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OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

SPECIAL REVIEW

(~ COUNTERTERRORISM DETENTION AND. .

INTERROGATION ACTIVITIES
(SEPTEMBER 2001 -OCTOBER 2003)

(2003-7123-IG)

. 7 May 2004

INTRODUCTION

. 2.. ~ In November 2002, the Deputy Director for
Operations (DDO) informed the Office of Inspector General (OIG) .

. that the Agency had established a program in the Counterterrorist
Center to detain and interrogate terrorists at sites abroad (litheCTC
Program"). He also informed OIG that he had iust learned of and had
disvatched a team to investigate

January 2003,the DDO informed OIG
. that he had receivedallegations that Agencypersonnelhad used
unauthorized interrogation techniques with a detainee,
'Abd Al~RahimAl-Nashiri, at another foreign site, and requ~sted that

-"ll~i.t..,. ._, ,

I".

~
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OIG investigate. Separately, OrG received information that soine
employees were concerned that certain covert Agency activities at an
overseas detention and interrogation site might involve violations of
human rights. In January 2003,OrG Wtiated a review of Agency
counterterrorism detention and interrogation activities-

and the incident with

Al-Nashiri.1 This Review covers the period Seeiember 2001 to mid-
October 2003.2

I
\
\

1

I

I

.1

I

!

l

[

I

1

I

t

SUMMARY

the DCI assigned responsibility for"
implementing capture and detention authority to the DDO and to the
Director of the DCI Counterterrorist Center (D/CTC). When U.S.
military forces began"d~tainID~individuals in Af~hanistan and at
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba,l

the Agency began to detain and interrogate
directly a number of suspected terrorists. The capture and initial
Agency "interrogation of the first high value detainee, Abu Zubaydah,

1 ~ Appendix A addresses the Procedures and Resources that OIG employed in
conducting this Review. The Review does not address renditions conducted by the Agency or
interrogations conducted jointly wi e U.S. military.

2 (D) Appendix B is a chronology of significant events that occurred during the period of this
Review.

2
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in March 2002,presented the Agency with a significant dilemma,4
The Agency was under pressure to do everything possible to prevent
additional terrorist attacks. Senior Agency officialsbelieved Abu
Zubaydah was withholding information that could no.tbe obtained
through then-authorized interrogation techniques. Agency officials
believed that a more robust approach w~s necessary to elicit threat
information from Abu Zubaydah and possibly from other senior
Al-Qa'ida' high value detainees. '

. 5. (~ The conduct of detention and interr~gation
activities presented new challenges for CIA. These included
determining where detention and interrogation facilities could be
securely located and operated, and identifying and preparing
qualified personnel to manage and carry out detention and
interrogation activities. With the knowledge that AI-Qa'ida
personnel had been trained in the use of resistance techniques,
another challenge was to identify interrogation techniques that
Agency personnel could lawfully use to overcome the resistance. In
this context, CTC, with the assistance of the Office of Technical

Service (OTS), proposed certain more coercive physical techniques to
use on Abu Zubaydah. All of these considerations took place against
the backdrop of pre-September 11,2001 CIA avoidance of
interrogations and repeated U.S. policy statements condemning'
torture and advocating thehiunane treatment of polltical prisoners
and detainees in the international community. .

. 6. (~ The Office of General Counsel (OGC) took
the lead in determining and documenting the legal parameters and
constraints for interrogations. aGC conducted independent research

~
~~

4 ~ The use of "high value" or "medium value" to describe terrorist targets and
detainees in this Review is based on how they have been generally categorized by CTC. CTC
distinguishes targets according to the quality of the intelligence that they are believed likely to be
able to pro,:,ide about current terrorist threats against the United States. 'Senior Al-Qa'ida
plarmers and operators, such as Abu Zubaydah and Khalid Shaykh Muhammad, fall into the
category of "high value" and are given the highest priority for capture, detention, and
interrogation. CTCcategorizes those individuals who are believed to have lesser direct
knowledge'of such threats, but to have information of intelligence value, as "medium value"
targets Idetainees.

~
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and consulted extensively with Department of Justice (DoJ)and
National Security Council (NSC) legal and policystCclff.Working with
DoJ's Office of Legal Counsel (OLC), OGC determined that in most
instances relevant to the counterterrorism detention and

interrogation activities Utecriminal prohibition
against torture, 18 V.S.C.2340-2340B,is the controlling legal

. constraint on interrogations of detainees outSide the United States. In
August 2002,Do}provided to the Agency a legal opinion in which it
determined that 10 specific "Enhanced Interrogation Techniques"
(EITs) would not violate the torture prohibition. This work provided
the foundation for the policy and administrative decisions that guide
the CTC Program.

7. ~ By November 2002,the Agency had Abu
Zubaydah and another high value detainee, 'Abd AI-Rahim
AI-Nashiri, in custod

and' the Office of Medical Services (OMS)
provided medical care to the detainees, .

~
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From the beginning, OGe briefed DO officers
assigned to thes~acilities on their legal authorities, and Agency
personnel staffing these facilities documented interrogations and the
condition of detainees in cables.

10. ~ There were few instances of deviations
from approved procedure with one
notable exception described in this Review. With respect to two
detainees at those sites, the use and frequency of one EIT, the
waterboard, went beyond the projected use of the technique as
originally described to DoJ. The Agency, on 29 July 2003, secured
oral Do} concurrence that certain deviations are not significant for
purposes of Dol's legal opinions.

,~
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15. ~ Agency efforts to'providesystematic,
clear and timely guidance to those involved in the eTe Detention,
and Interrogation Program was inadequate at first but have'

, improved considerably during the life of the Program as problems
have been identified and addressed. eTe implemented training
programs for interrogators and debriefers.6 Moreover, building upon
operational and legal guidance previously sent to the field, the DCI

6 ~ Before 11 September (9/11) 2001, Agency personnel sometimes used the
terms interrogation/interrogatorand debriefing/debrieferinterchangeably. The use of these terms has
since evolved and, today, ere more clearly distinguishes their meanings. A debriefer engages a
detainee solely through question and answer. An interrogator is a person who completes a
two-week interrogations training program, which is designed to train, qualify, and certify a
person to administer E;ITs.An interrogator can administer EITs during an interrogation of a
detainee only after the field, in coordination with Headquarters, assesses the detainee as
'withholding information. An interrogator transitions the detainee from a non-cooperative to a
cooperative phase in order that a debriefer can elicit actionable int~lligence through
non-aggressive techniques during"debriefing sessionS. An interrogator may debrief a detainee
during an interrogation; however, a debriefer may not interrogate a detainee.

6

~
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on 28January 2003signed "Guidelineson ConfinementConditions .

for CIA Detainees" and "Guidelines on Interr~ations Conducted
Pursuant

be made aware of the

guidelines and sign an acknowledgment that they have read them.
The DCI Interrogation Guidelines make formal the existing CTC
practice of requiring the field to obtain specific Headquarters
approvals prior to the application of all EITs. Although the DCI
Guidelines are an improvement over the absence of such DCI
Guidelines in the past, they still leave substantial room for
misinterpretation and do not cover all Agency detention and
interrogation activities.

16. ~ The Agency's detention and interrogation
of terrorists has provided intelligence that has enabled the
identification and apprehension of other terrorists and warned of
terrorist plots planned for the United States and around the world.
The CTC Program has resulted in the issuance of thousands of
individual intelligence reports a,ld analytic products supporting the
COtmterterrorism efforts of U.S.:policymakers and military
commanders.

17. ~ Thecu~entCTCDetentionand
Interrogation Program has been subject to DoJ legal review and
Administration approval but diverges sharply from previous Agency
policy and rules that govern interrogations by U.S. military and law
enforcement officers. Officers are concerned that public revelation of
the CTC Program will seriously damage Agency officers' personal
reputations, as well as the reputation and effectiveness of the Agency
itself.

18. ( recognized that detainees may
be held in U.S.Government custody indefinitely if appropriate law
enforcement jurisdiction is not asserted. Although there has been
ongoing discussion of the issue inside the Agency and among NSC,

.~
7
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, Defense Department, and Justicepepartment officials,no decisions
on any "endgame" for Agency detainees have been made. Senior
Agency officials see this as a policy issue for the U.S.Government
rather than a CIA issue. Even with Agency initiatives to address the
endgame with policymakers, some detainees who cannot be
prosecuted will likely remain in CIA custody indefinitely.

19. ,~ 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.Governmentto decidewhat it will ultimately
do with terrorists, detained by the Agency.

~
8
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, 20. ~ ThisReviewmakes a number of
recommendations that are designed to strengthen the management
and conduct of Agency detention and interrogation activities.
Although the DCI Guideliries were an important step forward, they
were only designed to address the CTC Pro~am, rather than all
A2:encv debriefing or interrogation activities.
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BACKGROUND

22~ ~ The Agencyhas had intermittent involvement in the
interrogation of individuals whose interests are opposed to those of
the United States. After the Vietnam War, Agency personnel
experienced in the field of interrogations left the Agency or moved to
other assignments. In the early 1980s,a resurgence of mterest in
teaching interrogation teclmiques developed as one of several
methods to foster foreign liaison relationships. Because of political
sensitivities the then-Deputy Director of Central Intelligence (DDCI)
forbade Agency officers from using the word "interrogation." The
Agency then developed the Human Resource Exploitation (HRE).

training program designed to train foreign liaison services on
interrogation techniques.

. 23. ~ In 1984,OIG investigated allegations 6f misconduct on
the part of two Agency officerswho were involved in interrogations

. and the death of one individual

. Followingthat investigation,the Agency
took steps to ensure Agency personnel understood its policy on

~
9
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interrogations, debriefings, and human rights issues. Headquarters'
sent officers to brief Stations and Bases and provided cable guidance
to the field. .

24. ~ In 1986,the Agency ended the HRE training'program
because of allegations of human rights abuses in Latin America.
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which remains in effect, explains the Agency's general interrogation
policy: :

~
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DISCUSSION

GENESIS OFPOST 9/11 AGENCY DETENITON AND INTERROGATION

ACTIVITIES

25. ~ The statutorY basis for CIA's inv
ill detentions and interrogations is -

the National Securi

I :.~::o:'o_-~..

olvement

I.

27. ~. The DCI delegated responsibility for
implementation to the DDO and D fCTC. Over timef
CTC also solicited ass.' ce from other Agency components,
illcludillg OGCf OMS and OTS.

~4,

7 (D/ /FOUO) DoJ takes the position that as Commander-in-Chief, the President independently
has the Article II constirutional authority to order the detention and interrogation of enemy
combatants to gain intelligence information.
S

9
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28. (~ To assist Agencv officials in
understanding the scope and implications I

acc researched, analyze.d,'and
wrote "draft" papers on multiple legal issues. These included
discussions of the

.papers with Agency officers responsible

THE CAPTURE OF ABU ZUBA YDAR AND DEVELOPMENT OF EITs. .

30. ~ The capture of senior Al-Qa'ida operative
Abu Zubaydah on 27 March 2002presented the Agency with the
opportunity to obtain actionable intelligence on future threats to the
United States from the most senior Al-Qa'ida member in U.S.custody

at that time. This accelerated CIA's development of an interroiation
program

~
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31. ~ To treat the severe wOlUldsthat Abu
Zubaydah suffered upon his capture, the Agency provIded him
intensive medical care from the outset and deferred his questioning
for several weeks pending his recovery. The Agency then assembled
a team that interrogated Abu Zubaydah using non-aggressive,
non-physical elicitation techrrlques.

The Agency believed that Abu Zubaydah
was withhold~g immli1ent threat information.

. 32. ~) Several months earlier, in late 2001, CIA
had tasked an independent contractor psychologist, who had.
_experience in the U:S.Air Force's Survival, Evasion,
.~ce, and Escape (SERE)training program, to research and .

write a paper on Al-Qa'ida's resistance to interrogation techniques.13
This psychologist collaborated with a Deparbnent of Defense (DoD)
'psychologist who had_SERE experience in the U.S. Air
Force and DoD to pro~per, "Recognizingand Developing
Countermeasures to Al-Qa'ida Resistance to Interrogation
Techniques: A Resistance Trainmg Perspective." Subsequently, the
two psychologists developed a list of riew and more aggressive EITs
that they recommended for use in interrogations.

I

I

I

I

I

I

.",,'~;'\.
12

13 (D((FOUO) The SERE.training program falls W1derthe DoDJoint Personnel Recovery
Agency (JPRA). JPRA is r~sponsible for missions to include the training for SEREand Prisoner of
War and Missing In Action operational affairs including repatriation. SERETraining is offered
by the U.S. Army, Navy, and Air Force to its personnel, partiCularly air crews and special
operations forces wh~ are of greatest risk of being captured during military operations. SERE
students are taught how to survive in vcujous terrain, evade and endure captivity, resist
interrogations, and conduct themselves to prevent harm to themselves and fellow prisoners of
war.

~
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33. ~ CIA's OTSobtained data on the use of the
proposed EITs and their potential long-term psychological effects on ,

, detainees. OTS input was based in part on information solicited from
a number .ofpsychologists and knowledgeable academics in the area
of psychopathology.

34. ~ OTS also solicited input from DaD/Joint
Personnel Recovery Agency (JPRA)regarding techniques used in its
SERE training and any subsequent psychological effects on students.
DaD /JPRA concluded no long-term psychological effects resulted'
from use of the BITs, induding the most taxing technique, the
waterboard, on SEREswdents.14 The OTSanalysis was used by aGC
in evaluating the legality of techniques.
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35. ~ Eleven EITs were proposed for adoption
in the CTC Interrogation Program. As proposed, use of EITswould,
be subject to a competent evaluation of the medical and psychological
state of the detainee. The Agency eliminated one proposed'
techniqu after learnirig from DoJ that this could
delay the leg review. e following textbox identifies the 10 EITs
the Agency described to DoJ.

14~ According to individuals with authoritative knowledge of the SEREprogram, the
waterboard was used for demonstration purposes on a very small number of students :ina class.
Except for Navy SERE training, use of the waterboard was discontinued because of its dramatic
effect on the students who were subjects.

~
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EnhancedInterrogationTechniques

t The attention grasp consists of grasping the detainee with both hands, with one
hand on each side of the collar opening, in a controlled and quick motion. In the
same motion as the grasp, the detainee is drawn toward the interrogator.

. During the walling teclmique, the detainee is pulled forward and then quickly and
.firmly pushed into a flexible false wall so that his shoulder blades hit the wall. His
head and neck are supported with a rolled towel to prevent whiplash.

+ The facial hold is used to hold the detainee's head immobile. The interrogator
places an open palm on either side of the detainee's face and the interrogator's
fingertips are kept well away from the detainee's eyes.

+ With the facial or insult slap, the fingers are slightly spread apart. The
interrogator's hand makes contact with the area between the tip of the detainee's
chin and the bottom of the corresponding earlobe.

. In cramped confinement, the detainee is placed in a confined space, typically a
small or large box, which is usually dark. Confinement in the smaller space lasts
no more than two hours and in the larger space it can last up to 18hours.

. Insects placed in a confinement box involve placing a harmless insect in the box
with the detainee.

. During wall standing, the detainee may stand about 4 to 5 feet from a wall with
his feet spread approximately to his shoulder width. His arms are stretched out in
front of him and his fingers rest on the wall to support all of his body weight. The
detainee is not allowed to reposition his hands or feet.

. The application of stress positions may include having the detainee sit on the floor
with his legs extended straight out in front of him with his arms raised above his
head or kneeling on the floor while leaning back at a 45 degree angle.

t Sleep deprivation will not exceed 11 days at a time.

. The application of the waterboard technique involves binding the detainee to a
bench with his feet elevated above his head. The detainee's head is immobilized

and an interrogator places a cloth over the detainee's mouth and nose while
pouring water onto the cloth in a controlled manner. Airflow is restricted for 20to
40 seconds and the technique produces the sensation of drowning and suffocation.

~
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Do J LEGAL ANALYSIS

. . 36. ~ CIA's OGC sought guidance from DoJ
reltarding the legal bounds of EITsvis-a-vis individuals detained

The ensumg legal opinions focus on
the Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhumane and
Degrading Treatment or Punishment (Torture Convention),15
especially as implemented in the U.s. criminal code, 1.8D.S.C.2340-
2340A.

37. (U IIFODO) The Torture Convention specifically prohibits
"torture," which it defines in Article 1 as: .

. any act by which severepain or suffering, whether physical or
mental, is intentionally inflicted on a person for such purposes as
obtaining from him or a third person information or a confession,
punishing him for an act he or a third person has committed or is
suspected of having committed, or intimidating or coercing him or
a third person, or for any reason based on discrimination of any.
kind, when such pain or suffering is inflicted by or at the
instigati?n of or with the consent or acquiescence of a public official
or other person acting in an official capacity. It does not inclu~e
pain or suffering arising only from, inherent in or incidental to
lawful sanction. [Emphasis added.]

Article 4 of the Torture Convention provIdes that states party to the
Convention are to ensure that all acts of "tortUIe" are offenses illlder

their criminal laws. Article 16 additionally provides that each state
party "shall undertake to prevent in any territory under its
jurisdiction other acts of cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or
punishment which do not amount to acts of torture as defined in
Article 1."

15 (U / /FOUO) Adopted 10 December 1984,S.Treaty Doc;No. 100-20(1988)1465V.N.T.S. 85
(entered into force 26 June 1987). The Torture Convention entered into force for the United States

. on 20November1994.
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38. (VIIFOVO) The Torture Convention applies to the United
States only in accordance with the reservations and understandings
made by the United States at the time of ratification.16As explained
to the Senate by the Executive Branch prior to ratification:
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Article 16 is arguably broader than existing U.S. law. The phrase
"cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or p'unishrnent" is a
standard formula in international instruments and is found in the

Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International Covenant
. on Civil and Political Rights, and the European Conventionon
Human Rights. To the extent the phrase has been interpreted in the
context of those agreements, "cruel"and "inhuman" treatment or
punishment appears to be roughly equivalent to the treatment or
punishment barred in the United States by the Fifth, Eighth and
Fourteenth Amendments. "Degrading" treatment or punishment,
.however, has been interpreted as potentially including treatment
that would probably not be prohibited by the U.S. Constitution.
'[Citing a ruling that German refusal to recognize individual's
gender change might be considered "degrading" treatment.] To
make clear that the United States construes the phrase to be
coextensivewith its constitutionalguaranteesagainstcruel, .

uTIusual; and inhumane treatment, the following understanding is
recommended:

"The United States understands the term 'cruel, inhuman or

degrading treatment or punishment,' as u'sed in Article 16 of
the Convention, to mean the cruel, unusual, and inhumane.

treatment or punishment prohibited by the Fifth, Eighth
arid/ or Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution of the

United States."17 [Emphasis added.]

A:;'-iJ?~

W

16 (U) Vielma Convention on the Law ofTreaties, 23 May 1969,1155U.N.T.S.331(entered into
force 27 January 1980). The United States isnot a party to the Vienna Convention on treaties, but
it generally regards its provisions as customary intemationallaw. .

17 (U/ /FOUO) S. Treaty Doc. No. 100-20,at 15-16.

~

17
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39. (U/ /FOUO) In accordancewith the Convention,the
United States crinrinalized acts of torture in 18V.S.C.2340A(a),
which provides as follows:

Whoever outside the United States commits or attempts to commit
torture shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than
20 years, or both, and if death results to any person from conduct
prohibited by this subsection, shall be punished by death or
imprisoned for any term of years or for life.

The statute adopts the Convention definition of "torture" as "an act
conunitted by a person acting under the color of law specifically
intended to inflict severe physical or mental pain or suffering (other
than pam or suffering incidental to lawful sanctions) upon another
person within his custody or physical contro1.1118"Severephysical
pain and suffering" is not further defined, but Congress added C).

definition of "severe mental pain or suffering:"

[T]he prolonged mental harm caused by or resulting from-

(A) the mtentional infliction or threatened infliction of severe
physical pain or sufferingi .

(B) the administration or application, or threatened
administration or application, of mind-altering substances or
other procedures calculated to disrupt profoundly the senses or
the p€rsonalityi

(C) the threat of imminent deathi or

(D) the threat that another person will imminently be subjected
to death, severe physical pain or suffering, or the administration
or application of mind-altering substances or other procedures
calculated to disrupt profoundly the senses or personality. . . .19

These statutory definitions are consistent with the understandings
and reservations of the United States to the Torture Convention.

18 (UIIFOUO) 18 D.S.C. 2340(1).

19 (Ol/FOOO) 18 U.s.e. 2340(2).

18

~
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40. (U/ /FOUO) DoJhas never prosecuted a violation of the
torture statute, 18 U.S.C. §2340,and there is no case law construing
its provisions. OGC presented the results of its research into relevant
issues under U.S. and intemationallaw to DoI's otc in,the summer
of 2002 and received a preliminary summary of the elements of the
torture statute from OLC in July 2002. An imclassified 1August 2002
OLC legal memorandum set out OLC's conclusions regarding the
proper :interpretation of the torture statute and concluded that
"Section 2340Aproscribes acts inflicting, and that are specifically
intended to inflict, severe pain or suffering whether mental'or
physica1."20 Also, OLC stated that the acts must be of an "extreme

'nature" and that "certain acts may be cruel, inhuman, or degrading,
but still not produce pain'and suffering of the requisite intensity to
fall within Section 2340A'sproscription against torture." Further

, ~escribing the requisite level of futended pain, OLC stated:

Physical pain amqunting to torture must be equivalent in intensity
to the pain accompanying serious physical injury, such as organ
failure, impairment of bodily function, or even death. For purely
mental pain or suffering to amount to torture under Section 2340,it
must result in significant psychological harm of significant'
duration, e.g., lasting for months or even years.21

OLC determined that a violation of Section 2340 requires that the
:infliction of severe pain be the defendant's "precise objective." OLC
also concluded that necessity or self-defense might justify , '

interrogation methods that would otherwise violate Section 2340A.22
The August 2002 OLC opinion did not address whether any other
provisions of U.S. law are relevant to the detention, treatment, and
interrogation of detainees outside the United States.23

20 (DI I FODO) Legal Memorandum, Re: S~andards of Conduct for Interrogation under
18 U.S.c. 2340-2340A(1 August 2002).

21 (DI I FOUO) Ibid.,p. 1.

22 (VIIFOUO) Ibid., p. 39.

23 (VI I FOUO) Ole's analysis of the torture statute was guided in part by judicial decisions
under the Torture Victims Protection Act (TVPA) 28 U.S.c. 1350,which provides a tort remedy
for victims of torture. OLC noted that the courts in this context have looked at the entire course

~
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41. (U / /FODO) A second llllc1assified1 August 2002OLC
opinion addressed the international law aspects of such
interrogations.24 This opinion concluded that interrogation methods
that do not violate 18 V.S.C. 2340 would not violate the Torture

Convention and would not come withID the jurisdiction of the
International Criminal Court.

42. ~ In addition to the two unclassified
opinions, OLC produced another legal opinion on 1 August 2002 at
the request of CIA.25 (Appendix C:) This opinion, addressed to
CIA's Acting General Counsel, discussed whether the proposed use
of EITs in interrogating Abu Zubaydah would violate the Title 18
prohibition on torture. The opinion concluded that use of EITs on
Abu Zubaydah would not violate the torture statute because, among
other. things, Agency personnel: (1) would not specifically intend to
inflict severe pain or suffering, and (2) would not in fact inflict severe
pain or suffering.

43. ~ This OLC opinion was based upon
specific representations by CIA concerning the manner in which EITs
would be applied in the interrogation of Abu Zubaydah. For
example, OLC was told that the EIT "phase" would likely last "no
more than several days but could last up to thirty days." The EITs
would be used on "an as-needed basis" and all would not necessarily
be used. Further, the EITswere expected to be used "in some sort of
escalating fashion, culminating with the waterboard though not
necessarily ending with this technique." Although some of the EITs

. \

...,."",

of conduct, although a single incident could constitute torture. OLC also noted that courts may
be willing to find a wide range of physical pain can rise to the level of "severe pain and
suffering." Ultimately, however, OLC concluded that the cases show that only acts "ofan
extreme nature have been redressed under the TVPA';; civil remedy for torture." White House
Counsel Memorandum at 22 - 27. .

24 (U I IFODO) OLC Opinion by John C. Yoo, Deputy Assistant Attorney General, OLC
. (1 Augt1£>t2002). .

25 ~ Memorandum for John Rizzo, Acting General Counsel of the Central
Intelligence Agency, ."Interrogation of al Qaida Operative" (1 August 2002)at 15.

