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Court's Decision Offers Scant Guidance

By NEIL A. LEWIS

WASHINGTON, July 9 — In striking down President Bush's plan to have military commissions operate at Guantánamo 
Bay, the Supreme Court provided no clear road map for the White House and its allies in Congress as they ponder 
their next move.

But the court's majority opinion offered some ambiguous guidelines as to what changes might allow Guantánamo 
detainees to be tried before some kind of military tribunal, as White House officials say they remain committed to 
doing. 

There are two major issues any proposed remedy must deal with, legal analysts say. One involves the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice, a domestic law that prescribes guarantees for defendants in court-martial proceedings roughly 
analogous to those in the nation's civilian courts; the other involves the Geneva Conventions, a set of international 
treaties to which the United States is a party.

The court's five-member majority ruled that the law requires that in most circumstances, procedures for military 
commissions should be consistent with those used in courts-martial, which are used to try active American service 
members for crimes.

Any exceptions to those procedures, the court said, would be permissible only if the president demonstrated that it 
was "impracticable" to abide by the Uniform Code of Military Justice.

The military commissions at Guantánamo had at least two substantial deviations from court-martial procedures in the 
court's view: The defendant could be excluded from the courtroom, and evidence that would not typically be admitted 
in a court-martial could be used if the judge thought it was useful, including hearsay and information obtained 
through coercive interrogations or torture.

That means that the military commissions might be saved if changes were made to make them more like courts-
martial or the president adequately demonstrated that it was impracticable to do so. 

The court was not clear as to how the president could fulfill that requirement of proving it was impracticable to 
provide all the rights of court-martial proceedings. But one possibility is that he could get Congress to formally agree, 
which might oblige the court to defer to that judgment. 

If Congress also moved to change the commissions' rules to make them more like court-martial proceedings — 
required the exclusion of hearsay and other questionable testimony and so forth — the commissions might be 
acceptable to the court. But lawyers inside and outside the military agree that it would make it exceedingly difficult for 
the government to win those cases with such restrictions.

"That's obviously why they didn't want to use the court-martial system in the first place," said John D. Hutson, a 
retired rear admiral who served as the Navy's top lawyer until 2000 and is now the dean and president of the Franklin 
Pierce Law Center in Concord, N.H. 

The second major issue raised by the court is the finding that the protections guaranteed in a section of the Geneva 
Conventions known as Common Article 3 apply to the detainees, even those deemed to be members of Al Qaeda. The 
court noted that Common Article 3 (so called because it appears as Article 3 in all four Conventions) has long been 
regarded as a minimum baseline of rights that must be afforded to all prisoners. 

Justice John Paul Stevens, in writing the majority opinion, noted that Common Article 3 requires that even a 
Guantánamo detainee "be tried by a regularly constituted court affording all the judicial guarantees which are 
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recognized as indispensable by civilized peoples." He suggested that the military commissions could not be regarded 
as "regularly constituted" courts because in the United States system, court-martial proceedings fulfilled that role. So 
again, Congress might consider declaring that the military commissions are regularly constituted courts and let the 
courts decide if that is adequate.

The invocation of Common Article 3 raises another important question. If its provisions about trials apply, so might its 
provisions that prohibit "humiliating and degrading treatment," which is a higher standard than the most restrictive 
domestic statute, the so-called McCain Amendment. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15161  SOURCE: New York Times
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Detainee Treatment Tests Unity of GOP

By ANNE PLUMMER FLAHERTY 

Associated Press Writer 

WASHINGTON (AP) - Unity among Republicans on Capitol Hill is once again being tested over the treatment of 
suspected terrorists, with lawmakers trying to decide in an election season how military detainees should be tried and 
what their rights should be. 

After a Supreme Court ruling last month striking down the Bush administration's secret military tribunal system, many 
conservatives agree that Congress must pass legislation authorizing such a system. 

``There is, I think, little doubt that Congress should act and act promptly, to overrule this decision by statute,'' Daniel 
Collins, a lawyer based in Los Angeles and a former Justice Department official in the Bush administration, said in 
remarks prepared for delivery Tuesday to the Senate Judiciary Committee. 

A copy of the remarks was obtained in advance by The Associated Press. 

Led by Chairman Arlen Specter, R-Pa., the committee's hearing was the first of three this week planned by 
congressional panels. The House and Senate Armed Services committees also were conducting hearings. 

Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist, R-Tenn., said Monday that the Senate is unlikely to take up legislation addressing 
the legal rights of suspected terrorists until after Congress's August recess. His plan not to act until this fall pushes the 
issue squarely into election season, when Republicans will be seeking support from voters by arguing that they are 
strong on national security issues. 

A June poll conducted by ABC News and The Washington Post, before the court decision, found that 57 percent of 
Americans support holding suspected terrorists at the U.S.-run Guantanamo Bay prison without trial, while 37 percent 
oppose doing so. 

Drafting a legislative package that would satisfy key House and Senate members will be a difficult task because the 
issue cuts across committee jurisdictions and has prompted varying opinions, even among Republicans. Specter has 
already introduced his own legislation, which would authorize a tribunal system but impose requirements on the 
Defense Department to assure that each prisoner is afforded certain rights. 

``We need to have a body of law directed at this new battlefield'' against terrorists, said Rep. Duncan Hunter, R-
Calif., chairman of the House Armed Services Committee. 

Sen. John McCain, R-Ariz., also is likely to weigh in on the matter. McCain last year successfully pushed through 
legislation barring the mistreatment of detainees. The Bush administration adamantly opposed the legislation at one 
time, and it has since maintained that detainees are not protected under the Geneva Conventions, intended to 
safeguard prisoners of war from abusive treatment. 
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The Supreme Court ruled last month, however, that Bush's military commissions violate the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice and the four Geneva Conventions signed in 1949. 

Lawmakers and congressional aides say there are a range of options that could be pursued, including passing 
legislation specifically authorizing Bush's proposed military tribunals or setting up a system similar to military courts-
martial. 

Intended to protect classified information, the military tribunals would grant fewer rights to suspected terrorists. 
Defendants also would have limited rights to appeal. 

A group of retired military officers who oppose the Bush administration's position on the treatment of detainees on 
Friday asked members of Congress to block the appointment of the Pentagon's general counsel to a seat on a federal 
court. They cited his role in crafting the Pentagon's detainee policy. 

William J. Haynes II has been nominated for seat on the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15190  SOURCE: The Guardian

   

Guantanamo Decisions 'Depress' Hicks

Australian David Hicks was unsurprised by the US Supreme Court decision that military tribunals of Guantanamo Bay 
detainees were illegal, his lawyer says.

Hicks is currently being held in Guantanamo, charged with terrorism related offences after being bought by US 
officials from an Afghan warlord in 2002.

Major Michael Mori, Hicks' US appointed lawyer visited him to tell him of the court's decision.

"There were no surprises," Major Mori told ABC Radio.

"We told him all along that they (military tribunals) were illegal, the Law Council of Australia said so, the attorney-
general for Great Britain has said so, so it really wasn't a surprise."

Hicks has now been held in camp 5 - solitary confinement - for three months.

"He sits in a cement room, they now maybe offer him one hour recreation a day.

"Unfortunately (when) I see him, he's definitely in a depressive type of state."

Major Mori said guards at the camp had removed all reading material from Hicks, including a copy of the Geneva 
Convention, which some legal experts say is broken by Guantanamo Bay.

"I don't understand the rational reason (for taking the material away).

"I think it's sort of a knee-jerk reaction to the suicides that occurred," Major Mori said.

Three detainees killed themselves at the prison last month.

The Australian government has largely left Hicks' case in US hands.

After the court decision, US President George W Bush suggested he would try to move new legislation through 
Congress to legalise trials of Guantanamo detainees.

With mid-term elections coming in the US in November, Major Mori says Hicks could be left languishing in the prison.

"I'm not really sure when we're going to have any answer on that, it maybe quite some time.
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"I would hate for David to be in Guantanamo for over five years and still not (have) any more certainty in what his 
future holds."

The White House has ruled out moving the 450 detainees to US soil or trying them in civilian courts.

