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IN A GENERAL COURT-MARTIAL 
SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, U.S. ARMY TRIAL JUDICIARY 

FORT BRAGG, NORTH CAROLINA 
 
 
UNITED STATES         )   
                                       ) 
         v.                            )            
                                    )       
SGT Robert B. Bergdahl     ) 
HHC, Special Troops Battalion    )  )   )       
U.S. Army Forces Command     )          )  
Fort Bragg, North Carolina 28310  ) 
 
 

RELIEF SOUGHT 
 

 The defense moves to suppress statements SGT Bergdahl is alleged to 
have made while held captive in Afghanistan and Pakistan by the Haqqani 
Network between 2009 and 2014.  

 
 Oral argument is requested. 

 
BURDEN OF PERSUASION AND BURDEN OF PROOF 

 
  The prosecution has the burden of establishing the admissibility of 
evidence when the defense has made an appropriate motion or objection under 
MRE 304. MRE 304(f)(6). 
 
  Standard of proof. The military judge must find by a preponderance of the 
evidence that a statement by the accused was made voluntarily before it may be 
received into evidence. MRE 304(f)(7).  
 

FACTS 
 
A. The Accused 

 
 SGT Bergdahl was kidnapped in Afghanistan and held captive by the 

Haqqani Network there and in Pakistan from 30 June 2009 to 31 May 2014. His 
kidnapping and detention are being handled as crimes by the FBI.  

 
 An attached unclassified eight-page U.S. government report dated 23 

October 2014 describes SGT Bergdahl’s conditions of captivity. Some pertinent 
facts from that report: 

 

 
Defense Motion to   
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1. Summary: “The US Army Soldier survived captivity by dangerous 
elements of the Haqqani Taliban Network in a remote and hostile region. 
His captors used torture, threats of death, inhumane living conditions, 
prolonged solitary confinement, and forced compliance throughout the four 
years and eleven months of captivity. The US Army Soldier was able to 
keep faith with the USG and survive, resist, and return to US control to tell 
his story.” (p. 8).  

 
2. He was transported while blindfolded from location to location by captors 

who always carried at least a handgun or AK-47. Captors also hid him in 
blankets or women’s clothing to conceal him, and attempted to disorient 
him by driving in circles. (p. 3). 
 

3. He spent most of his time in various types of personal restraints: shackles 
secured with padlocks and handcuffs, wrists tied behind his back, feet tied 
with rope. (p. 3). 
 

4. After an early and unsuccessful escape attempt, he spent three months 
with his hands and feet tied spread-eagle-style to a bed. The severely 
restricted movement caused his muscles to atrophy, which his captors did 
to prevent him from making future attempts to escape. (p. 4). 
 

5. Received physical beatings of his feet, legs, and torso. Had his feet 
beaten with copper wire and burnt with blown-out hot matches. (p. 4). 
 

6. He continued to make several more escape attempts. These were 
followed by severe retaliation and harsh treatment by his captors. In one 
successful escape, SGT Bergdahl moved only at night in order to avoid 
being detected and ate only grass. He injured his elbow, hip, and leg when 
he fell off an embankment. He was re-captured after nearly nine days of 
evasion. (p. 7). 
 

7. His captors made multiple attempts to convert him to Islam and forced him 
to watch Haqqani propaganda and execution videos. (p. 6). 
 

8. The filming of propaganda videos included threats and scripted 
presentations in the presence of armed captors. (p. 5-6). He felt under 
constant threat of execution. (p. 4). 
 

9. He was compelled to write letters that his captors insisted focus on certain 
topics. He often included hidden messages about his location but was not 
permitted to write about his poor treatment by his captors. (p. 6). 
 

10. He was severely malnourished. Asking for food, water, or comfort items 
resulted in physical punishment or denial of food, water, or latrine breaks. 
Captors spit in his food or intentionally dropped it on the ground. Women 
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and children regularly slapped, tripped, or hit him while escorting him to 
the latrine. At some locations, including his final cage, he was rarely 
escorted to latrines and had to relieve himself in place. At those times he 
attempted to clean his hands using dirt and urine, but often suffered 
chronic diarrhea as a result. (p. 4-5). 
 

11. He was confined in a heavy metal padlocked cage that measured 7.5 by 6 
by 6.5 feet for the final three years and eight months before his release.  
(p. 4, 5). About six weeks before his release his captors provided him a 
treadmill to exercise (p. 5). Just before release his captors had him 
shower, shave his head, and provided him new clothes (p. 7).  

