Department’s country reports on terrorism released last week, Qatar never
prosecuted and convicted terror financiers before 2015.3* According to the Associated Press, five
UN-designated terror financiers have since been prosecuted by Qatar, but for some reason “are not
imprisoned.”*® This subcommittee might consider requesting an explanation from Qatar about its
justice system relating to terrorist financiers.

* Andrew Gilligan, ‘The “Club Med for terrorists,” The Telegraph (UK), September 27, 2014.

(it /vy teleg cuk/mewsivordnews/niddlecasyoute? 111258897/ The-Club-Medfor-errorisis lund)

Y US. Dcpmmcnl of the Treasury, Press Release, “Treasury Designates Three Key Supporlcrs of Terrorists in
Syria and Iraq.” August 6, 2014. (https//Www TeasTIy. SOV DIBsa-Center/ITess-1¢
€. Department of Treasury, Press Release, “Treasury Designates Al-Qa’ida Supporters in Qd[d.‘(' and Yemen,”
December 18, 2013, (hitps:/fomww, treasury, gov/press-center/prass-releases/Pages/i12249 aspx)

2 Andreu Gilligan, “The ‘Club Med for terrorists,” The Telegraph (UK September 27, 2014,

(hilp ww.iclegraph.co.ub/news/worldnowe/middiccas/gatar/1 1128 The-C lub-hModlor-1orrorisis, i)

7.8, Department of the Treasury, Press Release ‘Treasur} Designations Target Terrorist Facilitators,” December
7, 2006. (btips://www Teasury. sov/press-e / s/Pagesthpl 81 asp
st Andrew Gilligan, “The *Club Med lor terrorists,” The T(](g!d[)]l(UK) Scplcmbcr 27,2014

(hxfi’} wvevetelegraph.couk/mewsfworldnew: ddle atar/ 11123897/ The-Club-Medfor-terrorisis hrmtd)

2 Samuel Rubenfeld, “U.S. Targets Alleged thdn Financiers of Terrorism.” The Wall Street Journal. August 5,
2015. (hutps://blogs.wsl.conyrishandoompliange/201 5/08/05 A-s-targeis-alleped-qaari-livanciars-ol-terrorisny);, U.S,
Department of the Treasury, Press Release, “Treasury Designates Financial Supporters of Al-Qaida and Al-Nusrah
Front,” August 5, 2015. (hit www. reasury. gov/press-ceuier/press-relenses/Paoes/io143 aspx)

* Yaya J. Fanusic and Alex Entz, “Al-Qacda’s Branch in Syria: Financial Assessment,” Foundation for Defense of
Democracies, June 2017. (hitp./, defenddemperacy orgfeogtenvuplondsidocumets/CRIF_TFRE AGIS pdD
*1U.S. Department of State, “Chapter 2. Country Reports: Middle East and North Africa,” Country Reports on
Terrorism 2016, July 2017, (hips. inpoviiclsionzol 2. him)

* Aya Batrway. “Qatar crisis raises quesuons about defining terrorism, Associated Press, July 7, 2017.
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Kidnapping for Ransom

Qatar has repeatedly been accused of paying ransoms to terrorists. Former Libyan leader
Moammar Qaddafi often engaged in this practice as a means to send funds to terrorist groups under
legitimate cover.>® Of course, Qatar’s government denies this.>’ But FDD has identified eighteen
different episodes in the last six years in which Qatar was reported as a participant in hostage
talks.>®

In 2012 and 2013, Qatar and Oman were accused by sources cited by the New York Times and
Wall Street Journal of paying roughly $20 million in ransoms for European hostages held by al-
Qaeda in Yemen.* In 2013, McClatchy cited a Lebanese security official saying that Qatar paid a
ransom for Lebanese pilgrims and Turkish pilots, the former of which was reportedly held by al-
Qaeda in Syria.*® In 2014, the Wall Street Journal reported that Qatar paid a $16 million ransom
for Syrian nuns held by al-Qaeda in Syria.®! The same year, Qatar reportedly paid $25 million to
Jabhat al-Nusra for the release of 45 Fijian UN peacekeepers kidnapped near the Golan Heights.®
Qatar also was accused of facilitating a ransom to al-Qaeda related to the release of U.S. journalist
Peter Theo Curtis, according to sources cited by the Daily Beast® In 2015, Qatar was accused by
Lebanese and Syrian sources of paying $25 million as part of a hostage deal Doha mediated
between al-Qaeda’s Nusra Front and Beirut for kidnapped Lebanese security officials.**

According to a source quoted by the Financial Times, “ransom payments are the straw the broke
the camel’s back™ leading up to the current Gulf crisis with Qatar. That piece cited sources alleging
that in April, Qatar had paid up to a billion dollars for the release of its citizens, including members
of Qatar’s royal family, who had been taken hostage by an Iraqi terrorist group. The sources stated
that Qatar had given $200-$300 million to Sunni jihadists in Syria who were holding hostages,
with most of the money going to Hayat Tahrir al-Sham. Another $700 million reportedly went to

 Jonathan Schdnzer Terronsm s Back Door,” Los Angeles Times, August 26, 2003.

(libtp:Hanicies fatimes.comy’ Haug/ 26/ opinion/ac-s
7 Peter Kovessy,” Foreign minister: Qatar does not pay ransoms.” Doha News (Qatar), September 30, 2014,
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the Iranian-backed bloc in the region, with $300 million going to IRGC-backed Shiite militias in
Iraq and Tehran taking a $400 million cut.%®

Support for the Taliban

In December 2009, the State Department listed Qatari cooperation on terrorism finance among
“the worst in the region,” noting that, “the Taliban ... and other terrorist groups exploit Qatar as a
fundraising locale.”® In 2010, members of the Taliban reportedly began to arrive in Qatar to
establish an official presence. In 2012, the Taliban established a political office in Qatar to “spread
understanding with the international community.”®” When the Obama administration began its
dialogue in 2013 with the Taliban, Qatar permitted the group to open a diplomatic office in Doha.®®

The Taliban presence increased further with a May 2014 Qatari-facilitated prisoner swap®
involving Bowe Bergdahl, an American soldier captured by the Taliban after “wandering off an
American outpost in the Paktika province in June 2009,”™ in exchange for five Taliban figures
with “high-ranking positions in Mullah Omar’s organization” and “noteworthy connections to Al
Qaeda.””! The Taliban Five were released to Qatar “in coordination with the Qatari government,
which pledged to enforce a temporary travel ban and provided assurances the men would not pose
a threat to the US.”7?

Troubling questions have been raised about the extent to which Qatar is monitoring or politicking
the activities of the Taliban Five. Fox News reported in 2015 that “at least three of the five Taliban
leaders ... have tried to plug back into their old terror networks.””® Reports indicate that at least
one of the former Taliban detainees may have been in contact with fighters from the Afghan terror
group in January 2015 and encouraged attacks on U.S. forces.”* A top fundraiser for the Haggani
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group was purportedly able to fly to Qatar, meet one or more of the five men, and fly out before
he was captured in a third country.”

According to one Afghan official recently cited by the New York Times, “Doha is now is home to
about 100 Taliban officials and their relatives, who live comfortably at Qatari state expense.””®

Under fire in recent weeks for its support of terrorist groups, the government in Doha insists that
it hosted the Taliban with the permission, or even encouragement, of the Obama administration.”
This may have been the case. But that does not mean that Qatar has upheld its end of the bargain.
It also does not mean that the office has helped achieve U.S. objectives. One senior U.S. official
told me earlier this year that he heard repeatedly from Afghan officials that the Taliban office in
Doha directly undermined the Afghan government.”® This committee might consider investigating
whether the Taliban presence in Qatar ultimately helps or hurts our interests.

Support for Libyan Islamists

On June 5, 2017, Libya’s eastern-based government joined other Arab countries in cutting ties
with Qatar, with Foreign Minister Mohammed al-Deri asserting that Doha was “harboring
terrorism.”” The move reflected a longstanding frustration with Qatar’s sponsorship of Islamist
extremists in the war-torn country. Since the 2011 revolution, Libya has been the site of a Gulf
proxy war. The UAE, Saudi Arabia, and Egypt have backed the eastern-based government and
Khalifa Haftar’s Libyan National Army (LNA). By contrast, Qatar, Sudan, and Turkey have
backed the Tripoli-based Presidency Council/Government of National Accord.

Qatar’s interference in Libya dates to the revolution against the Qaddafi regime, when Doha
provided robust support to the rebels.®® Since then, Qatar has reportedly sent massive amounts of
weapons to Islamist militants battling the Western-backed government in Libya.?' A March 2013
UN report noted that in 2011 and 2012, Qatar violated the UN arms embargo by “providing
military material to the revolutionary forces through the organization of a large number of flights
and the deliveries of a range of arms and ammunition.”*2 And according to the Libya News Agency,
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Doha has provided more than 750 million euros to extremist groups in Libya since 2011.%3 Arab
officials I spoke to believe that these deliveries of arms and cash arrive to Western Libya by way
of a commercial airline that is owned by Qatar.®*

According to Kristian Coates Ulrichsen of the Baker Institute for Public Policy, “Qatar developed
close links with key [slamist militia commanders [in Libya] such as Abdelhakim Belhadj, once the
head of the Libyan Islamic Fighting Group and, in 2011, the commander of the Tripoli Brigade.”*
According to Arab officials, Belhadj was the Libyan apostle of Osama bin Laden who maintained
close and continuing ties to Qatar.*® Belhadj launched Hizb al-Watan in 2012,*7 which Arab
officials believed have maintained close ties to LIFG and received continued support from Qatar.®

Ulrichsen also notes the connection between Qatar and “Ismael al-Salabi, the leader of one of the
best-supplied rebel militias, the Rafallah al-Sahati Companies. Qatar was widely suspected of
arming and funding al-Salabi’s group, whose sudden munificence of resources in 2011 earned it
the nickname of the ‘Ferrari 17 Brigade.””®"

Ismael al-Salabi’s brother, Ali al-Salabi, is a prominent Libyan cleric close to the emir of Qatar.
One Egyptian source claims that he maintains close ties to the LIFG.*® This is a claim echoed by
Arab officials familiar with the situation in Libya.”!

On June 8, 2017, the LNA held a press conference alleging proof of Qatar’s malign role in Libya.
The LNA charged that Qatari intelligence General Salim Ali al-Jarboui supported al-Qaeda, the
Islamic State, and the Muslims Brotherhood by transferring $8 billion from the Qatari Tunisian
National Bank to the Housing Bank of Tataouine Governorate in southern Tunisia. According to
the LNA, Qatar supported the assassination of senior officials, facilitated training of Islamist
extremists by Hamas, and helped transport Libyan Tslamists to Syria. Mesmari also presented a
letter by Mohammed Hamad Al Hajri, acting charge d’affaires at the Qatar Embassy in Libya,
supporting the notion that Qatar had deployed military units to the country.”
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When Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Bahrain, and Egypt issued a “terrorist list” of 59 individuals and 12
entities linked to Qatar, it included one entity (the Benghazi Defense Brigades) and five individuals
from Libya”®> On June 12, the LNA released a second list of 75 Libyan individuals and 9
organizations tied to Qatar.”* One highlight of the first list includes Al-Sadiq Abd al-Rahman Ali
al-Ghiryani, who previously served the Grand Mufti of Libya, who has called for the destruction
of the eastern government.”*

The Muslim Brotherhood

Much of the current conflict between Qatar and its neighbors can be traced back to Qatari support
for the Muslim Brotherhood. The Muslim Brotherhood’s presence in Qatar dates back to 1974,
when students studying in countries like Kuwait and Egypt retured and wanted to form their own
chapter of the organization. Since then, Qatar has hosted the movement’s leaders and supported
its regional activities, particularly since the eruption of the Arab Spring.”® That was when Qatar
began to actively support Muslim Brotherhood branches in Egypt, Libya, Syria, Tunisia, and
beyond.”’

In Libya, Doha became the first Arab government to recognize the National Transitional Council
(NTC) as the only legitimate representation of the people. It provided military and financial
support to the rebels fighting against Moammar Qaddafi and created a pro-revolutionary channel
that balanced Qaddafi’s propaganda. Some Libyans, however, like the former NTC Deputy Prime
Minister Ali Tarhouni, suspected that Qatar was providing support to the Brotherhood.”®

Qatar invested $18 billion in Egypt shortly after Morsi’s election to support his Brotherhood
regime, and it reportedly supplied funds to the Tslamist Tunisian Nahda Party, as well.*° Tt also
backed the Brotherhood-dominated Syrian National Council, founded in late 2011, despite other
Arab states’ hesitation. %

Al-Jazeera
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Qatar’s Arab neighbors are also deeply concerned about the broadcasts of Qatar-owned Al-Jazeera.
Some of the concerns are shared here in Washington, as well.

After the Egyptian coup against Mohammed Morsi, Al-Jazeera hosted exiled Brotherhood leaders
at a five-star hotel in Doha and gave them airtime to advocate for their cause. Al-Jazeera also
heavily aired the Brotherhood’s protests against the new Egyptian government,'°!

The channel has a long history of incitement to violence, biased reporting, supporting Islamist
ideologies, and acting as a tool of the Qatari government. 1 do not believe that the demand issued
by the UAE, Saudi Arabia, Bahrain, and Egypt to shut down Al-Jazeera is realistic.'? But 1 do
believe Qatar needs to do more to ensure that the content on this state-backed channel is addressed.

For example, in Syria, the channel has provided a platform to presenters who call for violence
against Alawites. One host, Faisal al-Qassem, said of Alawites: “The Alawites don’t need
demonization, they are demons, even Satan, the Devil himself, is ashamed of them.”!%}

Additional criticisms of Al-Jazeera include its reference to suicide bombers as “martyrs” and the
Islamic State as “the state organization.”!"* The channel has hosted figures who advocate for
political Islam as well as more radical ones from al-Qaeda and Hezbollah who call for jihad.!°
One of the London Bridge bombers, Youssef Zaghba, reportedly was inspired by Al-Jazeera.'%

Al-Jazeera’s reporting on Israel has been consistently egregious. Recently, the network’s English
affiliate reported on “three Palestinians killed,” omitting the fact that they were armed with guns
and shot two Israeli police officers to death before being killed.!'” The network’s Arabic station
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went further, calling the three assailants “martyrs.”'% Al-Jazeera Arabic does this virtually every
time a Palestinian is killed in the act of attacking Israeli civilians or armed forces.'%’

Al-Jazeera has often featured Yousuf al-Qaradawi, the spiritual leader of the Muslim Brotherhood,
who called the Holocaust “divine punishment,” and has advocated on air for killing Jews.!!

In Tsrael’s most recent war with Hamas in 2014, Al-Jazeera Arabic’s reporting mirrored Hamas’
directives to observers on how to report on the conflict. The network followed Hamas’ instructions
to describe Palestinians as “martyrs” or “victims” of “Israeli oppression.” Al-Jazeera called all
Palestinian casualties “innocent civilians,” even if they were known combatants.'!!

During the Iraq War, Al-Jazeera received criticism for airing videos by al-Qaeda’s leadership, who
called for violence against the U.S. and its allies. 1t promoted the Islamist ideology of groups like
al-Qaeda by describing suicide bombings as “paradise operations” and terrorist activities as acts
of “resistance.”!'? In April 2013, Iraq suspended the licenses of Al-Jazeera due to accusations of
incitement. At that point, more than 170 people had been killed due to sectarian fighting, which
the Communication and Media Commission attributed in part to Al-Jazeera’s reporting. The
regulatory group argued that the sectarian language used in their reporting created “criminal acts
of revenge by attacking the security forces.”!!?

These, of course, are just a few representative examples of the controversial material aired on Al-
Jazeera.

The Current Gulf Crisis

Qatar’s neighbors are justified in their concern about the aforementioned policies, particularly if
their interests are in a stable Middle East. Yet, Qatar’s Gulf neighbors are certainly not free from
guilt. Based on conversations I have had with current and former Treasury officials, Kuwait ranks
among the top terror finance concerns in the Gulf, alongside Qatar. According to the State
Department’s Country Reports on Terrorism for 2016, which were released last week, “a number
of UN-designated terrorist financiers continued to operate in Kuwait.”'!#
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Saudi Arabia continues to finance institutions that teach Wahhabi Islam and also foments religious
incitement, thereby ensuring continued radicalization of Muslim youth. And all of the Gulf states
suffer from a significant democracy deficit.

To understand the current crisis, it is important to understand that the Saudis and the Emiratis have
been engaged in a rather ruthless competition with Qatar for years. These three countries have
wielded their immense wealth in an attempt to outdo one another through soft power by way of
foreign investment, domestic businesses, media interests, lobbying in Western capitals, and more.
In the wake of the Arab Spring, as noted above, they began to throw their support behind various
proxies representing their interests in the Middle East. Over the last six years, the rivalry has boiled
over.

Right now, Qatar’s opponents say that Doha has broken its agreement, signed in November 2013,
in which signatories pledged not to intervene in the internal affairs of other Gulf states, not to
support the Muslim Brotherhood, and not to back opposition groups in Yemen. A second
agreement also included provisions ensuring the stability of Egypt. The Gulf states say that Doha
has given support to Hezbollah as well as the Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt.!'® The Gulf states
recalled their ambassadors temporarily from Doha in protest in March 2014116

Through Kuwaiti mediation, the countries signed the Riyadh Agreement in April, and then an
extension of the Riyadh Agreement in November, which led to the reinstatement of the
ambassadors and the GCC summit being held, as initially planned, in Doha.!!’

But Qatar’s Arab neighbors are unsatisfied with Qatar’s track record. Doha continues to support
the aforementioned terrorist groups and extremists. Their focus has been on the Muslim
Brotherhood, but Qatar has also failed to end the impunity of terror financiers and to stop
promoting the ideology that underpins extremist groups, as it pledged it would do under the U.S.-
led Jeddah Communiqué of September 2014118

Yet, the grievances run deeper. As far back as 2009, Abu Dhabi’s crown prince complained to the
U.S. officials that Qatar is “part of the Muslim Brotherhood.” Other UAE officials privately
described Qatar as “public enemy number 3,” after Tran and the Brotherhood '

Tensions escalated dramatically in the wake of the Arab Spring. In 2012, Yusuf Qardawi criticized
the UAE on Al-Jazeera, leading to a diplomatic spat with Qatar. Tensions worsened when the UAE
arrested a number of Emirati members of the Muslim Brotherhood, a group known as the
Association for Reform and Guidance (Jamiat al-Islah wa Tawjih). That crackdown was followed
by the arrest of eleven Egyptians on January 1, 2013 who were suspected of being members of the
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Muslim Brotherhood and conspiring to destabilize the UAE. It was then learned that several
Emirati members of Al-Islah had escaped a crackdown in the UAE and found refuge in Qatar.!?
In 2014, recordings acquired by Libyan rebels and subsequently posted to YouTube exposed the
former emir of Qatar discussing with Moammar Gaddafi a plan to undermine and even overthrow
the Saudi royal family.'?!

Most recently, reports have surfaced alleging that Qatar informed al-Qaeda of a military operation
in Yemen, resulting in a suicide bomb attack that left Emirati troops injured. “Our Qatari allies
informed al-Qaeda of our precise location and what we were planning to do. We then received
four suicide bombers at our door,” UAE ambassador to Russia Omar Saif Ghobash told BBC.'*
Other claims, conveyed by Arab officials, suggest that Qatar may have also shared similar
information with Iran-backed Houthi fighters and forces loyal to Ali Abdullah Saleh in Yemen,
also directly leading to Emirati and Saudi deaths.!?

In other words, there are deeper reasons Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Bahrain, and Egypt decided to
cut ties with Qatar on June 5. The Arab states released a list of thirteen demands that included
severing ties with the Brotherhood and Hamas, the Palestinian arm of the Brotherhood.'?* But even
if Qatar complied, additional challenges would remain.

The Al-Udeid Air Base and Camp As Sayliyah

Remarkably, despite the aforementioned Qatari support for jihadist groups, Qatar hosts America’s
most significant base in the Middle East: al-Udeid Air Base. The dissonance between American
and Qatari policy is palpable. George W. Bush administration officials openly questioned this
arrangement,'* as have Obama administration officials.!?®

Those pushing for a tougher line with Qatar, however, have met with stiff resistance from the U.S.
military. Since 2001, Qatar has hosted a significant portion of the U.S. military’s forces and
equipment in the Gulf."”” Al-Udeid is home to a large number of the U.S. Air Force’s forward
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2 Interviews with two Bush administration officials, May 2015.
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Nearby Camp As Sayliyah houses a major U.S. Army staging area and prepositioned stocks called
Area Support Group-Qatar (ASG-Qatar).'?® Qatar also hosts the major command centers for U.S.
and allied forces for the region, including CENTCOM'’s forward headquarters and the state-of-the-
art Combined Air and Space Operations Center (CAQC).

Qatar sees the U.S. presence on its soil as a significant asset. Following the first Gulf War, when
Qatar realized how susceptible it was to regional aggression, the country’s leaders sought closer
defense ties to the United States. In 1992, the U.S. and Qatar signed a bilateral defense agreement
granting America substantial access to facilities in Qatar.’ As part of the deal, Qatar agreed to
invest $1 billion to build al-Udeid Air Base.'*! Doha, which was operating only about a dozen
combat aircraft at the time,'*? welcomed the presence of the United States military to bolster its
secun't%f;. ?According to diplomatic cables, Qatar annually pays for 60 percent of al-Udeid’s “upkeep
costs.”

