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(Tab 1 — EXTRACTS) July 25, 2002 Memorandum from JPRA Chief of Staff for Office of the
Secretary of Defense General Counsel, Subject: Exploitation.

1. (U) BACKGROUND: JPRA is the principal DoD Agency for Joint Personnel Recovery (PR) support.
JPRA provides Joint PR functional expertise and assistance to the Office of the Secretary of

Defense (OSD), Combatant Commands (CINCs), Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff (CJICS), Services,
Defense Agencies, DoD Field activities and other Governmental Agencies (OGAs), JPRA is under
combatant command (command authority) (COCOM) of the Commander in Chief, U.S. Joint Forces
Command (USJFCOM), the DoD Executive Agent for Personnel Recovery. JPRA is designated as the DoD
Office of Primary Responsibility (OPR) for DoD-wide Joint PR support matters responsible for executing
SecDef directed USJFCOM Executive Agent (EA) functions. The JPRA staff works five core mission areas:
Joint Combat Search and Rescue (JCSAR), Non-conventional Assisted Recovery (NAR), Code of Conduct
Training (includes Survival, Evasion, Resistance, and Escape [SERE]), Operational POW/MIA Matters
(includes repatriation and debriefing), and PR Research, Development, Testing and Evaluation (RDT&E) as
the DoD OPR for PR in accordance with USJFCOMINST 3100.4, Charter for the Joint Personnel Recovery
Agency, 22 Nov 00.

(U) Under the Code of Conduct Training mission area JPRA oversees Service SERE training
programs and at an advanced level, provides selected SERE training to special mission units, sensitive
reconnaissance operations personnel, military attaches and other designated high-risk-of-capture personnel.
JPRA also is responsible for training Service SERE instructors and certifying SERE courses of instruction.
Resistance training to teach DoD personnel how to maintain dignity and honor in the face of the enemy
through effective use of the Code of Conduct is core to SERE training. Within that training piece JPRA has
arguably developed into the DoD's experts on exploitation as predecessor organizations have been teaching
advanced resistance techniques with regard to exploitation since 1961. JPRA's collateral mission as the
DoD tead for repatriation and debriefing activities (having facilitated all repatriations from Operation
HOMECOMING to present) under the Operational POW/MIA Affairs mission area also provides the real
time lessons learned products on detention situations to ensure techniques and strategies incorporated into
training courses are accurate and in step with the world geopolitical scene.

2. (U) With regard to your request for assistance on exploitation/interrogation techniques that have been
effective against Americans JPRA offers the following documents:

a. (U) Attachment 1: (U) Exploitation Processes Used Against American Prisoners And Detainees, A
Historical Overview, 25 Jul 02. This paper explains the exploitation process as an overall systematic
approach on how to get detainees to cooperate.

b. (U) Attachment 2: (S /NF) Interrogation Methods Used Against American Prisoners And

Detainees, A Historical Overview of Effective Methods, 25 Jul 02. This paper explains the interrogation
techniques used within the exploitation process. Each technique is explained and has lessons learned
examples that highlight the effectiveness of these techniques used against Americans. Only a few
representative examples were used per technique to keep the length of the paper reasonable.

c. (U} Attachment 3: (U) Psychological Aspects of Detention. The goal of this lesson plan (used in JPRA
courses of instruction) is to highlight for students the fact that psychological stresses are inherent in
detention situations, but that they can be successfully overcome. From an exploitation perspective the goal
would be to induce these in detainees. Obviously with this lesson plan and the next three provided,
classification increases to SECRET NOFORN and above when using certain operational lessons learned as
examples.

d. (U) Attachment 4: (U) Exploitation -Threats and Pressures. The goal of this lesson plan is to focus
students' attention on a peacetime governmental detainer's most likely exploitation goals and the



historically effective tools used to achieve them. Reversing this, an exploiter/interrogator has a plan for
exploitation of enemy detainee.

e. (U) Attachment 5: (U) Methods of Interrogation. The goal of this leésson plan is to ensure that students
have a clear understanding of the processes and tools a professional exploiter employs in order to obtain his
desired results. Stress that such an understanding is critical to successfully resisting. The applicability to
the interrogator is to thoroughly understand the techniques and how to use them with the greatest effect.

f. (U) Attachment 6: (C) Resistance to Interrogation. The goal of this lesson plan is to emphasize to the
students that time tested resistance techniques, logically combined with a planned personal resistance
posture can defeat the most professional exploiter. The utility to the interrogator is what to look for and use
strategies designed to defeat resistance in enemy detainees.

3. (U) The enclosed documents provide a thorough academic grounding in exploitation and were built on
what has been effective against Americans in the past. The ability to exploit however, is a highly
specialized skill set built on training and experience. JPRA will continue to offer exploitation assistance to
those governmental organizations charged with the mission of gleaning intelligence from enemy detainees.
We trust this has answered your question. If you need further information please call me at [phone number
redacted]. '

/signed//
DANIEL J. BAUMGARTNER JR., Lt Col, USAF
Chief of Staff



(Tab 2 —- EXTRACTS) July 26, 2002 Memorandum from JPRA Chief of Staff for Office of the
Secretary of Defense General Counsel, Subject: Exploitation and Physical Pressures.

1. (U) The purpose of this memorandum is to answer follow-on questions resulted from the meeting
between JPRA and OSD GC on 25 Jul 02,

2. (Uy BACKGROUND: Under the Code of Conduct Training mission area JPRA oversees Service

SERE training programs and at an advanced level, provides selected SERE training to "special"

designated high-risk-of-capture personnel. Resistance training to teach DoD personnel how to maintain
dignity and honor in the face of the enemy through effective use of the Code of Conduct is core to SERE
training. Within that training piece JPRA has arguably developed into the DoD's experts on exploitation
and as such, has developed a number of physical pressures to increase the psychological and physical stress
on students to highlight inappropriate coping strategies and provide realism in a contrived captivity
environment.

4. JPRA will continue to offer exploitation assistance to those governmental organizations charged with the
mission of gleaning intelligence from enemy detainees. We trust this has answered your additional
questions. If you need further information please call me at [phone number redacted].

/signed/
DANIEL J. BAUMGARTNER JR., Lt Col, USAF
Chief of Staff '



(Tab 3 - EXTRACTS) July 25, 2002 document entitled “Physical Pressures used in Resistance
Training and Against American Prisoners and Detainees.” Attached to JPRA Memorandum of July
26, 2002.

INTRODUCTION

(FOUOQ) Physical pressures used in resistance training are not designed to elicit compliance, to produce
enduring or damaging consequences, or to render the student so incapacitated by physical or emotional
duress that learning does not take place. The purpose of applying physical pressures is to project the
students’ focus into the resistance scenario and realistically simulate conditions associated with captivity
and resistance efforts. The pressures used in training are minor in comparison to that which American
prisoners have experienced in the past. The tactics are used in lieu of pressures used historically.

(FOUO) The application of physical pressures in training is necessary to produce the correct emotion and
physiological projection a student requires for stress inoculation and stress resolution to be accomplished.
This "Controlled Realism" must exist for the correct learning to take place. If too little physical pressure is
applied, the student will fail to acquire the necessary inoculation effect and run the risk of underestimating
the demands real captivity can produce. If too much physical pressure is applied, the student is made
vulnerable to the effects of learned helplessness, which will render him/her less prepared for captivity than
s/he was prior to training.

(FOUO) Applying physical pressures in an intense, simulated captivity role-play requires considerable skill
and composure on the part of the resistance-training instructor. This is an acquired skill which demands
considerable knowledge, experience, and grounding in human behavior and resistance theory. Not all
resistance-training role-players are necessarily suited to perform this particular element of instruction.
Careful training and monitoring of the instructor of qualified individuals are necessary to maintain the
desired application of this critical education tool. The instructor who uses these physical pressures in
training must: '

* Remember physical pressure must be uniquety applied to each individual student
depending on his/her physical size and resilience.

s Constantly monitor the student's resistance behavior and appropriately applied physical
pressure in a manner that is consistent with controlied realism, but also facilitates the
desired learning outcome.

(FOUO) APPROVED PHYSICAL PRESSURES USED IN JPRA RESISTANCE
TRAINING INCLUDE:

1. (FOUO) FACIAL SLAP: Slap the subject's face midway between the chin and the bottom of the
corresponding ear lobe. The arm swing follows an ark no greater than approximately 18 inches. “Pull” the
force of the slap to generate the appropriate effect. Use no more than 2 slaps with any singular application--
typically, the training effectiveness of slapping has become negligible after 3 to 4 applications, (Typical
conditions for application: to instill fear and despair, to punish selective behavior, to instill humiliation or
cause insult).

2. (FOUO) WALLING: With a hood, towel or similar aide, roll or fold the hood the long way, place it
around the subject's neck. Grasp each side firmly and roll your fist inwardly till a relatively flat surface is
created by the first joint of your fingers or the back of your hand. Quickly and firmly push, numerous
times, the student into the wall in a manner, which eliminates a ‘whip lash' effect of the head - push with



your arms only. Do not use 'leg force' to push the student--ensure the wall you are using will accommodate
the student without injury and adjust your 'push’ accordingly. (Typical conditions for application: to instill
fear and despair, to punish selective behavior, to instill humiliation or cause insult).

3. (FOUOQ) SILENCING FACIAL HOLD: This tactic is used when the subject is talking too much or about
inappropriate subjects. The interrogator attempts to physically intimidate the subject into silence by placing
their hand over the subject's mount and violating their personal space. (Typical conditions for application:
to threaten or intimidate via invasion of personal space, to instill fear and apprehension without using direct
physical force, to punish illogical, defiant, or repetitive responses).

4. (FOUO) FACIAL HOLD: This tactic is used when the subject fails to maintain eye contact with the
interrogator. The interrogator grasps the subject's head with both hands holding the head immobile. Again,
the interrogator moves into and violates the subject's personal space (Typical conditions for application: to
threaten or intimidate via invasion of personal space, to instill fear and apprehension without using direct
physical force, to punish illogical, defiant, or repetitive responses).

5. (FOUO) ABDOMEN SLAP: This tactic is used when the subject is illogical, defiant, ‘arrogant and
generally uncooperative. It is designed to gain the subject's attention (Typical conditions for application: to
instill fear and despair, to punish selective behavior, to instill humiliation or cause insult).

6. (FOUO) FINGER PRESS: This tactic is using the forefinger to forcefully, repeatedly jab the chest of the
subject. The motion should be firm but not forceful enough to cause injury. (Typical conditions for
application: to instill apprehension and insult).

7. (FOUQ) WATER: When using this tactic, water is poured, flicked, or tossed on the subject. The water is
used as a distracter, to disturb the subject's focus on the line of interrogation. When pouring, the subject is
usually on their knees and the water is poured slowly over their head. Flicking water is generally directed
to the face and again used to distract the subject's attention and focus. Tossing water is more forceful and
should come as a surprise. The water is usually directed to the mouth and chin area of the face and care is
used to avoid the subject's eyes. (Typical conditions for application: to create a distracting pressure, to
startle, to instill humiliation or cause insult).

