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Report No. 09-INTEL-13 (Project No. D2007-DINT01-0092.005) September 23, 2009
Results in Brief: Investigation of Allegations
of the Use of Mind-Altering Drugs to
Facilitate Interrogations of Detainees (U)

(U) What We Did

(U) In response to a tasking to the
Inspectors General of DoD and the
Central Intelligence Agency from
Senators Biden, Hagel, and Levin, we
investigated allegations that mind-
altering drugs were administered to
detainees to facilitate interrogation at
DoD interrogation facilities. The
Central Intelligence Agency Inspector
General conducted a separate
investigation of its interrogation
facilities.

(U) What We Found

(U) We did not substantiate allegations
made by or on behalf of present and
former detainees that they had been
administered mind-altering drugs for
interrogation purposes at DoD
interrogation facilities.

(U) We found no evidence that DoD
authorized the use of mind altering drugs
to facilitate interrogation.

(U/Aeey We did, however, note that
some detainees received ongoing
medication with psychoactive drugs (for
treatment of diagnosed medical

conditions) which could impair an
individual’s ability to provide accurate
information. We also observed that
certain detainees, diagnosed as having
sertous mental health conditions and
being treated with psychoactive
medications on a continuing basis, were
interrogated.

(U) Client Comments and

Our Response

(U) Deputy Under Secretary of Defense
for Human Intelligence,
Counterintelligence and Security;
Director, Defense Intelligence Agency;
Assistant Deputy Chief of Staff,
Department of the Army, G2; Naval
Inspector General; Inspector General,
United States Southern Command; and
the Chief of Staff, United States Joint
Forces Command concurred with our
findings.

(U) The Principal Director, Office of
Detainee Policy ; General Counsel,
Department of the Air Force; Chief of
Staff, United States Central Command,;
Deputy Director of Intelligence, United
States Special Operations Command,
and the Deputy Commander and Chief
of Staff, United States Fleet Forces
Command had no comment on the draft
report.
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(V) Introduction
(U) Objective

(U) This investigation was conducted to determine the facts surrounding reports that
detainees and 1prisoners captured in Southwest Asia may have been administered mind-
altering drugs to facilitate interrogation at DoD interrogation facilities. Other allegations
or allegations based on incidents which occurred when the detainees were not under DoD
control are not within the scope of this investigation.

(U) Background

(U) On April 24, 2008, Senators Biden, Hagel, and Levin jointly signed a letter
requesting that the Inspectors General of the DoD and Central Intelligence Agency
investigate reports published in the news media that detainees had been administered
mind-altering drugs to facilitate interrogations. The Inspectors General mutually agreed
to conduct the investigation within their respective agencies.

(U) Scope and Methodology

(U) We conducted this investigation from June 2008 through July 2009. Our
investigation encompassed detainees under DoD control from September 2001 through
April 2008. The investigative scope encompassed DoD detainee operations in Iraq,
Afghanistan, Guantanamo Bay, and the United States. We conducted on-site visits to
detainee confinement facilities at Guantanamo Bay and Charleston, South Carolina. We
issued data calls to appropriate DoD components. reviewed reports published by
government and non-governmental organizations, and interviewed individuals who we
determined had information directly bearing on the matter. We believe that our analysis
of the evidence obtained provides a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions
based on our invesligative objectives.

(U) Prior Coverage

(U) We discovered no prior coverage specifically addressing the use of mind-altering
drugs on detainees to facilitate interrogation during the last 5 years. However, for a
review of related reports published by the U.S. Government, academic institutions, or
human rights organizations, see Appendix .

' (U) We use the terms mind-allering drugs, psychoactive drugs, and psychotropic drugs interchangeably.
We defined the terms to mean any cheinical substance that alters brain function resulting in changes in
perception, mood, consciousness, and/or behavior.

]
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(U) Finding A. Administration of Mind-
Altering Drugs

(U) Summary.

(U) We did not substantiate allegations made by or on behalf of present and former
detainees that they had been administered mind-altering drugs for interrogation purposes
while at DoD interrogation facilities.

(U) Background.

(U) For the purposes of this investigation, we reviewed DoD documents including:
relevant interrogation plans and logs, medical records and Behavioral Health Service
reports.2 Additionally, we independently researched open source and classified
documents. We issued data calls for relevant information to 17 DoD organizations. We
analyzed data received from all respondents and issued follow-up data calls to six DoD
components.

(U) We reviewed DoD interrogation policy from 2001 until 2008. This included a
comprehensive review of the 2003 Office of the Secretary of Defense (OSD) Working
Group® review of interrogation techniques as well as actions taken by Joint Task Force
170.% This review is further discussed in Finding B.

(U) We interviewed over 70 personnel related to our investigation. These individuals
included six current or former Joint Task Force Guantanameo (JTF GTMO) Joint
Intelligence Group Directors and Interrogation Control Element Chiefs, and four current
or former Joint Medical Group Directors assigned to JTF GTMO between 2001 and
2008. We spoke with key personnel at JTF GTMO, United States Central Command
(USCENTCOM), United States Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM), and United
States Special Operations Command as well as the U.S. Naval Consolidated Brig in
Charleston, South Carolina. We also interviewed detainees, legal counsel for delainees,
and personnel involved in detention operations, interrogations and the medical treatment
of detainees.

* (L) Behavioral Health Service reports are weekly reports created by the Behavioral Health Unitat JTF
GTMO. These reports describe diagnoses for detainees wilth mental healih issues.

g : .
" (U) OnJanuary 15, 2003, the Secretary of Delense directed the Dol) General Counsel 1o establish a working
group to assess the legal, pohcy, and operational 1ssues relating 10 the inlerrogation ol delainees.

*(U) On November 4, 2002, Joint Task Force 160/170 was merged and re-designated JTF GTMO.
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(U) We identified numerous detainees who made allegations thal they had been medicated
without their consent. Only a small subgroup of these individuals made allegations of forced
medication that they directly linked to interrogation. We contacted civilian legal representatives
for the aforementioned detainees via letters, cmail and phone calls. We asked counsel to provide
any information they could regarding their clients” allegations. We also sent yueries to all
military legal counsel a1 Guantanamo who represen! those detainees who remain al Guantanamo.