 
B. The Prosecution’s Section III Disclosure 

 
 On 21 December 2015, prior to arraignment, trial counsel provided to the 

defense a “Section III Disclosures” memorandum with a list of statements of the 
accused under MRE 304(d) “that the prosecution intends to offer against the 
accused.” The list included several statements SGT Bergdahl is said to have 
made while in captivity: 

 
 
d. All statements made by the Accused in proof of life and propaganda videos 
depicting SGT Bergdahl, all of which were previously made available for Defense 
review (in either video or transcript format) at the Joint Personnel Recovery 
Agency. Some of these videos do not include a confirmed date. The videos are 
dated below by the day the video was received by an entity of the United States 
Government, the date released publicly by their originators, or the date depicted 
by information in the video. The videos and/or transcripts are all available for 
additional Defense review at the Joint Personnel Recovery Agency, Fort Belvoir, 
Virginia. The dates of the videos are on or about as follows: 
(1) 16 July 2009 (date video taken is on or about 1 July 2009)  
(2) 19 July 2009 (date video taken is on or about 14 July 2009)  
(3) 14 September 2009  
(4) 26 December 2009 (date video taken is on or about 24 December 2009)  
(5) 2 February 2010 (date video taken is on or about 24 January 2010)  
(6) 7 April 2010  
(7) 8 December 2010  
(8) 3 September 2011  
(9) 8 January 2014 (date video taken is on or about 14 December 2013) 
 
 
m. All statements of the Accused contained in three letters for members of his 
family and friends, received by the Joint Personnel Recovery Agency in March 
2013 (1 letter) and March 2012 (2 letters). These letters were previously 
reviewed by Defense Counsel as pages bates numbered SE447, and SE459-
460. These letters are available for additional Defense review at the U.S. Army 
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C. Defense Efforts to Learn the Facts Surrounding These Statements 
 

 No U.S. government investigation has been conducted at any of the nine 
crime scenes where SGT Bergdahl was held captive in Pakistan’s Federally 
Administered Tribal Areas (FATA). The defense has been advised that any visit 
to FATA would be dangerous and strongly opposed by a variety of federal 
agencies and country teams. The U.S. government controls the defense team’s 
country clearances for official travel to both Pakistan and Afghanistan via the 
Aircraft and Personnel Automated Clearance System (APACS).   

 
 The discovery process has thus far revealed that no one with personal 

knowledge of SGT Bergdahl’s captivity is currently in the custody of the U.S. 
government or otherwise known to be available for a defense interview.  
 
  SGT Bergdahl has personal knowledge about his former captors that 
could assist his defense team. Many of the Top Secret (TS) and Alternative 
Compensatory Control Measures (ACCM) materials in possession of defense 
counsel could be useful in this connection but SGT Bergdahl’s request for a TS 
security clearance was denied on 22 March 2016, as were multiple requests to 
permit him access to various ACCM materials. The defense requested that a 
limited number of TS documents relevant to this specific motion be declassified 
or otherwise made accessible so that SGT Bergdahl could fully consult with and 

Forces Command Headquarters, Fort Bragg, North Carolina, on 21 December 
2015. 
 
 
o. All statements made by, or attributed to, the Accused related in a statement of 
a witness, provided by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and previously viewed 
by Defense Counsel as documents bates numbered SE758-760. This statement 
is available for additional Defense review at the U.S. Army Forces Command 
Headquarters, Fort Bragg, North Carolina, on 21 December 2015.  
 
 
p. All statements made by, or attributed to, the Accused from 30 June 2009 - 31 
December 2010 as related in classified reports bates numbered S927 - S930 and 
S931 - S943, which are available for Defense review at the U.S. Army Forces 
Command Headquarters, Fort Bragg, North Carolina, on 21 December 2015.  
 
 
q. All statements made by, or attributed to, the Accused related in a 5 June 2014 
NBC News article by Mushtaq Yusufzai titled “Taliban Commanders Say They 
Found Bergdahl Cursing His Countrymen.” The article is available at: 
http://www.nbcnews.com/storyline/bowe-bergdahl-released/taliban-commanders-
say-they-found-bergdahl-cursing-his-countrymen-n123846. 
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assist his defense team in the investigation of and discovery about his captivity. 
That request too was denied. Defense counsel’s inability to discuss substantive 
evidence with the accused, and the requirement to “talk around” ACCM matters 
in open court, increase the accused’s anxiety, damage his relationship and trust 
with counsel, and impair his ability to assist his attorneys. 
 

 The defense, through its own independent efforts, has been unable to 
arrange interviews with any of SGT Bergdahl’s former captors. 
 

 Two of SGT Bergdahl’s former lead captors, Mullah Sangeen Zadran1 and 
Badruddin Haqqani,2 have already been killed by the U.S. government.   
 

EVIDENCE AND WITNESSES 
 

The aforementioned eight-page U.S. government report on SGT 
Bergdahl’s captivity is attached. 
 
  No defense witnesses are necessary for this motion.  
 

LEGAL AUTHORITY AND ARGUMENT 
 
  The statements attributed to SGT Bergdahl in captivity should be 
suppressed for four independently-sufficient reasons: 
 
A. The Statements were Coerced 
 
  Military law prohibits self-incrimination by coerced statements. Article 
31(d), UCMJ, states: “No statement obtained from any person in violation of this 
article, or through the use of coercion, unlawful influence, or unlawful inducement 
may be received in evidence against him in a trial by court-martial.”  
 