8. (FOUO) BLOCK HOLD: The subject can be sitting, kneeling or standing with their arms extended out
straight with the palms up. The interrogator puts a weighted block, 10-15 1bs., on their hands. The subject
is required to keep their arms straight, told not to drop the block at risk of additional punishment (typical
conditions for application: to create a distracting pressure, to demonstrate self-imposed pressure, to instill
apprehension, humiliation or cause insult).

9. (FOUO) BLOCK SIT: Using a block with a pointed end that is pointed to the floor, the subject is told sit
on the flat top with feet and knees together. The knees are bent 90 degrees, and the subject is not allowed to
spread their legs to form a tripod. The process of trying to balance on this very unstable seat and
concentrate on the interrogator's questions at the same time is very difficult (typical conditions for
application: to create a distracting pressure, to demonstrate self-imposed pressure, to instill apprehension,
humiliation or cause insult).

10. (FOUQ) ATTENTION GRASP: In a controlled, quick motion the subjecﬁ is grabbed with two hands,
one on each side of the collar. In the same motion, the interrogator draws the subject into his or her own
space. {Typical conditions for application: to startle, to instill fear, apprehension, and humiliation or cause
insult).



11. (FOUO) STRESS POSITION: The subject is placed on their knees, told to extend their arms either
straight up or straight to the front. The subject is not allowed to lean back on their heels, arch their back or
relieve the pressure off the point of the knee. Note: there are any number of uncomfortable physical
positions that can be used and considered in this category (typical conditions for application: to create a
distracting pressure, to demonstrate self-imposed pressure, to.instill apprehension, humiliation or cause
insult).

(FOUO) APPROVED PHYSICAL PRESSURES USED IN OTHER SERVICE SCHOOL
RESISTANCE TRAINING PROGRAMS INCLUDE:

NOTE: In addition to the tactics listed below, the individual service school programs include many of the
same pressures used in JPRA training. It is important to remember that as with any physical pressure, these
tactics are closely monitored, strict time limits are applied and training safety is always paramount.

1. (FOUO) SMOKE: Pipe tobacco smoke is blown into the subject's face while in a standing, sitting or
kneeling position. This is used during interrogation to produce discomfort. A smoking pipe is filled with
dry tobacco, the pipe is lit and the bit of the pipe has a hose attached. The interrogator blows back through
the pipe bowl creating an extraordinary amount of thick, sickening smoke. Maximum duration is five
minutes (typical conditions for application: to instill fear and despair, to punish selective behavior, to instill
humiliation or cause insult).

2. (FOUQ) WATERBOARD: Subject is interrogated while strapped to a wooden board, approximately

- 4'x7". Often the subject's feet are elevated after being strapped down and having their torso stripped. Up to
1.5 gallons of water is slowly poured directly onto the subject's face from a height of 12-24 inches. In some
cases, a wet cloth is placed over the subject's face. It will remain in place for a short period of time. Trained
supervisory and medial staff monitors the subject's physical condition. Student may be threatened or
strapped back onto the board at a later time. However, no student will have water applied a second time.
This tactic instills a feeling of drowning and quickly compels cooperation (typical conditions for
application: to instill fear and despair, to punish selective behavior).

3. (FOUO) SHAKING AND MANHANDLING: Subject is grasped with a rolled cloth hood or towel
around their neck (provides stability to the head and neck). The subject's clothing is grasped firmly and
then a side-to-side motion is used to shake the subject. Care is used to not create a whipping effect to the
neck. (Typical conditions for application: to instill fear and despair, to punish selective behavior, to instill
humiliation or cause insult).

4. (FOUO) GROUNDING: This tactic is using the manhandling pressure and forcefully guiding the subject
to the ground, never letting go (typical conditions for application: to instill fear and despair, to punish
selective behavior). '

5. (FOUO) CRAMPED CONFINEMENT ("the little box"): This is administered by placing a subject into a
small box in a kneeling position with legs crossed at the ankle and having him learn [sic}forward to allow
the door to be closed without exerting pressure on the back. Time and temperature is closely monitored
(typical conditions for application: to instill fear and despair, to punish selective behavior, to instill
humiliation or cause insult).

6. (FOUO) IMMERSION IN WATER / WETTING DOWN: Wetting the subject consists of spraying with
a hose, hand pressure water cans, or immersing in a shallow pool of water. Depending on wind and
temperature, the subject may be either fully clothed or stripped. Immersion of the head or back of head is
prohibited for safety reasons (typical conditions for application: to instill fear and despair, to punish
selective behavior, instill humiliation or cause insult).



OTHER TACTICS TO INDUCE CONTROL, DEPENDENCY, COMPLIACE, AND COOPERATION

1. (FOUO) Isolation / Solitary confinement: See JPRA Instructor Guide Module 6.0 7 Lesson 6.1; para.
53.1

2. (FOUO) Induced Physical Weakness and Exhaustion: See JPRA Instructor Guide Module
6.0/ Lesson 6.1; para. 5.3.2

3. (FOUO) Degradation: See JPRA Instructor Guide Module 6.0 / Lesson 6.1; para. 5.3.3
4. (FOUQ) Conditioning: See JPRA Instructor Guide Module 6.0 /Lesson 6.1; para. 5.3.4

5. (FOUO) Sensory Deprivation: When a subject is deprived of sensory input for an interrupted period, for
approximately 6-8 hours, it is not uncommon for them to experience visual, auditory and/or tactile
hallucinations. If deprived of input, the brain will make it up. This tactic is used in conjunction with other
methods to promote dislocation of expectations and induce emotions.

6. (FOUQ) Sensory overload: This includes being continually exposed to bright, flashing lights, loud
music, annoying / irritating sounds, etc. This tactic elevates the agitation level of a person and increases
their emotionality, as well as enhances the effects of isolation.

7. (FOUO) Disruption of sleep and biorhythms: Sleep patterns are purposefully disrupted to make it more
difficult for the subject to think clearly, concentrate, and make rational decisions.

8. (FOUQ) Manipulation of diet: Purposeful manipulation of diet, nutrients, and vitamins can have a
negative impact on the subject's general health and emotional state. Medical personnel in the POW camps
in North Korea believe that a B vitamin compound was responsible, in large part, to the phenomena called
"give-up-itis." Recent studies suggest the removal of certain amino acids from a diet can induce heightened
levels of emotional agitation.



TAB 4

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AR EDUCATION AND TRAINNG COMMAND

MEMORANDUM FOR JPRA 24 Jul 2002

ATTENTION: LTCOL BAUMGARTNER

FROM: 336 TRSS/SGF .
SUBJECT: Psychological Rffects of Resistance Training

1. Psychology Sexvices at the Air Force Survival School at Fairchild AFB, WA maintains a log
of psychological interventions conducted with studeats during training and prepares & yearly:
report of these interventions for risk monitoring purposes- Additionally, periodically Psychology '
Services conducts research to assess student confidence in ebility to adheze to the Code of
Conduct. We do not, howevet, muﬁnelymeysmdeutsintheywsaﬁerminingwmpleﬁonto
conduct any psychological assessments of students.

2. Historically, asmnnnﬁnotityofstudcmsinUSAFRosisimce'l‘minins (RT) have had
(.  temporaryadverse psychological reactions during training. From 1992 through 2001, 26,829
) students participated in RT, with 1,156 (4.3%) of them :o contact with Psychology Services
during training. Out of the students Psychology Sarvices intervened with, 1,119 (96.8%) were
guccessfully remotivated to complete training with only 37 (3.2%) psychological pulls. Out of
the entire student population, only 0.14% were psychologically pulled from training.

3. DmﬁumtheCodeofconductoonﬁdmcesmdicsuemomwmplextompmmﬂ:isﬁoimt
Ingmml,howwet,smdcntconﬁdmceinﬂ:eirabiﬁtytnadheretomeCodeofcbnductishigh
pﬁmmuﬁning,hreducedumcpwwdaﬂachr&AmdemicRTuborMy,rwomdnﬁng
RT Academics, andissustainedorimprovesinthePost-Audmﬁc Laboratory. This suggests
that RT is building realistic confidence to ndhq‘etotheCodeofConduﬂ,andcatainlyisnot
crushing the spirit of the students.

4. While we have not surveyed students after completion of training for Jong-term psychological
effects of RT during my tenure as Chief of Psychology Sezvices at the Air Force Survival School,
IfeelmwnablycuhinanSAFRTmhingdoesmtcmhnympsychologicdhmfor
a couple of reasons.

a. First, wemi:ﬁ:hizeoarryovuofmpomypmhological offects by performing three
extegsivedebﬁeﬁngs during treining. Two ofthodebﬁeﬁngsarepmedbypsychology

.

o is a thorough operational debriefing. A_ﬁ'o:rdinumdmnﬁmeoppommiﬁestodiscusstpdr

POV Y ol 2



b. Second,inspiwoftherum‘nwdhgbbeumdymeuﬁdhordumbu&‘ecﬁvg
we have encountered very few complaints about the training we provide. In my tenure in which
mﬂylopwlmdenuhwemp!ueduﬂnh&wehmehldmmwondwmpmm
RdeoﬂyomMpmeﬂcompldehiohmnmdmmpmholoﬁcdm. 1
mamofwymothﬁqmthmmmmmmqumMnf
training after completing training over tweaty years ago. Even in this one inquiry out of 50,000
wanbwmphtthTﬁmmmitwimmsﬁbhmmMemkpmon’lw
symptoms to his training.

¢. Thus, I have to conolude that if there are any long-term mﬁwwycholog!ealoﬁeﬂof
USAF RT, they are certainly minimal.

5. Twas also asked to comment from & psychological perspective on the effects of using the
watering board.

a. The watering board is an intense physical and psychological stressor utilized by the Navy
RT programs. We do not use this pressure in USAF RT.

b. Iobsmedthewataingboardbeinsuﬁﬂndnppmximmlylo-uﬂmuwhmlwu
conducting a Staff Assistance Visit to the Navy North Island SERE School in September of
2001. The effects of the pressure were highly predictable. Use of the watexing board resulted in
student capitulation and compliance 100% of the time. 1 do not believe the watering board posed
nmmmmdwwmm\wm:m The Navy had highly
Mﬂdmeﬁdpmndimmﬁuﬂym‘hﬂawhmmmdmmmmbm
medically screened prior to training. Psychologically, however, the watering board broke the
students’ will to resist providing information and induced helplessmess.

Wiignedll/
JERALD F, OGRISSEG, Msj, USAF, BSC

Chief, Psychology Services

VY0351



(Tab 6 - EXTRACTS) September 27, 2002 USSOUTHCOM (Office of the Staff Judge
Advocate) document entitled “Trip Report, DoD General Counsel Visit to GTMO.”

(U) Purpose: Provide summary of visit by DoD General Counsel (GC) and others to
GTMO on 25 Sep 02.

