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DEPARTMENT-OF DEFENSE
JOMNT TASKFORCETD
GUANTANAMD BAY, OUBA
APO-AE 09380

JTF 170C0 S 11 October 2002

MEMORANDUM FOR Commander, United States Soutbern Command, 351 NW9lat -
Avemue, Miami, Flarida 331721217 .

SUBJECT: Comnter-Resistancs Strategios

1. Request that You epprove Ue interrogation techriques delinsated in the enclosed Connter
Resjstance Swaegies memanndom. T have reviewed this zmemprandum and the legal review

" provided to mo by the JTR-170 Suff Judge Adveceic and cancur with the legal analysls
provided : ' . : '

21 ﬂnyawmoitbcmc!miquumnndymlcydu “Valusble intaligence in soppert
y: m@mmmﬁmm:

of the Global War e T€orism. Althongh'these
cxplodable intelligence, the same methods have become less effective over time: Hxheve the

methods and techniques delincated in the accompanying J-2 memorsndom will cobance ony
@mmwmw o iot. Based an tho analyzls provided by the JTTR170 STA, I
have concinded that thees terhniques do not violate US. or infernationsl Jaws. -

3. My poiut of contact faar this issue is LTC Jerald Phifer at DSN 660-3476,
2 Bacls mmn%
1. JIF 1702 Mazo, Major General, USA .

11002 - : Commandihg )

2. JTP 170-STA Memo,
110 @ ,
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JTF 170-SJA

— e MPMORANDUM BOR Commander, Jafar Tack Poree 170,

.SUBJ: Legal Review of Aggressive Interrogation Techniques

1. I have reviowed (hs memorandum on Counter-Resistance Strategies, dated 1] Oct |
that the violate & lic:b!:feaadlﬁf Am:bcdmz;:d

agreo proposed
detafled Jegal analyrls that addresscs the propo
sprroved orthods of

2 Imgo&&&bmogmumthhﬁodm
{merrogation, intarrogations ing category IT and 1T methods underge
revicw prict 1o Qe cormrencement, i v gl

3. This matter Is farwarded to you for your recammepdatian and action,

- 2 Bnels
1. JTP 170-J2 M4emo, ‘ "LIC USA
110a @ Seaff Judge Advocate
2. JTF 170-SJA Mewo,
110202

.
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SURJECT: Legal Brief on Proposed Connter-Reslsunce Swategiar

: To ensuyo the sxcurity of tho Unlied States and its Alliey, mare agpressive
. intersogation tachniques than the onge presently used, such as ths mefhods proposed in the sRachad
secommendation, may be required in arder to obtain information from tha! are rexdsting .

{nterrogation efiots and are suiperied of baving significart infarmation-essential 10 national cacrity,
This legal boed references tho fecammendstions ontinad in the JTF-170J2 memanandam, dated 11

Odisba 2002.
held at Gutasiazo Bay, Gl (GTMO), are pat protected

Coovestions bave becrpsing mxthods of bnterogarian nuch 29 rappartbiiding
droagh the diracd appraach, rewards, ths malriple frrcrrogatar approach, and the use of darption.
However, baiise détainzes have been able 1o connmplestc among themuetves Tnd debrief each cher
about Oxir repective-interrcgations, thelr inuzrogation resistance rtralcgiey have bopams mare
sopiissated Cogpanding ti protilen ia the fact that there Is 2o estabfishied cledr palioy for
Imerrogetion limits and at GTMO, and mary interrogatan-hyve fel-ia (ho past G they could
ox do aqything that could be cansidred “conbovasal™ In sccardanee With Preidens Bush®s 7 Feruary
2002 directive, de deinees are not Poerny Priseners of War (EPW). They miist bie treated bumanely
and, subject (o military necesalty, i accardance with the principles of GC,

34&9 DISCUSSION: The Office of the Secrctary of Defense (OSD) has no¢ adopted specific

guidelines regmding interrogution tecbniques for d:gu opersticns at GTMO, While the :

outlined in, Aony FM 34-52 Iouiligence Intarogation (28 Sepwember 1992), exe uiidlized, they are

canstrained by, and canfarm 10 the GC and sppBeable infernatonal Jaw, and thexefare aze dot binding.

