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Army Regulation 180-8: Detainee Categories (U)

(U) Detainee Categories:

* (U) OD: Other detainees. (AR 190-8 defines ODs as detainses who have not
yetbemdMQduEPWCI or RP ODsmmhﬂedtoEPWtreatmentunhl
suchadmiﬁmhonhaabaanmadebyammpd.entmbunal)

| deta:nmweretobet.reated"humanelyand,tothe
{, extent appropriate and consistent with military
() In a memo dated February 7, 2002, nemty,manmnnermsmtmtmﬂithepﬁnci
PremdentGem-gaWBushdetermnedthatTa]iban ples of Geneva.”
detainees were “unlawful combatants™ not legally
enhﬂedtopnmuoi'warstatus,andﬂQaeda (U) As the foregoing discission demon-
strates, US. military operations since September
11, 2001 have taken place within an established
legal and policy framework. The Global War on
Terror is distinet from traditional conflicts such as
the World Wars becauss of our adversaries' disre-
gard for the law of war; however, US forces con-
tmmaflawﬁﬂwmbabantslmdwtmGPw tinue to be governed by the law of war and by U.S.
2. (U) Al Qaeda. As a non-state organization, policy with an emphasis on the humane treatment
alQaadamnot—andmmotbe-aputyto of all detainees.

any international treaty, mcludmg the |
Geneva Conventions. Interrogation: Doctrine (U)

(0) Geneva and the War on Terror

" (U) Notwithstanding their legal status, the (U) There is no master DoD interrogation
President determined that al Qaeda and Taliban doctrine; however, the U.S. Army tactical interro-
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gation doctrine forms the de facto basis for inter-
rogations conducted by Do} intelligence person-
nel. This doctrine is currently codified in the
1992 Army Field Manual 34-52, Intelligence
Interrogation, and consists of seventeen interro-
gation techniques - called “approaches® in the
manual - which may be used singly or in combi-
nation in order to elicit information from
detainees. FM 34-52 specifies that these tech-
niques, listed in the figure on the next page, are
not intended to constitute an all-inchusive hst;
rather, they constitute a compilation of methods
and procedures that have proven successful over

time, Additionally, the techniques are described |

in broad terms, and leave room for creativity in
their implementation. However, FM 34-52
explicitly requires that all interrogations be con-
ducted in accordance with the detainee | ﬁmtec-
tions guaranteed by the laws and policies
described ahove: “The approach techniques are
not new nor are all the poiﬁible or acceptable
techniques discussed below.” Everything the
interrogator says and does must be in concert
with the {Ge'ti BvE Canventions] and [the Uniform
Code of Mﬂ:tary Justme] "

(U) Although they have not officially adopt-
ed M 34-52 as doctrine, other Do) components
remain bound to work within the legal and policy
limits associated with the law of war during inter-
rogations. (FM 84-52 also notes that within any
military unit that includes interrogators, the sen-
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ior intelligence officer is assigned the responsibili-
ty of ensuring that all interrogations are performed
in accordance with the Geneva Convmhons and
US. policies. FM 34-52 suggests that this may be
effected through the review of oral ar written inter-
rogation plans by senior interrogators "when pos-
gible:* however, review of interrogation plans is
not mandatory) Within these bounds, interroge-

tors may employ 'psychologld ploys, verbal trick-
ery, or other nonviolent [and] non-coercive

ruses...in the interrogation of hesitant or uncoop-
m‘gﬁ\fem” '

R GDPﬁorwimappmvﬂh 1992, FM 34-52
was reviewed for legal sufficiency by the Office of
the Judge Advocate General of the Army. Though

FM 34-92's 17 techniques are not inherently legal

or illegal, the stipulation thei interrogators must
adhere at all times to the Geneva Conventions and

the Uniform Code of Military Justice (UCMJ) pro-
vides the backstop intended to prevent sbuse.

dard guide for conduchng interrogations.

