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SUBJECT: Humane Treatment of al Qaeda and Taliban Detainees

1.

-should nevertheless be consistent with the principles of
- Geneva. S _

Our recent extensive discussions regarding the status
of al Qaeda and Taliban detainees confirm that the appli- .

cation-of the Geneva Convention Relative to the Treatment

of Prisoners.of War of August 12, 1949 (Geneva) to the
conflict with al Qaeda and the Taliban involves complex
legal questions. By its terms, Geneva applies to conflicts
involving "High Contracting Parties," which can only be
states. Moreover, it agsumes the existence of "regular"
armed forces fighting on behalf of states. However, the
war against terrorism ushers in a new paradigm, one in

" which groups with broad, international reach commit horrific
acts against innocent civilians, gsometimes with the direct

support of states., Our Nation recognizes that this new
paradigm ~- ushered in not by us, but by terrorists --
requires new thinking in the law of war, but thinking that

Purguant to my authority as Commander in Chief and Chief
Executive of the United States, and relying on the opinion
of the Department of Justice.dated January 22, 2002, and on
the .legal opinion rendered by the Attorney General in his
letter of February 1, 2002, I hereby determine as follows:

a. I accept the legal conclusion of the Department of
Justice and determine that none of the provisions
of Geneva apply to our conflict with al Qaeda in
Afghanistan or elsewhere throughout the world because,
'~ among other reasons, al Qaeda is not a High Contracting
Party to Geneva, ’

b. I accept the legal conclusion of the Attorney General
-and- the Department of Justice that I have the authority
. under the Constitution to suspend Geneva as between
the United States and Afghanistan, but I decline to
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exercise that authority at this time. Accordingly, I
determine that the provisions of Geneva will apply to
our present conflict with the Taliban. I reserve the
right to exercise this authority in this or future
.conflicts, :

c. I also accept the legal conclusion of the Department of
Justice and determine that common Article 3 of Geneva
, does not apply to either al Qaeda or Taliban detainees,
because, among other reasons, the relevant -conflicts
are international in scope and common Article 3 applies
only to "armed conflic¢t not of an international
character." .o

o d. Based on the facts supplied by the Department of

Defense and the recommendation of the Department of
Justice, I determine that the Taliban detainees are
unlawful combatants and, therefore, do not qualify as
prisoners of war under Article 4 of Geneva. I note
that, because Geneva does not apply to our conflict
with al Qaeda, al Qaeda detainees alse do not qualify
as prisoners of war.

Of course, our values as a Nation, values that we share with
many naticns in the world, call for us to treat detainees
humanely, in¢luding those who are not legally entitled to
such treatment. Our Nation has been and will continue to

be a strong supporter of Geneva and its principles. As

a matter of policy, the United States Armed. Forces shall
continue to treat detainees humanely and, to the extent
appropriate and consistent with military necessity, in

~a manner consistent with the principles of Geneva.

The United States will hold states, organizations, and
individuals who gain control of United States personnel

xresponsible for treating such personnel humanely and

consistent -with applicable law.

I hereby reaffirm the order previously issued by the
Secretary of Defense to the United States Armed Forces
requiring that the detainees be treated humanely and,
to the extent appropriate and consistent with military
necessity, in a manner .congistent with the principiles
of Geneva. . : ,

I hereby direct the Secretary of State to communicate my
determinations in an appropriate manner to our allies, and
other countries and international organizations cooperating
in the war against terrorism of global reach. :
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THE WHITE HOUSE

’

Office of the Press Secretaxy

For Immediate Release Februaxy 7, 2002

FACT SHEET

Status of Detalnees at Guantanamo

United States Policy,

* The United States is treating and will continue to treat
all of the individuals detained at Guantanamo humanely and,
to the extent appropriate and consistent with military

‘necessity, in a manner coneistent with the principles of
the Third Geneva Convention of 1949.

» The President has determined that the Geneva Convention

applles to the Taliban detainees, but nct to the al-Qaida

detainees,
¢ Al-Qaida is not a state party to tha Geneva Convention; it
. is a foreign terrorist group. As such, its members are not

entitled toc POW status.

.* Although we never recognized the Taliban as the legltimate
Afghan government, Afghanistan is a party to the ,
Convention, and the President has determined that the
Taliban are covered by the Convention, Under the terms of
the Geneva Convention, however, the Taliban detainees do
not qualify as POWs,

¢ Therefore; neither the Taliban nor al-Qaida detainees are
entitled to POW status.

¢ Even though the detainees are not entitled to PCW
privileges, they will be provided many POW prlvileges as a
matter of pollcy i

_All detainees at -Guantanamo are being provided.

» three meals a day that meet Muelim dietary laws
¢ water .

¢ medical care

s cleothing and shoeas

» ghelter

* showers

soap and toilet articles

.‘..
-
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foam sleeping pads and blankets

*
o towels and washcloths
¢ the opportunity to worship
¥ correspondence materials, and the means to send mail
* the ability to receive packages of food and clothing,

subject to security screening

The detainees will not be subjected to physical or mental abuse
or cruel treatment. The .International Committee of the Red
Cross has visited and will continue to be able to visit the
detainees privately. The detainees will be permitted to raise
concerns about their conditions and we will attempt to address
those concerns consistent with security.

Housing. We are building facilities in Guantanamo more
appropriate for housing the detainees on a long-term basis. The
datainees now at Guantanamo are being housed in temporary open-
air shelters until these more long-term facilities ‘can be
arranged. Their current ghelters are reasonable in light of the
serious security risk posed by these detainees and the mild

climate of Cuba.

POR Privileges the Detainees will not receive. The detainees
will receive much of the treatment normally atforded to POWe by
the Third Geneva Convention. However, the detainees will not
receive some of the epecific privileges afforded to POWs,
including:

¢ acgcess to a canteen to purchasge food, soap, and tobacco .

* a monthly advance of pay

¢ the ability to have and consult personal financial accounts
[ ]

the ability to receive scientific equipment, musical
instruments, or sports outfits

*Many detainees at Guantanamo pose a severe security risk to

those responsible for guarding them and to each other. Some of
these individuals demonstrated how dangerous they are in
uprisings at Mazar-e-Sharif and in Pakistan. The United States
muet take into account the need foxr security in establishing the
conditions for detention at Guantanamo.

