
UNCLASSIFIED 

ACTION MEMO 

FOR: PRINCIPAL DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (POLICY) 

FROM: RobeitWpacbeny, Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(SO/LIC&ICV^J^ 

SUBJECT: Interim Policy Concerning Intelligence Authorities in DoD 5240.1-R 
"Procedures Governing the Activities of DoD Intelligence Components That Affect 
United States Persons." 

SO/LIC was tasked to review a proposal from the Assistant to the Secretary of 
Defense for Intelligence Oversight (ATSD-IO) (TAB A) 

- They are seeking DcpSecDef approval for an interim change to DoD regulation 
5240.1-R (TAB B). This change would remove the USD(P) from the review and 
oversight process for the conduct of DoD Intelligence Activities (red tabs). 

• Although we agree that the regulation and the associated DoD Directive (5240.1, at 
TAB C) are in need of revision, we do not coneur as written. 

- Instead, we recommend implementing an interim policy followed by a complete 
revision of both the regulation and directive top more deliberately reflect the roles 
and responsibilities of the USD® and USD(P) as they relate to policy oversight of 
DoD Intelligence Activities. 

RECOMMENDATION: Sign the memorandum at TAB D, recommending to ATSD-IO 
they pursue an interim ehangeto the regulatiaa'fSnhwed by a complete revision of DoD 
Regulation 5240.1 -R and DoD Directive 524^ I^m/j g ̂ qq? 

Approve: Disapprove: V A Other: 

COORDINATION; ^ ^ 

Attachments: as stated A^VIfiÉS ÎtiflUlV 

Prepared By; Garry Reid, SOl/LIC&tC SOCj (b)(2) 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Goodroe, Michael E Mr OSD ATSD-10 

From; 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Reld, Garry. CIV, 0SD-P0L1CY 
Tuesday, July 10, 2007 12:30 PM _ _ 
Goodroe. Michael E Mr OSD ATSD-IO;|(bK6) 

1 ( b ) ( 6 ) |CTR OSD POLICY 
CIV OSD POLICY 

RE; DoD 5240.1-R (U) 

UNCLASSIFIED 

Mike - Sorry fcir making you wait on Policy. I've been out far several weeks and saw this action yesterday • but was told 
that you had been supplied with our input. Evidently thai was not correct. 

Short answer • Ryan Henry, the Principal Deputy Under Secretary for Policy, concurs with your proposed revision. The BUt, 
attachment you have (included In (b)(6) |emall below) indicates Mr. Henry's approval 

Longer answer: Our office recommended that Policy non-concur, and request that your revised regulation retain an aspect 
of Policy oversight and Involvement in this actions related to the 5240-1R. Mr. Henry non-concurred with our 
recommendation, and wrote "/ concur with DSD, these activities should be transferred to USD(I)." Mr. Henry's point 
is clearly that the USD(I) now has the primary responsibility for implementation of the regulation. However, we ask that 
when you revise the regulation you do not completely remove the Under Secretary for Policy from the information toop. 
One solution could be to include language that provides an outlet for the USD(P)'s situational awareness, such as "the 
USD(I) will notify the USD(P)", or "the USD(I)-.in coordination with the USD(P)"..,etc. We think such language would be 
useful and necessary to retain Integration and unity of effort between USD(I) and USD(P) on matters pertaining to the 
subject regulation-

Please let me know if there's anything else you need from us on this action. 

Thanks, 
Garry Reid 

Garry Reid 

Director» Spceiai Operations Policy 

OASD S O / U C 
(b)(2) 

from: 
Sent; 
To: 
CG 
Subject 

Goodroe, Michael E Mr DSD AT5CH0 
Tuesday. July 10, 2007 9:30 AM 

CIV OSD POliCY 

CTR 05D POLICY; Reld, Garry, a v , OSD-POLICY 

(b)(6) 
(b)(6) 
RE: DoD SMQ.l-R (U) 

UNCLASSIFIED 
(b)(6) 

Any updatBon this action? 

Mike Goodroe 

From: 
Sen t : 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

1 ( b ) ( 6 ) Jcrv Q5D POLICY 
Monday, July 02,2007 10:26 AN 
Reid, Garry, CIV, OSD-POUCY 
Goodroe, Michael E Mr OSD ATSO-iO;| (b)(6) 
DoD 5240.1-R (l>) 

j CTR OSD POUCY 

UNCLASSIFIED 
EFF 1180 



UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 

Mr. Reid, did you (or someone else in SOC) ever return this non-concur to anyone in ATSD-IO? They re-sent the request 
tor coordination to us, saying they never received our reply. Last I have, SOLIC forwarded the completed package to SOC. 
Just trying to avoid double-tasking this. 

Thanks a lot. 
(b)(2),(b)(6) 

« File: notes5.tif» 
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NOE 

ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFEN! it : 

7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-7200 

MAY 5( 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
Old Executive Office Building, Room 494 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

(U) The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the 
through September 200lis attached. 

Daniel J. Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel. 

Attachment: 
As stated 

DERIVED FROM: NSA/CSSM123-2 
DATED: 24 FEB 98 
Declassify on: XI 

George B. 
ATSD(IO) 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACH* El IT 

;riod July 

2002 



Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight 
July - September 2001 

• ŒproO) Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warranting I 
attention for this period: None. 

* (Ep4ro) No significant Intelligence Oversight violations durinj ; 
TvTSD(IO) monitored 21cases; none require SECDEF/IOB attentic n 

(b){1)(b)(3)- P.L. 86-36 

(b)(3) - P.L. 86-36. 

^SfilfllL 
>) ATSPITQ) Fqliçy çmww TO ft* impact of the ÜSA 

01 on DoD intelligence Activities and Intelligence Oversight 

<d 
2001: The ATSD(IO), in coordination with the DoD Deputy Gene • 
Intelligence, issued a message ón November 15,2001, which provi di 
guidance to commanders, supporting DoD intelligence organizatioi is, 
professionals on how the USA PATRIOT Act of2001 impacted th< s 
intelligence activities and Intelligence Oversight- A copy of the m< s 

• (E^ l^) Intelligence Oversight Inspections: The Office of thé 
mteliiger 

A rfiD(IO) conducts 
ieliigence Oversight inspections of and staff assistance visits to I o|D units 

EF 

his period, 
at fiiis time. 

ATRIOT Act of 
Pfoyemfreri 
Counsel for 
policy 

and intelligence 
¿onduct of DoD. 
! ¡age is at TAB A. 

1183 



worldwide. These inspections complement and are in addition to t it 
Defense Intelligence Agencies, Combatant Commands, and the Se v 
they provide insight into the effectiveness of Intelligence Oversight 
throughout the DoD, 

se performed by 
ces. In addition, 

training programs 

wi 

n.' 
as! 

. (EPDO) Joint TMMFTTW flTD- El T w y Very thor 
program designed to ensure appropriate familiarity with Intelligent e 
regulations and to prevent unintentional violations. The inspectors 
and DEA senior officials and die military Reservists who had been 
respective organizations. Military personnel are detailed for 6 moijtlj: 
analysis and analytical training—they are prohibited from participai 
enforcement activities, The inspection team also visited the EI Pasb 
Center, Operation Alliance, and the Border Patrol Special Coord» 
toured U.S. Mexico border and observed U.S. Customs operations |at 

EF 

it 01 

gh, four pronged 
Oversight 
et with local FBI 
igned to their 

s to provide 
gin law 
intelligence 
>n Cent»:, and 
Paso Del Norte 
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m 

port of entry. Texas Army and Air National Guard, under Title 32 
direction of the Governor, wore observed assisting in customs insj 

(Eprfjü) 
Reserve 

ro) Georgia National Guard ÌGANGY. Atlanta. Georgia: 
¡¿serve Intelligence Support Center fSEARISAO and Joint I e erve Intelligence 

a ithority and 
e<tìons. 

jj flth Ept Army 

g sn 

Is ti 

Support Element fJRISE>. Fort Gillem. Georgia. GANG Intel! 
program had improved dramatically due to two events: a 1999 vie 
pointed up the need for oversight and was turned into a teaching tc 
appointment of an Intelligence Oversight officer in May 2000. SBAB 
Intelligence Oversight programs were adequate.,^2) 

ce Oversight 
ion, which 
,and 
RISC and JRISE 

(b)(2) 

TO) Intelligence Oversight Trainino at the Western Hemiio 
I5r Security Cooperation fWHINSEO. Fort Bearing. Georgia 
staff members presented the Intelligence Oversight training course 
American and U.S. students attending the Command and General <) 
the WHINSEC. This program provides fiiture Latin American lea 
into how military and civilian leaders in the U.S. balance national b 
constitutionally guaranteed rights of U.S. persons. Feedback from 
positive; they were most impressed that our instruction admitted p; 
part of the U.S. Intelligence Community and that the Intelligence 
proactively sought to avoid such incidents in the future. 

\TSD(IO) and 
to 60 Latin 
i Beers Course at 
rs keen insights 

e airity needs with 
ti e students was 
i si mistakes cut the 
Cpvlersight program 

freye Ins,tifate 

(b)(1)(b)(3) - P.L, 86-36 

(b)(1) 
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A S S I S T A N T T O T H E S E C R E T A R Y O F DEFENSf-

7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

«JUL 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
Old Executive Office Buildings Room 494 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for 
October through December 2001 is attached. 

tu 

Daniel J. Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel 

Attachment: 
As stated 

orge 
lTSD(IO) 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS A l f ) 
REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS 
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Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report 
October - December 2001 

* J20ÚU) Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warranting i ' 
Attention fpr this period: None. 

il 5CDBF/ÏOB 

( s i g n i f i c a n t Intelligence Oversight violations du rid 
ATSD(IO) monitored 20 cases; none require SBCDEF/IOB attent en 

. (b)(1) 

ŒÉKÏÔ) Intelligence Oversight Inspections: The Office of the 
^ntelligeiu 

tha« 

PoP MffgfflM Qréápftatiw? to Pwim fferpianv: 
inducted an Intelligence Oversight inspe< ti 

J^(b)(i),(b)(2),(b)(3):i o ̂ s
 |aFOSI, and the USAREUR Liaison Office, 

on November2,2001. All organizations inspected displayed 
with Intelligence Oversieht concents and had acceptable programjs 
divided be tween j ^ j ^ ' ^ ^^ lpresenting significant butmanS 
administrative and pr^^prtblems. (We reported on tfag^Hlb, iöffice in the 

telligehce Oversight inspections of and staff assistance visits to 
worldwide. Hie inspections complement and are in addition to 
the Defense Intelligence Agencies, Combatant Commands, and tile 
addition, they provide insight'into the effectiveness of Intelligence 
programs throughout the DoD. 

