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REPORT OF INVESTIGATION 

fS) UNAUTHORIZED INTERROGATION TECHNIQUES AT 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) NatSecAct (2003-7123-IG) 

29 October 2003 

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

1. (:t'S In response to the 11September2001 
(9/11) terrorist attacks; President Bush SiBl!ed a Memorandum of 
Notification (MON) on 17 September 2001,I 
(b)(1) 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 

IIt authorizes the Director of Central 
L_~~~~~~~-

In tell i gen c e (DCI), acting· through the CIA, to undertake capture and 
· detention operations. Subsequent to the signing of the MON, the 

Agency developed a program to capture terrorists and detain them at 
facilit:iP" P<:h>hH<:hPrl 'l.nd overseen by CIA overseas, 

(b)(3) NatSecAct · 

· 2. f.:£.1 ~!'NF) In March 2002, the Agency detained a . 
senior Al-Qa7i<laofficial and initially interviewed him using 
non-aggressive, non-physical elicitation techniques. However, the 
Agency determined the detainee was withholding imminent threat 
information. '.I'he Agency then detennfued to move to new and more 
aggres.sive interrogation techniques. In July 2002, CIA requested an 
opinion from the Deparhnent of Justice (DoJ) on whether enhanced 
interrogation techniques (EITs) proposed by the Agency would 
violate the crilninal prohibition against torture found at Section 

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

TOPSBCRBTj - ~OFORH//Xl 
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' l(b)(1) 
ror SI!C!Th. 'l_(b)(3) NatSecAct re i!tl<l//Xl 

2340A of Title 18 of the United States Code. DoJ determmed that the 
application of ten particular EITs would not violate the prohibition 
against torture. The Agency began employing EITs in August 2002. 

· (b)(3) NatSecAct . 

3. t5i j ITNF) On 23 January 2003, the Office of Inspector 
General (OIG) initi<!.ted a review of Agency practices regarding the 
interrogation of individu'als for counterterrorism purposes. That 
review is nearing completion and OIG will publish a report of 
findings, conclusions, and recommendations. Apart from that 
review, OIG is investigating specific allegations of misconduct by 
individuals involved in this program. 

(b)(3) NatSecAct 

( (Si A r /NP) This Report of Investigation examines on.e I allegation thatj /operations officer serving 
(b)(1) in the Counterterrorist Center, Directorate of Operations (DO /CTC), 
(b)(3) CIAAct . employed unauthorized interro ation techni ues on a detainee with 
(b)(3) NatSecActhe a roval of the 
(b)(6) · I OIG referred the matter to e 
(b)(7)(c) Criminal Division of DoJ for a determination of Whether or not 
(b )(?)(f) I ~ay have vi.olated any federal criminal laws. On 
I 11September2003, DoJ declined to prosecute after reviewing the 

findings of this investigation. 

I (b)(1) . (b)(1) 
(b)(3) NatSecAct SUMMARY (b)(3) NatSecAct • • • 

~~lglNatSecAct 5. fF&/ ~ I ~~--~lthe Agency readied an 
I overseas site,[ /to·:serve as a facility to 

interrogate certain individuals believed to have potentially. 
(b)(1 )I · significant information about terrorism threats against the U.S. These 
(b)(3) NatSecActindividuals came to be known as High Value Targets (HVTs). On 

~ · puecemb~r 2002CJtraveled to~ . . !accompanied by an 
~~lgl CIAAct mterro~ation .teai;i tramed and certified m _E~s. CTC rendered two 
(b)(3) NatSecActHVTs, mcludmg Abd al-Rahman Al-Nash1n, to from 
(b)(6)1 another location orCbecember 2002. After initial interrogations, in 
(b)(7)(c) · . which the[ _Jeam employedraproved standard and 
(b)(?llfl . enhanced interrogation techniques, ~eported that 

I . . . . . (b)(1 l 
(b)(1) ~ (b)(3) NatSecAct 

,-(b )(3) NatSecAct 
TOP SECRE'f 1 flOPOR~l//Xl I 
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(b)(3) NatSecAct 

Al-Nashiri was not actively resisting and was responding,~t_o_· --~ 
(b)(1) questions directly. Headquarters officers disagreed with 
(b )(3) NatSecActassessment because Headquarters analysts thought Al-Na~s~hir~. ~i_w_a_s~ 
. withholding imminent threat information. Consequently, on · 

(b)(1' pecember 200.2'. CTC man~gement ~eld.a meetin~ to discuss the 
(b)(3) CIAAct issue of Al-Nashiri's cooperation at which it was decided to send 
(b)(3) NatSecActltq ~o debrief Al-Nashiri. was to determine 
(b)(6)' ifA:I:Na'shiri was being truthful and cooperative, or lying ancl 
(b)(7)(c) 'thh Id' . ,_ .. ti · · (b)(1) 
(b)(7.2)f) WI 0 mg m(b)(1 )a on. (b)(3) NatSecAct 

. (b )(3) NatSecAct · . 
6. ffSi I[ =1arrived aie==] on · I [Yecember 2002. After initial debriefingsL__J~sessed (b)(1) 

(b )(1) Al-N(l.shiri as withholding information. Accordingly~ (l:i)_@) NatSecAct 
(b)(3. NatSecAclreinstated sleep depriv(l,tion, hooding, and handcuffing. 

(b)(1 )! 7. (TS/ At one point between 28,December 2002 
(b)(3) CIAAct and 1January2003 decided to use an unloaded handgun as. 
~~l~~l NatSecActa prop to fri!;hten IJ.-Nas . 'ri into disclosing information. s; ] . 
(b)(7)~c) discussed his plan to use a handgun in advance with[ _ ho 
(b )(7J,(f) concurred. [ ~ntered the cell where Al-Nashiri sat shackled 

I and r'ackedi an unloaded handgun once or twice close to Al-Nashiri's 
· head. · 

I ' · 8. ('I'S/ On what was· probably the same day, but 
(b)(1) after the use of the handgun, I !decided to use a power drill.to 
(b )(~ NatSecAc!righten Al-Nashiri, also in furtherance of obtaining information. 

. Although the drill was an impromptu idea~ lpid broach its · · 
I proposed use wiQwho gave his consent. [ ~ntered 

(b)(1) AIN h''I 11. cl.rill hihh.lt 'dd'd h b'. (b)(3) CIAAct . - as 1ns.ce. ':"i e . '.w c e a er sai 1 not ouse a ~t, 
(b)(3) NatSecActnd revved itwhil~ ~-~ashiri s~ood naked and hooded, CJd1d 
(b)(6) not touch Al-Nashiri with the.drill.. · 
(b)(?)(c) 
(b )~)(f) 

I 
I 
I 

1 (U) Racking is a mechanical procedure used with firearms to chamber a bullet or simulate a 
bullet being chambered. 