I.I
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might be used more than once, "that repetition will not be substantial
because the techniques generally lose their effectivenessafter several
repetitions." With respect to the waterboard, it was explained that:

. . . the individual is bound securely to an inclined bench. . .. The
individual's feet are generally elevated. A cloth is placed over the
forehead and eyes. Water islhen applied to the cloth in a
controlled manner. As this is done, the cloth is lowered until it
covers both the nose and mouth. Once the cloth is saturated and
completely covers the mouth and nose, the air flow is slightly
restricted for 20 to 40 seconds due to the presence of the cloth. This
causes an increase in carbon dioxige level in the individual's blood.
This increase in the carbon dioxide level stimulates increased effort

to breathe. This effort plus' the cloth produces the perception of
"suffocation and incipient panic," Le.,the perception of drowning.
The individual does not breathe water into his lungs. During those
20 to 40 seconds, water is continuously applied from a height of [12
to 24] inches. After this period, the cloth is lifted, and the
individual is allowed to breathe unimpeded for three or four full
breaths. The sensation of drowning is immediately relieved by the
removal of the cloth. The procedure may then be repeated. The
water is usually applied £rom a canteen cup or small watering can
with a spout. . .. [T]hisprocedure triggers an automatic
physiological sensation of drowning that the individual cannot
control even though he may be aware that he is in fact not
drowning. [I]t is likely that this procedure would not last more
than 20 minutes in anyone application.

Finally, the Agency presented OLC with a psychological profile of
Abu Zubaydah and with the conclusions of officialsand
psychologists associated with the SEREprogram that ~e use of EITs
would cause no long term mental harm. OLC relied on these
representations to support its conclusion that no physical harm or
prolonged mental harm would result from the use on him of the .

EITs, including the waterboard.26

-~.

26 'hs.L- According to the Chief, Medical Services,OMSwas neither consulted nor
involved in the .initialanalysis of the risk and benefits of EITs,nor provided with the OTS report
cited in the OLC opinion. In retrospect, based on the OLC extracts of the OTS rep9rt, OMS
contends that the reported sophistication of the preliminary BITreview was exaggerated, at least
as it related to the waterboard, and that the power of this EIT was appreciably overstated in the
report. Furthermore, OMS contends that the expertise of the SEREpsychologist/interrogators onv.

.~

21
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44. (~ OGC continued to consult with DoJ as the
CTC Interrogation Program and the use of EITsexpanded beyond the
interrogation of Abu Zubaydah. This resulted in the production of
an undated and unsigned ,document entitled, "LegalPrinciples
Applicable to CIA Detention and Interrogation of Captured
Al-Qa'ida Personne1.1127According to OGC, this analysis was fully
coordinated with and drafted ITisubstantial part by OLC. In additioh
tO'reaffirming the previous conclusions regarding the torture statute, '

the analysis concludes that the federal War Crimes statute, 18 D.S.C.
2441, does not apply to'Al-Qa'ida because members of that group are
not entitled to prisoner of war status. The analysis adds that "the
[Torture] Convention permits the use of [cruel, inhuman, or
degrading treatment] in exigent circumstances, such as a national
emergency or war.11 It also states that the interrogationof Al-Qa'ida
members does not violate the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments

because those provisions do not apply extraterritorially, nor does it
violate the Eighth Amendment because it only applies to persons
upon whom criminal sanctions have been imposed. Finally, the
analysis states that a wide range of EITs and other techniques would
not constitute conduct of the type that would be prohibited by the '

Fifth, Eighth, or Fourteenth Amendments even were they to be
applicable:

The use of the following techniques and of comparable, approved
techiUques does not violate a.nyFederal statute or other law, where
the CIA interrogators do not specifically intend to cause the
detainee to tmdergo severe physical or mental pain or suffering
(I.e., they act with the good faith belief that their conduct will not
cause such pain or suffering): isolation, reduced caloric intake (so
long as the amount is calculated to maintain the general health of
the detainees), deprivation of reading material, loud music or white

.A;"~:'

the waterboard was probably misrepresented at the time, as the SEREwaterboard experience is
so different from the subsequent Agency usage as to make it almost irrelevant. Consequently,
according to OMS, there was no a priori reason to believe that applying the waterboard with the
frequency and intensity with which it was used by the psychologist/interrogators was either
efficacious or medically safe.

27 ~ "Legal Principles Applicable to CIA Detention and Interrogation of
Captured AI-Qa'idaPersonnel,"attached to 16June2003).

~
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noise (at a decibel level calculated to avoid damage to the
detainees' hearing), the attention grasp, walling, the facial hold, the
facial slap (insult slap), the abdominal slap, cramped confinement,
wall standing, stress positions, sleep deprivation, the use of
diapers, the use of harmless insects, and the water board.

According to OGCf this analysis embodies Do} agreement that the
reasoning of the classified 1 August 2002 OLC opinion extends
beyond the interrogation of Abu Zubaydah and the conditions that
were specified in that opinion. -

NOTICE TO AND CONSULTATION WITII EXECUTIVE AND CONGRESSIONAL

0 FFICIALS

46. (~ In early 2003fCIA officialsfat the urging
of the General Counset continued to inform senior Administration

officials and the leadership of the Congressional Oversight
Committees of the then-current status of the CTC Program. The
Agency specifically wanted to ensure that these officials and the
Committees continued to be aware of and approve CIA's actions.
The General Counsel recalls that he spoke and met with White House
Counsel and others at the NSCf as well as Dol's Criminal Division

and Office of Legal Counsel begirming in December 2002 and briefed
them on the scope and breadth of the CTCfs Detention and
Interrogation Program.

,"S:o..

47. ~ Representatives of the DOf in the
presence of the DireCtor of Congressional Affairs and the General
Counset continued to brief the leadership of the Intelligence
Oversight Committees on the use of EITsand detentions ill February

~
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and March 2003. The General Counsel says that none of the

participants expressed any concern about the techniques or the
Program.

48. ~ On 29 JUly 2003, the DCI and the General
Counsel provided a detailed briefing to selected NSC Principals on
<=:lA'sdetention and interrogation efforts involving "high value
detainees," to include the expanded use of EITS.28Accordmg to a
Memorandmn for the Record prepared by the General Counsel
following that meeting, the Attorney General confirmed that DoJ
approved of the expanded use of various EITs, including multiple
applications of the waterboard.29 The General Counsel said he
believes everyone in attendance was aware of exactly what CIA was
doing with respect to detention and interrogation, and approved of
the effort. According to aGC, the semor officials were again briefed
regarding the CTC Program on 16 September 2003, and the
Intelligence Committee leadership was briefed again in September
2003. Again, according to aGC, none of those involved in these
briefings expressed any reservations about the program.

GUIDANCE ON CAPTIlRE, DETENTION, AND INTERROGATION

49. ~ Guidance and training are fundamental
to the success and integrity of any endeavor as operationally,
politically, and legally complex as the Agency's Detention and
Interrogation Program. Soon after 9/11, the DDa issued gUidance on
the standards for the cauture of terrorist targets.

50. ~ The DCI, in January 2003 approved
formal "Guidelines on Confinement Conditions for CIA Detainees"

(Appendix D) and "Guidelines on Interrogations Conducted

~~

(U/ /FOUO) Memorandum for the Record,.

~
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(Appendix EL whjeh are discussed below, Prior
to the DCI Guidelines, Headquarters provided guidance \'ia informal
briefings and electronic communications, to include cables from CIA
Headauarters/ to the field.

51. ~ Tn November 2002/ CTC initiated training
courses for individuals involved in interrogations.

,'0.":
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DCI Confinement Guidelines

57. ~Before January 2003/ officers assigned to
manage detention facilities develcmed and imDlerncntcd confinement
condition Drocedures.

The January 2003

DCI Guidelines govern the condi ti(1nsof confinement for CIA
detainees held in detention facilities

"1""-"'"

27
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They must -

review the Guidelines and sign an acknmvledgrnent that they have
done so.

~
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- 59. ~ The DCI Guidelines specify legal
"minimums" and require that "due provision must be taken to protect
the health and safety of all CIA detainees." The Guidelines do not
require that conditions of confinement at the detention facilities
conform to U.S. prison or other standards. At a rninimumr however,
detention facilities ilre to provide basic levels of medical care:

Further, the guidelines provide that:
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DCI Interrogation Guidelines

60. ~ Prior toJanuary 2003,CTC and aGC
disseminated guidance via cables, e-mail, or orally on a case-by-case
b.asis to address requests to use specific interrogation techniques..
Agency management did not require those involved in interrogations
to sign an acknowledgementthat they had read, understood,or .
agreed to comply with the guidance provided. Nor did the Agency
maintain a comprehensive record of iridividuals who had been
briefed on interrqgation procedures.

The DCI

Interr.ogation Guidelines require that all perso~el directly engaged
in the interrogation of persons detained have reviewed these
Guidelines, received appropriate training in their implementation,
and have completed the applicable acknowledgement.

.62. (StfNE).. The DCI Interrogation Guidelines define
"Permissible Iri.terrogationTechniques" and specify that "unless
otherwise approved by Headquarters, CIA officers and other
personnel acting on behalf of CIA may use only Permissible
Interrogation Technkiues. Permissible Interrogation Techniques
consist of both (a) Standard Techniques and (b) Enhanced

~,
\,~

.:.t:."'(
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Techniques."33 EITs require advance approval from Headquarters, as
do standard techniques whenever feasible. The field must document
the use of both standard techniques _andEITs.

63. ~ The DCI Interrogation Guidelines define
"standard interrogation techniques" as techniques that do not
incorporate significant physical or psychological pressUre. These
techniques include, but are not limited to, all lawful forms of
questiorring employed by D.S.law enforcement and military
interrogation personnel. Among standard interrogation techniques
are the use of isolation, sleep deprivation not to exceed 72hours?4
reduced caloric intake (so long-as the amount is calculated to
maintain the general health of the detainee), deprivation of reading

,material, use of loud music or white noise (at a decibel level
calculated to avoid damage to the detainee's hearing), the use of
diaD,ersfor limited periods (generally not to exceed 72 hours.

and moderate.

psychological pressure. The DCI Interrogation Guidelines do not
specifically prombit improvised actions. A CTC/Legal officer has
said, however, that no one may employ any technique outside
specifically identified standard techniques without Headquarters

. approval.

64.- BITs include physical actions and are
defined as '''techniques that do incorporate physical or psychological

, pressure beyond Standard Teclmiques." Headquarters must approve
the use of each specific EIT in advance~ ELTsmay be employed only
by trained and certified interrogators for use with a specific detainee
and with appropriate medical and psychological"monitoring of the
process.35 '

~,

~~

33 ~ The 10 approved EITsare described in the textbox on page 15 of this Review.

34 ~ According to the General COUIlSetin late December 2003, the period for
sleep deprivation was reduced to 48 hours.
351"ffiA ) BeforeEITsare administered,a detaineemust receivea detaile

svcholosrlcal assessment and vhvsical exam.

~
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Medical Guidelines

65.- OMSprepared. draft guidelines for
medical and psychological support to detainee interrogations.

c

Training for Interrogations

In November 2002,

initiated a pilot I111111illg'of a two-week
Interrogator Training Course designed to train{ qualify, and certify
individuals as Agency interrogators.37 Several CTC officers,

36 (VII AIVO) A 28 March 2003Lotus Note from C/CTC/Legal advised Chief, Medical
Services that the "Seventh Floor" "would need to approve the promulgation of any further formal

. guidelines.,.. For now, therefore, let's remain at the qiscussion stage. . . ."
37

~
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including a former SEREinstTuctor/designed the curriculum! which
included a wee k of classroom instruction followed bv a "veek of
"hands-on" trainme in HTs,

~

v
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Students

completing the Interrogation Course are reqtrired to sign an
acknowledgment that they have read, understand, and will comply
with the DCI's Interrogation Guidelines. ~

~ 69. (~ In June 2003,CTC established a debriefing
course for Agency substantive experts who are involved in questioning
detainees after they have undergone interrogation and have been
deemed "compliant." The debriefing course was established to train
non';interrogators to collect actionable intelligence from high value
detainees in CIA custody. The coUrse is intended to familiarize
non..,interrogators with key aspects of the Agency interrogation
Program, to include the Program's goals and legal authorities"the DCI
Interrogation Guidelines, and the roles and responsibilities of all who
interact with a hhrh value detainee.

