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LEGAL ANALYSTS OF INTERROGATION YECHNIQUES:

Interrogation Techniques
Category I —
1.: Gagging with gauze,
2. Yelliw st detalhee,
- 3. Deception
a. Multiple Interrogators
b. Interrcyator posing as an Intesrogator fram 3 foreion rabion
with 8 rzputation of harsh treatment of detalneas,

Category I - ] ' ,

Use of sgess positions (such as standing} for a maximurm of 4 hes,
Use of falsifiéd documents or reports, . .
Isolation fadiiity for 30 day increments.
Non-standard Mtenrogatio environment/baoth,
Hooding detainee, -
Use of 20-hdur interrogation segments. :
Removel of all comfort items {Incuding celigious itemis).
Switching dotines from hot @tlens to WRE's.
- Removal of aft diuthing. '
10. Fooced grooming (shaving of facial halr elc..) .
11.Use of individual phobias (such as fear of Hogs} to induce stravs.
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Category I11- : ) : -

1. Use of scenarios designad to convince detalnee fhat ceath or severs: .
pain is imminent for him or his family. .

Exq:05ure to cold weather ar water (with :nedical monttoring.

Use of wet towel ad dripping water to induce e misparception of

N qu:“-ng-‘ . sl n ,,:.._qg? <L vk - .

Use al miid physical contact such ag grabbing, light pushing and poking

with finger.
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Category Tv-

1. Oetainee wi! be sent off GO, erher temporarity or parmanently,
Jordan, Egypt, or ansther third Country & sllow thase countries to employ
interrogation tedinigues that will ensbie Hhem Ko obtzin the requisite
infocmation.
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Legal Analysls’

The following techniques are examples of cordive Interrogatiot
technigues wh%ch are hot permitted by the U.S. Constitution:

Category I -

3. b, Interrogator posing as an interrogator from o foreign nation with a

repiation of harsh trealment of detainees. Lo .
Category 11- :

1. Use of stress positions (such as sending) for a maximuim of 4 hrs.

2. Use of falsifiad documents or reoorts.

5. Hooding detainee. -

6. Use of 20-hour interrogation segments,

9. Remova! of alf dothing.

11. Use of individual pliobias (such as fear of 0ogs) o induce stress. ;

Category 111~ '
1. Use of scenarios designed b convince detaines that death or
Severe pain is imminent Tor him or his family.
Z BExposisre to cold weasther of weler (with medical nonitoring).
3. Use of wet iowel and dripplg water to induce the misperception of
drovning.

Ixfcemation abtained through these metiods wili not be admissible in any
Crimingl Trial in the US. Aty wugh, information cbtained through tese methods

raight be admissible in Ission cases, the Judge and or Panel m
determine that little or no weight should be given to Infactmation that fs obtalned
under duress. i 3 :
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The following techniques are examples of coercive intemogation
techniques which may violate 18 USLC, <. B0, (Tortwre Statute);

Category 11- .
5. Hoodin 2
1. Use of inctividuz! phobias {such as fer of dogs) to nduce shress.

Category I
1. Use of scenarios designed to Convince detainee that death) or
Severe: pain is imminent for him or his family.
2. Exposure o cold weather or wetes (with medical monitaring).
4. Use of vier towel and dripping water to induce the misperception of
drowning.
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In 18 U.S.C. 5. 2340, (Torture Statute), keture Is defined 8s *an act
committed by a person adting under color of bnv specifally Imtended to Infiict
severe physical or mental pain or suffering upon another person within his
asstody- or contral.”  The torbure statute defines “sevare menta! pain or
suifering” as “the prolonged, mental karm caused by or resulting from the
intentional infliction or threatened infliction of severe physical pain or suffering;
or the administration or application, or threatented administration or epplication,
of mind-aitering substances or other procedures cakeutated to disrupt profoundly
the senses of the peisonality; or the threat of imminent death; or the hreat that
another person will imminently be subject to death, severe physical pain or
suffering, or the administration or application, of mind-altering substances or
other proceduies calculated to disrupt profoundly the senses of the personaliiy,™

- Altough the abova intenrogation techniques may. not be per se vialations
of the United States Torture Statute, the determination of whether any particutar
use of these techniques is a violation of this statue wil inge: on the Intent of the
user. “The intent of the user will be & quastion of fact for the Judge or Jury to
dedde, Therefore, it is possible that those who employ thiese lechniques may be
inificted, prosecuted, and possibly convicted if the mmer of F3ct detarmines that
the user had the intent. Under these droumistances R Is recommended
that these lashnigues not De utilized.

The foflowing technigue 15 an sample of 3 coertive interrogation
technique v:nich appears Lo viokate 18 U.S,C. 5. 2340, (Tortre Statute):

Calegory Tv- :
1. Detaines will be sent olf GTMO, elther bemporartly or permanenty, to
Jordan, Egypt, o another third country to allow those countries t employ
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In as mudt as Bie intent of this calegory is to utize, outside the U.S.,
interrogation techniquss which would vidlale 18 11.5.C. 5. 2340 If commitied in
the US,, it.is & per s violatioh of the U.S. Torture Stable, Discussing any plan
whilch inchudey thiz @tegory, calld be seen as a conspiacy 1o vioiate 8 U.S.C.
5. 2340, -Any person who akes eny acton in (utherence of implementng such 2
plan, would inculpate ail persons viho were involved in areating this pfan. This
technique can not be utillzed without violating Y. S. Federat law.
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