' [(b)(1) 
3 

'fO'f' SECREI/ (b)(3) NatSecAct l!li'OFORN//Xl 
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. (b)(1) .. 
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·. (b)(1) I (b)(3) NatSecAct . 
(b)(1) . . . . 
(b)(3) CIAAct . 9 . . ('i'Sf CJandl ~id not report their 
(b)(3) NatSecAc!ntent to use or their use of the hand,,,___an~d' power drill. 
(b)(6) ' ' 
(b)(7)(c) ubsequently reported 

?c-::--,=:=-::=-=-====:-----1(b )( 1 ) 
(b )(7)(f) (b )(3) NatSecAct. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

B,ACKGROUND 

10. ~ 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 interest in teaching 
interrogation techniques developed as one of several methods to 
foster liaison relationships. Because of political sensitivities, the 
then-Deputy Director of Central Intelligence (DDCI), John N. 
McMahon, forbade Agency officers from using the word 
"interrogation." Hence, the Agency developed the Human Resource 
Exploitation (HRE) training program designed to train liaison on 
interrogation techniques.2 

I 11. CS) Following a 1984 OIG investigation into allegations of 
(b)(1) misconduct on the part of twCency officers involved in 
(b)(~ NatSecAclinterrogations of individuals I 

I I the Agency began to take proactive steps to 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

ensure Agency personnel understood policy on interrogations, 
debriefings, and human rights. issues. The Agency sent offici;:rs to 
brief Stations and Bases and provided guidance to the field in the 
form of DO Station ahd Base cables. · 

12. -(57--Circa 1986, the Agency terminated the HRE trainin 
am because of alle ations of human rights abuses. 

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

2 ~).Paragraph 27 ~I OIG Report (IG-14/88), dated 24August1988. 

. (b)(1)-~4~--~ 
'fOP SECRET r(b)(3) NatSecAct 

1
NOFOR:N//Xl 
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(b )(1) 
(b )(3) NatSecAct ·Du~ 

L_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~......J 

Handbook 50- documents the Agency's interrogation policy: 
. (b)(3) CIAAct 

It is CIA policy to neither participate directly in nor encourage 
interrogation which involves the use of force, mental or physical 
torture, extremely demeaning indignities or exposure to inhumane 
treatment of anv kind as an aid to interrogation. I 

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

13. ('fS/ 
(b)(1) 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 

8 October 2001, the DCI delegated responsibility to the Deputy 
· Director for Operations (DDO) and the Director of CTC (D/CTC). 

(b)(1~ ere initially assigned management of the interrogation program to 
(b)(3) NatSecActits Usama Bin Ladin (UBL) andl !groups 

I and called on ·a number of Agency components for support, 

I 
I 

including the Office of General Counsel (OGC), the Offic;e of 
Technical Service (OrS), the Office ofSecurity (OS), and the Office of 
Medical Services (OMS). OGC was responsible for developing legal 
guidance, and ors was responsible for providing expert advice and . 
resources relative to the use of EITs. At HVT sites, OMS monitors the 
medical condition of detainees whom the A enc sub'ects to EITs, 

(b~1) and OS monitors.and secures detainees.4 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 

I 
I 
I 

------~·(b)(3) CIAAct---------

4 (5//lof) OIG will publish addiiional information on the roles of these offices in the report on 
· the overall review of the interrogation program. · 

(b)(1) 5 
.. 'fOF SECRET C(b)(3) NatSecAct ft~OFORH//Xl. 
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(b)(1) 

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

14. (::fS/j jThe capture of
1
an HVT in Liliore, · . 

Pakistan, in March 2002 hastened the need for CIA to develop an 
mterrogation program. The Agency put together a tearri. that 
interviewed the detainee using non-aggressive, non-physical 

~~lgl CIAAct elicitation techniques. However, between Tune and July 2002, the 
(b )(3) NatSecActteaml jat which point the 

I '.'ge~cy determU;ed the d~tainee was deliberately wifu1:olding . 
unrrunent threat information. The Agency then deterrruned to move 
to new and more aggressive interrogation techniques. This . I determination led to consultations with D6J and other officials in the 
Executive Branch to determine if EITs could lawfully be used without 

I subjecting Agency officers to the vulnerability of violating.the 
(b )(1 l prohibition against torture as defined in Section 2340A of Title 18. 
(b)(3) NatSecAct . . · . 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
-(b)(1) 

iS~ fFS/ DoJ deterri:tined that, based ori facts 
provided by CIA, ten specifically described EITs would not violate 
Section 2340A.6 The mildest of the approved EITs is the attention 
grasp, which is a technique used to hold the detainee's head 
immobile by placing an open palm on either side of their face while 
keeping the fingertips well away from t11eir eyes., An interrogator 
generally applies EITs in an escalating fashion culminating with the 
waterboard, although an interrogator might not use every technique. 
on each detainee. The waterboard is the severest of ~e ten 
techniques .. In this procedure, the detainee is bound to a bench with 
his feet elevated above his head. The detainee's head is immobile and 

(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b)(?)(c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

I 

•• 
I 

6 (:'5//N1') The ten interrogation techniques are: (1) attention.grasp, (2)·walling, (3) facial hold; 
(4) facial slap (insult slap), (5) crampe.d confinement, (6). wall standing, (7) stress positions,· 
(8) sleep deprivation, (9) insects placed in a confinement bo><, and (10) the.waterboard. 

(b)(1)_· _6 ___ ~ 
'fOPSECRE'f/[(b)(3) NatSecAct INOF?~U/X1 
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(b)(1) 
. · ~(b)(3) NatSecAct 

TOP GECRL ~-----------1r(;- JR?J//Xl 

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 20 to 40 seconds and the technique produces the 
sensation of suffocation. DoJ cautioned that Do J's opinion would not 
necessarily apply if the Agency deviated from the techniques as 
proposed by CIA and approved by DoJ. 

