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9/11 Ten Years Later

President Barack Obama has rightly called the
killing of Osama bin Laden “the most significant
achievement to date in our nation’s effort to defeat
al-Qaeda.” The operation not only delivered jus-
tice to the man responsible for the worst attack on
the American homeland in our nation’s history, it
allowed the U.S. to recover a treasure trove of in-
telligence from bin Laden’s compound — millions
of pages of captured enemy documents that will
give the CIA unprecedented insight into al-Qaeda’s
operations and plans for new attacks.

In normal times, the officials who uncovered
the intelligence that led us to Osama bin Laden
would get a medal. In the Obama administration,
they were given subpoenas.

On his second day in office, Obama shut down
the CIA’s high-value interrogation program. His
Justice Department then reopened criminal inves-
tigations into the conduct of CIA interrogators —
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inquiries that had been closed years before by ca-
reer prosecutors who concluded that there were no
crimes to prosecute. In a speech at the National
Archives, Obama eviscerated the men and women
of the CIA who ran the program, accusing them of
“torture” and declaring that their work “did not ad-
vance our war and counterterrorism efforts — they
undermined them.”

Now, it turns out that the very CIA interroga-
tors whose lives Obama turned upside down are
responsible for the greatest achievement of his
presidency.

It 1s time for a public apology.

U.S officials have acknowledged that the key
piece of intelligence that led the CIA to bin Laden
— information on the al-Qaeda leader’s principal
courier — came from detainees in CIA custody.
In response to a direct question about the role of
enhanced interrogation in the bin Laden opera-
tion, CIA Director Leon Panetta confirmed that,
“Obviously there was, there was some valuable in-
telligence that was derived through those kind of
interrogations.” His immediate predecessor, for-
mer CIA Director Mike Hayden, went further, de-
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claring: “let the record show that when I was first
briefed in 2007 about the brightening prospect of
pursuing bin Laden through his courier network,
a crucial component of the briefing was informa-
tion provided by three CIA detainees, all of whom
had been subjected to some form of enhanced in-
terrogation.” Hayden compares those who deny
the critical role CIA interrogations played in the
bin Laden operation to “9/11 ‘truthers’ who, lack-
ing any evidence whatsoever, claim that 9/11 was a
Bush administration plot.”

This program did much more than lead us to
Osama bin Laden’s lair — it played a critical role in
virtually every counterterrorism success since the
war on terror began. As Hayden explains, “It is
nearly impossible for me to imagine any operation
like the May 2 assault on bin Laden’s compound in
Abbottabad, Pakistan, that would not have made
substantial use of the trove of information derived
from CIA detainees, including those on whom en-
hanced techniques had been used.”

To understand the importance of CIA inter-
rogations, think back to September 11, 2001 — to
the smoldering rubble at ground zero, the Penta-
gon with a hole in its side, the shock we all felt
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at the ability of terrorists to penetrate our defenses
and wreak such destruction in our midst. All of us

wondered: Who had attacked us? What did they
want? And what else were they planning?

If someone had predicted back then that we
would reach the year 2011 without another suc-
cessful catastrophic terrorist attack on the Ameri-
can homeland, no one would have believed it. We
all thought, inside and outside government, that the
attacks of 9/11 were the first of many.

I was in the Pentagon on September 11, 2001,
working on a speech for Secretary of Defense Don-
ald Rumsfeld. I was blessed not to be at the point
of impact. But I remember feeling the walls of
my office shudder, and the smell of the smoke that
filled the hallways. One memory stands out: to my
surprise, no evacuation alarm ever sounded. All of
us simply filed out onto the lawn outside, where we
looked back at the broken and burning building.

In the months that followed, the evacuation
alarms in the Pentagon went off on numerous oc-
casions, as false reports came in that other planes
were headed our way. Each time, we exited and
stood on the lawn looking up at the sky waiting for
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the next attack. That attack never came. There are
only two possibilities to explain why: the terrorists
lost interest in attacking America, or we uncovered
their plans and stopped them. Which was it? The
answer 1s self-evident.

In those early days after 9/11, we knew very
little about the enemy that hit us. We knew that
al-Qaeda was behind the attacks. But we did not
know that Khalid Skeikh Mohammed (KSM) was
the operational commander of al-Qaeda or the
mastermind of 9/11. We did not know who his
key accomplices were. And we did not know what
follow-on attacks al-Qaeda had planned.

Unbeknownst to us, there were 1n fact two ter-
ror networks at large planning a “second wave” of
attacks on the homeland. The first was the KSM
network that had carried out 9/11. The second was
the Hambali network — Southeast Asian terrorists
recruited by KSM because he believed that the
United States would be on the lookout for Arab
men.

Both of these networks had set terrorist plots
in motion. These included: a plot to blow up high-
rise apartment buildings in the United States us-
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ing natural gas; a plot to replicate 9/11 in Europe
by flying hijacked airplanes into Heathrow airport
and buildings in downtown London; a plot to rep-
licate the East Africa embassy bombings in Paki-
stan by blowing up the U.S. consulate and Western
residences in Karachi; a plot to blow up the U.S.
Marine camp in Djibouti; use of anthrax developed
by an al-Qaeda cell for attacks inside the United
States; and a plot to carry out a second wave here
in America by flying a plane into the Library Tower
in Los Angeles.

The United States government did not know
any of this. We were completely blind to the com-
ing danger.

Then, beginning in 2002, we began to capture
and interrogate senior terrorist leaders. The first
to be taken into custody was Abu Zubaydah, a top
aide to Osama bin Laden who served as al-Qaeda’s
terrorist travel facilitator.

