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people. Actually I guess you could say there's a fourth overriding one which is the connection
between the first two. Sorry, hold on again

Kellems: By the way, it's probably the longest uminterrupted phone conversation I've witnessed, so

Q. This is extraordinary
Kellems' You had good timing
Q: I'm really grateful.
Wolfowitz: To wrap it up.

The third one by itself, as I think I said earlier, is a reason to help the Traqis but it's not a reason to
put American kids' lives at risk, certainly not on the scale we did it. That second issue about links
to terrorism 1s the one about which there's the most disagreement within the bureaucracy, even
though I think everyone agrees that we killed 100 or so of an al Qaeda group in northern Iraq in
this recent go-around, that we've arrested that al Qaeda guy in Baghdad who was connected to this
guy Zargawi whom Powell spoke about in s UN presentation.

(O So this notion then that the strategic question was really a part of the equation, that you were
looking at Saudi Araba --

Wolfowitz: [ was It's one of the reasons why I took a very different view of what the argument
that removing Saddam Hussein would destabilize the Middle East. I said on the record, T don't
understand how people can really believe that removing this huge source of instability 1s going to
be a cause of instability in the Middle East.

I understand what they're thinking about. I'm not blind to the uncertainties of this situation, but
they just seem to be blind to the instability that that son of a bitch was causing. It's as though the
fact that he was paying 525,000 per terrorist family and issuing regular threats to most friendly
governments in the region and the long list of things was of no account and the cnly thing to think
about was that there might be some inter-communal violence if he were removed.

The implication of a lot of the argumentation against acting -- the implication was that the only
way to have the stability that we need in Irag is to have a tyrant like Saddam keeping everybody in
check -- I know no one ever said it that way and if you pointed it out that way they'd say that's not
what I mean. But ] believe that really 1s where the logic was leading.

(Q: Which also makes you wonder about how much faith there 1s 1 spreading democracy and all
the rest among some of those who --

Wolfowitz: Probably not very much. There is no question that there's a lot of instability that comes
with democracy and 1t's the nature of the beast that it's turbulent and uncertain.

The thing is, at a general level, I've encountered this argument from the defenders of Asian
autocracies of various kinds. Look how much better off Singapore 15 than Indonesia, to pick a
glaring contrast. And Indonesia's really struggling with democracy. It sort of inherited democracy
under the worst possible conditions too, one might say. But the thing that -- I'd actually say thata
large part of Indonesia’s problems come from the fact that dictatorships are unstable in the one - -
worst way which is with respect to choosing the next regime. Democracy, one could say, has
solved, not solve perfectly, but they represent one of the best solutions to ene of the most
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fundamental instabilities in politics and that's how to replace one regime with another. It's the only
orderly way in the world for doing it other than hereditary monarchy which doesn't seem to have
much of a future.

Q: Thanks so much.

Wolfowitz: You're very welcorne.
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