16. {S//:NF) In September 2002, CTC put into operation the . 
lb)(3) CIAA,ct land transferred responsibility 

for the interrogatiol proiam to Renditions and Detainees Group 

I 
· (RDG)I :J. RDG developed a two-week interrogation 

program mat ernvoyees or independent contractors must . 
successfully complete before the f>.gency will approve their use of 

I · EITs. · (b)(3) CIAAct 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

17. (S//~JF) Before 9 /11, Agency personnel used the terms 
interrogation/interrogator and debriefing/ debriefer :iflterchangeably. 
The use of these terms has since evolved and, today, the Agency 
more clearly distinguishes thei.r meaning. An interrogator is a person 
who completes the two-week interrogations training program, which · 
is designed to train, qualify, and certify a person to administer EITs. 
An interrogator can administer EITs during an jnterrogation 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 intelligence 
through non-aggressive. techniques during debriefing sessions. An 

I interrogator may debrief a detainee during an interrogation; 
(b )( 1) however, a debriefer may not interrogate a detainee. 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 

18. ffSt/j ) qzoo2, the Agency rea_died a site I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

overseas encrypted a~Jo serve as an interrogation facility 
'for HVTs. Before the establishment of the Agency 
operated two facilities in two other countries. CIA established 
interrogation qnd debriefing procedures at one of these two facilities 
following the capture of the first HVT. (b)(1) · 

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

(b)(1)~-_ _,__ __ _ 

TOP SECRET (b )(3) NatSecAct NOPOIB'<I/ /)Cl 
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(b)(1) 

I OP 5't!<;:it r_(b-)-(3_) _N_a_ts_e_cA_c_t __ ____,rc; ::)ltl<li' f Xl rb)(1) 
· (b )(3) NatSecAct 
I . 

19. '('FS-/ ~ I 'Abd al-R.ahman Al-Nashiri. Al-Nasiilii, 

I the second HVT detained by the Agency, fr; a Saudi Arabian national 
and recognized senior UBL lieutenant Al-Nashiri is associated with 

1 
the planning of the attack on the USS Cole, the 1998 East Africa U.S . 

. ~ Embassy bombings, and a 1997 attempt to smuggle Sagger anti-tank 
~~lgl NatSecAct mis.siles into Saudi Arabia to attack U.S. forces based there. The 

I investigation of the USS Cole bombing attack revealed Al-Nashiri 
oversaw an Al-Qa'ida cell bas..ed in Yemen. Following his capture in 

I the United Arab Emirates 01{JNovember 2002, CIA held him briefly 
(b)(1)1 in two other countries before moving him t9_(b)(1) pn 
(b )('f ''s'oA"J'•"'m""' 2002. ·(b )(3) N•tS•oAci 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

(b)(1) s, ___ ~ 
TOP ~gcR1nC(b)(3) NatSecAct lt«:i:l'OR!<l//Xl 
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.-

.-. > ,,..,..,.. ;(b)(1)------~k&_ .,.,,,,21'1'Vl 
ivi ad:::R. ii (b)(3) NatSecAct r''"' "''"" " 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(?)(c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

PROCEDURES AND RESOURCES 
(b)(3) NatSecAct · 

22. ~;c=J fNB An Investigator and an Inspector, assigned 
. to the OIG team responsible for the overall review of CIA practices 
regarding the interrogation of individuals for counterterrorism 
purposes, conducted this investigation, The OIG review team led by 
the Deputv Insoector General supported this investigation. 

(b)(3) NatSecAct . · · 

23. -(;fr/ c=J;m) The irivestigation te'am reviewed the 
MON, legal authorities, relevant DoJ opinion, cables, memoranda, 
notes, briefing books, detention facility records, photographs, e-mail, . 

(b)(1) and offiri,,J fjJp,::_ inchuling personnel and security records. 
(b)(3) CIAAct. (b)(3) NatSecAct . . ·. 

~~l~~l NatSecAct 24. f[Y/ LJ;+Hl) The investigation team conductedD 
(b)(?)(c) interviews of current Agency staff employees and.contractors, . 
(b)(?)(f) including senior CTC officials,' managers, interrogators, 

1

psv;hollgists, I and -working level officers. Those interviewed·included and· r:==Jall who witnessed the application of -the unauthonze 
. • interrogation techniques, and all or most of those involved irl the 

(b)(ijl decision-making process surrounding the events. 

(b )(3) NatSecAct · I 25. ffS/~ I In May 2003, OIG tr_aveled to the Station 
andl for discussions with the COS, COBs (incoming and I outgoing), debriefers, an interrogator, a linguist, a communicator, 
CTC Security, and and to examine the~acility. 

(b)(i)I OIG did not interview Al-Nashiri because of his ~dibility 
(b)(3) CIAAct and because~dLJaccounts of events were nearly 
(b)(3) NatSecAc!ndistinguis~m those reported by credible witnesses. · 
(b)(6)1 . . (b)(1) 
(b)(?)(c) (b)(1) (b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b)(?)(f) (b)(3) NatSecAct 

I 
... 

I (b)(1) 9 
TOP SECRET ;[(b)(3) NatSecAct f<l'OFORI>l//Xl 
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_ .. r{b)(1) 
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(b)(1) 

I 
I 
I 

(b )(3) NatSecAct 
. QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

• 26. {'l'Si ~ I This Report of Investigation addresses the 
(b)(1) following questi,.....o_n_s_: -~ 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )~)(f) 

I 
(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

I 
(b)(1~ 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6)1 
(b)(7)(c) · 
(b)(7jf) 

+ What are the procedures for the interrogation and debriefing 
fd t . b CIA? (b){i) 0 e amees Y · · (b){3) NatSecAct 

+ Why did the Agency sendCJtd . land what 
·guidance did he rece~ve in connection with his (b)(1) 
responsibilities? {b)(3) NatSecAct 

+ Why did the Agency sendllttj ~d what 
guidance did he receive be~ deployment? · 

+ Didlltise unauthorized techniques and, if so, what 
tran'splrea?_J . . 

+ When and how did Headquarters learn ab.out the use of 
unauthorized techniques and what action did Headquarters 
take? 