(U) Background:

{U) On 25 Sep 02, Mr. Haynes, DOD GC; Mr. Addington, Counsel to the VP; Mr.
Rizzo, CIA Acting GC; the Honorable Mr. Chertoff, DOJ, Criminal Division; and others
(complete list of visitors at Tab B) visited GTMO.

(U) Stated purpose of their visit was:
*  Tour facilities
* Receive briefings on Intel successes, Intel challenges, Intel techniques, Intel
problems and future plans for facilities.

(U) Hurricane evacuation plan was briefed in detail.

(FOUOQ) Overall
o Visitors asked very few questions and made very few comments
o MG D did take Mr. Haynes and a few others aside for private conversations.
o It appeared that MG D was doing most, if not all, of the speaking at these side

meetings.

(U) Recommendation: None. FYI only.



TAB7

Counter Resistance Strategy Meeting Minutes Page 1 of 5

Rhodes, Barry A’

From: Zoiper, PeterC

Sent; Wednesday, August 27, 2003 4:02 PM

To: Fallon, Mark

Cc: Rhodes, Bary A

Subject: {U) RE: Counter Resistancs Strategy Meeting Minutes

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED//FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

——Qriginal Message-~-+

From: Fallon, Mark

Sent: Wednesday, August 27, 2003 12:46 PM

To: Zolper, Peter C ' _

Subject: PW: Counter Resistance Strategy Meeting Minutes

R/Mark Fallon
Commarider/SAC

---~-Original
From: Fallon Mark
Sent: October 28, 2002 4:52 PM

o} McCahon Sam -
Cc: Mallow Brittain; Thomas Blaine; Johnson Scott; Smith David .
Subject: RE: Counter Resistance Strategy Meeting Minutes -

Sam; '
We need to ensure senlors at OGC are aware of the 170 stralegies and how it might impact CITF and

Commissions. This looks like the kinds of stuff Congressional hearings are made of. Quotes from LTC
Beaver regarding things that are not being reporied give the appearance of Impropristy. Other comments

Iike "It is basically subject to perception. If the detaines dics you're doing it wrong" and "Any of
the techniques that lic on the harshest end of the spectrum must be performed by a highly trained
individual. Medical personnel should be present to treat any possible accidents.” seem to stretch
beyond the bounds of legal propriety. Talk of “wet towel treatment” which results in the
lymphatic gland reacting as if you are suffoceting, would in my opinion; shock the conscience of
any legal body looking at using the results of the interrogations or possibly even the interrogators.
Someone needs to be considering how history will look back at this.
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( ~—-Original Message—
From: Thomas Blaine
Sent: Thursday, October 24, 2002 7:57 PM
To: McCahon Sam; Johnson Scott; Fallon Mark
Subject: FW: Counter Resistance Strategy Meeting Minutes

Sam,

Very interesiing reading on how delainees are being treated for info.
Scoit, Mark,
FYl

Bialne

Persons in Attendance:

COL Cummings, LTC Phifer, CDR Bridges, LTC Beaver, MAJ Bumey, MAJ Leso, Dave
Becker,_John Fredman, 11T Seek, SPC Pimentel

The following notes were taken during the aforementioned meeting at 1340 on
“October 2, 2002, All questions and comments have been parsphrased:

BSCT Description of SERE Psych Training (MAJ Burney and MAJ Leso)

o Identify trained resisters
o Al Qaeda Training
o Methods to overcome resistance '
o Rapport building (approach proven to yield positive results)
o Friendly approach (approach proven to yield positive results)
o Tear Based Approaches are unreliable, ineffective in almost dll cases
o What's more effective than fear based strategies are camp-wide, environmental
strategies designed to disrupt cohesion and communication among detainees.
o Environment should foster dependence and complimmce

LTC Phifer Harsh techniques used on our service members have worked and
will work on some, what about those?

MAJ Leso Force is risky, and may be incffective due to the detainees' frame of
reference. They are used to seeing much more barbaric treatment. -

Becker Agreed

- At this point a discussion about ISN 63 ensued, recalling how he has responded to
certain types of deprivation and psychological stressors. After short
discussion the BSCT continued to address the overall manipulation of the

detainees' environment.
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BSCT continued:

» Psychological stressors are extremely effective (ie, sleep deprivation,
withholding food, isolation, loss of time}

COL Cummings

LTC Beaver

We can't do sleep deprivation

Yes, we can - with approval.

» Disrupting the normal camp operations is vital. We need to create an
environment of “controlled chaos™ '

LTC Beaver
Beckar

. LTC Beaver _'

COL Cummings
LTC Beaver
Fredman

LTC Beaver

‘We may need to curb the harsher operations while ICRC is around.
It is better not to expose them to any controversial techniques, We
must have the support of the DOD. ,

We have bad many reports from Bagram about sleep deprivation
being used. -

True, but officially it is not happening. It is not being reported
officially. The ICRC is a serious concern. They will be in and out,
scrutinizing our operations, unless they are displeased and decide to
protest and leave, This would draw a lot of negative attention.

The new PSYOP plan has been passed up the chain

It's at J3 at SOUTHCOM.
The DOJ has provided much guidance on this issue. The CIA is not

' held to the same rules as the mikitary. In the past when the ICRC has

made a big deal about certain detainecs, the DOD has *moved’ them
away from the attention of ICRC. Upon questioning from the ICRC
about their whereabouts, the DOD's response has repeatedty been
that the detainee merited no status under the Geneva Convention.
The CIA has employed aggressive techniques on less than a handful
of suspects since 9/11. )

Under the Torture Convention, torture has been prohibited by
international law, but the language of the statutes is written vaguely.
Severe mental and physical pain is prohibited. The mental part is
explained as poorly as the physical. Severe physical pain described
as anything causing permanent damage to major organs or body
paris. Mental torture described as anything leading to permanent,
profound damage to the senses or personality. It is basically subject
to perception. If the detainee dies you're doing it wrong. So far, the

" techniques we have addressed have not proven to produce these

types of results, which in a way challenges what the BSCT paper

" says about not being able to prove whether these techniques will

lead to permanent damage. Bverything on the BSCT white paper is
legal from a civilian standpoint.[ Any questions of severe weather or
temperature conditions should be deferred to medical staff.) Any of
the techniques that lie on the harshest end of the spectrum must be
performed by a highly trained individual, Medical personne! should
be present to treat any possible accidents. The CIA operates without
military intervention. When the CIA has wanted to use more
aggressive techniques in the past, the FBI has pulled their personnel
from theatre. In those rare instances, aggressive techniques have
proven very heipful.

We will need documentation to protect us
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.Fredman

Becker
LTC Beaver

Page 4 of 5

Yes, if someone dies while aggressive techniques are being used,
regardless of cause of death, the backlash of attention would be
severely detrimental. Everything must be approved and
documented.

LEA personnel will not participate in harsh techniques

There is no legal reason why LEA personnal cannot participate in
these operations

->At this pomt a disoussion about whether or not to video tape the aggresmve sessions, or

Becker

LTC Beaver -

Fredinan
Becker
_ Fredman

LTC Beaver
Fredman

MAJ Burney

Fredman
Becker
Fredman

LTC Phifer
Fredman
LTC Phifer
LTC Beaver
LTC Phifer

Fredman

LTC Beaver

Fredman

interrogations at all ensued.

Videotapes are subject to too much scrutiny in court. We don't want
the LEA people in aggressrvo sessions anyway.

LEA choice not fo participate in these types of interrogations is
more ethical and moral as opposed to legal. :

The v:deotapmg of even totally legal techmiques will look “ngly".
(Agreed)

The Torture Convention proh1b1ts torture and oruel mhmnane and
degrading treatment. The US did not sign up on the second part,
because of the 8% amendment (cruel and unusual punishment), but
we did sign the part about forture. This gives us more license io use
more controversial techniques.

Does SERE employ the "wet towel" technique?

If a well-trained individual is used to perform this tochmque it can
feel like you'ré drowning. The lymphatic system will react as if
you're suffocating, but your body will not cease to function.

It is very effective to identify phobias and use them (ie, insects,
snakes, claustrophobia). The level of resistance is directly related to
person's experience.

Whether or not significant stress occurs lies in the eye of the
bebolder. The burden of proof is the big issue. It is very difficult to
disprove someone else’s PTSD.

These techniques need involvement from interrogators, psych,
medical, legal, etc.

Would we get blanket approval or would it be case by case?

The CIA makes the call internally on most of the types of
techniques found in the BSCT paper, and this discussion. .-
Significantly harsk techniques are approved through the DOF.

Who approves ours? The CG? SOUTHCOM CG?

Does the Geneva Convention apply? The CIA rallied for it not to.

Can we get DOJ opinion about these topics on paper?

Will it go from DOJ to DOD?

Can we get to see a CIA requiest to use advanced aggressive
techniques?

Yes, but we can't provide you with a copy. You will probably be
able to look at it.

An example of a different perspectwc on torture is Turkey. In

" Turkey they say that interrogation at all, or anythmg you do to that

results in the subject betraying his comrades is torture.

In the BSCT paper it says something about “imminent threat of
death", ... , '

The threat of death is also subject to scrutiny, and should be
handled on a case by case basis, Mock executions don't work as well
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as friendly approaches, like Jetting someone write a letter home, or providing them with an
extra book.
Becker I like the part about ambient noise.

- At this point a discussion about ways to manipulate the environment ensued, and the
following ideas were offered:

e Medical visits should be scheduied randomly, rather than on a sct system

¢ Let detainee rest just long enough to fall asleep and wake him up about every
thirty minutes and tell him it's time to pray again
More meals per day induce loss of time
m serum; even though it may not actually work, it does have a placebo

Meeting ended at 1450,

Clissification: UNCLASSIFIED/FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
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mmmma Cémmander, United Statss Southem Corrmand, 3511 NWolst -
Avenue, Miaml, Florida sauzm? :

SUBJECT: ComterResistance Stratepies

1. Request that You spprove the interropation tectsgues dc!inmadinthe enclosed:

. Retistance Stratepies memarandom. Ib;wnmwe&thsmemmﬁwmdﬂn!egunm

p:o\ndedtonnbyﬂ:cmﬁosruﬁhdge Advoutcmdcomm&ebgﬁmly:k
Provided.
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.SUBJ: Legal Rﬁ?iew of Aggressive Intazrogaﬁon Technigueg
1 Ihavcrevkww menzmmﬂnmon&m-kusm.%mzm dated 11 02 02, snd
sgroe: (et the proposed stratogler do pot violate epplicsble federal faw, Attached js2 moye
dcuﬂed Jegal analysly that addresses the proposal, ' ’
2.. I reconmend that hﬁmogambepopaiym !nﬂ:amot&uyymwd methods of
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JTR-)2 11 October 2002
. MEMORANDUMYFOR Commtnder, Jit Tisk Fores 170 :

SUBJBCT: Request for Appooval of Counter-Reatstance Strategies

2. <0Re) Request approval far uss of the following iztemropation plan,

u } .

