UNCLASSIFIED

ACTION MEMO

FOR: PRINCIFAL DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (POLICY)

FROM: Robertplewberry, Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defensc
(SOMLICEICYH 1 o

SUBJECT: Interim Policy Conceming Intelligence Autherities in DoD 5240,1-R,
“Procedures Governing the Activities of DoD lnlclhgence Components That Affect
United States Persons.”

» SO/LIC was tasked to review a proposal from the Assistant to the Secretary of
Dcfense for Intelligence Oversight (ATSD-IO) (TAB A}

- They are seeking DopSecDef approval for an interim change to DoD regulation
5240.1-R (TAB B). This change would remove the USD(P) from the review and
oversight process for the conduct of DoD Intellipence Activities (red tabs).

e Although we agree that the regulation and the associated DoD Directive (5240.1, at
TAB C) sre in need of revision, we do not coneur as written.

- Instead, we recommend implementing an interim policy followed by a complete
revision of both the regulation and directive top more deliberately reflect the roles
and responsibilities of the USD(3) and USD(P) as they relate to policy oversight of
Dol Intelligence Activities.

RECOMMENDATION: Sign the memorandum at TAB D, recommending to ATSD-JO
they pursue an interim change to the regulatign-fSllywed by a complete revision of Dol

Approve: Disapprove: _ Other;

COORDINATION: N/A 1 ' m
(N W ),

Attachments: zs stated —“w ,5“ VINES Sian)

_r ’ Aot L"“l .“> Y
Prepared Bys Gany Reid, SOL/LIC&IC SOC|(D)(2)
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UNCLASSIFIED

Goodroe, Michael E Mr O3SD ATSD-I0

From: Reld, Garry, CIV, OSD-PCLICY

Sant: Tuesday, July 10, 2007 12:30 PM

Ta: pdroe, Michagl E Mr OSD ATSD-I0; J(B)B). - e 0sb POLICY
Ce: “|CTR 03D POLICY

Subject: RE: DoD 5240.1R (U)

UNCLASSIFIED

Mike - Sorry for making you wait on Policy. 1've been out far severs! weeks and saw this action yesterday » but was fold
that you had been supplied with our input. Evidently thel was not comrect.

. Short answer - Ryan Henry. the Princt
attachment you have (included in|(B)¢

Longer answer: Our office recommendad that Policy non-concur, and requast that your revised regulation retafr an aspect
of Pollcy oversight and Invalvement in this actions related to the 5240-1R. Mr. Henry non-coneurred with our
recommendation, and wrote “f concur with DSD, these activities should be transferred to USD{!)." Mr. Henry's point
is clearly that the USD{1} now has the primary responsibility for implementation of the regulation. However, we ask that
when you revise the regulation you do not completsly remove the Under Secretary for Policy from the infermation oop.

One soiution could be to include language that provides an outlet for the USD(P)'s situational awareness, such as "the

ty Under Secretary far Policy, concurs with your proposed revision, The
mall below) indicates Mr. Hanry's approval. .

USD{) will notify the USD{PY", or “the USD{)...in coomination with the USD(F)"...etc. We think stich ianguage would ba

useful and necessary to retain Inhagration and unily of effort between LISD{I} and USD{P) on matters pertaining to the
subject regulation.

Please lat me know if there's anything else you need from us on this action.

Thanks,
Garry Reid

Garty Reid
Ditector, Special Operations Poln:y

From: Goodroe, Michael E M DSD ATSD-IC

Sent; ’ 10, 2007 9:30 AM

To: 0Sp POLICY

o =] i CI'RUSDPDLICY Reld, Gy, CIV, OSD-PDLICY
Subfect: RE: DoD S240.1-R {U)

UNCLASSIFIED

An‘y update an this actlon?

Mike Goodroe

From: (b}

Sent: Hnnda-{ ulv 02, 2007 10:26 AM

To: Reld, Garty, CIV, OSD-POLICY

Ce: Goodroe, Michasl E Mr 050 ATS0-10;(R)(B)
Subject: DoD 5240.1-R ()

UNCLASSIFIED 1
EFF 1180




. UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

Mr, Reid,. did you (or someone else In SOC) ever relum this non-concur fo anyone in ATSD-[07 Thay re-sent the roques!
for coordination to us, saying they never received our reply. Last | have, SOLIC forwarded the camplated package to S0C.

Just trying to avold double-tasking this.
Thanks a |

<« Flle: noless.if »>
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AsSIsTART TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC  20301-7200

. WY B A

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board
Old Executive Office Building, Room 494
Washington, DC 20500

+ Dear Mr. Chauman

() 'I‘hc Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the|ppriod July
through Scptembcr 2001 is attached. .

Daniel J. g MB

Principal Deputy General Counsel. ATSINIO) .

Attaéhment:
As stated

DERIVED FROM: NSA/CSSM 123-2
DATED: 24 FEB 98 - :
Declassify on: X1

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENT
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Copyl ke,
Caxe

Department of Defense Intelligence Oversigh
July - September 2001

DI e

.u..a...-s.f

o —

io. (Ol

et No,

DﬂD [B‘V‘nn-vt o

=07

AL

AL

{0} Siguiﬂcant Intelligence Oversight issues warranﬁng
ntion for this period: None. . :

CDEF/I0B

Nbo significant Intelligence Oversight violations during (his period.

¢ ?6)
SD(IO) menitored 21cases; none require SECDEF/IOB attenti

at this time,

(b} 1)b)(3) - P.L. 86-36

{b)(3) - P.L. 86-36,

ATRIOT Act of

_21 The ATSD{IO}, in coordinauon with thc DoD Deputy Gcne:
Intelligence, issued a message on November 15, 2001, which provi
guidance to commanders, supporting Dol intelligence organizatio
professionals on how the USA PATRIOT Act of 2001 impacted
intelligence activities and Intelligence Oversight. A copy of the m

(E Intelligence Oversight Inspections: The Office of thé Al
telligence Oversight inspections of and staff assistance visits to L

policy

EFF|1183




- [OXb)(3):10 USC 5424

e

worldwide. These inspections complement and are in addition to thgse performed by
Defense Intelligence Agencies, Combatant Commands, and the Servjces. In addition,
they provide insight into the effectiveness of Intelligence Oversight training programs
throughout the DoD. '

) Joint Tagk Force (JTF) - 6. El Pago, Texas: Very tha

gram designed to ensure appropriate familiarity with Intelligen
regulat:ons and to prevent unintentional violations. The inspector
and DEA senior officials and the military Reservists who had bee
respective organizations. Military persoanel are detailed for §
analysis and analytical training--they are prohibited from participa
enforcement activities, The inspection team also visited the El P :
Center, Operation Alliance, and the Border Patrol Special
toured U1.S, Mexico border and observed U.S. Customs operations

. 3 ) _ .7
ﬁ%’r ” NMXI
.  EFF|1184




- proactively soughf to avoid such incidents in the future.

)“’ /‘ gt

port of entry. Texas Army and Alr Natmnal Gua:d, under Title 32 apthority and
ldxrecuon of the Governor, were observed assisting in customs inspe¢tions.

t en il GANG Intcll ppnce Overslght
program had improved dramatically due to two events: a 1999 vidlation, which
pointed up the need for oversight and was turned into a teaching tdol, and
appointment of an Intelligence Oversight officer in May 2000, SHARISC and JRISE

Intelligence Oversight programs were adequate,®X2)

(b}2)

- (BR00) Intelligence Qversight Training at the Western Homitphere Institute
or Seeurity Cooperation (WHINSEC), Fort Benning, Georgial ATSD{IO) and -
staff members presented the Intelligence Oversight fraining course{tq 60 Latin
American and U.S. students attending the Command and General QOfficers Courseat  ~
the WHINSEC. This program provides future Latin American lea(le kecn insights -
into how military and civilian leaders in the U.S. balance national $eturity needs with
constitutionally guaranteed rights of U.S. persons. Feedback from|the studexts was -
positive; they were most impressed that our instruction admitied pgst mistakes on the
part of the U.S, Intelligence Community and that the Intelligence Qversight program

{bX ) (b)X3)-P.L. 86 36

tox1)

. 4 ' : )
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. ‘Washingion, DC 20500

‘Qctober through Deosmber 2001 is attached. -
Daniel ngu*ono : %A% |
Principal Deputy General C_oungel TSD(IO)

 Attachment:

1~ 2o

" 7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, BG 203017200

"
Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board-

Old Executive Office Building, Room 494

Dear Mr. Chairman:

ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for lfxe pcriod

As stated

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS
REMQYAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS - - .
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‘—.. . , . M

Department of Defense Inteliigence Oversight Re
October ~December 2001

x W Signiﬁcant Inte!hgence OVersight issues warranﬁng
attention for this period: Non&

. M No significant Intel!igence Owrslght violations during this -pf:riod .
TSD{10) monitored 20 cases; none require SECDEFAOB a nt this fime,

t

ECDEF/IOB

o [(BXT)

. M Intel!igence Overs!ght Inspections: The Office of the

elligence Oversight inspections of and staff assistance visits to [ D unils

worldwide. The inspections complement and are in addition to th
the Defense Intelligence Agencies, Combatant Commands, and thy
addition, they provide insight into the effectiveness of Intelligenc
programs thxoughout the DoD

- ductedan Intelhgence OVCS'Slght ' 5peg
EXIHEN2) BIB:10USC |ARQSE, and the USAREUR Lisison Offide,
on Novembet Z, 2001, All otganizations inspected displayed a

with Intelligenee ts and had acceptable progrant:

divided between.) ting significant b
administrative an oms.

previous qmr) (BY(1),(bY2)(b)3):10 USC §424
(§b){1).(b)(2).(b)(3):10 usc

This probiem has existed at the Jast fo
inspected; we have identified it to the{®(1): |and will continue

1), iwe have

(b)m (b)(2).(b)(3):10USC §424 e

" Fiture inspections.