+ Did the use of unauthorized techniques violate federal 
statutes or Agency policy? · 

I (b )(3) NatSecAct FINDINGS 

I fflifNF) WHAT ARE THE PROCEDURES FOR 1HE INTERROGATION 

(b )(1) ~ "m DEBRIEFING OF DETAINEES BY CIA? 
1)(3) NatSecAct 

27. ·\fSt ~ I Immediately after the signing of the 

I 
I 
I 

MON, the Agency did not provide written guidelines for the · 
interrogation and debriefing of detainees. After the Agency detained 

· the first HVT, Agency personnel at the first detainee facility 

(b)(1) 10 
TOP SECR:ET l(b )(3) NatSecAct_~_~INOFOffiJ//Xl 
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(b)(1) 

Y~[~(-b-)(-3J_N_a_ts_e_c_A_c_t __ ___,f Jc_ jffil//Xl 

documented proposed interrogation or debriefing plans in advance 
I in detailed cables to Headquarters. Agency personnel at the first 

detainee facility also documented the execution of approved plans in 
(b)(1) "~bl tr ffic · · 
(b~3) NatSecAct e a · , 

28. (TS"/ ~~--~I By the tim~ ~ecame . 

I operational, the Agency had established a precedent of detailed cable 
traffic between the first detainee facility and Headquarters regarding 

• the interrogation and debriefing of detainees. Headquarters .also 
~~lgl NatSecAci'tablished procedures in a cable tq ~at provided 

I I lwith guidance on approvals and limitations of any specific 
approval granted. Headquarters reminde~ Ito seek 

I 
Headquarters' approval in advance before emplo~g techniques 
other than those that Headquarters had approved m that cable. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(b )( 1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 
(b )(7)( d) 
(b )(7)(f) 

.1 (b)(3) CIAAct I 
8 (S/;'NF) The four standard techniques are: (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 
~~. ' 

(b)(1) 11 

'POI' SECRET C(b )(3) NatSecAct f1qOFOKH//Xl · 

Approved for Release: 2016/06/1 O C06541525 · ACLU-RDI 6528 p.13



C06541525 
Approved for Release: 2016/06/10 C06541525 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(b)(1) ____ ~ 

'FOP sr:CR', .Y[(b)(3) NatSecAct INC. jRN//Xl 

(b)(5) 

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

i 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 
(b )(7)( d) 
(b )(7)(f) 

(b )(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

('f'S WHYDIDTIIEAGENCYSENDc==}o[ ___ =i.iND (b)(1) 
WHAT GUIDANCE DID HE RECEIVE IN CONNE~TION WITii ms (b )(3) NatSecAct 

RESPONSIBILIDES? • (b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct · j 

(b )(3) NatSecAct 32. (S/ /NF) Responsibilities~ 
(b)(6) I lof a detainee 
(b)(7)(c) facility is to make certain the facility and staff are ru'nctioning 
(b)(~(f) properly and within the authorities that govern the mission. ·(b)(1) 

(b)(3) CIAAct 

I 
I 
I 
I 

,------------------(b)(3) NatSecAct 
___ 33~. (b)(6) I 

(b )(7)( c) 

(b)(3) CIAAct 

(b )(7)(f) I 

9 'S,',"'f) d t dlhe b 2002 (b)(1 ) 
1 " ~---___, a e LY cem er · (b)(3) NatSecAct 

(b)(1) 1? 

:ref 31'lCREI ;[(b)(3) NatSecAct ~Ol"OR:!~f/Xl 
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(b)(1) 

'FOP SBCitl: .[(b)(3) NatSecAct ~ci. ~l//Xl 

(b)(1) 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b)(5) 
(b )(6) 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )(7)( d) 
(b )(7)(f) 

(b)(1) 13 
'TOf' 9ECRET[(b)(3) NatSecAct 
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(b)(1) 
(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 

IOPS(b)(1l ,J(b)(3) NatSecAc(b)(1) ~d6. RN//Xl 
. (b)(3) NatSecAct (b)(3) NatSecAct 

(b)(7)(c) 
(b )(7)( d) 
(b )(7)(f) 

I 
(b)(n 

35. ("I'Si said he received three separate 
briefings before he deplc;>yed to __ none of whic~ provided 
guidance on the use of props. According to !briefed him 
on the legalities of EITs, He stated. tha 

I f RDG, and RDG, provided him with 
operational ·dance. lsaid he also met briefly wit~ I 
and ut that their briefing was short and not substantive. 

(b)(3) CIAAct old OIG thathe understood what he was told at each of the 
(b)(3) NatSecAct . . · . 
(b )(6 )1 . briefings and he understood the content of the documents he read m 
(b)(7)(c) connection with those briefings.I lalso told OIG that he read 
(b )(7.(f) (b)(h1e traffic from the fire(b ~1)ainee facility before he deployed to 

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

(b)(3) CIAAct 

I 36. (.::i:BJ IC:I'C/Legal Guidance. According to 
during jbriefing=:Jgave him three documents to read. T~h-es-e-~ 

(~jgj CIAAct inc~uded the statut: prohibiting torture; a document that iden_filied, 
(b)(3) NatSecActdefined, and explained EITs; and another docume!lrlbeheved 
(b )(6) might have been the DoJ authorization for EITs.c::=:JSaid he 
(b)(7)(c) understood he could not authorize anyone to employ EITs, and EITs 
(b )(7)( d) had to be approved by Headquarters in advance for·individuals 
(b)(~(f) specifically identified and trained to administer EITs on detainees. 

According toCc=Jnf ormed him during[Jbriefing that he 
could approve standard techniques without conferring with 
Headquarters. According tol / ~escribed standard 
techniques tO him as a gray area of interrogation techniques that fall 
below EITs, but did not otherwise describe these techniques· because· 
they were vague and not documented.· 

I 
I 

(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 

(b )(6) . 
(b)(7)(c) 

I 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 

,---------~-(b-)(_1_) --------------~ (b)(7)(f) 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 
(b)(7)(d) 
(b )(7)(f) 

(b)(1) 14 
TOP SECRETr(b)(3) NatSecAct NOFORH//Xl 
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·I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

.. (b)(1) ____ _ 
TOP SECRI± . ·[(b)(3) NatSecAct fl..tqo,..'.--rr'k.,..N""'/"'""/Xl 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 
(b )(7)( d) 
(b )(7)(f) 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

• (b)(1) (b)(1) 
(b)(3) NatSecAcl--------------------·(b)(3) NatSecAct 

•• 
I 
I 

•• 
I 
I 
I 
I 

· · 39. ~1J I ~emon5trated hi~ understanding of· · 
procedures when on[jDecember 2002, asl lhe ri>li>;is@cl 
!he following cable,10 the subject of which isl I (b)(3) NatSecAct 

Confirmation of Authority to Use Employ Enhanced Measures." 

10 

L___(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 

(b)(1) 
(b )(3) C IAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b)(5) 
(b )(6) 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

I 11-terThis Report substitutes true names for the pseudonyms used in the cable. 

