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Ian S. Lustick is Professor of Political Science at the University of Pennsylvania where he holds the Bess W. Heyman Chair.  Professor Lustick has authored or edited more than twenty books.  His latest book is Trapped in the War on Terror (2006).   His other books include Unsettled States, Disputed Lands:  Britain and Ireland, France and Algeria, Israel and the West Bank and Gaza (1993); and For the Land and the Lord:  Jewish Fundamentalism in Israel (1994). His articles have been published in leading journals, including Foreign Affairs, Foreign Policy, World Politics, the American Political Science Review, Middle East Journal, the Journal of Israeli History, and Middle East Policy.   He is a recipient of awards from the Carnegie Corporation of New York, the National Science Foundation, the National Endowment for the Humanities, the Social Science Research Council, and the United States Institute of Peace. Dr. Lustick is a founder and past President of the Association for Israel Studies.  He is the originator of the PS-I computational modeling platform and a leader in the application of agent-based modeling techniques to problems in the social sciences.   He has worked in the State Department's Bureau of Intelligence and Research and has been a consultant on Middle East, intelligence, and national security affairs for each of the last seven American administrations.  He lectures often at universities across the country, in Europe, and the Middle East, and appears frequently in the national and international media.   
Dr. Lustick looks forward to engaging with participants in the FEMA conference on catastrophe management in discussions of different perspectives on the War on Terror.  He is particularly interested in how unquestioned, widely believed, but inaccurate beliefs affect practice, politics, and teaching.  In many domains, including activities touching the "War on Terror," speaking reasonably and realistically can be heard as if such ideas were silly, absurd, or even traitorous.  What pedagogical techniques are useful in promoting clearer thinking about issues when even posing proper questions about them is difficult because of preconceived ideas, engrained ways of thinking, and/or vested interests?