  This provision of the Code is given effect by MRE 304, which provides, 
with exceptions that do not apply here, that involuntary statements from the 
accused, as well as evidence derived from those statements, are inadmissible at 
trial.  
 

                                                 
1 Declan Walsh & Eric Schmitt, "Militant Leader Believed Dead in Pakistan Drone Strike," N.Y. 
Times, Aug. 24, 2012, available at  
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/08/25/world/asia/us-drone-strikes-kill-18-in-pakistan.html 

 
2 Declan Walsh & Ismail Khan, "U.S. Drone Strike Kills 6 in Pakistan, Fueling Anger," N.Y. Times, 
Sept. 7, 2013, available at 
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/09/07/world/asia/us-drone-strike-kills-6-in-pakistan-fueling-
anger.html 
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  MRE 304 defines “involuntary statement” as “a statement obtained in 
violation of the self-incrimination privilege or Due Process Clause of the Fifth 
Amendment of the United States Constitution, Article 31, or through the use of 
coercion, unlawful influence, or unlawful inducement.” The published Analysis of 
the Military Rules of Evidence makes clear that the rule is intended to all persons 
who force an accused to make an involuntary statement, not just persons subject 
to the Code: 
 

The language governing statements obtained through the use of 
“coercion, unlawful influence, and unlawful inducement,” found in 
Article 31(d) makes it clear that a statement obtained by any 
person, regardless of status, that is the product of such conduct is 
involuntary.3 

 
  Two Supreme Court cases offer relevant guidance on voluntariness. A 
confession obtained by brutality and violence is constitutionally invalid. Brown v. 
Mississippi, 297 U.S. 278 (1936). Only a statement that is “the product of an 
essentially free and unconstrained choice by its maker” may be used against 
him. Culombe v. Connecticut, 367 U.S. 568, 602 (1961).   
 
  Military courts have also offered guidance on voluntariness. A statement is 
voluntary when, by the totality of the circumstances, it was “a product of his own 
free will and intellect” and the maker was afforded the ability to “overcome any 
psychological pressure to respond.” United States v. Bubonics, 45 M.J. 93, 96 
(CAAF 1996). An involuntary confession is one in which “the maker’s will was 
overborne and his capacity for self-determination was critically impaired.” Id. at 
95. The use of involuntary confessions “would offend due process.” Id. Some 
conditions found to result in involuntariness include lack of sleep, confinement in 
small quarters, isolation, and deprivation of reading and writing materials and 
proper clothing; since these circumstances would cause the will to be overborne, 
statements made in those conditions are involuntary. United States v. O’Such, 37 
CMR 157, 160-163 (CMA 1967). The O’Such Court concluded that appellant’s 
statements could not have been voluntary after two days living under these 
circumstances. Id. Those deprivations pale in comparison to the years of physical 
and mental abuse and isolation suffered by SGT Bergdahl. 
 
  SGT Bergdahl was held in coercive conditions by the Haqqani Network, 
and his entire presence, including any statements made to his captors, was 
involuntary. He was imprisoned entirely against his will, alone, for 1796 days, or 
nearly five years. His conditions of captivity were characterized by torture, 
psychological torment, threats of execution, and prolonged and intentional 

                                                 
3 App. 22, Analysis of the Military Rules of Evidence, 2016 Manual for Courts-Martial at A22-12. 
This rationale was explained by a leading military justice scholar: “When physical coercion is 
involved, it is generally irrelevant that the party responsible was not a policeman or public official.” 
Frederic Lederer, The Law of Confessions - The Voluntariness Doctrine, 74 MIL. L. REV. 67, 79 
(1976). 
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disregard for his well-being. Several of the statements that the government 
proposes to use against him were made under the orders of his captors, in which 
he faced threats of dire consequences for not cooperating. Such statements 
cannot be said to be in any sense voluntary.  
 
B. Statements Adduced by Torture are Not Reliable 
 
  Expert consensus and U.S. policy reflect that torture does not produce 
reliable statements from captives. A strategic intelligence officer summarized the 
2013 findings of The Constitution Project’s Task Force on Detainee Treatment, 
an 11-member, bi-partisan group of former high-ranking officials in the judiciary, 
Congress, the diplomatic service, law enforcement, and the military: 
 

. . . [T]here is no firm or persuasive evidence, now either in the 
public or the classified records, that the widespread use of brutal 
and coercive interrogation techniques produced significant 
information of value. There is substantial evidence that much of the 
information adduced from the techniques was not useful or 
reliable.4 

 
These conclusions are mirrored by the 2014 summarized report of the Senate 
Select Committee on Intelligence (SSCI) Study of the Central Intelligence 
Agency’s Detention and Interrogation Program.5  
 

