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e MEMORANDUM HOR Commander, Yol Tack Booee 170..

SUBJ: Legal Review of Azgressive Interropation Techniques

1, Thave reviowed the memorsndum on Couter-Registance Strategies, dsted 11 Oct 02, and
sgree that the proposed stratogles do not violate epplicable federal low, Attached is s moye
detafled Jegal aualysis that addvesses the proposal, )

review prior o thelr cormmencement. ’
3. This matter is forswanded 1o you for your recommendation and scticn, s
- 2 Bncls EB
1. TP 170-12 Moo, . TLIC USA
110ct2 Staff Judge Advocate
2. JTP 170-57A Memo,
1100 .
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
JOINT TASK RORCE 17D
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA
AFO AE 08360

11 October 2002

MEMORANDUM FOR Commander, Joint Task Foree 170

)

SUBJBCT: Request for Approval of Counter-Reslitance Strategies

»

Wl . .
L8850 PROBLEM: The current guidelines for interrogation procsdures at GTMO
1imit the shility of interrogators o connisy advanced resistancs, ‘

2. 4#A¥F) Request epproval for use of the following interrogation plan.

& Category I'techniques, During the Initial category of interrogation the detaines
should be provided 2 chair and the environment should by gensrallycomfortable. The.
format of the intemmagation is the direct spproach. The uge of rewards Jike cookies or

. cigareties ay be helpful If the detaines is determimed by the interrogatar to be ™ ~.
uncooperative, the Wletrogator may use the following technigues.

(1) Yelling at the detainee (not directly in Kis baf‘crmthclcv:nhzzitwozﬁdcansc
physical pain or bearing problems) ; .

{2) Technigues of deeeption:

() Mnltiple-intertugatertechniques,

(&) Intermogator ddentity, The interviewer may identify himself as » chizen of & fareign
nation of ag an Interrogator from s conntry with & repuation for batsh trestment of
detainees.

b. Category I techmigues. With the permission of the GIC, Interrogation Sectlon, the
interrogetor mey use the followlng techninues, '

(1) The use of stress-positions (ks etanding), for 2 maximnm of four bouts.
{2 The use of falsified-decuments or yeposts,

(3) Uss of the isolston-facitity-for up to 30 days. Request numst be mzde to through the
OIC, Interogation Section, to the Director, Joint Interrogation Group (IG). Extensions
beyond the inltial 30 days must be epproved by the Commanding Genersl For selected

Declassify Underthe Aathority of Exscotive Order 12058
By Exenutive Seoretary, Offer of the Speretary of Defenge
By wWilliam P. Marsion, CAPT, USN -

Jume 21, 3004
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SUBJECT: Requestfor Approval of Comnter-Reglstance St;ﬁngies
' detzinees, the OIC, Interrogation Section, Will #pprove all contacts with the detadnee, to
inchade medical visite of 2 non-emergent nature.
{4) Intesrogating the detainee hmmﬁm;mm&am&mmﬁogaﬂm .

booth :

S IR privilon-al. hgbeanéméﬂoxymm}r

(6) The detalnee muay elso have a&andﬁ&e@v&mwﬁmg@mm
guestioning, The bood should pot restrict hreathing in any way and the detatnes shonld ba
under direct obstrvafion when hooded, :

{7) The uss of 28-hour interrogations;

4] mehwwmfeﬁiism{mc]uéing-rcﬁgiowcm}:

(8) Switchingtr-detainee from hot vations to MREs, -

(0 Removdl of clotbing |
ay FGXM{ihiving nﬁacial—h%ret@. )

(12) Using mm@mm@bm {sveh-as-foar of dogs) fo indude stress,

¢. Catogory I technigues. Technigues in 1his category masy be nsed only by submining
& request through the Directar, JIG, for approvel by the Communding General with
2ppropeiate lopal revicw 10d nformation to Commander, USSOUTHCOM. These
technigues £re required for & very goall bereentage of the most uncoopaative detainess
~ , (less than 3%). The following techniques and other sversive technigues, sucl as thoss nsed

