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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
HEADQUARTERS, . S. ARMY AIR DEFENSS ARTILLERY CENTER AND FORT BLISS
4733 PLEASONTON ROAD
FORT BLISS, TEXAS 79016-6816
f

12 Tune 2006

MEMORANDUM FOR. Commander, United States Aty Air Defense Artillery Center, Fort

Rliss, Texas 79916

STRIECT: R.CM. 1112 Legel Review _Upited States v. SGT. galcedo. Selena M.,

Company A, 519% Military Intelligence Battalion, Fort Bragg, North C'arolina 28310

1. Ihave reviewed the enclosed Special Conrt-Martial and find it legally sufficient pursuant to
T C.M. 1112, Manual for Courts-Martial, United States (2005 Fdition) and Article 64, Uniform
Code of Military Justice, § 864. Thave not acted in this case 2s &1 BCCUSEL, jnvestigating officer,
namber of court-martial, military judge, of counsel, nor have otherwise acted on hehalf of the

prosecution or defense.

7 1conclude that:

o The accused is a person subject i0 the Uniform Code of Military Justice, therefore the
Spectal Court-Martial had personal juzisdiction OVEL the accused in accordance with R.C.M. 202,

Manual for Courts-Martial, TTnited States (2005 Edition).

b, The offenses of dere]iotioﬁ of performance of duties, cruslty and maltreatment, making
false oificial statements, and assanit, are all violations of the UCMI, Articles 92, 03,107, and
128 respectively. Therefore the Special Court-Martial had gubject matter jurisdiction over the

offense in accordance with R.C.M. 203, Manual for Courts-Martial, United States (2005
Edition). .

c. The charges and the gpecifications propetly stated an offense under Articles 92, 93, 107,
and 128 of the UCMI. - _ .

3. The sentence of reduction 10 E-4, to forfeit $250.00 pay per month for 4 months, and
reprimand 18 within the limitations set forth jn R.C.M. 1003 (b)(4), Manual for Courts-Martial,
United States (2005 Edition) and is therefore legal.

4. There are no allegations of error made in writing by the accused, ROT hzve I identified any
errors in the case. :

5 The Defense requests clemency based on the special circtrmstances surrounding this case.

This request wWas reviewed by the Staff Judge Advocate, I concur with his opinion that clemency

 is not warranted based on fhe Addendum 10 the Staff Judge Advocate’s Recommendation. I
recommend you order the sentence executed.
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ATCZ-JAA
SUBIECT: R.CM. 1 112 Legal Review — 1.8, v, SGT Salcedo, Selena M.,
Company A, 519" Military Tatelligence Battalion, Fort Brags: Worth Carolina 28310

further legal review. The original copy of this

6. The above record of irial does pot require
a copy of this review will be

legal review will be placed in the original Record of Trial and
provided to the accused.

7. POC for this review is the undersigned at 568-2357.

FOR THE STAFF JUDGE ADVOCATE!

A
v 1, FILDERERANDT

CPT,JA
Administrative and Civil Law Division

P.E35-54
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

UNITED STATES ARMY JUDICIARY

" 'gp1 NORTH STUART STREET
ARLINGTON, VA 22203-1837

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

JALS-CCR  (27-1 0dle) 3 Qctober 2006

MEMORANDUM FOR COLONEL RANDY T. KIRKVOLD, STAFF JUDGE ADVOCATE,
U.S. ARMY AIR DEFENSE ARTILLERY CENTER AND FORT BLISS, 1733
PLEASONTON ROAD, BLDG 13, FORT BLISS, TX 79916

gUBJECT: Incorrect Distribution of Record of Trial in the Special Court-Martial case of
sergeant Selena M. Salcedo |

4 The enclosed original record of trial (consisting of two volumes) in the Special Court-
Martial case of Sergeant Selena M. Salcedo was incorrectly forwarded to this office.

2 The original record of trial in the case of Sergeant Selena M. Salcedo is to be
maintained by your office and retired in accordance with Army Regulation 27-10. This
office receives copies of all records of trial which must be reviewed by the U.S. Army
Court of Criminal Appeals as well as the original copy of alt GCM records of trial,
regardiess of the trial outcome.

2 If there are any guestions concerning this, please contact the undersigned at
commercial (703) 588-7927 or DSN at 425-7927.

CR Al Bt
Encl andall M. Bruns

as Deputy Clerk of Court

F. 8454
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CHRONOLOGY SHEET
In the case of LS V8. SGT SALCEDO
{Rank and Name of Acrused)
Daie of alleged commission of earliest offense tried: 15 OCTOBER, 2002
(Enter Datt)
Date record forwarded to The Judge Advocate General: , 20
‘ {Entet Dhte)
CHRISTOPHER I CARRIER, MA1, JA, Bagram Procecution Teat
e —
‘ {Signature and Tank of Staff Judge Advocais OF Legal Officer)
Ta u cast forwarded to the Judge Advocate Action Date Cumulative

Ciencral, the staff judee advocate or legal afficer ’ ‘ Elapse a
je Tesponsible far completion of the Chronology \
Spest. Tria} cowmnsel should repoert any autborized -— 2005 Days® |
deductions and reasons for 2y ansual delays of | 1, Accused placed under restraint by military NA 0
the case. anthotity 4
* Qr officer conducting rEViEW under Aricle | 2. Charges preferred (date of affidavit) 13 MAY 05 0
64(a) (MCM, 1984, ROM 1112) : o - ‘

 Article 32 investigation (date of report) NA 0
1 1p computing days betwecn [Wo dates, disregard e -
sirst day and count Jast day, The sl qumbet of | Charges received by conveniig authority 17 MAY 05 4
days in 2ach imonth will be zounted. _ Charges referred for trial 17 MAY 05 4
+ Jiem 1 is noi applicable whed aecused is pot | 6, Semtence Of acquittal 4 AUG 05 33
restrained, (See MOML 1584, RCM 304) or when
befshe is in confinement wader A SDIOCE or Tess days:
court-martial at time charges are preferred. liem 2 1 .
Ol be the zero date if iterm 1 is not applicable. Accused sick, ip hospital of AWOL ] a

‘ 0

§ May not be applicable to wial by special court- Delay at request of defense
martisl Total authorized deduction ¢ \ 0
§ Oply this jtem may be deducted _ Net elapsed days to Sentence or acquittal a3
" If no further action s required, items 1 through 8. Record received by conveding authority D NQV 03 160
i will be completed and chropology signed bY Action 7 g NOV 05 160

such  copvening autgerity  of  his/her
representative, 0. Record received by officer conducting review

. o ) : under Article 64(a)
When further acton 18 required umder Article . :
64 gr serviee difectives. [ Action

REMARKS 26 S5EP 05 1% OCT 05 1105 POST TRIAL DELAY

DD Form 491, OCT 84

Inside of Front Cover
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COURT

3, NAME (Last, First, Middie Imitial)-
aiALCEDO, SELENA M.

5 not applicable

TC - Trial Counsel.

completed in all cases in which 2
of guilty is returned.

SPCMCA - Special Court-Martial
Copvent Anthority who is 0ot

empowered

martial, This cotumn will be completed

io convene a general oour-

3, SOCIAL SECURITY NO.

wthority or Judge
This column will be

Advocate.
in which the

completed in any case
record 18 forwarded by
exercising general gourt-martt
jurisdiction 10 The Judge Advocate
Genera) of the branch of service

-MARTIAL DATA SHEET

INSTRUCTIONS

to the record of trial being revl
= SPOMCA blocks for items BB and b.

When an item is
1ipe similar tm the ones which appezsrt in th
KEY TO USE

This column will b GcM_ar JA - General Court-Martial

finding| Convenin

the commander

P. @5
1. DJAL NULVJ._DLLS4

s UNIT/COMMAND NAME
fo A, 519%™ MI B,
Fort Bragg, N 28310

Faed, mark the propel nlock with & diz

0JAG - Appropriate appellate agency in the Office
of The Tudge Advocate General of the branch of
service concerned. This colummn will be disregarded
if 8 record of trial was reviewed under Article 64,
TJCMY, and in casss Where there arc no approved

Findings of guilty.

References - All references arc 10 the Uniform Code
of Military Justice (U CMY) and the Manual for Courts

in. each special court-martial case by the concerned. 1f the record is reviewed
gPCMCA. or his/ber degignated ander Article 64(a), UCMI, this Martial, United States MCM), 1984.
representative. column will be completed by the judge
afdvocate accorm lishing the review -
TC SPCMCA ‘ GCM or OIAG
SECTION A ~ PRETRIAL AND TRIAL FROCEDURE
| YES| NO YES‘ND‘YES\ND\YES]NO

6. a. Ifageneral pouri-martial:

Was the accused

represented i the Article 32

investigation by civiliap or military counsel of his/ber own selection of by

counse] qualified within the meaning of Article

27(b), UCMI?

X

b, Haot: Didthe aconsed waive his/her right to such representation?
7. Does the record shaw place, date, and hour of each Article 30(a) sess100,

the assembly and
g a areall CONVERRE,
eferred entered in the record?

b, Are cotrt metbers nammed in the convening orders,
d acconnted for as pregent

judge (if any), pounsel and the accuse

c. Was less
of court members (RCM 805))?

4. Does the rarord show that
closing during the trial, the parties
court reopened (A13-3 y?

o, 11 the military judge or a0y

ahsent, was such
on good cause a8 shown iz the record

9. Were the reporter and interpreter.
10. a. Was the

each opening and closing thereafter?
and amendipg orders of courts

{ham a guorum present at

litary judge properly certified

X

1o which charges ware

detailed military
or absent?

any meesting requiting the presence

I
after each 585100, adjournment, T8CESS, OF
tp the trial were accoutted

for when the

member present at ssembly was thereafter
absence the result of challenge, physical disability or based

of trial (RCM. 503(c)2)NANT

if any, SWOIL OF previously sworn?

RCM 502(c))?

wa| pdl

b, Was the military judge propetly detaited (RCM 503(b))?

. Was the military judge present
advised that:

11. 2 Wasthe apeused

during all opett cessions of the court?

I B L

i

(1) He/she had the right to be represented

free of charge by 2 malitary

jawyer of hisher own selection, if reasonably available, in which case detailed

counsel might be excused

(RCM 506(2)?

wi

HD FORM 494, OCT 84, Page 1

Provious edifions are obsolete,
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COURT ~MARTIAL DATA SHEET
TC SPCMCA | GCM ot 0JAG
SECTION A -~ PRETRIAL AND TRIAL PROCEDURE JA
(CONTINUED) YES| NO ‘ YES| No\ YES| NO
(2) He/she had the right to be repregented at the trial by a civilian lawyer
provided at no Expemse to the government, in which case detailed sounsel X X

would serve as associate connsel or be excused with the accused's consent?

(3) Tf he/she did not exercise any of the rights hsted ahove, he/she would be
defended by detailed counsel certified under Artiele 27(b), UCMI (RCM 502(d (in?

. (1) Was the accustd T - cented by & civilian lawyer? X |
(7) Did the accused Tequest a specific military counsel? | X
l | X

o
k)

|
X l
(3) (&) If so, was such request comptied with? X |
(b) If not, were reasons wiven why requested counsel was not \ \ 4\7 \
reasonabl available? X X X
T2 a Was the detailed Aefense counsel properly sertified (RCM 502 d)? 4 X |
T XWas at least one qualified counsel for each party present during all \ ﬁ \
oven sessions of the court (RCM 502(d) and RCM B05(c)? X X
13, a, If the special conrt-martial adjudged a BCL: | ]
(1) Was a military judge dotailed to the court (RCM 503 (b))? X | X B
(2) i not, did the convening autherty submit & statement indicating
why a military judge could not be detailed and why trial had to be held at that time | X X X
and place (Article 19, UCMI)?
o SR

(3) Was a verbatim rranscript made (Article 19, UCMN? l

14. Did any person who acted es the acclser, investigating officer, military
jndge, court member, or a member of the defense in the same case, or as
counsel for the accused at a pretral juvestigation or other proceedings X
involving the same general matter, subsequently actas a member of the
rosecution (RCM 50@(4))?
15. If any member of the defense had acted as 8 member of the prosecution in X \ X X
fhe same case, Was he/she excused (RCM 502(d)(4))?
16. a. If auy member of the Jofense had acted as the acouser, nvestigating
officer, military judge, of member of the court, Were his/her services expressly X
requested by the accused (RCM 502(d)(4))?
b, If not, was he/she excused? ‘ . X X | | X | X
17, a. If eccused was &1 enlisted person, did he/ she make a request that ‘
enlisted persons be included in membership of the court? X - X
b. If so, were at least one- 1 of the members who tried the case enlisted ‘«
persons, or did ihe convening awthority divect the trial without enlisted
persons and provide a detailed written explanation which is appended to the X | X X | X
record (RCM 503(a)(2))?
<. Did any enlisted member of the court oolone. to the same unit s the accused? ' X | X j
18, If a mihtary judge was Jetailed 1o the court, was the aceused informed of
his/her right to request trial by military jndge alone? X X \
19, Were the members of the court, military judge (if any) and the personnel
of the prosecution and defenge sworn 01 previously sworn? X X
0. a, Was any person siting a8 2 member of the court, Of military judge (if |
any), the acouser, 2 wimess for the progecution, the investigating officer, graff
judge advocate, counsel, or convening authority, or upon rehearing of new X pd
trial was he/she 2 membet of the former trial (RCM 902(b) and RCM 912(£))7
W If s0, did the accused waive such disqualification (RCM 912(f)(4) and
RCM 902(e))? | ¥ | X % |x%

DD FORM 4964, OCT 84, Page 2
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COURT~MARTIAL pATa SHEET

.