& Category I technigues, the Initia} myofﬂmogiﬁnndndmm
tbouﬂmm\ﬁdﬂachmmmemvhmmmbe . table, The.
fctma:oﬂhcinlmnxlﬂonis the direct spproach, The use of rewards like cooldas oy

+ Cigereties may be kajpful X the detaines i detenmined by the inferrogata fo be .
uneooperative, the fntetragatar may use'the followsng techmiqoes,

() elling 12 the Getatoee (ot dbectly in B oaf of to the Jevel that it would canse
pl:u'aica]p;harhﬂ.ﬂngmbkmﬂ : '

() Tecknigiics of dooeptlon:
() Moliple-interrvgarertomioes,
(&) Jaterrogatordseatly, The interviewer may Meatify himself g 5 cltizon of & farelgn

nation or asanlnimgﬂoxﬁomaqounuywﬂharcpmﬁcniwhmﬁmmaf

detaineca, .

e TR 0 s
.m_miusz‘&mmmmmfmmmﬁwﬁ -
(2) The wse of falsified-doruenents or rcéozts. '

(3) Usa ofthe isalstionfacility for Up 10 30 days, Request pmst be made 1o {brough the

OIC, Interrogation Section, 10 the Director, Joint Interrogation Group (J1G). Extensions
beyond the initia! 30 days mugt be epproved by the Communding General For selected

X , ) 1y
Declassify Uinder tie Authority of Extcutive Ondey 12958 ) o 1183 %“&_' E; &
By Executive Seesctary, Offica of the Secrttary of Defene Mﬁslmm 3N§ . %@"-‘ t
By Wil p, Mamion, CAPT, sk . .

June 21, 2004
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SUBJECT: Request for Approval of Comnter-Reglstangs Strategles
% inchude modical ¥isits of 2 pon-emorgent nature, o
(4) Interropating the desatace hw&mm&m{hmmm ' ‘ .
7 bootk: _ ogadon
ﬂ 5 TV Lion ST .mmim - : e

{6) The :_!Im 02y alsg have muﬁwogaﬁwnﬁmmmnk
ionkg, The hi sbould vot restriet hreathing 2ny wy and the detaines chondd be
: qvwerwmgdw observation when Yooded. :

() The use of 204hoer Intervopetions;

it

i o s

i

o

E——
EEiT

(t:3] Rmsvﬂeiiﬂﬂmfenitemﬁncludh&nﬁgionricmﬁ:

(9) Switchingtin-detatnes from bot rations to MREs, =
. : ay R:Wmmoﬁumwhym:.q o
az Uﬁn@aawmboﬁmwwmwwmmm stross.

g . Chzogoxylilwcbn!g&nfechniqwinthisaugmymybemdonlybymbmk&g

2 request throngh the Direetor, NIG, for #pprovil by the Commanding Gencral with
appropriste kgal n’yi:w wnd information to Commander, USSOUTHCOM. These

231 1

W

: deteinees. Any of these fecimigoes that requirs more than Hete prabbing, poking,
i _ pusiiﬁng, will be: adntinistersd only by individoals specificadly trained bn thelr safe
& .- repplication, : ‘

= (1) Tho use of scenarlos deslgnod to-convincobe detatnes hat death oz
phlﬁﬁl-wmquwme-hnmﬁ:mforhhn and/or bz farnDy.
(9 Bxposureto.cald weaher ot watex, (wih appropsiate medica] zonitorisg),

%) Ueeokamctiontlans <ripping wates o induce the misperception of suffocation.
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SUBJECT: Legal Brief on Proposed Counter-Reslstance Strategies

3
2

) mlﬁmdmﬂ&mmmﬁvﬂﬂdhliﬂmkﬁum:ﬁﬁd e Undted

The United States setified it om the condidan thet &t wold net be t&lfmﬂn;.uditloqh_mvaﬁon

to Article 7 thet we would only be bonpd to the extent that ¢ United Stater Conrtitation prohibits crnel
and nnuoal porifshment,

(3) (V) The Ammerican Convepifon Humﬂ;huﬁbidsinbmanguum sec; exbizary
mmm. xnd yequires the :u:e-tnm:zpny inform detainess of Gie thtrpes agatnct them toreview

theiz at, and 10 condoct & trial within a ressoable time, The Uszhted Staos signed the
coavention on § Jime 1977, but pover ratifiedde, s signed

A T e g e el
Treatment, dronment, X 1o xatify the Rome
Statute, but also Jater withdrew framft. -’ .

SO mwnm'wwnmmammmmmmm«

ding punit arbitary arrest, detention, or exdle. Althaagh Sona] declarations ey
mﬁ&sﬁdmudm!mryimmaﬁmlhw(wlvkhh oonﬁduedbbdhgmnnnaﬁommwhhm
2 treaty), they:are 5ot suforceable by thermrelves.

® () thm&w@mmehwumﬁgﬁmh% ean Cowrt of Humsn Righes on
The issve of 1ortore. Tbe Court sled on ellegations oftutmap; other

fumafinhmauww )
thz British I the Northern Trelad eonfiior. mnﬁmmhadﬁudwdnpgfm«mm -
mmufmmummlmmpbﬂnﬂmwm ir beads, holding the
dmu-pﬁww,iﬂmmmhsmﬁmwnﬁmﬂng!wdmﬂqmd aiving them of slesp, food,
: mdm.mmopwmeowh&dtmmumdﬁmﬂsmh of toteire as defined 4"
. meCmmﬁonAgﬁMqubmummwde&ﬁedutthmd' el Inbuman o8
zzzoe egrading teetment o pulshment, However, the Conri i find thaf Bése chniiney %m
7 - irbiupane; 404 degra ding treptmain, Nonethelegs, udugwioudymmﬁmd..mmbﬁtﬁdw
v suuunmnpmdthezmpcml‘!nmmmCMMumﬁwsbrmithﬁﬁedme s
definition of crel, inhumay, M&mnumcmimwhhmvﬂ.&mm Seoalso
Mebinoyic v, Vuckovie, 198 F. Supp. 24 1322 (N.D. Geor. 2002); Ce e Axzipnt L
SrprmnCmmofImoI.GSep”.'iBImc BI:M(IS'?E).QE}ER%. :
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b, (U) Domestic Law, Althegh shie dataines Interropations are zeg occurring i the confipenta)

1 Untted States, U.S, personnel condiicting sald {nterrogations are 42i1] bound by appKestis Federal Law,
specifically, the Kighth Amendmess of the United §tates Constitifion, l'susmmmrmmaimy
E Interrogatons, 1be Usiform Code of Mititary Justice (UCh). '

K v

[ —

* Norwihutsnding the £2grimant that ., e ogas bound by the Canbitution, e dettoass confined a1 GO
BEVe no furisdletions) #anding to brlag , séction 1985 actten allcging e Blebth Amandmens vislation In 1.5,
Feders) Cowt,
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. SUBJECT: Lega!Brief on Proposed Connten-Resictance Strategles

(c) (U) At the District Cort Jevel, fhe typieat conditions-of-confiziement claims nvolves
distarbance of the {nmete's phygley] comfort, such as aleep deprivation of load nolss, The Bighth Circult
- moledin Siuh v, Moloond, 1992 US, App, L EXIS 24790, thar e llsgation by an nnmte that b wag

constantly degrived of sleep which rosulfed i exotiopa] distress, losy of mezmory, beadsches, and poor

: ) () Ultimatel TﬁMthm&bwwm ' o whether the goyernment
a m-‘mmkﬁmummmmmm-ﬂmummlymmmmw
Putpore of causing harm ' .
@ © mmm.umqs.ms-.o._fzam;u&wwmmumﬁ'gmma
o

ratfed mimdm%mmmmmommmm ¢ Trestment
wam!gx:mt. lndp\n'mm!om&&ﬁm%m.dbumaute L0y subitentive or procedural sights
- eaforceable by law by any Py any civil Procesding, :

VI L)} msmmmumw-mmmuﬁusmmww ta comunit
torture mxﬂbcfm.nndatHsﬁﬂeainmhmwdmmomawas, o boh, and i death regulis 1o
Aty person from condict prfithired by thiy subssotion, lhubapunhbcdbyduthq!mpmmﬂtum
term of years or for 1ife” :

® © Tntmmlsdzﬁnadu“lnmmmnmodbyapmmu m-mmanwmmm
M-@m_wwmmcpmmqmqmof?ﬁaedu(mmm«, v

: xnﬂ" -dmuwhwiulumﬁm)%m«xm Within bls custody o physical control™ The
- m%*:mmmmbmmm‘%wﬁmm&m
: gmmm@mmwgﬂ;ﬁwwwmﬁm; 70 physiea] pain ¢
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o {c) (U} Casolawin memmwmnfmﬂmmmmmnﬁomhﬂnhﬁmuﬁ
. mmgf {he case law involving torture relates to either the illogalicy of brotal tacsics weed by the palice
; . 10.obra -mﬁug?mwmmmvgmmmﬁmmmumw '
. Dnvolugtary for Ge purposcs of séddssfility and doe process, does X achually addrecs torttire oc the
: Righth Amendroeng), &@aﬁwmmhmhnﬁhfednﬂ defined that cerzan nges
U o (R e R A Y ey ng GO wWilh 1h8 &0 o B IEScentt o) i 3.7

3 . officis, See Ortix ¥, Graxusjo, 286 FSupp, 162 (D, Mass, 1995)) cnstifvted tortare, Howsver, oo cage
: Iaw on point within the context of 18 USC 2340, :

% ® m,us.mmdmmmm-vmmummu The
b puadtive articles that conld potentislly be violated depending on the circumsriences and results of on
interrogation arc: Article §3 (cruelty and maltreatmens), Arsicle 118 (matder), Article £19
(manslxoghier), Article 124 (malming), Article 128 (assanl), Axticle 184 {commnlcating a threat, 45d

£ negligent homicide), and the inchoats offonses of attempt (Article 80), consplracy (Artiels 37), sceessory
afier the fact {Articke 78), and soliciution (Article 82). Article 128 s the article most 1o'be violated
e el oo bkt N Al o odguer ey
the mingd of snother s reasamable spprebensdon of secaiving im C barm, and s fpecifie jotent
10 sctoally inflict bodily baom i nof required, : :

4, CYEIB: Ths counterresistance tachsiques proposed fa ¢ JTF-170-J2 remocandom are
v+ lswdul because Grey do bot Vidlas the Biphth Amendment to the United States Constimtlop or the federnl
. torture statte a explained below, Anisternstlonal biw soalysis Is et roquired for the cutreat proposal

because the Genova Conventions do not 2pply to these detainees ¥inoe Gy sre not EPWg,

(ﬁ#vnudmmmcmﬁmmknﬂimwM'Wlmb&aﬁdﬂm
viclated the Bighth Amendmeey, 10 Jang as the forcsused conld plansbly have been hought necessary in
1 parficnlar sitastion 1o achlewe s ;um:;mmwoﬁmﬁvqudimmﬁdhlgmm
cﬂmandnamﬁdouﬂywudirﬁnnxfahmpmpmdmmmlhs;wpoudleehn@qns
are Bleely to pass ecastitational xoster, mindaallmnmwﬂlmhﬁohud‘nmnwof
the e stretegies are not spaci Intrnded o eanac sovere phoysied patn or soffediog o -

prelonged menia harm, that severe physical pain ds not inflicted, absent any evidence thag any
ofthuuh'msiuwﬂlinfmmupm}m;dmdlwghmingmulhu:p‘lhepmposedmmwm
Dot vinlsts the statute,

