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. : ~(b)(1)
. S e (b)(3) NatSecAct-

financier who neportealy handled the transfer of funds to the 9/11
hijackers and was captured with Khalid Shaykh Muhammad; and
Khalid Shaykh Myhammad’s nephew, Ammar al-Baluchi, were

ey

detained a Although these individuals were not planners, ']
they had access to information of Darhcular interest, and the Agency i
(b)(1) used interrogation techmques al{(b Natslgc‘: :gfk to obtain this ¢
(b)(3) NatSecActrmation. 1
(b)(12
Site Management , éb; E Sg((tf;)( ) NatSeCACt - :]
S o A :
124. (ngb) 3) NatSecAlt _______________ tWhO was at Wfrom
| ~ described| s a "high risk,

high gain intelligence facility.” He described his role regarding

as the "overall manager.” He stated that he traveled there -
| }to obtain a general sense of the facility b)
or learn firsthand of a specific mterrogatlon he releaseq, (7)(c)
" all cables regardmg the. facﬂlty and the interrogations conducted

there

) NatSecAct  125. (S?‘?"NE
_assignments was

) nments
)c) !_T - _ﬁald his responsibilities included overseeing the activities

at lHe sa1d he went to the faahty about three times,

who had several overseas

SR P Y « .-, e e £o 0 o
f i b M b A [ I

P oy
E SV )

to the facxhty because going them was cons1dered an operational act.

| Because of other. resnonsxbxhnc( b)(3) NatSec Acgtx_qr_tl _rélied ~ ()E) :]
(b)(1) wvily onl andthe . = . (b)(7)(c)
(b)3) NatSecAct i]Sxte Managger 7y pversee the day-to-day runring-of the =~ : H
fé&hty -+ (b)(3)ClAAct . . | 5
‘ (b)(3) NatSecAct . : o | 4
126. &S/ twho'was interviewed .
during this Review, | ] i
He was unable to estimate the percentage of time that he spent .
(b)(1) on detention-related matters but said it varied.| . ] 1y -
(b)(3) NatSecActed that he went to] _(,)(1)_|on @ number of occasions and 3
" ' | (b)(3) NatSecAct . i
\.4) ‘ . o .
¢ = 54 (b)(1 )————-————-—-—~—-—- . | . | u
TORSECRET/| (b)(3) NatSecAct__ D0064
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' (b)(1
“TOPSECRE]/ (b><3§ NatSecAct

Y
| believed he knew what was occurring there. He coordma tod an all

| cable traffic related to dgtrmtion matters| 6 ;g ; ClAAct

(b)(3) NatSecAct (b)(7)(c)

EE;E;; NatSecAct 127, (FS/ ) Station assigned responsibility for - (g)(S) ClAAct

—____|prior to its occupancy to a[ lStaff officer
hired in January] | This officer lacked any education or

(b)(6) experience that was relevant to managing the construction of a
(b)(7)(c) detention facility. He only learned of his assignment after reporting
to the Station. He was responsible for the site and construction

v (b)6)
; duringhis| ___ _____ [TDYtour o BTXe)

] 128, (8) The first Site Manager was a . fixst-tour

[ officer who arrivec(b)(1) on 2002.
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(1)
3) NatSecAct

26; a. = (b)(1)

(7)(c) . (b)(3) NatSecAct

129, (IS_/ } When he arrived in in the

——

1) 1002, the Site Manager had no idea what duties he would ~
3) NatSecAdt e assigned. He believes the primary factors in his-assignment as
6) |___,- Site Manager were the vacancy in the detention program
7)(c) . and that| | The Site
' Manager received a copy of the DCI’s Interrogahon Guidelines in
January 2003 and certified that he had read them. The first formal

traini g the Site Manager received on the use.of EITs, however, was

an interrogation class he attended] nine months into his
tour. . . l (b)(G) '
(b)(7)(c)

(b)(1) .

(b)(3) NatSecAct ’

(g)(s) ; e

| | r{ _________ (0)(7)(C) e
[ — 5 (b)(1)
- | (b)(3) NatSecAct | D0065

Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05856717



Case 1:15-cv-09317-AKH Document 53-2 Filed 10/17/16 Page 3 of 60

CO 5856717 Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05856717
' (b)(1) - .
(b)(3) NatSecAct
“TOPSECRET/! (b(3) CrAACE | 1
N (b)m) T (b)(6)
. 3) NatSecAct—(b)(7)(c)
130. 84 r Wgave the Site Manager

respohsibility for anything that had to do with detention)

(b)(1) ,
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(o R v R e R o>

g; :’"2

(b)(1) (b)(3) CIAACct
(b)(3) CIAAct (b)(6)
(b)(3) NatSecAct (B7)(C).
%E;E?; (©) 131. fS)« explamed that he selected the Site Manager

based on several fa factors, mcludmg

added that he watched-

the Site Manager digcharge his duties and Was very satisfied with the
) job he performed. “said that he, dthesite ()Y ClAAct
(b)(3) N atSecactanager talked a lot about issues. The Site Manager had free access (b)(7)(c)

| to, Etahon Front Office, and| recalled consulting
) with the Site Manager at least once a day.

3) CIAAct

§E;Eé; CIAACH 132, (SH-NF) The Site Manager advised he had d15cussmns (E;EG;

(b)(3) NatSecActth Station management, mcluchng,r and the B)7)(C)

l every other day or as issues arose. He stated that
someone from Station management came out to o)( hhait once

aw}zlgtjﬂl_:l_"_ (3) CIAAct  |came once or twice ,(|b)(3) NatSecAct—-—=- |
)(6) l When senior Headquarters
visitors] (7)) |
| traveled to !
management accompanied them to (b)(1)

......A_---w(b)(a), NatSecAct

133. (SAAF) A number of individuals who served at the
(b)) Station with the Site Manager said that it was abundantly clear to
(b)(3) NatSecAceDt that he was overwhelmed. Additionally, they believed
was understaffed and did not receive the attention it

required.

‘ (b)(1)
' 56 (b)(3) NatSecAct_____

FORGECRET
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(b)(3) CIAAC -(b)(1)
5)(7)(c) o/ §
o | ~ (b)(3) CIAACt
o)1) 134. (SAANF) was unaware untl (E)Egg( )
(b)(3) NatSecAct being interviewed during this Review that the first Site Manager at
had been a junior officer. | |stated thata first-tour

officer should not be running anything. One of the reasons he cited

for his revocation of the assignment of the replacement Site Manager

at was that the nominee was only a (b)(6)

L In view, at a minimum, a| (b)(7)(c)

[ |15 more appropriate for thzeé : [asmgnment 55 .

(b)(1) Interrogators and Linguists (b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(3) NatSecAct NS
| 135. @5/| | The Site Manager explained that the

* interrogations conducted at during the first months that it
was operational were essentially custodial interviews coupled with
environmental deprivations. When Agency officers came to conduct

(0)(1) _interrogations, the Site Manager initially took them to |The
(b)3) NatseCACtonly guidance he provided them at that time was how to get in and
) out of the facility securely.. Substantive experts were in short supply,
' so the interrogators had to read the background on the detainees.
The Site Manager explained that the interrogators essentially had the
freedom to do what they wanted; he did not have a hst of "do’sand

don’ts" for interrogations.

136. (TS// During first four months of
operation, individuals with no previous relevant experience, no
trainiing, and no guidance often condycted the interrogations. In fact,

(b)(1) ' most of these individuals were sent to in other capacities and

(b)(3) NatSecActwere. pressed into service at For example, one analyst sent
t ias a substantive expert took over the debriefing/interrogation
function of three detainees after approximately a week of observing

b)(4) the process. Another officer Who ‘debriefed/interrogated atf

(b)(3) NatSecAct

Calternative was to leave the detainees languishing indefinitely. Several
officers expressed concern about the extended and sometimes

. 55 45y Nevertheless; al —;—|6—fﬁcer,’ T Twas
. assigned as the second Site Manager. e
5. (b))
esann (b)(3) NatSecAct 00067
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(b)(3) NatSecAct

. “TORSECRET /r“(
"""""" . . ' (b)('] )
Y (b)(3) NatSecAct

unjustified detention of individuals af jA TDY interrogator
stated that individuals might have been released or moved sooner had
they been debriefed/interrogated earlier and if a determination had
then been made th ’rhaf there was little justification for thelr conhnued
detention at] _ (o)

b)) —-(b)(3) NatSecAct 5 (b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct - 137, (ES [ In addition to a shortage ot( PI3) NatSechct
interrogators, B}has suffered from a shortage of linguists.
Because most of the debriefers/interrogators at have had
no relevant foreign language capability, linguists must ass:st in the
(b)(1) interrogations. CTC assigned; mterpreters to
(P)(3) NatSecAct facility| |Instances have occurred,

however, when detainees were not questioned because of a lack of
linguistic support. Station requested both interrogation and -
linguistic support when it has been specifically needed, but its
 requests have not always been accommodated.

(b)(1)

Medical Support = (P)(3) NatSecAct (b)(1)
) . “(b)(3) NathcAct
138. (FS/T Providing medical attention toL_ ]
(b)(1 detainees has also been a staffing problem. In addition, compared to

(b)(3) NatSec “roirelatively small number of high value detainees at
the larger number and less well-known
detainees a_ _ |posed unique challenges. (P)(1)
b)(1) R | (D)3) NatSacAct

g b)(3) NatSecAct___1_39 6‘3/ J - | Four months before opened

| plan was to use Physician’s Assistants on TDY to "TDY fo the Station .
or non-emergency medical treatment of detammejﬂ_'

As édical exam

| room was included in the design for| o

(b)(3) CIAACct
(b)(3) NatSecAct

Station Physician’s Assistants and occasionally
Regional Medical Officers examined and treated the detainees. When
a newly arrived Physician’s Assistant reqitested gmdance from OMS

58
' (0)(1)
FORSECRET /1 (b)(3) NatSecAct____‘
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Torseczer/ (O

................ (b)(3) NatSecAcf

regardmg his respons1b111t1&s to the detainees in early November
2002, he was reportedly instructed to follow the Hlppocrahc oath and
"if someone 1s sick, you treat them."

