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Interragation Tactics Detailed

Rumsfeld Approved Harsh Procedures At Guantanamo, Officials Say

The Washington Post
By Bradley Graham
May 21, 2004

GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA — To extract lnfon'nation from suspected terrorists held at Guantanamo Bay,

Cuba, Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsteld approved harsh interregation techniques in late 2002 that
were not in accordance with standard U.S. military doctrine, defense officials said yesterday.

The approval led to aggressive questioning of at least one prisoner thought to have information at the time
about possible terrovist acts. Intarrogators leamed about a planned attack from him and about terrorist
financing, one official said, without elaborating on the information or identifying the prisoner. Butin early
January 2003, the harsher methods were halted, -and Rumsfeld ordered a review of tactics that could be
applied in questioning prisoners at the Guantanamo Bay military prison, the officials said. The review was
prompted in part by concerns raised by military lawyers about some of the procedures. Lawrence DiRita,

Rumsfeld's chief spokesman, said the defense secretary wanted a more systemalic approach to the
interrogation process.
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As a result of the review, which lasted three months and involved considerable argument among legal
experis, intelligence officials and others, a set of interrogation guidelines emerged for the Guantanamo
Bay prison that Rumsfeld approved in April 2003. Those procedures were less coercive than the ones
that he had authorized the previous autumn, the officials said. The Washington Post reported the
existence of the April 2003 policy earlier this month. But yasterday's briefing for reporters at the Pentagon
provided new details about how it evolved and disclosed Rumsfeld's role in appraving it. The revised
measures were implemented by Maj. Gen. Geoffrey D. Miller, Guantanamo Bay's commander at the
time. Miller provided them to U.S. commanders in Iraq last summer as a model for development of 2
separate -- and further reduced —~ set of fechniques for the questioning of detainees there.

in providing the timeline, Pentagon officials said it refiected their efforts, in the wake of tha Abu Ghraib
prison scandal, to reconstruct the origins of U.S. policy on interrogation of detainees in Iraq as well as
other captives in the war on terrorism. Officials declined to detail the list of approved measures, which
remains classified. But sources familiar with the list have said it includes such techniques as disrupting
the sleep pattemns of detainees and exposing them to heat, cold, ioud music, bright lights and other
“sensory assaull.” The Abu Ghraib prison scandal has highlighted confusion, at least in lower military
ranks, about what types of interrogation techniques were permitted and under whose authority.

It also has ignited open disagreement among genera!s over what the proper relationship should be
between guards and interrogators at military ¢ detemlon centers And it has raised questions abot! whether
even some approved U.S. interrogation prncedures aré In compliance with intemational law on the
treatment of detainees. Many of the seeds of lhese controversms were planted with establishment of the
Guantanamo Bay detention facility in 2002 to hoid captives from the Taliban militia and the al Qaeda
terrorist network. In early 2002, President Bush designated those captives "unlawfu! enemy combatants”
and decided to treat them “consistent with” buit riot sabject to the Geneva Conventions. That opened the

door o use of interrogation procedures harsher than U S. scldiers had been trained to perform under
standard doctrine,

*By tha fall of 2002, some questions were betng ralsed about what the fimits should be on interrogation
techniques,” a military lawyer, one of three ofﬁclals at'the Pentagan briefing, said yesterday. "You had
intelligence officials that were tugging ina direglion that might have been different from lawyers, and that's
fair,” added DiRita, the only official in the briefing who agreed o be named. "This is a process that
involves, by definition, some tension.” During the revlew in €arly 2003, which was led by William J.
Haynes, the Pentagon's general counsel, senlor mnl:tary Iegal officers objected to'some interragation

techniques being considered by an interagency’ workmg group. The officers complained that the
techniques did not fit with existing doctrine.