‘ ( in U8, military interrogation resistance training oz by other U.S, government agencies,
may be vtillzed in & carefully coordinated manner 1o belp interrogate exceptionally resistant
detelnoss. Aoy or these fechniques that require more than light prabhing, poking or
pushing, wil te edministered enly by individuals specificlly lxamﬂb:g\hcir?a‘é
epplication, :

A

(1) Tho se of scensrlos.designed to-convines the detaluco that deatlior severely
pelafulconsequences-arednmtrm for him and/or ki famndy. '

by

(2) Brposuwesn.eald weathec.or satex. (with sppropriste medical mepitoring)

* (3) Yse-of-ewetrowel and < ripping water to Induce the misperesplion of suffocation.
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| . JTF 170-32
| SUBJECT: Request for Approval of Counter-Resistanee Strategies

: - (4) Use ol midd;norinjusiousphysissl contem such as prabhing, poking §
‘ with the finger, and Jight pushing, Bribhlg; poking n tho cheet
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. 1 170814 11 Octobex 2002
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PERTORARIUN FOR Commas i, Jouat Task Farcs 17U

| : SUBJECT: Legel Brief on Proposed Countzr-Resiatence Statepion

SSUE: Toensuro the security of the Undted States and #is Alfies, voce aggressive
‘ - interzopation techigues than the emes presently used, ruck 4 tho meflnds proposed in the sitached
‘ Tecommendation, muy be required fn crder 1o obtain oformation from detalnees that axe peslsting .
i interrogation clionts and are mipoctsd of having siguificant forimation exsential to national secwity,
\ : This degal tulef referencos the recommendations onflinad in the YTR-1 902 memorsudam, dated 11
\ E Orcicher 2002, ’ ‘

‘ 2«-(&-) FACTS: The defaiores carvently held 21 Guantanimo Bay, Cuba {TMO), e not protected

‘ by the Geneyr Copventions (GO). Novethelass, DoD Interrogators wrained 1o apply the Geaeva

‘ Cenventions have beerrpeing conenonly spproved methods of nteogation such e mpportbiilding

i : turoogh tha direet 2pprozch, yewards, ths ruldple interrogator approack, md the wse of deception,

| . However, becauss ditainees have been sbie 1o commapieste smong themaedves and debried each other

\ gbout thedr respective Intezogetions, their Interrogation resistanse strategies have bosome more

‘ sophisticated, Compounding this problem f the fact that thera §e no esteblished ¢lear potloy for
interzogetion limits and operations st GTMO, end many Interrogsiors have £l in (ho past thue they could

‘ ; 0ot do erything that could be considered “controvergial ™ Is vopordapce with Presidenr Bush’s 7 Febroary

! ) 2002 directive, the deinzes are pot Enemny Prisoners of War (EPW), They satist be trested humanely

i wnd, subject to silitary necessity, fo socordance with the principles of GO,

34&:@9 DISCUSSION: The Office of the Secrétary of Defense {OSD) has not sdopted specific
. puidelines regmding Intervogation fchuiques Tor dtsioee operstions at GIMO, Whiloths 3
outlined in, Azzy FM 34-52 Jowlligence Interrogation (28 Septecsber 1982), e wilized, they ars
consirained by, ard conform 10 fhe GO and epplicadle International Law, 208 therefore sve 5ot binding.
Since the dereinees are not EPWy, the Genevs Conveptions Emitations that crdinasly would govesn
captored eney persopnel nterropationt ere not binding on U5, persoanel comdneting dutafose
i gations st GTMO. Consequently, ko the sbspnce of specific blnding puddance; and in accordance
with the Presidet's directive 1o treat the detalnees hrimanely, we most ook to spplicsblednternationsl. . -
&nd domestic v {nfbtder o determine The legality of 1he suoee sggresslve nremopation tectindquas. -

-
..

recomragnded {5 e I3 yropossl, .
£ {U) Interpstiopal Law: Alhough no interpationy} body of lew directly applies, the mere nolsble
{ntercstiopaltreation and relevant Jew sre Yisted below. :

