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MEMORANTUM ‘FOR “THE RECORD

SUBJECT: 428 ki Mewmerandum of Meeting With the

o . DCI Regarding. DOJ’s Statemeint That DOJ Hay Rendered No
Iegal (Opinion on Whether CIA's Use ‘'of Interrogation
Technhigques Would Meet Constitutional Standards

1.4(c) }

3.5(c)

. 4== ( Jﬂﬁ+ This evenxng. after the 1700
neeting, I attended a neeting in the DCI's offfice with the DCT,
DDCT,  Director 'OCA, 'DCI Chief of sStaff, and Geheral Counsel o
digeuss several igsues p&rbain1ng to. detainees and
interrogations, One guch lgsue wag & recent statement Patrick
Philkin. of -DOJF made: o the Gc-tﬁat DoT s Office of Legal Counsel,
has not xendered a written opinion that CIA'E use of its
interreogation techniques wwuld<mmmt thée Congtitutdon’s “shock the
Conscience” standards applicable within the United States. (The
6C had.previously infermed DCI and DCI/COg, but not in detail.)
The fgct that NOT had coordinated on the -briefing slides the GC
used te brief the Vice President, Attorney General, and others;
that DOJ had approved. language in 4 Juneé 2003 DOD GC letter ko
Senator Leahy; nor the fact that DOJ had coordinated on bullets
that CIA bad dxaﬁbeﬂ which specdifically stated that CIA‘s use of
intérrogation’ techriiques would meet constitutional standards were

‘they applicable to aliens overseas, coéuld rictk be taken as DOJ

agreement: - that CIA‘s use @ﬁ<1nn&rmogatmmn technigues would nieet
congtitutional standards were they appliveble wverseas. Rather,
he advised that DOJ had nat eopined 011. thatt, ote way or the other.

B 4551 hﬁﬂm In<xampmmmm to. learning fully of
thig Do pwa&tmon, the DOT asked whether CIA was GHrTEﬂtly uslog
inteirrogation technidques with amyoiie, Up@n.laarnlng CIA was not,
the DCT directed an jmmediate suspension of any use of its

interrogation technigues unléss and until OTA receives from DOT a-

formal, written legal opinion on whether CIA's use of its
interrogation technimes woild meet U.§. Cofistitutional standaxds
if tHode standards were applmcmhle fo aliens gverseas. Should
DOJ not provide an cup:m:.on, or s’h:puld DOJ s opinion find te theé
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BUBJECT: (P4, NE) Memorandum of Meering With the

DCT Regarding DOJ’s Statement That DOT Has Rendered No
Legal Opinlon on Whether CIA's Use of Inkercrogation
Te¢hniques Would Meet Comstituticonal Standards

negative, the use .of interragatibﬁ.téﬂhniqué$'w0uld'nqt regumne
without further consideration.

3. (] iy The DCT fuzther directed:

&, A memo from him to the DDO direeting the suspension (my
action); ‘

. b. fTalking points for higi to spea.k o the Attofriey General
abdut  this matter (GO at:;t.n.onj,

. A paper from CTQ informimg him precmsely which
interrdgation technigues (enhanced and standard) have been used

" gn which HVIZ, and when they’ were last used (my actioh to regquest

from CTC) .
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