A TSD(K>) conduct* 
oDunits 

performed by 
Services. In 
Oversight training 

accsptabl 

previous quarter.) pX1
 ).(b)(2).(b)(3):i o u se §424 

(b)(1).(b)(2),(b)(3):10 USC 
§424 

This problem has existed at the last fou :[$)(1). 
inspected; we have identified it to thelFKll' Tland will continue (jo 

¡(b)(1),(b)(2),(bX3):10 USC §424 

future inspections. 

rces 5) PpP IntftHigync? flreanfcattons in Korea-. u.S.Fo 
ieadquartets; Special Operations Command, Korea; 501st Military 

Brigade units; 7 Air Force units; Air Force Office of Special Inv atli 
Detachments; Naval Criminal Investigative Service units; and th: 
Liaison Advisor, Korea all had satisfactory Intelligence Oversigl t 
found several units whose Intelligence Oversight programs bad < ec 

DERIVED PROM NSA/CSSM 
DATED: 24 FEB 98 

'DECLASSIFY" ON; XI SE' 

EF 

this period, 
atthisfime. 

' io Al 
m 
Bonn, öennany, 

IjLfeimjiarity. 
The is 

urn /. 

¡heck 
we have 
(b)(1),(b)( 

Korea 
Intelligence 
gâtions 

SbecialU.S. 
I rograms. We 
ined because the 
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FOR ONLY 

monitor had departed; we find this occurs regularly in short tour (01 n 
assignment) areas. We inspect short tour areas like Korea frequent 
problem. We also encourage commanders to use transition books 
management initiatives so that their Intelligence Oversight prograrrjs 
due to high rotation rates. ', 

m l 

Robins AFB. Georgia and Fort McPherson. Georgia: 
Logistics Center, 93rd Air Control Wing (JOINT STARS), and 

units at Robins AFB had satisfactory Intelligence Oversight prpgrai ni. 
suggestions for program clarity were madeand accepted. U.S. Fori « 
Headquarters and U.S. Army Reserve Command, Fort McPherson, ~ 
satisfactory Intelligence Oversight programs. 

J Ê 0 P 0 Î 

TÖ2£££-i 

Outreach Program in Intelligence Oversight in a Pem 
eorge C. Marshall European Center for Security Studies. Gai n isch, Germany: 

e-year 
y because of this 

other 
don't decline 

arner-Robins 
herAir Force 
. Minor 
! Command 

rgia,had Geoi 

»« ratic Society at 

emi The purpose of the Outreach Program is to ensure future leaders of 
democracies understand the concepts, importance, and applicabitttj 
Oversight as they develop their own democratic institutions. Durir g 
ATSD(I0) and staff members taught this elective at the Marshall C e^ 
from Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Lithuania, Russiaj, 
Uzbekistan. 

ergmg 
<|f Intelligence 
this quarter, the 
iter to studente 
! »lovenia, and 

Seminars on Intelligence Oversight at National Defero e University. Fort 
IcNair. DC: In October and again in November 2001, the ATSDtt)) presented 

seminars ohlntelligence Oversight to two groups of U.S. and forei pa students 
attending the National Defense University at Fort McNair. The sei liiars 
the principles oflntelligence Oversight and emphasized the importfnjce and need for 
such a system to these future senior leaders. 

ssp&h 
TJevelopm 

ntemet Based Intelligence Oversight Training Proer m i Under 
development: We have proposed and are working appropriate coi t 

documents to develop an Internet, web-based, learning module that 
overview oflntelligence Oversight, its history, goals, requirements 
The initial module will be interactive; available both on the Intone: 
and contain videos, vignettes, and questions to reinforce Intelligent e 
knowledge. Upon completion of this initial training module, tailoi 
Signals Intelligence and Human Intelligence will be developed in 
NSA and DIA. 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
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v ill provide an 
tnd procedures, 
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A S S I S T A N T T O THE S E C R E T A R Y O F D E F E N S E 

7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

APR 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
Old Executive Office Building, Room 494 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for th : 
April - June 2002 is attached There were no significant Intellig^n 
Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this period and no 
Intelligence Oversight violations. 

Daniel J. Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel 

Attachment: 
As stated 

George 

ATSD0O) 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHME2 

PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS 
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Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Rejpf ; 

April-June2002 

• ÛpfOO) Significant Intelligence Oversight Issues warradtii|g 
attention for this period: None. 

• Œ^0U)No significant Intelligence Oversight violations duH: 
^TSD(IO) monitored 27 cases; none require SECDEF/IOB attjei 
time. 

SECDEF/IOB 

: ig this period. 

tion at this 

(b)(1) 

CBßtiftj) Third International- Intelligence Review Agencies Conference: The 
^TSD( IO) attended the Third International Intelligence Review \r. Agencies 
Conference in London, England, on May 13 and 14,2002. Pre vi aus meetings 
were in Canberra, Australia (1997) and Ottawa, Canada (1999'. This 
conference was tohave been in Washington in 2001, shortly alte: September 
11; however, following the terrorist attacks, the United Kingdc m Intelligence 
and Security Committee of Parliament offered to host it. The < ti er U.S. 
attendees were from CIA,NRO, DIA, NSA, NIMA, and the D >P IG. Other 
countries represented were Canada, Belgium, New Zealand, Ai is ralia, and 
South Africa. Poland and Slovakia attended for the first time, 
agenda reviewed the oversight functions, how they are accompl 
several countries, arid common challenges. Two themes surfac ed throughout 
the discussions. One was the difference between the major cht 1I< ¡nges facing 
the new democracies who are in the process of developing effe ;t ve oversight 
mechanisms, and the relatively minor problems in that regüd c f he others with 
well-established oversight structures. The second (heme was t|e impact of the 

opmentsin 
o " the increased 

T ie conference 

Iii hed in the 

terrorist attacks of September 11 which kick-started legal deve! 
several countries. This brought focus and extensive discussion 
powers of intelligence agencies under new anti-terrorism legisl at on and the 
balance between national security requiremi 

Derived From NSA/CSSM 
Dated: 24 FEB 98 
Declassify On: XI 

S T ^ d Ê l 

ibers 



tOFj 

and staff of the United States Congressional intelligence comi litees were 

invited to the conference but did not attend. The next confew ate-will be in the 

U.S. in 2004 and co-sponsored by the CIA Inspector General fsj,d the 

ATSD(IO). 

J 

• fEpiJu) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Vistj 
^he ATSD(IO) conducts Intelligence Oversight inspections 
assistance visits to DoD units worldwide. The inspections 
in addition to those performed by the intelligence agencies 
Commands, and the Services. In addition, they provide insij 
effectiveness of Intelligence Oversight training programs 

JSP&U) During this quarter, this office conducted 42 — 
^isits of intelligence and counter-intelligence units located 
Europe, to include the Balkans. All organizations demons* 
with DoD and Service Intelligence Oversight regulations 
three exceptions: 

The U.S. intelligence portion of a combined unit 
Command lacked an Intelligence Oversight program. The 
erroneous perception that NATO regulations superseded n 
regulations; whereas in reality, NATO regulations state na i< 
regulations take precedence in ali cases. The unit now has 
Intelligence Oversight program in place. f 

A Defense Attachi Office was under the imprcsi k n that only U.S. 
j^BQU^&mation that MLdermEtoryjn nature should be re ported in 

H I j T h e D I A I G W f c f i e d o f t h i s 
confusion in thefieldtoi conre^ve action. 

(bj(TJ" — — ffcBT 

The Office of 

staff 
plement and are 

D, Combatant 
into the 

ighout the DoD. 

ons and staff 
stateside and in 
compliance 

the Mowing 

a NATO 
ufrit was under the 

onal laws and 
>̂nai laws and 
active 
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(b)(1){b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

(U) Intelligence Oversight Training and Awareness: DoD ora a dzati« 
tonfimi» tr> ^ • . i . t • . , " o — • u a o . » n « I « > l « i H > M W W 

[TO tT* 1 0 e x h i b i t a c t i v e ktelligenee Oversight programs, e.g;, 
l ( b K 3 ) ' i employees, contractors, and students during this period. U 
programs are reffeoted in inspection nmnrtojlifi low mimfar nf « 
Oversight cases, (b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

ite 

itivi 

ons 
>I|A trained over 

results of these 
e Intelligence 
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ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY O F DEFENCE 
7 2 0 0 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200-

MTCUJCENCC 
OVER »CHT 

JUN 3 ! 2103 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
Old Executive Office Building, Room 494 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

(U) The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the 
September 2002 is attached. There were no significant Intelligence Ov 
warranting IOB attention for this period and no significant Intelligence 
violations. 

pan od July-
'farbight issues 
Oversight 

t A ^ M 1 1 

ßeorgeB. LotzHt Daniel J. Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel ATSD(IO) O 

Attachment; 
As stated 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS A W PHYSICAL 
REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS 
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S j ^ E T 

Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight R^jjort 

July - September 2002 

• ffi^TO) Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warrant^ 
Attention for this period: None. 

significant Intelligence Oversight violations diii 
^TSD(IO) monitored 27 cases; nohefè^uire SECDEF/lOB at elation atthis 
time. 

(b)(1) 

• Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Visits A total of 158 
Intelligence units received Intelligence Oversight inspect ic ns or steff 

assistance visits (SAVs) during this quarter. These worldwide 
inspections/S AVs. were conducted by èfia ÀTSD(IO) and the ii s\ wction arms of 
the intelligence agencies of DoD, the Combatant Commands, i n i the Military 
Departments. Although minor administrative issues were iden i ied and 
corrected during these inspections/SAjp/rio violations of Intel li »enee 
Oversight guidance were identified*;®^ results provide insi »1 t into thè 
effectiveness of Intelligence Oversight#àining programs throi g 

SECDEF/lOB 

:ng this period. 

