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Synopsis' : (U) To document BAU assistance and challenges encountered

duri 9. IDY. sslgnment An Guantanamo Bay (G’I‘MO) . .
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Enclosure(s): (U} Enclosed documents provide additional details E?C

regarding issues encountered hy SSas| Jin GTMO:

1. (U) *Intelligence Interrogation," U.S. Army Field Manual (No. 34~
§2)- . . . : .

(U} - 2. (% "Interrogation Tactics" as promulgated by DHS
at o, 12/11/2002 N L .
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- Detailss ( During the TDY assignments of SSA | | bIC
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“BEERET/ORCON/NOFORN

To: Countertexrorism From: CIRG
Re: (U) 265a-MM~C99102, 05/30/2003

3. (LES) FBI(BAU) Letter forwarded to, Major General (MGEN) G.R.

Miller, Commander, Joint Task Force-170 on 11/22/2002.

- 4.;>Ei;U S: Army Legal Brief on Proposed Counter-Resistance .

St¥ategies, 10/15/2002.

(LES) Legal Analysis of Interrogatlon Technigques by SSA [:::::]
FBI (BaU).
6. EB(:DHS Interrogatlon Plan for Detainee #63, 11/22/2002 .
b7C
7. (LES) FBI(BAU)/CITF Interrogatlon pPlan for Detainee #63,
11/22/2002. .

- g, ;}S;;ReVLew of JTF-GTMO Interrogation Plan by| ]
22

11 0o2.

9. (LES) Letter from FBI GTMO Supervisor/BAU to MGEN Miller re: Video -
Teleconference on 11/21/2002.

10. (LES) Draft of CITF Memorandum For JTF-GTMO/J2, 12/1-7/'2002.

13.{LES) Draft Memorandum For Record, " Aggressive Interrogation-
Historical Record," 01/15/2003. )

-12. {(LES) FBI(B@U):Interview notes ve: Detainee -#682, 11/22/2002.:. . ...

bé

(10/27/20 ~12/06/2002) and SSA [ "] (11/07-2002~127/18/2002),
Guantanamo BayxxGTMO),“several dzscuss;ons\were sheldsto. determlne,

VA rahy

e'most e ffective ‘meand " of" conducting“lnterv1ews”of detalnees?“These"

e ‘dlscu551ons were prompted by the recognition that members of.‘the “»+

~ Defense Intelligence Agency's {DIA) Defense Humlnt Services (DHS)

were being encouraged at times to use agygressive interrogatioh tactics

- in @IMO which are of questionable effectiveness and subject to

uncertain interpretatlon based on law and regulatzon Not only are
these tactics at odds with legally perm1531b1e interviewing technigques
used by U.8. law enforcement agenoies in the United States, but they
are being employed by personnel in GIMO who appear to have little, if
any, experience eliciting information for judicial purposes. The

" continued use of these techniques has the potential of negatively

xmpactmng future interviews by FBI agents as they attempt, to gather
intelligence and prepafe cases for prosecutlon. i e g “'ﬁe'mr<ﬂhs*"
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" BEeRET/ORCON/NOFORN

To: Counterterrorism From: CIRG
Re: (U} 265A~MM-C29102, 05/30/2003

(0 R “":agz The intérrogation techniques taught by DHS to military
© interrogators in GTMO come from a U.S. Army Field Manual (#34-52)
entltled "Intelligence Interrogatlon, {Encl 1) and from tactics used
in U.S. Army Seaxrch, Escape, Resistance and Evasion (SERE) tra1n1ng
{Encl 2) to prepare: mllltary persomel to resist interrogation in the
event they are taken prlsoner by the enemy. Although SERE techniques
may be effective in eliciting tactical intelligence in a battlefield
context, the reliability of information obtained using such tactics is
f ) hlghly guestionable, not to mention potentlally 1ega11y inadmissible
; ' in court.

L wm . e
. " SSAS[ | with the concurrence of BAU . pig

management, argued for the use of a rapport-based approach in
interrogations (Encl 3), pointing out the success of the FBI in
ellcitlng information from hostile and recalcitrant individuals in
previous terrorism 1nvestigat10ns. Unfortunately, these arguments were
met with cons;derable skepticism and resistance by senior DHS
officials in GTMO, despite several -attempts.to convince them
otherwise. Nonetheless, the DHE have Ffalsfely claimed that the BaU has
helped to develop and support DHS's interrogatien plans.

(U) During their TDY assignment, SSAS | Iandl !kept
the RAU apprized of details of 'the above controversy. Additionally,
they offered interviewing assistance and provided training on
1nterrogat10n methods to FBI/CITF peISOnnel

[l

o
wlC

5

(U) n;S{; ﬁﬁggzgzogz, ngE:::]sent several documents via e—””gi‘
. mall to U hief BAU, Quantico, who advised he would ~

forward them to Marion Bowman, Legal Counsél, FBIHQ. These documents
. .+ included a letter 'to the JTF~170 Commanding General, Major General
. %ﬁ §%$£%4MGENh‘J Gwﬂmlllerﬁ(sncl|3)dﬁa qu‘wArmy Legal | Brief on$Pn0posed
*4¢ Counter Res;stance‘Strategles supportlng ‘the use’of aggressrve
"interrogation: technxques {Encl ' 4),; *and'a lLegal Analysis- of
Interrogatlon Technxques {(Encl 5) by SSA[::%::::::]

{U)'”” g \E§( It is notewcrthy ‘that the ¢age agent in GTMO, SA E

o L and senior officials from the Criminal Investlgatlve
Task Force (CITF), who have been involved in GTMO since the beginning,
concur with the BAU's approach to interrogation. Among those most

' . " supportive of such methods is]| I Chie logist
' with the Naval Criminal Investlgatlve Service (NCIS) has
i as

i

;

" been an advisoxr’'to the CITF in GTMO since its -inception an
.. rrepeatedly argued for 1mplementat10n of a rapport-based approach |
th:i:::: the

flaménted ;that'many DHS ‘intérrogators -seem to belibve} -that"t
only way to elidit information from uncooperatlve detalnees 1s to use
aggresszve technigques on them. .