Cﬂ)&?)kgzrﬁngﬁevnﬂmcmuf%mmﬁwmc 12l 1o grab, predee in the &b
pmhﬂglit!y.nﬁphu;wmpwdwhoodow:hdmhu'nbudw&l‘mmﬂmaﬁmhﬁcm
_ Axﬂclelﬂ(ﬂswxlﬂ.W:Muﬁmdu&mmomﬁmlﬁdem«
o~ 4lso Article 134 (commuyicating & threat), ﬁmﬁbcdvhabkwhwmlmm!mmﬂqh ‘
+ &dvence from the conveatng euthorisy, for military mewbtey uiiilzing there methods,

w© Spesifically, with repard to Category ¥ technlgues, the use of mild end fear related
approaches suck as yelling ar the detaines ia not {egal baceure in order 1o communicate & threat, there
uwst elso exist &n Intent to infure. Yelling et the detatnee it legal so leng 24 the yelling i3 not dones with
the intent 10 cause severe phyrical dimage or prolanged memal harm Techniques of deception such o5
multiple interrogator techniques, and dsception 1e garding interropator {dentity ere 1l permmtseible methods
of interropetion, since there § 0o logal yoquirement to bo trathfal while condugting 2n interropation,

e UNCL ASSIFIED
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: 5.4}‘:&; RECOMMENDATION; 1 vecomment that the proposed méthods of intecyopation be
T 2pproved, and that the interropateyy be propedy trained i1 the v10 of the ipreoved methods of
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
LINTED STATES SOUTHERN COMMAND
OFFICE OF YHE CONNAKDER
31 BVINTAVERR .
NUOR, L. 337124807

25 October 2002

MEMORANDUM FOR Chairmuan o the Joot Chics of Saff, Washipgioe, DC 203189999
» . SUBJECT: Couster-Resistancs Techniques

]

;i 1. "The actvities of Jolnt Tusk Foroe 170 have yielded cxitical intellipence suppost for foroes o

. mmmmmmmmmmwdmmmmmm

A War on Terrorism. However, desplte our best effotts, some detainees have sesisted

P ) our current iterrogation methods. Our respective stafli, the Office of the Secretary of Defenss,
. m@rﬁmmmmmmw comter-resjsiant techniaoes that we exn

2. Jaza forsarding Jolat Tk Force 170's proposed cowmter-resistinoe techmigues, Tbelleve the
3 mm%ﬂwm&mmm Imzmﬂnwb&cmh

§ techniquas catepory are wnder » glven the abscoce of judichal

i intespretation of the US frtore statute. !mwﬂqmmbldbymug;ofhm!edu

; . expressed threats of death of the detsings or his famlly. However, T desire to hivoas mazy

g options as gossible at my dispasal snd therefore request that Department of Defenss and

X Department of Justioe lawyers yoview the third rategory of techniques, « ..

i . .

3, Aspﬂdwnﬂwdkumml70'lpwpoudmgy,lwdmcnysuuemd
: inteogation methods that others may propose. § believe we should grovide onr interropators

. with ns many lepally permissible tools as possible.

4

i . 4.Juthoughlmwpiuntof&ehpomPolicyumiﬁuﬁmofmofmmposed

: techniques, J firmly believe that we must quickly provide Jolnt Task Force 170 comter-

resistance techmigues to roaximize the value of our inelligence ool mission,

v

23

Us. -
4 Commendet

e 1, JTF 170 CDR Mema

14 11 October, 2002

' 2. JTF )70 SJA Memo

{ M%Oml;u.ﬁm

v 3. 170 J-2 Mcmo ] . ) ;
; 214 11 Ociober, 2002 vn pptmieet Dy Esaruies S Oftor o bt Sety o Dt




TAB 10

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORC : :
HEADQUARTERS, UNITED STATES AIR Foﬂcﬁé’:? ,'!nm ?ﬁ ﬁf Jm

WASHINGTON DC

AFPM__ 352302
4 Rov 02

MEMORANDUM FOR UN AND MULTILATERAL AFFAIRS DIVISION (J-5), JOINT
STAFF (Attn: CDR Lippold)

(VY
SUBJECT: (@ Counter-Resistance Techniques

1. g"l‘he Air Force concurs with the need to conduct an in-depth legal and policy assessment,
as recommended by CDRUSSOUTHCOM, prior to implementation of the proposed counter-
resistance interrogation techniques. As such, we offer the following critical comments on the

proposed techniques:

4
‘, AF-1. CRITICAL. General Comment. The Air Force has serious concerns regarding
the legality of many of the proposed techniques, particularly those under Category III.
Some of these techniques could be construed as “torture,” as that crime is defined by 18
U.S.C. 2340. That statute, for example, defines “torture” to include “the threat of
imminent death.” or “the threat that another person will imminently be subjected to death,
severe physical pain or suffering...” One of the proposed techniques, under Category III,
is “the use of scenarios designed to convince the detainee that death or severely painful
consequences are imminent for him and/or his family.” The torture statute also prohibits
the intentional infliction, or threatened infliction, of severe physical pain or suffering, as
well the administration or application, or threatened administration or application, of
“srocedures calculated to disrupt profoundly the senses or the personality.” The extent to
which the proposed techniques may violate this statute requires thorough and careful
analysis.
)
@ AF-2. CRITICAL. General Comment. Implementation of these techniques could
preclude the ability to prosecute the individuals interrogated. Successful prosecutions in
military commissions or subsequent use of detainee statcments in Federal prosecutions
will require that the evidence obtained be admissible. Although the President’s military
order establishes a fairly low evidentiary threshold of probative value to a reasonable
person, many of the techniques described in the memo will place a burden on the
prosecution’s ability to convince commission members that the evidence meets even that
low standard. The Levet I1I techniques will almost certainly result in any statements
obtained being declared as coerced and involuntary, and therefore inadmissible. Sucha

. finding may also potentially exclude any cvidence derived from the coerced statement.

* Admissibility of evidence obtained using the Level I and 11 techniques will be fact
specific, but the same concerns remain. Additionally, the techniques described may be
subject to challenge as failing to meet the requirements outlined in the military order o

Re-Marked consistent with the AF/JAQ document declassified on June 21, 2004, by



treat detainees humanely and to provide them with adequate food, water, shelter and
medical treatment.! Defense counsel will undoubtedly argue that any evidence derived
by the prosecution must be excluded because the Government did not abide by its own
rules. Application of the interrogation methods may also have an adverse impact on the
DoJ’s ability to use the detainees in support of on-going and future prosecutions, a stated
objective of the SECDEF. Any statements obtained under these circumstances will be
inherently suspect and of questionable value in a prosecution using established rules of
criminal procedure that prohibit such conduct on the part of law enforccment agents.

QAF-B. CRITICAL. General Comment. Implementation of the proposed techniques
would gequire a change in Presidential policy. On 7 Feb 02 President Bush determined
that the detainees “will be provided many POW privileges as a matter of policy.” 2
Included among those privileges are “clothing and shoes,” “three meals a day that meet
Muslim dietary laws,” “soap and toilet articles,” and “the opportunity to worship.” A
number of the Category 11 techniques would appear to deprive detainces of these
privileges. In addition, the President declared that “{tJhe detainees will not be subjected
to physical or mental abuse or cruel treatment,” and that the detainees would be able to
“raise concemns about their conditions” during private visits with representatives of the
ICRC. Obviously implementation of the techniques under consideration by
SOUTHCOM would require & modification of, or exception to, the President’s policy
regarding treatment of detainees. Consequently, NSC-level review and Presidential-level
approval will be required prior to implementing the proposed techniques.

2. (U) Air Foree POC i<

ONALL E. RICHBUM. .lﬁ\l"
o USAF Planner, Joint/NSC Matters
USA
USN .,
USMC

! Presidential Order of 13 November 2001, found nt http:/fwww.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2001/1 1/20011113-

27.hml,
2 \White House Fact Sheet, 7 February 2002, found at http'leww.whilehouse.govireleasesf2002!02120020207—

13.html.




CLASSIFICATION: | AF PLANNER JOINT ACTION BRIEF SHEET
, JCS ACTION # SJS 02-06697 JCS SUSPENSE:
NCLLASSYF 4 Nov 02
ACTION OFFICER: _ OFC SYM: : DATE:
Mr. Thomas Randall, GS-15 AFIAL : _ ' 01 Nov 02

SUBJECT: §§ Counter-Resistance Techniques { y)

1. (U) ISSUE: To provide initial Air Force legal assessment of proposal by CDRSOUTHCOM to implement
counter-resistance interrogation techniques proposed by Commander, JTF-170 ' '

2. (U) DISCUSSION:

o Category Il techniques may constitute criminal conduct under 18 U.S.C. 2340, which prohibits “torture” by
person acting ypder the color of law upon another person within his or her custody or physical control.
e Torture is defined to include threats of imminent death or severe physical pain or suffering.
o The statute applies outside the United States.

o Use of these techniques may preciude any later prosecution of detainees interrogated.

o The President’s Military Order Number 1, 13 Nov 01, on Military Commissions states that those detained by
the order shall be treated humanely and allowed the free exercise of religion consistent with the requirements
of such confinement. : e e

e White House Fact Shect issued 7 Feb 02 states the President has determined that the Geneva Convention
applies to the Talibon but not to the al-Qaida detainees. f )
e The Fact Sheet states that even though the detainees are not entitled to POW privileges, they will be

provided many POW privileges as a matter ofpolicy. *~ "

e Further, it states that the detainees will not be subjected to physical or mental abuse ot cruel treatment,
and the International Committee of the Red Cross will continue to be able 1o visit the detainees privately
during which times the detainees will be permitted to raise concemns about their conditions.

o Further legal and policy analysis, and high-level review and approval are necessary prior to.implementation.

o 3. @ AIR STAFF VIEWS: Air Staff concurs with critical comment.

(v
4. (U) OTHER VIEWS: Amy: Unknown, suspense not until 4 Nov. Navy and Marine Corps: Concur with

.

critical comments raising serious concerns with legality of proposed techniques.

