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1. Iaselligence gained using the interrogation techniques hasoived Americen Lives god me . ) _

2. The interrogation of li proceed only with a cleetSidezstanding 52 a1 the legs] and policymatters involved NITY ENE TRUOTIO0ation techniques, Lnclusing:
+ Zhe classified aucust 2002 Dod cpinion stating thet Il |A ccLo" echniques including® Vatexsoatd, 0 nob violate the Torture Seatute:
« The United States uses. the Constitutionel standsids ofconduct described above to inglement Article 16 of the CATwithin ite Jurisdiction. The Adainistracion’s seated poticy£5 “to trea all detainees and conduct ail intesrogatioas |sherever they may oceur, in a menner consistent wich (helGomnitnenc” ade By the United States unde Accicre 16: |(Emphasis added)

|

* The President's 7 Februexy 2002 memorsndun to the Vice |President, the Secretary of Defenses the DCI aud others, |adcressing the Armed Forces support. for the. GeneraConventions, which States in pertinent pare: Sof course,GE values as a Nation. . Cail for us Lo treat dstainect |hunanoly, including those who ate not legally entities cy |such treatment . . . . -BAs a matter of policy, the Armed |Foxces shall continue to treat decaincey Abmanels snd tothe extent appropriate and consistent with military |necessity, in a manner consistent with the principles of |Genova. |
+ The Durbin anendnent to the FY 2005 National Defense iBEhorization Rot, which Tecentiy passed he Semsber bub is |not, a5 of now, Lin, states that "ho person in the. cusads |of tinder the physical control of the Deitel Seater Shri |Subject To torturs or crusk Iohinan; of Se3teiiey brsstmest |or punishment that is prohibited by the Constitution, laws, |or Ercatics of the U5... (Buphasts sised)
* The Supreme Courts decision $n Rasul v. Bush, S42 0.5.(2004), which raises possible concerns about future USjudicial review of the Program, and theseissues. |