7C
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e e .:;gi 'The differences betwseen DHS and FBI lnterrogation
techniques” and

e - EB(i Despiteyfbieﬂtinns_ﬁalsed by the BAU as well as .
concerns articulated b {Encl 8}, the DHS initiated an

'and requesting an opportunlty to address the matter with MGEN Miller

revealed -that MGEN Miller remains blased in favor of DHS's

" attitude may be shifting slightly following a recent visit by Pentagon

AT s A o b T AL T PP T P B S 2dwy m—tare s TR Y e p v,

_BRRRET /ORCON/NOFORN

To: Counterterrorism From: CIRG
Re: (U)  265A~-MM-C99102, 05/30/2003

the potential legal problems which could arise were . b
discussed with DHS officials. However, they are adamsnt that their ..
interrogation strategies are the best ones to use despite a lac¢k of
evidence of their success., The issue regarding the effectiveness of
DHS's techniqgues was amplified during an awkward teleconference
between GTMO and Pentagon .officials. During this teleCfggggggggL_%?f
GTMO officer overseeing military interrogations, LCOL
USA, blatantly misgled the Pentagon into believing that the BAU
endorsed DHS's aggressive and controversial Interrogation Plan (Encl
6) for Mohammed Al- Qatani, a detainee c fer 0 as #63.
Prior to this video teleconference, SSAs and had
discussed with DHS the advantages and rationale regarding the FRI's
interrogation strategy for #63 {BEncl 7)., and had made availlable to
them a written-draft of this plan.

aggressive interrogation plan for #63. This plan incorporated a b

confusing array of physical and psychological stressors which were S
designed, presumably, to elicit #63's cooperation. Needless to say,

this plan was eventually abandoned when the DHS realized it was not
working and when #63 had to be hospitalizeéd briefly.

o e The military and DHS's inaccurate portrayal to the
Pentagon at the BAU had .endorsed and, in fact, 'helped to.cxsate ..,

"DHS 's lnterrogatlon plan for #63 prompted SSA and
the FBI on-scene TDY operations supervisor, SSA to Egc

send a letter (Encl 9). to MGEN Miller correcting thesge misstatements

nt«meet:hl[:jgig_%}fﬁen MGEF( Mlller,,jazid SEAS L
"and “sa’ detalls”’ and*ratlonale*for'
T8 Interviewing approach were presented.- Although ‘MGEN Millexr
acknowledged positive aspects of this approach, it was apparent that
he favored DHS's interrogation methods, despité FBI asgsertions that

such methods could easily result in the elicitation of unrellable and
legally inadmissible information.

. Subsequent contact with FBI personnel in GTMO has
1nterrogat10n methods, although there is some indication that his

OfflClalS. On,12/17/2002, CITF, in consultation with the BAU, drafted
ta letter,(Encl 10) for MGEN Miller-reitersting. the strengths lofsthe.w.
FBI/CITE approach to conducting interrogations. Encl ' {11) /:authored by
a ToY 1ega1 advmsor assigned to CITF, provides a detailed hlstorlcal

AR P WS -w%%%@MIOMNINOFomf?@&?ﬁmw'iﬂﬁaﬁwmmwpw»
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R ;}éi SSAsI Iandl | observed that DHY personnel
have an a
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“BReHET /ORCON/NOFORN

To: Counterterrorism From: CIRG
Re: (U). 265A-MM-C99102, 05/30/2003

-record of the development oﬁ interagency policies regarding eégressive

interrogation technigques in GTMO. , ) b6
bIC

antage over the FBRI as a result of their longer periods of.
deployment. Currently, DHS personnel are deployed for six months,
whereas the FBI on-scene supervisor and interviewing agents are
assigned for periods of only 30-45 days. About the time an FBI
supervigor or interviewing agent begins to feel comfortable with
his/her surroundings and is able to establish meaningful rapport with
detainees, he/she must prepare to depart GIMO. There are several
examples in which DHS personnel have awalted the departure of an FBI
supervisor before embarking on aggressive, unilateral xnterrogatlon
plans which theyrkngm;mgnfd not_have been endorsed hy the FBRI. For
this reason, SSa and [ suggested to Acting Unit Chief.
(A/UC)[ Jthat the GTMO Task Force consider extending periods
of deployment for the on-gite FBI superV1sor and for some agents
assgigied to conduct intexviews.

SSASI |and| !discussed the above issues not

only with management, but- also with A/0c[_____] who traveled to

GTMO in early Decembex. As part of his visit, A/UC partigipated
in a second teleconference between MGEN Miller, his staff and the
Pentagon. During this teleconference, A/UC[__Jchallenged DHS's 20
agsertion that the FBT had ‘endorsed DHS's Interrogation technlques )

This  disglosure :surprised -Pentagon, offlcxals who "had been.le e
believe that. the FBI and DHS were worklng as a team. who

~was pxesent at the Pentagon during this teleconference, advised that

he would follow up on this issue by meeting with senior members of the
Departinent of Defense (DOD) Legal CounSel to provxde further

- v
1 o e i §
‘.(-1 ,..c.m-vﬂ‘r a..;\n. r«.mv--shv.wq,w@qmm\_-“ 1 e %t Ry "'-.s;nr ": R s -f":’.. t‘i‘ '\J‘-,"?'l:‘:t\‘f;

o T (U) Y Upon' their return from GTMO, SSAsl AJanﬂ[ ]
brlefed the BAU and provided unit members with copies of relevant
documents. Durmng this brief, both explalned that although they were
compelled by timing and 01rcumstances to devote a considerable amount
of time to the above policy 1ssues, they were able, navertheless, to
assist agents conducting interviews' and prov1de training to FBI/CITF
personnel Of particular xmiortance were a serieg of successful

interviews which ssa gonducted with[ ] s
(known as detalnee }:, who had stopped talking to biC

’ 1nterrofators‘ Utilizing interviewing techniques- taught by the BAU,

5Sa was gradually able to re-establish a dialogue (Encl 12)
which® ultlmately led to- the detainee s renewed cooperation. »fﬂ SN
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-BECRES/ ORCON/NOFORN

To: Counterterrorism From: CIRG
Re: (U) 265A-MM-C99102, 05/30/2003

bs
b'?c .

Uy -~ - ;bgi ssas| land | | recognize that issues regarding
differencés in interrogation technigques may not be encountered by all

BAU agents who travel to GITMO. However, conSLderlng the constant
placement and turnover of personnel there, it id an issue which is
likely to. surface again. At present, FBI agents and DOD investigators
conduict interviews on a daily basis in response to a steady number of
criminal and 1ntellxgence-related leads. Some of the information
gathered from these intérviews is likely to be used in mxlltary
tribunals and, possibly, in federal court. Therefore, it is essentlal
that FBIHQ, DOJ and DOD provide specific guidance to protect agents
and to avoid talntlng cases whlch may be referrved for prosecution.

W% ""“""'E Ao s e T e L % n# FLET T I T N
'.f'e.-\‘a ‘l-n ‘-.:v PIRLE e e LR TN '-._-.;',._._;-. Arin R AP C 0 P
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SEXSRET/ ORCON/NOFORN

To: Counfterterrorism From: CIRG
Re: (U} 265a-MM-C99102, 05/30/2003

LEAD(8):

Set Lead 1: (Di.scretionary)

COUNTERTERRORISM

AT WASHINGTON, B. C.