DETENTION AND INTERROGATION OPERATIONS AT

~~~
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74. ( psychologist/interrogators.
led each interroga tion of Abu ZubJydah and Al-Nashiri

where EITs \vere used. The psychologist/interroga tors conferred
with team rnembers before each interro\!ation

session. Psychological evaluations were performed by
svchologists.

15 November

2002. The interrogation of Al~Nashiri proceeded after
_the necessary Headquarters authorization.

,~

~
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psychologist/interrog'ators began Al-Nashiri's interrogation using,
EITs immediately upon his arrival. Al-Nashiri provided lead

information on other terrorists dur~st day of interrogation.
On the twelfth day of interrogation_psychologist/
interrogators administered two applications of the waterboard to
Al-Nashiri during two separate interrogation sessions. Enhanced.
interro2:ation of AI-Nashiri continued through 4 December 200211

Videotapes of Interrogations

. 77. ~ Headquarters had intense interest in
keevin2: abreast of all aspects of Abu Zubaydah's interrogationll

including compliance with the guidance provided to the
site relative to the'use of EITs. Apart from this however, and before
the use of EITs~the interrogation teams decided to
videotape the interrogation sessions. One initial purpose was to
ensure a record of Abu Zubaydah's medical condition and treatment
should he succumb to his wounds and questions arise about the
medical care provided to him by CIA. Another purpose was to assist
in the preparation of the debriefing reports, although the team
advised CTC/Legal that they rarely, if ever, were used for that
ptlrpose. There are 92 videotapes, 12 of which include ElT
applications. An OGC attorney reviewed the videotapes in
November and December 2002 to ascertain compliance with the
August 2002DoJ opinion and compare what actually happened with
what was reported to Headquarters. He reported that there was no
deviation from the DoJ guidance or the written record.

.i,*;2~1

~ OIG reviewed the videotapes, logs, and
cables~y 2003. OIG identified 83 waterboard
avvlications, most of which lasted less than 10 seconds. 41

di.'§!;-r;,.., 41 ~ For the purpose of this Review, a waterboard application constituted each
discrete instance in which water was applied for any period of time during a session.

36
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ound 11 mterrogat.rofivideotapes t? De

blank. Two others were blank except for one or two minutes of
recording. Two others were broken and could not be reviewed. OIG

. compared the videotapes to logs and cables and identified
. a 21-hour period of time, which included two waterboard sessions,
that was not captured on the videotapes.

79. ..~ OIG's review of the videotapes revealed
that the waterboard technique employed at was different
from the technique as described in the DoJ opinion and used in the..
SERE training. The difference was in the manner in which the
detainee's breathing was obstructed. At the SERE School and in the
Do] opinion, the subject's airflow is disrupted by the.firm application
of a damp cloth over the air passages; the interrogator applies a small
amount of water to the cloth in a controlled manner. By contrast; the
Agency interrogator continuously applied large volumes
of water to a cloth that covered the detainee's mouth and nose. ..One of

the psychologists/interrogators aeknowledged that the Agency's use
of the technique differed from that used in SEREtraining and
explained that the Agency's technique is different because it is "for
real" and is more poignant and c.onvincing.

During this time, Headquarters issued
the formal DCI Confinement Guidelines, the DCI Interrogation
Guidelines, and the additional draft guidelines specifically

:"",,:-%,::.. 42
~
~

~
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addressing requirements for OivfSpersoTIllel.This served to
strengthen the cOlnmcmd culd control exercised over the CTC
Program.

Background and Detainees

r
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Guidance Prior to DCI Guidelines

the Agen,,',c ,w,a.s"~,r",01v"iding legal and operational
briefings and cables, ..',,'c.< ""'i,, that contained Headquarters'
guidance and discussed the torture statute and the DoJ legal opinion.
CTC had al$o established a precedent of detailed cables between

and Headquarters regarding the
interrogation and debriefing of detainees. The written guidance did
not address the four standard interrogation teclmiques that,
according to CTC/Legal, the Agency had identified as early as
November 2002.43 Agency personnel were authorized to employ
standard interrogation techniques on a detainee without
Headquarters' prior approval. The guidance did not specifically

43~ The four standard interrogation techniques were: (1) sleep deprivation not to
exceed 72 hours, (2) continual use of light or darkness in a cell, (.3)loud music, and (4)white noise
(background hum). '

40
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address the use of props to imply a physical threat to a detainee, nor
did it specificaUyaddress the issue of whether or not Agency officers
could improvise with any.other techniques. No formal mechanisms
were in place to ensure that personnel going to the.field were briefed
on the existing legal and policy guidance.

Specific Unauthorized or Undocumented Techniques

90. ~ This Review heard allegations of the use
of ~authorized techniques The most significant, the
handgun and power drill incident discussed below~ is the subject of a
separate OIG investigation. In addition, individuals interviewed
during the Review identified other techniques that caused concern
because DoJ had not specifically approved them. These included the
making of threats, blowing cigar smoke, employing certain stress
positions, the use of a stiff brush on a detainee, and stepping .on a
detainee's ankle shackles. For all of the instances, the allegations
were disputed or too ambiguous to reach any authoritative
determination regarding the facts. Thus, although these allegations
are illustrative of the nature of the concerns held by individuals
associated with the CTC Program and the need for clear guidance, ,

they did not warrant separate investigations or administrative action.

Handgun and Power Drill

91. interrogation team members,

whose purpose' it Was toin~l-Nashiri and debrief Abu
Zubaydah, initi,ally staffed- The interrogation team
continued EITs on Al-Nashiri for two weeks in December 2002- '

they assessed him to be "com liant." Subse uentl ,CTC officers at
Headquarters sent '". enior operations officer (the debriefer)
to debrief and assess Al-Nashiri.

92. ~The debriefer assessed Al-Nashiri as

withholding information,. at which point_reinstated.
hooding, and handcuffing. Sometime between'

41
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28 December 2002 and 1January 2003,the debriefer used an
unloaded serni-automatic handgun as a prop to frighten AI-Nashiri
into disclosing information.44 After discussing this plan wifu8

_the debriefer entered the cell where AI-Nashiri sat shackled and
racked the handgun once or twice close to Al-Nashiri's head.45 On

what was probably the sa~e debriefer used a power drill to
frighten AI-Nashiri. Wi~consent, the debriefer entered
the detainee's cell and revved the drill while the detainee stood
naked and hooded. The debriefer did not touch Al-Nashiri with the

power drill.

93. ~ The8nd debriefer did not request
authorization or report the use of these unauthorized techniques to

~s. However, in January 2003,newly arrived TDYofficers
_ho had learned of these incidents reported them to
Headquarters. OIG investigated and,referred its findings to the
Criminal Division of DoJ. On 11September 2003,Do}declined to
prosecute and turned these matters over to CIA for disposition.
These incidents are the subject of a separate OIG Report of
Investigation.46

Threats

94. ~ During another incident_the
same Headquarters debriefer, according to a~o
was present, threatened Al-Nashiri by sayingthat if he did not talk,
"We could giiiii!t our mother in here," and, "We can bring your family
in here." Th debriefer reportedly wanted Al-Nashiri
to infer,forpsychologicareasons,thatthedebriefermightb-

intelli ence officer based on his Arabic dialect, and that Al-

Nashiri was in custod because it was widely believed in
Middle East circ es . terrogation teclmique involves

44 ~ This individual was not a trained interrogator and was not authorized to use EITs.

45 (D/ I FOUO) Racking is a mechanical procedure used with firearms to ch3-TIlbera bullet or
simulate a bullet being chambered. c - .

46 ~ Unauthorized Interrogation Techniques- 29 October 2003.
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sexually abusing femalerelatives in front of the detainee. The
debriefer denied threatening AI-Nashiri through his family. The
debriefer also said he did not explain who he was or where he was
from when talkin with Al-Nashiri. The debriefer said he never said

he wa . telligence officerbut let'
Al-Nashiri draw his own conclusions.

95. An experienced Agency interrogator
reported that the . terrogators threatened Khalid
Shavkh Muhammad According to this interrogator, theI

!interrogators said to Khalid Shaykh Muhammad that
if anything else happens in the United States, "We're going to kill
your children." According to the interrogator, one of the .

. terrogators sai

provided to him of the threat
indicate that the law had been violated.

Smoke

96. _An Agenc~
interrogat~r-~in-December 2002, he and another

- -- smoked cigars and blew smoke in
Al-Nashiri's face during an interrogation. The interrogator claimed
they did this to "cover the stench" in the room and to help keep the
interrogators alert late at night. This interrogator said he would not
do this again based on "perceived criticism." Another Agency
interrogator admitted that he also smoked cigars during two sessions
with Al-Nashiri to mask the stench in the room. He claimed he did

not deliberately force smoke intqAI-Nashiri's face.

~~
.
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Stress Positions

97.- OIG received reports that interrogation
team me~b~otentially injurious stress positions on
Al~Nashiri. Al-Nashiri was required to kneel on the floor and lean
back. On at least one occasion, an Agency officer reportedly pushed

Al-Nashiri backward while he was.in this stress~other
occasiQn~aid he had to intercede afte~

xpressed concern that AI-Nashiri's anTISmight be .

dislocated from his shoulders. _explained that, at the time,
the interrogators were attempting to put Al-Nashiri in a standing
stress position. Al-Nashiri was reportedly lifted off the floor by his
arms while his arms were bound behind his back with a belt.

Stiff Brush and Shackles

. 98. . terrogator reported that
he witnessed other techniques used on Al-Nashiri th~t the

. interrogator knew were not specifically approved by DoJ. These
included the use of a stiff brush that was intended to induce pain on
Al-Nashiri and standing on Al-Nashiri's shackles, which resulted in
cuts and bruises. VVhenquestioned, an interrogator who was at

~cknowledged that they used a stiff brush to bathe
Al-Nashiri. He described the brush as the kind of brush one uses in a

bath to remove stubborn dirt. A CTC manager who had heard of the
incident attributed the abrasions on, AI-Nashiri's ankles to an Agency
officer accidentally stepping on AI-Nashiri's shackles while
repositioning him into a stress position.

Waterboard Technique

99. ~ The Review determined that the
interrogators used the waterboard on Khalid Shaykh Muhammad in
a manner inconsistent with the SEREapplication of the waterboard
and the description of the waterboard in the DoJ OLC opinion, in that
the technique was used on Khalid Shaykh Muhammad a large
number of times. According to the General Counsel, the Attorney

TOP
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--=-~ General acknowledged he is fully aware of the repetitive use of the
waterboard and that CIA is well within the scope of the Do} opinion

and ~e authority given to CIA by that opinion. The Attorney
General was informed the waterboard had been used 119 times on a

single individual. .

100. (IS ) Cables indicate that Agency
interrogator applied the waterboard tedmiaue to

. Khalid Shavkh Muhammad 18
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48 ~ The OLC apmion dated 1 ..o..ugl.lst2002 sl.1les, "\ au lu.-.: also orJUy
informed us that it is likely that this procedure Iwaterbodrd] h'ould not last more than 20 rnmutes

lication,"
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53 ~ The first session of the lnterrogation course beg3Ji in No'.;embl'r 2002, See
paragraphs 64-65.
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164. ~ was but
one event in the ear y man s 6f Agency activity in

that involved the use of interrogation techniques that.
Dorand Headquarters had not approved. Agency persunnel
reported a range of improvised actions that interrogators and
debriefers reportedly used at that time to assist in obtaining
information from detainees. The extent of these actions is illustrative
of the consequences of the lack of clear guidance at that time and the
Agency's insufficient attention to interrogations ~

165.
two incidents:

and the death of a de~ainee at arnilitaty 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 wi~and will be
further address~d in cormection with a Repor
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

[InJuly 2002
operations officer,participated with another

._o..e-ra.tio.ns a.ifi'ce.r m a. custo.di.'a.I inte.rra. =.a.ti'o.no.f,a.d.e.tam.',e.e-

. , "" .".',.".'. .' ',' " reportedly

used a "pressu~e point" techni ue: with both of his hands on the

detainee's neck, manipulated his fingers
to restrict the detainee's carotid artery. '
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168.(S?1NE.)CTC management is now aware of this reported
incident, the se'verity ofwmch was disputed. The use of pressure

oints is not, and had not be~n, authorized, and CTChas advised the
at such actions are not authorized.

Mock Executions

I;'
169. ~ The debrie~oyedthe

handgun and ~AI-Nas~dvised that
those actions were predicated on a technique he had uarticiuated in

~he debriefer stated that when he wa1
between September and October 2002,_offered to
fire a handgun outside the interrogatio~ debriefer
was interviewin a detainee who was thought to be withholding
information. 68 staged the incident, which included
screaming andyelling outside the cell by other CIA officers an~
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.

70
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170. ~ The debriefer claimed he did not think
he needed to report this incident because th_ad

openly discussed this pl~severa~ and
after the incident. When the debriefer was late~d
believed he needed a non-traditional teclmique to induce the
detainee to cooperate, he told~e wanted to wave a handgun
in front of the detainee to scare him. The debriefer said he did not. -

believe he was required to notify Headquarters of this technique,
citing the earlier, umeported mock executio~

171. ~A senior operations office
recounted that around September 2002_eard that the debriefer
had staged a mock execution. ~as not present but understood it
went b~t was transparenny:-ruse and no "benefitwas derived
from it.~bserved that there is a need to be creative as long as it is
not considered torture. _tated that if such a proposal were made
now, it would involve a great deal of consultation. It would begin
wi~management and would inc~udeCTC/Legal,

172.-~The_admitted staging a "mock -

execution" in the first da~as open. According to the
the technique was his idea but was not effective

because it came across as being staged. It was based on the concept,
from SERE school, of showing something that looks real, butis not.
The . recalled that a particular CTCinterrogator later

. told him about employing a mock execution technique. The--did not know when this incid~nt occurred or if it was
successful. He viewed this technique as ineffective because it was not
believable. -

,~- : ,
~d
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descrihed staging a mock execution of a detainee.
Reportedly, a detainee who witnessed the "body"-inthe aftermath of
the ruse "sang like a bird."-

174. revealed that a roximately
four days before his interview with OIG, th stated he
had conducted a mock executio . October or

November 2002. Reportedly, the firearm was discharged outside of
the building, and it was done because .the detainee reportedly
possessed critical threat information stated that he told

the not to d~e stated that he has not heard
of a similar act occurring ~ince then.. .

'-,~.,"d
Use of Smoke

revealed that

cigarette smoke was once used as an interrogation technique in
October 2002. ReDortedly, at the request of

an interrogator, the officer,who does not
smo:Ke~blewthe smoke from a thin cigarette/ cigar in the detainee's
face for about five minutes. The detainee started talking so the
smoke ceased. heard that a different
O

.

fficer had used smoke as an interrogation teclmi~
questioned numerous personnel who had worke~bout
the use of smoke as a technique. None reported any knowledge of
the use of smoke as an interrogation technique.

'176.~
dmitted that he has personally used smoke

. inhalation techniques on detainees to make them ill to the point
where they would start to "purge." After this, in a weakened state,

72
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these detainees would then rovide .th
inforrrlation,7o denied ever physically
abusing detainees or knowing anyone who has.

Use of Cold

178. ~In late Tul
detainee was being interrogate
Prior to proceeding with any of the~ethods,1
officer responsible fo( the detainee_requesting
Headquarters authority to employ a prescribed interrogation plan
over a two-week period. The plan included the following:

. PhysicalComfortLevelDeprivation:Withuse ofa wmdow.air
conditioner and a judicious provision/ deprivation of warm

. clothing/blankets, believewe can increase[thedetainee's]physical
discomfort level to the point where we may lower his
mental/ trained resistance abilities.

CrC/Legal responded and advised, II[C]autionmust be used when
employing the air conditioning/blanket deprivation so that [the
detainee's] dis~omfort does not lead to a serious illness or worse."

70 ~'I1ris was substantiated in part by the CIA officerwho participated in this act with the

73
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. 183.~Many ofthe officersinterviewedabout
the use of cold showers as a technique cited that the water heater was
inoperable and there was no other-recourse except for cold showers.
However/ xplained that if a detainee was.
cooperative, he would be given a warm shower. He stated that when
a detainee was uncooperative, the interrogators accomplished two
goals by combining the hygienic reason for a shower with the
unpleasantness of a cold shower.

cable.
reported that a detainee was left in a cold room/ shackled and naked,
until he demonstrated cooperation.

. 185. ~ When asked in~03/ if cold
was used as an interrogation technique; the~esponded,
tinot per se." He explained that physical and environmental.
discomfort Was used to eDcourage the detainees to improve their
environment. bserved 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,

. showers were administered in a heated room. He stated there was no

specific guidance on it from Head~an~as left to its
own discretion in the use of cold. ~dded there is a cable
from_documenting the use of "manipulation of the
environment." . .

186. ~Although the DCI GuideHnes do not
mention cold as a technique, the September 2003draft OMS
Guidelines on Medical and Psychological 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.
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Water Dousing

187. . Accordingto and
others who have worked "water dousing" has been used

since early 2003when officerintroduced
this technique to the facility. Dousing 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
temperature while the interrogator questioned the detainee.

'.-

188. A review. from April and
May 2003 revealed tha sought permission from
CT~to employ specific techniques for a number of detainees.
Included in the list of requested techniques was water dousing.72
Subsequent cables reported the use and duration of the techniques by
detainee per interrogation session.73 One certified interrogator,
noting that water dousing appeared to be a most effective technique,
requested CTC to confirm guidelines on water dousing. A retul1:\
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 deta:ine~will not be dried
immediately.

. 189. ~TheDCIGuidelinesdonotmention
water dousing as a technique. The 4 September 2003draft OMS
Guidelines, however, identify "water dousing" as one of 12 standard
measures that OMS listed, in ascending degree of intensity, as the
11th standard measure. OMS did not further address "water

dousing" in its guidelines.

73 eported water dousing as a technique used, but
in a later paragraph used the term "cold water bath."



'. c.J;!,§;>., !,~:.c.~0C"E""","''''c;",.''''-'' ""0_0.,<.",-".

Hard Takedown

191.~ According to_the hard
takedown ~as ~ interrogations~art of the
atmospherics." For a time I it was the standard procedure for moving
a detainee to the sleep deprivation cell. It ~as done for shock and
psychological impact and signaled the transition to another phase of
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.-

,

tated he did not discuss the

hard takedown with~anagersl but he thou\?:htthe
understood what techniques were being used at

tated that the hard takedown had not been used recent!

After taking the interrogation classlhe understood that if



~

he was going to do a hard takedown, he must report it to
Headquarters. Although the DCI and OMSGuidelines address
physical techniques and treat them as requiring advance
Headquarters approval, they do not otherwise specifically address
the "hard takedown." .

192. stated that he was generally
familiar with the technique of hard takedowns. He asserted that they
are authorized and believed they had been used one or more times at

m order to intimidate a detainee. stated that he

would not necessarilyknow if they have been used and did not .

consider it a serious enough handling technique to require
. Headquarters approval. Asked about the possibilitythat a detainee
may have been dragged on the ground during the course of a hard
takedown~esponded that he was unaware of that and did

. not understand the point of dragging someone ,along the corridor in

at Other Locations Outside of the CTC

193. ~Altho~the scope of the
CTC Program, two other incidents_~~re_!~p-orted in
2003.

As noted above, one
resulted in the death of a detainee at Asadabad Base76

194.~In June 2003, the U.S.military sought an Afghan
citizen who had been implicated in rocket attacks on a joint U.S.
Army and CIA position in Asadabad located in Northeast
Afghanistan. On 18June 2003, this individual appeared at Asadabad ,

Base at the urging of the local Governor. The individual was held ill
a detention facility guarded by U.S. soldiers from the Base. During

.~
i

.."",,,/ 76 ~ For more than a year, <::IAreferred to Asadabad Baseas-

TO
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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 kicked him
during interrogation sessions. The detainee died in custody on
21 JlUle;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 mterrogations. The Agency did not
renew the independeht contractor's contract, which was up for
rehewal soon after the incident. OIG is mvestigating this incident in .

concert with DOJ.77

The objective was to determine if anyone at
e school had information about the detonation of a remote-

controlled improvised explosive device that had killed eight border
. guards several days earlier.

196. ~ A teacher being interviewed
re ortedl smiled and lau hed inappropriately,

whereupon used the butt stock of his rifle
to strike or "buttstroke" the teacher at least twice in his torso,
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

to Headquarters. He was counseled and
given a domestic assignment.'

\ ..
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ANALYTICAL SUPPOIU TO INTERHOGATIONS

204, ~ DirccturZlte of Intelligence anal~'sts
assigned to eTe proYide 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.

Analvstsl howeverl do not

participate in the application of interrogation techniques.
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205. ~ According to a number of those
interviewed for this Review, the Agency's intelligence on AI-Qa'ida
was limited prior to the initiation of the CTCInterrogation Program.
The Agency lacked adequate linguists or subject matter experts and
had very little hard knowledge of what particular AI-Qa'ida
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 ob1ectivelvdemonstrate the detainee
did know.

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

TO
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evidenced in the final waterboard session of Abu Zuba\"dah,

~ to a senior CTC officec the interrogatio.n tea'lnll
~onsldered Abu Zubaydah to be complIant and \vanted to
terminate EITs. elieved Abu Zubavdah continued to
withhold informationt

"g:;:V~1
'~.

84



--c--'''"''''-' ,,=-"-<~ '""', '~=c,="~.

TO

generated substantial pressure from Headquarters to'continue use of
t4e EITs. According to this senior officer,the decision to resume use
of the w~board on Abu Zubaydah was made bv senior officers of
the DO

to assess Abu Zubaydah's compliance and witnessed the
finafwaterboard session, after-which, they reported back to
Headquarters that the EITswere no longer needed on Abu
Zubaydah.

.

EfFECTIVENESS

211. ~ The detention of terrorists has prevented
them from 'engaging in further terrorist activity, and t1}eir
interrogation has provided intelligence that has enabled the
identification and apprehension of other terrorists, warned of
terrorists plo.ts planned for the United States and around the world,
and supported articles frequently used in the finished intelligence
publications for senior policymakersand war fighters. In this regard,
there is no doubt that the Program has been effective. Measuring 'the
effectiveness of EITs,however, is a more subjective process and not
without some concern.

212. ~ When the Agency began capturing
terrorists, management judged the success of the effort to be gettin
them off the streets,

v~
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ith 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

. detainees.

213. ~ Quantitatively, the DO has significantly.
increased the number of counterterrorismintelligencereports with .

the inclusion of illformation 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'
intelligence provided by the high value detainees at

214. CTCfrequently uses the
information from one detainee, as well as other sources, to vet the
information of another detainee. Althot:lghlower-level detainees
provide less information than the high value detainees, information
from these detaineeshas, on many occasions,supplied the .

information needed to vrobe the high value detainees further.

n the triangulationof
intelligence provi<:lesa fuller knowledge of Al-Qa'ida activities than
would be possible from a single detainee. For example, Mustafa
Ahmad Adam al-Hawsawi, the AI-Qa'ida financier who was
captured with Khalid Shaykh Mcl1ammad, rovided the Agency's
first intelligence pertaining to another
participant in the 9/11 terrorist plot. Hawsawi's
information to obtain additional details about role from
Khalid Shavkh Muhammad

215. Detainees have provided

information on Al-Qa'ida and other terrorist gro~
note includes: the modus operandi of Al-Qa'ida,-

errorists who are capable of mounting attacks in the
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216. ~ Detainee inform,ation 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 wh~had plans to detonate a
uranium-topped dirty bomb in either Washington, p.C., or New:
York City. Riduan itHambali" Isomuddin provided infoI1J.1ationthat
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 detain~es, 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 SayfuUah 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 easil and was tasked to research

attacks Khalid Shaykh Muhammad's

inf~rmation also l~d to the inve~tigation and'pros~cu~
Fans,thetruckdnverarrestedillearly2003illOhio.-

TO
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blow up several
U.S. gas stations-To-createpanic 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;-

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 KhaUd Shaykh Muhammad, Abu
Zubaydah, Hambali, and AI-Nashiri.

218.
detainees as one of the most irn

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 cOlUlterterrorism articles oroduced
for the most senior Dolicvmakers.

-~'
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said he believes the use of EITshas 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
in the hands of Americans.

w~,/

220. ~ Inasmuch as EITshave 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, specificallywhether' 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 SEREtraining 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 havebeen taken to provide on-site medical oversight in
the use of all EITs is evidence that their use poses risks.

221. ~ 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 Car1notdeterrn.mewith' any certainty the
,totality of the intelligence the detainee actually possesses; (2)each
detainee has different fears of and tolerance fOfEITs; (3) the
application of the same EITsby different interrogators may have
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222. ~ The waterboard has been used on three
detainees: Abu Zubaydah, Al-Nashiri, and Khalid Shavkh
Muhammad.

223. Prior to the use of EITs,Abu Zubaydah
provided information fo 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
approxirnatel_additional reports. It is not possible to say
definitively that the waterboard is the reason for Abu Zubaydah's
increased prQduction, 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

Al'-Nashiri was thought to be withholding
information. Al-Nasliiri subsequently received additional BITs,

, but not the waterboard. The Agency then
, determined Al-Nashiri to be "compliant." Because of th~ litany of

90



.-. _.- -- . ---_..

~

techniques used by different interrogators over a relatively short
period of time, it is difficult to ide~tify exactly why Al-Nashiri
became more willing to provide information. However, following
the use of EITs,he provided information about his most current
operational planning and as opposed to
the historical information he provided before the use of EITs.

225. ~ On the other hand, Khalid Shaikh
Muhammad, an accomplished resistor, provided only a few
intelligence reports prior to the 'use of the waterboard, and analysis of
that information revealed "thatmuch of it Wasoutdated, inaccurate, or
incomplete. As a means of less active resistance, at the begirming of
their interrogation, detainees routinely provide information that they
know is already known. Khalid Shaikh Muhammad received 183
aoolications of the waterboard in March 2003

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS AND CONCERNS REGARDING THE DETENTION

AND INTERROGATION PROGRAM

226. ~ 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 persoIUlelinvolved with the
Program. .

-"-,,,,-
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Policy Considerations

227. (U/ /FOUO) Throughout its historyl the Uni~edStates 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.Constitutionlfor
example Irequire due process of lawl while the Eighth Amendment
bars "cruel and unusual punislunents,"

228. (U / /FOUO) 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 cruet inhuman, or degrading treatment or punislunent which
do not amount to torture" as "roughly equivalent to".and "coextensive
with the Constitutional guarantees against cruel I Unusuall and
inhumane treatment."81 To this endl the United States submitted a
reservation to the Torture Convention stating that the United States
considers itself bOlUld by Article 16 "only insofar as the term IcrueL
inhum'an or degrading treatment or punislune.nt' means the cruel,
unusual, and inhumane treatment or punishment prohibited by the
5thl 8th and/or 14th Amendments to the Constitution of the United

States." Although the Torture Cqnvention expressly provides that no
exceptional circumstances whatsoever; including war or any other
public emergencYIand no order from a superior officer,justifies
torturel no similar provision was included regarding acts of "cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment." .

0"""""

81 (UI I FOUO) 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. 100-20,100thCong., 2d Sess., at 15,May 23,1988; Senate Committee on Foreign
RelaHons, Executive Report 101-30,August 30, 1990,at 25, 29, quoting summary and analysis
submitted by President Ronald Reagan, as revised by President George H.W, Bush.

92
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229. (VIIFQUO) Annual U.S.State Department Country
Reports on Human Rights Practices have.repeatedly condemned
harsh'interrogation techniques utilized by foreign governments. For
example, the 2002Report, issued in'March 2003,stated:

[TheUnited States] have been given greater opportunity to make
good on our comrnihnent 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]heReports
serve as a gauge for our international human rights efforts,
pointing to areas of progress and drawing our attention to new and
continuing challenges.

In a worldrnarching 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 rr 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 '~suspel1Bionfrom 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 I I 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 victims
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.

\"I
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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 spirit. . . .

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 conunitted to the worldwide elimination of

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

Concerns Over Participation in the CTC Program

, 231: ~ During the course of this Review, a number of
Agency officers expressed Unsolicitedconcern about the possibility of,
recrimination or legal action resulting from their participation in the
crc Program. A number of officers expressed concern that a human
