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LEGAL ANALYSYS OF INTERROGATION YECHNIQUES:

Interrogation Technigues
Category I —
1. Gagging with gauzs,
2. Yelling ut detatnee,
-3. Decepilan
3. Multiple Interrogators
b. Intervoyator posing as an interogator from 3 forelgn ration
with B repuiation of harsh treatment of detainees.

Category II- ) ' ,
1. Use of syess positions {such a5 standing} for 8 maximum of 4 kes.
2. Use of fakifiéd documents or reports. - .
3. Isplation fdiity for 30 day increments.
4. Ron-standard ktemrogation environment/baoth,
5. Hoiling detzinee, -
6, Use of 20-hdur interropation segments. .
7. Removal of all comfort items (Inciding religous items).
8. Switching detiines from hot ratlens to MRE’s. . .
9. Removal of aft cuthing. ‘ ) : J
10. Foeced grooming (shaving af facial halr erc..) .
11.Use of individual phobias {such as fear of ogs) to induce strass. . ,

Category II1- ) i . -

1. Use of scemarios designad to convince detalnee [nat ceath or severs: ’
pain is imminent for him or his famiy. .

E57:05ure to cold weather or water (with medical monitoring).

Use of wet towel a4d dripping water o induce e misparcaption of -

> Wﬁm‘ '.-' . R R ,1‘1«_&?-& St - Kl

Usl;arr mild physical contact such &s graboing, light pushing snd poking

with finger,

Category TV-

1. Detainee wil! ba sent off GTIMD, ether temporarity or parmanently, to
Jordan, Egypt, or another thirg Qountry to sow thase countries to empiloy
inttem:gation techwigues that will enabie them © obizin the requisite
infbemaUon.
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Legal Analysis’

The following techniques are examples of conrcive Interrogatiot:
techniques wh%ch sre hol permitted by the U.S, Constitution:

Category 1 -

3. b, Interrogator posing as an intarrogator from 8 foreign nation with a

reputabion of harsh reatment of detoinees, - .
Category Xt- .

1. Useof stress positions (such as stending) for @ maximuim of 4 hrs,

2. Use of falsifiad documents or reoorts.

5. Hooding detalnee. .

6. Use of 20-hour intesvogation segments.

9. Removal of alt dothing.

11. Use of individual plioblas {such as fear of dogs) Lo induce stress, ;

Category 111- ’
1. Use of scenarios designed to convince detaines that death or
scvere pain is imminent Tor him or his famidy.
Z Bxposire to cold waather of waler {with medical n:onitoring).
3. Use of wet iowed and dripplng water to indup the mspercgption of
drovening.

Lnformation abiained through tese matirods wili not be admissible in any
Criminal Trial in the U.S. Although, mfor'nabon obtained Yrough these methods

might be admissible in itn @ses, the Judge PFaned
determine that litthe or no weight should be given to Infacmatian that Jo obtained
Under duress. ¢ . '

Tha following Lechysigues are examples of coercive intemogation
tedhniques which may violale 18 US.C. s, B4, (Torture Statite);

Category 11
5. Hoaodin

M. Use of incévidual phobias (such a5 fee of dogs) to Induce styess.

Category I
1. Lise of scenarios designed to convine detwinee that death or .
severe pain i imminent for him oc his famly, ) K
2. Exposure to cold weather or water (with medical monitoring).
4. Use of ver towel and Uripping water to induce the misperception of
drowning.
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In 18 U.S.C. 5. 2340, (Torture Siatete), keture s defined 8s “an act
committed by a person acting under cokor of I specifically Intended to Inflict
severe physical or mental pain or suftering upon another person within his
Qustody-or control.”  The torture statute dafines “sevare mental paln or
suifering” as “the proionged, mantat harm caused by or resulting from the
intentionel infliction or tireatzned infliction of severe physical pain or suffering;
or the administration or application, or threstened adrministration or spplication,
of mind-aitering substances or other procedures caleufated to disrugt profoundly
the senses of the pefsonality; or the threat of imminent death; or the threat iat
another person will imminently be subject bo death, severe physica pain or
suffering, or the administration or application, of. mind-aitering substances or
ather progedures iculated I distupt profaundly the sengés of the personality,”

- Although the above inferogation techniques may. not be per se vialations
of the United States Torture Statute, the determination of whether any particuta:
use of these technigues Is a violation of this statue will Ringe: on the intent of the
user. The intent of the user will be a question of fact for the Judge o1 Jury to
decide. Therefore, it is possibie that thase who employ these techniques may be '
indicted, prosecuted, and possibly‘coivicted i the trier of fact determines that A
the user had the requistte intent. Under these droumsiances & Is recommended
that these ladnigues not be utilized.

The foflowing technigue 15 ‘an e@mple of 3 coerdve interrogation
technique vinich sppears Lo viotate 16 U.S,C. 5. 2340, (Torture Statute):

Calegory TV- ' :
1. Detaines will be sent off GTMO, elther temporarly or permanenty, to

Jedan, Eg_ffpl, ¢ another third countxy to allow those countries to employ

0 erg

Anformation. SRR T AL SEnEagEltn 58 L ¢ 1 SRR e
In as mud as Bie intent of this calegary s to uttize, outside the U.S.,

intervogation bechnkiuss which would violale 16 US.C. s, 2340 If committed in

the US,, it.is a per s violation of the U.S. Tortue Stasle. DBiscussing any plan

wiidh inchudes thiz category, cauld be seen as a conspiracy 1o violate 18 U.S.C.

S 2340, -Any person wi takes eny ection in (wtherance of implementing such 2

plan, would inculpate all persons wiho were involved in reating this plan. This

technique can pot be utillzed without violating V. $. Federat law.
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