I (b)(1) ·15 . . 
TOP SJ;CR~T/,(b)(3) NatSecAct rJOFORN//Xl 
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(b)(1) 
IOI' 5'f!CR'J;; , c(b)(3) NatSecAct 

(b )( 1) 

(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(?)(c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

(b )(3) NatSecAct 

(b)(5) 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

I 
(b)(1) 
(b )~) NatSecAct · I 40. (TSf J. I lresponded tollrequest on 

· c=:JDecember 2002 with limited approval for th~ation of the 

I 
. requested ~echniques.12 rre:::Jresponse 

1

wrote: (b)(3) CIAAct 
. (b )(6) (b )(6) 
r---(b)(?)(c) (b)(5) (b)(?)(c) I I (b)(7)00 

(b)(3) CIAAct , 

I 
I 

12 ~) dated0December2002. (b)(1) 
~------' (b)(3) NatSecAct 

(b)(1) 16 
'fOP SEC~~T[(b)(3) NatSecAct fNOFORN//Xl 
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-,(b)(1) _____ _, 
'f'Of'SECRt .1 (b)(3) NatSecAct f~O! i@J//Xl 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b)(5) 
(b )(6) 
(b)(7)(c) 
(b)(7)(f) 

(b)(1) 17 
TO'f' SECRET f (b )(3) NatSecAct ~OFO~J//Xl .. 
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(b)(1) 
!OP SECRL . [(b)(3) NatSecAct fU 1~'N//Xl I 

•• (b)(5) 
(b)(1) . I 
(b~3) NatSecAct '---c----====:-------------__J 

(b)(11 
41. Notwithstanding the guidance he 

received id not request additional-guidance or approval for 
(b)(3) CIAAct th d d ill" bl tr ff" . d . d il (b)(3) NatSecAct e use o a an gur_i or po:wer r m ca e a ic or urmg a y . 
(b)(B)I . telephone conversations with orl I 
(b)(7)(c) . (b)(1 )_:, 
(b)(7)(f) · f'f8/ WHYDIDTHEAGENCYsEND( (To~atSecAct 

I ~~ lgl· N'e;-18,;;A~1curoANcE DID HE RECEIVE BEFORE ms DEPLOYMENT. · 

I 
. . . . (b)(1) 

. 42 .. (TS/ Selection. By mid-Dece,ber :002(b)j3) NatSecAct 
(b)(1) · . Headqua_rters and! ]were at odds regarding . 
(b )(~ NatSecActissessment on Al-Nashiri and how to proceed with hls m errogation 

. or debriefing. On several occasions throughout December 2002, · 

I I ~eported via cables and secure telephone calls tha(b)(1) 
b 

1 
Al-Nashiri was not.actively resisting a.hd was resronding to(b )(3) NatSecAct 

~bl~~ NatSecAct=tuestions directly. Headquarters disagreed with_ I 
I assessment because Headquarters analysts thought Al-Nashiri was 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(b)(1' 

withholding imminent threat information. Consequently, CTC 
management held a meeting onODecember 2002, to discuss the 
issue of Al-Nashiri's cooperation and the next steos. in his 
interrogation or debriefing. J 

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

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )(7)( d) 
(b )(7)(f) 

~~lgl ~~~~Ac_t ________ ~lsaid he was supposed to "interrogate" 
(b)(6). 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )(7)(f) - (b)(1) . 1R . 

TOP SEcmr(b)(3) NatSecAct ___ NOFO'l':M/ /)\.1 
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I 
(b)(1) ____ _ 

'fOP SECR.:i>. [(b)(3) NatSecAct ~i!C RN//Xl 

(b)(1) . 
. (b)(3) CIAAct Al N hir' d . h th. Al N. hiri' ti (b)(3) NatSecAct - as i an assess w e ~r or not - as was coopera ve, or 
(b)(6) lying and withhol~g information about imminent threats. 7-------' 

(b)(?)(c) said he had not completed the two-week interrogations training 
(b)(Z)(f) program and he turned down three opportunities to attend the 

I interrogations training program because he is opp9sed to the use C(b)(3) CIAAct 
EITs. I faid he believes more information is obtainable (b )(6) 
through psychological means.than the application of EITs. (b)(?)(c) I 

(b)(1) 
(b)f3) NatSecAct I I . I L . I 44. ffS/ 1 Guidance. paid riefed him 
(b)(1) once approximately two or three months before his 
(b)(3) CIAAct This l?riefing was pr,mptet b~ Ito an~ot~e-r~et~a~m_e_e_~ 
(b)(3) NatSecAcJaci!ity. I ~aid rovided an oral briefing without much 
~~l~~l(c) detail and did not give him anything to read or review. According to 
(b )(?)(f) I I ~riefing touched ~n leJal guidelines of EITs, but not in 

detail. / I explained tha~ mentioned confinement in a box . I and that HeadJuarrrs approval was needed before EITs could be . . 
used; however, did not provide any guidance on measures that (b )(6) 

~~l~~l(c) could or could not be used outside the criteria·of a few EITs. I (b)l(?)(c) 
• · said he never saw writt\?n guidelines before he went to I flild 

(b)(1) no one ave hims ecific guidance on how to accomplish his task at 
(b)(3) NatSe~Act aid the only guidance he received[ =:Jo 

as lffilted to comments from and ~ho I ~r_e_p-or-te-d=1--'y said, "We are depending on you," and "Go will1Goa,I· 
· respectively.I la!so said he did not receive any guidance 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

regarding the use of props, to include handguns, drills, or other 
equipment. 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b)(?)(c) 
(b)(?)(d) 
(b )(?)(f) 

. (b)(1) 19 
TO:P SECRE!-T f (b )(3) NatSecAct f\J'OfiOR:N//Xl 
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(b)(1 l---~--~ 
TOI" :'.5f!Cl~ •. · .'[(b)(3) NatSecAct ll<!e ;,l\:!<l'/iXl 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )(7)( d) 
(b )(7)(f) 

(SHNF') DID USE UNAUTI:lORIZED TECHNIQUES AND, IF SO, WHAT 

TRANSPIRED? (b)(1) (b)(1) 
· l(b)(3) NatSecAct · (b)(3) NatSecAct . 