During the invasion of lraq and subsequent operations there, thousands of sorties were flown from
al-Udeid. As of August 2015, the base hosted the U.S. Air Force’s 379" Air Expeditionary Wing
— the largest expeditionary air wing in the world.'** U.S. B-1 bombers, originally stationed at the
base to provide air support in Afghanistan, dropped nearly a third of all coalition weapons on the
Islamic State targets in Iraq and Syria from al-Udeid until they were rotated home in January 2016.
Aerial refueling tankers and surveillance aircraft are still a constant presence at al-Udeid.!™

The U.S. signed a 10-year defense cooperation agreement with Qatar in December 2013 to allow
the U.S. to continue operating and stationing troops at al-Udeid through 2024.13¢ But this should
not bind the United States. Tt is incumbent upon Washington to assess whether there are
opportunities to operate out of regional countries more aligned with American goals and values.

Such a move is not unprecedented. Once the most vital U.S. air installation in the region, Saudi
Arabia’s Prince Sultan Air Base supported 5,000 troops and 200 aircraft at its peak.’¥” The U.S. in
2003 decided to move its assets to al-Udeid. The move was prompted by a number of factors,
including the Saudi refusal to allow American aircraft to launch strikes from the base during the

122 U.8. Army Central, “ASG-Qatar Facts,” February 9, 2015, accessed via Wayback Machine July 24, 2017.
(httpiifweh.archive org/we 50317233745/ Ahwww groent anmy milabout-us/uct-sheets/asg-gatar)

13 United States Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, “The Gulf Security Architecture: Partnership with the
Gulf Cooperation Council,™ June 19, 2012, (htip://forww foreign senate. govimo/media/doc/74603 L pd!)

13 Christopher M, Blanchard, “Qalar: Background and U.S. Relations,” Congressional Research Service, January
30, 2014, pages 5-8. (Wtp/Aas.orglegp/erafimideast/RLI 1718 pdf)
132 “Qatar: Military Breakdown,” Military Fdge, October 26, 2014. (witp//milivavedge
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second Iraq War.'*® But in the end, the Saudis at the time were uncomfortable with the presence
of American forces on their soil.

Just as the United States started building a backup CAOC in Qatar when its access to Saudi
territory was become more tenuous, now would be the right time to begin thinking about a similar
move. At the very least, it would give the U.S. sufficient latitude to get tougher on Doha when it
misbehaves.

Below are some options:

Al-Dhafra, UAE: This base sits less than 20 miles southeast of Abu Dhabi.'** Al-Dhafra has a
number of attributes that make it a suitable location. With al-Dhafra only about 200 miles from al-
Udeid, U.S. forces would retain the ability to quickly respond to crises throughout the Persian Gulf
region. The base is also closer to the strategic Strait of Hormuz in the event of Iranian attempts to
block the vital channel.

Al-Dhafra’s capacity and value to U.S. operations is evident by the fact that in the first months of
the campaign against the [slamic State in the fall of 2014, more coalition strike missions into Syria
and Iraq were launched from the base than any other in the region.'*" Additionally, the base is
regarded as the busiest in the world for U.S. Air Force surveillance missions.!*! Other missions
conducted from al-Dhafra include: bombing missions into Afghanistan, air patrols over the Gulf,
and logistics and ISR flights supporting operations throughout the Central Command area of
responsibility.}*? The U.S. holds the base and its partnership with the UAE in such high regard that
al-Dhafra is used to host some of the U.S.”s most secretive and advanced aircraft, including being
one of the few foreign-owned bases to host F-22 stealth fighter deployments.!®

Shafieed Mwaltag (Mwaffaq Saiti) Air Base, Jordan: This base has played a prominent role in the
battle against the Tslamic State. The base is located in Azraq, eastern Jordan, and was first used by
U.S. aircraft in 1996 to support the no-fly zones over Iraq. Today, Mwaffaq supports a range of
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coalition aircraft striking the Islamic State!** The base has two rtunways capable of
accommodating all aircraft in the U.S. inventory.

A number of coalition partners have deployed aircraft to Jordan to support the fight against the
Islamic State. Both the UAE and Bahrain deployed there to benefit from the country’s proximity
to the battlefield. '** France, Belgium, and the Netherlands also deployed fighters to Jordan to
conduct strikes within Traq.'#

In short, Mwaffaq is an ideal forward base geographically, and its facilities are robust, enabling a
full spectrum of missions. No less important, Jordan is an eager partner in the fight against the
Islamic State and its politics as a moderate Arab state are crucial for coalition building.

Shaikh Isa Air Base, Bahrain. This is a relatively small air base; it has only one runway and limited
ramp space. However, during the first Gulf War, as many as 250 Marine and Navy combat aircraft
and 17,500 servicemen made use of the base.!*’ It continued to support U.S. operations in the
region during the 1990s, hosting F-15s and F-16s flying missions during Operation Southern
Watch.'*® After the September 11 attacks, Bahrain permitted U.S. aircraft to fly combat missions
out of the base to both Afghanistan and Iraq. The base additionally served as a key logistics hub,
moving equipment for the U.S. “surge” in Iraq and operations in Afghanistan.'* Most recently,
the base hosted U.S. Marine Corps AV-8 Harriers and F/A-18 Hornets conducting strike missions
against the Islamic State inside Iraq. !>

% Douglas Jehl, “Jordan Allowi mg U.S. to Use Its Air Base lor Flights Over [raq.” The New York Times, April 9,
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Bahrain has expressed interest in keeping a long-term American presence to ensure its own
security. The monarchy approved NATO E-3 airborne warning and control system (AWACS) and
U.S. Navy surveillance aircraft to be stationed at Shaikh Isa in 2010.13!

With Bahrain, of course, there are drawbacks. In response to the outbreak of the Arab Spring in
2011, Bahrain’s government cracked down brutally on demonstrators, resulting in the U.S. halting
certain security aid to the country until June 2015.1%2 The forecast for future instability in Bahrain
prompted further concerns from U.S. lawmakers, who requested in 2015 that the Defense
Department explore alternative locations in the Gulf.** Additionally, Shaikh Isa is relatively small
and not designed to serve as a major air force installation.

Irbil International Airport, Iraqi Kurdistan: The Kurdish Regional Government (KRG), which
maintains a long and warm relationship with the United States, controls this facility. The airport
hosts two runways. The longer runway, at 4,800 meters (15,700 feet), is one of the longest runways
in the world.!** The facility is large enough to service the largest aircraft in U.S. military service
(the C-5 Galaxy) and commercial service (the AN-225).15 The Irbil airport reportedly serves as a
CIA station, which has expanded in recent years, and hosts a U.S. Combat Search and Rescue
(CSAR) unit as of February 2015,

However, with passenger and cargo traffic on the rise, there is potential for competition for limited
resources.'*” Moreover, the airport’s close proximity to Irbil, a major population center, raises
operational security concerns that non-military personnel could observe sensitive American
military activity and relay that intelligence to hostile forces.

I am happy to provide members of this subcommittee FDD’s full assessment of the bases in the
region. But it is important to be clear: We should not undertake such a move without carefully
studying the alternatives. On the other hand, the time for starting to seriously evaluate our options
is now.
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Should the U.S. redeploy assets from its bases in Qatar, it must be done in such a way that meets
all the U.S. military’s operational needs. One existing base may not be able to completely absorb
all the manpower and assets. Indeed, dispersing U.S. assets across existing installations in the
region could provide permanent solutions.

In the end, the Pentagon still may not wish to rebalance its assets in the Middle East. Should that
be the case, the Pentagon will certainly have its reasons, and many of them may not be made
public. But it is nevertheless valuable to ascertain whether other bases could better serve American
interests. The House Armed Service Committee, Government Accountability Office, or the
Congressional Budget Office have the opportunity to explore the strategic and budgetary costs of
repositioning American forces in the region. Assessments and hearings would help air American
concerns, and allow U.S. decision makers to gain a better understanding of the current challenges
and opportunities. Above all, this exercise could send a message to our partners in Doha that our
counterterrorism policies and strategic goals should align if they wish to continue cooperating,

Additional Policy Recommendations

The news that Qatar has reportedly agreed to the insertion of two Department of Justice officials
in its public prosecution office!™® is a step in the right direction as a result of the external pressure
on Qatar as a result of the current Gulf crisis. The real question is whether there will be additional
prosecutions and enforcement, and enough political will in Doha to empower prosecutors to go
after all relevant suspects in terrorism-related cases. Congress should exercise oversight of the
DOJ in this respect, as well as over Qatar’s record in choosing and pursuing such cases.

More to the point, as Qatar takes steps to issue decrees and implement laws relating to terrorism
and terrorism finance, it should be lauded. But it is the implementation of those laws and
regulations that matter most. Qatar’s efforts to combat terrorism finance must yield results.
Congress should monitor those results.

To that end, Congress should also consider legislation that stipulates closer oversight of Qatar
terror finance. Until now, the specific challenges associated with terrorism finance in Qatar have
been largely a private, bilateral matter. It may be time to increase the public profile of this problem.
One way to do this is through the Stop Terrorists Operational Resources and Money (STORM)
Act of 2017, which was introduced in the Senate but not yet in the House. The bill would authorize
the president to designate a country that is not adequately combating terrorism financing as a
“Jurisdiction of Terrorism Financing Concern.” Qatar would almost certainly qualify.'>’

Congress should also press the State Department, pursuant to the State Department Authorization
Act, to issue its report on which states paid ransoms to terrorists over the last year.'™® Congress

1% Tom Finn and Sylvia Westall, “U.S. to deploy officials in Qatar in counter-terrorism accord: sources,” Reuters,
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should further press for full implementation of the Export Administration Act, requiring countries
like Qatar that host terrorist operatives to be subject to certain licensing requirements for dual-use
goods we would not want falling into terrorists’ hands. 1!

Moreover, even though Qatar remains the most brazen of the Gulf states in its support for terrorist
groups, Congress must continue to monitor Qatar’s neighbors. Indeed, even if Qatar’s problems
were resolved tomorrow, the Gulf would remain an area of major concern in the area of terrorism
finance.

Finally, it is time to face the fact that there is simply too much Gulf money sloshing around in
Washington. The Qataris have invested untold millions in think tanks and universities, not to
mention lobbyists and other influencers, and they are not the only ones. Qatar’s Gulf neighbors
are also major players in this game. The end result is that those who feed from this trough are
unable to engage in an honest conversation about the policies and behaviors of their benefactors —
even when they fly in the face of U.S. interests. Indeed, policymakers have all but given up on the
human rights violations, democracy deficits, and terrorism finance challenges associated with this
troubled region. Nowhere is that more glaring than with Qatar. 1 would therefore argue that even
an honest conversation here in Congress about the problem would represent a significant step
forward.

Members of the committee, there are many issues that [ did not address in this testimony. If 1 have
missed anything you wish to discuss, Tam happy to answer your questions.

On behalf of the Foundation for Defense of Democracies, T thank you again for inviting me to
testify.

16l Export Administration Act of 1979, Pub. L. 108-458, 93 Stat. 503, codified as amended at 96 U.S.C.
(hitpMeecounsel bouse. pov/Comps/ens79.pdD)

Foundation for Defense of Democracies 23 www defenddemocracy.org



33

Mrs. WAGNER. Thank you, Dr. Schanzer.
Dr. Levitt, you are recognized for your opening statement.

STATEMENT OF MATTHEW LEVITT, PH.D., DIRECTOR AND
FROMER-WEXLER FELLOW, STEIN PROGRAM ON COUNTER-
TERRORISM AND INTELLIGENCE, THE WASHINGTON INSTI-
TUTE FOR NEAR EAST POLICY

Mr. LEvITT. Thank you, Madam Chairman, Ranking Member
Deutch, members of the subcommittee. Thank you for the oppor-
tunity to appear before you and assess the U.S.-Qatar relationship
and Qatari counterterrorism efforts to date.

Qatar has been a long-time ally of the United States and hosts
the largest U.S. military base in the Middle East. But the U.S. has
also long criticized the Qatari Government for its lax counterter-
rorism policies; in particular, shortcomings regarding efforts to
combat terror financing.

Moving forward, it is critical to bring this Gulf crisis to a close,
and the best way to do that would be to find face saving but sub-
stantive and verifiable ways for Qatar to address the most serious
shortcomings in its counterterrorism and counter extremism pos-
ture. Some of the recent accusations made against Qatar are exag-
gerated, but many of the claims against Qatar are substantive and
focus on long-simmering issues that Doha should have addressed a
long time ago.

In recent years, Qatar has maintained an open-door policy for a
wide range of Islamist extremism groups from Hamas to the
Taliban and others. Most disturbing, however, is the tolerance for
fundraising in support for al-Qaeda’s Syria branch, Al-Nusra.
While Qatar has made previous efforts to halt terror financing, the
efficacy of these efforts is questionable.

For example, in 2014, the State Department credited Qatar with
shutting down Saad al-Kaabis online fundraising platform for al-
Qaeda and Syria called Madad Ahl al-Sham. But the following
year, the U.S. Treasury designated Al-Kaabi, who was still oper-
ating as a financial supporter of al-Qaeda and al-Qaeda-Syrian af-
filiate, the Al-Nusra front. Al-Kaabi came up again in the context
of a 2017 designation of a Kuwait-based terror financier, Moham-
mad al-Anizi. Evidently, Al-Kaabi continued to provide funding for
Nusra even after Qatar supposedly shut down its fundraising plat-
form in 2014, 3 years earlier, putting a pretty big question mark
over the integrity of Qatar’s measures to stop terror financing.

Doha has been particularly sketchy on the issue of the prosecu-
tion of terrorism financiers in Qatari courts. According to the State
Department’s 2015 country reports, Doha had made efforts to pros-
ecute significant terrorist financiers. As of 2016, Qatar had pros-
ecuted five terrorist financiers: Ibrahim al-Bakr, Saad al-Kaabi,
Abd al-Latif al Kawari, Abd al-Rahman al-Nuaymi, and Khalifa al-
Subaiey

It is now clear that of these, two were acquitted, one was con-
victed but acquitted on appeal, and one was convicted in absentia.
As a result, none were in jail when the current inter-Gulf spat
broke out. The ones still resident in Qatar are reportedly under
surveillance.
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According to recent reports, some new arrests may have been
made since the current crisis began, likely involving some of those
previously tried in Qatari courts. Qatar’s lack of transparency
about these cases led to much speculation about the country’s com-
mitment to these cases. And it is worth noting that just recently,
the director of the Qatari Government communications office said,
and I quote, “All individuals with links to terrorism Qatar have
been prosecuted,” which would mean that the total number of sus-
pects 1s five, which is not the case.

Let me give you just a couple of examples of this odd history.
This would have been the second time that Ibrahim al-Bakr was
convicted following his 2000 arrest, in which he was subsequently
released from prison after he promised not to do terrorist activity
in Qatar.

Or consider Khalifa al-Subaiey, who was originally arrested in
January 2008 in Bahrain for financing terrorism, undergoing ter-
rorist training, facilitating the travel of others abroad to receive
terrorist training and more.

He was arrested again in March 2008 by Qatar and served a 6-
month term in prison. He was supposedly under surveillance after
he was released. But in 2015, the U.N. Committee on Al-Qaida
Sanctions updated his listing with new information, which is no
small matter, because it required a new vote of the full U.N. Secu-
rity Council, and reported that al-Subaiey had resumed terrorist
activity.

According to the committee, “After his release, al-Subaiey recon-
nected with al-Qaeda financiers and facilitators in the Middle East
and resumed organizing funds and support of al-Qaeda.”

It is important to note that while terror finance prosecutions are
difficult cases and acquittals are part of a normally functioning jus-
tice system, these are not the only tools available for Qatari offi-
cials to deal with financiers effectively serving as regional bundlers
of terror funding from donors throughout the region to al-Qaeda
and Syria in particular.

The first big test for Qatar will be to populate the domestic des-
ignation list just created by Qatar’s Emir and to put people on that
list.

The U.S. just signed an MOU on counter terror financing with
Qatar. It created a whole bunch of new authorities. These authori-
ties need to be implemented in full.

Qatar has a history of past counterterrorism and counterter-
rorism-related laws in 2004, 2006, 2010, 2014. They were either
not implemented, or not implemented in full, and so, therefore, this
time, we have to make sure that these are done and done effec-
tively.

Moving forward, the most important thing is that Qatar popu-
lates this designation list in a transparent manner, starting with
those individuals already designated by the U.S. Treasury and
United Nations, who remain at large, and may be continuing to
fund and provide material support to al-Qaeda and other terrorist
groups.

There are several other recommendations I make in my written
statement. I thank you again for the opportunity to testify before
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you today, and look forward to answering any questions you may
have.
[The prepared statement of Mr. Levitt follows:]
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Chairman Ros-Lehtinen, Ranking Member Deutch, and members of the MENA subcommuttee, thank you
for this opportunity to appcar before you and assess the U.S.-Qatar relationship and Qatari counter
terrorism efforts to date.

Qatar has been a longtime ally of the United States and hosts the largest U.S. military basc in the Middle
East. However, the U.S. has also long cniticized the Qatari government for its lax counterterrorism
policics, and in particular shortcomings rcgarding cfforts to combat terrorist financing. Since carly June, a
coalition of four Arab nations—Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Egypt and Bahrain—has cut oft diplomatic and
trade relations with Qatar over what they describe as Doha’s “financing, adopting, and sheltering
extremists.”' The Qatar crisis has been exacerbated by conflicting statements coming out of the Trump
administration, and threatens to undermine the sensc of sharcd mission to counter terrorism that was the
intended purpose of the recent Riyadh summit. Moving forward, it is critical to bring this Gulf crisisto a
close and the best way to do that would be to find face-saving but substantive and verifiable ways for
Qatar to addrcss the most scrious shortcomings in its counterterrorism and counter-cxtremism posture.

Somc of the recent accusations made against Qatar arc cxaggerated, blown out of proportion, or simply
not based on fact—consider the release today of a documentary by a UAE-funded media outlet alleging
Qatari involvement in the September 11 attacks.” But many of the claims against Qatar are substantive
and focus on long-simmering issues that Doha should have addressed a long time ago. [ will address some
of these today.

In reeent years, Qatar has housed leaders from Hamas, the Muslim Brotherhood, and the Taliban, and has
also provided a platform for extremist leaders to spread their ideology through shows on Al-Jazeera® In
2014, then-Treasury Under Secretary of Terrorism and Financial Intelligence David Cohen reported that
Qatar has openly financed Hamas for manv years, and continues to contribute to regional instability.
Cohen also noted that Qatar has supported other extremist groups operating in Syria. “To say the least,”
he concluded, “this threatens to aggravate an already volatile situation in a particularly dangerous and
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unwelcome manner.” While Cohen recognized that Qatar had made previous efforts to address terrorist
financing, he called on the government in Doha to continue working with the U.S. to combat terrorist
financing and, in particular, to decal with the ongoing solicitation of donations that fund extremist
insurgents under the guise of humanitarian work. According to Cohen, this phenomenon had become
increasingly popular,

Although in the past two weeks Qatar has signed a memorandum of understanding on combating terror
finance with the U.S. and also reformed its 2004 anti-terrorism law, there are still many of measurces that
the Qatari government should take to scriously combat terrorism. Qatar’s new law allows for the crcation
of a national designation list, but it was published without an annex of persons or entities to be designated
under that authority. Qatar should populatc that list, in a transparcnt manncr, starting with thosc
individuals alrcady designated by the U.S. Treasury and the United Nations who remain at large and may
be continuing to fund and provide material support to al-Qaeda and other extremist groups. Qatar must
continue to take steps to hold these individuals responsible, as well as impose and follow through with
comprehensive legislation that will prevent terrorist activity within and outside of its borders.

Qatar’s Open-Door Policy

Qatar has welcomed in members of many extremist groups such as Hamas, al-Qaeda, and the Afghan
Taliban, acting as a safc-haven and providing a platform for terrorist incitement. For cxamplc, for the past
few years, Khaled Meshal, who stepped down as the senior leader of Hamas this past May, has been
living in Doha.” Meshal, a U.S -designated terrorist, served as the overall leader of Hamas for 21 vears,
and sought refuge in Qatar aftcr moving around many Arab capitals. In Junc, media reports claimed that
Qatar was expelling Hamas officials from the country as a result of “external pressures,” and apologized
for the movc.” Whilc is it not clcar who pressurcd Qatar, or if the Qatari government cven asked Hamas
lcaders to lcave, the announcement came just two wecks after President Trump met with leaders in Saudi
Arabia, calling on them to jointly address Islamist extremism in the Gulf. Tt is unknown whether Meshal
was among thosc deported, howcever, and Qatari Forcign Minister Dr. Khalid bin Mohammed Al Attivch
called Meshal “a dear gucst of Qatar.”” Beyond Mishal, Qatar also hosted several Hamas operatives
involved in planning and directing terrorist attacks, including Salah al-Arouri and others who are now
believed to be based in Lebanon.*

Tn addition to housing Hamas leaders, Qatar provided Sheikh Al Qaradawi. a proponent of the Muslim
Brotherhood and head of the International Union of Muslim Scholars, with air time on Al Jazecra.”
During his show, Sheikh Al Qaradawi legitimized suicide bombings against Israelis, inspiring many of
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the attacks during the Second Tntifada.'” Though the Sheikh later retracted his statement and stopped his
show in 2014, he remains a controversial Islamist leader who was given a platform at the hands of Qatar.
His name is included in the recent list of 39 people that the blockading countrics hope Qatar will deport
and hold responsible for inciting terrorism.'! While not designated himself, Qaradawi heads the Union of
Good which is a US-designated umbrella charity group specifically crcated by Hamas lcadership in late
2000 as a means of brokcring the transfer of funds raiscd for Hamas around the world to the terrorist
group in the West Bank and Gaza Strip. According to the U.S. Treasury Department, the Union of Good’s
cxceutive lcadership and board of dircctors includes Hamas Icaders, Specially Designated Global
Terrorists (SDGTs), and other terrorist supporters.”'”