Since the detainees are not EPWy, the Geneva Canventions Emizafions (Gt erdnarlly wonld govern
on U.S. persaanc] conducting detatnes

captured ensmy peryondel inferrogations are pot binding : -
interrogzdons &t GTNO, Cansequently, In the absence of eperific blnding pddance; and bn accordance
with the President’s dircctive 10 reat (Bo detalpess Jmsdely, wo st bk 1o spplicahle dotermsional. . -
and domestic Yoo (567 der o determive the legality of be more agpressive itbrogatian eelidque - .
recommAnded {nGe Y2 propasal. ' -

& (U) Incrpational law: Adbough no internationa] body of law directly applies, the moge notable
{nterpstianal yeatias and relevant law arc listed below.

. i Executive Order 12958
Declassify Under the Agathonty :ff the Secrowry of Defense

ecutive S , Office ’ p
n;&,-  amion. CAPT. USN ‘ UNBLASS‘EE fop

Jupe 21, 2004
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%JECI Legal Brief on Proposed Connter-Reslstance Strategies

(1) () In November of 1934, the United States ratified The Convention Agatat Torture end Other
Croel, Inbumane o Degrading Treztment of Punishment, Howevey, the United States took & reservation
to Articke 16, which defined arvel, intutane and degrading treatugnt ot punishment, by instead deferring
mh:mtmndudmiwhmdin&emmmwmzvmdsmc@mﬁm Thexefare, the
Uﬂted Swahou!yp'oh!b&mdﬁomwmm!dngmwm that would otbambepmhﬂvkednnddme

thpuatyﬁthmemdaﬁm:gwmmmonwddmbudfmdn; t!mia.!bnn
wauldnotauuapzimecmo{minv.s Courty, Thds couventian is the princtpal UN. treaty

regarding tortire aod other crue), intmmane, or dagrading tresument,

& mmamwmammrommmuﬂﬁd»mm

myz,ptmm tnharmnc treatmers ia Article 7, and arbdbrery arrest and detention i Article 9.
United States retified $t-on-the-econdton that it wonld pat bs self-exetting and it tank a resxvation

tomd:'ltbalwcvmld only b beund to the cxtent that G United States Canstitarion prohibits croel

mduusua)punkhm

() (U) The Amezioan Copvention co Hazmn Rights facbldy inbomane trestmens, axtdrary
gmmmhcqcﬁw&m&bpm&ﬂnfamdmmd&echsmamt&m.bm
mazprmizlamﬁnml.udmemdndlmdvhhnuwb!om ‘I'hl?xﬂiadsulmdg:dthe
mwmonlmxz??;butwwrmﬁndt ‘

“@ O mmmmuuwmmammwwmmmmmm
treztmar, unlaefal #2d impris oniment. ﬂcUd!dSnnnacnb’ﬁﬂdmncﬁylbeRm
Staarne, but also later vithdrow fram it _

¢5) (U) The Unbed Natios’ WDMdBann,pmhMummmc
dograding punishment, erbirmary eres, detcution, of imemational decleraficns mmay
provid: evidence of costonmry imeratiapal Iaw (which is coosidared binding en all natons evon without
1 trraty), they are DX edforeeahle by Gamsclves.

(6) (0) Thexe is some Buropean case law stezaming from the Puropean Cowrt of Hummn Rights on
fhe issue of torture. The Court ruled op allegations of rortitro and othey forms of inkursne Featnent by

the British in the Northern freland emflict. The British smborises practices of
such as faralng desainess to stand fox long hours, phdngbhd:hod:ovxmdrhﬁdahow the

dezainees priar tolntzmogativo in a reom with contiming Jood patfe, taddapmin;thmddeql.foad.
Court conaluded shat (hese acts Gid not Lisc to & level of Larvare as defined in”

and waiz, The Earopean

. the Copveation Agiitet Tortie, booncs tarrore was defined &1 88 agzzavated form of crasl inburpea, of

deyad:ngummmapunl:hmtﬂmmemﬂiﬁaﬁndwmm ¥ eruel, -
and degrading ireamnzre. Nemeshaless, ard ar previoudy mentioned, 2ot enly & thio Unitod

Sumnoupmtordn&mpunlhmwmCamhnupmaus}yamd.ﬁm!ynﬁﬁdthe

definitim of crual, inbuman, and degradiag treatmed consistent with 1be ULS. Ccnsum!an. Ses also
198 F. Supp. 24 1322 (N.D. Gear, 2002); .