(U} It is recommended that CTD, in cooxdination with 0GC,
consider 1mp11cations of interview and 1nterrogatlon methods employed
by mllltary persounel at- 6TMO on potential future criminal’
prosecutions or military tribunals and provide specific guidance to
FBI personnel deployed to GIMO. Request CTD provide information
contained in this communication to PENTTBOM team, as deemed
appropriate,

Set Lead 2: (Discretionary)

GENERAL COUNSEL
AT WASHINGTON, DC

(U} It is recommended that 06C, in coordination with CTD,

. con51der‘1mp11catlons of, interview and lnterrogatlon methods. amployed
by mllltary persomnel at GTMO on potential future &riminal
prosecutions or military tribunals and provide spec1f1c guidance to

'FBI personnel deployed to GTMO.

3nSet‘Lead +3 % 2.1 (Info). St ;w e

’Sﬁﬁ:s.kv F\qm \-'*.,r—ab’- 2 ',_,;,5;' A iR
"MIAMT v
AT MIAMY, FLORIDA

(0} For information only.

ce: SSA | | BAU-East b
’ . GIMO Coordinator . p7C

.....

*4
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Drﬁﬁed by FBI (BAU} parsormel at Guantanamo Bay w;th on-site FBI operations supervisor and forwarded to \ :
Commanding General, Joint Task Force-170 on [ 112272002, ALL INFORMATION _CO}II‘AII{ED

HEREIH I8 TWELASHIFIED
. DATE 10-06-200% BY 65179 DIH/MIS

As we approach the ofe-year anniversary of the confinement of Al Qaeda/Taliban
detainees at GTMO, perhaps itisa good time to revisit our interrogation strategies which
may be in need of revision.

Since last year, detamees have been interrogated by representatwes of the Defense
Human Intelligence Services (DHS) and by members of the FBI/CITF in an effort to
obtain valuable intelligence. In this sense, the missions appear to be identical, However,
both the FBI and the CITF have additional responsibilities. While the FBI is working to
obtain information to strengthen existing terrorism investigations for prosecution, the
CITF is trying to ensure that incriminating information gathered from the detainees is
done in a manner acceptable for military tribunals.

Central to the gathering of reliable, admissible evidence is the manner in which it
is obtained. Interrogation technigues used by the DHS are designed specifically for short-
term use in combat -environments where the immediate retrieval of tactical intelligence is-
critical. Many of DHS’s methods are considered coercive by Federal Law Enforcement
and UCMY standards, Not only this, but reports from those knowledgeable about the use
of these coercive techniques are highly skeptical as to their effectiveness and reliability.
Since nearly all of the GTMO detainees have been interviewed many times overseas
before being sent Kére, the FBI/CITY would argué that a diffefent approach should be
undertaken in terms of trying to elicit.information from them. The FBY/CITF favors the
use of less coercive techniques, ones carefully designed for long-term use in which
rapport-building skills are carefully combined with a purposeful and incremertal
manipulation of a detainee’s environment and perceptions..A mode} of this appioach was
offered recently in an FBI/CITF interview plan for detainee 063.

FBI/CITF agents are well-tramed htghly experxenced -and: very $uccesstul *

in overcoming suspect resistance in order to obtain valuable information in complex

criminal*cases, including the investigations of terrorist - bombings in Bast Africa and the

USS Cole, etc. FBY/CITF intetview stratégies are most effective when tailored

- -specifically fo suit a Suspect’s or detéines’s needs and vulnerabilities. Contrary to popular, » s

. belief, these vulnerabilities aré more Ilkeiy to reveal themselves through the employment

of individually designed and sustained interview strategles rather than through the
haphazard use of preseriptive, time-driven approaches. The FBI/CITF strongly believes
that the continued use of diametrically opposed interrogation strategies in GTMO will
only weaken our efforts to obtain valuable information.,

A second problem. with the current interrogation strategy is that detainees are
smarter now than when they first arrived. No longer are they susceptible to suggéstions
for early release or special consideration, Indeed, no one seems to know when the
mlhtary tribunals will begin. As TDY mterrogators continue to interview and re-

.- Interview detainees utilizing every theme imaginable, detainees have become .- .
!ncreasmgly cynical of any. offers of concession. Moreover, they appear to have become
better conditioned for almost all interrogation approaches with many detainees simply
reﬁlsmg to auswer any guestlons Complxcaﬂng rnatters is the stmctural set—up of Camp

TR AR « "‘“P?“ S A
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Delta, which enables detainees to exchange counter-interrogation resistance strategies
with relative ease while at the same time strengthemng their solidarity.

Except for a recently enacted reward system offering minor creature comforts to
cooperative detainees, there is a lack of major incentives which could encourage
detainees to provide more information. Major. incentives are greatly needed, Recently,
investigators from Italy were successful in retrieving valuable information and
cooperation from some detamees after they were provided with guarantees of judicial °
Ieruency

In addition to a review of interrogation strategies the FBIHQ representatives wish
to discuss with the Commanding General the following issues:

1. Projected long term FBI Agent and Professional Support presence in support of
© JTF GTMO mission

2. TBI contimed technical support

3. DOJ prosecutorial mterest i GIMO detainees

LR A ST -
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} Draﬂ.cd b)’ S&BI {BAU) at Guanlanamo Bay and fonvarded to Marion Bowman, Leg&l i BIC
Counsel, FBIHQ, on 11/27/2002. L ALL THFORMATION CONTAINED

- HEREIR 15 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 10-06-2009 BY 6517% DI/HIS

LEGAL ANALYSIS OF INTERROGATION TECHNIQUES:

Interrogation Techniques

Category I —
1.* Gagging with gauze.
2. Yelling at detainee.
3. Deception,
a, Multiple Interrogators :
b. Interregator posing as an interrogator from a foretgn nation
-with a reputation of harsh treatment of detginees.

Category II-
1. Use of stress posltlons {such as standing) for a maximum of 4 hrs, .
2. Use of falsified documents or reports.
3. Isolation facllity for 30 day increments.

Non-standard interrogation enwronmentjbooth

Hooding detaines.

Use of 20-hour interrogation segments.

Removal of all comfort items (including religious ftems).

Switching detainee from hot rations to MRE's.

. Remaval of all clothing,

i 10 Forced grooming. (shaving of faclal harr etc..)

. 11.Use of indlvidual phoblas (such as-fear of dogs) to induce stress

Se@ENaU A

, Category IIY- -

1. Use of scenarios designed to convince detainee that death or severe
pain is imminent for him or his family.

2, Exposure to cold weather or water (with medical monitoring).