The CIA had been interested in Zubaydah
for some time. According to former CIA Direc-
tor George Tenet, in June 2001, British authorities
shared intelligence that Zubaydah was planning
suicide car bomb attacks on American military tar-
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gets in Saudi Arabia. Zubaydah had spent years
screening al-Qaeda recruits, training them, and
deploying them on missions across the world—in-
cluding the would-be millennium bomber Ahmad
Ressam, who was captured while entering the coun-
try in 1999 on a mission to blow up Los Angeles
International Airport. Zubaydah had also been the
Emir of the Khalden and Deronta training camps
in Afghanistan, and had travelled to Saudi Arabia
in 1996 to visit bin Laden and deliver $600,000
to the al-Qaeda leader. According to Zubaydah’s
official U.S. government biography, “Bin Ladin
recruited him to be one of al-Qa’i1da’s senior travel
facilitators following Zubaydah’s success in 1996
at securing safe passage of al-Qa’ida senior mem-
bers returning from Sudan to Afghanistan. In No-
vember 2001, Abu Zubaydah helped smuggle now
deceased al-Qa’ida in Iraq leader Abu Mus’ab al-
Zargawi and some 70 Arab fighters out of Kanda-
har, Afghanistan, into Iran.”

When taken into custody, Zubaydah was in in-
tense pain from life-threatening injuries he suffered
during his capture. The CIA flew in a specialist
from Johns Hopkins University who saved Zubay-
dah’s life. The agency then put off his questioning
for several weeks while he recovered. During this
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time, Zubaydah was questioned by the FBI, and
gave up some nominal information that he thought
we already knew, in order to give the impression
he was cooperating. Some of this nominal infor-
mation turned out to be extremely important. For
example, Zubaydah indentified Khalid Sheikh Mo-
hammed as the mastermind behind the 9/11 attacks,
and revealed that his code name was “Muktar” —
information that later helped us capture KSM.

After this revelation, Zubaydah continued to
recover, growing stronger and also more resistant.
So the CIA took over Zubaydah’s interrogation and
began to apply the first, limited enhanced interro-
gation techniques. It was under these circumstanc-
es that Zubaydah provided additional information
about an al-Qaeda terrorist named Abdullah al-
Muhajir, whom he identified as an American with a
Latino name. This terrorist was subsequently iden-
tified as Jose Padilla and captured as he arrived in
Chicago thanks to information provided by Zubay-
dah. When Padilla was taken into custody, he was
on a mission from KSM to blow up high-rise build-
ings in the United States using natural gas.

After providing this information about Padilla,
Zubaydah stopped talking, and began resisting in-
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terrogation. CIA officials faced a dilemma: since
his capture, Zubaydah had provided them with the
critical link that had identified KSM as “Muktar”
and the mastermind of 9/11, as well as information
that led to the capture of Padilla and the disruption
of a planned attack on the American homeland.
The CIA knew he had more information that could
save lives. But now he had stopped talking—and
was demonstrating his contempt for America.

So the CIA developed additional enhanced
interrogation techniques to get him talking again,
including waterboarding. The techniques worked.
After waterboarding was employed, Zubaydah’s in-
telligence production became what one senior CIA
official described to me as “a bonanza.” Zubaydah
began to provide information on key al-Qaeda op-
eratives, including information that helped the CIA

find and capture more of those responsible for the
9/11 attacks.

Zubaydah’s questioning after the application of
enhanced interrogation techniques led directly to
the capture of Ramzi bin al-Shibh. Bin al-Shibh
was a big catch. According to the Office of the Di-
rector of National Intelligence, he was the primary
communications intermediary between the 9/11
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hijackers in the United States and the al-Qaeda
leadership in Afghanistan and Pakistan—relaying
orders from al-Qaeda senior operatives to the lead
hijacker, Mohammed Atta, via email and phone.

When he was taken into custody, bin al-Shibh
was at the end stages of planning a KSM-conceived
attack that the CIA knew nothing about: a plot to
replicate 9/11 on the other side of the Atlantic by
hijacking multiple passenger planes and crashing
them into Heathrow airport and the Canary Wharf
business district in London. Indeed, the CIA did
not learn the details of this planned attack until six
months later when KSM and other terrorists in-
volved in the plot finally revealed the information.
It turned out that bin al-Shibh had been tasked by
KSM to recruit operatives in Saudi Arabia for the
Heathrow attack, and according to the Office of the
Director of National Intelligence, “as of his cap-
ture, Bin al-Shibh had identified four operatives for
the operation.” Unbeknownst to the agency, his ar-
rest set back plans for the plot and saved the lives
of countless people at Heathrow airport and down-
town London.

Zubaydah and bin al-Shibh (who reportedly
talked without the application of enhanced inter-
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rogation techniques) provided information that
helped CIA officials plan and execute the opera-
tion that led the capture of KSM. After the ap-
plication of enhanced interrogation techniques,
KSM provided the CIA with critical information
that led to the disruption of the “Second Wave,”
a plot that KSM had hatched in late 2001 with a
terrorist named Hambali, a leader of al-Qaeda’s
Southeast Asian affiliate Jemmaah Islamiyah, or
“JI1.” The plan was to hijack an airplane and fly it
into the tallest building on the West Coast. KSM
later indentified the target as the Library Tower
in Los Angeles. This plot was intended to com-
plete KSM’s original vision for the 9/11 attacks,
which was to hijack ten airliners and use them to
simultaneously attack targets on both coasts of the
United States. Osama bin Laden scaled the attack
back, thinking the plan too ambitious to carry out
all at once. KSM provided information that led to
the capture of Hambali, the key members of his
network, and a 14 member terrorist cell — known
as the Ghuraba cell — that included trained pilots
and was hiding out in Karachi, Pakistan, awaiting
orders from Hambali for the West Coast attack.