. Brigade units; 7 Air Force units; Air Force Office of Speciat Inv
Detachments; Naval Criminal Investigative Service units; and
- . Lisison Advisor, Korea all had satisfactory Intelligence Oversight

L found several units whose Intelligence Oversight programs had decli
. DERIVED FROM NSA/CSSH |
: - PATED: 24 FEB 98 ' Sk .
: DB:IASSIW oW: X4 - ' EFE :
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S WONLY‘
momlor had departed; we find this occurs regutarly in short tour (opetyear
assignment) areas. We inspect short tour areas like Korea frequently [because of this
problem, We als encourage commanders to use transition books angl other B
menagement initiatives so that their [nte[hgmee Ovemght prograns don * decline
due to hlgh rotation rates. ;
w ins. ig and h s Warner-Robins
Logistics Center, 93rd Air Control Wing (JOINT STARS), and her Air Forcs
.umatRobmsAFBhadsausfactorylntelhngeOVWghtpro . Minot ,
suggestions for program clarity were made and accepted. U.S. Fo, pep  Command :
Headquarters and U.S. Army Reserve Cormand, Fort McPherson; (Georgia, had
satisfactory Intelligence Oversight programs. l
o (KL Outreach Proeram in Ju vence Oversieht in 8 Dempdratic Soclety ¢
!'Aul; L0 Opeal enter for Security Studies, Garmisch. Germany:
The purpose of the Outreach Program is to ensure future lcaders ofjednerging
democracics undesstand the concepts, importance, and apphcabl i fIntelhgeme .
Oversight as they develop their own democratic institutions. During this quarter, the
ATSD(IO) and staff memhcrs taught this elective at the Marshall 0 o1 terto students
from Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Kazakhstan, L:thuama, Russig lovaua, and
Uzbekistan. ‘
. Semingrs on Infelligencs .AL_.i'_!".k!!‘f. [Iniversity, Foy
m In October and again in November 2001, the A'I'SD D) presented
seminars oh Intelligence Qversight to two groups-of U.S. and fom a- students
attending the National Defense Univesity at Fort McNeir. The s h m
the principles of Intelligence Oversight and emphasized the importan and need for
such a System to these future seaior leaders,
v (EQI® Internet Based Intellicence Qvergight Traiuing Program Unde
Deyelopmer Wehaveproposedand are workirig appropriate coftractual
documents to develop an Internet, web-based, leaming module thaq will provide an

overview of Intelligence Oversight, its history, goals, requirements gnd procedures.
The initial module will be interactive; available both on the Intemnet and on CD/ROM;
and contain videos, vignettes, and questions o reinforce Initelligende [Oversight
knowledge. Upon completion of this initial training module, tailorgd modules on
Signals Intelligence and Human Intelltgmce will be developed in dolaboration with
NSA and DIA. ' :

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY '
' EFF (1192

L




- W )HM1
ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFEN

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200

APR

_Chairman, Intelligence O‘;fm'sxght Board
Old Executive Office Building, Room 494
Washington, DC 20500 -

Dear Mr. Cha;'rman:

T
7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON -

The Depariment of Defense Inteligence Oversight Report t‘or
- April - June 2002 is attached. There were no significant Intelh

Oversight issues warranting OB attention for this pmod and nojs
Intelhgmce Overs:ght violations.

) Dameﬁg

Principal Dcputy General Counsel - ATSD(IO)

Attachment:
As stated

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTA
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS
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l)epartment of Defense Intelligence Overs:ght Repert
" April - June 2002

O) Significant Intelhgence Oversight issues warrantmg SECDEFA0B
attention for this period: None. '

e WNO significant Intelligence Oversight violations duling this period‘.
"TSD{IO) monitored 27 cases; none require SECDEF!IOB a.ttbrﬁon at this
time,

(bX1)

. M’I‘hﬁrd International Intelligence Review Agencies Conference: The
TSD(IO) attended the Third International Intelligence Revie £

.- Conference in London, England, on May 13 and 14, 2002. Pre
were in Canbarra, Australia (1997) and Ottawa, Canada (1999 .

- and Security Committee of Parhament oﬁ'ered to host it. The qgther U1.S.
attendees were from CIA,NRO, DIA, NSA, NIMA, and the Dol} IG. Other

South Africa. Poland and Slovakia attended for the first time. [The conference
agenda reviewed the oversight functions, how they are accomplighed in the
several coyntries, and common challenges. Two themes surfadeq throughout
the discussions. One was the difference between the major chellenges facing
the new democracies who are in the process of developing effettive oversight
mechanisms, and the relatively minor problems in that regard of the others with
well-established oversight structures. The second theme was the|impact of the

several countries. This brought focus and extensive discussion of the increased
powers of intelligence agencies under new anti-terrorism legislk '
balance between national security requirements

Derived From NSA/CSSM -
Dated: 24 FEB 98 -
. Declassify On: X1
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ind staff of the United States Congressional

‘jnvited o the conference but did not attend. The pext conferense will be in the
U.8. in 2004 and co-sponsored by the CIA Inspector General pad the
"ATSD{O). .

,® M Intelligence Qversight Tnspections and Staff Visits The Office of
. a&ﬁﬂxmnamﬁmmﬂmdmmmmCwuﬁﬂﬂhﬂwdhmi*' staff
assistance visits to DoD units worldwide. The inspections cony plement and aré
in addition Yo those performed by the intelligence agencies g oD, Copbatant
Commands, and the Services. In sddition, they provide insight into the
-dﬁawuwwoﬂmgmymmCWa@mnmmmgwmmmm- ghout the DoD.
Duringthisquattet,tlﬁsoﬁwmdumdA ons and staff
its of intelligence and countes-intelligence woits located bath stateside snd in
Burope, to incude the Balkans. All organizations hd compliance
with DoD and Service Intelligence Oversight regulations ¥l the following
three excoptions: ‘ S S |
The U.S. intelligence portion.of & combined unit aNATO
Command lacked en Intelligence Oversight program. Theluhit was under the
mﬁmaqmpuwmﬁmnmwﬂxﬁomgwﬁmmsquahd fonal laws and
regulations; whereas in reality, NATO regulations state naionel lawe and
mgulaﬁonstakepmadmoeinaﬁ'oases. The unit now has  active
Intelligence Oversight progran in place.:

| mﬁ. Defense Attaché Office was upder the impres:
B formation that i in nature should o

_ thi2)
.- confusion in the field-for corrective

M

intelligence QI

The DIA IGv
action.

(b)(1)

foX1}

&cﬁﬁ
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 [BYN(b)3)P.L. 86-36
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T
A, &

. SEpET____ norg

(D} 1){b)3)-P.L. 8§6-38

(U) Intelligence Ovéraight Traiving and Awareness: DoD

o ttpue to exhibit active Intelligence Oversight programs, e.g;,
_ ';:;(:11 [:mployeos, contracto

and students during this period.
Pmmm refiected in in NRECAON renorts. the Inw .

Oversight cases, |(b)3)-P.L. 86-36

L LEER ol ) X

ions
trained over
results of these
Intelligence

S T 0 X1
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ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
‘7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 -

JUN 3 4|08

OVERSIGHT

Chairmen, Intelligence Oversight Board
Old Executive Office Building, Room 404
Washington, DC 20500 -

Dear Mr, Chairman: = -~ -~ . . ‘ 1o

(U) The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the phai
September 2002 is attached. There were 1o significant Intelligence Oy
‘warranting IOB attention for this period and no significant Intefligence

violations, - '
. Daniel J.Egl’()no . \ m. Lotz

. rg
Principal Deputy General Counsel - ATSD(IO)

Attachment:. S o - |
As stated ' N

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS AND) PHYSICAL
REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS

& ~ EFF[1203
W |




o0 | §§pﬁ§$ ffzgyaﬂﬁﬁ'

Department of Defense Iﬁféiligenceﬂversight R#urt
July - Septeniber 2002

. M Significant Inte!!igencé Oversight issues warranti nf SECDEF/IOB -
' tention for this period: None, - I
. Mo significant Intelligence Oversight violations during this period. |
TSD(I0) monitored 27 cases; norieféquire SECDEF/IOB stfelntion at this
- JEi

o m Intelligence Overslght Inspections and Staff Visits) A total of 158
.. ¥DoD Intelligence units received Intelligence Oversight inspectians or staff
assistance visits (SAVs) during this quarter. These worldwide ~ ‘
inspections/SAVs were conducted by Mie ATSD(IO) and the i
the intelligence agencies of DoD, the Combatant Commands,
Departments. Although minor edministrative issues were jdenti ed and
corrected during these inspections/SA3is,no violations of Intolligence

.l]'__““"—ﬁ.is z; (b)(E)-P L. 86-36 ! R
—— J Mﬂ_
‘Productionf{b)(3)-P.L 86-36 ,
J(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36