MeNnovic ¥, Vuckowis, )3
Supreme Court of Israc, 6 Sep 99, 7BHRC 31; Ircland v, UK (1978), 2 EHRR 25.
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SUBJECT: Leg

70-8JA : ‘
I 8] Briel on Proposed Counter-Rasfstance Strategies

b. (U) Domastic Law: AMbough the dataines jnterrogations are net ocamring in the continental

Unhed States, U.S. personne] canducting seid futerrogatians are 11 bouad by applicstle Redera] Law,
s;:adﬁn]]y,thcﬁghthl.mmdmddumndm Caastimfion, ll_U.S.c.lzun,ud[cnﬁnq

Interrogators, the Unifarm Code of Miitary Justice (UCMI).
"B Tecaave bal ol

(- (Uy-Thor Bl ghrdh-Avenrtszse-af vhe Vetled SIS Cen @ition Jrovids
not be required, par excessive finas fmposed, por cruel and unnsual panlshment infficted. There ds & leck

of Pighth Ameodment case kaw relating in the content of nterregarions, as most of the Bighth ,

Amendment tigadon {n federa! court imvolves either the death penally, or 42 US.C. § 1983 actons from
inmates based on prison conditions. mmwwﬁuvumm«mmc

{ohumane treatment his occurred tnder the federal torture stamta,

(0) A principal case bn the confinenent context (hat Is Instroctive regardg Fighth Amendment
wg(umurdmbme&evﬂdsmsdopzd&o&nmﬁmAph:Tg:‘;M
 Axoendment of the Uhnited States

Inhurnans and Degrading Tratment, k did so dfexrdag to the Eighth

Censtinution) sud conditions of canfivement i & U.S. court were (0 examine the frroe s

MeMilEan, 503 US. 1(1992). The ksus in Hodsog stemmaed from & 42 USC. § 1983 action alleging
_ tht & prison inmate ruffered miner bruises, faclal swelling, Jocseacd teeth, and ¢ cracked deotal plate
resulring fram & beating by prisan guards while ho wai cuffed and shackled In tiis case the Cont held
that there Was R0 goveznumenta] interest in besting an inmate in such a manmer. The Cout farther yuled
that the use of excessive physical force against a yaisoper might constinge agel and wimsaal ponbhment,

even though ths inmats docs pot suffer scdovs injary. |

& ) Yo Hudson, the Court relied on Whisloy v, Albers, 475 US. 312 (1536, 13 the seminal case
that establishes Whether 2 constitofional viclation has ocourred.  The Court rated that the extent of the

tablishes
injury suffezed by an inmate fs caly one of the factors W be sonsidered, but that there & no significant
infury reguirerocat in order 16 establish sn Ancpdmen violstion, and that the absencs of seions
injury s relovant to, but doos oot ed, the Eighth Amendment inquiry, The Comt based jts decision on
the *...scctled rule that the vanccestary and wartan infliction of pain .. constitutes croe) 20d nousmal
Fhitley a1319, quoring Ingabam v, Wrleht, 430 US..

punishment forbidden by the Bighth Amendrment.”
651, 670 (1977). The Budsop Court then held that in the excessive forcs of canditions of confinement

canfext, the Bighth Ameadrmeat violation st delineated by the Supreme Court in Hudsen is that when
poisen officialy maliciooaly and sadistically vae forcs 1o canse hamm, contemparary standards of decency
are always vidlated, whether or not significant injury §s evident. Tho extent of infury suffered bysa
{nmate is ape factar thal may suggest whesher the use of farce corfld plansibly have been thonghe .
: necedsary in a particolar sifuation, bt the question of whether the ineasure taken duflicted nonecessary *
.. and wanton puln end ruffeding, uitimately tins on whethier forne was zpplied in aigood £t effart to
.z, Joaintatn of restore discipling, or maticioauly and sadistically for the yery (amphasis iddedj purpose of
- - -eaising barm If so, the Bighth Argendmezt elidm will prevail

