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MEMORANDUM FOR COMMANDER, U.S. Cl ;:NTRAL COMMAND 

SUBJECT: Investigation a U.S. Central Command (USCENTCOM) Referral: Non-Compliance 
with Interrogation Policy ( Report No. DODIG-20 I 2-074) 

or 

( U//FOU 0) This rcp01t responds to your December 7. 201 I. request that this office conduct an 
investigation into allegations in thi..! USCENTCOM area of responsibility 
violated Fi..!deral statute and Department of Detense (DoD) policy and procedures requiring the 
recording of of detainees held at theater level . We have 
li_1und no factual evidence to date that the violations, as des1.:ribed, have occurred and therefore, 
can not substantiali.~ the allegations. 

that!ffflfflfRP 

( U) The Allegations 

(U/,TOCO) On November 9, 2011, a Deputy Chier of Staff. G2. U.S. Army (DCS. 02). staff 
member herein after referred to as the complainant] and an Office of the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Intelligence [OUSQ(I)J staff member approached senior USCENTCOM .12-X statl' 
regarding their concerns about interrogation operations in Afghanistan. It was alleged that: 

I 

(U//f•Ot.10) Detainees ,verc prepared by Cl'-:l(tl~I ib)l7)11) before the questioning session, 
and only matters that a detainee was willing to discuss were raised during questioning. 
Tlrns. the ilffetMf Pf could charm:terize the questioning session as a dehriefing and avoid 
the requirement of Section 1080 of the National Defense Authorization Act (NOAA) for 
Fiscal Y car 20 l 0 that Cl'-: I l 0\1 (b) <7) (I l 

(U//FeHe) lffflfflfflR had signaled the Science Applications International Corporation 
(SAIC) contractors who operated lh ll :\ I l 0\1 ihll7)11 l 

lfl''lftl• ·ecording system to tum off th (l'.JlO\I ib)t7)!1J at the point in the 
!ff!tlZP where the detainee became coopcrativ1:.'. thus characterizing the result as a 
dehriejing rather than ai '1Hflt1f PflW and again avoiding the recording requirement. 

(U//FOFO) U.S. "personnel with badges and credentials'" flaw enforcement 
personnel I might have been avoiding the recording requirement by asserting that 
they were i.:onducting detainee interview.,· rather than an l'E:\llfl\l th)l7ltEI at 
l'I :\llO\I (l,)17)11 J for force protection pu11mscs. 
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(lf) The Basis for the Allegations 

( U/,'fOUO) The cornplainanl told us that he became concerned about the recording policies after 
e-mail exchanges will ;;;;;.;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;; . The contacts wc1T !ft•,fflflJffllffl ,:vho were 
serving as advisors lo the BIi government under contract with a llfll company. The 
complainant belicv1.;:d that the contra<:tors did nnl have direct knowledge of the allegations but had 
merely relayed rhjngs that they had heard. 

( U//FOtlO) The complainant visited the l'E~l ( 0\1 il>J 17J IE) Intelligence and 
Sccuritv 

ilfll 
Command ( INSCOivl ). at Fort Ge6rgc G. Meade. MD. on November 2. 2011, lo discuss 

futur~ fi.mding and to review rccorclii~gs or interrogations of a specific detainee by a 
specific interrogator. During that visit. the DCS. G2. staff member found that the CCP had only 
206 recordings from seven detainees on file. This small number of recordings since the program 
began in October 2010 tench:d to support ,vhat the complainant had heard from his contacts. 

( U) 711e Foeus of'lhe Investigation 

(U/lrOL'.0) Based upon the complainant's statement that their infonnation had come from 
sources in /\fghanistan. we elected to focus our efforts on the theater level interrogation 
faci I ities lm.:ated there . 

( lJ) Attempls to ( 'ontuct the ( 'omplainant ·.,jlf"fltflW 

(U) The complainant believed that the contract of one of their RI contractor sources had 
ended. and that the contractor had returned to the U.S. Using an e-mail address provided 
by the complainant, we attempted to contact the contractor he bdieved had returned to the 
ll.S. We received no response. We requested that the complainant ask the RI contractors 
to contact us. Again. ,ve received no response. We ,vere. therefore. unable to contact the 
sources of the allegations directly. 