Derived From NSA/CSSM : TOoP PLROL.
Dated: 24 FEB 38 Cepy No. :
Declassify On: X1 o ) s I case Ne. — |
S . o5 Nasl - &
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e
. (U) lntelhgence Ovemght Conferéiige:’ Umted States Force
Penmsula-mde Intelligence Oversxglﬁ;{ﬂonference with the of]

apphoatmn of Intelhgmce Oversxgh: guidance regarding both

and the global war on tetrorism. Conference participants, ove

‘commanders, Inteilxgence Oversxght ofﬁcers, lega.l adwsors, ajy

Genetal

presentations to-intefligence related

Wm,eg,-

‘Korea hosted a
ge of the

attaché coaferences SN
R !»{. w’ ' ! !
. M Discussions on Intelhgence Grersnght thh Romaqi n anﬂ
‘ roatian Defense Officials: - a
M Baekgronnd. The ATSD(IO) ‘sponsors an Intelligenps Ovci'sight
elective at the George C. Marshall Eurnpean Center for Seum y|Studies in
Germisch, Germany. The focus of the'elective is to assist fitnremilitary and
civilian leaders of erh democracies to understand the impdrtance of
Intelligence Oversight. Fesdback fromithe program has led to féquests for .
~ additional mformaucn on developmg@pmgmn snmlar to DolD's in a number
of countries,. % - __ :
Romaiiia, Undex the aegis ef the Marshall Center, ATSD(IO) met
in Bucharest, Romania, on July 15 and 16, 2002, with the Defense Minister, -
Presidential National Security Advisor, and Chief of the Mili Intelhgenoe '

and Foreign Reptesentation Directorate. The

. Embassy’s Political-Military Officer were alsg present,
. was interested in exploring the applicability of the DoD Intelli
program to Romania as part of their democratization/rule-of-la

establishing their democratic bona fides;for NATO membership,

ATSD(I0) discussed the DoD Intelligggee Oversight program
offered to agsist Romania in deveIOpmg rules, regulations and
Intelligence Oversight. The Director General of Defense Intell
unavailable and subsequently visited with the ATSIXIO) in W

Septernber 2002.- Note A number of Romanian nnlttary and cyvi

2]

Wy |
=g  EF
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INOF 1
taken the elective course u Intlligenté Oversight taught by
the Marshall Center. S e o

T
ey '-5.1_‘- ‘.

he OATSD(IO) at -

b

®U) Croatia. The ATSD(IO) bt with and briefed the (]

- of Defense Inspector General and mieitibers of his staff in Was
24,2002, on Intelligence Ovessight abid the inspection activitik
The Croatian Inspector General had recently been assigned thy
exercising oversight of Croatian defénse intelligence organi
to understand the operations of the ATSD(IO) to serve as a fo

evolution of his own program. The ATSD(IO) volunteered tolaksi

- Croatians in the development of their own Entelligence Oversi
the Ministry of Defense. . =~ =~ . -
U) Ifelligence Oversight Triliving Initiative: The Of
telligence (QNI) is producing an Iifelligence Oversight trair
focusing on Intelligence Oversight issts likely to arise in
This tailored training will complement earlier Intelligence

aids produced by ONI,

Rt

NOE g

EF

hatian Ministry
ington on July

11206 .




Aﬁach:ncﬁt:

 no significant Intelligence Oversight violations,

Dofhsar g0

[Principal Deputy General Counsel ~ ATSD(IO)

. XSW, NM, ,_
ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETAI® OF DEFENS

. 7200 DEFENSE FENTAGON
WASHINGTON, PC 20301-7200

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. Chairman:

N |2

5 208

October - December 2002 js attached. - There were no significars
Intelligence Oversight issues warranting I0B attention for this p

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for mj't-‘od

As stated

UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMEN

PHYSICAL OVAJpOF CODEWQORDS A

and__

'S AND
VEATS
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Depsrtment of Defense Intelligence Oversight R
Octobar-December 2002

eport

W Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warrant{né SECDEF/I0B

ttention for this period' None,

. W No sigrificant Intelligence Oversight v:alations d
. ATSD(0) is monitoring 27 cases; none roqmre SECDEFAQ

time.

ng this period.
ention at this

i

Personnel: In :

m Allegations of Threat of Torture by U.S. IntelllgencL

ober 2002, individuals assigned to(0}(1){bX3):10 USC §424

!

. were alleged to have threatened & Bosnfan Muslim detaines with torture if he
did.not cooperate during questioning.- The allegation stated nol trture took
place. The interrogation team inoluded a|(b)3):10 USC §424 lassigned to
the[6)@)10 USC §424
and a(P)1) | The case is current}y open and with
the U.S. Army Criminal Investigation Command. In addition, fHe Defense

' Intelligence Agency IG is monitoring the m\re.sttgatwn since thei>/\
careetq(b) i

isalsoa civilian employee

. GDﬂ)(b)m P 8636

(b)}3¥10 USC

¢
!

| {{B){1)(n)(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36

(X1 {{p)}3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36

Derived From MSA/CSSM -
Dated: 24 FEB 93
Declassity On: X1
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R MJ }NWL
(b}(1)(b}(3}-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-38

(G B)3IP.L. 86-36

. Wﬂigénée Oversight Inspections and Staff Visits] [The limited
 “humber of Intelligence Oversight related cases we arc monitoring and the five
incidents highlighted above reflectthygffectiveness of Intelligy ce Oversight
training programs throughout DoD. - When inappropriate activities
whether intentional or unintentional, our intelligence professiops
to do. This point was reiterated during Intelligence Oversight ins :
Staff Assistance Visits (SAVs) to approximately 100 organizations during this
quarter. These worldwide inspections/SAVs were conducted bj :
OATSD(IO) and the inspection erms.of the intelligence agencigs|of DoD, the
Combatant Commands, and the Military Departments. Although minor
administrative igsues were identified ang corrected during thes¢ | _
inspections/SAVs, no violations of Intelligence Oversight guidarice were .
- identified. Most importantly, these inselligence professionals knw where to go
when they have questions and/or to report questionable activitib

. M DARPA's Total Informaﬁol;waareness (TXA) Prog
TSD(IO) and staff are involved in an on-going review of DARRA's TIA
program. To date, this review, which was initiated prior to the pngressionally
directed DoD IG investigation and the DoD internal and externk [[TIA Review

)deECRETf ~ NOFORNXL Ll o -~ 2

| " SEEREE—

am: The




o ?SW N(W

Boards, has revealed nothing that raises concems in relation 4
12333, Visits to organizations working with TIA, such as th
Intelligence and Security Command and the DoD Counter In
Activity, are being accomplished on a reoccurring basis, In a
and a representative of the DoD GC are working with DARP,

 facilitate their understanding of the Executive Order and appl
regulations and guidance. This is a key point, since the TIA
primarily in the conceptual phase at this time,

. w Tailored Training for USMC: The Marine Corps i
~base training in civilian environments.. In response to qu
field, the Marine Corps' Inspector General has developed a pl
commanders titled, "Considerations for Conducting Training
an Off-Base Civilian Environment" to enhance their preparati
component of the aid is Intelligence Oversight. This is just o
recent examples of how the Marine Corps is proacuvely intepr:
Dvemght into operational plannmg

o (D) ATSD{I0) Outreach Prdgram:.

. (Uy Intelligence Oversight Conference: The Geneva Centre §

Democratic Control of Armed Forces conducted a two day wo

“Democtatic and Parliamentary Oversight of Intelligence Ser
2002. The objectives of the program were to identify the struc
processes of democratic and parliamentary oversight of intelli

emerging, as well as, mature démocracies; to assess their sffecti

éxamine the role of parliaments within the oversight process;

concrete recommendations for strengthening intelligence oversj

. the DoD Intelligence Oversight system was presented by an A’]
- representative, the sole U.S. presenter, Workshop participants,
several parliamentarians, were from Eastern Eurcope, as well as
Belgium, Svmzerland Canada and the.U S

: W Intelligence Overs:ght Courses at the George C. M
" Turopean Center for Security Studies in Garmisch, Germa

and November 2002, the office of the ATSD(IO) conducted tw
Oversight courses. The first course was for the "Leaders for th

Exerctses in

L A key

b£ a number of
ing Intellipence

eness; to

to identify

t. A paper on
(10)

program, which consisted of middle grade military officers end|civilians from

Bulgaria, Estonia, Serbia, Georgis, Poland, Romania, Hungary,
U.S. officers. The second course was for the "Executive Prog




—

 International and Security Affairs" programi, which consisted|;
mititary officers and civilians from Albania, Bulgaria, Kazakh
Romania, and Russia.

(1) Center for Hemispheric Defense Studies (CHDS), Nati
University: The Center's mission is to develop academic progd
educating ptimarily civilians in defense and security plenning
familiarize civilians with the military profession and military hf

,Studying the defense policy making process in general, ‘This Whshi

senior level
Mongolia,

al Defense

gourse consists of students from North, Central, and South Amherica as well as

the Caribbean, It consists of students from national and city gh
industry, the press, and the military, .