] i E ive Orider 127
Iassify Undes the Authority of Executive 2120
gjcﬁxccu';ivt Sevsetary, Office of the Segsetary of Lsgien
Ry Williasn P, Marsiott, CAPT, USH
Jone 27, HKd
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SUBJECT: Legal Brief on Proposed Connter-Reslstunce Sirategles

1) (U) In November of 1994, the United States ratified The Convention Against Tortors end Other
Crud], Inhumene of Degrading Trsatment o Puniskment. However, the United States ook resecvation
16 Article 16, which defined cruel, inhumane and degrading tregtment or punishment, by inesd defening
1o the current standard griiculated in the 5th Amendment to the United States Copstitation. Therefore, tho
Dlted States ks orly probibited from committing dhoso acts that wxuld oluerwite be prohibited undet the

e Sy TSR NRETHE] Alirolmen! sTauni (U A1 D oL T he UDLLE Siaits
ratifed the weaty with thie undentending that the convention would not be self-executing, that is, that it
would Dot creats » private causs of ection fn US. Costs, This convention is the principal UN, westy
rogetding tostore and other cruel, Inhmmans, or degrading treatment,

(V) The International Covenant on Civil and Politicat Rights QCCFR), ratified by the United
States in 1992, probibits Inkamans teatmoent in Axticle 7, and erbitrary acrest and detention in Asticle 9,
The Upfied States retified Ytou the condidon ¢ it would not bs self-execnting, and &t tock 3 reservation
to Anicle 7 fhat we woudd only be bound tothe extent that fhe Unfted States Copstifion prehibita cruel
and pansgal punlthment.

o AN ’Ibcﬂnﬁﬁm(!envmﬁmoaﬁumkighﬁ forbids {obumane trestinent, sxidtaty
iroprisonmeant, and yequires mznwwmﬁymfmdmhwof&tcmmamtmm,wwﬁw
theit prezeial confinement, and o conduet 8 friad within a yessousble time. The Uliad States gigned the
copvention op ] ime 1977, but pover satified . o

O mmmw&m&emﬁmm&mm«wm
srestrment, adtavtal departation, end itmpmisonment. The Unlied Starcs bot ooy failed 10 xatify the Rowme
Srante, but2lso Jatee withdrew from i, ’ :

5} () The United Nations® Univerasl Declanation of Flumsn Rights, probdbly iohinioase of
doprading punishment, esbitary arvest, detention, o exile. Althoogh internationsl declaretions nity
provide evidence of costomary inemationsl lsw (which s considered binding on allnations even withot
2 treaty), they 2re not enforceable by theynacives.

. j 8 O S'hmixsom&n@mmhwnmﬁngﬁommz&mm%mdﬁmnmg}mm
fhe ispue of tostars. The Court rulsd on ellegations of rortiurs and other forms of inkamane treatmen by
the Britieh In the Necthern Ireland eanfBct, The Britsh euthosties developed practices of interrogation
such 1 forclug deteineey to stand for Tong honvs, placing black hooda over theis heads, holdimg the
detainees prior o dnterrogation S & room with contimiag Joud pokis, 106 Sepriving them of sleep, food,
and water, The European Court conptuded that these seia & ot sise to the Jovel of torture & Gefined i’
 the Convention Againgt Torbine, boosuss torture Wi defined as sy sgpravated form of ered, dnbomen, a2
zee Stpreding treatment or punishunent Rowever, the Cooyithi find that these tochnidues copshituted cruel,.
*-“iftipne, and deprding trostmens. Fonethaless, and ay previoudly mentioned, nex only s ths United
States not & pard of the Poropesn Buman Rights Court, bt 25 peeviously stazsd, tonly ratified the &
deFniion of crued, inbuman, end degrading treatrent consistent with the 138, Comstitution. See elo
}ekinovie v, Vuckovic, 198 F, Supp, 24 1322 0N.D, Geor, 2002); Lommittes Agsingt Togtore v, Jergel,