(b)(1)

()3 Natsecact 140, 8S/] |Immediately following Gul Rahman's

death onr November 2002, reported by cable[

Station medics made visits to evaluate the [-, :
(b)(1) detainees. One week later| reported, ’

(b)(3) NatSecAdt Jand "approximately a fourth of the prisoners

have one or more significant pre-existing medical problems upon

arrival.” Station offered Headquarters the optlon of either
ﬁmdmdr ito provide on-site medlcal care or requiring one of the
Station’s Physician’s A531stants to travell o

(b)(1)
(b)(3)

NatSeciaY indication that supported When the
A ation subsequently requested full-time and TDY support for

\
no mention of any requirement for additional medical personnel. On

| |September 2003, the new]| requested an enhanced staffing "

complement for ] Among his requests was a full-time medic.
(b)(1) : 141. (IS// " 'Whena Physician’s Assistant at the
(b)(3) NatSecActitation sent a cable to Headquarters on 003, "Medical
Assessment of Detainees,” a CTC/RDG desk officer forwarded the
cable to CTC managers and a CTC attorney with the comment, "This
is the first time I've ever seen any official reporting on the PA visiting
theL L 1detamees We should ensure that this continues and is
documented in cable traffic. It's a great baseline for us." One cable
per month reported the results of examinations of the| |
(b)(1) detainee population over the folléwing five-month period. Despite
(b)(3) NatSecActthe monthly reports of the exarhination and treatment of detainees at
‘ B | which commenced four months after the facility received

its first detainee, it 15 dxfﬁcult to determine the extent of medical care

56 (857 J l In fact, one prior cable, on 19 ]anuary 2003, provided an assessment of 13~
) detainees at|: . -
e b)( ) N atSecAct . o
. 1 : 59
: wﬁﬂ';
!
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(b)(1) ’ : !/[: NatSecAct”w |
J~‘~ﬁ(3) NatSecAct .

provnded to the detainees. One Physician’s Assistant who spent

many months TDY| lfor example, reported that he did not
(b)(1) vrepare records of any treatment rendered aftd his.
(P)(3) NatSecRcttg supervisor reported that OMS does not have a written protocol

reqmnng practitioners to produce documentation of patient contact,

"relying rather on the accepted professional Tequirement’ to
document panent contacts." The Cl'uef and Deputy Chief of Medxcal
Services cOnfirrj;) 1 )hls
(b)(3) NatSecAct____
142. (F5/ btatlon reported that it is standard

procedure for one medical officer to participate in all renditions to
(b)(1) ensure the detainee does not have a hidden weapon, to determine the
()(3) NatSecActia] condition of the detainee, and to stabilize the detainee during

rendition. That officer, therefore, arxived with any detainees who

were rendered to As further described in paragraph 1(0)(1)

(b)) " officers ’(the “DO hveshgatxyg__’l‘_gam") to investigate the
. ~rcumstances of the death. The ;Slte Manager advised the

13) NatSechct Investigative Team that detainees are examined gnd
photographed upon their arrival to protect the Agency in the event
they were beaten or otherwise mistreated by liaison prior to
rendition. However, when asked for the identity of the medical
officer, the information on Rahman’s medical examination, and
copies of the photographs, the Site Manager could not produce them.
He reported that no medical documents were retained from the
renditions and the Station did not retain medical documentation of
detainees. Further, the d1g1tal photos of Rahman had been
overwritten.

Clanct___143. {577NF)

NatSecAct

(b)(1
(b)(3
(b)(3
(b)(6
(b)(7

e e N

(c) The] medical provider assigned
fro B ovember into December 2002, a Physician’s Assistant,
departed on

[ November and did not return| —Juntil [November 2002.

/

. 60
TERRECRET| |
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. topsEerer/] Y1)

-~ 4 —(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

<,,(b)(1 )
{(b)(s) NatSecAc:t—l

} } ’I'hqI guardforce consisted of
'interior guards” were assigned to duty within the
cellblock and had direct contact with the detainees. The guards

(b)(1) . moved the detainees, hooded and restrained, back and forth in total
(b)(3) NatSecActsilence. The remaining .guards were responsible for security outside
the cellblock, larranged for the U.S. Bureau of Prisons (BOP)
tosendal _|trainingteamto] _from S
November.59 This team worked with the e guard force, (b)(3) NatSecAct .

concentrating on techniques, such as entry and escort procedures,
application of restraints, security checks, pat-down and cell searches,

and documenting checks of detainees.L““_ggggg NatSecAct
o : a c

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

e

§ = Loy
(b)(3) NatSecAct D007 1
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o)) — L
TOPSECRET/ L (b)(3) NatSecAct——-- ) ﬁ

(b)(1) I
(b)(3) NatSecAct

146.

(b)(1) |

(b)(3) NatSecAct

S

(b)(1) -,
(b)(3) ClAACt 1
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1) "
(b)(3) NatSecAct et e

e

|
|
1

o ; 2 o)1) |
TTY>QLCPET

l (b)(3) NatSecAct |
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~~~~~~~~

)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

149. (¥5/ | One week after Gul Rahman’s death,
(b) (; ) Station sent a cable, "Risk Assessment fo |to
(b)(3) CIAACt Headquarters. In part it outlined problems facing the Station in the
(b)(3) NatSecActmanagement of| land requested thoughts from the DDO. It
1 included the following: |
i (b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

| (b)(1)
,\7 I | (b)(3) NatSecAct

i 150. iAfter CTC/RDG assumed responsibility
! for the management of all CIA custodial interrogation facilities on
! _3 December 2002, CTC/RDG

| |
'

1 l (b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

b 1 * e

(b)(3) NatSecAct

"~

83—(b)(1) .
(b)(3) NatSecAct D0073
Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05856717
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‘ T T E—
) TOPSECRET L (b)(3) NatSecAct S
_________ 151.]
(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
152. ¢5/
(bX1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

One of the psychologist/ interrogators was opposed to|

land suggested, as a minimum, that

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

Notwithstandix'lg, as of January 2003, CIA designafed __}as a
"CIA Detention Facility," subject to the requirements of the DCI's
Guidelines on Confinement Conditions for CIA Detainees, reflecting.
CIA's express recognition as of that time tha(‘g)m is "under the

direct or indirect control of CIA." (b)(3) NatSecAct
'\..)
: (o)1)
TRCRCRET/ | (b)(3) NatSecAct

Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05856717
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mq (b (1>

3) NatSecAct ‘

(b)(3) NatSecAct

153, ('fS/—I 2002J|  [Statiofi
recognized the need for a detention facility to supplement
and communicated that need to Headquarters.| Station cited

' r..;the~.incr.e.asiner_,no,n_ula‘.ti,ra,r_\;_atﬂ

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

154. (/| _ _ | The proposal to Headquarters seeking
" approval and funding of this initiative noted that the facility required
structural changes and security enhancements. The Station cited
disadvantages,

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

155. (ES/| - 2002, a cable from
CTC/RDG provided authority and funds for] _ [Station to(b)(!)
proceed with construction and upgrades for the facility ()(3) NatSecAct

which would later be encrypted as CIC/RDG
concurrently provided the authority and funds for| Station to
proceed in the construction of a second detention facili as

a successor to[ (b)(1) §2 The cable solicited the Statlon s comments -
—(b)(3 ) NatSecAct ,

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

' ‘Nm y 65 (b)(1)
| (b)(3) NatSecAct

Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05856717~ -
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(0)(1)
TOPSBSRET/| ~(b)(3) NatSecAct

)
3) NatSecAct———

regardmg trauung{ to ensure that detainees are

handled in a proper manner and to ensure proper facility
management in the succeeding years.63 (b)(1)

(D)1 ¢ C (b)(3 )NatSecAct

156. (¥S/ (b)(3) NatSecAct 2003 the
Manager visited and observed that the construchon
enhancements to the facility were ahead of schedule. He also

transferred two unnamed detainees t lthe first detainees

| sent there by CIA. |

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

[ 003, the Station reported that|

had its own| iphysician. Prior td 2003, the
Station did not reoort on the health conditions czli; )f(hs)- Agency
..l NWe
. detainees atr NathcAct Vet (b)(3) 3) NatSecAct
157. (TS/ The Site Manager for

OIG in May 2003 that the customary procedure was to transfer most

_detainees from!

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

E
oy

158.
T (b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
(b)(1) o
(b)(3) NatSecAct
J
' 66
TRCECRET A (b)(1)

(b)(3) NatSecAct
Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05836717
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| - (b)(1)
. TOPSECRET/| )03 NatSecAct

[ (b)(1)
’ | (b)(3) NatSecAct

b ,.
Eb;g&; NatSecactP€ath of Gul Rahman . | |
159. (¥5/ }Gul Rahman, a suspected Afghan -
(b)(1) extremist associated with the Hezbl Islami Gulbuddin organization,
(b)(3) NatSecAct was. captured in Pakistan on]— ]October 2002 and rendered to

‘ | nDNovember 2002. Between| ovember 2002,
~Rahian tnderwent at least six interrogation sessions conducted by
" various members of a team thatincluded theg, Site Manager,
an independent contractor psychologist/i interrogator, the Station’s
analyst, and | linguist. The
s chologlst/ interrogator was experienced from decades of Work in
E\e SERE program, had helped develop the EITs, and had conducted
‘ mterrogahons ad—’ The Site Manager and the analyst had
) no experience or relevant training in interrogations before their
) NatSecActassignment to but had acquired approximately six
; © months of experience through on-the-job training. (b)(1)
_ ~ o - (b)(3) NatSecAct
160. (£S/ Rahman was subjected to sleep
deprivation sessions of up to 48 hours, at least one cold shower, and a
(b)( 1) "hard takedown"——euphenustxcally termed "rough treatment. 166 In

31
(3
(b)(&
(b)(7

time at _|as part of the sleep deprivation and to caisse cultural
huxmhatlon Despite these measures, Rahman remained

retained his resistance posture and demeanor. 'I’he [_fNovember N
cable reporting that Rahman admitted his identity to
officers includes the following, "Rahman spent the days since
his last session in cold conditions with minimal food and sleep.” A

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAc2002

66 46) Both the cold shower and hard takedown are described in greater detail later in this
) Review, :

. a7 e
T rveanconnT
Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05856717
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. TOPSECRET/ (b)(1)
....... E\E;E;; NatSecAct ' ./! (B)(3). NatSecAct

psychological . aseeesment of Rahman on[_|November 2002 noted his .
remarkable physical and psychological resilience and recommended

(b)(1) 3 psycholo
(0)(3) NatSemagart “continued environmental deprivations.”

161, (TS/ On the afternoon of [}November 2002;
whenL guards delivered food to Rahman, he reportedly
threw the To0d, his water bottle, and defecation bucket at the guards.
In addition, he reportedly threatened the guards and told them he
had seen their faces and would kill them upon his release. When the
Site Manager learned of this incident, he authorized short-chaining,-

i.e.,, Rahman’s hands and feet were shackled and connected with a
short-chain.