(U) Questioning and Interrogation:
From Capture to Internment

(U) Recognizing that the value of intelli-

gence information may decrease with time, U.S.
military doctrine states that detainees may be
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Interrogation Techniques (U)

(U) Source: US, Army Field Manual 34-52, Intelligence Interrogation

purpose. Always the first appr'oachto be

attempted, and reportedly highly effective during past conflicts (e.g., Operation DESERT
STORM), - S

2. (U)Incentive. The interrogator uses luxury items (e.g., cigarettes) abave and beyond
thoaemmﬁredbyGenwammwdthedeMneeformpenﬁm,ﬁghtheimpﬁmﬁmthat
such items will be withheld for failure to cooperate. FM 34-52 c._mhom that sny withhold-
ing of items must not amwnttoadmialofbasiphmngﬁ'negds - thus food, medicine, etc.
may not be withheld. AU .

r
=g
E

3. (U) Emotional Love. The mterrogatorplayton the detainee'’s existing emotional
tendencies to create a psychological “burden” which may be eased by cooperation with the

interrogator. An “Emotional Love” technique might involve telling a detainee with appar-

4. (U) Emotional Hate. An “Emotional Hate” technique might involve telling a
detainee with arent contempt for his fellow goldiers. that cooperation with the inter-

o .

rogatorwillallo“_rall:.iedformtodestroythe detainee's old unit, thus affording him a meas-

mﬂﬂmrbehﬁnghmovapoweﬁngmmﬁthalmdmdthremﬁw,mhnpﬂ
even throwing objects around the interrogation room. The intent is to convince the
detaineethathedoelinfacthaveaomethingtofem; but that the interrogator offers a pos-
sible way out of the “trap.” FM 34-52 notes that of the 17 doctrinal gpproaches, *Fear Up"
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approaches have the greatest potential to violate the law of war, and that interrogators
must take great care to avoid threatening or coercing a detainee in violation of the Geneva
Convention. In addition, “Fear Up (Harsh)” is generally recommended only as a last resort,
because other approaches may not be effective in generahngrapportmththedetmneeonce
it has been used. -

6. (U) Fear Up (Mild). "Fear Up (Mﬂd)"usmaalm,mﬁonalap'ﬁmééhwiakeadvm
tage of the detainee's pre-existing fears, again in an attempt to ccmvmce the detainee that
cooperahcm with the interrogator will have positive eonsequmnea

7. (U) Feaxr-Down. Thedatmneemsooﬂledandmlmedm ordertobmldrapport and a
sense of security regarding the interrogator. -

8. (U) Pride and Ego-Up. The detainee is ﬂatterod by the mterrogatoi; promptmg hm
to provide information in order to gain further prnise (e.g., by demanstrating how impor-
tant he was to his counhy‘s war eﬁ‘ort) ' -

9. (U) Pride andEgo-Down. Themterrogatorgoadsthe detainee by challenging his
loyalty, intelligence, etc.; the detainee may then reveal information in an atl:empt to demon-
strate that the mterrogator is wrong.

10. (U) Fntihtyc The mta'rogatorra:tmnallypersuadea thedotaineethatlt is futile to
resist questioning, bamnae (for example) the US, will inevitably win the conflict; everyone
talks eventually:etc :This technique is not uaedbyltself rather, it is used to paint a bleak
picture. for the deta.mee, which can be exploited using other techniques (e.g., Emotional
Love)-. " - | .. o
1i“ fU)WeKnowAll Themtemgatoremployatestquoshoustowhmhmmm
already known in order to convince the detainee that the interrogator is all-h:.owmg' and
resistance to questioning is therefore pointlese.
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12. (U) File and Dossler. The intarrogator prapares a dossier with complete informa-
tion on the detainee's background, possibly padding the file with additional paper to
increaseits bulk. If this technique is successfu), the detainee will be intimidated by the size
oftheﬁle,andooncludethatevenrthmgm alreadyknownandthatremtamempmnﬂm

13. (U) Establish Your Identity. Thammtormmststhatthedetuneeunotwho
hesayshem,butrathermmfammspexmnwantedonmouschmbylngherauthnr
1tles. Thadetmneemaydxvulge information in an attemptto clearhisnama

14. (U) Repetition. Themtemgatorrapeatseachqumtonandmermu]hplem
unhLmordertosahsfythemtamgatormdbmakthamonotonythedetmneemm
queﬂhonsﬁﬂlyandmdldly .