J(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

Production:i(b)(3)-P-L. 86-36 
(b)(3)-P.L, 86-36 

Integrafi« in An 

Derived From NSA/CSSM 
Dated: 24 FEB 98 
Declassify On: XI 



. '>i\<ht:- -

by 

(U) Intelligence Oversight Confereitee:^ United States Force s 
Pehinsula-fadde Intelligence Oversigî aSonference with the oqB^e 
ATSD(IO) in early September. Theiionjference was followed 
assistance visits to almost every U.S. intelligence and counterfoil 
in theater. The central theme of the conference and the assist* m 
application of Intelligence Oversight guidance regarding both f< 
and the global war on terrorism. Conference participants, ove 
commanders, Intelligence Oversight officers, legal advisors, ape 
General. t *••• 

(U) The ATSDÇtO) and staff coniinue to make Intelligence O^s ight 
: Command presentations to intelligence related -differences, e.g., Combat in t 

attaché conferences. . 

-i i'C 1if 
(¡£¡00) Discussions on Intelligence Oversight with Romaijtf 

Croatian Defense Officials: 

J E ^ B f J f Background. The ATSD(IQ) sponsors an Intelligent 
^lective at the George C. Marshall European Center for Securi y 
Garmisch, Germany. The focus of the elective is to assist fiitufe 
civilian leaders of emerging democracies to understand the i 
Intelligence Oversight Feedback fi-Qm^he program has led to 
additional information on developing^program similar to Dolj)' 
of countries* 

Çorea hosted a 
of the 

staff 
elligence unit 

visits was the 
protection 

0, included 
Inspectors 

.ce 
crce 

imKrtani 

Romania. Under the aegis of the Marshall Center, ft a 
in Bucharest, Romania, on July 15 and 16,2002, with the Befe (tèe Minister, 

Presidential National Security Advisor, and Chief of the Militab 
and Foreign Representation Directorate. The (b)(3):10 USC §424 

program to Romania as part of their democratization/nile-of-laj 
establishing their democratic bona fi$$for NATO membershi >. 
ATSD(IO). discussed the DoD Intelligence Oversight program 
offered to .assist Romania in developing rules, regulations and Mining on 
Intelligence Oversight. The Director General of Defense Intel! | enee was 
unavailable and subsequently visitedwith the ATSD(IO) in Ws S wngton in 
September 2002. Note: A number of Romanian military and c h ilians have 

a EF 

n and 

Oversight 
Studies itt 
militaiy and 

tee of 
requests for . 

ih a number 

ATSD(IO) met 

Intelligence 
and the 

Embassy's Politico-Military Officer were also present. The 00 ease Minister-
was interested in exploring the applicability of the DoD Intellij ;c nee Oversight 

process and 
The 
detail and 
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SEJ NOF 

taken the elective course in Intelligence:Oversight taught by tjb̂  OATSD(IO) at 
the Marshall Center. • : 

¿ P i f ? Croatia. TheATSD(IO) met; with and briefed the ( 
of Defense Inspector General and members of his staff in Wa* 
24,2002, on Intelligence Oversight aftd the inspection activiti si 
The Croatian Inspector General had recently been assigned th j 
exercising oversight of Croatian defense intelligence organiza i 
to understand the operations of the ATSD(IO) to serve as a fo 
evolution of his own pro grana. The ATSD(IO) volunteered to 
Croatians in the development of their own Intelligence Oversi 
the Ministry of Defense. . . . % , = 

1 

riatian Ministry 
h ington on July 

of our ofBce. 
nissionof , 
>ns and wanted 

> nidation for the 
assist the 
»lit program for 

i; tee 
: trail in: 

Intelligence Overeight Training Initiative: The O: 
Intelligence (QNI) is producing an Intelligence Oversight 
focusing on Intelligence Oversight issues likely to arise in mail 
This tailored training will complement earlier Intelligence Ov^ i 
aids produced by ONI, 

; nit. 

.ofNaval 
ig video 

;tfunesettings< 
light training 



' j ^ P S E ^ S r j NOFQßdfi/Xl 

K^isTTAm TO THE S E C R E T A F ^ > F DEFENi TO THE SECRCTAlfT O F D E F E N S 
. 7 2 0 0 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

JUN 
INTEUKENCE OVM9WXT 

25 2QÜ3 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr, Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for th< 
October - December 2002 is attached. There were no significant 
Intelligence Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this 
no significant Intelligence Oversight violations. 

Daniel J.TJell'Orto /5eorgeB.LotzILi 
Principal Deputy General Counsel . ATSD(I0) \J 

Attachment: 
As stated 

p(dod 

t ü t r -

period 

and 

UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMEfl 
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Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Rjepjort 

October-December 2002 

• Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warrant; 

attention for this period; None. 

(EjiTO) No significant Intelligence Oversight violations di 
7VTSD(I0) is monitoring 27 cases; none require SBCDEMOl \ 
time. 

. (b)(1) 

Allegations of Threat of Torture by U.S. Intelligenc 
October 2002, individuals assigned top)(i)M3):iousc §424 

ni ; SECDEF/IOB 

r ng this period. 

i sttention at this 

s Personnel: In 

. were alleged to have threatened a Bosnian Muslim detainee wi 

did. not cooperate during questionings The allegation stated n 

place. The interrogation team included al<b>(3>:1° u s c §424 

thel(b)(3):10 USC §424 

torture i f he 

torture took 

assigned to 

and aj(b)(i) The case is current 3 
the U.S. Army Criminal Investigation Command. In addition, 

Intelligence Agency IG is monitoring the investigation since th 

is also a career ¡S-m [civilian employee. 

open and with 
lie Defense 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

I j(b)(1)(b)?3)-50 USC 403,18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36~ 

(b)(3):10 USC 
üiüM 

(b)(1)(b)(3}-50 USC 403,18 USC 798. P.L. 86-36 

Derived From NSA/CSSM 
Dtted: 24 FEB 98 
Declassify On: XI 

SECRET; 



(b)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403718 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 

(b)(1)(b)(3)-P.L 86-36 

I ^ Î D ) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Visits 
dumber of Intelligence Oversight relafcdxases we are monitorin 
incident highlighted above reflect ̂ ¿d|fectiveness of Intellig 
training programs throughout DoD. JWhen inappropriate activijti^ 
whether intentional or unintentional, over intelligence professioi 
to do. This point was reiterated during Intelligence Oversight ^ 
Staff Assistance Visits (SAVs) to approximately 100 organizat 
quarter. These worldwide inspections/SAVs were conducted bjy 
OATSD(IO) and the inspection arms.qf the intelligence agenci ;s 
Combatant Commands, and the Military Departments. Althduj ¡i 
administrative issues were identified.ajid corrected during thes< ! 
inspections/SAVs, no violations ofj^t&Ujgence Oversight guid a 
identified. Most importantly, these ijrtfeJHgence professionals k ai 
when they have questions and/or to rçport questionable activiti ss 

Oil! 

j j f iP^TDARPA's Total Information Awareness (TIA) ProA 
^vTSD(IO) and staff are involved in an <?n-going review of DAI' 
program. To date, this review, which.was initiated prior to the 
directed DoD IG investigation and tfte DoD internal and extern 

Ì N O F O R N / X ^ f SECRET/ 

d 

Fhe limited 
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Boards, has revealed nothing that raises concerns in relation t 
12333. Visits to organizations working with TIA, such as the 
Intelligence and Security Command and the DoD Counter hit ;i 
Activity, are being accomplished on a reoccuiring basis. In ad d i 
and a representative of the DoD GC are working with DARP/. 
facilitate their understanding of the Executive Order and appli c; 
regulations and guidance. This is a key point, since the TIA p|n 
primarily in the conceptual phase at this time. 

tiMfdo) Tailored Training for USMC: The Marine Corps 
on-base training in civilian environments. In response to que^ 
field, the Marine Corps' Inspector General has developed a pi 
commanders titled, "Considerations for Conducting Training 
an Off-Base Civilian Environment" to enhance their preparatit 
component of the aid is Intelligence Oversight This is just oi 
recent examples of how the Marine Corps is proactively integr 
Oversight into operational planning. . 

(U) ATSD(IO) Outreach Program; 

Executive Order 
á amy's 
figence Field 
ition, this office 
personnel to 
ibleDoD 

•< igram is 

;t 
an-

ni 

acing increased 
ons from the 
ling aid for 

4n i Exercises in 
n. A key 

bf a number of 
it ing Intelligence 

(U) Intelligence Oversight Conference: The Geneva Centre folr the 
Democratic Control of Armed Forces conducted a two day woi k shop on 
"Democratic and Parliamentary Oversight of Intelligence Servi o ¡sH in October 
2002. The objectives of the program were to identify the struc u :es and 
processes of democratic and parliamentary oversight of intellig e; ice services in 
emerging, as well as, mature democracies; to assess their effect la eness; to 
examine the role of parliaments within the oversight process; a id to identify 

concrete recommendations for strengthening intelligence overs g tit A paper on 
the DoD Intelligence Oversight system was presented by an Al "S D(IO) 
representative, the sole U.S. presenter. Workshop participants, v ho included 
several parliamentarians, were from Eastern Europe, as well as pie UK, 
Belgium, Switzerland, Canada and theJU.S. 

Intelligence Oversight Courses at the George C. M i 
TCuropean Center for Security Studies in Garmisch, Germany 
and November 2002, the office of the ATSD(IO) conducted tw< > 
Oversight courses. The first course was for the "Leaders for th<; 
program, which consisted of middle grade military officers and 
Bulgaria, Estonia, Serbia, Georgia, Poland, Romania, Hungary, 
U.S. officers. The second course was for the "Executive Pro: jgratn 

rphall 
In October 

] ntelligencé 
1st Century" 
vilians from 

abng with three 
in 
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International and Security Affairs" program, which consisted 
military officers and civilians from Albania, Bulgaria, Kazakjr 
Romania, and Russia. 

òf senior level 

stan, Mongolia, 

(U) Center for Hemispheric Defense Studies (CHDS), Nati 
University: The Center's mission is to develop academic pro 
educating primarily civilians in defense and security planning 
familiarize civilians with the military profession and military 

. studying the defense policy making process in general. This 
course consists of students from North, Central, and South An i 
the Caribbean. It consists of students from national and city 
industry, the press, and the military.. 