KSM also provided information that led to the
capture of his nephew and right-hand man, Ammar
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al-Baluchi, on April 29, 2003. At the time of his
capture, Ammar was in the final stages of prepara-
tions for an attack intended to replicate al Qaeda’s
bombings of the American embassies in Kenya and
Tanzania—this time blowing up the U.S. Consul-
ate and Western residences in Karachi. The plan
was to use a motorcycle bomb to breach the gate,
followed by a truck bomb. The truck bomb would
ram through the remnants of the gate and then be
detonated in the embassy compound. According
to the evidence presented at his combatant status
hearing at Guantanamo Bay, Ammar was captured
as he awaited delivery of the explosives to be used
in the Consulate attack. And according to the Of-
fice of the Director of National Intelligence, Am-
mar “was within days of completing preparations
for the Karachi plot when he was captured.”

Captured with Ammar was another top al-
Qaeda terrorist, Walid bin Attash (a.k.a. Khal-
lad). When both Ammar and Khallad were taken
into custody, KSM finally revealed key details of
the Heathrow airport plot. This information was
then used to confront Khallad. Khallad was one of
KSM’s top deputies. He had selected and trained
operatives in both the bombing of the USS Cole and
the 9/11 attacks, and under questioning, he admit-
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ted to having been involved in the Heathrow plot.
He revealed that he had directed the cell leader to
begin locating pilots who could hijack planes and
crash them into the London airport, and said that
he had considered ten countries as possible launch
sites for the attack, but had narrowed the options to
a set of locations that remain classified to this day.
Using this information from Khallad, CIA officials
confronted KSM and got him to flesh out other de-
tails about the operation—including an additional
target in the United Kingdom that was part of the
planned attack.

KSM also provided information that led to
the capture of Dhiren Barot (a.k.a. Issa al Hindi),
whom he had sent before 9/11 to case targets inside
the United States—including the New York Stock
Exchange, the World Bank, and the IMF. KSM
provided information that helped lead to the arrest
of Sayfullah Paracha and his son Uzair Paracha,
businessmen whom KSM planned to use to smug-
gle explosives into the United States. KSM inden-
tified Sajid Badat—the second operative, alongside
Richard Reid, in his plot to blow up commercial
airlines using shoe bombs— leading to Badat’s ar-
rest in November 2003. And KSM provided pre-
viously unknown information on Ali Saleh al-Mar-
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r1, an operative in U.S. custody whom he had sent
to the United States before September 11, 2001,
to serve as a sleeper agent ready for follow-on at-
tacks. KSM told us he brought al-Marri to meet
Osama bin Laden, where he pledged his loyalty
to the al-Qaeda leader and offered himself up as a
martyr. Among the potential targets Ali Saleh dis-
cussed with KSM were water reservoirs, the New
York Stock Exchange, and United States military
academies. Following KSM’s revelations, al-Marri
was taken out of the criminal justice system and
classified as an unlawful enemy combatant.

In addition to disrupting these and other spe-
cific terrorist plots, CIA detainees helped 1den-
tify some eighty-six individuals whom al-Qaeda
deemed suitable for Western operations—most of
whom we had never heard of before. According
to the intelligence community, about half of these
individuals were subsequently tracked down and
taken off the battlefield. Without CIA questioning,
many of these terrorists could still be unknown to
us and at large—and may well have carried out at-
tacks against the West by now.

One CIA detainee captured in 2004 —a Somali
terrorist named Gouled Hassan Dourad (a.k.a. Gu-
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leed) — revealed a plot by a senior al-Qaeda leader
in East Africa named Abu Talha. The plan was to
attack the U.S. Marines at Camp Lemonier in Dji-
bouti using water tankers loaded with explosives.
Guleed told the CIA he had been sent by Abu Talha
in September and October 2003 to case the Ma-
rine camp, and was tasked by the al-Qaeda leader
to purchase two rocket-propelled grenades, five
AK-47s, and four 9mm pistols. Information from
Guleed—including the identities of the operatives
associated with the plot—helped thwart this attack
on our Marines in Djibouti. Had it been carried
out, it could have rivaled the 1983 bombing of the
Marine barracks in Beirut that killed nearly 300
service members. The mastermind of this plot, Abu
Talha, reportedly met his end in a U.S. airstrike in
Somalia in January 2007.

In addition to providing information that led to
the capture of his key operatives across the world,
KSM effectively became an al-Qaeda “manage-
ment consultant” —running long seminars on al-
Qaeda’s structure and operations—even role play-
ing with CIA officials, explaining how he would
act in certain situations they were confronting.
According to the CIA, he explained the traits and
profiles that al-Qaeda sought in Western operatives
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after the 9/11 attacks, how al-Qaeda might conduct
surveillance of potential targets, how it might se-
lect targets, what probable targets were, and the
likely methods of attack.

In other words, KSM and other terrorists in CIA
custody provided our first window into the opera-
tions of the terrorist network that had just attacked
our country. They explained who al-Qaeda’s top
leaders were, how they interacted, how they made
decisions, how they moved money, deployed cells,
communicated with their operatives, and planned
terrorist attacks.

In addition, CIA detainees helped the agency
make sense of large volumes of documents and
computer data seized in terrorist raids. For exam-
ple, a computer seized during the raid that brought
KSM to justice contained a list of email addresses
for individuals KSM helped deploy abroad for ter-
rorist operations. CIA officials were able to ques-
tion KSM about these email addresses and take ac-
tion on them.

The same computer also contained a list of
names compiled by a key al-Qaeda financial op-
erative of al-Qaeda members who were to receive
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funds. CIA officials were able to question KSM and
other detainees to determine who these individuals
were and how important they were to al-Qaeda.