After the Supreme Court decision Major Mori's position as Hicks' lawyer was thrown into question.

The Marine says he will continue representing Hicks until he is ordered off the case.

"Right now I'm still his attorney, until someone orders me not to represent him, at this point I've been told to 
continue representing him and I intend to do so.

"I would hate to be pulled off his case, especially if he were to go to a federal court or a court martial. I would hate to 
be taken away from him after the work I've put into it."

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15183  SOURCE: The Western Australian

Military Lawyers Prepare to Speak on Guantánamo

By NEIL A. LEWIS

WASHINGTON, July 10 — Four years ago, the military’s most senior uniformed lawyers found their objections brushed 
aside when the Bush administration formulated plans for military commissions at Guantánamo Bay, Cuba. This week, 
their concerns will get a public hearing as Congress takes up the question of whether to resurrect the tribunals struck 
down by the Supreme Court.

“We’re at a crossroads now,” said John D. Hutson, a retired rear admiral who was the top uniformed lawyer in the 
Navy until 2000 and who has been part of a cadre of retired senior military lawyers who have filed briefs challenging 
the administration’s legal approach. “We can finally get on the right side of the law and have a system that will pass 
Supreme Court and international scrutiny.”

Admiral Hutson, one of several current and former senior military lawyers who will testify this week before one of the 
three Congressional committees looking into the matter, plans to urge Congress to avoid trying to get around last 
month’s Supreme Court ruling. 

Beginning shortly after the attacks of Sept. 11, 2001, the military lawyers warned that the administration’s plan for 
military commissions put the United States on the wrong side of the law and of international standards. Most 
important, they warned, the arrangements could endanger members of the American military who might someday be 
captured by an enemy and treated like the detainees at Guantánamo.

But the lawyers’ sense of vindication at the Supreme Court’s 5-to-3 decision is tempered by growing anxiety over 
what may happen next. Several military lawyers, most of them retired, have said they are troubled by the possibility 
that Congress may restore the kind of system they have long argued against. 

Donald J. Guter, another retired admiral who succeeded Admiral Hutson as the Navy’s top uniformed lawyer, said it 
would be a mistake for Congress to try to undo the Supreme Court ruling. Admiral Guter was one of several senior 
military judge advocates general, known as JAG’s, who after objecting to the planned military commissions found their 
advice pointedly unheeded.

“This was the concern all along of the JAG’s,” Admiral Guter said. “It’s a matter of defending what we always thought 
was the rule of law and proper behavior for civilized nations.”

One of the more intriguing hearings will be held Thursday as the current top military lawyers in the Navy, Army, Air 
Force and Marines testify before the Senate Armed Services Committee. The main issue at stake will be whether they 
express the same concerns of those out of uniform who have been critical of the administration’s approach. 

Longstanding custom allows serving officers to give their own views at Congressional hearings if specifically asked, 
and some in the Senate expect the current uniformed lawyers to generally urge that Congress not stray far from the 
Uniform Code of Military Justice, the system that details court-martial proceedings. 
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Senator Bill Frist, the Republican leader, told reporters on Monday that he did not expect the Senate to take up any 
legislation on the issue until at least after the August recess of Congress.

The opportunity to rewrite the laws lies in the structure of the Supreme Court’s ruling, which emphasized that 
Congress had not explicitly approved deviations from ordinary court-martial proceedings or the Geneva Conventions. 

The court majority said the military commissions as currently constituted were illegal because they did not have the 
same protections for the accused as do the military’s own justice system and court-martial proceedings. In addition, 
the court ruled that the commissions violated a part of the Geneva Conventions that provides for what it said was a 
minimum standard of due process in a civilized society.

In response, some legislators have said they will consider rewriting the law to make that part of the Geneva 
Conventions, known as Common Article 3, no longer applicable.

“We should be embracing Common Article 3 and shouting it from the rooftops,” Admiral Hutson said. “They can’t try 
to write us out of this, because that means every two-bit dictator could do the same.”

He said it was “unbecoming for America to have people say, ‘We’re going to try to work our way around this because 
we find it to be inconvenient.’ ” 

“If you don’t apply it when it’s inconvenient,” he said, “it’s not a rule of law.”

Brig. Gen. David M. Brahms, a retired officer who was the chief uniformed lawyer for the Marine Corps, said he 
expected experienced military lawyers to try to persuade Congress that the law should not be changed to allow the 
military commissions to go forward with the procedures that the court found unlawful.

“Our central theme in all this has always been our great concern about reciprocity,” General Brahms said in an 
interview. “We don’t want someone saying they’ve got our folks as captives and we’re going to do to them exactly 
what you’ve done because we no longer hold any moral high ground.”

Senator Patrick J. Leahy of Vermont, the ranking Democrat on the Judiciary Committee, which will hold its hearing on 
Tuesday, said: “The first people we should listen to are the military officers who have decades of experience with 
these issues. Their insights can help build a system that protects our citizens without sacrificing America’s ideals.”

Underlying the debate over how and whether to change the law on military commissions is a battle over the 
president’s authority to unilaterally prescribe procedures in a time of war. The Supreme Court’s decision was a rebuke 
to the administration’s assertions that President Bush’s powers should remain mostly unrestricted in a time of war.

Most military lawyers say they believe that few, if any, of the Guantánamo detainees could be convicted in a regular 
court-martial. 

Lt. Col. Sharon A. Shaffer of the Air Force, the lawyer for a Sudanese detainee who has been charged before a military 
commission, said she was confident that she would win an acquittal for her client, who is suspected of being an 
accountant for Al Qaeda, under court-martial rules.

“For me it was awesome to see the court’s views on key issues I’ve been arguing for years,” Colonel Shaffer said.

The majority opinion, written by Justice John Paul Stevens, said the two biggest problems with the commissions were 
that the military authorities could bar defendants from being present at their own trial, citing security concerns, and 
that the procedures contained looser rules of evidence, even allowing hearsay and evidence obtained by torture, if the 
judge thought it helpful.

Colonel Shaffer said she was restrained under the rules from calling as a witness a Qaeda informant whose 
information had been used to charge her client. “I’m going to want for my client to face his accuser,” she said, “and 
for me to have an opportunity to impeach his testimony.”

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15182  SOURCE: New York Times
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'We Were Tricked By al-Qaeda'

Paris - Two of six former Guantanamo detainees standing trial in Paris on terror charges told the court on Monday 
they were tricked into travelling to an al-Qaeda training camp in Afghanistan. 

Mourad Benchellali, 25, told the judge an elder brother, who sent him to the camp near Kandahar in July 2001, had 
led him astray. 

Menad Benchellali was recently convicted in a separate French terrorism trial. 

"When I arrived at the camp, I quickly became angry with my brother." 

"I found myself in a world he'd told me nothing about," said the young man who was captured by US troops as an 
"unlawful combatant" and sent to the notorious base at Guantanamo, Cuba, in 2001. 

"I met very dangerous people, I did terrible things. 

"He took me into a world that was not my own," said Benchellali, who like the five other defendants in the trial denies 
any links to terrorism. 

Wrong place at the wrong time 

Defence lawyers say the young men travelled to Afghanistan to discover the country - or in one case to practice 
shooting - and were simply in the wrong place at the wrong time. 

From the Afghan city of Kandahar, Benchellali said that he and fellow suspect Nizar Sassi, 26, were bundled onto a 
bus without realising where they were headed. 

"We were in the home of some Algerians in Kandahar, with young people from lots of different countries. They were 
cheerful, singing, and we followed the general movement," Benchellali said. 

"We thought it might be a shuttle bus for the town centre. ...But we drove all night, only to find ourselves in a camp 
lost in the middle of the desert. 

"We didn't like it. We were disappointed right away. 

"We asked to leave, but the rule is once you're in you can only leave if you fall sick," Benchellali said. 

A sense of adventure 

His co-defendant Sassi, who comes from the same suburb of Lyon in southeast France, insisted he joined in the trip to 
Afghanistan out of a sense of adventure, to practice shooting, but has no ties to Islamic extremism. 

"It's true I like weapons. ...It's a cultural thing," Sassi told the judge. 

"In my neighbourhood, in Venissieux, the guy with a gun gets respect. 