Background on Geneva Conventiong. -The Third Geneva Convention

of 1949 is an international treaty designed to protect prisoners
of war from inhumane treatment at the hands of their captors in
conflicts covered by the Convention. It is among four treaties
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concluded in the wake of WWII to reduce the human suffering
caused by war. These four treaties provide protections for four
diffezrent classes of people: the military wounded and sick in
land conflicts; the military wounded, sick and shipwrecked in
conflicts at sea; military persons and civilians accompanying
the armed foreces in the field who are captured and qualify as
prisoners of war; and civilian non-combatants who are interned
or otherwise found in the hands of a party (e.g. in a military
occupation) during an armed conflict.

#o e
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ViecCE 22 ODWIVANMNLE |

STATUS AND TREATMENT OF DETAINEES AT GUANTANAMO
, ) , - February 7, 2002 \

1. Whathas the President decided about the legal status of the prisoners at
Guantanamo? Are they priseners of war?

Neither Taliban nor al-Qaida detainees are entitled to POW status.

The President has decided that the Geneva Convention applies to the Taliban
detainees, but not to the al-Qaida detainees.

2.  What’s the basis for the President’s decision?

‘Al-Qaida is not a state party to the Geneva Convention; it is a foreign terrorist

group. Its members are therefore not entitled to the protections of the Geneva
Convention,

: In contrast, Afghanistan is a party to the Geneva Conveation. Although there are
.ﬂ grounds to conclude that Afghanistan was a failed nation state at the outset of the
-*  conflict, the President has declined to determine that the Taliban are not covered
by the treaty. However, the Taliban detainees are not entltled to POW status under
the terms of the Convention.

3. Why don’t the Taliban detainees qualify as POWs under the
Convention?

The Geneva Convention on Prisoners of War was intended to protect only those
people who qualify as prisoners of war -- hence its name, Article 4 of the
Convention specifies the categories of people who fall into the hands-of the enemy-
who are entitled to be treated as POWs. The Commentary to the Geneva
Convention explains that “Article 4 is in a sense the key to the Convention, since it
defines the people entitled to be treated as prisoners of war.” The Taliban
detainees do nof fit into any of these categories. '

They are not the regular anmed forces of any government. Rathqr they are an

armed group of militants who have oppressed and terrorized the people of
. Afghanistan and have been financed by, and in turn supported, a global terrorist
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network. They do not meet the criteria under which members of militias can
receive POW status either. To qualify as POWs, militia must satisfy four
conditions: they must be part of a militery hierarchy; they must wear uniforms or
other distinctive sigas visible at a distance; they must carry arms openly; and they -
must conduct their operations in accordance with the laws and customs of war,

The Taliban have not effectively distinguished themselves from the civilian
population of Afghanistan, Moreover, they have not conducted their operations in
accordance with the laws and customs of war; instead, they have knowingly
adopted and provided support to the unlawful terrorist objectives of al-Qaida.

The Taliban do not qualify under Article 4(a)(3) which covers “members of regular
armed forces who profess ellegiance to-a government or an authority not
recognized by the Detaining Power” because the Convention applies-only to -
regular armed forces who possess the attributes of regular armed forces, i.e.

. distinguish themselves from the civilian population and conduct their operations in
- accordance with the laws and customs of war.

4.  Isthere a precedent in our history for this decision?

In the Vietnam War, the U.S. concluded that the Viet Cong were not entitled to
POW status because they did not have the attributes of a reguler armed force or
militia group covered by Article 4 of the Convention. The U.S. did treat the Viet
Cong as POWSs as a matter of policy.

5. Why has this decision taken so long? What is the legal complication?

The Geneva Convention on Prisoners of War is a very important treaty to the
United States. The war on terrorism is a conflict unique in recent history. Careful,
thoughtful analysis was required to sort out the issues as to how the treaty applies
in the current conflict. This is a new kind of war not envisioned in 1949. It is
neither a large-scale conflict between two nation-states nor a civil war between a
natjon-state and an insurgent group. Global terrorists who transcend national
boundaries, owe no loyalties to any country, and intentionally target innocent
civilians were not contemplated when the Convention was adopted more than 50
years ago. ‘And the situation in Afghanistan and the role the Taliban has played
within that country is complicated as weil,
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- 6. Areyou saying that the Geneva Convention is outdated for medern
N conflicts? Is the Administration abandoning it?

No. The United States remains fully committed to the Geneva Convention and
recognizes the critical role it plays in securing basic protections for prisoners of
war. At the same time, the Convention by its terms simply does not cover every
situation in which people may be captured or detained by military forces, as we see
today in Afghanistan. The President’s decision makes clear that the treaty does not
apply to internations] armed conflicts with foreign terrorist organizations, which
would not respect the rules regarding treatment of POWSs in any event, The treaty
does apply to conflicts with nation-states, but even there, groups may not be

- entitled to invoke POW protections if they adopt unlawful objectives, do not act
like regular armed forces, and do not respect the laws and customs of war.

7. What's the practical effect of the President’s decision? Will the
detainees be treated any differently as a result of this decision? Will the
Taliban detainees be treated differently from the al-Qaida detainees?

.. No. As we have said all along, we have decided as a matter of policy to treat all of
. the detainees at Guantanamo humanely and consistent with the principles of the
" Geneva Convention. We are even providing many of the things provided to’
POWs under the Convention, to the extent appropriate and consistent with security
and the temporary nature of the facilities in Guantanamo.

This means that all detainees will continue to receive three appropriate meals a.
day, medical care, clothing, shelter, showers, and the opportunity to worship, The
detainees will not be subjected to physical or mental abuse. The International
~Committee of the Red Cross is being allowed to visit each detainee privately,
which is something to which only POWS3 are entitled. We are building long-term
facilities to house the detainees. None of this has changed or will change

Other than the fact that the detainees are in detention, their material living
condmons are substantially better than they were before they were capmred

8. Why not treat all the detainees as POWs? Who cares?

Several reasons. First, there is an important principle at stake. The Geneva
@ Convention has established criteria for POW status, One of the reasons it does is
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to ensure that only members of legitimate armed forces receive POW pnvxleges,
not other groups who take up arms unlawfully and do not observe the laws and

custorus of war. ' If all captured combatants were provided POW privileges, that
would eliminate one disincentive to terrorism or other types of unlawﬁﬁ combat.