3. Use of wet towel and dnpplng water o induce the mfsperceptlon of
drowning. ~ -

4. Use of mild phystcal contact such as grabbing, light pushmg and pokmg
with finger.

, Category 1v=

R e AR e - e

1. Detainee will be sent off GTMO, either temporarily or permanently, to
Jordan, Egypt, or another third country to allow those countries to employ
interrogation tec:hnaques that will enabie them to obtaln the requlsite
information, .

t

e VAR HEH Ver e R L PO Td b AT oS y e VMY LR T, P PERPAPIT TR
" . . A g ' ¥y o) : g

-+ 001019




Legal Analysis

The following techniques are examples of coarcive Interrogation
techniques which are not permitted by the U.S. Constitution:

Category I - '

3. b. Interrogator posing as an Interrcgator from a foreign nation witha

reputation of harsh treatment of detainees. '
Category II-

1. Use of stress positions (stich as standing) for a maximum of 4 hrs,

2. Use of falsified documents or reporis. .

5. Hooding detainee.

6. Use-of 20-hour interrogation segments.

9. Removal of all clothing.

. 11, Use of individual phobias (such as fear of dogs) to Induce stress.

Category I1I-
1. Use of scenarios designed to convincé detdinee that death or
severe pain Is imminent for him or his family.
2. Exposure to cold weather or water (with medical monitoring),
3. Use of wet towel and dripping water to induce the misperceptlon of
drowhing, .

. Information obtained through these-methods will- not be admissible in any.
* Criminal Trial in the U.S. Although, information obtained through these methods
might be admissible In Military Commission cases, the Judge and or Pariel may
determine that litle or no welght should be gliven tc information that is obtained
Lo 'under duress, iz .., . . _
Tt . e;-..‘ it --:-".-::,‘-."-'s' et Co i 1N
The following techniques are examples of coercive Interrogation
techniques which may violate 18 U.S.C, s. 2340, (Torture Statute):

Category II-
5." Hooding detainee. .
11, Use of individual phobias (such as fear of dogs) to induce stress,

Category IIX- -
1. Use of scenarios designed to convince detainee that death or
. severe pain Is imminent for himv or his famlly, * -
2. Exposure to cold weather or water (with medica monttortng)
4. Use of wet towe! and dripping water to induce the mlspercept!on of

S RO cw.--.;,u,..wm}\x cpe dﬁgwmﬁg- ST PR

001320 |

ST PR wmhr‘?wmmrm V- e




ol -M-alrl:m*spm-am(w “wn

In18U.5.C. 5. 2340, (Torture Statute), torture is defined as “an act
committed by a persoir acting under color of law specifically intended to inflict
severe physical or mental pain or suffering upon another person within his
custody-or control.” The torture statute defines “severe-mental pairt-of -

" suffering”.as “the prolonged. mental harm caused by or resulting from the

intentional Infliction or threatened Infliction of severe physical pain or suffering;
or thé administration or application, or threatened administration or application,
of mind-altering substances or other procedures calculated to disrupt profoundly

- the senses of the personality; or the threat of imminent death; or the threat that .

another person will imminently be subject to death, severe physical pain or
suffering, or the administration or application, of mind-altering substances or
other procedures calculated to disrupt profoundly the senses of the personality.”

. Although the above interrogation techniques may not be per sé violations
of the United States Torture Statite, the determination of whether any particular
use of these techniques is a violation of this statue will hinge on the intent of the
user. The Intent of the user will be a ‘question of fact for the Judge or Jury to
decide. Therefore, it Is possible that those who employ these techniques may be
indicted, prosecuted, and possibly convicted if the trier of fact determines that
the user had the requisite Intent. Under these circumstances it Is recommended
that these techn(ques not be utilized.

The foilowmg techn:que is an example of a coercive mterrogatlon
technlque which appears to viclate 18 U.S.C. s. 2340, (Torture Statute):

' Category IV-

1. Detainee will be sent off GT MO, elther tempararily or permanently, to

. Jordan, Egypt, or another third country to allow those countries to employ
.-mten'ogah'on tec_hnlques that wiH enable them to obtain the requislte "o
'-informaﬁon *éﬁ ..f e

i Im«\ ok AR "-f.* mér’c; “c*'i“" ?5" Y E'ﬁ’- 'r'ﬁ‘&‘"“"’"

*
*

In as much as the intent of this category is to uhlize, outslde the U. S
interrogation techniques which would violate 18 U.S.C. s. 2340 If committed in

© the U.S,, itis'a per se viclation of the U, 5. Torture Statute. Discussing any plan

whfch Inciudes this category, could be séen as a consplracy to vidlate 18 1.S.C.
§. 2340. <Any person who takes any action in furtherance of implementing such-a
plan, would inculpate all persons who were Involved In creating this plan. This
technlque can not be utilized without violatlng U. S, Federal Iaw
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Dmﬁed bY FBI (BAU) and CITF pemormel at Guanianamo Bay and forwarded to Commanding General, Joint Task '

FUTCO-] 70 0“ l UZZJZODZ e ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
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DATE L0-36-2009 BY 65173 DHH/HYS

LAW ENFORCEMENT SENSITWE

Draft: November. zz, 2002
- INTRODUGTION -

The Intcrrogatxon Plan for GTMO detainee #63, Mohammad Al-Khatani, offered below
is the result of a collaborative effort by representatives of the FRI's Behavioral Analysis .
Unit (BAU), and behavioral specialists, psychiatists and psychologists with the Criminal
Investigation Task Force (CITF). The members of the FBI(BAU) and the CITF BSCT
are well knovn for their expertise in consultation on interrogation approaches and
strategies throughout the world regarding criminal investigations and counterintelligence
operations, The CITF Behavioral Consultation Team is comprised of professionals from
NCIS, Army CID, Air Porce OSI, NSA, NRO, CIA. The FBIBAU is comprised of
Supervisory Special Agents with an average of 18 years of expetience in criminal and
counterintelligénce investigations. This plan is based on interrogation appmaches
strategies and techniques used by federal agents throughont the United States and around
the world in investigations, interrogations, and operations involying potentia} attacks
against the United States and it's allies by Al-Qaeda and other terrorist organizations. The
approaches developed and mcluded in this plan are derived from an extensive:analysis of
Al-Qaeda, as it relates to the psychology of the Middle Eastern mindset, organizational
recivitment, radicalization as reflected in the training and deployment of operatives
against the United States and their allies. These strategies are currently used to train law
enforcement and intelligence professionsls in the United Stdtes and allied professionals
currently engaged in investigations and operations against Al-Qaeda around the worid.