} Notwithstanding the srgument that U.S, personsel are bound by the Canaritution, the defalnee coafined at GTNMO
have no Juridiciona) atanding to briap a section 1983 actan alleging an-Plgbth Amandaent viclaton in U.S,

smemmeneorotpL ASSIFICD
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o JTF170-SJA .
‘. SUBJECT: Legn) Briefon Propesed Counter-Resistance Strategles

() (U) At the District Conrt Jevel, the typical conditions-of-confinement claims fnvolve a
distarbance of the inmate’s phyxieal comfart, such as sleep deprivation of Ioud nelse. The Bighth Circait
ruled o Singh v, Holeombh, 1992 US. App, LEXIS 24750, that ea allsgation by an inmate that ha wag
constantly dcprived of sleep which roslted in emotional distrest, lon of memory, beadaches, and pooe
concentratian, did ot show elther o extreme deprivation level, o the officials’ culpeble state of mind

Tegum ¢ objechve compod an { capdigons-of-continement claim.

(© (U) In anotheraloep d@du&nwcmegﬁghmmmmmmm
Cireuit established 8 totality of the circamstances 1o, and stated that if & particalar candition of detention
Is reasonably related (0 a Jegitimats governmental objective, it does aot, without mexe, amount 16 |

: 88 F3d 647 (8% Cir. 1996), ths ecamplainart was

puzishment. In .
canfined 10 & 5-U2 by 5-1/2 foot cell withont s 1ailet or sink, and was forced to on'a zmt on the floar

nder bright ights that were op twenty-four bours a day. His Bigith Amendment was not

fuccessfal becanse be was 2blo to sleep al pomne paint, and becanse be was kept upder those conditions
ved danger Gt he prescoted. This totelity of the

due to a cancern for bis health, as well as tho perced
circamstances 1esf has also been 1dopted by the Ninth Circait. Io Green v. CSO Strack 1995 US. App.
LEXIS 14451, the Coart held that dhreats of bodily injury are insufficient to state & claim under the Righth
Amendment, and that skeep deprd 'ondidnaﬁubaeonsﬁmﬁam]wohzg' where the pdsaper fafled
to present evidenco (hat be either Jost slesp ox was othorwise barmed. N )

() @) -w.mmmmcmhwmmymmmmm
M|MMWW&WM#M&M&MW{GMW
pupose of csusivg hxrm.

(2) (U) The mrumre stamts (18 US.C. § 2340) ls the United Stxtes’ codificasian of che signed and
raiified provisions of the Copvention Againg Torrare emd Other Crual, Inhnmazur Degrading Treatment
or Punlshment, and parsuant to subsation 2344B, docs not create any subrtantive ar proceduna] rdghts

. enfarceable by law by aay papty trany-civil roeeading.
The stantte provides that “whoever outsida tho United States cammits or attemply to eommit

@
wmcmai?befmdnndalhhddeaimimwdmmmmymaba&.udlfdaﬂ:mnlnm
any persen from conduct prohibited by thi subsectian, shall be punished by death er imprisoncd foe any
term of yean or for life.”

®) (U) Tammire Is defined as “an act commitied by a person ecling nader colar of aw gpecifically
MWWW«WW;&«MM(&M&NM« v

. suffering incident 10 Jawful canctions) vpon another pecsan within bis castody ar phyrical eanrol™ The
" statts defines "severe smentd pain o sufferiog” as “the prolo ed

- (emphasis ad4ad) from the inteotiana) $afliction or Greatened lafEction of severo physical pain or
suffering; ar the sdrivistration ex application, ar threstsned sdministration or application, of mind- v

ehering substance or other procedures ealculs ted-todicupt profoundly the senses-of the persanality; or
tha threat of imminent death; or the threat that ancther person Will imminently be subjected ta desth,
severe physical pain of suffering, o the adminjctration orepplication of mind-elting substances of other

procedures calevlated to disnipt profoundly the eenses or pegsonality.”