Second, we want to incentivize the armed forces of other countries to conduct
themselves so as to be cligible for POW status, This means wearing uniforms that
distinguish themselves from civilians and requiring them not to involve the civilian
population in a conflict in ways that subject civilians to risk, Insisting that the
criteria for POW status are met protects civilians by maintaining a sharp distinction
between combatants and non-combatants,

Third, we take our treaty obligau‘ons seriously and we believe in applying the
‘terms of the Convention. The Geneva Convention for good reason clearly
differentiates between thoge entitled to POW status and those who are not.

: Fmally, many pnvaleges given to POWs under the Conventxen are simply
inappropriate in the current situation. Some of the specific treatment conditions
provided to POWSs by the Geneva Convention were suitable for regular soldiers in
1949 but are not appropriate for terrorists in 2002. Some treatment conditions are
not compatible with the extraordinary security risk posed by these detainees, who
are extremely violent and dangerous and pose a threat to the U.S. forces who are
guarding them and to each other.

For example, we do not plan to install canteens where detainees may purchase .
food, soap, and tobacco. We 'will not be giving the detainees at Guantanamo a

. monthly advance of pay, or allow them to have and consult personal financial
accounts. Detainees will not be allowed fo receive scientific eqmpmcnt musical
instruments, or sports outfits,

9. Will there be tribunals to establish whether any of the detainees are
.POWSs, as provided in the Geneva Convention?

. The Geneva Convention requires that a tribunal make a determination as to

- whether a person quallﬁes as 2a POW ouly if there is “any doubt.” The Convention
does not requiré review by a tribunal in every circumstance. There is no doubt that
the al-Qaidz and Taliban detainees are not POWs,
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That said, we do have a careful process in place to screen the people taken to
A . Guantanamo. They were screened at least twice before they were transfernred.
They were screened by U.S. Ammed Forces before they were taken to Kandahar,
and they were interviewed a second time in Kandahar. Although we believe that
" each detainee is an appropriate candidate for detention, we are prepared to review
individual cases should any doubt arise.

10. Doesn’t the President’s decisionl undefmine the Geneva Convention and
adversely affect treatment of U.S. forces in future operations or confiicts?

* - .No. The United States remains déeply committed to the Geneva Convention and
has a proud history of complying with the Convention since it entered into force
more than 50 years ago. The United States has been one of the leaders in the
development of law of war doctrines and played a major role in the development of
the Geneva Convention.

In this conflict, we have adopted 8 pohcy of treating the detainees humanely and
consistent with the principles of the Convention, as we have in the past. The
President’s decision that, as a legal matter, the treaty does not afford POW
Q. protections to terrorist groups -- or others who adopt their objectives and fail to
=" meet the standards of a regular armed force - is fully consistent with the treaty.

_ The decision should have no legal or practical effect on U.S. Armed Forces, which
are a regular armed force that complies with the laws and customs of war. We
expect other countries to treat our armed forces in accordance thh the Geneva
Convenuon : _

11. = Does this decision mean that any country that is a state spunsof of
terrorism is not entitled to the protections of the Geneva Convention in the
event of an armed conflict?

1 am not going to speculate on the ap,plicatioﬁ of the treafy to other hypothetical
armed conflicts. Each case has to be resolved on its own facts,

12. You say that the Geneva Convention doesn’t fit this new kind of war

.very well. Would the U.8. support negotiation of & new treaty or Protocol to

the Geneva Convention that would apply to conflicts with terrorists or others
, not covered by the Geneva Convention?
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~ We think it might be appropriate to consider a new instrument to cover the -
treatment of detained persons in conflicts not envisioned in 1949 and we are open
to discussing this possibility with other nations.

13, How was this decision mad'e'é Who did the President hear from?

‘The President chaired two meetings of the NSC. The Vice President, the Secretary
of State, the Secretary of Defense, the Attorney General, the Chairmen of the Joint
Chiefs, the Director of Central Intelhgence the White House Counsel, and the
National Security Advisor all participated in advising the President on this matter.
These are difficult issues and the President wanted to hear the legal and policy
views of all of his advisors.

14. 'What did the President declde on January 18?7

. The President decided on January 18 that none of the Taliban or al-Qaida detainees
~are entxtled 10 POW status,

15. Dld the President “consider” or “re-consider” the issue of whether the
Geneva Convention applied? -

I’m not going to comment on the procedural posture. Bécause this is a new kind of
conflict that does not fall squarely within the Geneva Convention, President Bush
asked for the views of his'national security advisors on whether the Geneva

- Convention applies or should apply to cover the Taliban and al-Qaida.
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LEGAL AUTHORITIES

Properly conducted and authorized interrogations:
. Do not violate the federal anti-torture statute, 18 U.S.C. 2340-2340A

« Donot violate the Constitution. They do not “shock the conscience” under
the 5t and 14" Amendments. The 8" Amendment prohibition on cruel and
unusual “punishment” is inapplicable. '

« Do not constitute *““cruel, inhumane and degrading treatment or punishment”

" under the Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman and
Degrading Trecatment because, under U.S. law, those terms aré limited to
U.S. constitutional requirements. '
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Cenral intefligence Agency

Waingon, [1C 20505

14 June 2007

Document Tracking Unike

Office of Recorda Management
The White House
Washingten, D.C. 20500

{U) This is in reeponse to Representatives Markey,
Delahunt, and Nadler's 24 May 2007 letter addressed to the
President in which they expressed concern about the origin of
claims made by the President and his Administration before the
March 2003 invasion of Iraq. The Members also requested
answeras Lo seven related questions. The Central Intelligence
Agency has reviewed these questions and is uneble to answer
them because each is either a policy guestion requiring
response lry the White House or the Natlonal Security Council
oY pertains to operational issues that are not briefed to
nen-oversight Members of Congreass.