(U//=e%) We attempted o interview several detainees, whom we selected based upon the
nature and specificity of their allegation coupled with the detainee's accessibility (we did not
attempt to interview detainees who had been repatriated) On January 9. 2009, we received
permission from the Deputy Secretary of Defense to interview three detainees who made specific
allegations of receiving drugs lo facilitate interrogation. These three individuals are QSR

ph i and R . On March 24, 2009,
legal counsel for e declined ourinterview request. On April 14, 2009, we
conducted interviews with SESISEEIN and AR

|

f.
i

(B N6 (T NED

(U) We extensively reviewed allegations made by that he had been given an
unknown drug during interrogation at the U.S. Naval Consolidated Bng in Charleston, South
Carolina. This review is discussed in detail in Appendix L.

(U) Results.

(U) Medical Treatment. We reviewed medical records maintained at the Joint Medical
Group, JTF GTMO documenting the physical and psychological care and treatmen! of detainees.
Nowhere in the medical records did we find any evidence of mind-altering drugs being
administered for the purposes of interrogation.

(U/a=¥=) We found that scveral detainees had received compulsory medical treatiment. This
Ireatment was documented within the medical records. For instance, at least three detainees
received infravenous fluids (IV) in order (o hydrate them, Additionally, at leas! one derainee was
fed with a feeding tube due to hunger strikes that had brought his body weight below acceptable
levels.

(U/Ae%a4 [n s0me cases we were able o correlate a deiainee’s allegation of forced drugging
with a particular medical treatment For example, Detainee 1G-03° claimed that he was
frequently administered IV solutions during interrogation. During a 2003 adminisirative review
board hearing, 1G-03 siated that he was “forcibly given frequent IVs many times a day by
medical personnel during interrogation, which felt like repetitive stabs and this happened on a
daily basis. Medical personnel were involved in carying oul (hese methods used in
inlerrogations.” A review of [G-03"s medical records showed that he did receive IV fluids for
hydration frequently between November 24, 2002, and January 3, 2003; a period in which he

5 ; . ’
(U) We assigned 1G reference numbers in cases where we referenced information from the detainee’s
personal medical record.
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was interrogated almost daily. These 1V’s were administered in the interrogation room as
documented in his interrogation log.

S#AFS According to press reporting, Detainee 1G-02 claimed that he was frequently
administered IVs during interrogation. “1’d fall asleep (after the shot).” According to [G-02, he
was unable to leam what types of drugs were injected before the interrogations but believes that
they were intended to extract information. We found no evidence that he was administered shots
during interrogation. However, a review of his medical records showed that 1G-02 had been
diagnosed as schizophrenic and psychotic with a borderline personality disorder. Medication he
received included Haldol®, a drug whose side-effects include lethargy. A Behavioral Health
Service Report dated July 25, 2004, showed that on May 27, 2003 he was prescribed Haldol
administered by injection. Additionally, a Summary Interrogation Report [rom April 16, 2004,
stated that 1G-02 “noted that he was receiving medication and they forced him to receive
injeclions. He stated he had first approved of these injections but no longer wanted them.”
Another Summary Interrogation Report slated that the IG-02 “*was concemed about a shot he has
been receiving from medical personnel. An interrogator referred 1G-02 to medical personnel,
explaining that interrogators cannot initiate, discontinue, or in any way influence medical
treatment,” Additionally, the interrogator stated in his comments that 1G-02, ... wishes to
discontinue the injections which he stated he receives monthly. Medical personnel were notified
of IG-02’s request.”

(U/ewe Medical Records. Medical records maintained by the Joint Medical Group, JTF
GTMO showed that several detainees received psychoactive drugs on a regular and continuing
basis in order to treat behavioral health issues. In some cases, these drugs ltad to be forcibly
administered. We found that these instances were documented within the medical records at
Joint Medical Group, and that the chain of command had been consulted prior to the forcible
administration of medication. Behavioral Health Service weekly situation reports show that over
100 detainees had been seen by the Behavioral Health Service, JTF GTMO for psychological
evaluation between 2002 and 2009. The documents indicated that detainees suffered from a
variety of mental health problems ranging from insomnia to schizophrenia and psychosis. The
medical reasons for the drugs prescribed 1o the detainees whose records we reviewed were
clearly indicated in both medical records and Behavioral Health Service reports.

(U/3=0%e) We noted in the medical records of some detainees, documentation of
ongoing medication with psychoactive drugs which could impair an individual’s ability
to provide accurate information. We also observed that certain detainees diagnosed as
having serious mental health conditions and being treated with psychoactive medications
on a continuing basis were interrogated while under the effects of the medication.

°(U) Haldol is an antipsycholic used in the ireatment of schizophrenia and, more acutely, in the treatment of
acule psychotic states and delirium. Side-effecis of [aldol include; anxiety, dysphoria, and an inability to
remain motioniess. Other side effects include dry mouth lethargy, muscle-stiffness, muscle cramping,
tremors and weight gain.
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(U/AAeHe) Medical Interviews, We interviewed the current Commander of the Joint
Medical Group and three of his predecessors in that position. One former Commander of
the Joint Medical Group stated that some detainees were involuntarily medicated to help
control serious mental illnesses. For example, one detainee had a piece of shrapnel in his
brain which resulted in control problems and a limited ability to provide effective
consent. According to the Joint Medical Group staff they used the same procedures that
they would have used for an American mental health patient. The psychiatrists and two
psychologists assigned to the Behavioral Health Service consulted with each other and
arrived at group decisions regarding the diagnosis of individual detainees. They could,
and did bring in psychologists from the U.S. Naval Hospital, Guantanamo for a second
opinion. Joint Medical Group also had an ethics committee which reviewed the
psychiatric diagnosis if it became necessary to medicate a detainee without his consent.
All Joint Medical Group commanders said that involuntary administrations of medication
or food were approved by the ethics committee, and were conducted in accordance with
U.S. medical standards.