5. (U) RECOMMENDATION: Submit Air Staff views

JOINT READER: | PLANNER GREEN DESK: OK v TE%(}M
AF/JAL AS ANNOTATED
Maj Duffin f FZ DGJ @ CIRCULATE DATE: g‘ N 63 02
e OZ / TIME: 15’f .
| - BY:
TTHOUT ATTACHMENT THIS PAGE CLASSIFED: WD |
Pcn;s;?ra Y: | SAF/GCI | AFLSA
CLASSIFICATION: LTG Gof Casey | Mr. Mr.
. F o Bridge Russell
CLASSIFiED Concur Concur

m conslstent with the AF/JAO decument declassified on June 21, 2004, by
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TAB 11

HRLISSFED

DEF’WNSE

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION TASK FORCE
£010 6% Streat
FORT BELVO'R, YA 11060-5508

4 November 2002

MEMORANDUM THRU

Division Chiel, Plans, Policy and Integration. DeD CI'TF. Bldg. 714, Fort Belvair,
Virginia 220560-5506

FOR COMMANDER, CITF

SUBJECT: Assessmentof JTF-170 Counter-Resistance Strategies and the Potentiul
Tmpact on C]JTF Mission and Persounel.

1. Pursuant to your directive T have reviewed the following documents in order to
provide an asscssment of potential impacts on the CITT mission:

-DOD ITF 170 Memorandum from I.TC Beaver, dated 11 October 2002,
SUBJECT: Legal Revicw of Aggressive Intertogation Techniques, with attached Legal
Bricf of the same date.

- DOD JTF 170 Memorandum from LTC Jerald Phifer, dated 11 October 2002,
SUBJECT: Request {or Approval of Counter-Resistance Strategics

- DOD JTF 170 Memorandum from MG Michacl E. Dunlavey dated 11 October 2002,
SUBIECT: Counter-Resistance Strategies :

‘USSOCOM Memorandum from General James T. Hill, dated 25 October 2002,
SUBJECT: Counter-Resistance Techniques

2. The following represents my assessment of the adverse impacts on the CITF mission
if certain counter-resistant techniques are used at GTMO:

a. Liability. CITF personnel who are aware of the use or abuse of certain
techniques may be exposed 1o liability under the UCMI for failing to intercede or report
incidents, if an inquiry later determines the conduct to be in violation of either the Eighth
Amendment to the U.S, Constitution, the Uniform Code of Military Justice or
18 U.5.C, §2340.

. (1) The lega} memorandum cited above opines that certain treatment,
although not amounting to torture, has been determined 10 constitute cruel and unusual,
or inhumane treatment or puntishment insofar as it is defined in the Convention Against
Torture. (“CA1”). Although the United States has not ratified the entirc CAT, it has

/'(”n.ndu-i VRT3 1D Jo o R
el T
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ratified the definition of cruel, inhuman, and degrading treatment insofar as the Eighth
Amendment to the 1.8, Constitution defines it. Therefore, any conduct that woutd
constitute cruel and unusual punishment woukl he prohibited by the Constitution and
would be illepal.

{2) The suggested Tier [Tt and certain Tier I technigues may subject L -
service members to punitive articles of the GCMJ. The following are the most likely P‘;:_M
provisions to be violated it service members participated in the described techniques: 4o
Article 93 (Cruelty and Maltreatment), Article 124 (Maiming), Article 128 (assault) and L2
Article 134 {(Communicating a Threat). Should the detainee dic In the process ar s a Ar8d
result of the techniques, then Article 118 (Murder) and Article 134 (Negligent Homicide) \a”‘m
could apply. CITF members who are aware of or participatc in the conduct could be held
responsible under the inchoate offenses of Article 80 (Attempt), Article 81 (Conspiracy)
or Article 82 {Accessory Alter the Fac().

b. Evidentiary Issues. Under Military Commission Order Number 1, if the
Presiding Officer determines that the infonmation is probative 1o & reasonable person,
then it will be admitted, This would apply 10 confessions as well as statements about
other defendants. The voluntary nature of any statement, however, will affect the weight
accorded that cvidence. Consequently, any information derived from the aggressive
techniques, although admissible, will be of diminished value during any subsequent
procecdings. The taint concerning the diminished weight accorded the statements would
apply not only 10 the delainee making the statements, but alse against those individuals
about whom the detainee has provided incriminating information.

Additionally, the adverse impact may have consequences on all Commission
actions. The 21 Qaeda training manual instructs members to assert that they have been
tortured. The assertion is designed to mitigate the valuc of any incriminaling statements
the al Qaeda member may have made during the course of the interrogation. One
detainec subjected to these techniques could taint the voluntary nature of all other
confessions and information derived from detainces not subjected to the agpressive
techniques.

3. Recommendations: Both the utility and legality of applying cettain techniques
identified in the memorandum listed above are, In my opinion, questionable. Any policy
decision to use the Tier It techniques, or any technique inconsistent with the analysis
herein, will be contrary 1o my recommendation. Nonetheless, if the application of the
requested measures is approved, I recommend the following actions to mitigate the
adverse impact on the CITF:

- . The aggressive techniques should not occur at GTMO where both CITF and
the intelligence community are conducting mterviews and interrogations, By not using
these techniques in a co-located setting, other detainces not subjected to these techniques
are less likely to be under the impression that they will be subjected to similar treatment
if they do not provide the answers the govemment is seeking. 1t is unlikely that a
detainee who has been exposed to Tier 11 techniques will distinguish between CITF and

T



Intelligence Intercogators. His impression will be thet he will be punished for any
responses that di ffer from what the interrogator determines to be accoptable.

b. A decision should be made prior to applying the aggressive procedures that
the detainee subject to the treatment would not be a considered for referal to the Military
Commission. This wil! reduce the risk that the more aggressive techniques used against a
few detainees would be revealed resulting in assumption that these techniques had been
used on all the detainees.

¢. CITF personnci should nat participate in the aggressive techniques, either in
their administration, observation or designation of who will he subjected to the strategies.
A firm nonporous wall should be erected between CITF personnel and those planning
and engaging in the aggressive techniques. This measure will help preserve the integrity
of our jnvestigations, any Commission casc and will insulate CITF persornel from
potential administrative or criminal liability.

4. Conclusion. While some of the techniques identified in Tier | and Il pose no threat to
either the integrity of the investigation ot to subsequent liability of the CITF personncl,
i.¢. using a ruse, raising one’s voice, for the most part they are inconsistent with well-
established jaw enforcement techniques. Any of the Tier I1] techniques could expose
persons involved to administrative and criminal liability as well as negatively impact on
subsequent Military Commission proceedings.

In legal analysis conducted by the SJA for JTF-170, there are two comumon
themes running throughout the document justifying the use of the procedures, 1} There is
no civil lability that will flow to the U.S. Government by using the asserted techniques,
and 2) because the purpose of inflicting pain and treating detainces in a degreding manner
is not in and of itself to cause pain or harm but to elicit information, it does not conflict
with the well established authority under the U.S. Constitution.

There is no Constitutional case law related to the infliction of pain on prisoners,
other than that related 10 causing pain for pain's sake, because it is not the prison
official’s objective to clicit information from those in their custody. Conversely, our
objective is specifically to elicit information from the detainces. The intended use of Tier
III techniques, if detected, will establish new case Jaw in this area, nwch to the detriment
of the U.S, foreign and domestic interests. 1 cannot advocate any action, interrogation or
otherwise, that is predicated upon the principal that all is wetl if the ends justify the
means and others are nol aware of how we conduct our business.

4 Encls SAM W, MCCAHON
MALJA
Chief Legal Advisor

~BEENETNOTORN-
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HEADQUARTER, DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY -
Assistant Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations and Plans
{Joint Affairs)

ARMY PLANNER DAMO-ZC
Memorandum No.

MEMORANDUM FOR LEGAL COUNSEL TO CHAIRMAN, JOINT CHIEFS OF
STAFF

SUBJECT: (sMF) SIS 02-06697

1. ST Army has reviewed the request of the Commander, United States
Southern Command, for further legal review by the Department of Defense and
the Department of Justice of the proposal to employ Counter-Resistance
Techniques in the intelligence interrogation of enemy combatants detained at
Guantanamo Bay Navat Station.

2. " As set forth In the enclosed memoranda, Army interposes significant
legal, policy and practical concems regarding most of the Category 1l and all of
the Category Iil techniques proposed.

3. {SINFT Army concurs in the recommendation for a comprehensive legal
review of this proposal in its entirety by the Department of Defense and the
Depariment of Justice.

Encls
1. CITF Legal Opinion
2. OTJAG e-mail

—~BEOREFNOFORN—
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE OFFICE OF THE ARMY GENERAL COUNSEL

SUBJECT; Review — Proposed Counter-Resistance Techniques

1. | have reviewed the propcsed request for approval of counter resistance sirategies. | concirin the
proposed Category | techniques, but have significant concerns (legai, policy, and practical) regarding
most of the Category !f and all of the Category Il techniques.

2. My legal concerns are summarized as follows:

a. The President directed in Military Order 1 {13 Nov 01) Ihat detainees would be trealsd
*humanely." In a White House Memo, dated 7 Fet 02, he reaffirmed this order and stated further that
they will be realed "o the extent appropriate and consistent with miktary necessity, In a manner
consistent with the principles of Geneva.”

b. n addition to comporting with the President's order, any techniques employed musl be
consistent with Federal law, to include the UCMJ. As noted In LTC Beaver's legal review, the U.S. has
enacted o Federal borture stalute (18 U.5.C. 234D, ef seg). This stalute defines torture as an act
"intended 1o inflict severe physical or mental pain or suffering ... upon another person wilhin his custody
or physical control.” Severe physical pain or suffering is further defined as “the prolonged mentai harm
caused by or resulting from ... the intentiona! infliction or threatened infiction of severe physical paln or
suffering; ... threat of imminent death; of the threat that another person will imminently be subjected to
death, severe physical pain or suffering.”

¢ In my opinion, the lisied Category Il techniques violate the President's order, and various
UCMJ articles. {n addition, techniques 1 {use of scenarios designed to convince the detainee of death or
severely painfu) consequences are imminent for him andier his family), and 3 {use of a wet towel and
dripping water to induce the mispsrception of suffocation) appear to be clear violations of the Federat

torturs statute,

d. Reparding the Category Il lechakjues, numbers 2 (prolonged use of stress positians), 5
{deprivation of ight and auditory stimuli, and 12 {using ingividual phoblas to induce stress), in my opinien,
crosses the fine of "humane® traatrnent, would Hikely be considerad maltreatment under Arlicle 93 of the
UCMJ, and may viclate the Fedaral torture statule i it results In severe physical pain or suffering.
Techniques 10 {removal of clothing) and 11 (forced grooming) are certinly permissible for heatth
reasons, but are problematic (may be considerad inhumane) if done only for interrogation purposes. To
properly assess these and the other techniques fisted Category U, we would need & more detailed plan of
exactlly how these techniques are going to be used.

3. From a policy standpeint, employing many of the suggested techniques would create a PA mightmare.
The War on Terror ls axpected to iast many years and ditimate success requires strong domeslic and
intemational support Whatever interrogation techniques we adapt will eventuzlly become public
aoowledge, 1f we mistrest detainees, we will quickly lose the morale high ground and public support wil
erode. The techniques noted above will nol read well in either the New York Times or the Cairo Timas.
Additionally, many of the techniques arguably violate the jorture and inhumane treatment provisions of
the 1CC. While we may not be subjact ta the ICC, fajlure to adhere te these provisions severely
underculs aur stated position that we follow Intarnational law and principles and will polize our own.