rights grOUPmight uursue them for activities

Additionally, they feared that the Agency
would not stand behind them if this occurred.

232. ~One officer expressed concern that one day,

Agency officers will wind ~p on some ':wanted list".t~ ~p~r before
the World Court for war cnmes stemnung frornactivlties.

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 ere Program will be exposed in the news media and cited
particular concern about the possibility of being named in a leak.

.'-~"
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237. ~ The number of detainees in CIA custody
is relatively small by comparison WitJl those in U.S. military custody.
Nevertheless, the AgencYr 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
circumstances of their detention.

82
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CONCLUSIONS

250.'~ The Agency's detention and ,

interrogation of terrorists has provided intelligence that has enabled
the identificati(~man,d apprehension of other terrorists and warned 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 counterterrorismeffortsofU.S. ,

policymakers and military commanders. The effectiveness of
particular interrogation techniques In eliciting information that.might
not otherwise have been obtained cannot be so easily measured,
however.

if'

251. ~ After 11 September 2001,nUmerous
Agency components and individuals invested immense time and
effort to implement the CTCProgram quickly, effectively, and within
the law,. The work of the DIrectorate of Operations, Counterterrorist
Center (CTC), Office of General CoUnsel(OGC)JOffice of Medical
Services (OMS)JOffice of Technical Service (OTS)

_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 Centra~America and the Near East.
Inevitably, there also have been some problems with current '

activities.

, 25~. ~ OGCworked closelywith 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 officialsregarding the
proposed'techniques. Those efforts and the resulting Do}legal
opinion of 1 August 2002 are well documented. That legal opinion
was basedJ in substantial partJ on OTSanalysis and the experience
and expertise of non-Agency persormel and academics concerning
wtlether long-term psychological effectswould result from use of the'
proposed techniques.

100
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253. ~ 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 EITswould 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 whether 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
degrading treatment or punishment."

254.- Periodic efforts by the Agency to elicit
reaffirmation of Administration policy and Do}legal backing for the

. . Agency's use of EITs-as they have actuallybeen 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}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 remainedwen within the

scope of the 1 August 2002DoJ legal opinion.

255.- A number of Agency officers of various
grade levels who are involved with detention and interrogation

. . activities are concernedthat they may at somefuture 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 officers,

statements of U.S.policyby the Departmen.tof State,and public

101



statements by very senior U.S. officials,inclucling the President, as
well as the policies expressed by Members of Congress, other

, Western governments,internationalorganizations,and human rights
groups. In addition, some Agency officers are aware of interrogation
activities that were outside or beyond the scope of the written DoJ
opinion. Officers are concerned that future public revelation of the
CTC Program is inevitable and will seriously damage Agency
officers' personal reputations, as well as the reputation and
effectiveness of the Agency itself.

In particular, CTC did a commendable iob in directing the
interrogations of high value detainees at
At these foreign locations, Agency personnel-with one notable
exception described in this Review-followed guidance and
procedures and documented their activities well. .

257. (Ts.,( 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

258. ~Unauthorized, improvised, inhumane,
and undocumented detent!on and interrogation techniques were
used

rosecution.-
incident will be the
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subject of a se
General.

unauthOrIZed techniques were used in the interrogation ot an
individual who died at Asadabad Base while under interrogation by
an Agency contractor in June 2003. A 'enc officers did not normally
conduct interrogations at that location the Agency
officers involved lacked timely and adequa e gUl an~e, training,
experience, supervision, or authorization, and did not exercise sound
judgment.

259. ~ The Agency failed to issue in a timely
. manner comprehensive written guidelines for detention and
interrogation activities. 'Although ad hoc guidance was provided to
many officers through cables a~d briefings in the early months of
detention and interrogation activities, the DCI Confinement and,
Interrogation Guidelines were not issued until January 2003, several
months after initiation of interrogation activitv and after many of the
unauthorized activities had taken place.

. 260. ~ Such written guidance as does exist to
address detentions and interrogatipns tmdertaken by Agency officers

"sinadequate. The
Directorate of Operations Handbook contains a single paragraph that
is intended to guide officers- -

Neither this dated guidance nor general
Agency guidelines on routine intelligence collectionis adequate to
instruct and protect Agency officers involved in contemporary
interrogation activities

, !
. !,

261. ~ During the interrogations of two
detainees, the waterboard was used in a manner inconsistent with the
written DoJ legal opinion of 1 August 2002. DoJhad stipulated that

\
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itS advice was base<;lupon certain facts that the Agency had
submitted to DoJ, observing, for example, that ". . . you (the Agency)
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 techniques generally lose their effectiveness
after several tepetitionB." One key AI-Ga'ida terrorist was subiected
to the waterboardat least 183times

d was denied sleep for a period of 180hours.
. In this and another instance, the technique of application and volume

of water used differed from the DoJ opinion.

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.

264. ~ Agency officers report that reliance on
analytical assessments that were unsupported by credible intelligence
may have resulted in the application of EITswithout 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



~

I

I

I :

I :

I

::
, ,
, i

; I

, ,

_/

evaluation of available information and the evaluation of the

interrogators but are too heavily based, instead, on presumptions of
what the individual might or should knOW.

266. ~ The Agency faces potentially serious
long-term political and leg'a!~hallenges as a result of the CTC
Deter:ttion'and'Interrogation Program, particularly its use of EITs and
the inability of the U.S. Government to decide what it will ultimately
do with terrorists detaine~ by the Agency.
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PROCEDURES.AND RESOURCES

1. ~.A team, led by the Deputy Inspector
General, and comprising the Assistant Inspector General for
Investigations, the CQunsel to the Inspector General, a senior
Investigations StaffManager, three Investigators, two Inspectors, an
Auditor, aRes~arch Assistant, and a Secretary participated in this
-Review.

2. ~. OIG.tasked relevant components for all
information regarding the treatment and interrogation of all
individuals detained by or on behalf of CIA after 9/11. Agency
components provided OrG with over 38,000 pages of documents.
Ole 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 Directorl the General Counsel, and
the Deputy Director for Operations. As new information developed,
OrG re-interviewed several individuals.

orc personnel made site visits to the
interrogation facilities. OIC personnel also

to review 92videotapes of interrogations
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P L '-I rlm",,' ofJustice~ U.S.Depa

Office of Ugal Cou.i1sel

Office of lh<:AssiSb!\tAUomey~=j lPilJhinglM. D.C 10S]!J

August 1. 2002

Memorandu.m for John Rizzo

Acting General Counsel of the Central Intelligence Agenc.y

lnferr(JgcZJion of ez1Qaecia Operative

You have asked for this Offices vi~ws0J1.wheth~rcer'~ proposed conduct would
.violate the prohibition against torture found at Section 2340A of title 18 of the Unite4 Sfu.tes
Code. You have asked for tills advice in the coutse of conducting interrogations of Abu'
Zubaydah. As we understand it, Zubaydah is one of the highest ranking members of the ~l Qaeda
te-IToristorganv..ation, \I,'ithwhich the United States is cUlTentlyengagoo in an international armed
tonflict foUowing the attacks on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon on September 11,
200 L This letter memorialli:es our previous oral advice, .givenon July 24. 2002 and J11ly26,
2002, that the proposed conduct would not vi()latethis prohibition.

L

Our advi~ is based Updrithe fuIJPwingfacts.,whieh you hav~ provided,to us. We also
understand that yeu do not have any facts in Yburp.oss~sion contrary to the facts outli~ed.here,
and this opinion is limited to these facts. Ifthe$e facts were to ch.ange~this advice-would not
necessarily apply~ Zubaydah is curreutly being hcld by tbe United States. Tbe interrogation tea..rn
is certain that he has additional informa'tionthat he refuses to divulge. Specifically, he is .

withliolding information regarding terrorist JletwQrksin the United States or in Sandi Arabfa and
information regarding plans to conduct attacks within the United States or against our interests
overseas. Zubaydah has become accustomed to a certain level oftteatment and displaYS.I+osigns
of 'ovillingnessto dlsclose furtheEinforinatiqn. More{)ver,your intelligence indicates that tQ~ is
currently a level of "chatter" eq.ualto that which preceded the Se.ptemberII ,attacks. In light of
the infoI:IIJii!ionyou believe ZUbaydahhas.ana th~ h,ighJewelof tl1reatyou believe now exists,
youwish to move the intClT:Ogationsintowhatyouhave'described.as'an"increasedpressure
phase." .

As part oftl1is increased pressure phase. Zubaydah will have contact only with a new
interrogation specialist, whOil he bas not mot previously, and the Survival. Evasion, Resistance.
Escape ("SERE") training psychologist whv has been involved with the inrerrogations since they
began. 111isphase will likely last no more than several days but could last up to thirty days. In
tilis phase. you would like to employ ten techniques that you believe will dislocate his.
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expectations regarding tht treatmenthe believes he will receive and encourage.11imto dis.;lose
th~ crucial infonnation mentioned above. These ten techniques are: (1) attention grasp, (2)
waliing, (3) fa:cialhold, (4) facial slap (insult slap), (5) cramped confinement, (6) wall stan<iing,
(7) stress positions, (8) sleep deprivation, (9) insects placed ill a {X)nfin~mentbox, and (10) the
waterboard. You have informed us that the use ofthese techniques would be on an as-needed
-basis and that not aJl of these techniques will necessarilybe used. 'n,e intmogation t~ would
usethese techniques in some combination.to convince Zubaydah that rb,eonly way.he can
influellce his surrounding environment is through cooperation. Yon have.,however, informed us
that you expect these techniques to be used in some sort of escala:dngfashicm,culminating \villi
the water-board,though hOtnecessarily ending with tlijstechnique, Moreover, you-..have.a!so
oraUy informe<ius that although some..of these techniques may be used \\1th more than once, that
repeti tion will not be substantial beiause the techniquesgeneraI!ylose their effectlv~ness aftet
several repetitions. You have alsoinfort1{edus that Zabaydah sustained a wounddur:itLgbis
ca.pture, which i$ being treated.

Based on the f-acts you have given us, we 1.t!1derstandeach of the.serecbniques to be as
fQUaws. The attention. grasp consists of gI;asping the individual with both hands, one hand on

each sideoffue. coUar opening, ina cOntrolled and-quick motion. In th~ samemptioD, as the
grasp, the ihdiVidual is.Qra1il<11towar{i~einteriogator, .

For walling, a flexible false wall will be cOJiStructed.The.individual lsplaced with his
Mds tOii~htri~-the-waU:Th~tnU!rt~fur puUsthe .indivrouElfurwardMd:then-qtrick1y'and
fumly pushes the indivi<Iualinto the walL It is the individual's shoulder blades that hit the \valL
D udl1g this motion, the head and ne.ckare supported with a rolled hood or towel that provides a
c-collar effect to help prevent whiplash. To further reduce the probability of injury, the
individual i.sallowed to rebound ITomthe flexible wall. You have oralJyinformed us that the
false wall is in part constructed to create a loud sound Whl:Dtile individumhits it, which will
further shockor surpriseinthe individual..Tnpart,th.eideais to crea.tea soundthat willmakethe
impact seem far worse than it is and that will be far worse than any injurythat Dlightresult from
the action.

The facial hold is used to hold the bead immQbile. One apenpaInl w.pla.i;ed.on,eitl1er
side oftl1c~iIi.<iividual's face.. The fmgertips are kept weB away from the in.divi~uaFseyes.

With the facial slap or insult slap, the interrogato-rslapsthe indi"idual's face \'.1thfingers
slightly spread. The hand makes contact with the area directly between the tip of the individual's
chin and the ool1ornof the corresponding earlobe. The interrogator invades the individual's
personal space. The goal of the facial slap is not to inflict physical pain that is severe or lasting.
Instead, the purpose of the facial slap is to induce shock, surprise, andl<irhumiliaiidn.

CI:amped confinement involves the pl~m~Dt of the individual in a confined space, the
dimensiQns ofwhitb restriCtthe indiVidual's movement. The e.onfine.dspac~ is usually~rk.

TO~T .
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The duration of confinement varies based upQrt the sw;{)f the c~ntainer. For the rargeic0nfmed

space, the individual can stand up or sit down~ the smaller space is large enougfJ.for tli'osubje{:t to.
sit down. Confthement in the larger space can last UP.. to e~~tee~ hours~for the smali'erspace,
confin~ment lasts for no more than two hours.

Wall standing is used to induce muscle futigue. The individual stands about four fO.five
feet IToma wall, with his feet spread approximatelyto shoulder v.idth.His anus are stretched
out in ftont of him, with his fingers resting on'the waIl. His frngers support all Qfhis body
weight. The individual is not permitted tamove or reposition his hands tlr feel.

A Val1etyof streSs positions may be used. You have i.tiformedus lhatthese posith;msare
not designed to produce the pain associated with contortions or twisting ofthebGd};. Rather,
somewhai like walling, they are designed to produce the physical discOmfortassociated with
muscle fatigue. Two particular stress positions are likely to be used.on Zubirydah: (I)'sitting on
lli~floor with legs eXtended straight out in front ofbim withhis armSraised above hi-sb.ead;and

.(1) kneeling on the floor While leaning back at a.45 degree angle. You have also orally infonnea
USthat through observing Zubaydah in captivity, you have noted that he appears to be quite
flexible despite his woun.d.

Sleep deprivatj.on ma.y be used. You ha.vdndicated that your purpose in using this
technique is to redu~e the individu.a]'s ability to think on .hisfeet and. through th5 di'sc(jmfurt
~~m~mtell with fucl.c'of~p;.tomoti'Vafu-bim-WWQP~te; The'efreci'bf-st1cl1-sI~-ep'depri'Vatien' . .. .- '" .
\"'ill generally remit ~er one or two rnghts'ofunintemJpted sleep. You h.ave-infQtin~ 1.i):,that
your research has revealed that. in ran~ instan.ces, saDie individuals who arealrea11l:yp'redis-posed
tQpsychologiCal prob[eIns may experience abnonnal reaction,s to sle.ep d~privation. EVell in.
those eases, however, reactions abate after the individual is permitted to.sl~p. Mor~vef.
personnd with medical tra.i.nin,gare available. to arid wiIi intervene in the:UJilikely event of an

abnorna:ql r~actio1i y au ,hav~ qrally infOlil1ed,us th!J~you would !lOt deprive Zubi'\.ydahof sleep
~or nior~ than. eleven daysa~ a tim.e an~ tltat you have previously keDthim. aWake fOE72 nburs,

lrom which no mental or physical harm resulted:

Yau WQuldlike to place Zubayd.ahin a cramped confinement box with.an insect. You
ha.ve infoIDled us that he appear~to have a fear of insects. In particular. you wOl)ldlike to tell
Zubaydah tliat you intend to place a stinging insect into the box wi.thhim. You would, however,
place a hannIes8 in.~e.ctin the box. You have orally infomled us that YOUwould in fact pl~ce a

. sectsuch as a catemiHar in the box.with.lllm..

Pinally, you would i!ke to use a t~bnigue Caled the "wat.ttUoaid." Lt}thi~pracedur~ the
individual. is bou11,dsecurely liJml hic1ille:dbench, which is approximatoly four feet by,seven feet.
The individual's feet are generally ele.vated. A cloth isplaced over the forehead and ~y~. Water
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is then applied to the cloth in a controlled manner. As this is done, the cloth is lowered until it
covers both the nose and mouth. Once the cloth is saturatedand completely covers the mouth

and nose, air fl-ow is slightly restricted for 20 to 40 seconds due to the presence of the cloth. This
. causes an increase ill carbon dioxid!; level in the individual's blood:. This increase in the carbon
dioxide l~el £timuIatesincreasro effort to b~the. This effort plus the cloth pi~d1i~ $e

perception Gf"suffoca.tion and incipient panic:' i.~"the perceptianor dtowrJttg. Th~lndiyidual
does nQt breathe any water imo his lungs. Duri.b.gUtoSe20 to 40 se9Ot1ds,water istontm'Q(j~ly
applied from <lheight of twelve to twenty~fouf inthe$, After tbis.period. th~ doth T$Hfte4, and
the individual. is allowed. to breathe unimpeded for three Qr foudilJ] breaths. '.fhe sensanon.of
drowning is immediately rdiev.edby the r~moval of the doth. .The-prowiure may1hci1 be.
repeated. The water is usually applied from a canteen cup or small \"at~ring C<l1lWith a spout.
You have orally informed us that this procedure triggers an automati<;,physiological sensation of
drov'l11ing that the individual cannot control even though he may be aware that he i~ in fact not
dro\'ming, You have also orally informed us that it is likely that this procedure wouid not last
more than 2D minutes in anyone application.

We also understand that a medical expert with SERE experien~ will be present
throughout this phase and that the procedUreswtll bestoppedif deemed medically necessary to
prevent severe mental or physical harm to Zubaydah. As mentioned above, Ztiliayc;iahsuffered
an injury during his capture, You have-informed us that steps will be taken to ensare that this
injury is not in any way exacerbated by the use of these m~thodsand thai adequate medical
atI:e1iriOll\.'Jillbe given to CrlSurethat it 'Willheal properly..

II.

In this part, we teviewtbe context v.ithiri whichthese proceaures will he applied. You
hav~ informed us that you have taken various steps to ascertain wlwt effeCt,if any, these
techniques would have on Zubaydah's mental health. These same tecbnique~,with the exception
of the insect in the,cramped confined.space, have been USedand continue to be USMon some
members of our military personnel during th.eirSEREtraining. Because of the U$~ofthese.
procedures in training cur own military personnel to resist interrogatiQns,YQIJhave consulted
with various individuals whoMve ex'tensive'experiencein the use ofthese techniques. Yau have
dQrle.so in orner to ensure that no prolonged m~!1ta1harm would result from the use of these
proposed procedures .

Through your consultation with various individuals responsible for SUC)lttaining, you

have learned that these tedmiqu~s bave be.-'" '."'<:.'." ..:".,.1.'.', ,.If.; ." "~ ,',~ . conduct \vithout any
. .. '. 'entoforolongedroentalhami.,.' "'/ ",>"",;':.fth.e SERE school,

;,"',' 'O.ias. 'rep...Ort." 'I . Ui:.t, duringthe seven~
year period that he spent in those po.Si.tiOrts,there wer.e two reques(s ITom Congress for
information concerning alleged injuries resulting from the training. On~ of thes~ inquiries was
prompted by the temporary physical injury a trainee sustained as result of being placed in a
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ten'Ye3.rs)wb.f2.ras he is i'M, b.ci1e'ottheliidiVrou8.1.s'whdtojhp~eted theprogtarn:suffered i)J.y
adv~r$e Il1.ell.talh6iltheffects. H~ lrifo1Ji1edyoufuat t.h.Brewas -onepersQ!1whp 4idtiQt complete
the training. Tbat p~rso[l expenenc.e.d an adverse mental health feadioIl mat lasted. olllytwo
hours. .After those two hours, the individual's symptoms spontaneously. dissipated withOut
requiring treatment or coun.seling and no other symptoms Were ever reported by tl1.isindividual.
Accordillg to the information you have provided to us, this assessment of the use ofthese
procedures- includes the tlse or the waterboard.

i:;.omthe-;o.hich'YQu:snppli&fto\15.'

has expenencewiththe use of all'ot these proceduresli1.a cour$~of conduct, with the'~~eption
of the insect in the confmement box and the waterboard. This memorandill11confirms that the
use of these procedures has no! resu\ted.in any reported instances of prolonged mental Mrrrl, and

" ~ Xiw,.,'.n.t.,an..ces of immediate and temporary adverse psychological responses to the traif1jllg.
.'.'.'. ',' ...,','.. . 'eported that a small minority of students have had temponuy adverse
psychokJgiciiI rea.ctionsduring training. Offue26,829 stUdentstrained from 1992 through 2001
in tIle Air Force SERE training, 4,3 percent of those students 4a4 contact with psycilology
services. Of those 4.3 perCent,orily 3.2 percent wetepulle:d tTomth.epIo:gramfor psychological
reasons, Thus, out of the students traihed'OV&al~ol'ilYO.l4

11f!E~ .' . ,wet~. u1I.d1 trQJ:j;tme

progr'arn:for psych.ological reasons. FUrtherl11ore,althPug4 "dicated thatsurveys
of students having oompl*,d thiS:training are ilOtdone,he;~x~ts;d ooriiden~ 'that the training
did not causeaIly'long-term psyChblogicalimpact. He basedhls conclusion dn the debriding of
students that is done after the training. More importantly,he based this assessment on the fact
that although training is required to be extremely stressful in order to be effeCtive,very few
complaints have beeh made regarding the training. During hi~tenure, in which 10,000 students
were trained, no congressional complaints have been made. \Vhilt there "''as'one Inspebtor
General complaint, it \Va$not due to psychological concerns. Moreover, h~ was av..7ir~of only
one letter inquiring about the long':tenn impact of these techniquesfrom ap individual trained

TO~RET .
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cOlmnemehtbox. The otherinquir.{invotvedclaimsthatt!,leSEREtraining caused two
individ.uals to engage in criminal behavior, MiDely,fclqnyshoplifting atld down1oailill~ thUd

porno~aplw onto a niiIjtary.co~puter. Acco~dii1gtQthis official,t4eSeclaims weref~.
~oreover, he bas mdlcated that dunng the three and a half yearshespeI1t.~
~fche S'EREprogram, he trained 10,000students. Ofthase.stud:elits,olily tWo
dropped out of the training following tbe lJSeof thest techniques. Although an rareoccasions
same students temporarily postponed the remainder of their trainingand receivM psychological
counseling, those sllldenrs were able to finish the program withoutany indication of subsequent
memal health effects,
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o:,er1~~oty~ound. that it wasimpossibleto anribmethisindivid~al'ssymptomsto
his trammg.~ncluded thatif thereareanylong-termpsychologicaleffectsof the
United States Air Force trairiing using the procedures outlined above they "are certainly.
minimal." .

Wit4 resp~t tq tIle \vaierboard. you have also orally informed tis that; the, Na'\<ycoiltinU!=S
to use it in training. You haveinformed us that ypuron-site psychologi$ts, who have extensive
experience. with the use. of the \vaterboard in Navy training, ha\.renot eticOuri~~ any significil~t
long-term inental heald1consequences trom its use. Your on-site-psychologi.:,1:shave aHa
indicated .that JPRA has likewise not reported 'any significant long:-~nn mental heaHh .
consequences from the w;e of the \vaterboard. Yo~ have informed us thatQther-servtcesceas~d
use or the waterboard because it was so successf1J1as an interrogation technique, but not because

of an}' concerns over auyhann, physical ormen.ta~.caused by it. It wasalS_. ... ,,' .

almos.t 100 perc~nt effective in producing cooperation among the trainees. Iso
indicated that he had obseTvedthe use of the \\ratetooardin Na,;-ytrainfugsome teti:o ..,ve
times. Each time h resulted in cooperation but it did not result in any ph.ysicalhamta the
student..

Yau have also r~viewedthe relevant literature and found no empiriCal data on the effect
oftb.ese techniques, with the exception'Qfsl~p deprivation- \1ilJ.threspect to sleep depriv.ati.on,
you have infoITl1edus that is not uncommon for someone to be deprived of sleep for 72 hours a...l1d
stin petfonn excdkntly on vi.gool-spatiaImm:on,asksand shQrt-tennmemory te~ts. Although
some individuals may experience hallucinations, accordillgto the literature you surve.yed,those
who experience such psychotic symptoms hav~ almost alwayshad such episodes priQr to tile
sle.epdeprivatiQn. You have indicated the studies i:Jflengthysleep depri'vathmshOw~dn.o
psychosis, loosening ofthough.tS,flattening aferi1otiops,deluswDS,or paranoid id.~~. In ot1e
case, even after eleven daySof depriv~tion,no I1sychosisor'pennaqent brain d;Una$edoccurred.
In fact th~ indivldual reported feeling almost,back to normal;tfter o!]enight's sleep. F~t::i:.
based on the eKpepences with.its use in military triiUllng(\\llere it is induced Jor ilpto 48 hours),
)'ou foul,id1:i1atrarely, if ewr, '.villthe individual suffer harm after the sleep deprivationis
diseonrinued. Instead, the effects remit after a few good nights of sleep,

You have ta..1.:enthe additional step of consulting with U.S. interrogations experts, and
other individuals with oversight over the SERE. training process. None of these individuals was

aware of a.\1Yprolonged psychological effect caused by the nseof any of the above technitlues
either separately or as a course of conduct. Moreo\'er, youconsu!tedwithoutside psychologisIS
who reported that theY\.\'ere unawareofarlY cases where long-term problems have OCCLL1Teci(C)a
result of these techniques.

Moreover, in consulting with a numher of mental health experts, you have learned that
the e.ffect of any of these procedures \vill be dependant on the individual '3 personal history,
cultural history and psycbo[ogi<::RIt'~nd~t1de.~.To that tnd, )'QUfu;.veinformed us that you have
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completed a psychological assessment of Zubadyah. This assessmem i.sbased on.interviews with
Zubaydah., observations oHim, and informatioll collected trom other sources such as intelligence

and press reports. Our undersranding of Zubaydah's psychological profile, which We set forth
below, is based on that asses$rt1~n1.

According to this aSsessment,.zubayd:ili,though only 31, rose quickjy from very low
Jevel rnujahedin to third or fourth man in al Qaec;la.He has served as Usama BiD,Laden's sePior
lieutenant. In that capacity, he bas managed a uetwdrkPItraining camps. He has been
instrumental in the training of operatives for al Qaedu,th~ Egyptian Islarnic limd, irrldothe.r

. terrorist eLemen:tsimide Pakistan a.'1dAfghanistan. He acted as the D~puty Camp Commander-
for a1Qaeda training camp in .o\fgb<inist~,personally approving entry and gradlli1tionof an
trainees during 1999-2000. From 1996until 1999,he approved aUi.n.dividual$going in.and out
of Afghanistan to the training Cfu"11pS.Further. no one went in and out of Pesbawar, Pakistan
wiihout his ~owledgeand approval.. He also actedas at Qaeda's coordinator.of externaJ
contacts ~nd foreign communicatiot1S.Additionally, he has acted as 2.1Qaeda's counter-
intelligenceofficerandhasb~n trustedto findspieswithiritheO1:g-anization.

Zu1;>aydahhas been involved in evety ma:jortertoristopera.uoTI carried out by ai QaelliL

He was a planner for the Millennium pIotto attack U,S. and Israeli targets during the MiIl~nrriurn
celebratkms in Jordan. Two of the central figures in ibis plot who were a..ttested h<iveideJ:Jti.fi~d
Zubaydah as the supporter of their cell and the plot. He also served as a p!;3.11I1erfor thePari.s
Embassy plot 'in 2001. Moreover, he was one of the planners of the Seprember 11 atl:4cks, PriQr
to his capture, he was engaged in plan.'1ing future tertorist attacks against U.S. interests.

Your psychological assessment indicates. that it is believed Zubaydah wrote al Qaeda's
. manual 011re.sistance techniques. You also believe that his experiences in al Qaeda make him
well-<!-cquainted with an.dv.'eU-versea in such techniques. As part ofhisrote: in a1Qaeda,
Zubayd.a,h visited individual£in prison and help~d them ~pon their rel@se. Tbrcmgh t1ii$.Cbht::rct

and a~'\1ities with oiliet al Qaeda mujahedm, you believe that he knows IlliU1Ystori~ tffcap.ture,
interrogation, and resistance to such inte11'Qgatiol1:Additioruilly,be' has spok~n \.VithAYffiQJial-
Zawahiri, and you believe it is likely that the two 4iscu$sedZawahiri ~s experiences as.a.prisoner
of the Russians find the Egyptians.

Zubaydah stated duriog interviews that he thinks of any activLr)'outside of jihad as

"silly." He has indicated that Ws heart and mind are devoted to serving Allah. and lslal1i through
. jihad and he has stated that he has no doubts or regrets about commiuing himself to jihad.

Zubaydah b~Heves that the global victory ofIslam i~ inevitable. YmJ ha.ve irtfom1ed 1Mthat he
cOhtinues to express his unabated desire to kill AmeriCans and Jt\l.'s.

¥'Our psychological assessinent describes his personality a$ foHows. He is "a highly seJ.f-
. dir-ected individual who priies his independence." He has "narcissistic features," whiCh are

evidenced in the attention he pays to his personal appearan~e an.dhis "obvio1.lS 'effortS' to
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d~lnotl5trate that he is really itrather:humble,3.l1dregular guy.'" H~ is "somewhatconJpulsive"
in how he organizes his environmenl and business. Be is confident. self-assured, and.pos~~sse'S
an air of authority. While he.admits to at t1meswreStlingwith how to de.terminewho is an
"innocent," he has acknowledged ce.iebratingthe destruction of the World Trade Center. He is
intelligent and inteJlectually curious. Hedisplays"excelJentself-discipline."Theassessment
describes him as a perfectionist, pErSistent,private, and highly capable in his ~ocialinteractions,
He is very guarded about opening up 10others and your assessment repeatedly emphasizes that
he tends not to trust others easily. He is also «quickto recognize apd assess the moods and
mati vatious of others." PUrth~lO~, he is ptoud oHus IJ-biIi:tyto lie and deceive others
succc$sfuUy- Thrbtrg!:Lhis deception he has; among other thing$, prevented the lo.catiOllor al
Qi:eda.safehouses and even acquired'a United Na110nsrefugee;identifica\ion card.

. ACCbrdittg to )'O\.1tt~poris, Zubaydah does not haveany'pr~-exist4.lg mental qari4itloTis or
problemstbat would make him likely to sUfferprolongedmen~l harm Hom yourproposoo
imermga1.ionmethbds. Through reading bis diaries and interviewing him, you have found nO
hisrory of "mood disturbance or otber pS:j'chialric pathology[,]" "thought disorder[,]. . . endun!lg
!1'Wodor mental health problems." He is in fact "re'qJarkably resilient and confident thai he C<J.n
overcome adversity." When h~ encounters SiTesSor low mood, this appears to last olllyfor a
short time. He deals with stress by assessing its source, eva.lua.ting the coping resources availahle
to him, and then taking action. Your assessment notes that he is "generally s~lf~sufficient and
relies on. his ulldersrnnding an.dapplication of religious and psychological principles, mteliigeD.ce
and discipline to avoid and overoomepr-oble,ms." Mereover, you have-f<nmrl-tl1athe has a
<trdiabl~ arid durable support system" In his fajthj "the blessings of religious leaders, and
carnaJ.'aderie. oflike-mil1d~ mujahcdin brothers." During detenuon, ,Zubaydah has m~e.d his

mood, remaining at most points "circumspect~ ca.lm, cont!olled,aJid deliberate." He has
maintained this demeanor during aggressive intettogations and reductions in sleep. You describe
that in a.,T'J.initial confrontational incident, Zubaydah show~d signs of sympathetic nervous system
arousal., which you think was possibly fear. Although this incident led him to disclose
iDte!ligence infoffi1ation. he was able to quickly regain his composure, his air of confidence, and
his "strong resolve" not to reveal any infonna1ion.

Overall, you swnmarizehis primary strengths as the following: abililyto fot.ms,goa.l-
dirl;:1,;tt:uJisdpli.lle, [l1.tem!!:~nco;emotional rcsiliutlCC,5tr~t savvy, ability to organize and
manage people, keen observation skills, fJ,uidadaptabiJity(can anticipate and adapt under duress
;iild with minimal resources), cap~city to assess and exploit the needs of othets,and abiUty to
adjust goals to emerging opponooities.

You anticipate tl12the will draw upon his vast knowledge of interrogation techniques to
cope with the inteITogation.. Your assessment indicates th;it Zubaydah may be willing to die Ie
protect the most important information that he holds. Nonetheless, you are of the view that his
belief that Islam will ultimately dominate d1eworld and that this victory is inevitable may
provid~ the chance that Zubaydab will VV~infQrmationand rationalize:it s~lely asat~mp'orary
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setback. Additionally, you believ~ he may be willing to disclose. some information, pa..t1.icularly
information he deems to not be critical, but which may ultimately be useful to us when pieced

togetber with other imelligcl1ce infonnation you have gained.

m.

. Section 2340A ma.kesit a trinnnat offenS~tOranyper~n "outside of the Ui1lt~'StateS
[10] cqmri.1itO or attempt(] to commit torture." Sectkm 2340(1) defme;s tortUre a3:

a11actcommirted by a personacting under the color orIaw specifically intended to
iJ1l1iclsevere physical or mental pain or suffltrlng(ofh~rthan paifl or suffering
incidental to lavJfulsanctions)upon another perSoHwithin his custody of physical
comro!.

1&D.S.C. § 2340(1). As we outlined in our opinion on standards of conduct under Settion
2340A, a violation of2340A requires a showing that: (1) the torture occUlTedoutside the United