1f you have any questions regarding this letter or

require additional informatjion, please do ngot hesitate to

Director of Congressional Affairs

Bnclosure:
White House Office Referral
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THE WHITE HOUSE OFFICE
REFERRAL

June 0%, 2007

TO: CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

ACTION REQUESTED: APPROPRIATE ACTION

DESCRIPTION OF INCOMING:

1o 726801

MEDIA: FAX

DOCUMENT DATE: MAY 24, 2007

TQO: PRESIDENT BUSH

FROM: ED MARKEY
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WASHINGTON, DC 20515

SUBJECT: EXPREGSES CONCERN ABOUT THE ORIGIN OF CERTAIN CLAIMS
MADE BY THE PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF HIS
ADMINISTRATION BEFORE THE MAR 03 INVASION OF IRAQ
AND REQUEST ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS LISTED IN THIS
LETTER

COMMENTS:

PROMPT ACTION IS ESSENTIAL -- IF REQUIRED ACTION HAS NOT BEEN TAKEN WITHIN 9
WQRKING DAYS O%{JNLESS OTHERWISE STATED, PLEASE TELEPHONE THE

UNDERSIGNED AT

RETURN ORIGINAL CORRESPONDENCE W
TO: DOCUMENT TRACKING UNIT,
HOUSE, 20500

KSHEET AND COPY OF RESPONSE (OR DRAFT)
OFFICE OF RECORDS MANAGEMENT - THE WHITE
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WORKSHEET

THE WHITE HOUSE %
DOGUMENT MANAGEMENT AND TRACKING

DATE RECEIVED: 6/‘1/200? CASE ID: 726801

NAME QF CORRESPONDENT: THE HONORABLE ED MARKEY

SUBJECT; EXPRESSES CONCERN ABOUT THE QRIGIN OF CERTAIN CLAIMS MADE BY THE
PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF HIS ADMINISTRATION BEFORE THE MAR 03
INVASION OF IRAQ AND REQUEST ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS LISTED IN THIS

LETTER
TR
v u; B
T e
ROUTE TO: ,L\a:rypg 2 r"g ;'.iﬁ. g e
AGENCY/OFFICE (STAFF NAME) ' -+ [#Respongel | chow ‘;ﬂ“"}““
LEGISLATIVE
J ACTION COMMENTS:
ETRAS, ' _
INTELLIGENCE A 87142007
AGENCY
ACTION COMMENTS:
- DEPARTMENT OF
STATE ! 6/1/2007 ¢
ACYION COMMERYS:
DEFARTMENT OF _
OEFENSE ' 67172007 c
ACTION COMMENTS;
RATIONAL
SECURTTY STEVE HADLEY I 57842007 c
COUNCIL
ACTION COMMENTS:
COMMENTS:
MEDIA: FAX USER CODE: 2 ADDL
: SIGNEES SCANNED
'AC_T!QN CODES: TTTommT T s e e “-—bnl—;;a;?ﬂa-ﬂ.ﬂ e sT oo -'.
'R APPROPRIATE ACTION type pispostrion o T T T
8 - RESEARCH AND REFORT BACK °  RESPONSE: CODES: COMPLETED DATE:
{ - DRAFT RESPONSE LTE L ReeEes . - .
1 < INFQ COPY/NQ ACT NECCESSARY TYPE RESPONSE = A - ANSWERED/ COMPLETED = DATE OF
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,ﬁCKNOWLEDGEMENT OR CLOSE-

R - DIRECT REPLY W/ COPY IN[TIALS OF SIGNER  ACKNOWLEDGED
. VNRN » HO RESPONSE ‘¢~ CLOSED OUT DATE (MM/DD/YY) ]
| NEEDED % - JNTERIH REPLY :
NS -

EFE GUESTION AT WOUTTRE UPDATES 70 GUCUMENT TRACRLNG UNAY (ROGH 237, £2081 EXTL6 2580 R
THIS WORKSHEET ATTACHED TO THE ORIGINAL INCOMING LETTER AT ALL TIMES AND SEND COMPLETED RECORD TQ

OFFICE OF RECORDS MANAGEMENT
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4 43pm 05 24 2007
lnc 1 03 46 439

Washington, BE 20515

May 24, 2007

President George Bush

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C.

Dear President Bush;

We are writing lo express cur deep concern about the origin of certain claims made by yourself
and members of your Adminiswation before fhe March 2003 invasion of Irag, specifically that

" Irag had provided training in the use of chemical and biclogical weapons to al-Qaeda. 1t now

appears that this ¢laim rested cntirely upon the interrogation by a foreign intelligence service,
possibly under torture or threat of torture, of the detainee Jbn al-Shaykh al-Libi. This raises
serious questions aboul the decision making process which concluded with custody of al-Libi
being transferred by the United States to a foreiga government, and about the U.S, Government's
decision to subsequently utilize statements made under torture to inform national policy.

The false information provided by al-Lib}, potentially under torture by & foreign intelligence
service, was cited repeatedly by your Administration as a casus belli prior to the invasion of Ireq.
In an October 7, 2002 speech in Cincinnati, you said, *We'vs leamed that Iraq has trained al-
Qaeda members in borab meking and poisons and deadly gases.”" In his February 3, 2003,
presentation before the United Nations Security Council, then-Secretary of State Colin Powell
referenced the interrogation of al-Libi, stating: “I can trace the story of a senior tervorist
operative telling how Irag provided training in these [chemical and biological] wenpons to al-
Qacda. Fortunately, this operative is now detaitied, and he hss told his story."”

Tt now appears that the interrogaiion of al-Libi constituled a totality of the evidence suggesting
that lraq bad provided training in the use of chemical and biological weapons to 8i-Qaeda,
According to & September 2006 report by the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, “the ClA
Telied heavily on the irformation obtained from the debricfing of detainee Tha al-Shaykh sl-Libi,
& senior al-Qa’ida operationa} planner, to assess Iraq’s potential CBW training of al-Qa’ida.”’
The same report stated that, “the other reports of possible al-Qa'ida CBW training from lrag
were never considered credible by the Intelligence Community, No other information. has been
uncovered in Iray or from detainees that confirms this reporting.”?

‘Accordiug. to the September 2006 Senate Sclect Committee on Intelligence report, in January
2004 al-Libi recanted the information that he had provided under the foreign intelligence

' Sennte Select Committee on Latellipencs, "Report of the Sclect Commitice ou Inleligence on Postwar Findings
Abaut [rag's WMD Programs and Links to Terorism and How Thoy Comapere with Prowar Assessments,”
September 8, 2006, pg. 76.

! Senate Select Committes on Iotelligeace, "Pastwar Findings,” pe. 82.

PRIHTEQ OH RECYCLED PAPGA
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service's interrogation, claiming to the CLA {hat he had lied so that he would not be tortured.
The report states: ’

Aftor his transfer 1 a foreign govermment {redacted], al-Libi claimed that
during his initial debriefings *he lied lo the [foreign govemment service]
[redacted] about future operations lo avoid torture.” Al-Libi told the CLA
that the foreign govermment service [redacted] explained to him that a
“Jong list of methods could be used against hiso which were extreme” and
that “he would confess because three thousend individuals had been in the
chair before him and thet each hud confessed.”

