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Taxi to the Dark Side
1. Main Causes of the Torture of Detainees Depicted in Taxi to the Dark Side
The major cause of the torture of detainees depicted in the Taxi to the Dark Side (Gibney, 2007) is to force them to give information that could be used in the intelligence unit. Simply put, it was a way forcing detainees to respond to the interrogations in a way that favored the interrogators. With time, this cause was no longer the most famous but instead, torture was directed to amusing whoever was doing it. as one of the soldiers involved in torturing Dilawar comments, he found it amusing to just kick the detainee and hear him scream (Gibney, 2007). The torturers had been driven to believe that detainees were just like dogs and were not worth of any humane treatment. SGT. Ken Davis (cited in Gibney, 2007) depicts torture as something that was part of the duty of those who were supposed to protect the detainees. As he puts it, the seniors had taught the soldiers to be rough with detainees as they were individuals who were never cooperative.
 The perceptions that detainees were dog-like drove the soldiers to do things that one could never imagine. One of the captains by the name Capt. Wood comments that the seniors had put so much pressure on the intelligence unit, a fact that led to creation of unauthorized standards, such as stripping the detainees naked, chaining them up to the bed to create discomfort, and beating them up as found appropriate, and depriving them sleep for a full day, among others (Gibney, 2007). This was all meant to scare the detainees and force the information out as it happened, including what they knew about other occurrences that were not part of their arrest. Torture had already been normalized as the only way through which a detainee could give the information required yet some of them ended up engaging in falsehoods (Gibney, 2007).
2.  Innocence and Dilawar’s Case 
	Whether a detainee is innocent or guilty, it is not a justification for torture. The United Nations (UN) (1984) emphasizes that no individual shall be subjected to torture and no justifications can be put forth in case of such occurrences. In this sense, the innocence of Dilawar is not relevant to understanding the torture he underwent while in detainment. Again, the cause for being detained was not a warrant for torture. The implication here is that the words of Shahpoor, who was Dilawar’s brother, could be founded on lack of knowledge about what the law says about torture. It was also indicative of misinformation as he depicts the view that Dilawar could probably have qualified for torture if the law had proved him guilty of an offence. The implication is that Shahpoor could have told Americans something in alignment with avoiding torture had he known that there is nothing that qualifies one to undergo torture. The report of the special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, submitted to UN General Assembly by Juan E. Mendez (2016), states that torture is a crime punishable by law and can amount to a crime of genocide under international law. 
	About whether Dilawar’s innocence could have a bearing on how the case was addressed, the answer is no. For one, Dilawar had not been taken to any court for a determination of whether he was innocent or guilty. Secondly, innocence or guilt do not count as justifications for torture. Third, torture was in itself a crime against Dilawar and other detainees who experienced it. in this sense, those who tortured Dilawar had a case to answer, irrespective of whether Dilawar was guilty or innocent. Actually, the innocence of Dilawar or any other detainee was not a prerequisite or determinant in the outcome of the case of torture. Mendez (2016) states that law officials involved in enforcement or investigative endeavors have a role to uphold the dignity of those interrogated, including victims, suspects, or witnesses. In this case, Dilawar was a suspect and had the right to be protected against torture yet he experienced it from those who were supposed to protect him.  
 	Dilawar’s case and the torture he underwent were two independent cases involving different culprits. While Dilawar had a case to answer, he died in the hands of law enforcement officials before he was charged in a court of law. Even if he would have survived, he had the right to appear in court and could even sue those who had tortured him as this comprised of an invasion of his dignity and a violation of his right to be protected against torture. Simply, the case of torture would be addressed just like that of an individual tortured from different settings, other than detainment. In this regard, the soldiers involved would be judged the same way as an individual arrested under normal circumstances with a crime of torture. However, as stated by Mendez (2016) the contemporary society seems to warrant torture, making it a framework for use by investigators and intelligence officials to obtain information. Coercion and punishment are misconceived as the only means through which to elicit information from suspects, particularly in matters state security and organized criminal acts. As such, it emerges that torture cannot be alleviated or reduced as it has become part of the culture of law enforcement and information seeking in security matters.
3. Application of Criminal Law     
Based on the experiences of Dilawar as a detainee and the torture that culminated into his death, the criminal convictions of some of the torturers cannot be said to be adequate. The torture in the case is quite intensive as compared to the convictions. Murder is in itself a capital crime. Where a citizen engages in murder that is inclusive of torture, such an individual is charged with “aggravated murder” (Rejali, 2007, p.39). Willie Brand offered a testimony in which he stated that he kicked Dilawar’s leg so many times that his knee got tired necessitating the use of the other one, the charges included maiming, maltreatment, and assault, for which he was convicted (Gibney, 2007). For the victim, who eventually died, such a conviction cannot be said to be just. In this case, the idea of acting as per the orders of superiors emerged prominently. However, the UN (1984) discards such grounds as justifications for torture. In this light, the officers involved ought to have been convicted on the basis of their accounts without attributing their actions to a specific source. 
The criminal law in this case was used as a major step to the achievement of justice for the victim and the family. However, the criminal law had its limits as it could not attribute the death of Dilawar to the torturers since the death occurred in the course of treatment (Gibney, 2007). Although the pathologist found out and reported that some body tissues were extensively damaged, it was not possible to attribute such damages to the torture. Again, justice has several constituents who must be listened to. All the parties to the torture had their contributions which ought to be considered as such. The defendants presented the victim as a violent individual who could not be controlled easily. The lawyers in defense of their clients had a duty to ensure victory and, therefore, reinforced every point that could free the defendants. The judges, on the other hand, had to put up a strong argument to counter the positions of the defendants and their lawyers. All these factors had a role in determining the path taken and the outcome of the proceedings. 
4. Pointed Comments
a) Willie Brand
In alignment with his comments on trial, the subjective perception he presents is relevant to consider the impact of criminal law because he seems not to have been aware of his statements or the occurrences during the trial phase. His statement depicts a lack of seriousness in consideration of the crimes he had committed and which he was well aware of and had readily testified and admitted. The idea of being a state officer and acting to accomplish the goals of the state and the authorities seems to have had an impact on him, such that he could not take the issue at hand as one worth seriousness.
b) Pfc. Damien Corsetti:
As a state officer, his acquittal was almost guaranteed as the normalization of torture in the American society makes it an acceptable endeavor, particularly where national security is threatened (Rejali, 2007). By depicting his gratitude with the outcome of the case, Corsetti demonstrates the injustice that is deeply embedded in the American society. In this light, the American criminal justice system is like many others in the world where justice for the powerless is hard to attain (Cardenas, 2012). It mattered less to Corsetti that Dilawar was dead. What mattered to him was that his life had to continue normally as if nothing had happened. The favorable outcome for him and his lawyer, however, cannot be said to be just as this interprets to injustice for the victim.
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