States; (2) the defendant acted under the color of law; (3) the victim was within the defendant's
custody or control; (4) the defendant specifically intend~dto inflict s«vere pain or suffering; and
(5) that the acted inflicled severe pain or suffering. See Mernorandumfor John Rizzo, Acting
General Counsel for the Central Intelligence Ag~ncy,from Jay S. Bybee, Assistant Attorney
General, Office of Legal Counsel, Re:Standards afConductfor Interrogation under [8 U.S,c.
§§ 2340~234fJA at 3 (Augu:3t1, 2.002)("Section 2340A Memorandum''). Yau hav~ asked.1.15to
assume that Zubayadah is being hdd outside the United Stales, Zubc.yad.ahis within U.S. .
custody; and the intelTogato!sare acting under the color of law. At issue is whether the last tW{)
e1ements would be met by the use of the proposed procedures,namely, whether those using theE~
procedures would have the requishemenal state andwhet.~erthese proced1.lres\>.rtJUIdinflict.
sever~ paio or suffering within the meanin¥ Qftl~ statute.

Severe Pa;:niJr Stmerimr. In GIrderfDrpaii10r sufferingto rise to the level :oftortute, th~
statute requir~s that ~tbe severe. As we haveprevlQusly explained, this reaches only ~xtre:me
acts. S!!e id. at 13. Nonetheless, drhwingupon cases under the Toct:ureVictiniProtect!on Act
(TVP A), which has a d~finition oftort\1re that is similar to.Section 2340"s d~fini'tion,we found
that a single event of sufficiently intense pain may fall within this prohibition. See id. at 26. As
a result, Wehave analyzed each of these techniques separately. In further drawiitg upon these
cases, we also.have found that courts tend to take a totality--of-the-circumstam:esapproach and
consider au entire course of conduct to determine whether torrurehas occurred, See id at 27.
TIlerefore, in addition to considering each technique separately,we COD.siderthernfogether as a
course of conduct.

Section 2340 defines torture as the infliction of severe physical or mental paiDor
suffering. We will conside.rphysical pain andmcmal pain sepa.rately. See 18U.S.C. § 2340(1).
With res~t to physical pain, ,...repreviously concluded that "severe pairC v,~thinthe meaning or
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Sectiou 2340 is p11inthar is difficuil for the individual to endure and is of an intensity gkin to the
pai.n accompanying serious physical injury. Se.eSection 1340A Memorandtlltl at 6. Drawing

upon the'TV? A precedent, we have i10iedthat examptes of acts inflicting severe .painthat typify
torture are, among other things, severe beatings with weaponssuch as cJubs, and rhe buming of
prisoners. See id. at 24. \Ve conclude below that none of the proposed teduuques inflicts such
pain.

The fae.ial hold al1d the ait~ntion grasp involve no physical pain. In rhe absence of such
pain it is obvious that they cannot be' said. to fnflict severe pbysical pain or suft-~ring. The stress
positiqns and wall standing both may result in mu:scle fatigue. Each involves the sustain~d
holding of a position. In wall standing, It will be holding a.position in which all of the .

individual's body weight is placed on his finger tips. The stress positions WiULikelyil}ylude
'sitting on the floor \-vithlegs extended straigQ.t out in front and arms raised aQove the head, and
kneeling on the: floor and leaning back at a 45 degree angle. Ari.ypain associated \Vilh muscle
fatigue is not of the intensity sufficient tGaIDoi,Intto "severe. physical pa.in or sl.!if~ting" ~der the
statute, nor, despite its discomfort, can it be said to be diffh:ult toenau.re. Moreover, you have
orally informed us thai llOstress positkm will. be used that could interfere with the healing 'Of
Zubaydah's wound. Theref-ore, we conclude that these techniques involve disCOl11fortthat ralls
far below the threshold of seVere physical pain.

Sirn.ilar.ly,although the con:finen~nt boxes (both smaILand large) are.physically
Ui1d3nlfortable'b~'U5~ th~i.tsjzer~itts movement, they are notso smail as to require the.
individual to contort his body to sit (small box) or stand.(large box.). You.have also orally
informed us that despite his wound, Zubaydah remainsquit~ flexible, which wouldsubstantiaUy
reduce any pain associated with being placed in the box. We have no information f,romtbe
medical experts you have consulted that the limited duration for which the individual is kept ill
the boxes causes any :mbstantial physical pain. As a result, we do not think the use of these
boxes can be said to cause.pain that is ofthe intensity associa(~dwith serious physical injury.

The use. of one of these boxes \.vith the introduction. of an insect does not alter this

assessment. As we understand it, no ~ctually harmful insect \viLlbe placed in the box. Thus,
tl;l.Oughth.e introduction of aninsec.t rnay produc~ 1repidaHon in Zubaydih. (\\il1ich we. discUss
belo~), it ~ertainly ilot::sHot t.:<iuse:physical' pUln.

As for sleep deprivation.,it is clear that deprivingsomeone of sleep does not involve
severe physicat pain within the meaning of the statute. ¥lhile steep deprivation may involve
some physical discomfort, such as the fatigue ot the discomfort experiencOOin the difficulty of
keeping one's eyes open, these effects remit after the individUalis permitted ({)sleep. Based on
the.tacts you h<iveprovide.dus, we ar~ no! aW31'eof any evidence'that sleep depnvation results in
severe physical pain or suffering. As a r~lt, its use.does not violate Section 2340A.

,~.

Even thO$t techniques (har uwohrepilysical contilct between tl1~interrogator and th~
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individual do not result in severe pain. The facial slap and wallingcOllt£inprecautions to ensure
that no pain even approaching this level results. The slap is ddivered with frngers slightly
spread,whichyouhaveexplainedto us is designedto belesspainfulthana dosed-handslap. .

The slap is alsodeliveredto thefleShypartof theface,furtherreducinganyrisk ofphysical.
damage or serious pain. The facial slap ..toesnot produce pain that is diffi<:tiltto endlire.
Likewi!;e~walling invol~ quickly pulling the personforivar~an!ithen thrusting him against a
flexibk f.alsewall. You have in:forme.d.ustha.ttI1esound ofhitting thewaH ,,@ :J:ct4alttbe"far -
worse than any possible injury to the.inc\ividua,l.The U$~of the rollw towel around the neck also

. reduces any risk of injury. While.it :mayhurt to be ptiBhedagainst t11c\v.alI:,any'pain.exp~riencoo
is not of the intensify associated \"ith S'erious.physical injury.

As we understand it, \\rhenthe waterboard is used, the subject's body responds as if the
subject were dro\vning-even though the subject may be well aware that he is in fact not
drowning. You have 1nfom1edus that this prdcedi.1r~does not inflict actual physical harm.. Thus,
although the subject may ehl'erie~ce the fear or panic associatedwith the feeling of drow'nillg,
th~ waterboard does not inflict physical pain. A5we ex.pWnedin the SecrioQ2340A
Memorandum. "pain an.dsUff~ring:>as used in B~ctidn2340 is best understood as a.smgte:
concept. not distinct concepts of"paio" ~s distingUishedfrom "Stdfering.t. See Section 2340A
Memorandum at 6 n.3. The waterboard: which inflictsno pain or actual harm:whatsoever, do<!s
11.0t:in our view inflict "severe pain or suffering." Even if one were to parse the sta,tu~e:more
fi..'1elyto attempt to treai "suffering" as a distinct concept, the waterboard could not be said to
inflict severe suffering. The watel'boaro is.simply a controlled acute e.'pi5od.e,lacking the
connotation of a protracted period of time generallygiven to sufferlng.

Finally, as we discussed above, you have infom1edus lhat in determining which
procedures to use and how you wiU use them; youhave selectedtechniques that will not ham1
Zubaydah's wound. You have.also indicated tl1atnumerous steps will be taken to enSure ihar
n.oneofthese procedures in any wa.yinierfefe~ with the pI'Qperheating of ZUtJ~ydaJ.1's wound.
YOlll:ta.vealso indicated that, should it <ippearat any time that.Zuba)~ is experiencing severe
pain or sufferirtg, the medical personnel. .onhand will ~op rb~use-xif'anyteehz:iique.

EVelt wilen a11of these metltods are considered combined ih an overall coUrseofcoDdu.ct,

they still wQuldnot inflict seVere physical pain or suffering. As discussed above, a nutnb~r or
these ac.e:;result in no phYEical pain,other5 prc.wll1cconly ph)'sical d.isC()mfort. . You have
indicated tbat these acts ,:viI!not be used with substantialrepetition, sa thai there is no possibility
that severe physical pain could arise frDmsuch repetition.. Accordingly, we conclude that thes~
acts neither separate1.ynor as part of a course of conduct would infliCtse.ve.rephysical pain or
suffering within the meaning or the statute.

~

We next consider whether t\le use of thesetechnjques would inflict severe memal pain or
suffering within the meaning of Section 2340. Se.ction 234{) de.fmes sev~re mental pain or
suffering as "the prolonged mental harm causoo by or resuiting !.Tom" OJ1Gof sevetol predicate
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aCtS. 18 U.S. C. § 2340(2). nose predicate acts are: (I) the iniemiona!infliction or threatened
infliction of severe physicaJ pain or suffering; (2) the administration or application, or threatened
administration or application of mind-altering substances or other procedurescalc.ulatedto
disrupt profoundly the sen$esor the personality; (3) the threat of imfl.linenldeath~or (4) the threat
that any of the preceding acts will be:done to another person. See Is U:S_C.§ 2340(2)(A.)-{P).

. As we have explained, this list of predicat~ acts is exclusive. See Section 2340A Memotamlum:
at 8. No other acts can support 11charge under Section 2340A 1J.asedon rhe infliction of severe
men:alpain or s.ufferlr.g.See id. Thus, if themethodsthat youhavedescribeddo O:oteither in
and of themselves constitute one of these acts or as a course of conduct fulfill the predicare act
re.quiremellt, the prohibitioll has n.otbeen violated. See fa. Beior,; addressing these-t~c!tniqucs,
\.lIenote thai, it is plain that none of these proceduresinvolves a threat to any third party, the .use'
or any kind of drugs, or for tht reasons described above, the infliction of severe physical pain.
Thus, the question is whether any Qfthese ~(;t$,separately or as a course of conduct, constitUtes a
threat of severe physical pain or suffering; a procedure designed to dismpt profoundly t4e sen~s,
or a threat of imminent death. As '\J;,-epreviouslye~plained, whether an action 'Cbnstitutesa threat
must be assessed nom the standpoint of areasonfj;~leperson in the subject's position. $e:~ia: at"
':i.

No argument can be made that the attention grasp or ~ f-adalhold constiiute threats of
imminent death or are procedures designed to disrupt profoundly the senses or personality. In
general the grasp and the facia! hold win startle the subject, produce f~, or even insult him. A.s
you hav~ i1uortned us, the.llSe.of t:h.ese.teclmiquesis.not a<:coDlpaniooby a.specific vetb;l!,.threa.t
of s~vere physical pain or suffering> To the exrentthat Uu~set~hniques could be considered a
threat of severe physical pain or suffering, such a threat \vould have.to be inferred from the acts
th~m$elves, BeCause these;actions th~mselves involve no pain, neither could be interpreted by a
reasonable person in Zubaydah's position to constitute a threat of severe pail1or suffering.
Accordingly, these t<.votechniques are not predicate acts within the 'meardngof Section 2340.

The facial slap Jike\vise.falls outside the set of predicate acts. It.plainly i$ not a threat of
imrninent death, under Section.2340(2)(C), or a procedure designed to disrupt profoundly the
senses orpersonaliry, under Section 2340(2)(B). Though it may hurt, as discussed above; the
effect is one.of smartingor stingingaridsurpriseor humiliation,bmnotseverepain. Nor does it
alone constitute a threat of severe pain Ofsuffering, \U1derS~ctiQn2340(2)(A). Lik~ th~ facial
hold and the attention grasp, the use of this slap is not accompanied by a specific verbal threat of
further escalating violence. Additionally, you have infonne.dus that in one use this teclU1iqu(;

- wi11tyPically involve at most tWOslaps. Certainly, the use of this slap may dislodge any
expectation that Zubaydah had thai he would not be touched in a physicallyaggressive manner. .
Nonetheless, this alteration in his expectations could hardly be construed by a :rea$onableperson
in his situation to be tantamount to a threat ofs~vere physical pain or suir~ring. Atmost, tillS
t~cJ.mjquesuggests that the circumstanc-esofhis confinement and interrogation have Ghan.ged.
Therefore, the fadalslap is not within the st8tu~' s exclusive list of predicate aets.
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Walling plainly is not a procedure calculatedto disrupl profoundly the senses or

personality. \Vhile walling involves wh.atmight be c.haracierizedas rough handling, it does nOt
involve the threat of imminent death or, as discussedabovt, the uillictiol1of severe physical pain.
Moreover, once again we.understand that use of this tecluiiquewiUno(be accompanied by any
spe.cific verbal threat that violence wi]1.e.nsue'absenrcooperation. Thus, like.the fa~ial slap,
walling can OJtlyconStitutea threat of sev-ere.phYsicalpain if a reasomibleperson would in(er
such a thr~t tI(jm the use of the technique itself. Wailing does not in and of.itselfi!i£'1icts~vere
pain or suffering. Like the facial slap, walling mayalter ~ si1bj!Xt's.e)..~t!3iionas.to the
treatment he believes he will -receivc- No~etheless,the character of the action farls so far short of
inflicting severe pain or suffering withind1e meaningof the sts:tllt~matcveIi if he inferred.that
greater aggressiveness was to fOllow,th~ type of acti0l1Sthat could be re:asonably~ antidpated
would still falLbelow anythingsufficient to inflict severe'physical pain or suffering under the
statute. Thus, we conclude that.this teclmique falls outsid~the proscribed predicate acts.

. Like walling, stress positions and wall-standingare noi procedures calGularedto disrupt
profoundly the senses, nor are tile)' threats ofim:minem death. These procedures, as discussed
above, involve theuseofmw;de fa.tiwre to 'encourage cooperation and do fLotthemselves
'constitute the infliction of severe physical pain or suffering. Moreover, there is no aspect of
violence to eith.er technique that.remotely suggests future severe pain or suffering from which
such a threat oHuture lumn could be inferred. Th~y.simplyinvolve forcing the.subject to remain
ill uncomfortable positions. \J,.'hiJethese actsmay indicate to the subject tbat he:may be plaCed i.n
ihese positions again if he does not disclose information,the use cfthese ~echniqjJ.~.wouJdn.Qt
suggest to a reasonable person in tM subject's posi,tionthat he is bein.grhreatened with severe
pain or 1>uffering.Accordingly, we c.oncluderbat these tv.'oprocedures do not constitUTeany of
the predicate acts set forth in Section 2340(2).

. As with the other techniques discussed so far, cra.'11pedccnf.nement is not a threat of
.immi.nent death. It may be arg~ed that, fecllSingill part on the ract that th~boxes will be."\.vith?ut
light, placemel1,t in these boxes would constitUte a procedure d.esignedtb disrupt profoundly the
senses. As we explained in our .recent opinion, however,. to L(di..<rruptprof-oundly th~ senses" a.
technique must produce an extreme effect in the subject. Se.e Section 2340A Mi$1Cit3.ndum at
10-12. We have previously concluded that this requires thai the. procedure cause substantial
interference with the indi,,;dual's cognitive a.bilities or fundamentally alter his person.a.lity. See
id. at 11. Moreover, the statute requires that suet! pt'ocedure-smust be calculated to produ~ this
effect. See lei..at 10; 18 U.S.C. § 2340(2)(B).

=

With respect to the small c.QnfiIi~mentbox, YOllhave informed us thai be woula spend at
most two houn; in {hisuox. Yau have informed us thB:1your purpose in using these boxes is 110t
to interfer.ewith his SEm'sesor his personality,buttocausehimphysicaldiscomfortthat will
encourage him to disclose critical infOlmation. Moreover, your imposition ofume limitations on
the use of either of the boxes also indicates that lhe use of these boxes is not designed or
calcul:Hed to disrupt profouIldlythe senses or personality. For the iarger box. in.which he can
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bod1 stand and sit, he may be placed in this box fO.f:UPto ~ghteen h<JUfSat a time, while you have

informed us tha1 b.~will never s,Pend more thqrt an hqur at time in the smaUer b~x. These time
lim.its ~rther enSure that no profqund disruption ef tM ,Sen..."6Sor p~rsonaljty, were it, even
possible, would result. As suc~ the use (i)fthe co'nfihemettt boxes does not tOllStiture a
procedure calculated to disrupt profoundly the senses or personality.
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. Nor docs the use of the boxes threaten Zubaydah vlirh.severe physical pail! Qr suffering.
W\1ile additional time spout in the boxes may be threatened, their use is [jot accompanied by a.ny
express threats of severe physical pain or suffering. Like the stress positions and walling,
placement in the boxes is physically uncomfartable but any such discomfort does not rise to the
leve] of severe ph.ysicalpain or sufferiD:g. Mcordj~gly, a reasonable person in the subject's
position would not infer trom. the use oftbB technique that severe physical pait1,is th~Ile.Xt stet'
in his interrogatot's lreatment of him. Theiefo~, we couc1udethatthe uSeor the:confinemem
boxes does not fall:v.rithin the statute~s required predicate acts.

In addition to using theeonfinement boxes alone, you also would like to intrqdiice an
insect into one of the box;eswith Zubaydah. As we understand il.,you plan to inform Zubaydah
that you are going to plac~ a stinging insect-intothe box, but you will actually place a harmless
insect in the box, such as a ca:terpill.ai.Ifyau do so, to ensure that you are ol.1tsi~ the predicate
act requirement, you must infonn him that the insects Willnot have a sting that would .produ.ce
death.or severe pain. If, ho,v~ver, you were to place the insect in the box without informing' him
that ye\:1£lre.Mt.hg-sO,then; in Gr<:!~~~.uot-Gotl1Inita pr.edi.cateact, yau.should.not affirm.ati.v..eqr....
lead Q.irpto believe that any insectis'pi'est:rt{wbiab. hf.1S<1-cl-1Mfl,,,,,.-nul ' "L" ..'"

~4cina." ,,_..

'cdtmg.<lS'YOu~~.-ejthet.,o

th.e approaches we have described. Hie insec.t's placement in the box would not constitute a threat
of severe physical pain or suffering to a reasonable person in his position. An individual placed
in a box, even an individual with a fear of insects, would not reasonably f~l. threatened with
severe physical pain Of suffering if a caterpillar was placed. in the box. Further, you have
informed us that you are nol aware that Zubaydah has any allergies to insects, and you have not
informed us of any other factors that would caUSea r-easonable perSOllin that same situaiiontQ

. believe that an un.knuwllinsect would cause him tieve.n:physical pain or death. Thus, we
con.clude that the pl~rnent aftIle. ins~t in the confinement box with Zubaydah would not
constitute a predicate act.

.,~.~

Sleep deprivation -alsoclearly does not involve a.fhreatof imminent death. Aithough it
. produce,s physical discomfort. i1cannot b~said to constitute a threat of severe physjGalpain Of

suffering from the perspective of 11reasonable person in Zubaydah's position. Nor could sleep
deprivatigBCofistitute a procedure calculatedto disrupt profoundly the senses, so long as sleep
deprivation (as you have informed us is your intent) is used for limited pe.riods,before
hallucinations or other profound disruptions of the senses wouJdo~r. To be sure, sleep
deprivation may reduce the.subject's ability to think on his feet Indeed, you indicate that this is'
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the intend:~d result. His mere reduced abilHy tQevade your queStions and r~siqt 8,Mwerjng d~s

not,however,rise to th~levelof i:!lsrtip,tl.OJ:!. r:e<!\.liredby !.heStatut~. As we explained above, a
disruption within the meaning of the statutei:san extreme one, substantially iIiterfering with an
individual's cognitive abilities, for exampk, inducing hallucinatiDns; or driving him Coen.gag'e in
uncharacteristic self-'destructive behavior. See infra i3; Section 1340A Memoranduin. at ! 1-
Therefore, the limited use of skep deprivation doesnot constitute one of the required predicate
3CLS.

We find that the use of the waterboard constitutes a threat of imrn1uent death. As you

have explained the waterboard proce.dure to us, itcteates in the subject the unc<m1;rolla:ble
ph.ysiological sebSation that the su.bjec.tis drowriil1..g..Altbougb. the proced!1re will be monitored
by persorinel with medicall1'a1ning and extenSive SEREsc.hool cxp~Jience with this pro~dure
who v?ill et1s\.1rethe subject's me-nta! and pb.ysical safety, the subject is not aware of my ofthes('}
precautions. From the vantAge point ofany reasonable person tL\1.dergoingthis procedure ill sucl1
circumstances, he would feel as ifhe is drovming at very moment of the procedure due to the

uncontrollable. physiological sensation he is experiencing. Thus, {hj~proce,dure Gantiot be
viewed as too uncertain to satisfy the imminence requirement. AccQ!.'dillgly, it constitutes a
threat of imminent death and fJlfills the predicate act requiremernunder the statute.

Although the \vaterboard constitmes a threatof imminent dea.i4 prolonged mental harm
must nonetheless result to violate the statutory:prohibitionou infliction of severe m~tai pain or
suffering. See S~tion 234QA Memomndum at 7: Wehave previously CQnclud~ .thatprQlonged
mentalharmismentalharmof someJ;as:tingdurntion,a.g;, mepM!hart!)}as;tingmOl1tI1sory~a+s.
See I'd. Prolongeq mental harm is not simply the stress experienced in, fore:.xIDn:ple,.'iU}
interrogation by state police. See id. B>lSedon your researchinto the U5eof these rn~th0dsat the
SERB school and consultation ...Iithothers v"ithex~rrl'se in.the field ofpsychblogyalid
interrogation, you do not anticipate that any prolongedmental harm would result ITomthe use of
the waterhoard. Indeed, you h.aveadvised us thai the relief is almost immediate when the cloth is
removed from the liose and mouth. In the absence ofproJongcd mental harm, L10severe qlental
f1:'!inor ijllffr.rinewould 11;'1\,?-hr,~ninflicted, andthr::~e of these prQcedure.swouldnot c.QU$tjn1tt~
torture within the meaning of th~ statute.

V/hen these acts are considered as a c.Qurseof condu~ 'wearc UI1surewhether these acts

may constitute a threat of seve~ physical pam or suffering. You have indi~ted to us that you
have not determined either the order or the precise timing for implementing the~eprocedilres. It
is conceivable that these procedures could be used in a course of escala{ingconduct, moving
incrementalJy and rapidly ITomleast physicaUyintrusive, e.g., facial hold, to the most physical
contact,e.g., wallingor the waterboard.Asweunderstandit,basedon his treatment~ofar,
Zubaydahhascome1:0expectthatno physicalhamlwjlJbedoneto him. Byusingthese
techniques in increasing inieIlSityand in rapid succession; the goal w01,lldbe to dislodge this
expectation. Based on the facts you have provided to us, we <:annotsay definitively that the
entire course of conduct would cause a reasona.bleperson to'believe that he is being threatened
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with sevcre p3in or suffcring \',;ithin tbe mcaning of section 2340. On the other hand, however,
under certain circumstances-for example, rapid escalation in the use of these techniques
c1JimiTIating in the waterboard (which we acknowledge constitutes a thr~at ofimmincnt death)
accompanied by verbal. or other suggestions that physical \~olence will follow-might cause a
reasonable person'to believe that they arc fac.ed with such athreaL WithDUi Iuote information,
we are uncertain whether the course of conduct would con:stitUt~a predicate <lct under Section

2340(2).

Even if the course of C(J1iductwere thoughtto pose a threat of physical pain or suffering.
it "vQuIdncverthelcss-on the facts before us-not constitute a violation of Sedion 2340A. Not
only must the course of conduct b~ a predicate act, but also those who use th~ procedure must
actually cause proLongedmeatal hann. Based on the infmmationthat you bave provided to us,
indicaing that no evidence existsthat.this course of conduct produces any prolonge.dmental
harm, we conclude that a cou..-seofconduct using these proceduresand culminating in the
waterboard wouLdnot violate Section 2340A.

Specific Io.tertl To violate the statute; an individu~Imust have the specific intent to
inflict severe pain or suffe-ring. Because specific intent iS2ne1ement of the offense,the absence.
or specific intent negaies the charge of torture.. As we previouslyopined, ill have th~ required
specific bi.tent,an individual mus[ expressly intend to cause such severe pain or suffering. See
Section 2340A Memor8...11.dumat 3 citing Carter v. UniTedStares,530 U.S. 255,267 (2000). \Ve
have fl.1rthetfound that if a defendant acts with the gQodfaithbe!ieftlta.this actionswill not
cause such suffering,he has not actedwithspecificintenLSeeid. at 4 citingSouthAIl. Lmtd.
Ptrshp. a/Term. v, Reise,218 F..3d518, 531(4th Gr. 2002.)..A,defendantacts ill goodfaith
whenhe has<tnhonestbelief thathisactionswill ilotresultinseverepainor suffering.Seeid.
citing Cheek v. UYJitedStates, 498 U.S. 192,202 (1991). Almollghan honest beliefl1~'not be
reasonable, such a belief is easiertD establfsh wbere there is a reasonable basi~ fot it 8eeid. at s.
Good faith may be esmblish.edby, among other things; the reHanceon the.advice of experts. See
id. at 8.

Based on the information you have provided us, we belie.ve that those carrying out these
procedures would not have me specific intent to inflict severe physical pain or suffering. The
objective of these techniques is nOt to ca.use severe physical pain. Fir$t, the CDnshmtpresence of
personnel with medicaLtraining who have the authority to stop the interrogation. should it appear
it is ffiedir..<1LIyn~('.essary inciir..?t\~~th::i1it i:; no! yom lalent to CD.llSeS~VerephySicalpain. The
person.neL00 site have ex.tensive experience with these specific tedmiques as they are used in
SERE school training: Second, you have infonned us tha.tyou are taking steps to ensure that
Zubaydah's injury is not worsened or his recoVeryimpeded by the use of these techniques.

Third. as you have described them to us, the proposed technjques involving physical
contact between the inteITogarorand Zubaydah actually contain precautions to pn;:vent~my
serious physical haxm to Zubaydah. In "wailing," a rolled hood or towel wm be used to prevent
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whiplash and he will be permitted t(Jrebound from the fle>..iblewall tQreduce the likelihood of
injury. Similarly, in the "facia! hold:; the fingertips will be kept well a'l;,rayfrom the his eyes to
ensure that there is.no -injuryto them. The purpose of that faciaJh.ol4is uot,injuI'ebJni.but to
hold the h~d imm:obile. Additionally\ while:the s-tressposirionsand wall sta..'1dingwill
undoub~edly result in physical discomfort by tiring the muscles, it is obvious !bat t~es~ positioo's
are nOt il1tel1d~dto produce the kind of extreme pain requiredby the statute.

Furthennore, 110specific intent to cause severc mental pain or suffering appears to be
present. As we explained in our recem opiPion, an individualmust have the specific intent to
cause prolonged mental harm iu order to have the specific intent to inflict severe mental pain or
suffering, See Section 2340A Memorandum at 8. Prolonged mental harm is substantial mental
harm of a sustained q.uration,e.g.) harm lasting months or even years after the acts were inflicted
upon the prisoner. As we indicated above, a go(jdfaith-beliefcan neg~tethis dement.
Accordingly, if ~ individual conduc.t:ingrite intert(jg!!tionhasagood-fuith belieftbat the
procedures he \vHlapply, separately 0rtogether, would 110tre.5\lltinprotongedrnenta:! hann, tMt
individual lacks tHet'~quisitespecifi~ intent This conclusion concemjng_~dfic iptent isfurthet
bolStered b)r the due diligence &~t has been conducted conceliiipg the-effectSof these.
inrerrog-ation procedures;

TIle mental h_ealthexperts thai you have consultedhave indicated that the psychological
impact of a course of conduct must be ass~ssedwith referenceto the subject's psychological
history and cun'eat-mental health statllS. The healthier the individual, the less likely that the use
of anyone procedure or set of procedures asa course qf conduct will result in prolonged mental
harm. A comprehensive psychological profile of Zubaydah has b~el1created. In creating this .
profile, your personnel drew on dUect illterviews, Zubaydah's -diaries,observation of Zubaydah
since his ce,pt1,Jr~,and ;"f-nm1An('\nfrnm f!the-r~\1rr.es shch ;1.<;-othetlntelJige~-3!ld press reports.

/~,"~A

As we jJldicatoo abovl1, you hav~ inf-orm~ llS that ycmr propoSed illtenogatiol\ methods
have been used and continue to _be-used-in SERE training. It is our undersranding thai these
techniques are Dotused one by one in isolation, but as a full course uf conduct to resemble a real
interrogation. Thus, the information de."ivedfrqm SERE training bears both upon the inlpa.ctof
the use ofthe individual t~chnique.sand upon their use as a cours~ of cQnducL You have found
that the use of these methods together or separately, includingthe-use of the waterboard, bas not
resulted in any negativelong-te~ mentalhealthconsequences.Thecontinueduseof these
methods without 111enra1health t:;onsequencesto the trainees indicates that it is highly improbable
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that such consequences would result here. Because you h.aveconducted the due diligence to
. determine that these procedures, either alone or in combination, do not produce prolonged mental

harm, we belie.vethat you de not meet the specific intent requirement necessary to violate
St'crion 2340A.

-,

You have also informed us tbat you have r~viewed the reLevant literat\.fre on the subject.,

and consulted with outside ps:ychologists~ Your review of the liieratur~ unC{)ver.edno empirical
data on the us~ of the.s~procedures, with the. exception of s!:eepdep;:ivatkJt1for v...<hichno long~
term health consequences resulted. Theo4tside psychoJogistswith whom you consulted
indicated were unaware-of any c.ises where long-term problems haveoccurred asa r~sutt oft~ese
techniqueS. .

As described above, it appears you bave conducted an extensive inquiry to ascertain what
impact, if any, these procedures individually and as a:course of tonduct would have on
Zubaydah. You have consulted with interrogation exp~rts, including thos~ with substantial

SERE $<::11001experience, consu1ted with outside psyc.hologists, comple~ed a psychological
assessment and reviewed the. rel.evant literature on this topic. Based on this itlquUy, you belie.ve
Llut the use of the procedures, induding the waterboard, and as a CO\.lrsc,of conduct would not
result in pro!:onged menta! hann. Reliance ou this information abOD!Zubaydah and about the

'effect of the use of these techniques mote geuerally d.emonstrates the presence of a gDod faith
beiie[ that no prolonged mental harm will result from using these methods in the interrogation of
Zubaydah. Moreover, we think that this represents not only 311honest belief but also a
reas-onable belief based on the information-that you have supplied to us. Thus, w~ believe: tbat

the specific i.ntent to inflict prolonged mental is Dot present, and consequently, there is. no
sp'ecific intent to infiict Sev~e mentai pain or suffering. Acc.ordingly, we conclude that on the
facts in this case. the use of these methods separately or a course of.condu.ct wou~d Rot violate
Section 2340A. .

Based CHithe foregoing, and based on the facts that you hav~ provided, wed::includethat

the interrogation procedures that you propose would not violate Section 2~4:0A.. Wewi:sh to
emphasize that this is our best reading of the law; hoWever, you should be a.w.arethat there are no
cases construing this statute; just as there have been no prosccutions brought under it,

Please let us know tfwe can be of further assistance..

~ ~~11 ~

. Ja S. Bv
S5' . nt Attorney. eral
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Guidefipes on Confinement Conditions For CIA Detainees

"

These Guidelines govern the'conditions of confinement for
. CIA D~tainees,who are person.' ion
facilities that are under the control of

acilities"} ~

TneseGU£delines recognize that
envirorunental and other conditions,".as"well. as particularized
considerations affecting any given Detention Facility, will.
vary from case to case and locationto location". " "

'I

L Hiniim.uns ",.

2. Xmpl~nting Proced~res
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Guidelines on Confinement Conditions for CIA Detainees

.

3,- Res~onsih~e CXA Officer

. 'The Director, ,DC:!: Counterterrorist Center shall
erisure (,a),thac, at all tim~s,a specificAgency staff
employee (the ~Responsible CIA Officer-) is designated as
responsible for each specific Detention Facility, . (b) that

each Responsible CIA Officer has been'provided with a copy of
these Guidelines and has reviewed and si.gned the attached,
AC,knowledgment, and..(c) that each Responsible CIA O~ficer and
each CIA officerparticipatingiT'! + "" ,.."o.",i-~ "' ~,.,,.., ",-F '
individuals detained pursuant to

with a
rsuant
and has

reviewed and signed the Acknowledgment attached thereto. ,

SUbject to operational and security considerations, ,the
Responsible CIA Officer s~all be present at, or visit, each
Deteption Facility at intervals appropriate to the
circumstances. '

4.

APPROVED:

\ \~~\O!a
Date
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Guidelines on Confinement Conditions for~rA Detainees

ACKN~

- I, . I am theResponsibleCIAOfficerforthe
DetentionFacilityknownas . By my signature.
below, I acknowledge that I have read and understand- and will
comply with the ~Guidelines on Confinement Conditions for CIA
Detainees' of.. I 2003. .

ACKNOWLEDGED.

Name Date

TOP
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" .
These Guidelinesaddres$the"conduct of interrogations of

"- persons who are detained pursuant to the authorities set
forth ""'

These Guidelines complement internal Directorate of
Operations guidance relating to _the "conduct of " "
interrogc;\t.ions. In the event of any inconsistency between
existing DO guidance and these Guideli~es, the provisions of
these Guidelines shall control. """ "

:1.. permd~sible Xnterrc~ati~~ ~achniques

Unless otherwise appro~ed by Headquarters, CIA
officersand other personnel acting onbehalfof CIA may use
only Permissible Interrogation ~echniques. Permissible