162. (FS/ guards found Rahman dead
in his cell on the morning of[ November 2002, The ambient

temperature was recorded at a low of 31 degrees. Rahunan was still
" in the short-chain position that required him to sit, naked from the
o waist down, on the concrete floor of his cell. He wore only a
J sweatshirt. ’
(b)(3) NatSecAct:

163. (T(b) __Station reported Rahman'’s death
atday in al(tb)( ) NatSecActable to the DDO. The DDO dispatched
ClAAGY the DO Investxganve ‘Team, consisting of a senior security officer

o
b)(3) NatSecAct |lan OGC
b)(6)
b)(7)

| attorney, and an Agency pathologist, to| -

(c) | ICIA also promptly reported the incident to SSCI -

, " and HPSCI. The DO Investigative Team conducted interviews and
the pathologist performed an autopsy of Ralunan. The autopsy
indicated, by a diagnosis of exclusion, that death was caused by
hypothermia.67 After the DO investigation was completed, CIA
reported the death to DoJ and further briefed the SSCI and HPSCI
‘leadership, OIG opened an investigation into the circumstances
surrounding this incident. Do] declined prosecution of the Agency
employee responsible for| | OIG’s investigation will be the
subject of a separate Report of Investigation. (b)(1) ;

| (b)(3) NatSecAct -,

) 67 YS) The pathologist estimated Rahman to be in his mid-30s.
. 68
TORSECRET/| (b)(1)

“(b)(3) NatSecAct—————
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I (b)(1)
,,.w\} 5 - TOP SECRET/ }‘ (b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)
( )®) NatSecA t

(b) (15) - 164, (F5/ {_— —TThe treatment of Gul Rahman was but .
(b)(3) NatSecActone event in the early months oﬂ IAgency activity in

2 [ that involved the use of interrogation techniques that

' DoJ and Headquarters had riot approved. Agency personnel

_ reported a range of improvised actions that intetrogato'rs and

] debriefers reportedly used at that time to assist in obtammg
information from detainees. The extent of these actions is 111ustrat1ve
of the consequences of the lack of clear guidance at that time and the

F(0)(1) ]
Agency’s insufficient attention to interrogations in! L(b)(3) NatSecAct-

Specific Unauthonzed or Undocumented ’I‘echmques

]
(b)(1)
(b)(3? NatSecAct

165. (¥S/ OIG opened separate mveshgahons mt_q_
, two incidents: the November 2002 death of Gul Rahmanat;, |
| . and the death of a detainee at a military base in Northeast

" Afghanistan (discussed further in paragraph 192). These two cases

presented facts that warranted criminal investigations. Some of the
techniques discussed below were used with Gul Rahman and will be
further addressed in connection with a Report relating to his death.
In other cases of undocumented or unauthorized techniques, the facts
are ambiguous or less serious, not warranting further investigation.
Some actions discussed below were taken by employees or
contractors no longer associated with the Agency. Agency
management has also addressed administratively some of the actions.

Pressure Points A . (b)(B)

166. (&S |In July 2002
operations officer, participated with another
operations officer in a custodial ihiterrogation of a detainee

reportedly
used a “pressure point" technique: with both of his hands on the
detainee’s neck, Imanipulated his fingers
(o)1) to restrict the detained’s carotid artery. (b)(6) )
~{p)(3) NatSecAct ' : - (b)(7)(c) LT e
-~~,/2b)(6) ‘ .
(0)(7)(c)
v T AQ
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- TOP / (b)(1)
e (b)(1) . (b)(3()
(

. ' 7NC)—— et
167. €ESY/ | e who was
facing the shackled detainee, reportedly watched his eyes to the pomt

'~ that the detainee would nod and start to pass out; then, the ™

'shook the detainee to wake him. This
process was repeated for a total of three applications on the detainee.
The, acknowledged to OIG that he laid hands -
(0)(B) on the detainee and may have made him think he was going to lose
consciousness. The also noted that hehas| | f-
years of experience debriefing and mtervxewmg people and until -
recently had never been mstructed how to conduct mterroganons

168. (S'H-NP-) CTC management is now aware of this reported
incident, the severity of which was disputed. The use of pressure

(b)(6) points is not, and had not been, authorized, and CTC has advised the
bY7)c) | that such actions are not authorized.
' ‘ (b)(1) (b)(1) -
" ‘Mock Executions (b)(3) NatSecAct (b)(3) NatSecAct
) 169, (1S4 The debriefer who employed the
(b)(1) handgun and power drill on Al-Nashiri advised that

(b)(;) NatSecActSe actions were predlcated on a technique he had participated in
The debriefer stated that when he was| '
between September and October 2002, the Site Manager offered to
fire a handgun outside the interrogation room while the debriefer
was interviewing a detainee who was thought to be withholding
information.68 The Site Manager staged the incident, which included
screaming and yelling outside the cell by other CIA officers and|
. guards. When the guards moved the detainee from the interrogation
room, they passed a guard who was dressed as a hooded detainee, .
lying motionless on the ground, and made to appear as if he had
been shot to death. (b)(1)
(o)1 (b)(3) NatSecAct .

(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
(b)(6)
(b)7)C)
% ©) The actions‘l %lre"l')eing addressed as part of the Gul ; R
. Rahman investigation. .
' 70

TrvcaCRE (o)(1) ,

= (b)(3) NatSecAct |
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M/L (o)(1)

(b)(3) NatSecAct

170. -(?S/ [ The debrefer claimed he did not think

- he needed to report this incident because the Site Mamger had

(b)(1) openly discussed this plan several days priof to and
(b)(3) NatSeCACtlfter the incident- When the debriefer waslater] “land
' believed he needed a non-traditional technique toinduce the -
i detainee to cooperate, he told he wanted to wave a handgun ' (b)(6)

Lj))(1)

Eb)( 3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)

in front of the detainee to scare him. The debriefer said he did not : (b)(7)(c)
believe he was required to notify Headquarters of this technique, -
citing the earlier, unreported mock execution (b)(1)

> _ —-—(b)(3) NatSecAct

171. (ES A senior operations officer

recounted that around September 2002]  heard that the debriefer
had staged a mock execution.[  ]was not present but understood it
went badly; it was transparently a ruse and nobenefit was derived  (P)(6)
fromit|  lobserved that there is a need to be creative as long as it is ®/(")(¢)

not considered torture. stated that if such a proposal were made

' now, it would involve a great deal of consultation. It would begin

withl management and would include CTC/Legal,
RDG, and the CTC

172, (877/NF) The Site Manager admitted staging a "mock
execution” in the first days that| jwas open. According to the

(b)(3) NatSecActiite Manager, the technique was his idea but was not effective

because it came across asbeing staged. It was based on the concept,
from SERE school, of showing something that looks real, but is not.
The Site Manager recalled that a particular CTC interrogator later
told him about employing a mock execution technique. The Site
Manager did not know when this incident occurred or if it was
successful.' He viewed this technique as ineffective because it was not
believable.

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

69 (57/NFy This same debriefer submitted a cable_frox{ ____________ ‘in early Januan_,r.zma.m which o s
he proposed a number of othet techniques, including disconnecting the heating system
ovemight. Headquarters did not respond.

' 71 (e :
T | (b)(3) NatSecAct | D0081
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- (B)(1) ' TOPSECRET (b)(1) .
o (b)(3)NatSecAct Z (b)(3) NatSecAct — l
173, (F84 Four other officers and independent

¢ontractors who were interviewed admitted to either participating in
one of the above-described incidents or hearing about them:~An
independent contractor who headed a CTC/RDG review of |
procedures atf lafter Rahman's death stated that the Site
Manager described staging a mock execution of a detainee:
Reportedly, a detainee who witnessed the "body" in the aftermath of
the ruse "sang likp)(1yird."
(b)(3) NatSecAct '

174, (F8/| revealed that approximately
four days before his interview with OIG, the Site Manager stated he -

o)1) " had conducted a mock executlon] —_|inQctoberor .

(6)(3) NatSec AcPvember 2002. Reportedly, the firearm was.discharged outside of
the building, and it was done because the detainee reportedly
possessed critical threat information. M_}stated thathe told

- the Site Manager not to do 1t agam He stated that he has not heard

NatSec/ct, smular act OCCumngl " since then.
(© )- ' NatSecAct

b)X1)
b)(3)
(b )(g)
X Use of Smoke

3) Natsecact__175. €56 |a 1A officer

6) | lat ifi late 2002 and early 2003 revealed that

7)(c cigarette smoke was once used as an interrogation technique in
October 2002. Reportedly, at the request of an independent
contractor serving as an interrogator, the officer, who does not
smoke, blew the smoke from a thin cigarette/cigar in the detainee’s

(b)(B) - face for about five minutes. The detainee started talking so.the

(b)(7)(c) smoke ceased. | heard that a different
officer had used smoke as an interrogation techmque OIG
questioned numerous personnel who had worked about ‘

the use of smoke as a technique. Nenereported any knowledge of
the use of smoke as an interrogation technique.  (P)(1)
: (b)(3) NatSecAct
176. ¢}/ | An independent contractor
~|admitted thathe h s personally used smoke
inhalation techniques on detainees to make them ill to the point ..

- | ot I = B < | "L oo |

m w O R oy, w (4505 | B

v [ o

where they would start to "purge.” After this,ina weakened state,

(b)(3) NatSecAct
Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05856717
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(b)1)

| , . (b)(3) NatSecAct
: : ?O?SRRET/I

these detainees would then provide the independent contractor with
,- " information.”® The independent contractor denied ever physn:ally
abusing detainees or knowing anyone who has.
(b)(1)
- UseofCold  (5)(3) NatSecAct o)1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

177. @57] | As previously reported, |
received its ﬁrst detainees in mid-September 2002, By many accounts

the temperaturq }was hot at that time and remained

(b)(1)
)

b
(b)(3) NatSec A enerally hot or warm until November 2002.
178. (T‘S‘)l In late Julv to early August 2002,a -
detainee was being interrogated (b)(1) :
NatSecAct

Prior to proceeding with any of the proposed methods,| (b)3)

officer responsible for the detainee senta cable requesting

Headquarters authority to employ a prescribed interrogation plan
" over a two-week period. The plan included the following:

pa—
1y

Physical Comfort Level Deprivation: With use of a window air
conditioner and a judicious provision/deprivation of warm
clothing/blankets, believe we can increase [the detainee’s] physical
discomfort level to the point where we may lower his

; mental/trained resistance abilities.

CTC/Legal responded and advised, "[CJaution must be used when
. employing the air conditioning/blanket deprivation so that [the
(b)(1) detainee’s] discomfort does not lead to a serious illness or worse."

(b)(3) NatSecAct &bgp ; NatSecAct

| 179. &5/ l ‘An officer who was present at

in November 2002 reported that she witnessed "the shower from hell"
used on Rahman during his first week in detention. The Site
Manager asked Rahman his identity, and when he did not respond’
with his true name, Rahman was placed back under the cold water
by the guards at the Site Manager’s direction. Rahmanwas so cold
that he could barely say his alias. According to the officer, the entire

s g b

70 (&) This was substantiated in part by the CIA officer who participated in this act with ﬁxg .’

o) (b)(6) J
{b)(7)(c)y— - .
b te——— 73 (b)(1) ’

(b)(3) NatSecAct D0083
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| ﬁm/‘v

b)(3) NatSecAct

process lasted no more than 20 minutes and was intended to lower

" Rahman's resistance and was not for hygienic reasons: Atthe
conclusion of the shower, Rahman was moved to one of the four
sleep deprivation cells where he was left shivering for hours or
overnight with his hand chained over his head.