"And Afghanistan was scary: if you could say you'd been there, everyone would respect you. 

"I'd sold my car, I'd brought a lot of money with me to buy bullets. ...But we couldn't even buy any. In total I fired 
just 15 shots," he said. 

"Me too," chimed in Benchellali. "I only fired 15 bullets. And I hated it. 

"The rest was just Arabic lessons. I didn't understand a word. I just felt guilty about being there." 

Benchellali, Sassi and four other Frenchmen released from the United States base at Guantanamo Bay in Cuba in 2004 
and 2005 are on trial accused of associating with terrorists while in Afghanistan between March 2000 and August 
2001. 
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Imad Achab Kanouni, 29, Khaled Ben Mustapha, 34, Redouane Khalid, 38, Brahim Yadel, 36, Benchellali and Sassi all 
face charges of "criminal conspiracy in relation to a terrorist enterprise". 

Some of them admit travelling to Afghanistan with the help of a London-based network and even staying in camps 
linked to al-Qaeda leader Osama bin Laden - but strongly deny fighting US forces or planning attacks in Europe. 

The trial is set to close on Wednesday. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15181  SOURCE: News24.com

Germans Want Merkel to Press Bush on Prison Camp Closure

Germany's Social Democrats are urging Chancellor Angela Merkel to press US President George W. Bush for a specific 
date on closing Guantanamo Bay prison in Cuba when he visits Germany on Wednesday. 

Hubertus Heil, secretary general of the Social Democrats (SPD) -- the party in the ruling coalition with Merkel's 
conservatives -- said it was not enough for the chancellor to make vague public calls for the prison camp's closure. He 
was referring to an interview she gave in January before visiting President Bush in Washington.

"We expect the chancellor to discuss Guantanamo Bay (during the visit) just as she has done in interviews," Heil told 
reporters on Monday. 

"We don't just want big announcements about closing Guantanamo, we want to know concretely when this will 
happen," he said.

He added that the prison camp in Cuba cannot be a permanent solution, as terror suspects are being held there 
without being charged.

"Obligation to help Bush close Guantanamo"

Bildunterschrift: Großansicht des Bildes mit der Bildunterschrift:  Prisoners performing prayers at Guantanamo
Claudia Roth of the opposition Green Party agreed with Heil. On Monday, Roth said that Merkel had an obligation to 
help Bush close Guantanamo, adding that the country could also accept some of the prisoners. "Germany shoud say it 
is prepared to take in Guantanamo detainees," Roth told the Berliner Zeitung daily.

The German branch of the human rights organization Amnesty International likewise demanded that Merkel be pro-
active in discussing Guantanamo. 

"If President Bush wants to accuse the prisoners of something, then he should do it in the United States in a proper 
court," Barbara Lochbihler, Secretary General of Amnesty International Germany told the Berliner Zeitung.

Bildunterschrift: Großansicht des Bildes mit der Bildunterschrift:  Merkel says she and Bush can disagree and that's 
okay 
Merkel said during an interview with RTL television on Monday that she had mentioned Guantanamo each time she 
met with Bush. She has not said, however, whether she will discuss the issue during the upcoming visit. 

Instead, Merkel pointed to statements President Bush made in Vienna in late June. He said then that he wanted to 
eventually shut the prison and send inmates back to their home countries.

Last month, Bush suffered a major blow when the US Supreme Court deemed as illegal the military tribunal system 
set up by his administration to try Guantanamo prisoners.

Roughly 450 foreign terrorism suspects, most of them captured in Afghanistan during the US invasion that followed 
the September 11 terrorist attacks in the US, are being held as enemy combatants at the Guantanamo camp in Cuba.

Merkel also said that she is able to discuss problems and controversial issues with the president. She said she believed 
that was good for Germany, Europe and for the US.
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Merkel: "Seeing eastern Germany helps complete picture of Germany" 

Bush is due to arrive in Merkel's constituency, Stralsund, in eastern Germany late Wednesday and will spend Thursday 
meeting with her and others who spent time living behind the Iron Curtain.

Merkel said she planned to discuss the Iran nuclear conflict, North Korea, trade talks and energy policy with Bush 
during his visit.

In addition, she said she hoped Bush would leave with an impression of how German reunification -- which took place 
during his father's presidency -- affected people in ex-communist eastern Germany.

"I believe this can help complete the picture of Germany," Merkel said. 

DW staff (als) 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15180  SOURCE: Deutsche Welle

New Report Details Abuse of Canadian Teen

Beth Gorham 
Canadian Press 

WASHINGTON (CP) - A new report describes Canadian teen Omar Khadr being carried into early interrogations by U.S. 
officials on a stretcher, dangling from a door frame for hours and later used as a human floor mop to clean his own 
urine at Guantanamo Bay. 

The Center for Constitutional Rights in New York released the first major overview Monday of alleged abuses and 
torture at the U.S. prison camp for terror suspects in Cuba, including rape, sexual harassment and vicious beatings. 

Muneer Ahmad, one of Khadr's lawyers, has already publicly outlined in some detail claims of abuse from the 19-year-
old, who spent about three months at the U.S. base in Bagram, Afghanistan before he was transferred to 
Guantanamo. 

He faces life in prison on a charge of murdering a U.S. medic in a July 2002 firefight in Afghanistan. 

"It has a different effect when you see it in the context of broad and pervasive conduct at Guantanamo," Ahmad said 
Monday. 

"The cumulative impact of the reports of abuse of so many of the detainees is quite shocking and it should be. It 
shows again why Guantanamo is beyond repair. There's no way to fix it." 

U.S. officials have always denied they torture prisoners at the U.S. naval base in southeastern Cuba. 

Last month, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that U.S. President George W. Bush overstepped his authority in ordering 
military tribunals at Guantanamo for war crimes. 

Only 10 prisoners, including Khadr, have been charged and faced pre-trial hearings as enemy combatants. 

Bush wants Congress to give him the authority to go forward with the tribunals. But legal experts say they'd have to 
be completely revised to comply with the rule of law and Geneva Conventions. The issue is sharply dividing Capitol 
Hill, where legislators will continue to grapple with it this summer. 

"Before Congress rushes to give the president cover with unnecessary new legislation, I hope it will review the record 
and provide real oversight, beginning with an independent investigation of the base," said centre's legal director Bill 
Goodman. 
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"This report tells a story of abuse and betrayal of our laws at the highest levels of government, which is why the 
Supreme Court had to step in and order the president to treat detainees humanely and provide due process." 

U.S. officials have said many prisoners will be sent back to their home countries while others like Khadr appear 
headed for some kind of trial at some point. 

Canada hasn't moved to seek Khadr's extradition and has been silent amid world condemnation of the prison camp. 

"We are not going to move them into places on American soil and to the civil justice system," White House spokesman 
Tony Snow said Monday. 

"What we do not want is what amounts to a catch-release program for terrorists." 

The 51-page report is based on declassified accounts from some of the 450 prisoners and their American lawyers. 

It says Khadr, who was 15 years old and seriously wounded when he was picked up by U.S. soldiers in Afghanistan 
and held at Bagram, where he was often interrogated with a bag over his head and barking dogs in the room. 

When he was able to walk, interrogators made him pick up trash, then emptied the bag and made him do it again. He 
wasn't allowed to go to the bathroom for long periods. 

Khadr claims that an interrogator at Guantanamo told him on one occasion in March 2003 that one of his older 
brothers was at the camp and that he should get ready for a "miserable life." 

The interrogator became enraged when Khadr said he would answer questions if he could see his brother, the report 
said. 

Khadr was cuffed to the floor for a long period and then dragged back and forth in a mixture of his urine and pine oil. 
He wasn't given a change of clothes for two days. 

Other examples of abuse at Guantanamo detailed in the report: 

-Solitary confinement for periods exceeding a year. 

-Sleep deprivation for days, weeks and, in at least one case, months. 

-Threats of transfer to a foreign country for torture. 

-Deprivation of medical treatment for serious conditions. 

Several prisoners reported assailants stomped on their backs or shoved their heads into hard surfaces while they were 
incapacitated. Others said objects were inserted into their anuses during strip searches. 