Interrogation Techniques consist of both (a) Standard
Techniques and (b) Enhanced Techni"ques. " "

" Standard Techniaues are techniques that do not.
incorporate physical or substanti~l psychological pressure.
These techniques include, but are not limited to, all lawful
forms~f questioning employed py US law enforcement and
militarY interrogation personnel. Amt;mg Standard Teclmiques
_are the llSe of isolation, sleep deprivation not to exceed
72 hours, reduced caloric intake (so long as "the amount is
calculated to maintain the general" health of the detainee),
deprivation of reading material," use of loud music" or white
noise (at a decibel level calculated to avoid damage to"the
detainee's hearing), and the use of diap~d
eriods (aenerallv not to exceed 72 hours,-

0
I
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~
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. Enhanced Technioues are techpiques that do
. incorporate physical9r psych~logical prassure'b~yond
Standard Techniques. The: use of each specific Enhanced
Techn.ique .must be approv~d py Headquarters in advance, ro;d
may be employed only by approved Interrogators for use w~th
the specific detainee, with appropriate medical and
psychological participation in the p~ocess. .These techniques

. are, the attention grasp, walling, the facial hold, the
.facial slap (insult slap)', the abdominal slap, cramped
confinemerit, wall standing; stress pO$itions, sleep
deprivation beyond 72 hours~ the use of diapers for prolonged
periods, the use of.harmless inse~t~, thewa~er board, and
such other techniques as may ..1~especifically approved
.pursuant. to paragraph 4 bel~w.' The us.eof each Enhanced
Technique is subject to specific temPoral, ~hysical, and
re~ated conditions, iriclu~ing a competent evaluation of the
medical and psychological state of. the ~etainee. .

. .2. M~dic~~ and Psycihoiogica~ Per.sonne1

~o riate 'medical arid psychological personnel shall
be eadily.available for consultation ~d
travel to the ~n~errogation site d~ing all detainee
interrogations employing.Standard Techniques, and appropriate
medical and.psYchological personnel must be on site during
all detainee interrogations. employing 'Enhanced Techniques.
In each case, the .medical and psychological personnel shall
suspend the interrogation if they' determine that significant
and prolonged physical or mental injury, .pain, or sUffering
is likely to result if .the int.erro9"at;i.onis not suspended.
In any such instance, the interrogation team shall.
immediately report the facts to Heaqquarters for ~agement
and legal review to.determine whether the interrogation may
be resumed.

3. In~errogation Personne1

The Director, DCI'CounterterroristCenter shall
ensure that all personnel directlYengaged ~' .

interrocration of nersof.ls'detained pursuant
have been appropriately ~creene rom

me~caL. PSYChological, and security standpoints), have
reviewed these Guidelines, have received appropriate training
in.their implementation, and have completed the attached
Acknowledgment. . .
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4.A.pprovais Reqni~ed

Whenever feasible, .advance approval. is.required for
the use. of Stan9ard Techniques by.an interrogatian team.. In
.all instances, their use shall.be documented in cable
traffic!. . Priar ~pprayal in writing .(e.g.,by written
memorandum or in cable traffic) fram the Director,. DCI
CoUnterterrorist Center, with the concurrence of the Chief,
CTC Legal Groy.p, is.r.eqUired for.the use of any.Enhanced
Technique (8); and ma,y..beprovideq, .only where DJCTChas
determined €hat. (a) the specific detainee is believed to.
possess "infarmation ~baut risks to the citizens. of the United
States Or ather nations, (b) the ..useof the Enhanced
Techniciue(s).is apprapriate in order to obtain that.
informatian, (c) .apprapriate meqica~ aridpsychalogical
.personnel have. concluded that the use of the Enhanced
Technique(s) is not expected to produGe ~severe physical or
.mentalpainqr suff.ering," and (d).the personnel authorized.
.to. .employ the Enhanced. Tec11Il.ique.(s).have completedthe.
attached Acknawledgment. Nothing in these Guidelines alters
the r~ght to. act .in self-defen!3e. .

5. Recordkeep!ng

In each interrogation sesslan. in which an Enhanced
Technique i.s employed, a cantemporaneaus reco.rdshall be
created setting. forth the nature and duration of each such
technique employed, .the.identities of those present, and a
citation to the required Headquarters approval .cable. This
information, which may be in the form of a cable, shall be
pravided to Headquarters. .

APPROVED:

CM
Date
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I, :'. ., ackD.owle'dge that I bave read and
understandand will. c01l\Ply wi th the "Q\1.idelineson
Xnterroaations Corid~ctedPursuant to

. ACKNOWLEDGED:
"

Name Date',
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The following guidelines 'offergeneral references for medical officers supporting
~.~ detention of terrorists captured and turned oyer to the Central Intel1ig~nceAgency for
interrogation and debriefing. There are three.different contexts in which these guidelines
m~y be applied: (1) during th~.petiod of initial interrogation, (2) duririg;the more

s,u.".s,t"31.',n,,,e-dlle-n,'old. 01 'dle-bl'de-fin.~' a.t, an.. inlt,e-Trolgation sit,e, and. (3'
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DRAFr OM~ GUIDELINESON~ICAL ANDPSYCHOLOGICALSUPPORTTO
DETAINEEINTERROGATIONS'

. . September 4, 2003
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- INTERROGATIONSUPPORT

,? .

1 .

.: Captured terrorists turned over to.the C.I.A. for jnterrogation may be supjected to
a 'o/iderange of legally sanctioned techtiiques, all of which are also used.on U.S, military
p~rsoimel in SERE training programs. These are designed to psychologically "dislocate"
th~ detainee, maxi:tnize.hisfeeling of.vulnerability and helplessness, and reduce or
eli;rninatehis will t.oresist o~ efforts to obtain critical intelligence.

. . .

. .' Sanctioned interrogation tecluiiques must bespecifically approved in advance by
th~ Director, CTC in the case of each individual Case. They include, in approximately.
ascending degree of in~enSity: ' .

,

Standard measures (i.e., without physical or substantial psychological pressure)
Shaving .

Stripping .

Diapering (generally fo.rperiods not greater than 72 hours)
Hooding ". .

Isolation
White'noise'orloudmusic(at a decibellevel thatwillnot damagehearing)
Contin:uouslightor darkn~ss ,

Uncomfortablycoolenvironment .' .

Restri~ted diet, including reduced caloric intake (sufficient to maintain
. generalhealth) .'

Shae;klingin upright, sitting, or-horizontal position
Water Dousing
Sleep.deprivation (up to 74.hours)

-Enhanced measures (with physical or psychological pressure beyond the above) .

. A~noon~~p ,

Facial hold'

In&ult(facial) slap

"

.,
,

'\"

~
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AQdomiIiafslap
Prolonged diape~g
Sle.epdeprivation (over 72 hours)
Stresspositions .

-on knees, body slanted forward or backward
'--leaning with forehead on wall

Walling'. -'

Cramped confmement (Confmenientboxes)
Waterbmu-d' . ., .

, '

, In all instances the general goal of these t~chniques is a psychological imp'act, and
not ,some physical effect, with a specific ,goalof "dislocat[ing] his expectations regarding
the treatD+enthe believes he will receive.. .:" The more physical techniques are
delivered in. a manner ~arefully limited to avoid ~~qus physical harm. The slaps for
example me-de~igi1edUtoinduce Sb,ock,surprise, andior ];lum,iliation"and "not to inflict
physical pain that is severe or lasting." To this .endthey -mustbe delivered in a .
specifically circumscribed ~er, e.g., with'fingers spread. Walling is'ollJ.yagainst.a
springhoard designed to beJoud and bouncy (and cushion the blow): All walling and
most a~ention ~ps are delivered onJY,withthe subject's head solidlysupported with a
towel to avoid extension-flexioninjury. - . , -

OMS is responsible for assessing and monitoring the health of .allAgency
detainees subject to "enhanced" interrogation techniques,,aridfor detenhining that the
authorized adininistration of these techniques would not be expected to cause serious or
pennanent harm. I "DCI GuidelinesIIhave been issued formalhing these responsibilities,
and these should be read directly.

Whenever feasible, advance approval is'required to use any measures beyond
standard measures; technique-specific advanced approval is required for all "enhanced"
measures and is conditional on on-site medical and psychological'personnel2 confirming
from direct detainee examination that the enhanced technique(s) is not expected to
produce "severe physical or mental pain or suffering." As a practical matter,the
.detainee's physical 'condition.mustbe such that these interventions win-not have lasting

1 The standardusedby theJusticeDepartmentfor "inental"harmis "prolongedmental
harm," i.e., "mentalharmof some'lastingduration,e,g"mentalharmlastingmonthsor years."
"In the abs-enceof prolongedmentalharm,no severementalpain Orsufferingwouldhayebeen
inflicted,".Memorandumof August1, 2002,p. 15.' -

Unless thewaterboardis being used~the medical officer canbea physicianoraPA; useof the
waterboard requires the presence of a physician. .

2
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effect, and his psychological state strongenough that no severe psychological harm will
result. . .

The medicafimplications of the DCI guidelines are discussed below.

General intake evaluation

I, "' ,-, -. n-'. '-, I""'" '''"'1'.';'' ,.

Although brief, the data should reflect what was checked and include negative fmdings.

. Medical treatment

It is important that adequate medical care be provided to ~etainees, even those
undergoing enhanced interrogation. Those requiring chrom~ medications should receive
them, acut~J:IlediGaloroblems should be treated. and adequate fluids and nutrition
provide<;l.

3
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The basic diet during the period of enhanced interrogation need not be palatable,
but should hiclude adequate fluids and,nutrition. Actual consumption should be

,monitored and recorded. Liouid Ensure (or equivalent) is a goodwav to assure that there
is adequate nutrition.

Individuals refusing adequate liq~
~tage should have fluids administered at'the e~liest siins of dehydration.-

[Ifthere is any.question
e monitored and recorded.

"

Uncomfortablv cool enviroiunents

Detainees can safely be placed in uncomfortablv C
lengths of time, ranging from hours today~..

Core body temperature falls after more than 2 hours at an ambient temperature of
lODC/500P. At this temperature increased metabolic rate cannot compensate for heat.
loss. The WHO reconunended minimum indoor temperature is 18°C/64°P. The
"'thermoneutral zone" where minimal compensatory activity is required to maintain core
temperature is 20DC/68°Pto 30°C/86°P. Within the thermoneutral zone, 26°CnSop is
considered optimally comfortable for lightly clothed individuals and 30°C/86°P for naked.

, individuals.

If there is any possibility that ambient temperatures are below the thermoneutral
range, they shouldbe monitoredandtheact1.1altemperaturesdocumente~

ii-:'

4



, TO

",,,,

::":;~:j

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I~~,

I ~'":~"C'

I

I

I

I

I

I

. -

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

~te :noiseor loud music

As a practicalguide,there is no permanenthearingrisk for continuous,24-hours-
a-day exposures to sound at 82 dB or lower; at 84 dB for up to 18hoUrsa day; 90 dB for
up to 8 hoUrs, 95 dB for 4 hours, 'and 100 dB for 2 hours,. If necessary. instruments can
be provided ,tomeasure these ambient sound levels.

Shackling

Shackling in non-stress~ positions requires only monitoring for the development
off .re-ssure- SOlres- with. a.. .rol .ria.te- tr.e-a.tmaue-netan.'ed. a.d.'ustm.. e-nt.o.f thle-shea.ckl. e.g as.,re-qluire-d., " ,

" ", '" , " " , " '" " ' ,,,' ' ' " ,' ," """ , ,' "" " ,,, ' ',' ,',', " ' " , , ' , ", ,,'
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Assuming no medical contraindications are found, extended periods (up to 72
hours) in a standing position can be approved if the hands are no hicl1erthan head level
and weight is borne fully bv the lower extremities.

-.-

.'
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Sleep'deprivation

The sta,ndardapproval for sleep deprivation, per se (without regard to shackling posi~on)
-is72 hours. Extension of sleep deprivation beyond 72 continuous hours is considered an
enhanced measure. which requires DICTCpnor approval.

. "

NOTE: Examinations peifomzed during periods of sleepdeprivation should'include the
current number of hours without sleep; and, if only a brief rest preceded this,period, the
specifics of the previous deprivation also should be recorded. '

. Cramped confinement (Confinement boxes)

confinement in.the

small box is allowable up to 2 hours. Confinement in the large box is limited to 8
consecutive hours, .~%'""'~'" "

7

T



- --.----

-p--

. ' '- .
.~ ..~

~-

'"'",6;0 \
'~1~1 TOP

Waterboard

!.

This is by far the most traumatic of the enhanced interrogation techniques. The
historical context here was limited knowledge of the use of the waterboard iri SERE
training (several hundred trainees experience it every y~ar or two). 'In the SERE model
the subject is iIDmobilizedon his back, and his forehead an~ eyes covered-~ith a cloth.
A stream,of water is directed at the upper lip.. Resistant subjects then.have the 'cloth-
lowered to cover the nose and mouth, as the water continues to be .applied,fully
satur~tingthe cloth,andprecludingthepassageof air. .Relativelylittlewaterentersthe . -

mouth. The occlusion (which may be partial) laSts no more than 20 seconds. On removal
of the cloth, the subject is iJ:nmediatelyable to breathe, but continu€?sto have water
directed at the upper lip to prolong the effect. Thi~ process can continue for:se~eral
minutes, and involve up to 15 canteen cups.of water. Ostensibly the primary'~esired
effect derives from the sense of suffocation resulting nom the wet c10thtemporarily
occluding the nose and mouth, and psychological impact of tb.econtinued application of
water after the cloth is removed; SERE trainees usually have only a single exposure to
this technique, and never more than two; ~ERE traip.ers'consid.erit their most'eIfectiye
technique, .anddeem-it virtually irresistible in the trainlng setting.

\
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"
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The SERE training program has applied the waterboard technique (single

exposure) to trainees for years, and reportedly there have been thousands of applicatipns
without significant or lasting medical complications. The procedure noneth~les~carries
some risks, partjcularly Whenrepeated a large number of times or when applied to an
individual less fit thana typical SERE trainee,' Several medical dimensions need to be
monitored to ensure the safety'<?fthe subject.

In our limited experience, extensiVesustalne~ use of the waterboard can introduce
new risks. Most seriously, for reasons of physical fatigue.or psychological resignation,
the subject may simply give up, allowing excessive filling of the airways and loss of
consciousness. An unresponsive subject should be righted immediately, and the
interrogator should deliver a sub-xyphoid thrust to expel the water, If this fails to restore

. normal breathing, aggressive medical interve:rition.isrequired. Any s~bject who has
reach~d this degree of compromise is not considered an appropriate candidate for the
waterboard, and the physician.°I.1.the scene CaJ;].not approve further use of.the waterboard
without specific C/OMS consultation and approval. "

,.

, .

A rigid guide to medically approved use of the waterbo~ in ess~ntiallyhealthy
individuals is not possible, as safety ' will depend on how the water is applied and' the
specific response each time ids used. The following general 'guidelines are based on
very limited knowledge, dIawn 'from very few'sl1bjec~swhose experience and response

. was quite varied. These rep~sent only the medical guidelines; legal guidelines also are
operative and may be more' restrictive. .

.J

, .

~~
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. A series(withina "session")of severalrelativelyrapidwaterboardapplicationsis
medically acceptable in all healthy subiects. so long as there is no indication of some

~ -- Severalsuchsessionsper 24 hourshav~beenemployed.without
appar~nt medical complication.. The exact number of sessions cannot be'prescribed, and
will depend on the response to e~ch. If more .thaci3 sessions Of? or more applications

> are envisioned within a 24 hours period, a careful medical reassessment must be made
. .befor~each later session. - .

By days 3-5of3D:aggressiveprogram,-cumulativeeffectsbecomea potential
concern. Without any hard data to quantify either this risk or the advantages.of this
.technique, we believe that beyond this poiI1tcontinued intense.waterboard applications'
may not beniedically appropriate. Continued aggressive ~e qf the waterboard beyond'
.this point should be reviewed bv the HVT team in consultation with HeadQuartersDriorto
'any further aggressive use.

NOTE: In order to best informjUture mediCaljudgments and recommendations, it is
. . imporlant that every application of the wat~rboard be thoroughly document~d: hQwlong

each application (and the entire procedure) lasted, how much water was used.in the
process (reali~ing 'that much splashes. off), how exactly the water was applied, if a seal
was achieved, if the naso- oroTopharynx was filled, what sort of volume was expelled,
how long was the break between applications,' and how the subject looked between each
treatment. .

TOF

10

.-



!j,;.:!':'<:""'-'" .

;;~;~

'.'.'''''~.'4..~',

"

TOP

11



/

v_~-,-/



C054b3863'

r

'~/

ocivi(}'2~

0 0 0 o_~-~_~_~---m--'

~

/:
-~ m - (b 1)
TOP SECRET - (p (3}-
- - - ( (5).

(S
. CI ' '

ft
,- ;

ecunty ass) Italian 1 ; .

/
i

F..



C0540386-3

~o~
'(

1-
I~
I

>. "'

~.1 -.

(

000lQBl

(.

.TOPSEJRE~

.. --------

~ 02



C0540386'3 .'.

I

I ~.~.'

I

I

I

I

I

. ,- .

(

r .

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I (

I

I ~~- -

I --. .

I

(

-.---

.'

This Page left intentionally blank. .

. .,-.. ",..

0001082

2

TOPSEfRE'li
J

3



_m_-""-- -""-"---"

C0540386'3

I

I fAl .

I .~.

I

. .

I .
~:b~i

(

I

I

I

I

. . TOPSEF

] -

(

-

OOC1083

- - 3 .

. JTOP SEr~

}r'
-



--

C05403863

.-.

"!;i)<K1.:\ .

(

. (

j~
~"

~

TO~ :SECRETf

I- 1

~-

l

t

kopSRr~

OOC1084



C.0540386'3 .

I

,{:~r~*~

(

~
J .

(

'~" .

(
[

Arjto
-."","""

5

TOPSErRE~

OOf,1085

r



.w. .--------.

C0540386J

I '..' .

I

'-

," "',
,.;,.,.~

I (

I

I

I

I

I

I

I f

I

I .(

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

:,
-,

I\..-

I ~~--

I

I

TOPST~

LpSE~

p

] . 0001.086



C0540386'3

(

r

(

TOPimi3

.-- .

7 -

TOPSEil

0001087 .

'.

Ji.



C0540386'3

tt!;~1\
(

SECTION 1.0.- OVERVIEW':
I'

1.1 Overview

r

. ] !=fforts againstthe At Qaeda terrorist organization have ushered
h"mdreds of suspected and known group members into custody. M~ny of these

detain~ have proven to be sources of actionable intelligence d~aling with a wide

rqnge of co~nter terrorist issues...A small number of thege detainees are reco"gnized .

as well-placed AI Qaeda operatives, who hold s\3cret cQnsiderable info~mation on

their organization's past activities and future plans. Thesetargets of highervalue, 'or .

High Value Targets (HVT) , have been uncooperative" during debriefings, and

-resistant to our standard interrogation efforts. In fact, extensive experience with AI

Qaeda prisoners h~s made .it eV,ident that certain detainees have received formal
~ .

training in techniques to resist interrogations,and that they are particularly adept at, .

. using cultural differ'encesas both an interactive impedimentto the interrogation

, 'process and as a psychological support mechani~mbehindwhichto hide.from

interrogative efforts.

(

] As thewar againstterrorismcontinues, more HVTs willbe.~Ptured. In
order to 'effectively deal with this special P9pulation!,Director,CounterTerrorist

CentertaskedtheI Ito set up and train interrogation

teams wt)ose membe~. ~ave the skills and experience.necessaryto.navigatepast
resistance, and emplOy'syste'maticinterrogationstiategies to .acquireintelligence.

Incumbent to this approach is resistancetechnique identification,and,when

serviceable, implementation of certain specializedcountermeasures.
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Jci:soPhiStieaiedlevel-.of

resistance training is available to high-risk AIQaeda operatives.

0 t11isend; SKUltUllycrattea ettectlVe

countermeasures .havebeen developedinsu~ a waynotto violateUnitedS~tes
Federal and Internationaltortureprohibitions. .

.~
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2.2
" ~ . .

Anticipated Future Demand.
- "

Results from the first AI Qaeda HVT interrogated using the

. aforementroned enhanced techniques~ Abu Zubay~a, ~ave been outstanding. Abu

Zubayda reached .a satisfactory level of compliance in August '2002. Since April, the

interrogationteam has produ~ I~ctionable.intelllgencedisseminations.

. from Abu Zubaydah. This has ultimatelyled to some instances of the US

Government being able to neutralize AI Qaeda capabiJities worldwide before there

was an 6pportuni~ forthose capabilitiest~ ~ngage in operati~ns hannful.to the

United States. Because ofthis,US Government decision maj<ershave a positive'

view of the program, and there is pressure to increase HVf InterrogationProgri1m
. .

capabilities in the shortest time possible.

] h the success ofthe program and of otl:1ercounterAI Qaeda activities

continues to lead to the cap~re of additional HVT candidates, itcan. be reasOnably

expected. that intelligence disseminations will lead to even more HVf candidate

captures .and the likewise increase in demand for more HvT program services.

2.3' .Operational "AssUmptions

D Re~lJired resources will be a~proved and available forthe HVT Interr~ation

.' Program as depicted in Section 4. Such r~ources are crtticalto the success of the

Program's abilityto meet identifiedcustomer requirementS.
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] The program will provide for the increase ~demand'of fully qualified

jpsychological services by carefully increasingthe:number of

interrogCitionpsychologistsfr9ma-limite<tpoolof appropriatecandidates, -

maintaining expertise through a'o-aggressive/training and me-ntoringprogramwith- - " - - - -'

well documented oversight of all activities to ensure ql,lality control.
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2.4 Technology'

I I As directed by the Director of Central Intellige'nce on '28
, , January 2003~ Interrogators may only use "permissible interrogation

techniques". Permissible techniques include Standard 'and Enhanced'
,I \Ail'enhanced techniques require prior

Headquarters approval based on the provision of a detailed inter'rogation
plan. ' '

, ,

D Standar~ Interrogation Techniques: These are techniques that do
not incorporate physical and psychological pressure. These techniques
include, but are not limitedto all lawful'formsof questioningemployed by
U.S. law enforcementalid military interrogation personnel. Isolation,
sleep deprivation (not to exceed48 hours), red,ucedcaloricintake (so
long as tMeamount is calculated to maintain the general health of the
detainee), deprivation of reading material, useof'loud noise (not'

C
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-damaging)!- and the use of "diapersl/ for limite-d:periods -- - -
-- . - . )/ and moderate psycholog!cal pressure are authorized.

]Shackles may be used for securitY reasons while a detainee is
~tanding; so long as due care is taken .to.ensure that the shackles ate

ither too loose nnr ton tiaht fnr nhvsic;'

Accordingly, where shackles are to .be employed on a
standing detainee's wrists~ they should be shackled loosely and at the
level of the detainee's he'ad to avoid problems during this' phase..[

CJ Please note that shackles may b~ used to keep a detainee in a
standing position during periods of non-enhanced sleep deprivati6n
(shorter than 72 hQurs), so long as the aforemention~d considerations
are followed. . -

I Enhanced Techniques: Involves techniques thqt DO
incorporate physicaJ-C?rpsychological pressure beyond standard.
techniques. Alltechniques are designed to not engender lasting and
severe mental or physical harm to the detainee. It is understQod that
some interroqation techniques incorporate mild physical pressu.reC

I" ,lIt is not intended, -
.however] that the detainee actually suffer severe physical or mental pain;

[ 16
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in addition, appropriately trained medical and--psychologk:a1perSohnel'are
present throughout the process. Our attorneys have presen-ted our legal

- analysis to the legal adviser to the National'Security Council, to the Office
of Legal Counsel at the Department of Justice, and to the Criminal
Division at Justice/ and the Counsel to the President has been briefed as
well. These enhanced techniques ilicl~de:

I

r

Facial slap
Facial hold
Attention grasp
Abdominal slap
Walling'
Stress positions
Sleep deprivation beyond 48 hours
Use of diapers for prolonged periods
Use of harmless insects
Cramped confinement

I

i,

(

Water Board
, ,

I The use of each technique for each detainee isdependent to
specific temporal, physical'; and related conditions, including a competent
evaluation of the medical and psychological state of the detainee.

, -

~ The use of each specific enhanced technique must be approved
~quarters in advance, and may be employed only by approved
interrogators for use with the specific detainee, with appropriate medical
and psychological participation_in the process. '

Y -'.

Compliance to"safety and legal issues willbe addressed before a~y
app KaHon of physicql pressures tan be used against the-detainee. The

, detainee's physical and emotional state will be a primeconsideration
before any application of physical pressure.

- [
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~ These techniques will be used on an-as needeC!basis and not
a~se techniques will'necessarily--be,used. The interrogation team
wiHuse these techniques in some comblnatio'n to convin~ethe detainee

, that the only way he can influence,his environment is through
cooperation. Genera~ly,'these techniques are used in an escalating
fashion, culminating in the water'boardi but not ne!=essarilyending in this
techniq~e. Note: the techniques generally lose their effectiyen~ss after
severa!"repetitions.
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'?'~fit1 ;;11-'.A,.be4ip- a1:-A~"bilkemMul1anp.uadHassan. a.k.a..Abu Zubavdah

\[ . . 1 .., .. ...
Tb.'thol1owl11;z DSVchOlogIcal f.i,.SSeSsmentof. Zam 81-.Aaed.m al-f\rmleen.."'~ ~. - '.'-

ry'1uhamm~4Hassan, (a.k.a..Ab~ Zl.lbH.ydah)is hased npOTlthe r~:llts of direct interviews. . ~:~. . ;. . . . .. . ;. '"
wIth a:nO,crn~ervatlOm;of the sU:pj(~ct, and from In!Yrm.atlOTI Otrt::l\"r.;>;":".".,.,., .~
<"-m'fees sudh as il1tf;iil~'p.r.;'" m'1d Dre.s!! ','pni~,.t;I'HY

00039

-U~

~* '
Ba~~grouJJ.dIn~c[ill£ticu~.1<01'at least a decad~, suhjed has.lived and \vorked

. 1-.' .~.", ,. ,- ,...c" . ' h
' -"

\'il1.um an e~~!nn:mmel1tthat nas }Or1G.on.ed,nnrtur.eG.) mtellSl.ue(1, ana. ,eward.eu .1SrM1Clli

bdlefs. T~t follm"ling is r:par~allist of respoIlsi.b11itie~that the Sli~ect has held (n()
,v~ril' ""~!" ,,-r ()f~er"\ 1,";!', 'b-i-""':' 1' <:<"..Ii "'''' l] !'!;..' .~! ~

) '~;,,<: P i
t u.}'''''. v< :~:r AJ' ') A ~ "' , . ~ ~,.~ "'.J -' A ~'".'" ~ .

, . . \it\ . .\. ,... . , .' .. .. .
ilkon Zu.iJa )'f~l~bworked trom vetil JGw-levelDJU1ab.ldml~ai1e(1couner t)ysome) tv niLeaf

'.'" ,:J . "' "

2<1t~Htblrdor fourth mru.1:hnaJ.-Qa'ida, No (;ne rises to that b;iel in suc.ha short
per.i4~ of time-'vvithoutb~ing dedicated, tmsted, and strong.

1~ 1

AHeged to 1~~\ve\',rrittenaJ-Qa'idi,'s manual on wsislance techniques aDj lectured on the

tOPid~\\\
Involved in ~kry major al..Oa'idi ternHis! oDeratlon; served ;;1.0$the ope.ratinnal-pb.ruler

H "',,' "

'for H@miHeml1uffi pl,it (2\O{){)),ti:i::Paris embassy (200l) a.nda planner of the 11- . :~;~ . . ~. . .:;.. " , . - .

~e:pr.~W.berIlJ)acl'Jngswmfh hUed and manned tflonsands oJ.Am~ncans.
\R\ .

Served as 5el~t:prUsama BinLa(H~Jiente:mmtand plaY<':Ga key role in the mov~ment lli:d
tra.inH~~of operatives on h~:halfof al.Qa'ida. the Eg:.'ipti:mIsJamic Jihad) ar;.d
of!.. ('1' i~Tr(' n

'
s',' ",J'~m{~') t';:; 1n~; d<,,'n.~ "V I' ~;' aT1 <m.-1 ,~,fOj'n qf>1star>'"1 ?<>v' ,,"'''~ :>k"e'y

'

pIa'v",""~n<1J.'." ,,,"'~, ., , ~ . V4. v _~qA ~. <'n. ", <>=>'-' ""'0 .=~,~ . D. . _~.A J ~l ,..

the 1trl~lenui1Jl1lthreat last~{ear and aDpear.s to be engaged iiI ongo1ngt~ITorism.. . ;:::~. '. v,-. , ~. .. 4.. - ,. -: ,.' -- . " .
p!ann~}fg agamsI U~ mtcTC$tS. Zm:>aydall is 'Wcu"lted111Jordan. wr 1m;rol~ m tnf.;
!',,1ille9~1umplot. .

1i ~

D-irected the s~;.rt..up (;1"a :8111Ladir ceE in Jordan that was disnrpted in Amman. 1D.

Decent~~r 1999 for plotting teITorist acts agai11St US [{flU19aeIi targets Gl!ring tJ!e
.~<." :<:~ 1 '.' ..:., --~, , y .." I
iYlihen~~furrlce tvranons ut\Jon1an. 1WO ce,ntralhgure-s 01 tl1,Cplot, UilUer arr~st
" ~ fv:" j .-\- 7' d . ,.. , .. ~ t . II 1 , 1
!CHm.L.i~~{;hau dmayan as bemg tlle pnmarv suuporter or tJllSG~ ane tne p>ot.

- U . i .> .'

Managed a net.trork nftra:inir;g canlDs. safeholises, and rmy"ahedin-rdaterloffice-sin- . r:: . ~ - ;-' t '. '. . . . .
Pe.Slla.V{Wand 1\;:go.t:111Siml,PS81Stedm otnt.'TextTf;~lg men,
money ~ihd ruaterials in S1.lP~<Jrtofva..iolls Jiihads---.~~. . .. .
+,'"""""I;~~~ . .
,,"v ,'{v ~t'
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.::iervtQ lli.~U~puty t..amp COrnn1{I.l"1derIOral-~...!a'!d.aIt"altll1lgca.<'T;:

PtrJ~naU'j' arroroved "6nulyami >!raduat~ml of aU trainees:".: .. . '.' ~

-i:rc~'1999-200(}. From 1996-1999: ap-prm.1edan indl-)riduals
g01i;l~ in and out oCAfghanistfu'1. to (b.e lrain.\n.g camps. N'o one came 1n and om of.. b . . ..:;.. . """'~''-'' ... .
Pes~;%.war,PaKlstm1 \Y1thiJUtms knowled£e and. approval. ;)'~rveGa...,:ll-Va:~(l<rs

:d . ': "".. .
c{)oi~bu,tor of external cbnta.tts. or foreirm C-OID.l'llUn1cations.

- .illl .,. ,',. ..., ] . ,~-,...,.-
Acteri as aht~a'1Ga's \...1oHlcer 8:j'1d)vas '.msteG to !lUG SpItS Ul Hi.e!ln.miSL

. -:II '" . . 1 '... '.'" ~ ...'
Re.ie::1<mt dlstOi"V: ';:)UD1,ec;t rel'fl",nied. mat he D0rS1s~eu lor a Ie'?,! vear..>111hotdmr,:-":""'- ": L . ,- -

onto the po4~i.bmty th2J he cou14 eventually tmns-itim1 fromjihad life back into wHeg~

and pursuit Jrjfhls t:raditional,;d~catiol1aL career, and fmnily goa1s.As time p3SsZ~d.h.e
:3:I)"DI?,~rcd[t):i11nda speCial niche for him.s~lf. He became increasing1)" integra.ted into the
,,;' ., . M <" , ':. "', ~. "~.,".' ~ -
Jlhad.lst Ideqi:')g'jann nfest'{ie. B-eperiodicallv tClt pangs of h(;me~ac:.rness,Hingedtor the..i:?~ . -'. .; . " . ~ J. . . . ~

company c.q¥.fl>.'1uly,an.d la;'Jtas12:~ a.~(lUta luton:: as a cempnter ~xpert or cngrilee.r.

However, °1j~rtll'!lt.3,thi:: trequent..y ~iTIdintensity ofthese thDughts rmd feelings'
'b'n~,~.,,~h":r;t}I", beo:a',: t:'l tl-Ji'nl-:"Af ,n'< ';.~ti')~tyonr;::ide i'''a(! "S "-iF"" Eveniva11v h":
'''.':'.'.'''''~'~'h;'''''', . :;; .': -' , ,;. ..' "..~.., - ~'N ",r.': ~" . ~ '.' '.. ': ''''''.) ~,
!.mderstOG(l Hat OJSmmd aTIDheprt \vere (ievolc{l to servmg Alla11and iSlaffi tbroug,h ms", . y :f? ." ,:." . .,
)Ll1fiO..Be asttrted 111atne nas hap: "n,)' dOUDtS0, regrets ~ibont choosmg to pu,sue aDJ!..,.'. .
d~vo,.e hirfii@.fto 1ihad since thd mid-1990's.u.. , .

'."Jt"..,., ".";",,,~;...:: ',y "-,,,:~ '...,...",.J;,,,:,.;.~ '1"" ,,,',,,,,,;..'Pvh~k:~I3,t!., S:,:bjViA 1,,)a).n~hly ~'~l~-d!Jt,~.tv\l.lJ! ,:"i.1U,.;,...he, ~,r;z,--,.,:J.tS
ind.e l}}:.nd~!lIn, He seeks to ex press his independence bv doing th1ngS his own. wav H,nd

. :<.~ ,. < ~'" -
h',j,vIPO:<his (h'r~ stv1e ;0 th.'" .~}'te,h t1l'~t i">",can within t;.,c ;;"'U(';Y6 of '<'-ad~"als4Jfis'',°5 :~~<'"", .._v v L.. .~. "'. ..~ .' ,... ,.. ~..< ,... "u ~.L ,.'"
~nviromnenM. \Vhe,n he In.akes concessions, it is '81thi;::.the conte-xi o1'h18 idenlogbd and

reEglous cOJ!Wictions. He r.msna,~ci.s$i$t~cfe~tures tlUlt are evide.nt in.his atte.ntior:tQ his

appeamnce ~rd in ;;1$obvious "1f.forts" to demonstrat;:;tklt he 1.SreaHy a rat.her"humbk
a11dreg\l1ar Hw." Subiect clearhn}{)ssesses an a1; nl>mAJdence, :;:t';lt:~I~RH",!n,...~'"'m~

authority.

., ".'''...''''.'", ""'r:;":'~':~ -,._-
i .

".""""", '."'''''''''''' "..' 'W..'.'..'.' " ,.., ,

.,.:. - ':
celebrated. trM destruction of the Workl Trade Ct'nter,

';:Ii
H~ 1sHnteile.ctuallv curinus, skemicai and wary Gfother8' jTIh~nt,ons.possesse:~

", ;:.',,, ,. ,.>::tL-1'~ ~,';. ":"',, ~ , .:~"..,>,,~ ..; . . . ..:' ,.<>.,-+-..~ ~A.~' : .~Xv..,l,vnt s ~~li1~C~v.wlv ~.:;.d..:tadil ~ ~\",~)~lde Ius o:v~;.,lll~...re~t~ tl} ]1,...,\,,[his
... -,. g .".
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,~
v

lS tllgh~y sd~1anV-perc,~:Dtive <Lnd q111Ck.to recog!J.lzeand asses.sthe mDods and.: .~ :j,~ .,".' . Y' :, " . -~ ',.. . , . , .
motrvat1on$~jototners. he ,$ a1cirtand Keeniv GoserVanl0'1others' mt~ractJons, He'is
-.-:-"" "'I;~jb: ~,'j c'~A ,-,~:n,..,:L,., /",:"""~,,,o""~ "');' <'<'M'; <:,.~- ''''(;''0
::'w,vll;:,') ;,:;,~~,Il",~, tL, (."""':':"'':'} s<li1se <l ~.:.hHlt1,).:., >2,,'ll! e '\;~,;r.ln.:) ,-)~.lrhon" ,), ,evl.')"";,lli:;>" '

feel1ngs. I-~1is adept at CD:oosqgto (:onceal or <::oH,ieya partkular iittitu.deor emotion,
ri"'~<"'n"'~':o ~+l ;~;» ;~\

'
)
' nt p'y';' <>Y1,,'j' m':':'\','"'d<,~t,,, ,~t; :;"1 ~,,1":J' -",:,f t,,,:,,d<:to n'" ~; ">' I~

J ' -:".r1''<]'\' ['' P"''':'''''t~
'~"l'''-'~-''-''!:> ~l ".<.'- . , v,,", ,..",,, ":: "."". ".. ," " ""'J' ,,<,l. ,,~, .~,. ~. ",.,..,~, r' ,"' .V'y".,

whc) is skd~ical of others' i11ted110Ds;md alert for ulterior lHotiv$s, He is.mark~l~; .
~¥ .:

vigih;;t anG4.ends not t<Jtrust otbers e-asiIv,

,< Jl, . " / ,,"--, -:-' "~. ~.J.: "', . 'y :.; ~. I '."",.,,:; ~. ; ,.~ ,', , <,;,,', c' .; ".~
6Jhh,~Q.r~~\Ud~n..aj~"L\.~(:::.ill21R~~l:~.lk~, J,.y,..:,., ;';UD,;i;;'..t(; .)...vkg,..:U11d "" .

~,O,' .p..' 1""'< b,,,"'. H' ~~,. "'rl c' ",~p4:,) ",. "F.' y: '. " ;..,,,,.; , ,\ c<.'\ "0 .,...,.-t :.,..,:; ,,,.,, t
'

J "f. 11' ~. 1,~" '
lv" -.;;l v~, .::Je",,-"~'P<_'H ~.1n,..C''.'--'l'),:SU1C!J:1es auf. JILC, {,e.".} ,."<;,.,, ,;:,h. ;"",:,<-,,,,..,, 1,,-,,. 'v 1."" a

. ,,::,: ,..', .: . '" . ..,
1l13tory of l'f,iipoddJ.stum<U:lceor <~ithf.~rpsycbiatnc pa'mGJogy, Lndeed, Dl~;reported ad
b'K:\\.'11histNy iEdi.cates th4t he j.s remarkably resiJient and con.t1dent that he GUD

