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IX. THE COERCIVE COUNTERINTELLIGENGCE
INTERROGATION OF RESISTANT SOURCES

A. Restrictions

The purpose of this part of the handbook is to present
basic information about coercive techniques available for use
in the interrogation situation. It is vital that this discussion
not be misconstrued as constituting authorization for the use
of coercion at field discretion. As was noted earlier, there
is no such blanket authorization. .

For both ethical and pragmatic reasons no interrogator
may take upon himself the unilateral responsibility for using
coercive methods. Concéaling from the interrogator's super-
ilors an intent to resort to coercion, or its unapproved
employment, does not protect them. It places them, and
KUBARK, in unconsidered jeopardy.

B. The Theory of Coercion

Coercive procedures are designed not only to exploit the
resistant source's internal conflicts and induce him to wrestle
with himself but also to bring a superior outside force to bear
upon the subject's resistance. Non-coercive methods are not
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