When al-Libi first claimed to the foreign intelligence service that Traq had provided chemical and
biological weapons training to ai-Qaeds, the U.8. Defense Intelligence Agency issued a repott
cantioning that al-Libi was most likely fabricating the information. That report stated that, “...he
lacks specific details on the Iragi's involvement, the CBRN materials associated with the
assistance, and the location where the training occurred. It is possible he does not know any
further details; it is more likely this individual is intentionally misleading the debriefers. Thn al-
Shavkh has been undergoing dehriefs for sevoral weekd and may be degcribing scenariog to the
debriefers that he knows will retain their interest.™ Such bebavior would be expected if a
detainee were subject to torture. Your Administration never mentioned this important Defensc
Intelligence Agency dissent to al-Libi's elaims under interrogation when speaking to the
American people.

Unfortunately, our intelligence operatives could not conduct an independent verification to allay
the cancerns of the Defense Intelligence Agency because the United States had relinguished
custody of al-Libi to a foreign govemment. A July 9; 2004 report by the Senate Select
Committee on Intelligence concluded that, “Due to the Jack of unilateral sources on Iraq's links
fo terrorist groups like ai-Quida [redacted}, the Intelligence Community {(1C) relied too heavily
on foreign government service reporting and sources to whom it did nat have direct access to
determine the relationship between Iraq and (redacted] tervorist groups.””

We are deeply concerned that an important facet of your Administration’s case that Saddam
Hussein posed an imminent threat fo the United States, which has been demonstrated as filse,
rested upon information extracted through torture by a foreign hutelligence gervice. Asarule,
custody of high-value detainess should not be transferred to foreign governments, as to do so
will result in the loss of United States contral over the detainee und his interrogation, and a
concomitant loss of confidence in any intelligence obtained through the interrogation.
Furthermore, under U.S. and international law, it is forbidden to transfer anyone to “a country

where there are substantial grounds for believing the person would be in danger of being
subjected to torture."”

‘5 Szcg‘;;c Select Comumiltee on fatelligence, "Postwar Findings,” pgs. 80-81, quoting CTA operational cable, February

; Defenss Intelligence Ageacy, Defonse Intelligence Terrorism Swapary, February 22, 2002.
Senawe scl?ct Commitize on Intelligeacs, “Report of the Select Committee on Intclligeace on the U.S. Intelligence
Comumunity’s Prewur Intelligence Asscssments on breq,” July 3, 2004, pg. 34,
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We request that you provide us with answers to the following questions:

1.

Please describe in detail the decision making process which concluded with al-Libi being
transferred 10 a foreign government. Who made the decision to transfer custody of &l-
Libj to a foreign government? On what basis was this decision made? Was there
consideration of the consequences of interrupting the origeing and su;msfu_l
interrogation of al-Libi by agents of the Federal Bureau of Investi ganon‘? Did the Fedc.ral
Bureau of Investigation express a view on transferring custody of al-Libi? Iflease.p.rowdc
any information, inctuding physical and electronic documents, relating to this decision
making procéss.

Does the United States have a unifonm policy regarding the transfer of ao individual into
the custody of a state that appears on the list of states that cngage in torture in the
Courttry Reports on Human Rights Practices submitied to the Congress by the
Department of State pursuant to sections {16(d) and 502(b) of ke Foreign Assistance Act
of 1961, as amended, and section 504 of the Trade Act of 1974, as amended? If so, what
ig that policy, and how was it applied in the case of al-Libi?

‘Was there thought given 1o the possibility that vader the custody of a foreign government
al-Libi might be tortured, cspeciaily if the foreign govemnment which received custady of
al-Libi had been cited by the Deparlinent of Stals’s annuat Country Reports on Human
Rights Practices for Lorture or sbuse of prisoners and detainges? 1f so, did the United
States seck, and did the United States receive, nssurances that al-Libi would be freated
humancly and in accordance with international law? Wers such assurances verbal or
written? What stops were taken to ensure that any such assurances were met, and to
ensure strict compliance with our obligations under domestic snd intemational Jaw with
respect to the transfer of persons?

Ceniral Intelligence Agency operational cahles from February 2004, as quoted by the
Senate Select Cormmittee on Intelligence, contain many references to allegations by al.
T.ibi that he was tortured hy the foreign intelligence service. When did the United States
first become aware that &l-Lihi allcged he had been tortured by the foreign intelligence
service? What actions did your Administration take once it knew of these allegations?
What actions werc taken to assess the validity of al-Libi's claims of torture? Were his
claims judged ta be accurate?

After ransferring evstody of al-Libi 4o a foreign government, were United States
personnel involved in the interrogation of al-Libi, or was his interrogation performed
purely by s foreign intelligence service? If United States personnel were involved in al-
Libi's interrogation after his transfer ta a foreign govemment, please describe their role in
his interropation. : .

FPlease deseribe in detail the judgments your Administration made as to the veracity of the
information obtained from al-Libi under interrogation by the foreign intelligence service.
What steps were taken to confirm this information? Did anyone in your Administration
have concerns ahout the veracity of information obtained under torture or threat of
torture? Did anyone assess the concerns raised by the Defense Intelligence Ageacy about
the veracity of the information? To whom, andin whaf form, were these voncerns

raised? Who was aware of these coneerns? What action, if any, was taken in response to
these concerns?
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We eppreciate your prompt respanse to this request.

Sincerely,

03 4% d5pm

Edward J. Wr% Willinm D. Delahunt

cc

Seeretary nf State Condoleezza Rice

Secretery of Defense Robert Gates

Director of National Intelligence Mike McConnell

Director, Central Intelligence Agency Gen. Michael V, Hayden
Divector, Federal Bureau of Investi gations Robert S. Mueller, 1]

05 24 2007

old Nadler
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OFFICE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT
: Washington, D.C. 20501 '

: © FACSIME SMISs!
' TU; ’ ufzof Staff to the Dircetor of Centrél Intelligence,
.. FROM: David S. Addington e Vice Bresident

- DATE: Tenuiry 16,2604

PAGES: 6 pages (iifclp.ding this page)
NOTE:

) Attached is the one-pager tripartite letter (Ru.ﬁ:sfeld-Ashém&leet) proposed as & response to
:the incoming Zelikow note from the 9/11 Commission (copy also attached). The DCI wanted an’
opportunity to run it by the perators. A :

As I mentioned to the DCL, And&' Card, Al Gonzales, and Condi Rice have cleared the anacheci .

text. (Qbviously, the signers need to be pleased with it, too, if they are signing it.)

