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(U) Church Review

(U) In the wake of revelations of prisoner
abuse at Abu Ghraib, the SacmtnryofDefenu

commissioned this brief "review" of detainee opera-
tions at GTMO (and the Nava] Comohdatod Brig

(U) The Church Review described itself as
a "snapshot” ofeushngmdltlomatG‘I'MO,md
not a wmprehensive historical review. The review
found that detainees at GTMO were being treated
properlyandhumanel)t The review found "no evi-
dence,orevmsuspidon,ofseﬁousurmtemic
problems,” and no evidence of non-compliance with
DoD orders. More specifically, there was no indi-
cation that unauthorized interrogation techniques
were being used on the detainees.,

(U) The Church Review concluded that
appropriate procedures were in place st GTMO to
detain, interrogate and report information, sup-
ported by effective SOPs and a strong chain of
command. GTMO also had an effective training
program, including instruction on the principles of
the Geneva Conventions, and a positive command
climate in which personnel appeared willing to
report any concerns. In addition, the review noted
that the roles of military police and military intel-
ligence were separate and well-defined, yet still
coordinated.
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(U) While the Church Review was primari-
ly a snapshot of current conditions, it also summa-
rized the reported instances of detainee abuss,
whether as a result of inappropriate interrogation
techniques or otherwise, since the initiation of
intelligence operations at GTMO in January 2002.
The review cited three instances of inappropriate
interrogation techniques that led to abuse.

unknown date, in response to being spat
upon by a detainee, assaulted the detainee

bywipmgd.yaﬁ'omaredmaﬁcmarkerm
thedetmneesslurtandtelhngthedetmnae

thattheredstamwublood. The female

interrogator renewed averbal repnmand for
her actions. - '

. (U) TheChu.n:hRev:ew also summarized
(U) Flrst a female interrogator aexual]y threemadent! ormegedmductb}(mm

assaulted a detainee on April 17, 2003, by
of resulted in substan
running her fingers through a detainee's Which | in fiated sbuse.

hair, and made sexuslly suggestive com-
ments and body movements, including sit-

;__(U}!f'ir;t','anhﬂ’mmltedadetaheem
September 17, 2002, by attempting to spray

ting on’ the detainee's lap, during an -

interrogation. The female interrogator wes

given a written admomshment for her

actions,

(U) Second, on April 22, 2003, anni.'fanuga-
tor, using the fear-up harsh' technique,
assaulted a detaines by having MPs repeat-
edly bring the detainee ﬁ'om standing to a
prone position and bacl:. A review of med-
ical records indlmted superficial bruising to
the dehinee's knees. The interrogator was
isausd a letter of reprimand; furthermore,
MG Miller, the Commander of JTF-GTMO,
prohb1ted further use of the fear-up harsh

technique, and also specifically prohibited
MPs from direct involvement in interroga-

tiona.

him with a hose after the detainee had

. thrown an unidentified, foul-smelling liquid

on the ME The MP received non-judicial
punishment in the form of seven days restric-
tion and reduction in rate from E4 to E-S.

(U) Second, on March 23, 2003, an MP
sprayed pepper spray on a detainee who was
preparing to throw an unidentified liquid on
another ME The MP who had used the pep-
per spray requested a court martial in lien
of non-judicial punishment and was acquit-
ted at a special court martial.

(U) Finally, on April 10, 2003, after a
detaines had struck an MP in the face (caus-
ing the MP to loee a tooth) and bitten anoth-
er MP the MP who was bitten had struck
the detainee with a handheld radio. This

« (U) Third, 'a female intérrogator at an
55
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MP was given non-judicial punishment in Iraq Reports (U)
the form of 45 days extra duty and reduced
in rate from E-4 to E-3. (U) Miller Report
(U) The Church Review noted that the MP (U) From August 31 to September 9,

force generally operated under significant stress, 2003, the JTF GTMO commander MG Geoffrey
as assaults against MPs were common, averaglng Miller, led a team to assess mten-ogatmn and

fourteen per week. Detainees, for example, rou- detention operations in Iraq. (MG Miller's visit
tinely physically assaulted MPs, spat upon them, was the result of an August 18, 2003 message
and threw liquid, foods, or bodily fluids. from the Joint Stnﬂ"n Director for Operations [J-