(U/AeYey Interrogation Plans. We also reviewed information maintained in the JTF
GTMO Joint Detainee Information Management System. During this review of the Joint
Detainee Information Management System and a subsequent review of the JTF GTMO archive
files, we reviewed 1,620 interrogation plans covering 411 detainees during the period from
August 2002 through January 2005. No interrogation plans were noted which mentioned
drugging, medicating, or threatening to drug or medicate a detainee to facilitate interrogation.

(U) Data Call Submissions. We queried |7 DoD organizations for all documentation
pertaining to the threat or administration of mind-altering drugs for the purpose of
interrogations conducted by DoD components or in support of other government
agencies. The organizations queried include: Office of the Under Secretary of Defense
for Intelligence, Office for the Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, Department of
Defense General Counsel, Assistant to the Secretary of Defense for Intelligence
Oversight, Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Military Services, Defense Intelligence Agency
(DIA), USCENTCOM, USSOUTHCOM, United States Special Operations Command,
United States Joint Forces Command, United States Pacific Command, United States
European Command, and, United States Northern Command.

(U) None of the organizations quened produced any documents or evidence of the use of
mind-altering drugs to facilitate interrogation. Air Force, DIA, DoD General Counsel
and Joint Forces Command did provide information related to the OSD Working Group.
This information is discussed in Finding B.

{U) USCENTCOM stated they “discovered no HQ USCENTCOM policies, nor those of
subordinate units, which ever authorized the use of mind-altering drugs during
interrogations. Furthermore, neither HQ USCENTCOM nor its subordinate units
discovered any investigations into allegations of such use in its area of responsibility."

(U/Fe+83 The USSOUTHCOM Staff Judge Advocate at JTF GTMO stated, “afler
searching the JTF GTMO tracker, the Staff Judge Advocate office has no record of any

SECRETNOFORN
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allegations conceming the threatened use or administration of mind-altering or
psychotropic drugs.”

(U/A=%+0y We requested the DoD Office of Detainee Policy to review their reports for any
detainee allegations that mind-altering drugs were used for the purpose of interrogation at DoD
interrogation facilities. The Office of Detainee Policy reported no such allegations.

(U) Defense Counsel. Interviews and writien responses provided by the defense counsel of
the detainees did not offer sufficient contextual information to provide us specific investigative
leads. For example. a law firm representing three detainees we researched stated that “at the

moment there is no information further to what is already in the public domain in the statement

of the men." Additionally, representation for SaEEA said, *at this stage of his
(DYE) (DY THC)

incarceration, memory is severely compromised and, unfortunately, we are
skeptical that he can provide you with any further additional details beyond these documents.”

(U) Interviews with Defense Components. Key personnel at USCENTCOM. United
States Special Operations Command, USSOUTHCOM, and ITF GTMO all stated the use of
mind-altering drugs to facilitate interrogation was not authorized. No one recalled any reported
incidents or allegations of the use of mind-altering drugs to facilitate interrogation. We also
interviewed former Joint Lntelligence Group Directors, Interrogation Control Element Chiefs,
and Joint Medical Group Directors, JTF GTMO who ali stated that they were unaware of any
policy, regulation, or authorization, that approved the use of drugs for the purpose of facilitating
interrogations. Additionally, they reported no allegations or incidents ol drugs being used for the
purposes of interrogation.

(U/ 4=%ek@) The former USSOUTHCOM Director for Intelligence (J2) from July 1999 through
May 2003, stated that the topic of drugs being used for interrogation purposes never arose during
his time as the USSOUTHCOM J2 and that his personnel received the first detainees brought to
the detention facility at Guantanamo Bay. He also stated that he would have not allowed it 1o
occur if it had been mentioned as a possible technique.

(U/A#=€%33 During an on-site visit at USSOUTHCOM, we spoke with the DIA Senior
Command Representative as well as the Staff Judge Advocate and the Deputy Chief of Theater
Coordination. The Deputy Chief stated that he had been part of USSOUTHCOM GTMO
operations since 2002, and that he served as an analyst at JTF GTMO from 2002 until 2003. HHe
was not aware of any instance in which mind-altering drugs were used to facilitate interrogation.
He did state that psychoactive medication was administered to detainees for mental health
purposes and that these injections were sometimes forced with uncooperative detainees’. He also
stated that IVs and feeding tubes were also administered during hunger strikes. Additionally, he

" (U) This statement is consistent with DoD pohicy that health care will generally be provided with the
consent of the detinee. However, in the case of exireme circumstances such as a hunger strike, attempted
suicide. or other attempted self-harm, medical treatment or intervention may be admimistered without the
consent of the detainee to prevent death or serious harm.
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said that on occasion, chemical restraints® were used on detainees that posed a threat to
themselves or others. Two other former Joint Medical Group Directors agreed with this
statement.

(U) Officials interviewed at USCENTCOM included the Counterintelligence Branch Chief, the
Detainee Affairs Branch Chief and the Staff Judge Advocate. They stated that there had never
been any mention of mind-altering drugs being used or discussed for interrogation purposes at
the USCENTCOM level and subordinate umts. Additionally, they were unaware of any
authorizations, policies or special access programs that allowed mind-altering drugs to be used to
facilitate interrogations. :

(U) Officials interviewed at United States Special Operations Command included the Depury J2
and Counterintelligence Section as well as the Human Intelligence Support Element Chief from
DIA. They stated that United States Special Operations Command was not aware of any
instances in which mind-altering drugs were used during interrogations. Additionally, they were
not aware of any policy, direction or order lhat authonizes drugs to be used as an interrogation
tactic.

(U) Detainee Interviews. On April 14,2009, we conducted interviews with

(DNE) (h)T7)CH and (D)6 (DT HC)

(U) According to A , he was captured in Karachi, Pakistan by the
Pakistanis in September 2002. After three days in Pakistan, he stated that he was taken to “the
Prison of Darkness,” that he believes was in Kabul, Afghanistan. According to , after
40 days in Kabul he was transferred to Bagram, Afghanistan and held there for six or seven days
prior to being transported to Guantanamo. '

(V) BEEEERN st2ted that during an interrogation at Bagram he was given pills; green and red
ones. “After 1 ate like three of them, my tongue started getting heavier. After that, [ woke up
and they (interrogators) said thank you very much, we’ve got what we need. After | ate the stuft,
it was like a state of delusion.” He also said “it tock like three-four days (to feel normal again).