B WHCLASSIFIED
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JTF170-SJA .
SUBJECT: Legal Brief ou Propated Counter-Resistance Strategles
. "

() (U) Caselaw in the cantext of the federal warture atatnts and intexrogations is also Jacking, as the
majarity of the case law invelving tormure selates w either tha illegality of bratal tacticy used by the pelice
to obwaln confessions (tn which the Corm almply states that these confestbana will be deemed as -

o involnntary for Ge parposes of admiscblliry and e process, buz does Bt actaally address torture o the
Bigth Amendmend), o¢ (he Aliep Tors Claim A<, in widch federa) conrty have defined that certain uses
—————ffate (T iy ptng tertng Wit TFRE of 3 bad Wilh U2 (O c o acquiscence of 8 pubhe
official See Ortiz Y, Grarnalo, 286 F.Supp. 162 (D, Mass. 1995)) cansibuted (orume, However, 26 cass
hwmpdﬁ!ﬁh'ﬂlhﬂﬂ@@dl‘ USC 2340,

(3) (U) Finally, US. mfljury persanne] are sulject to the Unlfoarm Code of Militery Justice, The
ugdrive articles that conld poantially be vinlated depanding on the dreumtanc=y and resuls of sn
ezogation ave Article 93 (qruely end malrearment), Article 118 (mmder), Article 119
irJe 124 (malming), Article 128 (usaulf), Artiale 134 (commmnicating s tireat, and
negligext homicide), and the inchoats offenaes of snamg (Article 80), eanspiracy (Articls u);b‘.mdl.z
to be vi

afier O fact (Article 78), and salichation (Artkle £32), Article 128 iy the mrticle most
can be conrummsted by en nalawfa] demonstration of violence oot

becunse o sinple asemly

(he mind of snather a reasansble sppredengion of yecalving immediats bodily harm, and 2 specific jrgert

10 actnally inflict bodily harreriypot required. -

4 'YEIS: .Thy commensesistance techniques proposed {a the JTTR-170-J2 memerasdum are
myaMﬁmmmwmm»mmamw@cmrm.

T lﬂ.“\dbmﬂ
! Lorture stamte a) explained below, An internatianal lsprasalysis Lt pot required far the camrent proposal
beesase the Gepeva Convantions do pot 2pply Lo these detainees since they are not EPW.

@) & Based on the Suprane Coun framcwark utilized (o assms whatber a public afficla) has
winlated the Pighth Amendmeay, so lang as the foree used conld planrfhly bave beetl thought necessary &
a particular eimation to achleve 3 Jagitimste grvenmental cbjestive, and it was spplied in 8 good faith
cfort end nat muliconsly ar usdittially for the Yery purpase of eansing harm, the proposed techniques
arc Likely 1o pass canimrdona) sty The fuderal tormre statate will not be violated 80 dang as any of

cd strategica are Dot spesifically imended to eansc severe physical pain or juffaing o

the
proiongedtnamlhum Mnmhgmammr:gﬁalpabh ook inflicted, absent any cvidence that any
of these strategies will in fact canse prolanged and Jong lasting mental harm, Ge proposed methods will
20t violate (he ptavula,

) Regarding the Uniform Code of Military Justice the proposel 1o grab, peke ia the ebest,
puah%dy. and place 3 wet towe) or bood over the detainee’s head woald canstitnte 3 pez ss Violstion of
, Artle)e 128 (Assaul). Thresrning a datatpes with death may also canstitts a o Sion of Ardclz 128, o
.. also Articls IW ¥ would be advisable to bave peamissiorr e frammity in '
. edvenee from , for military memben utilizing these methods. .
© (% Spaafically, with segard to Categary I tchalques, the we of mild ead fear related
apprasches such ag yelling ax the dataineo s not illegal because in arder to domamnicate 8 threat, there
mxast also exist an imtent oinjure. Yelling at the detrines is legal so lopg axtheyeltingis not done with
the intent 10 cavse scvere phydcal damage or prolanged megral harm.  Techniques of deception such as
multiple interrogater techniquee, and deception re garding interrogator {dentity arc all perrissible methads
of intcrrogation, since there s no logal requireant 1o bo truthful while eonducting an intarogation,

5 UNCLASSIFIER
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SUBJECT: Lega) Brief on Propoied Counter-Resistance Strategies