SECTION A - PRETRIAL AND TRIAL PROCEDURE
(CONTINUED)

TC

SPCMCA \

GCM ot
JA

QIAG l

YES NO]YES No] YES

No] YES| NO

L ——
31, a Was each accused ~xrended the right o challenge military judge (if
any), and any metnber of the court for cause and to exercise one peremptory

X

X

chatlenze?
b, Was action by court

upon challenges proper (RCM 902 and RCM 912)? X \

4

© Does the record show that a member excused as a result of a challenge

x

withdrew from the court? o
57 & Was the acoused propetly arraigned (RCM 904)?

b. Do the following appear in the record: The charges and specifications,
the name, Tank and anit/cornmand name of the person signing the charges,
the affidavit, and the order of reference for the trial? ‘ :

X

X

i

b

¢, Except in time of war, Wa$ the accused brought 10 trial (which includes
an Article 39(a). UCMY session) by genetal sourt-pnartiel within five days (by
special court-martial within three days) subsequent 10 gervice of charges npotl
him/her (RCM 602)7

d. If so, did the accused ohject 10 trial?

7%, a, Were any charges of specifications 2Ffected by the statute of lirmitations
M 907(b))?

b. 1f s0, was accused advised of his/her right to 2ssert the statute and was

his’her response recorded (RCM 907(b))?
4. Did the court take proper action with respect 10 motions raising defenses and

ghjections (RCM 905-907)?

55 a. Were pleas of weensed regularly entered (RCM 910(a))?

R I i L I Cs B e

| 76, Does the record shaw that all witpesses were swortl?

O I I I F I

77. Did the military judge or president advise the court conceming the
clemente of each offense, each lesser included offense reasopably raised by
the evidence, and the presumption of innocence, reasonable doubt, and -
purden of proof, pursuant to Article 51(c), UCMI (RCM 920{e))?

>

g

7%, a If trial was by military judge alone, did the railitary judge announce the
findings (RCM Q22y?

v

W, If the trial was with members, did the president anmounce the findings
(RCM 5227

c. If special findings were requested, were they made a part of the record?

ks

v s

6. Were the findings in PIOper form (A10)?

10, a. Was the evidence, if any, of previous convictions admissible and
Toperly introduced in evidence (RCM 1001(B)(3N?

b. Was the information from personnel records of the accused properly
adpmitted (RCM 1001 (b)(2))?

<. Was the defense permitted to introduce evidence in extepuation and
mitigation after the conrt apnounced findings of guilty (RCM 1001(ch)?

31, a. In a tnal with members, did the president announce the sentence
(RCM 1007)?

b, If trial was by military judge alope, did the military judge announcs the
sentence (RCM 1007)?

O P R I o e

VI EV PO T B o E i

OD FORM 494, OCT 84, Page 3
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COURT~-MARTIAL DATA SHEET

SECTION A - PRETRIAL AND TRIAL PROCEDURE

TC

SPCMCA ]

JA

GCM or QIAG

YES| NO| YES

(CONTINUED)

27, Was the sentence in proper form (Ally? _1 X
X

33, 1s the record properly -menticated (RCM 1 104)?

|

S

NO | YEsl NO | YES| NO

X |

34, a. Did il members who participated in proceedings in revigion vote on
original findings and sentence (RCM 1102(e)(1))?

b. At proceedings in revision, were a military judge (if one was present at
the tmal), the accused, and counsel for the prosecution and defense present

X | X

|
|
||
|

a

X

X | X

|
\

>

>

RCM 1102(e}(1))?
35, Was each aceused farmished a copy of the record or substinite service

L

s

made on defense counsel (RCM 1104(b 7
36. Was clemency recommended by the court of military judge?

\Xﬂx

|

SECTION B - PROCEDURE AFTER TRIAL

TC

GCM or
SPFCMCA JA

0JAG

YES| NO

YES | HQ

YES| NO| YES| NO

37. Was the courl convencd by proper authority (RCM 504(0))?

38, Did the court have jurisdiction of person and offense (RCM 202 & 2037

30. Does each specification state an offense under the code (RCM 907(h))?

F A e P

] el

40. Did the accused bave the requisite mental capacity at the time of trial and

the requisite mental responsibility at the time of the commission of each

offense (RCM 909 and RCM 916{kN?
41, Is the evidence sufficient 1o support the findings’

L

e

472, 1= the sentence within legal limits (RCM 1112(d)?

P

b

43, Is the action of the convening authority property entered in the record
and signed (RCM 1107(6))?

44. If appropriate, is a proper place of confinement designated (RCM
1107(H&EN?

25 @ Was the staff judge advocate's post-trial recommendation served on
the defense counsel for comaent (RCM 1106(£)? '

b, 1f the addendum to the recommendation contained new matiers, Was
it served on the defense connsel for comment (RCM 1105(5H(7))?

<. Did the accused submit maters for the convening authority's
consideration in a timely manfier (RCM 1105)?

d Ifyes, was the convening authority's action subsequent to the
submission of the matters?

& 1fno, did the accused waive in writing the right to submit matters and
was the action taken subsequent to the written waiver or did the time periods
provided in RCM 1105(c) expire before the convening quthority's action?

W IV PV PR O A

WA [V PR I I e

46, a Does the record indicate that the accused was adwvised of his/her
appellate rights (RCM 1010)?

b

54

b. Do the allied papers contain a staternent indicating the desires of the
accused with respect {0 appellate representation in the event his/her case is
referred to a court of military review?

o. Did the accused waive ot withdraw appellate review and is the waiver
or withdrawal in proper form and attached to the record of trial (RCM 11 10,
Al9 & 20)7

DD FORM 494, OCT 84, Page 4
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F. 16854

COURT-MARTIAL pDATA SHEET

SECTION C - COURT-MARTIAL ORDERS (CMO)

TC | SPCMCA

GCM or 0OJAG

YES [ NO| YES | NO

YES. ~NO! YES| NO

47. Does the initial CMO bear the sume date as the action of the convening

I

authority who published it?
48, Are all the orders convening the court which tried the case correctly cited

in the CMO?

40, Are the accused's name, rank, S8N, unit/ command name and brauch—c?
service correctly shown in the CMQ?

50, Are all the charges zad specifications (including amendments) upon which the
accused was arraigned correctly shown in the CMO REM 1114)7

51, Are the pleas, findings, and sentence sorrectly shown in, the CMQ

(RCM 1114)?
57, Does the CMO show the date the sentence was adjudged?

53 1s the action of the convening authority correctly shown in the CMQO?

alud | bdipd (4

54 1s the CMO properly authenticated (RCM 1 114)7 L

55. REMARKS:

DD FORM 494, OCT 84, Page 5
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COURT-MARTIAL DATA SHEET

c5  REMARKS (Continued):

56, TRIAL COUNSEL
“TYPED NAME (Last, Fust, Middie Initial) | ©. RANK | c. SIGNATURE "

d. DATE SIGNED

57. CONVENING AUTHORITY OR HIS/HER REPRESENTATIVE
s TYPED NAME (Last, First, Middle Imitial } | b. RANK (\ SIGHA —

d. DATE SIGNED

) -
CARRIER, CERISTOPHER D. MAT L6 Nov o5
58. STAFF JUDGE ADVOCATE OF GENERAL CDURT-MARTIA.L CDWENTNG AUTHORITY DR REVIEWING JUDGE ADVOQCATE

——F7PED NAME (Last, First, Middle Initial) % M ﬂx 4. DATE SIGNED
CARRIER, CHRISTOPHER D. - [§ Nov oS B
=0 LCTION IN TEE, OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ADVDCATE GENERAL

o ACTION:

b. INDIVIDUAL COMPLETING DATA SHEET
(1) TYPED NAME (Last, First Middle Initial | (2) RANK (3) SIGNATURE (4) DATE SIGNED

DD FORM 494, OCT 84, Fage 6
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CORRECTED COFY

DNA Procesging required. 10 Us.C. § 1565
-  DEPARTMENT OF THEARMY .
EEADQUARTERS, 1.8. ARMY AIR DEFENSE ARTILLERY CENTER AND FORT BLISS
1733 PLEABONTON ROAD .
FORT BLISS, TX 79916-6816

SPECIAL COURT-MARTIAL ORDER 0 November 2003
NUMBER ’ . 23 :
SGT Saleedo, Selena M., U.S. Army, Company A, 519® Mititary Intelligence

Battalion, Fort Bragg, North Carolina 28310, was arraigned at Fort Bliss, Texas, on 't?'.'l.&
following offenses at & Special court-martial convened by Commander, U.8. Army Air Defense

Artillery Center and Fort Bligs.

Charge I Article 92. Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty.

Spcci;ﬁcaﬁonE Derelict in the performance of your duties on or ghout 8 December 2002, Plee:
Ghilty, excepting the words “kicking Dilawar in or about the groi™ and “punching Dilawar in

the chest”. To the excepted words, Not Guilty., Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “kicling
Dilawar in or shout the groin” and “punching Dilawar in the chest”. To the excepted words,

Not Guilty.
Charge TT. Asticle 93. Plea: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Gullty.

Specification: Malw:eat Diilawar on or shout 8 December 2002, Plea: Not Guilty. Findng:
Not Guilty. . ‘

Chatge ITL Atticle 107. Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty.

Specification: Make false official statements with intent to deceive, on or about 8 December
2002. Plea; Not Gnilty, Finding: Not Guilty.

Charge TV. Article 128, Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty. :

Specification 1: Unlawfilly kick Dilawar op or about 8 December 2002 Plee: Guilty,
excepting the words “in or about the groin” and substitating the words “in the knees and inner

. thighs” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “In or about

the groin” end substituting the words “in the knees and inner thighs.” To the excepted words,
Not Guilty.

Specification 2: Unlawfully grab and pull the ears of Dilawat, on or about 8 December 2002,

Plea: Chuilty, excepting the words “and pull.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding:
Guilty, excepting the words *“and pull.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty.

e L L LU R ok

F.12-54
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SPCMO No. 23, DA, HQ, USAADACENFE, Ft. Bliss, TX, 79916, dated 9 November 2005
(Continued) '

K

Specification 3: Unlawfully shove Dilawar, on or about 8 December 2002. Plea: Guilty,
excepting the word “shove Dilawar” and substituting the word “pull Dilawar up.” Tothe
excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “shove Dilawar” and
substituting the word “pull Dilawar up.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty,

Specification 4: Assault an unknown PUC, on or about 15 October 2002, and on or about 15
February 2003, Plea: Not Guilty. ‘Finding: Not Guilty.

QENTENCE

Sentence was adjudged on 4 Augnst 2005: To be reduced to the grade of B4; to forfeit $250.00
pay per month for four months; and teprimand.

ACTION
The sentence is approved and will be executed.

You are reprimanded for your unlawful and reprehensible conduct. While serving asa military
intelligence interrogator at the Bagram Collection Point, you engaged in unlawful, assaultive
behavior against a person in the custody of the U.S, Armed Forces. The evidence disclosed that,
during an intertogation, you unlawiutly kicked a detainee and grabbed his ears to pull him up
from the floor. You pulled him up from the floor, to which he had sunk becanse of pain he was
experiencing in his legs. You heedlessly disregarded his comfort and safety in order to inflict
bodily hatm tpon him, using your position to bully & helpless detainee in a sadistic manner.
Your brotish conduct is appalling and shows & wanton disregard for international law, Ay
rules and procedures, and the safety of person ymder your care and control. This falls far below
the conduct that T would expect of a soldier in the United States Army. Such conduct is

inexcusable, unacceptable, and cannot be tolerated.
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SPCMD No. 23, DA, HQ, USAADACENFB, Ft. Bliss, TX, 79916, dated 9 November 2005
(Continued) ‘

- BY-COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL LENNOX:

e s

DISTRIBUTION: JEFFREY 8. FORMAN
1-Accused . ‘ CW2,JA
1-Military Judge (L.TC Sposato) Legal Administrator

'1-Trial Coumsel (CFT Ellis)
1-Defense Counsel (CPT DeRossi)
1-Chief, Critninal Law Division
1-Legal Administrator
- 1-Cdr, HHB, USAADACENEFB
1-Cdr, 519th Militery Police Battalion
. 1-Cdr, Garrison Command
1.1.8. Army Crime Lab, Fort Gillem, ATTN: CODIS Lab
4553 North 2nd Street, Bldg 213b, Forest Park, Georgia 30297-5122
1-ATZC-DHR-AGR, ATZC-DRM-F, ATZC-PM
2-Cdr, USAADACENFB, ATTN: SJA
1-Cdr, USAEREC, ATTN: PCRE-FS, Fort Benjamin
' Harmison, Indiana 4624% : o
10-Clerk of Court, ATTN; JALS-CC, 901 N. Stuart Street,
Suite 1200, Arlington, Virginia 22203
1-Cdr, 76th MP DET (CID), 11th MP BN CID
1-Director, U.S. Army Crime Records Center, 6010 6th Street,
Fort Relvoir, Virginia 22060-3506 |
1-Record Set '
1-Reference Set
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CORRECTED COFY
DNA Processing required. 10 US.C. § 1565
~— . -~ DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

' HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY AIR DEFENSE ARTILLERY CENTER AND FORT BLISS

1733 PLEASONTON ROAD
FORT BLISS, TX 79516-6816

SPECIAL CDURT-MA.RTIAL ORDER 0 November 2005

NUMBER _ 23

BT Balcedo, Selena M., , U.8. Army, Company A, 51 o Military Intelligence
Battalion, Fort Bragg, North Carolina 28310, was arraigned at Fort Bliss, Texas, on the
following offenses at.a Special court-martial convened by Commander, U.5. Army Ajr Defense

Artillery Center and Fort Bliss.

Charge . Article 92, Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty.