KSM and other captured terrorists provided
the CIA with an unprecedented insight into the in-
ner workings of al-Qaeda. And they gave the CIA
information that allowed them to round up virtu-
ally all the key members of the terrorist networks
that were still at large following the September 11,
2001 terrorist attacks — leading them to terrorists
they did not know existed, and allowing them to
disrupt the planned attacks about which the United
States had not been aware.

The bottom line? When KSM was first cap-
tured, before enhanced techniques were employed,
he was asked about his plans for new attacks. He
told his interrogators: “I’ll tell you everything when
I get to New York and see my lawyer.” If we had
given KSM the lawyer he had requested — if we
had told him “you have the right to remain silent”
— there would likely be craters in the ground in Los
Angeles, London, Karachi, Djibouti, or other cit-
ies to match the one at Ground Zero in New York
City.
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Fast forward to January 2009. President Ba-
rack Obama takes office and eliminates the CIA in-
terrogation program that had allowed us to discov-
er, dismantle and disrupt the two terrorist networks
that were planning the second wave of al-Qaeda
attacks. Obama even goes to CIA headquarters in
spring of 2009 and tells the assembled officers that
he understands his decision will force the govern-
ment to protect the American people “with one
hand tied behind our backs — and that’s ok.”

As Obama was busy tying one hand behind the
CIA’s back, new dangers were rapidly emerging.
A mysterious new terror network — al-Qaeda in the
Arabian Peninsula (AQAP) — began plotting to at-
tack the American homeland. And in December
2009, this network managed to penetrate Ameri-
ca’s defenses, get an operative onto civilian planes
headed for the United States, and nearly succeed
in blowing up Northwest Airlines Flight 253 as it
prepared to land in the city of Detroit.

By the Obama administration’s own admis-
sion, it was under the impression that AQAP was
focused on regional attacks, and was completely
unaware that this terrorist network had developed
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the capability or intent to attack us here in America.
Yet they very nearly blew up a plane over Detroit
on Christmas Day.

Why was America caught blind? Because, un-
like the period immediately after 9/11, the United
States 1s no longer capturing and interrogating
high-value terrorists who could tell us al-Qaeda’s
plans to attack the homeland. In fact, even when a
high-value terrorist fell into our hands — as in the
case of the Christmas Day bomber — instead of ag-
gressively interrogating him, the Obama adminis-
tration gave him a lawyer and told him he has the
right to remain silent.

On Christmas Day we avoided disaster by pure
luck. The Detroit airline bombing was not a foiled
terrorist attack; i1t was a failed terrorist attack. The
bomb malfunctioned.

But that failure has not deterred AQAP from
trying again. Less than one year after the attempted
attack in Detroit, AQAP penetrated our defenses a
second time — this time getting two package bombs
aboard planes headed for the United States. The
sophisticated bombs were designed to go off just
as the planes reached the eastern seaboard of the
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United States. As with the Christmas Day attack,
we did not foil this plot. The disaster was averted
only because of a last minute tip from Saudi intelli-
gence that allowed us to track down the explosives
before they went off.

Twice in less than a year AQAP nearly suc-
ceeded in killing hundreds of innocent people.
What has the Obama administration done about it?
To this day, the United States has not captured or
killed any of the top AQAP leaders behind these
two attempted attacks on the American homeland
— including AQAP’s spiritual leader, the radical
cleric Anwar al-Awlaki. In November 2010, 7he
Washington Post reported that President Obama
had deployed unmanned predator drones to Yemen
to go after the leaders of AQAP. But the drones
have not been used. Why? According to the Post:
The United States has ... not fired missiles from
the unmanned aircraft because it lacks solid intel-
ligence on the insurgents’ whereabouts, senior U.S.
officials said.... Current and former U.S. intelli-
gence officials said the drones’ surveillance prow-
ess 1s often overstated and will be of limited use in
identifying al-Qaeda operatives in Yemen without
the aid of signal intercepts or human sources on the
ground. “All Land Rovers look pretty much alike,”
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said a former high-ranking U.S. intelligence offi-
cial familiar with operations in Yemen. “You have
to have something that tells you this is the one to
follow.”

After AQAP nearly succeeded in blowing up a
passenger plane over Detroit and two cargo planes
over the eastern seaboard, we still have no idea
where Awlaki or the other key leaders of this ter-
rorist organization are hiding, where its operatives
are training, or what they are planning — so we
can’t hit them.

And that 1s just one al-Qaeda terror network
that threatens us.

We face another emerging terrorist network
ready to attack — this one based in East Africa. The
Somali terrorist group al Shabab recently merged
with al-Qaeda, pledged loyalty to Osama bin Lad-
en, and promised to carry out attacks across the
world on al Qaeda’s behalf. Last year, al-Shabab
released a video showing its fighters chanting “Here
we are O’ Osama. We are your soldiers O’ Osama,”
while the group’s leader, Abu Zubair, promised bin
Laden that “Allah willing, the brigades for Global
Jihad will be launched from [Somalia] to deprive
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the disbelievers of sleep and destroy their interests
around the world.”

Where have they set their sights? One clue: al-
Shabab 1s actively recruiting Americans. In July,
2010, a 20-year-old Northern Virginia man, Zach-
ary Adam Chesser, was convicted of attempting
to travel to Somalia to join al-Shabab as a foreign
fighter. Before his planned departure, Chesser had
been in direct communication with Anwar al-Aw-
laki, the AQAP cleric behind the attempted Christ-
mas Day bombing over Detroit.

