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 easy to sirrive at this technique through the
employment of Fear Up, Pride and Ego Down, and
" Fear Dowm in combination, Unlike GTMO, where
emplaymmtofthmtachniqusmrmﬂquums
pe:missionnftheumbahntmmmdarm&pw
'nctiﬁcaﬁoutotheSem‘dthyofDefenu,mparhc-
ular cautiong sre pmm'bad “for its use in
Afghanistan, Inwvwwdntanuﬁeatasthatitwu
employedat!esatnsm!yasl-‘ebmmm -and
althwghthmzamspedﬁcmtmewdmtom
ihmxt,atxaliklﬂyﬂmtﬂustednﬁquemwad «in
one formi or aniother - from the beginning of inter--
romtmn oparaﬁoml in Afghanistan, (Our chart

.Am&udeBXmuhmderMnlhpleIntmomsm

e

(U) Techniques Introduced by thie May 13, B
2004 CITF7 Interrogation Policy (Adopted i
by CFO-A in June 2004)

el

hostile "'ﬁ‘andmaﬁiandlyimnm) R
-m:pmﬁmﬂykﬁedme&hmmmormw R
from 1973 to 1987, hﬂmmieteaf:mthexm e e
ad;uonofmmz_ e
hmadmthe cmmt rmmnot‘FM%&,itn G

“"‘S;EG-REFmGFOﬂN-** Afghanistan
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) (O

vided by BG Jacoby in FRAGO 88 to OPORD 04
04, dated Auguat 15, 2004. The FRAGCO states that
" Rectal searches aré prohibited. Rectalanﬂhm, ,: _
exams sre prohibited unless deternined nécsssary

by competent medical authorfty Medical doctors™ (U)leﬂwxmrmﬁkp!smm
mthaoniypemonaauﬂmﬁzadtom&ucﬂbesa : : — —

" procedures, Ifathm'pmcedmm:eqmreﬂ,ﬂxe_

mdmduulmustbsmfonnedofthnreawnmﬂan- e
guage he or she understands, ‘s withiegs must be [EHE
pmant, mdthnreasou forﬂxeemm muatbo doc- [
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otherwise prohibited by policy. None of thess tech- 58
nigues have ever been spproved in Afghanistan,
Of theee, three (marked with X) ave alleged to have
been emplayed during ioterrogations, These tech-
niques - sleep deprivation, the use of scenarios
designed to convinee the detainee that death or
severely painful comsequences are imminent for
him and/or his furily, nd beating - are allegad to
have been.used in the incidents leading to the two
desths at Bagram in December 2002, which are (58
described st greater Jength later in this report. <

Migration of Interrognﬁon
Techniques (U).

(U) Barky Migration
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(U}!naum,thamuatp!mwibluxplmﬁon
SN for the existence of edditional techniques in
Afghanistan prior to the migration of the
BRE Doccuuber 2002 GTMO interrogation policy was
' expenenea,dwalopedtheaeted:mqueamthawn
mofammdmgdmmzuhum

pS o

2%

_SEGRE:FMBF‘BRN‘ Afghanistan
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(U) Migration from Iraq

—— (U) We found no evidence of mnofficial
SRR rigration of interrogation techniguas from Iraq to
BRRN Afghanistan. Of cotrse, the June 2004 sdoption of
BN the (JTR7 interrogetion policy was & form of offi-
B Sally sanctioned migration,

g  ' (U) Pressure for Intelligence
e (U)Iuhghtofspoculahonthatprmmfor
BB :ictionsble intelligence contribuged to the abusesat

Aquhrax‘memq,wema:dmdwbgﬂxerm
' pressure might play & role in Afghanistan.
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However, we found no évidence to suggest that sen-
ior personnel applied unusual preasure to opera-
tional units fo obtain intelligence; nor did we find
evidence suggesting that any units believed they
wers under pressure beyond that inhereat in com-
bat and stability operstions; It seemns likely that
this i due to the fact that detainees believed to
possess valuable intelligence hisve typically been
transferred to GTMO for focused interrigation.
According to LTG McNeill, °T don't recall receiving
any pressure or encitiragement from anyone above
e to produce intelligence froin detainees. My pri-

ority was to get detainees moved to GTMO ar
relensed s fast as possible”

Detainee Abuse (U)

thaallegaﬁonsufﬂw wrongful death or abuse of

(U)Inthmﬁastl!icasas,mmmatebﬁ
Uﬁmm&mbmmxmphmd for either
action or inaction - in alleged ar substantisted
abuse against apprmmately '25-50. detainees
(allnw:ngfarumtamtyinthenumherufpeop}e
abnsedmtheémedmdmibaﬂmo&mwy
below). Baﬂmmﬁmdm@w,_
2,000 detmnees?wldbetweenﬁctobermlmd
Augustm this means that abuse was alleged to

'hawbemmamdagamnﬂmthanthmpm

_.:."-qnart-erofonapercmt of the over 30000113. |
bmpswhothwadinAfghaniﬂmmme

" beginning of OEF: Thus, it is important to bear in

() According to CENTCOM, asofAugus!.;
mu&fmhaddmﬁjmtmzwﬂpw
ple in Afghanistan since OEF began (excluding
those who wmdetainedfdr&lmtﬁmoda - Tang-
mgﬁ-omhoursbafarwdm fwmmsagamst
Secretary of Defense dezenhonmtena, and then
released). Through Seftember 30, 2004, thers
havebmﬂ?mnfallégedabmamﬂuugmthe
xmhnhonofoﬁdalm“aﬁgahmasdwm'bed 12
oftlmsemwmdetérmnedtohe vmsubstanti-
ated (e.g., Ui forces were determined to be acting
in ,1egiﬁziiugtq ;B’e:lf-dzfemie; it 'was debermmed that_-
ordemineedeathawmdemmmedtorwﬁtﬁem
nutural causes). Of the remaining 15 cases, 12
were still being investigated ag of September 30,
2004, and three hiave been closed, substantiating

mind through the subsequent diseussion that the
vast majority of detainees inAfghmstanappearh
have been troated hurnanely, ofhmreedvingbetter
food and medical care than they would in their
everyday lives; end that the vast majority of US.
troepe are serving honorably in a dangerous envi-
renment,

(U) Interrogation-related Abuse

shuse cases in Afghanistan, ons - an assmult notb
resultingin death iz related to interrogation. The

other two cases. involve a shooting in August 2002
that vesulted in a detaine¢'s dedth at Fire Base
Lwara and & January 2002 incident at a
Temporary Holding Paclity where detainces were
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Abuss (U)
Afghanistan Detainae Abuse
cases DEATHS ABUSES o |
Im’ml EEBEEN o | EEEEN o] | - 12 [NA

TOTAL

ERusve Ra!aledcms l i Otherasated Cisos

taunted: The one dosed, subatantiated interroga-

honre!abedcaseoncurredonMamh 18, 2004 and
Involved elements of 8. Us infanhy battalion who
mduntedawrdmmdseardmperaﬁmmthevﬂ
lage of Miam: Do, heeompams&byanArmylxeu—
tenant colongl nttachedtothe!)efmm Intelligencs
Agency. The, Operation was initially met with
mmm,_ana betwoen seven and 20 Afghans
were killed. The unit then detained the entive pop-
ulaﬁunofthewﬂagnforfourdassw}n!eoonduchng
intelligence screening operations. In the coirse of
these cperations, the LTC punched, kicked,
: grabbed.andchnkednummusviﬂagus. {This

34

FICYTIT AT IR ATYTITY AT

15 |:

22
B8 Amy Related Cages - HNavyRelateuCamL A date an of 30 Sep 2004,

27 |

1,\.

g ek e ok B l:

UNCLASSIFIED

because it was perpetrated in the course of screes-
ing operations. No spedific interrogation tech-

nigues were employed.) An AR 15-6 investigation
wasg initiated, and the LTC was given & General
Officer Memorandurmn of Reprimand snd suspend.
ed from any further oparahnns involving
detainees.

(U). In addition, four other cases warrant
further discussion - not only for the severity of the
nlleged abuse they describe, but also for their
potential relationship to interrogation. The first

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
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. two. cases concern the December 2002 detaines corondry arfery disease ‘was. complicated by the
deeths at the Bagram Collection Point, the third blunt force frauma.
concerns & detainee death following questioning by
OGA contractor David Prssaro, and the fourth
concerns allegations of detaines abuse at the hands

. of 8OF personniel st Girdez in March 2008 result-
ing in the death of an Afghan Army recruit. (The [EERS
last two cases are open, as described below; and the. B8
Notwithstanding their agsociation with interroga- SNSEES
hmuhuwever,xtwﬂlhemdentthatt}memof
abuisé do not corvelate to any approved interroga-
tion policy.

(U} December 2003 Deathnat the Bagrars  *~. i

Q}I lo 1E. I= ' |
(U) On December 4, 2002, 2 PUc'i!zadiﬁ

cusiody at the BCR Sixdayahter onDecember B
10, aseaondP’GCdiadattheBCP ’I‘hepatternaur
detameeabusemthesemmcidmtsshmsome o S
stmilarities, Inboﬂawsas,farmnqﬁe,thePUCs“ BRI
were handauffed to fizéd bjects sbove their heads
moﬁa‘tokegpthemm Additionally, inter- ‘
Whmmbothmdentamvuivedthemd‘
physical, violende, incliding kicking, beating and [
the uss of "mmplianceblowa" which involved strik- '

ing the PUCH legs with the MP's knee, In both () Criminal investigation into the BCP
cases, blunt foree trauma to thelegs was implieat:  deaths was completed n early October 2004. The
ed in the deaths. 'In one case, d pubmonary Army's Criminal Investigative Division (CID) has
embolism developed as a ronsequente of the blunt  recommended charges against 28 soldiers in con-
force traums, and in the other case pre-existing nection ‘with the deaths: 15 in conjunction with
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. ‘

the Deeember4death (four MI and 11 MP), and 27
in conjunction with the Decemiber' 10 death (seven
MI and 20 MP). {Some of the same personnel are
named in the deténtion and mtmrogahon of both
‘detainees.) -

Point AR 15-6 investigation directed by LIG
McNeill, the final CID. Reports of Investigation,
and approximately 200 interviews dssociated with
the CID investigation. We also reviewed the med-
ical practices at'the BCR ‘We found the CID inves-
tigation to be tharough in addressing the practices

and leadership problems that directly lod to the

deaths andmaquanﬂywebelmthatnoﬁ:rﬂm
investigntion into the criminal aspects of the
deaths is required. Hawever,md:dﬁnd aress that
wmnotad&!we&,mﬂmayraqmre ﬁn‘ﬂxermvaa-
tpation: L

¢ {NAs d;msedmm&redetaﬂinéhemed-
ical section of this” rsport rbisunclearﬂ‘
‘medical personnel propeﬂfy examined o
dowmmtad tha pkysml condition' of the
deceased. "

() Omghtofdetmneeopemﬁmatthe
BGPpﬁortuthadeattmwaanotexamined
marsydepth For example; the only direct
ovemg_htfom:dmourremwwasbythe-
local CFIF-180 Provost Marshal (an Army.
major). Although heidentified questionable
practices 8 month pricr to the deaths, he did.
not ensure corrective retion was taken,

236,
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+ (1)) Finslly, we were not able to determine
why military pérsonnel involved or poten-
tially implicated in this investigation were
regsiipried to other ‘units (eg., to Abu
Ghraib) before the investigetion was com-

(D On Jurie 21, 2003, a detainee died in

US, custody at FOB Gereshk, s DoD facility

Though ari QGA contractor, David Passdro, was
queshnnhgthudetameemypmonndwm

ra-pnnsihle for guarding the detainee and provid-
ingh:mwm: Based on a local ad oc division of

labor, Pesaiiro: was responsible for feeding and

(1) Passaro is currently being tried for four
counta of agsault in the federal district court for the
Eastern District of North. Cerolins {under the
United States Special Maritime aund Territorial
Jurisdiction, as expanded by the. Patriol Act of
2001) Passaro is alfleged to have struck ihe
detaines with a:flashlight and kicked him yumer-
ous times in the course of interrogation; safety

‘positions and aleep deprivahonwma!sn allegedly .

employed. Following an interrogation scesion, the
detaineo became distresied and asked one of the
a-wall until he collapsed. No autopsy was canduict-

ed before the detainee’s remains were released to -

L]
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local nationals. Military personnel sre als under (¥) Conclusions: Interrogation Techuiques
investigation by the Army for their polential role and Abuse
in facilitating his death by not stopping abusive
practices when they saw them. ) I sum, our major ﬁndmga regarding’
mtmogatmn techmques employed. and interroga-
(U} This easé higblights some of the chal- | Afghanista masfdlows-
lenges associated with the close interagtion o
between DoD) and OGA forces in war, which are . (U)WeeoncurthhBGJanobythatdmn
described at greater length in this report's section matznnofapprwedinberwgnhmpohwm
discussing DoD)-support to OGA. Afghamsl;m wa poor until the-adoption of
:EE_‘;‘B! 13, 2004 interrogation policy.

Unﬁliﬁhﬁpmnt.mtemmhrgeiyrehed
.upon tiroad interpretition of FM 34-52

E8 . - (U)TheSecretary of Defense issued specific
-... guidance for the interrogation of a1 Qaeda.
and Taliban detainees at GTMO, but guid-
aneeformtemsa‘honofnlaaedaand

- Taliban detainees mAfgbmd:anmdevd
oped within CJTF-180. CITF:180 submit-
tedtotlermntStaﬁ'ahstnffmbnim
being amployed in Afghsnistan in January
2008; and though the CJCS determined
niques: approved for GTMO, no respanse
was provided. As & result, interrogation
policies in Afghanistan - while they did not
contribute to any detainee abuses -
remained less restrictive than those in
GTMO until June 2004, whén CITE-7s pol-
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O additional “missed opportunities” (besides those
BRI  cuggested by our findings above). None of these
B missed opportunities themaelves cantributed to or:
RN  caused abuse; in addition, it is Unlikely that they
8 could have prevented the-intérrogation-velated

E abusaathatd!dawmwhichwmalmdypmhibxb :

5 edhyotheremsﬂngpckmes,law,mddoctﬁne.
Howevez;hadtheybeenptmed US. forces might'
hmheenbetberpreparedfordemtannandm‘bw

rogatmnopetatmnsm:lfgbnnistan.

. (iDTlmfewmﬂmanhated iul:errogahon
rela&edabmthfghnnmtan - which. pop-
sxstedot‘phymelvmlenw ‘wet'e umrelated to
eny approved interrogation policies; which
profibited siich behavior In addition, the
maﬁBﬂmmkplmbefore my
mﬁﬁmmhcyotherthmmwz
wamd:ﬁadfamfghantstan

{3 Minsed O,pportnmﬁw

(L) Our investigation suggested several

233

'(U)ThoughthePresxdent Febroary 7,

zmdetmnmnnenxtatedthatalQanda
mdhﬁhmmmbmwmmms,m

| “specific guidance was given to C ENTCOM

" ith regard to the practical effects of this

determination, in particilar with regard to
interrogation techniques and the ¢oncept of
‘military. necessity” a5 a justification for
excceding the guidelines of GPW, Wa found
no evidence thet the determination wis
emiployed to Justify techmiques beyond the
boundaries of GPW: it was clesrly not 2
driving factor in CITF-180 interrogations -
in fact, LTG McNeill stated that he had no
Pregident's detsrniination. Nevertheless,
we recommend that common guidance be
grovided to all of the military depariments-
and Dol agencies.

Aighanlsten
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* (U) Thers was no evidence that specific  » (U) Though all personne] were aware that

detention and interrogation lessons abuse must be reported, there were no
learned from previous conflicks were incor- standard procedures for identifying or
porated in planning for Operation reporting detainee abuse or, for determin-
ENDURING FREEDOM. ing whether abuse allegatxons were legit-
imate. :
23
-GEGR'E’FINOEQBN..LAW;M
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Operation IRAQI FREEDOM (U)

{U) This soction examines the evolution of Tragiintérim government an June 28, 2004, coali-

interrogation techniques approved and employed
in Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, and begina with a
discussion of the beckground to interrogation
operationsin frag, The discussion below presumies
& familiarity with the prévious reports concerning.
detention and interrogation operations in Trag, and
particularly at Abu Ghrath, summarized eartier in
this report (Le, Mille Ryder, Taguba, Army
Inspector General [Mikolashek], Fax Jones, and
Independent Panel), but will re-emphasize key
points - and, where sppropriate, oﬁ'er clarifications
~ il otder to provide context for cur anslysis.

Background (U)

tion forces continue to support Iraqi secirity and

(U)AsmtheeaﬂystageaofOpamﬁan
ENDURING FREEDOM,. ground operations in
IRAQIFREEDOMwm:nurkedhyhothrapxd
manenver and the parhmpatmn of SOF and OGA
personnel; These factom would necessitate ml-
tiple, often far-ﬂung detention facilities: the
rapid and w:de«rangmg maneaver of convention-
al forces, wmbmed with the dispersed nature of
BOF and OGA operations, meant: that Iraq was
never B “hnenr" battlefield. with clenrly defined
fmtliues, or rear aréas in which {o. establish

FTR m‘éemmmt ficilities. In addition, combinuing

{U) Operstion IRAQI FREEDOM began at
approximately 10 p.m. Easterri Standard Time on
March 19, 2008, vnthmandmsemmﬂestﬁkes
inténded to kill Seddam Husseméndutherkey
leaders of the Be'athist regime. Themnmbodyof
coalition ground forces croased: the border from
Kuwait into Jraq on March 20, apd three weeks
later, on April 9, ‘cbalition forces had teken
Baghdad, BymlyMamtheIraq:armedfoman&
the Baaﬂmtregxme had. been defeated, and coali-
hmformmﬂdbaginfhebﬂskofutabﬂmngan&
remstrtuﬂng Iraq in coordination with the new

jtion Proyisional Authority (CPA) established
on May 12, 2008. (The CPA superseded the Office.
forr Reconstruction and Humanitarian Assistence,
which had been in place since April) Although full

responigitility and avthority for governing ITrag was.

handed gver to the fully sovereign and indepandent

~SECRETNOFORN— /g

“insurgent, and terrorist activity throughout the
country réquired coalition wunits to maintsin
short-term dstenuon facilities within their own
arens of reaponsibﬂlty for the safeguarding of
detainees befors théir transfer to theater intern-
ment facilities,

{U) While operutions in Afghanisten and
Iraq have both resulted in large numbers of civilian
detairices, Opération IRAQI FREEDOM is distinet
in that the initial stagennfgroundwmbat-ﬁom
ugmﬁmnt numbers of ewamy pmonm of war
(EFWs) on well. The figure on the next pags, an
excexptfmmtheﬂmterforﬁsrmylesmq Lesrned
publication On Foint (a history of Army operetions
in TRAQI FREEDOM throughk May 2003),
describies the 3% Infantry Division's early experi-
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ence with EPW operations during the battle to field encompassing' fast-rioving forées and long
securs an air base and a bridge over the Euphrates lines of communication. In addition, it calls atten.
River near the town of Tallll in southeastern Irag, hmhthasague&mEPWtouvﬂxmmtemee
The nsrative illustrates some of the challeriges. detention attending the h'anmhm from major
related to detention operstions en a flidd bettle combat to stability operatiom.

Handlizg the Enemy Prisoners of War (tz)‘

(U)"TheBaﬁleufﬁﬁﬂprmmtedthsSrdmwﬁhi&sﬁmtwbshnﬁﬂnumbersofEPW&
Handlinsﬂ:epnsnnmwaaams;ortasktlmtthedmmonmdwmshadbmwnrhngfw
. months. This would be the firat test of that effort.. * At 0900 on 22 March...the 3rd MP.
Oompanymmnmder!edthnadvmcepmtyufTaskawEPWto[AmukPmnﬂmW ‘
andestabﬁahedﬂmﬁrstmwﬂmmpmut. ﬁxorﬂyfh&‘eaﬁenthﬂms&hbodysmmdand
remwdm&pmeessedt}mﬁmtﬂmelraqims

anmmm;mnmatmmw [theiazﬂmprowstmarsbnlwe&a‘ '
mesmge&mardBfoBﬁsaﬂzCombﬂTem}asﬁngfwmmnwwiﬂ:thapmustakm
at Tallil Air Bage. M]maﬂadvampaxtymmadnoﬂh...totakewntmloﬁhepﬂmm.
mbhahodahastymﬂechmpmnt,mdaewpﬁd&dﬂﬂ’ﬁpmm Tha folldwing raorn-
.ing at 0800.. theSrdBCPdmadabuﬂdmgwmplexp!medasthsIocamnnwaision
CmtralGoﬂechonPointHAm TaskForceEPmemdthemp}mmthemlyaﬁm‘
noon, T, - .

w 'BythemonnngofﬁMa.rch. .the mthMPBattakonoomniandérmed'at Tallil Air
ane [a:ndﬁl eﬂ'ecbed a.reliefin:place with Task Force EFW.  This freed Task Foree EPW to
continue movement north following the 8rd ID brigades. However, [the 709th MP Batialion
cotiinander] quickly realized that he did not have adequate combat power to relieve Task
Force EPW and conduct his second mission of escorting critiesl logistics convoys to the fight-
ing forces. The:only availakle forces at his disposal were two platooris and the company bead-
quarters of the 511th MP Company from Fort Drum, New York; all of which had srrived ahead
of the urit equipment.
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(U) "[The battalion commander) decided $o commit this force to conduct the EPW mission at
Tallil. On 24 March, {the] commander of the 511th MP Company led 80 soldiers in six Black
HawkhehmptamﬁomﬂampPENNSYWANIAtoNMAiermthmlythwmpm&
mckaacks,apwketpounderandtwodays‘suppboffoodandwa&e: Theymme&{ntdng-
mented the 709th MP Battalion and effectively relieved Task Force EPW The?ﬂﬂ’daMPs
reniamed the collection point Corps Holding Aren WARRIOR. Withlumtedequipmentand :
supplies, the 511th MP Company expanded the collsction point snd pi oxiessed and safeguard-
edmlﬁﬁDEPWsmtﬂthﬂﬂthMPBaﬁahmﬂnmwmﬁlmﬂwﬁmmem
an 6 April 2003.

