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CHARLES FERGUSON: Okay. What wasyour titlein the Clinton adminigration?

JESSICA STERN: | worked in the Clinton adminigration. And my title wasDirector for
Russan Ukranan and EurasanAffars And | was gpoending mog of my timehelpingto advisethe
presdent on nudear security in the forme Soviet Union, and the potential for nudlear terrorism, arisng
parttly out of nucleartheft.

CHARLES FERGUSON: And did you look at risksasociated with nuclear terrorism from
other sources such as incuding terrorigs?

JESSICA STERN: No.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Ah. Okay.

JESSICA STERN: Not when | wasthere.

CHARLES FERGUSON: And what®@your academic speciaization now?

JESSICA ST ERN: My a@demic specialization now isterroriss the people who would use the
weaponsthat | have gudied in the pas.

CHARLES FERGUSON: And what do you think of the effectsof our adventurein Irag on
terroriam risksreative to the United States?

JESSICA STERN: It wasvery eay for aperson who thinksabout terrorism to predict that the
warin Irag would dramaicaly increa® the threst, the terrorigt threat, to the United States It was quite
obvious

CHARLES FERGUSON: Because?

JESSICA STERN': In away the United Statesfdl into atrap. It wasasif bin Lacen st atrap
for us that, uh, w-, weshould go and attadk aMudim country. Iraqis of coursg, ic-, anextremdy
importart Mudim country. And uh, wedid exadly what bin Laden would have warted usto do. And
indeed, he haspointed thisout, in his uh, rd-, in hisgatements that Presdent Bush hasrealy asised

him, uh, in hiseffort to decimae the U.S.economy, and make the jihadi movement thrive.



CHARLES FERGUSON: How 90?

JESSICA STERN: Bin Laden isinterested in proving that the United Statesisout to humiliate
the Idamic world, and destroy the Idamic warld. And wewent into a country allegedly because of its
weapons of mass destruction, which wedill have not found; and humiliated, uh, the M udim people
globaly. Hehasbeen alleto amuethat. Hehasbeen aldeto use our adventuresin Irag asproof that
thatwasour goal. And of course, the picturescoming out of Abu Ghraib really heped him in that
regard.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Hm. And what do you think the effect of the Americaninvason of
Iraghasbeen on general Arabpublic opinion, not jus bin Laden®@supporters?

JESSICA STERN: Assoon asit wascearthat wewere going to invace Iraqg, the bottom fel out
in support for the United Statesin the Idamic world, according to polling by [Zoghbi]. And then, once
wedid invade, poll after poll showed that in Mudim-maprity countries the United Stateshadlog al
regpect. And indeed, in Jordanand in Pakgan maprities daimed to have more confidencein bin
Laden thanin Presdent Bush.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Do you think...

JESSICA STERN: Ordinary Mudims 1@ not taking atout pro-jihadi Mudims 1@n taking
alout regular people.

CHARLES FERGUSON: And do you think that thiswould hawe been true even if the
occupation had been hardled competently, asopposed to the wayit was hardled?

JESSICA STERN: | think thattheinvason itself wasdeeply digressng to mary Mudims But
obvioudy, our inept occupation hasnot helped usatal. Uh, the, it, it hasrealy pushed ordinary Iragis
into supporting aninsurgency that they might otherwise have opposd.

CHARLES FERGUSON: And what do you think of theinsurgency in Iragard the
devdlopment of terroriam in Irag after our invason?

JESSICA STERN: The, €h, o-...



Sadlam Hussin obvioudy had been preparing for our invason, but | don®know that he would
have been alleto predict the extent to which the international jihad movement would be prepared to
provide both physcal support, in, in, in the sense of donating suicide bombers and also psychological,
emotional, iritual support, to the extent that they have. Thishasbecome..the, an Afghangan, in
esence. Thisisvery much likewhat happened when the Sovietsinvaded Afghanigan and the United
Sttesadualy fadlitated aninternation-, theformation of aninternational, uh, jihad movement. That
hashapened again.  The United Stateshasfadlitated the next iteration of that international jihad
movement. We have given that movement the bes possble training. We have p-, provided war games
for them. They are now trying to fight againg the best trained military on earth.