Sgc:ciﬁcation': Derelict in the performance of your duties on or about 8 December 2002, Plea:
Guilty, excepting the words “kicking Dilawar in or about the groin” and “punching Dilawer in

fhe chest”. To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Ghuilty, excepting the words “kicking
Dilawar in or sbout the groin®® and “punching Dilawar n the chest”. To the excepted words,

Not Guilty. E :
Charge TT. Article 93. Plea: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty.

Specification: Maltre_at Dilawar on or sbout 8 December 2002, Plea: Not Guilty. Finding:
Not Guilty. '

Charge [T Article 107. Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty.

Specification: Make false official statements with intent 1o deceive, on or about 8 December
2002, .Plea: Not.Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty. '

Charge IV. Article 128, Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty. :

Specification 1: Unlawfully kick Dilawar on or about 8 December 2002, Plea: Guilty,
excepting the words “in or sbout the groin® and substituting the words “in the kneas and inner
thighs.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “in or abowt

the groin” and substituting the words “in the knees and inner thighs.” To the excepted words,

Not Guilty. -

Spocification 2: Unlawfully grab and pull the ears of Dilawar, on or sbout 8 December 2002,
Plefa: Gruilty, excepting the words “and pull.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding:
Guilty, excepting the words “and pull.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty.

F.15-54
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SPCMO No. 23, DA, HQ, USAADACENFB, Ft. Bliss, TX, "79915, dated 9 Novemnber 2005
(Contimed)

Specification 3: Unlawfully shove Dilawat, on or about & December 2002. Flea: Guilty,
excepting the word “shove Dilawar” and substituting the word “pull Dilawar up.” To the
excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “shove Dilawar” and

substituting the word “pull Dilawar up.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty.

Specification 4: Assault an unknown PUC, on or about 15 October 2002, and on or gbout 15
Febrary 2003, Plea: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty.

SENTENCE

Sentence was adjudged on 4 Angust 2005: To be reduced to the grade of B4; 1o forfeit $250.00
pay per month for four months; and reprimand.

ACTION

The sentence is approved and will be executed.

You are reprimanded for your unlawful and reprehensible conduct. While servingas a military
intelligence interrogator at the Bagram Collection Point, you engaged in unlawful, assaultive
behavior against a person in the custody of the U.S. Armed Forces. The evidence disclosed that,
during an interrogation, you unlawfully kicked a detainee and grabbed his ears to pull him up
from the floor. You pulled him up from the floor, to which he had sunk because of pain he was
experiencing in his legs. You heedlessly disregarded his comfort and safety in order to inflict
bodily harm upon him, using your position to bully & helpless detainee in a sadistic manner.
Your brutish conduct is appalling and shows a wanton disregard for international law, Army
rules and procedures, and the safety of person under your care and control. This falls far below
the conduct that ] would expect of a soldier in the United States Army. Such conduct is
inexensable, unacceptable, and cannot be tolerated. |
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SPCMO No. 23, DA, HQ, USAADACENFB, Ft. Bliss, TX, 79916, dated 9 November 2005
(Continued} ‘

BY COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL LENNOX:

Bz 5 =

DISTRIBUTION: JEFFREY §. FORMAN
1-Accused _ CW2,JA
1-Military Judge (LTC Sposato) Lepal Administrator

1-Trial Commsel (CPT Ellis)
"1-Defense Counsel (CPT DeRossi)
1-Chief, Criminal Law Division
1-Legal Administrator
1-Cdr, HHE, USAADACENFB
1-Cdr, 515th Military Police Battalion
. 1-Cdr, Garrison Command
1-11.8. Army Crime Lab, Fort Gillem, ATTN: CODIS Lab
4553 North 2nd Street, Bldg 213b, Forest Park, Georgia 30297-5122
1-ATZC-DHR-AGR, ATZC-DEM-F, ATZC-PM
2-Cdr, USAADACENFB, ATTN: 8JA
1-Cdr, USAEREC, ATTN: PCRE-FS, Fort Benjamin
' Harrson, Indiana 46249
" 10-Clerk of Court, ATTN: JALS-CC, 901 N, Stuart Street,
Suite 1200, Arlington, Virginia 22203
1-Cdr, 76th MP DET (CID), 11th MP EN CID
1-Director, U.S. Army Crime Records Center, 6010 6th Straat,
Fort Belvoir, Virginia 22060-5506
1-Record Set
1-Reference Set
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CORRECTED COFY

DNA Processing required. 10 U.8.C. § 1565
HEADQUARTERS, U.5. ARMY AIR DEFENSE ARTILLERY CENTER AND FORT BLISS
1733 PLEASONTON ROAD :
. FORT BLISS, TX 7951 6-6816

0 November 2005

SPECIAL COURT-MARTIAL ORDER
NUMBER - .23
SGT Saleedo, Selena M., ,U.8. Ammy, Company A, 519% Military Intelligence

Bettalion, Fort Bragg, North Caroling 28310, was arraigned at Fort Bliss, Texas, on the
following o#fenses at a Sperial conrt-martial convened by Commander, U.S. Army Alr Defense

Artillery Center and Fort Bliss.
Charge I Arficle 92, Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty.

Specification: Derelict in the performance of your duties on or about 8 December 2002, Plea:
Guilty, excepting the words “kicking Dilawar in or about the groin™ an “punching Dilawar in
the chest”. To the excepted words, Not Guilty, Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “ldcking
Dilawar in or about the groin* and “punching Dilawar in the chest”. To the excepted words,

Not Guilty.

. ChargeIL Astiele 93. Plea: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty. -

Specification: Maltzeat Dilawar on or about § December 2002. Plea: Not Guilty, Finding:
Not Guilty.

Cherge [II. Article 107, Plea: Cnilty. Finding: Guilty.

Specification: Make false official statements with intent to deceive, on or about § December
2002. Plea: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty. '

Charge IV. Asticle 128. Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty. :

Specification 1: Unlawfully kick Dilawar on or about 8 December 2002, Plea: Guilty,

excepting the words “In or sbout the groin™ and substituting the words “in the knees and inner

thighs.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “in or about

1\1:]‘1:‘1&: groin” and substituting the words “in the knees and inner thighs” To the excepted words,
ot Guilty. ‘

Specifieation 2: Unlawfilly grab and pull the ears of Dilawar, on or abont 8 Decernber 2002,

Plea: Guilty, excepting the words *and pull.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding:
Guilty, excepting the words “and pull.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty.

F.158-54
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SPCMO No. 23, DA, HQ, USAADACENFB, Ft. Bliss, TX, 79916, dated O November 2003
(Continued) .

Specification 3: Unlawfully shove Dilawar, on or about & December 2002. Flea: Guilty,
excepting the word “shove Dilawar” and substituting the word “pull Dilawar up.” To the.
excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “shove Dilawar™ and
substituting the word “pull Dilawar up.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty.

Specification 4: Assault an unknown PUC, on or about 15 October 2002, and on or gbout 15
February 2003. Plea: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty.

SENTENCE

Sentence was adjudged on 4 August 2005: To be reduced to the grade of B4; to forfeit $250.00
pay per month for four months; and reprimand.

ACTION

The sentence is approved and will be executed.

You are reprimended for your unlawful and reprehensible conduct. While serving as a military
intelligence interrogator at the Bagram Collection Point, you engaged in nnlawful, assavltive
behavior against & person in the custody of the U.8. Armed Forces. The evidence disclosed that,
during an interrogation, you unlawfully kicked a detainee and grabbed his ears to pull him up
from the floor. You pulled him up from the floor, to which he had sunk because of pain he was
experiencing in his legs. You heedlessly disregarded his comfort and safety in order to inflict
bodily harm upoen him, using your position to bully & helpless detainee in a sadistic manner.
Vour brutish conduct is appalling and shows a wanton disregard for international law, Army
rules and procedures, and the safety of person under your care and control. This falls far below
the conduct that T wonld expect of a soldier in the United States Arrny. Such conduct is
inexcusable, nnacceptable, and cannot be tolerated. - '
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SPCMO No. 23, DA, HQ, USAADACENFB, Ft. Bliss, TX, 79916, dated 9 November 2005
(Continued) ' |

!

BY COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAT LENNOX:

- e s
DISTRIBUTION: JEFFREY 8. FORMAN
1-Accnsed _ CW2, JA
1-Military Judge (LTC Sposato) Legal Administrator

'1-Trial Counsel (CPT Ellis)
1-Defense Counsel (CPT DeRossi)
1-Chief, Criminal Law Division
1-1.egal Administrator
1-Cdr, HHE, USAADACENFB
1-Cdr, 519th Military Police Batialion
. 1-Cdr, Garrison Comumand
1.U.8. Army Crime Lab, Fort Gillem, ATTN: CODIS Lab
4553 North 2nd Straat, Bldg 213, Forest Park, Georgia 30297-5122
1-ATZC-DHR-AGR, ATZC-DRM-F, ATZC-PM
2-Cdr, USAADACENFB, ATTN: 3JA
1-Cdr, USAEREC, ATTN: PCRE-FS, Fort Benjamin
' Hamison, Indiana 46249
10-Clerk of Court, ATTN: JALS-CC, 201 N. Stuart Street,
Suite 1200, Arlington, Virginia 22203
1-Cdr, 76th MP DET (CID), 11th MP BN CID
1-Director, U.S. Army Crime Records Center, 6010 6th Strcat,
Fort Belvoir, Virginia 22060-3506
1-Record Set
1-Reference Set
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. HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY AR DEFENSE ARTILLERY CENTE

MAY-BE-28683 18:85 MCCLATCHYDC

CORRECTED COPY
DINA Processing required. 10 U.5.C. § 1565

. -DEPARTMENT OF THEARMY -
R AND FORT BLISS

1733 PLEASONTON ROAD
FORT BLISS, TX 79916-6816

SPECIAL COU'R_’I‘-MARTIAL ORDER 9 November 2003

NUMBER %

SGT Saleedo, Selena M., U.5. Ammy, Compary A, 519" Military Intelligence
Battglion, Fort Brage, North Carolina 28310, was arraigned at Fort Bliss, Texas, on the
following offenses at & Special court-martial convened by Commander, U.8. Aumy Air Defense

Artillery Center and Fort Bliss.
Charge I Article 92, Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty.

Specificatipn: Derelict in the performance of your duties on or about 8 December 2002. Plea:

Guilty, excepting the words “kicking Dilawar in or about the groin” and “punching Dilawar in

the chest”. To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “kicking
Dilawar in or abont the groin” and “punching Dilawar in the chest”, To the excepted words,

- Not Guilty. .

Chere I Article 93. Plen: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty.

fSpecification: Maltreat Dilawar ox or ebowrt 8 December 2002. Plea: Not Guilty, Finding:
Not Guilty. ' '

Charge ITL. Article 107, Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty.

Specification: Male false official staterments with intent to deceive, on or about § Decammber
2002, Plea: Not-Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty.

Cherge IV. Article 128, Flea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty. !

Specification 1: Unlawfully kick Dilawar on or about R December 2002. Plea: Guilty,
excepting the words “in or sbout the groin” and substituting the words “in the knees and inner
thighs.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Cuilty, excepting the words “In or about
the groin” and substituting the words “in the knees and fnner thighs,” To the excepted words,
Not Guilty.

Specification 2: Unlawfully grab and pull the ears of Dilawar, on or about 8 December 2002.
Plea: Guilty, excepting the words “and pull.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding:
Guilty, excepting the words “and pull.™ To the excepted words, Not Guilty.

F.21-54
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SPCMO No. 23, DA, HQ, USAADACENFB, Ft. Bliss, TX, 79916, dated 5 November 2003
(Contioued)

Specification 3: Unlawfully shove Dilawar, on or about 8 December 2002. Plea: Guilty,
excepting the word “shove Dilawar” and substituting the word “pull Dilawar up.” "To the
excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting the words #chove Dilawar” and

substituting the word “pull Dilewar up.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty.

Specification 4; Assault an. unknown PUC, on or about 15 October 2002, and on or about 15
February 2003. Plea: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty.

SENTENCE

Sentence was adfudged op 4 Angust 2005: To be reduced to the grade of B4; to forfeit §250.00
pay per month for four months; and reprimeand.

ACTION

The sentence is approved and will be executed.

Vou are reprimanded for your unlawful and reprehensible condnet. While serving as a military
intelligence interrogator at the Bagram Colléction Point, you engaged in unlawful, assaultive
behavior against a person in the custody of the 11.8. Armed Forces. The evidence disclosed that,
during an interrogation, you unlawfully Kicked a detainee and grabbed his esrs to pull him up
from the floor. Yon pulled him up from the floor, to which he had sunk bectuse of pain he was
experiencing in his legs. You heedlesely disregarded his comfort and safety in order to inflict
bodily harm upon him, using your position 0 bully & helpless detaines in a sadistic manner.
Vour british conduct is appalling and shows a wanton disregard for international law, Atmy
rules and procedures, and the safety of person 1nder your care and control, This falls far below
the condugt that T would expect of a soldier in the United States Army. Such conduct is
inexcusable, unacceptable, and cannot be tolerated.