(b)(1)

()(3) NatSecAct 180 g/[ _ ~la psychologist/interrogator who was
presentat] iat the same time in November 2002 recalled the-
guards giving Rahuan a cold shower as a "deprivation technique.”
This person detected Rahman was showing the early stages of
hypothermia, and he ordered the guards to give the detainee a
blanket. An independent contractor who was present around the
same time witnessed the Site Manager order a cold shower for
Rahman, Rahman was being uncooperative at the time and the
independent contractor stated that it was evident that the shower

'was not ordered for hygienic reasons.
(0)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

)

181. (¥S/ H,__A'cable prepared three days after
Rahman'’s rendition to! appears to provide corroboration to
these accounts. It reports in part, "Despite 48 hours of sleep
deprivation, auditory overload, total darkness, isolation, a cold
shower, and rough treatment, Rahman remains steadfast in

maintaining his high resistance posture and demeanor."71

182. (IS/|

NatSecAct

(b)1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

71 4S1NFY Ox\r_?N ovember 2002, a senior CTC/RDG officer forwarded this cable via an exmail
message to a CTC lawyer highlighting this paragraph and wrote, "Another example of field

) - interrogation using coercive techniques without authorization."
74. —
' roeccpoT (o)1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
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: : (b)(1)
(b)) -  TOPSEERET/ | (b)(3) NatSecAct

N (b)(3) NatSecAct

183. &57 Many of the officers interviewed about

inoperable and there was no other recourse except for cold showers.
} . However, the Site Manager explained that if a detainee was
cooperative, he would be given a warm shower. He stated that when
! 4 a detainee was uncooperative, the interrogators accomplished two .
b goals by combining the hygienic reason for a shower “(’t; ;111 the

b)(1 .
Ebggag NatSecActtmpleasanmess of a cold shower. ) NatSecAct

184. @57 |InDecember 2002, less than one month =
] after Rahman’s hypothermia-induced death, a cable
reported that a detainee was left in a cold room, shackled and naked,

(1) until he demonstrated cooperation.
)(3) NatSecAct

GG

) was used as an interrogation technique, the[__ ]mesponded
) NatSecAct"not per se." He explained that physical and envirorunental
16) discomfort-was used to encourage the detainees to improve their
)c) environment. lobserved that cold is hard to define. He
asked rhetorically, "How cold is cold? How cold is life threatening?"
He stated that cold water was still employed however,
(b)(1) showers were administered in a heated room. He stated there was no
(b)(3) NatSecActsecific guidance on it from Headquarters, and was left to its
own discretion in the use of cold. |added there is a cable
(b)(6) A fromlj_'documentmg the use of "mampu]atlon of the
7)(c) - environment." : (b)(6)
(b)(7)(c)
- 186. (¥S/ ! Although the DCI Guidelines do not
(b)(sg NatSecActention cold as a techmque, the September 2003 draft OMS -
Guidelines on Medical and Psychologlcal Support to Detainee
Interrogations specifically identify an "uncomfortably cool
environment” as a standard interrogation measure. (Appendix F.).
The OMS Guidelines provide detailed instructions on safe
temperature ranges, including the safe temperature range when a
detainee is wet or unclothed.

Mﬂm ] . 7‘ k.(b)('] ) '
{ (b)(3) NatSecAct
' Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05856717
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S “(o)(1)
T | ?' (b)(3) NatSecAct— —
(o)1)

Water Dousing  (b)(3) NatSecAct

o) 187. (£5/ According to the Site Manager &nd |
(b)(3) NatSec Aoners who have worked 'water dousing" has been used
since early 2003 when a CTC/RDG officer introduced
this technique to the facility. Dousmg involves laying a detainee
down on a plastic sheet and pouring water over him for 10 to
15 minutes. Another officer explained that the room was maintained
at 70 degrees or more; the guards used water that was at room
(b)(1) temperature while the mterrogator questioned the detainee.
(b)(3) NatSecAct
188, S/ | i A review of cable trafflc from April and
May 2003 revealed thaf _]Statlon sought pertiission from
CTC/RDG to employ specific techniques for a number of detainees.
Included in the list of requested techniques was water dousing.”2
Subsequent cables reported the use and duration of the techniques by
" detainee per interrogation session.”? One certified interrogator,
] noting that water dousing appeared to be a most effective technique,
) ~ requested CTC to confirm guidelines on water dousing. A return
cable directed that the detainee must be placed on a towel or sheet,
may not be placed naked on the bare cement floor, and the air
temperature must exceed 65 degrees if the detainee will not be dned

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecActm ediately.

189. (¥8/ fﬁ ___________________ "’ The DCI Guidelines do not mention
water dousing as a technique. The 4 September 2003 draft OMS
Guidelines, however, identify "water dousing" as one of 12 standard
measures that OMS listed, in ascending degtee of intensity, as the

11th standard measure. OMS did not further. address "water

dousing” in its guidelines.

72 (9Y The presence of a psychologis't and medic was included in each report of the use of these
techniques.

v Qo R v Bl B~ R =

e 3 Faialiie !
. A' [P

cva

bi(1 73 ¥5/] : feported water dousing as a technique used, but ”
(b)(1) in ~ Yater paragraph used the term "cold water bath."

j)(S) NatSecAct

) 76 '
* ~ (b)(1)
FORSECRET/ [ (b)(3) NatSecAct——-—1
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“TOPBECRET/ (b)(1)

—~ ' (b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)

1
(b)(3) NatSecAct Flard Takedown

190. €FS/ During the course of the initial
investigation of Rahman’s November 2002 death, the pathologist
(b)(1) noted several abrasions on the body.7# A psychologist/interrogator,
(b)(3) NatSecActWho was present during the first 10 days of Rahman’s confinement,
reported that he witnessed four or five ~ |officers
execute a "hard takedown" on Rahman75 His clothes were removed
and he was run up and down the corridor; when he fell, he was
dragged. The process took between three to five minutes and
Rahman was returned to his cell. The psychologist/interrogator
_observed contusions on his face, legs and hands that "looked bad."
The psychologist/interrogator saw a value in the exercise in order to
make Rahman uncomfortable and experience a lack of control. He
recognized, however, that the technique was not within the
parameters of what was approved by DoJ and recommended to the
- Site Manager that he obtain written approval for employing the
technique. Three other officers who were present at the same time
provided similar accounts of the incident. No approval from
b)1) Headquarters was sought or obtained.
(b)(3) NatSecAct

)

(b) (‘1) takedown was used often in interrogations at las "part of the
(b)(3) NatSecActttmospherics.” For a time, it was the standard procedure for moving
) a detainee to the sleep deprivation cell. It was done for shock and

psychological impact and signaled the transition to another phase of

g the interrogation. The act of putting a detainee into a diaper can |

: cause abrasions if the detainee struggles because the floor of the
facility is concrete. The Site Manager stated he did not discuss the -
hard takedown with Station managers, but he thought they
understood what techniques were being used at| | The Site
(b)(1) Manager stated that the hard takedown had not been used recently |
()(3) NatSecAat T After taking the interrogation class, he understood that if

74 (5/4NE) The Final Autopsy Findings noted “superficial excoriations of the right and left
upper shoulders, left lower abdomien, and left knee, mechanism undetermined.” -

) 7548415 This incident is also being addressed in the Gul Ralunan investigation.

L O S TP

77_(b)(1)
Arescar /| (b)(3) NatSecAct
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N ’ e (D) (3) NatSecAct

b)(1) -

he was going to do a hard takedown, he must report it to
Headquarters. Although the DCI and OMS Guidelines address
physical techniques and treat them as requiring advance

NatS T'&Tnadquarters approval, they do not otherwise specifically address
at5eC¢ "hard takedown."

192. (TS Jstated that he was generally
" familiar with the technique of hard takedowns. He asserted that they

E §3) Na (Seonod thorized and believed they had been used one or. more times at

in order to intimidate a detainee. | ptated that he.
would not necessarily know if they have been used and did not
consider it a serious enough handling technique to require
Headquarters approval. Asked about the possibility that a detainee

(b)(7)(c) may have been dragged on the ground during the course of a hard -
takedown, i

3

(0)(1)
(b)(3)

)
(b)(3) NatSecAct™

responded that he was unaware of that and did
not understand the point of dragging someone along the corridor in

N

®)(1) lat ey
3buse [ (0)(3) NatSae Actther Locahons Outsude of the CT C
rogram

198. (¥S/ | Although not within the scope of the
CTC Program, two other incidents lwere reported in

2003.] - (b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
; Asnoted above, one

resulted in the death of a detainee at Asadabad Base’6
NatSecAc ' T ]

194. (S#/ANF) In June 2003, the US, military sought an Afghan
citizen who had been implicated in rocket attacks on a joint U.S.
Armiy and CIA position in Asadabad located in Northeast
Afghanistan. On 18 June 2003, this individual appeared at Asadabad
Base at the urging of the local Governor. The individual was held in
a detention facility guarded by U.S. soldiers from the Base. During

76 {8y For more than a year, CIA referred to Asadabad Base ag (b)(1 )
' | L(b)(3) NatSecAct

78 '
L}
TORSECRET/ (b)(1)
[ ) (b)(3) NatSecAct———‘—J
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— (b)(1)
TOP T/ ‘ (b)(3) NatSecAct

the four days the individual was detained, an Agency independent
contractor, who was a paramilitary officer, is alleged to have severely
beaten the detainee with a large metal flashlight and kickeéd him
during interrogation sessions. The detainee died in custody on
21 June; his body was turned over to a local cleric and returned to his
family on the following date without an autopsy being performed.
Neither the contractor nor his Agency staff supervisor had been
trained or authorized to conduct interrogations. The Agency did not
renew the independent contractor’s contract, which was up for
renewal soon after the incident. OIG is investigating this incident in
concert with Do].77 ‘
(b)(1) ‘ (b)(6)
(b)(3) NatSecAct 195. (&//NF) In July 2003, (b)(7)(c)
N |officer assigned to assaulted a '
teacher at a religious school| |This assault occurred
b)1) during the course of an interview during a joint operatior
(b)(3) NatSecAct f
N { | The objective was to determine if anyone at
’ : the school had information about the detonation of a remote-
.controlled improvised explosive device that had killed eight border
guards several days earlier. , (b)(6)

(0)(7)(¢)—

- ot

196. (S//INF) A teacher being interviewed

[ _____________________ Wreportedly smiled and laughed inappropriately,

0)(77(0) whereupon|  Jused the butt stock of his rifle
to strike or "buttstroke” the teacher at le st twice in his torso,

P followed by several knee kicks to his torso. This incident was

witnessed by 200 students. - The teacher was reportedly not seriously

: injured. In response to his actions, Agency management returned the

’ r ﬁo Headquarters. He was counseled and

b)(7)c) - -8ivenadomestic assignment.

v . 79 .
\b)(1)
TTecrceeT| (b)(3) NatSecAct | D0089
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: TOP SEGRET (0)(1) ﬁ
o T / (b)(3) NatSecAct
(b)(1) ~ 1 |
(b)(3) NatSec AZCOUNTING FQR DETAINEES Eb;ég; NatSecActJ g
197. (TS/|_ | Althou h the documentation ofthe
capture, rendition, detentmn, and interrogation of high value T]
detainees at land was comprehensive, §

documentation pertaining to.detainees of lesser notoriety has been
less consistent.”8 Because the Agency had no requirement to '
document the capture and detention of all individuals until June
2003, OIG has been unable to determine with any certainty the
0)(1) number or current status of individuals who have been captured and |
§b§§ 3) Nat Sec"‘,};;amed Four specific examples follow.