KD%MMWMWA&MMWQMWRDAW
ment point where all coalition grovmd fcreesbmught EPW: pending movement by the B00th.
MPBngndetotheﬂleatermtammentfadhtyatGampBUm{intheIrmﬁPumGulfpurt-
city of Umm Qasr]. On&Aprﬂ,eoaﬁhonfomhadom?,SﬂDEPWsinwm Mozt of these.
prisoners ultimately {were transferred] to the ﬂzmer interriment facility, However, coslition.
wmmmdmrdeasadpnsmmwhotheydeﬁgmmeddxdmthmmmthakaqued-
forces or the Ba'ath Party. Aamahﬂonfnm tmnmhonedtopmeu@portopemﬁom,tha
internment and resettlement mmon nlso transitioned, Shortly after 1 May 2003, when -
Mdmtﬁushdeﬂnmdﬂmwdofmajwmbatopmaﬁmthammﬁﬁgﬁzbegm
parcling approximately 300 EPWs nday. As the prisoners were released, criminala replaced
&mm&ammmpdﬁmfgmbwha&bh&handwdwwmmw‘

L) Evo!utian ofCommnnd Structures  Command {CENTCOM): General Tonmy Franks,

andDetenﬁ"uu Faciliﬂes USA until July 7, 2008, and then his micoessar,
A Cenieral Johm Abizaid, USA. During the early com-

() As with operations in Afghanistan, US. Army Commanding Genersl, Lieutenant
oversll combstant command of operations in Irag General David MeKiernan, who by then had
resided with the Commander; US. Central relieved TG Miknlashek - dirccted conventional
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force ground cperations, while the Combined’

Force. Special Opefations  Component
Commander (CFSOCC) directed SOF operations,
In addition, & Joint Intersgericy Coordinating
Group (JJACG) was established as part of the
CENTCOM staff to assist in coordinating the
activities of non-DoD) agenties operating in Iraq.

{U) Major coriventional forces under the

CFLOCS command ineluded the US. Army V
Corps, then commanded by LT'G William S,
Wallace, USA,; and the 1st Marine Expeditionary
‘Force {I MEF) - with attached British forces ~

under LiGen James T Conwway, USMC, Major..

units assigned to V Corps mcluded{’.dm 4th ID,

and the 82d Airborne and 10lst Air Assault )
Divisions. In addition, CENTCOM pleced the

173d Airborne Brigade under the. CFS0CC's
command as pert of Joint Spedal Operahons
Task Force North (JSOTF:N)._In the early days
of Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, the 831D spear-
headed V Corpe’ drive to Baghdad through south-
western Iraq; the 173d Airborhe Bngm!e and
101st: An'Assault Dmmon sectived northern Irag;
and T MEFE, toge{:herthh British forces, secured

tham!ﬁehisofsuuﬁwmlraqanddmvam
‘Baghdarl frmn the southeast. Later; these units
would be Jmnea by the 4th ID and by then-Major

Ceneral Ricardo §. Sanchez's Ist Armored

Division, arriving via Kuwait; subssquent troop
votations (not deseribed in detail in this report)
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{(U) As On Poini relates, planning for
detention and related intelligence operations -
and the attendant challenges - began well before
March 2003. CFLCC plnnnerl untxdpated thet
EPW numbers could range ﬁ-om approximately

" 16,000, mthaeventofmakrbeoﬂapsaofthe

Iraqi regime, to ahigh of appm:lmately 57,000
Traqi forves put upa Iengthy defense. MPs wonld
also be reqmz:ed to stabilize liberated temtories

in addition to conducting standard missions

including detainge operations, protection of high-

walue aasetu and personvel, and regulation of

uupp}y mutes, ampong others.

(1) As esrly az December 2001, while tai-
loring forces in aupport of CENTCOM's

Operation Plan (OPLAN) 1008V i in the event of
hostilities with Irag, V Corps’ 18th MP Brigade
began planning for EPWs captured in combit,
The Brigade's initial plan was to have two battal-

ion headquarters and eight to ten MP companies
availeble if and when hostilities began, However,
aa Operation IRAQI FREEDOM approsched, the
CFLCC made & decision to place these MP units
towaid the “tail” of the forces flowing into the-
ater, giving preference for early arrivel to combat
srims units. This decision would result in
increased responsibility for emly-rriving MP

units, From On Point:
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(U} Besides handhing' detainees "during
combat -operations, the CFLOC would reqiire a
theater EPW mtemmant capabzhty In a
March 14, 2003 OPORD. ths CFLCC
assigned this task to MG David E. Kratzer's
377th Theater Suppurt Co:mmand (TSC). i
unit asaigned to the, CFLCC that included
the Army Heservé 800th MP Brigade
(Internmentfneaettlement} The 800th MP
Brxgade (then ‘commanded by Array Reserve
BG Paul H. Hill) was primerily composed of
six: MP battalions, four of which specislired in
EPW processing and counterintelligence, and

(U) *[Thig decigion] had the greatést effect on the division provost mambala [z.e senior
MP officers], who were responsible for coordinating MP aupporttothsdwimsmth
only half of the vequired palice forves...To manege the problem, [the 39 1D) provost mar-
shel] formed Tusk Foree EPW, Tn addition to the dmnionsMPcompanj;thataskfm
received the 546th Area Support Hospital, the 274th Medical Detachment (Field
Surgical Team), atachcalhnmanhlbelligenca ﬂmmteam,amohﬂe:nterrogahm
team, a erimirnial investigation division (CTD} division mpparte}ament, and an advizer
frotn the Staff Judge Advocate, With the 3d MP Company, the tesk forcs bad the
resources necessary to receive, process, and safeguard prisonera.”

two of which were trained for: the /R mission,
(The Brigade's 320th MP' Battalion, & non-IfR
unit composed of reservists trained for gnard
duty that included the 372d MP Company,
would later'assume responsibility for the prison
at Abu Ghraib.). In eddition, the CFLCC dele-
gated to the-800th MP Brigade its authority to
conduct GEW Article 5 tribunals to ascertain
apprapmte categories for detainees whose
Geneva Convention, statuz was wiclear An
orgatization chart depicting t};e overall com-
oand structure relevant to detainee operations
is provided in the figure on the following page.
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iraq Detentlon-Related Command Structure - March 2603 (U)

CENTCOM | i
! CRe NG
Combined Forceland | .
Component Commander b
LT McKlernari ]
V Corps 1% Miarine Expeditionary Force
| 18%wp Brigade [ gmw } Marine MP Units |
Respofiie for MGKeteer,  Responsiblefor
. coordination of unkt - coornumﬁonoluﬁ
ooﬁecﬁng joirts at ' “collecting pointe et |
" corps level snd below. .| BO0*MP Brigads {IR) corps lovel wrid below.
. t T BAPH
e dp i fadliles, T UNCGLASSIFIED

-

ﬁDPnorfothsmVOotpaa!mbegan_

preparing for detamwrelated intalligence opera-

‘ hombyrotaﬁngMdeﬂNTTwms (fow—
lmgum!m} inﬁo the CENTCOM theater in orderto
bone language skills and mnflllct;mimnoapemﬁc
training: '

246

(U) Initial Development of Detention Facilities

(U) With the inception of giound combat
operations 'ori March 20; 2003, coalition’ ground
forces throughout Irag had to develop facilities for
the temporary detention and tectical interrogution
of EPWs, civilian internees (CI) and other
detainess (OD) prior to turning thein over to the

W&w
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18th MP Brigade or channeling them directly to
a theater internsient facility. Throiighout the:
war, various collecting points were sstablished
and disestablished at the brigade level and
below as circumstances dictated. As noted preé-
vicugly in our distussion of detention doctrine,
the lowest-echelon detention facility described
in MP doetrine ix the division collesting point:
(CP); however, the realities of combat opera-
tions in Afghanistan and Iraq have oftén dictat-
ed ‘the establishmeint of temporary detention
facilities at Jower levels; eg., by maneuver

brigudes, or by SOF operahxx,g,mdep‘endent}y

B (1) Thesterlevel Fuciities

{U) Among the detention sites established
g inthemmenfOpwahmmAQlFREEDOM.fm
B Lave emerged as major theater-level facilities for
the delention of EPWs and divilians. The 800th
__ MP Brigadé operated all of these feclities until
SRR rilieved by the 16th MP Brigads (Airbame) in
RS carly 2004. As of July 2004, the Multinational
Forees-Iraq Deputy Commanding Generai for
Detainee Operations assumed respansibility for all
detention and interrogation operations in Iraq.
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Confinement Facihty; BCCF or Bughdad -
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- —— . ) A

CentralCoﬂechnngnt,BCCP) In Jate s~
mw%ﬂSCPAA&mmLmtorBrmerseladed
tlmformerl"qu prison at. Aba Ghraib to be
tie wutral civilian correctional facility for
Iraq Aewvdmg to the Jories rapit, though
moftheprisonsponrmndlhun - exarey-
bated by Yooting - and history of toriure under
the Ba'ath regime, after extensive considera-
tion LTG Sanchez judged that there were no
other suitable, existing structures in Trag in
which to centrally house detainees captured
by US. forces, snd designated Abu Ghreib

(Baghdad Central.

COPY NUMBER ONE

CJTF-Ts internment facility. The use of this
site would slso preciude the need for haz-
captured in the vieinity of Beghdad to more
distant facilities much as Camp Bucca,

(TN At the time of the detainee abuses perpe-
trated by members of the 320th MP Battalion,
fheBCCFmplmindudedﬂampsGmdmﬂ
Vigilant, which boused the general detainee -
population, and a "Hard Site” within the per-
manent prigon structure for the isolation of
"M hold" detainces. Aa detailed in previous

. reports, a Joint Interrogation and Debriefing
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* (U) Camp Buces. Originally a British-run (SRS
to the 800th MP Brigads ixi April 2003, s

Ireq near the Iranian border hotises mughly

&ammbmuorthald’mdiedm E Khalg (s
anﬁ-lranmnpammﬂutmygmxp designated
a3 a foreign t:errernt orgramzannn by the
&mtaryufState ~ supported by the Ba'ath
regzme) whomr:endeudsn mssse to cosli-

#p
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: B at Abu Ghraib has been extensively described by

({1 The Iraq Burvey Group _ "'E:

(U) The Jones report motes that whan [
foreesheldmudxfewerthanthetmsof&hmmds RN

of EPWs predicted during pre-war plannmg.-
Though planners had initially emfisinnﬁ i need
for up to 12 major detention t‘acihtma. the kmaller
rnumber of detainees achmlhrheid resulied in the
de-mohilization of reservé’ MP units in the US.
thathadbeenxdenhﬁedfordutyin!mq By the
'summerof%ﬂ&, howwm, the mumber of civilian
-dehmmeshu!rbmdrmﬂcallyasamultuf
coalition eounter: msnrgencyoperahons, -and A cen~
tral dabenﬁbn fa::illty wes required. The civilian
prison pg}:\ﬂaﬁm at Abu Ghraib alone- - eriminals,
security detairiees, and detaiviees with potential
intelligence valus - grew to-sn estimated 4,000-
5,000 by the fall of 2008, and as of darly September
2004 included roughly 3,000 detainees (though the
number contihues to drop). The history of events

250

{1) MG Keith Dayton, USA commanded
the ISG from its inception until his relief by BGen
Jossph McMenamiin, USMC in July 2004. In addi-
tion to its military leadérship, the ISG receives
guidanes from a CIA appointes (pominally a spe-
cinl adviser to the Commandesr; CENTCOM), Dr.
David Kay, former chief nuclear weapons inspector
for the United Nations Special Commission
(UNSCOM) onlmqiwaapunxofmmdestmchon,
filled th:spumhon&m the 18G's. inception until
December 2003; subsequently, in February 2004,
former UNSCOM deputy director Charles Duelfer
assumed this duty.
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' inrciubacmm,aevm-elydegmdedthemmmmdar

Jnndstaﬁ‘dunnghmmnm. Personne] shortages

documented in the (joint manning docwment] con-

i bnuedtopredudeopemhonulmpabﬂxm This

o) pmhMmehmﬂMWyﬁM

;bytheMay15 5004 establishme

blishmenit of thy joint
Multinationsl Force-lraq (MNFI) under ITG

B Sanchez (velieved by fourstat General George
d Casey, USA on July 1, mxmoughpumd

oy aho:tageswnhnuedtobenpmblm A three-stir
subordinate command, the Muitinational Corps-
ImquI).focuseeonmnWmmrgmwmm-
: batnpmhmanowmgmltownmmtem

B siroicoic somes within the Iraq thester. In the

 interirn period before the inception of MNF, LTG

Sanchez initinted numierous messures to improve

PR 1 Corpe capability to act as a CITE, uch as the
: ?aseignmantnfgeneralaﬁlcmsmkeyshﬂ‘pm

tiong: for example, military mtd!igww MG

' Barbara Fast, USA was sssigned as the CJTFs sen-

e

({DTowardanmmonDetaineeOpemhons

ﬂDAsnotadmsemalpreviouureportam

detmnee operahona, t.he V Corps. stafl was not

. - ed, or initially provided
ﬂtemmumwﬁxndimmam -t act, n
essence, a5 a_unified combatant commander, As
LTG Jones stated in his report, *V Corpa was never

B ic: intelligenice officer (a position normaliy flled by

a colonal &t the corps level), These efforts have

besn described in previous reports, but theix impe:

tus bears repeating here:. in view of the unexpect-
edmtenxﬂ.yofthelmqimrgenchTGSmmhe:
was forced to sesk ocut nndpmauaug@essivaly
additional resources to sugment V' Corps' capshili-
tyfmmthewheginnmgnfhwtenminm
mand. We agree with II'G Jones' conclusion that
“the CJTE7 Commander and stefl performed

adequatelymmn'wdasaﬂl'l‘l" The chellenge of sbove expectations, in the over-ull schieme of OIF

ning from V Corpis HQs to CFTF-7 without
ndequte ‘pegsannsl, equipment, and intelligence

Innq

[Operation TRAQI FREEDOM]."
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{U) In light of concertis raised by the abus-
es at Abu Ghraib, Task Force 134 was estahlished
‘within MNF:I inJulym undeér the eommaid of

MG Geoffrey' Milley, USA (former commending

gme:-alof&'l'FGTMO},whomasaigmdas
. Deputy Commanding General for Detainee

* Operations and charged with the oversight and.
coordinahonofMPmdmunﬂscundnchugdeten-

tion and interrogetion operstions in Iraq, Like
: J‘I'FG_’IMO Task Force 134 provides unity of com-

COPY NUMBER ONE

mand and control for all detainee operations in the
theater. The ﬁgumbelowiuumt}m currerit
command gtrizeture.

.-

@Wenwtmnmdétmhnﬁmdlnmm
gation operations. Unh'kamrﬁtewmluecﬁmwv—
eving Afghanistan, we do nok here piovide. a
separste discussion of the evolution of guidance
regarding detainee- mazment, becouse in: Ivag
thesa opem;im were(ixz theory) completely doc-

Iraq Détention-Related Command s_‘;mctpfs':’.-rusy-zooa {u)

252

" Tusk Forcs 434

I . MG Miisr

Rasponsﬂ:le for meater
. detention and ”
inmqaﬁon opam!ions

Coalition
Qperating Fortes.

UNCLASSIFIED
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trinal. Insteed, pertinent dstails are inchuled [RAERIERIN
where appropriate in the followinig sections.

(U) Detainee Flow From Point of
Capture Through Detention

WBMMWBmm'allywncurmﬂmmﬁnd. el

Deputy Commanding General for Detainee

Operatios. Tha following parageaphs summurize. A ARRRER N
MGE&y‘sﬁndmgsandintmducethedmww— T
dﬁmonmmumdmhaq : = TR .
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- Excerpt from FRAGO 749 - Detainee Classification Definitions {U)

1.C. (U//REL TO USA and MCFI) DEFINITIONS. 3

1.6.1. L1} ctvnmmmnm {CI): A PERECN WHO IS mmmwxmsj\msn
CONFLICT OR OCCUPALION IP KE/SHE IS CONSIDERED A ‘SECURITY RISK, NREDS PRO:
TECTION OR HAS COMMITTED AN OFFENSE. {INSURGENT OR CRIMINAYL) AGAINST-THE'
DETAINING DPOWER. nmmmmxsmmmummmmmm
VENTION IV. (PROTECTYON OF CIVILIAN PEHSONS IN TIME. OF m} N

1.C.ﬁ. (U] CRIMINAY, DETAINEE {CD}: A PERSON m nmusz HEISHB IS,
‘REASONABEY SUSPRCTED OF HAVING COMMITTED A, CRIME AGRNST IRAQI NATIONALS OR
IRAQL mrm OR A CHIME ND'I‘ RELATED 10. THE. CG'M;‘ITIW PORCE MISSTON,

,,"-m

i.c.3. (Ul SECURYTY INTERNER {SI): Acmz,mmmmmmmmmm
OCCUPATION FOR THEIR OWN PROTECTION OR 33&5’085 THEY POER A THREAT 1O THE
SECURITY OF COALI'TION FORCES, ITS MISSION,” OR“ARE OF INTELLIGENCE VALUE.

THIS INCLUDES PERSCNS DETAINED FOR COMMITTING O?FEHSES {INCIATDING ATTEMPYS)
AGKYNST COALITION FORCES {OR: PREVIOUS-{OALITION FORCES) MEMBERS OF ‘THE PRO-
VISIONAL GOVERNMENT, NGO, STATE INFRASTHUCTURE OR ANY FERSON ACCUSED OF _

- mmmmmmmmmmm CERTAIN BECURITY INTERNEES -
MAY ALSO BE CLASSIFIED AS A HIGE VALUR DETAINEE {HVD) . SECURITY INTERNEES
ARE A SUBSET OF CIVILIAN INTER‘REES '

1.4, (G) EVDB: HVDS ARE s'ncuam DITEENEES OF SIGNIFICANT INTELIIGENCE
OR. 'POLITICAYL: VALVE. mmwmmczmﬂ'IGmeWOP
SUCH mms. x

4
Lo

1:€.5. (U) mmnm oF VAR (EPW): BWDFMORWFORHED

SECURITY FORCEY THAT CONFORM TO THE REQUIREMENTS OF ARTICER &, Gm CON-
VENTION nm*rm o TREATMENT OF PRISONERS OF m

1.0.6. ¢ur~_m TNVESTIGATION DIVISION (CID} mom. A DIRECTIVE 1O
HOLD' AND* NOT- RELEASE A DETAINEE/INTERNEE IN THE CUSTODY OF COALITION FPORCES,
xssmwammoamoymus. ARMY CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DIVI-
s:mu. '“7, -

J.c?. (U! mummx (M BOLD: A DIRECTIVE TO HOLD AND NOT
RELEASE A DETAINEE/INTERNEE TN m CUSTODY OF COALITION FORCES, ISSURD BY A
MEMBER: OR AGENT OF A U.S, MILITARY INTELLIGENCE ORGANTZATION.
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¢ {U) In Irag, as it Afghanistan, the working

dictated by doctrine, albeit with all of the uricer
tainties regarding implementation of interrogation.

~ doctrinal relstionship between MY anid MP  Over

and over; our interviewees - from the top of the -

chain of coinmand to.the bottom, MP axd inter-

rogator alike - stated, "MPs do not interrogate.”.