And they will not gaythere. That@very dear. Thisisnot akind of road motd, wherewe
gather the world®@international jihadsand, and kill themin Irag Uh, they will escage from that motdl,
and wele aready seen that, in Jordan Uh, they are now very wdl trained, ard very angry. And |
believe wewill eventualy see them on Wedern sreets

CHARLES FERGUSON: And why don®you believe the asertion that the adminigtration has
mack that in fad thisisaplae where large numbersof terrorist jihadswill be caught and/or killed by
Amaeaicanforces and thatthisrepreeentsadissger for them?

JESSICA STERN: One of the problemswith the Bush adminigration@thinking about this
issue, in my view, isthat wele not taking alout a, a,a..uh, definite number of jihads that you jus kill
three, ard there arethreeless Wele taking alout amovement that continuesto grow. Welet-, we
should be thinking about the flow of new jihadsinto the movement, rather than[agtak].

Sowhen the adminigration toutsits purported successes by bragging about the number of
known membersof Al Qaealdawho have been captured or killed, without thinking albout how mary new
ones have been created, | get quitedidressed. It ssemsto methat, uh, the more wekill, the fewe we
haveturned. We should be tryingto bring them over to our Sde, and use them to undermine the
movement, rather than capturing or killing them. Thisrepresntsaninteligence faiure, when we

capture or kill them, or when weincarcerate them or kill them, uh, rather thanturning them to our Sde.



And moreover, the more important dement ishow many new onesare being crested. And the
warin Irag hasrealy fadlitated bin Laden@effortsto continue to gpreadthat jihadi movement
internationaly. And it@becomeakind of virtual movement, where it doesn@require adive
recruitment. 1t@just becomeakind of fadto becomeajihad, fighting the Wes, largely, in my view, as
areault of what@happened in Irag. Or | should say, greatly fadlitated by what has hagpened in Irag.

CHARLES FERGUSON: And what do you think, if anything, the adminigration or the United
Statescould do now to ares or reverse thisdeveopment?

JESSICA ST ERN: Sometimeswhen you make arealy baddecison, all optionsavaialde are
unattradive. And 1@n afraid that that@the Stuation we@e currently in. | think wemade agrave error.
And...itQadisager if weleave Irag; it@adisder if wegayin Irag. 1tQ eh, | think it@gonnatake avery
long timefor usto recover from thismigake.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Let@®go bad to Irag. If you could saythat again. Sowhat do you
think wecanor should do about thelraqg Stuation? What do you think its consequencesare going to
be?

JESSICA STERN: | think thatit@going to take a very long timefor the United Statesto recover
N for theworld, in fad, to recover N fro-, from the misake that wede made. Somebaddecisons have
very long-term consequences ard | think thisisone of them. And | think that the optionsavaialdeto
usareal bad Uh, theoption to leaveisabadone, because Iraq |-, isrealy doseto afaied date. And
the option to gayisabad one, because wele, wele [pro-oc-], our presence isa provocation.

What will help usrecover? | think that werealy are going to need to demondrate that wedon®
aim to harm the Idamic warld. | think that@going to be very importart. And how wedo that, I, 1@n
not, 1@ not wure.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Could you sayabit more about, you said earlier that wee providing
wargamesfor the ressance, for the insurgence, for the jihadi movement. Could you say more about

that?



JESSICA STERN: Um hm. In Iraq today, former Baahig military personnd, inteligence
personnd, are now working together with ordinary criminalsand international jihadis, getting the best
possbletraining that they could ever hope to get: fighting againg the world@best-trained military.
They@e getting to work together, ard pradice. And the, thisisafakulous opportunity for them.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Now, if it@the best-trained military in theworld, why isit afalbulous
opportunity for them, asopposed to adissger for them?

JESSICA STERN: Um... It@adisager for thosewho arekilled. But thosewho survive...are
world-dasterrorigs They will have extraordinary skillsand expertise, that they will be adeto take with
them into futurejihads

CHARLES FERGUSON: And do you have ary snse, do we have ary sense, of how mary of
these people there are?

JESSICA STERN: No. | ¢, | don® No.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Okay. Doyou...

JESSICA STERN: | mean it@also jus congartly changing. You know, it@not like...

CHARLES FERGUSON: Yeah

JESSICA STERN: ...there@anarswe to that.

CHARLES FERGUSON: What do you think about the rdlatonship between bin Laden and his
organzation ard the other dementsthat arefightingin Irad? Isthisanaliance of convenience? Isit
going to endure? Isit not going to endure? Do you think it@going to haw ary consequencesfor the
future behavior of bin Lacen@orgarization?

