
 
 
 

 
 
 
Five and a half years after the American Civil Liberties Union first filed its Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) 
lawsuit to release government torture documents; it secured the release of four long-sought-after memoranda from 
the Bush Justice Department’s Office of Legal Counsel (OLC).  These memos, released in April 2008, explicitly 
authorized the Central Intelligence Agency to torture detainees, with techniques that originated in notoriously 
vicious dictatorships and that the U.S. has previously prosecuted as war crimes.   
 
The ACLU triumph resulted in an above-the-fold story in The New York Times, many thousands of newspaper, 
broadcast, cable and online stories worldwide – and 600,000 downloads of the memos from the ACLU’s website 
(400,000 within just the first four days).  But this achievement was bittersweet, confirming what the group has so-
long suspected:  that torture, far from being the aberrant conduct of a few “bad apples” was official U.S. policy, 
orchestrated by top officials.  The ACLU continues to investigate and seek accountability.  
 
You can view all of the memos listed below.  The next page is page five from the 01 August 2002 torture memo 
written by former Assistant Attorney General Jay Bybee, now a federal judge on the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Ninth Circuit.   
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Bybee Memo 01 August 2002 

 

 
Interrogation Of Al-Qaeda Operative 

Page 5 Discussion of Waterboarding - 18 Pages 
 

 
Bradbury Memo 10 May 2005 

 

 
Discussion of 18 U.S.C. §§ 2340-2340a 

Techniques - 20 Pages 
 

 
Bradbury Memo 10 May 2005 

 

 
Further Discussion of Techniques 

46 Pages 
 

 
Bradbury Memo 30 May 2005 

 

 
United States Obligations - Article 16 of the United Nations 

Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or 
Degrading Treatment or Punishment 

40 Pages 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.aclu.org/
http://www.overbrook.org/newsletter/06_2009/pdfs/aclu/Bybee_Memo_01_August_02.pdf
http://www.overbrook.org/newsletter/06_2009/pdfs/aclu/Bradbury_Memo_10_May_05.pdf
http://www.overbrook.org/newsletter/06_2009/pdfs/aclu/Bradbury_Memo_10_May_05_2.pdf
http://www.overbrook.org/newsletter/06_2009/pdfs/aclu/Bradbury_Memo_30_May_05.pdf
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confinem·ent box. The other inquiry involved claims that the SERE training caused two
individuals to engage in criminal behavior, narnely, fciony shoplifting and do'\vnloading child
pornography O!1to a military computer. According to this official, these claims were fi ' be

l\oreover, he has indicated that during the three and a half years he spenta'
Df the SERE program, he trained 10,000 studel1.ts, Of those students, 0111y two

cropped out of the training following the use of these techniques. Although on rare occasions
some students temporarily postponed the rer.nainder of their training and received psychological
counseling, those st.lldems \Verc. able to finish t.he program without any indication of subsequer.ll
memal healt.h effects.

You have iufonned us that you
ve,u:s of C' eriencc with SERE train'

Hestateatha.t, during t ose
ten years, inso'ara'3 he is aware, !l0neoftheitldi\'iduaJ~\,;,.h() completed the program suffered any
adverse raenial health effects. He informed yuu that there was 011'= person \':ho did not complete
the training, That person experienced an adverse mental health reaction that lasted only two
honTs. After those tV-lO hours, the individual's symptoms spont4.neolJ..sly dissipated without
requiring treatm.ent or counseling and no other syr.nptoms were ever reported by this individuaL
Accorditlg to the infol1'nation you have provided to us, this asseSSrJ.1cnt of the use of these
procedures includes the use olihe waterboard.

mthe
'hichYOll supplied to us.

has ex.perience with the use 0 .3. ot t lese prace uresm a course of conduct, with. the e.xceptlOn
of the insect in the confinement box a'ld the waterboarcl. This mesl1onmdwl1 confimls that the
use of these procedures has not resulted in any reported instances ofprolonged mental hann, and

ces of imi'l1ediate and temporary adverse psychological. responses to the training.
-eported that a sm.all minority of students have had tempora,,)' adverse

psychological reactions during training. Of the 26,829 students trained. from 1992 through 2001
in the Alr Force SERE training, 4.3 percent of those students had contact with ps'ychology
services. Ofthose 4.3 percent, only 3.2 percent wetepulled from theprog;ramfor psychological
reasons. Thus, Out of the students trained overall, only O. recut wete<pulled from the
program for psychological ri~aSQns. Furthermore, althol ndicated that surveys
of students having completed this tniining are not donc,hee):pressed cOnfidence that the training
did not cause aB.y long-term psychological impact. He based his conclusion On the debriefing of
students that is done after the training. J:v10re importantly, he ba:-;ed this assessment on the fact
that although training is required to be extremely stressful in order to be effe.ctive, very few
complaints have been made regarding the training, During his tenure, in \)vhicb 10,000 students
were trained, no congressional complaints have been made. While there VIas one Inspector
Genera! complaint, it was not due to psychological Concerns. tvioreover, he was aware of only
one letter inquiring about the long-term impact of these tec!IDJques from an individual trained
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