] S |

pooy

- 198. (¥5//__ j AbuBakr. HassanMuhammad Abu .
(b)(1) Bakr is a Libyan who was captured during araid on[ [May 2002 in ’]
(b)(3) NatSeoIAct‘fad“ Pakistan. |

frendering him or] |June | ]
© 2002 ! :

~—

(b)1) :
(b)(3) NatSecAct ]

' (b)(1) 14
(b)(1) ~t
(b)(3) NatSecAct (0)(3) NatSecAct d
78 @s/| pnd fwo detainees and had eight detainees, which il
included the two at : o 2
™ (€ Per DDO Guidance, as described in paragraph 54. - ‘
80 ¢e) By January 2004, CTC/RDG developed a database to include all detainees in ciA cnstody ’ o }
) (b)(1) | ¥
. (b)(3) NatSecAct l o
' ' B0 py1) 2
TOPSRCRET| (b)(3) NatSecAt D00S0
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(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

200. (FS/ "] Ridha Ahmad Al-Najjar. Al-Najjar, 2
Tunisian who reportedly was.a UBL bodyguard and Al-Qa'ida travel
facilitator, was captured during the same raid in Karachi that netted
Abu Bakr on| |May 2002. Cable traffic reflects Al-Najjar and Abu
Bakr were rendJeredi June 2 02. Al-Najiar became the

first detainee| | “lon| September 2002.|
(b)( )NatSecAct

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
201. ('I‘S) __J Lutfi Al-Gharisi. Al-Gharisi (a.k.a.

* Salim Khan) is a Tunisian Al-Qa’ida detainee captured in Peshawar,

Pakistan, in September 2002. The Agency subsequently rendered

him to | October 2002, (b)(1) i
e (b)(3) NatSecAct
f (b)(1)
AR (b)(3) NatSecAct
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“TOPSECRET/ | | (E)m) ..

- . (b)(3) NatSecAct
. o)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
(b)(1) (b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct (b)(3) NatSecAct
202. 88/ 1 Gul Rahman. Rahman was the Afghan |

who was captured in Pakistan, rendered to November
and died in custody onLTNovembggg_QOZ | PBtation listed him
among the current detainees at }as of 2 January 2003. He

was omitted altogether from CTC/RDG's September 2003
— "comprehensive" list of rendees.

(bX1)
b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1) ANALYTICAL SUPPORT TO INTERROGATIONS

(b)(3) NatSecAct ’
204. (¥5/ L _______ | Directorate of Intelligence analysts
assigned to CTC provide analytical support to interrogation teams in
the field. Analysts are responsible for developing requirements for

the questioning of detainees as well as conducting debriefings in
some cases. |  (b)(1) |
(b)(3) NatSecAct ]

| Analysts, however, do not

ot

.- .3 ‘ w “” .._.-.:: La:‘:

participate in the application of interrogation techniques.

82
‘ T (0)(1)
TORSECRE /l (b)(3) NatSecAct
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(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

205. '&S7 According to a number of those.
interv ewed for this Review, the Agency’s iritelligence on Al-Qa’ida.
was limited prior to the initiation of the CTC Interrogation Program.
The Agency lacked adequate linguists or subject matter experts and
had very little hard knowledge of what particular Al-Qaida
leaders—who later became detainees—knew. This lack of knowledge
led analysts to speculate about what a detainee "should know," vice
information the analyst could objectively demonstrate the detainee
did know. For these reasons, several interrogators considered the
analytical support provided by CTC/UBL to have been inadequate
and sometimes flawed.

-206. (FS/] (b)(1)

1
(b)(3) NatSecAct

|When

" a detainee did not respond to a question posed to him, the
assumpton at Headquarters was that the detainee was holding back
and knew more; consequently, Headquarters recommended
resumption of EITs.

(b)(3) NatSecAct

L
o’

207. (FS/ 'The standard that CTC/UBL employed
to assess-one detainee's level of compliance was articulated in a
December 2002 cable requesting interrogators to further press
Al-Nashiri for actionable threat information:

. .. it is inconceivable to us that Nashiri cannot provide us concrete
leads to locate and detain the active terrorists in his network who
are still at large. ... :

. From our optic, the single best measure of this cooperation will be
in his reporting. Specifically, when we are able to capture other
terrorists based on his leads and to thwart future plots based on his
reporting, we will have much more confidence thatheis, indeed,
genuinely cooperative on some level.

. TYRQRCRET / ' 8 (b)(1)
A ‘ (b)(3) NatSecAct
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TOP-SECKET 'FW (b)(3) NatSecAct | }

) (o)1) | |
' (b)(3) NatSecAct .
208. (TS, disagreed in its 23 December -
.2002 response: .

Base recomumends against resiming enhanced measures with
Subj[ect] unless there are specific pieces of information he has
provided that we are certain/certain are lies or omissions; or there
is equally reliable additional information ffom other sources which
implicates subj[ect] in a'heretofore unknown plot toattack U.S. or
allied interests. If such is the case, Base would eagerly support |
returning to all enhanced measures; indeed, we would be the first
to request them. Without tangible proof of lying or intentional |
withholding, however, we believe employing enhanced measures
will accomplish nothing except show subjlect] that he will be
punished whether he cooperates or not, thus eroding any
remaining desire to continue cooperating. . . .

Bottom line is we think subjfect] is being cooperative, and if
subjected to indiscriminate and prolonged enhanced measures,
there is a good chance he will either fold up and cease cooperating,
or suffer the sort of permanent mental harm prohibited by the

) o statute. Therefore, a decision to resume enhanced measures must

be grounded in fact and not general feelings that subj[ect] is not
being forthcoming . ... .

It was after this interchange that Headquarters sent a new debriefer,

(b)(1) whose unauthorized actions are discussed in paragraphs 90 through
(b)(3) NatSecActto Subsequently, after further deliberation and
renéwed medical and psychological assessment, EITs, not including
b)(1) the waterboard, were authorized for a brief period.
(b)(3 ) NatSecAct
209. (E5/ The shortage of accurate and-verifiable
information available to the field to assess a detaineé¢’s compliance is
o)1 evidenced in the final waterboard session of Abu Zupaydah.

Eb)E g NatSecaccording to a senior CTC officer, the interrogation team at
. |considered Abu Zubaydah to be compliant and wanted to
terminate EITs. CTC/UBL believed Abu Zubaydah continued to
withhold information,)

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

) ‘ lat the time it ' | .J
o (b)(1) m o
FORSECRET/ (b)(3) NatSecAct D0094
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(b)(1)

generated substantial pressure from Headquarters to continue use of

+the EITs. According to this senior officer, the decision to resume use

of the waterboard on Abu Zubaydah was made by senior Gfficers of

(b)(3) NatSecActhe DO. A team of senior CTC officers traveled from Headquarters to

(b)(1)

)
) NatSecAct
)
)

to assess Abu Zubaydah’s compliance and witnessed the
final waterboard session, after which, they reported back to
Headquarters that the EITs were no longer needed on Abu
Zubaydah.

210. TS/ told OIG that
"nisk" for CTC/UBL is very different from the “risk” perceived by
CTC/RDG and the interrogators. Specifically, for CTC/UBL, risk is
associated with not obtaining the actionable information needed to
prevent "the next big attack," hence analysts are reluctant to agree
that a detainee is not employing resistance techniques. On the other
hand, risk for CTC/RDG is associated with the continued use of EITs,

" which could possibly lead, directly or md1rect1y, to a detainee’s death

or cause him permanent harm.

(bX1)
EFFEC'I‘IVENESS (b)(3) NatSecAct -

211 (78/]
them from engaging in further terrorist actlvxty, and their
interrogation has provided intelligence that has enabled the

- identification and apprehension of other terrorists, warned of
terrorists plots planned for the United States and around the world,
and supported articles frequently used in the finished intelligence
pubhcatlons for senior policymakers and war fighters: -In this regard,
there isno doubt that the Program has been effective. Measuring the
effectiveness of EITs, however, is a more subjective process and not
without some concern. '

(b)(3) NatSecAct

212. (F5/ When the Agency began capturing
" Y

terrorists, management judged the'success of the effort to be getting

them off the streets, (b)(1)
- : (b)(3) NatSecAct

ST B (o)1)
‘ ' ’ I (b)(3) NatSecAct
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......

(b)(1)
(b)}(3) NatSecAct

With the capture of terrorists who had access to much more -
significant, actionable information, the measure of success of the

Program increasingly became the intelligence obtained from the
(b)1) - Astainees. : :
(b)(3) NatSecAct

e e B I " |

[, |

‘ 213. (TS’/[ Quantitatively, the DO has significantly
increased the number of counterterrorism intelligence reports with
the inclusion of information from detainees in its custody. Between

~ 9/11 and the end of April 2003, the Agency produced over 3,000
intelligence reports from detainees. Most of the reports came from ~
o ) . s o)1 :
intelligence rowd(et:)c:.(:))y the high value detainees at[gbggsg NatSecAdt } . r

. (b)(3) NatSecAct— ' C
214. (¥8/, JCTC frequently uses the ]
" information from one detainee, as well as other sources, to vet the '
information of another detainee. Although lower-level detainees 1
provide less information than the high value detainees, information
from these detainees has, on many occasioris, supplied the ;
information needed to probe the high value detainees further. . ]
According to two senior CTC analysts, the triangulation of
intelligence provides a fuller knowledge of Al-Qa’ida activities than

would be possible from a single detainee. |
(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

- ,,.«._: PRSRCY

—

PIRCIE Y
Lo

PR e

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

215. (¥5/ Detainees have provided
information on Al-Qa'ida and other terrorist groups. Information of -
note includes: the modus operandi of Al-Qa'ida, members who are
worth targeting, terrorists who are capable of mounting attacksinthe
United States,| (0)(3) |

. (b)(3) NatSecAct—

v - Pate e
e Dt nal

o 86 '
' TORSECRE (b)(1)
1/ (b)(3) NatSecAcL_._,]
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bP‘SEeR' E4I/ (b)(1)
T (b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)

(b)(3) NatSecAct. . .
land sources of funding for
Al-Qa’ida. Perhaps the most 51gnzﬁcant information about Al-Qa‘ida
obtained from detainees is on the subject of the group’s planned use
of weapons of mass destruction (WMD) in the United States.