FP.22-54
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SPCMO No. 23, DA, HQ, USAADACENEFB, Ft. Bliss, TX, 76916, dated 8 November 2003
(Continued) ' _

1

BY COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL LENNOX:

g 5 T
DISTRIBUTION: JEFFREY 8. FORMAN
1-Actused _ CW2, JA
1-Military Judge (LTC Sposato) Legal Administrator

'1-Trial Counsel (CPT Ellis)
1-Defense Counsel (CPT DeRossi)
1-Chief, Criminal Law Division
1-Legal Administrator
1-Cdr, FHB, USAADACENFB
1-Cdr, 519th Military Police Battalion
1-Cdr, Gartison Command
1-U.S. Army Crime Lab, Fort Gillem, ATTN: CODIS Lab
4553 North 2nd Street, Bldg 213b, Forest Park, Georgia 30207-5122
1-ATZC-DHR-AGR, ATZC-DRM-F, ATZC-FM
2-Cdr, USAADACENFB, ATTN: 5JA
1-Cdr, USAEREC, ATTN: PCRE-FE, Fort Benjamin
' Harrison, Indiana 46249 ‘ .
10-Clerk of Court, ATTN: JALS-CC, 901 N. Stuart Street,
Suite 1200, Arlington, Virginia 22203
'1-Cdr, 76th MP DET (CID), 11th MP BN CID
1-Director, U.8. Army Crime Revords Center, 6010 6th Street,
Fort Belvoir, Virginia 22060-5506 '
1-Record Set
1-Reference Set
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DNA Processing required. 10 U.S.C. § 1565 /

e

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
EADOUARTERS, U.S. ARMY AIR DEFENSE ARTILLERY CENTER AND FORFBLIS
o S T T FORT BLISS, TEXAS 79916-6816 e
§PECIAL COURT-MARTIAL ORDER § Noyémber 2005
NUMBER | 23

8GT Saleedn, Selena M., ‘ ,U.8. Army, Company A, 510th Melitary Intelligence Battalion,
Fort Bragg, North Carolina 28310, wes arrzigned at Fort Bliss, Texas, en the following offenses at a
Special court-martial convened by Commander, U.5. Army Air Defefise Artiliery Center and Fort Bliss.

Charge . Article 92. Plea: Guilty. Finding: Guilty.

Specification 1: Derelict i the perforuiance of your dutie /11 or about & December 2002, Plea: Guilty,

excepting the words “eicking Dilawar in or about the grpin’” and “punching Dilawar in the chest”. To the
excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, exceptigg the words “kicking Dilawar in or about the
groin” and “punching Dilawar i the chest”. To the gxeepted words, Not Guilty. '

Charge II. Article 93, Plea: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty,

Specification; Maltreat Dilawar on or about £ December 2007, Plea; Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty.

Charge II: Article 107, Plea: Not Guilty Finding: Not Guilty

Specification: Make false official stayéments with intent to deceive, on O about 8 December 2002, Plea:

Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty.
ChargeIV. Article 128, Plea: Ghiilty. Finding: Guilty.
ck Dilawar on or about 8 December 2002. Plea; Guilty, excepting the

“in the knees and inper thighs." To the excepted
in” and substituting the

Specification 1: Unlawfully
wards “in or about the groip” and substifuting the words
words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting the words “in or about the gro
wards “in the kmees and foner thighs.” To the exsepted words, Not Guilty.

Specification 2: Unl fiolly grab and pull the ears of Dilawar, on or about § Decernber 2002. Plza:
Guilty, excepting the words “and pull.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. Finding: Guilty, excepting
the words “and pytl.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty. _

Specification 3/ Unlawfully shove Dilawar, on or about § Decernber 2002, Plea: Guilty, excepting the
ward “shove Pilawar” and substituting the word “pull Dilzwar up.” To the excepted words, Not Guilty.
Finding: Ity, excepting the words “shove Dilawar” and substituting the word “pull Dilawar up.” To

the exceptgd words, Not Guilty.

vion 4 Agsault an unknown FUC, on or about 15 October 2042, and on or about 15 February
ALlea: Not Guilty. Finding: Not Guilty f

S5 e
S
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SCMO No 23, DA, HQ, JSAADACENFEB, Ft. Bliss, T 79916, dated 9 Nov 2005

SENTENCE
Sentence was adjudged on 4 August 2005: o be reduced to the grade of E4; to forfeit $250.00 pay per
month for four months; and reprimand.

. :ACTION

The sentence is approved and, will be executed.

You are reprimanded for your unlawful and teprehensible conduet. While serving as 8 military
intelligence interrogator at the Bagram Collection Point, you engaged in unlawful, assaultive behavior
against a person in the custody of the U.S. Armed Forces. The evidence disclosed that, during an
interrogation, you unlawfully kicked a detainee and grabbed his ears to pull hir up from the floor. You
plied him up from the floor, to which he had sunk because of pain he was experiencing in his legs. You
heedlessly disregarded his comfort and safety m order to inflict bodily harm upon him, using your
position to bully a heipless detainee ina sadistic manner. Your brutish conduet is appalling and shows a
wanton disregard for international law, Aty rules and procedures, and the safety of persons under your
care and control. This falls far below the conduct that I would expect of a soldier in the United States

Army. Such conduct is inexcusable, unacceptable, and cannot be tolerated.

BY COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL LENNOX:

" l‘“Hu—_l_hh_"'—-—-—:-——
il 9 S

DISTRIBUTION: JEFFREY 5. FORMAN
1-Accused ‘ CW2,JA
1-Miljtary Judge (LTC Sposato) Legal Administrator

1-Trial Counse! (CPT Ellis)

1-Defense Counsel (CPT DeRossi)

1-Chief, Crimina! Law Division

1-Legal Administrator

1-Cdr, HHB, USAADACENFB

1-Cdr, 519th Military Police Battalion

1-Cdr, Garrison Command :

1-US Army Crime Lab, Fort Gillem, ATTN: CODIS Lab
4553 North 2d Street, Bldg 213b, Forest Park, (A 30207-5122

1-ATZC-DHR-AGR, ATZC-DRM-F, ATZC-PM

2.Cdr, USAADACENFB, ATTN: 8JA .

1-Cdr, USAEREC, ATTN: PCRE-FS, Fort Bety amin
Harrison, Indiana 46249

10-Clerk of Court, ATTN: JALS-CC, 901 N. Stuart St.
Suite 1200, Arlington, VA 22203

1-Cdr, 76tk MP DET (CID), 11th MP BN CID

1-Director, U.S. Army Crime Records Center, 6010 6th Street,
Fort Belvoir, Virginia 22060-3306

1 Record Set

1-Reference Set

-
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DEPAHJI!]E.N[ WA b= MORER o=y — - .
‘ e of this form, see AR 27-10: the ropomant goent LYATAC]
So-

"%

—id

TO:

given in e case of the United Blates v aET SRLOEDO,

o LG V. 1101 and AR 27-10, paragraph 5-30 is hareby

1. Motification und .
51o™ Militar

v Inptelligence Battzlion, Fort

Eelena M., , Company &,
Bragg, NC 28310
s Tialby Special  cout-martiaion 7 © 4 pugust 20 p5 = Fort Bliss, Texas 75216
convenad by CMED Number 25 Mo, TISAADACENFE, Fort Bliss, T 78916, dated 14 OQctober
' ' 2004 -
3 Eyummary of afienses, pleac, and findings:
CH ART apEC  BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DFFENSE(S) PLEA FINDING
LAl
I 82 The Derelict in performance of
duties on or about & Degember G I
2002.
IT 93 The Maltreat a person subject tO NG NG
her orders, on or about B
December 2002
NG

107 The Make false official statements NG
with intent to deceive, on or
sphout 17 December 2002.
(BEER CONTINUATION SHEET) |
4 sENTENCE: To be reduced to 3PC (E4) ; to forfeit $250 pay per menth for four (4}
months: and reprimand.

5. Date senience adjudged and effactive date of any forfetture ar reduction in grade fYYYYMMDD): Adj udg ed: 4 Ang 0B

wEifective: 4 Aug 05

& Centents of pretrial agreement concerming sentence, If any: Disapprove any rconfinement in excess of four

(4) months.
7. Numher of days of presentence sonfinement, i any - 0.

R Numbet of days of judge-ordarad administrative credit for illegal prasentence eonfinermant of restricten inund tantamount to confinernent, i any: 0.

g. Tetal present confinement aredit towards pesi-triz! corfinement: 0.
40. Namels) and SSN(s) of companion aeeused oF Co-acoused, Hany: Speciazlist Walls, Glendale C.,

and Sergeant Claus, Joshua R.,

11. DNA processing IAW 10 UGG, § 1565 I8 X 'ig not required

12 Conviction(s) does X does not require sex offender registration 1AW 42 us.C § 1407,

CF.
FYFED NAME - y SIGNATURE ___,
CHRISTOPHER E. BLLIS | (ﬂ [oimt & %E,{fl
BANK i {aRANCH OF SERVICE

i

TS Army

CPT, TRIZL COUNSEL
DA FORM 4430, MAY 87,15 DBSOLETE

DA FORM 4420, SEP 2002
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2

CONTINUATION SHEET TO F~ T 2.
Company K, 5197 MI Bn, s.ort Bragg,

CH ART SpEC  BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE(S) PLEA FINDING
LCMl
IV 128 1 Unlawfully kick Dilawar, o©on OF G G*
about 8 December 200z.
2 Unlawfully grab and pull the Ge* G*=>
o ears of Dilawar, o0 OT about 8
December 2002.
3 Unlawfully shove Dilawar, OI G¥*+ (D
or about 8 December 2002.
NG NG

4 rsmault an unknewn PUC, on or
zhout 15 Dcotoher 2002, and on
or about 15 February 2003.

» Guilty, except the words ‘ip or about the groin” and substituting the words

win the ¥nees and inner thighs.”

++ Guilty, except the words “and pull.”

%% Guilty, except the word “shove Dilawar” and substituting the word “puli

Dilawar up.”
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY AIR DEFENSE ARTILLERY CENTER AND FORT BLISS
1733 PLEASONTON ROAD -
FORT BLISS, TEXAS 79916

REPLY TQ
ATTENTION DF:

ATZC-JA

MEMORANDUM FOR Commander, U.8. Army Air Defense Artillery Center and Fort Bliss,
Fort Bliss, Texas 79916 '

SUBJECT: Addendum to Staff Judge Advocate's Recormmendation in the Special Court-Martial
of U.S. v. SGT Selena M. Saicedo, : '

1. This addresses the post-trial submission of the accused in the Special court-martial case of
83T Selena M. S8aleedo, U.5. Atmy, .

5 SGT Salcedo and her defense counsel ask you to disapprove the findings in this case and
discipline SGT Salcedo through non-judicial pupishment. In the alternative, the defense requests
that you disapprove the findings and allow Sergeant Salcedo’s Company to handle this case in

accordance with our administrative laws and procedures.

3. Nothing contained in the defense submission warrants further modification of the opinions
and recommendations expressed in the Staff Judge Advocate’s Recommendation. I have
considered the enclosed defense submissions and I adhere to the original recommendation.

A T /@”,

16 Encls ' MARK A, RIVEST

Defense Counsel’s Request for Clemency COL, JA

Enlisted Record Brief ' Staff Judge Advocate
Award — ARCOM (13 Mar 02) - ‘
Award - JSCM and Supporting Documents

Award — ARCOM (15 Aug 04)

Recommendation for ARCOM

Court-Martial Testimony of MAJ Hopper

Court-Martial Testimony of MSG Neal

Court-Martial Testimony of 15G McBride

Court-Martial Testimony of SGT Salcedo

. Letter of Input - 15G McBride

Letter of Input — S8G Giddens

. Letter of Input — CW2 Graham

. Letter of Input — MAJ Hopper

. Letter of Input - CW2 Rader

Schlesinger Report, Executive Summary

H
SO LT LN

R S R A S R S Y
p.w-&ww»_-l
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AFZF-JA-TDS ‘

SUBJECT: Post-Trial Submissions, U S vs. Sergeant Selena Salceda, - . :
er and Fort

Headquarters and Headquarters Battery, US Army Air Defense Artillery Cent
Bliss, Fort Bliss, Texas 79916

very same position that led to her conviction. Furthermore, Sergeant Salcedo has
deployed three times, twice to & combat zone, where she honorably served in support
of the war on terror. In a time when we unfortunately court-martial countless soldiers
for desertion, we should take notice of those who make great sacrifices with more than
ribbons and certificates of achievement. Her overall commitment to the Army and the
American people should be recognized and carefully considered when deciding
whether to disapprove the findings. | have attached a copy of Sergeant Salcedo’s
Enlisted Record Brief and Recommendations for Award for your consideration.

vou should also consider the testimony of Major Britton Hopper, Master Sergeant
Jeffery Neal and First Sergeant Robert McBride. Their testimony speaks volumes for
Sergeant Salcedo's duty performance and rehabilitative potential. Their presence
alone at the court-martial demonstrates the support the Battalion has for Sergeant
Salcedo. Particularly, you should pay close attention to the attached letters of support
and copies of the summarized ‘transcript of the witness testimony. ltis important to
consider the opinion of those who know her best.

Finally, as you now know, Sergeant Salcedo is counterintelligence solider with no
formal or informal training as an interrogator. She was asked to fill a tremendous void
in our military inteligence community-the lack of trained and experienced interrogators.
With nothing more than “on the job” training, Sergeant Salcedo performed her duties to
the best of her ahility. Unfortunately after many successful interrogations and pressure
to obtain more information, she made physical contact with a detainee in December
2002. By no means do we offer this information as an excuse for Sergeant Salcedo’s
behavior in Afghanistan. However, when you compare her lack of training and
experience and the confusion over authorized interrogation techniques against what
she was convicted of, it is apparent that our agsessment of this case may have been

misplaced.

The following is an excerpt from the infamous Schlesinger Report, dated August 2004,
that substantiates our position regarding the environment in Afghanistan and the
ambiguity surrounding interrogations techniques:

It is clear that pressure for additional intelligence, and more aggressive methods
sanctioned by the Secretary of Defense memorandum, resulted in stronger
interrogation techniques that were believed to be needed and appropriate in the
treatment of detainees defined as “unlawful combatants.”

