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        On April 16, 2009 memos written by officials of the Bush Administration authorizing certain forms of interrogation techniques were made public by order of President Obama.
 
       In the debate that ensued, certain politicians and religious leaders called for an investigation that would surface the names and intentions of those who wrote and authorized these memos as well as the extent of the torture.  The President appears not to favor this approach, saying we must as a nation go beyond what was done under the pressures of the attacks on 9-11. Others, and I side with them, believe that such an investigation should be conducted so that human beings will never be tortured by order of our elected or military officials.
 
       The use of torture against prisoners in light of 9-11 and our war against terror surfaced several years ago when such abuse of prisoners in Iraq, Guantánamo and Afghanistan came to light. Much of this is documented by former President Jimmy Carter in his book, Our Endangered Values, published in September, 2006.  He writes, “Military officials reported that at least 108 prisoners have died in American custody in Iraq, Afghanistan and other secret locations just since 2002 with homicide acknowledged as the cause of death in at least 28 cases.”
 
       A problem in this debate surfaces in statements of those who say that these techniques had to be used in order to protect our country.  But does the end justify the means?
        
        Reacting to this our Catholic Bishops¹ Conference wrote several years ago: “No exceptional circumstances whatsoever, whether a state of war or a threat of war, internal political instability or any other public emergency, may be invoked as a justification of torture /and an order from a superior officer or a public authority may not be invoked as  justification of torture.”
 
       Well before this our nation was a signatory to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights of December, 1948, crafted by the recently created United Nations Organization. Article 5 states, “No one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.”
        Moreover this heinous practice impacts negatively on those who engage in it and often comes back to afflict them psychologically. If this is so for the perpetrators, one can only imagine the long term effects that torture has on its victims.

        Practically speaking, torturing prisoners in our custody gives other nations the green light to do the same to our personnel.

        Interestingly during his town hall meeting commemorating his first 100 days in office, President Obama, when asked about the memos, raised the following questions: could the information have been obtained by other methods and did torturing of individuals have a negative impact in our relations with other countries.
        In light of these questions, National Public Radio’s Morning Edition on April 30th did a story on people who don¹t believe in torture and who have found other ways of obtaining information.  One is Matthew Alexander, in charge of an interrogation team working on one of the most important counterterrorism operations of the war in Iraq, that is the hunt for Abu Musab al-Zarqawi who was in charge of al-Qaida there. He said, “One of my best techniques for building rapport was to bring into the interrogation booth my copy, of the Koran and to recite a verse out if it or ask questions about Islam.”
        Also interviewed was Philip Zelikow, a senior counselor to former Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice who agreed.  He said, “Against very dedicated, very dangerous Islamist terrorists in Iraq, we did not need to adopt the extreme interrogation methods” of the CIA.

        Finally, why did the CIA choose torture over these other methods? I believe that they were moved by the unfortunate ethos so pervasive in our culture that one has to be tough.  This was evident the decision to invade Iraq against the advice of informed individuals who said that such an action would cause more harm than good. Diplomacy and patience, however, produce better results as opposed to violence that only begets more violence. Amen