Consistent with these reports, the U.S. legal system roundly rejects 
torture. It is a crime. See 18 U.S.C. 2340A. It is condemned by the armed forces. 
See U.S. Army FM 2-22.3.6 It is an object of international denunciation. See 1948 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights; Convention Against Torture and Other 
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, 1465 UNTS 85 (1987) 
(ratified by the United States in 1994).7    
                                                 
4 David Irvine, Torture: Unreliable and Inestimably Costly, JustSecurity.org, Dec. 9, 2014, 
available at https://www.justsecurity.org/18207/torture-unreliable-inestimably-costly/. The Task 
Force’s report is available at http://detaineetaskforce.org/report/download/.  
5 This bi-partisan committee’s 500-page findings and recommendations are available at 
https://www.intelligence.senate.gov/press/committee-releases-study-cias-detention-and-
interrogation-program.  
6 Modern military law owes much to the work of Dr. Francis Lieber in the 19th century. The 
“Lieber Code” forbade the use of torture as an interrogation technique: “[m]ilitary necessity does 
not admit of cruelty—that is, the infliction of suffering for the sake of suffering . . . , nor of torture 
to extort confessions[.]” Theodore Meron, Francis Lieber’s Code and Principles of Humanity, 39 
COLUM. J. TRANSNAT’L L. 269, 274 (1997) (quoting Instructions for the Government of Armies of 
the United States in the Field, General Orders No. 100 (Apr. 4. 1863) (a document which came to 
be known as the “Lieber Code.”).  
7 Notably, United States’ reservations to the Convention Against Torture describe how the U.S. 
goes beyond the Convention’s requirements: “Current United States law contains stringent rules 
regarding the exclusion of coerced statements and the inadmissibility of illegally obtained 
evidence in criminal trials. These rules are stricter than article 15 of the Convention requires.” 
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  U.S. courts frequently mention the unreliability of statements obtained by 
torture and coercion as reasons to exclude such evidence. “The prohibitions of 
Article 31 and the Fifth Amendment against coerced confessions are based on 
the concept that involuntary statements must be excluded because of their 
inherent potential for unreliability.” United States v. Lewis, 12 M.J. 205, 208 
(C.M.A. 1982). “[T]orture, and evidence obtained thereby, have no place in the 
American system of justice.” United States v. Abu Ali, 528 F.3d 210, 232 (4th Cir. 
Va. June 6, 2008). The legendary Justice Robert H. Jackson wrote: 
   

Of course, no confession that has been obtained by any form of 
physical violence to the person is reliable and hence no conviction 
should rest upon one obtained in that manner. Such treatment not 
only breaks the will to conceal or lie, but may even break the will to 
stand by the truth. Nor is it questioned that the same result can 
sometimes be achieved by threats, promises, or inducements, 
which torture the mind but put no scar on the body.8 

 
The well-settled recognition that torture does not produce reliable 

information, combined with well-established legal prohibitions on the evidentiary 
use of torture-generated statements, each ought to be special considerations in 
analyzing whether the government is able to meet its MRE 304 burden for 
proving that SGT Bergdahl’s statements in captivity were voluntary and freely 
given.  
 
C. SGT Bergdahl’s Prolonged Periods of Solitary Confinement are 

Tantamount to Torture 
  
  Most of SGT Bergdahl’s time in the hands of the Haqqanis was 
characterized by neglect and isolation. He was confined by himself, and his 
interactions with his captors, when he had them, were usually characterized by 
torment.  
 
  In 1953, after capture by the North Koreans, Marine Col. Frank Schwable 
was recorded on videotape admitting to have participated in a U.S. germ warfare 
program against North Korean citizens. See 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Frank_Schwable. Schwable was not alone: thirty-six 
airmen ultimately said the goal was “the mass annihilation of the civilian 
population,” in meticulously detailed admissions. See Joseph Margulies, “The 
More Subtle Kind of Torment,” The Washington Post (Oct. 2, 2006). It was all a 
lie. Col. Schwable and the other downed airmen had been held in solitary 
confinement. “I want to emphasize,” Schwable said later, “that I did not undergo 
                                                                                                                                                 
United States of America, Addendum, Consideration of Reports Submitted by State Parties under 
Article 19 of the Convention, ¶ 287,  9 Feb. 2000, available at 
https://www.state.gov/documents/organization/100296.pdf 
8 Watts v. State of Indiana, 69 S.Ct. 1357, 1358 (1949) (Jackson, J., concurring) 
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physical torture. Perhaps I would have been more fortunate if I had, because 
people nowadays seem to understand that better. Mine was the more subtle kind 
of torment. That kind is a little bit harder, I am afraid, for people to understand.” 
Quoted in Joseph Margulies, Guantanamo and the Abuse of Presidential Power, 
117 (2006). A board of inquiry concluded that he should not be prosecuted, and 
Col. Schwable later was promoted to Brigadier General. 
 