Supreme Court of Tsteel, 6 Sep 99, 7BHRC 3 Yreland v, UK (1978), 2EHRR 25.
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JrE170-53A
SUBYECT: Legal Brief on Propored CounterResistance Strategies

b, (U) Domestic Law: Although the astaines integrogationt £re not occurring fn the continentad
United Stetes, U.S. personnel condhieting seid intrrsogations a1v £551 bound by spplicstle Federl Law,
Spa:iﬁaﬁy, the Highth Arrendinrot of the Dnited States Ceastitufion, 18 US.C, § 2340, and fox military
{nterrogators, the Unifanm Code of Military Justice (UCMI). )

FrImy

3] (U Tl Blphdr A aines 6 AUt S IRy UG AR GE POVt WA $519¢ DAl s0ALR
ot be yequired, nor excessive fines tmposed, B orued and poasoa] ponithment inflicted, Theee do 2 Bk
dmmmdmxusehwmaﬁnghnhewmzﬁdﬁmnpw,umm&ﬁm)}m N
Amendment i gation in foderel court tovoives eithier the dexfh peaslty, e 42USC. ¢ 1983 sctions from
inmates based on prison conditions. "The Bighth Amendment z2pplies 83 10 whether or nof ferkire &
{ohumans trestment has poowred undex the Tederal ortuze stati 3 .

() () Aprinciploesein the confinenent wnm:ﬁmiismmscﬁvcwgu&'mgﬁghﬁzmémm
aualysis (which 13 relevant beesnse the Unifed States adopted the Convention Against Tortoye, Crusl,
mbmmwb'awﬁn;mmtﬁﬂxoé&mwmm;mmdmmsm
Owcﬁmﬁon)mﬁwnéiﬁmafmnﬁnemw’a&s.mwaemam&ﬁmwm
Wil 503 DS 1 {1992, Theissue in Hodnon stepmmed from & 42 USC. 4 1983 actim sYeping

» &uapﬁ&mﬁmﬁcwﬁuadmin&ma,héﬁnmlﬁmmdn&mh eredeed dontal plate
mﬁnﬁﬁwaba&gbg’mmm&vmhwmﬂwm;’mm o this case the Cowt beld
x};mhmmsxogmg;nqpmimaminbmﬁngmimmmnmhm. The Court firther ruled
thas the use of exceasive physieal force agdmtayﬁwwnimmﬁmmlmémmdpmhhw&
mmmmmmmwmfumwmm.;

&) (U) o Hadson, the Coort clied o Whiiley v, Albery, 435 °0G.8, 312 (15561, a3 the semival cans
that cstsblishes whether & conntitationd] viclagion has otcarred. The Court sisted that the extent of the
injm}'mffmﬂbyminmﬁcimﬂyme of the fscront to be considered, but faat there ks po sigrificant
injury reguirement in arder 15 estsblish an Eiglah Amepdment violation, nd that the shienct of serious

injury {s selovant to, bat does oo td, the Bighth Amcudment ineqeiny. The Cowt based ks decision on
(s *,,.3ectied role fhst {he unneccasary ad wandon inflicdion of pain ..« constitutes croel 20¢ noosnal
pusishment focbidden by the Bighth Amendment” Hhitley at 318, guoring Ingrebum v, Wikedt, 430 Uas.
651, 670 (1977). The Hudson Conrt then 14 that in The exeessive foree or conditions of confinensent
context, the Riphth Amencrozat violation test Qelinsated by the Supreme Comt fo Hodaop is that when
posen officiale mellciously aud sadistically vse forco to couse barm, contexpporary standsrds of deconcy
axe slways viclted, whether of uotsignificent injory is evitert. The extent of inhury ruffaed by 2o
{nimote is cpe factor fhat may suggest whether the wse of fores couid plansibly bave been thooghs .
necessary ko & perticoles situntion, bt the quastion of Whether the measre 2ken Suflicted saneeessery
end wanton pain end roffedng, vitimately tooy op whethier foroe was zpplisd in sigood fdfibeffonto

*. yoabetaln of restorediscipling, o mﬁciw&ywdsm&aﬂyi&wm(mmnﬁa&mw;ﬁ
“Eonring berm ¥ 0, the Righth Amendment elalml will prevali.