L8] l’,nNovembér, the office of the A:f‘SD(IO) presented a progrs

- Intelligence Oversight program to students from 19 countries.

countries “intelligence™ organizations/activities have only derdgs

. cornotations. The students, especially the press and judicial re
. Were interested in the Intelligence Oversight program, includirlg
_President’s Intelligence Oversight Board. _ : '

ﬂ{syé:{ . ‘NOII ’X]EFi

n on DoD's

sentatives,
the role of the .
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ASSISTANT TO THE SECRE

7200 DEFENSE P
WASHINGTON, D¢ 20301 -'7_2.00

Chairman, Intelfigence Oversight Board
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 -
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. Chairman;

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for

Oversight issues warratting IOB attention for this period and no

Intelligence Oversight violations.
YUX
-DaniglJ. Dejl’Orto George B. Lotz 1

: 'Prin.cipal Deputy General Counsel ATSD(JI0O) -

Attachment a/s

Derived From NSA/CSSM
Deted: 24 Fob 98 :
Declassify On: X1

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHM'B‘TI% AND
" PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWOQRDS AND CAVEATS

y@% DIE -“WX
_ ————gaP.L.
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AuLust 12, 2003

eriod

* January-March 2003 is attached. There were no significant Intelligence
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- components conducted 64 Intelligence QOversight mspcctions or S4

m

.‘ b)3)-
;ﬁ{ WT I o

86-36

Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight
January-March 2003

. W Significant Intelligence Oversight i issues warrantin ECDEF/IOB -

attdntion for this period: None.

. m No signiﬁcant Intelligence Oversight violations durjilg this period.
O) is monitoring 11 cases; none require SECDEF/IOB Hon at this
time. : : :

(0)(1)

. W Intelligence Oversight Inspuﬁom and Staff Ass: gtz
{SAVs): The Office of the ATSD(I0) and the Inspectors General ¢

mtellxgencc units located worldmde Alt.hough minor adzmms ath

Intelligence Oversight gmdance were identified, These results pro ide insi
the effectiveness of both Inteltigence Oversight training and senio lpvel focus on
these programs Two exemplary programs are highlighted below:

. W OATSD(IO) Inspection of the Naval Criminal Inves i pative
ce: The NCIS Intelligence Oversight program is fully integrgted i

key aspect of the program is the role played by the NCIS' Office off General
Counsel's Nationa! Security Law Office. This office and its recent lexpansion,
-reflect the high level of attention given this program by both the N
and the Department of the Navy’s General Counsel This dedicated leg

awareness and understanding of Intelli igence Oversight requiremen
reflected by NCIS personnel at ali levels during inspection intervie
discussions. In addition, the legal team is on call around the ¢lock
operational issues during planning and execution of NCIS missions
related issues, and when required, to deploy to provide on scene support of on-

yf SWI‘!; OeF InopgeefiyT
. EFF [1213

86-30 :
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. }df sﬁfn O N(Wl

86-36 _
. going operations. -NCIS' Intelligence Oversight program is an exeqplary
benchmark for others to emulate. . _

. ) OATSD(I0) SAV to US Northern Command (USN{ RTHCOM):
ThT unique and evolving mission of USNORTHCOM involves Intélli
Oversight challenges few organizations have faced. As a resuit, the §
- with the strong support of the Commander of USNORTHCOM, Genbrs
initiated & series of SAVs of the headquarters and its three subordira ]

thé'Qeputy commander formed an Intelligence Oversight *Tiger Tehth" to devise
procedures and policies to address these challenges. A$ a result of [
the Command enjoys close staff cooperation between the Director 4 Intelligence
(J2), the Inspector Genera! (IG) and the Staff Tudge Advocate (SJA] on
Intelligence Oversight issues. The proactive nature of this progrant and its profile
as a Command interest itetn are key characteristics of a strong Intellige |
Oversight program. Historically, weak Intelligence Oversight programs are
., reactive, i.e, the J2, IG, and SJA work in isolafion until a problem $q CUrs.

The SAV team paid particular atteption to USNORTH((

-Cdlnbined Intelligence and Fusion Center, which is responsible for} ing
intelligence and relevant law enforcement data, The team found extellent

procedures in place to ensure the proper handling of US person-reldte

enforcement data, and where watranted, it's incorporation into fused

products.” The OATSD(I0) and USNORTHCOM cornitinue to work|elosely.to

address new and emerging Intelligence Oversight challenges.

. ?65 NSA SIGINT ACTIVITIES
BN R 3)-P.L, 86-36

(bX1)b)3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 56-36

' DYEP. ‘ .
| SECHET), o NOF i 2
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les-36 | .
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(b)(1){b}(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36
- "~ hea : ; DR A8 USC 798, P.L
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o () Tralnlng Initiatives: United States Soutl:mn Command has
Intelligence Oversight training objectives into Exercise FUERTES ¥
UNIFIED ENDEAVOR 2003. The exercise injects will evaluate the
mtelhgence personnel to recognize and appropriately respond to U§ |
eventsin a training environment,

. MQ} Meeting of the Steering Committee of the Intelligen
A¢fncies, London, England, March 2003: The intelligence revie
" the US, UK, Canada, Australia, New Zealand and other selected co
held a conference, approximately every two years since 1997, to dijo
mutyal inferest. The Steering Committee is planning for the first U

of the CIA/IG. Proposed panel discussions for the US-hosted confir
Intelligence Oversight and the global war on terrorism, and the im e

conference had been planned for Washington DC, but was chang
following the September 11, 2001 tervorist attacks.
utelligence Oversight Outreach tol )

.2 taﬂ’Assismnce Visit to the Defense Attaché|)1.£)3):10 |and :
Lb)m (b)M3):10 USC §424 d

importance of our Intelligence Oversight meeting with the[®)().®)
they progress with democratic reforms required by NATO 8CCESSI0
hightighted that CIA would be addmsmg oversight with the (g}ﬁ;\f?’g
up mecting at a later date :

w The meeting with the;;.., “’"2) WA ry productive. K
incfided the Minister of Defense, (DX2HEX3-10 USK Usc [the State Secr

* Ministry of Defense, the Commarder of the Armed Forces, the Chief]

Counterintelligence and the Acting Director of the Armed Forces
Department. Minister[©)2:®) _ noted that Parliament was revie

~ that would restructure the intelligence services. Additionally, his s
preparing an Intelligence Oversight structure for incotporation into
language. The ATSD(IO) offered his assistance on the/®X2).6} lin
Oversight program, The Minister was appreclaﬁve and n'}cgi’fﬁgxat
the ATSD(IO) website and intends to dap certain prowsm
and DoD Regulation 5240.1-R to the 1tary

I

{£X2),(b)
{3): 1 tLl

PL

N(w

berson related '

A Review

agencies of
tries, have
iss issues of

thosted

lin a follow

 participants
of the .
of Military
lligence
ing legislation
was ,
e legistative
gence :
reviewed
of B0 12333 .

e

86-36
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86-36 |
‘é__dan the meetmg, the{®EX1).(0){3):10 USC §424
i(b) (b)3)10USC was fo ”y estab

an office wi
Overs:ght authority over Ministty of Defense intelligence org
g!c;‘mon th;n Miﬁzgster requested that representatives from the US Depa

efense or Intelligence Community review ﬂw-nm ntelligence Oversight
language to be added to the legmlanon under review In Parliament. L
is assisting in this process.

17
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Asél ANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHlNGTON pc 20301 T2
4

M |08

Cheirman, Intefligence Oversight Board
‘New Bxecutive Office Building, Room 5020
Washington, DC 20500

. Dear Mr, Chairman:
The Department of Defense Inte!hgence Qversight Report for d:& period
April-June 2003 is attached. There were no significant Intellige;

Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this period and nd sggnificant
Intelligence Oversight viol ations. T .

Dantel J gell'Orto m Lotz

Principal Deputy Gencral Counse! - ATSD(O)

_ Attachment:
Asstated - -

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIF‘[ED UPON REMOVAL OF A’I‘TACHMENT$ AND
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS
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April - June 2003

. W Signiﬁcant Intelligence Oversight issues Warranting $

ention for this period: None.

. W No significant Intelligence Qversight violations du this period.
TSDQO) is monitoring 16 cases; none require SBCDBFIIOBr%:;nﬁon at this
time. The following are three representative cases:

(6}(1)(6)3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36

(b)X1){b)(5)
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i

M Investigation of Civilian Assigned to the/ " I2HEI3):10 USC §424
(BM1},(b)(2),(b)(3):10 USC §424

< 1(b)(1).{0)(2).(b)(3):16 USC
procedures o

Baséd on allegations
gulation 5240.1-R, Procedures Go

H0X1), thad vi

Activities of Defense Intelligence Campdnenm that Affect
Persom-, the DIA IG conducted an IO investigation, an audj
investigation. Dunng this process a third violation was dis
are as follows: (1).misuse of intelligence funds; (2) imprope
. U.8. persons; and, (3) intelligence support to a federal law
agency without DIA General Counsel (GC) approval. The
 is still an ongoing criminal case, ‘The DIA IG and DIA GC
corrective measures to bring the databese project into compl

Intelligence Oversisht procedures and sended DIA tak
management actig he 1 uestofj(b)(ﬂ {b)(2}, }operatlons

(h)(1 ).(b){Z) (b)

suspended and Jare reevaluating the program.