[>; ml Defense 
p ams for 
management; to 
lijfairs; and for 

ishington based 
erica as well as 
'ernments, 

W 

g»' 

(U) In November, the office of the ATSD(IO) presented a pro; 
Intelligence Oversight program to students from 19 countries, 
countries "intelligence" organizations/activities have only der< 
connotations. The students, especially the press and judicial n j 
were interested in the Intelligence Oversight program, includii g 
President's Intelligence Oversight Board. 

griun on Don's 
11 many of these 
gitory 
ppsentatives, 
the role of the 
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ASSISTANT TO THE SECRE 
7200 DEFENSE P 

86-36 ; N I A l a Ò N 
OF DEFENS E 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

An 51 ist 12, 2003 

•NTO.UGCNCC OVERSIGHT 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for thi i ] leriod 
January-March 2003 is attached. There were no significant Intel ilence 
Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this period and no significant 
Intelligence Oversight violations. 

c a 

Dani^W, Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel 

Attachment a/s 

Derived From NSA/CSSM 
Dated: 24 Feb 98 
Declassify Oiu XI 

George B. 
ATSD(IO) 
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(b)(3)-

P.L. 

86-36 

Department of Defense Intelligence Over$| 

January-March 2003 

• Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warranting $ECDEF/IOB 

attention for this period: None. 

dur ¡JE g this period. 
attenionatthis 

time. 

(b)(1) 

istsn 

SJA 

>) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assi; 
( S ^ s ) : The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the Inspectors General 
components conducted 64 Intelligence Oversight inspections or 
intelligence units located worldwide. Although minor administratif 
identified and corrected during these inspections/SAVs, no violatic 
Intelligence Oversight guidance were identified. These results pro 
the effectiveness of both Intelligent Oversight training and senior 
these programs. Two exemplary programs are highlighted below: 

Semce: Th 
OATSD(IO) Inspection of the Naval Criminal Inves 

The NCIS Intelligence Oversight program is fully integri te d into daily 
operations of both the Counter Terrorism and Counter Intelligence 
key aspect of the program is the role played by the NCIS' Office oi G eneral 
Counsel's National Security Law Office. This office and its recent sj pansion, 
reflect the high level of attention given this program by both the N 3 S Director 
and the Department of the Navy's General Counsel. This dedicate! 1 igal team 
works seamlessly with the operational staff and field agents to ensi n training, 
awareness and understanding of Intelligence Oversight requiremen 
reflected by NCIS personnel at all levels during inspection intervie 
discussions. In addition the legal team is on call around the Clock 
operational issues during planning and execution of NCIS mission: 
related issues, and when required, to deploy to provide on scene su >p|ort of on-

Visits 
flDoD 

s o f 
« issues were 

n»of 

ri le insight into 
1 svel focus on 

ti ;ative 

Directorates. A 

(b)(3)-

P.L. 

86-36 

(b)(3)-

P.L. 

86-36 

FNOFJ 

isi a fact 
v, land 
to resolve 
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going operations. NCIS* Intelligence Oversight program is an exei a] 
benchmark for others to emulate. 

• OATSD(IO) SAV to XJS Northern Command (USN<j): 
Theunique and evolving mission of USNORTHCOM involves Int >1 
Oversight challenges few organizations have faced. As a result, tto t 
with the strong support of the Commander of USNORTHCOM, GÉ A 
initiated a series of SAVs of thé headquarters and its three subordii « 

>lary 

Prior to the arrival of the OATSD(IO) SAV team in Fe 
th^eputy commander formed an Intelligence Oversight "Tiger Te 
procedures and policies to address these challenges. As a result of 
the Command enjoys close staff cooperation between the Director * 
(J2), the Inspector General (IG) and the Staff Judge Advocate (SJA) 
Intelligence Oversight issues. The proactive nature of this prograir 
as a Command interest item are key characteristics of a strong Intel lij 
Oversight program. Historically, weak Intelligence Oversight progi ains 
reactive, i.e., the J2, IG, and SJA work in isolation until a problem < xjcurs. 

SAV team paid particular attention to USNORTHip 
Combined Intelligence and Fusion Center, which is responsible for 
intelligence and relevant law enforcement data. Hie team found e; 
procedures in place to ensure the proper handling of US person-reli 
enforcement data, and where warranted, it's incorporation into fusee 
products. Hie OATSD(IO) and USNORTHCOM continue to work 
address new and emerging Intelligence Oversight challenges. 

jjlTHCOM): 

igence 
VTSD0O) 
;ral Eberhart, 

commands. a e 

(•Ms 
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law 

threat warning 
osely.to 
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(b)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403,18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 
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86-36 

(b)(3)-

P.L. 

86-36 
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« 

• (U) Training Initiatives: United States Southern Command hajs 
Intelligence Oversight training objectives into Exercise FUERTES 
UNIFIED ENDEAVOR 2003. The exercise injects will evaluate die 
intelligence personnel to recognize and appropriately respond to U: > 
events in a training environment 

• (Epjdo) Meeting of the Steering Committee of the Inteiligen 
Agihcies, London» England, March 2003: The intelligence revie w 
. the US, UK, Canada, Australia, New Zealand and other selected co 
held a conference, approximately every two years since 1997, to dif< 
mutual interest The Steering Committee is planning for the first U 
conference in 2004. Representing the US were the ATSD(IO) and 
of the CIA/IG. Proposed panel discussions for the US-hosted oon% 
Intelligence Oversight and the global war on terrorism, and the imj 
information technology systems on Intelligence Oversight TheOdkf 
conference had been planned for Washington DC, but was changed] 
following the September 11,200! terrorist attacks. 

ncorporated 
MEFENSAS/ 

ability of 
>erson related 

ß j f a 
staff A 

htelligence Oversight Outreach to 
a staff Assistance Visit to the Defense Attaché 

(b)(1),(b) 
(Vi-in 11 

(b)(1),(b)(3):10 USC §424 
(b)(1). 
uecjuai 

March 2003: 
b)(3):10 land k 

the ATSD(IO) met with senior officials 
Government During preparatory discussions with the Ambassador 
importance of our Intelligence Oversight meeting with the|W(J^F 
they.progress with democratic reforms required by NATO acccssioi 
highlighted that CIA would be addressing overset with theg0)M 
up meeting at £ later date. 

(b)(2),(b) 
/jtx-juujs 
(b)(2),(bX3):10 USC 
RAM 

was very productive. K g participants 
I the State Secre a y of die 

ffip^O) The meeting with the 
inemded the Minister of Defense, 
Ministry of Defense, the Commander of the Armed Forces, the Chiifj of Military 
Counterintelligence and the Acting; Director of the Armed Forces Ir t< ¡Uigence 
Department Ministerj^ffiffi^ g [noted that Parliament was reviev ii ig legislation 
that would restructure the intelligence services. Additionally* his stjap was 
preparing an Intelligence Oversight structure for incorporation into 
language. The ATSD0O) offered his assistance on tiieggbTjlntell 
Oversight program, The Minister was appreciative ananoted that h e 
the ATSD(IO) website and intends to trV and adapt certain provisiofi 
and DoD Regulation 5240.1-R to the|™äQmüitary 

Review 
agencies of 
itriés, have 

issues of 
-hosted 
¿epresentätive 
4nce include 

of 
ber 2001 

to the UK 

III 
CiSS 
S-l 

ipEUt 

F allowing 
neetingwith 

b)(1),(b) 

lie stressed the 
I especially as 
He 

Jin a follow 

(b)(3)-

P.L. 

86-36 

(b)(3)-

P.L. 

86-36 

NOßp* 

4e legislative 
igence 
has reviewed 
of EO12333 

C$1 
1216 



V . 

i(b)(T),(b)(3):10 USC 
L & A 2 4 . 

(b)(3)-

P.L. 

86-36 

l a -Four days after the meeting, the (b)(i ).(b)(3):i o use §424 

was formally estafeGsHing an office witfilntelli 

f O J ^ i f 55xi 

Oversight authority over Ministry of Defense intelligence organic tii 
addition, the Minister requested that representatives from the US Ije] 
Defense or Intelligence Community review thef^^ l lnte l l ig« 
language to be added to the legislation under review in Parliament 
is assisting in this process. 
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INTO-LMtNCE 
OVERSOW! 

A S S S T A N T TO THE SECRETARY OF D E F E N S : 
"72.00 OEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

JAN 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 

Deaf Mr, Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for th Ï 
April-June 2003 is attached. There were no significant Intellige M 
Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this period and ncf 
Intelligence Oversight violations. 

Ç k Ç Û s d i ï 
Danieli. Dell'Orto 

'Ai, 
Daniel. 
Principal Deputy Général Counsel 

îeorge B. Lötz 

ATSD(IO) 

m 

¡period 
e 

significant 

Attachment: 
As stated 
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J ^ f s i ^ E T 

Department of Defense Intelligence Oversiglj 

April-Jane 2003 

(EfldO) Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warranting 
intention for this period: None. 

flgpCO) No significant Intelligence Oversight violations dui 
7yrSD(IO) is monitoring 16 cases; none require SECDEF/IOB 
time. The following are three representative cases: 

this period, 
dttlention at this 

(b)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 

SECDEF/IOB 

(b)(1)(b)(5) 

^ EF 1219 



) Investigation of Civilian Assigned to the! 
(Bffi),(b)(2),(b)(3):10 USC §424 

(b)(1),(b)(2),(b) 

>v a 

»1 CO 

Activities of Defense Intelligence Components that Affect Un 5 
Persons, the DIA IG conducted an 10 investigation, an audit 

investigation During this process a third violation was disec-

are as follows: (1) misuse of intelligence funds; (2) impropei 

U.S. persons; and, (3) intelligence support to a federal law etjf< 

agency without DIA General Counsel (GC) approval. The n i; 

is still an ongoing criminal case. The DIA IG and DIA GC c htjj 

corrective measures to bring the database project into compli a u 

Intelligence Oversight procedures and recommended DIA tal :e 

management action, At tito request o f e ^ f f k [operations 

suspended [are reevaluating the program. 