"This is a facility at which there is extreme care taken to try not only to bring them to justice, but also to treat them 
humanely," Snow told a briefing. 

"Many of you have been down there. You see the extraordinary measures that are taken not only to deal with their 
physical needs, but also their spiritual needs. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15178  SOURCE: Canada.com

No Guantanamo Legislation Until September

Senate to Hear Detainee Issue After Recess 

by ANNE PLUMMER FLAHERTY 

Associated Press Writer 
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WASHINGTON (AP) - The Senate is unlikely to take up legislation addressing the legal rights of suspected terrorists 
until after Congress' August recess, Majority Leader Bill Frist said Monday. 

Frist's plan not to act until this fall pushes the Guantanamo issue squarely into election season, when Republicans will 
be seeking support from voters by focusing on national security issues. 

Republicans are discussing their legislative options among themselves, Democrats and the Bush administration, said 
Frist, R-Tenn. 

``We will act legislatively,'' he said. 

The Supreme Court on June 29 ruled 5-to-3 that President Bush's plan to try detainees captured in the war on terror 
through military tribunals violated U.S. and international law. Some 450 detainees are being held at the Guantanamo 
Bay prison in Cuba. 

The decision put the ball in Congress' court to pass legislation dictating how suspected terrorists should be 
prosecuted. 

Lawmakers and congressional aides say there are a range of options that could be pursued, including passing 
legislation specifically authorizing Bush's proposed military tribunals or setting up a system similar to military courts-
martial. 

Sen. Arlen Specter of Pennsylvania, the Republican chairman of the Judiciary Committee, plans to hold the first of 
several hearings this week on the issue. The committee, followed by the House and Senate Armed Services 
committees, plans to hear from active and retired military officials and legal experts. 

``We need to have a body of law directed at this new battlefield'' against terrorists, said Duncan Hunter, R-Calif., 
chairman of the House Armed Services Committee and an advocate of the administration's treatment of detainees. 

Hunter, Frist and other lawmakers have said they remain undecided on how the legislation should look, and several 
congressional aides said members are waiting to hear from the administration before moving forward. The exception 
is Specter, who has introduced legislation that would authorize a tribunal system but impose requirements on the 
Defense Department to ensure each prisoner is afforded sufficient ``due process.'' 

The matter of detainees' legal treatment has long been the subject of much debate in Congress, including among 
Republicans. Some conservatives have supported the Bush administration's desire to prosecute suspected terrorists 
using the military tribunals, whereas others suggest there should be less secrecy in the system. 

Intended to protect classified information, the military tribunals would grant fewer rights to suspected terrorists. 
Unlike the military courts-martial system and civil courts, defendents have limited rights to appeal. 

The Senate voted overwhelmingly last year to ban cruel and inhumane treatment when interrogating prisoners, but 
only after fierce debate on whether Taliban fighters and other suspected terrorists should be afforded certain legal 
rights. 

The Bush administration has asserted that its tribunal system is lawful and detainees are not protected under the 
Geneva Conventions, intended to safeguard prisoners of war, including U.S. troops, from abusive treatment. 

The Supreme Court ruled last month, however, that Bush's military commissions would violate the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice and the Geneva Conventions signed in 1949. 

A group of retired military officers who oppose the administration's position on the treatment of detainees asked 
members of Congress on Monday to block the appointment of the Pentagon's general counsel to a seat on a federal 
U.S. court because of his role in crafting the Pentagon's detainee policy. William J. Haynes II has been nominated for 
a seat on the 4th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals. 

``What compels us to take this unusual step is our profound concern about the role Mr. Haynes played in establishing 
- over the objections of uniformed military lawyers - detention and interrogation policies ... which led not only to the 
abuse of detainees in U.S. custody but to a dangerous abrogation of the military's longstanding commitment to the 
rule of law,'' the retired officers wrote in a letter to Specter and Sen. Patrick Leahy of Vermont, the top Democrat on 
the Judiciary Committee. 

The letter was signed by about 20 retired military officers, including Marine Corps Gen. Joseph Hoar, former head of 
U.S. Central Command. 
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Sens. George Allen, R-Va., and Dick Durbin, D-Ill., are scheduled to visit the Guantanamo Bay military prison this 
week. Allen is running for re-election and is frequently mentioned as a possible candidate for the GOP presidential 
nomination in 2008. Durbin has sharply criticized the treatment of prisoners.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15177  SOURCE: The Guardian

Guantanamo Inmates Won't Be Moved To U.S. -W. House

By Tabassum Zakaria

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - Prisoners from Guantanamo Bay will not be moved to U.S. soil or tried in civilian courts and 
are in a "holding pattern" after a Supreme Court ruling against a military tribunal system, the White House said on 
Monday.

The Bush administration is trying to determine how to proceed after the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that the tribunal 
system it set up to try the terrorism suspects was illegal.

Most of the inmates have been held for more than four years without charges at the detention facility built in Cuba 
after the September 11 attacks.

Bush has said the high court's silence on the use of Guantanamo as a prison signalled acceptance of his decision to 
hold prisoners at that facility.

Criticism of the treatment of detainees has led to international calls to close Guantanamo, where three prisoners 
committed suicide on June 10. The White House says Guantanam cannot be closed until its prisoners are either 
repatriated or tried.

"We are not going to move them into places on American soil and to the civil justice system," White House spokesman 
Tony Snow said.

"There are no plans at this point to move them into another facility except to the extent to which we are able to 
repatriate those who might, in fact, be tried and cared for elsewhere," he said.

The White House has interpreted the high-court ruling to mean that it must go to Congress to authorise a system for 
trying the prisoners. Congress planned to hold hearings this week.

Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist said he was consulting with the White House and planned to reach out to Democrats 
to craft legislation that likely will be on the floor in September.

"This does give us an opportunity to update our laws to respond to new realities of a post 9/11 world," the Tennessee 
Republican told reporters.

Frist said he expected Congress would address Geneva Convention issues on prisoners' rights as it worked on 
legislation, "and I think that is going to take a lot of debate."

Snow said the prisoners were in "a holding pattern to the extent that those who are not being repatriated are going to 
be staying there."

The White House argues that the terrorism suspects held at Guantanamo Bay are different from prisoners taken in a 
war between armies of two countries and thus need to be handled differently.

"How do you bring those properly to justice?" Snow asked. "In some cases, it means repatriating and in some cases 
it's going to mean finding a proper way, acceptable to the Supreme Court, to conduct trials.

"I think there's a lot of head-scratching going on," he said. "And people really are trying to figure out what exactly 
does the Supreme Court opinion imply about the way in which we can proceed forward."

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15176  SOURCE: Reuters
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CCR Publishes First Report on Torture At Guantanamo With Declassified 
Primary Accounts From Detainees and Attorneys

Groundbreaking 51-Page Report Details Recent Torture and Inhumane Treatment in Violation of U.S. Law 
and the Supreme Court’s Recent Hamdan Decision; Report’s Publication Comes as Congress Considers 
Related Guant namo Legislationل

   
Synopsis

NEW YORK, July 10, 2006 – Today the Center for Constitutional Rights (CCR) published the first report citing 
declassified primary accounts from current detainees and their American attorneys to detail torture and inhumane 
treatment by U.S. officials at Guant .namo Bay prisonل

The “Report on Torture and Cruel, Inhuman, and Degrading Treatment of Prisoners at Guant  namo Bay, Cuba” is theل
most comprehensive primary source account ever published of ongoing abuse at the prison, detailing systematic 
physical, psychological, sexual, medical and religious abuse of detainees, filling 51 pages and 279 footnotes.  The 
report is particularly significant in light of the Supreme Court’s recent Hamdan decision because it catalogues conduct 
by U.S. officials in violation of the Geneva Conventions, which the court applied to detainees, and analyzes the 
administration’s attempt to create a “legal black hole” for enemy combatants in sections discussing the 
administration’s liability concerns regarding conduct at the base Geneva, war crimes, and the forthcoming revisions to 
the Army Field Manual.  