(b)(1)

Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assistan

. gs)

Vs): The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the Inspectors
components conducted 73 Intelligence Oversight inspections or
intelligence units located worldwide. No violations of Intellige
guidance were identified during the inspections and SAVs; al
administrative issues were identified and corrected. Thereis o
that continues to exist, Le., units that place undue emphasis on
vice permissive nature of DoD Intalhgence Oversight guidance.
ATSD{I0) hopes to correct this recurring prob]em with the intro

computer based Intelligence Oversight training program, which
testing in September 2003, and will be distributed later this Fall.

/NOF X1

EF

g

Oversight

1220




}%W 'N(WI

. M Intelligence Oversight Outreach Program--U.S. No .

' ommand (USNORTHCOM): The challenges of Homeland Dlefenss vice the
traditional roles of the military services have introduced unique challenges for

USNORTHCOM from an Intelligence Oversight petspective.

and the Commander of USNORTHCOM, General Eberhardt, hj

close working relationship between their two organizations to ai¢ esg these
challenges, This quarter saw the completion of staff assistance wvisits to alf
USNORTHCOM components. USNORTHCOM understands th img
. for ell of its personnel—not just intelligence—to understand the pirpose of
DoD's Intelligence Oversight program. As a result, USNORTHOOM has
incorporated Intelligence Oversight training into "USNORTHCOM :
introductory training course on the command's organization -; ission for all
incoming personnel. The training familiarizes command persosnel with -
Intelligence Oversight and its application to the USNORTHCOM
area of responsibility. In addition, USNORTHCOM is planning
Intelligence Oversight training objectives into future Homeland

exercises.

Wz)(a)- P.L 86-36

{b}(3)- P.L. 86-36

(b)(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36

(DX 1){o)3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36
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~ Washington, DC 20500

Q.,P Qlurwt p

* Principal Deputy General Counsel . ATSD(0)

Attachiment a/s

_SWTZ Wl :

7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON - :
. WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200

APR'1 2 2004

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board
New Exccutive Office Building, Ropm 5020

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the
July-September 2003 is attached. There were no significant Intol}
Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this petiod and no s
Inteltigence Oversight violations.

'Orto George B.

Derived From Muitiple Source
Dated: OADR,
Declassify On: X1

‘TRIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF.CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS
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Department of Defense Intelligence Qve
: July — September 2003

) WSigniﬁcant Infelligence Oversight issues warranting SECDEF/IOB
ttention for this period: None,

. Wé significant Intelligence Overﬁght violations during this period.
TSD(IO) is monitoring 15 cases; none require SECDEF/IOB attention at this
time. The following are two representative cases:

Wlegaﬁons of Misconduct and Violations of Intelligence
ersight (10) Repulations it Irag: U.S. Army Intelligence Command
forwarded two emails messages from Counter Intelligence (CI) soldiers

attached to the 205thMI Brigade, V Corps, deployed to Iraq, in which the

soldiers, both activated reservists from the 3234 Military Intelligence (M)
Battalion, allege numerous incidents of misconduct and violations of 10
regulations by members of the 223d M1 Battalion, California National

Guard, The allegations include the conduct of unauthorized/unapproved
collection operations, the employment of quesitonable means in the course

of intelligence activities, the conduct of a stop and search operation during

which personal property and money was seized from Iraqi citizens and kept

by members of the unit, and the treatment of walk-ins as recruited sources to
include undocumented tasking and compensations. One Special Agent in

the unit is specifically accused of representing himself as a commissioned

officer to local officials and creating the impression with local officials that

the U.S. was “executing” Iraqgi citizens. The matter has been forwarded to

the V Corps Inspector Generat (IG) for investigation. The investigation _%_,,,%-
been completed.and the results are being forwarded throu TF 7 to the
SAIG-IO

'""1)(b)(3)—50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36

— Wo X1 i
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(B)1)(b)3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L 86~

- address, on Intelligence Oversight to the NATO Senior Officers|F

{b)(1)

guidance were identified during the inspections arid SAVs, althbygh numerous
administrative issiies were identified and corrected.

w OATSD(IO) Ontreach Program: In conjunction with] overseas
pections, the OATSINIO) continiied to be actively engagedins
encourage recognition of the importance of Intelligence Oversight i
democracies. In this effort, the ATSD{O), and members of his staf;
seminars, in Intelligence Oversight, for students at the George (. |
European Center for Security Studies, and the Western Hemisphey
. Security and Caoperdtion. In addition, the ATSD(IO) delivered ¢

at the NATO School, Oberammergau, Germany. During this que
ATSD(I0) also participated at an international conference in Os
the exemination of the merits of creating a generic Intelligence Qversight law
for emerging democracies. At eachv , discussions on Intelljgence

Oversight were well received and often stimulated questions and ideas ori new
approaches on IO for the internationel community to consider.

;- ]Director, National Security Azency Anproves New SI
aidance: [(b)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36

JbY1)(0)(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36
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(B)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403, 16 USC 798, P.L. 86-36

their

J Mﬁpanded USNORTHCOM IO Training: Continui
rozctive approach to IO tiaining and awareness, NORAD/US
has instituted IO training at the NORTHCOM Command intx
-course for all incoming USNORTHCOM personne!. This tra
command personnel with 10 and its application to the USNOR’
aree. The OATSD(IO) has worked closely with USNORTHC
development of an effective IO program. 10 training, in the in
course, refiects the continued importance that the Command S

IO training and awareness,

SEgadﬁa afzggpaﬂf? |
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7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020
, Washingtoa,-DC 20500

Dear Mr Chamnan'

The Department of Defensc Intemgcncc Oversxght Report for th

ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

' me-;_v

October-December 2003 is aftached. Significant intelligence i

‘warranting SECDEF attention were provided out-of-cycle on May 19, 2004 -

and are an attachment to this report. A summary of these issues,
involved allegations of participation of U.S. military intelligence
in alleged mistreatment and abuse of Iragi, and in one case, Afgh
detainees while in the custody of U.S. Armed Forces, were brie

IOB by the ATSD(IO) on May 25, 2004, In eddition, other items r;
nto this

during the ATSDIO) bnefmg, to the IOB have been incorporat
report as well, :

—s- S -
Daniel J. DelPOrto _ George B. Lotz 1
Principal Deputy General Counsel . ATSD(IO)

Attachiment a/s

nwwmrmmnwmxmk'
Dated: 24 Feb 98
Declassify On: X1

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPGN REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS
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Department of Defense Intelligence Overg‘é wsg, Bl gl
- October-December 2003

il P —

Fremie M

(70 L ST d W W e

e W Significant Intelligence Oversight (I0) issues warrapting SECDEF
attention were provided out-of-cycle on May 19, 2004 (attachment i--still
current as written). In response to I0B-questioning, the ATSD{ID) provided a
summary of these events to the [OB on May 25, 2004. The issuel addressed
involved allegations of participation by U.S. military intelligen¢d personnel in
alleged mistreatment and abuse of Iragj, and in one case, Afghani, detainees
while in the custody of U.S. Armed Forces,

. meuary_l, 2003 to December 31, 2003: USSOUTHC
antanamo) and USCENTCOM (fraq and Afghanistan) pro no IO
* reporting on detainee abuse issues to this office. Likewise; nonp pf our other
reporting elements (Navy, Air Porce, DIA, NSA, DoD/IG, NR(}, NGA, DTRA,
- and the Joint Staff on behalf of the Combatant Commands) providled any j
detainee abuse repotts to this office during this period. The entofthe | ||
Army reported four alleged detainee abuse incidents: three occ during the
October-December 2003 reporting period (attachment 1), and the|fourth was _
closure of an investigation of an interrogation related incident.which occurred _
-in the Balkans in October 2002. This latter investigation by the{U].S, Army's
Criminal Investigation Command determined that no criminal abtlvity occurred.
However, the initial inquiry led to the following conclusions by|the DAIG
which are snmmarized below: .- - .. . . . ‘

(o)1)

.W New Reporting: On June 2, 2004, the ATSD(IO) requegted

ttachment 2) that all DoD Inspectors General provide immedi | réporting,
vice normal quarterly reporting, on any Questionable Intelligende A ctivity -
(Procedure 153) and other reports concerning misconduct or abusq of detainees

MW !N(WXI o
& & EFF|1228
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g g

by Defense intelligence personnel or assigned contractor personriel. As of June
18, 2004, the only substantive responses received were from the Department of
the Army Inspector General (DAIG) and the Inspector General|of the U.S.
Marine Corps. These and two earlier reports from both DIA and [DAIG ate .-
summarized below: ' '

-~ (U) DIAG- The Department of the Army Inspector General yeported that
Conunander, Combined Joint Task Force 7 (CTJF-7) is conducti
mvesugatxon into ali the relevant facts and circumstances s
ged misconduct on the part of personnel assigned and/or attadhed to the
205™ MI Brigade, to include civilian interrogators and/or intergre
August 2003 to 1 February 2004 at Abu Gharib Detention Facility
investigation will attempt to determine whether personnel of the 2
requested, encouragcd, condoncd or sohcxted Mllztary Palice pedsi

- established interrogation procedures and applicable laws and reg

questioning Iragi security mtemees at the Jomt Interrogation an
Center.

— (UYUSMC: A counterintelligence specialist was alleged 1o he
© struck a detainee during screening. An official inquiry found e ‘
and sketchy. A serious incident report indicated an immediate fnedical
examination of the detainee found no assecmted injury. The ca ¥

~ (U) DAIG: A 313th Military Intelligence Battalion interroggtqr is under

Collection Point, Forward Operating Base Saint Mere, Iraq, in Pgcember 2003,
came to the attention of the chain of command on/or about Mar¢h} 27, 2004.