I was not normal until I came to Cuba and then | started to feel my mind back. It was a state of
delusion. Like everything was adream. My sensation was not great.”

(U) During the interview, we asked Rl if he was told what the pills were. He stated, “At
the time they said it was some candy. And 1 was hungry so I ate it.” said it came in a
clear plastic bag and said they were sweet. He stated that this only happened one time.

(U) We asked if the sensations he experienced could have been the result of being
exhausted. He responded, “I don’t remember exactly.” He further offered, “if you saw my

¥ (U) A chemical restraint 1s a medication used to control behavior or restrict the patient’s freedom of
movement. Addilionally, a detainee that exhibits aggressive and uncontrollable behavior thzl cannot be
controlled by conventional restraint and is deemed to represent an imminent threat 10 self and others may
be involuntarily administered chemical restraint medication by the medical staff.

lwi‘i‘l‘lw*‘ PISFSRP'



condition in the Prison of Darkness after 40 days being tortured, and having (o stand all the tme
at Bagram. Those were things consuming my mind at the time ™ He later stated, “when | start 1o
remember that, | get somewhat upset, because it was a terrible event in my life. When you had
been standing for three-four days in o row. | was so tired, | was cxhausted. | can’t describe those
sensations.”

(U) From DoD records, we determiried that was interrogated four times between
October 23-26, 2002, at Bagram Airfield. Based on description and correlated with
DoD records, we were able to identify the two U.S. Army personnel who interrogated him. We
interviewed the two interrogators separately, Neither interrogator could specifically recall
R as each had interrogated over 100 persons during their respective assignments. Both
of the interrogators stated emphatically that they never gave any detainee a drug or medication.
They also stated that they never witnessed anyone give a detainee a drug or medication for
interrogation purposes and knew of no authorization that would permit the administration of
drugs to facilitate interrogations. However, both stated that they frequently gave the delainees
food and candy 10 reward or encourage them to talk. Food they gave them included cookies,
Tafty's, Jolly Ranchers, suckers and Fruit Loops cereal. 3ased on the staternents provided by
the interrogators, and lacking any evidence of drugging, we concluded that we could not
substantiate CASKUEINN 3|cgation.

(U)_said he was arrested in Faisalaban, Pakistan in March 2002 [l
stated that he was held by the Pakistanis for three months. He arrived at Guanitanamo late in the
summer of 2002.

(V) (R was asked if anyone had ever threatened to give him a “truth drug.™ He said “'Yes.
One of the interrcgators said he would give me something that will make inetalk.” 1le said that
the incident happened ftour years ago at Guantanamo. When asked if he was ever threatened
again, [ said. “That was only one time, because [ tald him | don’t care, just do what you
want."”

(DIUBI BTN

(U) We reviewed USSOUTHCOM records pertaining to § detention and interropation.
None of the Summary Interrogation Reports, Reports of Inv&sugalwe Activily. Memoranda for
Record, Interrogation Plans or JTF GTMO Detaince Assessments made any reference to the use
or the threat of mind-altering drugs to lacilitate interrogation. Additionally, when we reviewed
wha BRI 10!d us about the interrogators that allegedly offered him the truth drug and the
time-frame in which 1t took place, we were unable to correlate this information with records and
documents pertaining to his interrogations.
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(U) Finding B. OSD Interrogation Policy as
Pertains to Drugs.

(U) Summary.

(U) The OSD Working Group by its report dated April 4, 2003, did not recommend, nor did the
Secretary of Defense by his memorandum dated April 16, 2003, authonze the use of mind-
altering drugs to facilitate interrogation.

(U) Background.

(U/Ae+8) On Oclober 2, 2002, a meeting was convened at JTF-170 which included the JTF-
170 12, the JITF-170 Staff Judge Advocate, the Chief of the Interrogation Contraol Element (an
employee of the DIA assigned on iemporary duty to JTF-170), and two JTF-170 mental health
specialists. Content of the meeting was recorded in “Counter Resistance Strategy Meeting
Minutes.” The minutes of that meeting record that near the end of the meeting there was a
discussion about ways to manipulate the environment of delainees. Among the listed points of
discussion was, “Truth serum; even though it may not actually work, it does have a placebo
effect.”

(U) Results.

(U/F8) On October 11, 2002, the JTF-170 (J2) addressed a reques! for approval of counter-
resistance strategies 1o the Commander, JTF-170. The JTF-170 Sraff Judge Advocate agreed
with the request by memorandum, and the Commander, ITF-!70 forwarded it to the
Commander, USSOUTHCOM the same date. The request for counter-resistance strategies was
staffed at the Joint Chiefs of Staff and provided to the DoD General Counsel who forwarded it to
the Secretary of Defense with a recommendation for approval with specitic conditions. The
Secretary of Defense approved the DoD General Counsel recommended course of action on
December 2, 2002. Neither the JTF-170 request nor the Secretary of Defense memorandum of
approval referenced the use of mind-altering drugs for interrogation.

(5% On January 15, 2003 the Secretary of Defense directed the DoD General Counsel to
establish a working group to assess the legal, policy, and operational 1ssues relating to
interrogation of detainees. The OSD Working Group was chaired by the General Counsel,
Department of the Air Force, and was composed of civilian and niilitary attomeys representing
their respective services as well as interrogation subject matter experts. On January 21, 2003, the
OSD Working Group tasked the DIA to compile a list of possible interrogation techniques
regardless of legality. The Deputy Director, DIA tasked the DIA Human Intelligence Directorate
to prepare a comprehensive list of possible interrogation technigues for review by the working

group.
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(&%3H=) The DIA representative prepared a list of 40 rechniques which were reviewed by the
DIA General Counsel and Deputy Direclor before being presented to the OSD Working Group
on January 24, 2003. Item 40 was:

(&) Use of Drugs: “The use of drugs such as sodium pentothal and Demerol could prove
to be effective.”

