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All Party Parliamentary Group on Extraordinary Rendition

House of Commons

APPG on Extraordinary Rendition delegation to Washington DC and 
New York 13th – 18th May 2009
1. Objectives:

To meet with key figures in the US Administration and learn about the changes in policy on rendition and related issues, in particular those implemented by the Executive Orders of President Obama and specifically the work of the task forces established to examine detention, interrogation and detainee transfer policy.  To examine what the UK can do to assist the US in its policy change, and how we can take forward key questions on rendition and related issues together.

To share the APPG’s perspectives and discuss the Group’s work on these issues.  To emphasise the APPG’s view of the need for transparency, to get to the truth and to draw a line under all of this to enable the restoration of trust and the development of new policies going forward.  To discuss what can be done to stop extraordinary renditions as operated in the past happening again in the future, and how we can find a framework to deal with the difficult cases.
2. Members of the APPG delegation:

· Andrew Tyrie MP (Chairman)

· Stuart McCracken (Coordinator)
3.  Who the APPG met:
· Neil Crompton, Counsellor, Counter-terrorism, FCO; Matthew Forman, FCO.
· Joe Cyr, Lovells LLP; Eric Chang, Lovells LLP.
· Congressman Bill Delahunt.
· Joan E Donoghue, Acting Legal Adviser, Department of State; Tom Heinemann, Office of the Legal Adviser, Office of Political-Military Affairs, Department of State.
· Amy Jeffress, Counselor to the Attorney General, Department of Justice; Bruce Swartz, Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division, Department of Justice; Aaron McCree Lewis, Counsel to the Attorney General, Department of Justice; and colleagues at the Department of Justice.
· Alan Liotta, Principal Director, Office of Detainee Affairs, Department of Defense; and colleagues at the Department of Defense.
· Heather Sawyer, Counsel, House of Representatives Committee on the Judiciary.
4. Evaluation of objectives 
Note: The meetings were held on the basis that the fact of the meetings would be made public, but the opinions expressed by those with whom the APPG met would be treated as confidential, unless it was agreed otherwise.
APPG’s Points

· There needs to be a three stage process of (1) getting to the truth; (2) establishing exactly what was wrong with the previous framework; (3) maximising international support for dealing with the ‘hard cases’.

· Greater transparency gives greater confidence in the ultimate solution.

· There is a window of opportunity generated by the election of President Obama to make these changes, but it will not last forever.
Administration & Congress
· The reforms initiated by President Obama’s Executive Orders are being implemented.
· There was a willingness to gain international consensus for any policies going forward.
· A key challenge is determining what framework to apply to the rendition and/or detention of suspected terrorists.
· There was some support on Capitol Hill for the APPG’s argument that transparency is more important than prosecutions on this.

· The prospect of giving immunity in exchange for information is not popular on some parts of Capitol Hill.
· There is still White House reluctance to support some kind of commission into what went on in the past, according to Capitol Hill.

· There is concern on Capitol Hill at the more general issues of state secrets and classification of information that are at the heart of rendition.

· Republicans and Democrats are calling for the release of documents so the chance of getting to the truth is high.

· There was a desire for the UK to assess new policies with open eyes and to offer support or advice where appropriate.
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