3): 10 USC §424 

(bKi),(b)(2),(bK3):io use jBaséd on allegations thatjWO^ jhadvi >Hatedtwo 

'procedures ofDoD Regulation 5240.1-R, Procedures Gover¡ i\ 

'tail 
end i 

ha' 

(b)(1) 

(Ej/BU) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assistai i 

TSAVs): The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the Inspectors Genenfl 

components conducted 73 Intelligence Oversight inspections or 

•intelligence units located worldwide. No violations oflntelligeij 

guidance were identified during the inspections and SAVs; althc u 

administrative issues were identified and corrected. There is on<: 

that continues to exist, i.e,, units that place undue emphasis on tife 

vice permissive nature ofDoD Intelligence Oversight guidance. 

ATSDQO) hopes to correct this recurring problem with the introfdi 

computer based Intelligence Oversight training program, which 

testing in September 2003, and will be distributed lata- this Fall. 
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Non • Qjpdu) Intelligence Oversight Outreach Program~U.S. 
Command (USNORTHCOM): The challenges of Homeland 
traditional roles of die military services have introduced unique 
USNORTHCOM from an Intelligence Oversight perspective, 
and the Commander of USNORTHCOM, General Eberhardt, 

i h e r n 

Defense vice the 
t hallenges for 
1 e ATSD(IO) 
e established a hu\ 

close working relationship between their two organizations to a i 
challenges. This quarter saw the completion of staff assistance 
USNORTHCOM components. USNORTHCOM understands tfo 
for all of its personnel-not just intelligence-to understand the 
DoD's Intelligence Oversight program. As a result, USNORTH 
incorporated Intelligence Oversight training into "USNORTHC 
introductory training course on the command's organization ant 
incoming personnel. Hie training familiarizes command perso; 
Intelligence Oversight and its application to the USNORTHCOj 
area of responsibility. In addition, USNORTHCOM is planning; 
Intelligence Oversight training objectives into future Homeland 

I D 5 
A 

exercises. 

.< ires§ these 
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importance 

idrpose of 
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mission for all 
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ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

APR X % 2004 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the 
July-September 2003 is attached. There were no significant Intell 
Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this period and no significant 
Intelligence Oversight violations. 

Daniel J. Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy Genera] Counsel 

Attachment a/s 

Derived From Multiple Source 
Dated: OADR 
Declassify On: XI 

George B. 
ATSD0O) 

ixriod 
g ïnce 
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Department of Defense Intelligence Ovei 

July-September 2003 

(g^ i i ^ ) Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warranting SECDEF/IOB 
Attention for this period: None. 

significant Intelligence Oversight violations during this period. 
^TSD( IO ) is monitoring 15 cases; none require SECDEF/IOB attention at this 
time. The following are two representative cases: 

(GAIlTAilegations of Misconduct and Violations of Intelligence 

n)versight ( IP) Regulations in Iraq: U.S. Army Intelligence Command 

forwarded two emails messages from Counter Intelligence (CI) soldiers 

attached to the 205th MI Brigade, V Corps, deployed to Iraq, in which the 

soldiers, both activated reservists from the 323 d Military Intelligence (MT) 

Battalion, allege numerous incidents of misconduct and violations of 10 

regulations by members of the 223dMt Battalion, California National 

Guard. The allegations include the conduct of unauthorized/unapproved 

collection operations, the employment of questionable means in the course 

of intelligence activities, the conduct of a stop and search operation during 

which personal property and money was seized from Iraqi citizens and kept 

by members of the unit, and the treatment of walk-ins as recruited sources to 

include undocumented tasking and compensations. One Special Agent in 

the unit is specifically accused of representing himself as a commissioned 

officer to local officials and creating the impression with local officials that 

the U.S. was "executing" Iraqi citizens. The matter has been forwarded to ^ 

the V Corps Inspector General (IG) for investigation. The investigatiojLha^SA-r. 

been campkt<?d and the results are being forwarded through C I t f 7 t o t h e ^ ' " ^ ^ 

SAIG-IO. " " 

(b)£1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 
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(b)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403,18 USC 798, P.L. 86-: 

(b)(1) 

• CBpdD) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assisfcfx 
(SAVs): The Office pf the ATSD(IO) and the Inspectors Gene; 
components conducted Intelligence Oversight inspections or SA' 
intelligence unite located worldwide. No violations of Intellige ai 
guidance were identified during the inspections arid SAVs, althf 
administrative issues were identified and corrected. 

• ffipdO) OATSD(IO) Outreach Program? In conjunction with 
Inspections, the OATSD(IO) continued to be actively engaged ifi 
encourage recognition of the importance of Intelligence Oversi* 
democracies. In this effort, the ATSD0O), and members of his 
seminars, in Intelligence Oversight, for students at the George 
European Center for Security Studies, and the Western Hemispl 
Security and Cooperation. In addition, the ATSD(IO) delivered 
address, on Intelligence Oversight to the NATO Senior Officers 
at the NATO School, Oberammergau, Germany. During this qu 
ATSD(IO) also participated at an international conference in Os l< 
the examination of the merits of creating a generic Intelligence < 3 
for emerging democracies. At each venue, discussions on Intell.; 
Oversight were well received and often stimulated questions an< 
approaches on 10 for the international community to consider 
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i N O F p i f l j m 

W 1f t l ]Rr7<ì f i P I ftfi-3fi ^ ^ (b)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403,18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 

Œ ^ ! ) Expanded USNORTHCOM IO Training: Continui i; 
^»oactive approach to IO training and awareness, NORAD/USf i( 
has instituted IO training at the NQRTHCOM Command introc u 
course for all incoming USNORTHCOM personnel. This train n g 
command personnel with 10 and its application to the USNOR' 1K 
area. The OATSD(IO) has worked closely with USNORTHCC t» [ 
development of an effective IO program. IO training, in the int x di 
course, reflects the continued importance that the Command Stiff 
10 training and awareness. 
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uctoiy 
attributes to 
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ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
7 2 0 0 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, D C 2 0 3 0 1 - 7 2 0 0 

INTELLIGENCE 
OVCttstOHT AUG 2 

Chairman, Intelligaice Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington. DC 2Ô500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

issue; 

gtoru 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the 
October-December 2003 is attached. Significant intelligence i 
warranting SECDEF attention were provided out-of-cycle on Ma; 
and are. an attachment to this report A summary of these issues, 
involved allegations of participation ofU.S. military intelligence 
in alleged mistreatment and abuse oflraqi, and in one case, Aff 
detainees while in the custody of U.S. Aimed Forces, were briefeji 
IOB by the ATSD0O) on May 25,2004. In addition, other items 
during die ATSD(IO) briefing, to the IOB, have been incorporate^ 
report as well. 

- s -

9,2004 
- vhich 

< rsonnel 

Daniel J. Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel 

Attachment a/s 

Derived From NSA/CSSM 
Dated: 24 Feb 98 
Declassify On: XI 

George B. Lötz II 
ATSD(IO) 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS 

PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS 
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i , 

Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight 

October-December 2003 

O) Significant Intelligence Oversight (IO) issues wàrra il ing SECDEF 

attention were provided out-of-cycle on May 19,2004 (attachn 

current as written). In response to IOB questioning, the ATSD 
eilt 1-still 

D) provided a 
summary of these events to the IOB on May 25,2004. The issi e 5 addressed 
involved allegations of participation by U.S. military intelligem ;£ personnel in 
alleged mistreatment and abuse of Iraqi, and hi one case, Afghs n , detainees 
while in the custody of U.S. Armed Forces. 

• January 1,2003 to December 31,2003: USSQUTHC<t)] 
touantanamo) and USCENTCOM (Iraq and Afghanistan) prov 
reporting on detainee abuse issues to this office. Likewise, non 
reporting elements (Navy, Air Force, DIA, NSA, DoD/IG, NRC 
and the Joint Staff on behalf of the Combatant Commands) pftr i 
detainee abuse reports to this office during this period. TheDe>; 
Army reported four alleged detainee abuse incidents: three occi 
October-December 2003 reporting period (attachment 1), and tl 
closure of an investigation of an interrogation related incident s 
in the Balkans in October 2002. This latter investigation by the 
Criminal Investigation Command determined that no criminal a 
However, the initial inquiry led to the following conclusions by 
which are summarized below: 

M 

dpdnoIO 
of our other 
NGA, DTRA, 
iled any 
8 rtment of the 
ed during the 
fourth was 
ich occurred 
S, Army's 

itlvity occurred. 
tlteDAIG 

;in 

Vhii 

• Q E ^ S N e w Reporting: On June 2,.2004, the ATSD(IO) reqn 
Attachment 2) that all DoD Inspectors General provide immedie 
vice normal qiiarterly reporting, on any Questionable Intelligent 
(Procedure 15s) and other reports concerning misconduct or abipe 

ested 
reporting, 
Activity 
of detainees 

1 
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by Defense intelligence personnel or assigned contractor perse tnji 
18,2004, the only substantive responses received were from ti 
the Army Inspector General (DAIG) and the Inspector General 
Marine Corps. These and two earlier reports from both DIA a4d 
summarized below: 

— (U) DIAG: The Department of the Army Inspector General i e 
Command«-, Combined Joint Task Force 7 (CTJF-7) is conduc ft 
investigation into all the relevant facts and circumstances surrc uij.< 
alleged misconduct on the part of personnel assigned and/or 
205 MI Brigade, to include civilian interrogators and/or interj« 
August 2003 to 1 February 2004 at Abu Gharib Detention Faci i 
investigation will attempt to determine whether personnel of th; 
requested, encouraged, condoned, or solicited Military Police p ® 
abuse detainees as preparation for interrogation operations an/c r 
established interrogation procedures and applicable laws and re gi i 
questioning Iraqi security internees at the Joint Interrogation an d 
Center, 

if. 

. « V I — (U)USMC: A counterintelligence specialist was alleged to 
struck a detainee during screening. An official inquiry found e|: 
and sketchy. A serious incident report indicated an immediate 
examination of the detainee found no associated injury. The caèc 

to: 

' i ie 

- (U) DAIG: A 313th Military Intelligence Battalion interrogs 
investigation concerning a digital photo showing the interrogate 
a broomstick toward one of three Iraqi detainees all of whom w 
positions with empty sand bags over their heads and their hand 
over their heads. The photo taken at the 82d Airborne Division 
Collection Point, Forward Operating Base Saint Mere, Iraq, in 
came to the attention of the chain of command on/or about Mardl 
Both the 82d and the Army Criminal Investigation Command ai s 
the incident. Those present during the incident have all provided 
statements that the detainee was never struck or touched by the 

2w4. AP 
1(b)(1) 

) DIA: The DIA IG provided the following informatk 
(b)(1),(b)(6) assigned to 1(b)(1) 

el. As of June 
department of 
'the U.S. 
DAIG are. 