(57F) On January 26, 2003, the DIA representative forwarded o the OSD Working Group
another version of the techniques list presented in matrix format. In addition to the information
contained in the list of techniques, the matrix added a comment on effectiveness which described
the use of drugs as “...relaxes detainee to cooperative state.”

(59F) We interviewed members of the OSD Working Group who stated that the possible use of
mind-altening drugs was rejected and immediately removed from the list. The OSD Working
Group issued its report on April 4, 2003. The use of mind-altering drugs was not included as a
recommended technique in the report. Based on the OSD Working Group report, the Secretary
of Defense signed a memorandum to the Commander, USSOUTHCOM on April 16, 2003,
which approved a broad array of interrogation techniques for use at JTF GTMO and stipulated
that requests for any additional techniques must be forwarded through the Chairman, Joint Chiefs
of Staff for his consideration. The use of mind-altering drugs was not among the list of
techniques approved by the Secretary of Defense.

(U) We conclude from this analysis that the Secretary of Defense did not authorize the use of
mind-altering drugs for the purpose of detainee interrogation.
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(U) Appendix |. Published Reports Review.
(U) Summary. |

(U) We conducted a review of related literature including U.S. Government reports and those
published by academic institutions or human rights organizations. Our review of open source
records did not substantiate the allegations. Reports directly related to this investigation are
summarized below.

(U) Results.

(U) U.S. Army Surgeon General. “Assessment of Detainee Medical Operations for OEF,
GITMO, and OIF," U.S. Army Medical Research and Materiel Command, April 13, 2005. This
assessment was directed by the Army Surgeon General and addressed the full spectrum of
combat medical care for both U.S. forces and detainees. The Army assessment team visited Iraq,
Afghanistan, and Guantanamo and interviewed a total of 1,182 personnel from over 180 military
units using a standard questionnaire. One group of questions specifically addressed the subject

- of possible use of mind-altering drugs for the purpose of interrogation. Two incidents were
noted 1n the report.

(U/ASH0) At Kirkuk, Iraq, one non-commissioned officer in the medical support field stated to
the Ariny Surgeon General interviewer that he saw sedatives being used by medical personnel to
calm a detainee so that the detainee would talk more. The Army Surgeon General interviewer
noted in the report that eight other respondents in the same unit did not report such an incident.
We requested the local Army Inspector General to obtain swomn statements from the non-
commissioned officer, the officer who conducted the initial Army Surgeon General interview,
and the officer commanding the unit at the time. When interviewed on October 14, 2008, the
non-commissioned officer elected to make a corrective statement in which he claimed no
knowledge of a request to administer mind-altering drugs for interrogation purposes. In the
corrected statement the non-commissioned officer stated that sedatives were only given to patient
detainees to alleviate pain. The original Army Surgeon General interviewing officer was
interviewed on October 17, 2008, but could offer nothing additional to the published report.

The commanding officer was interviewed on October 7, 2008, and stated he was aware of the
incident originally reported. He described an incident involving a severely wounded detainee
that the unit intelligence officer wanted to interrogate. The commander refused this request and
instructed his staff that medical care was their first priority and that medications should be
administered to a detainee within a minimum of six hours prior to an interrogation.

(UAFEES) In the second incident contained in the Army Surgeon General report, a medical
officer stationed at Baghdad, Iraq reported that he was treating a wounded civilian when he was
asked to administer cough syrup under the ruse of it being a truth serum. The doctor refused and
issued instructions to his colleagues that medical treatments were not to be used for interrogation
purposes. On October 7, 2008, the OIG interviewed the medical officer mentioned in the Army
Surgeon General Report. He stated that the brigade S-2 (Intelligence Officer) made the request
and he refused as it would be a violation of medical ethics. The doctor further stated that he had
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no knowledge of anyone else requesting the use of drugs on a detainee for the purpose of
interrogation. Based on interviews, we concluded that the incidents cited in this report did not
provide evidence that mind-altering drugs were adminislered by medical personnel to facilitate
interrogations.

(U U.S. Senate Armed Services Committee. “Senate Armed Services
Committee Inquiry into the Treatment of Detainees in U.S. Custody,” Senate Armed Services
Committee, December 2008. The Senate Armed Services Committee conducted a thorough
inquiry into the evolution of detainee interrogation policies, authorities, and techniques. The
inquiry reviewed early influences on interrogation policy; the development of new interrogation
authorities; the use of Guantanamo as a “Battle Lab™ for interrogation techniques; legal opinions
govermning interrogations; and, the implementation of approved interrogation techniques at
Guantanamo, Iraq, and Afghanistan. The Senate Armed Services Committee report contained no
evidence that mind-altening drugs were administered to detainees to facilitate interrogations.

(U/Hewey Department of Justice. “A Review of the FBI’s Involvement in and
Observations of Detainee Interrogations in Guantanamo Bay, Afghanistan, and Iraq (U)",
Department of Justice, Office of the Inspector General; May 2008. The scope of the review was
Federal Bureau of Investigation participation in detainee operations worldwide. The report
addressed Federal Bureau of [nvestigation activities in concert with or supportive of DoD
components and other government organizations, The report was released in three versions; Top
Secret Codeword; redacted to Secret No Foreign Dissemination; and redacted to Unclassified.
We reviewed the unredacted Top Secret Codeword version and found no reference to mind
altering drugs. We also provided the Department of Justice O1G a list of detainees who had
made claims of being administered mind altering drugs and requested they review their
investigative files for any information relevant to our investigation. The Department of Justice
OIG searched their files against the names we provided and found no references to drugs or mind
altering drugs.

(U) Physicians for Human Rights. “Broken Laws, Broken Lives: Medical Evidence of
Torture by US Personnel and Its Impact,” Physicians for Human Rights, June, 2008. This report
provides first person accounts of treatment by eleven former detainees and subsequent medical
and psychological evaluations by representatives of the Physicians for Human Rights. Four of
the former detainees described being given medications (including Zocor, Valium, and Zoloft) at
times without their consent, but none of the four alleged there was a connection between the
medications and the interrogation process, One former detainee atleged that he was often
forcibly medicated both orally and through injections of unknown drugs. Of the eleven former
detainees none made allegations associating their medications with interrogations.