  As Col. Schwable pointed out, it is difficult for those have not experienced 
solitary confinement to truly appreciate how it is one of the worst harms that can 
be inflicted on a person. The explanatory powers of two masters of literature offer 
some assistance. After visiting an American penitentiary in 1842, Dickens wrote: 
 

I am persuaded that those who devised this system . . . do not 
know what it is that they are doing. I believe that very few men are 
capable of estimating the immense amount of torture and agony [of] 
this dreadful punishment . . . which none but the sufferers 
themselves can fathom, and which no man has a right to inflict 
upon his fellow creature. I hold this slow and daily tampering with 
the mysteries of the brain to be immeasurably worse than any 
torture of the body: and because its ghastly signs and tokens are 
not so palpable . . . therefore I the more denounce it, as a secret 
punishment which slumbering humanity is not roused up to stay. I 
hesitated once, debating with myself, whether . . . I would allow it to 
be tried in certain cases, where the terms of imprisonment were 
short; but now, I solemnly declare, that with no rewards or honors 
could I walk a happy man beneath the open sky by day, or lie me 
down upon my bed at night, with the consciousness that one 
human creature, for any length of time, no matter what, lay 
suffering this unknown punishment in his silent cell, and I the 
cause, or I consenting to it in the least degree.9 

 
  Dostoyevsky made similar observations about his own experience in 
solitary confinement in Siberia from 1850 to 1854: 
 

I am firmly convinced that the belauded system of solitary 
confinement attains only false, deceptive, external results. It drains 
the man’s vital sap, enervates his soul, cows and enfeebles it, and 
then holds up the morally withered mummy, half imbecile, as a 
model of penitence and reformation.10 

 
  Science proves Dickens and Dostoyevsky correct. “[T]here is not a single 
published study of solitary or supermax-like confinement . . . lasting for longer 
than 10 days . . . that failed to result in negative psychological effects,” including 
                                                 
9 Charles Dickens, American Notes 678 (1842). 
10 Fyodor Dostoyevsky, The House of the Dead 13 (Constance Garnett trans., 1915). 

D APP 80 - #9



D APP 80 - #10



D APP 80 - #11



UNCLASSIFIED/ / FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

(U) US ARMY SOLDIER HOSTAGE DETENTION 

IN AFGHANISTAN AND PAKISTAN 

30 June 2009 - 31May2014 

(U) SURVIVAL, EVASION, RESISTANCE, AND ESCAPE 
(SERE) DEBRIEFING ANALYSIS PRODUCT 

(U) EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

23 OCTOBER 2014 

Joint Personnel Recovery Agency 

10244 Bur beck Road 

Ft Belvoir, VA 22060-5805 

https: / / public.jpra.smil.mil 

UNCLASSIFIED/ / FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

Encl 1 to D APP 80 - #12

helen.thorpe
Line

helen.thorpe
Line



UNCLASSIFIED/ /FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

(U) Subject: US Army Soldier - Hostage Detention (HD) in Afghanistan and 
Pakistan - Executive Summary 

1. (U/ /FOUO) PURPOSE. This SERE Debriefing Analysis Product - Executive 
Summary describes the 1 796-day hostage detention experience and subsequent 
release of a US Army soldier (hereafter referred to as the Soldier). 

1.1. (U / /FOUO) This summary contains information obtained from 
reintegration debriefings, intelligence reports, JPRA SERE Special Analysis 
Products and open source reporting. Quotations in bold are derived from 
SERE debriefing transcripts. Information obtained during reintegration may be 
used within the SERE and Personnel Recovery (PR) community to enhance 
education and training programs. Disclosure is limited to those with a need
to-know and is not releasable to the public. 

2. (U/ /FOUO) BACKGROUND. The Soldier arrived in Afghanistan in March 
2009. His duty assignment was a forward operating base (FOB) in Paktika 
Province, Afghanistan. The 23-year-old was a member of the 1st Battalion, 
501 st Parachute Infantry Regiment, 4th Brigade Combat Team, 25th Infantry 
Division, US Army, out of Fort Richardson, Alaska. The events and 
circumstances surrounding the Soldier's capture in Afghanistan are not 
covered in this summary. On 30 June 2009, at 0720Z the Joint Personnel 
Recovery Center (JPRC) Director declared a PR event (PR-09-008) for the 
Soldier at the request of CJTF-82, Regional Command-East. Sometime in early 
to mid-July, captors transferred control of the Soldier to the Haqqani Taliban 
Network (HTN). 

2.1. (U / /FOUO) The captors moved the Soldier to nine different hostage 
holding locations (HHLs) and forced him to participate in numerous 
propaganda video recording sessions. He escaped captivity twice but was 
recaptured before reaching friendly forces. Haqqani Taliban Network (HTN) 
representatives handed the Soldier over to US military forces on 31 May 2014. 