¡j lorted that 
i i j t g a n 
ding the 
ed to the 

ters, from 15 

The 
:105th 

a sonnel to 
implied with 
ilations when 
Debriefing 

may have been involved in die abuse of dew inees while 
M ^ e d in support of tactical operations ml(b)(1)l(b)(3):1° u s c 

e kicked and 
i^ence limited 

ical 
was closed. 

! Qiid 

>r is under 
gesturing with 

in stress • 
fiexed-cuffed 
Central 
Member 2003, 

27,2004. 
investigating 
sworn 

>4*oomstick. 

on May 28, 
R 

(b)(1),(b)(3):10 USC §424 conducted an in r istigation in 
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ISOjjpftfvXl 

accordance with Army Regulation 15-6, and determined that tieile 
cause to believe that the subject[frX6>~|did assault several deb in » 
IG is awaiting furthör information and will determine theneed fqr 
investigative action after receipt and review of that informatioi i. 

- (U)DAIG: The 650th Military InteUigence Group forwards d 
on May 6,2004 concerning the interrogation of a Kosovo Serb i 
April 22,2004 by a military intelligence officer assigned to the 
Force Falcon, Kosovo. The event took place during the condw :t 

and search operation. Unbeknownst to those who took part in <fai ! 
Ife; 

mid 

(b)(2) 

s ; J 

alleged victim was an established, 
intelligence officer threatened the detainee with physical harm 
the initial report, the Deputy ASTD(IO), as part of a previously 
inspection, has discussed the incident with the reporting officei 
Advocate at Camp Bondsteel. The USACIDG is investigating i h; 
however, the case has not progressed because U.S. military per, ¡o 
in the incident have, on the advice of counsel, invoked their rig it 
incrimination. 

i Procedure 15 
an male on 

r.S. Army Task 
>f a cordon 
operation, the 

^ortedly, the 

death. Since 
heduled 

a|nd Staff Judge 
s case; 

cornel involved 
against self-

• (U) Major General Fay Investigation for Commander CJTI -
request from the Commander of U.S. Central Command, the Se 
Defense has directed the Secretary of the Army to appoint a nev r 
new investigating officer for MG Fay's investigation into allege 
personnel assigned and/or attached to the 205th Military Intelli; 
Abu Ghraib Detention Facility. Attachment 3 is copy of the Jui 
memorandum. 

Based on a 
ajetary of 

mthority and 
misconduct by 
ce Brigade at 
14,2004 

[{¡em 

is probable 
es. The DIA 
further 

. (b)(1) 

Œ0KÏO) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assistait 
Office of " " " ~ Office of the ATSD(IO) and the Inspectors General of DoD co 
conducted Intelligence Oversight inspections or staff assistance 
of 126 intelligence units located worldwide, during this reportin g 
violations of IO regulations were identified during the inspectio: 
although administrative issues were identified and corrected, 
example of one inspection is provided below: 

:e Visits: The 
nents 

visits (SAVs) 
period. No 
and SAVs, 

representative 

«JOI 

7X1 
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[National Security Agency Inspector General Acti 
inspection of Ft Gordon Regional S<M»nri«v rWrfltmns ( St 
f C R S O Q . T n a f r » w | ( b H 3 V P . L . 86-36 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

(b)(3)-P.L 86- national security Agency inspector Cieneral, co: n pleted a joint 
inspection of the GRSOC. The inspectors concluded that al i hewcomers to 
the site receive 10 training from the Security Services Directorate, GRSOC, 
during initial security indoctrination. The inspectors tested 
personnel at the site to gauge general 10 knowledge and thei 
it to site operations. The test results indicated a good under it aiding of the 
regulations governing 10, but a weakness in practical applic a i 

21 percent of the 
ability to apply 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

ties—Joint 
ntfr 

on. 

(b)(1)(b){3)-50 USC 403,18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 



(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 
mm 

(b)(1 )(b)(3)-50 USC 403,18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 

• (b)(3)-P.L, 86-36 

'i oposed Law 
and 
: nembèr of his 

(U) Sarajevo, Bosnia and Herzegovina: Seminar to Draft a 
Establishing the Intelligence and Security Agency of Bosnia 
Herzegovina (ISABB), November 2003: The ATSD^O) and 
staff participated in the subject seminar which was sponsored b;'t he Geneva 
Center for the Democratic Control of Armed Forces, Geneva, S' vi tzerland, and 
the Center for Security Studies, Bosnia-Herzégovina. The obje( t >f the seminar 
was to examine, in a public forum for the first time, the draft la\ propose 
revisions, and to stimulaté thé Federal Parliament into approvin 5 Ihe law. The 
OATSD(IO) participants presented briefings on Executive Overjsi »ht of 

. Intelligence and Intelligence Oversight Training. Members of tl le Federal 
Parliament, and the Ministry of Defense and Police attended, as w ill as, 
representatives from several European nations. In February 200 4, the High 
Representative for Bosnia Herzegovina approved the draft and s ni imitted it to 
the Parliament Action on the draft is still pending in Parliamen : 
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INTELUCENCK 
OVERSIGHT 

) I J I R H M l N H P I I P N i 
ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY O F DEFEND 

7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

OCT 2 5 2004 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 

. Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for thA ¿eriod 
January - March 2004 is attached. There were no significant Int ffigence 
Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this period and no ü jnificant 
Intelligence Oversight violations. . 

Daniel J. Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel 

Attachment a/s 

Derived From NSA/CSSM 
Dated: 24 Feb 98 
Declassify On: XI 

jeorj 
ATSD(IO) 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS 
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS 

nltD 
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Department of Defense Intelligence OversightR^port 

January-March 2004 

C ^DU ) Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warrant! i 
attention for this period: None. 

J ^ C f D e t a i n e e Abuse Out-of-Cycle Reporting (per IOB 

is nothing new to report since the Kern Report of Investigation 

IOB September 8,2004. 

' ffi^Bn) Intelligence Oversight violations during this perio I 

^monitoring six investigations in addition to evolving investi c 

. the Kern Report of Investigation. None of these cases require 

attention at this time. The following are representative cases i^i 

investigations have been completed: 

TheATSD(IO) 

gktions related to 

SECDEF/IOB 

which the 

Kb m 

(b)(2) 

|(bX2jr 

a EF 

; SECDEF / IOB 

rjequest): There 

Briefing to the 

1234 



(b)(2) 

- f f i ^ i u ) National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency (NGA) 
Conducting Unauthorized Collection: Hie NGA Office of tin 
General has concluded that an NGA employee, using his priva ti 
conducted unauthorized photographic collection against publi<: 
facilities. The purpose of the nnfliithorizftd mUftrtinn was snlf 
government purpose and use. 

E mployee 
4 Inspector 

aircraft, 
i ind private 

frrr a 

(b)(6) 

(b)(6) 

me investigation, tne employee nad been doing wis since zuui 
knowledge of his supervisor and other NGC instructors. His a 
light after he notified personnel at a Pennsylvania airport that 1 
low-level fly over of a local refinery. The airport personnel nc ti 
who contacted the refinery. The refinery personnel had no rec >1 
over request and contacted NGA. NGA stated it had no missic 
as a result, the refinery officially complained to the Pennsylvai ii: 

According to 
with the 
ivity came to 
planned to do a 
led the police 

r|d of any fly 
planned and 
Emergency 

;tr 

n; 
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Management Agency, which in turn, contacted the Federal Ei a srgency 

Management Agency. As a result of the investigation NGA ( )JG concluded: 

— The employee had violated intelligence Oversight authc rlties, as an 
employee of an intelligence component, by intentionally ti r feting and 
Collecting U.S. person information, without proper authorijz ition. 

The NGC staff and management, together, as an element vithin an 
intelligence component, were negligent in failing to imple: n nit DoD and 
Agency Intelligence Oversight polioies^and procedureŝ -

V 

As a result of the investigation, the following actions have be 4 taken: 

The employee received an immediate, verbal reprimand, sind was 
instructed to take his required Intelligence Oversight traini a 

The employee's immediate supervisor received a verbal i e arimand, 

— All personnel in the employee's direct line of supervisioi, i tNGA received 
in-person Intelligence Oversight Training from the NGC Intelligence 
Oversight Officer. 

— NGC has reviewed and removed—with some exceptions- -i 11 
inappropriately acquired imagery by the employee from NGC instructional 
material* NGC is contacting the private properly owners fqr|pennission to 
use imagery NGC wishes to retain. 

(b)(1) 

I a i (EfjtvQ) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assis 
TSAVs): The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the IGs of DoD cor i] 
conducted approximately 96 Intelligence Oversight inspectioi s 
assistance visits (SAVs) of intelligence units located worldwi li 
of Intelligence Oversight guidance were identified during the i 
SAVs; although administrative issues were identified and coi 

ce Visits 
iĵ onents 
or staff 
. No violations 
pections and 
d 

ion 
irr sctei 
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f t 

GM&V) International Intelligence Review Agencies' Confjs 

Thantilly. Virginia, October 3-4,2004: The IIRAC was init i 

Intelligence Oveisight officials from the United States, Unite<: 

Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and South Africa. The pi 

M A C is to provide a forum for delegates to share their exper i 

establishing ovensight systems, discussing more efficient way i 

oversight and accountability, and meeting new challenges, 

conferences (Australia 1997, Canada 1999, England 2002) ha 

operating policies and procedures, resource and recruitment d 

relationships with the executive, judicial, and legislative ovenj: 

well as the media; 

Pia 

i enee (IIRAC), 

ajted in 1997 by 

kingdom, 

y purpose of the 

enees m 
)f conducting 

nous 
n Ï addressed 

i£ llenges, and 

i jht bodies as 

<cre 

The theme of this year's IIRAC is Balancing National Security \nd 

Constitutional Principles in a Democracy. In additiopto the 

officials from the Intelligence Oversight bodies; of Poland, Slota 

have accepted invitations to attend. It is being sponsored by the 

the Inspectors General of the Central Intelligence Agency, De] >a 

Defense, National Security Agency, Defense Intelligence Ag© IC y> National 

Reconnaissance Office, and the National Geospatial-Iritelligeqcf Agency. 

Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia and Ms. Joan Dempsey, 

Director of the Intelligence Oversight Board, among others, hi 

invitation to address this year's conference. 
i£ V Í 

a EF 

i countries, 

|kia and Nigeria 

ATSD(IO) and 

airtment of 

Executive 

accepted an 
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A CC 
ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY O F D E I 

7 2 0 0 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON; DC 20301-7200 

INTEUJOENCE 
QVERStSHT 

WAY 51 106 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board-
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report is att u 
part of thé report highlights a significant on-going investigation we bel < 
should be aware of We are tracking this case very closely and will adi i 
upon completion of thè investigation. In addition, this section includes 
unreported intelligence-related detainee allegations. Although two of t n 
actions from 2003, the allegations only recently came to light, and as a 
included in a previous Intelligence Oversight Report. 

The second part of this report addresses thé period April - June 
no significant Intelligence Oversight issues warranting IOB attention fi}r 
have not already been addressed in earlier reports. 

DanieW. Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel 

Attachment a/s 

George B. Lötz 
ATSDCIO) 

iked. The fust 
eve your office 
lie your office 
t \ree previously 

cases involve 
¿suit, were not 

2004, There were 
this period that 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACI ltfENTS AND 
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVIJ 

51 
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MAY 31 3005 

tfNQ 

Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight 

PART 1-Current Issues 

• Jpß/ÜV) Significant Intelligence Oversight issue warranting Se 
attention; 

_ 

i] >e£!OB 

QJ^O) Detainee Abuse Reporting (per IOB request): The first 
TS the only know, new activity reported since the release of the Ken 
briefings to the IOB. The other cases are based on incidents that ocfcn 
release of the report, but were unknown at the time. The Church rej 
released. 

c ise listed below 
I Leport and 
a rred prior to the 
K rt has been 

r J P f w B l e g z I Incarceration: USASOC Inspector General has 
in^tigationjyrjtQĵ Ileged questionable intelligence activities by the , 
officcr (S2]gj jCivil Afiairs Battalion (CAB) while deployed in J i 
The S2 alleg&Sly conducted unapproved Human Intelligence collect o 
resulting in the incarceration of a "source" in an Iraqi jail. The S2 a s 
committed a number of possible security violations with an Iraqi lin J* 
National Corps-Iraq (MNC-1) IG conducted an initial inquiry into th 3 
however, since the unit has rotated back to the U.S., USASOC now 
investigative lead. 

7NOE a EF 

iiitiatedan 
n elligence 

ghdad, Iraq, 
operations 
allegedly 

ist TheMulti-
Ulegations; 

Ms the 
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;TJ 

VNOFQ 

- Allegations of Beating Abuse, Afghanistan: The U.! > 
Investigation Command is investigating allegations that a contract!« 
U.S. Army and a Military Intelligence Captain assigned to the lOtfc 
Division, were observed beating a prisoner at Shldn, Afghanistan, 
report Although only recently reported, the incident is alleged to 1 
March 13,2004. 

Army Criminal 
working for the 

Mountain 
I bis is an initial 
a re taken place on 

act i 

ovember 2003, a 
detainee during 
l Kaibala, Iraq, 

office. The 
Office of the 

he allegations, 
of the alleged 
j lot reported the 

WrCOMiis 

- 6) Unreported Incident of Alleged Detainee Abuse: In 
Tiran Corporation civilian contract linguist is alleged to have struct: 
an interrogation by members of the Tactical HUMINT Team (THT 
On June 10,2004, Titan reported the incident to the INSCOM Con r; 
linguist, who allegedly struck the detainee, left Titan in February 21t 
Army General Counsel advised Criminal Investigation Command o f 
while WSCOM advised MNC-I/CENTCOM. MNC-I had no recor i 
incident and opened an investigation to determine why the THT hai 
incident. The investigation report, which was coordinated with CE 
complete and undergoing legal review at MCN-I. 

tfpdo) Update: ATSD(IO) Investigation of Questionable Inteflikence Activities 
Personnel Possibly Associated with the OOIce of the Secretary if Defense: The 

ATSD(IO) informed the lOB of this investigation on August 11,20)'. The 
investigation, which is being conducted by the ATSD(IO) with assii to nee from the 
Defense Criminal Investigative Service, Air Force Office ofSpecia I ivestigation, and 
the U.S. Army Criminal Investigation Command is on-going. Inves ti jative activities 
to date have failed to substantiate any wrongdoing or misconduct bj 
in the Department of Defense. We have however, uncovered questi: 
professional and personal conduct on the part of one Air Force, field 
one Army field grade officer. Upon completion of die ATSD(IO) ii 
results will be provided to the IOB, and at the same time, will be refja^ed to the parent-
service for appropriate action. 

£ enior civilians 
)i able 
grade officer and. 
v sstigation, the 

Part II: April - June 2004 

* Intelligence Oversight violations during this peril 
^nonitoring investigations reported in Service and Agency Quarterly 
Oversight reports for this period. None of these cases warrant SecD 
at this time. Provided below are a sampling of those cases. 

The 

S E j j ^ r i 

/ N O p P M T ^ l 
EF 

\TSD0P) is 
h teiligence 
i IOB attention 
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NSA Inspeçtpy general Activity^3)-'3-1" 86-36 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

(b)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 

...(b)(2) 



Visits (SAVs): 
cted 
? mce units 
were identified; 

Secretary or Deputy Secretary of Defense 

' J J P ^ ) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assistance 
•The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the IGs of DoD components condi 
approximately 85 Intelligence Oversight inspections/SAVs of intelli» 
located worldwide. No violations of Intelligence Oversight guidanc i 
although numerous administrative issues were identified and correct JA. An 
ATSD(IO) team, while conducting an Intelligence Oversight inspect ion at Camp 
Bondsteel in Kosovo, reviewed the detainee facility-see summary b i|ow: 

- J J iTO) Interrogation Facility, Camp Bondsteel, Kosovo: Th :rfe were no 
individuals being held in the facility at the time of the ATSD(IO) ire p iction. In fafct, 
the previous facility had been torn down doe to the lack of use and n x d for space; 
however, with the riots and associated violence in March 2004, a n&\ v facility was 
built. . 

teil' ^ jP^ i J f A team member with detainee experience was provided a 
interrogation and detention spaces and given a step-by-step explanat̂ o 
processing and handling. A detainee file was viewed at random, as< 
selected portions of videotapes. No problems were noted. A few w< 
team's visit, representatives of the International Committee of the Rejl 
toured the facility, which held one detainee at the time. 

of the unit 
>h of detainee 
< re randomly 
J 3 prior to die 
Cross (ICRC) 

ffipWiflhe 12 soldiers authorized to conduct interrogations were 
intelligence interrogators. During discussions with the ATSD(IO) te4xk 
highlighted all detainees ware to be treated as Enemy Prisoners ofW ir 
copies of pertinent Field Manuals and recent EUCOM guidance. In t d 
soldiers all carried Multi-National Force (MNF) Rules of Interrogatic a 
persons. Eveiyone was very cognizant of what had happened at Abu 
and stressed that they could not see how it could occur at their facility 
procedures they had in place. 

s y p p d f t 

EF 

ully qualified 
, the soldiers 
The unit had 

Man, the 
Cards on their 

Gjhraib prison, 
jased on the 
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WTELUOgNCI* 
OVERSIGHT 

1:1 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the 
July - September 2004 is attached. There were no significant Inte 
Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this period and no s 
Intelligence Oversight violations: 

Q b p Q ^ j ' M - , ^ 

Daniel J. Dell'Orto George B. Lötz II 
Principal Deputy General Counsel ATSD(IO) 

Attachment a/s 

Derived From NSA/CSSM 
Dated: 24 Feb 98 
Declassify On: XI 

SEP 05 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS ATJLD 
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS 
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J J III l i iHKl l lH lW'Vi 

Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight RepjaH 

July-September 2004 

» Significant Intelligence Oversight issues warranting 

attention for this period: None. 

' JSP^TlnteUlgence Oversight violations during this peu— 
Continues to monitor the resolution of several investigations int< » 

detainee abuse against members of DoD intelligence componen 
we monitor the progress of other investigations concerning the uc 
questionable intelligence activities by DoD intelligence personn a 
example: 

»ECDEF/IOB 

r "his office 
illegations of 

s In addition, 
çqnduct of. 

For 



SEC //XI 

(b)(1) 

¡S f ^U ) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assistiojc 
TSAVs): The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the IGs of DoD Intel i 
components conducted approximately 87 Intelligence Oversigh i 
inspections or staff assistance visits (SAVs) of intelligence uni s 
worldwide. No violations of 10 guidance were identified durinj; 
and SAVs; although administrative issues were identified and c >: 

(U) NSA Inspector General Activity: 

l aP f fhe 
TTSA's ms 

le NSA Office of Inspector General (NSA/OIG) conduc tdd 
ISA's management of electronic surveillance activitiesxamedjik 

Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act fFTSAt nf 1Q7S l(b)(3)-P.L 
(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

recommenaed improvements in the written guidance th 
authorities and assigns roles and responsibilities^ step-by-step ink? 
guide FISA process participants, the need for tailored training oi i 
operational aspects, and meaningful metrics to gauge the efficiei i 
process. NSA management has agreed to implement the recomn i 

iti defines 
tractions to 
?ISA 

c y of the 
te ndations. 

(b; 
NSÀ/r>Trìlfb)(1Kbìf3)-50 u s e 403. P.L. 86-36 

b)(3)-50 USC 403, P.L. 86-36 

(b)(1)(b){3)-50 USC 403, P.L. 86-36 I WJnle notmg that the site7 

wcisigni program manager was "visible and antivalv ìpvnlvpfì ii • 
operations.'l(b)(1 )(b)(3)-50 USC 403, P.L. 86-36 

:e Visits 
jence 

IO) 
located 
he inspections 

urected. 

a review of 

36-36 

ntelligence 

(b)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403, P.L. 86-36 
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(b)(3)-P.L86-36 

J J HI 

^ The NSA/OIG. w?tri(b)(3)-P-L86-36_ 

(b)(3)-P.L me inspection found that a program strength of the a 

esiaDiisninent of an embedded requirements manager who asses & 

implications of all EO12333 related taskings. The inspection a It 

that employee knowledge levels were satisfactory and there weij 

of applicable laws, executive order, regulations or policies. Ho 

inspectors did identify weaknesses in program management docja 

—gakinc. and reporting compliance methods. The NSA/OIG has 

86-36 3 develop and document standard operating procedures 

—«m^Tprort 10 activities quarterly to the NSA/OIG. 

r v i 

ivity was the 

id 1 0 
o concluded 

no violations 

jver, the 
Dentation, and 

{b)(3)-P.L. 