However, decisions as to whether MPs paticipat-
¢d in the implemerntation of techmquea such as
'Sleep Adjustment cr MRE-Only Diet, or were jires-
ent in. the interrogation mnm,demlvedto the unit
level dus to the doctrinal végaries we have dis-
cussed previously The linies dehneatmgm and

MP responsibilities, nppeared to be completely

 lost at Abu Ghrait dhie £ the well-documented
faikure of lasdsrshxp and supervision, As MG
Taguba, statad in "his. report, "Coordination

occurred’ a!:"the Iowut possible levels with little

uvarmghtbycommandm

(18)] MG. Tagubae miggested that the assign-
ment of the 205th ML Brigade commander, COL
Pappas, as the overall commander of the base at
Abu Ghraib from November 19, 2003 through

256
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| Februsry 6, 2004, with the 372nd MP Campany

assigned the subardinate role was “not doctrinally
sound: due to the different missions and agendss

We disagree. First, there is nothing "noo-dectrinal®
about assigning the senior officer present at the
base authority us well.as vesponsibility for its
defense. In addition, cur review of M and MP doc-
trine did siot indicate that.such & corimand rela-
tionship betwsen MI and MP units would have any
effect on working Yelstionghips between individual

Ml mdMPparmnnul,mth the possible exception
-ofapmﬂon {not deriving from any military dos-

trine) ‘ﬂmt ‘MI personnel might. have positional
authority over MPs. In any event, at & mininium,
LTG Sanchesz's rationale for the assignment
deserves consideration: *T was very aware of what
Tom Pappas’ capacities were: I'kmew what other
nnmomhehadmmppmdthemkfm I
knew from previous crdars we had fssued that he
had a good pert of his capacity at Abu Ghraib and
that he persanally wag focused on Abu Ghraib,

‘Being the senior man on the ground, thiet is inkier-
ently what our profession is all ebout - he had tabe

sble to defend his position against the enemy.
Therefore, all I thought I was duing was officially
eatablishing that responsibility and meking sure
that everybody on that compound understond
without a4 doubt who was golng to direct the
defense, who was going to be responsible for
defending Abu Ghraib from enemy pttack” (from
LG Sanchez's statement to LTG Jones). In his
statemnent to ts, LTG Sanchez added, "The asser-
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Iraq Counter Reslstance Policy Development (U)

honmdeinﬂxe'l‘agubareportthatth!arelaﬁon—
shipy wak non-doctrivial is contentious and one that
Itntallyd:mmth, especialy given thie opera-
tional envxromuant‘ and circumatarices that existed
mk&qdunngﬂmpmod." Agpin, our review of
interrogation and detention doctrine supports LTG

"‘SEC‘RE‘F?NBFGRN_LM

[}
° v

.'g._ mwm)mmm . 4 ”gw*%mw u%%m

g Moy
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o 1 | sewith woene
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{U) Evolution of Approved Techniques

(U) The overall development of interrogs-
ﬁmpohcym!raqudepzcte&intheﬁg:mnbm
For six months after the beginning of combat oper-
ations in March 2003, interrogators were guided by
FM 34-52. In September and October 20083, the.
initia} CITRT “counter-resistance’ interrogation
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Wd“ﬂm . mduneapmfegmﬂmemthrdmmmm
gation policy: Dated September 25, 2002, the
- {U) The evolution of approved intetroga- Appendix runis culy nine pages, snd appesrs o be
tion techniques in Iraq was hieavily influenced by drawn directly from AR 190-8; nowhere in the
the fact thet most. initial planning focused on  mnnex do the words “Traq” or.Tragi" appear: Ltis
defeating the Iragl military forces, rather than on virtually indistinguishable from the same annex to
the subsequent occupation. LTG Sanchiez, in his  the Opermm ENDURING FREEDOM war plan..
gtatement to LTG Jores; outlined the problem: :
"Remember the war had ended and we did oot ({Dlnhghtoftheahamofspeuﬁegmd-
envision having to conduct debention operations of . governing interrogations in the OPORD, as
ﬂusscnpeandforﬂm!mgthofhme. Itwangobo LTG Sanchez indicated, interrogators initially
memmaﬁuamaﬂmdﬁmmthowmm 'tehsd ‘on the techniques outlined in FM 34-52
going to do it based on the FM. We did not envision, There is ittle record of interrogation operations
contimuing o conduct operations and incresse the during the mejor corbit phass of the war; indeed,
mzmbemofdetameeaatthelewlsthatmmund given the coalition forces’ speed of advance and
up havivig to do. Tbewmeﬂﬁnghsppenadmﬂl overwhelming air suprémacy it seams Hkely that
interrogutions. Let's go to the FM andycrudolt coalition forces may have had a more complete
according to the FM., It clearlywas riot sufficisnt.” oparational picture of friendly and hostile force dis-

position than most captured Jraiis, minimizing the
(U) OPORD 1003V nnd Major- importance of interrogations of EPWa, ,
Combat Opemﬂom
ks {U) The Irag Survey Gronp
) CENTCOM’s war plan for the invasion

“of Iragq, OBORD- 1003\7 gAve no specific interroga--
tion gu:darwe an& Uttle guidance o detainees pisikowe
beyond that which could bs found in governing
doctrine, Appendix 1 to Anniex E to CENTCOM §
OPLAN: 1003V, "Enemy Prisoners of War (EFW), - JAERE
Retained Persons, Civiliars Internees, and Other [N
Detoinees,” echoes the familiar distinetions FSEENE
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CITF (with the exception nfatleastunehmf

pmodaathewmmandsﬁuuhnewo!ve&} but to

CENTCOM, and thua was ot bound by CYTR7

UJ}AlﬂzmzhthaISdeduotmportto a

mtmosaﬁﬂnmndance,wefomdthatthegmd' DR

ance pmu},gated by MG Dayton: was more explic-

it (and wnsmmw)thmanyputfonhbymﬁ‘?
at this em:l;y stage of the operation. MG Dayton
conflyrned to ug his doctrinsl foundation; *The ISG
did not. wse any interrogstion/debriefing tech.:
nigues beyoiid those iin FM 34-52, Debriefing tach-
niques primarily consisted of direct questions and
incentives (cigarettes, coffee, and so forth).*

.-JEGREWNGFBRN“' o

(U) April-September 2003

(U} The defeat of Saddam's regime and dis-
banding of the Iragi army l6ft & varuam in the pro-
ubiquitous presence of Saddam's security forces
and gecret police for the firsttime in over 30 yenrs,

25%
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spread looting &nd crime. (This was compounded

by Saddam's release of tens of thousands of crimie §
- nals from Iragi prisons shortly befora the war) §
~ At the same time, other elements began an ingir. §
gency campaign against coalition forces, attack: |
ing supply lines, sabotaging public infrasiructure
such as electric power generation and distribu-
tion. facilities, end assassinating Iragi citizens |
who cooperated with conlition forces: Coalition §
forces found themselves in the unascustomed |
position of performing basic police and detention
duties at the sams fime they were engaged i
combat operations against a growing insurgency.
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(U) MG Fay's report has provided & com.
prehensive description of the evehution of inteiro-
gatan policy i Frag, Tt the paragraphstht o,
we review the key points of that evolution, adding
our obgervations and data from our hiterviews
where appropriate.

(U) Development of the Septembar 2003
CITRT hiterrogation Policy

8 . WA planning for Operation VICTORY
@ BOUNTY continued, CJTF-7 began to shut down
i the Camp Cropper corps holding ares, trmsferring . -

Chm'geoﬂhabattahonsmtemgmonapmhma
SRR in Bagram, Afghanistan, from battalion headguar-
S ters to Abu Ghraib to head the growing interroga-
B tion mission there” CPT Wood arrived at Abu
SN Ghraib in early August 2003 to assume responsi-
BRSEIE bility for what was toslescing into the Saddsm
BN Fedayeen Interrogation Facility (SFTF).
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(U) Shorily thereafter, ﬁ-omAngustm o
* Beptember 8, 2008, the JTF. GTMO cnmmanda;
MGGeuf&eyMﬂier!edateamtomﬂmmoaa-
ﬁonanddebentmnopmhbminh‘aq (MG
Mmer’swutmthemultafmwgustla 2008
message from. the, Joint ’ "Staff's Director for
Operations [J-3], requeaﬁng that the SOUTHCOM
cmmmnderprmﬁaawmnofmqmtsmdewnﬁm
' and:intgrm‘giaﬁcig_ldperaﬁonsto provide advice on

for, such assistanm in light ofi:he mvnngmm
': gencyhadmpna!lybemexprwedbyw’ﬂ’-?md
- CENTCOM, and the Joint Staff tasking message
" was generated following discussion with both
CENTCOM and SOUTHCOM.Y A Key chaervation
B8 by the team was that CITF7 had “no guidencs
8 specifically addresiinig interrogation policies and
Bl authorities disseminated to units” under its com-
W mand. This observation was closely relatéd to the
B pisessment team's central finding that CITE? "did
B not have suthorities and procedures in place to
B effect o unified strategy to detain, interrogete
B and report: mformatzonfmm deteinees/internees

: ‘l'nh-nqu
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Uy October 13, 2003 CITE7 Interrogation
and Counter-Resistance Policy
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(X1) Msy 18, 2004 CTTF7 Interrogation and
Counter-Rasistance Policy’
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i " A (U) Inten-ogation Techniques Employed

ﬂnm:nthewsawﬁmmvaing
N GTMO and Afghanistan, this section begins witha

BN Lrief summary of oar investigation, followed by &

SRR coinparison. of the techniques spproved for use in.
BRRCRRSIRRNRN 1:aq (i.c., the CITE-7 interrogation policies) with
RN (106 techiniigues actually employed.

Bl (1) iivestigutive Procedurs

m

“iraq
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e (U) In order to aveid duplication of previ-
SRS ous efforts by other investigations that focused on
B Ata Ghraib, and because of constrdints related to
SRR onguing criminal proceedings concerning the abus-
L esthere,werebadpnmnrﬂyontha‘l‘agubn,.}m
3 mthyreportafordmmgardingthcAhuGhmib
g events of October f.hrough December ‘2008.
PR Hawemt!mmaivsisprmtedhereiswown,-
inaddltxw,ourtamsvmt and interviews at. Abu
PSRN Chraib provided a snapshiot of current interroge:
RO tion and detention conditions there.

@) As in GTMO and Afghanistan, the @ "“W““fm“ﬁ"“
interviews wveredthaenhmspec&um of person- TechniqnesApprweddemPlﬂW‘l
nel involved in detainew and interrogation opera-~
hons,&omﬂagandgenemlofﬁcmto;um —
enlisted interrogators and personnel who purtici. |G
pated in the captare of detainees, “We took inter- RN
views or written statements from general officers [0S
including GEN Abizaid and LTG Sanchez, as well (SN
a8 othier key pérsonne] inchiding CITR-7/MNI1 [EEREENSEERIES
senior mtelhmmafﬁwMGBarbmaFﬂst,MG R
Geoffrey Miller; and thé debtisfing and interrogs- [N
tion' commanders’ at the ISG and Abu Ghrab, [
respectively, Ina&:hhnn,ourteammWashﬁxgton S
conducted an‘exténsive review of the documentary R
evidence, glepried from responses to our data
requests to commands and agengies throughiout [E8
DoD, as well as data collected during previous [
Jones, MG Fay, MG Taguba, and the Independent RSN
Panel

n
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(U) In addition, before beginning gur analy-
uig of the chart, a further clarifying note is neces-
sary: in the third column, representing ke period
between October 12, 2003, and May 12, 2004, the
chart includes several X miarkings depicting the
abuses at Abu Ghraib detailed in MG Taguba's
report - in perticular, Removal of Clothing;
Presence of Military Working Dogs (which
attacked detainees, rather then simply being pres-
ent); Beating; Mock Electric Shock; Photographing
under Humilinting Circumstances; and Sexual
~ Acts / Mock Sexuial Acts, By induding the Abu
Ghraib abuses on the chart, we do not imply that
thoaespemﬁcmmmfactmsxdamdtobem
rogation techniques, that they were the mﬂtof
any policy, o that they otcurred during the cokrse
ofmtemgaﬁona(emepﬁasnobedinprmous
reports), Rather, they ara included in.oldanto £ons
mﬂiemofthmahummthﬂxsmmm-
gation pelicy that LT'G Sanchez hndmnndated for
all security internees held: hy CITET, mcluding
those at Abu Ghraib. Clealy sach of thiese abuses.
waa' prohibited by the Qctober 2, 2003 CITRT
interrogation pohcy mdL’l‘GJonw found that the:
Abu Ghraib nhunes pmnénly resulted from indi-
vidual mminal imiséonduct; misinterpretation or
ignomnee of law, policy; doctrine, and approved
mberragaﬁon teehmques. and lack of firoper organ-
ization, iﬂh:iﬁg and supervision of the MI and
MP forces at the prison. "'We found no evidencs of
any policy ot directive that might be interpreted as
ordering or perniitting the Abu Ghraib abuse, and
egree with LTG Sanchez, who stated to us that:

74
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(U) “Thié cause of these dbuses and deaths were
the training, leadership and discipline failures

inside of the units. Themshh:honn!gmdmand
the policies were all in place. ‘I“hearl-vwe,thapm-
eedures.eve::ythingthntw:snwmmyfornm
mandertobemmasfn}lthinkhsdbmdma.
‘Tharmmrmgmprogangatnmyalow
pam,butxtmmwnceﬂw:ththawemnsima-
tiom of the taslk fonce sind the environment that we
wete i, .And!ﬂdnkmthamd,:twasmstplain
andﬁmplefmlmmthosethmemaﬂham-

estlgvulsaﬂeadmhxp.
.. (1) As in the GTMO and Afghanistan sec-

jttoﬁs, the chart depicts the use of many tech-
niques coded white or orange, indicating

techniques employed without specific approval
that nonetheless are not necessarily problematic.
To reiterate, these two colors indicate that the
applicable policy memoranda did not specifically
discuss the techniques in question; therefore, it
i8 by no mennx cerfain that interrogetors would
categarize the techniques' application ay distinct
from dther, approved techniues. For example,
though the current {1992) edition of FM 84-52 does
not specifically authorize Muth and Jeff (soe first
column), nothing in the FM, the Gerieva
Conventions, or other policies or doctrine inher-
ently prohibits it. Similarly, interrogators in Trag
often opined that Yelling wis inherent to Fear Up
Harsh, which is 2 docirinal technigue, end that
Deception was inberent to many, if not-most of the
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doctrinal techniques. In these instances, X marks
in orange blocks may not be a matter for cancern,
since neither interrogators nor the drafters of
the policiug might presume the technique to be.
otitaide the bounds of doctrine. (We.will of éotirse
discuss exceptions below: In particular, when
examining & ling on the chart corresponding to 2
techmique, if the color code changes from yellow
to oraiige under subsequent policies, it can be
understood that LTG Sanchez retracted the tech-
nique, but could sllow it on a case-by-case basis
following an official request and legal review,)

() Afinal qualification regarding the chart
bears repeating: as in the previous sections, the
absanes of an "X" does not mean condugively
that a techrigie wes never employed; rather,
that we foiitid no evidence, of its mployment
Nevertheless, based on ouy :nmrmm We are con-
fident that the chaxtpmseut.san ‘accirate pictive

- of the techniques employédmfraq,andthatmy
abuse incidents or improper “employment of tech
mquesunknmtouswmﬁdhavebeenmhbad
events. k

(iDva‘al}Camplimwitb

Appmedwechniqm

(mnefmhegmmngonrdmmmmofm-

- _' Elmnm with, appmved techniques, we mush nots

AN e key observation regarding Abu Ghraib: the

B vast majority of sbuses at Abu Gbraib {eg., the

-  "humien pyramid’} ave completely unrelated to any

doctrinal or otherwise approved interrogstion

A techniques or policies;, and did not oecur during

l below),

actual intérrogations, Because the' abuses there

. indicated a complete disvegard for approved poli-

cies, they should not, be considered representative
of cther issues pertaining to compliance with

([DAbmdiookatthedmtillumtesn
key finding regaxding interrogation technigues

= employed in Traq: the X merks in orange; yelow

‘SECBEINGFGRN"NM

and red sress corresponding to fectinigues 1
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through 50 indicate that dzssmnahonof approved
intervogation policies was ineffective, resulting in
wldespreadlackofammmofwhchwchmquea
were currently authorized. Though our interviews
ofaeniorleadmmlmqmuformly demonstrited
that they were awmofﬁmhtestﬁudance,tbe
breakdown of dissemination was pervasive at the
urift Jevel - for example, many persoopnel inter-
-viewed in June and July were unaware of the May
18, 2004 CJTF-7 interrogation palicy - and, we
believe, stemmedxnlaxgepaxt&om a reliance on
SIPRNET (DoD's classified internet gystom) to dig-
semingte the CITF7 policy memos to the Held.

former CITR7 C-2X (ie., (:hestaﬁ‘nfﬁmmsponsx
ble far HUMINT snd eountennteﬂxgence} - dtated,
'I‘hesewereposbedontheCJ'IT?ISIPRNET}weh
page.” Attheotherendnfthsdmm'huhnn chnin,a
brigade 5-2 (irtelligence oﬁieer), # ragjor, told us
that & "guy has to look i thé web each day” for |

guidance relevant to debmtwn and interrogstion.

Unlike standard Do)~ -méasaging systemu, thm.
relismce on: web-based &iasematwn vefiires units
in the field< -~ miny of which may have Limited
amesstuSIPR.NET to"pu‘!l guidanics fom high-

er headquertm In addition, the CJTR7 policy B
memos - ‘unlike many OPORDs and FRAGO: B
meddunngthawumof!RAQIFREEDOM do B

not include a requirernent for units to acknowledge

COPY NUMBER ONE

{U) In short, effective dissemination of
CJTF7 interrogation policies appeared to rely
largely on timely posting of the memorand to
SIPRNET web gités; reliable STPRNET comnectiv-
ity of widely dispersed forces under often-hostile
conditions i the field; andm:hahveonthapartof
umbsintheﬁeldtomSIPRNETtodomﬂoad
interrogation g\ﬁdance. Although this thay have
bembaﬁm&upbydumbuﬁon of hardeopy memo-
interviews revealsd, that the chain frequently
broke down. For example, on June 27, an Army
wpﬁamcwmandmga'factical HUMINT Platoon

‘“_statedthathewas sware of the May 13, 2004
ﬂDWhenaakedhcwcommandmbermga
tion. policy was provided to individual units; ‘the

CJTF-7. policy, but had not received it from his
superior officer; rather, he had found the memo on
his own. The last policy he had réceived from his
chamofwmmandwastheﬂcboberlz 2003,
memio. In addition, as of Septamber 18, 2004, we
distovered that the October 2003 CITEY palicy
waushﬂpostednexttothement,hﬁqyzmpoi

liﬁrmg mformahon,_ addmg to the MM for
3 ﬁ ». .

receipt; therefore, the CITF-7:staff liad no way of A

lmowinig whether dissemination had been effective.

776
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(U) We now turn to a discussion of specif:
¢ interrogation techniques employed in the
course of QOperation IRAQI FREEDOM., Our
GTMO and Afghanistan sections have desmibed §
legal and humanitarian concerns sinrounding the [
use of certain techniques, siich as stress positions; ' i
'mth Eome excephons. we have not re:mated i @Severaiobservshommxﬂfdﬁﬂzﬁm
describes the ﬁenhmques employeﬁ. Ne\rezthelesa,-. )
the aforementioned concerns should be bome in. _;‘:
mind, . .

{U) Our discussion is. divided into four B
prarts; first, dovbrinal techniques contained in
FM34-52; sacond, te‘chiziquek_"intrdd_ugad 'by the
September 2003 UJTF-? mterrogataon policy;
third, techniqueés hot” apami' cally mentioned by @
any policy; and fcurth, téchniques prohibited by
faw or pa]my

W m.g-s__-sz f.!bch‘xﬂquw.

7
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(1) Technigques Introduced by t:he
8 September 14, 2003 CJTF-7 Policy
Memoranduin
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Battalion (assigned to the 1st Cavalry Division),
ppeaved to hava received and strictly imple-
mented the May 13, 2004 policy. Nevéertheless,
the relatively widespread use’ of these techniques
supports our finding that the pohcy Jocuments
were hot always rer:ewed o, thoroughly under-
taod.

- {) Gontinued Uke of Some Retracted Bnd: o
Proliibited Technigues ’

AR mustmtmg our, prmoua finding'
regavding the breakdown “of digsemination, the:
chart demunstram that the use of some of the
techniques appmved in the September 2003 mem~
crandury conhnaed even unti July 2004, despite
the fact that mahy were retractéd by the October
2003 memorandum, and some were gubséquent:
ly prohibited by the May 2004 memorindum.
Howevez, the use of the retracted and prohibited

 %echniques was by 1o means universal, Some N _
units we intevviewed, mich as the 312& M .
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individual consideration due to their potential for

ﬂDWemewedonlyrmrepomofthe DRI
other techniques Tisted; however, these deserve FSEREEE NI RIS
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0.0

(Uy As in Afghanistan, the normal employ-
:, mentofstnpsem'chesbyMPs and hyglene ingpec-

ﬂnmbymed;mipamonnel,mayeonhibntetow

R impression that US. forces employed clothing

f femoval techniques. These practices had stopped

Bl by the time of our visit to Irag, and U.8. forcas were

SRR clearly miking every effort to safeguard the priva-
IR cy of detainees during security end hygiene proce-
BN strip-searching detainees is a doctrinal techniqus -

SR in accordance with FM 3-19.40.)
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: (U) We niext describa our specific findings
B8 pertaining to. thess prohibited tec}miquas. We
B8 have erred on the side of caution by including in
B cur discussion eximples that right not be of suf-
' fitient severity to merit inclusion among the pro-
hibited techniques, or were not explicitly related
to interrogation, und thus do not appear on the
___ chart. In addition, we destribe several factors
il that; like girip searches andhypeneinspecﬁom,

BN cculd contribute to perceplions that somse of thess
Bl tschniques have been employed. Except where

E 1ecessary, we do not provide further discussion of

(U) Prohibited Toctniques

87
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nigques intended only for Guantanamo [from the
y perspective of the Secretary of Defense's cautions

8 contained in the GTMO policy] cime to be used

3 .. Jrag.” Hweve:;:bmustbeemphwudﬂmt«
SR theCJTF—?pohnienwmexphmlycmﬁedtom-
BB ply with the Geneva Copventigni; This form of
S0 'migration® was nmther amdmtal nor uncon-
trolled.

-
i

. v

gy

(1)) Migraﬁon qﬂ'nterrogation
Techniques

) IIDAswehaveseenﬁ'oml..‘l‘GSaxzchezs _
IO nnd“ statements, the September BTN
LQL ' 2008 CITR7, interrogation policy drew heavily [
' upon {echniques contaivied in the April 2003 SRR
GTMO policy provided by MG Miller; as'well as the S RIENISEE ISR
draft A/519 policy forwarded to CITET by CPT FREE IR
Wood. Therefore, the Independent Panel wai tech- [ SE NN

S'EGEET!NGFORN-*M
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)] In sum, we found that migration of
R mtemgpahm techmques mto Ixaq was hrge}y
SERER staﬁngnfﬁ:eSeptemberzoos CJITF7 interrogs:
SRR tion policy (which included legal réviews by both
R CJTF-7 and CENTCOM); and thet unofficial

B nigration likely occurred when interrogators
B believed thet techniques they had learned else-
B where were permissible under the Geneva
Conventions and FM 34-52. 'We fountd no evidence
S that interrogators consciously imported techniques
M that they believed to excoed the laws and policies
SN applicable in Iraq. Finally we found no evidence
88 that copies of the Detainee Interrogation Working
BESERN Croup report on interrogation techniques were
B ever circulsted in Traq.

@)

B (1) Pressure for Intelligence

() There hsas been much gpeculstion

BN irtolligence contributed to the abuses st Abu
S8 Ghraib, and it is true that “pressure® was applied
through the chain of command: as LT'G Saviche:
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stated to LTG Jones, “You bet there was intense
dying every dsy and I needed to know what the
enamywadumgmnrdertodufeathm I mean,
that's a fundamental resp
meint of eny commander on the battlefield,

(L) Another reported source of préasure to
omdmaggremvemtemgaumwummm
li,zmaa-maﬁﬁomammbwuftheCJTFﬂC@K
staﬁ'hnﬁeldhﬂlm&cxsb:pmmndm!mqmt-
ire- mmmmMﬁm[w

regmlmzthesedetmnsu,[mutmuﬂ’!"lml

Everything that we do as warfighters is Intel- uhasmaﬁemdmrthatmmtﬁme

besed. Its threat-based, And if 1 had not been
applying intense pressure on the intelligence com-
munity to koow my eriemy I would have been
derelict: in ‘my duoties and I shouldnt have been a
commanding general.