3}, requesting that the SOUTHCOM commander
(U) In eddition to the above incidents, the provide a team of experts in detention and inter-

Church Review also identified two minor infrac- rogation operations to provide advice on relevant

tions. .. facilities and operations in Iraq. The need for

- such assistance in light of the growing insur-

* (U) First, on February 10, 2004, an MP . gency had originally been expressed by CJTF-7

mappromatelyjoked with a detamee, dared and CENTCOM, and the Joint Staff tasking mes-

sage was generated following discussions with
both CENTCOM and SOUTHCOM.)

(U) The overarching theme of the Miller
: T Report was that '[tlactical interrogation opera-

* {(U) Becond, on February 15; 2004, a barber tions differ greatly from strategic interrogation
intentionally gave. two detainees unusual operations.” While CJTF-7 had proven itself effec-
haircuts, including an “inverse Mohawk," in tive in accomplishing the tactical mission, it was
an effort to frustrate the detainees’ requests now necessary to trangition to strategic interroga- ’
formmﬂarhmutaasammofumty The tion operations as CJTF-7 entered a new, counter-
barber and his company commander were insurgency phase in the conflict in Iraq. This new
both ¢ounseled as a result of this incident. phase involved a different “category of internees to

interrogate," and required new “analytical back-

stopping,” as well as a “clear strategy for imple-
menting a long-term approach and clearly defined
interrogation policies and authorities.” In this
regard, the report observed that CJTF-7 had not
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rogation effectiveness.”

(U) The Miller Report’s most significant

| recommendation for making the transition from ;
tactical to strategic interrogation was thst "the

detention operations function must act as “an
| enabler for interrogation,* by helping to “set con-
for  successful i gati

on what MPs should or should not domtheu'role
as “enablers.” but it did state that “(i]t is essential

' | thattheguardforcebeachvelyangagedmaethng

the conditions for !umbsaﬁll explmtahon of the
internees,” and that “[f]omt strategic interrogation
Operahonaarahamperedbylackofacttvecontrol
of the internees within the detention environment”
(emphaxzis addedJ In sum, the report observed,
“[d]etention opera'tlms must be structured to
ensure [the] detention environment focuses the
internee’s confidence and attention on their inter-
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(U) The Miller Report made several other
recommendations that drew upon lessons lsarned
at GTMO. For example, the report recommended
that CJTF-7 establish and train “"Interrogation

T:gm'Teamsmmmedof[sic]onemtem:gator

comedofbehavhralpsychdMandpsychia
mstawhocouldhelpdevelop “integrated interro-

gation strateglu and assess interrogation

intelligence production.” In addition, MG Miller
recommended the interrogation mission be consol-

idated" at “one Joint Interrogation Debriefing

‘Center (J'IDC)/strategm interrogation facility

und_er CITF-7 command,” and noted that “(t]his

“action has been initisted® Finally, the report

offered a number of training recommendations, to
include training the “MP detention staff {on) train-

ing programs utilized by JTF-GTMO.” _

(U) Ryder Report

08) LTG Sanchez commissioned the Ryder
Repart in August 2003, to assess detention and cor-
rections operations in Iraq. The Ryder Report, like
the Miller Report, was an outgrowth of LI'G
Sanchez’ interest in identifying and implementing
improvements in detention and interrogation oper-
ations in August 2003, when these operations were
taking on increased importance in light of the
insurgency in Iraq and the need to rebuild Iraq's
prison system. The Ryder Report, which was com-
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pleted on November 6, 2003, just two months after
the Miller Report, was a detailed review of deten-
tion and corrections operations in Iraq. - A key
ohjective of the report was "developing recommen-
dations on how to bridge from current operations
to an Iraqgi-run prison system.” and thus much of
the information in the report was not directly rele-
vani to interrogation operations, Nevertheless,
the report did address several detention issues that
bear at least indirectly on interrogations or poten-

inappropriate confinement practices. The Ryder

team conducted its assessment from Octobér 13 to
November 6, 2003, and 2s MG Taguba pointed out
in his report on military police operations at Abu
Ghraib, the most serious abuses.at Abu Ghraib
occurred in late October and early November 2003,
It should be noted, however, that the team’s visit to
Abu Ghraib was: an _ﬁhanfn&d, escorted walk-

through. - .

