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The United States uses the Constitutienal gtandards of
conduct descoribed shove to implement Articls 16 of ths C&T
within its durisdiction, 'The-ﬂﬁminisizatiam‘a'stateﬁ poligy
is “to treat all detainees and conduct ail interrogsticons,
Yhevever thev may occur, in a manner consistent with [thel
comuilment” wade by the United States under Erticle 1&.
{Emphiasis addsd)

The President’s 7 Pebrusry 2092 memorsndum to the Vice
President, the secretary of Defénse, the DCT angd others,
addressing the Armed Foroes support for the Geneva
Conventions, which states in partinent part:  “0f course,
CUE values gz a Natlon. . «wall for us to treat detainess
humanaly, incloding those who are net legally entitied to
such treatment . . . .  Bs a matter of policy, the Armed
Forcves shall cofitinue to treat detainees humansly and, Lo
the extent appropriste and consistent with military

necessity, in a manner censistent with the principles of
Benava.” :

The Durbin smendment £o the FY 2005 Hational Defense i
Authorization Rot, which recently passed the Senate, but is
not, 2% of now, law, States that “ne parson in the sustody
ox under the physical vontrel of the HUnited States shall be
subdject te torture or oruel, Inhoman, or deyrading treatment
o punishment chat ig prohibited by tha Constitution, laws,
or tyeaties of the V8.7 (Emphasis added)

.§h§=3uprema-Cﬁ&tt’s decisfon in Rasul v. Bush, 54% 1.8,
{20041, which ralses possible concerns gbhout future US
Judicial review of the Program, and thess igsuas.