Both the 82d and the Army Criminal Investigation Command atglinves
the incident, Those present during the incident have all providei|:
statements that the detainee was never struck or touchcd bythe b

on May 28,

- CM DIA; The DIA IG nruwded the following informatiq
AON1).6)E) Jassigned to]®X)
{(®X1) | may have been involved in the a defdlinees w] ls_‘
assigned in support of tactical operations in (B)(1)(0)(2):10 USC §424
@1)-(*’)(3)31 0 USC §424 ;conducted an injestigation in

| yﬁw; i Mm 2
- EFF 1220
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accordance with Army Regulation 15-6,and determined that
cause to believe that the subjectd assault several deta
1G is awaiting further infortnation and will determine the-need

investigative action after receipt and review of that informatios

e¥e is probable
r further

— (U)DAIG: The 650th Military Intelligence Group forwarddd p Procedure 15
on May 6, 2004 concerning the interrogation of a Kosovo Serbje
April 22, 2004 by a military intelligence officer assigned to the
Force Falcon, Kosovo. The event took place during the condug
and search operation. Unbeknownst to those who took part in §
alleged victim was an established|®X2) R
intelligence officer threatened the detainee with physical harm §

the initial report, the Deputy ASTD(IO); as part of a previously)stheduled

¢ operation, the
portedly, the

Advocate at Camp Bondsteel. The USACIDC is investigating this cass;
howwer, the case has not progressed because U.S. military pe el involved
in the incident have, on the advice of counsel, mvoked their rxght against self-

* incrimination. '

inspection, has discussed the incident with the reporting oﬁcj and Staff Judge

E Base'd*on a
ptary of

(U) Major General Fay Investigation for Commmander CJT
request from the Commander of U.S. Central Command, the S
Defense has directed the Secretary of the Army to appoint a n
new investigating officer for MG Fay's investigation into allege:
personnel assigned and/or attached to the 205th Military Intelfi
Abu Ghraib Detention Faclhty Attachment 3 is copy of the J
memorandum

nce Brigade at
14,2004 .

&

pes. The DIA -

death. Since -

authority and
misconduct by

BT

. @ Intelligence Oversight Ihspeeﬁoné and Staff Assists
fiice of the ATSD(IO) and the Inspectors-General of DoD ¢o:

conducted Intelligence Oversight inspections or staff assistancd yisi
of 126 intelligence units located worldwide, during this reporti
violations of IO regulations were identified during the inspectio
although administrative issues were identified and corrected A
example of one inspection is provided below

and SAVs,
Epresentative

| ﬁE 1 Norgaex1 3
. EFF 1230




ational Security Agency Inspector General Acti

inspection of Ft Gordon Regi ¥

ties—Joint

)(3)-P.L. 8636

(b)(3)-P.L. 86 [F@tional Securty z_igency Inspector Generat, ¢oj
“mspmﬂ‘él;the GRSOC. The inspectors concluded that

leted a joint
ewcorners o

. the site receive 10 training from the Security Services Directdrate, GRSOC,
during initial security indoctrination, The inspectors tested PR percent of the

personnel at the site to gauge general IO knowledge and the
- itto site operations. 'The test results indicated a good underst]
regulations governing I0, but a weakness in practical apphi

ility to apply
anding of the

00,

()3)-P.L. 6636

(LY 1){(b)}(3}-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36
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(bY3)P L 8636 _

A(BX1){b)(3)-50 USC 403, 1§ USC 798, P.L.86-36

- |(b)(3)P.L. 86-36

- ® (U) Sarajevo, Bosnia and Herzegovina: - Seminar to Draft a
~ Establishing the Inielligence and Security Agency of Bosnia
Herzegovina (ISABH), November 2003: The ATSD(IO) and
staff participated in the subject seminar which was sponsored b,
Center for the Democratic Control of Armed Forces, Geneva, Swi
the Center for Security Studies, Bosnfa-Herzegovina. The obje
was to examine, in a public forum for the first time, the draft la
revisions, and to stimulate the Federal Parliament into approvin
CATSD(I0) participants presented briefings on Executive Oversi
Intelligence and Intelligence Oversight Training. Members of
Parliament, and the Ministry of Defense and Police attended, as[well as, .
representatives from several Burppean nations. In February 200M,|the High
Representative for Bosnia Herzegovina approved the draft and ?trmitted itto
. the Parliament. Action on the draft is still pending in Parliament. | g
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; ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENﬁﬂE
7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200

CowmeE . 0CT 35 2m

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 _
Washington, DC 20560 o ' :

_Dear Mr. Chairman:

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the
January — March 2004 is attached. Therc-wers no significant Intél]i gence

Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this period and no kipnificant
Intelligence Oversight violations. : : ‘
Daniel J. l?eil’Orto ’ eorgeB. ' /

Principal Deputy General Counsel’ ATSD(I0)

Attachment a/s
' Der'w;d From NSA/CSSM

Dated: 24 Feb 98
. Dedlassify On: X1

THITS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS AND
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS | -
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Department of Défense Intellizence Oversight.Régort
- January—March 2004 ‘
. W Significant Intelhgence Oversight issues warranﬁi:g SECDEFIkOB
attention for this period: None - _

Detainee Abuse Out-of-Cycle Reporting (per IOB request): There
1s nothing new to report since the Kern Report of Invcsugaumi: Brieﬁng tothe -
IOB September 8, 2004. '

' M Intelligence GVersxght violations during this peri  The ATSD(IO)
. "1 monitoring six investigations in addition to evolving i investigations related to

. the Kern Report of Investigation. None of these cases requxre SECDEFACB
. attention at this time. The following are representative cases jnwhich the
mvesugatlons have been completed: :

_ .M)(z)
X

v I
PP eotlow




(bX2)

M National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency (N GA)
nducting Unauthorized Collection: The NGA Office of tl

General has concluded that an NGA employee, using his pri
conducted unauthorized photographic collection against publi
facilities. The purpose of the j i

‘government purpose and use. (b)(6)
{bX6} -

* - |(bX6) ccording to
T MVESTIEANOn, the employes had been doing s smce 2001 with the

knowledge of his supervisor and other NGC instructors. His aftjvity came to
light after he notified personnel at a Pennsylvania airport that Hejplanned to do 2
low-level fly over of a local refinery. The airport personnel adti
who contacted the refinery. The refinery personnel had no
- aver request and contacted NGA. NGA stated it had no missi
as a result, the refinery officially complained to the Pennsylv

P i




Management Agency, which in turn, contacted the Federal rgency
. Management Agemcy As a result of the mvesugat: on NGA QIG concluded:

— The employee had violated Intelligence OverSIght anth t:es, asan
employee of an intelligence component, by intentionally
bollectmg U S person information, without proper autho

— The NGC staﬁ' and management, together, as an element {vithin an
intelligence component, were negligent in failing to impl
Agency Intelligence Oversight pehmesmd procedures.~

As a‘result of the mvestlgatzon, the following actions have betd taken: .

-- The employee received an immediate, verbal reprimand,{and was
. .instrucied to take his required Intelligence Ovetsight trainin

-- The employee's immediate supemsox received a verbal rimand, |

e All personnel in the employee s disect line of supervnsno t NGA received
in-person Intefligence Oversight Training from the NGC Intelligence
Overslght Ofﬁcer -

-

- inappropriately scquired imagery by the employee from NGC instructional
material. NGC is contacting the pnvatc property owners fgr|permission to

.= NGC has reviewed and removed—-with some exceptions--4li |
%:
use lmagery NGC mshes to retam

e

. m Intelligence Overslght Inspectmns and Staff Assistapce Visits
SAVs): The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the IGs of DoD corhponents

conducted approximately 96 Intelligence Oversight inspections|or staff
assistance visits (SAVs) of intelligence units located worldwijfld. No violations
of Intelligence Oversight guidance were identified during the ingpections and

' SAVs, although admmwtratwe issues were identified and corrgcted.

S T, |
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. Mternaﬁonal Tutelligence Review Agencies' Confyence (IIRAC),
hantilly Virginia, October 3-4, 2004: The IRAC was init{ated in 1997 by
' Intelligence Oversight officials from the United States, United Kingdom,
~ Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and Sbuth Africa - The primiaty purpose of the .
IIRAC is to-provide & forum for delegates to share their experiences in _ §
establishing oversight systems, discussing mote efficient way pf conducting :
oversight and accountability, and meeting new challenges. Prbyious
conferences (Australia 1997, Canada 1999, England 2002) hay¢ addressed
- operating policies and procedures, resource and recruitment ¢ llenges, and
relationships with the executive, judicial, and legislative overdight bodies as
- well as the media; - ) B C
The theme of this year's IIRAC is Balancing National Securigh 4
Constitutional Principles in a Democracy. In additiop to the g¢are countries,
officials from the Intelligence Oversight bodies of Poland, Slow4kia and Nigeria
have accepted invitations to attend, "It is being sponsored by the ATSD(IO) and
the Inspectors General of the Central Intelligence Agency, Department of
Defense, National Security Agency, Defense Intelligence Agendy, National
Reconnaissance Office, and the National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency.
Supreme Coust Justice Antonin Scalia and Ms. Joan Dempsey, Executive .
Director of the Intclligence Oversight Board, among others, have accepted an
invitation to address this year's conference. o C
- spoffET | 4
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7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON; B¢ 20301.7200

Chanman, Intelligence Overs:ght Board.
New Executivé Officé Building, Room 5020
Washington, DC 20500

j -DeeerChaman-

' The Departmmt of Defense Intelhge.nce Oversight churt is &
part of the report highlights a significant on-going investigation we belje
should be aware of We are tracking this case very closely and will
" upon.completion of thé investigation. In addition, this section incl

 unreported intelligence-related detainee allegations. ‘Although two.of
actions from 2003, the allegations only recently came to llght, and as a

Creo w Wl
o N . ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEW#NSE .