(S The Ryder Report did, however, identify
several problem areas within detention operations
in Iraq. For example, the 800th MP Brigade -
which was tasked to secure the detainee population

throughout Iraq, and was at that time supporting
15 separate detention facilities, including Abu

58
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Ghraib - was struggling to adapt its organizational
structure, training and equipment resources from
a unit designed to conduct standard EPW opera-
tions, to its current mission of mmﬁa]lymnning
an entire country's prison lyltm. Making matters
worse was that the Brigade did not receive
Internment/Resettlemeiit_(I/R) and corrections
specific training during its mobilization period.
This pmblemwufu.rther exacerbated by the fact
that the Battalions within the Brigade were gener-
ally undermanned. Moreover, the repart obeerved,
“[s]everal Division/Brigade collection points and
US monitored Iraqi prisons had flawed or inguffi-

- clently detailed use of force and other standing
- operatitig procedures or policies.”

k E{The Ryder Report also weighed in on
the debate about the proper relationship between
military intelligence and military police units,
concluding that military police should net be sub-
ordinate to military intellizence. The report
explained that according to Army doctrine, "AR
190-8 requires military police to provide an area
for intelligence collection efforts within EPW
facilities. Military polics, though adept at passive
collection of intelligence within a facility, do not
participate in Military Intelligence supervised
interrogation sessions.” While not mentioning
the Miller Report by name, the Ryder Report
nonetheless rejected the Miller Report's central
recommendation, stating that “(rlecent intelli-
gence collection in support of Operation
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ENDURING FREEDOM has posited a template
whereby military police actively set favorable
conditions for subsequent interviews. Such
actions generally run counter to the smooth oper-
ation of a detention facility, attempting to main-
tain its population in a compliant and docile
state.” MG Ryder therefore recommended that
procedures be established "that define the role of
military police soldiers securing the compound,
clearly separating the actions of the guards from
those of the military intelligence personnel”
(emphasia added). Significantly, the report con-
cluded that the 800th MP Brigade had not been
asked to change its procedures “to set the condi-

tions for MI interviews, nor participate in thnsa'

interviews.”

(8) An additional, interrogation-related
problem that the report identified wa3 that-Iraqi
criminal detainees were sgometimes co-located with
other types of detainees,. includmg -security
internees and EPWs. Tlnswalgenera]lydueto
the lack of prison facilities and ongoing consolida.
tion efforts at Abu Ghraib~ The report noted that
this was in wnlahon of the Geneva Canvention,
andasapmchcalmattel;'themmagemant of mul-
tiple dmparate groups of detained persons in a sin-
gle location by members of the same unit invites
confusion al_)_qnt handling, processing, and treat-
ment, and typically facilitates the transfer of infor-
mation between different categories of detainees.”
The report stated flatly that "[d]etainees must be
segregated and managed by their designation,” and

m_
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resources and poor conditions at Abu Ghraib. The

pointed out that doing so would establish "better
control over the [detainees] environment," which
should "increase their intelligence yield."

