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Battalion (assigned to the 1st Cavalry Division), 

appeared to have received and strictly imple­

mented the May 13. 2004 policy. Nevertheless. 

the relatively widespread use ~~ th~e techniques 

SUPPOlts our finding that th.e policY.~ocuments 

were not always rec:ei-ved o~".d:~or~ugbJy under­

stood; - .. 

(u) Doetnnal Techniques : 

. . :~~ -~ . 

(U) (,,,ontinued t Jse of Some Retracted and' . . 
Prohibited Techniques 

. . ..... 

~ DJustr.atfug our. ··previOWl finding 

regarding the breakJo~i{:of. dissemination. the 

chart demonstrates .tbai\he use of me of the 
techmquea ap~l"o/ed'in the September 2003 memo 
orandum co'n~~~ e;en until July 2004. despite 

the fact tl:':lt many were retracted by the October 
2003 memoHndum, and lome were subsequent- (S/NF) (b)(1 ) 

ly prohibited by the Ma)' 2004 memorandum. 
(b)(1)However, the use of the retracted and prohibited (S/NF) 

(b)(1)techni.ques was by no means universal. Some 
units we interviewed, such as the 312tb' 'MI 

seeR£TfH.ereRH • hi" . 
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