Chesser 1s not the first American to try to join
al-Shabab. In June of 2010, two New Jersey men
were similarly arrested at New York’s John F. Ken-
nedy International Airport for allegedly planning
to fight with the terrorist group. Al-Shabab has
also recruited more than 20 American citizens of
Somali descent to be suicide bombers. Not only
is al-Shabab recruiting American fighters, one of
the group’s leaders is an American citizen; Omar
Hammami, who grew up in Alabama, has justified
the Sept. 11, 2001, attacks and affirmed his group’s
allegiance to bin Laden.

The fact that al-Qaeda’s new East African af-
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filiate 1s seeking out Americans is an ominous sign.
After all, al-Qaeda does not need suicide bombers
with U.S. passports if its only objective to conduct
terrorist attacks in Africa — it only needs operatives
with American passports for an attack against the
American homeland.

The Obama administration should be desperate
to capture senior terrorist leaders in East Africa so
it can interrogate them and learn more about al-
Shabab and its plans for new attacks, to avoid a
repeat of the Christmas Day debacle — or worse.
President Obama had a golden opportunity to do
just that — and he passed it up.

In February 2010, the Washington Post report-
ed in a front page story that the U.S. had tracked
down a senior terrorist leader named Saleh Ali
Nabhan. Nabhan was al-Qaeda’s leader in East Af-
rica and also a senior leader in al-Shabab. Indeed,
he was the man responsible for the merger of the
two groups. He was clearly someone with whom
U.S. officials ought to be interested in speaking.

When it located Nabhan, the U.S. military gave
President Obama three options. First, U.S. Special
Operations forces could kill him with an airstrike
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while he was driving through southern Somalia.
Second, they could kill him by firing from helicop-
ters, and then land to collect DNA to confirm the
kill. Third, they could try to take him alive and
bring him in for interrogation. The military wanted
Nabhan alive. “We wanted to take a prisoner,” a
senior military officer told 7he Post. But Obama
chose to have him killed. He used the second op-
tion — sending a helicopter crew to take him out,
then having Special Operations commandos recov-
er his remains. Obama could have taken Nabhan
alive, but consciously chose not to do so.

Think of the intelligence that was lost with
that decision — the information Nabhan could have
shared about al-Qaeda’s networks in East Africa, its
relations with bin Laden, its recruitment of Ameri-
can citizens, and its plans to attack the homeland.
All of it was vaporized on President Obama’s or-
ders. As a result, The Post reported, “the oppor-
tunity to interrogate one of the most wanted U.S.
terrorism targets was gone forever.”

And why did the president choose to kill, rather

than capture, Nabhan? U.S. officials told The Wash-
ington Post it was 1n part because of “the memory
of the last time a U.S. combat helicopter was on the

24



ground in lawless Somalia, the 1993 Black Hawk
debacle that resulted in the deaths of 18 soldiers.”

If al-Shabab succeeds in carrying out an attack
on America, we can trace it back to that fateful
choice made 1n the Oval Office.

In March 2011, news leaked that highest-
ranking terrorist to be captured alive since Barack
Obama took office had been taken into custody
by Pakistani authorities. Umar Patek was a senior
commander of al-Qaeda’s Southeast Asian affili-
ate, Jemaah Islamiyah, and one of the most wanted
terrorists in the world. Patek was field coordinator
for the 2002 Bali nightclub bombings and the last
at-large member of the notorious Hambali network
that had collaborated with Khalid Sheik Moham-
med on a planned “second wave” of attacks on
America after Sept. 11, 2001.

After Hambali and his gang were captured in
2003, Patek fled Indonesia and took refuge in the
southern Philippines, where he linked up with Is-
lamic terrorists and ran a terrorist training camp.
The United States had offered a $1 million reward
for his capture.
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Patek is a potential intelligence gold mine. A
former U.S. senior intelligence official told me that
he 1s precisely the kind of high-value terrorist who
would have been taken into CIA custody for ques-
tioning during the Bush administration. But Presi-
dent Obama has eliminated the CIA’s interrogation
program and closed the agency’s black sites. And
as of this writing, the U.S. has not taken Patek into
U.S. custody — as we did Patek’s bosses, Hambali
and KSM, during the Bush administration.

What might Patek tell us? It is significant that
he was captured not hiding out in Southeast Asia
but in Pakistan. There 1s only one reason an Indo-
nesian terrorist with a million-dollar bounty on his
head would risk traveling halfway across the world
to Pakistan: to meet with al-Qaeda leaders. With
whom specifically was he to meet? And what was
he there to discuss. Here is clue: He was captured
in Abbottabad — the same place where bin Laden
was hiding.

According to the International Crisis Group,
there are credible reports that just before traveling
to Pakistan, Patek was in Yemen. If true, what was
Patek doing visiting the base of operations for al-
Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula (AQAP) just before
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going on to meet report to bin Laden in Pakistan?
The Washington Post reported in March of 2011
that U.S. intelligence officials believe AQAP “may
be close to launching a terrorist strike™ against the
homeland. What might Patek know about the loca-
tion of AQAP leaders and their plans for new at-
tacks? In addition to his visit to Yemen, the As-
sociated Press reports that Patek “was believed to
have attended a meeting of Southeast Asian and
Mideast militants in the holy city of Mecca” before
travelling to Pakistan. With whom precisely did he
meet, what did they discuss?

These are vital questions to which the United
States may never get answers.

According to multiple press reports, Pakistan
has said it will not hand Patek over to the United
States, but will send him to Indonesia instead. That
would be a disaster for American national security.
The only way to fully exploit the intelligence Patek
possesses is for U.S. officials to interrogate him di-
rectly.

The fact is that the government cannot protect
the homeland unless it is able to interrogate cap-
tured terrorists. Why 1is terrorist interrogation so
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essential? The answer is simple. Without it, we
cannot obtain an accurate picture of the capability
and intent of our enemies.