Qatar has also hosted many lcaders of the Afghan Taliban and became the group’s center for diplomacy
since the movement cstablished an office in Doha in 2013." That year, it was reported that morc than 20
high-raking Taliban members and their families resided in Qatar."” Tn October 2016, Doha hosted
mectings between the Taliban and representatives from the Afghani government. Mullah Abdul Manan
Akhund, brother of the former Taliban chief Mullah Omar, was present at the meetings.

Qatar sces its tics to groups like Hamas and the Taliban as part of its legitimate foreign policy cfforts, and
notes that in both cases Western countries have taken advantage of its relationship to such groups for
purposes such as furthering Afghan diplomatic efforts or other efforts such as funding for the Gaza Strip.
And while that may be the casc, it docs not cxcusc harboring cxtremists involved in acts of terrorism and
other political violence. It is a fact that Doha has become the preferred safe haven for a wide array of
Tslamist extremists beyond what foreign policy needs could possibly excuse.

Harboring Terrorist Financiers

In addition to hosting lcaders of terrorist organizations, Qatar has been complacent in permitting terrorist
financing within and outside of its border, despite signing agreements to curb such activity, While Qatar
has madc previous cfforts to halt terrorist financing, the cfficacy and sincerity of these cfforts arc
questionable. In 2014, the Statc Department’s Country Reports credited Qatar with shutting down Saad
al-Kaabi’s online fundraising platform for al Qaeda in Syria, Madad Ahl al-Sham."* However, in 2015,
the U.S. Treasury designated al-Kaabi as a financial supporter of al-Qacda and al-Qacda’s Syrian affiliatc,
Al-Nusrah Front (ANF).'® Al-Kaabi was found responsible for raising funds for ANF to purchasc
weapons and food, as well facilitating the ransom payment for a hostage held by ANF in early 2014, Al-
Kaabi worked for ANF in Syria since at lcast latc 2012."7 Al-Kaabi came up again in the context of the
2017 designation of a Kuwait-based terror financier, Mohammad al-Anizi, when Treasury noted that “in
late 2015, al-Anizi sought assistance from AQ financier and U.S.- and U.N.-designated Sa’d al-Ka'bi to
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facilitate the travel of AQ-associated individuals.”™* Evidently, al-Kaabi continued to provide funding for
ANF even after Qatar supposedly shut down his fundraising platform in 2014, putting a large question
mark over the integrity of Qatar’s measures to stop terrorist financing.

In another casc, the U.S. Treasury sanctioned “Abd al-Malik ‘Abd al-Salam (aka Umar al-Qatari), a
Jordanian with Qatari residence.”” In 2011 and 2012, he worked with associates in Turkey, Syria,
Lebanon, Qatar, and Tran to raise and move funds, weapons, and facilitate travel for fighters. For example,
in 2012, Umar al-Qatari gave thousands of dollars and matcrial support to an al-Qacda associatc in Svria,
intended to assist ANF operatives. That same year, he also assisted with ANF recruitment in Turkey. He
has used online sites to raise funds for al-Qaida and in 2011 he was part of an attack against U.S. forces in
Afghanistan * In 2014, the Statc Department’s Country Reports on Qatar said that the Qatari gO\ croment
had deported a Jordanian terrorist financier living in Doha and employed by a Qatari charity.” The report
did not nanie the Jordanian deported, however, it is possible that they were referring to Umar al-Qatari. Tf
it was in fact him, it is possiblc he continucd to cngage in terrorist financing for at lcast two vears after he
was designated by Treasury.

Doha has been particularly sketehy on the issuc of the prosccution of terrorism financicrs in Qatari courts.
According to the State Department’s 2015 Country Reports, Doha had “made efforts to prosecute
significant terrorist financiers.”* As of 2016, Qatar had prosecuted five terrorist financiers; Torahim al-
Bakr,” Saad al-Kaabi,™ Abd al-Latif al Kawari,” Abd al-Rahman al-Nuaymi,™ and Khalifa al-Subaicy.”’
Tt is now clear that of these, two were acquitted, one was convicted but then acquitted on appeal, and one
was convicted in absentia. As a result, none were in jail when the current intra-Gulf spat broke out,
though the oncs still resident in Qatar were reportedly under surveillance. According to recent reports,
some new arrests have been made since the current crisis began, likely involving some of those
previously tried in Qatari courts.

Despite shutting down al Kaabi’s fundraising, platform in 2014, Qatar acquitted al-Kaabi in 2016, along
with Abd al-Rahman al-Nuaymi * Both were designated by the Treasury for providing support to al-
Qacda.” According to his Treasury designation, Nu'aymi ordered the transfer of almost $600,000 to al-
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Qaeda through an al-Qaeda representative in Syria. He also assisted with the‘ financing of al-Qaeda in Traq
and was the middle-man between Qatari-based donors and al-Qaeda in Iraq.™

The three other individuals that Qatar prosecuted include Bakr, Kawari, and Subaieyv. Bakr and Kawari
werc convicted in 2016 and Subaicy was convicted in 2008. This was the sccond time that Bakr was
convicted, following his 2000 arrest in which he was subsequently “released from prison after he
promised not to conduct terrorist activity in Qatar.”' In his latest conviction, he was convicted in absentia
and remains at large outside of Qatar. According to the 2008 Treasury designation, in 2006, Bakr assisted
a terrorist ccll that was plotting attacks against U.S. military bascs in Qatar. Additionally, beginning in
2012, Bakr worked for al-Qaeda, serving as the link between Gulf-based al-Qaeda financiers and
Afghanistan **

Abd al-Latif al-Kawari, arrested in 2016 in Qatar and supposedly serving his sentence under house arrest,
was designated in 2015 by the U.S. Treasury for coordinating the funding between Qatari funders and al-
Qaeda. He also served as an al-Qaeda security official **

Lastly, Khalifa al-Subaiey was originally arrested m January of 2008 in Bahrain for his “financing
terrorism, undergoing terrorist training, facilitating the travel of others abroad to receive terrorist training,
and for membership in a terrorist organization.”™ He was arrested again in March of 2008 by Qatar and
scrved a six-month term in prison. He 1s supposedly under surveillance; however, i 2015 the UN
Committee on al-Qaeda sanctions updated his listing with new information—which is no small matter
because it required a new vote of the full UNSC—and reported that al-Subaiey had resumed terrorist
activity. According to the Committee, “after his rclease, Al-Subaicy reconnected with Al-Qaida financiers
and facilitators in the Middle East and resunied organizing funds in support of Al-Qaida. His involvement
with Iran bascd facilitators continued in 2009, 2011 and throughout 2012 with money flowing to Al-
Qaida lcaders in Pakistan.”** If he is in fact under Qatari surveillance, the Qatari authoritics do not appear
to be very vigilant.

Despite Qatar’s half-hearted cfforts to prosceute terrorist financicrs, there arc many others who Qatar has
failed to prosecute or designate as terrorists. Eleven of the names from the U.S. lists also appear on the list
of the Arab Quartct, and six of them overlap with the UN lists. Qatari officials maintain there are other
cases of terror financiers—both Qataris and non-Qataris—who arc resident in the country and arc the
subject of investigations with an eye toward prosecuting them.

It is important to note here that while terror finance prosccutions are difficult cascs, and acquittals arc part
of a normally functioning justice system, these are not the only tools available to Qatan officials to deal
with the terror financicrs effectively serving as regional bundlers of terror funding from donors
throughout the region to al Qaeda in Synia in particular. The first big test for Qatar will be to populate the
domestic designated list created by the Emir’s recent update to the country’s 2004 counterterrorism law.

Qatari Counterterrorism Legislation and Agreements
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During Secretary of State Rex Tillerson’s visit to the Gulf this past month, Qatari Foreign Minister
Sheikh Mohammed bin Abdulrahman signed a memorandum of understanding (MOU) on countering
terrorist financing.*® The memorandum outlincs a number of steps that the U.S. and Qatari governments
will each take in the coming months and years to further dismantle terrorist financing networks and
address global terrorist activitics morc broadly. As part of the agreement, U.S. officials will be posted at
the Qatari prosceutor’s office.”’

In addition to the recent MOU, the Emir Sheikh Tamim bin Hamad al-Thani issucd a roval deerce
amending Qatar’s anti-tcrrorism laws last Thursday. ™ The decrce, which amends a 2004 anti-tcrrorism
law, provides definitions of terrorism, acts of terrorism, freezing funding, and terrorist financing.
Furthermore, the amendments create two national terrorism lists and cstablish rulcs for placing
individuals and groups on cach list.”

What is not ¢clcar, however, 1s what these lists will be uscd for, what the diffcrence is between these two
lists, what the cniteria are for getting on or off the lists, or if any names have been put on these inaugural
lists. While the UAE Minister of State for Foreign Affairs Dr. Anwar Gargash has called the legislation “a
step in the right dircetion,™ Qatar, however, has a history of failing to follow through on its
counterterrorism legislation. Passing the law is not sufficient—the laws must be fully and effectively
implemented. A look at the 2004 law here is instructive.

In 2004, Qatar passed a law criminalizing terror financing, established a Financial Intelligence Unit
(FTU), and founded the Qatari Authority for Charitable Activities (QACA).*' The Law on Combatting
Terrorism gave the state the authority to prosceute individuals involved in terrorist activitics, including
providing material support, training and financing extremist groups. The FIU had a number of authorities,
including the authority to reccive “suspicious transaction reports related to money laundering and
terrorism financing dircetly from all concerned entitics in Qatar” and analyze “suspicious transaction
reports and taking appropriate decisions thereon.”™ The QACA was responsible specifically for screening
financial transactions madc by Qatari charitics to certify that such donations and transactions were solcly
intended for humanitarian causcs and not covertly funding terrorist activitics. ™

Despite the 2004 legislative efforts, there was little follow through after the laws were implemented.
According to the 2008 International Monctary Fund’s (IMF) Country Reports on Qatar, onc of the six
factors that contributed to the failure of the FIU included its failure to “regularly review its own
effectiveness in combating terrorist financing and money laundering,”** Additionally, the administrative
order creating the FIU was inconsistent with Qatar's anti-moncey laundering law.
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Another law, passed in 2006, expanded charitable oversight and gave additional authorities to the
Ministry of Civil Service and Housing Affairs.”’ This was a step in the right direction, however, when a
Financial Action Task Force (FATF) mutual cvaluation team camc to inspeet Qatar's anti-moncy
laundering and counter-terror finance (AML/CFT) regime two years later, it found significant problems.
The IMF reported that Qatar criminalized terrorist financing, “but in a very limited way . The IMF
asscssed Qatar’s system requiring the disclosure of currency transported across the border as “neither
implemented nor effective.”*” And despite having authority to confiscate, freeze or seize funds tied to
moncy laundering or terror finance, not a single contiscation had been ordered because not a single
moncy laundering charge had been brought before the courts. To the contrary: The IMF reported that it
appeared that “on one occasion, the [Qatarni] authorities offered safe harbor to a person designated under
|United Nations terrorism designation list] UNSCR 1267. No actions were taken with respect to this
person’s funds or other asscts.™”

In a surreal encounter in 2009, T experienced firsthand Qatar’s penchant for passing legislation and
considering the matter closed without any implementation or enforcement. In a mecting with Qatari
officials in Doha, I asked how the Qatari FIU assessed the compliance of local Hawalas (informal money
transfer businesses common in the region) with a then-new law requiring Hawalas to register with the
government or shut down. The official cxplained—with a straight facc—that there appeared to be no
Hawalas operating in the country since nonc had registered with the authoritics as required under the new
law. Tn fact, the official had an identical conversation with TMF assessors just a few weeks earlier. Highly
skeptical that not a single Hawala operated in the country, IMF cxperts returncd to their hotels and asked
expatriate foreign workers how they sent money back to their families in their home countries. Their
answers were hardly surprising: “Hawalas.” The IMF team retumed to the official with a long list of
Hawalas operating openly in Qatar, required the government submit an updated scetion of its report on
this issue to the IMF, and stressed the need to actually implement and enforce new laws.

In 2010, Qatar passcd the Combatting Moncy Laundering and Terrorist Finance Law which specifically
required prosecutors to freeze funds of UN-designated terrorist organizations.” The law outlined penalties
for terrorist financing and money laundering, including penalties and fines. Despite this positive step
towards AML/CTF and transparcncy, the law left the terms, conditions, and time limits of the freczing of
funds up to the Public Prosecutor’s discretion.™ Tn practice, this law was not fully implemented in a
timely manncr. According to the Statc Department’s 2012 Country Reports on Terrorism, “the
government has begun to distribute lists of UN-designated terrorist entitics and individuals to financial
institutions. Implementation, however, remained inconsistent.”

Up until last week, Qatar’s most recent CT legislation was passed in September 2014, The Law
Regulating Charitable Activities, based on FATF standards, created the Charities Commission as an
independent, interagency government board aiming to counter-terrorist financing by monitoring
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transactions of charity organizations.™ This law was ready in draft form in 2013, but was only passed in
2014 under significant international pressure. In 2013, the State Department noted that “formally” the
Qatari Ministry of Labor and Social Affairs monitors and licenses nongovernmental charitable
organizations and requires their foreign partners to submit to a vetting and licensing process.™ In fact, this
has not happencd, in part because so long as charitics operated within the Qatar Financial Center (QFC),
they were exempt from having to register or be subject to supervision.

In Sceptember 2014, Qatar also signed on to the Jeddah Communique, a U.S.-led agreement in which
Qatar, in addition to scveral other Gulf States, pledged to “end impunity and bring perpetrators to justice”
and “repudiate hateful ideology.”*

Despite the above legislative efforts, according to former senior U.S. Treasury official Daniel Glaser,

U S .- and UN-designated terrorist financiers continue to operate “openly and notoriously™ in Qatar.” Tn
February 2017, Glaser lamented that Qatar had not vet made the kind of “fundamental decisions™ on
combating terror finance that would make the country a hostile environment for terror financiers,
concluding that the positive steps Qatar had taken were “painfully slow.”°

In the just-released 2016 edition, the State Department noted that “Qatar has made significant
progress on deficiencies identified in its MENAFATF Mutual Evaluation Report in 2008,”
adding that “According to the Second Biennial Update Report, Qatar is deemed ‘Compliant or
Largely Compliant’ with all but recommendation 26, which accounts for regulation and
supervision of financial institutions.”’ Regulation of Qatar’s formal financial system is only part
of the issue, however. As of the State Department’s 2015 International Narcotics Control and
Strategy Report, Qatar was at that time still listed as a country of primary concern. One reason,
the department noted, was that “exploitation of charities to finance terrorism continues to be a
concern, as does the ability of individuals to bypass the formal financial sector for illicit
financing.”® Moreover, that is not the only area demanding significantly more effort on the part
of Doha to get up to speed on efforts to counter terror financing within the country.

Moving Forward

The recent MOU and amendments are important steps to ensuring Qatar seriously addresses the ongoing
issuc of terrorist financing happening within and beyond its borders. Howcever, Doha has a weak track
record of implementing and enforcing the terms of agreements. Morcover, the steps they have taken thus
far are vague, and it is unclear to what extent they will actually address the ongoing issues in Qatar.

There are other concrete steps that Qatar may take in the coming months. In early June, Saudi Arabia, the
United Arab Emirates, Egypt and Bahrain collectively designated 59 individuals and 12 institutions
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accused of financing terrorist organizations and receiving support from Qatar.™ Many of these entities
were previously designated by the United States and United Nations for financing al-Qaeda, though the
list includcs others with tics to Muslim Brotherhood and Salafi extremists in Egypt, Libva, and clscwhere.
Some of those listed are not Qatar residents, and according to a Qatari official, at least six of the people
listed arc dead.

The list provides Doha an opportunity to help resolve its fight with its Gulf Cooperation Council
neighbors, and a way to save face while doing so. It could immediately take action at least against those
persons and entitics on the list that are already designated by the U.S. or U.N. and therefore should
already have been targeted by Doha. Tn particular, Qatar could focus on the many al-Qaeda financiers on
the list, and takc action based on their recent (re)commitment to counter terrorist finance at the recent
Riyadh summit and in the MOU just signed with the United States.

Qatar must take the opportunity to change behaviors that have been tolerated for far too long, but the
coalition of four countries that have broken diplomatic and trade relations with Qatar must be flexible
enough to allow Doha to do so in a manner that saves face for all parties involved. Most importantly,
whatcver laws are cnacted or agreements cntered into must be fully implemented and enforeed. Actions
taken in the name of countering terrorism must be substantive and verifiable, which would be a welcome
change from past pattemns of behavior.

* %43 New Designations Specifically Address Threats Posed by Qatar Linked and Based Al Qaida Terrotism
Support Networks,” Emirates News Agency, July 24. 2017, http://wanae/en/details/ 1325302618239,
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Mrs. WAGNER. Thank you, Dr. Levitt, for your testimony.
I now turn to Mr. Goldenberg for your opening statement.

STATEMENT OF MR. ILAN GOLDENBERG, SENIOR FELLOW
AND DIRECTOR, MIDDLE EAST SECURITY PROGRAM, CEN-
TER FOR A NEW AMERICAN SECURITY

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Madam Chairman, Ranking Member Deutch,
distinguished members of the subcommittee, thank you for the op-
portunity to testify today on the U.S.-Qatar relationship and the
implications of the current divisions within the Gulf Cooperation
Council. My objective with this testimony is not to recount the var-
ious moves and countermoves each side has made in the past few
weeks since the crisis erupted. Instead, I will provide some context
as to what created this situation, the implications for U.S. inter-
ests, and the possible way ahead.

Qatar is a complex American partner, to say the least. On the
one hand, it has pursued a policy that has included building rela-
tions with a number of actors the United States finds problematic,
including extremist groups in Syria, the Taliban, Hamas, and the
Muslim Brotherhood. This approach has been part of an inde-
pendent, and sometimes provocative Qatari foreign policy that has
chaffed on some of its Gulf neighbors and, in some instances, these
neighbors have viewed Qatari reactions as interfering in their own
internal affairs, which infuriated them and been a major reason for
the recent actions.

From an American perspective, the Qatari policy in Syria and
the slow response to terror financing were probably most problem-
atic. When the Syrian civil war erupted, Qatar was on the forefront
in providing financial aid and weaponry to the Syrian opposition
groups of all stripes with little control or oversight. The Qataris
were far from alone in committing this mistake as a number of
other Gulf state-actors, as well as Turkey also pursued an anybody-
but-Assad policy without fully vetting some of these anybodies.

Certainly, the United States made its own share of mistakes dur-
ing this time period. While Qatar and Turkey in particular were
the most aggressive in funding some of the more ideologically ex-
tremist groups, including al-Qaeda affiliate, Jebhat al-Nusra, and
we are still living with these mistakes in Syria and will be for
years to come.

But on some issues, Qatar has been a useful partner. Qatar hosts
a critical U.S. air base with more than 10,000 American troops. Al
Udeid Air Base is a central node from which the United States con-
ducts air operations in Iraq, Syria, and Afghanistan, as well as
other operations across the Middle East.

The bases hosted U.S. military aircraft for over 15 years, and
during that time, has been a reliable partner, allowing access for
a broad array of military operations.

Moreover, Qatar’s flexible approach to problematic actors has, at
times, made it a useful connector when the diplomacy inevitably re-
quires negotiation and engagement with unsavory characters.

Take for example, Qatar’s relationship with Hamas and the aid
it provides in Gaza. On the one hand, both the United States and
Israel designated Hamas as a terrorist organization. On the other,
Israel has cooperated quietly with Qatar in recent years to ensure



46

financial assistance gets into Gaza in order to try to improve the
situation on the ground and avoid another conflict. Whether one
chooses to view Qatar positively or negatively, what is clear is that
the inter-GCC split that has emerged in recent weeks has not been
good for U.S. interests. Only 2 weeks after President Trump visited
Riyadh to unify the Arab world behind the common objectives of
countering extremism and pushing back on Iran, America’s Gulf al-
lies have launched into an internal feud that has largely distracted
them and us.

Meanwhile, the split has created new opportunities for Russia
and Iran to increase their influence in the region. Going forward,
the Trump administration should take a number of steps.

First, settle on one consistent message and approach instead of
open breaks between the President and the Secretary of State,
which only cause confusion and undermine our ability to mediate
in this crisis.

Second, move away from viewing the Middle East through a pure
black and white prism. The Trump administration focused so heav-
ily on unifying and backing the Sunni, Arab states, they fail to rec-
ognize the internal splits among them. This inadvertently gave a
green light to some of our Gulf partners to move ahead with these
actions against Qatar.

Third, settle in for the long haul, as this crisis is not going to
be solved any time soon. We should clearly signal to our partners
that we are still focused on the challenges posed by ISIS and Iran,
and we expect them to do the same instead of focusing all their
diplomatic energy on trying to convince Washington to take their
side in this fight.

Fourth, encourage de-escalation on all sides by at least getting
them all to tone down their public rhetoric while emphasizing that
the U.S. is willing to play a constructive mediating role.

However, it is ultimately an inter-Arab disagreement that they
will need to be out in front in solving.

And, finally, fifth, I think we should use this crisis as an oppor-
tunity to engage with all the countries of the GCC to shine more
of a light on the problem of terror financing. As some of the other
witnesses and members have said, Qatar certainly is a major prob-
lematic actor in this space, but it is far from the only one, and this
could actually be an opportunity, in terms of this crisis, to actually
push all of them to be better on this issue.

So thank you very much, and I look forward to answering your
questions.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Goldenberg follows:]
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Chairman Ros-Tehtinen, Ranking Member Deuich, distinguished members of the ¢committce; thardk
you for the opportunity to testify today on the U.S-Qatar relationship and the implications of the .
cavrent divisions wirhin the Gulf Coopetation Council (GCC).!