(U) Human Rights Watch. “Locked Up Alone: Detention Conditions and Mental Health at
Guantanamo,” Human Rights Walch, June 2008. This report specifically addressed mental
health issues associated with former detainees held at Guantanamo. The report cited one former

detainee wha stated he had been given antidepressant medication, but did not allege any
connection with the interrogation process.

12
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(U) University of California. “Guantanamo and Its Aftermath: U.S. Detention and
Interrogation Practices and Their Impact on Former Detainees,” Intemnational Human Rights Law
Clinic, University of California, November, 2008. This report details the Guantanamo detention
facilities and mental health treatment of detainees. The report was based on a structured
questionnaire with follow-up interviews with 112 individuals including 62 former detainees.

The report states that detainees were medicated for the purpose of transporting them from the
theater of operations to Guantanamo. The report also states that interrogators at Guantanamo
had access to detainee medical records. However, the report does not contain any allegations
that mind-altering drugs were administered for the purpose of interrogations.



(U) Append|x 2. (01461 1LATIC)
(U) SUmmary.

(U) We investigated allegations made by [(ASSSIESNN that he had been administered
Lysergic Acid Diethylamide (LSD) or phencyclidine (PCP) while being interrogated.
Based on our findings, we determined thal SESEARIEEN was not administered a mind-
altering drug to facilitate interrogation. However, we concluded that the incorporation of
a routine flu shot into an interrogation session with EUEIINN W as a deliberate ruse by
the interrogation team, intended to convince [l he had been administered 2 mind-
altering drug.

(U) Background.

(BB (b7

() , a native born U. S. citizen, was arrested on May 8, 2002, and detained
as a material witness. On June 9, 2002, was designated by President Bush as an
enemy combatan! and transferred to DoD custody with confinement at the U. S. Naval
Consolidated Brig, Charleston, South Carolina. On October 4, 2006, the Federal
Defender representing (SR filed a Motion to Dismiss for Owrageous Government
Conduct, based, in part, on the allegalion that SSSEl had been given drugs against his
will, believed o be some form of LSD or PCP, to act as a sort of truth serum during his
interrogations. |.ater, on December 13, 2006, the Federal Defender filed an order of
competency for to stand tnal. also made reference to drugs or “‘truth
serum’” to both the psychiatrist and psychologist who conducted mental health
assessments in 2006 at the request of Defense Counsel.

=&¥ In accordance with Chairman Joint Chiefs of Staff Execute Order dated June 10,
2002, U.S. Joint Forces Command was directed to accept control of (iRl and the
U.S. Naval Consolidated Brig, Charleston, SC was directed to detain [l for a time 10
be determined. Pursuant to the same Execute Order, USSOUTHCOM was assigned
responsibility for the interrogation of (il By this Execute Order, U.S. Joint Forces
Command was ultimately responsible for ensuring that EERE was treated humanely in
accordance with the President’s Policy memorandum dated February 7, 2002. Based on
these authorities, U.S. Joint Forces Command and Commander, U.S. Atlantic Fleet,
exercised legal review authority for all actions which had the potential to impact on the
personal welfare of. Neither U.S. Joint Forces Command nor Commander, U.S.

Atlantic Fleet was responsible for the conduct of inlerrogation operations.

(U) BRI was interrogated during the period June through October 2002 by personnel
from the Federal Bureau of Investigation and Joinr Task Force 170, the predecessor
organization of JTF GTMO. Beginning in October, 2002, the [l interrogations were

conducted by the DIA and after March 2003, he was interrogated jointly by the DIA and
Federal Bureau of Investigation.




(U) Results.

(U) During the mental competency hearing forjilll. a senior orﬁcml of the U.S. Naval
Consolidated Brig testified in response to a qucsuon concemlng | being injected
with LSD that the incident involved a “flu shot.” Based on this statement we focused the
investigation on events related to the admimistration of influenza vaccine. We conducted
an on-site examination of daily logs maintained by the security force at the brig and
confirmed thar.m received an influenza immunization on December 5, 2002. We
interviewed the Navy corpsman who described the process for preparing the vaccine and
administering the immunization. The Navy corpsman stated that g did not
complain of any post immunization reactions that might have been related to LSD or any
other psychoactive drugs. However, the Navy corpsman stated that one of the
interrogators instructed him not 1o mnform EESEM of the nature of the immunization. We
inferviewed two securily personnel who were present during the admml;rranon of the flu
shot. Neither could recollect for certain who, if anyone, informed [l he was
receiving a flu shot.

(L/A==4=a3 We conducted an analysis of situation reports issued after each interrogation
by the DIA supervising interrogator and compared their content with recordings of the
interrogations beginning in October 2002 through December 5, 2002, the date of the
immunization. We also obtained sworn statements {romn the two inlerrogators who were
responsible for conducting the interrogation,

(&w=pet=) The interrogation videos show that beginning on October 16, 2002, and again on
November 14, 2002, and December 4, 2002, (Bl expressed concern about the possible
use of drugs to 1nduce him to cooperate with {he interrogators. The most detailed
discussion of truth serum occurred on November 14, 2002, e.fter declined to take a
polygraph examination. The interrogation video recording depicls that following the
polygraph declination, il and the interrogator had a discussion of other techniques
which could be used to verify Sl statements. Among the techniques described by
the interrogator was the use of a “truth serum.” However, at the end of the discussion the
interrogator clearly stated to il that, “There is no such thing as a 'truth serum”."