Analysts had long suspected Al-Qa’ida was attempting to develop a.
WMD capability, and information from Abu Zubaydahand

Ibn al-Ahaykh al-Libi (a k.a. Zubayr) hinted at such efforts. It was

the information from Khalid Shaykh Muhammad, however, that -
confirmed the analysts’ suspicions. In addition to-information on
anthrax; chemical, biological, radiological, and nuclear programs;
and training in the use of poisons and explosives, Khalid Shaykh
Muhammad provided information that has led to the capture of g
individuals who headed the programs to develop WMD capabilities,
including Sayed Al-Barq who was the head of Al-Qa’ida’s anthrax -

nro

" 216. (T3/ Detainee information has assisted in the
identification of terrorists. For example, information from Abu_
Zubaydah helped lead to the identification of Jose Padilla and
Binyam Muhammed—operatives who had plans to detonate a
uranium-topped dirty bomb in either Washington, D.C., or New
York City. Riduan "Hambali" Isomuddin provided information that
led to the arrest of previously unknown members of an Al-Qa‘ida cell-
in Karachi. They were designated as pilots for an aircraft attack
inside the United States. Many other detainees, including lower-level
detainees such as Zubayr and Majid Khan, have provided leads to
other terrorists, but probably the most prolific has been Khalid
Shaykh Muhammad. He provided information that helped lead to
the arrests of terrorists including Sayfullah Paracha and his son Uzair
Paracha, businessmen whom Khalid Shaykh Muhammad planned to
use to smuggle explosives into the United States; Saleh Almari, a
sleeper operative in New York; and Majid Khan, an operative who
could enter the United States easily and was tasked to research
attacks against U.S. water reservoirs. Khalid Shaykh Muhammad's
information also led to the investigation and prosecution of Iyman

Faris, the truck driver arrested in early 2003 in Ohio. Althoughnot .. ___._._
' e 87 o)1)
i (b)(3) NatSecAct D0097
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TOPSECRET (b))
T )l . (b)(3) NatSecAct m] )

yet captured, ipformation from Khalid Shaykh Muhammed and Abu

Zubaydah led to the identification of an operative termed one of the -

(b)(3) NatSecActt h.kely to travel to the United States and carry out operauons

(b)(1)
(b)(3)

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1)

217. (¥s/ Detamees, both planners
and operatives, have also made the Agency aware of several plots
planned for the United States and around the world. The plots _

sl 1
NatSeoActm P lans to t

attack the U.S. Consulate in Karachi, Paklstan hijack a1rcraft
to fly into Heathrow Airport and the Canary Wharf Tower; loosen

track spikes in an attempt to derail a train in the United States

blow up several

U.S. gas stations to create panic and havoc; hijack and fly an airplane.
into the tallest building in California in a west coast version of the
World Trade Center attack; cut the lines of suspension bridges in

- New York in an effort to make them collapse; and poison the U.S.

water supply by dumping poison into water reservoirs. With the -
capture of some of the operatives for the above-mentioned plots, it is
not clear whether these plots have been thwarted or if they remain
viable. This Review did not uncover any evidence that these plots
were imminent. Agency senior managers believe that lives have been
saved as a result-of the capture and interrogation of terrorists who .
were planning attacks, in particular Khalid Shaykh Muhammad, Abu
Zubaydah, Hambali, and Al-Nashiri,

(b)(3) NatSecAct

218. (TS/ CTC analysts ]udge the reporting from :

(0)(3) CIAAGt detamees as one of the most important sources for finished

(b)(6)

intelligence. | |viewed
analysts’ knowledge of the terrorist target as having much more
depth as a result of information from detainees and estimated that
detainee reporting is used in all counterterrorism articles produced
for the most senior policymakers. Detainee reporting is also used

Case 1:15-cv-09317-AKH Document 53-2 Filed 10/17/16 Page 35 of 60
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~ . -(b)(3) NatSecAct

said he believes the use of EITs has proven to be extremely valuable
* in obtaining enormous amounts of critical threat information from
detainees who had otherwise believed they were safe from any harm

(b)(1) in the hands of Americans.
(b)(3) NatSecAct

219. (T8) _ |senior officers familiar with the
dissemination of reportmg from detainee interrogations voiced
concerns about compartmentatlon In particular, those concerns
regarded the impact on the timeliness of disseminating intelligence to
analysts in CIA and to the FBI while the initial operational recipients

(b)(1) of the information are separating out the intelligence from more
(b)(3) NatSecAchnsitive operational information.| |senior officers
who voiced these concerns indicated that the issue was being.
reviewed by analysts to more precisely assess the impact of the -
(b)(1) problem.
(b)(3) NatSecAct S .
220. (TSJ | Inasmuch as EITs have been used only
since August 2002, and they have not all been used with every high
value detainee, there is limited data on which to assess their
individual effectiveness. This Review identified concerns about the
use of the waterboard, specifically whether the risks of its use were
justified by the results, whether it has been unnecessarily used in
some instances, and whether the fact that it is being applied in a
manner different from its use in SERE training brings into question
the continued applicability of the Do] opinion to its use. Although
the waterboard is the most intrusive of the EITs, the fact that
precautions have been taken to provide on-site medical oversight in

(b)(1) the use of all EITs is evidence that their use poses risks:
(b)(3) NatSecAct

221. (¥S/ Determining the effectiveness of each
EIT is important in facilitating Agency management’s decision as to
which techniques should be used and for how long. Measuring the
overall effectiveness of EITs is challenging for a number of reasons
including: (1) the Agency cannot determine with any certainty the
totality of the intelligerice the detainee actually possesses; (2) each

detainee has different fears of and tolerance for ElTs; (3) the_ ==, i a.

application of the same EITs by different interrogators may have

' ~~r=ugpooeT/ - (b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
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NatSecAct

different results; and (4) the lack of sufficient historical data related to
- certain EITs because of the rapid escalation to the use of the ,

(b)(1) waterbodrd in the cases where it was used.
(b)(3) NatSecAct

222. (¥5/ J | ~JThe waterboard has been used on three
detainees: Abu Zubaydah, Al-Nashiri, and Khalid Shaykh -
Muhammad. The waterboard’s use was accelerated after the limited
application of other EITs in all three cases because the waterboard
was considered by some in 'Agency management to be the "silver
bullet," combined with the belief that each of the three detainees
possessed perishable information about imuminent threats against the

(b)(1
(b;( ; NatSeonred States.

223. (TS/ Prior to the use of EITs, Abu Zubaydah
provided information for over 100 intelligence reports. Interrogators’ «
applied the waterboard to Abu Zubaydah at least 83 times during

" August 2002, During the period between the end of the use of the
waterboard and 30 April 2003, he provided information for
/ . approximately 210 additional reports. It is not possible to say
definitively that the waterboard is the reason for Abu Zubaydah’s
increased production, or if another factor, such as the length of
detention, was the catalyst. Since the use of the waterboard,
however, Abu Zubaydah has appeared to be cooperative, helping
(b)(1) with raids by identifying photographs of the detainees captured,
(b)(3) NatSecAct 1.
L . }and giving interrogators information on how to induce
other detainees to talk, based on his own experiences.

EE;E;; NatSecAct._224. (¥S7/ With respect to Al-Nashiri/
: | reported two waterboard sessions in November 2002, after
“which the psychologist/interrogators determined that Al-Nashiri . -
(b)(1 was compliant. However, after being moved to where a
(b)(3) NatSecActerent interrogation team assumed responsibility for his
interrogations; Al-Nashiri was thought to be withholding
information. Al-Nashiri subsequently received additional EITs,

:«.«ﬁm Yoo g ;;..._.»n_ m :’."""E m . w

€ru3

oo -
-

including stress positions, but not the waterboard. The Agency then
determined Al-Nashiri to be "compliant.” Because of the litany of

M

.. 90

(b)(1)
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techniques used by different interrogators over a relatively short
period of time, it is difficult to identify exactly why Al-Nashiri
became more willing to provide information. However, following
the use of EITs, he provided information about his most current
operauonal planning'and the Saudi Al-Qa’ida network, as opposed to
the historical information he provided before the use of EITs.

225. (FS/) On the other hand, Khalid Shaykh

Muhammad, an accomplished resistor, provided only a few
Jintelligence reports prior to the use of the waterboard, and analysis of
that information revealed that much of it was outdated, inaccurate, or
incomplete. As a means of less active resistance, at the beginning of
their interrogation, detainees routinely provide informationthat they

" know is already known. Khalid Shaykh Muhammad received 183
applications of the waterboard in March 2003 and remained resilient, .
providing limited useful ifitelligence, until the application of sleep

* deprivation for a period of 180 hours. Although debriefers still must
ask the right questions to get answers from Khalid Shaykh
Muhammad, since the employment of sleep deprivation, intelligence
production from his debriefings totaled over 140 reports as of
30 April 2003. In Khalid Shaykh Muhammad's case, the waterboard
was determined to be of limited effectiveness. One could conclude
that sleep deprivation was effective in this case, but a definitive
conclusion is hard to reach considering that the lengthy sleep
deprivation followed extensive use of the waterboard.

PoLICcY CONSIDERATIONS AND CONCERNS REGARDING THE DETENTION
AND INTERROGATION PROGRAM -

NatSecAct

226. (P, The EITs used by the Agency under the
CTC Program are inconsistent with the public policy positions that the
United States has taken regarding human rights. This divergence has -
been a cause of concern to some Agency personnel involved with the
Program.

. L (b))
——nononn (b)(3) NatSecAct”~_____J
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Policy Considerations

227. (U//FOBO) Throughout its history, the United States has
been an international proponent of human rights and has voiced
opposition to torture and mistreatment of prisoners by foreign
countries. This position is based upon fundamental principles that are
deeply embedded in the American legal structure and jurisprudence.
The Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the U.S. Constitution, for

example, require due process of law, while the Eighth Amendment
bars "cruel and unusual pumshments " .

228. (U// FGUQ) The President advised the Senate when
submitting the Torture Convention for ratification that the United
States would construe the requirement of Article 16 of the Convention
to "undertake to prevent in any territory under its jurisdiction other
acts of cruel; inhuman, or degrading treatment or punishment which-

"-do not amount to torture” as "roughly equivalent to" and "coextensive

with the Constitutional guarantees against cruel, unusual, and

" inhumane treatment.”8! To this end, the United States submitted a

reservation to the Torture Convention stating that the United States
considers itself bound by Article 16 "only insofar as the term ‘cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment’ means the cruel,
unusual, and inhumane treatment or punishment prohibited by the
5th, 8th and/or 14th Amendments to the Constitution of the United
States." Although the Torture Convention expressly provides that no
exceptional circumstances whatsoever, including war or any other
public emergency, and no order from a superior officer, justifies
torture, no similar provision was included regarding acts-of "cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.”