36 

bsked|<bX3)-P.I 
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ASS ISTAMT TO THE SECRETARY O 

7 2 0 0 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

E F E N S E 

(KTCLUSCNCC 
OVEREKSKT 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 . 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Hie Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for the p si 
January-March 2005 is attached. While there were no significant 
Intelligence Oversight violations, there was one US Army investiga ä 
period warranting IOB attention. 

Daniel J/Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel 

Attachment a/s 

M I 
L D o g a n , f r . 

Acting A T S D f l O ) 

2 SEP 05 

iod 

>nthis 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS A i E 

PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS 
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(b)(1) 

Department of Défense Intelligence Oversi^ 

January-March 2005 

• ^jrf^öfsignificant Intelligence Oversight issues warrantinj ; 
attention for this period: 

)) Intelligence Oversight Eolations during this period, 
tne incident reported above, this office continues to monitor an 
investigation into a report, by the Special Operations Command] 
inability to account for assigned funds (see July-September 200 
Oversight Report); Hie office is also monitoring several other 
investigations including: 

Derived From: Multiple Sources 
Declassify On: Sources Marked OADR 

SECDEF/IOB 

hi addition to 
^jmy 

concerning the 
] ntelligence 
going oi-

a EF 1248 



Ank' 

~ (U) Alleged Abuse of Detainees in Afghanistan (DAIG 05-
January-March 2005 Quarterly Report, the Department of the 
General (DAIG) reported on an on-going US. Criminal Investi|i 
Command investigation into allegations that an individual who 
possibly being a contractor working for the U.S. Army and a mi 
intelligence captain assigned to the 10th Mountain Division, wer 3 
beating a prisoner at Shkin, Afghanistan. The incident is allege^ 
place on 13 March 2004. 

(U) Unauthorized Destruction of Nondisclosure Agreemen 

b 
ua 
id 

015): The DAIG reported allegations that the Commander, 902' 
Intelligence Group, exceed his authority by openly destroying n< 
agreements (NDA) and then declaring that individuals covered 
could brief a video teleconference on a FBI investigation (the si 
NDAs). The allegations stated that then Commander of the 9021 

coordinate his actions with either the FBI or the Army Central do: 
prior to his destruction of the NDAs. It was also alleged that the 
resulted in the disclosure of the FBI investigation to "a large 
personnel" who did not have a need to know. The allegations 

referred to the INSCOM Inspector General for investigation. 

_ 

>nun 

3): In its 
y Inspector 

^tion Division 
identified as 
Eary 
observed 
:o have taken 

hi vi 

(DAIG 05-
Military 

^disclosure 
the NDAs 
¡ectofthe 
did not 
ltrol Office 

Iriefing 
•erof 
been 

J j ^ f ! W 
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.MÎT" 

an & CproO) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assist 

ISAVs): The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the IGs of DoD comb-

conducted approximately 140. Intelligence Oversight inspection 

assistance visits (S AVs) of intelligence units located worldwide. 

of Intelligence Oversight guidance were identified during the 

SAVs, although administrative issues were identified and corret 
mîi>eci 

tìd. 

(U) NSA Activities: 

Joint Inspection of the Kunia Regional Security O y 
Center (KRSOC1: A joint NSA/IG.I(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 ¡one 

H L< 

inspection of the KRSOC, Kunia, Hawaii. The inspection team 
KRSOC10 program manager lacked the authority to centrally i 
Center's 10 program. In addition the team found that IO tçrinink 
contained inaccuracies, and the training accounting process was 
Corrective action was recommended by the team and will be m 
NSA/IG. 

e Visits 

lènents 

or staff 

No violations 

tions and 

ìratiòns 

üctedan 
found that the 
itnage the 
materials 

fragmented 
toredby ;cnu 

(b)(1 )(b)(3)-50 USC 403, 18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 
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(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 
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INTSLUOCHCE 
OVEHSUHT 

ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
7200 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

NOV 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Building, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report fix the p 
April-June 2005 is attached. We continue to monitor ä number of <[i 
Intelligence Oversight investigations and incidents that have been 

aiod 
q-going 

rtcd 
to us. 

rîjoi 

Daniel J. Dell'Orto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel 

Attachment a/s 

Acting ATSD(IO) 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS AFJP 
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS 
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ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY O F D E F E N S E 
7 2 0 0 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7200 

INTCluoencc OVERSIGHT 

21 

Chairman, Intelligence Oversight Board 
New Executive Office Buiiding, Room 5020 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Report for thetalsriod 
October-December 2004 is attached. There were no significant Ii t< Aligence 
Oversight issues warranting IOB attention for this period and no significant 
Intelligence Oversight violations. 

Daniel l/DelTOrto 
Principal Deputy General Counsel 

Attachment a/s 

Acting ATSDÇtO) 

THIS PAGE IS UNCLASSIFIED UPON REMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS 
PHYSICAL REMOVAL OF. CODEWORDS AND CAVEATS 
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Department of Defense Intelligence Oversight Repojrt 
October-December 2004 

* ^ f ^ S i g n i f i c a n t Intelligence Oversight issues warranting $ECDEF/IOB 
attention for this period: None. 

)t 

(SflM^TORN) Alleged Abuse of Detainees in Afghanistan 

05^TblA/IG provided a memorandum of notification to the A 
DIA investigation into allegations against a civilian assigned to 

(b)(i),(b)(3):iousc§424 " j ^ i n d i v i d u a { i s alleged to have abusfet 

on~l&ffcE21,2005, while attached for duty with 
(b)(1),(b)(3):10 
i i<ar raí/ 

C^^TU) Intelligence Oversight violations during this perioc 
intelligence Oversight violations reported during this periodth 
SECDEF/IOB attention. This office continues to monitor an A rap; 
investigation into a report, by the Special Operations Commarn 
inability to account for assigned funds (see July-September 20( 4 
Oversight Report). In addition, this office is also monitoring s< 
investigations including: 

' [here were no 
warrant 

y 
concerning the 
Intelligence 
¡ral on-going Vil 

C5 

m 
the 

(b)(1), (b)(3):10 USC » • lie M'*M 

The alleged abuse consisted of immersing one di 
neck in cold water, and burning the other detainee with wood, 
investigation is on-going. 

;<San 

(b)(1) 

Derived From: Multiple Sources 
Declassify On: Sources Marked Ó ADR 

¡-2566-MA-
pqo) on a 

(b)(1),(b) 
revin i sa 

two detainees 

tee up to his 



lbs 

eats 
i s 

- (U) Improper Collection and Investigation Activities (DAD 

INSCOM reported that two CI Special Agents (SA) assigned t< 

Military Intelligence Brigade (MEBDE), Fort Sam Houston, T< 

to have conducted improper collection and investigative activit i< 

allegations center on thé activities of the S As after they witnes! e 

incident. Instead of reporting the activity to their regional offi< e 

requested investigative assistance from the Provost Marshall to 

license plate check on the vehicle involved in the incident and, 

determining it was a rental car, to obtain identifying informatio|n 

from the rental company. The Commander, 470th MIBDE has 

investigation into the actions of the SAs since personnel assign)» 

not have CI investigative jurisdiction in the U.S. 

05-011) : 
470th 

>, are alleged 

. The 

a suspicious 

the SAs 

cjonduct a 

:er 

on the driver 

tiated an 

to the 470th do 

. (b)(1) 

• Ggpdu) Intelligence Oversight Inspections and Staff Assists 
TSAVS): The Office of the ATSD(IO) and the IGs of DoD com ^ 
conducted approximately 121 Intelligence Oversight inspection s 
assistance visits (SAVs) of intelligence units located worldwide 
of Intelligence Oversight guidance were identified during the in s; 
SAVs, although administrative issues were identified and correal 

• fi^du) International Intelligence Review Agencies' Confer^ 

^hantilly Virginia, October 3-4,2004: Intelligence Oversight 

the United States, United Kingdom, Canada, Australia, New Zeti 

Africa initiated the International Intelligence Review Agencies' 

(IIRAC) in 1997. The primary purpose of the IIRAC is to proved« 

delegates to share their experiences in establishing oversight sy; 

discussing more efficient ways of conducting oversight and accj>i 

meeting new challenges. Hie theme of this year's IIRAC was B 

National Security and Constitutional Principles in a Democrat. 

the core countries, officials from the Intelligence Oversight bod 

Slovakia and Nigeria attended The conference was sponsored 

ATSD(IO) and the Inspectors General of the Central Intelligenc 

Department of Defense, National Security Agency, Defense Inte 

Agency, National Reconnaissance Office, and the National Geo 

ce Visits 
nents 
jr staff 
No violations 

i} sections and 
it sd. 

ice (IERAC), 

o: Ecials from 

ind, and South 

C onference 

s a forum for 

it£ ms, 

i ntability, and 

mcing 

In addition to 

i of Poland, 

the 

Agency, 
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¡pktial-
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Intelligence Agency. Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia an i 
Dempsey, Executive Director of the President's Foreign Intellig-
Board, among others, addressed this year's conference. 

(U)NSA Activities: 

(BX3)-P.L 86-36 
ector General Activities; All NSA/IG inquiry into SA; 

pas 

(b)(3)-

resulted in direct ac a >n to correct 

Ms. Joan 
nee Advisory 

3.L. 86-36 

identified shortComings|(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36" 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 

(b)(3)-P.L. 86-36 
clearly defined roles and responsible ii ¡s for 

(b)(3)-P.L86^36 ~ (NSA/IG 

will contmue to traete progress on a tourth recommendation: suppi iì ìental tailored 
. initial and refresher training for all personnel involved in the colle< :t|on process. 

(b)(1)(b)(3)-50 USC 403,18 USC 798, P.L. 86-36 
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