On June 4, 2017, Sandi Arabia, the United Arab Bmirates, Bahrain, and Bgypt announced they
would cut ties with Qatar and take a number of steps against it; including catting off access to
airspace and borders and ejecting Qatati diplomats and ditizens from these countries. Since thén, the
war of words has escalated on all sides. The United States has tried to play a role as a mediator, but
thus far with litsle success. My objective with this testimony is not to recount. the various moves and
countet moves each side has made in the past few weeks, but instead to provide some context as to
what created this situation, the implications for U.S. interests, and the potential way ahead.

Qatar is 2 complex American partoer. On one hand, it has pursued 2 policy that has included
building relations with 2 numbet of actors that the United States finds highly problematic, including
extremist groups in Sytia, the Taliban, Hamas, and the Muslim Brotherhood. On the other, it is host
to & critical U.S. aitbase and its flexible approach to these actors has made it 2 useful connector’
when diplomacy inevitably requites negotiation and engagement with unsavory characters.

T oNAS accepted contributions from the BEmbassy of the United Arab Bmirates in fiscal years 2016 and 2017 for the

total amonnt of $250,000 in support of a pioject evaluating the pros and cons of the United Arab Emitates” seeking; ., |
membetship in the Missile Technology Control Regime (MTCR). CNAS produced a briefing for the UAE Embassy on
the MTCR. The background rescarch on the MTCR also informed an alteady ongoiag CNAS project on drone
proliferation policy. The public. report can be found at http://deones engs.org/reports/drane-proliferatinn /. CNAS iy
national secutity résearch and policy institution committed to the highest standards of ogganizational, intellectusd, and
petsonal integrity. The Center tetains sole editorial control avet its ideas, projects, and productions, and the conteiit 6F
its publications teflects only the views of their authors, In keeping with its mission and valucs, CINAS docs ot engage in
lobbying activity and complies fully with all applicable federal, siate, and local laws. Accordingly, CNAS will nor engage
in any representation or advocicy on behalf of any entitics or intcrests and, to the extent that the Centet accepts funding
from foteign sources, its activitics will be limited to bona fide scholastic, academic, and research-related activities,
consistent with applicabile federal law, A full list of CNAS supporters and the centet's funding guidelines can be found
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But whether one chooses to view Qatar positively or negatively, it is clear is that the inwa-GCC split
that has emerged in recent weels has not heen good for ULS. interests. Only rwo weeks after
President Trump visited Riyadh to unify the Arab world behind the common objectives of
countering extremism and pushing back on Iran, America’s Gulf allies have launched an internal
feud that has largely distracted them and the United States. Meanwhile, this split has created new
opportunities for Russia and Tran.

Going forward, the Trump administration should take 2 number of steps. First, i+ should serle on
one consistent message sud approach, as conflicting tessages from the Fmsldcm and Secretary of
State cause confusion and nndermine the United States” ability to mediate. Second, it-should move
away from viewing the Middle Bast through a purely black and white prisim, as this approach
focused so heavily on unifying and backing the Sunni Arab states thar it fafled to recognize the
internal splits among them and inadvertently gave a green 11ghf to some U.S. Gulf partners 1o move
ahead with these acrions against Qarar. Third, as this crisis is not gning to be solved anytime soon,
the-administration should settle in for the long hant and push all of the actors to swrt putting more
of their energies back into the ISIS and Tran challenges. And fourth, ir should encourage
deescalation on all sides by at least getting U.S. parmers to tone down their public rhetoric and
maximalist public ultimatums and emphasize that while the U.S. is willing to play a constructive
mediating role this is uldmately an intra-Arab disagreement that they will need to be at the forefront
of solving,

Sources of Disagreement Bstwaen Qatar and 1ts GCC Nelghbors

Qutar is far from an ideal partner and a number of its actions over the years have frustrated many of
its Gulf neighbors as well as the United States, Indeed, Qatar has long been the black sheep of the
Gulf Cooperation Council due to the independent foreign policy thatit has pursued for the past
twenty years — often in direct competition with Saudi Arabia and other GCC neighbors.

Oxie of the most significant disagreements between Qatat and its neighbois has been over differirig
perspectives on the Muslim Brothethood. With the start of protests across the Arab world in 2011,
the Qataris supported Muslim Brothethood-affiliated movements, while the Iimiratis and Saudis
viewed them as a major threat to regional stability. In Egypt, Qatat supported the then-elected
Muslim Brothethood govemnment of Mohamined Morsi, providing his government with $8 billion
duting its one year in office.” Meunwhile, the other Gulf states xuppurled Gen. Abdel-Fautah el-Sissi,
who overthrew the Brotherhood and initiated a broad crackdown against it. They infused $23 billion
of aid into Fgypt in the 18 months afier the Brotherhood was overthrown.?

Qatar’s suppott for Islamist groups also cxteads to Hamas. Qatar has hosted Hamas’s political
leadership in Doha since 2012 and been a major conttibutor of aid into Gaza — a fait amount of
which gets diverted by Hamas for nefatious purposes. And the disagreement over Islamists has also

2 Robert F. Worth, “Bgypt Is Arena for Influence of Arals Rivals” The New York Tines, Joly 9, 2013.

http:/ fww.ayties.com/2013/07/10 /world/middleeast/ ald-to-egypt-from-saudis-and-emiratis-is-patrt-o fstropple-
with-qutur-for-influence htenl,

¥ Andrew Torchia, “Hgypt Got $23 Billion in Aid from Guif in 18 Months: Ministet.”” Rasters, March 2, 2015,

hap:/ /www.reuters,.com/ ardicle/us-egypr-investment-guldUSKBNOLYOV620150302,
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flowed into Qatari willingness to host Islamist dissidents that have been ejected from some of its
regional partners. Additionally, Qatar’s use of the Al Jazeera television station to attack Saudi Arabia
and the UAE has infuriated Riyadh and Abu Dhabi.*

From an American perspectdve, Qatari policy in Syria and its slow responsé to texror financing are
even more problematic. When the Syrian civil war erupted in 2011, Qatar was at the forefront of
providing financial aid and weaponty — with little control ot oversight — to Sytian opposition groups
of all stripes. The Qataris were far from alone in committing this mistake, as a2 number of other Gulf
state actors as well as Tarkey pursued an “anybody but Assad™ policy without fully vetting some of
these “anybodies.” Certainly the United States made its own share of mistakes duting this titme
period. If it had taken on a mote hands-on tole In suppotting the opposition, it may have been able
to steer some of its partners to invest mote wisely in groups more amenable to its interests. And
even when the United States did engage more in supporting opposition groups, Ametican weapons
found their way into extremist hands.” But Qatar-and Turkey in patticularwere the most aggressive
in funding some of the more ideologically extremist groups including the al Qaeda affiliate Jebhat al
Nusra. This caused a significant increase of Jihadist influence inside the Syrian opposition.* And
morte broadly beyond Syria, the Qatatis have been slower than othet Gulf states in taking steps to .
cutb tetror ﬁnancing.7 Iris important to note, however, that other Gulf partnets continue to exhibit
problematic behavior.

Qatar and its neighbors have clashed over differing views on Tran. Saudi Arabia views Tran's Tslamic
Republic as an implacable enemy and the greatest threat in the Middle Bast. On the other band, for
practical economic reasons Qatar takes a more accommodationist approach to Iran. Quatar and Tran
shate the woild’s largest offshore gas field, which Doha calls the North Field and Tran calls South
Pars. This field accournts for nearly all of Qatar’s gas production and nearly 60 percent of its export
revenue.® This does not mean that the Qataris have been completely sanguine about some of Iran’s
problematic regional behavior and support for vatious proxies in the Middle East. And the Qataris
have not aligned with Tran. But they simply are notin a position to take as a hard of a line as some
of their GCC partners. Though it is important to note that sore other members of the GCC — most
notably Oman — also pursue a strategy similar to Qatat’s.

Qatar's Value as a U.S. Partner

Despite disagicements on some impostant issues, Qatar has been 2 valuable U.S. partner. Most
importantly, Qatar’s Al-Udeid Air Force base hosts more than 10,000 American ttoops and is 4

4 Kristian Coates Ulrichsen, “Qatar: The Gulf's Problem Child.”” The Adandic, Jusie 5, 2017,

hitps:/ /swwrw.theatlantic.com finternational/atchive /2017 /06 qatar-gee-satdi-arabia~yemen-baheain/ 529227/,

5 Bradford Richatdson, “US-Trained Sytian Rebels Gave Weapons (oAl Qacda, Pentagon Adimits.”” The Hifl, September
26,2015, hetp:/ /thehill.cori /policy/defense/ 255055-us-trained-sytian-rebels-gave-weapons-to-al-qaeda-pentagon-
admits.

6 Liz Sly, and Zakaria Lakatia, ““Al-Qaeda Is Hating Us": Syrian Rebels Are Losing out 1o Hxveemists,” 1 Washigton
FPost, Debruary 23, 2017, hittps:/ /wwwowsshingtonpost.com/ world/middle_east/ al-qaeda-is-eating-us-sytian-rebels-ate-
losing-out-to-extremists /2017 /02/23/£9c6d1d4-£885-11e6-aale-5E735ee31334_story.himPutm_term=,40846df6e6£1,
7 Matthew Levitt, and Kathesine Baver, “Qatar Doesn’t Need a Blockade. Tt Needs an Audit” Forejgn Pofigy, June 15,
2017. hitpi// foreignpolicy.com/2017/06/15/qatar-doesnt-need-a-blockade-it-needs-an-audit-al-qaeda/,

8 Tom Tinn, “Qatar Restarts Development of World’s Biggest Gas Field after 12-Vear Freeae.” Renters, April 3, 2017,
hitp:/ [www.reuters.com/ atticle/us-qatar-gas-id USKBN175181.
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central node from which the United States conducts air opetations in Itaq, Sytia, and Afghanistan as
well as other operations across the Middle Fast.” It is the home of USCENTCOM’s Combined Air
Operation Center (CAOC) from which all American ait opetations ate cootdinated. And
USCENTCOM’s forwatd headquartets is also in Al Udeid — making it an impottant command and
control hub in the event of a major military contingency in the Middle Bast. ‘The base has hosted
U.S. militaty aircraft for over 15 years and during that time has been a teliable partner, allowing
access fot a broad attay of military operations.” This is one of the central reasons why Sectetary
Tillerson and Secretary Matts have been so reluctant to take sides in the cutrent intra-GCC dispute
and have instead sought to mediate an end to the disagteement.

Iris important to note that the base does not give Qatar absolute leverage over the United States,
and indeed, the Qatatis have traditionally refrained from trying to use the base as leverage or
bringing it into broader political discussions. If the United States were to lose access, it would still
have a number of major militaty bases in the Gulf and Central Asia that it could use to offset this
loss. It could also seek to build new facilities in pattner nations oz, in the event of an emergency, rely
on resources like an additional carrler strike gronp to offset these losses, But the reality is that these
types of steps would be financially costly. They would also likely involve at least some reduction in
US. capacity to conduct strikes against ISIS and in Afghanistan. And if the United States moved
other naval assets into the region to compensate, those assets would have to come from elsewhete —
most likely the Pacific. This would then hurt the 1.8, ability to courter ot deter China and North
Kotea. So, while the al-Udeid aitbase is not an absolute necessity, losing it would comie with a vety
real cost.

In addition to the importance of al-Udeid, Qatar has also sometimes played a useful role as a
connector because of its willingness to host groups that the Untied States finds problematic. Take
for example Qatar’s relationships with Hamas and its role in Gaza. Even while 1sraeli officials
continue to strongly oppose Qatar’s relationship with Hamas, they acknowledge that the Qatatis
have played a constructive role in flowing aid to Gaza." Becausc of intta-Palcstinian politics, the
Palestinian Authority and Fatah have taken a completely uncompromising position toward Hamas
and have done all they can to squeeze Gaza, The Istaeli government on the other hand has started
to recognize that this policy leads to an unsustainable situation. There is a danget that if pressure in
Gaza becomes too intense, the people turn on Hamas, creating political incentives for Hamas to
provoke a conflict with Isracl that allows it to regain political support but only at a great cost to all
the parties involved. Istacl has seen this cycle before and does not want to repeat it. Therefore, in
recent years, Israel has looked the other way and in sorne cases wotked quietly with the Qatatis to
ensure aid gets into Gazza, cven tecoghizing that portions of it get diverted to support [Tamas. If this
Qatari aid were to evaporate the likelihood of anothet war in Gaza would increase.

?T'ara Copp, “Pentagon: Al-Udeid Air Base Stll Open, but US Prepared in Case Quatar Rift Hscalates.” Mikiiary Times,
July 18, 2017, hitpr/ /wwww.militarytimes.com/news /pentagon-congress/2017/07/17 [pentagon-al-udeéid-air-base-still-
open-but-us-preparcd-in-case-qatat-tift-escalates/.

1 Gireg Jaffc, and Thomas Gibbons-Neff, “For Qataris, a U.S. Air Base Is Best Defense against Trump Atiacks.” The
Washingtan Post, Jone. 6, 2017, hitps:/ /www.washingtonpost.com/ news/checkpoint/wp/2017/06/06/ for-qatatis-a-u-s-
alt-base-is-best-defonsc-against-trump-attacks/ 2utm_term=475a80a48{81.

UBachara Tasch, “Here’s Why Israel Is Helping Qatar Aid Hamas o the Gaza Sttip.” Buasiness Inside; June 18,2015,
hitp:/ /www.busincssinsidet.com/why-israclk-allows-qatas-to-suppott-hamas-in-gaza-2015-6.
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Qatar has also come under criticism for allowing a permissive environment for Taliban
representatives to opetate in. But at the same time, it has hosted peace talks with the Taliban and
often acted as a conduit for the United States in efforts to negotiate agreements to cnd the Afghan
wat.” From Libya, to Sudan, to Lebanon, Qatar’s willingness to host vatious groups and take all
sides has made Doha a useful location for holding peace talks and tiying to reach agreements to end
various regional conflicts.

implications for the United States and the Way Ahead

Overall, from the American perspective the piciure of Qatar is one of an imperfect pariner. The
United States has real and important disagreements with Qatar and would like to see its behavior on
some issues change, but o other marters Qarar has been a valuable partner who has helped
promote TS, joterests. In this context; the recent public split between Qatar and its neighbors has
been damaging to U.S. interests, yet it is hard to see any resolution in the near future.

The most important consequence of the GCC split is that it has created 4 new massive disttaction in
the Middle Bast. In May, President Trump traveled to Saudi Arabia where he brought leaders from
across the Arab World together to focus un two priorities: 1) fighting ISIS and other extremist
groups; and 2) countering Iran. And yet two months later-many of the United States’ most
important partiers in this fight are dedicating the majority of their diplomatic efforts not to those
objectives, butinstead to countering each other and making the case in Washington for their
positions. Meanwhile, even Secretary Tillerson has focused most of his diplomatic efforts in the
Middle Bast on mediating an end to this conflict, which means he has less time dedicated to the
challenges posed by ISIS and Tran.

The divides within the Arab wotld also give Russia and Irarr mote roomm to meddle in Arab politics
and to insert themselves into repional affairs — as is evident from Moscow’s assertive diplomacy with
Doha and Tehtan’s offer to airlift food into Qatar to compensate for the Saudi blockade.™ The
intra-Arab split further reduces American influence. Indeed, numerous regional actors have already
taken sides. Turkey has weighed in on Qatar’s behalf and deployed fotces to Qatar, Iraq has found
itself awkwardly stuck in the middle. fran has taken advantage of the division and aligned itself with
Qatar in an attempt to draw it closer. And Moscow is cleatly pleased to see this division among
American partners.

Going forward, the Tramp administration should take varlous steps to adjust its-current policy and
respond to this crisis. First, it needs to have one clear message to all of its partners. The President
cannot publicly criticize Qatar while the Secretaty of State simultaneously assumes the posture of an
objective mediator. This simply undercuts any efforts at diplomacy, as all the players are confused
about U.S. policy and choose to hear what is tost in their interest. Indeed, the Saudis and Emiratis

2 Declan Walsh, “Qatar Opens Its Dooks t0. All, to the Dismuay of Some.™ The New York Times, July 16, 2017,
hitps:/ /www.nytimes.com/2017/07/16/world/middlccast/doha-qatat-blockadc htm!?_£=0.

3 “Russian, Qatari Foteign Ministers to Discuss Diplomatic Crisis in Middle Bast”” TASS, June 10, 2017,
hittp:/ /tass,comy/politics /950827,
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primatily have tried to go through a more sympathetic White House, while the Qataris engage with
the Pentagon and the State Department.

Second, the administration must stop viewing the Middle Tast through a simple black and white
perspective. Tt was no coincidence that Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Egypt, and Bahtain decided to act
agatnst Qatar only weeks after the President’s visit to Riyadh. These countries walked out of Riyadh
believing that they had a blank check from the President and that he would support them no matier
what. And while this crisis is not the Trump admicistration’s fault and is ultimately about intra-Arab
disagreements, this sense of impunity undoubtedly played a role in these states’ decision to sever ties
with Qatar.

Instead of a blank check, a better approach would be to offer Saudi Arabia a dear quid pro-quo: the
United States will recognize Riyadh’s leadership in the region and will do more 1o counter Iranian
influence if the kingdom will do more get its own house in otder by setting aside intra-Arab
disputes, mitigating the fierce polarization (mostly over Islamism) within and between Arab
societies, and focusing Arab efforts directly on Iran and the Islamic State — the threats both agrec ate
tOP PﬂOHUCS.

Third, the United States should accept the teality that-this split is going 1o be around for a while and
start preparing to deal with it as a long-term, persistent probleny instead of just a crisis to be solved.
Al parties have taken public and uncompromising positions, which means resolution anytime in the
neat future is unlikely. Instead of high-profile shuttle diplomacy, whatis needed is quieter work

behind the scenes and a resumed focus on other major challenges that the United States shares with
its GCC partners.

“The first message to U.S. pattners needs to be that it is still focused on the challenges posed by ISIS
and Tran and that the United States expects them to remain focused on those challenges as well.
Fven as the United States continues to manage this disagreement, its focus is retutning to the bigger
challenges the region faces. And it expects its pattnets to do the same instead of focusing their
diplomatic energy on trying to convince Washington to take their side in this fight,

At the same time, the United States should emphasize to all sides that it expects themi to deescalate
the public thetotic surrounding the disagreement and stop the media war, If the United States can
persuade them to tone down the rhetoric and public stories, then over time there may be more
political flexibility to reach an agreement. The United States should also make cleat that it is willing
to play a central role in any mediated outcome and essentally act as a guatantot of any agteement.
However, it must recognize that this is ultimately an intra-Arab disagreement dnd they must take the
lead in solving it.

Finally, the United States can use this crisis as an opportunity to engage with all of the GCC actors
in trying to change behavior that it finds problematic. When it comes to terror financing, there is
110w an oppottunity to create one level bar that the United States expects all its regional partners to
abide by. Qatar may have been slower than some of the other GCC pattnets to addtess terror
financing challenges, but the reality is that Saudi Arabia and Iuwait in particular still have huge
challenges. The United States should use this crisis to press all of them to clean up their acts.
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Mrs. WAGNER. Thank you, Mr. Goldenberg.

And I thank all of our witnesses for their opening statements.

I would like to open up my line of questioning by recognizing the
fact that I think this hearing is very timely. Both Qatar and the
Gulf countries have been important partners, and we would like to
see a constructive, honest resolution to the crisis.

Qatar is a military ally of the United States, but has simulta-
neously supported Hamas and al-Qaeda. We have a role in easing
tensions in the region, but not at the expense of our national secu-
rity interests and our values. Qatar must cut ties with terrorists;
our allies cannot provide support to our enemies.

Dr. Schanzer, I have no sympathy for supporters of Hamas, nor
do you.

You have called the U.S. base in Qatar an “insane arrangement,”
I think is the quote. Do you believe the base location is dangerous?
And how would you propose safely moving the base in such a way
that doesn’t compromise operations in the region?

Mr. SCHANZER. Congresswoman Wagner, thank you for the ques-
tion. Look, I would probably put it this way: First of all, it is an
insane arrangement. The idea that you have this forward air base
that is conducting the most crucial operations in the war on ter-
rorism, and that is it mere miles away from the Taliban presence,
Hamas presence where there are designated terror financiers from
the Nusra front running around in Doha. This sends the wrong
message. It sends the wrong message to the United States and to
our allies in the coalition to fight ISIS and al-Qaeda. It sends the
wrong message to our Middle East allies as well.

In other words, when we tell them that we are going to hold
them to account for their terror financing issues, and then they
look at what is going on in Qatar, the optics, I think, are really
rather terrible.

As for the safety of our troops, so far I would say, so good. We
have not had incidents where it appears that our troops are being
threatened. I would actually say that is not the case with Incirlik
Air Base in Turkey, which is another country that supports some
of these terror groups.

But at the end of the day, our recommendation has been that we
begin to assess what it would take to move the base. Maybe not
all of it. Maybe not all of it at once, but we need to take a look
regionally at the other areas where we may be able to base some
of these assets and to signal to the Qataris that we are willing to
move. We don’t need to do it. We may decide at the end of the day,
the Pentagon may decide they can’t afford to do it, it is too difficult,
but in the meantime, it is important to message to the appropriate
people in Qatar that we are willing to look at this problem and to
reallocate assets as necessary.

Mrs. WAGNER. Thank you.

Dr. Levitt, can you discuss what actions the Saudis and other
Gulf states have taken to combat terror financing that the Qataris
have not?