(U) Herrington Iraq Report ~

alw

(U) The highest ranking intelligence officer

in Iraq at the time, then-BG Barbara Fast, the C2

for CJTF-7, requested COL' Herrington's assis-
tamamtheAmwG—ztoevﬂuatehumanmtalh

gmopmhomml.raq In his 14-page report,
COL Herrington, the author of the first GTMO
report, pmvnded a summary of his site-specific
lmpremons gained from a week-long visit to Iraq
in December 2003. The most significant aspect of
the report was the observations about the lack of

prison overcrowding and lack of MP personnel
sometimes forced “MI soldiers with inadequate
training and equipment” to assume the MP mis-
gion. Adding to the tension at the prison complex

Were “dangerous and difficult conditions,” incdud- .

ing frequent mortar attacks. Security at the facili-
ty was also compromised by the presence of Iragi
police, some of whom were apparently inadequate-
ly vetted and had on one occasion smuggled a
weapon to a detainee. The situation was so dire
that COL Thomas Pappas, the 205th MT Brigade
Commander (snd forward operating base com-
mander for Abu Ghraib), LTC Steven Jordan, the
Deputy Director of the Joint Interrogation and_
Debriefing Center (JIDC), and MAJ Michael

Sheridan of the 800th MP Brigade expressed the

9
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view that if the overcrowding - which they referred
toasa“preasureoooker"thatcmﬂdleadtoapﬂs-
oner uprising - was not allevigtated, “bad things”
were likely to result, to include death, injury, or
hostage situations involving US. personnel. COL
Herrington recommended that CJTE.7 “urgently
devotemorereeourcestotheAquhrmbchal
lenge.”

(U) The report credited JIDC persannel
with doing the best they could under difficult con-
ditions, and obtaining and reporting “significant
information from detainees.” And despite the con-

ditions at Abu Ghraib, COL Herrington nonethe-.

less stated that, “we neither saw nor learned of any
evidence that detainees are being ﬂlmﬂy or
improperly treated at Abu Ghraib.” Thereport
acknowledged, however, that "on occasion," JIDC
personnel had at the request of OGA personnel
‘held “ghost detainces” (those mthout any ISN
number assigned to them) at Abu Ghraib, COL
Hamngtonwamedﬂmtthmprwtice carries with
it certain risks, nottheleaatofwhichmthatntmay
be technically illegal ormwolahon of C2 policy,”
and remmmendod that C2 staff address the issue.

14)) The report mmmented on the relation-
ship bstween MP and MI units at various facilities,
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‘abuse, and the Officer-in-Charge of the
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well-run, and impressive” Division Interrogation
Facility of the 1st Armor Division, where the
“MP/MI interface was as it should be, with the MI
people in the lead.” Inoontrast he was unim-
pressed with the Iraq Su.wey Group (ISG) JIDC,
which “fe]lfarshortofwhatweexpectodto

see,"and where the MPs were “the visible masters
(versus the mtermgators)” and the detainees were
permitted too much communication with one
another. .-

M'I‘he report referenced allegations that
priaoners arri

Medical personnel had documented these

at Camp Cropper stated that he had not reported
the alleged abuse up the chain of command

because “[e}verybody knows about ft."

(U) Finally, the report made two recom-
mendations of note. First, high-ranking and senior
Iraqi detainees held by the ISG (such as general
officers, or ministerial-level officers) should be
housed in better facilitiess, commensurate with
their status. This was not only required by the
Geneva Convention, but also made sense from an
intelligence exploitation perspective. Second, the
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- Teport suggested that the Army "build a corps of ~ (U) The Lee Report "did not find informa-
strategc mterrogatoraldebnd'ers who are officers tion that would lead to a finding that there was a
' imi systematic problem.” LTC Lee stated that she "was
sure that there were isolated.incidents where
detameesamvedmlmthanpmhm conditinna,”
tical interrogator (non-commissioned officers) who but she "would attribute some ‘of thése to the
are too young and inexperienced” for such a mis- resultsofmbatwedetenhonsatthehmeofeap-
sion. _ ' 'Inanyevent.aheoould'ﬁdnopmoftomb-

' stantiate the allqntwns against the [special
(U) Lee Report operations forces) or Army community® Nor could

tQ\Tho Deputy Commanding General of

nhaﬁndanymdeqoetosugutn“h&ofhowl-
| edge of Geneva Convention requirements.”