15. (U)RapulFire .The interrogator: asks quwtmnsmrapld succession so that the
detameedoanothavemwmerﬁﬂly.TMBmaywnﬁmemtdmoythedeumee,lud-
ing to contradictory answers; Mbmataly t]mdetameemaybegmtonpeakmmﬁ'eelym
mdertomakeh:melfhwdandexplmnmmnmtmuespomtedoutbythemtmognton

16 (U)Silent. Theinterrogatoralenﬂylooksthedetnmeesquarelymtheeyeforan
extended period, unﬁl_thedetaineabecomesnmousoragltated. The interrogator breaks
them'lencewhenthe'détaiﬁeeappearamdytotalk.

17. (U) Chnnge‘of Swne The interrogator engages the detainee in an enviranment
other thanan mterrogatmnroommorderto ease the detainee’s apprehension, or catch him
with his guard down. For example, an interrogator might invite the detainee to another
setting for coffee and pleasant conversation; alternatively, an interrogator might pose as a
guard in ﬂae detention area and engage the detainee in conversation there.

37
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interrogated prior to their arrival at detention
facilities, as noted in AR 190-8: “Prisoners may
be interrogated in the combat zone. The use of
physical or mental torture or any coercion to
compel prisoners to provide information is pro-
hibited...Interrogations will normally be per-
formed by intelligence or counterintelligence
personnel.” Additionally, non-MI personnel may
doctrinally condueét "tactical questioning” of
detainees in the field prior to their delivery to
short- or long-term detainee holding facilities.

(U) Detainees may be captured or collected
in the field by any U.S. service member Therefore,
doctrine provides for basic, direct questioning of
detainees by capturing forces to ascertain informa-
tion of immediate tactical value. The figure on ths
following page provides an example of two themory
aids created for U.S. Army soldiers for these pur-

(U) After capture and tactical questioning
by MI personnel (collechvely termed "field process-
Ing"), detainees are normnlly transferred to Army
MP ‘units trained and orgnm.zed to operate deten-
tion or mternmentlreaettlement (I/R) facilities.
(Though the Army has the primary responsihility
for detention operations within DoD), other servic-

es may operate detention facilities as long as all of
~ the provisions of the Geneva Conventions and AR

190-8 are fulfilled.) Detention and IR doctrine is
contained in Army Field Manual 3-19.40, Military

38
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Police Detention and Internment/Resettlement
Operations. -

(U) By doctrine, there are three broad cate-
gories of detention facility: mllectmg points (nor-
mally operated by MP oompanies attached to Army
divisions), holding areas (normqlly omrated by MP
companies attached to Army. corps), and I/R facili-
ties (normally aperated by specially trained MP /R
battalions under MP brigades reparting to the the-
ater commeander). Division collecting points (CPs)
and: corps holding areas (CHAs) are intended to
provide for the immediate safety and well-being of

'-l_detamees, while preventing them from impeding

oombat operations on the battlefield. CP size may

. vary depending on the detainee capture rate, and

facilities may range from simple concertina wire
enclosures to existing structures such as sban-
doned schools or warehouses. CHAs may hold up
to 2,000 detainees, and are established in existing
structures or specially constructed camps.
Internment/resettlement (I/R) facilities are intend-
ed to provide for long-term detention away from
the combat zone, and normally consist of semi-
manent structures capable of holding up to 4,000
detainees.

(U) Divimion collecting points are further
classified as either forward or central CPs. Closest
to the battlefield, forward CPs are typically the
most austere detention facilities, and by doctrine,
should not house detainees for more than 12 hours
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Basic Detainee Capture and Questioning Procedures (U)
(U) Source: U.S. Army Special Text 2-91.6, Small Unit Support to Intelligence .
(U) Handling of Enemy Prisoners of War and Detainees: “The ﬂve"s' »

* (U) Search - Athomughaearchofthepersonforweapmanddocummts.

* (U) Bilence - Do not allow the EPWa/detainees to communicate with one
another, either verbally or with gestures. KeepaneyeOpenforpotentm]
troublemakers and be prepared to separate them. _ |

* (U) Segregate - Keepunhmnandmﬂltarysepmteandthmfutherdmde
them by rank, gender, nationality ethnicity, andrehgun.