Mr. LEVITT. Thank you for the question. You know, terror financ-
ing is a problem throughout the Gulf, and it took the Saudis some
time to get on top of this problem.
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For a long time, U.S. Treasury pointed to Saudi Arabia as the
epicenter of this problem, but the Saudis turned a corner. There is
more that they can do, but the Saudis now run intelligence oper-
ations. They prosecute people. They work with us in designating
people. There have even been joint U.S.-Saudi designations includ-
ing of charities and individuals in Saudi Arabia.

That is domestically difficult politically for them, but they have
done it. There is more that they can do, but we now tend to point
to others within the GCC toward Saudi Arabia, and we are trying
to show them what we would like them—the types of things we
would like to do more.

There is an irony that Kuwait is the country that is kind of play-
ing the middleman on this, and Kuwait is often described as being
just as bad as Qatar on terror finance. And that is something that
we need to recognize as well. But the fact is that there are things
that Qatar should have done a long time ago, and that they have
not done, and that we have, frankly, tolerated them not doing. And
the overt financing of effectively the most important al-Qaeda enti-
ty in the world, al-Qaeda and Saudi Arabia, is completely beyond
the pale.

Mrs. WAGNER. Thank you.

Mr. Goldenberg, in my limited time here, one of the demands
from the Gulf states was that Qatar must close down the Turkish
military base. I get that they are concerned about the Muslim
Brotherhood’s influence. But how important do you think this de-
mand is in terms of regional stability and security, and is this one
that should be dropped?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Thank you, Congresswoman, for the question.

I think that on the list of demands, the Turkish air base is prob-
ably lower—the base is lower on the list of demands that the
Emiratis and the Saudis and others are leveling. In most conversa-
tions, what you hear them really focusing on is, more has to do
with what the Qataris might be doing in the press, than some of
the sort of the personal attacks at certain point that the different
sides are launching at each other right now. I think that is much
more the source of the issue, and the terror financing issue that we
have been talking about has been much more central to the debate
than this Turkish base, that, frankly, there have been already a
move for the Turks to deploy some forces there a couple of years
ago, and then when this crisis erupted, they moved everything up;
they moved it very quickly to sort of a symbolic step. It is a good
example of an opportunity, or the crisis, and the move has actually
backfired on some of our partners, if what they were trying to do
was isolate Qatar. What they actually managed to do is strengthen
the Turkey-Qatar relationship instead.

So I would put this one probably as not as central as some of the
other questions that have been out there before, but something
that we will see as time goes on if they walk away from.

Mrs. WAGNER. Thank you for that insight. My time has elapsed.

I now recognize the ranking member, Mr. Deutch, for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEUTCH. Thank you, Madam Chairman.

Mr. Goldenberg, you referred to the flexible approach to problem-
atic actors. And—so the question I have for you and for the panel
is, how can—what is that? How is it—here is how it is character-
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ized. Right? It is characterized as, well, yes, we know that Hamas
is a terrorist organization, but if our ally has a relationship, then
perhaps that can help us somehow.

Dr. Schanzer, I presume, would argue that Hamas is Hamas, and
we should have nothing to do with them and our allies shouldn’t
either. Yet, the question is what does that flexible approach get us?

And, Dr. Schanzer, if Qatar acted to move all of these terrorist
groups out of Qatar, out of Doha altogether, where do they go? And
to Mr. Goldenberg’s point, is there some—is there some benefit to
having them there instead of in the arms of ISIS or in Tehran?

Mr. Goldenberg, can you help us sort this out?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Sure. Thank you, Ranking Member Deutch.

And exactly, I think this is precisely sort of the point. It is com-
plicated, but what I would say is—well, maybe I will start with the
example of Hamas. And I will actually quote an Israeli former head
of research, Josi Kuppelwieser, the former head of research for
Israel’s military intelligence who has been up here a lot, I believe,
also in the past talking about incitements saying, just a year ago
pulé}icly, nobody else is ready to help out but Qatar when it comes
to Gaza.

So here is a perfect example of the situation we are dealing with.
We have had three wars with Israel and Hamas over the few years
in Gaza, with large casualties for Palestinians, large casualties for
the IDF. And the Israelis have started to realize, well, maybe we
should not be—sort of this approach was trying to squeeze Hamas
and Gaza doesn’t seem to be working. So maybe we need to think
about a different approach and trying to at least alleviate the hu-
manitarian situation and find ways to quietly establish channels
with these guys so as to keep the situation calm and not have an-
other conflict.

Who is the only real channel that they have to do that, the
Qataris. And so they have been using that channel, and we have
been helping in some cases to facilitate that channel. So that is an
example.

And so, if Hamas was instead sitting in Tehran, which is a likely
outcome of what would happen if they were kicked out of Doha,
then I think what you would see is no ability to actually commu-
nicate in that way, and probably Hamas taking more aggressive ac-
tion and less ability to squeeze them.

So this isn’t to justify the Qatari relationship with Hamas. I
don’t agree with that, necessarily. I think it is a problem. It is not
something the U.S. should not have any kind of direct relationship
with Hamas. Hamas is a terrorist organization bent on the destruc-
tion of Israel. But we sort of found that this approach by the
Qataris at least has some benefits, and we should at least recog-
nize that as opposed to just vilifying them, because we would like
them to behave differently, but at the same time, they end up—
when we ask them to do things that sometime are in our interest,
they are able to push certain levers we are not able.

Mr. DEUTCH. Dr. Schanzer?

Mr. SCHANZER. Thank you, Congressman Deutch.

I am not even sure where to begin. In terms of the potential ben-
efits from Qatar working with Hamas or allowing Hamas to oper-
ate out of there, it is sort of a counterfactual. We have yet to actu-
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ally see what the benefits are, other than the fact that the Israelis
have allowed the Qataris to provide assistance to Gaza, not to
Hamas, but to the people of Gaza for reconstruction. On that, I
think the Israelis would agree that it has been positive. I think we
would all agree that it has helped, perhaps, forestall a major hu-
manitarian disaster, and I think for that we should be thankful.
But from there, I do have to question.

I mean, it is not like Hamas doesn’t have other places where it
can operate. It has base in Turkey, for example. It has its home
base in the Gaza strip. It operates out of the West Bank. It oper-
ates out of Sudan and Lebanon. It has a major presence across the
Middle East. Why does it have to operate inside Doha where it gets
a certain amount of legitimacy for this?

And then perhaps one other thing to note here is that when peo-
ple talk about how Qatar may have helped, perhaps, bring the con-
flict to an end in 2014, if you speak to the other actors in the re-
gion, they will tell you, whether it is the Egyptians or the Israelis
or even others, they will tell you that is was actually the Qataris
and the Turks that forestalled an end to the conflict. That they
continued to negotiate on behalf of Hamas, and I think that they
{)robably, in doing so, probably led to the loss of many, many more
ives.

Mr. DEUTCH. Unfortunately, I am out of time. Thank you.

I yield back.

Mrs. WAGNER. The gentleman’s time has expired.

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from California, Mr.
Cook, for 5 minutes.

Mr. Cook. Thank you, Madam Chair.

In my opening remarks, I talked about this news story about the
North Koreans working on a World Cup and figures that I read
were about 3,000.

And in the article it talked about the possibility of whether they
can be militarized. And this is a scenario that is kind of scary. We
talk about the fact that we have our largest military base there,
which is, as you said, insane.

Can you just comment on that possibility where this is another
dimension, another threat to this? Because every week it seems we
have to re-evaluate which is the number one enemy?

Dr. Levitt, could you start?

Mr. LEVITT. So I haven’t seen this report, so I don’t want to com-
ment on a report I haven’t seen, other than to say the North Korea
issue is a very important pressing issue. In some ways, it is much
more important than this one, to be sure. But in general, I think
we need to learn ways to be able to leverage conversation, and if
necessary, pressure on Qatar on a wide array of issues that we
have with them. And this would be one more. And you have to do
that in a way that is flexible, because we have many very positive
relationships with Qatar.

I would argue the way to be flexible, though, is not to say it is
perfectly okay to have X number of North Koreans in the country
working in ways we don’t know, or to host anybody you want from
Hamas. Certainly, for example, I would make a difference between
hosting certain leaders of Hamas who are sitting in a hotel room,
as opposed to people like Saad al-Hariri, who is now believed to be
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in Lebanon but was sitting comfortably in Qatar for quite some
time where he was literally plotting attacks against Israelis civil-
ians. That should be completely beyond the pale.

Again, I haven’t seen this report, but this would be another thing
that we have to figure out how do we have multiple conversations
with a country at the same time on some issues you have agree-
ment, on some issues you have great disagreement. I think we
have done that very poorly across administrations.

Mr. Cook. Okay. Any others want to comment on this? Doctor?

Mr. SCHANZER. I will comment for a moment, sir. I think it is im-
portant to talk about when you talk about foreign workers in
Qatar. The 3,000 that you mentioned are actually—it is a very
small number, relatively speaking, in relation to this 800,000-plus
foreign workers that are active right now in Qatar.

I have seen the reports of the North Korean workers there. The
concern actually was not that they would be potentially oper-
ational, but rather, that they were effectively slave labor.

Mr. Cook. Yes, exactly.

Mr. SCHANZER. It was given to the Qataris, and that whatever
they were being paid was being remitted back to North Korea, and
that this was an inadvertent way, or a backdoor way of financing
North Korea.

So these are the concerns that we have. I believe that the
Qataris have addressed this problem last I heard. I have not seen
a lot of updates on this.

Mr. Cook. The reason I ask that question, because we are having
the debate and everything else about the sanctions against North
Kor}ela, and this might be another variable that would be included
in this.

Any comments on what happened last year? I was over in that
area, and the State Department was, quite frankly, at that time—
this is about a year ago, maybe a year and a half—they were argu-
ing on behalf of Qatar for the upgrade for the F-15s. They thought
it would be in the best interest. And I was kind of shocked at that
in terms of foreign military sales.

Do you have any comment on that? I almost—when I was there,
viewed it as almost Middle East Stockholm syndrome, because they
were very, very supportive of Qatar with all its problems, and it
kind of shocked me at least from a military standpoint.

Doctor? Either one?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Sir, I actually had served in the Pentagon for
a few years on the Middle East issues, so I can maybe talk a little
about this. From my perspective, look, I mean, this is a problem
we have with all the Gulf states. On the one hand, I mean, the arm
sales are very useful to our industry

Mr. CooK. Yes. I understand that. But I am talking about the
F-15 upgrade. This is a significant—I understand your expertise in
the Pentagon. I have spent a few years in the military myself, al-
though I certainly cannot fly an airplane. But in regards to that
particular weapon system, which is kind of more sophisticated than
some of the others.

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Well, sir, I was just going to say that my issue
with—I can’t tell you about that specific weapon system, and that
specific upgrade. I can tell you that, generally, I think we have an
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issue where we probably sell these countries too much weaponry
because they have the money. And what they really need is, sort
of, lower-end technology to deal with counterterrorism problems
and things like that, which are much more important, I think, for
their interest and ours.

Mr. Cook. Thank you very much. I yield back.

Mrs. WAGNER. The gentleman’s time expired.

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from California, Mr.
Lieu, for 5 minutes.

Mr. Lieu. Thank you, Madam Chair.

On June 9, our Secretary of State, Rex Tillerson, stated, “We call
on the king of Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, Bahrain,
and Egypt to ease the blockade on Qatar.” Later that same exact
day, Donald Trump referred to the decision to initiate the blockade
as hard but necessary. And then, as you know, a few days later,
the United States sells $12 million of fighter jets to Qatar.

So my question is to the panel, what is your understanding of the
current U.S. position on this so-called blockade? Do we support it?
Do we oppose it? What is the answer to that?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. I will start, I guess. And I think others also
have comments.

From my perspective, I think we have a disagreement inside the
administration, and for the most part, have seen this disagreement.
I am not 100 percent sure. I do think that what it does do, it
causes some confusion, because you can’t really—Secretary
Tillerson is clearly trying to act as a mediator, and he is going out
there and trying to do that. He had a trip just last week, or a cou-
ple of weeks back to do that. And meanwhile, you have some of
these other comments coming from elsewhere, so the Qataris will
then go to the Secretary of State, and the Secretary of Defense
would seem to have positions more in line with their own, and the
Emiratis and the Saudis and others will go the White House, who
seems to have positions more in line with their own. And that is
really not an effective way to sort of try to conduct and mediate
this conflict. I think it is causing some problems.

So I would say it is ambiguous right now what the policy is.

Mr. LIEU. So let me ask you another question. There have been
various media reports that the Trump organization has lots of busi-
nesses in Saudi Arabia and some of these other countries but not
Qatar. Do you think that plays any role, or could it?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Honestly, Congressman, I don’t know. I don’t
know their motivation, what is behind it.

Mr. LIEU. That is fine. I will ask you another question.

There have been various reports that Jared Kushner basically
got stiffed by some folks in Qatar. Do you think this could play any
role in that?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. It is certainly a possibility, but it is not some-
thing that I, again, have any knowledge of.

Mr. Lieu. Thank you. Let me move on to a question I had men-
tioned in my opening statement.

Are there families being separated because of this so-called
blockade based on their national origin, or any panel member?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. My understanding is at least that, yes, there
are issues where the Qataris and the—we have a lot of people who
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are moving between the Qataris, the Emiratis and the various GCC
states, and so you are going to end up in situations where all GC—
all, T believe, Qatari nationals had 2 weeks to get out of certain
GCC states.

Mr. LIEU. So you would be separating husband and wife from
each other if they happen to be a different national origins, correct?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. That is what I have seen in the press. Beyond
that, you know—and I have heard concerns about that, but I can’t
really speak for their policy, obviously.

Mr. Lieu. Okay.

I have met with various representatives from these Gulf state
countries, including Saudi Arabia and Qatar. One of the things
that the residents from Qatar said is with respect to Taliban, they
said it is true there is a Taliban office in Qatar, but that the U.S.
asked them to open it. Is that true? Anyone on the panel.

Mr. SCHANZER. I will maybe take a first stab at that one.

As I understand it, there was a Taliban presence that was al-
ready there in Doha, that there were representatives of the Taliban
who had come there before the opening of this office. Then came
the initiative by the Obama administration to negotiate with the
Taliban in an attempt to find pragmatic members of the group.
?nd so, they essentially authorized what became the Taliban Em-

assy.

As I mentioned in my testimony, this was something that was
very frustrating to those within the Afghan Government, who were
struggling for their own recognition of legitimacy. They felt that
this undermined them, and I have heard this from a number of
U.S. officials on both sides of the aisle.

What happened after that was the trade for Bowe Bergdahl, the
American serviceman who had gone missing in Afghanistan, and
he was traded for the Taliban Five. This was facilitated by the
Qataris. The Taliban Five are high ranking Taliban officials and
operatives, ultimately came to Qatar as well, and so they aug-
mented the presence that had already been there.

And since that time, the concern has been not just that there has
been an official presence of the Taliban inside Doha, but rather
also Taliban officials, Taliban militants, have come in and they
have reconnected with the Taliban Five and some of the others. So
there is concern that it is not just that the presence that was first
blessed by the Obama administration, but that there have been
some operational concerns as well.

Mr. Lievu. Thank you, and I yield back.

Mrs. WAGNER. The gentleman yields back.

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from New York, Mr.
Zeldin, for 5 minutes.

Mr. ZELDIN. Thank you, Madam Chairwoman.

This is a question for anyone who is able to answer. Does Qatar
view Hamas as a terrorist organization? Or I can—maybe a mul-
tiple choice, or does Qatar view Hamas as a legitimate resistance,
or would you give it some other characterization? How does the
Government of Qatar view Hamas?

Mr. ScHANZER. Maybe I will start. The Government of Qatar
does not see Hamas as a terrorist organization. It sees the violence
that Hamas carries out as being legitimate, and it continues to in-
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sist that overall, the critique that has been leveled at the Qataris
over the last several weeks as this crisis has unfolded, they con-
tinue to say that they do not agree with the definition of terrorism
that their critics are using.

Again, I see this as a very poor defense. They know exactly how
we view the problem, and they are allies of the United States. They
are hosting our air base. They know the difference between right
and wrong, at least in the way that the West views it, and they
refuse to recognize it, and that is one of the problems that we have.

And I think, maybe just a post script, that if this is the case with
Hamas, who else might they view differently? How do they view
the Taliban? We just talked about the base. How do they view the
Nusra front? Do they see them as terrorists? Probably not. And so
what we see is a growing list of actors where we would disagree
on whether they are legitimate or illegitimate, terrorists or not ter-
rorists.

Mr. ZELDIN. Does anyone disagree with that? What options do we
have, if at all, to get Qatar to change their view of Hamas as a le-
gitimate resistance?

Mr. LEVITT. Like in the first instance, there are already reports
that Qatar has asked at least six Hamas members to leave the
country. That is good. That means some pressure works. So long
as there is no consequence, this is a no-brainer for Qatar. Qatar is
a small but rich country, and if it wants to box out of its weight
class, it can either spend money or do other things that make it
more of a player. It has been able to make itself more of a player
in part by reaching out to Islamist groups that are beyond the pale
for most. And, therefore, being a key intermediary, we collectively,
especially coming right after the European Court of Justice’s ruling
just now upholding the EU’s designation of all of Hamas, not some
wings and others but all of it, we in the West collectively need to
make it clear to Qatar that hosting and providing services to a
group that is committed to the destruction of a U.N. member state
and to civilians is unacceptable.

And I put that in a different basket from Qatar’s support to citi-
zens in Gaza, which the Israelis fully support. In fact, it is done
through Israel. That is a different issue. If Qatar wants to be a re-
sponsible player in that regard, fine, but hosting and providing safe
haven to the leaders of a U.S.- and EU-designated terrorist group
is a problem.

Mr. ZELDIN. Has Qatar weighed in, to the best of your knowl-
edge, with regards to the U.S. moving its Embassy from Tel Aviv
to Jerusalem? Are you aware of the nature of Qatar helping in the
mission to defeat ISIS?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Well, I think that, yes, in that Qatar hosts,
you know, our forces at Al Udeid Air Base, which is where the—
you know, we have the CAOC, which is the central coordinating
function that then allows—Dbasically is responsible for coordinating
all of our operations in Iraq, Afghanistan, and Syria, and especially
Iraq and Syria, where ISIS is primarily based, you know as a cen-
tral element of our strategy, and you know I just would——

Mr. ZeLDIN. I really should have clarified. I mean, other than the
obvious that, you know, we have a base there, but the nature of
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these relationships with other terrorist organizations, and they are
very welcoming to just about everyone, it seems, in the region.

So, outside of the obvious, what other—what can we add, what
could you add as far as Qatar’s other efforts? Not supporting, not
allowing us to operate there, but what else are they doing?

Mr. LEVITT. I am not entirely sure I understand the question, but
Qatar is a member of the counter-ISIS coalition. Its commitment
has been somewhat limited. It has flown some missions, but it has
refused to drop bombs, so it has flown behind other airplanes in
case something happens to them. That it is not nothing, but it is
not as much as others. I think the biggest issue is that now across
administrations of different political persuasions we have been
more interested in getting another number to add to the number
of coalition members adding Qatar without insisting that, to be a
part of it, you also have to meet a certain threshold. And it seems
crazy to me they should be able to be part of the counter-ISIL coali-
tion while still supporting other equally dangerous radical Islamist
groups like al-Qaeda in Syria.

Mr. ZELDIN. I would love to get into that further, but I notice
that I am out of time, so I have to yield back.

Mrs. WAGNER. The gentleman yields back.

The Chair now recognizes the gentlelady from Hawaii, Ms.
Gabbard, for 5 minutes.

Ms. GABBARD. Thank you.

Thank you, gentlemen.

I am wondering if you can address the double standard that ex-
ists and that we are confronted with with all of this attention being
focused on Qatar with different members of the administration
very strongly calling out Qatar for its support of terrorism, yet on
the same—almost in the same breath embracing Saudi Arabia and
lauding their counterterrorism efforts, when I think some of you
have mentioned in your opening comments Saudi Arabia’s long his-
tory of supporting terrorism and exporting the Wahhabi Salafist
ideology around the world that really creates these fertile recruit-
ing grounds for terrorist groups like al-Qaeda and ISIS—what to
speak of Saudi Arabia and Turkey’s support of different terrorist
groups in places like Syria, Saudi support for al-Qaeda in Yemen
and their fight in Yemen. So all of this attention is focused on
Qatar with very little if no passing mention of Saudi Arabia’s role
in all of this.

Mr. SCHANZER. I want to make sure my colleague Matt Levitt
gets a moment to speak, but maybe just a couple of quick thoughts.
Number one, you mentioned Turkey. I think that probably a whole
other hearing should be done on Turkey that the same sorts of be-
haviors that we are seeing exhibited by the Qataris we have seen
with the Turks and we have seen them in very similar ways.

In fact, I think it was just yesterday, I don’t know if he is still
there, but the President of Turkey, Mr. Erdogan, was in Doha, and
they are strategic partners. And I think we need to address this.
And I think I mentioned before that the Incirlik Air Base, we have
very similar issues with Incirlik that we do with Al Udeid. I see
them really as mirror images of one another. The Turks host a
Hamas base. They have been known to open up their borders to
allow for Nusrah fighters to go back and forth, possibly ISIS fight-
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ers, as well, so there is a lot of problems with the Turks that I
think probably deserve some attention.

Ms. GABBARD. I agree.

Mr. SCHANZER. Then I think the other thing that both Matt and
I mentioned today is the problem of Kuwait. The fact that Kuwait
has become a mediator in this is somewhat ridiculous, that the Ku-
waitis have been identified time and again by our former and cur-
rent colleagues at the Treasury Department that Kuwait is a huge
problem when it comes to terror finance probably rivaling that of
Qatar, and so that should be addressed.