(U¥In the case of Abu Ghraib, this pressure .
was manifested within the 205th MI Brigade in
shorteuts cireumventing doctrinal procedures; for.
the prioritization, reporting, and dissemination of
intelligence, ss MG Fay described in his report: In
some: caaes,xtappmthutpersnnndﬁ'omCENT
COM, DIA,amiOSBmayhmmﬂmqueatsfcr
information directly to Abu Ghraib, ratherthan
thmughnomalinkmgeneeéimnﬁeis, However, as
MG Fay stated, 'I‘hiapresaurasbmﬂdhavabeen
axpected in such 8 c:ibm! situnation, but was not
managed by the leudmihp and was a contributing

individusls broken.” Thelangulgeotthue-maﬂ,if
taltmoutoi’eontax&,mﬂdheeomtmsdnm
mgnpmmvemnoaphmforh:mm
related abuses, -and the poseibility that it
hmdvehnﬁydldmmnnotbanﬂedmt(though
wefmmdnncwdermwsupponmchnmdn
smn) I-‘Iowuver.ntmnnpmtsnthmthntﬂ:e

'mnpmafthes-maﬁwtosohatﬁnﬁmogshon

tedmiquas‘wishlxst"ﬁumhﬁlmdmmtham
anddxduotgrnntpermmonferanyummd
technigues - in fact, it asked field units to repart
"techniques...they foel wotld be effective...that
[theG]TF'I]SJAeou!dmm" Responses to this
e-maﬂwmfadmedmtoﬂmdevelopmmtnftbs
September 2008 CJTFR7 policy, whick wes
-rmawedbyﬂmSJA.upmuounlydewibed.

factorhothem&onm&ntthatmﬁtedmabm

Tuﬂnswewouldaddthat,mthefamofundw-
mudablean&uppmpdntemfmthewar-'

-ﬁghhngwmxndm'formonahhht&hgmne,nt e

Aby Ghirsib there appesred tobe s unit-level fail- EENENEREE
ure o either enfoice existing standard operating |

pmcednma,ortodwdopsnéseekappmpnm

~SECRET/NOFORN-* img
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(U) Finglly, we. found no evidence to sup-
port the'notion that the Office of the Secistary of
Defenpe, National Security Councll Staff, CENT-

COPY NUMBER ONE

dence any pressure of this nature.

(1) Aguin, e with the e-mail described pre-

viously, it ia not imposaible that visits by senior per- .
. wnnelledmdmdualinhemgatorstupmvethat-
¥  they were receiving pressure fowinteliigmw how-

ever, effective leadership and enforcement of
approved policies should have prevented any guch

N mlsunderstandmgs. In any event, oux inferviews

gave no evidence that such misunderstandings
actuaﬂytnokphee.

R no_‘w twrn o a discusgion of interro-

- gation-related abuse cases in Iraq.

COM, or any other agency or command epplied” *

direct pressure for iritelligence, or gave “back-chian-

Detainés Abuse (U)

nel® permission for more aggressive teclmiques l

than those authorized by FM 34-52 or GI’ITS-’IpoL-
icy, to forces in the field in Irag. Wemterm-wed
andtaokstateznentsﬁ'umanumberefsenicr offis
-ua!sfmmtheﬂﬁineofthe&weta;—yofbd'm,a}l
of wham stated that ne' such pressure: had: heery
applied. Inadd:ﬁnn,weposedqueahmstum

Fran Townsend of the National Secunty Stalf

Council, who: visited Abw Ghraib in November
2003. Aithough she declined to respond to the.
questions, wé were told tha she stood by her pre-
mouastutemenzthatslmmtedAquhraibin
order to ledfn shout the i ingurgency; and to inves-
tigate how better to mtagrata inteiligencs collec-
tion ‘efforts, but did not pressure or give any
g\.udance o personnel there, Finally, ouy inteér-
views with commanders in the field did not evi-

202

(1} As we have seen earlier, theve have
been substantially more alleged ubuse cases in
Irag than in GTMO or Afghanistan. Without
minimizing the impact or importance of the
abuses that have oecurred in Iraq, it should be
kept in mind throughout this discussion thst
over 50,000 detainees have been held in Frag
gincs Operation IRAQI FREEDOM begsn,
Therefors, the abuses we describe below, as well
as those at Abu Ghraib, represent a tiny propor-

tion of detaine¢ opevations in Iraq, most of

which, we believe, have béen conducted honor-
ably under challenging circumstances, - :

(U) As of Seplember 30, 2004, 274 inves-
tigations of alieged detainee abuss in Irag had

»«aeenermommw g
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A detailed overview of the 60 substantiated abuse cases is provided In the chart below.
iraq Detainee Abuse

CASES DEATHS

e sy i

-oren:| | EEEMERTT)

220 Jo B

EAEEE) | 114 (NA

| OO 31

Helac Do bt ke 28 N
<A Ul it sttnck T .
teath, .:,.—,‘; =

TOTAL 56 -, 218

b

been initiated. The chart abova deplcts the sta-
tui of those uwestlguﬂons. 160 investigations
have been closed, of wluch 60 substantiated
nbuse, Five of the subatantmted abuse cases
rawlted inn detameea death,

w Intermgaﬂon-re!nted Abuse

(U) Each closed, substentiated investigs-
tion was reviewed to determine whether the
sbuse was interrogation-related {(i.e., whether
the abuse arose from the questioning of

B Army Relafed Cases . wa Related Cases | Abdataas ofs0Eep00t, |
B USMC Related Cases” Lj omer Refated Cases

) YotN.
ABUSES TOTAL R

......

UNCLASSIFIED

detainees), In categorizing abuse as "interroge-
tion-related,” we took an expansive approach: for
example, if a soldier slepped & detainee for failing
to answer 8 question at the point of capture, we
treated that misconduct as interrogation-related
abuze, Therefore, theae sbuses are not all velat-
ed to official interrogations; as the descriptions
below will demonstrate, In reviawing these
cases, we found no evidence whatsoever that
approved interrogation policies contifbuted to
abuse; Arrthermore, as of September, 30, 2004,

there were no closed, substantisted cases of

293
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IRAQ - Clagsed Substantiated Cases

35

30
TN

e

& Deatle
anH
1iMiRot Abwe

death resultmg frnm interx-oganon-related ambuse.

awm An ofBeptember 30, 2004, there were
16 nuhstan&iaﬁed interrogation-related abuse
cases. (Invashgntors gubstantisted that the five
deaths and 39 other sbuse casés were not related
to interrogations.) The interrogation-related
sbuses are. categorized by type, location, and
service and component of thie perpetrator on the

P

Scriwan Abwis

MinerAbwn

UNCLASSIFIED

following pages.

(U) Brief descriptions of the 16 interroga-
tion-related abuse canex are presented next,

{U) Casea Involviny Trained Interropators

1. (U) On September 24, 2008, at Forwerd
Operating Base Iron Horse, an interrogator

3

'G‘EGHE‘WGFQHN-—MM
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i‘F

Iraq Cloxe Subsinaitited Casel Relitsd 1o Intarvagintion by Type of Incident
INTERROGATION RELATED ONLY

IRAL Totut w18

"
TR .
113 k
15 4 ”
. 6 wr Avon
: WS aibans A
B4
'E
24
o . : — i 2

Seniisl Aoy Death NCLASSIFE

o UNCLASSIFIED

Kioq Ciinac Suibetariated Caves Ralsted i Intorrrzation by Typs of Fachiy st which the
N .. incident Occurred
R INTERROGATION RELATED ORLY
. <. o RAQ Totm > 18

UNCLASSIFIED
2%
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Cloged Bubstantated Casen by Ssrvics Compenen of Perdonnel livolved
PTERAGGATION RELATED DNLY

HRAQ Tobu w 46

{a specialigt amgned to the 1(!4th Mﬂ:tary
IntalhgemaBmalmﬂhatadetameesback,

buttocks, end the bottom of his feét with a

Military Police batom:-, Another SPC, an
interpretes; wag present during this inberro-
gation. The detairies : corriplained of discam-

forttohmhackandhﬁtocksfertwoﬁm

An Arﬁde 15-6 investigution was conduck-
ed, and both 'SPCs received non-judicial
;nuushment and were relieved of interroga-
tion duhes. The specific punishyient award-
ed was not included in the reports we
reviewed,

(U) On October 7, 2003, three military intel-

B
!
|
i
1 i
!
. UNGLASS[FI_Eﬁ

Kgence: personnel assigned to the 519th
Military Tutelligence Battalion (one ser

geant and two specialists, one of whom was

an interrogator) sexunlly assaulted a famale
defaines ina cell at Abu Ghraib, The SGT
gnd SPCs moved the detainee from her el
to & more isolated cell where one soldier
acted as' lookout, another held her arms,
and the third kissed her: The detainee was
then taken to another section of the prison
and shown & naked male detainee. . She
was told that if she did not cooperate, she
would look the same way, The detsines

waas then taken back tothe ebandoned cell.

whereuoldmrremovedherblom Whea
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she started to cry, the soldiers gave her
blouse back and told her that they would
be back each night. Durinig the investiga-
tion, she claimed that she smelled alcohol
on the breath of one intexrogator On
January 3, 2004, COL Thomes M. Pappas,
Commander, 205th Military Intelligence
Brigade, awarded non-judicial punishment
to the three soldiers for failing to get
authorization to interrogate the female
detainee. The SGT was reduced in rank
and: vedquired to forfeit $500 pay; ons SPC
was reduced in rank and requived to for-
feit 8500 pay; and the other SPC received

2 puspended reduction in rank snd was:
reguired to forfeit $750.00 pay. Both afh
the SPCi hed previcusly sarved in -

presumsbly used as & means to wear down
detainees during interragations. A General
Officer Memorendum of Reprimand ‘was
'ismedtoﬂ&eWmmtOﬁimmdm@eof’
tbefacilityforia&ngtopmvide adequats

.

xupmmmmmmm

4 {tDInJmuaxyﬂOMataho!dmgfadktxan

mmrogxturasmgnedtoaSOFunittddm
datainmﬂmi:i:hnywuﬂdhestmﬁwd,ﬂm
powred the emﬁants of a Chemlight onto
oneofﬂ:md@ameeagamtﬂs. (The inves.

. hanﬁcndﬂnotmvealwhnthm'thn detaines
) 'wasclothedatthe time of this incident.} A
‘ umt "investigation also revesled that

e gnothier saldier, & gunid, strick a detainee,

Alghanistan, and assault, dereliction of E

. duty and maltreatment; dm-;eshme been
recommended ageinst both by the: Amy
CID investigations into the* Dscember
2002 PUC deachn -at™ the Bagram
Coliesction Pomt ..

-
‘ <

L 4)) Onllaeemberlﬂ Eﬂos,adetameesuf~
fered_g frachxred Tower jaw at the 2d
Bngnde Holdmz Facility Investigators
bilieved:that this injury resulted from
.abuxe. An AR 15-6 investigation and med-
jeal exemination could not determine if the

frachive octuirred e result of a blowto the.

the: floor following extensive calisthenics,

»

¥ The interrogator was orully reprimanded

and reassigned, ‘and the guard received
non-juditial punishment.

.'(U}OnApnll 2004, seversl interrogators

angigned to a SOF unit slapped s detaines
-duringanmtunugaﬁom The sumvnary of
the unit investigation into this misconduct

did not identify the. location 'of this abuse,

and the detainee was evidently not smmu—
Letter of Admonishment.

;. (U) On April 19, 2004, Task Force £22

Airhorne apprehended a deétainee who' was
an improvised explosive device (IED), A

297
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contract interpreter employed by Titan
Cotporation reportedly bacame enraged
during'the questioning of the detainee and
forced the detainee into a Stress position
{making the detaines lis on his stomach
with arms end leps extended off the
grounid). An officer snd anothier soldier told
the interpreter 1o cease interrogeting the
detaines and simply translate. The inter-
preter disregarded them and continved his
:ntmnguhon in Arabic without transiatmg
the questions or dnswers: During the inter-
rogation, which lasted several howrs, the
interpreter hit the detainee on the back of

the head with an open band when the - -

detainee did not answer questions, ‘The sdl-
diers told the interpreter that bis conthuct
wasiﬂegal,andhemspmdedﬂmthmwn—
duct would have been worse had tHe scldiars
nol; been present during the intarrogation.

The officer was Issusd &Genéral Officer
Memorandim of Repritand for failing to
mntxolthesxtuahun andt!zeavﬂwnmtmw
preter was, ﬁtecf

(U) Cases Nok invoxm 'l‘rmned Interropators

(U) I deﬁmng interrogation-related
abuse cases, we considered any case where
theabusearoseﬁ‘nmanytypeofqumhonmg
of a detsinee, The cases described elow
involve the questioning of detainees by per-
sonnel other than trained interrogators.

7, (U) On June 21, 2003, & Quick Reaction

298
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Force assigned to the 4th Battalion, lst
Field Artillery, 1st Armor Division respond-
ed to reports of sniper fire from the Trag
Mugeum of Military History in Baghdad.
Anh&qxdvihanmtakmmtomstodyaxa
suspect, and séveral. wwpomwm confie-
eated, Apﬁvat&ﬁmtdauappmachedtha
detaines, aaked.%ubemahwhngatus?‘
and then struck the detairice in the face,

.mahnghasnmbleed. The PFC also placed

an moperabla pmtol from the museumn

. against the detainee’s head and ssid "bang"
' -.:.‘Later, n Btafl sergeant allegedly pointed his
"« M:16 at the detainee's head and then
" chaiged it This oecurred whilethe detainee

. was sitting cross-legged on the ground with

his hands ixiterluced behind highesd, Soms
witnesses. stated that the SSG coaxed the
detaines to pick up the inoperable pistol,

’ EInm‘.lmdmz*l:mmaex’afu.sad1;0!:almt.heguu It

wes later determined that the detaities, who
was subsequently released, had been hired.
by the US: Army to guard the wiastum.
The PFC admitted to hitting the detdines
and received nenjudicial punishment
(reduckion iri rank to'E-1). The 3S5G denied
any involvement, aiid wes acquitted at &
summary court-martial for sssault and
dereliction of duty:

(U) On Jime 80, 2003, in the vicinity of Abu

Ghiraib, & US. military convoy of the 1at
Battalion, 9th Field Acrtillery Regiment
cams under attack by  rocket-propelled

-SEQRE'HNGFGRN"*&”-
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grensdes (RPG) that destroyed ohe of the
convay vehicles. When the convoy stopped,
two Iragis were discavered in 2 nearby field;
'While being questioned, six to eight saldiers
{including one S8G who was not » traixed
interrogator) allegedly kicked and prached
eoldier placed the barrel of a rifle in his
mouth and pointed it af his chest. When the
detainecs were delivered to a local brigads
bolding Ficility, they had multiple: non-life
threatening mjuries. A medic was sum-

moned to treat the injuries. The resilting:
AR 15-6 investigation did not identify-all of -

the assailants and recommented ﬁxrther
investigation to dstermine their identities,
We were unable to find results of the subse-
mxmtmmhgaﬁm,andanyadmhns&ahve
ar«hamphnaryadinnstakenmunmm

. () On August 2, EOGSLattthaza Police
Station, tvmlmquerebmughtmtuhe.
queshoneda’nmtBPGatta&s.Whﬂemtar
rogating ane of the” ‘detainees, & SSG
'assigned to" tha 4th Infantry Division
‘plmcbadoneoftﬁedetawmwalhmeu
mthe squachmdhead.an&amgmnt
;wmtaiwhtthedatainee. The detaines
was cut over his right eys; requiring stitch-
es, end had & broken vioge. This incident
occurred the same day that the sergeants’
unit Jost a soldier in an RPG attack, On

SECRETINOFORN = o

October 9, 2003, the SSG was charged with.
four violations of UCMJ Article 128
{assault). ‘The SSG submitted a request for
anadnumsh‘ativedxachurgainhmofmuﬂ»
inartial, which was nppmved. He .also
received. non-judicial zmniihment (exact
.punishmentunknuwxﬁforhmmmm

m(mOnAugustzo 2003 2t Forward

Operating Base -Gurmer in Tejl, Irag, &
d&aﬁwemqmtwnodmnmmg!ﬂspm
hdpahonmap!otwammntau&m

«# jog'members. During tha giestioning, five
= ualdxemfrmtheﬂndBattahon,mthField

AmﬂmyReg:mant.andamﬂmintw
proter punched and kicked the detairice.

" The interpreter told the detaines, "B you

imately 30 minutes of quéstioning, an offi-
cér - LTC Alleri B. Weist - entered the yoom,

* chambéred & round in his pistol, and placed

the weapion on kis 1ap with the barrel point-
irig of the detainee. Shirtly thereafter, the
detainee's shirt was prilled over his head and
he was punched many times in the chest.
With his vision obstructed, the detaines was
unable-to-determine how many Soldiers hit

‘him, but later stated that LTC West never

struck him. After still refusing to: provide

information, LTC West prilled him by the

neck to & weapons clearing barrel, px_;shed
his head inside the bharre!, pisced his
weapon approximately one foot away from

299:
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the detrinee's head, and fived one round,
causing ‘the detaines to react ‘hysterically
LTC West was awarded nonjudicial punish-
ment (forfeiture of' $2,500.00 for two
moniths) énd was relieved of command,
Bach of tha five: soldiers was awarded non-
judicial pimishinent {reductions in rank und
forfeitures of pay) for their misconduct;

11, (1) On August 31, 2003, a specialist-from
the 18t Battalion, 36th Infantry Regiment
tiotiing in a building near Baghdad. ‘The

SPC.whowasanmt'elhgeuwanalyst(m_
an interrogutor), was secking the name uf |
an individual conducting greniade attwks
In separate interrogations, theSPﬂhanded

onedataineeabuﬂetmdtoldhimﬁwtthe-

rmmdwuul&kﬂlhnmfhe&:ﬂnottaﬂ:.md
placed the bullet in the detiines’s mouth

and then removed it.. Within hearing dis-
tance of the detameebntuut of hiix field of
vigion, the SPC smmlnted charging zn
erpty weapon m Jead the detainee to
believe. thie- weapon ‘was loaded. During
these intem:gatxmn, the detainees. were
handmtﬁdand posed no threat. At the
hmeofﬂ:ldinudent, the 8PC had been in
Irad for 3% months and had received train-
ing on proper treatment of detainees. He
received non-judicial punishment {sxact
punishment wrikmown) for this abuise.

COPY NUMBER ONE

13. (U) On Bepternber 1, 2003, three detainees
were seized near 8 mosque in Baghdad,
backs, and they were taken to & nesrby
Ammunition Collection Poirit (ACF} operat-

- ed by the 2nd Baffalion, 6th Infantry
Regiment., Theymatchedﬂmdem-:phonof
individuals. who were sten ealier in the

'wmmtyofthéACPpu'xmaterﬁthweapom
Thsdetameeswmbmghttoa&rgmnt.
First C‘lm who questioned each one sepe-

) ratelxashnglftheywereaiQas&aur'

" Fedayeen. ‘The SFC asked one detaines if he

_was there to bomb the bass or shoot scl
diers, and slapped a detainee during ques-
tioning for not telling the truth. As
od in kicking; tripping, and shoving the
detainees, One detaines was also dragged
and thrown into a HESCO barrier (a col-
lapeible wire mésh ¢ontainer approximately
46 in height with a heavy plastic liner).
The detainees claimed they were security
"guinrds for the local mosque and wer'e even-
tually released to a derie from the mosque;
The SFC was convicted at 2 summary couré-
maxtial; one staff sergeant was convicted at
a specis] court-thertiel; and the remnining
courts-martial, The punishments were not:

13. (U) On Octabér 1, 2003, near the perimster
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of the Baghdad International Airport
(BIAP), soldiers assigried to A Battery, st
Battalion, 4th Air Defense Artilleiy appre-
hended nine detainees suspected of tres.
pasaing through 4 hole in BIAP's southern
wall and stesling metal pipe: A captain
interrogated the zip-tied detainees at gun-

point end fired his pistol approximately aix

times to deflate the tires of the tractor
the detainees had been riding when
caught. The captain was trained in rules

of engagement and the proper treatment:

of detainees, and at the time of this ind-
dént had been in theater for six months.

He received non-judicial punishment .
(exmct punishment unkdown) and

relieved of his duties.

14. (1) On October 14, zooa,ata_,."’“

huldmgfenlﬂymAlAdmniya,adetamee
was quegtioned: about his Knowledge of
plamtnaﬁbackat{&mm The detainee,
“hohndservedaxaninfmant,wasma
mnvoywhmiﬁwuattacﬁedbysnlm) but

ing. The second SGT was accused of physi-
cally assatiting the detain ee by grabbing
him by his shiit. B’onnvmxg m AR 15-8

" jnvestigation, the first SGT received non-
Mdﬂpmmhmxt(mducﬁmxumkmd _

forfeiture of $945 pay for two mgmths), end

en sssault chargé ag‘&inst the' second SGT
was dismissed nf'ﬁw non~jud:ml punish-
mentheanng.

15 (lDGnBeeemberaLMNwKa]su,a

patral “from 'the 300th Military Police

Oompmapprehendedfourmaleﬂraqmm

'“‘afarmhousewhilesearchmgfmamm

wasmﬂnjumd. Intelligencs vevealed that
ﬂmdetame‘mighthaveknowuaboutthe'

plarmednﬁackindpowhlynteeredthem—

vnymtotheaﬁ:eck. After the attuck, two.

SGTsﬁumfha 82d Military Police Compéiny
{who hnd been in the convoy) took the
detaines to the Al Ademiya police station.
The first SGT held a pistol to the detainee’s
head and threatened him during question-

_While gusrding the detainees in 8 nearby
) ﬁald,aPFCrepeatadlyaaked'weapm?'m

Arabic, and jabbed one detaines in the head
with. his. riflé every time the detainee
answered "no” After at least 10 jaba, the
PFC butt-stroked the detsihes in the groin.

He also butt-stroked ancther detainee

betweeuhmshoﬂderbladmandmhmfm

Finaliy; the PFC threatenied a détainee by

placing his rifle into the detainee's mouth

and p\ﬂlzng" the trigger without a round

chainbered, andﬂxanﬂnngamndmhthe

ground next to the ‘detainee. As of

September 80, 2004, disciplinary action iy
still pending in this case.

18. (U) On February &, 2004, a SPC (a. counter-
mwligmceusm:t,bntnotatminedmtm -

rogator) assigned to $10th Military Polics
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Battalion questioned three detamaes at
Camp Bneca who weéré suspected of aftack-
ing a convoy: During ane interrogation, the
detainee eluded questions and the Speuahst
bent down to speak to him, ‘The flexi-cuffed
detainee aitemptod to strike the SPC, who
reacted by striking the detainee in the left
eye with a cdosed fist. There were no US.
witniesses; however, an interpreter was
ed an officer to coniduct an AR 15-6 investi-
gation; ultimately, the SPC recetved
non-judicial punishment (a letter of repri-

mand, reduction in rate, and forfeiture of.

$7000()payformemont&0 mdmam-'
pended from all contact with detainees.’