* (U) Safeguard - Provide security for and protect the EPWa/detainees.
Getthemoutofimmedmtedangerandallowthemtoheptheupmana]
chmcalmotechvegea;iftheyhavamandthund-hﬁmtmnmrd&

* (U) Speed - Informat.wnutlmesmhve It is very important to move
peraonneltothorearasqmcklyaapoaibla An EPW/detainee's resistance to
questioning grows as time goes on. Thennhalahockol'bemgmptlmdor
detainedwemoﬂ’andtheybegmtothmkofescape HUMINT soldiers who are
trained in detailed exploitation; who have the appropriate time and meanis, will
bewmhngtotalktofhmmdlwduals '

([D’I‘acﬁcalQuestioninr YUMPS”
* (U) J-- Job: What is your job? What do you do? If military:” what is your
rank? Ifu'nlmn what is your position title?
' (U)U- Unit: What is your unit or the name of the company you work for?
) Askaboutchamofmtmnanﬂandwmmdstrucmre
.. (U)M Mission: What is the mission of your unit or element? What is the
mission of the next higher unit or element? What mission or job were you
performing when you were captured or detained? |
* (U) P - Priority Questions: Ask questions based on small unit's tasking
as briefed before patrol, roadblock, eic. Ensurequeatimsareaakeddunns

natural conversation 80 unit's mission is not disclosed.
e (NS - Bupporting Information: Anything not covered above.
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prior to their transfer to a central CP Central CPs
are located further from the battlefield, and are
intended to house detainees for up to 24 hours
prior to their transfer to CHAs.

(U) Corps holding areas normally retain
detainees for up to 72 hours, but may retain
detainees for the duration of hostilities if required.
Typically, one CHA is to be established per division
conducting combat operations. Detainees in CHAs
mngy be transferred to I/R facilities, where they
remain until hostilities end or they are otherwise
released.

(U) In sum, a detainee captured on the hat-

tactical questioning at the point of capture, fol-
lowed by detention and possible interrogation at a
forward CP for up to 12 hours, aoeai:ralCPforup
to 24 hours, a CHA for up to 72 hours (or longer as
required), and finally an /R faq]_;ty (or CHA) until
hostilities end or the detainee is approved for
release. Detainees may also be turned over to facil-

- ities at any higher echelon immediately following

capture. By doctrine, detainees are not to be
released until they have been fully processed for
contral andacmuntmgpurpoaeshyI/RtramedMF
units. . :

(U) As noted in AR 190-8 and FM 34-52,

interrogation by properly trained intelligence per-
sonnel may be conducted at any stage of the cap-
ture and detention process. In addition, AR 190-8

40

' “-'.:.__' General, July 21, 2004
tlefield would typically be processed as t'o;lc;ws: g )
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specifies that commanders of I/R facilities must
provide an area for intelligence enl]actwn efforts
(Le., mterrogatwn)

(U) Doctrinal Relationship Between

Military Police and Military Intelligence

(U) Doctnne does not dearbv and distinctly
address the mlahonshm between the Military Police
(MP) operating [interriment/resettlement] facilities
and the Military Intelligence (MI) personnel con-

ducting intelligence exploitation at those focilities.

:» “from the Detainee Operations Inspection

- “Iié'po‘rt,DepartmentoftheAlmyInspector

: (U) The [Geneva Conventions] and US pol-
icy expressly prohibit acts of violence or intimida-
tion, including physical or mental torture, threats,
insults, or exposure to inhumane lreaiment as o
means of or aid to interrogation.

- from Field Manual 34-52, Intelligence
Interrogation

(U) Coercion is not inflicted upon captives
and detainees fo obtain information...Inhumane
treatment, even if committed under stress of combat
and with deep provocation, is a serious and pun-
ishable violation under national law and interna-
tional law...