As for Saudi Arabia, I would agree with the assessment that it
has turned a corner. It is not out of the woods, but it has gotten
a lot better. It is not best in breed. I think that distinction probably
goes to the Emirates right now in the Gulf states, but they still
have their problems, too.

What I started to say at the beginning of my testimony and pre-
pared remarks is that all of these—the entire Gulf is a problematic
region. I think the Saudis were seen as the number one producer
of radicalism and radical ideology. I think it has been eclipsed, and
as they are trying—it looks as though, right now, they are looking
to get better at this. And they still have problems with teaching
radicalism and spreading radicalism, but as they improve, we are
seeing some of these other countries double down. And Qatar I
think has really been the most prominent among them.

Ms. GABBARD. I think—and I have got about a minute and a half
if others want to comment—but the issue of Saudi Arabia, we have
heard that, yes, they are making progress, and, yes, there is
change occurring, but I and others have asked this administration
for very specific examples, data, benchmarks, changes, and to date,
we have not gotten any kind of specifics, either in writing or in per-
son. And, frankly, what we have gotten is a lot of lip service. So,
you know, the question of how long this has been going on with
Saudi Arabia casts a huge amount of doubt on saying, yeah, okay,
well we think they are improving in this.

Mr. LEVITT. I will just add that Qatar in the here and now, right
now, is doing things that have to stop. There is no question

Ms. GABBARD. I agree.

Mr. LEVITT [continuing]. That the Saudis for a very long time did
a whole lot of things that not only caused problems then but are
still causing problems now. And I am not going make excuses for
them. They have turned corners, and I can’t explain why the ad-
ministration wouldn’t provide some information about that, which
is not to say that there is not a lot more that they could do.

But as several members of the committee have said, several of
you have been approached by different members of GCC states re-
cently, So have those of us in think tanks. And I have mentioned
to some of my Saudi and Emirati colleagues in particular: Beware
pushing too hard on general ideas of extremism, because it is not
like you haven’t had problems of your own. Beware of pushing too
hard on the issue of the Taliban in Qatar, UAE, because for a pe-
riod of time, Taliban officials were strolling into Dubai with suit-
cases of cash, and so long as that was invested in real estate, no
one cared.
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So the UAE and the Saudis, despite what they have done in the
past, have turned corners. We need Qatar to do the same. We
shouldn’t expect that Qatar will suddenly be perfect in the same
way that its neighbors are not yet perfect, but we cannot tolerate
some of the most egregious behavior that they have done even, as
I said in written and oral testimony, some of the charges that have
been arrayed against them are simply untrue, but some of them
are very true.

Ms. GABBARD. Thank you.

Mrs. WAGNER. The gentlelady’s time has expired.

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Mast,
for, 5 minutes.

Mr. MaAsT. I want to thank you for taking the time to come here
and sit with us today. I want to get to something very quickly. You
know, we have been discussing the support of terror from different
actors. Terrorism—I have heard it said before, terrorism isn’t an
enemy. Terrorism is a tactic that is used by an enemy.

So, to that end, I would like to hear from each one of you, what
is it that you think is trying to be achieved by the tactic of sup-
porting—by supporting that tactic, by supporting terror? What is
the end that each one of you see as being played out?

Mr. LEVITT. So, as answered to another question, I think Qatar
is trying to make itself a bigger player in the world stage than it
otherwise would be by being a small peninsula, almost an island,
of a very small population. A vast majority of people on the island
are foreign workers. But it happens to be very, very wealthy, the
wealthiest nation on planet earth per capita, and it has also found
another way to kind of punch beyond its weight, and that is
through making relationships with other Islamist groups that it
has been able to use to its own benefit and sometimes being out
to reach out to others and say: Hey, I can be a middle man for you
too.

That has proved to be very, very dangerous. And so Qatar has
never had a situation where there was a cost to having the kind
of relationship it wants and needs with us, which we would like to
have with them too, at the same time they are having very close
relationships with some of the worst of the worst.

Mr. MaAsST. Mr. Schanzer? Mr. Goldenberg?

Mr. SCHANZER. I agree with Matt. I think that, overall, Qatar re-
alizes that it is extremely vulnerable, that it is tiny, and that it
doesn’t have the means to push back on some of its very tough
neighbors.

It shares natural gas wealth with the Iranians, and they have to
figure out how to get along. And so having some of these proxies
available to them is a useful thing. By the way, so is having an
American air base where they can sort of bare their teeth at the
Iranians.

But at the end of the day, what they are trying to do or what
has happened over time is they have become very wealthy, and
they have tried to use whatever means they have to purchase
power. And so you see them buying up large chunks of London,
large chunks of Washington. You see them paying for proxies
across the Middle East, trying to push the Muslim Brotherhood
into positions of power so that they, too, would be able to ride the
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waves of power. This is a lot of what drives them right now.I think
they have taken this way too far.

Mr. GOLDENBERG. And just to add, and I agree a lot of what Jon-
athan and Matt have said, Qatar is also just traditionally pursued
sort of a third way foreign policy in the Gulf. You know, a lot of
the smaller Gulf states choose to align themselves with Saudi Ara-
bia. Qatar basically, since 1995, when there was a turnover and a
sort of a palace coup and the emir took over, the father of the cur-
rent emir chose a different approach which involved not just going
along with the Saudis. And if you are a very small country with
a much bigger one sitting right next to you who sort of is running
a lot of the region, if you are going to go with that contrary policy,
you try to find every division that you can and every opportunity
that you can to influence. And so it builds relationships oftentimes
with other actors.

I think this is also is part of the reason they have a slightly dif-
ferent approach to Iran, which is probably a little more
accommodationist, although I think that it also has a lot to do with
sharing the gas field, as Jonathan said. So I think this is—it is,
partially, it is about increasing their influence, but it is also about
increasing their influence and being independent of Saudi Arabia
within the context of the GCC.

Mr. MaAsT. Okay. So you have each mentioned what you thought
to the end was, and we are talking about terrorism, support of ter-
ror. We are talking about a very kinetic action. We are not talking
about something cyber. We are not talking about something eco-
nomic. We are talking about a very kinetic action.

So, in that, being that Qatar has been purchasing foreign mili-
tary or our military equipment to the tune of $10 billion in 2014,
$17 billion in 2015, what is the jump that you make connecting the
dots to that end? Do you make a jump there? Do you fear moving
from the tactic of terror to a conventional tactic? Is that the assess-
ment that you make?

Mr. LEVITT. No. They are still a small country. They don’t want
to get into a fight with anybody. I think, in their mind also, this
is not a kinetic. They are just supporting groups, and they make
a distinction in their own mind this kind of cognitive dissonance
between other things they might be doing. They are supporting the
political office of Hamas in their mind. They are supporting
Islamists who are effective in fighting Assad and nothing else in
their mind. It is not quite so simple, but that is what I—I don’t
think this is at all a threat of regular military-military conflict.

Mr. SCHANZER. I would just add, when you look at Qatar—and
we have been having this conversation for the last, you know, hour-
plus—I think it is important to note that Qatar is a country of
roughly 300,000 people. It is tiny. It has more foreign workers in
the country than actual nationals. They are incredibly vulnerable.
They are not picking a fight directly with anyone, and this is why
they have chosen that soft power approach. They bring the conflict
away from them. They cause problems for other people that only
they can solve. This is the Qatari way.

Mr. MAST. My time has expired.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN [presiding]. Thank you so much, Mr. Mast.
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And God has granted me another opportunity to make good on
the pronunciation of Mr. Suozzi’s name, so I am pleased to yield
time to Mr. Suozzi of New York.

Mr. Suozzi. Thank you, Madam Chairwoman.

I am going to pick up on something you just said about 300,000
people that live in Qatar. And I am going to change my line of
questioning based on that. There are 1.5 billion Muslims in the
world, and the challenge that we face in today’s world is—you
know, most Muslims don’t participate in this awful, horrific activity
of terrorism and trying to promote terrorism and extremism and vi-
olence, and the challenge is, you know, who is winning in this bat-
tle to try and promote extremism and violence? And, you know,
there are 750,000 Muslims that live in Indonesia, Pakistan, India,
and Bangladesh. The other 750—what did I say 750 million, did I
say that? Another 750 million who live outside of those countries.

So the question is: Things are dynamic. Congresswoman Gabbard
was talking about, you know, Saudi Arabia’s activities over decades
and promoting Wahhabism and building madrassas and promoting
extremism all over the world, but things are dynamic and things
are changing. And some people are moving closer to our way of
thinking, not to promote violence and extremism, and some people
are moving further away and continuing to promote violence and
extremism. So where would you place Qatar on where they are
right now?

Mr. SCHANZER. It is a great question, and I would say they have
got one foot in one camp and one foot in the other. And this is real-
ly what is maddening about Qatar. All right. So, on the one hand,
they are hosting our forward air base, and they are a vital partner
on the war on terrorism, and they are investing through their sov-
ereign wealth. They are investing here in the U.S. and across the
West. They are investing in legitimate investments, and they have
provided a crucial service in terms of providing hard capital, espe-
cially when things got rough about a decade ago; they were there,
and they were helping.

The problem is, is that they have used that as leverage. So, when
we come to them and we talk to them about their support for the
various groups that we have mentioned, the jihadists in Syria, the
jihadists in Libya, the Taliban and Hamas, and we go and we talk
to them about this, they just don’t listen.

Mr. Suozzi. So, if the people from Qatar wanted to clearly dem-
onstrate to us that they are moving away from promoting any kind
of extremism and they are moving closer to our way of thinking,
the West way of thinking, what would be the two or three things
that they would have to do to demonstrate that in a clear way?

Mr. SCHANZER. We should be providing Qatar with a list of peo-
ple that they should expel. It should include people who are part
of the Taliban, part of Hamas, part of these various Syrian jihadi
groups.

Let me put it this way: I have heard from diplomats in Doha that
the Qataris can’t do that because it would really upset the Qatari
population, that it would really be very unpopular. We are talking
about 300,000 people who live in an absolute monarchy. If the emir
wants them gone, they will be gone. It is that simple. And we can
ask.
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Mr. Suozzi. Okay. I only have 1 minute and 55 seconds left, so
Dr. Levitt?

Mr. LEVITT. We are not talking about 300,000 people when we
are talking about the problems in Qatar. We are talking about a
much, much, much smaller number. In fact, when it comes to the
al-Qaeda financiers, we are talking about probably two to three
dozen people max that we are truly concerned about. And we are
talking about a small number of people in government who need
to act.

So this is actually—one of the reasons it is so frustrating is it
is so doable. This is an absolute monarchy. They have a respectable
security service. They have no tolerance for this type of activity tar-
geting them within the kingdom, but so long as activity that is
happening within the kingdom is targeting others, they are okay
if it gives them some type of leverage. We need to make clear that
there is more leverage to be had in having a wholesome relation-
ship with us, with the Europeans, with the West, and that there
are consequences in terms of that relationship if they don’t. This
is fixable.

Mr. GOLDENBERG. If I can just add one point, Congressman. I
think this crisis actually gives us an opportunity to build some le-
verage and go to all of these countries, to go to the Qataris and say:
Okay, here is our list. You really want our support in this crisis?
Like we need to see your action on this.

And also to go against the Saudis and the Emirates and—it is
the exact same thing.

Mr. Suozzi. I agree with that.

Mr. GOLDENBERG. And so I think there is this real opportunity
now, you know, as sort of the silver lining of this crisis of having
our partners all at each other’s throats instead of focusing on what
we would want to see them focus on because I would rather see
them more focused on Iran—I would rather see them focused on
the counterISIS fight, not in spending their time in Washington
trying to get all of us, you know, on their side—but hereis an op-
portunity. Let’s turn it on them and say: Let’s see all of you live
up, here is the standard we want to go by, and we want all the
countries of the Gulf to go by this standard, and here is what we
expect from you.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Yes, please, go right ahead.

Mr. LEVITT. I realize we are over, but along these lines, there is
a mechanism to do that. At the Riyadh summit, we created some-
thing called the Terror Finance Tracking Center. There is no meat
on those bones yet. No one knows, including the Secretary of the
Treasury who just testified about it, no one really knows what that
is going to be yet, but it is a potential structure. We could put some
meat on those bones. That is a GCC-wide effort, and we should be
acting and demanding participation from all the GCC countries be-
cause these are problems that are happening within all of them,
even if Qatar and Kuwait are the biggest problems right now.

Mr. Suozzi. So thank you, Madam Chair. You know, there is a
real battle in the world going on between stability and instability,
and it is not necessarily ideology. It is criminals that are partici-
pating in murder and extortion and kidnapping and drug dealing
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and trying to promote extremism ideology. And it is not a group;
it is individuals, as you are pointing out, that we need to target.

Thank you.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you, sir.

And now we turn to Mr. Issa of California.

Mr. IssA. Thank you, Madam Chair.

Just for the record briefly, Mr. Schanzer, last time you were in
the administration?

Mr. SCHANZER. Ten years ago.

Mr. IssA. Ten years ago, Bush, right?

So, Levitt, last time?

Mr. LEvITT. Bush.

Mr. IssAa. Mr. Goldenberg, State Department, when?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. 2014.

Mr. IssA. Okay. So very recently, all facts considered. So all of
you have been in a position that this committee oversees. We actu-
ally don’t oversee Qatar. We don’t oversee Kuwait. We oversee the
places you were.

So I am going tell you a story. It is a Bush era story. Sixteen
years ago there was a hearing in this room, and we were evalu-
ating the incredibly unreasonable activities of Kazakhstan, because
they had the audacity to want to sell their MiG-21s to a hostile na-
tion. The other side of the story was they had come to the State
Department, they had come to our Government in the Bush admin-
istration, and they said: Look, we are a poor country. We are trying
to become a rich country. We have got oil. We want to turn—we
want to turn these weapons into plowshares. We want to actually
sell them off. We are not replacing them. We simply want to raise
some cash. And they said: Who can we sell them to?
| Mr. Goldenberg, oddly enough, State said: We can’t give you a
ist.

Clearly Lockheed wasn’t interested in buying them unless they
were trade-ins and neither was Boeing or others.

So my question to you is—each of you—because I have been
through these hearings on country after country, and we are going
to see whether it is the Palestinian Authority and including
Hamas, whether it is Kuwait, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, we are going
to keep having these hearings, and we are always going to find one
thing. Money is leaking to bad people from within these countries,
either by individuals or, in fact, there may be a nexus to the gov-
ernment in some way.

What I want to know is, what are each of you prepared to do and
should this administration do under our auspices—and I think, Mr.
Schanzer, you alluded to this—to make a list of who you can give
to, to make list of who you want out, to make list—in other words,
how do we get the administration to set solid, predictable stand-
ards, so we know it is not a mixed message, please?

Mr. SCHANZER. Thank you, Congressman. What I would say is,
A, T think we can provide lists and say these people shouldn’t be
here or they should be in jail and that you need to take action. And
I think that is a very, you know, straightforward approach. There
are other things that I mentioned.

Mr. IssA. And I will commit that if you provide that list I will
forward, and I hope my chairperson will actually do it on my be-
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half, but I will commit to forward it to the administration asking
them, have they and will they make that request?

Mr. SCHANZER. We will take you up on that.

What I would also add, though, is there are other ways of putting
pressure on countries like Qatar that don’t involve the individuals
themselves but that make it more painful. So I mentioned the
STORM Act, which was introduced in the Senate.

Mr. IssA. Right.

Mr. SCHANZER. And is yet to be introduced in the House, but this
would potentially label Qatar and/or any other country a jurisdic-
tion of terrorism finance concern, which would then have a chilling
effect on those who would be interested in doing commerce.

Mr. IssA. But my question was more narrow. It is, how do we
get, like those lists, specifics to the administration? One of the
challenges we have: We pass these various acts, and then there
gets to be all kind of debate about it. But what I think I have
heard throughout the day, both here and when I was in the back,
is that there are specific asks that we should be asking countries
to do, including in this case Qatar.

Now there are things that they can’t undo. The emir visiting
Hamas and giving money for a hospital, we can’t unring any of
that. We can only feel that it was not helpful, to say the least.

So one of my questions to each of you with the limited time is,
can you briefly tell us additional acts, and can you agree to give
us lists of things that you believe we should work with the admin-
istration to get done? My hope is that it will not be pass a law that
ties this and future administration’s hands, but, rather, things you
know should be done that we need to ask them, why aren’t they
doing it?

Mr. LEVITT. So to be perfectly blunt, sir——

Mr. Issa. I love blunt.

Mr. LEVITT. I know you do. They know, because we have told
them. I am happy—I will speak for all three of us. We are happy
to provide you information. We have a Treasury attache in Doha.
He works real hard all the time. This new MOU is going to send
a Department of Justice OPDAT official, a prosecutor, to help them
with the prosecutions. There is no question about the names, not
only because we have designated many, because we have this very
open conversation with them many times. In one of my recent con-
versations with the senior Qatari official, the official said to me:
Look, Matt, you are former FBI. We need the FBI to tell us.

I said: No, sir. You have a really good security service. I know
because I have worked with you in the past. I know that our people
are working with you on a regular basis. You know that I know
that you know exactly who we are talking about.

And, therefore, it is frustrating, as I mentioned earlier, when a
senior Qatari official says just yesterday: All of the terror financier
subjects in our country have been subject to prosecution.

That is not true, nor is prosecution the only tool in the tool chest.

So I would argue that the problem here is not the lists. The prob-
lem here is that they refuse to do it, and we haven’t had any type
of consequence for that because we need them for other things. We
want them for other things, but we have to be able to balance that.



69

Mr. IssA. Well, that is why I believe our list forwarded will have
more of a, why not?

And I want you to answer, but my question was broader. It
wasn’t just Qatar. It is very clear that we have similar requests
from other allies or semi-allies throughout the Gulf, yes.

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Thank you, Congressman. Just one quick
point. I know we are over time, but I think one thing the com-
mittee could do is, for example, ask for a report on what it would
mean to actually diversify away from the Qatari air base, not be-
cause I necessarily recommend doing that. I actually think it would
end up being very expensive and difficult, and if we can, we should
could keep that base. It is a valuable asset. But I also don’t think
it is a point of leverage to the point that we just mindlessly say,
“Well, we are just going to keep doing this because we are doing
it right now,” and it keeps a gun to our head. And I think, unless
you sort of push the Pentagon or the State Department to at least
start creatively thinking about alternatives, the answer you will al-
ways get from any administration is, “We have zero leverage here,
we need this space,” which is isn’t actually the case. So that would
be another area which would also I think send an interesting——

Mr. IssA. Thank you, Madam Chair.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you, Mr. Issa.

And now we turn to Mr. Cicilline of Rhode Island.

Mr. CiciLLINE. Thank you, Madam Chairman.

Thank you to our witnesses for your testimony.

Dr. Levitt, I just want to just start with you. You served as Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary of the Treasury and so you understand the
critical role that our agencies play in advancing and implementing
U.S. foreign policy, and as I am hearing your testimony, it just re-
minds me how disturbing it is and how much more complicated it
is that this administration has not only called for a 30-percent cut
in funding to the State Department but has left really important
positions vacant and without nominees. At a moment that we are
trying to manage this crisis and this very serious conflict in the
Middle East, we are still waiting on nominees for the Assistant
Secretary for Near Eastern Affairs and USAID Assistant Adminis-
trator for the Middle East, and at a time when terror groups con-
tinue to talk about efforts to pursue weapons of mass destruction,
it is really baffling to me that we would leave vacant the position
of Under Secretary for Arms Control and International Security. I
take it you all are equally mystified by that?
fl%VIcll" LevITT. It would be much better if we had these positions
illed.

Mr. CICILLINE. Great. Thank you.

I want to first talk about Turkey. One of the demands on Qatar
has been to close the Turkish military base located in Qatar, and
Turkey has responded, of course, by bolstering its military presence
as a strong show of support. And my question really is, is this a
real demand? What is the purpose of it? And what would be the
implications if this base closed?

Mr. ScHANZER. I will let Ilan speak in a sec, but what I would
just say is you have to understand: We talk about the politics of
this region, and overall, these countries are upset with Qatar for
its financing of Muslim Brotherhood groups across the Arab world.
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And they see it as a challenge to their view of the region, in which
they would like to maintain something of the status quo. The
Turks have been strategic partners with the Qataris. There is no
question about it. And so they see this as doubling down on that
sort of Muslim Brotherhood Axis, if you will, and so they see it as
a threat. I don’t think they want to open up another front on this.
I think they are focusing on Qatar for a reason, but when you
speak to representatives of these countries, they will tell you that
they see the Turks as perhaps second in line in terms of a chal-
lenge to the regional order that they seek.

Mr. CICILLINE. And is your assessment that this has pushed
Qatar closer to Turkey, this blockade?

Mr. SCHANZER. Oh, they didn’t need to be any closer. They were
already strategic partners, but now I think—I mean, as I see it
right now, Qatar has very few friends, so they have reached out to
the Turks, and they have drawn closer to the Turks. And alarm-
ingly, they also appear to have drawn closer to the Iranians, which
is one of the things that Qatar’s adversaries were warning about
in the first place.

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Congressman, if I can add one point on Tur-
key, there was this initial list of 13 demands by the countries that
implemented the blockade. That list has since been narrowed down
to six and was last week in a statement that they put out, and the
Turkish base is no longer on that list of demands. And so I think
that the Turkey issue is an issue for them precisely for the reasons
that Jonathan talked about, but it is, I think, a lesser priority for
them than some of the issues on counterterror financing, their con-
cerns about whether Qatar’s meddling in their own internal affairs,
which they consistently talk about Al Jazeera, things like that I
think really what they care alot more about than the Turkey issue.