4. Finally, the plan does nol adequately lay out how these techniques will resuft in our forces gaining any
useful information.

5. In view of the foregoing, | believe the proposed plan is legally insufficlent, and that a mare thorough
fegai, poﬁcg and practical anatysis should ba conducted before any ol the Category |l and |ll techniques
ate adopted.

Johh Ley
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TAB 13

DEPARTMENT OF THE RAVY
CFFICE OF m;cw OF NAVAL OPERATIONS
VY PENTAGON

2008 MA
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20350-2000

K NENYREFORTC
N3/NSL
NPM 466-02
4 Nov G2

"‘MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR FOR STRATEGIC PLANS AND

POLICY DIRECTORATE (J-5), JOINT STAFF

Subj: NAVY PLANNER'S MEMO WRT COUNTER-RESISTANCE TECHNIQUES
(SIS 02-06697) (S/NF)

1. (U) The Navy staff has review subject tasker and concurs
with the following substantive comment:

(S/N¥) Navy staff concurs with developing a range of advance
counter-resistance techniques to apply to foreign detainees.
Navy staff recommends, however that more detailed interagency
legal and policy review be conducted on proposed technigues.
Such palicy review should address the possibility, if not the
likelihood, that techniques will be inadvertently disclosed
though the visits to the detainees in Cuba by the International
Committee of the Red Cross or foreign government delegations,
which could lead to international scrutiny. Navy staff also
recommends that the classification level of counter-resistance
technigques be incrzassd to the Top Secrot levsel.

’.A——-

D. AOMPSCH

Captain, U.S. Navy

Special Assistant to the CNO
for JCS Matters

Eved ,
001220
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' 19 DECEMBER 2002 - y.n

. . r .
JTF GTMO “SERE" JINTERROGATION STARN OPHRATING PROCEDURE

Subj; GUIDELIKES FCR EMPLOYING ;@1 QUES LURING DETAL
INTEPROCGATIONS =l

1. Purpose. This S0P document promulgatas pxgh
follow 5 By JTP-GTHO parnonaal angaged in ing '
operaticng on detained perséns. The premime b
the icterrsgition tastice uced ak U.8. mil)ids
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and techniquas ars used at SERE acke
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(Tab 16 Extract) JTF GTMO “SERE” Interrogation Standard Operating
Procedure,” dated 18 December 2002.

3. Degradation Tactics
- a. Shoulder Slap
b. Insult Slap
¢. Stomach Slap
d. Stripping

4, Physical Debilitation Tactics

a. Stress Positions
1. Head Rest Index Finger Position
2. Kneeling Position
3. Worship-the-Gods
4. Sitting Position
5. Standing position

3. Demonstrate Omnipotence Tactics

a. Manhandling
b. Walling
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4, The'SERE misthods wors designed for use in s bettafield movironment as s meana of
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buz ale0 ars Iagally sound, LEA agents 70 nelther trained 5ot ssthosized 16 1o coorcive -
inwcsogation technigues under any clreumatances,

7. Utilizing rapport-based methods, LEA have realized aumeeous successes dusing several malor
tervoriam

investigations incjuding the bombings of enbassies in Bist Aftica, the bomblag of the

and the 1993 World Trade Centar bombing. Like most of ths GTMD detainees, the
o dmwwmqummmum
:lmuﬂm . . :

2. LEA does not bolieve that cosrtiva Interrogation tecknigques ss offective, Howeyer, onthoss -+
mmfmmmmmmmmdnm oo
gathered has proven to be highly quastionible, Deteiness who ars coorsed fnto making -
adenissions often develop strong feslings of snger ang ressntment towand thelr

" Imtead of cresting an environment conducive 1o fostering contioued cooperation, the

hgnﬂnmm&wﬁhlu_huﬂluﬂawmamlwﬂlbm

9. A recoverod Al Qaoda taining sagual instructs its members o axpect Amasicans to uso -
coervive inteerogation lactics, oven tornirs, to elfol infocamtion, Tho manual deaws atention o
these techniques and ciusrscterizes them a3 fizrthor proof of the evil acd wnjost scts which
Amerioans cameait agabust Muslinu, Thus, the vss of coercive mchaiques ouly srwosto
reinforce thess ervoncous perseptions. hmmﬂqmmmdh
catainoes’ righteous resolve and inspiring continned yesistance. By contrast, the wee of 2 rappert-
basad approach ropmoscats the first step In distbpting & dotalnes’s bajief

mmmmmmmmmwbmu@hm .

10. MManmﬂhundﬁmlmh%mu
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12, A sappoct-based model avoids the potentisl for datalnos aise by practitioncrs, ‘This potn
anuot be overstatad. Both reseanch and expesience ummnﬂ.
;ﬁlﬁlﬂdnﬁm:.hluu zwum This holds °
mumlmwm' mm' mum»ﬂﬁul oan
mum,ﬂmmnmummmmwm

13. LEA have provicusly addosssed thess lasuos in both pevate discossions sad in wilizes
commupications with command o5 many occmlons. LEA bas focdly volosd Its

collactivs viow that coopsive tactics are npt only unsultabls in OTMO (whers bodk LEA
Mhhﬂmmqnmmmhmwﬂwn. '

19

Pags20f3




c .3 g

Iuﬂml;. Additionally, there are serions concers about the legal implicazions of thess
techaiques.

4. mmﬁ?mummmmmmum
spproach, thers sppoxrs 0 be & tendenzy to rovert 1o a shorsightod coercive model
of Integrogation, LEA recognizes that everyons involved In intersrogation sfforts t OTMO Is
under intenye prexsure 1o smcoced In oliciing information from the detainacs. However, LEA
muuwuummmmnmumw
mumm”mmumn-pmwm
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15 Jan 2003

From: John P. Rankin, SHRE Training Specialist
Chrietophar Roas, SERE Coordinator

To: Officer in Charge, FASOTRAGRULANT Det Brumswick

Via: SERE Departmant Head

Subj: MMxogmrmmMmmnr
© (JTP-GTMO) TRAINING EVOLUTION

Bnel: (1) Dratft ICE sop |
(2) Coercive Management Workshest
(3) Physical and Psychological Pressures paper
~(4) Al Queda Training Manual :

‘L. Background: Dates of raeport axe 29 Dac 02 - 4 Jan’ 03,

Mr. Ross and I were directed to proceed to Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
at the request of LtCol Mose, Commander of the Interrogation
Control Element (ICB), JTP-GTMO., Our.initial impression
concerning the reason for the trip was to provide ICE personnel
with the theory and application of the physical prassures
utilized during our training aevolutionms.

2. We arrived 30 Dec 02 and were met by SFC Bessions, ICE
Opetations Chief, at the Farry Landing, Windward Side - GTMO.

He trangported us to the security building wherein wa received
our access badges. Immediately following we proceeded to the
ICA command center located in Camp Delta, the primary detention
facility. Here wa met with LtCol Moss {USA) and Capt Weis
(UBMC), the ICE Operations Officer. After a thorough in-drief,
it was confirmed that a high-level directive had initiated our
subsaquent trip for the purpose of providing “physical
pressures’ Craining. LtCol Moss also provided us with a draft
ICE S0P for utilization of physical pressures, enclosure (1), A
tentative training plen was drafted. o

3. On the morning of 31 Dec 02, Mr, Ross and I initiated
training with an in-depth class on Bidsxman’s Principles,
enclosure (2) and the theory and practical application of

.selected physical pressures, IAW our “Blue Book”, to '

approximately 24 ICE perscnnel. This training was conductad in
one of tha newly constructed interrogation facilities located at
Camp Delta. During this training it was stressed that the
physical pressures are cnly part of the overall conditioning
process designed to establish and maintain an effactive captive

 *FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY"
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' Subj: APTER ACTION REPORT ON OPERATION VALIANT RETURN

managemeant program, &8 described in enclogure (3). Later in the
day Mr. Roms and I were taken on a tour of one of the inmctive

“blocks” and the Maximum 8ecurity Unit (MSU) located in camp
Delta.

4. On morning of 2 Jan 03, Mx. Ross and p:emued classes tO
ICE personnel covering lateérrogation fundamentals and resistance
to interrogation. Resistance was spacifid

Al Oueda Training Manual, enclosure (4). El'heory is that ICE
pexscunel would bes abla to mora raadily reécog

abbreviated theoretical physical presme and peacetime
guidance (governmental and hogtage) te Marine JTF-GTMO personnsl
and two JTP-GTHO Staff Judge Advocate (& L) o!tic:l.ala. '

conducted. (Recommendations included in diiclosure (3))
6§, On 3 Jan 03, Mr. Ross and I met with Major Guneral Miller,
JTP-GTMD Coxmandar, at the ICE command certer. During the
meating the high~level directive was sightled which ocutlined
specific guidance regarding current and p joposed ICE operations
in dealing with detainees. Major General Hi.uar clearly
axpreased his guidance as to the application of physical
pressures. He gratafully aceepted oux ce as to how
oparations and management of detainees 14 be inproved and
thanked us for our efforts. Later that aflserncon we were taken
into the active blocks and observed scome

. detaineas. Wa later received an cut-brief
Capt Wels wherein Capt Weis waa provided

7. Issues and Recommendations: f
" Iasue: Security clearande information '
Digcussion: Due to shoxrt notice of trip, Lo POC was provided or
obtained to pass sscurity clearance information to facilitate .
issuance of badges. I waz in one of the clearance systems and
my information was available. Mr. Ross’ -pot. Mr. Hill was

called and immediately responded by faxingi information to the
' Special Security Office (850), GTMD. |

. ' | “POR OFFICIAL USEONCY" 2
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Recommendation: Participante and
information or ¥ axpaditicus]

POC is
Mr. Hill investigate reason why my clearance information was

available through one of the systams/databage and Mr. Ross' was
not. _

sponsors send

ro

Issue: Rental car avallability

-Discussion: We ware authorized a rental car, howaver, ordexs

did not specify which agency. Moat rental agencies located in
Jacksonville, PL. airport do not afford the aconvenienca of drop
off sites. gince we were only transiting from the airport to
NAS Jacksonville, a drop off capability was needed to avoid the
$50.00 cab fare.

Recommendation: PFuture trips of this nature should utilize
ince they have a satallite office located in

Epterprige Rental p
" the militery texminal, Enterprise has also waived the drop fee

for personnel on orders. A reservation roguest form and
business card has been provided to the Resource Dapartment.