" Iri Afghanistan, from the war's inception-through the end of 2002, all forces used FM
[Field Manuel] 34-52 as a baseline for interrogation techniques. Nonetheless, more
aggressive interrogation of detainees appears to be on-going. On January 24,
2003, in response to a data call from the Joint Staff to facilitate the Working Group
efforts, the Commander Joint task Force-180 forwarded a list of techniques being

F.29-54
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
UNITED STATES ARMY TRIAL DEFENSE SERVICE
FORT HOOD FIELD OFFICE
FORT HOOD, TEXAS 76544

REFLY TO
ATTENTION OF

AFZF-JA-TDS . 11 October 2005

MEMORANDUM FOR Commander, US Army Air Defense Artillery Center and Fort
Biiss, Fort Bliss, Texas 79916 '

SUBJECT: Post-Trial Submissions, U S vs. Sergeant Selena Balcedo, L,
Headquarters and Headguarters Battery, US Army Air Defense Artillery Center and Fort

Bliss, Fort Bliss, Texas 79916

1. Pursuant to Rule for Court-Martial 1105 and 1106, and Articles 38(c) and 60,
Uniform Code of Military Justice, the Defense submits the following for consideration in

post-trial actions:

The Staff Judge Advocate's Post-Trial Advice:

5 The Defense has no additions, corrections or deletions to the form of the Staff Judge
Advocate's Post-Trial Advice.

Legal issues:

3. The Defense has no legal issues to address.

Clemency Issues:

4. The Defense requests that you disapprove the. findings in this case.
5. Clemency is appropriate in this case for the following reasons:

On 5 August 2005, Sergeant Salcedo pled guilty to assault and dereliction of duty. As a
result of her plea, she received a federal conviction. Nonetheless the military judge
sentenced Sergeant Salcedo to what appears o be non-judicial punishment. It stands
to reason that you should disapprove the findings, and allow Sergeant Salcedo’s
Company to handle this matter in accordance with our administrative laws and
procedures. Sergeant Salcedo should not leave the Army with a conviction,

It is difficult to mention Sergeant Salcedo without discussing her outstanding military
service record. When you consider her career, you cannot help but be impressed by
her selfless service and the sacrifices she has made for our country. In & short period
of time she has received several important awards, including the Joint Services
Commendation Medal for her duty performance as an interrogator in Afghanistan-the
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AFZF-JA-TDS
SUBJECT: Post-Trial Submissions, U S vs. Serqgeant Selena Salcedo, . 1

Headquarters and Headquarters Battery, US Army Air Defense Artillery Center and Fort
Bliss, Fort Bliss, Texas 79816

- used in Afghanistan, including some not explicitly set out in FM.34-52. These
techniques were included in a Special Operation Forces (8OF) Standard Operating
Procedures document published in February 2003. The 519th Military Intelligence
Battalion, a company of which later deployed to Irag, assisted in interrogations in
support of SOF and was fulty aware of their interrogation techniques.

Interrogators and lists of techniques circulated from Guantanamo and Afghanistan
to rag. .... Itis important to note that techniques effective under carefully
controlled conditions at Guantanamo became far more problematic when they

‘migrated and were not adequately safeguarded,

It is safe to conclude that in December 2002, right or wrong, Sergeant Salcedo was a
product of her environment. A faderal conviction is certainly not appropriate in this

case.

6. For all of the above reasons, we respectfully request that you disapprove the
findings in this case. :

7 Point of contact for this memorandum is the undersigned at 254 287-1848 or DSN
737-1849. Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

- ‘
. ! EZ St
RIO J. DEROSSI

Enclosures CPT, JA ‘
1. Enlisted Record Brief Defense Counsel

2. Recommendations for Award

3. Witness testimony

4. Letters of Support

5, Schlesinger Report, Executive Summary
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REGDMMENDATIDN FOR AWARD
For use bt this form, 8B& AR BDO-B-22; the proprnant agency is ODCSPER
—_— .
For Valor/hermism/warﬁme and all awards higher than MSM, refer 1o special instructions in Chapier 3, AR B0D-B-22,
W ]2 FROM 2. DATE
DR., Ground Foree ' | 510th MI Task Foree Thunder
agie Base Bilf APO AR 09789 | Tuzla Bosnia Herzegovinz APO AE 05788 10 Feb 02
= - PART | - SOLDIER DATA i ‘
NAME 5, RANK : g, 5SN
VAN SELENA M . CBRC
TORGANIZATION ‘ : £ PREVIOUS AWARDS
41 M1 0
TUZLA, BDSNM—H_ERZEGDVD\IAAPD AT DI7ES :
TRRANGH OF SERVICE 0. RECOMMENDED AWARD 11, PERIOD OF AWARD
1a. FROM b TO
INITED STATES ARMY ARCOM 17 SEF .01 ‘ 31 MAR 02
S —————— —
2. REASONF FOR AWARD 13, FOSTHUMOUS
25 INDICATE ACH, SVC, PCS, £TS, OR RET TT20. INTERIM AWARD | Tves [XIne |-
TF YES, STATE AWARD GIVEN ‘ YES Ej ND
ACH ' :
‘ PAHT Il - RECOMMENDER DATA g o ‘
Z. NAME ‘ 15, ADDRESS . -
ARRELL CHRISTOPHER F. o e 241 MI CO L
& TITLE/FOSITICN . 17, RANK TUELA BOSNIA HERZEGDVWA APDO AE 09780
"HT7 NCOIC ‘ : 885G - :
5. RELATIONSHIF TO AWARDEE, o L 'I-B.SIENATLJHE W F. M

marftorious 80ts or servicel

:UPERVISOR

tUze specific bullet examples of

PART I - JUSTIFIGATION AND CITATION DATA

10, ACHIEVEMENTS
ACHIEVEMENT #1
camt m:an:nauon on IOTELED inteliigence agm:mss opz:ratm

~ollected four items of sxgmﬁ
Sirectly to the ATmY Counterintelligence- Center, S02nd Mﬂitary Luteﬂlwanc& Gmup and

ountanntamge.nce Dmsmn

g in Hosnia and Herzegoving wat was given
the Dr.fanse, Intz]hgancu: Agmay

f a gcvem::nant agc.ncy in Bosman and I—Itrz.agnvma

QCHIEVEMENT 2
own information dﬁa]mg with cormpncn at high levals o

~ollected pravmusl"y ynim

ACHIEVEMENT #2 - - ‘ - ‘ -
Callecred significant ipformation concerning terrorist organizations pperating o Bosnta and Herzegovina, contributng to the security and '
foree protection of 11.5. persommel worldwide. : ' ‘

ACHIEVEMENT #4 _ . ]
Achisved e Highest APFT score in the company by SCOTIRE 287.

21. FRDF’DSED CITATION

Fxceptional achlevemeut from 17 Sep 01~ 31 Mar 02, while stationed at Camp Uglj'evic-, Boesnia
Heyzegovina. SPC Ryan exemplified herself and displayed her commitment to the United States by
collecting mformatlon considered high vatue to National Level Agencies of the Intelligence Commumity. SPC

Ryan's efforts are crucial to the security and Saﬂeﬂy of US personnel worldwide. SPC Ryan isa Cfe:d.l‘t 1o

herself, her anit and the United States Army

JAFORM. 6384 NOM. 88 e HEF‘LACES B4 FORM B28-1. TSAPTT v
- R EVBLE EBITIONS TF DA FORI'E38 ARE DESOLETE 7Y e i-_AHH:IH ﬁ------- CVeDn
el
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URE Z2b. DATE
5.7 eartify thBt this :nnﬁwdua/ iz efigibie Tor pr award in &ccaf!:\'ancc with | 22a. BIGNAT .
AR 00822, and that the mfurmatmn conrainad in Part | is corrast, W Jé/ ,ﬂf ﬂ ﬂr’ /ZV/‘ é’i
3. INTERMEDIATE | a. 7O DR S10m M1 Task Force Thunder | b. FROM ‘CDR 241 MI] Co . DATE
AUTHORITY Tuzla Rosnia-Herzasavina, APO AE 0o789 - Tuzla Bosnia-Herzepovina APQ AE 09789 10 Feb 02 -
RECOMMEND:. | approvar - [X]oisapProvaL UPGRADE TO: DOWNGRADETO: £L4 1)
“NAME™ . t. RANK
'ERL C. MILER - CPT
TITLE/OSITION h. SIGNATURE /M/
‘ommanding / Sril ‘ :

EDMMENTS

4. INTERMEDIATE s, 70 -CDR Gronmd Lorce

T FROM CDR 519t M Task Force Thunder

c. DATE

Tuzla Bospia Herzegovina APO AE (09789

AUTHORITY Eagle Base, BiHl APO AE 05789
_ RECOMMEND: [ laseRovAL [} DisAPPROVAL __LPGRADE TO: DOWNGRADE TDM/V
_NAME ' ‘ T, RANK
)TEV_E.N C. I-IARRIS
TTITLE/PRSITION // M/] M
"ASK FORCE, CDMMANDER M’
“COMMENTS
T INTERMEDIATE | & 10 [b. FrOM . DATE
AUTHORITY ; S
.. RECOMMEND; ] APPROVAL [ | pisAPPROVAL  UPGRADE TO: DOWNGRADE TD: b
3, WARAE - o | f. RARK
S TTLE/POSITION b, SIGNATURE
COMMENTS
26, APPROVAL ' |a TO HO Orders [ssuing Anthotity b, FROM CDR 519th MI Task Foree Thunder | . DATE
AUTHORITY Eagle Rase BiH APO AE 09789 . Tuzla Bosnia Herzegovina APO AE 09789 |/ At Z
.. [ | appRaVED [~CLDISAPPROVED RECOMMEND UPGRADE TO; - DOWNBRADE TO: /élﬁLWL
: NAME ' - . f. RANK .
’ COL

Telbfz 4 E MARSHALL

3. TITLE/ROSITION
SROUND FORCE COMMANDER

h. SiGNATUHE%

. COMMENTS M

e ) /

FART V - DRDERS DATA

21, DISTRIBUTION

772 GRDERS 1SSUING HQ
A029TH IR (L) G-l

27b. PERMANENT ORDER ND

5o TAME OF DRDERS APPROVAL AUTHORITY
VAL ENTINE Iy GRANT

N —_ VR —— ). AT, 1
ARk [®PRT 1 -
T 285 RANK gﬁﬁ SECTION 1
CW2

2Be, TITLEIF’GSFTIDN )
STRENGTH MANAGER MND (N)

28, ARPROVED AWARD

Ak

) 30. DATE
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
COMBINED/JOINT TASK FORCE 180 (CJTF-180)
OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM
BAGRAM AIRFIELD, AFGHANISTAN

APO AE 08354

PERMANENT ORDERS J-03-016-003 05 Eebruary 2003

RYAN, SELENA M., SGT, " combined Jsint Task Force 180, Bagram,

Afghanistan, APO AE 08354
Perind:

From: 06 September 2002
TO: 01 February 2003

Announcement is made of the following award:

Award: Joint Service Commendation Medzl |
Date(s) or Period of Service: As indicated following name :
Authority: By direction of the Secratary of Defense under the provisions of DOD

1348.33-M, dated September 1206
Reason: For 'Dutstanding Achievament

Format 320 -

EOR THE COMMANDER:

Parsonnel Service S‘Up}:;or’t 3

DISTRIBUTION: ' : '

4 - USCENTCOM, ATTN: GCJ1-MPSA, MacDill AFB, FL 33521-53101
1 - Individual Concemed T

1-Cdr, Base Operations '
1-CJ1 Awards File

1- OMPF |
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENEE

NEMORANDUM THRD

cormander, Headguartal
Force-180, Bagram airf

Deputy ropmender, Basé operaticns,

coMEINED/ SOERT Tnsf PORSE (caoey -180
AERRATION ENDURING FEEEDOM
BAERAM ZYBETELD, W FGEANTETAN
EEO AR (5354

10 Dacember 2002

¢ and Headgquartsrs COMpPany, compined/Joint Task
ield, Aighanistan,-APD AE 08354

combined/Joint Task Force-180, Bagram

Airfield, nfghapistan, APO ar. 09354

TOR Cummanderf Combined Joint Tazk
froedom, Bagram AL

SURJECT: mecomnendation for Awaxrd
Medal ' .

1. TUnder the provigions of DoD 1348,33-M,
ended for award of the Joint Service

following Service rembey is recomm
compendation Medal:

Force 180, Opexation Enduring

field, Afghanistan AFO AR (B354

of the Joint Bervice commendation

September 1286, the

2. SGT. Selgna M. Ryan, U. 8. Rrmy,

L. HQ, CJTF 180 APO AR 09354

o Interrogatiaﬁ'Team:Leader, A CompERY,

28310

518 MIlBH, Tort Bragg, NC

d. From 06 September 2007 through 01 FebruaTry 2003.

&', Service member. tO be reassi
01 February 2003.