Based on a review of the limited portions of #63’s case filé that were made avaxlablc to
us, we strongly recommend that a long-term apport-building approach be implemented
immediately to optimize the reliability of operationally relevant information collected. It
is belisved that the effects of three months of isolation are  beginning to take their toll on

: 3763’8 psychologlcal state, wWe beliéve. that this i3 an advantageous time to mmate a e

careﬁlliy designed plan to credte an incréasing amount of dependence and trust betwéen

" #63 and the interviewer which, ultimately, may make him more susceptible to influence

and persuasion in 'deciding to share information he may have previously withheld. .
BAC KGROUND

In August 2002, #63 was placed into isolation at the GTMO brig for his lack of .
cooperation in providing trathful information regarding his knowledge of known Al-
Qaeda members or terrorist activities, When #63 was placed-into confinement, )

5 interviewers believed that his isolation from other detainees might provide him with i

SRufficient T méuvauon to cooperate faore fully, Tndéed, a reView. of his file reveals that <% ™17+

since Maych 2002, # 63 has been interviewed at least eight times in GTMO by an array of

. interviewers from different agencies, The actual number of interviews is believed to be
.Tnuch higher since it appears that some.interviews have Dot yet been documented in his
"file, The conclugion drawn from this analysi$ is that #63 has never bcen !ntcn'ogated
using a sustiined rc]ahonshtp-omentcd strategic approach

ﬁ & o smaz?




EFFECTS OF ISOLATION

Observations by guards psycholog!sts and members of various inferview teams al]
indicate that #63’s beliavior has changed significantly during his three months of

isolation, He spends much of his day covered by a sheet, either crouched in the corner of .

his cell or hunched on his knees on top of his bed. These behaviors appear to be unrelated.
to his praying activities. His cell has no exterior windows, and because it is continuously
lit, he is prevented from orientating himself as to time of day. Recently, he was observed
by a hidden video camera Having conversations with non-existent people. During his last
interview on 11/17/02, he reported hearing unusual sounds which he believes are evil
spirits, including Satan. It {s not clear to us whether these behaviors indicate that #63 is
hallucinating or whether these behaviors are a conscious effort designed to.convince us of
. his mental deterioration in an effort to be released from isolation. Indeed, during his last

" interview, he repeatedly requested to be returned to Camyp Delta to be among his fellow
detainees, Although we are uncertain s to his mental status and recommend a mental
evaluation be conducted, there is little doubt that #63 is hungry for human interaction.
Our plan is designed to exploit this need and to create an environment ii which it easier
for #63 to please the interviewer with-whom he has'come to'have complete tfust and
dependence thus developing a motivation to be forthright and cooperative in providing
reliable information.

RATIdNALE FOR RAPPORT—BU!LDiNG APPROACH

Numerous approaches have been attempted o #63 with a vatiety of themes including

" pointing out inconsistencies in his cover story, appealing to his sense of guilt, describing
his failurés in life, disclosing the Dbetrayal of his comzrades, discussing the futility of his
predicament, telling him he will never be a father and that he will never see his mother
again. None of these appmaches has been successful in persuading him to provide

swngtrothiul mformaﬁon *We@cﬁeye‘a predictable pattem has, .emerged whereby: ‘every few.
. ‘weeks, a new sef of interﬁewmg agents attempts to establish basic’ rapport with him over

a short period of time before Iaunching into a series of questions about his terrorist
activities. The effect of this pattern is that # 63 appears to have become resistant to any
approach that begms with short-term rapport-building themes and turns guickly into

. specific questioning. Indeed, it appears that many interviews with #63 have ended with
the interviewing agents ye!hng at him, thereby making it more difficult for subsequent

. mtcrv1ew teams to establish sincere, meanmgful rapport and trust w:th him,

Iromcally, #63's negative contact with interviewlng agents only reinforces Al-Qaeda
stereotypes about evil Americans and validates their cxpectation of harsh treatment and -
-, potential torturc. Rather than creatmg an environment that might i mspme him’ to. 1dent1fy
with his captors anid compe} him to question his loyalty and alliances to Al-Qaeda, we

believe he would be more likely to increase his resolve to withhold information from us,

. thus reinforcing his belief system in resisting intcrrogation. Individuals who become .
affiliated with extremist groups'who promulgate hate; w‘hethcr political or religlous are.
frequent!y in search of a psychologlcal anchor. Direct challenges to their belief systems
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are a threat to their seise of self-worth. Our approach is aimed at creating a dependency
and trust between #63 and a single interviewer whose behavior and personality

.. contradict the negative image that #63 has imagined or encountered. Over fime, we .
believe it is possible that his loyalty to Al-Qaeda may be weakened, and that he is more
likely to reveal information to'someone whom he trusts.

Whether #63's ability to resist making full disclosure of his activities is a product of
personal strength or the successful utilization of counter-interrogation techniques, or
both, we believe the time is right for utilization of an altogether different approach, one

" which has not been tried before with #63 and has been utilized successfully in other
investigations against Al- Qaeda

INTERVIEW PLAN

-

Qur approach emphasizes long-term rapport-building in which questicns of an

investigative nature would purposely be avoided in order to allow the opportunity-for #63

and the interviewer to develop a bond on matters unrelated to.the investigation. The

long-term strategy would be to create an environment in which total dependence and trost

between #63 and the interviewer is established at its own pace. Such a plan should be

given up to a year to complete although the actual time may be considerably shorter
.depending oh how events unfold.

To help fostcr an environment conducwe to the estabhshment of dependence and trust,
we propose that the interviewer initially meet with #63 every other day. This should be

- his only contact with other peaple, and we believe he will anxiously.look forward to these --
meetings. No investigative questions will be asked. This will confuse #63, as he will
expect-to.be qucsuoned about his terrorist activities,

e e e ,P;em,,\BmIt mto thzs plan will bc periodlc stressom stich as the atnppmg of certam 1tems of -.;tf:,.?ws P e

... comfort from him by guards, such as the removal of his mixror or the issuance of a shéet .
. half the size of the one he likes to drape around himssif, These and other stressors will be
- carefully and subtly introduced not by the interrogator, but by guards, We believe that -

#63 will likely look to his only human contact, his interviewer, in an attempt to gain help.
The interviewer’s status as a caregiver and problem-solver will thus be increased. At the
same time, consideration should be given to introducing visual stimuli to #63 which is
something we believe he is hungry for. Such materials céuld include visual images
designed to invoke sympathy or carefully culled articles from Arabic newspapers which
could help weaken #63's sense of loyalty to Al-Qaeda associates.

et d g diﬁBuiltmto our plan is flexibility." Howaver, this flexibxhty will be purposeful, ‘and it wﬂl s
. be continuously assessed for its effectiveness. The emphasis must be placed on patience -
and subtlety. At no time should the plan be rushed. In fact, demands by #63 for
restoration of things taken from him should be honored siowly 50 as to create the -
impression that the interviewer can ultimately-help him although not necessan}y qu:ckly

or with ease.
O A 001&23
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Defainee Interviews (Abusive Interrogation Issues)

« In late 2002 and continuing into mid-~-2003, the Behavioral
analysis Unit raised concerns over interrdgation tactics being
employed by the U.S. Military. As a result an BC dated
5/30/03, was generated summarizing the FBI's continued
objections to the use of SERE (Search, Escape, Resistance and
Evasion) techniques to intervogate prigoners. This EC is
attached and includes a collectlon of military documents
discussing and authorizing the technigues. We are not aware of
the FBI participating directly in any SERE interrogations.