RTE} ﬁ%

'Jhuct Fhe first

ve your office

i your office

previously

es involve

: -mcludcd ina prevnous Intelhgence Oversi ght Report.

: * The second part of tlns repaort addtwses the period Apnl June
no significant Intelligence Oversight issues warranting I0B attention for

" have not already beea addressed in earlier reports. _
Dameyf)en "Orto % "'gé e B. Lz

Principal Deputy General Counsel - ‘ éh ATSDIO) .

Attachment afs
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- WY 31 205 o
Department of Defense Intelligence 0"‘“% R |
. . 4 G

PART 1~Cyrrent Issues - <

! Mg, - j

.. Miguiﬁcant Intelligence Oversight issue warranting Se#LﬂIOB

. attention:

(bX1)

¢ w Detainee Abuse Reporting (per IOB request): The first|chs

s the only know, new activity reported since the release of the Kerr{ }

briefings to the IOB. The other casés are based on incidents that ockyrred prier to the

reiease of the report, but were unknown at the time. The Church repo
released, , :

-M Tllegal Incarceration: USASOC Inspector Gencral hz
inVestigation eged questionable intelligence activities by the
officer (szj(g), E 1c! ivil Affairs Battalion (CAB) while depioyed in P4
The S2 allegedly conducted unapproved Human Inteiligence colfect

resulting in the incarceration of a “source” in an Iraqi jail. The S2 als

committed a number of possible security violations with an Iraqi Engi

National Corps-Iraq (MNC-1) IG conducted an initial inquiry into

however, since the unit has rotated back to the U.8., USASOC now has

investigative lead.

SE_ T
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OFOQ] 1

Allegations of Beating Abuse, Afghanistan: The U.§.
tigation Command is investigating allegations that a contractgr
U.S. Ay and a Military Intelligence Captgin assigned to the 10th

Army Crimigal
working for the

Division, were observed beating a.prisoner at Shkin, Afghanistan. [This is an initial
.. Teport. Although only recently reported, the incident is alleged to Hawve taken place on
- March 13, 2004, . : : )
.- w Unreported Incident of Alleged Detainec Abuse:. In|November 2003, a

+ . Ti@n Corporation civilian contract linguist s alleged to have struck § deteinee during

an inferrogation by niembers of the Tactical HUMINT Team [T} in Karbala, Irag.
. On June 10, 2004, Titan reported the incident to the INSCOM Confrict office. The .

- linguist, who allegedly struck the detainee, left Titan in February 2004, Office of the
Army General Counsel advised Criminal Investigation Command of Jhe aflegations,
while INSCOM advised MNC-I/CENTCOM.. MNC-! had no recorfl|of the alléged
-incident and opened an investigation to détermine why the THT had hot reparted the
incident. The investigation report, which was ceordinated with FCOM, is
complete and undergoing legal review at MCN-I.

. ) Update: ATSD(IO) Investigation of Questionable Intelirence Activities
-0f Personnel Possibly Associated with the Office of the Secretary pf Defense: The
ATSD(IO) informed the IOB of this investigation an August 11; 2004. The :
investigation, which is-being conducted by the ATSINIO) with ass nce Trom the
‘Defense Criminal Investigative Service; Air Force Office of Special Ihvestigation, and
the U.S. Army Criminai Investigation Command is on-going. Investizative activitics
todate have failed to substantiate any wrongdoing or misconduct by senior civilians
in the Department of Defense. We have however, uncovered questibgable
professional and personal conduct on the part of one Air Force field|p ade officer and
one Army field grade officer, Upon completion ofthe ATSD(IO) injvestigation, the
results will be provided to the IOB, and at the same time, will be refedred to the parent-
service for-appropriate action, ] '

Part II: April - June 2004

. Intelligence Oversight violations during this period: ATSD(IO) is

onitoring investigations reported in Service and Agency Quarteriy|lnicliigence
Oversight reporis for this period. None of these cases warrant SecDEf{IOB attention
at this time, Provided below are a sampling of those cases.

SEGT/ 2
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| |NSA Inspector General Activite{{PYB)-P L 85-35
(b)3)-P.L. 86-36

[(bX1){(b)(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 738, P.L. 86-36
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Secretary or Deputy Secretary of Defensd®

C. w Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assistance V[hits (SAVs):
‘ ¢ Office of the ATSD(I0) and the IGs of DoD components condycted
approximately 85 Intelligence Oversight inspections/SAVs of intellizénce units
located worldwide. No violations of Intelligence Oversight gnidanck v
although numerous administrative issues were identified and correctod
~ ATSD(I0) team, while conducting an Intelligence Oversight inspectiqn at Camp
Bondstee] in Kosovo, reviewed the detaines facility—see summary bhlow:

mmtwmgaﬁan Facility, Camp Bondsteel, Kosovo:
individuals being held in the facility at the time of the ATSD{Q) ingpe
the previous facility had been tom down due to the lack of use and pkq
Il:owe’ver, with the riots and associated violence in March 2004, » ney
uilt, : '

A team member with detainee experience was provided a it of the unit
interrogation and detention spaces and givena step-by-step explanatioh of detainee
Processing and handling. A detainee file was viewed at random, ag were randotaly
selected portions of videotapes. No problerms were noted. A few weeks prior to the
team’s visit, representatives of the International Committee of the Refl Cross ICRC)
toured the facility, which held one detainee at the time, :

‘?Mme 12 soldiers authorized to conduct interrogations were alf fully qualified
telligence interrogators. During discussions with the ATSD(IO) tear, the soldiers
highlighted all detainees were to be treated as Enemy Prisoners of War{ The unit had

copies of pertinent Field Manuals and recent EUCOM guidance. In ddilition, the
soldiers all carried Multi-National Force (MNF) Rules of Interrogatiqn(Cards on their -
persons. Everyone was very cognizant of what had happened at Abu (Ghraib prison,
and'stressed that they could not see how it could occur at their facility, based on the
procedures they had in place, S
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~ SECRE Iy :
AsSSISTANT 8 THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
" WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200

‘ . 1% [sEp 05
Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020
Washington, DC 20500

The Dq)amnent of Defense Intelligence Oversxght Report for the period
July - September 2004 is attached, There were no significant Inteflience
Ovetsight issues warranting TOB attention for this period and no sjgnificant

Intciligence Oversight vtolatmns )
Damelg)ell 'Orto ' ~ GeorgeB. Lotz 11

Principal Depity General Counsel =~ ATSD(IO) .

Aftachunent a/s

Derived From NSA/CSSM
. Dated:24Feb98 -
“ Declassify On: X1

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIﬁED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS AND -
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS -
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Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Repp
July-September 2004

. M Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warrantin ECDEF/IOB

- “attention for this period: None,

» M Intelligence Oversight violatiuﬁs during this period; This office .
continues to monitor the resolution of several investigations int¢ allegations of
detaince abuse against members of DoD intelligence componen{s| In addition,
we monitor the progress of other investigations concerning the ¢anduct of .

. Questionable intelligence activities by DoD intelligence personnel. For
example: ‘ : |

(b)1}

, . . |
. SE RN//X1 EFE 11044
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. ?B?)Imemgence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assistsinlce Visits
SAYs): The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the IGs of DoD latellizence
components conducted approximately 87 Intelligence Oversight (I0) _
inspections or staff assistance visits (SAVs)of intelligence units(located :
worldwide. No violations of IO guidance were identificd during fhe inspections
and SAVs; although administrative issues wese identified and chirected.

(U) NSA Inspector General Activity:

#)‘ﬁ.e NSA Office of Inspector General (NSAJOIG) condudted a review of

SA’s management of electronic surveillance activities carri
Foreign Intelligen i Q7R i(b)(3)~P.L. B6-36

{)3)-P.L. 86-36

- ISAVIG TeCOMmended Improvemenis in the writien guidance
aut.hqx:ities and assigns roles and responsibilities, step-by-step i
guide FISA process participants, the need for tailored training on FISA

‘Operational aspects, and meaningful metrics to gauge the efficiendy of the
process. NSA management has agreed to implement the recomnendations.

W@M@_@_sﬂa PL 8636
(b b){3)-50 USC 403, P.L. 86-36

tidefines

v}

{bY(1)(b)(3)}-50 USC 403, P.L. 86-36 ile niotng that the site’s {ntelligence
manager was “visible and acti N i frainine and
_operations, J(b){13b)(3)-50 USC 403, P.L. B6-35

(b)(1Xb)(3)-50 USC 403, P.L. 86-36

1245 2
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_-Mmmyom. witE)3FPL.86-36
)(3)-P L.86-36

B)3)}PL.