. Presentation recuired cn 30

gned'from temporery mhﬁnge of duty on

Janvary 2003. Mailing address:

4 Company, 518 MI oy (TE) (ABN)

Fort Bragg, NC 2B310.

g. Previous Defense awards!

award: Army Achievement Medal

N cﬁhEﬁwawafda@@;mthai;_&emmice_membem;

For their i - R e

pending, and Do previous- award has heen made. for. the. act of service ...

described herein.
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2. Enclosed is a narrative description of 2ervice I
citation,

tarclyn A, Wood

e ceT, MI

1. Narrative
2. Citation

FP.37-54

endered and proposed

Bagram Collecticn Point, 0QIC
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WARRATIVE
Joint Service commendation Medal
~ 5ET Selena M. Fyam

SGT Ryan has demonstrated putatanding leadership while operating as an
ipterrocgation teal leader at the Bagral collectiecn Point. S5GT kyan's

-@am has interrogated 416 Persen’s Under TU.3. coptraol (PUCS) and
elicited life saving, +ime sensitive intelligence snformation utilized
Tzsk Force 5, the Leadership Targeting

by Task Force 82, Task Force 11,
rell, and other coalition forces sueh as Task Foxce 2. 8GT Ryan’s Team
has publishead 175 Intelligence Information Reports (ITR), 5 Spot

Reports, and 780 Internal Interrogatiol Reports utilized by the BCE.
mThess published reports nave given Task Force Commanders important
intelligence information to better _ssist them in making key decisions
Sbout conducting operaTions, helped identify the iocations of High Value
Targets [HVT' =), and guite possibly saved the lives of Americarn,
Coalition, AMF, and ATA officials and representatives. 5GT Ryan's team
conducted 221 screenings to determine the level of cooperation a2nd
rmowledge of the PUC'S prought inte the BCE. Thev conducted 1062
interrogations and spent 1,526 hours in the interrogation mooth
eliciting information from less than cooperative SEuUICeSs- 56T Ryan's

respongibilities a5 an imterrcgation Leam 1eader includad scheduling her

interrogators to best manage her case load, supervise the development of
approach strategies and cquestioning outlines fof each case her Leam was
operating, having 1ntimate_familiarity with sach one of the PUC’ S
assigned to her Team, supervising the guality ol reports generated by
wer team, identifying PIR snd pnetbional level recuirements each PUC may
have information regarding, and handling perscnnel issues for her
interrogatiens, i.e- menthly counseling’s.

ac well as supervising the activities of her interrogation team 3GI
Rvan was also perscnally igvolved in 215 interrogations, 20 of which she
was the lead interrogater. She spent 251 hours in the interrogation
bwooth eliciting intelligence information and personally published 23
T1iR's and 1BB internal intelligence Ieports ntilized by the BCP. 5GT
Ryan screened € PUC’ = end personally interrogated 110 PUC s=.- 55T Ryan
assumed supervisory duties of her interrogation team &5 2 Specialist (P)
and had no schoolhouse rraining or feal world experience &5 an
interrogater. She used her experience as a HUMINT collector and built
upon those skills in ordar to be effective as an interrogator.

SGT Ryan’s copmitment tO oypallence, outstanding work ethic, and
superior technical expartise has hestowed great honor upen himself, her
unit, the United States Army, and her country.

I ——E ST TR SRt e e [ P PR ot "
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" '{ZCGMMENDATION FOR AWARD
For use of this form, see AR B00-B-22; 1he propenent ageacy is Dol

FER

fer to special instructions in Ghapter 3, AR BOD-B-22,

: Far veiorheraismjwertime and al awards highar than MSM, re

1,10 ' 2. FROM a3, DATE
CDR, 205TH M1 BDE CDER, 519TH MI BN (TE) (ABN)
APO AE 09302-1375 APO AR 0§302-1375 26 MAY 03

" BART | - SOLDIER DATA ‘
4. NAME : f | B. RANK B EEN -
RYAMN, SELENA M. ' SGT
7. DRGANIZAT!ON B, PREVIDLS AWARDS
A CO, S19TH MI BN (TE) (ABN) | 1SCM
FORTBRAGG, MO 28310-5000 ]
5, BRANCH OF SERVICE 4 10. RECOMMENDED AWARD 17. BERIDD DF AWARD

_ . . FROM k. TA
AroM 11 APR 03 15 MAY 03
13, FUETHUMDLIS -

T2 REAGDN FOR AWARD ,
“2a INDIGATE ACH, SVT, PCS, ETS, DR RET

12h, INTERIM AWARD
IF YES, STATE AWARD GIVEN

[ Tyes (>[N0

YES E‘ N .‘

ACH

" ’ PARTII- HEEDMMENDEH DATA
14, NAME 4 18. ADDRESE : )
: A CO. 519TH MI BN (TE) (ABN)

BRITTON T. HOPPER
FORTBRAGG, NC 28310-5000

1E. TITLE/POSITICN ‘ [ 17, RANK
CPT i

Company Commander ' ‘ .
7. RELATIONSHIP TOAWARDEE - . w.-smwua%.W_,

‘Suparvisor
[live specific bule! Examples of martorous-acts of SErviLe)

FART.Il- JUSTIFICATION AKD CITATION DATA

a0, ADHIEVEMENTS

| ACHIFVEMENT #1
SGT Ryan expioited Toreign nezHon
previously been reporied, while assipned as the Corps Interrogation F

support of Operation Irag) Frecdom. SGT Ryan's thorough aad smaly expleimtion of thes
by iJ.5. Forces and potentially saved coumtless Amperican Jives, '

AGHIEVEMENT §2

d to the zmpic:ymam_of .5, Forces against targers that had not
acility's (CIF) High Vaiue Dstainee Interropztion Tearm Leader in

4] detainees for inforrnation that le
¢ targets Tesulted in the successtul interdiction

ACHIEVEMENT #3

ADHIEVEMENT 44

21, PROPDSED CITATION o

FOR MERITORIOUS ACHIEVEMENT WHILE SERVING AS A HIGH VALUE DETAINEE
II‘:JIERRD.GATI-‘-I-DN_TEMEI--LEADER-—AT—I.HZE-MDRES--]N TEER—@GAJ;IQN-FAGILFFE—(—GI—Fﬁ—'D-T,—J'R:TN-G‘r---‘-—-
COMBAT OPERATIONS IN IRAQ. WHILE SUPPORTING OFERATION IRAQI FREEDOM.-8GT - - -+
REYAN'S LEADERSHIP AND TACTICAL EXPERTISE CONTERIBUTED SIGNLFICANTLY IN :
COLLECTING TIMELY AND ACCURATE INTELLIGENCE WHICH BELPED AN SWIER THE ¥

CORPS COMMANDER'S PRIORITY NTFLLIGENCE REQUIREMENTS (PIR). SGTRYANS
i@ﬁgmm CE REFLECTS GREAT C_REDIT T,JPON HER, V CORPS AND THE TINITED STATES

URAPPE VR OC

A FORM 638, NOV 54 REFLACEE DA FORM B35-1,
S _ PREVIOUS EDITIONS OF DAEORM 538 ARE OBSOLETE . ‘ i
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'AM "SELENA M. S
U AECOVWENTATITNEIAPPROVALIDISAPPROVAL . 2

sty thel thit indivigue] i3 Oiigibl for 30 SWHIT i accarmance with 225, SIENATUR M 274, DATE

AR BDD-82% and tiet the infarmation contained in Part { 5 carteet e oy '

" INTERMEDIATE —n CDR, 205TH M1 BDE .FHDM DR, 510TH MI BN (TE) TABN) £. DATE

AUTHDRITY APD AE 09302-1375 APD AE 00302-1275
JECCMMENT: %) appROVAL [ mishrPROVAL LPBRADE TO: HOWNERADE TE:
VAME _ 1. RANK P
RIFFITH, JAMES E. LTC
TITLEPOSITION _ h, SIGNATURE LL J
arralion Commandet
OMMENTE * /-
' LR, Oat 8T T %ﬁzg o Tk TS Q
o Lanl TS ,/Lﬁ(
T INTERMERIATE RERL b, FROM ¢ DATE

AUTHORITY :
o
RECOMMENL: [ ] AFPROVAL [ nigareaOvAL |IPGHADE TL: NDWNERADE T2:
NAME ‘ - 1, RANK N
TITLEROSITION | b SIGRATURE
TOMMENTS .
5 INTERMEDIATE s, 70 b FAON Te. DATE

AUTHDRITY :
_RECOMMENS: ' [ apPROVAL T nisaPPROVAL UPRRADETE: " DOWNERADE TD:
TNAME : ‘ TTRANK
“TITLEFOSITION T SIGNATURE
TEOMMENTS -
25. APPROVAL Te70 ORDERS 1SSUING AUTHORITY TTROW CDR, 20518 MI BLE Te.n -

ALTHORITY | L APO AR 09302-1373 / gs
4 X | apeRavED [ ] nisAPPROVED . AECOMMEND UPGRADE T0: NOWNGRADE TO:
1.RANK '

e. NAME
PARRISH, GARY L. -
g, TITLEROSITION

h, SIENAT% “ﬁJO i .

Brigade Commander .
i COMMENTS

FART V- ORDERS DATA

278 DFIDEHS ISSUING HE

LSt ML \%D

T 27h. FERMANENT ORDER NO. 31 IISTRIBUTIDN

= %”O C‘?{ _L

A0y EFE - TIGE2 0" S

282 NAME OF DAUERS APPROVAL AUTHORITY

28h. RAN&PT PN _

DREW), ALTSS A (1,

2R, T]TLE.'FEISITWN

“BRJ@A-QE ABSUTWJT

29, APFROVED KWA

ARLOM

G0, SIGNATURE .

A0, DATE
Lo e (2

UsAPRE VR.L

(\!n W
YVERSE, d,q FOAM 578, N0V 34
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""""""""""""" TR R T eeE AR BUTE-E = The prop EREm. BgEn! JDG SRR
or valor/herolsmiwartime and all awards higher than MEIV, refer 10 special InsTTLCTIONS in Chapter 3, AR 800-8-24.
T 2. FRCM : , {3 DATE ]
R, 203TH ¥ BDE ) CDR, 519TH MI BN (TEYABN) -~=—
0 AE 09342 : APO AE 09323 ‘ '
. PLET | - SOLDIER DATA

JAME S L 5. RANK €. 55N
AN SELENA M. ' SGT ‘
IRGANIZATION ‘ &, PREVIOWUE AWARDS
5. 510TH MI BN (TE)(ABN) ARCOM
BRAGG, NC28310 ' ' .
IRANCH QF 3ERVICE ‘ 10, RECOMMENDED AWARD 11, PERIOD OF AWARD

‘ R R - |s.FROM .. -t
ARMY ‘ ARCOM IMPACT 20 SEP 03 20 SEFP 03
ARME
REASON FOR AWARD | 13, POSTHUMOUS
—TNDICATE ACH, BVC, PCS, ETS, DRAET oo INTERIM AWARD __ | [ves [X[NO _

[F vES, STATE AWARD GIVEN | ves[ ] no
CART Il - RECOMMENDER DATA
NAME . ; ‘ [ 1E. ADDRESS . . . ]
JLLETT, DONALD L. : : . | HHS, 519TH M3 BN (TE)(ABN) ‘ \
TITLE/POSITION . , ‘ |17, RANK 1APO AE QD323 , o ' '
TTALION CSM _ .| csM [ U R g
"RELATIONSHIP TO.AWARDEE | 18. BIGNATURE _D ok ﬁ/ D? W -
(Uize spacitit suliet exampies of medtorioys BoTE or senice) ) '

PART Il - JUSTIFICATION-AND CITATION DATA

" ACRIEVEMENTS
HIEVEMENT #1

'T Ryan responded immedi
ntral Baghdad Prison where & dozen soidiers

ately and withom regard for her own personal safety th the site of a mortar atack sn the prison yart of-thé-
lay serionsly wounded. : - .

MIEVEMENT #2 T N , ‘ N T
¥T Ryan calraly assisted medical personnel by ratrieving and delivering supplies and squipment needed for SMErEEnCY medinral pote,
+ sense of urgency and attention to detail helped provide quick apd timely mﬁdical care 1o wounded comradss-

HIEVEMENT #3
Her calm cOmMposie

¥T Rysn's efforts
sagured the wemnge

iz the first critical mimtes sfter the dévasts_.ﬁng attack helped 10 mmu:nlze 1.5, damialﬁes.
i and swengthened the efforts of BIMETZENCY caregivers. ' B .

HIEVEMENT #4

_FROPDSED CITATION ‘ : .
TCEPTIONALLY MERITORIOUS ACHIEVEMENT IN THE AFTERMATH OF A MORTAR
T A CRE- ON-FHE-CENTRAL BAGHDAD FRISON: --SER@EWRYM-ASSISTED-‘-WMeﬂ------—------~ arm
AREGIVERS IN THE FIRST CRITICAL MINUTES FOLLOWING THE EXPLOSIONS. HER ™~
ESOURCEFULNESS, AND PRESENCE OF MIND DIRECTLY BENEFITED HER WOUNDED
OMRADES, SERGEANT RYAN'S EFFORTS REFLECT DISTINCT CREDIT UPON HERSELE,
OTH MILITARY BATTALION, AND THE UNITED STATES ARMY. -

.FORM 638, NOV 984 ' REBLALES LA FORM 638-1. . -
PREVIDUIE EDITIONS OF DA FORM 838 ARE DESOLETE.

LISARFC WB.00
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1 cernify that this individugl is eligible far an awert i BoGOroance with | 223 L GNAT, RE 225 DATE
AR GO0-8-22; and that the information contained in Fart | is comratt, /]'L.._, ) ’L JE /Q ) G_L)?
~NERMEDIATE  |a 10 CPE, 516TH I BN (TE}ABN) L FROM RS, #A9TE Wi BN (TE) (ABN} |e DATE v
AUTHORITY APD AE 09323 | APD AE 09323
mECOMMEND: [5¢] APPROVAL f_-l DISAFFROVAL UFGRADE TO! - DOWNGRADE TO;
NAME ‘ 1, RANK
1.TC

HATEN, ROBERT P.
TITLE/POSITION '

J.