+ It should be noted that FBI concerns and objections were
documented and presented to Major Gensral Geoffery Millex, who
oversaw GTMO operations. MG Miller is now in Yraq serving as
the commander in charge of the military jails. MG Miller
appeared in the New York Time on 5/5/04 defending “coercive
and aggresgive” interregabtjon methods,

¢+ FBI operations in Afghanistan, Irag and GTMO have each been
queried and all have reported back that they do not have any
direct knowledge of any abusive interrogation techniques being
used. Bach location was aware of rumors of abuse which have
surfaced as a direct result of pending Miljitary investigations
into abusive interrogation techniques.

*+ The FBI has participated in the interview of 204 individuals
in Iraq and 747 in GTMO. Our Afghan operation needs
additlonal time to prepare a list of those interviewed in
theater. Attached are the lists from GTMO and Irag.

*+ A key word search of the Irag intexrviews identified one
individual alleging abusge by wilitary personnel. In this
instance a woman indicated she was hit with a stick and she
wanted to talk only to German officials.

*+ FBI persommel assigned to the Military Tribunal effort
involving GIMO.detainees has during the review of discovery
- material see€n, on a few rare occasions, documentation of SERE
techniques being noted in interviews conducted by Military
personnel. Ti these instances the mdterial was called to the
attention of wmilitary’s Criminal Investigative Task Force
{CITF), and Office Military Cowmissions (OMC) personnel.
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Concerning food, which is reporie.diy a major issue with #63, care will be taken to create
the impression that the interviewer is the one who has occasmnal influence over the kind
of food #63 is given -

Additional details of this plan will be tailored specifically to the behawor and cognitive
style., eg communiGation, thinking process; use of deception, of #63 in consultation with.
the behavioral dnalysis components with the overall objective of continuing to foster
complctc dependence and trust as'a precursor to the elicitation.

hY
‘The progress of the interrogation process will be assessed on an ongoing basis. The '
interrogator will be supported by a team of behavioral cohisultants who will help to
translate the meaning of the detainee’s behaviors, communications and activitiés in and
out for the interrogation room. Monitors will include the assessment of the detainee’s
communications and behavior for the use of deception, avoidance and manipulation to
assist in dlxecung inquiry and ensure the validity and reliability of the information
elicited via this pmcess '

We have mentioned in several places the role of the guards in this interrogation plan. One .
of the most valuable contributions that the guards can make during an interrogation.

would be to become the eyes and ears in between interrogation sessions, It is
recommended that the guards who are assigned to #63 be provided specialized training tp
become attentive to specific pattems of behavior displayed by #63 in between sessions to
aid in the ongoing assessment of the interrogation.process. Further, it is recommended

that a special log be established with the guidance of the interrogator to be available to
the interrogator and the behavioral supportteam. This strategy has been foupd.to be very
useful in other high valus mterrogatxons

Pmally, Agents from the FBI and CTIF who ate most knowledgeable about this case

g1, Should be vsed g dgveiop ‘an inferrogation matrix thatidentifiesthe. most critical gy, i
ob_]ecnves and’ lcads “At this time, this plan reflects 4 behavioral approac‘n that will
* facilitate the necessary relationship and rapport with this detainee needed before we can -
move anto subsiantive questioning, .
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. Drufted by FBI (BAU) pessonnel at Guantanamo Bay with on-site FBI operations supervisor and for‘wa_rdéd to

-7 Commanding General, Joint Task Force-170 on 11/22/2002.

o .. ALL INFORHATION CONTAINED
e e . HEREIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED
, DATE L0-06-2002 BY 65179 DMH/HJS
From: FBI, Guantanamo Bay ’ '
Subject: VTC 21 November 2002
To: Major General Miller
The purpose of this correspondence is' to bring to the
Commanding General's attention concerns the FBI has regarding
representations that were made about the FBI's position on the
proposed operational approach to ISN US9SA~00063DP (Maad Muhamad

. al-Khatani)- at the 21 November VTC.

b

‘At the direction of thé Commanding General and in an effort
to find some methodological common ground with respect to an
Interrogation Plan for detainee 63, the FBI On-site Supervisor.
and Supervisors from the FBI Behavioral Analysis Unit met with
JIF GTMO staff members on the evening of 20 November. During
this meeting, DHS presented its draft Interrogation Plan. The
FBI voiced misgivings about the oveérall coercive nature and
possible illegality of elements of this plan. The FBI also
volced its strong objections regarding the efficacy of a fear-
based approach. '

The FBI offered in writing an alternative interrogation.
approach based on long term rapport-building. This approach was
previously discussed extensively between FEI Behavioral experts
and DHS and JTF staff members. At the 20 November meeting, DHS
and JTF staff members recognized ‘advantages of the FBI's :
approach, and decided to revise their plan by incorporating some
of the FBI's rapport-building aspects. Despite the .close working
environment of this consultation, JIG and DHS staff never advised
FBI personnel that the revised plan would be presented the ‘
following day to the Pentagon Office of General Counsel, In
fact, the FBI representatives stated clearly to the JIG and DHS

. epresentatives that the techniques proposed in the plan must be

"reviewéd and *fSrmally ‘approved by FBRIHQ and BAU officialsiprior .
to any implementation. - - - " o -

Had the JIG advised the FBI of his intentions to present the
revised DHS plan to DOD at the 21 Novembér VIC as an FBI/DHS
plan, FBI representatives would have strenuously objected.

kg vere aware that the NCIS
'was scheduled to arrive on

<1l November for the purpose of evaluating the DHS and FBI plans,

the JIG did not solicit rofessional opinion. . ggc

 This mattegfis,brought‘to.the Commanding General‘s attention
for the purpose”of setting an important record straight. 'The FBI
remains committed to supporting the JTF GTMO mission. ’
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Memo to:  File b6

Memo From: SSA]_ 1 prc
Subject: - Requested attempts to re-establish rapport mth detainee #682,

Although detaines #682 had been fairly cooperative in the past, he had
completely shut down all communicafion with the interview team assigned to him since.
his interview by the CTC on 10/28/02. Detainee #682 is'a Saudi Arabian born, 28 year
old male who has spent considerable time in the United States as a student. He is well
educated and articulate in the English Janguage and is particularly proud of his ability to
intellectualize and discusg Islamic issues. In an effort to re-establish rapport with this
detainee, and at the request of the interview team, writer engaged in a-series of non-
investigative rapport building discussions with detainee #682 regarding Islam and its
people. Itis writer’s intention to use this discussion {6 get the detainee tdlking again
about non-th:eatemng topics which should lead to themes which can be exploited by his

‘inferview team in the near future.