But the final policy approved by Rumsfeld “did not ralse any Iegal objections,” the military lawyet said.
“What the secretary uliimately authorized is far] Iess than what some people in the organization would have
liked,” said a civilian defense attorney Involved in lhe pracess. Asked the extent to which U.S. troops at
Guantanamo Bay used the earlier authority from Rumsfeld in 2002 to conduct more aggressive
interrogations, DiRita said that period was sn[f'baIng aS$essed under a recent directive from Rumsfeld to
determine how current guidelines evolved. "We fe s still fearning about this,” DiRita said. *But it appears
that a range of techniques were authorized *-'3 very stall number* and were used in “a very few cases.”
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By Susan Schmidt
May 21, 2004

WASHINGTON, DC -- FBI Director Robert S. Mueller 1l told Congress vesterday that agents posted

abroad have reported instances of possibly improper conduct in prisan interrogations overseen by the CIA
or U.S. military personnel,

Mueller, testifying before the Senate Judiciary Committee, said FBI agents in raq and Afghanistan have
been instructed not to participate in interrogations that involve coercive methods and are expected to
“report up the chain” if they learn of any passibly iftlegal conduct by others. "We have, upon occasion,
seen an area where we may disagree with the handling of a particular interview," Mueller said. "Where we
have seen that, we have brought it to the attention of the authorities who were responsible for that
particular individual.” Mueller provided no specifics aboul where those incidents occurred, except to say
that FB! agents conducting interrogations at Abu Ghraib prison in Baghdad said they did not witness
abuse of prisoners there by military police or others.

The CIA's inspector general in recent weeks referred the deaths last year of three prisoners in CIA
custody to the Justice Department for investigation and posssble prosecution. Two of those prisoners
were in fraq, including one at Abu Ghraib. The third was in custody in Afghanistan, The deaths occurred
during or after interrogations by CIA officers and contractors. As yet, Mueller said, the FBI has not been
asked to investigate the deaths. Sen, Patrick J. Leahy (D-Vt.) pressed Mueller about whether the FBI
had refused to participate in CIA interviews, of hlgh-level detainees "because of the brutafity of the
interrogation methods being used.” Mueller s2id e FEI reduires its agents to adhere lo the same
interviewing standards it follows for prisoners held in the United Stales.

*Senator, it s the FBY's policy o prohibit mteq'ogatlon by force Ihreats of force or coercion,” Mueller said.

_ "Where we have conducted interviews, we have adhered to’ that policy.” Referring to the Defense
Department and the CIA, Mueller saig: "Theré" are standards that have been established by athers, legally,
that may well be different from the FBI standards. ", .. . That does not necessarily mean that those
standards were unlawful. What I'm saying is that they may ‘not conform to the standard that we use in
conducting investigations in the FBL" Parti::tpatlon by an agent in interrogations that used force or
coercion might be used to discredit him in other cases Mueller said. He also said the FBI generally takes

the view that building a rappert with prisoners is more effectlve in getting information than using fear or
force.

Muslier told the panel that alleged prisoner abusq is the fespansibility of the Defense Depariment, and that
the FB! is not conducling any prisoner abuse, |nvest|gal|ons in Iraq, Afghanistan or Guantanamo Bay. The
Justice and Defense departments are dlscusslng ;unsdxchonal guidelines for investigating instances of
alleged wrongdoing by civilian contractors. Seq Charies E. Schumer (D-N.Y.) raised questions
yesterday about the U.S. government's hirmg i lga ot 1wo ‘civilian contractors previously accused of
overseeing penal facilities where prisoners wqre ailegedly mlstreated in this country.

One official, Lane McCotter, resigned in 1997, under ‘pressure as director of the Utah Corrections
Department after an Inmate died while shacklad néked to & reéstraining chair for 16 hours. Schumer said
in a naws release issued yesterday that the other John Armstrong. resngned as head of Connecticut's
Corrections Department amid allegations that hé {olérated and engaged in sexual harassment of female
employees, Neither is accused of wrongdoifig i ln Iraq
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