( U) Relevant Guidance 

(U) On September 6, 2006. ltl llowing allegations of detainee abuse in Iraq and Guantanamo Bay. 
Cuba, the U.S. Army published Field Manual (FM) 2-22.3, Hwnan lnte/ligem·e Collector 
Operations. This widely coordinated FM discussed the types of questioning which might be used 
with a detainee: . The FM stated that 
C E~H 1>\I ib) (7J ill might be conducted at all echelons in all operational environments, but did not 
hreak down interrogations into types based upon the echelon at which they were conducted. The 
FM also defined debriefing as ··the process of questioning cooperating to satisfy 
intelligence requirements .... The source usuallv is not in cuslodv and usually is willing to 
cooperate:' [emphusis addedl 

(U) On October 28, 2009. Congress passed Section I 080. wh ich introduced the term 
<1~11'0\I 11>117)(1) 

'W"f)ffl 
a tcnn which had not been previously used in DoD interrogation 

doctrine. LI ~ILO\I ih)(71(I i wa~ defined as the llfffl'MPWP ··of a person who is 
in the custody or under the effective control of Doi) or under detention in a Doi) theater-level 

") 
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l'E:S:H 0\1 ihJl7J il J The statue required that such or otherwisl.! 
... ~ .. 1·ecorded. Memhers.o[theArmed.Eorccsengagcd.indirectcrnnbatJlp_e.rnth.lnS.an~Uac:tit:111. 

questioning were specifically excluded from the recording requirement. The stntute did not 
address screening 1H debriefing. nor did it establish time or event limit,1lions. 

.........

(U) On May 10. 2010. the Deputy Secretary of Defonse (DEPSECDEF) signed Directive-Type 
Memorandum (T)TM) 09-031. l'ideo1api11g or Othenrise Electrvnical~v Recording Strategic 
Intelligence fmerrogutions u(Pt!l'.rnns i11 the C11sto1~1 · t~(/he DoD. This DTM implemented the 
provisions of Section I 080 within DoD. The Secretary or the Army was directed to select and 
purchase the recording equipment. develop stundurd operating procedures for operation of the 
recording equipment and for the equipment operators. and develop pr0cL·dures for· archiving the 
resulting recordings. The DT!vl identilicd four thl!ater kvd detention facilities: the Detention 
Facility at Parwan. Afghanistan; the Ta.ii Theater Internment Facility Reconciliation Center and 
the Remembrance Theater Internment Facility. Iraq: and the Detention Facility al the U.S. Naval 
Base. Guantanamo Bay. Cuba. Debriefing was not mentioned in the DTM except in the title of a 
relercncc document. 

l'l:S:llO\I lh)IIJ l • lcl OSl)IS lhJ()J l • lhl l • lcl 
~) 

( LI) On November 16.2010. DCS, G2. issued the linal version of their Pmcedures.for Videotaping 
or 01he1'll'ise Electro11h·al~!' Rernrding ,'-,'trategi(' /1111:'!ligence lnterro~otions <~(Persons in /he 
Cusfo<~l' o(lhe DoD. These procedures established·- as the vehicle for implementing the 
recording requirement of Section 1080. The procedures required that recording would be initiated 
prior to the detainee entering the and would continue until the detainee 
departed thellW at the end of the . Recording ,vnuld continue through any 
breaks in the session. Any instances or recording interruptions. such as i.!quipment failures. would 
be documented in writing and tiled in the detainee ·s permanent interrogation file . 

l I :S:llO\I ihJ(IJ I • le) lJSD IS ih)II) I • Ji>) I • l<l 
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(U/ifOUO) On June 26. 201 1. JTF 435 issued SfraleKic Dehrie!/lnR ( 'entl!r Slanding Opemtin~ 
Procedure.,· which provided t'urther guidance regarding Cl ~ll 0\1 (hl(71 ti l . The SOP stated that 
since DTM 09-031 specifically addressed 

This authorization ,,vas discretionary. however. and lay with the facility director or his designee. 

(U) What We Found 

(U) The (1\1!0\I ihl17Jlfl 

(U//FOl~O) The complainant said that afl:cr their November 2. 201 l. visit to the CCP a 
number 01'811 rec(1rdings were received from the field. Recordings from a_ 
site were shipped to the CCP on a 1.2 terabyte t I \ll 0\1 ihl 171 ii I 

. and unbeknown to the complainant their predecessor had 
directed that a • as 
required in DCS, 02, 11\111 procedures. The complainant also learned later that 
technical problems with 11111 affected the number of recordings held by the CCP. The 
olT-tbe-shelt' equipment. while highly secure. had been designed to operate in a clean. ,,veil 
air-conditioned environment. None of the BIi fi eld locations \Vere clean or well air
conditioned. Consequently, th_ 111i1 operators had experienced equipment failures 
loading data from . 'fhis also slovved the shipment of the 
tapes to the CCP. The recordings were still safely contained in !he memories of the field 
8lll units. and DC'S.G2. was exploring. new loading technology. 
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(U) Whal TVe WL'l'e Told 

( U) In addition to the complainant. we interviewed ti ~llO\I lhJl7JIEJ 

any information thal/;ubstantiatcd the allegations. 