(%) During the interrogation of December 5, 2002, which immediately followed the
influenza immunization, the inlerrogation recording shows that [SSSEl asked why they

gave him a shOl The interrogator said that "it was necessary” and proceeded to ask
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(UfﬁFGGG-) We concluded from the interrogation recordings and 1nter\rtews with the

administered a mind- altering drug durmg his contmemem at the U.S. Naval Consolidated
Brig, Charl eston, South Carolina We ﬁmhcr concluded that rhe failed to follow
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Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligence

(U)

A, a8

MEMORANDUM FOR INSPEC TOR GENERAI OF MHE DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE (ATTN DEPUTY ASSISTANT INSPECTOR
GENERAL FOR INTELLIGENCE)

SUBJECT Investiganen of Alegstsons of the Use of Mind Altering Drugs to Faculitase
lrterrogation of Detussens m—— .

et In respomse © your July 77, 2009, request my office has oviewed the
OMfice of Inspector Ceneral report entithed, * Investiganon of Alleganons of the Lse of
Mind-Arermg Drugs 1o Facilame Interrogation of Detiunees * We concow with the repon

s wrillen,

¢ e
o Bdwrerce K. Burgess
Deputy Under Sesrevary of Dofoss
(HUMINT Counteratelligence & Secunty)

—
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Under Secretary Of Defense for Policy (U)

DR ee—
OFFCE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY OFf DEFENEL

B30 DLATNSE Py AL Om
AL G O DOJD OO

e 4

MEMORANIN M FOR (EIEER
| ntiel i pence

- Depury Asadze! (napecior Cieseral lin

SURIELC T levestygstion ol Allegaisms of e Lse of Mund-Alenng | ugs w0 | scil sate
Interrogations uf [etainees (Progect No D007 DINTO) 0007 (08) (Yisw T ir Juk N
JO09)

We oonducted 2 review frem o Ddinmee Pobcy penpestive anad have ne wiggened
ety In edditum. froms 4 Pousy pengective, we @ et we a0y iking mschasilied We
coneur that all of those omy of 2 Pebey parure 10 tus Socament wre Lo fuod

Ihe chasuliad parsgrapies wilbhin e dral repoct will reguee & revies fnam | S1D)
ot 1A before thay can be declasinfiod | f ponsible)

I'he release of this icpont o Likoly (o goncrsic moula ssaston  Flasss heop ma
wilhes nlormed m © when U will be rolcasad snad effons 1o crah alking s (ogerding

M iclems lhnlhiuhml Qe ome ]
/"/, ;’:’4

I Alan | wea
Prncipal [hrecsor, (MVice of | letdumes Pty
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Defense Intelligence Agency (U)

VEASTINGTUS, D0 A5

Lepuary Asstdary laspecsw Cesoral for (el gomcs

L0 Armmy Navy D M‘ z l l-

Almgon, VA 21202

SUBJECT (L) Draft Report on the lnvestigatsen of Allogatons of i Lse of Mend-Alering
Drugs w Faailitate (ntemvogations of Datatsees (Progest No D207-DINTOL-
00N 0y

_(IEERERE)

ibit1) 1 4ic)

i1 1 i

FU) The DAA inwposnnr General (10 mvestigasald the informatin gap crtel o Appondin |4
The DIA G repont wes providal om 12 Aagem D%

LU DIA apprecistes the lume

lil

¥
- u 3 )
RONALDNL M iu.-."ixk
Lsoteonary Generad 182 °
[hsrputor

SEENED rREs. PG G U W
L AELFY 0N YN

DEFENSE INTELLIGENG B AGENC Y " A L
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Department of the Army (U)

DEPARTUENT OF THE ARNY
FECE OF Tl QEPJTY Dell¥ OF 5T G
I Y PN AR
WA TN O O

W™
DAMI-CD )

MEMORANDUM FOR DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE /NSPECTOR GENERAL FOR
INTELLIGENCE. 400 ARMY NAVY DRIVE (ROOM 703}, ARLINGTON, VA 22202

SUBJECT Investigation of Alegations cf he Use of Mind-Altesing Drgs o Facilate
Inlamogations of Detamesd Draf Report (Proect N0 D2007-DINTO1-0062 005)

1 The Deputy Chisf of Staff, G-2 concurs wih the investigaion of Alegations of he
Use of Mind-Altaning Orugs 1o Facitats Interrogations of Detainses Draft Report withou!
commen!.  Furthermon:, ng clasalfied Army equibes were delecied

1 Tha Otfice of the Deputy Chisl of Stafl. G-2 poni of contact 8
provine s o R

F 4

1Y

h’ai_nusr

Assistant Deputy Chief of Stafl, G-2
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Department of the Navy (U)

URFARTEERNT U (N AR
by PR 08 Sl e
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" g

Prom haval laepeeter Ceseral
i Derpovtenest of [ebrnce v ol e longecics L wseval

Subi INVENTIOATION OF ALI IVIATHENS OF THE USE CF MIND Al TREPG D8 0
TOFACILITATE INTERROUIATION OF DETAINEES (FROJELCT SO rYw
DANTL el ond,

Ret (a) PDOD- K estewtraft ropast subges ) w0 ddwne baly 14 0w

I I reeponas W mfeyerer s G Neve lmpevtor | sterrn oo SR (b wh g
Tyt

i As mouesied. & clessficateon myics s conducted The doft o spgeugeade) oarted &

mapect b o liae by e deciasslcatscn myvmw s b “asal beprany Cameral Sl e nosoaw own
mesided csaderial o oapae v Eoa PepE

b My st of comtat fow s mater i Meew b paligemy =l
Secanty (versghe (NAVINSUEN %))
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Department of the Air Force (U)

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
VADIGMOTOM b C 3%

OFRCE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL

MEMORANDUM FOR INSPECTOR UENERAL. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
FROM AIR FORCE GENERAL COUNSEL

SURJECT lnvestigation of Allsgations of the | 'se of Mind Alterng Dnags to Fasilitase
Imservogations of Detsinses (Project No D2007.DIN 1910092 005)

We have reviewsd your deall repon regasding the subject mvestigation and have oo
comments.