{U) Intern ”ﬁm solated A} - Ob Hl.m

" {U) Thereis no discarnable pattern in these
interrogation-related abuse investigations:
However, by farthemoatmihénmeﬂwdofabme
wnspunchingand hd:ing, w}uchissunploa.swalt
and clearly unrdataib any mteuogahon policy:
Only two of thm:nddenh reflect the possible use
of emmter-msistanﬁe technxmes the eontract’
mterpteterwhoplaoed a detaineein a streas posi-
tion: nndshppedthebnck of his hesd each time he
refused to-anawer a quéstion, and the possible uge
of physical training (calisthenics) resulting in s
-demmeebrmkmg h:s,]:m Inﬂ:esecases wWev
than wamumf@ypcucymmer dmecﬁon In

302

COPY NUMBER ONE

the first incident, there is glso no evidence sug-

(U) Abuses Described in Otherlnvastwahms

(UJIII'GJones, MGMandﬂG Taguba
investigated the detainse sbusss st Abu, Gharib
Prison. MG Tagube's investigation primarily
examined the conduct of the 800th Military Police
Brigade, while'MG Fay's inquiry focused on the
205th Military. Intelligence. Brigade, and LIG
Jmm examined organizations and senior military

- leaders: ibove those two brigades. In his report,

MG ‘Taguba did not detail each incident of abuse,

" ‘but surmmarized various forms of abusive behavior,

MG Fay, on the other hand, identified 44 specific
incidents of abuse. In comparing the two reports,
MG Fay noted that "The incidenta identified in this
investigation include some of thé same abuges
identified in the MG Taguba investigation; howey-
er; this investigation adds sevéral previcusly unre-
ported events. A divect comparison caninot be
made of the abuses cited in the MG Tagubsa report
and this one."

(U) Our spproach to examining detaines
abuses waa different from both previous investipn.
tions, ‘'We did not investigate specific allegations of
mmduct, rather, we reviewed detainee abuse
inveatigations conducted by CID, NCIS; and indi-
vidual military units. Due to our coficern régard-
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COPY?

ing the reliability of information in ongoing inves- (U) Conclusions: Interrogation
tigations, we limitad cur review primarily to dosed Tecl:mqneu and Abuse

investigations. In making that determination, we
reeogmzedthatmanyot‘thsongmngmveahgatians

ﬂnlnmmm&iwﬁnﬂmsswm&ns

would probably be closed as ungsubstentiated (cur- interrogation techniques unployed.mdi!m
rent substaniiation rate for Irag abuse investign. hm.mmmmmmfonmm

tions is approximately 40%) snd acknowledged
that additional information could be uncovered
‘that would change the cherneter of tpen investiga-
tionsd, By focining on. closed investigations, we.
sought to remove uncertainty and increase the reli-

(U Of the 44 incidents identified in MG

Fay's report, %mudentsmoomedbyswencm -

investigations Fm:rofthnae(ﬂDinmhgatwns

are closad and two substantiate abuse (the sexual -

assault of & female detaine¢ st Abu: Ghraib,
deseribed abcve,andacammwlvingtheuse of
military working dogs to humiliate decamees}.

: oﬂ:erGIDinveshgshmsoftheAthhmibahm

remain, opmaaofSeptmnberSﬁ 2004.

(U)Finﬁgmafﬂ:emddantamMGMs
reportmnotaddrmedhycmmvmﬁmﬁm
These incidents, many of which ivolve detainee.
mdity, ;aoiatmn ‘and” humiliation, hsve been
deemed nutml‘e the purview of CID's investigutive
covered it MG; Fiy's report for administrative ard

. (tDDmeminaﬁmofayprwedmtermga

anmwmmﬂm“oﬁmmﬁhng
inmtermgaﬁm’hnkofmmmofwhich
ted:mqumwueummﬂyammmzed. This
waslargelydueto:eiianeomSIPRNETas

. & (U} Complisncs with approved iterroga-
", Hon policies was often incomplete, even’
* when units were i possession of the Iatest

ed interrogators had to orally convey fine-
Iy nuanced policies to junior enlisted and
contract interrogators without the benefit
of: f:mfhand knowledee of the legé! co‘nmd
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' adﬁitional Tl 1 o i '-'-I-eé'aﬂ'm-‘i “ .

: mmedalme;maddrhm, :tmunlikelythatthey

.. ﬁnmmwwmmdmufemﬁdtw
sure for-irtelligence other than that Iegxtir '
mately conveyed fromn CJTE7 (ind
subsequently MNF-D) hesdquarters to inter-
rogators vig. the chain of command: -

M Ihtexrrogatiumelated aﬁuse, and the
non-interrogation nhuaea at Abu Ghraib,
appeat unrelated to any appmved interro-
gation policies. Inpmtm:lar,thapmmulga
honoftheSaptemherandOdoberZﬂO&
GI’!'E?mfen'ogahm polities did not appear
toplayanxwlaintheabumatAhu Ghraib
o_;'nny_nt__'ghe closed; substantiated abuse
adliered to, some of the abuses inight have

304

8 could have prevented the”interrogation-related
= nbuaesthatdldnmf;whxchwmakeady prokibit-
B o by other-existing polities, law; snid docirine.
"~ Howavéi; had thay béen pursiied, US, forces might

have been better prepared for detention and inter-
mgnhonoparaﬁmmlmq

. (U) There was no ovidence thet specific
detenhonmdmtwmgahonlmmiemned.
from previous conflicts in the Balkans,
Afghanistan, and elsewhere were incorpo-
rated In planning for Operation TRAQI
FREEDOM.

*» (U) There weve no standard procedures for
identifying or reporting detaineés abisie or
.for determining whether sbuse allegations
were legitimate.. U.S. service members, DoD
civilians, and contractors uniformly report.
ed that they hiad an obligation to report any
abuse that they observed; howevey, their
descriptions of what constituted sbuse
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{which vanged from *beating” to “verbal
abuse”), to whom they would report abuse
{ranging from their immediate superior in
and who would determine whether abuse
enlisted or warrent officer; and sometimes
the inteirogator him or herself) werehighly
varied.

(U) Finally, we offer some observations on
B detention and interrogetion issues concerning
conlition and Traqi National Guard forces.

L “(U) Coslition Forces

R () Though coalition forces in Iraq fall
RN cr the comunand of MNFEL (and previously
3Gr§'l§'7},wedldmtmtanymn-u8mndeten-
SR ‘ﬁnnfaﬁlrﬁeaoreonductwmbeﬂimwzthm
BN 1)S. personnel. The British and Australian
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personnel attached fo the Irag Survey Group ave m)‘lhelmqiNgtionalGuard
presumahlyrequhedtoabtdabylSGpolwms how- —

ever, it is not clear whether the CJTR7 interroga.
tion policy memoranda were distributed to [
coalition units; or indeed whether US, policy
e:qﬂ:aﬂqum coelition units to ‘adhers to
interrogation policies premulgated by 2 command-
er’ without multinational coordination. In addi.
tiom, tha aforementioned relinnce on SIPRNET to
disseminate interrogation guidance undoubtedly
hindered dissemination to coalition units, which do
ziot havé access to the US.-only secure network.
Thess dre aress that should be explored and claxi-
fied duxing DeD's ongoing revision of departinent. =
wids: interrogation palicies. .

pgx-
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The Role of Contractors in Department of Defense
Interrogation Operations (U)

(U) GENERAL ALLEGATIONS: ...On June 18, 3005, and June 20, 2003, [Central
Intelligence Agency contractor] Deferdant David A. Possaro interrogated Abdul Weli
aboiit the rocket atfacks, During these interrogations, Defendant David A. Possaro
beat Abdul Wki, using his hands and feet, and o large flashlight: Abdul Wals died

in  cell on Asaddabod Buse [Afghanistin] on June 21,2008, ©

-

- from United States of America v David A. Passaro, ﬁlefiJunel?m

{11 Allegations of eontractorﬁpetpetratei
detainee abuse in Afghanistar and Iraq (n. pars

ficulay, at Abu Ghraib) have cast a spothght on v

the U.S. Government's use of contract personnel
to conduct intelligence. mterrogatinns. Thcmgh it
concerns 4 CIA contractor, the e:amph cited
above ilfustrates two key pomts thaf. arealso true
for Dol) contract mtmogators
1 () Ammpmhmmohoayoffedemlhw
permits the pmmtmn of US. netionals -
whether contrwto: governiment civilian, or
nnhtax;g whomfoundresponm’bls for the.
mlmmane treatment of detainees, or who
otharmae violate US. and international
law;

2. (U) Contractors supporting the US.
Gavernment in the Global War on. Terror
are often found in aress exposed to hostile

UNCLASSIFIED ¢ conirsciors

" -

) nctxon, wheré they may be contractually

§ 'asmgnedtotskeonﬁmctmnsaistmﬂ

honallymﬂ:tarynatmmnhaamtemgx

-, tion of detainees. (This does not relieve

' military commanders of their duty to

ensure humang treatment of delainces,

however; no moatter which functmns are
performedbyoontradms)

'The second point highhghts the importance of
DD policies regarding contractors that perform
operational, rather than purely logistical fune-
tions: The following paragraphs provide en
overview of thie 1aws and policies pertinent to the
employment and accountability of DoD. contract
interrogators and agsocinted support personnel
(e.g., linguists and enalysts).

(1) The Department. of Defense ‘employs
contract services under two circumstances. First,
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UNCLASSIFIED COPY NUMBER ONE

Determining Whether Activities are "Inherently Governanental® (U)

(U) T order to ensure that the US. Govarnment acquires nseded goods and sexvices in
the most econvemical and efficient manner; Executive Order 12615 (November 18, 1987),
owbrmmceobemmmmIAcavm specifies that "commercisl activities® - Le,, rectirring
services that conld be performed by the private sector - a}mﬂbemdedbypnvmmdm-
try, except where statite or national security requires government performance, In.
implementing this Executive Order, Office of Management und Budget: Circular Number
A?qummﬁmtaﬂfederalagenuendmhfyaﬂmmespmfﬂmedbythwmmei
ea either commercial or inkerently governmental, In. general, inherently governmental
activities are those that aresolnhmatelyreiamdtothepublicmterestastommdmpw
formanee by government persosnel® -e.g,posxhommqnmnganmdmdualwmakapoﬁ-
¢y deciaions, or the commund of military forces - whereas commencial activities "may be
provided by contract support.., wherethsmhador&oesnothavaﬂwmﬂ:hmtytodwde
ontheccurseofachun,butmtankedtadevelapophmormplementawmufad:m

with agency oversight.”

wﬁenﬁherewaﬁmhhﬁwdpdvaiemcapa-
bility to perform certain functions, ifmayhemore
mteﬂ‘echvefor!)oi)to“hm‘thosefuncﬁons
rather than perform them with gwmmantsssets.
Second {and more d:recthrm!atad to contract inter-
rogation), doctrine statauthutmtmm: support can
"augment. emhng mpabxhtm, provide expanded
wureesofmpphea and sarvices, andbrﬁgegapsm
the depicyedfurcestmchue (Joint Publication 4-0,
Dottrine for Logwtzc Support:of Joint Operations).

In no circumstarice, howevei, may DoD contract

eervices that are “inherently governmental in
nature (see figure thove).

() The fact thut military intelligence

and control.”
ligh-level review, particularly in Jight of =

interrogation services have been acquired via con-:

tesict imiplies that DoD dos riot consider interrogs-

tion to be an inherently governmental function.
We did not consider the question of whether infer-
rogation should or should not be so categorized:
the Federal Acquisition Regulstion - describad
below - spec;ﬁeuthntthedlmctmnandconholof
intelligence and counter-intelligence operations is
#n inherently goverrimental fariction; however, tur
discusgion proceeds from the assumption that
interrogation does not constitute such “direction
{This issue may warrant further

December 26, 2600 memorandum by the Assistant

Secretary of the Army for Manpower arid Reserve

UNCLASSIFIED » contrctors _
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Affaird that found tactical and strategic intelli-
gente functions to be ineligible for private per-
formancs on the grounds of inherently
gwmentalnatumandmktonahnnalamnty
respectively.  The memo does provide for excep-
tions whmareqmmdﬁ:teﬂxguwec&pabﬂ&ym not
regident in the Department of the Army, and fur-
ther specifies - as noted during Acting Army
Secretary Brownlee's and LTG Mikolzshek's July
23, 2004 testimany before the Senate Armed
' Service Committee - that the memo does not apply
to Army forces under the operaiional control of
ather Dol) components, indluding combatant com-

COPY NUMBRR B

(1) Acquisition of contract interrogation
services is therefore guided by Dal) policies gov-
a‘ningeommexdalaﬁm(mﬁggmhe]owl In
any event, the Atmylnapeetor Ge:neml Report,
among others, mnkentclearthutmtractmter—
rogators supporting Operaham EN’DURNGZ
FREEDOMdeRAQlFBEEDOMam'bﬁ&gmgw
gapsmfmmshuctm mtwalmgrmtha-
mportanmofHUMT h:add:tiontoumply
pm&ngmemhﬁwmsbemnmmlfaﬂnm

_ {'U) The nat:lraofthe military fitelligence
forcs structure has the potential to exacerbate cer.

manders [esiphesis sdded).) tain management challenges inherent to the use of
DoD PohciesRegar&inngtract Services (U)

UNCLASSIFIED o contractors

{0) Sources: Dal). Directive 4100 15 (Mazrch 10, 1989}, Commercial Acamtws
Program; and DoD Inntmcﬁm 30203? {as amended January 28, 1996), Continuation. of
Essential Dol C’antmcan- Semm Dumxg Crizes,

. {U)Relymthamosteﬂ‘echvemxxofthemdmce,mstmdotbsrfazwncm

sidered; n:cluchng active, ragerve, civilian, host-nation and contract resources in
ordm-toﬁ:!ﬁnamsne&paawhmean&wmﬁmemimm

e ({B&cbammmyandquahtyt}wwghmmpeﬁﬁm
'—""'-«' (EDReﬁamgwemmmta}ﬁmchmmhme.

* (1) Rely on the commercia) sector to provide esmmiercial products and services,
except when [otherwiss] vequired for national defense.
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contract services. Specifically, contract inter-
rogators, like military intetrogatars, fill positions
that are characterized as “combat support;”
rather than the logistically-oriented "combat

service support® positions traditisnally occupied.

by contractors {set figure below). This opera-
tional - versus logistical - use of contract services,
which may find contract and active-duty military
interrogators working sidé-by-side; is complicat-
ed by the fact that DoD's control of contract
interrogators is exercised through the terms of
their contracts, vather than through a military
chain of command, Though the terms of & coni-
trict could specify a similar degree of direct mili- .
tary control over a contractar, this control would,
be specific to that. contract, rather than umver-
sal, Further, this type of contrgctual clause s not
mandsted by any Dob regulation.

Smm.dnny

310

‘ Combat Suppm't va. Comibat Service Support (U)

W Smms; Jomt Publicatian 1-02, DoD Dictioniary of Military tind Associated
. Tm ‘Department of the Army Pemphlet 10-1, Organization of the Umted

(U) anhatsuppartmtha provision of fire support and other operational assistante
tnmmhatamumﬁtamchminfanﬁyandarmon Military intelligence
interrogation is a combat support function. Combat service support, on the
other haisd, provides for the sustainment of operating forces, and includes sup-
ply; traniaportation, medical, legal, and other related services.

COPY NUMBER ONE

Comtand and Control of Contract
Interrogators (U)

(U) As noted ebove, contract interrogators
wm‘kmde—byndsmththmrmihtarycmm&emurts,
who. mtmtobeythelxwﬁxlm'dm aftlwirsupawm.
inthechah:ofeommand. ‘I‘heeantract.ora, by con-
trast, are bound by the terina and conditions of the
contract between their parent companies and the
U.S.Gommmt,whxch:anmtbemodiﬁedacapt
by an oﬁiuaﬂ;r demgnatedDoD contracting officer.
Acmtractmaybawnttentooﬁ'ermihtarympmu
visors. mgmﬁmt direct authority over contractors’
admnsin a combat support role; however, there is:
noguarmteethatthmwtﬂbethemaeforemy
sueheontmnt.

(U) Title 41 of the  US. Code, “Public

UNCLASSIFIED + convacrors
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Contracts,” requires the Secretary of Defense to
"establish clear lines of authority, sccountability,
and responsbility for procurement decisiormek-
ing" within DoD, The Federal Acquisition
Regulation. (jointly admiiistered by DoD, the
General Services Administretion and NASA), in
turn, specifies thet only desigrated contracting
officers may entér into tontracts - or modify them

mentofmtem)gahonmceamaywmaynntbe
readily accessible to the military intelligence lead-
erghip in the feld; it is tmportant that the terms
and conditions of such. contrsicts are sufficiently
specific to ensure coritractor compliance with mili-
tary commanders’ expectations, yet sufficiently

Aexible to permit the inherently dynamic employ- -

ment of contractors i operational, camhatmppm
roles. For example; a contract could: apwf,vthat
contract uﬁurognhmmustfoﬂmmmmh
mquesm g‘enaxal,butshoeumplywmx,myaddx
tional interrogation gmda.nne provm!ed by the
military intelligancs cummander.“

ﬂDEvmmthawaEmﬁﬁencunmct,how
ever, the relatfo"nslﬁgbetwm a contract nter-

dumm:h une. Iftherais BRIy thmgreemmt mgarding
quality of work 6r interpretation of the contracts
terms, the dispute must be medisted by the con-
tracting officar (oi° his or har offcially designated
on-gite répresentative) mid the senior contractor
employge present, in order to ensure that federa)

UNGCLASSIFIED » conirsctors

COPY- pehubek e

sentative Army policy reégarding command and
control of comtractors in the field). This does not;
however, prevent military commanders from ful-
ﬁﬂingthwobhgahnntapmteetdetameesinthw
custody from abuse or mistrédtment. . Such behav:
mrbyacontmctor:aaclearviolaﬁoaofhwthatm_
notpwtectedbymmm If a contracior
physically Medoramnmﬂyhmmdﬂcnpu-
sonndl, oontrad.wlprocedwwouldee:tmnlymt
beatedaaammpednnenttodmplmmgorremw
mgthewntractnn " The. actions involved here exe
ng leas sarmus, and. commanders should immedi-
ata}y ‘remove any contractor involved in such
Hiens cocrdinate with the contracting offcer

(1) Under the Goneva Convertions, con-
tractors accompsnying an armed force in the field

are entitled to prisoner of war privileges if cap-.

tured, so long as they have received authorization

thiat mithiorization in response to contractors’ vio-
lation of orders and instructions, particularly when
thoge violations jeopardize mission stcomplish-
ment orforcepmtecﬁnn, and mqv&irecttbemn -

replaoe the offending inamdual (sée, for mqple,.
AR 715.9), However, the fact remains that com:
menders' freedom of action in directing the
actions of contract interrogetors - shiort of whole-
sale removel - is Bmited by the terms and scope
of the contxéict, atid by the administrative nature
of the Government-contrictor relationship.

3u
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conditions of the contract,

control Anmy perscnnel.

) Finslly, it is worth mtemtmg that the.

Federal Acquisition Regulation. spedﬁcally desig-
nates ‘leadership of ‘military pmonnel" and
“direction and control of inte]hgencs “and count-
er-intelligence operations™ asinhmﬂy govern-
mental functions,. Thersfore, contract
interrogators cannof ba mxgned in Bupexrvisory
positions over DoD miht;&ry or ¢ivilian personnel.
Together with the restmhons an. contractor con-
trclanddmmphnadwmhedabwe,thispoint

iTlustrates t!mt contractors may parallel, but not

bepaxtoﬂthenﬁhtaxychmnofmmandthatthey
Bupport,

Interrogation-Related Training
Requirements (U)

312

Excerpts from Army Regulation 7159, Contractors
Acocompanying the Foroe ()

. GDGmnmandmdmn&dofmmma!mppoﬁserﬂeapmnmiwﬂlhﬁ,
defined by the terms and conditions of the contract. Themgnimtmnh‘achiag
oﬁmmmdmutedmmhmﬂmﬂmmmmm
and mamtmndayh—dayhamacﬁmﬁes Jand} commumitats the Arnyy’s
requirements and pricritize the contractor’s actmhea w:thm the tarms and

* (U) The commercial firm(s} pmvxdingthsbatﬂaﬁeld auppm‘tsemmmﬂpuv
fmmthenemysupsrﬁmrymdmanagement functions of their employees.
th'actoremploymmmtmxderthedirwtsumonofmﬂ:tarypmd
in the chain of command.. [md]willnotomnmand,supemse. edminister or

COPY NUMBER ONE

—

(U} There is no Dol} policy mandating
specific training requirements for contract inter-
rogators, linguists, or analysts. Rathsr, itisup to

-ccntracbngofﬁeers to rpemtjr ivi writing the fungs
tions to be performed by the contractors, includ-
irig any necessary qualifications. (Note, however,

that a contract may specify that contract person-
nel must be individually approved by thie govern.
ment.) A representstive Army policy is

() "The statement of work to be per-
formed is established in the government contract
with an employer. The...contrector is responsible
farhhingquanﬁedpmonndhsahsfymemmﬁ-
fied contract/task ssgignment.® (From Depurtment -

UN.CLA‘SS{HEQ * Contraclorns
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of the Army Pamphlet 716-16, Contractor
Depluymient Guide.) For exsriple, a typieal contract
might reguire that the contracting company pro-
vide jnterrogators with  Ariy Military
Occupational Speciaity 97E (Interrogator} or
equivalent US, Government training scquired
during previous military or government service.