() (Ba? With repard to Categery I methods, (he use of stress positiony quch s the propased
atanding for fonr hours, the wie of olasion for up to ity days, and interogating G detaines in an

covironment other thaa tho rspdard fnterrogation booth gre all Jegally permissfhla so lang as 1o severe
phyical pain & inflicxed and pralonged menta) barw Inteaded, and becawse thero S a Legidoare :

govaamana) chjective i obtxining the infarumtian secesstvy thaf the bigh vahie detainees cn which

et Tty WUl b R 5, P Santy of G Umied Stated,
its citeens, ond aflics, Parthezmare, these mathods wonld not be utilized for the “very maBcions and
sadisic purposs of causing harm,® and absent tecBical evidence to ths coctrary, there ix 3o evidence that
prolonged mvepta] harm would result from the ure ol these trategies. The use of fabiified documents fs
logally permissih)e becansc intarrogators may use deceptian to achicve thelr purpose,

© The degmivasion of light and sodisary stirmb, the placemmant of ¢ hood ovex the
dasinee’s bead during masparion tad quesdaning, and the Use of 20 boat irtervogutions are all Jegally
permisadle s0 Jong &3 there ¥ 22 imparant govemumcatal chjectve, aad it it nct dane for the purpase of
caueing harm oc with the intent 10 canse prolonged ments] sutfering, Tdece is 1o legal requircment that
dclainees st reccive foxr bowrs of aleep per night, butif a U.S, Court ever had to ruic on this procedare,
in order (o pass Eighth Amendrrat seratiny, and 24 & cantopary measure, Sy shauld fectivo same
amonnt of slecp s Gt 50 severe physial of montal havm will resalt, Removal of canfort jtoms fa
peadsiible baczse there is 1o Jegal requirement 6 provide comfort bemt. Tho requbremcat §s to provide
adequare food, water, shelter, and medical care, The isue of removing pobllshed religinus ke o
msisd woold be relevast if Gese wore Uniod States cltizens with a Fint Amendmant dight. Such ia
nee the cue with (he detainees, Fared groaming aad wmmoval of clotbing are nor fllegal, 30 )ong as it 1s
not dops to punfab or cyuse harm, as thae is 3 Jsgiamae guvernmental chjective (0 obtain lnformation,
malatxin beath srandards i the esrmp and pratact both the detainces and the guardS Thaye s po fllegalicy

in removing bot meals becanse there 16 no specific requirarnent to Trovide bot meals, only sdaquae food

The nse of the detainec”s phobiys is equally pamissible '

. m& With rerpect 1o the Ciegury 11T advanced camtapesisunce etralagicy, the nac of
sceerios detigned to convince the detainee tnat death of scverdy painful cansequences ars imminent is
governmesal iterest and itis

ot iflegal for the eame aforeeotonod rexsans that theye s s compelling
not dope idtentionally o canse prolonged harm. Howeva, caution sbould be urilized with this technique

becanse the tartire statnte specifically mentions making deatirthreats 53 an exampleof inflising mental
paip and ruffering. Bxposuro to cold weathes ar water Is pammissible with aprroptiate medicl
manitoring. The use of £ wez towe] to induce the yrdsperception of suffocation would also b permissible
I not dane with the specific fatent to cavso prolasged mental madical evidence that it
- would Csution should he exercised with this tnahod, as fxeign coxts have elresdy-adviaed eboos the
crtia) mmentsl haon dhar this method mey casse. The nse af physical cantaet whh the dmatnee, euch as

pot
~ pushing and paking will teclmically constit 2n escnB under Artiele 128, UCMI.

) BRETETAER TV

® UNCLASSIFIER
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JTF170-SJA
SUBJECT: Lega! Brief on Proposed Counler-Resistancs Strategles ‘

s RECOMMENDATION; I recommend that the proposed methods of interzogation be

approved, a6 (hat the interrogators be properdy trained in the vae of the approved sucthods of

interrogation.  Since tho law requires exardination of all facts upder & totality of ciremstances test,
ecammend that all proposed intetrogations invelving categary I and IIT methods nust tndergo &

fartberr
Jega, modical, bebavional science, and bneelligence review priar Lo their commencethant.
6. (U POC: Captain Michael Bordens, 13596, |