And on Iran, I would only add I think it is true that, yeah, Qatar
has a more accommodationist approach than some of the other Gulf
states, but I think there is a real mix across the Gulf on Iran that
is important to recognize. The GCC—if anything, we have learned
from this crisis, the GCC is not homogeneous. The Saudis take the
hardest line on Iran. Even within the UAE, Abu Dhabi takes a
hard line; Dubai much less so in terms of trade. So, you know, I
do think there is this diversity of views. Oman obviously played a
very different role on Iran, more as a mediator, particularly during
the nuclear talks.

Mr. CiciLLINE. I would like to follow up on Iran. The Qataris
have obviously been trying to counter Iran’s strategically while at
the same time trying to kind of continue to maintain a dialogue
with their Iranian counterparts. What do you think is the rationale
for that decision and the kind of long-term implications?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. So I think they are a country of 300,000 peo-
ple, as we have talked about, and all of their wealth—the majority
of their wealth comes from this huge gas field that they share with
the Iranians. You know, they own half of it; the Iranians have the
other half. So this is a reality of geopolitics that they are living
with, and you are never going to get them to, I think, pull away
completely.

At the same time, at least my engagement with Qatari Govern-
ment officials, you don’t hear a lot of love for the Iranians nec-
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essarily. You do hear some angst, but they are not going to take
a hard-line approach like the Saudis. I just don’t think they can af-
ford to, given like the position that they are in.

Mr. SCHANZER. I would agree with that. I think a lot of this is
driven by the Qatari need for survival. But I have heard from some
of our friends in the region in recent months a concern that the
Muslim Brotherhood and Iran are not exactly at odds with one an-
other. I think we have this sort of preconceived notion that, be-
cause the Muslim Brotherhood is a Sunni organization, a Sunni
network, it is fundamentally at odds with Iran. That has not been
the case historically. Looking just at Hamas, for example, you have
this confluence of both Qatari support and Iranian support there,
so there may be more than meets the eye, and this is, I think,
something that is worthy of perhaps additional research.

Mr. CiCcILLINE. Thank you so much.

I yield back.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you so much, Mr. Cicilline.

Mr. Rohrabacher of California.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Thank you very much, and I appreciated
your insights that you have provided us today. I have got a long
history in dealing with Qatar and with those other countries. I
have been here 30 years now, and I worked with the White House
before I got here.

And what I—I can’t help but lament that things seem to be going
in the opposite direction than what we had as a positive potential
20 and 30 years ago. It really did look like Qatar and some other
countries in that region were going to go in a more positive direc-
tion, and now what we see is basically they are—schizophrenia on
their part trying to play both sides against all sides, or these peo-
ple think that they can just juggle. They think they are the world’s
greatest jugglers in that they can handle both groups of enemies
and friends.

So let me ask this: When you talk to the people from Qatar, and
I have, and they will tell you every time that they—and, again, one
other—there was one question earlier on this—that they were
asked to bring in the Taliban, that they were asked to bring in al-
Qaeda and Hezbollah and these various groups, by the United
States Government. Did—even during the last administration, did
we indeed ask them to bring in the Taliban and have a greater op-
portunity for the Taliban to use their area there in Qatar as a base
of dealing with the world?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. So I didn’t work—I was in the last administra-
tion, but I did not work on issues having to do with the Taliban.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Can anyone answer that question? They are
telling us we asked them to do it. Did we ask them to do it?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. But I do think—I can answer, from my under-
standing, which is I do think we asked them to do it, but I do think
it also goes back to this point that part of the reason we asked
them to do it is because the Taliban were already operating there
in some form or capacity already.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. So there is some verification that perhaps the
United States Government did ask them to get involved with some
of these what we consider to be terrorist elements. We know that
the deal for the Taliban Five leaders, terrorist leaders, were traded
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for one traitor to our Government, and which I thought was the

worst raw deal that we could have ever possibly have gotten, that

gas something our administration did, and it would happen via
atar.

Now, let me just ask this, and I am going to be very pointed
here, and, look, the Clinton Foundation has received millions of
dollars of contributions, we know, from Russian oligarchs. Is there
any—how much has the Clinton Foundation received from Qatar?
Do we know of any—or maybe Qatar has not given any money to
the foundation. Is that right?

Mr. LEVITT. None of us have those figures, but I just want to cor-
rect one thing. There is some debate as to what the United States
might have asked Qatar to do or not regarding the Taliban, and
I think it is now clear. They asked Qatar to allow this office to be
open since the Taliban was already there, but this was not Hamas.
You had mentioned Hamas. This was not Hezbollah. This was not
al-Qaeda.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I am sorry. I have 1 minute left, and let me
just note, Madam Chairman——

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. You have more time. Don’t worry about it.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Okay. Well, I think it would be fitting,
Madam Chairman, that we make a request to find out if Qatar has
been the source of major donations to the Clinton Foundation, and
if, indeed, our Government, during the time when Hillary Clinton
was our Secretary of State, did indeed ask Qatar to permit some
of these what we consider terrorist organizations into their country.
This needs to be looked at very closely because we know that the
Clinton Foundation was certainly in Russia receiving tens of mil-
lions of dollars from Russian oligarchs.

Let’s just note that whether it is al-Qaeda or the Muslim Broth-
erhood, the jihadists and Hezbollah, Qatar has to make its choice.
And by the way, just one point that was made here earlier: I do
not consider the rebuilding of Gaza to be a positive act. If, indeed,
the Palestinians are shooting rockets into Israel and Israel retali-
ates, for Qatar just to step forward and to rebuild everything that
has been destroyed by Israeli retaliation, what we are really doing
is encouraging the people in Gaza to permit the shooting of rockets
from their territory into Israel.

No, the fact is that, if, indeed, Israel is retaliating against an at-
tack, we should not be cleaning up the mess. Those people who ac-
tually permitted the attacks in the first place should be paying a
price for it. Because we don’t want attacks. We want there to be
peace. This is the two-state solution was supposed to come out of
this, and instead, the Palestinians ever since then have just been
shooting rockets and creating terrorist attacks against Israel. Now
let’s discourage that by not rebuilding their buildings if they have
been destroyed as a retaliation against this type of terrorist attack
on Israel.

Let me just say again, and I agree with this, that this has not
been a hearing about all the rest of these states. Frankly, I don’t
find Qatar any worse than our Saudi friends, and there is, again,
schizophrenia going on there. But we look at the Muslim Brother-
hood and the impact that it is having throughout that region, and
we realize that, both in Qatar and in Saudi Arabia, they embrace
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the Muslim Brotherhood philosophy, which has served as basically
the intellectual foundation for these terrorists, wherever they are,
whatever you want to call them, al-Qaeda or Hezbollah or jihadists
or Taliban or whatever we want to call them, ISIL. We need to
make sure—it is a time of choosing right now that the juggling has
got to stop, and I would hope that the royal family in Qatar and
the people of Qatar decide to be our friends because they have that
choice, but if they continue down this path, they will be deciding
not to be our friends and decide instead with the Muslim Brother-
hood and the terrorists. So I hope that this hearing today sends
that message.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Rohrabacher.

And Mr. Schneider is recognized for the same amount of time.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Thank you, Madam Chairwoman. I will apolo-
gize in advance, I have a concurrent markup in judiciary. If I jump
up and leave, it is because I have to go vote. Please don’t take it
personally. But thank you for your time here for sharing your per-
spectives, but also for the work you do on this and other important
issues.

There is so much here and so much to understand. I think my
colleagues have touched on some of the intuitive and
counterintuitive aspects of our relationship with Qatar and the dif-
ficulties in fully defining the parameters. I will ask a leading ques-
tion. Would it be better for us and the region if Hamas, the
Taliban, al-Qaeda weren’t raising finances in Doha?

Mr. LEVITT. Yes, it would be better.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Dr. Schanzer?

Mr. SCHANZER. Yes, it would, and it would also be better if they
didn’t have a presence there that was legitimized.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Goldenberg?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Yes.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. And the reason I ask the question is you can
make lemonade out of lemons. You can find, in a difficult or a bad
situation, something to pull out of it, but I think what I am hearing
is a broad consensus that we are looking to the Qataris to end the
financing of terror in their country and to be a full partner in fight-
ing terrorism in the region. Is that a fair summary?

Mr. LEvITT. It is, but I think it is just as important to that we
finish off today by noting that we need the other GCC countries,
this kind of coalition of four in particular to be flexible and allow
Qatar some face-saving ways to do this. And so far, they seem to
be pretty kind of hardline that nothing is good enough. And so we
absolutely must demand that Qatar make real substantive and
verifiable change, but in order for that to happen, we are going to
have to have, you know, honest conversations with our other allies
in the region and kind of insist that they be flexible enough to find
a way that Doha can do this, and that is going to have to involve
some face-saving gestures, and that is okay so long as the changes
are substantive and verifiable.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Thank you.

And that is where I was trying to get to. So I appreciate that
sentiment because it is a matter of we have a base in Qatar. It is
an important base to the work we are trying to do in the region.
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The work we are doing is longitudinal. It is not going to be solved
overnight, and we need to have a long-term strategy.

Mr. Goldenberg, you referenced and others did, as well, the issue
that we have options to look at other places besides Qatar to place
our assets, and to the whole panel, as you look at the region, what
would be the benefits to us to having a more diverse platform, di-
versified platform, than just the base in Qatar?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. I think there is definitely, Congressman, a
benefit—there is always a benefit to having more diverse options.
We have other options in the region. We have options in Central
Asia. We have a base in the UAE. We have a base in Bahrain. So
the more options you have, the less leverage any one of these ac-
tors has over us. At the same time, I think we would have to do
a real evaluation because if we lost the base in Qatar, I mean, they
even invested $1 billion in that base during the nineties. That is
a ton of money. They do have technology there and sort of runways
and space and things we don’t necessarily have elsewhere.

And so I think it would be—and on top of that, if you end up in
a situation where we lose access to the base, then you also start
running into questions of not being able to conduct as many oper-
ations in Iraq, in Syria, and Afghanistan and elsewhere and also
a problem where we could bring in a carrier or something like that
to offset some of those problems, but then you lose the ability to
do things in the Asia Pacific or in Europe. So it is a very com-
plicated question, but it is worth—it is certainly worth exploring,
instead of making it just a sacred cow, because whenever you make
something a sacred cow and it becomes invaluable to you, then you
have a lot less leverage over everything else.

One other point, if I can just add on to what Matt was saying,
which I think is just important to also weigh, I really do think we
need to focus on getting all of our friends in the region to deesca-
late this crisis, because you just go back and look at it: You know,
the President went in May, and the whole conference in Riyadh
was about ISIS, Islamic extremism, and Iran. And what have we
been doing for 2 months now with these guys? What is Secretary
Tillerson doing when he goes out for a week to the GCC? What are
we talking about here today? We are talking about the fight they
are having amongst each other.

You know, if they are spending 90 percent of their time, which
I have had diplomats telling me, “I am spending 90 percent of my
time on this issue,” you know, they are not spending time thinking
about all of the other things we want them to think about and
what we want to think about. So I think that is a really important
piece of trying to deescalate this and trying to find a solution, even
as we push them on the terrorism.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Thank you. I think that is an important point.

My last line is, as we are doing that, as we are balancing all
these different issues, consistency of message on our part, trans-
parency on the part of the Qataris, what is the impact of the diver-
gent message or inconsistent messages coming out of the adminis-
tration having on our ability to move forward in this region?

Dr. Schanzer.

Mr. SCHANZER. I think it is clear that we have a couple of dif-
ferent messages that are coming out. We are hearing, on the one
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hand, that this crisis is not an urgent issue for the administration
and, at the same time, that it is something that we do want to
have handled.

I think perhaps some of the actors in the region believe they
have a free hand to act when they hear parts of the administration
speak and then perhaps feel more constrained. I think consistency
is going to be important here. I personally believe that we should
be sending a message to the Qataris that we demand change. And
that ought to be the first thing that we say and then to follow up
with that by saying: And as we demand this change of you, the
other four actors involved in this crisis can stand down while we
take over.

And that I think would be the way to get this to a soft landing
and perhaps would be one of the face-saving sort of mechanisms
that Matt discussed here today. But I would like to see more Amer-
ican leadership on this, if possible.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. To use your analogy, though, as well, the Ferrari
and the other car is also speeding. Is it fair to say that we need
to have expectations of all of our allies in the region that they are
addressing the terror issue?

Mr. SCHANZER. 100 percent.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Okay. Dr. Levitt, to you.

Mr. LEVITT. I just say, in my conversations with officials of the
past few weeks, it is very clear that the conflicting messages com-
ing out of the administration are affecting them. I have spoken to
people on both sides of this intra GCC conflict, and each clearly feel
that they can listen to the part that is saying what they want to
hear. I have also been in Europe recently and in conversations with
counterterrorism officials there, they have been asking me—and I
am no longer a government official—what does Washington really
think? And so our allies are confused as to what our position is.

I think there are other ways that we can do face-saving gestures.
I think Jonathan is absolutely right. If we play more of a role,
there is more likelihood that things will move forward. We just
agreed on a memorandum of understanding with Qatar. Again,
there is not a lot of meat on the bones of that. That is fine. Let
this be a mechanism to which we say, through guarantees to us—
and let’s bring others in, the EU others—Qatar is going to make
the following changes. Qatar has to be willing to agree to make
those changes and to do it in verifiable ways, and then we can go
to the Emiratis and the Saudis in particular and say: Hey, this is
how it is going to be done, and this is what the verification is going
to look like.

But the Qataris have to be willing to make those changes and
to do it in such a way that will be verifiable.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Great. I see that I am out of time. I appreciate
the extended time. I do agree we do have to be clear in our expecta-
tions, clear in our strategy in working with all our allies in the re-
gion.

Thank you very much. I yield back.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you, Mr. Schneider. Mr. DeSantis of
Florida.

Mr. DESANTIS. I thank the chairman.
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Dr. Schanzer, how would you describe Qatar’s relationship with
Iran?

Mr. SCHANZER. Uneasy. Although also a bit more ambiguous
than perhaps what has been previously described. Uneasy in the
sense that they are a small country, they are a weak country, and
they are looking across the Persian Gulf at a powerful country that
is on the precipice of a nuclear weapon, and they need to figure out
a way to get along with this neighbor, especially one where they
share this natural gas field.

So that I think explains in general the dynamic, but we have
been hearing that there could be more cooperation than was pre-
viously seen. I mean, this is essentially what the Gulf quartet has
been alleging against Qatar, that it has been working with the Ira-
nians or perhaps with its proxies. I have heard allegations, not just
of Hamas, where we know there has been sort of, you know, a co-
operation on all fronts, but also potentially Hezbollah, potentially
the Houthis in Yemen. We have heard these things. There is not
a lot of evidence yet to prove these things, but it is certainly some-
thing worth watching.

Mr. DESANTIS. There are also reports I think that Qatari money
has ended up in Iraq with some of the Iranian-backed militia
groups there?

Mr. SCHANZER. Correct.

Mr. DESANTIS. What about the Muslim Brotherhood and the re-
lationship that Qatar has with the Brotherhood? I read your testi-
mony, and you had wrote about some of the people that they
were—Qatar was really supportive of the Morsi government in
Egypt after Mubarak was pushed out, but then when General el-
Sisi took over, that Qatar was kind of a haven for some of these
people, and I have heard reports that some of these really radical
clerics like Sheikh Qaradawi, who is one of the biggest Muslim
Brotherhood clerics, is in Qatar. So is that true, a lot of those folks
who were involved with the Brotherhood government now have ref-
uge in Qatar?

Mr. SCHANZER. A hundred percent, and in the previous Gulf cri-
sis, there was one 3 years ago, one of the demands of Qatar was
that they exile some of these Muslim Brotherhood figures, that
they expel them from the country. But when you look at what the
Qataris invested in Egypt during that 1 year plus of Morsi rule, it
was reportedly $18 billion. It was a real significant investment.
You look their support for various actors in Syria; they were defi-
nitely throwing their weight behind the Brotherhood there. In the
early years of the uprising, the Ennahda Party in Tunisia. Qataris
are big supporters there. The Muslim Brotherhood in Libya. It is
I think at this point undeniable that the Qataris are the number
one supporter financially and politically of the Muslim Brotherhood
in the Muslim world. I think Turkey is probably number two, not
as much financially but more politically, although perhaps a bit of
both. But this is really the cornerstone of the debate as I see it be-
tween Qatar and its neighbors, that the neighbors are furious be-
cause they do not want to see the Muslim Brotherhood come to
power, and they believe that the Qataris have continued to finance
and support the Brotherhood in many theaters.
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Mr. DESANTIS. So what is their reason for doing that? I mean,
there it is a very wealthy country, the—I mean, just the royal fam-
ily, huge wealth. Is it just idealogically that is what they want to
do because it seems like it has caused them a lot of problems in
the region.

Mr. SCHANZER. I agree it has caused them problems, and I would
say that, at this point, when you look at what has happened
throughout this crisis, it looks like a gamble that has not paid off,
and I think many of the other gambles throughout the Arab
Spring, it looks like a lot of money has effectively gone to waste,
but they see this as their leverage, a counterleverage to their Gulf
neighbors with whom they have a pretty significant rivalry, and it
is their way of I think punching above their weight, as Matt had
mentioned, and so they continue to pursue this.

I think there is certainly an ideological approach here, though,
as well.

Mr. DESANTIS. I am sorry. I actually have run out of time, but
do you guys have any insights into the Brotherhood relationship,
or did he cover everything?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. I mean, I think, as Jonathan described, there
is this relationship. It is a long historical relationship. I think—you
know, I am more skeptical about how much of it is ideological and
how much of it is more just geopolitical playing, you know, the
Qatari overall third way. You know, if it was really deeply ideolog-
ical, why would they also build a strong relationship with us at the
same time? To me, it is more of like they don’t want to play the
same role, they don’t want to just follow the Saudis, they want to
be an independent actor in the Gulf. So they are going to just pur-
sue an open-door policy that welcomes all kinds of different play-
ers, some of which we can work with, including ourselves, some of
which are a huge problem. And so that is the motivation. It doesn’t
necessarily explain the behavior which—or excuse the behavior,
which I think, again, sometimes they can be useful to us on some
of these things, but a lot of times, we need to press them harder
to stop.

Mr. DESANTIS. I am out of time, and I will yield back.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you so much, Mr. DeSantis.

Sheila? And now we are so pleased that two members who are
not on our subcommittee, but I know that they are very interested
in this issue, and I am very pleased to yield to them, and we will
start with Ms. Jackson Lee of Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Let me thank the chairwoman for her leader-
ship and the ranking member for their leadership of this committee
and the important testimony that has been given by the witnesses.
I am in the same predicament. Though I have been able to listen
to the testimony for a while, I am in the markup and may be called
to a vote as I speak. But I will rush very quickly to thank the wit-
nesses.

But I really want to speak to Mr. Goldenberg, if I might. I notice
that the title of the hearing is “Assessing the U.S.-Qatar Relation-
ship,” which I think is extremely important. So, if you might bear
with me, I am going to ask questions more or less in a lawyerly
factor.
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Would you indicate or confirm that—and I am just going to go
back as far as the Clinton administration, the Bush administration
and Obama—in those administrations, would you venture to say
that Qatar engaged positively with the United States in Bill Clin-
ton? I am just going to get you, yes or no.

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Yes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. George W. Bush?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Yes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. And President Obama?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Yes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. So, if you just wanted a blanket assessment,
that was a positive relationship between the United States and
Qatar on some of the issues they were discussing?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. I would say yes. I would say that they are—
you know, look I think, Congresswoman, I think that we have a
good relationship with them on a number of issues, the most im-
portant I think being the air base, but beyond that, you know,
when we ask them to do things, they often do them.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. And let me—forgive me, I am called to a vote.
During the Bush administration, do you have a recollection or by
news or your research that then Secretary of State asked them to
engage with Hamas?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. I don’t know, but one of my colleagues might
know better than me.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Okay. So you mentioned or in the discussion,
we have mentioned that the region is an important region. I, from
the lawyer’s perspective, say that none of them in the court of eq-
uity are there with totally clean hands, and I would offer to say
that stability is important. Security is important. And in your testi-
mony, I would like you to repeat what you said about engaging so
that we can encourage the stability—I understand the list has now
been in essence pared down to about six of the demands, but how
would it be best for us to effectuate that engagement where all of
the parties recognize that there are elements of their policy dealing
with terrorists that should be eliminated?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Sure. I mean, I think that the most important
thing—and Matt’s brought this up a couple times during the hear-
ing, this question of the MOU being a good starting point. Setting
one bar for everyone to meet on the question of terror financing
would be, I think, very valuable because there is—the Kuwaitis are
a problem. The Qataris are a problem. Maybe the Saudis are get-
ting better, but there is a long history there and a long way to go.
The UAE has also had its issues. And so holding them all and say-
ing the United States will hold them all to one standard and apply-
ing that standard across all of them I think becomes beneficiary to
us in terms of dealing with the overall challenge and also helps to
alleviate this crisis amongst them. And then I think also just in
terms of dealing with stability and dealing with the region, it is
really hammering home the point that we are not going to want to
like want to spend all of our time dealing with this internecine con-
flict that they have amongst themselves. It is time to get back to
the bigger issues that threaten their stability and threaten our sta-
bility, you know, the things that really draw us into the region, and
whether that is ISIS, you know, extremism, you know, some of the
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things that Iran does in the region that are problematic, but that
is where I would really like to see the relationship——

Ms. JACKSON LEE. So any interjection by Congress for placing
punitive measures on one of the other, in this instance, maybe
Qatar, would you view that as a positive act?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. I wouldn’t recommend doing that. I would rec-
ommend having a standard that Congress applies to everyone
across the board. And Qatar might—you know, as Jonathan said,
you know, that analogy, Qatar might have the fastest—you know,
might be the 90 miles per hour Ferrari, and so they are going to
have longer to go.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. And let me follow-up with, I think, almost
concluding question. Emboldening one over the other, I happened
to have been in the region during the visit of the administration,
and meeting with, at that time, the President of Egypt and dis-
cussing these issues. I have a very strong commitment to the re-
gion for its security relationship to Israel, which we want to ensure
their safety. And would you make the argument that, as you just
said, focusing our attention on the larger picture, and trying to en-
sure the stability of the region by way of setting a certain stand-
ard, would that be helpful in terms of making sure the region re-
mains stable for other big fights, and, also, the security of Israel?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Yeah, I think it would, and I think also, Con-
gresswoman, you mention the issue of emboldening. I do think
that—you know, we made a mistake by essentially signaling a
green light and a blank check to the Saudis with the President’s
visit to the region, and basically led them to believe that there was
nothing they could do wrong, so they did this. Where the stronger
message [ think would have been, you know, we will take a tough-
er stance on the issues you care about, whether it is Iran—or I
would not advocate for walking away from the nuclear deal. I think
we should stick to the nuclear deal. But, you know, you want to
take a harder stance toward Iran’s behavior in the region, you
want us to do more on counterterrorism, we will do that, but we
also expect you to clean up some of your act. And we have expecta-
tions of you. This isn’t a blank check. This is a quid pro quo or an
agreement between a relationship between two partners. And so I
think that was part of the problem out of that trip.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Let me thank the chairlady

Thank you all for your testimony. Forgive me for my focused
questioning. But let me thank of the chairlady for her kindness.
And T like the blank-check analysis that we should not give, and
that we should work together for harmony—I like that word as
well—in the region. I thank you so very much, and I yield back to
the gentlelady.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Thank you. We are thrilled that you were
able to join us.