(Uy In sddition, the Army has created
Individual Deployment Sites (IDS) and
Continental US Replacement Centers (CRC) to
provide basic, theater-specific knowledge to con-
tract employees. Pre-deployment training at
these fucilities is given only if specified by the

governing eontmc&, and covers topics ranging -

from local customs axd courtesies to the Genm

Conventions, Alternatively, the wntmch_ng o

pany ‘may provide equivalent training to, its
employees if g0 specified in the contract. Nune of
{his training is mandatory; t.hongh}mny dod;rme
indicates that it *should" bé pmvxded (Army

e

Pamphlet 716-16), o Sy

Lol Aot o Gineactor

() As dmmaed piavimnlg military com-
manders, do nnt Have nonjudicial disciplinkry
authurit.y over wntrad. personne] short of removal
of the oﬁbndmg individual {effected via the con.
tracting offiver), However; fodera) Iaw does provide
for the prosecution of coiitract personniel who have
committed crimes while attached to forces in the
field. Seversl bodies of law spply, depending on the

UNCLASSIFIED » contraciors
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armmsfanm of the conflict and the status of the

L ﬂthmeofmngxeaﬁonﬂlydedaredwa:;
aﬂpmomuervingmthoramnpanymgm
madfamemtheﬁeldmaﬂﬁectwthe
UmfmmCodeoﬂﬁhmyJustm{Um
At other times, the. UCMJ may apply in
wmem(&g.mtm:tpmmlwhom-
retived service"members drawing pay are:
mzh;etbtoﬁwﬂUCMJntuﬂnmes)

2. ﬂnhaﬂotherm,indmdnahmplnyal

" By or accompanying the armed forces out-

‘-' side the U8, are subject to US. jurisdiction

] 'undermenfthmlegalrewmmwﬁedby
IIS.Code

a (U0 War Crimes (18 USC §2441)
Whether ingide or outside the United
States, US. nationals who commit
*srave bredches” of the Geneva
Conventions or acts protifbited by cer:
tain articles of the Hague Convention
may be prosecuted for war crimes.
gations under these comventions.)

b. (U Special Maritime and Territorial
Jurisdiction (18 US.C. §7: Any US
national who commits a federal
offenge while on the premises of US.
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UNCLASSIFIED

military facilities (among other

places) in foreign states maybe pross-
cuted. (Foreigh nationsls committing
crimes against US. nationels within
overseas U.8. military facilities may
glso be progecuted.) This is the
statute under which CTA coptractor

David Passaro is being proseeuited, as

the alleged assault took place at a US.

e. (U) Military Extratervitorial Jurisdiction
(18 US.C. §3261-3267): Anyome (incliad.

ing & foreign national) who commits a. ..

fedaa!oﬂ'amethatwnuldbepun&shable

byim;maonmmtfarovwmayaar:f:t‘- tion

hadmmdwdﬁmthespemlm
thean&ten-itmaljtmsdammdtha
US. - g, assault - whilepwmhngoon-
tmtmeeatous.medfmany-
whers outm&e the U.S. may Ye

(U)Asﬂmrmnnmary ofpertinantjunsdm—
tion dmnnntmtas. Do contract personriel ave
: acmuntahleforanymmmalactsfhntmxghtb&'
committed during interrogetion  sessions.
However, tho sumnary suggests two. "loopholes™
which, whilé riot applicahle to Do) contractors,

314

COPY'NUMBER ONE

(1) Fiint, foreign contractors (eg., local
interpreters) employed by non-DoD agencies do
not appenr to fell under U'S. jurisdiction under uny
of thase stetutes even if an al!egafmmewmmm—
mitted within a Dob) faclity. Whilettislomca!ﬂmt
"foreign-on-foreign” crimies nhm.:id £ail under Jocal
rather then U.S.Juﬁsdmhmﬁltheabmmofa
us. Govemmentpmaenw, the wistence of & con-
m::tmlmgnshxpthhtheUS. might argue for the
Mﬁmofmm&tramm&lwwm-

like wverage tacnntmm supporting all US:
-Gcmmmtagmmeaa‘bmad.

{tDSecend,aanaﬁdeGFafsmvesﬁsa
ﬁmammwmmmm
other agencies of the US: Government (such asthe
CACI, Inc. contractors at Abu Ghraib, whose ton-
tract was part of a "blanket purchass apa agreement”
maintained by the Interior Department) may not
bé suliject to Military Extraterritorial Jurisdiction,
besed on & sirict interpretation of the term
"Department: of Defense cyntractor” In many
cases, however, such contractors could be prosscut-
ed under Special Maritime and Territorial
Jurisdiction or the war crimes statute, In amy
event, ay & regult of the Army's Abu Ghraib inves-
tigations, this question has been referred to the
Department of Justice, .

UNCLASSIFIED ¢ contractors
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(13) The preaedmg discusgion addresssd
several ad vative and operstional concefns
regarding the mpluymmt of econtractors in sup-
port of military interrogation activities. Howevey,
DoD policies and regulations for intérrogation ara
founded ¢n respect for humane treatment and
international snd domestic law: any crimes com-
mitted by DoD contrict interrogators may be pros-
ecuted, and problems of lesser severity may be
denlt with by dismissal of the offending contractor:

Spécific Findings Re g
(U) Tt is clear that coatrack interrogators
mmwma s briding prpe

Afghmustanandhaq_ Asawﬁormt_elhgemeofﬁ-
cer st the US, Central Cominand (CENTCOM)
stated, *Simply put, interroyhou operations in
Afghmiatan,lraqaudﬂmtammomncthem—
mwblynnwmpﬁnhedw:ﬂmtmnmmppurt.
As a resilt ofthese shmﬁ'alhmmhmlintem
tmn—relatedﬁkﬂlu, hmver. numerous contracts
have bee:rawarﬁsdbythe gervices smd various
Dol agenmesthhmtmtml coordination; and in
mmmmsdhwfashmn(&ademonmted
bythahxghlypubhuzedmcfa’ﬂlanketl’mnhm
Agreemient’ administersd. by the Dep of
Interior to obtain interrogation services from

UNCLASSIFIED * contractors

CACT, Ine.). We found, neverthelem, tht contrac-
tor comphidnice with DoD policies, government
commsnd and cantrol of contractors, and the level
of contractor experience were. geherally good,
thmkamlargeparttothedﬂlgmoeofmtrachng
officers and local cemmandm LS

(U)Wenlsoféhﬁdthaiwmm ctors made &

mgmﬁcantcontxﬂmhontotlﬂ.mﬁaﬂigmeeeﬁom
The US. Souﬂmm Command's {SOUTHCOM)
conh-amﬂxoﬁlcsropinedthatqmmintmogn
torpufmmmuehadheen "superh,” an cbservation
that our interviews with senior leaders at-GTMO

- mpparbed. Conitract interrogators were typically
» former military intelligence or law enforcement.

perwnml, and were on average older and more
eéxperienced than military interrogators; many
anscdotal reports indieated that this brought sddi:
'ssonalaedfblhtyinsheeyesofthedztmneeabmng
inferrogated, thus promoting successful interzoga-
tions, Inaddxhon,em&m:tpersonneloﬁmmed
longer tours than DoD. personnel, crenting’ conti-
nuity and enhancing corparate knowledge at their

(1) Finally, 85 was: described at grester
lenigth in our discussion of interrogation-related
abuse, thers wite some, but not many instances of
abuse involving contractors.
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Department of Defense Support to Other
Government Agencies (U)

(U) Working alongside non-military organizationslagencies to jointly execute missions for
wnaﬁmpmd'bbemmphmddmmdﬁgmw&tmyﬁuﬁhntﬂuwm
. LTGA!rthvaonea,ARIM InveshgatmnoftheAbu Ghzaﬂ:?z:m
and the 206th Military Intelligence Bngada T

s
"

(U} As I understand this issue, the corditions were se! for "ghost nbtarms" b:md ona
verbal agreement between CITF-7 staff officers and OGA 1o allaw tbe agzmy the use-of
a numbér of cells at Abu Ghraib for their exclusive use, There wa.r w0 vequimmem for
thems to in-process the prisoner when they wed tho.re cells. ‘This cell arrangement was
concluded as part of the overall intelligence cqageraﬂpn effort in the country with no
directive oF agreement being formally f;pn@i:ﬁ??i&!edi e

- LITG Ricardo Sanches, Commatider, CITF7, July 2004

‘U- )

Administration (DEA), US, Customs and Border

Ihh'oducﬁm' il "ft—?i ,

(U)Aapw'hnfnurmpoxt,wewmtmkedtn

msl)eparimentofnefenmmnmmppoﬁtonr

partmpahon in tbe interrogahon activities of non-

!)cnenﬁﬁga. !h:pmphse&ofmzrdimﬁon thess
‘ entltaea,. alsg= -kmown as Other Government
_AgmmsorOGh,mfa&omlamdesmﬂto
BoDmtha'pmﬁe" errogation snd/or detention-
related missions in tha Glnbal Wir onn Terres:
OGAs involved with such missidns inchude the
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), the Foderal

investigation of DoD support to OGAs. We did not.

any dedicated or OGA-run faclities. Similarly, i
was beyond the scope of our investigation to pur-
gue the activitios, Jegal authorities, or policies gov-
erning OGA operations st those locations. Simply
stated, we considered only those situntions where
DoD provided interrogation or detention-related

suppert for another federal agency. _

3
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{U) Discussion in this section of the yeport RTINS
will address agreements sud guidance that gov- [EE SIS
erned the relationships between DoD and OGAsin [EEEES
Guantanamo Bay (GTMO), Afghavistan snd Irnq. [ERRIEEES
The second ares of discussion will explain exacily [ENSEINEIILEN
how DoD supported QGAs. In some instarices, [EEMEEISRES
DoD assisted OGA interrogations by holding B
detainees for 0GAs without registering or account- §8
ing for ther, Our discussion will address, to the £
extent that our information and interviews can JEICS NSNS
support, the nature and séope of this practice of FEEIININE
holding detainees without record, known Jocally at  JEEHREREEEEENEETSI N FRTES
Abu Ghrab prison. in Iraq as “ghost detainees”, [SRINNEINENE
The: section. will also address DoD's role in sup- [EESEINE
porting OGA logistical Tequirements to incide: [ERAREINSTNETINEIE
facilities for interrogation, interpreters,. semmty"' L
mihmrymfmdehmeesand,mmon,m ) oo
sonnel shelter and food services, Addihona!ly,.
whletheiwelandtypeofsupportd:ﬂ'ae&meach
'munuxDoDsuppmtumfomhinvolvadahanng;
information onthempnm,,!omnonandmmro-
gatxonof&etaineesa&wnllasthemtelhgm*
gmnedﬁ*omthosainteuophm Finally, this sec- Y
ﬁonwﬂlsddressDoD‘sovmghtofotheragency AR
interrogahuusheldmno]}fmhhes S
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¥ to CIA Headquarters: “But it also appears that all

levels within the nilitary understand CIA prieri-
ties and provide ts the necesssry support.” Dol
support to OGA is addressod below

DoD Support to OGA CU)

o

ﬂnmnhumdedamdemm:bwaf
]mcestoOGMinsupportofmmgnhmmd

R detention opemhons smt:e dﬁmhnn aperations

8 began in Afghanistan in December 2001, Sarvices
M provided toOGAs jn GTMO, Afghanistan and Iraq

dzﬁ'wedhwodonﬂwmﬁngmﬁamem
q:eaﬁemwﬁonreqmmnentsofﬂzevaﬂousagm—

§ cies in those countries. This section will sddress
thefourms;nrmufmwmttwmtdmhﬁei

B8 (1) Transfer and custody of detained personnel to

ificlude keeping detainecs without formal record ar:

B [rocessing, also known as “ghost detuinees”;
B8 (2) Logistical support; (9) Intelligente shaing; and

ﬁf)lnwnchmon theladwfdeaﬂypmm—
vigated formal gm&mea or any implementing
. gmﬂannexsobviaus. Wlthmxfthisguidme DoD
personneiwemunmmofmcﬂywhutwasaﬁhw
ized andexp_ectod. "This importance of a shared
mmmontoaupportﬂxeGiobalWaronTumhow
evez;rmainedﬂmme. In light of that mission,
DoD undOGApusonnelwoxkodto:ﬂmhfyand
fulfill their vespective requirements, This inters-
gency working velationship was churacterized by &
CTA officia] in Baghdad in & November 2003 cable

seeaamerom—‘ Ottver Government Agancies

(4) DoD oversight of OGA interrogations.

Fwwnnel

(1)) One area of DoD support for 0GAs thet.
we identified involved the transfer of detaineex to
or from OGAs. Detainea transfers ocourred for a
viriety of reasons. For exauple, in Iraq, as previ-
cusitody and control of detainees with limited
axceptions. Waarenotableﬁoqumhfyfhe&u-.
quency of this transfer process within the security

ay
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classification of this report; however, we can say
that the guidance to combatint commanders that =
governed the transfer process was very specific. In |8
Feburudry 2002, just months sfter the start of OEF,
CENTCOM provided transfer of curtody guidance
that required advanced Coalition: Force
Commander (CFC) coordination snd SECDEF
approval for the transfer of custody to' or from
', other US. governmental agencies o to foreign gov-
his designes, other combatant corinianders may -
fransfer cantrol of desigriated detamees ... toa U8, EEESS
Federal Agency; or to a DoD agent who will sccept
¢ontrol of detainees. SECDEF notification i [RS8
. required 72 hiours prior to all infer-theater miove. [EORS
mmtofdetaineeaanda!lhamferofmn&o!tom&"
from foderal agencies.”
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Medmal Issues Relevant to Interrogatlon and
Detention Operations (U)

LBackg’mnml )

(U)‘i‘hepnmmymkoﬁhahﬁmogdam
Bpual?omnmmmmﬂmﬁﬁmﬂreportm
interropution fechnigues in Guantansmo Bay,
Afglxmﬁshn,anﬂlraq,mwﬂxmumvmﬁga-

ﬁvepmmwunotsmﬁeaﬂy&eﬁgnedexinﬂmd— )

' edhmhmmimlymdyﬂimadimlnepechnf
detention enevations, Hi . our fvestizati
.ﬁlliadtonnpoxtmtinmghhmmmedml

: 'mandtherdesofmaﬁmlmomal. T this poce
hmofmrqmrt wemmmamoﬁ:mmaights

are cited often fur valor snd sacrifics alongxide
fighting mén snd women of sll services, Many
hmdxed, mdmnymmgnmhmm‘uwtom

= R

anwgmquﬁmuam |
Fomisroohdmﬁw&nmcmmﬁmd" '

memmm

and dmmemlesinmppmﬁngtheopwmm WM&&@&MWWN:
mmmmmdmm “(enava Conventions and DoD policy; and requires.

‘Forces, Theyptmteﬁncemdww thata%lnﬁhiarypezwnml(mkjuntmn&iulpw~

compuheuivaindivﬁmlhm’tthm"l‘ﬁwhm-
'WMW&WMM
preventive efforts that cot oFeentagious
&mmﬂmb&tﬂeuﬁm’%ﬂymmm
the battlefield thzwgh mxﬁwm combat
and 24 on. Military
pa il sh;;a as mnbama&urs of
Americang “civic and huimanitarisn,
activities, . Th addition, their scientific
rmarnhmwmlknwledgsmdpubhc-
health boBat héme and shrosil.

-

&
!-n.‘
-

mhatfnmnmshmng. Medics and corpsmen.:

m@mﬁmmﬂmhhmshthmcbdm-

of comimanid.

mrmof!lﬂ.miktnxymedicaldodmmwitpw
hmnhdetdmeopuahmandmmgnhm

(U) Detainee Bcreening and
Medical Treatment ’

(U) Rocent DD Policy Guidacs

| U) Ou April 10, 2002 the Assistant '

Secretary of Dafenss for Health Affairi(ASDIHA]

insued HA Pelicy 02-005, “DoD Policy on Medical
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Cure for Enemy Persons B’nder U8, Control
‘Detatnied in Conjimction with Operation ENDUR-
ING FREEDOM" This briaf docunent primarily
directs thst detainoess from Afghanistan be provid-
ﬁm&ﬁcﬂm%&omwﬂ@mﬂm-
the 1697 multi-nervice regulation, 'Enamy (8}

Prisoners of War, Retained Personnel, Civiliin

Intarmmdo*:herﬂetmnaw'(dmi‘mdbehw) .

Unlike many other documents, HA Policy 03-005
makes no digtinction between diffevent categorios
ofdetalneea Italmstmthefaﬂnwing- -

ﬁnﬂnmymmwhid:ﬂmueuunw

care for & detainee vinder US. sontrol, medical gty T
sornel aball be guided by their professionsl judg- .-
ments end standards similar to those thotwosid be
. mwmm:«mmﬁrmm

War{ ‘
2810, 1)immsna&an¢ww 1994, Tt confirms ss
mmnwmmmsﬁmmm
with the principles, spirit, and infent of the intez-
national law of waz, both cisstomary and codified,
to inctude the Geneva Conventions (Section 8.1),
It also requires thet LS. forces rechive training to

COPY NUMBER ONE.

ensure knowledge of their obligations under. the
Gmmﬂmmﬁmmdtbaboniawuf%
ngrm(&imuedhdow)befmmmht

. (&W).Navy (OPNAVINST 8461.8), Air Force
tainty ahout the need, scope, or duration of medical, -@Fﬁf@mﬂ, nnd Marine Corps (MCO S461.1).

retained persommel (RP), ciilisn interneon {CD.

and other detainees (OD) in the custody of US,
Armed Forces. . Tis ptated purposs is fo implement
internstional Iaw, both customary and- eodified,
and the four 1949 Genosva Convesitions are specifi-

ive. IMMMMMMJ'MMW'&&

mapmeimbatwaenthmreguhﬂmandtbeﬂmm
Conventions, the pmvmiom of the vat
cmmﬁonstskeprmdmm

ﬂJ)Spauﬁcpwvmmfur'&wemand
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~ hygiene itema, and. mcceps to' ‘medical care.
Required medical records must inclede documen-
taﬁmofimﬁalmmhmlminaﬁam,mthh
ings. Bepuaharnqlﬂmmf&healthyfmd

mmmwmwm-

whers,

(U} Throughout AR 100-8, distinctions are

WW&MtW&wmh

mh&xmdwmﬁdrwdmgmnmmmdew-
'minaemcﬂywhdxmwidonsapp!ytowhom, EP

P:mmmfwmm&mwm!mdmg
with those for food ratioms and water sopply

=

-
o
-9
e

anmiemmhmw-:;&mm

the Tnited States, GPWesta’hhshalcr&a-iafw
defining status as an wemy prisoney of war
(EPW). Tmnuﬁumdonotenmpmallm
- gories of detainees. Itm:mporhanmmtathattno :
detaiess from Operatips- “RNDURING.
FREEDOM (Afghanistan) ‘g “relafely few
detainees from Gpmmw
amq)mmmedwwmmétmwm

: In.m*’me,mmlkew

@W.&ummﬂ.a@w&

appesr identically 1 one gection M:.Wrdﬂfmmmﬁﬂhmm
EPW/BP and another seetion uldrmgﬁ mmnrgnﬁizaﬁnns,sux:haatha}(}RO.whld!iamm-
T‘hmmnomalngmmuad&mng()nﬂlvﬂm Whynmbutnntnpwﬁm!}ymmdmd.

arespomﬁm!lymmhmedmfewp!m LS

(U) Azﬂde_ﬂ (in Pari 11. Genmnl
PrmchmotPﬁmndear)mWhnma
tmahnmtufPOtherpmtecbmﬁ-mvio-
mmmmﬁmm&mausmmm

isal mmwﬁmnmxmwmmms )

dmmmmn@mm'ﬁimﬁmmm
NG mm ﬁ&h&fwﬁm), it does mok
o ovistons of AR 190-8 to ODg.

:totheTmmmoanmmofWuquumm,
1948 (GFW) is en internationsl treety ratifisd by

mmmmumwmmw
hicalth, Pmtmofﬁlecwmﬁmaddrmm-
tivity. .

anamzwan chapmmmyw

and Modics] Altention] of Section II Pnternment

of Prisonars.of Wez]- omeIH[CapWDmb-_
twe%yewnb}iahraqnirmmfordmmdhmlth-
ﬁﬂmp&pmdhyﬁmewmmm

mhma&udcm,mﬂmthlymo&ical —_

)
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dstaining anthority, eithar verbelly or in writing,
mdmmtnmmn]lymadapnblie.-&mﬂmimtba
I@CMMMWWW

fnspections, Prisoners must be admitted to any
\ 3”.._.]{.!“&_ I

@W&nmmw
of Prisoners of War] of Part HI [Captivity)) call for
documentation of POW denths along with thair
cause and crcumstanices, medieal exsinination of
‘bodies, and ‘officlal ingudries when BPW deaths

" may have besn caunsd by sentries or othar persons,

ﬁmmdhmmeﬂépﬁm&ﬁﬁmm
merdations durmz p&'ﬁndﬁ! site reo-visits,
Recommendations &'.t!m IERG are not Jegelly
hmdma%uﬁhﬁ:m for example, is that

or when their canse of death fa unknown. -pﬁmm@mshmﬁdmbefmﬂ )
Co -evenab:themkoi‘sléaﬂl an iszue not addrosged in
(LDMGmevnﬂmvmﬁun @mgop

() The PFourth Geneva Conventiog. _:"Wmﬁrmtmmmlmomn
Relative to the Protectibn of Civiian Perwm"m. KWMM&MMW
_Tnneof'WardAugustlZ 1949(G0)mnmmta m-mtumﬁm with the ICRC ‘AR 1908 men-
international treaty, almtahﬁodbyths— ﬁmmlmmmmpbofahmﬂm

Stutes, Whﬂathetwodmmtug‘dﬂ'sﬁgmmy

reapmmoaaGPmevmsdheéabovemnﬂ-

extended in GC (moﬁmcrgs&vuhamt}'toalw

cover civilian internees @,W canstitute the

‘ lmgam.ajuﬂtyofdetﬁnqmw.s.m&dm
' Iraq, i3

@M&ﬁhahum&imm
tion that Works.£o protect and dssist victims.of war
sod viclence, They utiltie structored _"uito'vfsits

or an interpational hmmenitdrisn. crganizetion®
thatmayhedmignméhythau&(}ammmtto
and I’R} were mouvmg hmnme tmahzmnt s
reqmmdhytheGmemConvenﬁm. T doea not
spemﬁaallyremmlcm(leomdfmﬁm.dumm

q.mmhmbynmammeralplmthat&mm

intmﬁnew:thomdeobaerm

o US. armed fovees doctrine envislons
meadical {nvolvemment adequate fo ensure that
d@mmmammsafmmdmbwhm .
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medieally fit. For axample, Army Field Manval SEESERE

. gation iite (Chupter 5) wid medical release of the FES
sick or wounded befars interrogition. Ancther B
field manusl requires that Divislon Surgeons
establish procedures for deteines casuslty tresi- 8
- adviss commanders of viclations of the Geneva [
. Conventions, including nterrogations of enemy B
"Id!lmx — minu'eahnwt, or harming of  §
wonn&edormekenemym!dmms-lo-ﬁ The B
Brigade and Division Surgron's Handbooks §
cha;:bers; X

Y

Y
#F

" tion. of .medical personndl. m*__dg!axm R .
{oteryogations, Inpmhcnh:ﬂ)oﬁ'polmydmamt

provent individuals with expédiss in mental () Gemersl Asseonbly Resolnticn 377154

GDMWNMMM ’
o Decamber 18, 1982 issued Resclution 87184,
'Prhupluofﬁadmlmhhmmhthm
of Health Personnal, Particiilarly Physicians, in
thahntnﬁmof?ﬁmﬂmmdmmm
TorhneaadOthaGmal,lnhnmmurDegndms ‘
Treatment or Punishment” Thongh not legally -
m%mmmm-&uam ‘
’tmvenhmofmaﬁimlaﬂﬁnﬁurhaﬂthpumd.
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m&nﬁﬁainw&whmmthemmhmcf
' pmnnm and detainpes in 2 manner that may
aﬂverse]yaifwtthephjmmlwmantalheﬂth o
emd:hmafmmhprimmm’dmmm

. (U Medical doctrine of the US. Armed
Forces dods not prohibit interrogator access fo
detnities medical information. - As diséiksed Inter;

. the actual practice appeare to be rare, Command-

levelmxhtmypohuesgmeraliympﬂntwo

COPY NUMBER ONE

tional Jaw. Othera, such s the DoD Law. of War
inam{hmmdbdow}aﬁnhhahshidrequ&m-

-

(U)DoDImut‘WanwgrmplL_

-
" i
—

(U) DaD Lawief w%m ©cD
Duecavasmmmimmnimbae 1968, It
emphagizes th mn}nﬁmm'allm
naﬁmalhw‘ﬁlztﬁxmlﬁctdhomm
on the United Biated” or. it individusl dtisens,
mdmhngtr&héabdinﬁmaﬁmalagmmhm
whidh tfia Unithd States is a party, and applicsble
mmmm*mmm

acceptable bases for such socsss. mmm%mmanmammcmmﬂmd

mvvlvmutuaﬁmwhmhtmgatommghtu‘é‘é&

mmnmmwmmmmm

mmghtmwacﬂvemadwu]umtomthat mible.mxpmd.m'anega&viohﬁmafthetm

interrogations are safely limited. A secnd Yasis
axises. when detainees claim ﬂmtint&'m@hm
sbmﬂdbarmhid:edmmedm!grmﬂs. In'this
N mnmmmmghfwmhtomwfreal
medical issues deserve mdmt:moa
mammn@mm

= T
o]
—
—
A

“Q‘.—{"

t
;

@Uuﬂu‘&&nn’htmydw&me,m
bilities {Op.yréventing and. reporting detainee
sibuse are not Uniited to medical persormel. DoD
directives, such s the DaD Enery POW Detaing
Program {discussed gbowve), vequire sll militery

ofwberepomdthroughchmdmmmd.
andﬂ:mthmug!ﬂymmhgated. .