~~~,~r:~:~:~~,1t'~~:~;fbe=J~~ ~{~~,l~:~~,~):~;:~:~~~t::~~,l~:~:~;;~~;,a:~~~~~~~t~~~or

However, iis shift inlnOOQ \vilJ likely last a rdativdy short time, He d.~n.iesa:nd then.~is
no e:videnc~min his !,i;f,xyr!edhistArv of thou~;ht disl;Ir(k:, (,f enduring mood or mental healfh

Ubicct 1S2,eIle.rallv self-sufficiem f.-\':;,orelies on his nnderstmtding and
, , ~ v ,. " "

app1ic~ih0n:j0.fre1igi<~usfilldpsY4hoJogicalprinciples, intdligeIKe, J:,.<l{ldiscipline tQ avnid
,md oven:;G*~eproblc11~S,His fa~(h,the blessings ofrdigict1Sk,~de.rs, and<:amm-aaeTieof
like-minde4l.nujahedin bmthe1'$:hav~ pmvided him \vith a reliable and dmable s:upport

system.. :il~;
II '

Of~!rtict1!a:t'n<Jte has h:;jbnsuhiect's ability to rnanagehis moodand.err,ctions

during ca?t~1itj, Bei1:!gcil'cmn$pJ,,':G~,(:3.1'11,comIo'ned, aud d~liberate is like:lv
char~~teristii ofsubie,ct's demdnor nnde-rnre;;~JlrerE"inrt
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;/3 1/G3 DRA ~FT '

T'O'I' :;' r.R"'1,s.u:.

"'"

ad.cHtiOll.]Ii s]-;c;Nedstrong si~js of sympathetic neI'lOHS5vstem arousal (possiNv fear)
'<"~.,,, 1,~' .%t .. '<>~.,,<>.' .'"" ;:':.;,~" " ., ,» )' 1 ",' ::,' ~'''' '~,,' '"" , ~.' , :: J ".'
"k:.n ~"'"~~~?t.::.n",,~\..'v,1,;,:v ~".ll.h~~ hed (~lS.0~,al10n 0.:.expe",td.h.l'" J.Bte,r;edlOn ;;0110,vlug
"<">-"1'.' .~"'i:::,[) r ". is"h;" . ".,.s'ji"'lv "i "''1'''''<' j"" ," ",,,,' ~:.,' ('. ',11' ~~ ' ,,,..f:,, F '~~"""'''''I''
OJ,.vQ,cn \.L~h . J~ ..J ..,.." Uk. ~(l.,(., ...,XO"'5 "v",OH ", eAp~Hb\': J.n ,..J., ..U.k,- >"C.IH,r~r '('"$.o\.'",,,,\,.

to iJ1terr()1~tjonteCol1iques(tb~ btter ~wowhich he trained hundreds of others on) this
;;:~xp'erie:n{;~:~wasone of the f0w:tha; led to him proviJing significa.mactionable
irlf,~n;.;;",!'%.J A".I,.~" h.~pn n'o;;..,ir""J""~ ,~-,.rO'1'"'},01It 1-:;5 :""I'.~" t:-1,"ht

'
1''-'1f' 11' 1 >Wa~ ,:-;hi';' 1'1':-, ''''''''o~'"':}~'' ., ,,'.''.",d U~y... v "V,., 1...,,-, '''&-' .. ... .vvv.,. ~.".."'. ..!..a... ., "~" - L.<h" ~

quickly b~1l[;'GGhack from, 1hc~f~mnst disconcerting mQm~ntsand .regain an air of cairn

ooniid"~1 an~,~~:~::Ol~r ,:,:::;ng Wi:>~~er:"t;::O~~:IL'",
h~~~.le ~yofk.,-j<-;..~.. .<~.L:f')1{b:5 U t.hq SU.J,U;'., -th,j,J1ad. ,v,,11 ,I,:',;.o"aLs.y bt"

vi(:toriousi~$vef AUJt:Tican and fb.e -q.,:est.

b
N11~;,,,,.!