Unlike the adversaries America has faced in
wars past, al-Qaeda does not mass large armies on
borders or flotillas on the high seas that can be de-
tected by satellites. There is only one way to find
out what the terrorists have planned, and that is to
get the information from the terrorists themselves.
There are essentially three ways to do this.

The first, and hardest, 1s to penetrate the en-
emy—either by infiltrating agents into al-Qaeda,
or recruiting operatives from within the enemy’s
ranks. This i1s no easy task. Al-Qaeda 1s a small,
secretive network of Arab extremists that is ex-
tremely suspicious of outsiders. We have to over-
come multiple barriers of race, language, culture,
and tribal affiliations to get inside. Infiltrating an
insular terrorist network is tougher, on an order of
magnitude, than infiltrating the KGB. This is not to
say i1t cannot be done. But as former CIA director
Mike Hayden says, it is a “long-term project.”

After 9/11, it was a project that essentially had
to begin from scratch. At the time of the attacks,

28



the agency had almost no informants inside al-
Qaeda or other radical Islamic terrorist groups.
The reason, a senior CIA official told me, was that
in the 1990s the Clinton administration had 1m-
posed severe restrictions on the agency’s ability to
recruit sources. These restrictions were known as
the “Deutch Guidelines.” Named for former CIA
director John Deutch, the guidelines established a
rigorous set of criteria for CIA stations across the
world, which required approval from senior of-
ficials at headquarters before field officers could
recruit anyone with a history of torture, assassina-

tions, or criminal activity (which means any mem-
ber of al-Qaeda).

The guidelines, this official said, were written
in response to revelations about the CIA’s collabo-
ration with governments and individuals in Cen-
tral America that had abused human rights. But, he
said, they “had a terribly chilling effect on our peo-
ple in the field” and led to “sources just drying up.”
As a result, “we weren’t penetrating any of those
terrorist cells. We weren’t recruiting al-Qaeda.”

It would take many years of effort for the CIA
to begin reversing the damage—which meant that
in the period following the 9/11 attacks, this tool
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was of extremely limited value. Even today, the
difficulties of penetrating terrorist networks are
substantial — as we saw when in 2009 a source that
the CIA believed to be trustworthy entered a CIA
camp in Afghanistan and blew himself up, killing
nine people, including the chief of the base and six
other CIA operatives and contractors.

The second method to learn what the terrorists
are planning 1s “signals intelligence”—using ad-
vanced technology to intercept and monitor the en-
emy’s electronic communications. To do this, the
Bush administration launched the Terrorist Sur-
veillance Program, another vital intelligence tool
that was exposed by leaks and came under intense
sustained attack from the Left.

Signals intelligence has been essential to the
fight against terror, but it has certain inherent limi-
tations. For one thing, when intelligence officials
monitor terrorist communications, they are passive
listeners to the conversations of others. They can-
not ask questions, probe for additional information,
or in some cases even indentify the voices or email
addresses in intercepted communications. More-
over, the terrorists know they are being monitored,
so they are careful to speak in codes that are dif-
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ficult to break without inside information.

This leaves only one other human intelligence
tool: interrogation.

The interrogation of senior terrorist leaders has
distinct advantages over other forms of intelligence.
It allows our intelligence professionals to ask the
terrorists direct questions, and expose sensitive
intelligence to them during questioning (because
the terrorists are cut off from the outside world and
cannot share it with terrorists still at large). Our in-
telligence professionals can confront captured ter-
rorists with new information from other detainees
to elicit still additional intelligence. They can get
captured terrorists to verify whether sources we
recruit inside al-Qaeda are providing reliable in-
formation. They can get captured terrorists to help
them make sense of intercepted communications,
and indentify voices or email addresses they have
uncovered. No other tool provides our intelligence
community with this kind of dynamic flexibility.

Moreover, while signals intelligence or sources
could give us scraps of information, interrogation
of captured terrorists can result in a full picture.
Former CIA Director Michael Hayden explained it
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to me this way: intelligence is like putting together
a large puzzle. You have all the pieces laid out on
the table in front of you — and you must put them
all together. But you are not allowed to see the
picture on the cover of the box.

That is the challenge facing our intelligence of-
ficers. They have lots of puzzle pieces from differ-
ent sources — tips, signals intercepts, and sources
that they have recruited inside al-Qaeda. But they
don’t know how the pieces all fit together, or what
the final picture looks like. There 1s only one way
to get that final picture — by capturing the terrorist
leaders who know what the picture on the cover of
the box looks like. When we interrogate a terrorist
mastermind like KSM, he 1s not simply giving us
more puzzle pieces that we could find another way.
He 1s providing information that 1s available in no
other place — how the various pieces that we al-
ready have fit together. He is giving us the picture
on the cover of the box.

That is what we have lost by eliminating our
capability to detain and interrogate terrorist lead-
ers. According to senior intelligence officials,
well over half of the information our government
learned about al-Qaeda after 9/11 — how it oper-
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ates, how it moves money, how it communicates,
how it recruits operatives, how it picks targets, how
it plans and carries out attacks—came from the in-
terrogation of terrorists in CIA custody. Consider
that for a moment: without this capability, more
than half of what we knew about the enemy would
have disappeared.

For a decade now, we have been dining out on
the information that the CIA obtained from KSM
and other high-value terrorists to help disrupt ter-
rorist plots and keep our country safe from new
attacks. But with each passing year, that infor-
mation becomes increasingly dated. New terror
leaders rise through the ranks, new operatives are
recruited, and new methods are used to communi-
cate, move money, recruit operatives, and plan new
attacks. We are no longer replenishing informa-
tion about al-Qaeda’s inner workings because we
are no longer capturing and detaining the terrorist
leaders who could refresh our knowledge about al-
Qaeda’s operations.