te

! Nerwithatanding the sptment St U2, prysuand sxe bound by the Constitution, the delaipecy confined 2l GITMO
have nodusdsdictionsl sanding to belng s tcction 1588 acticn leplng anBighth Amasdment Vidtatlon in L8,

Frders) Cowt .
FRERRPATORE : ﬁl 3

N
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JTIF170-8JA ‘
SUBJECT: Legsd Brief ox Proposed Connter-Resistance Strategles

{© () atthe District Conrt Jevel, the typieal conditions-ofscopfivement claims dnvolve &
distusbance of the fnamete’s physicsl comfort, such a8 tleep Seprivation or loud nelse. The Bighth Cirenit
raled ju Singh v, Holeonb, 1592 US, App, LEXIS 24760, that e allegation by & Snmate thas bs was
copstantly doprived of sleep whlch resalted in eppotiondl Sistress, loss of memory, fieadacher, 20d pooc
concentretion, did hot thow either tho extrexe deprivation level, er e officials’ culpable state of mind '
o€ 10 TAIEII RET DJECHVE COLponeal O 31 ﬁWM

Rt hm&h«ﬂmyé@ﬁnﬁmmﬁ%’&zmmﬁﬁhm&wﬁmmm&
Chcﬁzq&hmhedamdkydﬁw.cinmmnsamtmdctm&ﬁ\aii{aw&aﬁum&ﬁmoﬁaeﬂi&
kmanab}yrdawdtaalegiﬁmmgowmm chfective, t does pok, shthont pss, Sxomt 10
punishiment. Yo Bepuson v. Capt Girardery County, 88 F3d 647 (8% Ccz. 1896), the complsinant was
mnﬁnodm;&mbySmfﬁc&wﬁ'o&tbwutﬁlﬂx:&r&m&wfwxﬁwﬁwpmxm:nmﬂw
soder bight Bghts thar were 02 twenty-forr bours & day. s Bighth Amendowor climwas vt

Grensostances test bat also baen adopted by the Wimth Cirenit, In Green v, C80 Shecks 1595 US. App.
XIS 1&5&&:%%&»%@% injary neﬁwﬁﬁmm&m&&ﬁmmﬂa&cﬁm
Ameodment, 2nd ht dapdqﬁwﬁm&ﬁmwawacomﬁmgmw&aﬂmwhmmpﬁwam
tcpmcmm#m&ake:kwm:mpww harnoed, ) :

-
£y

; @O mﬁm@:dm&mmwmmwmﬂmwmmmw
! }mﬂegoadfaﬁhkgiﬁm&wgwmmwandxﬁdwwmﬁﬁdmiymdmﬂisﬁaﬂyfmmm
puspose of causing harm. !

2} () The vorire stamlo (R USC. §2340) Is the Uned Btstes® codificetion of the sigaed end

saetfied provizions of ‘the Copvestion Against Tormns snd Othet Crozl, Inhmman or Degrading Teeatment
¢ Punishapent, and pomnant 1o subacction 23408, doss pot create 0y substantive o

. enfoyceble by 1aw by any paty ka any civil procecdisg,

o O The stanate provides bt “whoover cutsids the United States commits or stiempls to conenil
torsire shall be fined mndet %ﬁﬂsﬁimpﬁsm:ﬂmxmomzﬂyws, o5 begh, and i Seath resulta to
any person from conduct protibited by thi» gobsention, shsll be punlshed by death o {mpsisonsd for axy
term of years o for life”

() (0) Tamuels didined w3 “an et committed by & pmomcﬁngwiacalcwfkw;g&ﬁ;dh
mm{cwpmwda&}minﬂmmmphyﬁc&mmmpwmmﬁ&s(&wmmw “
suffering incident 1o Jewiul esnclions) upon encther pecson wifkin b cartody er physicsl control” The

. ststote defines “revere ments) pain or sufferiog” 2y “he prolonsed mentzl bapm cosged by or resufing