ﬁ@jj{f/——-

srtalion Commander

e 76 SEPTEMBER ATTAG o N THE PRIS

on MEGKIFIED

COMMENTS .
CuT. @Y ANS DALM PREIEWCE of Firg FOLDIINE T
TILE GFEORTS OF MEDICAL LORE GIUBRS . SHE §rS ERRMED RELOGMITION Vin THE BRBw CoMPEMOATIDN MEDAL .
TINTERMEDIATE | 2. TO b, FROM t. DATE
AUTHORITY ‘
'___.._-—.-_
 RECOMMEND: ] APPROVAL DISAPPROVAL _ UPGRADE TO: DOWNGRADE TC: B
“NAME . ~ 4. RANK
— — -
TTITLEFOSITION T SIGNATURE ‘
COMMENTS
= INTERMEDIATE )\ &.TO . . [o. FROM - | 6. DATE
AUTHORITY |
A
{, RECOMMENL: [ APPROVAL [ ] DISAPPROVAL _UPGRADE TO: DOWNGRADE TO:
1, NAME ] : f._HANK
3. TITLE/POSITION R, SIGNATURE
TCOMMENTS |
26, APPROVAL a. 70 ORDERS TeSUING AUTHORITY | B TRoV CDR, 205TH MIBDE c. DATE
AUTHORITY' APD AR Q9342 : | APO AE 0342 ‘ ‘
4. [ |arpROVED [ | 'DISAPPROVED RECOMMEND UPGRADE TO: - DOWNGRADE TO:
2. NANE - . %, RANK : X -
- TTLEPOSITION Th SIGNATURE

|. COMMENTS
: PART V - ORDERS DATA ‘
=75, DRDERS 1S5UING HC& —1 27b. FERMANENT ORDER NG, | 81 DISTRIBUTION
205TH MI BDE ‘ }-EBLEDEER
3 ] . S — — _
APO-ARDI3A : 1ONEF
- S =B RANK e o e

=BE. NWAME OF ORDERS APPROVAL AUTHORITY
PROCHNOW, ROBERT A. TR.

CPT e , :

2Bp. TITLE/POSITION
ERIGADE ADJUTANT

25, APPROVED AWARD

arcOM

26d, SIGNATURE

| 3D, DATE

REVERSE, DA FORM &35, NOV Bd
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12l punishment in violation of Article
13.

The trial counsel-offar&d Prozecution Fyhibit 2 for jdentification
into evidence. There being no obijection by the defense counsel, the
military judge received Prosecution Pyhibit 2 into‘gvidence.

The prosecution had nothing further to offer.

The defense counsel offered nefense Exhibits A and B fer
identification 1imto evidence. Thexe being RO objection DYy the
defernse counsel, the military Jjudge received Defense Exhibits A and B

snto evidence.

\AJOR BRITTON HOPPER, U.S. Army, was called as a witnass for the

defense, was SWOTLL, and. testified in substance as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

ouestions bY the assistant trial gounsel:
I am Major Hoppel. from Operabions Grouﬁ B, pattle Command,
Training FProgram, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. : '

guestions DY the defense connsel:

T know Sergeant galcedo. I have ynown her since the beginning
of 2002 when I was the battalion adjutant, and then later when I was
the A Company commandexr and Sergeant‘Salcedo came to the compaily. I
nave known her since then. I was +he commander for.A Company from
september oI 2002 until the end of September of 2003 while we were in
Afghanistan and Iraq. As a compaiy commander, I observed her duty
performance o almost a daily basis, both in Afghanistan and in Irag
in the capacities of a team leader of both interrogations and
counterintelligence, 2 team sergeant, and 3 team leader.

To this day I think highly of Sergeant galcedo. T consider hér
1 observed her 2nd I went on different

opinion never changed. I think nighly of ner. T think she is & good
soldier and she cared about the mission, she cared about her fellow
seldiers, and she cared about people in general. the always wanted
to collect the type of intelligence that would protect the United
States and thE‘Cma;itiDn Forces in both +hezaters., If T nhad te pick

T A
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cemebody to go to war with, there is nC dgoubt that I would pick

Sergeant 3alcedo.

ghe went On nUMErous convoys in 1rad snd I felt confident in her
apilities. I felt very confident when I rnew that she was 0ne of the

mmizsioned officers of the company on my convoy. I trust

juniocr nonco
Fellow soldiers rruset her as

ner with my life and T know that her
well. A

There was a mission that Sergeant czlcedo took part &%‘in Kabul,
Afghanistan. When I was directed to pull wer out of the cpllection
point, she WES able to work, upon reguest from one of the warrant
officers who wWas & factical HUMINT team le=ader, and go to Kabul on a
factical HUMINT team mission. Because she is a female and one of the
individuals that she needed TO talk to was an afghani female, she was
the best person for the job. After getting an after-action report
from my warrant ~fficer, CWz Rader, and some of the other Leam
members in Kabul, they all said thet she performed admirably. They

actually wanted tO xeep her up there.

1 served in Iragq with Sergeant czlcedo, and we Were involved in
a mortar attack that took place on 20 September 2003. We received
rwo BZ-millimetler mortar rounds and they impacted within the
compound. Oneé specifically hit the communications tent and killed
two soldiers. After that, the rest of the A Company soldiers were in
+he viecinity of the ared. Sergeant Salcedo Was spearheading that.
She immediately grabbed combat iifesaver bags and immediately started

rendering first aid to not only wounded soldiers but to wounded

detainees as well. ‘she, along with some other soldiers in the

company, WeIe instrumental in providing first zid and later helping
with the evacuation of the wounded. I believe she was put in for an
award for that incident.

T believe she 1is still an asset to the Brmy and to the Military
Tntelligence Corps and the Noncommissioned 0fficer Corps. Like I
caid before, if T had to pick scmeone Lo go out on a tactical HUMINT
mission, ©1 & COnvoy, T would not hesitate to have Sergeant Salcedo

at convoy with me.

In 2002, she was operating a5 an snterrogator. After the event,
she was in the tactical HUMINT team. I knew that sha was a :
counterintelligence coldisr. This is an issue that I raised by my
chain of command, but T was informéd ~hat 97Es, interrogators, WeIE
critically short, and since they had specific manning requirements at
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the Bagram csllection Point we were golng To UsE 878s as
interrogators at Bagrall. .

CRDSS—EKAMINAIIDN

guestions by the assistant trial counsel:

I had four teams of soldiers working in Afghanistan and another
country. 1 had one tactical HUMINT tesm onl Bagram; I had twoO in
Kapul; one in Kaetus, pakistan; and 18 interrogators at the Bagram
collection peint. My office was hot lacated at the Bagram Collection
point. Seventeénd soldiers at Bagram wWere actually conducting
The NCOIC was a cvained 97E, but for the most part
ne did not participate in interrogations. 1 was responsikle for
administratively supperting all soidiers under my command, in
Afghanistan and other countries. I would regularly travel to the
locations where my soldizrs were loeated and I would deliver thelr
mail and care packages st the BCP. That was done nsually in the

mornings.

T had no involvement with +he interrogations at the BCP?P; there
wes & military police commander who was in charge of the guard
operations. There was another military intelligence officer in
charge of the interrogations. I never Saw gergeant Salcedo
conducting ipterrogations. To rhe best of my knowledge, the CIC came
up with a good on-the-job +raining program‘for the interrcgators at
the BCP. S5She had £he soldiers training every gaturday; Lthey brought
in an Australian interrogator who would train them on different
technigues and they had = psychologist come in to provide some
rraining as well. ‘

In early November 2002 +he interrcgators WEIS doing 24—houf
operations, with two shifts of interrogators. Se:geant Szlcedo was
the night shift team lezder.

11 December of 2002, two detainees died at #he BCP. The first
ope died about the 3rd of December 2002, and after that occurrad, I
ordered that no interrogator would +ouch any detalinees uniess for

anybody elss.

in both death cases CID did an investigation. I was never given
a charge shest about +he allegations of misconduct of Sergeant ‘
calecede, but I know that the J? suspended ipnterrogations for a period
of time. I do know there were allegations. Because of that

16
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information, she wWas reliaved of her duties as 8 team leader at the
BCP; I was Givected by the J2-0FS +hat I needed to remove ner and the
other soldier while the investigation was ongoing and +hat I needed
+o find another Job for them. It i3 possible that they neasdsd to
find another team leader for the night shift; T wag never informed
that there were &Ly issues with manpower chortages Or Pressure for a

replacenent. The interrogatoTs never received = replacement forI

Sergeant galcedo.

nfter Afghanistan, +he unit deployed Lo Irag. We went back to
rert Bragg for approximately 45 days &nd then redeployed Lo Kuwait
and then cn TO Irag. My unit wWas called forward to set up @ special
imterrogation facility on late July or early August at Apu Ghraib.
The interrcgations Were set up to be performed with the f£laps TQ the

Tants Open.

The witness was excused and szsumed a seat In the gallefy of the

courtroom.

MASTER SERGEANT JEFFREY NEAL, U.S. Army, Was ralled as a witness for
the defense, was SWOII, and testified in substance as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION
Questions by the assistant trial counsel:

I am Master Sergeant Jeffrey Neal.

53 .Questions by the defense counsel:

30

31 T know Sergeant Salcedo. I came to Fort Bragg, probably my

27 third time rhere, in July of 2002. I went through SOMe small Train-
33 up with Sergeant Szlcedo in august of 5002 and we deployed together
34 in September of 2002 to Bagram, afghanistan. At that time, I became
35 her first sergeant anc 1 was threough cur term in Bagram. We
3¢ redeployed in late January of »003 and then again Lo Irag in March of
37 2003. In May of 5003 I returned to the qrates on emergency leave and
38  decisions Were made at higher levels that I was to stay back and

“”““?Qmmassume”ccntroi“nfmthe“fear“detachmentT“”I"haVEMSEEﬂ~hermsincewthat~m_-nm»
20 time. I later went to B Company, so I've seel Sergeant Salcedo until
41 June of this year, 2t which time I PCSd here te Fort Bliss tTo attend
47 the Sergeants Major Academy.
43 -
44 puring my tenure as & first sergeant, I cbserved her duty

performance and 1 formed an opinion ahout it. Sergeant Salcedo

45
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ce I've known her &8 & specislist, & go-to

1  always has Dbeen, since _
5 individual when you need something to be done. She is what I refer
3 to as & sire—and-forget NCC; you give her a +ask and you know as sOOD
4 as you pass 1t on it is going to be accomplished.
5
6 When we went to Iragq, we had a change of mission. When we I[irst
- went there, we were told that we Were going to be an interrogation
o  element the entire time we were there. We were an interrogation
9 element when We first got there up until about 2 months after we were
10 there, at which point wa WEIre notified by the 205th Military
11 Intelligence Brigade, OUI higher headguarterIs, rhat we were going to
12 have a change of missicn. We Were going to +ransfer and start doing
19 counterintelligence work. ~That threw in somewhat of a challenge for
14 us and Sergeant galcedo was relied upon heavily to conduct training
-5 for other 97Bs and 97Es within the company to get rhem up to speed SO
15 that .we could conduct ~hat mission at a certain level.
17
18 sergeant Salcedo is & ~munterintelligence soldier by MOS, but
18 she was &n snterrocgator at Bagram. After this incident, She was
20 removed from her pesition as an interrogator. When we later deployed
21 back to Ilrag, che was put back ©O +he role of interrogator.
22 '
23 che was not extended in Afghanistan due to this incident. Major
54 Hopper, at the +ime Captain Hopper, and myself pelieved that she was
25 going to be extended. About Z weeks before we redeployed, we were
56 told that the investigation was closed and that she was free to re-
27  deploy with us back to Fort Bragdd.
28
28 I am aware that Sergeant salcedo has pled guilty today to
30 dereliction of duty and assault. That doss not change my opinicn of
31 her in any way. T believe she rould overcome this and still be &
32 productive soidier in the military. 1 believe +hat she has already
33  shown that she has rehabilitated just in the fact that she's been
74 flagged for a Very long peried of time, and even though s0me of her
35 fellow soldiers thatl mave been in similar circumstances have decided
36 to shut down and do only what they are told, Sergeant Salcedo has

27 continued to seek out leadership positions and ke placed in areas of
38 responsibility where she can make a difference &s &n NCO. T can tell
TIGTTYyou that; “though™ T am at™ thE“ﬂcaﬂemy“nwwr“I“hUpE"threturn“to"Fort“_“m
A0 Bragg as a commEnd sergeant major; and if I do and get a chance To °
41 handpick a team te re-deploy with me, Sergeant gzlcedo would be on

42 it. ‘

43 :

44 | ' END OF PAGE
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CROSS—EXAMINATIDN

Questions by fhe trial counsel:

I did not personally conduct interrogations at Bagram. I did
ot supervise the accused while she performed .nterrogations; I gid
not see her conducting an interrogatien but 1 did ses her ceonduct a
sereening. I have Dic firat-hand knowledge of her performanceé as an
interrogatdr 2t Bagram, only what her supervisor, otaff Sergeant
Loring, the wCcoIlc of the BCE, related Toc IE. T know that she was
pulled out from being an interrogator and che was removed, 0T &
short pericd of time, from all duties related TO interrogations at
+the BCP. The arder L0 IEMOVE her came Irom MY company commander, and
it was due to protect Sergeant gsalcedo until the investigation was

- complete and wé wnew exactly how ©O proceed from thers.

The witness Wad excused and s=sumed a seat in the gellery of the
;ourt—martial.

FIRST SERGEANT ROEERT McBRIDE, U.5. Army, WAaS called as a witness for
+the defenses, was SWoOrDd, and testified in substance a5 fonllows:

HIRECT EXAMINATION

Questions by the trial counsel:

I am First Sergeant Rrobert McBride of the 519£h‘Military
Tntelligence Battalion. 3 '

Questions by the defense counzel:

1 krniow Sergeant salcedo from being mwer First sergeant for about
2 1/2 years. 1 cbhserved her duty performance. she worked directly
for me &5 an interrogation team leader for abeut 3 months and she was
ny driver in Irag for about 4 menths. FOF the last year and a half
she's worked in my COmMpany in different positions. For the last 2
1/2 years she has been on the top 3 NCCs that T've had the privilege
to work with. = She does any mission that I ask her to do, she has a

'"“1Ut“ofminitiative7”5h3“1ead$“troﬂPETmﬁh&mﬂareS“fﬁrwtrobps%“andmIde~_mw¥
- have her work foi me for my entire career if T could.” .