We can learn some of this from the captured
enemy documents found in bin Laden’s lair. But
as former Attorney General Michael Mukasey ex-
plains, “What do we have in place now to exploit
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the trove of material that we got from bin Laden’s
residence? According to all reports there was a
huge amount of intelligence gained from this raid
that is bound to lead to people — people who could,
in turn, disclose valuable information. What pro-
gram do we have in place to interrogate those
people? The long and short of it is we don’t have
anything in place.”

Worse still, because we have shut down the
CIA program for detaining senior al-Qaeda lead-
ers, we not have a cadre of senior terrorists in cus-
tody who can explain to us the meaning of the bin
Laden documents in the first place. The terrorists
know we are monitoring their communications, so
they use false names and speak in code. After 9/11,
when the CIA captured al-Qaeda documents in a
terrorist raid, they would turn to KSM and other
captured terrorists to explain the meaning of these
coded communications. Today, we have no fresh
captures in U.S. custody who can help us under-
stand the meaning of the documents found in bin
Laden’s compound — which makes it significantly
more difficult for the CIA to decipher them. But the
situation is even worse than that. In July, Vice Adm.
William McRaven told the Senate Armed Services
Committee that the Obama administration has no
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clear plan for handling captured terrorist leaders
if they are caught alive outside the war zones of
Afghanistan and Iraq. As a result, McRaven testi-
fied, “in many cases” terrorists captured in secret
are taken to a U.S. Navy ship until they can be tried
in a U.S. court or transferred to the custody of an
allied country. But if neither option 1s feasible, he
said, the terrorist is is simply let go. “If we can’t do
either one of those, then we will release that indi-
vidual,” McRaven told the commuittee.

Think about that: The United States’ top special
operations commander told Congress that because
the United States has no place to hold captured ter-
rorists, we simply let them go.

Until now, 1t was believed that the administra-
tion was not capturing senior terrorists alive outside
the war zones of Afghanistan and Iraq, but simply
killing them. Last year, The Washington Post re-
ported that there had been no known high-value
detentions by the United States since Obama took
office. Now, it appears, the Obama administration
has indeed captured some high-value terrorists
alive, held them briefly, and then released them.

In his testimony, Adm. McRaven used the
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phrase “in many cases,” which seems to indicate
that not only has this happened, but it has hap-
pened in numerous instances. Well, exactly how
many al-Qaeda terrorists have been taken into U.S.
custody on Navy ships and released by the Obama
administration? Who are these terrorists? Where
were they captured? Who decided to release them?
Where were they released? And what has become
of them since? With Adm. McRaven’s testimony,
the administration owes the American people —
and the United States Congress — some answers,
and fast.

What can be done now to remedy this situa-
tion?

First, we must whenever possible capture high-
value terrorists alive, instead of killing them. There
are times when it necessary to kill a terrorist with
an unmanned drone — he may be in a remote region
where we cannot send a special operations team,
and our only choice 1s to kill him or lose him. But
the default option should be to capture terrorists
whenever possible and bring them in for interroga-
tion. The next time we locate a high value terror-
ist like Saleh Ali Nabhan, our first priority should
be to take him in alive, not vaporize all the intel-
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ligence 1n his brain.

Second, we need somewhere to put them. Pres-
ident Obama has closed the CIA’s black sites for
good. But current CIA Director Leon Panetta re-
cently suggested another viable option. Testifying
before the Senate Intelligence Committee, Panetta
was asked what the U.S. would do if we captured
Osama bin Laden or other senior al-Qaeda leaders.
He replied that the Obama administration would
probably transfer them to military custody and
send them to Guantanamo Bay. Panetta is right:
Guantanamo is the logical place to conduct terror-
ist interrogations.

Guantanamo 1s not closing anytime soon,
whatever the President may have said in the past:
the outgoing Democratic Congress saw to that by
cutting off funds for any transfer of detainees to the
United States. And according to press accounts, the
base has a state of the art CIA detention facility,
which already houses KSM and other high-value
detainees. This facility could easily accommodate
fresh captures.

Third, we need to put the CIA back in charge
of terrorist interrogations. The Obama adminis-
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tration’s High Value Interrogation Group (HIG) —
which was supposed to replace the CIA interroga-
tion program that Obama eliminated — has been a
colossal failure. The CIA has a cadre of trained in-
terrogators with a proven record of success. They
should be put back in charge of capturing, detain-
ing, and questioning senior terrorist leaders.

Fourth, we must give interrogators the tools that
they need to effectively question terrorists — tools
beyond those currently in the Army Field Manual
on interrogation. On January 22, 2009, Obama is-
sued an executive order that declares:

“Effective immediately, an individual
in the custody or under the effective
control of an officer, employee, or other
agent of the United States Government,
or detained within a facility owned, op-
erated, or controlled by a department
or agency of the United States, in any
armed conflict, shall not be subjected
to any interrogation technique or ap-
proach, or any treatment related to in-
terrogation, that is not authorized by
and listed in the Army Field Manual.”
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There are a wide range of lawful interrogation
techniques that go beyond what is spelled out in
the Army Field Manual—techniques that President
Obama has chosen to forgo. As a former senior
legal advisor in the Justice Department explains,
“No one could reasonably maintain that the Army
Field Manual exhausts the universe of lawful tac-
tics that the United States can use in terms of the
interrogation of these unlawful enemy combatants.
Except for one technique, all the policies in the
Field Manual are designed for use with traditional,
privileged Prisoners of War. Terrorists are unlawful
enemy combatants. ... And terrorists are not en-
titled to these traditional very, very high privileges
and standards applicable to Prisoners of War.”