(U) Other Struzm';d Gu!dan‘eo.

Aasouat:m's 1976 Declarefion. of Tokyo,
"Guldelines for Medical Doctors Concerning

'I.‘matmcntorl’nulshmentinmmmto.

Deétention and Impriscnment,® which fmbids‘
pbgm’aanparﬁdpaﬁm,obmvaﬁm,ormm
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nnce of forture or criel and inkuman panishment,
© o Death Dotorns |

ﬂnwmryg\ﬁdmondstﬁnumtopay
hes evolved since 2001 Aithwgha.utupmri:tha
rule for any, death of & prison inmate in the
American civilisn ssctoy, medical doctrine of the
- u&mmmwwmm

“*{U)Aalm

-

(U) AR 180-8 only briefly mentions

"Death and buridl® in identical sections mﬁ@ﬁwmmammofﬂmmmﬁmw o

mmwmmwgm d
(OPMG)’MIBO@UWMB tad ite
Criminal Tvestigative Division, (CID}fersonrl o.

mwmmw for
autopey. The situation igprovil, b Some subee-
qumtmuwuhvwmﬁmmbme“ =
nohfymgcm

i
-

-
-
Y
-
-,-”-'E.

-
S e

T
-
.

@Mryofnafmummdm'
"F-’m@dﬁﬂ-for Investigation into Deaths’ of

applyr«apwhvelytnEPWlRPandtoOI,h\nnﬁ- tha“"(:!mf.edﬁtatea mguedJunoB,ﬂUO&,t’ormal-

to ODs. Thmpmiﬁmmnforinveamum

reports of suicides, deaths or smm—.ﬁgiu-y
csinsed by guards or others, end deaths Teuling
ﬁ‘omunnﬂnralurunknowncmwe&
mmtaddme&.andmuqkof;hgfmmm
disposition. of remamnﬁ‘hm “théme is also
aliawaone-thnW!in ormdmal:mgcmm

dsteirive death cases were not being referred for

mreqtﬁmmentutoimmedintetymparttha
m&mm«mmmam

Armed Fortes (including EPW, RE CL and OD) to.
Wug,uﬂ&ArmﬂFommmveﬁgﬁwm

The memorandun establishes the OAFME as
:havmg primary jurisdiction within DoD- for:
ddbarmininsthnmmawﬂmmwdduthin
chm.andexpﬂuﬁyprunmuthntmbnp~
sleswﬂlbeperfmmedunlm otherwise deter
mdwmmmnﬁmm
(AFME) specifically. It goes on to sumumarizs,
*Deteariiination of the cause and mannsr of death |
in these ¢ases will be the solo responsibility of the
AFME o snother phyaidm danigna&adbythaa
AFME" ’ .
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Medical Findings (U)

(0 Our findings relevamt: to medical issuss (S8

are organized below into four sections. The first o
soction is an overview of detainee deathis and the [§
pmwashplmatodmfrmmmddeaﬂ:. -
"Thstoe site-spacific sections then follow, addressing [
tively. The dite-specifie gectiony indlude reviews of
individual detsinee deaths, along with other B
memmmmd
medical personinel - Tnn this vegerd, our disenssion

of Guantanemo Bay i more extensive and detailad
than those of Afghanistan and Trag. Although

unitbended, this ia no accident. The o, %" “{U) W6 elected to study detaines desths for
. of facllities and stable’ envxmmmt:*"& préymatic reasann.  Dstsinse deatha are sentinel
Guantanmpﬁayaﬁowodus,mamyhnﬁpmnd, Wmmlibelytomathmﬁm.mpotﬁng,
toaggmmﬂymmnmdmmwh mdmdepmdmtﬂmin.;,,_ tion )
ummmmmmm@naﬁum : o5 8 rob
personnal Th:swasnutpussfbla&leghmtan tion of other findings. Theuvaallfmﬁtham
and Irsq. & sanbls body of documentation on a maiiegenkle
- : - number of cases. Meauw!nle.mxrmndicalmm-
"mrmmgnmmmmdmdwﬂu
mmmmwmm Even
 though we sometimes applied cur own label of
"Suspxm for Abiise” in categorizing detaines
deaths, we did not attempt to definitively asvess
detainee shupe. Instead, we looked for refarences
to healtheare ormedimlpnumul,mdfw
. insights.onhow their roles telated to thoss of non-
 medicsl processes end individuals. OQur sssess-
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- Individus! Detainae Doaths Clted kn Dob bwestigationa ln
- Guantznamo Bey, Afglnn!stan and trig (Merch 2003 - Septambar 2004} {U)
Falen Koedby | iSesin | Owisines |
Location Roport | Enamysdack | Rikiing | wmﬂ- f
Gusntinsmo Bay 0 9 '
Afphanistari o | o
req 1 4 13
Tolat . 1 14

: mnteamamlmedmaﬁxed-ﬁmﬂttydmicm
mmm&mm&mm
timesrmvauthermtpnhentm The inpatis m

mmwmhammmdmadmm

ztymmmcampmmmmmpbmmmﬂ"—
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me!aftempttnwnighallchtmmmmﬂ:&m.
lowmddmineeareﬂ:utbm D&alnaeam-
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mte:mews mclude:fz seven Taedicsl personnel in
Fime 2004 st Kanammamnm including &
physician, a‘phyﬁiman hnsmtant and ﬁve enlisted
medica, Thmwd‘ ‘medics were all ngned to.
3 Mihtmg Police’” company. These intarviews
_i'otr.Lse&.{on ihe same themes we have used to
H'gme Gther parts of our. report on medieal
ms*uea' " In contrast to our discissions of
&umtanmo Bay, we group these themes closely
tu_gather here as interview findings only, because .
our procasses in Afghanistan and Irag did not
gliow us to corroborate interview Tindings with:
medicel faclity tours and files review 88 thad heen
‘possible at Guantaname Bay. While our seraple
size of interviewsd medical ‘persounel in
% Afghanmtan was small, our findiugs cloaely
B match those reported on July 21, 2004 in
B Depariment of the Army Inspector General
B Report onf Detainee Oparahnns _

-(FG‘E‘G) Detainre Screening and Memmi
mm&- All interviewees described the gusl of
| offering detainees g standard of medical care simi-
lar to that availsblé to UiS. goldiars, One medic
thought the detainees get more rwpuwve €ars .
than US, solders. Bach interviewee described ini-

.35
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tial medica! evatuations of every detainee, Severdl
deseribed visual rectel and genital examinations
that had been performed to Jook for weapons or
‘bruising that might indicate abuse: As noted else-
where, Brigadier General Jacoby issued guidance
prokiibiting further rectal or genital examinations
of detainees af about this same time.

~BQYOY Specific training with regard to
detainee medical cave was limited to informal ses-
gigne after deployment to help them distinguish
between real and "pseudo” complaints by detairiess,
Responses to a question ahout governing directives
. for detainee medical caré were vague, and none

COPY NUMBER ONE

Afghanistan, The general circumstances they
desoribed, however, make it cledr they were not
equipped to filly comply with-slt doctrinal
requirements for detainee madinal-care For