3. (U / /FOUO) CAPTORS. The HTN is an al-Qaeda allied subgroup of militants 
operating from North W aziristan Agency in the Federally Administered Tribal 
Areas of Pakistan. The Soldier's principal captor was Mullah Sangin Zadran 
(hereafter referred to as Sangin, alternate spelling Sangeen), a commander of 
the HTN. US military officials considered Sangin one of the most dangerous 
operational commanders in eastern Afghanistan. The Soldier described Sangin 
as a self-righteous, religious, military commander who refrained from showing 
emotion or exaggerated movements. Sangin required a translator when 
communicating with the Soldier. Sangin would come and go at multiple HHLs, 
staying only for brief periods. The other captors clearly revered Sangin, as they 
would try to impress him whenever he was present. Sangin was the HTN 
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commander until he was killed in early September 2013, at which time the 
HTN appointed Bilal Zadran, to succeed him. 

3.1. (U/ /FOUO) The Soldier described an organized rank structure among his 
captors: Sangin, followed by Bilal, Qayum (Bilal's uncle), and Omar, all of 
whom the Soldier described as "Sangin's right-hand guys." Many of the lower 
ranking captors were relatives of the senior captors. The Soldier nicknamed 
some of them based on physical traits ("Bald Guy," "Tall Guy," "Young Guy," 
etc.). This group appeared to be "on the same level and there was no one 
higher, no one lower; there was a separation of those guys (senior captors) 
and then everybody else." Some of the younger captors spoke English and a 
few carried AK-47s. Education levels amongst the captors ranged from 
uneducated to well-educated. 

3.2. (U / /FOUO) Islamic Practices. The Soldier observed his captors 
practicing their Islamic faith with relative consistency throughout his captivity. 
They would pray five times a day: before sunrise, at noon, mid-afternoon, at 
sunset, and evening. The captors believed doing good works is how their souls 
are saved. According to the Soldier, his captors believed " ... dying in combat 
and not being afraid of death is the most glorious thing that you can do." 

4. (U/ /FOUO) HOSTAGE HOLDING LOCATIONS (HHLs). The captors held 
the Soldier at nine main HHLs in Pakistan. The length of stay at each HHL 
varied from days to years. The types of facilities included captors' homes, a 
mountain fortress, an urban compound, and a "Taliban prison." The types of 
buildings ranged from single-story to four-stories, with construction materials 
ranging from mud to cement. At HHL 8 and 9, the captors assembled a heavy 
metal cage 7.5 feet (ft.) by 6 ft. by 6.5 ft. and placed it inside a room. The 
Soldier was confined to and lived in this cage for approximately three years and 
eight months until his release. 

5. (U) CAPTIVITY CONDITIONS. 

5.1. (U/ /FOUO) Movement. The captors used cars, trucks, and SUVs to 
transport the Soldier from location to location. Sometimes they used a 
combination of vehicles and walking. The captors always carried at least one 
radio in the vehicle to coordinate routes. All movement included at least one 
captor with a handgun or AK-47. In addition to blindfolding the Soldier, the 
captors would either hide him under blankets, or disguise him as a woman 
with a dress and burqa during movements. The captors routinely attempted to 
disorient him by driving in circles. 

5.2. (U / /FOUO) Personal Restraints. The Soldier spent a majority of his 
captivity in various types of personal restraints. At times, the captors wrapped 
his wrists in chain behind his back and tied his feet with rope. Other times, 
they used shackles secured with padlocks and handcuffs. The Soldier spent 
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over three years of his captivity confined inside a cage secured with padlocks 
and bolts. The Soldier was relentless in his pursuit to defeat personal 
restraints and was successful with the various types. 

5.3. (U I /FOUO) Security. The captors relied heavily on personal restraints, 
locked doors, and the cage to secure the Soldier. They increased security 
measures after his first escape by restraining his hands and feet to a bed, in a 
spread-eagle fashion, for three months. This caused his muscles to atrophy, a 
control measure the Soldier believed the captors purposefully used to limit any 
future escape. Typically, there was at least one captor armed with an AK-47 
guarding the Soldier outside his room. Guard shifts were two hours long. 
However, the Soldier noticed the security at HHL 6 became more relaxed at 
night. All the captors slept rather than posting a guard outside his room. 

5.4. (U I /FOUO) Captive Treatment. The Soldier reported varying captor 
behavior; however, he felt under constant threat of execution. Overall 
treatment was negligent and abusive, including physical beatings to his feet, 
legs and torso. He spent the majority of his captivity in isolation. Asking his 
captors for items to improve his health and welfare resulted in physical 
punishment or less food, water, and latrine breaks. Taliban women and 
children slapped, tripped, or hit the Soldier while escorting him to the latrine 
on a regular basis. Some children urinated in cups and threw it at him. They 
also spit in his food or intentionally dropped it on the ground. 