DIANE B. REAVER
LTC, USA
Sufl Judge Advocate

(1]

L
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
JOINT TABK FORCE 170
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11 October 2002

MEMORANDUMFOR Commuda Joist Thek Foree 170

SUBJBCT: Request for Approval of Counter-Realstance Sbuegla
1.45035) PROBLEM: The curremt guidolines for inlecrogatian procadures st GTMO
limit tha ehlity of integogutor to connter rdvanced sexistanca, :

| 2.-(016) anucﬂcppvv;llm-mofthefonowbg imsropation plan,

& Category I techniquen, Dmnglbclndalamgoryoﬁntmogmatbcdminu
should be provided a chair and Ge eavitaament should be genanallycomfartable. The

foxmat of the interrogarian fs the The use of rewards like coaldes or
cigaretics may be belpful. If the detaines is delarmined by the inrarrogatar to be =~
boigqaes.

' uncooperative, the trteirogatar aay use the following tec

(1) ¥clliing at the detatnee (not directly in Kis mortotbelcvzhbakaodduwe
ploysical pain or hearing problems)

(2) Techniques of deeeption:

€)) Mn!up!nnmvgwuﬁn!qoa.

(b) Tatermogatorddentity, The interviewer may identify himself as a chizen of a forclen
pation or a5 an Interrogatar from & country with a reputatian for hanh treatment of
detainees.

b. Category I techniques. With the permission of the GIC, Intenogation Sedion. the
interrogator may use the following techniques. ,

(1) The e of stress positiéas (e standing), for & maximnm of four aati:;' |
(2) Theo use of falsificd-doctments or yeparts, '

(3) Use of the iselstionrfucilitysfor up to 30 days, Request must be made to lhrough the
OIC, Interrogation Section, to the Director, Joint Interrogation Group (G1G). Extensions
bcyond the inltia) 30 days must be approved by the Commanding General For sdemd

Deelassify Under the Auharicy of Bxccuive Onder 12558 SEGRBENOTeTN ﬂﬁﬂl}ﬁb E E‘B

By Executive Searetary, Office of the Sa;muyofncfmu
By William P. Masmion, CAPT, USN
June 2}, 2009
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JTF 170J2 '
SUBJECT: Request for Approval of Counter P.eaimnce Strategles

detainees, the OIC, lmmogmon Section, will approve all contacts with tbe detainee, to
inchide mcdlcal visits of 2 non-emargent natuxt.

(4) Interrogating the dmiuewmnwammmmamtmogadon

booth:

— ) Depavaiwn-; Hgﬁtand-audimy?hmu&-

(6) The dealnee may elso have o-bood;lmdova&mmwmnﬁ--
questioaing, The bood sbouldnotnsmbrwhhgh any way and the detaines shonld be

. undar direct ohmﬁn when hooded
(7) Ths nso of méourhzmognim
(8) Removilefallcomfort items fncluding religionsitems)-

(9) Swichizgirdaninrs fom hotfations to MREs,
(0 Remolgfcioting | .
(1) R:@igvmit&-«hvhs of-faciﬂ-hajrete:. .? .

(12) Using detainees individoal phobias {rack a3 fiar of doge) to induce strexs.

c &mgorymwchnlqnu Techaiques in this catsgary mmy be veed caly by submitting

& request Uxrongh e Directag, 1G, for spproval by the Commanding General with
appropriate kgal review aad jaformaticn to Commander, USSOUTHCOM. These

techniques are reguired for o very small percentage of the most uncooparative detainees
(less than 3%). The following techniques and other sversive techniques, such asthosensed

in U.S. military interrogation esistance training or by other U.S, government agencies,
runy be utilized in a carefully coordinated mannet to help interrogate exceptionally resistant

detainees.  Any or these techniques that require morc than light graang peking, or
pushing, will be administered only by individuals specificz{ly trained in thelr safe
epplication.

. (1) Thense of mmmwmmdmmmﬁm
P for kim and/or hie fernily.

()] Expuammmliwwhcr.nmm.(whh approfpriate medical nﬁnitoﬂng).
| (9) Berof a-wetiosvel-20ddripping Water to nduce the mispereeption of suffocation.

sserpmmeper (HCLASSIFED
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