And Mrs. Maloney, if you could hold your fire for a just few min-
utes, because Mr. Connolly, who is on our subcommittee, is back
with us, so we are going to yield time to him right now.

Mr. Connolly of Virginia.

Mr. CONNOLLY. I thank the chair.

Mr.—Dr. Schanzer, when you were—in your opening statement,
you made some allusion to—a reference to maybe paid lobbyists for
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governments in the region had descended on our offices or paid a
visit. I am not sure I understood the point of that, or what you
were getting at, but I wanted to give you an opportunity to explain.
Because, I mean, there are a lots of lobbyists, for lots of countries,
including Israel, that descend on our offices, and we don’t nec-
essarily import to that anything negative by way of inference. Were
you suggesting——

Mr. SCHANZER. No, Congressman Connolly. There is nothing ille-
gal or unseemly about it. I think the point that I am trying to
make is that there is a lot of it right now.

Mr. CoNNOLLY. That what?

Mr. SCHANZER. There is a lot of it right now. There is a lot of
noise. We are seeing a lot of different actors.

Mr. CoNNOLLY. I am sorry, because I only have—do you mean
about Oman—excuse me, Qatar?

Mr. SCHANZER. About this Qatar conflict. But I think in general,
when we look at the permissive nature of what we have allowed
to take place across this region, in my view, it has been the direct
result of yielding to these actors. In other words, over time, this
has become sort of the boiling frog, although I heard the other say
that actually is not scientific, that frogs actually can be boiled.
They won’t jump out.

But regardless, what I would say is that over time, we have come
to just accept the fact that there are terror financiers running
around in Qatar, that there are terror financiers running around
in Kuwait, and we are being asked to look the other way. And over
time, we have grown used to this because they have engaged with
us on deals to buy weapons, on investments here in the United
States, and because they have a face here in Washington. And
what I would like to do is to try to look beyond the messaging and
get back to the facts here, which is that we have problematic rela-
tions.

Mr. CoNNOLLY. Right. But could it not also be because we also
have bases? Could we have troops stationed there? And we have
the largest base in the region in Qatar?

Mr. SCHANZER. We do. And the question——

Mr. CoNNOLLY. I mean, maybe we have conflicting interests here.
I am not testifying to that behavior, but it is not a simple matter
of paid lobbyists who are influencing us here, there is a lot of
money flowing around. It is because, actually, we are looking at
U.S. interest in the region, and we see a conflict.

Mr. SCHANZER. But I would actually argue in response to that
that one of the reasons why we have been able to keep the base,
or how the Qataris have been able to keep that base, is that we
continue to hear, Well, gosh, they are doing all these wonderful
things, and they are helping us out. So, you know, we will deal
with this terror finance problem quietly over here. Let’s not deal
with it. Now, look 10 years later, and we still have this problem.
We now have a full-blown crisis.

My argument is, is that we have not dealt honestly with the
problem of terrorism finance in Qatar for a long time, and I would
argue that we probably haven’t dealt honestly with the terror fi-
nance problems of some of those other countries as well.
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Mr. CoNNOLLY. Yeah, I—I mean, if we are going to go that route,
I would add to your list. I mean, I would add the Saudis, financing
Wahhabism and madrassahs all over the world that have fomented
enormous amounts of terrorism and extremism, one can argue.

Okay.

Mr. Goldenberg, you talked about the conflicting messages from
the President and Secretary of State with respect to this conflict.
And I have to agree with you. I am just wondering, adding to that,
like, what is the policy? And should we be doing it by tweet? Dif-
ferent. But how about the State Department, only two of 22 Assist-
ant Secretaries even nominated, the Ambassador in Doha resigning
and arguing because increasingly, it is difficult to wake up overseas
and try to explain what the hell is going on in Washington, DC,
and what it means as the Ambassador. And of course, a proposed
32 percent cut to State and aid, just spitballing here, could that
have something to do with our inability to effect some kind of un-
derstanding and agreement and reconciliation among the GCC?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Well, I will say this: Yes, I think it is a huge
problem that you have all these vacancies. And it is a good exam-
ple of the fact that Secretary Tillerson had to go over there on his
own for 4 days.

I am not sure I would have recommended that. I don’t think this
issue necessarily merits that, unless you actually think you are
going to have some agreement, or unless you are going to have
some kind of a breakthrough. And it is very obvious to those of us
watching it, that you weren’t going to have an agreement.

So I do think that in a situation like that, who else do you send,
though? You pretty much have nobody, especially the Assistant
Secretary. As you know, somebody who worked for the State De-
partment for a number of years.

You know, in every department and in every agency, and I have
worked in a couple, there is that key level in the middle, that the
individual who is senior enough to be able to reach up to the Sec-
retary of State and, like, get in front of them immediately and in-
form them, and still close enough for the worker bees and the peo-
ple working, and the experts in the agency who can reach down
and pull in.

At the State Department, those are the Assistant Secretaries.
They are the key, in my view, node. And the fact that they don’t
exist means there is no connectivity between the entire Depart-
ment and the expertise and the Secretary.

So, yes, I think it harms us on this issue, and pretty much all
issues.

Mr. ConNoOLLY. And, Madam Chairman, Lois Frankel had a
question. If I could ask it on her behalf and that way——

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Yes, we would be honored to have you ask
it on her behalf.

Mr. CONNOLLY [continuing]. We shave 5 minutes, you know?

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Please go ahead.

Mr. ConNoLLY. All right.

So Lois’ question, Ms. Frankel’s question, and I will put it to you
first, Mr. Goldenberg: Would the removal of our military base give
license to or make worse the behavior in question?
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Mr. GOLDENBERG. It is an interesting question. I hadn’t thought
about it precisely that way.

It may. I think the—I think the bigger challenge logistically
would be that if we were to remove the military base, we—it would,
first of all, be incredibly costly. The Qataris spent $1 million on
that base. Yet, look at what the alternatives are. It would then
strain our ability to conduct operations, the same tempo in Iraq,
Afghanistan

Mr. ConNOLLY. I don’t think that is the question. I think the
question is

Mr. GOLDENBERG. By leverage.

Mr. CONNOLLY [continuing]. Implied here, by having the military
base in Qatar, does it moderate behavior? Would it be worse with-
out it, assuming there is any bad behavior at all?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Maybe. I mean, I—so yes, but I would argue—
it sort of works both ways. I agree with the notion that if we had
no relationship—this would basically dramatically shrink our rela-
tionship with Qatar, and then reduce our leverage over them. It
would also reduce their leverage over us, so there is a bit of two
sides to it. So it is a hard sort of hypothetical to make.

But I think the better option at this point is now that the mili-
tary base is there, to not walk away from it for all those reasons.
But to also clarify that we have other options, so this isn’t a gun
they could just hold to our head. I think that is where we need to
be on this question.

Mr. ConNoOLLY. Dr. Levitt.

Then my time is up. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. LEVITT. So right now, we often look at the base as too big
to fail, and we need it so badly that we don’t really use it as much
leverage, and we need to begin to use it at some leverage.

If we suddenly woke up tomorrow and there was no base, we
would lose a lot of leverage, yes, but we would still have plenty of
areas where we a relationship with Qatar.

In the best of circumstances, I certainly hope that we don’t move
the base. But I think Ilan is right, that we should start looking at
what other options there might be to move some or all of it, not
because we want to, but just to signal that it is not us who are over
a barrel by virtue of having the base there, they are not necessarily
over a barrel either, but it is a relationship. And I don’t think we
really use it for very much leverage right now.

Mr. ScHANZER. 1 would agree that we need the leverage. And
what I recommend in my written testimony is that we need to do
an assessment. It is not to say that we need to leave, although I
think the arrangement is not sustainable. It is not, I think, the
right message that we should be sending to the rest of the region.
But this does not have to be binary. We can move some assets out
of that base because we decide we need to redistribute, and we
can’t ever rely too much on the Qataris, or we might say, look, we
can’t move anything. But at the very least—and I think, by the
way, this hearing is doing a lot of good. The Qataris know right
now that we are talking about whether or not we should move the
base, whether we should assess moving the base. This is incredibly
important. It takes leverage away from them and puts it back in
our court.
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Mr. CoNNOLLY. Thank you, Madam Chairman, on behalf of my-
self and Congresswoman Frankel.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you very much. We love to hear Lois’
voice, even in absentia.

And now we are so pleased to turn to Mrs. Maloney. Thank you
for your patience in sitting through the subcommittee to be able
ask your question.

Thank you, Carolyn, you are always welcome to be a part of our
sub.

Mrs. MALONEY. Thank you, Madam Chair. And thank you for al-
lowing me privileges to attend your committee meeting and giving
me the opportunity to ask a question.

And thank you for having a hearing on a very important issue,
which is a top concern to Secretary Tillerson. That is why he per-
sonally went to the region, and he has expressed his deep concern
about peace and security in the region, not only for Americans and
our base, but also for all of our allies.

And he publicly expressed his concern that our allies, all of the—
these are all allies of America, and that he is concerned that it—
if it continues, it will break up the Gulf Cooperation Council that
has been an important area of cooperation with United States and
our ability to collectively combat ISIS.

He also has called for the embargo, or the easing of the embargo,
as it is harmful to the stability of the region, stability of the Gulf
Cooperation Council, and it is difficult for our base. The embargo
affects also the American base.

So his vision, I believe, is a good one, would you say, that we
should figure out how to work together? We are all allies, and the
enemy is not each other, but the enemy is ISIS and other terrorist
activities in the region. Would you agree with Secretary Tillerson,
Mr. Goldenberg?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Yes, I would. I think that this whole crisis has
been a distraction from other things we should be dealing with.
You know, I am not sure I would have put as much into it has he
has, necessarily, because I think that, you know, part of this is
these parties have to also solve it themselves, and be responsible
about that, but we can play I think a very positive role and also
try to get them to de-escalate and guaranteeing any agreement and
trying to push all of them in terror financing questions.

So, you know, I—I agree. For our interests, for the U.S. interests,
the fact that the last 2 months in the Gulf have been spent on this
instead of on all the things we prefer to be spending their time on
is not good. That is the bottom line. So it would be better if we can
find a way to get over this.

Sadly, I think right now, there are no indicators in the near term
that is going to happen, so that we start managing the situation
and also getting awful these different actors to at least tone down
their public rhetoric and maximalist demands so that a few months
from now, after things cool down, maybe privately they can cut
some deals.

Mrs. MALONEY. Well, he has begun focusing on terrorism financ-
ing, which, I believe, is a way forward, and I understand that he
has created certain criteria already for the Gulf nations to cooper-
ate with them. And I hope that they all will. That would be a huge
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step forward on allowing access to their financial tracking of where
money is going, if you crack down on the terrorism financing, then
you are cracking down on terrorism.

Are you aware of any agreements that the State Department has
made with these countries to combat terrorism financing? I was
told that Qatar has entered into an agreement to share their data-
base, to share their information to combat terrorism financing. Are
you aware of that?

Mr. GOLDENBERG. I am, but I think, Matt, you want to——

Mr. LEVITT. Sure.

Mr. GOLDENBERG. Matt is a real expert on this.

Mr. LEVITT. So first of all, thank you for your questions.

I want to start by pointing out that there is complete consensus
across this table in the need to de-escalate this crisis. And as Ilan
said, we need to be focusing on the other more important issues.
Several of us have also said that some of the charges already
against Qatar are baseless, but some of them are very much
grounded in truth, and they affect all those other issues.

Mrs. MALONEY. But my question is, are you aware of agree-
ments, concrete agreements, between Qatar and the United States,
or Saudi Arabia and the United States, or Bahrain, or the UAE

Mr. LEVITT. Getting to that.

Mrs. MALONEY [continuing]. Or any of the countries specifically
to work together to combat terrorism financing?

Mr. LEVITT. Yes. So that is what I was getting at. There are
many agreements. There have been several of them going on for
years, bilateral and otherwise. There are two new ones. One came
out of the Riyadh summit, which was the agreement to set up a
terror finance tracking center, the TFTC. There is no meat on those
bones yet. If you look at the Treasury statements, they have lots
of great ideas, I have spoken to some people who wrote those state-
ments; they are aspirational. But there is great foundation there
upon which we can build.

And in my previous statements, I have already pointed to that
as something we can use as a face saving gesture to move forward
and out of this crisis.

Mrs. MALONEY. I think that is a great idea, Dr. Levitt. We
should appeal to all of these countries to join us and combat the
specifics on how we would fight terrorism financing.

And I personally want to thank Secretary Tillerson for entering
in with his entire effort to personally try to solve this.

We are talking about allies. We need to get together. And I am
not aware of any other country that wants to host the U.S. mili-
tary.

I just recall being invited to leave one country very quickly. We
were told to leave Saudi Arabia, and I am not aware that any other
country in the region wants to host a U.S. military.

Are you aware of any other country that wants us to come in and
be there, Dr. Levitt?

Mr. LEvITT. Well, we do have bases in the UAE and Bahrain, so
it is not like this is the only base we have. And I don’t think the
base is the ultimate issue.

If T could just add, there is one other agreement. As you noted,
Secretary Tillerson signed an MOU, Memorandum of Under-
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standing, with Qatar. This too, there is absolutely no meat on these
bones, but they are very good bones, and there is more that can
be built on them. I don’t want people to walk away thinking, now
there is an MOU, so now we can cooperate.

Mrs. MALONEY. I think that is a very important issue, Dr. Levitt.
And what you could do to help us is give us exactly what kind of
meat should be added to that bone, and then we should present a
detailed agreement on combating terrorism financing to all of the
countries in the region and see who will cooperate with us in a spe-
cific way.

I must tell you, it is deeply important to me. I represent the
great city of New York, and lost 500 friends. We lost 3,000 on that
day, but literally thousands and thousands more that were exposed
to the deadly fumes from the terrorist attack.

So we know that there are efforts to attack New York and other
cities in our—including this city. We have intelligence on that and
other cities, and anything we can do with our allies to combat ter-
rorism can save future lives in America and other places.

And I for one support Secretary Tillerson’s effort to end the cri-
sis. Let’s join hands. Let’s combat terrorism. Let’s combat terrorism
financing. Because if they can’t finance their activities, they can’t
attack us.

I represent a district that just 6 months ago, two bombs went off.
You ask where did they get the money for the bombs? How did they
learn how to put them together? Who helped them? So terrorism
financing is very important, I think, to the world, and especially to
the United States and especially to New York City, which remains
the number one terrorist target in the country.

So I want to thank all of you for your work in combating ter-
rorism financing, and I would welcome any ideas of how we could
put more strength behind efforts to combat it. And I think that if
we combat it, we would also strike against the financing of ter-
rorism activities in other countries, which allegedly, I was listening
to my colleagues and their questioning, were very concerned about,
and where they are teaching, you know, terrorism and we need to
stop it.

My time is way, way over. I want to thank you for being here,
and thank you for your work, and thank you for everything you
have done to make the world safer. And thank you.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Thank you, Mrs. Maloney.

Mrs. MALONEY. Madam Chair, I don’t know if I will have the
chance to publicly say in your committee meeting how very, very
sad you have decided to retire and leave us. You have been an in-
credible leader.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. I am going to miss all of our colleagues.

Mrs. MALONEY. Wonderful, your leadership on this committee
and as chairman of this committee has been extraordinary. First
woman to head this as the chair. We are very proud of you, Ileana.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Thank you, Mrs. Maloney. Thank you so
much. And feel free to come back to our subcommittee. You are a
valuable member. We will make you an ex officio member. Thank
you.

I have just one last wrap-up question. I know you gentlemen
have been testifying for hours now.
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But, Dr. Schanzer, this tension has been going on for such a long
time. Why do you think that its neighbors decided to take action
O}Illly? now? Is there something else that you believe precipitated
this?

Mr. SCHANZER. Madam Chair, thank you for the question. It is—
it is really one of the questions that I think we all should have
been asking all along. I think when you talk to most analysts in
this town, they tell you, Well, they hate each other, it was the
Brotherhood, it was the Arab Spring. Well, what made this thing
erupt in the spring? There were some reports that it was, perhaps,
because the Qataris paid ransom and money went to Shiite militias
as well as to bad actors in Syria. But there has also been reports
surfaced recently and there is a little bit of confusion over this. But
I think it is worth unpacking.

There is a report from the UAE Ambassador to Russia, he went
on BBC and claimed the Qataris provided intelligence about
Emirati and Saudi troop movements in Yemen, and that this led
directly to the death of dozens of Gulf soldiers in the Yemeni oper-
ation. I have also heard from three different sources since then
that it may not have been al-Qaeda that they shared this informa-
tion with but rather the Houthis and the Saleh forces in Yemen.
This would be devastating for Qatar if this were to be true, be-
cause, of course, it would mean they were sharing information with
Iranian proxies, which is an absolute red line for the Gulf States.
So this allegedly happened in the spring. I have not been able to
confirm it with a U.S. official. All I can tell you is this is what I
have been hearing from people who generally know in this town.

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN. Well, thank you very much.

And I thank the audience and the witnesses for their patience,
excellent testimony. You will forgive me that I was gone a little bit
from the podium. We had our bill up on the floor calling upon Iran
to release the hostages, the American hostages, who are citizens
and residents, and we were overwhelmingly approved. So that is
why I was absent.

And with that, our subcommittee is adjourned. Thank you to all.

[Whereupon, at 4:38p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.]
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Statement for the Record
Submitted by Mr. Connolly of Virginia

Since the opening of the U.S. Embassy in Doha in 1973, bilateral relations between the United States
and Qatar have grown to encompass significant security, economic, and diplomatic dimensions. While
Washington and Doha cooperate closely on many issues such as counterterrorism, the relationship is not
without tension. The recent diplomatic dispute between some Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC)
members and Qatar has highlighted some of these concerns, particularly regarding Qatar’s financial
support for terrorist groups. Nonetheless, it is not in the United States’ interest for this dispute to
escalate and risk broader regional instability.

Following close defense cooperation between the United States and GCC during Operation Desert
Storm, Washington and Doha signed a formal Defense Cooperation Agreement (DCA) on June 23,
1992, In December 2013, the two countries renewed the DCA for another ten years. Approximately
10,000 U.S. forces are currently deployed in Qatar, most of which are based at Al Udeid air base,
working as part of the Coalition Forward Air Component Command (CFACC). The air field also hosts
the forward headquarters for U.S. Central Command (CENTCOM). The U.S. military’s strategic
facilities in Qatar were key to Operation Iraqi Freedom and remain critical to Operation Inherent
Resolve, which is combatting the Islamic State in Traq and Syria. Qatar has been a large consumer of
U.S. foreign military sales, including a purchase in November 2016 of up to 72 F-15QA aircraft worth
more than $21 billion.

Despite close U.S.-Qatari security relations, on June 5, 2017, Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates,
Bahrain, and Egypt cut off diplomatic and economic relations with Qatar, citing Doha’s close ties with
Tran and support for terrorism. The GCC states assert that Qatar continues to support Islamist extremist
groups in the region, including al-Qaeda, Hamas, the Taliban, and the Muslim Brotherhood, in violation
of a series of secret agreements with its Gulf neighbors. The United States has also designated several of
these groups as foreign terrorist organizations, and has pressured Doha to punish individual terrorist
financiers and pursue systemic solutions to terror financing originating within its borders.

This month, Secretary of State Rex Tillerson traveled to the region to attempt to negotiate a resolution to
the crisis. Rather than helping to broker a solution to this dispute among our GCC partners, President
Trump has only exacerbated the situation by choosing sides. Trump has stoked regional rivalries and
inflamed conflict in an already volatile part of the world. Criticism of Qatar is valid. They should be
doing more to combat terrorism. However, uninformed missives that do not take into account the
location and well-being of 10,000 U.S. service members are reckless and disturbing. Ilook forward to
hearing from our witnesses regarding how the United States can play a moderating role in the ongoing
Qatar-GCC dispute and seize opportunities to promote U.S. interests in our relationship with Qatar.