JESSICA STERN: | believethat Sadlam Hussin®@inteligence chief wastrying, for along time
to communicate with Al Qaela, with the Al Qaealaleadership. And | bdievethat he probaldy did meet
with bin Lacen@number two. But he wan®getting very far. There wasno real cooperation, or at leas
there@no evidence of any real cooperation between Saldam®regimeand Al Qaala.

But now, that@no longer the caseat al. Now, Al Qaalain Iragisworking very dosdy with the

remnarts of the Baathis regime And there arejihads volunteers coming in, offering themsavesas



aicidebombers Thereare Iragiswho fadlitate that who, | mean we weadualy hawe anew type of
wuicide bombing operation, where there are hardlerswho find targets who find wegpons for
international jihad volunteers who comein, and hawe to prove their mettle

thatthey realy are worthy of offering themselvesup, uh, in a, quote, martyrdom operation. But wesee
these, these different groupswarking together in awaythat, that in fad, wede never ssen before. Wele
never 3en ahardler offering thiskind of service to many different organzations

Sohigory isrealy being made, uh, right now. Uh, new typesof virtual organizations new types
of, uh, wdl, akind of chaadic organzation aswdl; groupsthat are ometimes competing and sometimes
cooperating. They@e...okay.

JESSICA STERN: Um hm. | think therdationship, at leag what weknow about the
relationship between Zamawi, the headof Al Qaelain Irag and the original Al Qaela orgarnization, uh,
it@very intereging. There, it, it agpearsthat there@both competition ard cooperation. Zargawi has
been very good at, at getting atremendousamount of attention, partly by, through horrific crimes
beheadngsthat arefilmed; filmssent around on the Internet.  And interestingly, asfarasweknow,
Zaweéhiri, bin Laden@number two, doen®likethis A letter thatwas, isalleged to have been written by
Zawahiri, ent to Zamaw, uggedsthatthisisoffensve. Zawehiri thinksthiswill turn Mudimsaging
the Al Qaadaorgarization. And yet, they are cooperating.  Thisisnot thefirg timethat wede seen Al
Qadalafed thatakind of franchise outfit hasgonetoo far, that terror-, terroriam isthegter; terrorisgs have
to moderate the leve of violence that they engagein, in order to keep their supportersbehind them. It
hasto bejus enough, uh, to malke peoplefollow this the, the grong horse, as asbin Laden put it. Uh,
but not offend them. And Zawahiri ssemsto fed that Zargawi isgoing abit too far. And yet, Zargawi is
persging.

Sq 0 wesee akind of cooperation, lak of cooperation, uh, atthesametime And |, | think
wel continueto see thisvirtual organization evolve uh, with offshoots of Zarani@orgarizaﬁon; uh, Al
Qadlain Irag; independent groupsoperating in the nameof Al Qaela, doing thingsthat the original Al

Qaeala membersmight not like around theworld; uh, w-, w-...um...



CHARLES FERGUSON: Wdl, why don®wetak first about what you warted to say? So Irag®
WMD capablitiesand the impad our varousadivitieshad on them.

JESSICA STERN: Yeah | worked in the Clinton adminidration, asl said. And um, anybody
who wasexposed to intelligence atout Irag@capalilitiesbdieved that Irag had very significant biologicak
weapons program, and waswaorking very hard on itsnuclear program, and had a sgnificant chemical
weaponsprogram. So theideathat the Bush administraion made up the sory atout Irag@WMD, it
semsto me isnot, uh, credible. Even if they exaggerated it, | fully believed, asdid mary of my
colleagues uh, from the Clinton adminigration, asdid anyonewho adualy looked at what Irag
admitted to having possessed N biological wespons, uh, eh, anextraordinary variety, induding one,
aflatoxin, that isaterrorist weapon. It@acarcinogen. It would be utterly usdesson the battlefidd. [t@a
long-term, carncer-causng agent.

But that doesn® meanthat going to warin Iraqwasacredible wayto rid Irag of those wespons
The Gulf War Air Powe Survey, which wasavailade on the Internet for quite awhile, made clear that
wehadalmog no impact on Irag@WMD programwhen wewent to warthelast time What hadan
impad wasthis the presence of United N ationsingpectors ard their monitoring the destruction of
Irag@programs

Sofor me the agument that weneeded to go to warin order to rid Iraqof itsWMD did not fly
atal, even though | did not doubt, for aminute N foolishly N that Iraq hadasg-, sgnificant program.
It ssemed to be farmore likely that wewould assg in the disssmination of those wegpons that wewould
create akind of loose nukes, or loose biological weapons or loose chemical weapons problem for
oursaves uh, by going to war.