5.5. (U I /FOUO) Torture. The Soldier experienced the most significant torture 
after recapture from his first, 10-minute, escape. Several captors took turns 
beating him with a rubber hose for the remainder of the day. The same 
evening, an English-speaking captor interrogated him while keeping him 
blindfolded. Whenever the Soldier did not have an answer, the captor beat him 
with a rubber hose. To inflict fear, the captor would twirl the hose to make a 
whistling noise before striking the Soldier. The captors chained the Soldier 
spread-eagle to a bed for three months. The captors beat his feet with copper 
wire and burnt them with blown-out, hot matches. They kept him there until 
he was barely able to stand. They only let him up from the bed twice a day to 
eat and use the latrine, and occasionally to record propaganda videos. 

6. (U) HEALTH AND WELFARE. 

6.1. (U I /FOUO) Sustenance. The captors provided the Soldier food and water 
inconsistently. The food was often scraps and leftovers from the captors' 
meals. Women and children often delivered the food to the Soldier. Although 
there were times when the captors fed him three times a day, more often it was 
two or less. Most of the food consisted of rice, pasta, or bread. At times, they 
provided things like tea, sour yogurt, bananas, com, meat, and potatoes. 
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6.2. (U/ /FOUO) Medical Issues. The Soldier experienced numerous medical 
issues over the nearly five years of captivity. Although there were rare times 
when the captors attempted to treat the Soldier's ailments, for the most part 
they were ignorant and negligent of his condition. The most relentless issue 
was diarrhea causing extreme dehydration to the point where the captors 
finally took him to a doctor who provided intravenous medication. The Soldier 
did not trust the captors to insert the needle, so he did it himself. The other 
significant medical issue he experienced was what he believed to be Methicillin
Resistant Staphylococcus Aureus (MRSA) infections on his head, leg, and 
wrists. He lanced the pustules with a nail and cut the infected skin off with a 
straight razor he found. 

6.3. (U / /FOUO) Comfort Items. The captors provided the Soldier with a 
blanket and clothing similar to pajamas, called jamays. The captors also gave 
the Soldier an Army PT jacket. At HHL 9, he had access to a "Sony" radio. 
The British Broadcasting Company (BBC) was the only English language radio 
station he was able to receive. 

6.4. (U / /FOUO) Hvgiene. The Soldier experienced a variety of personal 
hygiene related implications. The most frequent bathing occurred at HHL 2 
where he was allowed to bathe and don clean clothes for numerous video 
recording sessions. Conversely, he went three to four months without bathing 
at HHL 5. Generally, the captors escorted the Soldier to a latrine twice a day. 
At some locations, he was forced to relieve himself in his room. Many times, 
uncontrollable diarrhea caused him to soil himself. At HHL 8, the captors 
installed a latrine inside the Soldier's cage. He cleaned his hands by rubbing 
them with dirt and rinsing with urine. 

6.5. (U / /FOUO) Exercise. When the captors restrained the Soldier to a bed 
for three months, it caused his muscles to atrophy. He understood exercise 
was critical to staying healthy, so he began to exercise once he was in a room 
where he could walk around. About six weeks prior to his release, the captors 
provided the Soldier with a treadmill to exercise. 

6.6. (U / /FOUO) Coping. The soldier relied on religion to get him through the 
rough times. He described using his faith, "One of the things I used to tell 
myself was you can't go insane if you're talking to God ... " He also used 
logic, he said, "The logic was when things got bad, what could I do? 
Screaming out loud would make things worse." 

7. (U) EXPLOITATION. 

7.1. (U/ /FOUO) Videos. The captors recorded at least 18 propaganda videos 
of the Soldier. They intended some of the videos for public release, but many 
were for internal HTN propaganda. Many video recording sessions followed a 
similar pattern. A captor the Soldier called "British Guy" showed up with 
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recording equipment and directed the videos. The captors removed the 
Soldier's personal restraints so he could wash up and change clothes. The 
Soldier always felt threatened if he did not cooperate, "things [would] go very 
bad." At times, armed captors were in the room. In the beginning, the captors 
heavily scripted the videos but directed the Soldier to make it look natural. 
Later, the captors would just tell him what to say. A typical topic was how the 
HTN was winning the war against the US. In at least one of the released 
videos, the captors directed the Soldier to state the HTN's demands for the US 
to release Taliban prisoners. The captors released several proof of 
capture/ proof of life videos to the public. 

7.2. (U/ /FOUO) Indoctrination. The Soldier was constantly bombarded with 
video propaganda in an effort to indoctrinate him. The captors also gave him 
an English language Koran. Regarding the video propaganda, he stated, "They 
gave me a DVD player and a whole bunch of Taliban DVDs to watch. 
One ... was Mullah Sangin's burial or funeral. .. " This continued throughout 
his captivity. The Soldier stated, "Basically, the common theme ... to 
convince Afghan people that the Taliban were winning the war .. . 