'axample, thers was no. menﬁun Qf.‘ uzonthly med- _

~~~~~

mqmred by AR 190-8,@;;& it seenibunhkely these
woitld be feasible under‘%he la'oader conditions

degeribed. =.=¢* 35
e = Me'aical Involvement. in

m;ggaﬁg& Nohe of the medical personnel

.descnbe& any Thedical participation in interroga-

hﬁmmes except the need to medically clear

" mentioned the Geneva Conventions. At the sama- *detamees"for interrogation and the Yesponaibility
time, each individual seemed strongly nwarew’f'a. tc‘k:form interrogators when medical problems
general responsihility to treat detainees hwnanaly mght warrant specisl accommodations,

and with réspect. EmAS

_ —~@OU0} Detainee sick calf‘-as hela dn a
daily basis, but processes arg’ sa:pethomal
- medics talk Yo detamemn“&:gnards to see who
naeds care. There m-na. mﬁmg&y’ at the deten-
tion facility, althwghmé&m afe available gt ell
timeg if sumg;@i@“&*by &:guard Detainees are
taken fo anéarby. nnhtary medical wiit as rieed-

“ed for meﬂmél’:.care although detainee com-

plaints :are uauaHSr routing and transport is

seldom neng_g_gmy
.-@e-vea The med:cal personnel we infer-

wewed ell seeinesd committed to providing
humane medicai care for ~ detainees in
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i -&F@’Hﬁ)‘ Tnterropator Access to Medical
In;{qz:mngn Documentation of medieal care isnot
standardized or rigorous, although dearly some
care is recorded. Separate defainee wnedical
records &xe not maintained. Instead, medical
records that do exist were kept i Person Under
Control (PUC) files used also for other pukposes,

This practice makes it lmpossible 1o control or even
monitor access to detaines medical information.
No interviewee had ever besn asked to. alber mgd-

ical docuraéntation.

-(F-GIJ-Q)- Preventmy and Repoﬁ.m,v

Sggmﬁ_gbme, None of interviewed medical
' persormel had seen or suspected detaines abuse

Medical

“
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Fach ndicated they would veport abuse to- their
chain of command if they suspected it.

{U) Psvehology Suppott of Interrogations

—POYOr Analogous to: the BSCT in
Guantsnamo Bay, the Army his 2 number of pey-
chologists in operstional positions (in both
- Afghanistan and Jrag), mostly within Special
Operations, where they provide direct support to
* military operations. They do riof function as men-
tal health providers, and one of théir core missions
ig to wppon interrogations. ‘According to the
Director, Paychological Applications’ Directorate

September 30, 2004, Also:presented below ave brief
synopees of these five cases. Two similar deteince
deaths at Bagram raise concerns that me&malper

' gonnel may bave rmarepresented.détmnee injuries

likely to have been spparent 3 at"ﬁle E@e of death.
These twu cases deserve furthe;iﬁ%shgahon into

- the. appropriateness q&medm Wnnemainon

The those other repprﬁ deﬁm'be’mdmdual deaths
with ittie or no:meﬁntm of 'SEedical involvement.
The table belmshews‘mr own categorization of
reported detamee*égai:hs which: differ from thai
used ;n‘aema}iy by{}ID The differences reflect our
sepmfocua on medical perspectives and not any
Shent with the investigative interpretation

(US: Ariny Special Operations Command), the onlx Bf:t:aae‘ﬁndmg& "Boint of Capture" deaths repre-

reason for sharing any mweédical information w&ﬁf&
be to ensure thet detameaamtreatedm‘accar-
. dence with their medical requirerments. I&:@m-
ally knéw of no-cases where medical” recﬁtds‘vggxe'
used $o plan &n interrogation. Amannglmmnmt—
lybeing developed to ﬁmdnunbﬁtlimatmkﬂngdw
wment. andasetofgmdalm&«{éﬁandm'&aofpmchm}
for: psychologxsts whn gm’fezm in tli'u role, '

s
o =
e

(1) Detmme Dm‘&s __prﬁfﬁbanmtan
-m?auhown in the table on the next
page, wéx reweﬁrec{ 1D summary investigative
reports. orfivé detainee deaths ocowrring in
Afghanistan between Avgust 28, 2002 end
Noveniber 6, 2003, No cther detainies death inves-
tigations have been ihiﬁate}élkin Afghanistan as of

Msdical
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COPY NITMRFER ONFH

sent"indmduals killed by US. forces at ativut the
ﬁaﬁe of apprehension under diverse cireumstances

that are difficult to sssess. “Suspxcxous for Abuse”
ig our own suhjective Inbel for four deathy individ-

ually described further below,

u@@UG}- 1214409, and 12715402 at Bagram
(Suspicious for Abuse) - ’I‘wo peparate cases, five
days spart, soggest very similar dréamstances,

" Both involve disruptive detainees who were

restrained in their cells in standing positions; then
epparently beaten; still later found collapsed in
their cells; and ultimately rushed to a nearby med-
ical facility. The firet case is described only as dead
on arrival. Notes on the second case indicate that
cardio-pulmpriary resuscitetion (CPR) was begun
at the scene and continued during transport, but

355
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with. desth declsred ghorfly theresfer In both
cages, separate physicians are cited es finding no
avidence of bruising or infury. Also in both cases,
however, sutopsies within days subsequently
revealed massive blunt force injuries to the legs,
with rouscle injury so severe that bilateral leg
amputations would have been necessary if the
detainee had survived. CID investigations into.
possible detainee abuse by guards, completed. in
Ochober 2004, have led to criminal charges against

several individuals. Review of these cases with

.OAFME support ot concern that Jocal physicians

may have misrepresénted, either consclously or

COPY NUMBER ONE

nel reported suspicions of detaines abuse in this
tase, but the dreumigtances should probebly have
led them to consider detainee abuse«
—mn@mgm tsnspmm for
Abuse) + Detainée amved,mﬁfmﬁemwe bruising
voted by U.S. medical nrsmﬂ é&e‘r interrogation
elsewherehy. Afghmn mﬂz‘i:aryférces Heremained
under ,Afghm‘gum:d wmliﬁ a US: compound.
Two days. wamwddeadmhsceﬂ. Exatt
cirewrnstaiices ol‘weaﬁnant and interrogation are
unclear; A IacalUg, wflitary surgeon attempted &

‘Preiimmm? eiffopsy but ‘eould not determine &
due to incomplets examinations, the condition of - cause U&deafh und 50 he appropriately referred the.

these detainees at desth, The appropriatenees of = g ‘fonﬁ"arenexc autopsy by OAFME. Subsequent

medicat documentation in thess cases deservesﬁt:

Ia'BQratory tasts at that autopsy revealed evidence

ther review, seperate from the lssus of . abuse by" “gf severe muscle infury. Investigation of this case

guards, We do not know whether medicﬂ:pérsan»

“yewains open, We do not kvow whether medical

tndividuﬁwﬂtalpee Deaths Cited in DoD Investigations in
Afgha‘?ﬁstaﬁ (March 2003 - September 2004) {U)

i ,_._K.j‘ Cause of Death Category |
ok .| oot Susplious
S _ . Caphye: for Abuse Tolal
=~ Nihber of Individuals ' 1 . 4 5
. Mentioned B i ' '
Status of A&soﬂatad Investigalions
lmsﬁgaﬂansswom o . 4 4
Invasligations Cliged: 1 : ]
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personnel reported suspicions of detaites abuse in
this case, but the dreumstances should probably
have led thern £ conisider detainea dbuss.

' W_&&,ﬁ%ﬁe& {Buspicions for
Abuge) - Seven Afghanis reported they had been
held forthree moniths st an isclated location along
with enother eighth person. They claim to have
been dbused during this period, and that the eighth
fellow detainee had been killed. Local Afghani offi-
cials were interviewed and doubted the story. No
body was ever produced. The report of death was
originally thought by CID investigatois to be false;
but recent information has led them fo suspect -

in detaines medical care, They reprosented atlenst
a dozen different units at.various locaiions.
Feedback did not differ in any,-qbvmus way
betwesn these groups ofmtemerﬁees. +Onr inter-
vigws focised on the same themaa we"ﬁaw used to
orgenize other parts of our mport‘mn medical

igsuss, D contrasi:ato our ‘eliscussmns of
Guantaname Bay, we gmuatbge themey c}osely
together here as'anﬁazmaw ,ﬁﬁ'dmgs only, because
ourpmcesses-mAf' nistan and Irag- did not

dllow us b eon?eprafe interview findings with
-medxca},facihty togzrs snd files review g had been

cssﬂale it G’uaﬂ'ﬁnamo Bay. .

L)
S
e

detainee shuse and to re-open their mveshgaﬁonr' SR WDM% Screening and Me&lwi

At. tb:s pomt, the mrcumstances arg unclaar*
of medical mvol'eement ':“‘*z:_,. .

el BFE) 8/28&2 at- me (Pomt of
Capture) - Deteinee was shot and died shorely after
captiire by U8 forces, . S\m‘iﬁary Investigative
report makes no menﬁnﬁ.af medx@f care.or med-
ical personmel. A0 %y, =

-qb--

~ROTO) We mterviewedaéfimediwl person-
nel in Iraq during June 2004, ncluding two head:
quarters-Jevel physicians, 20 other physicians, four
other medical department officers, and 12 enlisted
medics and corpsmen, . Most were divectly involved

s Msdloal

K=l
-

mm None of the interviewed medical per:
sg,nnel described pz&deploymtmt training related
to detaines medical care or Geneva Convention

responsibﬂmea, although one physician described

such training previously in medical school. When

asked about directives governing their duties rels: .

tive o providing medical care for detainees, o::!y ;1
handful mentioned the Geneva Conventionsat all.
Most méide vague reference to unspecified Srmy
regulations. Training received in theater related

" mostly to spemﬁcmdxca} msuesurappma&msta

unmlydetamees.

~FEU8»Delainess appear toalways receive
initial medical examinations and must be medical-

ly clesred before interrogation. The examinations

vary widely in coniprehensiveness and are some-
times cursory: No interviewce mentioned detainee
rectal examinations, but several described strip-
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'pingdetaineesnakeﬂforemm 76118

—@EOU0) Stme detention facilities have

detainee clinics or infirmaries, while others do not.
All locations sppear to cohduct routine detainee
gick call opevations, but actual proceduwes for
dstainee access vary. Most Jocationa conduct some
foren of daily sick call. - A few do so twice daily, -

~AFOLL) Responees to.an interview ques-
tion about routine medical exmminations varied
widely Ouly a couple interviewsss confirmed
monthly medical examinations ‘with récorded

' COPY NUMBER ONE

command, Two thought that remsing should be
released to famihas or other civilians. One inter-
viewee thonght he shaulti firat ,tmhﬁr the ICRC
upon t!eath of a detninee, ‘,»*‘n.‘

Fy
-~ .
" ;" b TR

~ROTOr— Medi’ﬁﬁl"" rn#olvement in
Interpogation, All mt,ervmveesan&wabed they had
nonvolvement in &tsmee Wagahnns and that
interrogaiors 1€ r%peeﬁ’mi@hp’nwd for medical clears
ance 'beforg"detamees were interrogated.

o —
ey
", -l

-Hﬂeﬁﬁ*‘ Irterrovator Access {o Medlcal
mqmaﬁbn,_No interviewee indicated they shotild

detainee weights, A dew others mentioned winnthe < mro%e af " medical informstion fo interrogators

ly examinations more vaguely One oiﬁcer

e¥cept . When medical conditions warranted special

deseribed mionthly welghts tracked on a g»read--« ammmodatwns None indicated they had ever

sheet but no routine medical mspectmns.,_}_ﬁeveral
enlisted medics responded that mutlm.efairma
tione were conducted daily or even tm& t{aﬂx
appatwtly confusing the &:st:tmhon‘&ggyem gick
call eperainr.ms and penodm routing exanunatmns.

.
——
—

T

" PO Wtb;pn“a;axce;mon, all intervie-
wees denied that g:pwpﬁate'medwal care had ever

been oonsmouMemed. iat exception invelved
one midic mféz:mwe&-an Baghdad who described

how detémee—mcms to -optometry  services for

glagses 1 Was mamge& by mterrogators and es 8
reward for cuvpemtmn

-M}Imprewons of proper procedures

.foﬂomrzgdetameedeathvaned. Most personnel
m&acabadaraqummttonou&thexrchamof

. 358

Béen msked for medical information about
detainees except in this context. Al denied sver
being asked by interrogators to alter, medical docu-
ments.,

~ROUO) Interviewees described widely var-

ied procedures foir naaintdining. defninee medical -

records. Al somie places, especially in Baghdad,
individua! detainee medicsl records were managed
and kept secure by medical persommel. At least.one
1init also backed up detainee medical records o a
computerized data system. A medic in Baghdad

even described how ICRC representatives were
demedau:esst.o_detameemedwa!mrd_swtof-

privacy concerns. Overall, however, procedures

were not standardized. At one _locaﬁén, the
Pérsons Undér Control (PUC) managex kept copies .

* Modicai
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of defainee medical records. At another, military
interrogators held the detaines medical records.
Several interviewees indicated they did not main-
tain individual defainee medical reeords, and

instead kept occasional medical notes in other

.. fetainee racord files. Omne wnit kept medical infor-
mation on individuel detainees in a common med
jeal logbook.

e (ROUOY 'Pt{gﬁeﬁtin:p' and ‘ Reporting

- Suspected Abuse. Virtually all interviewses recog-
nized the need to report suspected detaines abuse,

‘and most mdwated they would notify their chain of

command, Of the 38 medical personnsl inter-

,thai't,e

visors and the behiavior was stopped. We attempt
ed to validate the nature of any corrective actions
taken in each of these cages, but we.were unsble to
mss-refermce the bnef commenﬁ‘a.w:th mar other
records. : = :

".;-‘

wr -
v
J .
R "':
—
e

prs

s
e I~
-

~FOTENAs- thh,pur ovax “Yixtcesses, Magor

. Gexieral Fay's vecent mveeﬁganﬁm ot Abu Ghraib

‘was not desxgnad. w-.focus speuﬁcaﬂy on inedica)
aspects of det:aineyapéfahons However, zome of
his ﬁnﬁnga_gﬁitmwm with regard to the roles .
of medical pmmmal in preventing and Teporting
mmﬁ“@be&-dgtaxﬁee abuse. Specifically be found
isted medics had witnessed obvious

o

‘viewed, four asid: they had seen or a:m:pect&xi~ ”‘“eps?fo&ag-of detainee abuse, apparenily without
detainee abuse. In one case, en enlisted Déﬁir'y. rep‘artmg them to stiperiors. One episode involved

corpsman serving with the Marines note;i‘broken

ribs end temporary Mmeonsciousness oceuihng
. pfter debention - he mparte&ﬁustoﬁ:e &Sinmgpd

ing oificer of the I\!Eihtaryl’ohc?‘_wmpany In # see-
. ond case, another enlisted Navy corpmn noted
sugpidous bruises.at nutzﬂ']scc‘ﬁeiﬁﬁgznf a detainee
- he reported ﬂustothes%rgeanﬁ@ﬂmguar& The
third cases. mvolved‘-a‘?hman working at the
Baghdad mrpon‘(h Jung*2008 when a detaines
died under umles&&annstances. He had not ini-
tially. suspeM “Betaines abuss; but came to this
‘belief la&r and® 'l'epotted his-congerns to investiga
tors.- }!‘inah‘y-,azhental health physician at the 28th

Combat Support Hospital in Baghdad (supports

Abu Ghraib) had dbserved medieal personnel hen-

dling detainess uhnecessarily- roughly during

transportation. He reparted this 6 medical super-

‘ Medfcal

n.detmnee whose wourided leg was intentionally
. Two. othets involved detainees handeuffed
unconfortably to beds for prolonged periods; sach
that one eventually suffered 4 dislocated shoulder

- gnd snother expmezmd pain. when eventually

forced to stand. A further episode involved 2 medic
who saw pictires'of naked deteinees in  pyramid.

(X)) Psychology Support of Interrogations
~POUGNOur besic findings for Irag are

identical to those preaeui;ed for Afghanistan. The
Army has a number of psychc}ogmta in operational

positions (in both Afghanistan and Irag), mostly -

within Spemal Operations, where they provide
d:md:suppurttom:htaryupsranons. Theydonot
function as mental health pmvx&ers, and one Of

. 359..
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their core missions is to support inferrogations. In
Yeag, we interviewed two military personnel and
" one civilian. gerving in thia capacity Al three
emphasized their sepavation fram detainee medical
care. Only one believed he had observed or sus-
pected detainee sbuse. No defalls were offered,
excapt, thist, when this occurred, he recommended
the interrogation not proceed snd brought in med-
jeal peracimel to evaluate the detaines.

(U) Detstines Deaths in Ira

—FOUB) We reviewed CTD summary inves-

tigative reports on 63 reported detainee deaths in <,

tions,  Not reflected in these wmmary
Investigative reports are an additional Blda:amew
known to have been killed by étaemy FmoHar
at&af:ks on the Abu Ghraib prlson m E‘sgh,dg,d, Iraq

our own mﬁe?amn
deteineg deaﬁﬁs_ﬁ:lraq a8 of September 30, 2004,
Our cat@nzaﬁon scheme here differs from that

usedmtenﬁfnybycm Thie differsnees vefloct our |
separate focus on medicsl perspectives and not any-

disagreement with the investigative intexpretation
of case findings., We labeled s "Non‘Traume’
those natural deaths from underlying medicat dis-

s 360
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“of the 90 total reported
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esse, slong with cases where environmentsl condi-
tions meay have contributed. ‘Killed in Rioting’
déeaths represent detairiges ki]leﬂf'hy US: forees .
while rioting or attempting . éscapa “ "Point of
Copture® deaths represent- Fndividnaliekilled by
US. forces at about ﬁhﬁ“mmew_f apprehmmn
wider diverse mmxmstances tﬁat are diffiealt to

BESOSH. Susp:mnus.for A'bﬁ"sﬁ‘"is our- own subjecs
tive label for. .eigﬁt Hwthg*mdmdually degcribed

. furthet below. "Batﬁaﬁddwdeathsmmm_ ’

Hle wa'lﬁada desg:t:e adequété mecl&cai mre.

“ i
Nt -
W -
o

ﬁ«mh 33 of their 63 reporied d&tamee

Irag. As of September 30, 2004, 21 of these repyel- “Rath T Treq, CID summary investigative reporta
‘ed deaths rémain the mubject: 6f open mvesﬁga--—mdmate that medical personnel gither rendered

d5re before death, attempied resuscitation sbout
the time of death, or (one case only) rushed to the
scone but determined that resuscitation would, be
futile. These cases with references to medical cave

: include six of the eight Susplmfms for Abuse” -

detaines deaths (see below), and six of the seven
“Non-Traxuma” detainee deaths clustered ini August
2008 (seeﬁn‘therbelaw) ‘We cannot tel} froem
irivestigative réports if medical personnel were
inyolved or nat i other reported detainee deaths,
although our owh interviews suggest oie such case

- whers an Army physiciax veporfed tie suspicions

ofdetmneaahus;et:ah!schamofwmmandmdwas
interviewed by investigators. Noneof the summa-

1y investigative reports suggestt}mtmedwalpw
sorinel either contributed to detaines sbuse ar

misrepresented findings. As noted below; however,

Madical '
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unconfirmed subsequent reports do raize concerns
about misrepresentation of physical circumstances
in one veported case of deteinee desth st Abu
Ghrsgih, in Baghdad.

-€r-"9€99 prroeessasdtdnotnﬂowusto
assess the frequency with which medical personnel
reported suspicions of detaines abuse or adverse
conditions, Fvidence from investigative reports,
however, suggests that medical persomiel often
have exposure to the circumstances of deteinee
treatment. In this regird, simmary reports on
two different *Point of Capture” detainee: désths
suggest that medical personnel (an Army medic

u

CO

and a Navy corpsman, respectively) caused inves-
tigations to be initiated, separate from any issues
of medical care. o

Py

-GFQQBQ' Presented halow nm'bnef Byn-
opses of the eight repog_@gﬁetameh “deaths in
Iraq that we found twhe 'Suﬁg:c‘iﬁﬁs for Abise"
upon after revxewmg Gmmve&game BUIMATY

notes. and avmlahle'autopwmsults We subse-
oo bbservations regarding

quenﬂypres ,
"Non-T 2" d"étam&e &eaths in_ Trag, along

mth caae synop&es of the seven "guch deaths

- we

Individual De T'”se_ﬁ*eaths Cited in DoD Investigations .

. In Irag wamﬁazovs September 2004) (U} o
' :—.""*v TaskForte Categorization'of Death Gause _
. - Ensmy L, ,1'&91:- : Kiiadls ) Poliol | Susgiclous | Batlefield | Mo Falee | -
Site Atecks?| Travy | Rotihg ; Copltia | forAbuss | .injiry |lnformation; Repodt Total'
AbuGhratb | 27 % 1_5,_.-”' w | e 1 0 1 |0 54
| OtharSites |0 Sue 3 10 k4 4 | 7 1 %
Toml %2 oo 19 | 10 a 4 3 1 80
AR Status of Associated investigations :
‘“”W%a 5 3 | 4 17 0 2 0 21
imefiglonafl  we 19 10 g |-t | 4 L B a2
Mantion in CID Invesiiagtive Summary Notes of Metfical Involvenient
Moriionsd s 18. 4 o 8 I B 0 33
No Medical ‘ o " - . .
- .” i ifa B ] 10 . 1 2 -‘I‘ 30 :
UNCLASSIFIED

Y- o Wedical
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{U) "Suspicious for Abuse’ Detaines Deaths in

~FGUG) 11/4/0% at A Ghiraib i Baghdad

{Suspicions for Abuse) - Detginee was initially

reported to have slumped over during interropa:
tion and then to have died despite attempted med-
fcal remuscitation. Autopsy by OAFME revealed
brokeri ribs and compmm:sed yegpiration. Sources
outzide of the CIDY investigative summary report
" have subsegquently miggested that respiration may

‘have besn comproraised by hooding; and that med-

1calpersonnelmayhaveplacedanW1inB&&ar

COPY NUMBER ONE

not kriow whether medicel persorinél reported sts-.
picions of detaines abuse i this case, but the cir-
eumistanees should pmbably hm*%ad ‘them to °
consider detaines abuse. - .0 % .

oy
oy
o -
i —

. b -
s -
L~ s’
A =

~FOTO) 11126035k § i?ampa Operating
Base (FOB) Tiger . Tﬁaspicxmxs For Abuse) -

Investigation and ’a‘ui:opsy-wg‘gm this detainée

died of asphyzia “emi%ﬂ by smothering and chest
compressiol- dxﬁngm}mtarrogatmn. Medies were
called to M’m&ﬁ’ atﬁemytad resuscitation, but

Werg v unﬁueeeasful The CID investigation of this
cﬁaa remmsopen. We do not know whether med-

death to falsely suggest thet resuscitation had beens - cﬂ pg;:aonnel reported suapmons of detainee

- atterapted. “The CID mmstzgatxon of ‘this casgs 13
still open. . Aside from the issue of possibled &ebmn
abuse during mterrogation, the apprupna%mess of
medical documentation in this casa,degm' fur-.
ther review, ag does the posm'bﬂlq thahn@ncal
personnel ray have acted to msrepmeut dircvum-
starices. 'We do riot know' whaf;hen medmal persen-
nel reported suspmons»of detﬁ:nee -'ﬁbuna in this
case, but the mcum@a:’saea shlmﬁ probably have
led them to congider’ d?émnee"ﬁbuse.

-7--‘ S
w.n' et

Mmmht Al Nastrivah (Suspicious
fg_g;éhm ‘Qe'fmnea died .of stxangulation, with
broken % “riba ap& neck bone found at -autopsy.
Invesbgntaon‘ sumts ho was beéaten, and then
dragged by the neck by a guard. He had earlier
hean scresned by medleal perdonnel; medics were
called to the scens af the time of his death. The
CID investigation of this case is still open. We do

362

BT

ghould

aB" y in this case; but the d

ngobab}y have led them to wnmder detamee abuse.

—fFeHea mmm mmm,
Abuse) - Detainse was found shumped, shortly after
being gagged and shackled to adoorframe, Medics
were swmmoned but determiined that attempted
resugcitation would be futile. Autopsy by OAFME
found that death wes due to asphyxia, with bruis-
ing, and multiple broken vibs, The CID investiga
tion of this cese is still open. ‘We do not know
whether medica) personriel reported suspicions. of
detainee abuse it this case, but the circumistances.
should probably have led them tocopsider detaines
abuse

OOy 121/0R at Baled (Supicious for
Abuse) - Detainee died of biunt head injury shortly

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF' DEFENSE -
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after being taken to the 21st Combat Support

Hospital (CSH). The circumstances of injury are
wnclear. The CID investigation of this case is still .

open, Gnncems of medical persorinel, are suggest-
ed inn & Memorandum for the Hecord, dated May
13, 2004 from personuel of 21et CSH. We do not
* know whether medical personnel reported suspx

cions of abuse at the tmm of death.

~(EOHOY 6713/08 at Baphdad Airport
{Suspicious for Abues) - Civeumstances of death
are not well known. Autapsy by DAFME: revealed
that death was. r.aused by dosed head injury.

Investigative sumniery réport makes no mentior

S

of medical involvement, but our own mtemé
revealed that an Army physician snspected
detaines abuse and reporfed this tomr.zgﬁ@to

_thhmamonthorsoufthadeath. T;he CIIi_mﬁes- :

=

tigation of this. ease is still opent; opery t—w«'
~POTO)Y 4/04 at. Momﬁ“cf&wpmm for
Abuge) - Detainee wes a&o@sﬁe&p after inter-
rogmnun, and lntﬁf-wm fa%nd uriresponsive, He
died desp:tewgehny ‘medical. resuscitation
efforts & 6’7&!—.(3&5 Iastmg nbout one hour. An
Amy pﬁmmm at. the time suspected cardise

arrest, buﬁﬂmmctcamenfﬁe&th remains uneers

_tdin even afler an autopsy by OAFME.
Meanwhile, subsequent other testimony suggests
- detainee abuse. The CID investigation of this case

AR Wedical

ja still open.

~(FQUG-}"9{11{(}8 af, Tikeit {%ﬂxpmous for
-Ab_x;agl Detaines was reportedlytahp‘aby & US
guard without: appmtrxstxﬁmhm Tngestigative
sissnaly ‘report makea.rﬁﬁmmno;fef medical
inyolvement. The CIB aﬂviamgﬁion is-closed, and

charges have heen injtiated, 5

‘c;r

R,

v
_— ‘ ———

) Oy “Nemmumﬁ'ﬂetmnee })eaths jn Imq _

me chart on the next page showa
tha-mmﬂ'ﬂy Histribution of 24 total "Non-Traume®
-detaiﬁne'ﬁéaths in‘lreg. One observation is the
re‘&sonﬁﬂy similar pattern of "Non-Trauma’

»deaths ocourring &t Abu Ghraib and elsewhere;

ahoﬂxerzstheh:ghwnumberofdaathsmﬁmgust
2008, wheri the local climate was very hot.

tratxma deaths, both ccctirring in -August 2003,
One detainee had intentionally restricted his own
diet, and em autopsy by OAFME revealed coronary
artery disease - comments shout extreme hieat are
made by the investigator. In a second case, the
OAFME officially labeled the death as heat related.

An unusus! incidence of montrmmna defaines
deaths in August' 2003 suggests, but: does not
prove, that extreme hest may have been & factor in
other denths, as well. The availeble dats, however,
makes it unclear whether environmental factors
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bie rale of environmental hest in two of the non-”
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Non-Transit Detainge Déath_s in frag, By Month (U}

Ty e
‘ o T .
_ 5 BT
. g =
£
W Ay Ghralk R
3l -
. _ s Ay 8
{. i e AR e ,’
11 COther Sites” =
] . | - ]
| s b d
; -
-
3
#

NorTrauma Detafnos Dosthe
© W B O & G <

times, The soven “Non Trauma® detainaé dgafhs
oocurying in Irag in August 2003 argmmanzed
belaw. Irieach of these swmmw,gmﬁgéﬁga
tions of detainee desth are ndgnc]ose?a.. A

-
I P

_ —-fPeUea 81’3{03. o é"?an@ Cropper in
Biphdad {Nun—Traﬁma‘F‘:x Dabe is incorplete.
Detainee was anved?bz_ Sther defsinees to be
extremely dr befone, desith. They ultimately
hreught. ham.ta‘fhe md'stahon, where medical life-

-
—"

saving measuf?@ wére unsuccessful. Medical pho-
uppo‘&.a mihtary physician’s impression of no
'axbemalmaunea, No autopsy was performed.

* ~POLO»8/7/0S at Diwania (NouTrauma)

. 364
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I_i}wb}ood p:‘essm‘,e dunngatranspert by_bus. He
briefly bmproved after medics administered a
fluid bole, but Iater worsened anddied. Autopsy
by OAFME showed. no evidence of traumsa,
although & precise cause of death could not be
determined. '

- -FOEO3-88/03 af Abu Ghrgibin Baghdad
(Non-Trauma) - Detoinee with known diabetes
had been on 8 hinger strike for two days. Other
detainees saw him suffer chest pain and eventu-
ally collapse. Medics were summoned end ihey
began cardiopulmonary resuscitation, which was
not successful. Autopsy by QAFME cited athero-
sclerotic heart digeasé.comiiﬁcated by dighetes,

- Modical
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RGO B11/08 at Abu Ghrafb in Baghdad
{Non-Trauma) - Detainee had been trested for
shortness of hreath during medical in-processing,
but be later refused to accept an intisler He was
later found unconsclous. Medics wave siimyaoned
and began cardiopulmonary resuscitation, which
was'not suceessful. Aubopsy by OAFME cited sth-
erosclerotic heart dzseaaa.

—FOUEYRIA03 ot Abu Ghrah in Baehdad
{Non-Tyaumia) - Detainee was found by other
detainges to have no breathing or pulse. They car-
ried him to prison gate ares. Aubopzy by OAFME

Emmd athetwclerot:c heart disease, Investigative.
SUMIBALY réport méntions & suspicion the detmnae:;
suffered a hieart atteck due to the cormbined eﬁs&&_

~
a—
—
§ -

) o
"~
p—Y

.
-

failed to prevent his rapid subsequent degt'h.
Autopsy by OAFME cited the death as heat-related,

~(EOTOY We do niot knmxhether medical
personnel reported comeerts a,bout. clﬁqate impacts
on detainee health in Axggé&amwf gt other
times. Sources mrtmda.ﬂnr ‘,“,, i{ggest that at
Jeast some medical persm&al dx‘ﬂ report concerns

ahout detaines wglfare dum:g such hot periods. . - '

Overall mrcumtamwmﬂd probably have led a
number of’ medwal pai‘sunnel 1o have such con-
Cerns, ~ .

ui

"%:“ Conclumnns ¥i0))

B e

5 {U) Medical: doctrine of the US. Armed

.
il
r

of extreme. heat und selfinduced dletarymsmc" 'Egrces ix ultimately ryooted in the Gereva

tiori, No mention is made of medical mv‘i‘)’sgqment
except for the autopay. 2,

mnnjmamal Other detamé'ékbéld mmrds of th!s
detainee's apparent das'l:re_ss fwmi;}:ness Medical

staff arrived thhinn\ﬁ&n mmuim ‘gind found the

detainee to have Sy pﬂse -éJr‘hBy began cardiopul-

monaxy remmtahmnand advaneed cardiae lifs.

support, ,wmmm Autopsy by OAFME
found. a!:fmwc}&vﬁ'c Leart dmease

-
—_—
.
-
s
s

*-(Feﬁei-ﬂfzzm dt Camp SatHe in Baghdad

{NonTTrayma) - Detainee was found on the ground

with shallow breathing, decréased perspiration,
and a high temperature, Agiressive administra-
+ tion of intravenous fluids by tiedical personnel

. Madlm

. tionsin GTMO,

CGonventions of 1949, and applies the standard of
huimane xiedical care to all categories of detainees,

This doctrine hag been in place throughout opera-

Afghanistan and Traq, In addition,

we note that the Office of the Secretary of Defetise
is currently developing specific pohctes to address

thie igsnes rmsed below:

(U0) The medical personnel thal we inter-
viewed appeared to understand, in general tering,
their responaibility for providing humsne medical
care to detainees, but few had received training
specifically relevant to detainee screening and
medical treabment. In Afghanisten and Iraq, how-
ovey, we found inconsistent feld-level implementa-
tion of epecific requirements, such as morthly
medical inspections and weight recordings, Ons

B
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.+ rieuhum in a standsrdized farmat aminable to uss

in: diverse settings.

(U0 Twao specific.areas deserve further poli-
clevel and legal review;, as spproprinie. Both
tnudxmmpmtﬂntethmlmmunotspmﬁmﬂy
addressed by thé Geneva Conventions of 1949,

"'.mﬁrstmmlvesthemlmmdmpnmﬂ:ﬂiﬁenuf
behaviorsl’ seience persunngl working in direct
. nm-methmlmppm'tofdatainaaintermgatmto

refine interrogation technigues. The status of
medical parsinnel assigned to thees nor-medical
duties deserves clarification, even though much of |
ﬂzmrwoﬁmmliyfomsedanmmmgmzlm,
coarcive interrogation techniques for mﬁ&

e

-detainses. Themmn&amdwmgﬁ:rﬂmpok S sfoumat ofd ll S iﬁ M inm 1

wulevelmmmvdvmstandardafw-@mee
medzmlmdsm&whonhmﬂdwmh
Jevel

prachomformmh!nmggud‘m—d‘aﬁ:hm

-mediealrmd& Inmeﬁhwm.gmm

mﬁimlmfmm&on,
firap il intavast by’

.intan:ogatm fea: tha&.info:maﬁon and no

T mmmwmmmmmmmm

g

been med-;n&rdve& during interrogations.
Alﬂwuﬂz %Wmm&es no absolute confiden-
Hiality J‘-medm information for sny person,:

‘in&udfqtdehinm Do policy-Jovil eview is isc-

eunryincrdurtobﬂmﬂmm-hr&mmpurﬂng
concarns, Mesuwhile, & third important policy

"area, involving requirements for reporting
. mmpﬁmmmmw
) miningeaumoideath,maddrmedbyupdued

366
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DoD policy guidanse in Juns 2004, as previovly
discassed.

anmitimwmmmampm

whsthn'msdiedpmimlnpar&dmspbmof',

mm.jﬁm@ﬁMhom ;
wseful inigights Frog 3 inve
wﬁwmmmmmm-
death coselt==W-{oRrid no cases of detaines death -
whei' WMmﬂmmtdmdM: .
Wﬁmmmm
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that. all military pevsonnel report suspicons of
detsinee abuse to their chein of command, our
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insights, taken togather, suggest the need to clark-  tion
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icl personnel i preventing and reporting
mispected detainee sbuse. Further, angoing CID
investigations should address this additional
 aspect of detainee abuse or deteines death cases.
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