“This report authoritatively documents the Bush Administration’s systematic human rights abuses at Guant  namo.  Iل
think the torture and abuse detailed here will shock Congress and the American public because it reveals a lawless, 
immoral and ineffective detention facility and undermines the administration’s increasingly desperate attempts to lie 
about what is happening down there,” said CCR Legal Director Bill Goodman.  “This report tells a story of abuse and 
the betrayal of our laws at the highest levels of government, which is why the Supreme Court just had to step in and 
order the President to treat detainees humanely and provide due process.  Before Congress rushes to give the 
President cover with unnecessary new legislation, I hope it will review the record and provide real oversight, starting 
with an independent investigation of the base,” he added. 

The report is available at www.ccr-ny.org/torturereport, printed copies are available upon request, and selected 
excerpts are below.  CCR represents over 200 detainees at Guant  namo and it won the 2004 Supreme Court decisionل
establishing the detainees rights to challenge their detention. 

 

The following are excerpts from the report, please note some contain graphic descriptions:

…This report uniquely recounts the experiences of prisoners inside Guant  namo Bay prison. Other reports, for theل
most part, rely on the statements of released prisoners who were willing to tell their stories. Appearing in this report 
are the accounts of torture and cruel, inhuman, and degrading treatment drawn directly from habeas counsels’ 
unclassified notes. Prisoner statements were made to counsel during in-person interviews conducted at Guant  namoل
beginning in the fall of 2004. Information provided to counsel through client interviews is presumed secret until 
cleared. Such information must be provided to a Department of Defense (DoD) privilege team for review. Once 
cleared, the information carries no restriction. All of the information reported by prisoners in this report has been 
cleared for publication. To the extent possible, reported incidents have been corroborated by other public, unclassified 
sources, including government documents…
 

…Prisoners being interrogated at Guant :namo have beenل

• held in solitary confinement for periods exceeding a year;
• deprived of sleep for days and weeks and, in at least one case, months;
• exposed to prolonged temperature extremes;
• beaten;
• threatened with transfer to a foreign country, for torture;
• tortured in foreign countries or at U.S. military bases abroad before transfer to Guant ;namoل
• sexually harassed and raped or threatened with rape;
• deprived of medical treatment for serious conditions, or allowed treatment only on the condition that they 
“cooperate” with interrogators; and
• routinely “short-shackled” (wrists and ankles bound together and to the floor) for hours and even days during 
interrogations.
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These aggressive interrogation techniques, when coupled with the stress of indefinite, arbitrary detention, have 
caused the prisoners tremendous psychological and physical injury. At least one prisoner nearly died during an 
interrogation….

Numerous reports of extreme physical abuse have emerged from Guant  namo. Physical abuse is often meted outل
systematically by the specially trained “Immediate Reaction Force” (IRF); at other times, soldiers have beaten 
prisoners for no apparent reason or in connection with an alleged violation of a camp disciplinary rule. Some prisoners 
have sustained permanent physical injury as a result. 

…Beatings are the most frequently reported form of mistreatment, with many prisoners providing details of such 
physical mistreatment. Prisoners assert that pretexts for physical punishment are frequently devised. Mr. Al-Harith 
said prisoners had been punished for keeping six packets of salt in their cell instead of five and for hanging their 
towels through their cages when they weren’t wet. Military reports admit that many prisoners have been thrown or 
dropped on the ground or thrown against walls. Several prisoners report that assailants jumped on their backs or 
shoved their heads into hard surfaces while they were incapacitated and lying on the ground. For example, Yasein 
Khasem Mohammed Esmail claims that when he arrived in Guant  namo, while he was still shackled, he was thrownل
into the air and allowed to fall to the ground. When he lay on the ground, soldiers stomped on him. A group of soldiers 
sprayed Mr. al-Wahab with “disorienting gas,” burst in his cell, handcuffed him, pulled him out of his cell, and pushed 
and rubbed his head against concrete until he lost consciousness. Mustafa Ait Idir sat down on the floor when guards, 
angry because he had asked to see an officer, told him to; the vindictive guards tied his hands behind his back, picked 
him up and banged his body and head into the side of his steel bunk. They threw him down and pounded his head into 
the floor. Many other prisoners describe frequent and vicious beatings. Lakhdar Boumediene described several 
occasions in early 2002 when guards returned him to his cell following interrogation, grabbed him under his armpits, 
lifted him up, and threw him to his cage floor repeatedly while his wrists were shackled to his waist and his feet were 
shackled to an anchor in the floor of his cage. into the floor. He now has a scar he attributes to that beating. Sami Al-
Laithi, a pro-democracy English teacher who was determined to be “no longer an enemy combatant” on May 10, 2005, 
and was later released, is now confined to a wheelchair as a result of beatings by the U.S. military. Sami Al-Laithi was 
a teacher at Kabul University. He taught Arabic and English. Mr. Al-Laithi spent 17 years teaching English in Pakistan 
and Afghanistan, believing that he was helping the cause of the U.S. He has never been an opponent of the U.S., but 
says he has  “always believed in U.S. ideology” of democracy and rule of law. Mr. Al-Laithi is not, and never has been, 
an Islamic extremist. He was interested only in teaching and in playing football. He opposed the Taliban, because he 
believes in democracy, freedom, and open elections. These are the same reasons for his consistent opposition to the 
repressive regime of Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak. As a result of his criticism of the Mubarak regime, he was 
pursued by Egyptian agents intent on kidnapping or murdering him. He then fled to Pakistan and Afghanstan where he 
has lived and worked for 17 years. Though a healthy man when taken into U.S. custody, Mr. Al-Laithi is now confined 
to a wheelchair with two broken vertebrae. He attributes his current infirmity to severe beatings that he received soon 
after arriving at GTMO. “Once they stomped my back,” Al-Laithi wrote [in an affidavit filed recently with the district 
court]. “An MP threw me on the floor, and they lifted me up and slammed me back down. A doctor said I have two 
broken vertebrae and I risk being paralyzed if the spinal cord is injured ore.” Al-Laithi said his neck is also 
permanently damaged because IRF teams repeatedly forced him to bend over toward his knees. While many prisoners 
have had their anuses probed during strip searches, Mr. Al-Laithi also alleges that the military forced a large object 
into his anus on the pretext of doing a medical exam. “I am in constant pain,” he continued. “I would prefer to be 
buried alive than continue to receive the treatment I receive. At least I would suffer less and die.” 

…The decision to abandon the Geneva Conventions and designate the prisoners as “enemy combatants” – rather than 
conducting the legally required Geneva Convention hearings to identify any prisoners of war and release 
noncombatants – enabled DoD to evade the Field Manual’s stringent standards. The rules of engagement in Guant
 namo for interrogating alleged enemy combatants are deliberately vague, go beyond the time and battle-testedل
standards of the Field Manual, and, as a result, contribute not only to confusion on the ground but to the sanctioning 
of abusive methods of prisoner treatment. By rejecting the Geneva Conventions and other protections, the United 
States sought to exempt itself from any limits on interrogation methods for individuals detained in the “war on 
terrorism.” The U.S. government’s efforts to avoid its Geneva obligations continue. For over a year, DoD has been 
drafting a new Army Field Manual modifying instructions for prisoner interrogations. DoD recently stated that the new 
Field Manual would omit a key tenet of the Geneva Convention that explicitly bans “humiliating and degrading 
treatment.” DoD has acknowledged that the State Department as well as a number of senators and senior generals 
vehemently oppose the change, observing that the proposed standards of treatment in the new Field Manual would 
violate the anti-torture protections advanced by Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.) last year and codified in The Detainee 
Treatment Act of 2005.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15174  SOURCE: CCR-ny.org
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July 12, 2006

Durbin Says Guantanamo Should Be Closed By End of 2006

July 11, 2006 - Senator Dick Durbin said today the United States should immediately begin phasing out operations at 
its detention facilities on the Guantanamo Bay Naval Base in Cuba.

The Illinois Democrat just returned from a fact-finding trip to the base. 
Durbin says the goal should be to close the prison camp by the end of 2006. 

He says despite the best efforts of American troops, Guantanamo has become a powerful, negative symbol around the 
world for failures of the Bush administration. 