CJTF-7, MG Wojdakowski, appointed LTC Lee on . - |
February 23, 2004 to investigate allegations of - tS)TheLeeRaporbitae!fwumemely
detainee abuse at Camp Cropper in Iraq. This brief and cursory, and there were obvicus gaps in
extremely brief, thres-page report found no evi- the investigation methodology. For example, LTC
dence to substantiate allegations that]J] person- ~ Lee noted that she had been unable to find contact
- nel had in the summer of 2003 abused detaineesin information for certain key personnel (and in one
its custody before bringing them to the case had not received responses to her questions),
at Camp Cropper. These were essentially the same yet did not describe her efforts to procure the
aﬂegahmthatCOLngtonaddxeMmhm information. In fairness, the passage of time
report.whlchnotedthatmedlcalpmmmelhad between the principal allegations (summer 2003)
documented the signs of sbuse, and that the and the assignment of the investigation (January
Officer-in-Charge of the had mdered 23, 2004) made LTC Lee's work more difficult.
theabusemmmmknowledge. The This passage of time is unexplained, and repre-
were originally hrought to light sents a lost opportunity to address potential )
who workedinthe-at Camap Cropper for detainee abuse in Iraq early on.
ap veeks, beginning in June 2008. |
T had not witnessed any abuse (U) Tagnba Report
(or signs of abuse) first hand, but based his allega- . _
tions on & handful of reports that he had heard (U) On January 31, 2004, the Commander
from others working at Camp Cropper. of the Combined Forces Land Component
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Command (CFLCC), LTG McKiernan, appointed
MG Taguba, the CFLCC Deputy Commanding

General for Support, to investigate the 800th

Military Police Brigade's "detention and intern-
ment operations” since November 1, 2003. LTG
Sanchez, the Commander, CJTF-7, requested the
investigation based upon the accumulation of a
wide range of incidents and prior investigations,
culminating in an Army Criminal Investigation

detainee abuse committed by members of the 3724
MP Company® at Abu Ghraih. The 372d MP
Company was then a subordinate unit of the 320th

Police Brigade. While portions of the Taguba

Report remain classified, the bulk of the report, -

and almost all of its annexes, have becoine avail-
able to the public through unauthorized dmclosure
toseveralmajormediaorganizaﬁdm (as well as
official release of a redacted version of the report
and many of its annexes). ' MG Taguba and other
officials associated with the investigation have also
provided public tesﬂmony before Congress on the

(U) MG Taguba's overall conclusion was
that “several U;S. Army Soldiers have committed
egregious acts and grave breaches of international
law at Abu Ghraib/BCCF [Baghdad Central
Confinement Facility] and Camp Bucca, Iraq.
Furthermore, key leaders in both the 800th MP
Brigade and the 205th MI Brigade failed to comply
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with established regulations, policies and com-
mand directives in preventing detainee abuses at
Abu Ghraib (BCCF) and at Camp Bucca during the
period August 2003 to February 2004.” Although
MG Taguba endorsed the team's psychiatrist's
horrific abuses sufferéd-by the detainees at Abu
Ghraib (BCCF) were wanton acts of select soldiers
in an unsupervised and dangerous setting,” and

and comnmand ipﬁuﬁm'eucies," he also found that
there was “sufficient credible information to war-

Military Police Battalion and the 800th Military"'- ™22t &% inquiry” to “determine the extent of culpa-

bi],ity" of military intelligence personnel.

- (U) MG Taguba made a number of prelimi-
nary observations on the Miller Report and the
Ryder Report, including the comment that “the
recommendations of MG Miller's team that the
‘guard force' be actively engaged in setting the con-
ditions for successful exploitation of the internees
would appear to be in conflict with the recommmen-
dations of MG Ryder's Team and AR 190-8 that the
military police ‘do not participate in military intel-
ligence supervised interrogation sessions.” MG
Taguba cited with approval the Ryder Report's con-
clugion “that the OEF template whereby military
police actively set the favorable conditions for sub-
sequent interviews runs counter to the amooth
operation of a detention facility.”

(U) As a reflection of his tasking, MG
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