- (emphexis 284e6) from Ve inteotlonsl Wnfliction or firestened daffcion of eevers physical paiu or
suffering; af the sduivivtration or epplication, & threatened pimisietretion ot application, of sind- »
shering substances o other procedues exledlsted to disrupt profoundly the semes of oo personality; oo
{he thveat of jrrninent deeth; or the threas that spother perton will iminently be vubjected to death,
severe physicel pain or suffering, orthe dmintstration or epplicetion of mind-eltering substances o olhex
procedures calevlated (o disnupt profoundly the senses o persopality”’
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SUBJECT: Legal Brie! on Proposed Connter-Resistance § trategles

(@) (U) CaseJaw in the context of the federal torfare statts and interogations i also leeking, 2s the
. tosjority of the case Law Tavolving torture gelates to eithar the illogality of bratal tactics used by the patics
to ebteln confestions (m which the Coan slrply atates that these confessions will be degmed s -
involuptary for B porpotes of sdmirsibiity aod due process, but doss tiot actuslly address tosture or the
Righth Amendment), 0t tho Alien Teews Clalm Ast, dn which feders] courts have dofined that certain vses
iy Tilip O LI W QOISER oF ECqUERCEncE of ¥ pUbhe
. official, Bee Oty v, Graxnajo, £86 Supp, 162 (D, Mass, 1595)) constituted torture, However, po case
Law on point within the context of 18 VSC 2340,

(8} (U) Finally, US. wmilitary perscue] are subject to the Unlform Cods of Military Justice, The
puadtive exticles that could porsatislly be vinlated depanding on the cireumtances a0d yesufts of an
intertopation are: Article 93 (croelty and malroarment), Article 118 {ntrder), Article 118
(mansiaoghter), Anicle 124 (meiming), Article 128 (rassnlf), Article 134 {comnmudcating & threas, and
pegligent homicide), and the inchoats offenses of 2ttempn (Article §0), conspiacy {(Articls 51), avcessory
mamckammﬁ).mdxo}iﬁuﬁmu&rﬁc}eﬁz}. Article 328 s the article moet 1o bs violated
bacanse » shagle asseult can be conmmmated by an vxlawia) dernonstation of viclence widch ereater In
the mind of another 2 reasensble sppeebension of recelving imumediste bodily harm, snd 8 specific jutent
10 sctually dnflict bodity barm It pot required. ‘

4, XKIS: The comnter-yesistance techniques proposed i the JTE-170-32 memorsndurs are
lﬁwfalbmeﬂmydoﬁmﬁo}mmnﬁiﬁﬁbmm»o&emkdmmmmu%fm
torture stamie ag explalned below. An nternational baw aselysis s pot regaired for the carrent progossl
becanse the Genova Conventions do e 2pply to thest dessinees yinos they sro net EPW;,

{2 %memmcmmmm}mmwmmwmam&mmm
vialated the Bighth Amendiment, 80 Jang as xbcfomemadccnidphnﬁb!yhavemmwg&mxaqh
2 particalar sitation to achleve s legHimate poverniuentsl objoctive, and it was spphied in v good faith
dfmandnotma}idwx}ywwm!m&cvuypmmwmmhgmmoymwmh@a
axe ikely to pass coastitntions] moster, mf&aﬂ(marmmvdnnuhviﬂh@whngumof
the propostd strategies are not specifically Intended €0 canss severe physical patn or puffeding o

notviclzte the satule,

(b}'@%) Regarding the Uniform Cods of Military Justicesthe proposel 1o grab, poke in the chest,
push Hehtly, and placs 2 wet towel or hood over the detainee’s hoed woald canztitnte & per ga vicktion of
Article 128 (Aszauld), mMaMwﬁ&dmwmcmmamﬁmzw @
elso Article 134 (commnnicsting & fhread), hwmﬁdbcmvkeb}awhauymimammi@h ‘
edvzoce from the convenlag euthority, for adlitary oembers veilizing there methods,”

(e} €8N Specificslly, witk 1epusd to Categary Itechoiques, the use of mild £ad fear relsted
approsches gichas yelllng st the dateines fs not llegal because in order o communieste & thieat, fhere
mrast elso exist en dntent to injure. Yelling st the deteines i legal solong as the yelling is not dono with
1he intent 10 c2uss severs phycical damisge or prolosged mepte] harm. Techniques of deception such as
multiple interrogator tecknicques, and deception re garding interrogator identity sye 83 pormissible methods
of frrerrogation, since theye it o logal requirement 4o be tathful while rondacting 2 dnterrogation.