 Durbin spoke on the same day the Bush administration said all Guantanamo detainees are entitled to protections 
under the Geneva Conventions. That appears to change the administration's earlier insistence that the detainees are 
not prisoners of war and thus not subject to the Geneva protections.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15220  SOURCE: ABClocalgo.com

Hicks's Isolation Likely To End 

From correspondents in Los Angeles

AUSTRALIAN terror detainee David Hicks should have basic rights restored after the Pentagon announced today it 
would treat detainees in accordance with the Geneva Conventions, Hicks's military lawyer said.

Hicks has been housed at the US military prison at Guantanamo Bay for four-and-a-half years - the past three months 
in isolation, with no access to reading or legal material. 
Today, White House spokesman Tony Snow said the new US policy, outlined in a Defence Department memo, 
reflected the recent Supreme Court decision blocking military tribunals set up by President George W. Bush.

That decision struck down the tribunals because they did not obey international law and had not been authorised by 
Congress.

The policy, described in a memo by Deputy Defence Secretary Gordon England, appears to reverse the 
administration's earlier insistence that the detainees were not prisoners of war and thus not subject to the Geneva 
protections.

The Supreme Court criticised the US military for not adhering to the internationally recognised Geneva Conventions, 
particularly Article 3.

Article 3 prohibits parties from "violence to life and person" and "humiliating and degrading treatment" of detainees.

Hicks's US military lawyer, Major Michael Mori, welcomed the Pentagon's announcement.

"If they are really applying Common Article 3, then obviously his treatment should improve," Major Mori said.

"His isolation should go away, all of his reading and legal materials should be returned."

Hicks, originally from Adelaide, was captured among Taliban forces in Afghanistan in December 2001. He has pleaded 
not guilty to charges of conspiracy, attempted murder and aiding the enemy. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15217  SOURCE: News.com.au
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Detainee Debate Continues on Capitol Hill

By ANNE PLUMMER FLAHERTY 

Associated Press Writer 

WASHINGTON (AP) - The White House's announcement Tuesday that it will apply Geneva Convention standards to 
suspected terrorists did little to quiet political arguing on Capitol Hill on the legal rights of detainees. 

Democrats blasted the administration for not acting sooner, while Republicans contended the Democrats' plans would 
make it too difficult to prosecute terrorists. 

The policy, outlined in a new Defense Department memo and congressional testimony, reflects the recent 5-3 
Supreme Court decision blocking military tribunals set up by President Bush. The court ruled that the secret tribunals, 
established by Bush to try suspected terrorists, do not obey international law and had not been authorized by 
Congress. 

The ruling opened the door for Congress to pass legislation on where and how military detainees could be prosecuted. 
The Senate is expected to take up legislation addressing the legal rights of suspected terrorists after the August 
recess. 

The Supreme Court decision rankled many conservatives who have long maintained that the president does not need 
permission from Congress to detain indefinitely enemy combatants captured on the battlefield. 

Finding a legislative solution to the Supreme Court ruling is ``not going to be easy because some of the suggestions 
on the other side would make it almost impossible to not disclose classified information and in some ways make 
hearsay evidence unavailable,'' said Sen. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah, a member of the Judiciary Committee. 

Hatch and other conservatives, along with the Bush administration, have said they would oppose prosecuting terror 
suspects using the military's court-martial system because it could expose sensitive information and hinder 
interrogations. The system also would prohibit hearsay evidence, which they contend is necessary for convictions of 
terrorists and common in international military tribunals. 

Democrats say they have largely been shut out of meetings with administration officials on the issue and are 
frustrated with the White House decision not to prosecute detainees using the existing court-martial system. 

Patrick J. Leahy of Vermont, the top Democrat on the Senate Judiciary Committee, said the court decision ``has given 
our system of constitutional checks and balances a tonic that was sorely needed.'' 

``We need to know why we are being asked to deviate from rules for courts-martial,'' Leahy said. 

Sen. Jon Kyl, R-Ariz., also member of the Judiciary panel, said he was caught off guard by the court ruling and has 
been disappointed with the partisan rhetoric from Democrats. 

``Let's see what the administration comes up with. That's a start,'' Kyl said, adding that he hopes the Senate will 
have a sound bill in September. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15214  SOURCE: The Guardian

 
Khadr Lawyers Hope For Better Conditions at Guantanamo After Policy 
Change 

Beth Gorham 
Canadian Press 

WASHINGTON (CP) - Lawyers for Canadian teen terror suspect Omar Khadr said they hope he'll receive better 
treatment at Guantanamo Bay, now that U.S. officials have extended protections of the Geneva Conventions to 
prisoners. 
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U.S. lawyer Muneer Ahmad said Tuesday it was a good public relations move by the U.S. administration, which is 
feeling a lot of heat from legislators after a recent Supreme Court ruling that quashed military tribunals like the one 
faced by Khadr. "What's important is whether they act on it," said Ahmad. 

"I do have some confidence that Omar and others will be treated better. You need to have clear standards from the 
top down." 

"It's the grey areas that allowed the abuse to happen." 

But Khadr's legal fate is still on hold and could be for some time while Capitol Hill sorts out how to try detainees at the 
prison camp in southeastern Cuba. He's one of only 10 prisoners who've been charged and assigned lawyers. 

Khadr, 19, faces life in prison in the murder of a U.S. medic during a July 2002 firefight in Afghanistan. 

"The problem, from Omar's perspective, is that in two years we could be in exactly the same position," said Ahmad. 

President George W. Bush wants legislators to authorize military tribunals in some form but some politicians said he 
should simply follow the courts-martial system already in place. 

Meantime, Edmonton lawyer Dennis Edney said he's less confident applying guarantees of humane treatment and a 
minimum standard of judicial protection will change much for Khadr. 

"This is a country that's lost its conscience," said Edney of the United States. 

"I think they're just covering their bases. But they've been keeping these people in Guantanamo for four years or 
more without giving them a trial." 

"If they're prisoners of war, why are they being treated differently?" 

A memo from U.S. deputy defence secretary Gordon England released Tuesday instructs U.S. officials to review all 
policies and practices to ensure they comply with Article 3 of the Geneva Conventions. 

That section prohibits murder, violence, mutilation, torture and humiliating and degrading treatment. It also requires 
the military to take care of sick and wounded prisoners and states everyone should have some judicial guarantees. 

It bars sentencing or executing prisoners without a decision by "a regularly constituted court." 

The White House has always maintained there's no abuse or torture at Guantanamo. 

But a report released this week by the Center for Constitutional Rights alleges Khadr had been shackled in 
uncomfortable positions for long periods and used as a human mop to clean his own urine. 

The overview alleges many prisoners have endured rape, sexual harassment and vicious beatings. 

U.S. officials have said some will be sent back to their home countries, while others like Khadr appear headed for trial 
at some point. 

After the Supreme Court ruling late last month, Vokey and others said it's high time he left Guantanamo. 

Canadian officials said they're studying the high court ruling and don't seem anxious to seek extradition. 

Khadr's military lawyer, Lt.-Col. Colby Vokey, is in Canada this week in a bid to persuade Canadian officials to move 
on having the teenager sent home. 

He's also speaking with members of Khadr's family, saying they haven't been doing him any favours by making 
inflammatory public comments and attending hearings for some of the 17 terror suspects recently arrested in Toronto. 

Khadr's brother Abdurahman, who was also detained at Guantanamo and returned to Canada in December 2003, 
refused comment when contacted Tuesday at his Toronto home. 

Vokey said he fears Khadr is in rough shape and should be evaluated by an independent psychiatrist, especially after 
three other prisoners committed suicide last month. 
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The Khadr family has provoked intense debate in Canada. The patriarch, Ahmed Said Khadr, killed in a firefight with 
Pakistani forces in 2003, was allegedly an associate of accused terrorist mastermind Osama bin Laden and a financier 
of the al-Qaida network. 

At one time or another, each of the family's five siblings, all Canadian citizens, have been accused or investigated for 
alleged links to terrorism. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15210  SOURCE: Canada.com

French Prosecutor Seeks Jail For 5 Guantanamo Men

By Thierry Leveque

PARIS (Reuters) - A French public prosecutor called on Tuesday for five former Guantanamo Bay inmates to be jailed 
for a year for their links to al Qaeda and said there was not enough evidence to convict a sixth defendant.