Please call me as' soon as you can this afternoon with word on whether ér not the DCT's signature
is good to go. : C , . :

CIA 4-007




Department of Defense
Wnshington, D.C.20301 .

" Department of Justice
’ Washington, D.C. 20530

Central Intelhgence Agency

Washingtog, D.C, 20503~

The Honorablc Thomas H Kean, Chmrman ‘
The Honoreble Lee H. Hamilton, Vice Chairman
National Commission on Terrorist Attacks
., Upon'thc United States
- Washington, D.C. 20407 -

Gcﬁﬂcnllcn:

‘Your staff has-advised s that the Commission seeks to participate in the questioning of cortain
.. - enepry combatants detained in the war against terrorists of global reach. Such action by the
-, Commission would substantially interfers with the abxhry of the Umnited States to perform its law
e.nforccment, defense and mtelhgcncc funcnons in the protecnon of the Amanca.n people.

) Your legzslanvc commxhsmn has had extraordmary ~ indeed, uuprcccdcuted in tha armals of
~ American history — access to many of the Nation's' most sensitive secrets in the conduct of its
- work, including detaines. information. In fesponse to the Commission’s expansive requests for -
accéss to secrets, the executive branch his provided such access in full cooperation. Theré is, "
" . hoWever, a fine that the Commission should not cross -- the line separating the Commission's
.. . ‘proper inquiry into' the September 11, 2007 attacks from interference with the Government's
+ ability to safeguard the national secunty, including protestion of Americans from future terrorist
- " attacks, The Comnusaon staffs proposed part:clpat:en in qucsnonmg of detainees would cross
" that lme : i

As 'r.hc officers of thc United States resyonsablc for thc law cnforccment, defense and mtc]hgcnce
functions of the Gﬂvermnent, we wrge your Commission not to further pursue the pmposed .
o rcqucst to parucxpate in the queshonmg of detainees. -

- - Wy ,.'.-v - . """':-' e o ‘-—.-“\-
. JemAsheroft - DopaldH:Rumsféld. Georgel. Temet
© Attomey Gereral : - Secretary of Defense . Director of Centval Intelligence

£ e o eiaes e A o A3 g e e o T g e bt -, e v

e L
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“January 15, 2004,

To: . - Alberto Gonzales. .
’ Seott Muller
St_avr.Cambone

From: . Philip Zdbow [ .

The Commispion bas askéd me to foreard the atached draft leter to cach of you. Ifthe "

sdministration’s position remains unchanged, the Commission has decided to send aid -
release tho fingd letter next week, Qur fundamerttal concerz is-substsative, %o believe the

cuwrrenl circurnstances significandly lirmit our abilivy to understand the pre-9/11 sctivities of o
“the conspirators and the development of the plat 1o 2ti2ck Azmeries. : :

We romain ready to work areatively veith you on any DP'ién that can allow us to aid the

intelligence community in cross-examining the conspiretars on many critical dd#f'.cms'{y
.+ far us what the conspiratars aze setially saying, and allow v3 to cvaluate the credibility of

thess replies,

788 {207} 33303060
R (07 296.35%
: ww.i-l':mnnaa..'.lqr;nv
,I_azi-:s—zam 12:0¢ CEX I .o F.O2
.- . R R S R SR T L R
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JmuaIyH 2004

The Honorable Donald H, Rumsfeld
. Sccrctaxy of Defense

1010 Defense Pentagon

‘Washington, DC .?,03(}1-101 ]

The Honorable George J. Tenat
Director of Central Intalligence
. Central Intelligence Agency
- Waghington, DC 20505

Dear Secretary Rumsteld and Director Tenet:

With your assistance, the Comumission bas made go0d progress on many
. aspects of onr Work. Yet wenced to raise an issue on which we stll havea
PR . . significant point of difference; Commission participation in the questiorﬁgg of
. " core canspiretors in the 9711 plot who — above &l others now under US. - -
S . control - helped conceive, organize, supervise, ﬁnmce, and carry out mese
- - - -attacks.. ..

While we have dvalunted teparts from more than one h\.mdmd dctaineé
individuals, we are imiting ou request.ooly o seven of particular interest by
-ressan of thcx.r:mvo]vcmeat {n the 9/11 plov. 'We have provided your stszs
with the  identity of t’nose seven core cansplratars,

'Whén we met with Director Tcnet, he expla.med on bcb.alf of the mtclhsmce '
communify that he could not teveal ths locntion of these conspizators to
.. Commission represeatatives. He expressed concern thet-cforts to obtain
- curent intelligence would be impeded by.the mh'oductxon of new
interro gatoxs into the ;n'ucess E -

We wagt to assure you that we wicl. agree to pmceduws that can adcquatclv :
protect the secarity interests of the United States and the location of these *
individuals, We ere prepared to wark with you on procedures which willmet
supplant the rale of the fariljar interro getors, but which will ellow qur staff
members 1o abserve queshomng inreal time and then to put forward to the \ '

_ mtermgatm-s 1mmeda.ate gasennal fg];&gp,,w_gq_‘gﬁ Nth the OPEWU

2.3

e Ny ~
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The Horcragie bienacd a, suwiisies vem —e v : — ——————

A ©“Janwery 14, 2004
I Page?
. | \ to independently evaluate the repiies. We helieve that one-way glass,

- 2djoining rooms of sTMilar fechniques can accommodate our mutual concemms.

P

We are tnindful of the importance of condnning to question these key

" conspirators about curent intelligence, just as we are sure you understand our'
statutory mandate fo provide & “full and complete accounting” of the 9/11
aftacks. Ouwr request concerns paticipation in questioning only with rospect

‘o owur mandate, pot your ongoing mission,

' We appreciate Dizector Tenet's-offer to do everything passible to take our
 questions and iry to et them answered by other officials. Even so, we belicve
* the Coxmumission aeeds to participate i questioning of these seven individuals -
in the limited manner we have proposed, in arder to fulfill our mandete by the
deedline specified by law. We ask you to consider the following: .