Plcase note that the Working (iroup Repont on Detaines Intervogatsons in the Global war
un Vemvorian, dated 4 April 200), chaived by the previews A Foroe General (ounsel, Wi
classified in sccordesce with guidasce from the DoD Ceneral Cowel. | defer to that office for o
claasification review of Finding B of your draft report

e h—
CHAI.L!-SA BLANCHARD
(h-riCmtl_

S CREFHNEORN
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United States Southern Command (U)

N - N e

MO0 5 )“N; )

MEMORANDUM POR INSPECTUR (GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE, 40
ARMY NAVY DRIVE, ARLINGTON VA, 22207

SURIECT lnvestigation of Allegainss of the | of Muwd Aherng Drugs to Faciltals
nierrogations of Desinees )

! Subject report was reviewed by USSOLTHODM 's Seourty amd Intelligence Duectorate mm!
lnspector Genernl  USSOUTHOOM concury In the ropeart svidh s commani

2 ot Task Force Gusstasane Bay (Deputy Disecter, kst Intollgence Ciroap) abso rovewed
the ropor for coutent and propy clasaficaton 11 concwn o (he repest’s content s weil 8 e
clas ficatons of the pariess rievass © (hem Inksrmaten o page niee taough o o e
report fall wrder OSIT's purvicw sod pages 14-16 ov ander IFCOM"s parvirs

1. My pomt of contas: u.'-, DN ST « oM

iD)NO) 1BUTRC)

[,
SC 8l
FTF GITMO 110G
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United States Joint Forces Command (U) Final Report

Reference

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
US ET RO O A NS
462 MITICMER AVIDLS SLITF
NOSFEA S Va IV e

RS e N
o

11 a6
WEMORANDUM FOR INSPECTOR GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Subjecr  Investgun of ABegutions of the Use of Mind Absring Drugs 0 Faculitare
Interrogations of Detsiases (Propect Mo D007 DINTDY 0092 00F)

| I sesponse 0 eflerence (8l U S o Forees Command (USIFCOMD s ievimwed e
wubjec dralt Departrset of Deforsy apertor Gescral (Dol K1) mpest s sgroes wih e
linding: contmned i Ge mporn ln partiesler, USIFOOM agroes with ths | a8t farh 1o

Appendis ! of e Grafl repont regaiding ke eterraganon of Stuase e LS
Noval Comsalidated Brig. Chadeston, South Carcliss

? USIRCOM recomsmends thal the foarth lull pamagraph oo page § of the deaft Del) 16 ropes
be chumged w0 resd w8 foliewy

TU) None of the orparaton: quened praduced sy dossments o cvdemus of e we o .
et of mind-aluring drags W faise eteprugation.  Alr Fesce. DIA. DeD Gessral Cosnm! Revised
snd touert Fosors Command did provids wiormation misted to the 8D Working Oronp  This
informaticon is disowssed @ Fiading B

Resson Acowracy As cemsently wrilmsn, the pasrsgraph iscomectly ampies o LSIFCOM s
witer DoD argasusicns possessed docummenty or evidence of “the use o fuew of sl senng
drugs w faciliate sevagmios™ Thet o soe the cose. USIFCOM ondy possessed dosumeess
pertaimng 1o the Office of e Seovttary of Defeme Workmg Geosp

1. USIFCOM comaden tut the sshject dosft Dob) Ki report & apgmepristely sarted however
USHFCOM defers o U S Sowbern Command snd Defons imaliigenos Agency for
declassificasion review of e Ofoomstion o Aggesdin 1 pages |3 smd 10 of e pepon

= -~
€ wr’{
DAVID M

Magor Oeneesl U S A -
Cluimd of Seaf]

Referenr
a DD 10 Memo, Sunpect & Abuve, of 24 Jaly JOO9
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United States Central Command (U)

UNITED STATES CENTRAL COMMAND
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF STAF
S SOUTH BOUNDARY BOLLES Al
MALTYRL AN TIRCE BASE FLOWITRS s J

19 Augest 2000
RO DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE INSPRCTOR GENERAL
SUBIECT: DODIG Dealt Raport “lw o of Allegations of the Lse of Musd-

Alrering Drugs 1o Facuitate Intevrogasnons of Detsinses (L), (DODIG
Progect D2007-DINTOHO9? 005)

| Ihank you hog hm_vh‘lwh'lhﬂh- datacwcis p o 11 e
DoDIG deaft repant

1

1 USCENTCOM hat no active tatellipence squitios withn the subyect document s
doion 10 te Onginel Clasdficaiion Authordy and or apphcadie agomoae (f a
classlication review of the repam. ™

USCENTOUM lnspectoy

[ )
Ao 14k
< JAY W H00D
Major Crenerad, U 5 Army
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United States Special Operations Command

(U)

@ UNITED STATES SPECAL GIFERMATIONS COMMAND

5CS0-20 28 Agus 2000
MEMORANDUM FOR DoDIG-INTEL

SUBJECT (W) Wotnqmot e Ume of Mind-Aterng Druga o
Facitate irerogetions of Ostancet (Project No Q2007 -DINTO1-0062 008

1. (U] 1 responss 1o 8 laaking from e Do0 inepectors Gemars (DOGAG) repont
concaming el detarees had been adminsiered mind-sierng druge for inlemogebo.
purposes & Dol nterrogation faciites, ha J2X stef! nducied & comprahentive
rovew of he DODNG report ard howe no corvaerts  Ths cheervalion arad Nt &
based on Commande USSOCOM mission and respongibiilios as 8 foroe povider of
Specwl Operatons Forces (SOF) v COCOMs  As 2 resull, SOCOM canmel agree o
dsagres wih he report findings because SOCONM doss not control any SOF cpemting
al my of COCOM Ares of Responsbiity |0 addition, 38 reerogation cperstions i OIF
fall urwder e contral of CENTOOM andier SOUTHCOM COCOM snd this report shoid
be routed wough boly COCOMSs a1 the responsibie geographic combatan comerand
Y interogstions on detsirses in raq e or Guanterars Bey  Thereafors, SOCOM
warest comment on the dassificston review because SOCOM ¢ not contribntes © e
completion of tes DODIG repon

1 (J) Poirt of contact tor this sction is

'l'l’ ‘ I’IE"/ -

COL.US Amy
Deguty Dwecior of intelige-«s
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(U) The Department of Defense Office of the Deputy Inspector General for lntelligence
prepared this report. Personnel of the Department of Defense Office of Inspector General

who contributed o the report are listed below.

, Deputy Assistant Inspector General for Intelligence Evaluations
, Project Manager

; Legal Advisor
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