48. fl'S/ ,j_ II !arrived at lion 
(b )( 1 ll 0December 2002 and, afte~ions with lliec<JB,held his first 
{b){3) NotSooAcl '"'ion with Al·N"'hki thot mning. By the following 1vening, · ~ I 

I reported to Headquarters in cable traffici3 tl:_lat ad 
· assessed Al-Nashiri as withholding information and tha 

· was keeping Al-Nashiri hooded ·and hapdmff;ed to the wall. 
/~igi CIAA t Al-N~shiri was also initi~lly kept nude./ !told OIG that J:te 
(b)(3) NatS~cAcilirected that Al-Nashiri's clothing be re'movecl because he wanted to 
(b)(6) withdraw all the privileges he had given Al-Nashiri, during which 
(b)(7)(c) Al-Nashiri's cooperation had declined. On0December 2002, 
(b)(7)(f) eported to Headquarters in cable traffici.4 that Al-Nashiri 

I was again kept hqoded and handcuffed to the wall overnight. On 
LJ:>ecember 2002 eeorted that, after multiple sessions I with Al-Nashiri between and0December 2002'. he was becoming 

(b)(
1

) submissive an · ad begun to improve his standard of 
(b )(~ NatSecAdiving by fii:ving him things, including additional layers of clothes.15 

I _then reported having given Al-Nashiri another article of 
I clothing olC]Jecember 2002.16 · 

I 
I 
I 

13 (SttNF) 

14 (SHHF) 

15 ~//11:1') 
16 (S//Mf) 

· ecember.2002. 

ecember 2002. 

ecember 2002. 

ecember 2002. 

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

(b)(1) 20 
TOl"SECR:ETr-(b)(3) NatSecAct fMO:FORN/(Xl 
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(b )( 1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 

I 
(b)(1) 

'fOP SEC~t': [(b)(3) NatSecAct 

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

(b )(3) NatSecAct 
• I I (b)(6) 
~<, 'Xl(b)(?)(c) 

(b)(?)(f) 

I 
I . · 49. ('ffi..l/L=iAt one point betweeUDecember 2002 

(b)(1) and0January 2003,e___..=_Jproposed a plan to! /to user=a~-~ 
(b)(3) CIAAct handgun tolrightj Al-Nashiri into disclosing information.~! --~ 
(b)(3) NatSecActexplained t that he had seen a handgun used at another 
(b)(6) 
(b)(?)(c) 
(b)(?)(d) 
(b)(.(f) 

I 

facility to frighten a detainee. According to at that facility, a 
. Station officer with managerial responsibilities used a handgun 

during a staged incident to frighten a detainee whom the field 
assessed as withholding information. The Station officer reportedly 

. openly discussed the staged incident at the Station without 
cohsequence.17 (b )( 1) · · 

(b )(3) NatSecAct 

· ~- ffSI A I f!pproved the plan on the basis· that 
(~l(~ Cl ·Said he had seen a ha:tdgun used elsewhere and h~ I 
(b)g) N~~~Act oug t the use of a handgun, and later the power drill, fell into the 
(b )(6)\ 8l::ay _a~e~?f s!~d<lI~ techn!-g~es, .~~i~ ~e. C()ul? approve.J I 
(b)(7)(c) · · ··oelieved a handgun and power drill, used as props, were less fear 
(~l/;l/~) provokingJhan ~ITs, in particular, tl:w w11ter.board.J ~lf>o said he . · 

- assume ad Headquarters' approval because Headquarters 
sen o resolve the matter of Al-Nashiri's cooperation. C:=J I said e ma e a judgment call that, in hindsight, was incorrect but 

(b)(1) . was based on the pressure he felt frqm Headquarters to obtain 
(b)(3) CIAAct imminent threat information from Al-Nashiri on. 9 /11-style attacks. 
(b)(3) NatSectct /both said they did not intend for Al-Nashiri to fear 

/~l/~l(c) for~ ~e; thelt i:itent('b)(1 yo get Al-Nashiri to cooperate a,nd 
(b)(?)(f) provide information. (b)(3) NatSecAct . 

·• . 51. (.!f&/ ;I / Becausellsecure the detainees 
and control all detainee movementsr==Jbrlefed them on the plan 

(b)(1 )I to use a handgun. He instructed them to clear al ) 
(b)(3) CIAAct handgun and move Al-Nashiri to another cell in· a rougher manner · 
(b)(3) NatSecAct- d d ll . lt him fr th . . (b)(6 )1 mten e to menta y JO om e prev10us routine. 
(b)(?)(c) (b)(1) 
(b)(?jf) (b)(3) NatSecAct 

I 'I 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~,--~~~~~~ 

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

••• ,(b)(1)-~~---
T()P$ECRE'f/I (b)(3) NatSecAct }<oFOffi:J//Xl 
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(b)(1) 

I ffif' SECRE l(b )(3) NatSecAct r•o RM/ /Xl 

I . (b)(1) . . . 
(b)(1) · \b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b)(3) CIAAct · 52. (.'.fS7 j I ~oughly moved Al-Nashiri to 
(b )(3) NatSecAcunother cell where he sat hooded, naked, and shackled. ~aid 
(b)(6) he entered the cell and racked the unloaded handgun cl~(b)6) 
(b)(?)(c) Al-Nashiri's hooded head.I ~aid he instructed (b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(7)(d) .. , · · · (b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(?)(f) remove Al-Nashin s hood after he racked the handgun so th;(b )(6) 

I.. . Al-Nashiri could see the handgun. (b)(7)(c) 
(b )(7)(f) 

53. (Tf:,/ 

I said they observed oint the barrel of the handgun 
(b)(1) · at Al-Nashirrs ri:hJemple. 
(b)(3) CIAAct I L. "d "th . d th. h d Al N hi ., h d (b)(3) NatSecAct pa1 e1 er pomte e an gun at - as n s ea 
(b )(6) or laid it alongsi e s head; he could not tell from his angle. One 
(b)(7)(c) CJsaid he thought Al-Nashiri was unhooded when the handgun 
(b )(7)( d) touched his head. said Al-Nashiri began to cry when 
(b )J)(f) !l~cked or ~inted the handgun at his head; a .point disputed 

byc=J) ;denied pointing the barrel of the handgun at 
I . AlcNashiri or otherwise touching him with it .. 