* The Commission has developtd considerable expertiscon the 9711
plot that may well exceed the knowledge base of current interrogators.
.Qur participation can help in the evaluation of conspirators’ stutements
that are incomplets or conflict directly with other evidenss, ’

« The procedure offered does not megt the Commission’s campressed

: L : deadiine for completion-of its wark. In October we provided o
. ' memoranda detailing many specific anomalies and gaps in the reports, -
Y, s and listing certain questions we esked (o be posed ¢ the conspirators,

e “The intelligence corranunity answered.as beat it sould in Novernber,
“but only & fow of our submitred questions have been addressed. The
. various substantive problems remain after analyzing eventhemost. -
- recent information e have reccived. We cannor detail these problems -
in this unclassified lenter. ' IR .

_* Thetime elapsed in fhis pracess alsepersaades us that the ,
- Comxmission needs to participate i the limited manner wahave -
- proposed n-arder to condnet fmmediate follow-up, -

Tho pracedures we have proposed will enable tho Commission to fornm. its own.
independent evatuarion of the aredibility of the conspitators staterments, We . *-
- Welcome the opportunity to meet with you and your staff on this issue again 0
' . 'y to coma 9 agreemént; we believe a failure to reach agreament wounld
inevitably invite public and congressional serotiny.

Because wa are sensitive to national security concems about the protectian of |
inforriation and the way it is collected, we have limited our request enly to :
. those individuals who are at the very canter of the plotwehave been charged -
__to investigate. . The Commission Yespactfully, ond wnanimously, asks yaute

L1

- Py
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Tae Honorable Denald H. Rumsfeid and the Honersole Gsorge 4. 3 e
Janvary 14, 2004 '
Page 2-

.consider favorably our request far perdeipation in the guestioning process in

e limited manner we bave proposed.

Siriccruly,

- Thomas H. Keon , o - Lee H. Hamilton
- Chaix .. VieCheir

EEEEE———— ]

R 12 2.05
A R T TR T R
- TOTAL P.0§

CIA 4-007




DCI ACTION CENTER
ROUTING SLIP

USPENSE DATE: 11 December 2003

oocuent vo SN
action Ottcer: I

COQRDINATIONROUTING:

*Gmup to coordinate with ADCYAP re DOCEX, Al congressional cor ndsnce
must be coordinated with OCA to complete tasking. OCA Point of Contact ls&

SUMMBRY:

Memorandum from David Shedd, NSC, regarding 25 November 2003 loftar from Senalor Ghambllss to

Condoleezza Fﬂce Assistant {0 the Preskdent torN lonal Seeur
Rumsfald, regas

Date: 10 December 2003
Recelved in DAC: 10 December 2603

PO-LIAJG 08110 1025 P 03
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VATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

FAX COVER SHEET

1 TIONAL ,‘-,}EFrom: David Shedd

ISECURITY é;’%ro: Stan Moskowltz
COUNCIL  [?Agency: GIAD/DCI

“iFax Number:

T PN, “Date/Time: 12110103
Washington, D.C.  LiNo. of pages to follow: 5
20504 ifgiﬂdessage: Chambliss Letter
Did you get a completa, i ‘

[clear transmisslon? If not.;l:‘?:'
please call; P

i

P
e T

R

[
=10
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SE 1& NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, B.C. 20804

December 1C¢, 2003

tan Moskowlcz, D/OCA

avid Shedd, NSC/Intel
SUBJECT: Chambliss Letter
Please see attached letters. The incoming November 25 letiex

from Sepatcr Chambliss is dirscied to DPr, Rice and SecDef
Rumefeld.
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72 224 753 MO.%8®  FLD

j1-2083 tBIZ3 SEN CHAMELTSS
@ T ah!
* CHAMBLISS R hrireheog S
iBongin SENSITIVE UNCLASSIFIED - HANDLE AS CLASSIFIED o LA
; . . . . B 100 Gakites Parpwar, ETT 130
ke Wnited States Senate T,
T SERVILES WASHINGTOR, DE 20510-1007 1301 Prasz Raan, Mo 10
— . m‘mu
Wicence November 25, 2003
IDICIARY P.g.‘:ﬂum“f,n
Mot (L 386113
MULES e Condoleezza Rice T
TH -1

Assistapt to the President for National Security Affeirs
Naticnel Security Coungil

The White House

1600 Peansylvania Avenve, NW

Washington, D.C. 20500

The Honorable Donald Rumsfeld
Becretary of Defenso

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington DC, 203011000

Dear Dr. Rice and Secretary Rumsfeld:

] am writing today to express my desp and growing concen about several issuey
related to our fmportant work in Ireq that have recently come to my sitention outside the
:ontext of my classificd Work on the anmed services and intelligencs oversight
. gomminizes. This letter is unclassified, bul it has not been drafied as such in anticipation
of it being released. It is shmply an effort to advise you of what I 2m hearing that i

increasingly worrisome to me personslly.

The first issue regards the alleged lateness of 2 supposed very recen! decision to
recstablish an indigenous inteligence capability in fraq that can be used to more
effectively penctrate pro-Saddam forees. If true, it would be worrisome if not negligent
that such 2 concept has taken so fong fo come to fruition. Now that the decision may
have finally been made to move forward, it will understandzbly teks more valuable time
~ which is in short supply - to develop and exccute the operations that had proviously
been beyand our capabilitics, The question of why our core HUMINT collectars have
allegedly been focused on tactical force protection requirements rather than strategic

_penetzetion operations 12 a marter best discussed within the confines of the intelligence
committes, It is worth noting, however, that penetrating gusrills fcadership af a level
sufficient to glean plans and Intentions is the only way to guarentes force protection.

What concems me even more than the aforementioned are suggestions recently
made 1o me that the enormous effort being put into debriefing Iraqi detainees incovatry
at muitiple debriefing centers has been undemmined by systemic procedural xnd

matagerent shortcomings resulting in classic information sharing breakdowns that we

* should have addressed by now. For example, [ have heard that Iraqi detainees at¢ often
debrisfed multple times at multiple Jocations often without our debrisfers being aware of
*he fact of provious debriefings and the information previously provided. Useful

SENSITIVE UNCLASSIFIED - HANDLE AS CLASSTFIED
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SENSITIVE UNCLASSTFIED ~ HANDLE AS CLASSIFIED

information, when il s acquired, allegedly is often not properly ehared fn & mtr:lmd
systemm that ensures tmely dissemination to all consumess with 2 "nfedto know, As
you may know, I have particular interest and esperience i informanon a!unng issnes
from having coauthored the Information Skaring Act of 2002, along with my intelllgence
and homaeland secnrity-related oversight work in both the Flouss and Senate, if such
allegations are true, and | have reason 1o believe they may be, [{uilts cqmpmtgmd why
we haven't done more to corect such glering deficiencies sooner, espesially givea our
expericnee with complex infornmation sharing obstacles telated 1o counterterrorism in the
run up to the §-11 ertacks.