8. (U/ /FOUO) RESISTANCE. From the beginning of captivity, the Soldier 
realized the importance of presenting himself as weak and non-threatening. He 
believed this would cause the captors to relax. He stated, " ... because I had 
succeeded in making myself look like a complete non-threat, [when the 
little boys walked] me to the latrine ... it allowed me to start manipulating 
the blindfold, which allowed me to start gaining more information about 
what was going on." 

9. (U/ /FOUO) COMMUNICATION. The captors compelled the Soldier to write 
approximately eight letters. The Soldier reported, "What they would ... [is] 
come with a list, written in ... English, but bad handwriting-and it would 
have all these things that they wanted me to talk about." The general 
theme was the US should not be in Afghanistan, how he is a victim of American 
corporations, and he is expendable to the USG. They did not allow him to write 
about the circumstances of his captivity in any of the letters. The Soldier saw 
the letters as an opportunity to get information to the outside. He attempted to 
send hidden messages in some of the letters. 

10. (U/ /FOUO) LEAVING EVIDENCE OF PRESENCE. There were several 
instances when the Soldier employed leaving evidence of presence. For 
example, he described how he was able to leave information with a small 
finishing nail he found, "I scratched my initials ... 'POW' and the date, and I 
scratched '25th Infantry.' And then on the wall in the paint ... I scratched 
the unit patch." 

11. (U/ /FOUO) BUILDING RAPPORT. The Soldier experienced some success 
building rapport during a video recording session. Off camera, the captor was 
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going on about American government cover-ups, obesity rates, business, 
religion and society. The Soldier explained his strategy, "I was just letting 
him say what he wanted ... if you listen to people, they somehow feel that 
you're an amazing person." The Soldier fulfilled the captor's need for 
validation by letting him talk, making him more receptive to influence. 
Following this rapport building, he reported the captors all relaxed a bit and 
"the guys with the AK-47s weren't in the room" during the next video
making session. 

12. (U//FOUO) SITUATIONAL AWARENESS. The Soldier consistently made 
efforts to gather information to build his situational awareness. Since he was 
blindfolded during most movements, he discerned personnel changes during 
transportation from their smell and voices. To study the routine of his captors, 
he stated, "I had to rely mostly on my hearing ... to understand their 
routines from the sound of their footsteps, the sound of the dishes or the 
sound of gas propane tanks for cooking, to set a pattern of what they were 
doing." 

13. (U//FOUO) ESCAPE. The Soldier constantly thought about escaping and 
made multiple attempts with varying degrees of success. His escape from HHL 
1 was successful, but short-lived (10 minutes). This escape resulted in severe 
mistreatment and torture. Later, he succeeded in several partial escapes from 
his room at HHL 5. However, he was either unable to make it outside the 
compound or he returned to his room due to the risk of detection. He used 
these partial escapes to gather information for future escape attempts. The 
Soldier's most successful escape was from HHL 6 when he remained free for 
nearly nine days. 

14. (U//FOUO) POST-ESCAPE EVASION. The Soldier evaded after both 
escapes. During the first post-escape evasion, the Soldier avoided a village to 
the rear of the holding facility. However, within minutes screaming children 
alerted captors to the Soldier's escape. The Soldier made his way to the roof of 
a house where a searcher discovered him minutes later. The Soldier's second 
post-escape evasion lasted nearly nine days. He moved at night, slept during 
the daylight hours, avoided populated areas, covered his face with dirt, and 
masked his outline by wearing a blanket. He dug hole-up sites to sleep during 
the day. He found multiple water sources, but grass was his only food source. 
The Soldier frequently became disoriented during evasion travel, often 
backtracking to his original starting point. He sustained injuries to his elbow, 
hip and leg when he fell off an embankment on the first night. A search party 
of 12 to 15 men discovered the Soldier after nearly nine days of evasion. 

15. (U//FOUO) RELEASE. In preparation for release, the captors had the 
Soldier shower, shave his head, and provided him with new jamays. They 
blindfolded the Soldier, covered him with a burqa, and put him in a vehicle 
with three captors. It took them an hour to reach a staging location where a 
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captor made a cellphone call upon their arrival. Here, the captors transferred 
the Soldier to a new group of captors he had never met. They used three 
different vehicles to move the Soldier from the final HHL to the release location 
where a captor used a cellphone to communicate their arrival. The captors 
released the Soldier to a US recovery team who arrived by helicopter to 
transport him to Bagram AB, Afghanistan. 

16. (U/ /FOUO) CONCLUSION. The US Army Soldier survived captivity by 
dangerous elements of the Haqqani Taliban Network in a remote and hostile 
region. His captors used torture, threats of death, inhumane living conditions, 
prolonged solitary confinement, and forced compliance throughout the four 
years and eleven months of captivity. The US Army Soldier was able to kee'p 
faith with the USG and survive, resist, and return to US control to tell his 
story. 
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