CHARLES FERGUSON: WHdlI but of course, ater 1998, there Weren(f)ary ingections And 0
the Bush adminigration@argument wasthat for afour- or five-year period, Irag had gone uninspected...

JESSICA STERN: Right.

CHARLES FERGUSON: ...while presumaly continuing to develop weapons



JESSICA STERN: So the Bush adninistration@argument that Irag had aWMD arsenal, I, |
thought wasa credible agument. | undersgand why mary peoplein the Bush adminidration apparently
beieved it. |, I, | don®think that thiswas..addiberate ad of deception, even if, in somecass there
might hawe been exaggeration. | th-, | think it, it wasquite believalde. | think thererealy w-, wae
mary people who, who were realy alamed by what they believed wasnot only Irag@capalility, but its
intentions

That doesn®meanthat going to warin the waythat we did wasgoing to rid theworld of that
problem.

CHARLES FERGUSON: What do you think weshould hawe done?

JESSICA STERN: | think wewould, weshould have kept ingoectorson the ground.

CHARLES FERGUSON: But there waren®inspectors on the ground.

JESSICA STERN: No, I, but wha, they weare, [UI] before.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Ah. Okay.

JESSICA STERN: Yeah

CHARLES FERGUSON: Wdl, the argument that the Bush people male isthat the only reason
that those ingpectors were permitted in wasbecause there ware 200,000 American soldiersready to
invace. Which would have been, in their view, unsusainalde asa permarent mater. Sowhat do you
think would hawe been theright wayto go about that?

JESSICA STERN: | think theright wayto go atout it would hawe been to do whatever it took
to make sure that those ingpectors had acesslong enough to show what adualy wasthe cag. And to
take more srioudy the resultsof those ingections

It appearsthat the Bush adminigration warted to go to warin Irag, whatever inteligence they
wearealeto find that might undermine the prevaiing wisdom alout what Iraq was doing.

CHARLES FERGUSON: And what do you have to say atout Irag@rolein terrorism before we

went to war? Whatrole did Saldam@regimeplayin terrorism?



JESSICA STERN: Sadlam@regimewasaterribleregime And hisintelligence operativesdid
terriblethings Sadlam wasthreatening to put chemical weaponsin Europe. Therewee...

CHARLES FERGUSON: Hedid that publicly?

JESSICA STERN: Yeah

CHARLES FERGUSON: Oh. Saythat again. | didn®know this

JESSICA ST ERN': [UI] somechemical weaponsin perfumebottles or | wish | could remember
the exact detais Um. {3gh}

Sadlam®regimewasaterribleregime Hisintelligence agnts murdered mary people. Hewas
threatening to put chemical agentsin Europe N 1, 1@, 1@n alittle bit uncomfortabe, @ause actualy |
don®even recal exadly what it was 1t wassomething...

CHARLES FERGUSON: Okay.

JESSICA STERN: ...in perfumebottles But wed), wel) leaweit at that.

CHARLES FERGUSON: All right...

JESSICA STERN: Um, h-,

CHARLES FERGUSON: But thiswasapublic gatement?

JESSICA STERN: Yes

CHARLES FERGUSON: Okay: If you could saythat.

JESSICA STERN: It wasa, Saldam®regime mack public satmentsalout their intentionsto
use chemical weaponsin the Wed. Let meleaveit at that

CHARLES FERGUSON: ThatSfine

JESSICA STERN: Uh...

S, hisregimewas guilty of the mogt horrific humanrightsviolaonsimagnade: women
beheadked on the dreet; usng chemical weaponsagaing hisown people, the Kurds There are people,
even today, who are gill suffering asaresult of the use of chemical wespons by Saldam®@regime againgt

hisown citizens



There wae very, very good reasonsto want to take that regimeout. But the waywewent about
it, it ssemsto me isvery dangerousfor the Wed, and very dangerous in patrticular, for Americans
because of thewayit hasenhanced the capalilities of the [Internet] [whol€] jihadi movement, and
enhanced the mobilization grategy of Al Qaealabeyond itswildest dreans

CHARLES FERGUSON: And do you think that thisin fad posesan increasad risk of terroriam
in the Wes and in the United States?

