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® The classified Aucust 2002 ol opinion stating thet [
dinterrogation technigies including
whe wateyboard, oo not viclate the Torture Statule.

& The United States uses the Constituticnal standards of
conduct described above to implement Articls 14 of the C&T
within its jupisdiction. The Administration’s stated policy
is “to treat all detainees and condust ail interrogsticons,
whevever thev may occur, in a mgnner consistent with [thel
comeiltment” made by tne United States under Erticle 1&.
{Emphiasis addsd)

¢ The President's 7 Februsyy 2002 wemorsndum to the Viee

President, ths secretaxry of Defénse. the BCT and others,
addressing the Armed Porpes support for the Geneva
Conventions, which states in partinent part:  “0f course,
CUE values gz a Nablcn. . «wall for us to treat detainess
humanaly, incloding those who ara net legally entitied to
such treatment . . . .  Bs & matter of policy. the Avmed
Forces shall cofitinue to treat detainees humansly and, Lo
the extent appropriate and consistent with militsry

ngCessity, in a2 manner consistent with the principles of

Eeneava,”
* The Durbin smendment to the FY 2005 Hational Defense i

Ruthorization Act, which regently passed the Senate, bupb is
not, a8 of now, law, states That "nc person in the custodgy
cxr under the phivsigal contrel of the United States shall be
subject to torturs or Gruel, Inhimman, or degrading trestment
or punishment thit iz prohibited by the Constitution, laws,
or tyeaties of the U8, (Emphasis added)

® The Suprews Court’s decisfon in Rasul v. Bush, 542 .8,
© {20043, which ralses possible concerns aboot Syture U5
Judicial review of the Program, and thess igsuas.
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