Finally, it {s my understanding that we &0 making litle if any headway in
addressing the messive document exploftation backlog related to Irag, and that thexe still
i na coherent system in place on Ireq documents like the “DOCEX" prograra that was
designed and honed after 911 to cover non-Traq refated terrorist threat informaton.
‘While the magnitude of the job and the lack of cleared and properly trained linguists may
make muck of what we ultimately leam from these Trzgi doguments rpore useful to

. historisn than o war-fighters and the Intelligence Community, we should have 2 mor

ratlonal system in place by now 1o do pracessing, exploitation, and dissemination,

In an effort to better understand the aforementioned issues and what we tiave done
{and haven't yet done) fo address them, I intend to engage more fully my colleagues 03
the armed services and intefligence coramittess, and 1o ask more direct questions of
excctitive branch departments end vgencies. Inthe ineantime, however, I believe the
dangerous, fluid, and increasingly challenging security situstion in Iraq requites meto
bring this information and my resuldng concerms to your attention without dejay.

Thank you for your consideration and for the extraondinary job you are both doing
to keep Amezicans safe at home and zround the world in the face of terrorism,
proliferation, and other pressing and complex threals to our national secutity. As always,
I stand ready to do all I can to assist you in these crucial endeavors.

T

Saxby Chambliss
United Stated Senator

- 8C:

CC:  Senste Majority Leader Bill Frist
Senator John Wamea ’
Senater Pat Roberts

SENSITIVE UNCLASSIFIED - HANDLE AS CLASSIFIED )
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DIRECTORS ACTION CENTER
ROUTING SLIP
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‘Release Office
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Action Officer

e E LA e

Retlon Ofiver's Secure

Fhona
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Bocumant Sudmary Fax from Stephen Hadley, Assistant to the Prasident lor

his response to Senalar Warner, Senator MoCain, and Senator
E;aicl}am regarding the Exesutive Order {hat addresses Carmimon
ticle 3.

Nallangt Security Aftzirs, The White Heuse, fonwarding 2 copy of! -

;
Dogument Date . 0742142007 |
Date Recelved in DA 07232007 !

Ag of: 23 Jul 2007 1018 Al
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THE WHITE HCUSE
WASHINGTON

July 20, 2007

Pear Benator Warner, Senator McCain, and Senztor Graham:

Thank you for your letter of July 1%, 200%. As I indicated to
You over the telephcre in responding to your letter of July 6,
2007, the Administration appreciates the importance you attach
to Common Article 3 of ghe Geneva Conventions {*“Common Article
37 and to the comstructicn and application of that reguirement.
#ithin the Rdministration, we have discussed the issues you have
ralsed extensively in developing the Executive Order that
addressee Copmon Article 3, and that discussion hag resulted in
a variety of changes in the way the Order is drafted. We
believe that, as a result, the Qrdexr is much improved,

At the same tige, I indicated that further delay would not be
posmible. Isauance of the Executive Order now enables ug to
ensure that 'we have avellable the complement of tools needed to
take full advantage in a timely faahion of opportunities we
currently have to couptar threats against this Mation in the War
on Texror. The Fresident kag stated that the Central
Intelligence Agencyrg interrogatlon program haas preved extremely
valueble in this Fespsct, and for that reason the Brecutive
Order Focuses on setting forth the brocedural and substantive
requirements that must pe met before such a program can proceed.

Your recent letter of July 15 indicated concern regarding the
paxrticipation of the State Department and the Judoe Advocates
Genexal {JAGs) in developing the Order and addressing related
issues. Both the Department of State and the Department of
Defenas have been involved in the development of this Order aL
the wwst seriox levels, and other affected spencies and
departments have participated extensively in the development of
Ehe Order am weil. As Lo the State Department, ir has been
closely invelved in the formulation of the Order, reviewsd the
finzl version of the order, and did neh object to the Order’s
igsuance. In the lagt couple of days, the JhGs were briefed in
detail on the Order’sg bBropased contents, They provided very
useful comments, and the Executive Order WEE Yeviged as a resuit
to address severa) of those comments. In additicn, as You know,

DADAST. LI TA2/H0 CIEQ ST
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General Hayden briefed several semior JAG office:g on guldelih?S
ard procedures associzted with the Central Intelligence Bgency's
interrogstlon program, which are designed tc ensure the pafe
administration of the program and compiiance with all applicable
laws. They made mome umeful suggestions which Ceneral Hayden
intends to incorporate into the guidelires and procedures,

Finally, you reguested clerification regarding the scope and
application of the Bxecutive Order, Through the Bxecutive )
Crder, the President is interpreting the meaning and application
of Common Article 3 with Tezpect to certain detentionn and
interrogationa, The Executive Order indicates the procedurzl
and substantive reguirements that must be satisfied in ovder fer
an interrogstion program of the type described in the Order Lo
be undertaken in compliance with Cowmon Article 3, The
Executive Order expressly states in section 3{a}) that the order
+8 tauthoritative for all purpoees &5 a matter of United States
law, including satisfaction of the internaticnal obligatione of
the United States.” Common Article 3 of course appliee beyond
the Central Intelligence Agency o the entire U.S, Government ip
ite conduct of the War ep Terros,

Agair, thank you far your thoughts on this importunt matter. T
~Bgree with you that the iseuance of thig Crder presente a real
oppertunity for the United States to demonstrste ite commitment
to America’s internatiecnal obligations, while at the same time
waging & robust offenzive in the Waxr on Terrorx,

Sincereiy,

e T Madlen [

Stephen J. Hadley
Asaistant te the President
for National Security Affairs

- The Honorablae John Harner
The Honorable John McCalin
The Honorable Lirdsey Graham
United Btates Senators
Weshington, D.c.
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