(b)(1) r:::J . 
(b)(3) NatSecAct 54. ('.J'S/ On what was probably the same day, but 

I · after the w:;e o e an gunJldecided to use a power dtj.ll to 

. frighten Al-NMhh!, alooin ~of obi~ j""'~= It I was an improm2tu idea, but one he proposed to who 
consented. C :=Jntered Al-Nashiri's cell while . were 

(b)(1) shacklinf hlillmffie standing position. He revved the power drill, 
(b)(3) NatSecAct:atching_ \by surprise. According to) \m~ ) 

I 
who was in the cell during the power drill incident, the power drill 
did not house.a bit. [ 

(b)(1) 
. (b )(3) CIAAct · said the power drill housed a bit or had an attachment that looked 
/~l(~\ NatSecActlil~e a screwdriver. During the power drill incident! Al-Nashlri stood 
(b)(7)(c) naked and hooded; he flinched and shook, but did not cry. By all 
(b)(7)(d) accountsj !did not touch Al-Nashiri with the power drill and 
(b)(7.f) Al-Nashiri could not see the power drill. 

I 
I 

(b )( 1 ) 
(b)(3) NatSecAct--~ 

TOPSECRE'r/I ~OFORN//X1 
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I l(b)(1) 
TOl" 5ECltt . (b)(3) NatSecAct 

{ 
I (b)(1) 

(b )(3) NatSecAct · 
(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 55. ('I'S/ aid he justified the use of the 
(b)(3) NatSecActhandgun and 2ower drill becaus oncurred. when asked; and, 
(b)(6) because hC ~ad seen a han gun u/ed as a f<rop during a 
i~l/;l~n) · staged ~cident at ~other detan:ee ~acility.. . ~lso said he did 

not receive any guidance regarding unprovisation with props and he I thought the use of props for psychological effect fell below the EIT 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

threshold. 

(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 
(b)(6) 
(b)(?)(c) 
(b)(?)(d) 
(b)(?)(f) 

(b)(1) ?~ 

. 'fOf'~ECf~ET[(b)(3) NatSecAct---~fHOPOR~l//Xl. 
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(b)(1) . 
'FOP SECRi l(b)(3) NatSecAct ~JC PR~J//Xl 

I . 

· (Sh'NF) WHEN AND HOW DID HEADQUARTERS LEARN ABOUT TILE USE 01' 
UNAurHORIZED TECHNIQUES AND WHAT ACTION !)JD HEADQUARTERS 
TAKE? (b)(1) 

(b)(3) NatSecAct 

(b)(~ 58. rfs/ ~ 11~-~lsaid he did not report the use. of . 
(b)(3) CIAAct the handgun or power drill because he thought their use fell below· 
(b)(3) NatSecAct the EIT reporting threshold, and he did not receive guidance on 
(b )(6) · reporting requirements.1-----,said he did not report the proposed 
(b)(?)(c) · 1 · h h d l__J d ill th b · (b)(?)(d) pan to use t e an gun or power r , or e su se uent 
(b)(7)(f) implementation of these tools, because he assumed had 

I 
Headquarters' approval. II also saidDan . 
instructed him to scale b~ reporting. According to he did 
not giveCguidance on the use of props during an interrogation; 
however, no one may threaten a detainee with death, including · 
pointing a handgun at them.Csaid the field m:ust document new 

(b)(1 )f techniques· in a cable and receive approval before implementation. 
(b)(3) CIAAct ~said he instructe~ Ito report important information and 

I 

~~ l~~ll NatSecAct limit minutiae to. avoid lengthy cables, however, it was unreasonable 
(b)(7)(c) forCto ihfer from his.briefing that he should ncit report the use of 
(b)(7)(d) a handgun or power drill because ifeir us~ qualifies as important and 
(b )(7~f) reportable. According t~ J he tol • to provide specific . 

I 
(b)(1). 

and detailed reporting. · · 

59. In early Janua r"'---2_0_0--'3,"---------\ 
and 

(b )(3 L_NatSecAct arrivre=d'-'a~tc..,_ __ _J.:..to=-;replace 
and tol ·.r--'---...-cab"'o-u-,te'Cth~e'-u-se-of~th~e~h-an~d-gun _ _J 

(b)(1)1 and power drill.18 I on erred withl 
(b)(3) NatSecAclwho had also recent! arrive a~ lthe~y_r_e_p_o-,rt~e~d~th~e-· --~ 

incidents t"l,----.,J01{]January 2003. l'---_______ ___J 

interviewed who were on duty during the incidents and 
(b)(1) d d th fth .. 

I· 
(b)(3) CIAAct. forwar e · e res ts o. err mterviews to 
(b)(3) NatSecAct (b)(1) (b)(1) _____ _J 

(b)(6) . (b)(3) CIAAct (b)(3) CIAAct 
(b)(7)(c) (b)(3) NatSecAct (b)(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(7)(f) (b )(6) . 

I 
I 

· (b)(7)(c) 

18 (S//~JI') Lotus Notes from~I ___ (_b )_(
7
_J_(f)_=1__,to'---_ __,klated 22 January 2003. 

l_(b)(1 )_211. 

'fOP SECRET A (b )(3) NatSecAct · 1NOFORN//Xl 
c__ _______ __J 
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(b)(1) 
(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(3) NatSecAct 
(b )(6) 
(b )(7)( c) 
(b )(7)( d) 
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(b)(1) 
'f'A'P-<lil~;,- ~---(b)(3) NatSecActl;rc 'f(Jf 8fCKt .

1 
_ YRf<f//)(l 

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

(b )(:J(f) 60. ('f'Sj JU onl and~eturn to 
I He dqujrters and interviewe and 
. interviewed and documented 

those interviews in memoranda. Their memoranda reportc=Jand I 
· L__Jdenied tha ointed the handgun at Al-Nashiri's I . head. Orj instructions,1 re-interviewed each 

(b)(1) \lwho r~maine at on the is.s::e of whether _or not 
(b)(3) NatSecA~~.mnted the handgun at Al-Nashin s temple; therr accounts 

- remained consistent with their original interviews. On0January 
(b)(1) 2003, James Pavitt, DDO, agreed with a recommendation from 
(b)(3) CIAAct Associate DDO (ADDO), to convene an 
(b )(3) NatSecAct accountability board;I9 however, Pavitt subsequently suspended the 
(b)(6))1( ) board's review pending completion of°OIG's investigation. 
(b)(7 c . . 

I . (Si/NF) DID THE USE OF uNAUTIIOfilZED TECHNIQUES· VIOLATE FEDERAL 

STATUTES OR AGENCY POLICY? 