(ll//~) One of the SAIC contractors was th··•perator at the CCP and had 
served as a rdief operator at all of the field He said that he had seen or heard 
nothing whkh supported the allegations. Both of the SAIC personnel we interviewed said 
that terminating- recording based upon direction from an ::r·:rrrrlN would have 
been a breach of procedures. It could have resulted in termination of 
SAIC's- contract. and probably would have resulted in termination of the individual 
operator's employment. The INSCOM IIM system administrator had also visited all of 
the field IIIHTP ,ites. I le said that he had seen or heard nothing which supported the 
allegations. He said that even with system administrator privileges, he could not edit or 
alter a recording once it was made. 

MF 

lE~llll\l lhllll I • lei OSD IS ihJIIJ I • lbJ I • lei 

(U) The lnlerrugat ions 

~) 
ll~llll\l ihJIIJ l • leJ OSlJIS lhJIIJ I lihJ l • leJ 
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ffl,','Ni: ) ll ~ llO\I ih)(IJ l • icl OSDIS (hi()) l • ihl l • icl 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - -~-

(l)) Other Issues 

(U) We identifo:d dilforing interpretations of DoD detainee recording policies. which we •.vill 
discuss in separate correspondence to relevant DoD stakeholders. 

(ll) Conclusions 

( U) During our investigation. we found no factual evidence which supported the allegations. 

(~) lE~ I l O\l 1h11)) l • Id OSD IS 1h11 I I I • lhl I • lcl 

- provided no factual evidence which would support the 
allegation. 

(U//~) Regarding the allegation that 

there was no suppo1t for the allegation. 
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( U) If you have any questions or ,vould like to discuss tbis report. plca5e contact me at ( 703) 882-
ll J1··'!1!r:OZitfflPfffll'.11dodig.mil,oc at(IQJJ.882.111 .m ..... 

IT!f8Nf1fffl'ihdodil!.mil. 
·· ····· I

'

Attachments: 
1. Statistical Metho
1. Acronym List (U) 

ds(~·) 

cc: 
Under Secretary of Del1:nse for Intelligence 
Joint Staff Secretariat 

Patricia A. Brannin 
Deputy Inspector General 

for lntdligencc and Special 
Program Assessments 

Assistant to the Secretary of Defense for Intelligence Oversight 
Deputy Chief or Staff G2. U.S. Army 
Chainmm, House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence 
Chairman. Senate Select Committee llll Intelligence 
Chainnan. House Anrn:d Services Committee 
Chairman. Senate Armed Service Committee 
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(U) Statistical Methods 
---- - - ---·-----···-·----------------- ---- - --~~~-

{~) ( [\;J(O\I ihJIIJ 1.JicJ OSD IS ihJIII 1.JihJ I .Jicl 

(U) The Quantitative Methods Division (Ql'vtD), DoD Iff s technical experts in the quantitative 
area. rernmmended that we lest each population independently to determine if internal control 
process were in place and being followed. QMD detennined statistical control testing was an 
appropriate test li.H this purpose and that it was further supported by the Financial Audit Manual 
section 450 as a valid statistital test to dctcnninc if imernal controls are in place and functioning. 
lnfi)rmation _ from control testing is limited to concluding at u prescribed confidcrn.:e ]eve! that the 
e1rnr rate in a population is either abow or below a certain lc\·el. QMD developed a sample plan 
and calculated the sumple size using the hypergcometric distribution at 90 percent confidence 
level. five percent tolerable error and zero deviation (error) in the sample. That is, if one deviation 
( error) was discovered in the sample you must conclude \1.,1ith 90 percent confidence that the error 
rate in the population was greater than live percent. QMD Jrew a simple random sample without 
replacement of 44 recordings from each population. They used the RAND() function in Excel 
2010 to generate a random number for each item and sorted each population in ascending order by 
the random number. The first 44 items in each population then became the sample. 

( U//fOUO) We reviewed each sample recording from each population - t I \;J('(I\J 1h1171ff1 

and found no deviations from DCS, G2. standard procedures . ll~ICO\J ihll7JIIJ .,,.,,, 
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(lJ) Acronym List 

DCS, G2 Deputy Chief ofStat1: G2. U.S. Army 
DEPSECDEF Deputy Secretary of Ddensc 
DIVAS Digitul Interrogation Video Archive System 
DoD Department of Defensi: 
DTM Directive Type Memorandum 
FM Field tvlanual 
INSCOM Intelligence and Security Command. U.S. Army 
JTF Joint Task F orcc 
NOAA National Defense Appropriations Act 
QMD Quantitative Methods Division, DoD IG 
SAIC Science Applications International Corporation 
SOP Standard Operating Procedure 
TIP Theater lnterrogution Fm:ility 
TSF Temporary Screening Facility 
USCENTCOM U.S. Central ( 'ommand 
lJSD( I) Under Secretary of Defense for l ntelligencc 
W()RM Write Once Read Many 
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Central Collection Point 
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