Sonya Djemni-Wagner condemned the men's detention at the U.S. military camp on the Caribbean island of Cuba but 
told a terrorism trial at the main Criminal Court in Paris that the men had to pay for their actions.

"I do not approve of Guantanamo and I cannot but take into account the detention they endured there. But that 
detention does not wipe out the wrong they did," Djemni-Wagner told the court.

"Whatever they did, these men did not deserve the fate that was reserved for them, which is unworthy of a 
democracy," she said.

Should presiding judge Jean-Claude Kross and his two assessors follow her recommendation, the accused will be freed 
even if convicted because they have spent between 12 and 18 months in French prisons on their return from 
Guantanamo.

The prosecutor said five defendants had gone to Afghanistan via London, had been taken in hand by aides to Osama 
bin Laden and underwent military training in al Qaeda camps.

Djemni-Wagner said investigators had failed to prove the guilt of the sixth defendant, Imad Achab-Kanouni, 29. He 
denied going to Afghanistan to join al Qaeda training camps, saying he went there only to receive fundamentalist 
Islamic instruction.

Djemni-Wagner requested terms of four years in prison, three of them suspended, for Khaled ben Mustapha, Mourad 
Benchellali, Nizar Sassi and Redouane Khalid.

She further sought five years in jail, with four suspended, against Brahim Yadel, the only one of the six men held in 
custody throughout the trial.

Lawyers for all six men say their clients should be freed as the case against them was based on secret interviews 
conducted by French intelligence agents while the men were held at Guantanamo Bay.

French courts have already ruled detention in the U.S. military facility illegal, and a report that French intelligence 
agents had interviewed the men at Guantanamo disrupted the trial on its second day.

The Foreign Ministry said in a statement last week it had made no secret of three administrative visits to the camp.

Presiding judge Kross refused to suspend hearings and said he would take the matter into account at the end of the 
trial.

The court goes into recess on Wednesday. The trial is expected to last until mid-July.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15208  SOURCE: Scotsman.com
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Pentagon: Geneva Convention To Cover Guantanamo Detainees

Pentagon breaks with Bush on detentions 

· Geneva convention covers Guantánamo detainees 
· Supreme court ruling prompts policy switch 

Suzanne Goldenberg in Washington

The Bush administration was facing the collapse of its detention regime in the war on terror yesterday after the 
Pentagon said prisoners at Guantánamo and elsewhere in US military custody around the world would be granted the 
protections of the Geneva convention.

In a memo released yesterday by the Pentagon the deputy defence secretary, Gordon England, broke with the Bush 
administration's insistence of the past five years that the rules of war do not apply to the fight against al-Qaida.

"I request that you promptly review all relevant directives, regulations, policies, practices and procedures" to bring 
them in line with protections under article three of the Geneva convention, Mr England wrote. Article three outlaws 
torture and humiliating and degrading treatment, and says prisoners are entitled to a hearing by a regularly 
constituted court.
Yesterday's memo marks the first direct result of last month's supreme court decision on Guantánamo which ruled 
that the Bush administration's military tribunals were illegal. The 5-3 decision was widely seen as a rebuke to a White 
House that had asserted since 2001 that Mr Bush had extraordinary powers as a wartime president.

The Pentagon has insisted that it had treated detainees humanely while not explicitly conforming to the Geneva 
convention. But yesterday's memo was seen as another rebuff for the argument - championed by the White House 
since the September 11 attacks - that detainees taken on the battlefields of Afghanistan and al-Qaida suspects were 
not entitled to the protections of prisoners of war.

While the Bush administration has said it will implement the supreme court decision, there were some indications that 
the new policy was not entirely welcomed at the White House. "It's not really a reversal of policy," the White House 
spokesman, Tony Snow, told reporters yesterday. While he said the administration would comply with the supreme 
court decision, he added: "We are going to do this in a way that is consistent with national security."

Other administration officials also suggested there were continued reservations about upholding the Geneva 
convention. In the first of three days of hearings in Congress on the treatment of detainees, Steven Bradbury, of the 
justice department's office of legal counsel, told senators the Geneva convention protections were ambiguous and 
poorly defined.

"The application of common article three will create a degree of uncertainty for those who fight to defend us from 
terrorist attack," Mr Bradbury said.

It was not immediately clear how the directive would affect interrogations at Guantánamo and other detention 
centres, where US military personnel have resorted to sexual humiliation, stress positions and other coercive 
techniques.

However, it could influence opinion as Congress tries to respond to the supreme court decision. In recent days there 
has been growing unease among members of Congress, Republican and Democrat, that the administration might try 
to dilute the supreme court ruling by introducing legislation that would support its version of military tribunals to try 
Guantánamo detainees.

Yesterday the Senate judiciary committee opened three days of hearings on the treatment of detainees in the wake of 
the ruling, amid warnings that the Bush administration would be mistaken to try to circumvent the decision.

Tomorrow military lawyers are expected to urge Congress to back existing military justice for the detainees instead of 
reviving aspects of the administration's tribunals. These have been condemned as unfair for not allowing the 
detainees to see the evidence against them.

It is unlikely that Congress will be able to introduce new legislation until after the August recess.

Daniel Dell'Orto, a defence department lawyer who was the first to testify, said there were about 1,000 detainees in 
US military custody around the world. 

Guantanamo Bay holds an estimated 450. Mr Dell'Orto did not say where the others were being held. 
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The new Pentagon policy applies only to detainees being held by the military, and not to those in CIA custody, such as 
alleged mastermind of the 11 September attacks, Khalid Sheikh Mohammed. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15203  SOURCE: The Guardian

   

July 13, 2006

UN Head Cheers U.S. Review of Guantanamo Detainees

ROME (Reuters) - U.N. Secretary-General Kofi Annan on Thursday welcomed a U.S. military order to apply basic 
provisions of the Geneva Conventions to detainees at Guantanamo Bay, saying it strengthened the rule of law.

"The Secretary-General believes that this decision strengthens the international rule of law, and is true to the U.S.'s 
strong tradition of respect for civil liberties," Annan's spokesman Stephane Dujarric said in a statement.

Annan, who is on a visit to Rome, has in the past called for the United States to close Guantanamo Bay as quickly as 
possible.

The U.S. Supreme Court ruled last month that Common Article 3 of the Geneva Conventions applies to Guantanamo 
prisoners and in a memo made public on Tuesday, a top Pentagon official ordered military personnel to apply it to all 
detainees.

The Geneva Conventions are international treaties to limit the barbarity of war. Common Article 3 sets minimum 
standards for humane treatment of everyone caught up in armed conflict, including civilians and irregular forces.

"Strict compliance with international humanitarian and human rights law in no way contradicts or undermines efforts 
to counter terrorism," Annan's spokesman said.

"On the contrary (it) is essential to the success of those efforts."

President George W. Bush declared in 2002 that Article 3 did not apply to al Qaeda and Taliban detainees held at 
Guantanamo, but ordered that they be treated humanely "subject to military necessity".

But treatment of inmates at the U.S. military base, which some have said amounted to torture, has come under fierce 
criticism and sparked calls for Guantanamo's closure.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15252  SOURCE: Reuters

Gov't in No Rush to Bring Khadr to Canada

Janice Tibbetts, with file from Sheldon Alberts, CanWestNews Service, 

OTTAWA -- Canada appears in no hurry to bring Omar Khadr home from Guantanamo Bay any time soon.

While the government of Prime Minister Stephen Harper has remained silent on the fate of the accused teenage 
terrorist, officials with Foreign Affairs and the Federal Justice Department confirm there are no plans for either 
extradition or repatriation on the horizon.

"There are serious allegations against this individual so that isn't to be forgotten in this," said Rodney Moore, a 
spokesman with Foreign Affairs.
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Two of his American lawyers, Lt.-Col. Colby Vokey and Capt. John Merriam, plan to meet with foreign affairs officials 
in Ottawa on Friday in light of a U.S. Supreme Court ruling last month that rejected military tribunals like the one that 
the 19-year-old is facing.