-

0y
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SUBJECT: Legal Brief on Propored Counter-Resistance Strategies.
el @%W‘xﬁrewdw&mzyﬂmﬁboﬁs, the use of stress posifions euch us the ed

’ yropos
awanding for foar honrs, the use of solation for up to thisty days, sod inferrogating the deteinee in an
environment other than the standard interrogetion bootk re all Jegally permissible so Jong as no severe
physical pain is Inflicted e0d prolonged mextal harm Ixtended, and becavae thero b1 1 legithmate
goveamental objective dn cbaindng the inforpation necassary that the high value detainess on which

PosTEE, Tor g prowectios of (i ERGEAL Recay of T Uniled SEHS,
its citizeos, and aflies, Forthermmore, these methods wonld not be utilized for the “very maficions and
ssdistic purpose of crusing barm,” and sbsent ruedfical evidence 1o the coustrary, there It no evidence that

prolonged mantal harm would resalt from the use of these stratagios. The uss of f2lAfiod documents §s

Iogally permissible becavse dnterrogatons may wie deeeption to schieve thelr puepoge,

') The deprivation of light and suditery stirm¥, the placemant of & hood ow the
deiaines’s head during trassportation end guestoning, 20d the use of 20 horr interopations are all Jegally
prxmisedble so Jong &3 there Is 22 important governmentl cbjective, aud 3t i3 not dope for the purpose of
caueiop harm oo with the inteat o cause prolonged mental quffering, There fs 5o logal requirement that
detainces must yeceive foar hours of sleep per pight, butif 4 UL, Court ever had to rofe on this procedars,
i arder o pass Highth Amendimant scrofiny, 208 3.8 contionaty meantre, they should seocive some
amoant of glocp $0 Gk ny severs physical of mental herm will sesalt, Removs) of comfort ftems i
permdsuihle because there 13 5o fegsl roquirement 10 provide cornfort Rerma, Thayequirement is to provide
adequate food, water, shelter, and yoedieal care. The lesoe of removing prblished religious i of
smaterials would Be relevant if these were Uniied Stames citizens with 2 First Arvendmoot sight. Suchis

not the case with he detatuecs. Foreed grooming and zomoval of clothing wre not [egs), 0 Jong es it s
not done W punish or couse harem, a5 these is 3 Jopitimate governmental cbjective to chtain Information,
maintsin heslth stendands in the ramp and protest both the datainces end the guards, There dano Megality

in removing hot mesls because thare i no specific reguirement to provide hot mesls, coly sdeguste food.
Thewse of the detainee’s phobias it equally permissible.

i .&9 With yespect 1o the Category ITT advenced counter-gesistanee stratepics, the nec of
secoerios desipned to convince the detaines that desth of scverely palnfl consequences ars imeminent i
oot illegal for the samme aforemontioned reascus that there i & compelting governmenma) Intaest 20d it is
not done inteationally to capse prolonged harm. However, cantion sbould be utilizad with this technigus
because the tevtire sitote apecifically mentions making desth throats as an exxnple of Inflleting mocntel

padn end euffering. Brposure to cold weather or water is permisaiblo with eppropriate medical
meaitoring, The use of & et towel to Induce the sulsperception of suffocation would also bs permissible

H not done with the specific fntent to caxiss prolonged mental har), end sbeert rondizel evidence that it
© would Csution shoald be exercised with this mathod, as foreign courts have elready advired about the
poteatial meatsd harm that this tethod my cause. "The use of physical contaet with the detatnoe, euch a2
pushing apd poldng will technically constitors en asssul neder Article 128, UCMI.
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