Writer met with detainee #682 on 11/02/02, 11/09/02, 11/11/02, 11/17/02 -
and 11/20/02, and was successful in developing rapport. -Writer then transitioned
detainee #682 back to the original interview team on 11/22/02 Attached is a summary of

. the results of these drscussmns
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Istam is first infroduced to children in the family by hoth parents if they are both

.pfesént in the home. However, Muslims believe that childrén are bom with the innate

knowledge of Allah. Specifically, that there exists only one true “God” and that is Aliah.
This knowledge is found within the soul of every buman being. This belief is supported
by a passage in tlie Qur'an which states that Allah makes a covenant with his servants
before they are born. Allah is seen as Just, s6 Muslims believe that if a person is never
exposed to Islam they will not be judged badly but will be excused by Allah, Arab

- Muslims believe that Westerners have been exposed to Islam but choose to reject Allah's

true teachings.

Muslims further believe that Jesus was a Prophet, whose mission was to return the
Jewish people to “True Judaism,” Mohammed too was a Prophet, whose mission was to
retum Christians to “Triie Christianity.” They acknowledge that all Prophets come to us
with miracles so that they can prove who they are. Moses, Jesus and Mohammed ail had
their miracles, which are divine interactions with the physical world. Mohammed’s
greatest miracle was the revelation of the Qur’an, The Qur'an wasrevealedto .
Mohammed directly from Allah. The woids therhielves are sacred. They set out the
Sharia Law, which is a comprehensive set of rules governing Islamic living, Thus it is
impossible to separate the Islamic faith from everyday life. Sharia Law does not separate
right from wrong as mbch as it delineates Penmsszble Conduct (Halal) &om ,

" Impermissible Conduct {Haram).

TF

. Sharia law is lipdated and explained via-Fatwas which are specific rulings made
by Islamic scholars through a process cailed Ijtihad. Sharia law'is perpetual and
infallible. Fatwas are time and ciroumstance dependant. They give clarification and
perspective under circumstances at the time they are made. Some Fatwas are considered
unnecessary, such'as the Fatwa declaring cigarette smoking harmful and thus against

¢ 2 Sharid law.; One who follows thé Fatwa of an Islamic. Scholaf who penmts Haramiand is. ...
. forbids Ha!al Hias elevated that schiolar to the position of, God. ;This is strongly forbldden

in the Islamic faith, Fatwas have been used at times. by self-interested scholars for

- political reasons. (This is a good argument for not blindly following an Islamic Scholar -

who issues a Fatwa that is clearly wrong.)

" Allah apparently changed his teaching on the consumption of alcohol over time,
since Jesus drank wine and early followers of Mohammed did too, During Mohammed's
lifetime, an absolute prohibition against alcohol was revealed in Sharia law, However,
even this absolute is not absolute, For if you are stranded in the desert and have nothing
to drink and come upon 8 jug of alcohol and there is nothing else to-keep you alive, you
may drink the aleohol.to save. your life and get yousself to- safety:’ However, there'dre two
restrictions: You must not desire the alcohol and you muist only drink the minfmum ™|
amount riecessary to sustain your life.- (This may be a useful analogy to employ when
confronted with a detainee who refuses to answer questions that might hurt his brothers
on religious grounds. eg.; You need to cooperate to help yourself, As long as you don’t
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desire to hurt your fiiends and you tell us only the minimum necessary to get you back
home to your family, it is the nght thing to do.)

Muslims believe that ali Jews and Chistians are “Disbelievers.” That is, they
reject the teachings of the Prophet Mohammed and continue on a divergent path, From
the Islamic perspective, Judaism is seen as promoting “an eye for and eye.” Whereas

-Christianity is seen as promoting “turn the other cheek.” Muslims believe in the tenet of

“an eye for an.eye, but it is better for you if you choose to forgive.” Thus the Muslim has .

the choice to seek retribution in kmd or to forgive the ransgressor:

9/11 has caused a resurgence in the Islamic Faith in the Arab world Arab
Muslims consider the embassy bombings in Afiica, the Cole bombing in Yemen and the
9/11 hijackings in the U.8., to be acts of reaction and self-defense and not acts of
aggression or violence, They believe that the people of the United States feel “Injured”
by these attacks. Liberal Islamic thinkers may believe these atiacks were unjustified, but
fundamentalists believe the attacks were akin to the U.S, Military dropping atomic bombs
on Japan’s civilian population during World War II, That is, they were necessary to stop
the U.S. from killing Mustims, Arab Muslims believe that the U.S, and Jsrael are
engaged in the killing of Muslims a5 a matter of policy and faet;

Immediately after 9/11, the' Government scholars in Saudi Arabia spoke out
‘against the acts of the hijackers as against Islam. This'is because Islam preaches the

protection of innocent wornen and childzen and non-combatants, However, shortly

thereafter, other scholars said these acts were consistent with the Sharia. They based this
decision in part on a 500 year old Fatwa which says if the enemy has taken Muslims
caplive and there is a threat from that enemy, then you can kill the enemy and al] of the -
captives. Under the concept of Wala, Muslims ate to love and protect all other Muslims.
Muslims hate to see Muslims getting killed. On the contrary, Bara means that Muslims
should not take disbelievers on as intimate fncnds however, they st be _]ust and fair to
them, .

O R A . e ' Cim
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: ’Muslims ﬁirther beheve that the American pubhc has : fundamental Iack of
understanding of its enemy. That is, they don’t take into account that their enemy wants

- to die, Jihad fighters want to become martyrs. Also, since ‘Usama Bin Laden (UBL)

works from cells, he does not need Al-Qaida fo wage his war against the U.S, So the
recent victory over Al -Qaida and-the Taliban in Afghanistan is a hollow victory.