~ CSTADIIS

implications of all EO 12333 related taskings. The inspection
that employee knowledge levels were satisfactory and there we
- of applicable laws, executive order, regulations or policies. Ho
inspectors did identify weaknesses in program management doc

Bi3) p'L and reporting compliance methods. The NSA/OIG has
ﬁ“"‘ rt IO activities quartetly o the NSA/OIG.

ment of an embedded requirements manager who ass

10

The ISpection found that a program strength of the a ;}zity was the

0 concluded
no violations

develop and document standard operating procedures

SE( /X1
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ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY O EFENSE
" 7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
W'ASHINGTOI_Q, D¢ 20301-7200

A {42 sEP 05
" Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board

New Executive Office Building, Room 5020

- Washington, DC 20500 . o

Dear Mr. Chairman: _
The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the petiod
Japuary-March 2005 is attached. While there were 0o signiﬂmntg#‘

. Intelligence Oversight violations, there was ope US Army investigakipn this
period watranting [OB attention. ‘

_-'%: POrto &é %{g%“

. Frincipal Deputy Géneral Counsel  Acting ATSTIO). ©

) Areadmwnt als

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS ANG
FHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS )
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Department of Défense Intelligence Oversig|

* “attention for this period:

January-Mareh 2005

T m Significant Intelhgeuce Overslght issues warranting

SECDEF/1I0B

(b)(1)

w Intelligence Ovemght violaﬁons durmg this period.
¢ incident reported above, this office continues to monitor an ! .
investigation into a report, by the Special Operatioris Comman doncerning the
inability to account for assigned funds (see July-September 2004 Intelligence

Oversight Report). The office is also monitoring several oﬂler

mvestlgauons including:

Derived From: Multiple Sources

Declassify On: Sources Marked OADR

- EF

a.ddition_ w0
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+ = (U) Alleged Abuse of Detainees in Afghanistan (DAIG 05-013): In its

January-March 2005 Quarterly Report, the Department of the Ay Inspector
General (DAIGY) reported on an on-going U.S. Criminal Investigation Division
Command investigation into allegations that an individual who

§ identified as
possibly being a contractor working for the U.S. Army and a mili}s
intelligence captain assigned to the 10™ Mountain Division, wery
. beating a prisoner at Shkin, Afghanistan, The incident is alleged

place on 13 March 2004 ' :

- = (U) Unauthorized Destruction of Nondisclosure Agreements

'015): The DAIG reported allegations that the Commander, 902
- Intelligence Group, exceed his authority by openly destroying nf4
agreements (NDA) and then declaring that individuals covered |
could brief a video teleconference on a FBI investigation (the subjy
' NDAs). The allegations stated that then Commander of the 9021%|did not - _
coordinato his actions with either the FBI or the Army Central Cpfitrol Office
- prior to his destruction of the NDAs. It was also alleged that thel Yri
resulted in the disclosure of the FBI investigation to “a large nuthb
personne]” who did not have a ieed to know. The allegations havp
referred to the INSCOM Inspector General for investigation.

{£)(1)

w o/ 2

EFF|[1249




e (U)NSA Activities:

1)1

w Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assisfapice Visits
(SAVs): The Office of the ATSD(I0) and the 1Gs of DoD) compenents
conducted approximately 140 Intelligence Qversight inspections jor staff
assistance visits (SAVs) of intelligence units located worldwidel [No violations

* of Intelligence Oversight guidance were identified during the i tions and

SAVs, although adinistrative issues were identified and corregted.

T an
inspection of the KT . Kunia, Hawaii, “"The inspection team d that the ~
KRSOC 10 program manager lacked the authority to centrally mgnage the
Center’s 10 program. In addition the team found that IO teaining jmaterials
contained inacouracies, and the training accounting process was{fragmented.
Corrective action was recommended by the team and will be mdnytored by’
NSA/IG. o . -

" - (U0 Joint Inspection of the Kunia Region! Security Obbrations
Center OC): A joint NSA/IG, (b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 .
b)(3)Y-F.L.86-36 . o

(BYT)(oY(3)50 USC 403, 16 USC 798, P, 86-36

{e)3)-P.L. 86-36
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ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
7200 PEFENSE PENTAG_ON .
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200

NOV 18 2005

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board
New Exccutive Office Building, Room 5020
Washington, DC 20500

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the petiod
. April-June 2005 is attached. We continue to monitor a number of ¢n going

Intelligence Oversight investigations end incidents that have been rpgorted
to us. ' : N : .

Lt Bt~ 01|

" Principal Deputy General Counssl ~ Acting ATSI(IO)

L

Attachment a/s

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPCN REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS AND
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7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON -
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200

Kyﬁ /NM
.Y ~ ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENS

4

‘Chairman, Intelligenoe Oversight Board
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020
Washington, DC 20500 ‘

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The DMmt of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the
October-December 2004 is attached. There were no significant

Oversight issues warranting TOB attention for this period and no i

Intelligence Oversight violations.

5
Princigal Deputy General Counsel Acting ATSDX(E

Attachment a/s

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS |
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF. CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS
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syﬁa Ntw:

Departmcnt of Defense Intelligence Oversight Rerort
October-December 2084

) Significant Intelligence (}versxght issues warrantinF SECDEF/10B
attentlon for this periad: None. A :

Intelligence Oversight violations durmg this period. Yhere were no
telligence Oversight violations reported during this period thptiwarrant
_SECDEFIIOB attention. This office continties to monitor an A
investigation into a report, by the Special Operations Commang
inability to account for assigned funds (see July-September 20
Oversight Report). In addition, this oﬁice is also monitoring s4
investigations including:

eral on-going

35-2566-MA-
Dlona

- ( RN) Alleged Abuse of Detainees in anigtan
. : DIA/IG provided a memorandum of notification fo the
DIA mvesﬁggtion into allegations against a civilian assigned to| the|)(1).®)
[EBXDEXE10USC§424 | The individual is alleged to have abustd fwo detainees

on March 21, 2005, while attached for duty vnthi(b)“) i B
®X1)bK3):10 | The alleged abuse consisted of i immersing one defajnee up to his .
neck in cold water, and burning the other detainee with wood. The
investigation is on-going, .

(B)(1)

DOD / DFO >
Derived From: Multiple Sources Cepy No. <
Declassify On: Sources Marked GADR Case N —
: o ; meat No.___ .
M 'NMI 1
| _ EFF 1258




P 5

EE - | %;;ll!f; ﬂﬂsyﬁﬁitﬂﬂﬁzl

— (U) Improper Collection and Investipation Activitiey (D
INSCOM reported that two CI Special Agents (SA) assigned
Military Intelligence Brigade (MIBDE), Fort Sam Houston, T
to have conducted improper collection and investigative activi
allegations center on the activities of the SAs after they witnesget a suspicious
incident. Instead of reporting the activity to their regional offide| the SAs
requested investigative assistance from the Provost Marshall to conduct a
license plate check on the vehicle involved in the incident and, |after
determining it was a rental car, to obtain identifying information jon the driver
from the rental company. The Commander, 470 MIBDE has initiated an .
investigation into the actions of the SAs since personnel assignkd to the 470" do
not have CI investigative jurisdiction in the U.S. : :

05-011):
470"

» } Intelligence Oversight Inspections and.Staff Assistdnke Visits _
AVs): The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the IGs of DoD compd ‘
.conducted approximately 121 Intelligence Oversight inspections pr staff .
assistance visits (SAVs) of intelligence units located worldwidd, [No violations
- of Intelligenice Oversight guidance were identified during the inspections and
SAVs, although administrative issues were identified and corre¢ted.

. ) International Intelligence Review Agencies' Conferpilce (IIRAC),
antilly Virginia, October 3-4, 2004: Intelligence Oversightlofficials from
the United States, United Kingdom, Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and South
Africa initiated the International Intelligence Review Agencies’|Conference
(IIRAC}) in 1997. - The primary purpose of the [IRAC is to proviié a forum for
delegates to share their experiences in establishing oversight systéms,
discussing more efficient ways of conducting oversight and acefuntability, and
meeting new challenges. The theme of this year's IRAC was Bl '
National Security and Constitutional Principles in a Democracy.
. the core countries, officials from the Intelligence Oversight bod}e
Slovakia and Nigeria attended. The conference was sponsored §
ATSD(10) and the Inspectors Gieneral of the Central Intelligenct
Department of Defense, National Security Agency, Defense Intd} jgence

Agency, Natianal Rcconngissa.nce _Ofﬁce, and the National Geos

jﬂ%ﬁiﬂs;l | Tﬂ%ﬁ;ﬁlﬂﬂﬁzl S
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Intelligence Agency. Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia an{d{Ms. Joan
Dempsey, Executive Director of the President’s Foreign Inteltigance Advisory:
Board, among others, addressed this year's conference. . .
* (U)NSA Activities:
- A/IG inquiry into {b}(3)-P.L. 86-36
(0)(3}-P.L. 86-36 resulted in direct acjipn to correct
identified sHoricomings(5)(3)-P L. 86-36
(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36
{b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 [clearly defined roles and responsibilities for
(b)(3)-P.L. 66-36 -
(bY(3)-P L. 86-36 [NSAAG
Wil comtifive {0 rack progress on a fourth recommendation: suppl¢mental tailored
. initial and refresher training for all personnel involved in the colle¢tion process. -

{(b)(1}{b}3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36
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