— from Field Manual 8-19.40, Military Police
Internment/Resetilement Operations
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(U) Previous investigations of detainee
abuse, such as the Department of the Army
Inspector General report quoted above, have cor-
rectly pointed out that MP and MI doctrine do not
completely describe the functional relationship
between detention and interrogation operations.
Exisling guidence regarding the direct involve-
ment of MPs in the interrogation mission - as
opposed to external support for interrogation - is
vague(seeﬂgmeonthenextpage) and non-exis-
tent wmith regard to the implementation of tech-
niques that are employed cutside the interrogation
room. (Examples of such techniques include envi-
ronmental and dietary manipulation,
described in the declassified April 186, 2003
Secretary of Defense memorandum approvmg

interrogation techniques for use st Guantanamo -

Bay) However, the second and third excerpts
cited above - one drawn from anMImanual the
other from an MP manual - demmstratethat doc-
trine clearly and specifically forblds the inhumane
treatment of datameea. R

(U) As prevxously descnbed MPs are
responsible for. estahlishing and operating deten-
tion facilities, whick: are typically found at the
division,- corpi- and theater levels (collecting
points, corps holdmg areas and internment/

resettlement facilities respectively). Within these
facilities, MPs are responsible for the security,
discipline, health, welfare, and humane treat-
ment of detainees. In addition, MPs must main-

., T e e SR R e e—,
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tain complete accountability for all detainees,
asgigning each an internment serial number
(ISN) and forwarding it to the National Detainee
Reparting Center (NDRO), asmdatedbyArmy
Regulation 190-8. - y

(U) As the subsequent figure ilhustrates, MPs
are also responsihle for coardinating with MI per-
sonnel to facilitate the collection of intelligence from
detainees. The most extensive discussion of this
mm’hﬂxtymmtmndmma-lﬂro Mikitary
Police. Internment/Resettlement Operations. MP
respondbn'htm related to detainee intelligence col-
lection, including interrogation, drawn from FM 8-
19.40 are summarized in the subsequent figure .

5 (U) The figure demonstrates that MP
administrative procedures pertaining to interroga-
tion operations are well defined, and stress
accountability for detainees at every stage of the
detention and interrogation process. (FM 3-19.40
goes so far as to specify that if a detainee is
removed from the receiving/processing line at a
detention facility by MI personnel, the detaines
and his or her possessions must first be accounted
for on DD Form 2708 - Receip? for Inmate or
Detained Person - and Department of the Army
(DA) Form 4137, Evidence/Property Custody
Document.) In directing MPs to "assist MI person-
nel by identifying detainees who may have useful
information,” doctrine clearly permits MPs to con-
duct passive intelligence collection within deten-
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ME MI and Detainee Intelligence Collection: Existing Doctrine (U)

(U) From Army Regulation 190-8, Enemy Prisoners of War; Retained Personnel,

Civilian Internees and Other Detainees

“The [enemy prisoner of war/civilian internee] facility eommander wﬂl pnmde
an area for intelligence collection efforts.” e

(U) From Field Meanual 3-19.1, Military Police Operations : :
“The MP perform their...function of collecting, evacuatmg, and § necurmg EPWs
throughout the [area of operations]. In this process, thé MP coordinate with
MI to collect information that may be used in cunmtorﬁlture operations.”

(U) From Field Manual 3-19.40, Military Police Infernment/Resettlement Operations
“The MP work closely with military mtelhgenee Interrogation teams...to '

dete:mneifcaptwea,thmreqmpment andthmrweapomhmhltelhgence

value.”

(U) From Field Manual 34-52, Intdhgence Intmgabon
“Screeners coordinate w:thMPholdmgareaguards ontheirrolem the screening
process. The guards are toldwherethescmemngmlltakeplaoe. how EPWs and
detainees aretobebraught from the holding area, and what types of behavior on

thenrpartwﬂlfm’htato I:heacreemngs. (NOTE: FM 34-52 defines screening as

“the selechon uf gources for interrogation.” Screening is not interrogation.)

tion facilities. In addition, both MI and MP doc-
trine repeatadly emphamze the requirement for
humane t.reatm&nt of all detainees.

(U'JHowever, there is a lack of doctrine
regarding MP and M1 roles in the application of the
"outside-the-interrogation-room” interrogation
techniques approved by DoD and gervice authari-
ties in the course of the Global War on Terror. The
techniques set forth in FM 84-52, such as direct

42

questioning and fear up, are generally described in

the context of an “"interrogation site.” In contrast,
many-of the "new" techniques - such as the substi- “
tution of Meals-Ready-to-Eat (MREs) for hot
meals, or reversing a detainee'’s sleep cycle from

night to day - are applied outside the interrogation

area in an effort to render the detainee more coop-
erative during subsequent interrogations. Neither

MP nor MI doctrine prescribes specific responsihil-

ities for the employment of techniques requiring
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