81 (U/ #FEUO) See Message from the President of the United States Transmitting the
Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment,
Sen. Treaty Doc. 100-20, 100t Cong, 2d Sess,, at 15, May 23, 1988; Senate Committee on Foreign
Relations, Executive Report 101-30, August 30, 1990, at 25, 29, quoting summary and analysis

92
* nRT ' (b)(1 )
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229. (U//POY6Y - Annual U.S. State Department Country
- Reports on Human Rights Practices have repeatedly condemned

harsh interrogation techniques utilized by foreign goverrutients. For

example, the 2002 Report, issued in March 2003, stated:

[The United States] have been given greater opportunity to make
good on our commitment to uphold standards of human dignity
and liberty . ... [N]o country is exempt from scrutiny, and all
countries benefit from constant striving to identify their
weaknesses and improve their performance.. .. [T}he Reports
serve as a gauge for our international human rights efforts,
pointing to areas of progress and drawmg our attention to new and
continuing challenges.

In a world marching toward democracy and respect for human
rights, the United States is a leader, a partner and a contributor.
We have taken this responsibility with a deep and abiding belief
that human rights are universal. They are not grounded
exclusively in American or western values. But their protection
worldwide serves a core U.S. national interest.

The State Department Report identified objectionable practices in a
variety of countries including, for example, patterns of abuse of

prisoners in Saudi Arabia by such means as "suspension from bars by

handcuffs, and threats against family members, . . . [being] forced

constantly to lie on hard floors [and] deprived of sleep ...." Other

reports have criticized hooding and stripping prisoners naked.

230. (U//FOUO) In June 2003, President Bush issued a
statement in observance of "United Nations International Day in
Support of Victims of Torture." The statement said in part:

The United States declares its strong solidarity with torture vxctzms
across the world. Torture anywhere is an affront to human dignity
everywhere. We are committed to building a world where human
rights are respected and protected by the rule of law.

. _ 93 (b)(1)
T RART—arm (b)(3) NatSecAct

Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C058567 17—

- i f

D0103



Case 1:15-cv-09317-AKH Document 53-2 Filed 10/17/16 Page 41 of 60
C05856717

Approved for Release: 2016/09/30 C05856717

TOP SEERET/

(b)(1)
L———(b}(3) NatSecAct

Freedom from torture is an inalienable human right . .., Yet
torture continues to be practiced around the world by rogue

regimes whose cruel methods match their determination to crush
the human spmt :

Notorious human rights abusers . . . have sought to shield their
abuses from the eyes of the world by staging elaborate deceptions .
and denying access to international human rights monitors. ...

The United States is comumitted to the worldwide elimination of
torture and we are leading this fight by example. I call on all
governunents to join with the United States and the community of
'law-abiding nations in prohibiting, investigating, and prosecuting
all acts of torture and in undertakmg to prevent other cruel and
unusual punishment . .

* Concerns Over Participation in _the CTC Program

231, 48/ANE) During the course of this Review, a number of
Agency officers expressed unsolicited concern about the possibility of
J recrimination or legal action resulting from their participation in the
(b)(1 CTC Program. A number of officers expressed concern that a human
(b)(3) NatSecAc uts group might pursue them for activities|
x Additionally, they feared that the Agency
'would not stand behind them if this occurred.

232. (57/71NF)r One officer expressed concern that one day,

-Agency officers will wind up on some "Wanted list" to apPear before
EE;EQ NatSeohcivorld Court for-war crimes stemming from activities

: __|Another said, "Ten years from now we’re going to be sorry
we're doing this . . . [but] it has to be done." He expressed concern.
that the CTC Program will be exposed in the news media and cited.

particular concern about the possibility of being named in a leak.

233, 4S/A8),
[ |that many
countries consider the intefrogation techniques employed by the CTC
Program, i.e., hooding, stress posmons etc, tobe illegal. Although
he felt the 1 August 2002 OLC legal opuuon provided to the Agency

' 94
' TOPSECRE T (e)(1)
1/] (b)(3) NatSecAct—*———]
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,,,,,,,, y - L (b)(3) NatSecAct

would preclude prosecution of Agency employees in the United
i States, he believed it to be conceivable that an employee could be. .
._arrested and tried in the European Union. | b)(1)

E (b)(3) NatSecAct

(b)(1) (b)(5)
(b)(3) NatSecAct (b)(6)
‘ : () [TA1(<) N
234. (TS| | According tol_— UsS.

- law does not proscribe the conduct of Agency employees and

f |said that DoJ'’s view is that CIA personnel are acting
(b)(6) consistent with customary international law, but that view may not
(P)(7)(c) be shared by others. He added, "My position is that we are covered."

a When asked if the Agency treatment of detainees has been humane,
he replied that he does not know how others would define the term,
; but the CTC Program and its activities have been consistent with the
" Torture Convention, as interpreted by the United States.

X
BX7)) 235. {S/7NF) scknowledged he

P has some concern regarding the Torture Convention. However, he
said his primary focus is what has been codified in U.S. law. He -
recognizes that interrogators may have a problem traveling to some
locations overseas.-

' (b)(1).
ENDGAME (b)(3) NatSecAct

& 236. (¥5/ Post 9/11, the U.S. Government is
having to address a number of extraordinary matters, not the least of
which is an "endgame" for the disposition of detainees captured
during the war on terrorism.

: (b)(1)
p (b)(3) NatSecAct

' an , i___..,._,,._l.,_.A.‘W,,‘,_.QS.R.__,,,( b)(1) | ’ :
i (b)(3) NatSecAct , D0105
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L

237. (’PS/ J The number of detainees in CIA custody
is relatively small by comparison with those in U.S, military custody.
Nevertheless, the Agency, like the military, has an interest in the
disposition of detainees and particular interest in those who, if not
kept in isolation, would likely divulge information about the

O1) e
(b)(3) 3 NatSechcumstances of their detention.

238. (‘fS‘/ Although the former D/CTC in early

(6)(3) NatSeﬂC'A"gonnel at| _kenta cable to Headquarters on 19 August
- 20uz. In that cable, | TDY Agency personnel proposed that Agency
' management consider several options for the future disposition of
detainees. Such options inicluded constructing a permanent facility
outside the United States for indefinite incarceration of detainees or
arranging with DoD for incarceration of detainees at the U.S. Naval
Base, Guantanamo Bay. TDY Agency personnel also called attention
to security and counterintelligence risks associated with exposure of
CIA methodology if detainees are released or rendered to another
(b)(1) country. OIG found no cable response from Headquarters.
(b)(3) NatSecAct
239. (¥S/ With respect to Agency equities, a
particular concern for senior Agency managers is the long-term
disposition of detainees who have undergone EITs or have been
exposed to Agency sensitive sources and methods. Moreover,
Agency employees have expressed concern that alack of an endgame

for Agency detainees results in overcrowding at Agency detention
sites, | |

. o
- . « B s e o eyt

| 8 o)1) .
J E::(lo)(:a) NatSecAct-—— j
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!

_ 240. (Tﬁj‘ _|Accordmg to the DCI, Agency officers -
- + have had theoretical discussions about the disposition of detainees.
~ The DDO explained that a key issue is what should happeit to
detainees who have undergone EITs. According to the DDO, no one
’ knows the answer to that question and it is a policy decision that

(b)(1) o must be made outside the Agency.
(b)(3) NatSecAct

; 241. (¥8/ This Review identified four options for
; the disposition of detainees. These options, discussed in more deta11
below, include|

‘§ (b)(5)

% '____,.‘_“.,.__2.._4..2—‘-1,

| (b)(1)
[ (b)(3) NatSecAct

243.
? [_ ....................... \
(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
| (b)(5)
;
‘ |
244.] S o
(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
\.) | R
. 97 '
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245. (TS| | [Policymakers have given consideration
to prosecution as a viable possibility, at least for certain detainees. To
date, however, no decision has been made to proceed with this
option.

246, (T8

(bX1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
5)

(b)(

247.| (b)(1)

1 . .
(b)(3) NatSecAct a

8 (uy /FOBQ) Memorandum for the Record, dated 2" August 2002, on closed hearifigs wiﬂﬁ. the - TR a
SSCI. :

98. |
) (b)(1)
TORSECRET/ (b)(3) NatSecAct . D0108
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(0)(1) |
(b)(3) NatSecAct

248, (¥5/| Senior U.S. Government and Agency
.  officials have yet to determine if third parties, such as the ICRC, will
/ { eventually have access to individuals whose detention has been
| disclosed. Such is the case of Ibn Sheikh al-Libi, whom the U.S.
! military declared to the ICRC before the military transferred him to
’ CIA control. According to the General Counsel, Al-Libi was not
' subjected to any of the interrogation techniques discussed in this
Review. According to senior Agency officers, the Agency is loath to
send CIA detainees who have been exposed to EITs or to other
, _ sensitive information, as in the case of al-Libi, to detention facilities
b)(1) where they would be available to the ICRC.
(b)(3) NatSecAct :
| 249. (¥5/ According to the DCI, the’CTC
.Interrogation Program will continue to exist as long as the Agency
continues to elicit information from detainees. He added that, in the
near future, he sees no change from the current system.

B

L b)(1)
‘ (b)(3) NatSecAct 5
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250. (¥5/

B)X1) " hawey
(b)(3 )NatSecAct

- 251. (FS/

activities.

252, €57//NF) OGC worked closely with Do] to determine the
legality of the measures that came to be known as enhanced

interrogation techniques (EITs). OGC also consulted with White
House and National Security Council officials regarding the
proposed techniques. Those efforts and the resulting Do] legal
opinion of 1 August 2002 are well documented. That legal opinion
was based, in substantial part, on OTS analysis and the expenence
and expertise of non-Agency personnel and academics concerning
whether long-term psychological effects would result from use of:the

proposed techniques.