JESSICA STERN: | believethat thewarin Iraq hasgreatly increagd therisk of terrorismin the
Wed and in the United States Onerea®n for thatisthat someof thejihad volunteersare coming in
from Europe. They are comingin from Europe, with European passports and they@e going bad to
Europe. Weknow thisisalready hagpening. Those people, with Europeanpasports will have much
easer amessto the United Siatesthan people from Irag, for example. |, | think it@just amatter of time
beforejihadiswho have been trained in Irag end up in the Weg, bringing their jihadbad to us

CHARLES FERGUSON: And do you think that...

JESSICA STERN: God, | sound like such analamig. But | realy do think this so...

CHARLES FERGUSON: Uh...

JESSICA STERN: | guessit malesfor better thester.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Wdll...

JESSICA STERN: But | bdieveit, so.

CHARLES FERGUSON: We wart what you think.

JESSICA STERN: Do | sound alam-, too alamigt? | probaly do.

CHARLES FERGUSON: You sound very alamig. If...it@whether you really believe thisor
not, Jesse. If you realy beieveit, then...

JESSICA STERN: | do.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Okay. Do you think that the West, and in patticular, the United
Sttes and even more patticulany, the current adminigtration, are preparing adequaty for this

possbility?



JESSICA STERN: | think the Bush adminidration istaking thisthreat serioudy. And thereis
one program that |, @ very excited about, that isn®very wel known. And that isthatat Logan
Airport, the gate police are training in behavioral profiling asawayto avoid ragal profiling. They are
trying to leam alout behavioral indicators associated with covert adivities

And | think thisisavery excting devdlopment. Because our fantay about what the terrorists of
tomorrow are gonnalook like N the one thing |@n sure of isthat those fartasesare wrong. Our fartasy
that that the terrorigswill beaMiddle Eastern or perhapswith abeard, perhapslooking very devout;
uh, it@wrong. 1t@wrong today, and it@even more wrong tomorrow. Sol amexcited alout, &, atout
that program. |, 1@ not the right person to, you know, critique the overal policy.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Tell usalout the book you wrote, beginning with itstitle.

JESSICA ST ERN: | went around the world, taking to jihadis to write abook thatiscaled
Terror in the Name of God. And it wasclearto methat the most importart motivetion, underneath al
the political grievarces N and thisapplies actualy, acgossrdigionsN isafeding of humiliation; a
feding that someentity istrying to seal or desroy agroup®identity. And that@why N it@basd on
what| leamed asareault of taking to terrorigsthat | am s concerned atout what wedid in Irag.
Because | know that afeding of humiliation, afeding that someglobal powe in patticularistrying to
degtroy agroup®identity issuch apowerful mativator for terrorism.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Actualy, there was one other thing | warted to ak you in regard to
your book. Theimpresson | hadfrom readngit isthatthereisagreat deal of arnger and pasion ard
altruism, of asort, a thelowe levds But at the higher levels thereisagreat deal of quite Madiawdlian
calculation and sf-interet ard even quite sefish ambition and enjoyment of life...

O-, oneof thethings| found isthat what malesterrorigsjoin organzations asthey firg form,
it varies but it also changesover time  And that leaders maybe quite different from followe's epecialy
over time When aterrorig organization firgd forms pasion, or aktruism N at leas from theterroris
pergective N canbe avery importart component. It canbe avery strong view atout my people being

hammed; uh, whoever that peopleis But that over time, the terrorist leader maybecome quite cynical N



thefollowasaswdl. Theterorig leadx maybe far moreinteresed in financial gain; in hisown vanity;
in political powe; thanin the original grievance he daimed to betryingto redress  And that terrorist
organizations over time often begin to recruit criminals people with gpecial ills who actualy have no
interest in the purported grievance of the organization. And that, that grievance canbecomeakind of
maurketing ploy; awayto bring peoplein, perhapsto enrich the leadsr, or perhapsto assg theleader in
adieving hisown political ambitions or feeding hisown varity.

CHARLES FERGUSON: Do you think that@happening with bin Laden, and do you think
that that@hagpening with the terrorist orgarizationsthat are being created asaresult of our warin Irag?
JESSICA STERN: | think thatbin Laden isindeed avery vain man. Heisamanwhois
interesed in attention; who isinteresed in political power, asmuch asanything dse. Are people making

money off the jihad? 1@ certain that they are. And 1@n certain that Al Qaeda, in Irag, will eventualy

evolve to indude offshootsthat are really busnesses 1@n sure that will hagpen.