It is obvious from UBL’s actions that he'wanted to reach the Muslim public. He
met with the Mujahldeen, he made video tapes and he was interviewed by the press all i in
an effort to win public approval. Many Saudi Arabians believe UBL was successful in
this endeavor, The Saudi public is generally behind UBL. It is not only the extremists
who cheer UBL on. He is well liked by rruddle of the road Muslirs.

Saudi Arabia has the largest number of ﬁmdamentahst Muslims in the. world and

‘60% of its population is under the age of 22, It i very easy to manipulate youthful
Muslims into fighting the Jnhad against the U.S. Although it is illegal in Saudi Arabia to
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call for a jihad against the U.S,, one speech in a mosyue could result in 2000 young
people Joimng the jihad. Many of those who went to fight jibad were not fandamentalist
Mushms

T e
)

-Saudi Arabian Muslims believe that if the U.S, continues its military response
against Muslims the suicide acts will dontinue and the sitvation will evolve into an
Israeli/Palestinian conflict, but on 4 much larger scale. They fear that the U.S, will feel
emboldened by the “victory” over the Taliban in Afghanistah in.only two months and say -
we should have done this before. They believe that unlike the Russians who continue to
- throw soldier after soldier into the fray of a losing battle, the U.S. intelligently withdrew
from Somalia and Lebanon. They are dissatisfied with the presence of U.S. troops in
Saudi Arabia and blame the current economic problems they face on the presence of
these troops, They believe that the U.S. should remove its troops from Saudi Arabia and’
Afghanistan, and not invade Iraq. In addition, they feel that the U.S. should at least make
it appear that they are no longer backmg Israel in its use of force against the Palestinians,
This may be accomplished by using a Muslim middleman who knows the Religion and
culture of Islam. This, they feel, will be the way to end the U.S./Al Qaeda conflict.

Muslims believe that Allah knows all, mcludmg the future; 'I’hey speak about a-
book in which all things that happen in a man’s life are written. They often speak of their
fate being in Allah’s hands. The Muslim word for fate is “Kadar.” They use the word in-
situations of misfortune, for example when a child is struck by a car and killed. It ig said
- thateven the faithful have no control over these things. However, this concept does not .
wipe out man's freg will. That is, man must still take responsibility for his own actions,
He ranst do right instead of wrong and he must do the thmgs necessary to ingure cause
i and effcct

. Some Muslim peop{e also'want to ratlonahze away their own neghgence as fate.
To illustrate this point they speak of a parable told by Mohammed himself in which he
Sees.a man whose came is wandering off into the desert. Mohammed asks the man if he
+had-tied up-the cdmel and the man replies‘that he.doesn™t have to worry about: tying up his
came] because it is in the hands of Allah. " Mohammed replied, no you must first take care
of your responsibilities by tying up your camel then you can put itin the hands of Allah.
In other words Allah requires that your participatg in life by using your God given skills
and not simply sitting back and putting life in the hands of Allah. Itis only after a
Muslim exhausts all of his means, that he can legitimately leave it in the hands of Allah.
(Therefore, detainees who invoke the Will of Allah, should be reminded of this parable..
and encouraged to do what Allah requires, ie.; what is in their power to save themselves.)

" Some of the detainees will invariably say they don’t have any control over what
happens to them. The concept of tawkul means théir lives are in Allah’s hands and they
rely on'Allah to teke care of them, {These detainess should be reminded that the test
Allah gives them in this life is very difficult-and this mtamew/mtcrmgahon process is
part of that test. They should partxcnpate in the process ag Allah-requires and take an
active role in their lives, This is what their families would expect of them as well.)
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After the death of the Prophet Mohammed, the Islamic world was ruled by four -
successive Khalifas (Islamic leaders who ruled over all Muslims) without division,

- However, after the murder of the fourth Khalifa, Ali, there was a split among Muslims.

They divided into the Sunnis, who remained faithful to the Sharia, and the Shiites, who
began praying to Khalifa Ali, and went their separate ways. Some Shiites even worship
Khalifa Ali,

Today Sunm Mushms outnumber Shiites and consider them a dewant sect. The -
Shiites instituted self-punishment rites to express the guilt they felt for failing to protect
their fallen Khalifa, AH. Ayatola Khomeni’s followers are Shiites and are considered
strict fundamentalists, Like most other Shiifes, Khomem s followers did not ﬁght in the
Jihad in Afghanistan.

Like the Hezbbllah most Muslims in Iren and Lebanon are Shiites. These people

" have never been a direct threat to the U, 8. On the other hand, Al-Qaida is made up

mainly of Sunms, who are engaged in a jihad against the U. S,

There are many Qur'anic verses regarding martyrdom. These verses speak of the
Heavenly incentives of martyrdom. These incentives are meant to push followers of
Islam to resist the fear of death and die in the defense of their faith. Most of the Qur’anic
verses calhng people fo jihad and martyrdom were revealed to Mohammed in the 8 years
he spent in Medina. In contrast, most of the verses revealed to Mohammed in the prior
13 years he spent in Mecca were peaceful, calhng peopla to worship one God and
spreading ethics. :

Mobhammed led by example, fighting on the front lines of the first Yslamic jihad
and getting injured at times. However, his-followers did their best to protecthim from
mjury Mohammed spent 13 years in Mecca, then 8 years in Medina where he
established an Islamic armay before returning to Mecca and going on to conquer most of
the known World

Iu 2{}00 ‘a Saudi Arab:an scho!ar lssued a fatwa and a pubhc statement that
Palestinian suicide bombers are not acts of Martyrdom. They are simply acts of suicide,
which are against Islam. This is believed to have been motivated by the Saudi .
government. This attempt to quel] suicide bombings seems to have backfired because
many Islamic Scholars around the world then made televised statements saying the
suicide bombings are acts of Martyrdom as long as they are not done out of despair.
After 9/11, people in Saudi Arabia were celebrating in the streets because they consider
these great acts of Martyrdom.

- The Qur'an has many ¢ verses which call believers to martyrdom and it apparently .

does not envision a time for peace. In fact it calls for Muslims to spréad Islam until only
one religion prevails, the one that praises the true God, Allah, Each believer has the
choice to martyr himself or to find another way to fulfill his faith. At this point in time,
however, almost all jihad movements are geared toward self-preservation and not toward

spreading Islam. | Co - 01060




In Islam, Faith and.Jihad cannot be separated, however, jihad can be a violent or a
non-violent struggle. Ifa jihad should bring Muslims in conflict with Mustims, the
Qur’an says they should try to reconcile. Both sides should exhaust every theans in their
power before putting the conflict in the hands of Allah, If the conflict is not resolved, the
aggressor is seen as wrong and true believers are called to join the side of the oppressed,
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