RET

100

—(b)(1)

CONCLUSIONS

The Agency’s detention and
interrogation of terrorists has provided intelligence that has enabled
the identification and apprehension of other terrorists and warmed of
terrorist plots planned for the United States and around the world.
The CTC Detention and Interrogation Program has resulted in the
issuance of thousands of individual intelligence reports and analytic
products supporting the counterterrorism efforts of U.S.
policymakers and military commanders. The effectiveness of -
particular interrogation techniques.in eliciting information that might
not otherwxse have been obtained cannot be so easxly measured,

After 11 September 2001, numerous
Agency components and individuals invested immense time and

 effort to implement the CTC Program quickly, effectively, and within
the law. The work of the Directorate of Operations, Counterterrorist
Center (CTC), Office of General Counsel (OGC), Office of Medical -
Services (OMS), Office of Technical Service (OTS), and the Office of
Security has been especially notable. In effect, they began with
almost no foundation, as the Agency had discontinued virtually all
involvement in interrogations after encountering difficult issues with
earlier interrogation programs in Central America and the Near East.
Inewtably, there also have been some problems with current

(b)(3)

NatSecAct
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253. 1S77F) .The Do] legal opinion upon which the Agency
relies is based upon technical definitions of "severe" treatment and
the "intent" of the interrogators, and consists of finely detailed
analysis to buttress the conclusion that Agency officers properly
carrying out EITs would not violate the Torture Convention’s
prohibition of torture, nor would they be subject to criminal
prosecution under the U.S. torture statute. The opinion does not
address the separate question of whethér the application of standard
or enhanced techniques by Agency officers is consistent with the -
undertaking, accepted conditionally by the United States regarding
Article 16 of the Torture Convention, to prevent “cruel, inhuman or
deerading treatment or pumshment :

atSecAct

254, (TS Periodic efforts by the Agency to elicit
reaffirmation of Administration policy and DoJ legal backing for the
Agency’s use of EITs—as they have actually been employed—have’
been well'advised and successful. However, in this process, Agency
officials have neither sought nor been provided a written statement
of policy or a formal signed update of the'Do]J legal opinion,

. including such important determinations as the meaning and
applicability of Article 16 of the Torture Convention. In July 2003, the
DCI and the General Counsel briefed senior Administration officials
on the Agency's expanded use of EITs. At that time, the Attorney
General affirmed that the Agency's conduct remained well within the

scope ¢ of the 1 August 2002 DoJ legal opinion.

255. (FS/ A ngmber of Agency officers of various
grade levels who are involved with detention and interrogation
activities are concerned that they may at some future date be
vulnerable to legal action in the United States or abroad and that the
U.S. Government will not stand behind them. - Although the current
detention and interrogation Program has been subject to Do] legal
review and Administration political approval, it diverges sharply
from previous Agency policy and practice, rules that govern
interrogations by U.S. military and law enforcement officets,

statements of U.S. policy by the Department of State, and public

S ——)1)
ReT ! (b)(3) NatSecAct
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statements by very senior U.S. officials, including the President, as -
well as the policies expressed by Members of Congress, other

Western governments, international organizations, and humian rights .
groups. In addition, some Agency.officers are aware of interrogation
activities that were outside or beyond the scope of the written Do]
opinion. Officers are concerned that future public revelation of the
CTC Program is inevitable and will seriously damage Agency

officers’ personal reputations, s well as the reputation and

(b)(1) effectiveness of the Agency itself.
(b)(3) NatSecAct

256. (¥5/ The Agency has generally provided
good guidance and support to its officers who have been detaining
and interrogating high value terrorists using EITs pursuant to the
Presidential Memorandum of Notification (MON) of 17 September

(b)(1) " 2001, In particular, CTC did a commendable job in directing the.

(b)(3) NatSecActrrogations of high value detainees at
At these foreign locations, Agency personnel—with one notable
exception described in this Review—followed guidance and

\ 2 1) procedures and documented their activities well.
(b)(3) NatSecAct

'257. (F5/__ |By distinction, the Agency—especially
in the early months of the Program—failed to provide adequate
staffing, guidance, and support to those involved with the detention

" and interrogation of detainees in| Significant problems
(b)(1) occurred first at the facility known as| twhich this Review.
(b)(3) NatSecActnd to be an Agency operation.

| Although some EITs were employed with terrorist detainees
at ___|most of the interrogations there used standard
(b)(1) techniques. .
(b)(3) NatSecAct

258 (-’P87r '''''''' J Unauthorized, improvised, inhumane,
and undocumented detention and interrogation techniques were
used[ h‘wo individuals died as a result. The

circumstances of the twocases are quite different. Both were referred
to the Department of Justice (Do]) for potential prosecution. Onehas

z ot 2 m . c:_. - m_‘ .

‘o e - T-'¢§ ] &y m m

1

) been declined and the other remains open. Each incident will be the

. 102
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- (b)(1) subject of a separate Report of Investigation by the Office of Inspector
(b)(; ) NatSecActeneral. One case, in November 2002, took placeat [ lwhere

the treatment resulted in the death of a detairiee. In the second case, .
- unauthorized techniques were used in the interrogation of an L
- individual who died at Asadabad Base while under interrogation by
(b)(1) an Agency contractor in June 2003. Agency officers did not normally
(b)(3) NatSecActconduct interrogations at that location. | |the Agency - -
~ Officers involved lacked timely and adequate guidance, training,
experience, supervision, or authorization, and did not exercise sound

(b)(1) .
(b)(3) NatSecaciUdBment

259. (TS/L__ The Agency failed to issue in a timely
: manner comprehensive written guidelines for detention and

i interrogation activities. Although ad hoc guidance was provided to

many officers through cables and briefings in the early months of
,I . detention and interrogation activities, the DCI Confinement and
" Interrogation Guidelines were not issued until January 2003, several

) ' -months after initiation of inter ogation activity and after many of the
' unauthorized activities had taken place The DCI Guidelines do not
_address certain important 1ssues{ (0)(1)
(b)(1) | (b)(3) NatSecAct
(b)(3) NatSecAlct

b)(1 260. ¢¥5/ [ l Such written guidance as does exist to

(k)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecActaddress detentions and interrogations undertaken by Agency office s
| }is inadequate. The

5851 ; 3) NatSecAc is intended to guide officers|

?\Ielmer this dated guidance nor generaf
Agency guidelines on routine intelligence collection is adequate to

, instruct and protect Agency officers involved in contemporary
(b)(1) interrogation activities, |
(b)(3) NatSeC(Xct

. 261. (¥S/ ) ______ _] During the interrogations of two

oY) detamees, the waterboard was used in a manner inconsistent with the_. ___.. . |
b)(3) NatSecActﬂtten DoJ legal opinion of 1 August 2002. Do]J had stipulated that

P

T—=ane { (b)(3) NatSecAct D0113
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its advice was _based upon certain facts that the Agency had
submitted to Do], observing, for example, that ". . . you (the Agericy)
have also orally informed us that although some of these techniques
may be used with more than once [sic}, that repetition will not be
substantial because the techmques generally lose their effectiveness
after several repetitions.” One key Al-Qa’ida terrorist was subjected
to the waterboard atleast 183 times at 15 waterboard sessions during
a two-week period and was denied sleep for a period of 180 hours.

In this and another instance, the technique of application and volume
of water used differed from the DoJ opinion.-

(b)) . . . i’ C
© 262, (F8/|___ (b)(3) NatSecActrovided comprehenswe medical
attention to detainees| where EITs were
employed with high value detainees, but did not provide adequate
attention to detainees Even after the death of a

OMS did not give sufficient attention and care
to these detamees, and did not adequately document the medical care
that was provided. OMS did not issue formal medical guidelines
until April 2003. Per the advice of CTC/Legal, the OMS Guidelines
were then issued as “draft” and remain so even after being re-issued
in September 2003.

263. IS/ [ | The Agency did not maintain an
accounting of all detainees ~ |Specifically, CTC did not
ensure that, for every detainee, responsible personnel documented
the circumstances of capture; basis for detention, specific.
interrogation techniques applied, intelligence provided, medical
conditionand treatment, and the location and status of the detainee

throuighout his detention. Accounting for detainees is improving
because of the recent efforts of CTC.

(b)(3) NatSecAct

st

264, (FS/| Ag'ency officers report that reliance on
analytical assessments that were unsupported by credible intelligence
may have resulted in the application of EITs without justification.
Some participants in the Program, particularly field interrogators,
judge that CTC assessments to the effect that detainees are

withholding information are not always supported by an objective

104
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evaluation of available information and the evaluation of the
i * interrogators but are tog heavily based, instead, on presumphons of

(b)(1) what the individual might or should know.
(b)(3) NatSecAct

265. (IS / A few senior officers are concerned that
i compartmentation practices may be delaying the dissemination of -
: information obtained from the interrogation of detainées to analysts
and the FBI in a timely manner. They believe it possible to report
; useful intelligence while still protecting the existence and nature of
(b)(1) the Program.
(P)(3) NatSecAct

266. €¥S/ The Agency faces potentially serious -
long-term political and legal challenges as a result of the CTC
Detention and Interrogation Program, particularly its use of EITs and
| the inability of the U.S. Government to decide what it will ultimately
i do with terrorists detained by the Agency.

P
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3. (6/+/MNE) For the General Counsel. Within 10 days of
receipt of this Review, submit in writing to the Department of Justice
(DoJ) arequest that DoJ provide the Agency, within 6Q days, a
formal, written legal opinion revalidating and modifying, as
appropriate, the guidance provided on 1 August 2002, regarding the
use of EITs. The updated opinion should reflect actual Agency
experience and practices in the use of the techniques to date and
expectations conceming the continued use of these techniques. For
the protection of Agency.officers, request of Do] that the updated
opinion specifically addtess the Agency’s practice of using large
numbers of repetitions of the waterboard on single individuals and a
description of the techniques as applied in practice. The opinion. =
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should also address whether the application of standard or enhanced
techniques by Agency officers is consistent with the undertaking
accepted conditionally by the United States in Article 16 of the
Torture Convention to prevent “cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment or punishment," and the potential consequences for
Agency officers of any inconsistency. This Recommendation is

significant.

4. (S/~/N¥) For the DCL In the eventthe Agency does not
receive a written legal opinion satisfactorily addressing the matters

. raised in Recommendation 3 by the date requested, direct that EITs

be implemented only within the parameters that were mutually
understood by the Agency and Do] on 1 August 2002, the date of the
ovisting written opinion. This Recommendation is sighificant. -

NatSecAct

5. (¥8/ ‘For the DCI. Brief the President regarding

" the implementation of the Agency’s detention and interrogation

activities pursuant to the MON of 17 September 2001 or any other
authorities, including the use of EITs and the fact that detainees have
died. This Recommendation is significant.

——

6.

(b)(1)
(b)(3) NatSecAct
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7.l
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b)(1
(o)4) Naisecne EROCEDURES AND RESOURCES
1. 85/ A team, led by the Deputy Inspector
- General, and comprising the Assistant Inspector General for
Investigations, the Counsel to the Inspector General, a senior
Irivestigations Staff Manager, three Investigators, two Inspectors, an
, Auditor, a Research Assistant, and a Secretary participated in this
b)(1) Review.

(
(b)(3) NatSecAct

2. (1S OIG tasked relevant components forall -
. information regarding the treatment and interrogation of all
g individuals detained by or on behalf of CIA after 9/11. Agency
' components provided OIG with over 38,000 pages of documents.
OIG conducted over 100 interviews with individuals who possessed
potentially relevant information. We interviewed senior Agency
. management officials, including the DCI, the Deputy Director of
" Central Intelligence, the Executive Director, the General Counsel, and
) | the Deputy Director for Operations. As new information developed,
- OIG re-interviewed several individuals.
p)(1 .
- E 323; NatSecAct3. (FS/ l o1G personnel made site visits to the
interrogation facilities. OIG personnel also
visited an overseas Station to review 92 videotapes of interrogations
of Abu Zubaydah
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