The Army Intelligence Interrogation Field Manual

Army FM 34-52, Intelligence Interrogation1 is the Army’s standard for interrogation of captured enemy personnel. It was the basis for the initial interrogation techniques used at Guantanamo.2 The DOD says that from January 11, 2002, when the first detainees arrived at Guantanamo "... doctrine contained in Field Manual 34-52 guided interrogations" until December 2002. It says that ...initial approaches governing interrogations at Guantanamo were in accordance with the standing doctrine outlined in FM 34-52. These procedures include 17 techniques such as direct questioning and providing incentives."3

That, Field Manual,, requires in Chapter 1, under the heading Prohibition Against Use of Force that: 

	


	The use of force, mental torture, threats, insults, or exposure to unpleasant and inhumane treatment of any kind is prohibited by law and is neither authorized nor. condoned by the US Government. Experience indicates that the use of force is not necessary to gain the cooperation of sources for interrogation. Therefore, the use of force is a poor technique, as it yields unreliable results, may damage subsequent collection efforts, and can induce the source to say whatever he thinks the interrogator wants to hear. However, the use of force is not to be confused with psychological ploys, verbal trickery, or other nonviolent and noncoercive ruses used by the interrogator in questioning hesitant or uncooperative sources. 

The psychological techniques and principles outlined should neither be confused with, nor construed to be synonymous with, unauthorized techniques such as brainwashing, mental torture, or any other form of mental coercion to include drugs. These techniques and principles are intended to serve as guides in obtaining the willing cooperation of a source. The absence of threats in interrogation is intentional, as their enforcement and use normally constitute violations of international law and may result in prosecution under the UCMJ. 

Additionally, the inability to carry out a threat of violence or force renders an interrogator ineffective should the source challenge the threat. Consequently, from both legal and moral viewpoints, the restrictions established by international law, agreements, and customs render threats of force, violence, and deprivation useless as interrogation techniques. 


In its discussion of proper interrogation techniques, FM 34-52 identifies two pertinent phases; approach and questioning. It notes that "...all approaches in interrogations have the following purposes in common: to establish and maintain control over the source and the interrogation; to establish and maintain rapport between the interrogator and the source; and to manipulate the source's emotions and weaknesses to gain his willing cooperation.4 It adds that "The number of approaches used is limited only by the interrogator's imagination and skill. Almost any ruse or deception is usable as long as the provisions of the Geneva Conventions are not violated. The Geneva Conventions do not permit an interrogator to pass himself off as a medic, chaplain, or as a member of the Red Cross (Red Crescent or Red Lion)."5 

 

Interrogation then shifts to the questioning phase. "Although there is no fixed point at which the approach phase ends and the questioning phase begins, generally the questioning phase commences when the source begins to answer questions pertinent to the specific objectives of the interrogation."6 The questioning techniques discussed are not dissimilar to those found in domestic police investigations: the use of non-pertinent questions, for example, to conceal objectives or strengthen rapport, and of repeated questions to assess the source.7 

