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Helmut Sonnenfeldt, Guest Scholar at the Brookings Institution and World Affairs Council Board Member, remarked on the close and vital relationship of the United States and Europe. 

David Ensor, National Security Correspondent for CNN and the event's moderator, presented the issues of free trade, economics, morality, and culture as open for debate. He alluded briefly to President George Bush's contradictory support of both steel tariffs and free trade, the fears and disagreements over weapons of mass destruction and confronting Iraq, the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, and the death penalty. 

Adrian Wooldridge of The Economist spoke on the relationship between the US and Great Britain. As The Economist takes a less British and more global perspective, Mr. Wooldridge feels his own perspective growing inversely more Americanized. He characterized the rift between the two countries as hyped with unsettling short-term events and by a cultural antagonism towards the American free market. However, many sectors of the British populace support a US relationship. 

The political, economic, military, and cultural attitudes indicated by recent events corroborate this. Despite a confused opposition from the Liberal Democrats, both the Tory and the Labor parties strive for a closer American relationship. The coordinated effort between American and European central banks helped avoid detrimental financial consequences of 9/11. Mr. Wooldridge said Britain's military would likely support an American operation in Iraq. On the whole, British popular culture is pro-American. Most British also favor the death penalty, a position slowly on the decline in the US. 

Criticism comes toward American capitalism rather than American foreign policy. Mr. Wooldridge labeled Mr. Bush's obduracy to free trade "disastrous" and "foolish," and said that Mr. Bush had "lost the high ground from which his administration criticized the EU's policies." Mr. Wooldridge recalled that, since 1960, presidents have made concessions to lobbies for trade authority and called Mr. Bush's resistance to opening the market a mark against the US. 

Mr. Wooldridge considered the declining importance of Europe to the US. The US has moved increasingly toward a domesticated global view. That is, the class of managerial elite has colored America's foreign attitude with one that looks upon the world only to dominate it with disinterest. Mr. Wooldridge vaguely reasoned that as the American power base and population centers move away from the East Coast, Europeans have found American values increasingly difficult to understand. While Mr. Wooldridge may have been looking primarily at President Bush, a managerial elite who owns a ranch in west Texas, the transnational relationships in the EU and the monolithic national identity of America do seem to pull the two sides of the ocean farther apart. 

Andrei Sitov, the Bureau Chief in Washington for ITAR-TASS, spoke on Russia's relationship with the US. As President Bush has risen above his pre-election rhetoric to forge a close relationship with Russian President Vladimir Putin, the US seeks to negotiate its grievances over the Chechnyan rebel crisis, the Russian relationship with Iran, non-proliferation, and the Anti-Ballistic Missile treaty. 

While summit meetings have proven conducive to understanding common interests, the prerogatives of the two peoples often differ. While the Russian mainstream populace does not favor US policies, they like the American people and admire American individual freedoms. Russians encourage Americans to more fully recognize the moral values and interests of other nations so as not to draw their resentment. The tragedies of September 11th strengthened the alliance between Russia and the US, yet the two countries still need to develop greater mutual understanding. 

Yasemin Congar, foreign affairs columnist with the Turkish newspaper Milliyet, described the relationship between Turkey and the US. The Turkish government has an unfulfilled dream of becoming part of the EU, but the majority of Turks do not subscribe to European views. Turkey has a great economic dependence on and support for the US, even though anti-Americanism has been on the rise among the business elite since September 11th. However, US concern for Turkey is declining. In the current administration, President Bush has met Turkey's concerns either unilaterally or not at all. Mr. Bush's singular thinking insulted many Turks when he declared in October 2001 that US allies either are with or against the US in its offensive in Afghanistan. Ms. Congar said Turkey would ultimately support a US operation in Iraq, but it would rather see the UN work with Iraqi opposition leaders and moderates. In general, Turkey hopes for a closer relationship with the US, but ultimately the US needs to pay more attention to Turkish concerns for this to come to about. 

Olaf Gersemann, Washington correspondent for Wirtschaftswoche, Germany's largest economic and business weekly, offered a view of trade policy. Germany earns one-third of its national income from exports, yet high tax rates, labor laws, and a burdensome social security system have deterred the few policy makers from promoting development in market sectors. The lack of a domestic lobby to liberalize sectors of the German economy indicates a need for pressure from abroad. Increased international investment in the private sector should encourage new product growth and expansion of jobs. 

Considering the points of the speakers, US-European relations would greatly benefit from sustained interest and commitment to European affairs. In many cases the Bush administration has taken a parochial and triumphant attitude with Europe and has neglected the cultural concerns that underlie Europe's mix of political and economic systems. The administration would become a better partner and friend to Europeans by considering the complex societal undercurrents of individual nations. 
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