8. A debrief of the trip was provided to available SERR
perscnnel. A maka-up brief is available upon reguest for those
that missed it. _

5. Conclusion: It is unknown at this time whether another _
ragquest for support will made. Recommend that future trainers,
i requested, be thoroughly prepared to discuss and explain
Biderman’s Principles and captive management techniques.

sk

o
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' Goarcive Management Technigques

——hart 10. Bidarrasn's Chart of Coerdidn
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MIMORJIDON N . 01/03/03
Prom: John F. Rankin, 8ERE Training Specialist, PASOTRAGRULANT Dat.
Brunawick ME. -

To: Captain weis, ICE, JTF-GTMO
Subj: PHYSICAL AND PSYCHOLOGICAL FRESSURES DURING INTERROGATIONS

Ref: (a) Coercive Management Techniques Chart

1. The use of physical and psychological pressures during
interrogations, if deemed appropriate, are tools that can be spplied
in order to establish and reinforce the principles contained in
referance (a). Thase principles must be supported by an
interrogation or collection system that facilitates complete control
of actions prior to, during and after interrogations.

2. These principles and associated pressures allow the interrogation
system to establish and maintain control of the exploitation process
of HUMINT sources under the authority of the ICB.

3. The management techniques are most effective if used in goncert
with each othar since they are all mutually supporting and bulld upon
the effects of others. They are all designed to elicit compliance
from HUNINT scurcas by setting up the “captive environment.* This is
idaally accomplished by establishing control, instilling dependencies
for basic existence, rewards and punishments, gaining compliance and
in the end cooperation. A distinction must ba drawn in that
complianse io not always a willful or voluntary act. Comnversely, if .
someone freely cogperates without inducement or the aforementicmed
pressures, the cycle has for the most part been completed.

4. The application of physical pressures is only a part of the
overall captive management process. They are initially used to shock
and intimidate by setting the stage and establishing control. There
mist be a statement made by demoustrating there ars rewards and
punighments for compliant and combative or resistive behavior.

§. Implementation of an effective program that supports thase

principles is dependant on a comprehensive training plan and
supervisory controls that prevent abuse and stresses safety and

oversight.
JQM_
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SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
$ 000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

JAN'15 2003
MEMORANDUM FOR THE GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT
OF DEFENSE

SUBJECT: Detsinee Interrogations (U)

(U) Establish a working group within the Department of Defense to assess
the legal, policy, and operztional issues relating to the interrogations of detainees
held by the U.S. Armed Forces in the war on terrorism. '

(U) The working group should consist of experts from your Office, the
Office of the Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, the Military Departments,
and the Joint Staff. The working group should address and make
recommendations as warranted on the following issues:

. (S) Legal considerations raised by interrogation of detainees held by U.S.
Armed Forces. .

«  (S)Policy considerations with respect to the choice of interrogation
techniques, inchuding: |

O {S) contribution to intelligence collection
o (8) effect on treatment of captured US military persormei
o (S) effect on detainee prosccutions
o (S) historical role of US armed forces in conducting interrogations
J (S) Recommendations for employment of particular interrogation
techniques by DoD) interrogators.

(U) You should report your assessment and recommendations to me within

Detlassify UW%MNM‘QMW”
i .Oﬂuduwdbd'm

Classified by: Secretary Rumsfeld ' gwnlmr.umwr. UsH
Reason: 1.5(1:) © HNBUSS‘HEB Juae 21, 2004
Declassify on: 10 yeans P :



SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, BC 20301-1000

MEMORANDUM FOR COMMANDER USSOUTHCOM  JAN 15 2003
SUBJEC‘I‘ Countcr-Re'siétance Techniques {9)] |

(S) My December 2, 2002, approval of the use of all Category 11
techmiques and one Category HI technique during interrogations at
Guantanamo is hereby rescinded. Should you determine that particular

. techniques in either of these categories are warranted in an individual case,
you should forward that request to me. Such a request should include a
thorough justification for the employment of thosc techniques and a detazlcd
plan for the use of such techniques, - :

(U) In all interrogations, you should continue the humane treatment of
detainees, regard]ess of the type of interrogation technique employed.

(U) Attached is a memo to the General Counsel setting in motion a
study to be completed within 15 days. After my review, I will provide
further guidance, -

Classified by: Secretary Ramsfeld
Reason: 1.5(c)

Declessify om: 10 years Wmumawmlm
DNCLASSIFIED 2B ey otttk

Jume 21, 2004

a'skE
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URGLASOIHH!

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

APR 1 6 2003
MEMORANDUM FOR THE COMMANDER, US SOUTHERN COMMAND

SUBJECT: mmmmthejﬂru-onmw

(é% I have considered the report of the Working Group that I directed be
on January 18, 2003, .

I approve the use of specified counter-resistance techniques, subject
to the following:
{U) a. The techniques I authorize are those lettered A-X, set out at Tab A.

(U) b. These techniques must be used with all the safeguards described
at Tab B,
- ' M8} c. Usecfthese techniques js limited to interrogations of unlawful
-\ held at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

*, (W 4. Prior to the use of thess techniques, the Chatrman of the Working
Group on Detaines Interrogations in the Global War on Terrorism mmust brief you

and stafl, _

&‘) 1 yeiterate that US Armed Forces shall continue to ireat detainees
bumsmely and, to the extent appropriate and consistent with military necessity,
n a manner consistent with the principles of the Geneva Conventions. In
addition, if you intend to use technigues B, 1, O, or X, you must specifically
%mmwmmmmmmmm

If, in your visw, you require additional interrogation techmiques for 2
particular detainee, you should provide me, via the Chatrman of the Jaint Chiefs
of Stafl, a written request describing the proposed technique, recommended
safeguards, and the rationale for applying it with an identified detainee,

(WXt Nothiing in this memorandum in eny way restricts your existing authorily
to maintain good order and discipline among detainees. -

e o~ o
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NOT RELEASABLE TO
FOREION NATIONALS

TABA

() INTERROGATION TECHNIGUES

A

~AS+/NFY The of techn A « X i3 subject to the
Mbﬁﬂu%wmgmmw

thie appropriate authority. Specific tmplementation with to
techniques A - thhmmmmm
implementation guidance with respect to techniques R - X will need to be
developed by the appropriate authority.

A

Of the techniques set forth below, the of certain
shouild be conaidered to the extent pd%uﬂectm
views of major U.S. partner nations, Where applicabls, the description of

the fo annotated to include a summary of the policy lasuse that
m:’uwmappmdmw
A. Direct: Asking straightforward questions.
n)
B. Icentive /Removal of Incentive: Providing a reward or removing a

privilege, and beyond those that are by the Geneva Convention,
from detainees, |Caution: mwu@%mu?mm
hmmgmmmm retention Itesng
{e.g.. the Koran) are protected under international law {soe, Geneva IIt, Articls
34). Although the provisions of the Geneva Convention are not applicabls to the
interrogation of unlawfual combatants, eonsidmﬂonahmldhegvubﬂu:
mmﬂr‘ bapplunmotmmue.]
A

C. Emaotional Love: Hmmﬂnbwndamhubrm
individual or group,

D. Embtioosl Hate: thmﬁnhahedndetahaeh:han
individual or group.

E. &(—I-)N'l Fear Up Harsh: Wmmmuwmmam
F. {8//NP) Pear Up Mid: Moderately increasing the fear level In a detainee.
(&&ﬂ Reduced Fear: Reducing the fear level in a detainee,

H. ﬁ% Pride and Ego Up: Boosting the ego of a detainee,

Classified By: mdm
Reason:
Declaasify On: 2Aprn 2013

Tab A

m——



WNCLASSIFED
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mmmwmamﬂm

M memmmam question to

Q. é}-'ﬂﬂ Silence: Staring at the detsinee to encoregs discomfbrt.

Sua
Change of Scenery -mmmmmw
wmwa‘mmmmmm.

" | !
T éﬂ}ﬂ Dietary Manipulation: Wﬁcdﬂdammw
Wdﬁdwmumuﬂamhmleﬁaqdm

mzmmnmum«m.u.mmmm

- 1! ASSHED

v fie

Tab A




€

(
‘o’

()
U. {84F] Enviranmental Manipulation:
moderate discomfort {e.5., afjusting temperature or introducing an v
smell]. Conditions would not be such that they would injure the datainee.
Detaines would bo accompanied by intervogator at ol times. 3,
on court cases in other countries, sams nations may visw applicatinn of this

in certain circumstances to be inhumane, Consideration of these

views should be given prior to use of this techmique.) _

V. p%zn Sleep Adjustment: Adjusting the thnes of the detaince
{e.g., reversing aleep cycles from night to day.) mwumm

w. (GS‘% False Flag: Convincing the detainee that individuals from a.
country othér than the United States arc interrogating him.

x %mmmmmmmmm
complying with basic standards of treatment. [Caution: “The nae of isclation as
mwmmdmmm

are not applicable to the interrogation of uniawful combatents, consideration

- shonld be given to thass views prior to application of the techniie.]

UNGLASSIHED o
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TAB 24

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
COMMANDER

US. JOINT FORCES COMMAND T, e
1562 MITSCHER AVENUE SUINTE 200 :
NORFOLK, VA 23851.2488 & REPLY REFEATO:

302
29 Sep 04

MEMORANDUM FOR COMMANDER, JOINT PERSONﬂEL RECOVERY AGENCY .
Subject: Joint Personnel Recovery Agency Mission Guidance

1. The joint Personnel Recovery Agency (JPRA) is the DoD Office of Primary Responsibility

for DoD-wide personnel recovery matters. JPRA provides Joint Personne} Recovery functiopal
expertise and assistance throughout DoD and other government agencies on issues related to
Combat Search end Rescue; Evasion and Recovery; Operational POW/MIA Matiers and Code of
Conduct Training. JPRA will conduct operations in accordance with its mission as statedin =~ * -

" USJFCOMINST 3100.4. o

2, JPRA’s training mission i5 focused on ensuring the survivability of U.S, persormel in hostile
environments or captivity. The Code of Conduct training, designed 1o develop uniform training
programs in the areas of combat survival, evasion, resistance, and escape within the Services, is
of particular importance given the current openational climate. Focus must remain on training
personne} in these “defensive” techniques. Recent requests from OSD and the Combatant
Commands have solicited JPRA support based on knowledge and information gained through the
. debriefing of former U.S. POWs and dstainces and their application to U.S. strategic debriefing
and interrogation techniques. These requests, which can be characterized as “offensive™ support,
go beyond the chartered responsibilities of JPRA. These “offensive” techniques include, but are
not limited to, activities designed not to increase one’s resistance capabilities to interrogation
techniques but rather intended to instruct personnel, for the purpose of gathering of {information,
on how to break down another's ability to withstand interrogation. : '

" 3. The use of resistance to interrogation knowledge for “offensive” purposes lies outside the
roles and responsibilities of JPRA. Acoordingly, any deviation in roles and responsibilities must
* be carefully scrutinized and vetted through proper legal and policy channels. JPRA personnel
will not conduct any activities or make any recommendations on offensive initerrogation
techniques or acﬁwiiw_withou: specific approval from the USJTFCOM Commander, Deputy
Commander, or the Chief of Staff. Deviations from the JPRA chartered mission of this nature
a:e_policy decisions that will be forwarded 1o ths Office of the Secretary of Defense (OSD) for
action. JPRA will continue to direct all requests for external support through USJFCOM and
:eﬁ’fm ﬁ:;vproviding any support or information unless specifically divected by USIFCOM as
utlined abovs. .
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