T deployed to Irag with her; I was her first sergeant while she
was an interrogator over  there. ghe also put about 20,000 miles with
me TCing in convoys in the 519th. '
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I recall a mortar attack that took place in 2003; both of us
were there. We had just done shift change; Wwe heard a lot of
explosions. We got mortared quite a bit. T was with the company
commanders and we heard that the interrogaticns tent got hit. I was
the NCOIC at the time; I was kind of directing traffic and leocking
for =11 of my seoldiers and accounting for casualties. There Was 2
certain amount of pecple that were working on individuals; Sergeant
calcedo was ons cf them. When I saw sergeant Salcede the first time,
when we got hit, she was3 i the middle of the tent that got blown Uup.
There were aboutb +hree bodies in the tent, T believe. 8ha was
working with Chief Graham on one of the soldiers; she was looking for
stuff, she was looking for a combat lifesaver, she was holding a
wound. She was in the middle of the worst part of that. We put her
in for an awarg after that. She was alsc involved in the clean up
the day after. We had to pull the soldiers’ eguipment out of there
and try to inventory it. There was, ©I COUISE, hlood everywhere.
Myself, Sergeant szlcedo, and Sergeant Herrison were mainly doing the

clean up.

Thare was an REG incident that took place cn 3 November 2003 in
which Sergeant Salcedoc was involved. We were driving right cutside
of Samarra’. Ws Were taking a couple of soldiers; we had Two
sehicles, We were in the back vehicle and Sergeant Salcedo was My
driver. Specialist Kramis was on top with *he M-249. We had 2 four-
saater in front of us. We wers the primary security for this four-
seater and four ourselves: there were two people in the back oi that
vehicle. We heard shots. The vehicle in front of us jerked to a
stop. Sergesant saleedo pulled in frxont of the four-seater; There was
a2 guy with an RPG aimed at us 2nd the four-seater. Sergeant Salcedo
nlocked and protected the four-seater and the gunner opensd fire.
Everything worked out for us; we didn’t have any casualties. Her
actiecn, I believe, szved that four-seater by pringing the machine gun
in front of it and protecting it allowing the machine gunner To 0pel
up. He was awarded with an ARCOM for valor for his actions that day.

We were also involved in an IBED ipcident. We had gone down to
visit soldiers in Abu Ghraib. We had to stop for a leng period of
time because there wes & succession of IEDs con< zfter the other. We

'“WEIE“kind”Df“mDViﬂg“tU_thE“fIBﬂT“Df“fhE“i&ﬂ@T““WE“haﬁ“ﬁmbattali@nmmw~""mw

commander with us at the time. T was rear security and she was my
driver at the time too. We moved to the front of the line: there
were some civilians and fuel tankers in front of us. Asg 5000 a5 WE
started off again, about 100 meters in front of us, there was a big
TED explosion. Master Sergeant Small, as scon as he passed the
venicle that had been seriously disapled, he stopped the vehicle. We
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stopped in accordance with that. There weis rmericans from the fuel
+anker who were hit by the IEDs. We stopped to pull security. The
hattalion commander called in a med-eval and I pulled two machine
gunners with me. sergeant Salcedo was responsible of all the rear
cecurity. She had to stop all the traffic, she had to take the
soldiers in, and she had to control the med-evac area.

T recommended Sergeant galcedo for an award for her duty
performance 1n frag. Shs was not able to receive such award because

she was flagged for the incident in Afghanistan.

I was her NCO in garriscn environment alter We redeployed from
Irag. 1 was a sergeant first ~lass when we were in Irad. We had an
sctual first sergeant come in and I was her platoon sergeant for
probably 4 months. Then we 211 shifted, &0 she was out of my
supervision for about 3 or 4 months but +hen she came te the rear
detachment, where she was agaln under my supervision.

our unit deployed again. she wasn’t able to deploy: the
pattalion didnm't let her deploy, but-she volunteered. She asked me a
rundred times; if her unit was. goling downrange, she wanted to go
downrange with them.

gince she couldn’t deploy, we had her guarding & secure
sompound; she =still had her Tg-8CTI through this, until recently, I
peliave. She guarded that with about four other people for about 1
1/2 to 2 months until we could desensitize +he stuff that was in the
building. She also worked in the 82 office with the CW3 and another
ES getting stuff squared away for am inspection, in which we received
all greens. She did security clearances for folks downrange where
she fixed them or kicked them bazck for folks that were going
downrange. 1 ran the 53 shop fer a while hack. when the rear
detachment was being ectablished and I.was a safefy on convoy live
fires. GShe was one cf few people that I used for that.

I put her in positions of responsibility since she's been in
garrison and flagged; she's oneg of my best NCos. I am aware that
she's pled guilty To dereliction of duty and assault. That doesn’t

Myself and many cfficers and NCOs that worked with her would say
that they would work with her today. She's an cutstanding NCO in the
United States Army and could be. Tor the rest of her carcer. She is=s

absolutely rehabilitative. She's served the Army before well and she



b : :
P RRto R RS B s I SR PL A

e
s L BT

15
16
17
18
18
20
21

5o

23
24
22
26
27

28

28
20
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38

g

AT
471
47
43
44

‘F“ﬂﬂijBB—EEBB 1@:14 MCCLATCHYDC

iWWEﬁf"fﬁ”Fdfﬁ*HﬁﬁthﬁEHTfATfZﬁﬁHT”fﬁI”ﬁITTﬂ“'“"“m"

F.51-54

will continue to Serve the Army if given the chance. I highly

recommend 1t.

CRDSS-EXAMIHATIDN

Questions by the trial counsel:

1 wroté an NCOER for the period of December 2002 until November
of 2003 for Sergeant galcedo. There I wrote that the she could be
vrusted to do what 1s right without supervision. I know detainee
sbuse is not right. I also wrote that she was the best
interrogations team lesder in threa separate interrogation facilities
i Afghanistan and Iraq. ahe was removed from her dutiss as a team
leader, but under my supervision she was the best team leader That I
nad. T did not deploy to Afghanistan with her. 1 only have segond-
nand knowledge of her performance 1f Afghanistan.

While in Irag, she cenducted interrogations; I was her senior
NCC. These interrogations were in apu Ghraib, where we used tents.
The tent flaps would have to be open during interrogations. We did

not take any actions to pull her sesurity clearance.

The witness was excused and assumed a seat in the gallery of the
courtroot. :

SERGEANT SELENA M. SaTOEDO, U.S. Army, Was malled as a witness for
the defense, was sworn, and tegtified in substance as follows:

DIRECT ERXAMTINATION
Questions by the military judge:
T am the accused in the case.

Ouastions by the defense counsel:

T am 24 years old. When I enlisted in the Army, I was 18 vears
old. That was inm 188%. I am & 7B, & counterintelligence agent. I

When I enlisted, I had Just completed 1 year of cellege. I
pelieve I left the institution with 29 eredits. I was studying

sociclogy.

Fr ek e e all m—
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
HE‘DQUARTEHSAHDHIAHGUABTEHEDETAEHHEMT
525" MILITARY INTELLIGENCE BRIGADE (REAR} (PROVISIONAL)
FORT BRAGG, NORTH CAROLINA 2831

AFZA-MI-HHD 26 September 2005

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD
SUBJECT: Letter of input for Salena Salcedo

1. Purpose: The purpose of this memorandum is to provide input for SGT Saleedo in reference
to 4 letter of leniency.

1. Sir, 1 have known SGT Salcedo gince January, 2003. [ have been her 18G during her time in
A Company 5 19" MI BN and again ia HHD, 525 MIBDE (rear) (provisional). 1 have seen her
work in Iraq and in the garrison environment at Fort Bragg.

9. SGT Saleedo has been one of my go<o NCOs for that period of tme, SGT Salcedo has acted
with hopor under fire and also with initiative in all jobs and positions in which she has held.
SGT Saleedo's performance as a combat Lifesaver on 20 September, 2003 during 2 mortar attack
at ABU GHRAIB prison in IRAQ was exceptional and undouhtedly saved lives, Shewas put in
for an impact ARCOM medal for this action. Additonally, SGT Salcedo acted selflessly during
an ambush of our convoy just south of Samarra, Iraq. She pulled our truck in the line of fire
between us and a lesser equipped vehicle, thus allowing us to take out the threat before lives
were lost. The action from $GT Saicedo was totally selfless and again saved lives. These
actions gre indicarive of SGT Saleado’s service to her unit and the United States Army.

3 §GT Saleedo’s job performance during her time in the rear detachment was also stellar, She
performed duties as the RDE 52 and was counted on 10 cnsure that the units clearance's Were
accurate and correct, which greatly enhanced the BDE's mission for those soldiers in Irag. She
still performs all tasks asked of her, to standard of above the standard,

4. | strongly recommend that you the disapproval of findings in SGT Salcedo’s CowrtMartial
case. The sentence handed out is the equivalent to the punishment that would be handed out for
an Article 15. By disapproving the findings, you will erase the misdemeanar from the record of
an outstanding soldier in the United States Army.

5. POC for this memorandum is the undersigned @ (910)396-1532

SKDBERT $. MCEBRIDE
185G, USA
First Sergeant

F.52-54
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
HEADQUARTERS AND HEADGUARTERS COMPANY
425™ MILITARY INTELUGENGE BRIGADE (REAR) (PROVIBIONAL)
FORT BRAGG, NORTH CAROLINA 20310-3000

REPLY TD
ATTENTION OF!

AFZA-MI- HHD | 30 September 2005

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD
SUBJECT: Latter of Input for SGT Selena Salcedo

1. Purpose: The purpose of this memorandum is 10 provide input for SGT Selena Salcedo, A
Company, 5 16% Military Intelligence Battalion (Tactical Exploitation) (Airbrone) and
Headquarter Headquarters Company 535" Military Intelligence Brigade (Rear) (Detachment) in
reference to a reguest of leniency.

5. To whom it may concemn: 1 first met SGT Salcedo in September 2000 when we were assigned
10 B Company, 519" Military Intelligence Rattalion (Tactical Exploitation) (Airbrone). While
assigned there, we gerved together on 2 Human Intelligence Collertion Team. During this ime,
she dernonstrated amazing work ethic and a keen degire 10 excel as a collector, AS a jumior
soldier, she accepted and surpassed many of her peers during MOS specific schools and tagkings.
While in B Company, we deployed to the Joint Readiness Training (JRTC) exercise in Fort Polk,
Louisiana. While thete, she was recognized by the command group as & stellar pecformer wha
was always dedicated to her performance. Shortly after rerning from JRTC, SGT Salcedo
deployed to Bosnis. While in Bosnia, she was assigned (0 2 tactical exploitation team, assigned
1o B Company, 519% Military Intelligence Rattalion (Tactical Exploitation) (Airborne). Her team
regularly reported on intelligence pertaining to he commander’s Prioriry Intelligence
Requirements within the Multi-Division North. She was awarded the Armed Forces
Expeditionary medal, NATO ribbon and the Army Commendation Medal for her

arcomplishments.

a. Upon returning from Bosnia, SGT Salcedo demonstrated her patriotism, loyalty, and
dedication to duty by volunteering to deploy in support of Operation Enduring Freedom (OEF).
She was re-assigned to A Company, 519" Military Intelligence Battalion (Tactical Exploitarion)
{Airborne) a8 Counterintelligence Agent in support of an interrogation mission. With virmsally
no training SGT Saleedo excetled as an interrogator. As one of the only fernale interrogators in
the Joint Interrogation Facility, SGT Salcedo was often called upon 1o interrogate for several
United States national-level agencies. §GT Salcedo’s professionalism, dedication, and expertise
were repeatedly relied upon both as an interrogator and HUMINT collector

. b. When SGT Salcedo returnsd from OEF with A Company, 519" Military Intelligence
Batalion (Tactical Exploitation) ( Airborns) the company was then given the order to deploy in
support of Operation Iragi Frezdom.

F.53-54
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¢ During January 2005, 1 was assigned as the Headquarter Headquarters Company 525"
Military Intelligence Brigade (Rear) (Detachment) Platoon Sergeant. $GT Salcedo was assigned
as the §-2 NCIOC. While assigned as the §-2, she regularty handled the Rear Detachment's
security clearance IRSUEs. Her performance as the 5-2 greatly enhanced the miszion capahlity for
soldiers assigned to the Rear Detachment and those deployed in iraq. Upon the notification of
her judicial proceedings, SGT Salcedo was re-assigned ag an Administrative Assistant to the First
Sergeant, SGT Salcedo continned her willing dedication by weining the Intelligence Coliectors
i the Rear Detachment. In conclusion, her performance did not waiver because of her legal
procecdings.

3. { do not agree with the punishment that was issued by the Courts Martial in this case. The
evidence that was compiled against SGT Salcedo is that of an Article 15 rather than a
misderaeanor offense. By reversing the findings you wouid erasing a small blemish on an
outstanding Soldiers career. SGT Salcedo has demonsirated before and after this offense that this
was an isolated mistake and therefore wan-ants the aforementioned punishment.

4. In Short, I believe that SGT Saleedo is an asget to the United States Army. Her continued
valor, dedication, and loyalty uphold the ethos needed in soldicrs of the United States Army.
Although she does not intend on gtaying in the Army, her experience and expertise will be an
asset 10 soldiers for years 10 come.

5. POC for this memorandum is the undersigned @ (910)-396-3333.

JONATHANP. GIDDENS
SG, USA
Platoon Sergeant
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