'
oY" <:;u;.)~"<,,, .,: "' fl' ~'."'-'I . n .~t;'("'-;')" 5 '11"->ij,-, nr ~,.,.,+!. ~" :~t' ~-'~"'- )

'"

~'u:\n~,~' ,- 'JV"~ :;':.!:f.,l:I"~) J.: ,. :'i<.<,,~,b ",.1;; \.-"" ,.J- ;"".:, ',>~'J-.<»,\"j,:.\.,i. .
", ,,*! ".' ;i"" '.., ~.,..." ~Y"f~' <>,,"', "'C .:y. ":,,. 'I ., , , ..,~.. - . t,:~ ~ 1. ,. ~ .1' ,1'1 1.
.::",,,,u$ilhef.jgv, fl0~"i~r, .\:~ "u,,,,,,,,!e, .)vH,:.\g :l,"; umm.l,;" s,-,,:v1ng ;:,.;, prop He" ,,,TIll.n."J;l,

pn-::-S'1'1"Q' -:\!h)lJ"f~ iily'd" (',,'rtr:t\,rfncy t" ihe e"tabF~b"'1f''1t ')f<::hari"~ "1o"Q,",ry ;\JlJSF~l

:'~':~,;~;;'~:i~~J1~~:bm,:;g ~o~~l:~ ,~rii~:~l~ u~:. M~;~iu~1i,~J;:~'~h~:t)~g'r;-~J:~tt1::~~:(~'~ld~~t;(i ,',

COTItd..:Uti1Ittn the n~st0,atlon (,f fh,;:;Pdestiri,m homd;md.
. hi~~2.rv Stren:jps. (i.n10 paniculm: ord.er)Ability to f;)Gus,goa!",d.irected

dlSc.iplinc;~~ltdLgence, emotioha.1resilience, streetsavvy,ab1ityto org3Jlizeandmanage
people, a~t~tyto ddtgate ta.<;k$,hen observat.ionskills,:fl1Jidadapt;:i:biJity (c~TIailti~ipat~

,md a(12pt~Wlderdur:::'ssa.ml ivith miD,im.a!resources), capable of assessing :md exploiting
the needs wl0tteI':~, ability w atiju:,>tgoals to emcrgingopp;)!'tunlties

1:;' :1'1
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.about his ~Npe:der:':;,"a~ a ~;apti":~of thf.: Egyptiar:s J.:~dRCiS<Zl1SIn add.ition, subjcf.t 1s

familiar a;~;~prob()b!y ';'ic]1\;;1'0;<:--:]f;,"gm:ding a!-Qi:'id;::"8 C2p:.iY1:)"and. rcsistance trail:i:.:.g

Jnatf.;ria15. :rfhliS, cne WGtild expect tha.t s,.:.bj~t \'iOCllddre;w Uf;on this fund. ofbwi,vkd.ge
00.a'tlc'D:1futsto:;;OGe with his :c'..vnGaDt;vit\'o

. . J)Ji?ct be1ie'/es in.the ~::tn"lt~ destiny ofI~~!an::lS to
dominate ~l~ev,iorid. H;; betic,;';:,>tin, global ','1ctcry'f 1.:;o:\'lt2ble.Thus, then~is the
ChrlTIcet.h<4Jrlt eouiJ ru.tion<~Lz6tha~ prGY1ding illio:rnacl()1Jw'i11h3:;]1J currenteftorts but
remesent q~~jva km.r!().::m~/sc:.thd~.
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tal. '&1J'lfuL91.Ald"'OMuhammadHas.",! a.k.a. AbuZubav,"",
Th~\j~ollO\villgpsydlOlog1cal assessmentof Zain aJt' Abf-Z1inal-Abide~n

MuhaJ.TIroaq\\Hassan.,(a.k.a. Abi~ Zubaydah) is basedupo!l\ihe resdts of direz:tintt:vie\vs
\>;;ith a11doqj~~rvaLiom,or the su~je:ct, and from h1fDnn.atior1obtained fwm coHaterai.
sources smc11asintem~ence fu'1&r,-re,~~r"',",

,<

1; ~ --- I

BR(~l~yJmg I.;'lforrnati01~.For at kast a decade, su~ect has lived and w,)rked
within 2'Jlet}rJronmennhat has ~ondoned, nurtured, intenstfi0d, and rewardedhis radical

he1bh, L1~ foUow~J1gis a p~4allist nf re,<;ponsibi1ities~at ,the su.bje;;thas held (no

particuhr ("i~rer). Subjedis z~)1ently 31 years old, I
AJm Zuba.y~tm worked from ve~y bw~kvd mnjahidin (catted cmrr.jer by some)hy age of

31 t*~thbl or fourt~ ma~ in al-Qa'ida, No one rise~ to that Je.velk slich a short
!)'''ri#d "'f tim'" wi<~nu' $ing dl'iiicattd tru~t;>J T"~ ,d,t'In"

i "li ". -/. c_,--'. 'or " ~-. " .,~ ,~ "'1 ~- - ~.
Ant.(~f;d to B&vewritten al-Qa'ida's Tncu1ualonresistanceIkhniques and lez:turtdon the

. ~ wpt .,.J . . I. .
Invo,\Vf--:1i.nMverymajor al~Qa'l~a WITOr1StoperatlOJ'l:serv¥ as m~ operaTIonalplaJ~ner

for ~~erni1.kD.nhm.lplot~20(0), the Parj;~embassy~OO1)and a p!al1l1erof the 11
SeoMrnber hi1(K~rJ.J1gSw&ich kil1ed filldmaimed ttdnsards of Americans.

.':li ~ ":1 j
Se:rvtd a~,st:f11.orDsama Bin Latin 1ieutencmtand played ~ke.y role in the mOV0Inentand

;rai1j~~ngof operativi;S Ol~behalf z'}fa1-Qa'lda, the E~yptian Islamic Jih3d, and
O'l"$"~'t c<'"<"'- to e,;" ~'" t <~-'S',1. '0,' '~ t r~. l ,", '.,.;1- 't"".~ R'- '''', "a., " I'"'' ~
,. "dJ eu ()D" ".>,.,il>,-,nS ~rl,,"e .:,a...\(ban. d.d. i11.gna!~~8",;;, ~ e ,,<'a~a x,,)- I; d..),,,,r,10

th~ ~1illennium tbre<1t laft yearand appears to be 4gaged in {)ngoingterrorism.
plaq~ing a.gainst US i11t.o/ests. Zubaydah is wante{~ hI ]ord,,m for his role: iJj the

Mill~Dl)itim pIot. Ii i

Dinx:ted tb.ij5tfb'1:-'UPof a Bin qdin cell in.Jordanthat wa~{Esrnpt$din Amrnanin
i).!;d~tnber 1999for plot~ingLerroristactsagainstl~Sand Israelitargetsduring the
1v1ilt,fl1r~lumcdd)f(itIoBijinJordan. '1\"/0centnl fi~lre$ of th~plot,under 3.;,;"{'st

ide.1f:fed AbDZUhaYda1'as being the primary sUP1om~rof this cell and th~ plot.
I\.1anaged a:~f;twfJrk of train11lg tamps, safehouses, andm~;ahedin~reJatezloffices in

Pesf:i*war<".noAfghan.is~n, assisted in other extra. ::; t,..",. .,,~ '.., ; 1"".A " g men,
TI1DQ4yand materials in tupport of variOu.sjihads

the i'orkL :;
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DuxtT I

'ijmOCRIT I .

Sf,Tved <1.<;9~futyCaIn
,

';P c~rnmf
,

d{;r for ~.Q~'ida ~ainin~Can
,

{i

,

~
, D"'j'"t)TI~n\f~mtm:"f"~e:Hn.'Yand graauati{H10taU tratptes-

- c1rca!\1999-2000.From 1996-1199, jpproved aU individuals

, gomg m and.oUt of Afgn~i$tari to the training car~;E. No Dl~$came in and out of
PesrHwar. PiKlsffi.uwith~ut his blowledge andapproval. Served as a1~Qa'i.d.a's

COO1rrnfttor,Yfextl'ITlal"l11ltacts,or foreign commtcations, '.

Acted as al~a'ida'5 CI QfficeI aJ-dwas trusted to fmd spk~ in th;;;1rmldst
Ii::: '11 \.

Rel~1~antHistoIY: Subje{t reported t!mt he pen;is~(X~fOIa few years in ho1ding
onto the po&iibilitv that he cuuld eventually transition fn:ml1ihad Hf~had: into colk2e

and pursuit P:t ills ~aditional ed~6ational, c.areer, and.f8xnUrgoals.As time pa.<;sedh~
appt;f1.reUto!~}nd<\special niche for himself. He becam,~iri.~n:a~~ng!yintegratedintn the
jihadist ide4~?gy and lif<;styk~.*e, periodically felt pangs 4f home~~kkness,longed for the.
COmpa!lYofl.:t:arcily,an.dfanta3i~~dabouta futum 35a comf.'l\t(~,~xpertor engineer.
H:..,,:</pv.o.rO~.ib-Y'l,[!"" f"<> ~<"""""' l'~'H '~nd 'n t"'''c l

'
t'' f'.f th""'''' (~J";'nhts and f...,,:jngs

-- <.H,.,' v, tr~W "':""...,'" H""i"'~ 'r; =, At."",) ::' ,'''''.'v"~V"f)" . . ..,,",",",
dimJ.BIsh'Bd.ff1e begM to tl'1inkqfany activity oUl'1idejiha~ ,E)"si11y", EY~ntuany, he
understood Uht h13 mind fu'1dhikt \;yere dev<Jted to servid Allah and Islam through his,,,,," ~,'.'

Jihad. He a~~rted that he hai:;h~~ "j1O" doubts or regrets aqo'U.t choosingto pursue ~nd

(bvotehim1:~lftOjlhadsinceth1rnid-1990'$'.1 .

Per~1.tul1itV:Subject is ~jhighly se1f-directed indv?uaJ \,<,hoprize.shis
ind.epende.ntf~ E{; see.ks to e~pi?:~~shh: indepe:DdeJlc{~by d%lngthings !'Js own ;;vayand
having hi~&i&nstyle to the e.xteiitthat he can withb (rle ~:ti:nctuIeof rildk:alsalafist~ ,.,.:" '.'. '"

envirOnnlf.;4\~. \Vhen he makes ~oncessirms, it is '~'iith.inth¥ CGllte:xtci 11.1$ideological and

.religious co~~~tictirms. He. h,lS !11rdssi~tic featur.esthat aTe !?vident in his a1tentioJ1 tl) his

appearancef;~d.in his obvious «~fforts" to demonstrate. thai 1~0lsre<\Hya rather "hnmh1e
ffi~dregular Hnv." Sd'\i~,('t cJe;1?hl n{\'i~e~:;;{":;:?11~ir t;f i~P,TifiH..rJ;'p;;~1f~~!<~"
authoritv.
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1S t:JgnJ.y Svipal!y pz:rceptI'-'e &113qritct tCJre.cognixe andafsessthe mOODSail
mc{ivauon!j,i\:of others, He is al*rt and keenly observant 011others' iDters.dlofJ.:,. K~ is

strongly in~~il1edto carefully g~uge a situatioll [1ebre vnlfin.g opin.k1m:or reve;ali1J.g

feding:~. lir is adept at {;hO<Js14gto concealor convey a ~"'ticular 3ttHudeor emotkm
depen.dinrd~n the context and 4':nmediate ml1ity. Su1:ject {~l1ds to bea very private persrm

'~>;ihcis £kej,itica1of others' intewti(JD.sand atert for ll1teriorl.mcdves.t-l~ iil,mrke.dlv
vigilant an\1hendsnot lo trust c1J;1erSeasilv,

FniJ.\\tiom1f\,1eW'11 STat:\fs!('m,iDO SbPs' Overall ~ub;e"'t' c'[';'J"'<<h:""lldas-"'-~<':':"'''-"~''''~'''' .Lt. '. , " "'cd. .~".:"---<-. ., j. .! '-- .> -'"'-"'O.t.e_. ,

:r<?vealedbif::~df~repo;:(UD.(lUd~gdjades a"'ldinte:rvi~w)d,besnot bdicat0 that he has <it
.biStC1Yof ifbod di~~tm:bmceor:[mter psychiatric pathGlogy, Indred.,his reported.fffiri
known histdrv indicates that 1'1&1:;re'iJwxkablvresEle.nta:nJ (:cmfUeni that ht: can'::'. .". , :.: :

Cr.'''''''>~.OT'~'''.n~"er9~'" .D'\:;"'" l <>'tW~
..

' (''''(''H''( )ll C .},~J' hi' .".>"p.r>r.;J"JCP, s. i'1r>X"':'('''f' ",tn"". a.':f1i',r
.~v.<~.."V \.h;' _.~'-.f' --'-'" It,:,,.;~~.,.>_.. ., \.'",,<...'.'v''- '" 'vf -. ...".~"""w. ",,'~,.:) ,.,N".

10\\1 r{t{)CJ~!:\};mayb(~:0xnesori,}ewhatmore;wllhdra,wn, ~f.'bncholy, and ref1e£tiYt..
However, Wffils shift in mDod 'wip meel)!last a rdatively Sh}1ITtin1e. He denies awj there is
nn evi.dencti\in. his re.DoneJ histbrv of llouf:1ht di~~orderC1."bndurinf: moexLor ment2i1 D~;alth

~~-- >Ut1JX;IS gt;feYally se1f-suftkit:nt a'flr!i5Ees on hh \lnderstcliaing and
r . ,.::., f

...
d

,.' -.
1

. , . ., . ",.. ; 1
.. . J. I ..

ap;~'I(::atJ{)4:f.r~J.lg~oGSan: ?51ftO Orp?~lpr:nC1p,~s,U:Jt~~Hgenc~,ap,rm:;C1p1ft to ~vow
anC1oven::.O'!tleproberJlS, Hts htth. the tw:-ssmgsot r-eil210U5leaders; a11dcamanden~ of
!i}~.e~n<jnde?ibmjahtdi.D. brother~ h~ve provided~hlm wifu ~ reEabk ad durahld ~mpport

system. II ! - :.. .
Of ffiill1icula:rnote bas t&en subiect's abilitv to ma.iage his mood and idj}otlcms

during det~TItkm. Being circD...1~~pect,~alm, Ci)ntt(~Hed,a.;c'1rl'~i,diberateis like}J
c.haracterisfk of SlJ'h;e£t'e; df':m~}mnr nnr1"" m;:>""n-r",nrh;' ;:; M~h'.-,. .

.'", T~,R~~p.ytsEC!-~,
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add.ition, he'::' owedsITongsign~;of sympathetic nervous s~stt;m a!rmsa1(possibly tea-)
whert he e' ,~nenced the initial 'jb:mf.wntational'}dis!tx;atiqn of exp{;dation durh1g an

in.tffiogatln~\~essjon.Due to hi~;incrediblystrongr~30Ive,f:exper.tif$eih civilianv'!alfar,~.
res~stancetq:!pterrogationtechn~gues (the latter two w.hich ~e tri1.hl~dtrundreds of Qther~
on), this eXpffiencewas oneof ~e few that led to him prm1dingsignincant aJ"~tionable

intemgente.H~.shas been obBtn¥;dthroughouthis recent d~tenticH1>he was able to- < - j;:~ ,~ - i,.. . *.'.."
q1.l1cdyb09~e bacK Iron, these rost msconcertmg momerts ana:regam an a1ror calm
confidence, *~.dstrong n~~o1vei~jnot pa.r.tingwith ather (hr~~ !nfonr~tion.

l::\: !\. i .

Futu~l\Vor1dviey{: Acc~f'ding tn th,,: !mhjf:('t th" ii1hfi wi
".iCtorlOU5 oi%- A mf;1"je'~n !m,1 th!i1 ')if>;.~t

0 r I.
M.Qti~%tjon$.,Subject's p~hnary motivations are (in tm partku1korder):

$tatu:sipresH~~$.~lx,',ver,lr.:i1neil(;~,;fervingthe Ummah,servl$.gtheprophetand A1J"h,
pursnjng a 'l¥lre jihatf", \::ont.dhu~~ngto t.1J.eestabHshment o~Shari 'a am.ongMuslim
countries, co~~~-i1)Utingto the "lifing up" of Mus1ims through)ut the 'wodd, ~md..,,', ,', ".

contributingHthe r~storatiGn.of the.Palestinianho,m~Iand,! .

li::::i i
PrimJ.~}.'St.mn2:ths. n.n nobartkular order ,) Abmty tdfocus. ;Joa1~dire{;ted,,, .~~ . " .'. ~.

discipline, \n!mmgeTIJ..~e,t.motiona~!rt.Smeilce,str~t savvy. a~m:tyw organize <nulmr:nagt
peopie, abi1itf\\to delegate tasks, ~,ell observation sklHs, flui):la:Japtabmty (can 3J1tidpatt

ami adapt lnl~¥ duress &1.dwith ~jirlimal resources), capabl! of assessing and t'.:xvloidn;;
the needs of #iihera..Jiliilitvto adhJht.foals to emepin';J onnottnnit:....
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m-~;at SUCC(;!M.

1'& acquired a Un.ited i.\r:it.on}':!'~;.mz::..:; ;t1t-nn. ,. ., ~.

peprjl;t<>ntlvN~lljn()' the '<>'ID="1;p '\"-';-"'<,; p:":;0i~ of ;';"<:t'r:"l ~di'ks e' rn<)'j;]"<C

tha;ili; c;,:Fnat'icBof';(i~~:i ~~;~;io;~r~i1yi-~'~ ;y~~~: ';~y~' " .., ..AV.

E~ has 1earnf:d

;~!:i;:i:~i~:~~~;~:'~~~;t:!~!;~{;:i:~:~~~'~~i;~;:~~;~~~~~~;~~~:::g
r'la-'f<:~'::al ,< ~ 11~ l-1f'O'-",;A, .1'1d "".:{;:,-.:t t!-',a; ""I.L':;;" t ,,'-"';lUl~i ,\"",L. U'"i''' i'!)~"~ :"1','(: () (' kl '

Jl"~ '; 11,,:1G>-

A wu ,.. f:?t ", ..,- "~. .":"~f~ ", ,,'-..;~v ,~ ~ ",-"" ""'0"-"" .. ---'-
~~;; to C,;:)t~w1tn:o:s t'irf, Gelentw~

. <:~~t ' ,-re-.."-- '~,:I. ,.1,' ,.,. ;~ t: ;-:::: O"t,. " t ..
Ub.,:,-"" bl:.,J:,..,.,;~ 1.<:dIe ,h:.lm.;.:" ;.h:'~ ;.n)- ,;;.,:",Hfl is u
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'.h~ "f' "h""'t...)" ...1.~. 'f<.."~"'::'>';'><-" ,. ._. ...;-r .~ :"i.v" , ,.: .,< "': 11 :" v.~-~.. :>- t ~ t
-
1:':"<-' >. ','

c,..h nl.,';_l.10'~Hj.t..,...()\Jl'" Ll,.'.._:;,~,~",t~:s.<":'l:.r).,,h-:U.D):, ,:.J!.",J.;T»'L,(),:! ",j ".,a"" t..ur::~~~ <:. <.;,.5,;{"

reDrese.nt oMv ~lt~fnj:)Of8.r\' ~dhk:k.
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17, July 2,003

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

(b)(1)
(b)(3)
(b)(5)

I met with

in'-Office of Inspect'or General spaces. The
,..m~eting: was conducted as part of a review of Agency

practice$ regarding the custody and ,interrogation of
individuals for counterterrorism purpose's.' Specifically,
the meeting 'was designed to gain ~nformation on the impact
,of CTC's invo1vem~nt in qetention and interrogation. '

. .

2. " """', . ,,'.<, Asked how we,jud~cess of
the detention and interrogation program,' stated
that' the valu~ of the program is takingtheterroris~s off
the streets, and spccess is judged by the qUality, of the
,information they 'provide. If they get -unique,'vaiuable '
informat:i,.onfroII). the .detaine~s, then they have done their
job. , In view, using the quality of the
inte11igen~eas the'yardstick, the program has been ~
absolute success. ,She stated further that there ,was. no
other way CTC coul<1 have gotten the informationt:.b,ey have

optaineq from the detainee~. -

'-
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SUBJECT:

4 . , --.-' -;..-'',,::;::';:..,-:-:-:,,---:-. - ;: stated tho. L de tainees have
provided~informatiGn that led to'~he arrest of other
terrorists. Z1,;):;~,::'::::.;'.pro"lidec1 information that led to a
raid that netted Rarnzi Bin al-Shibh

. 5. Because ()fhis position as chief of
Al-Qa'ida operations outside of Afghanistan, Khalid Shaykh
Mu~ammed (KSM) personally recruited, trained, or othenlise
had direct kno\'lledgeof many terrorist operatives. KSH
provided iriformaLion that helped lead to the arrest of:
Iyman Pari s, t}'H2 Ohio truck driver; Uzair Paracha, a
s~uggler; Saleh j;lm<J.l i, a Gleeper operative in New York;
Majid Khan, em operative who could get into the U.;;. easily;,
ap.d Amar - al Ba 1uchi, KSl1's nephew.

who Zubc.ydilhidentified as one of the most likely
operativ.es to tra';el to the U.S. to carry out operations.
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SUBJECT:
;

~~~~,

7. ' , According to information
from-,detainees has also provided a ~ealth of information
about Al:"Qa '.ida plots. These include the followi~g,:

.

. :'" ,-" ..",,::,:'. :' '", ":.', ',: ; ;', '. . ,',--

. A plot against the U.S. Consulate in Karachi,
, Pakistan.

. The Heathrow/Canary Wharf plo~, which involved
hijacking aircra~t to fly into and destroy both
'locations.

. The train track' plot where the operative ~oula
loosen the spikes in an attempt to derail a train.

.
. . .

" ,'. ' -

,, ., . ,.. ,
, . '.',. ,

, .' . , ' '''.'.' . " ,

. The gas station plot where several gas stati0ns were
, to' be blown' up to create panic 'and havoc:

. The Library Tower plot where the tallest building in
California was to be attacked similar to the World
Trade Center.

. The suspension bridge plot where the lines of the
bridge were'.to be cut, th~s making it collapse.

.
"'.,. '.~,::~'::" ,:":-".', , \. . .',
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, 9. '..' ,,".".""~:'-"" O~ the questionof whether actu,al
plots had bee~ thwarted, _opined that, since the
operatives involved in many of t~e above plots had bee~
arrested, 'they have, in effect, thwarte:=d the operation. The
following captured -terrorists were associated with plots:

. Majid Khan, whose father owned a gas station, was
associated with the gas station'plot, as well as the
poison operation..

.. - .. ..
e .. . - . .. .. .' '. .> "

,':, :,;,,: )'; ';:'.: ,:::<. "" ", .", "

"

.

.California.
Zubair was also involved in the Llbrary Tower plot,

.

. Amar al Baluchi had the u.s. Consulate in Karachi as
his target,

-'*w" 9000478
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SUBJECT: ! JC~C'S HVT Interrogation Efforts

1. Summary:

CT~'s int errogat: ion efforts.

with the int~rrogation of ~-Nashi~i,

2. ! ]Al~NaShiri - With the recent capture cfa
Al Q9-'ida operative, Al-Rahim A1"-Nashiri,

CTC'sfIiterrogation efforts. Al-Na8.1::t~r118 believed. to be
responsible for planning the USS Cole att~ck (which he has
admitted a role in this) and future att~cks on US interests

in the'Ar~b Peninsula reqion includinq"attackson US .
. Warships.

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

Al-Nashir has undergone

interrogation with the HVT Interrogators using

I . land. Al-Nashiri is becoming more compliant
and is providing actionable intelligence.
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SUBJECT: ! . JCTC1S HVT Interrogation Efforts
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