More shocking still, this former Justice De-
partment official points out, is that the standards
in the Army Field Manual, “are higher standards
than are generally applied in, for example, local
domestic police work in connection with bread and
butter crimes.” So by ordering strict adherence to
the Army Field Manual, President Obama is actu-
ally requiring that captured terrorists receive better
treatment in the interrogation room than common
criminals being questioned at your local police
precinct.
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Think of what that means. Under the rules put
in place by the Obama administration, a police of-
ficer in New York City can be more aggressive in
questioning a burglar who sticks up the local gro-
cery store than our military and intelligence pro-
fessionals can be in questioning Khalid Sheikh
Mohammed—the man who murdered three thou-
sand people in downtown Manhattan.

When President Obama eliminated the CIA
program and released thousands of pages of docu-
ments detailing how our interrogators operated, he
removed the veil of mystery that surrounded our
interrogation techniques. This was a grave mis-
take. In releasing these documents, Obama told
the enemy not just how waterboarding works, but
also the classified details on the broad universe of
less coercive techniques that could theoretically
pass muster even in his administration (such as the
“facial hold” and “tummy slap”). The release of
this information makes those interrogation meth-
ods effectively useless.

To understand why, think of the release of the
Justice memos like the popular television show,
“Magic’s Biggest Secrets Revealed.” In that pro-
gram, a masked magician takes you behind the
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scenes and shows you how he saws the lady in half
or makes a tiger appear out of thin air. Once you
know the secret behind the trick, i1t doesn’t work
anymore. The same is true with enhanced inter-
rogation techniques. Once you know the secret
behind the techniques, they don’t work anymore.
President Obama has shown the enemy how the
magic tricks work. The difference is, when the ter-
rorists learn these secrets, more than a magic show
1s ruined—innocent people may be killed as a re-
sult.

To restore effective terrorist interrogation, we
must restore that veil of mystery as to what cap-
tured terrorists will face in U.S. custody. During
the Bush administration, the CIA interrogation
program usually worked without the application
of any interrogation techniques — because the ter-
rorists did not know the limits. For example, in
2007, a senior al-Qaeda terrorist named Abd al-
Hadi al-Iraqi was captured and taken into CIA cus-
tody. When his interrogators told him he was in
the hands of the CIA, he replied: “I’ve heard of you
guys. [’ll tell you anything you need to know.” Just
the existence of the CIA program, and the uncer-
tainty of what 1t included, was enough to get this
al-Qaeda terrorist talking. That would not happen
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today. Obama has revealed the secrets behind how
we question terrorists to the terrorists. And with
the Army Field Manual on interrogation available
on the internet, they can study our techniques and
train to resist them.

Obama can correct this situation without
bringing back the most controversial techniques
that he opposes. On the morning Obama issued
his executive order, CIA Director Mike Hayden
called White House counsel Greg Craig and made
a simple suggestion: Just add the words “unless
otherwise authorized by the president.” Adding
these words today would allow the administration
to provide U.S. interrogators with additional law-
ful techniques. The president could also simply
announce that he 1s adding a classified annex to
the Army Field Manual with additional interroga-
tion techniques. Taking these steps would restore
a level of uncertainty for our enemies about what
they would face in the interrogation room — which
would increase the odds that other terrorists would
respond the way that Abd al-Hadi al-Iraqi did.

This would not be possible today. Under the
rules President Obama has instituted, this terror-
ist would have to be declared within two weeks
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to the International Red Cross. Instead of having
three months to exploit the information the terror-
ist provided, before al-Qaeda realized he was in
our hands, Obama would inform the enemy almost
immediately—allowing the terrorists to quickly
cover their tracks.

I

These are all actions that President Obama
could easily take. And such steps are desper-
ately needed — because the danger to our country
i1s growing. In the past three years, America has
suffered three near misses: the plot to blow up a
plane over Detroit; an attempted bomb attack in
Times Square; and the plot to blow up two pack-
age bombs on planes over the East Coast of the
United States. And we need to be crystal clear: As
Americans commemorate the 10th anniversary of
the 9/11 attacks, the terrorists are meeting in caves
in Waziristan, and Yemen, and East Africa plan-
ning the next 9/11.

Our enemies are resourceful, they remain as
dangerous as ever and as determined to attack
America and kill thousands of innocent people. It
may be that, even with our defenses lowered, the
terrorists will fail to carry out the next attack. Let

43



us pray that 1s the case. But that does not mean the
president’s actions have not put us in grave danger.
If you walk a tightrope between two tall buildings,
without a net, and you manage to make it across,
that does not mean you were just as safe during
the journey as you would have been with the net in
place. It simply means you were incredibly lucky.
Depending on luck in our battle with al-Qaeda is
not a wise or responsible strategy to protect the
country. When President Bush left office, America
marked 2,688 days without another terrorist at-
tack on its soil. It was an achievement few thought
possible in the days after September 11, 2001. Al-
Qaeda tried repeatedly to strike us during those
seven years, but they failed because a set of tools
had been developed that successfully protected the
country for more than seven years after 9/11.

By dismantling those tools, President Obama
is risking catastrophic consequences. The presi-
dent has, by his own admission, forced the CIA to
operate with one hand tied behind its back. He has,
by his own admission, made the agency’s job of
protecting us from terror harder. And he says that’s
okay. It’s not.

On his 100th day in office, President Obama
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stated at a White House press conference: “Ulti-
mately I will be judged as commander-in-chief on
how safe I'm keeping the American people.” This
1s one statement with which no one, whatever their
party or political persuasion, can disagree.
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