(b)(1)1 
(b)(31NatSecAct 61. ffS/j J In response fo the authorities·granted by 

the MON after the terrorist acts of 9/11, the Agency developed an 
(b)(D interrogation prograll(b)f11 associated policies for the direct conduct 
(b )(3) C IAAct of interrogation,! (b )(3) NatSecAct 
(b)(3) NatSecAct The DCI 

~~l~~ll(c) . ~id not fo:mally ~~dify tho~e policies until Janua!}' 2003; however, 
(b )(7)(f) mterrogati~n pohc1:s lere m effect before . 

I deployed t and ~b)(1 )-llsseminated them through briefings 
at Headquarters an cables (b)(3) NatSecAct · 

(b)( 1~ 62. ffS . Althoughc::::J;.'id ITC/Lej'1 did not 
(b)(~ NatSecActclearly identify standard mterrogation techniques . 

. acknowledged that CTC/Legal briefed him and gave him copies of 

111 the torture statute andjDoJ oplon, which he said he read and 
(b)(1 JI understood. Likewise acknowledged CTC/Legal briefed 
(b)(3) CIAAct hi.. i· 1 'd lin f nh d. . . chni b (b)(3) NatSecAct m on ega gw e es o e ance mterrogation te ques, ut 
(b)(6)1 without much detail. 
(b)(7)(c) 
(b )(7)( d) 
(b )(7.l..(f) 

I 

. (b)(1) 
19 ~Lotus Notes from .the ADDO to the DDO, dateUanuary 2003. (b )(3) NatSecAct 

(b)(1)' 25 
.. 'fii0~!'~8~E<FC'R'REi:::+. T '( b) (3) N atSecAct 

Approved for Release: 2016/06/10 C06541525 ACLU-RDI 6528 p.27



C06541525 
Approved for Release: 2016/06/10 C06541525 

(b)(1) 

I 'fOf SECRI!:[ ~-(-b-)(-3)_N_a_1_s_ec_A_c_t --~r·c· ~J//Xl 

I (b)(6) 

I (b)(?)(c) . · 63. (~//NF) On 6 February 2003, OIG referred thls matter to· 
· . I lcounterterrorism Section, Criminal Division at 

- DoJ, for a determination on w)1ether or notc=JorL __ ]violated 
/~jgj CIAAct any federal statutes. Subsequently, OIG briefed DoJ, provided Dof 
(b)(3) NatSecActWith access to Agency records, and responded to DoJ s requests for· 
(b}(6); additional information. On 11September2003, DoJdeclined to 
(b)(?)(c) prosecut~ land I I 
(b)(?)(f) . . . '---~ 

I 

I 
(b)(1) . 
(b )(3) NatSecAct CONCLUSIONS 

(b)(1 ).· 64. fffi7! k !actions in suggestirig and 
(b)(3) CIAAct · l · d drill f · h (b)(3) NatSecAct ~p eme.n?11g ffie use oa an~gun an power to .ng ten. 
(b)(6). . Al-Nashir1 went beyonq anything approved by or consistent with 
(b)(?)(c) Agency policies. He failed to confer with Headquarters and failed to 
(b )(7)(f) report the use of the handgun and power drill to Headquarters. 

(b)(3) NatSecAct. · 

I 65. ts7i=:J'Nf) c::Ja~tions in approving---~use 
of the handgun and power drill, and failure to report their use to 

.(b)(1)1 Headq~arters, were inconsistent with Agenc olicies and specific 
(b)(3) CIAAct . .d h h d . d. H d t d d h. . (b)(3) NatSecAct gu1 ance e a receive .at ea quar ers. excee e 1s 
(b)(6)1 authorities and failed to make certa· erated within the 
(b)(?)(c) authorities that govern the use of interrogation techniques. 
(b )(7, .l.(f) 

I 66. tfS Before the incidents involving 
unauthorized interrogation techniques, Agency polilv existed il;t_ the I form of legal and operational briefings, and cables to\ jhat 

(b)(i) contained Headquarters' guidance and discussed the torture statute 
(b)(3)-NatSecAct and DoJ opinion. Guidance was not comprehensive, however, and 

• did not document the four standard techniques nor address 

I 
I 
I 
I 

improvisation with props that could reasonably constitute a physical 
threat. There were no mechanisms in place to ensure that the Agency 
had adequately briefed personnel and no records of individuals who 
had been briefed. 

. (b)(1),-~2~6------, 
TOf'SECR£Tr(b)(3) NatSecAct ~<f0FORN//X1 
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I l(b)(1) I 
(b)(1) TOP 5IOCRl L (b)(3) NatSecAct (<IC. iR:l<l//X\b)(1) 

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

I . 67. ffS"/ ~ I OIG found no evidence to sugge~t . 
(b)(1) · Headquarters off1cers.kriew!lorl1ntended to use 
(b)(3) CIAAct . unauthorized interrogation ~es ~ashiri. The use of 
(b)(3) NatSecAct th . d. ti. t hni 1 d f (b)(6)' unau. onze mterroga on ec ques at: resu te rom 
(b)(7)(c) two Agencv emolovees.Qnd acting independently. 
(b)(7)(f) · (b)(3) NatSecAct . 

I 68. (8-/c:_}Np) On 30 Janua:y 2003, the.DC! formally 
codified interrogation policy, however, that policy does not address 

· • improvisation utilizing props during interrogation or debriefing of 
'detainees. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I (b)(1) 27 

(b)(3) CIAAct 
(b )(6) 

'fOf SEC!tl:!'f /l(b )(3) NatSecAct rjrn;gRN / !Xl 
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(b)(1) 

~[_(b_l_(3_l _N_ai_s_ec_A_c_t --~r•c lltl<f//Xl 

RECOMMENDATION 

I 
I 
I (b )( 1) tt) The Deputy Director for Operations should request that a 

(b)(3) CIAAct Personnel Evaluation Board (PEB) be convened t() review· the actions. 
(b)(3) NatSecAct of! land 20 Alternatively, if 
(b){6) cornparrmenranon concerns suggest that the regular PEB should not 

~~ l~il~n) be used for this case, an accoimtability board ap~ointeJ by r-th_e ___ ~ 
Executive Director should consider the actions o an~ I . . . '---------' 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

CONCUR: l (b)(6) 

hn L. e gerson 
Inspector General 

20 (e) Recommendations related to processes used for ensuring proper briefings and guidance 
are given to Agency officers involved with interrogations and debriefings will be addressed in 
OIG's forthcoming report on the Agency's practices regarding interrogation of individuals for 
counterterrorism purposes. 

(b)(1) 28 
TOl' ~BCR'E'fc(b)(3) NatSecAct lt«3FORN//Xl 
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