Khadr, the second youngest son in Canada's notorious Khadr family, has been detained at the U.S. naval base in Cuba 
for four years, facing charges of killing an American soldier in Afghanistan.

Khadr's supporters have called on the Canadian government to request his extradition to Canada to face charges 
here, or to simply repatriate him, as several other countries have done with their nationals held at Guantanamo Bay.

"There are presently no charges in Canada against Omar Khadr that could form the basis of an extradition request," 
said Patrick Charette, director of media relations for the federal Justice Department.

Moore added that the question of repatriation is "premature and speculative" while the U.S. works on an alternative to 
its military tribunals. The Supreme Court of the United States ruled in late June that the tribunals are unconstitutional.

There are about 460 detainees at Guantanamo and the Toronto-born Khadr is one of only 10 who have been charged 
and face a military tribunal.

While he could face possible life imprisonment in the U.S., Khadr would be subject to the more-lenient youth justice 
system if he was charged in Canada because he was only 15 years old when he allegedly lobbed a grenade that killed 
a U.S. Special Forces medic.

Canada's Youth Criminal Justice Act imposes a six-year maximum sentence for first-degree murder.

Merriam said Wednesday that is it time to bring Khadr home.

"We absolutely think so," he said in an interview, but he declined to elaborate on the process that should be invoked.

Merriam would not speculate on why the Canadian government has maintained silence in the Khadr case and appears 
reluctant to intervene.

Khadr's father, Ahmed Said Khadr, was an influential al-Qaida financier and recruiter who was killed by Pakistani 
troops in 2003.

His older brother, Abdurahman, has described himself as the black sheep of his "al-Qaida family."

Earlier this week, a human rights group alleged that U.S. military interrogators used barking dogs to intimidate Omar 
Khadr and forced him to wear urine-soaked clothing for days during the early months of his detention.

The New York-based Centre for Constitutional Rights also said Khadr was left to dangle with his hands tied to a door 
frame at the U.S. base in Bagram, Afghanistan, after his capture in July 2002 and faced interrogations with a bag tied 
over his head.
Details of Khadr's interrogations, some of them previously publicized, were included in a 58-page report claiming 
systemic torture and degrading treatment of terror suspects at Guantanamo.

After being transferred to the U.S. military prison, he was also dragged through pine oil and urine while his hands and 
ankles were handcuffed behind him, the report alleges.

Meanwhile, Vokey, Khadr's lead military lawyer, said he is still hopeful the U.S. military will not charge his client again 
when new military tribunals are established.

"I would anticipate that (he'll be charged), but I hope it wouldn't happen," said Vokey, a Marine Corps lawyer assigned 
to represent Khadr in legal proceedings at Guantanamo.

"But at some point, you have to look at what a person is confined for, and at some point you have to say enough is 
enough. I think we've reached that point with Omar," Vokey said.

"He was a 15-year-old boy, and he has been confined for four years. At some point you've got to say stop. But what 
they are going to do in the near future is anybody's guess."

Vokey said he planned to raise concerns about Khadr's continued detention, but did intend on making a specific 
request for Ottawa to intervene with the U.S. government.
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After his trip to Ottawa, Vokey will fly directly to Guantanamo to meet with Khadr, who has not yet been informed of 
the Supreme Court decision and the resulting cancellation of his planned trial in September.

"That is one positive thing for Omar," Vokey said.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15251  SOURCE: Montreal Gazette

Hicks No Closer To Facing Court Despite Memo From Pentagon

Michael Gawenda 
Herald Correspondent in Washington

THE Bush Administration's announcement that a key article of the Geneva Conventions will soon apply to Guantanamo 
Bay prisoners, including the Australian David Hicks, does not mean they will soon face court, or be classed as 
prisoners of war.

A Pentagon memo sent to all US military commanders, saying that parts of the Geneva Conventions did apply to 
detainees at Guantanamo following a US Supreme Court decision two weeks ago, was not a U-turn, the White House 
said.

"It's not really a reversal of policy," said the White House spokesman, Tony Snow. "The court decision is complex and 
we have to work with Congress to get a result that enables us to proceed with military tribunals or commissions."

But Democrats described the Pentagon memo as an admission by the Administration that its strategy for fighting the 
"war on terrorism" was seriously flawed.

The President, George Bush, and senior Administration officials have insisted that the Geneva Conventions do not 
apply to suspected terrorists and "illegal enemy combatants".

The Supreme Court ruled that the military commissions set up after the September 11 attacks to try people captured 
in Afghanistan, including Hicks, had to be approved by Congress and comply with Common Article Three of the 
Geneva Conventions.

Common Article Three says all combatants in all conflicts must be treated humanely and be tried, if charged with war 
crimes, by properly constituted courts.

The Administration has insisted that while the Geneva Conventions do not apply to Guantanamo prisoners, in practice 
all the men held there are treated according to some of the Geneva Convention rules.

Since the Supreme Court decision, it has maintained that Congress should pass legislation that sets up military 
tribunals as close as possible to the existing military commissions.

But in a Senate judiciary committee hearing that began the process of producing legislation by Congress, Patrick 
Leahy, a Democrat, warned that his party would not support any proposal for another "kangaroo court".

Senator Leahy and other Democrats sharply disagreed with several senior Pentagon and Justice Department officials 
who had appeared before the committee and argued there was no need for any big changes to the military 
commission rules.

Daniel Dell'Orto, the principal deputy general counsel at the Pentagon, said the military commissions provide prisoners 
with a military lawyer and "the right to private counsel of the detainee's choice".

A senior Justice Department official, Steven Bradbury, told the hearing that Congress should not "start all over again" 
but instead make some modifications to the military commissions to take account of the Supreme Court ruling.

Republicans on the committee were divided on the issue of whether the military commissions should be modified or 
scrapped.
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With the debate in the Senate just starting, it is unlikely any legislation will be passed before the November mid-term 
elections.

Given that any legislation is likely to be challenged in the courts, the dozen or so prisoners charged under the old 
military commission rules, including Hicks, are likely to remain in Guantanamo for some time yet before they face any 
sort of court.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15245  SOURCE: Sydney Morning Herald

Bush May Discuss Gitmo Issue in Germany

By TOM RAUM
Associated Press Writer

STRALSUND, Germany -- President Bush celebrated a new era of relatively tension-free U.S.-German relations on 
Thursday, despite continuing controversy over American detentions at the Guantanamo Bay prison. 

"I bring a message from the American people: we're honored to call the German people friends and allies," Bush told 
a crowd of several hundred gathered in this northern port city's old market square. "We share common values and 
common interests. We want to work together to keep the peace. We want to work together to promote freedom. 
There's so much we can do working together." 

 A military band played marches in the cobblestoned city center -- towered by St. Nicholas Church and a town hall 
dating to medieval times -- where most of the president's events for the day were taking place. 

After the welcoming ceremony, Bush and German Chancellor Angela Merkel went inside City Hall for the president to 
sign the town's guest book. 

In the evening, Bush's visit to Merkel's old neighborhood in the former communist Eastern Bloc region was wrapping 
up with a wild boar barbeque in the small town of Trinwillershagen. 

Though anti-Bush protesters gathered, thousands of police were keeping most far from the areas Bush will tour. 

But before the president's arrival from an overnight in a resort town on the Baltic Sea, a representative from the 
environmental group Greenpeace struggled to display a yellow "No War, No Nukes, No Bush" banner from the church's 
clock tower. 

After several unsuccessful tries, the protester switched to a smaller version. He then managed to deploy the large 
banner, but it hung for only a few minutes before appearing to slip and flutter about five stories to the ground. 

Reflecting the widespread dislike of the Iraq war in Germany, eight rainbow peace banners also hung from the trade 
union building on the square, directly across from Bush's podium. 

But the president and Merkel addressed an enthusiastic crowd, some of whom waved American flags for their welcome 
remarks. 

Bush and Merkel have had an increasingly warm relationship since November when she succeeded former Chancellor 
Gerhard Schroeder, who opposed Bush on the Iraq war. 

However, Merkel has criticized keeping terror suspects in detention in the U.S. prison camp at Guantanamo Bay. 

White House spokesman Tony Snow told reporters aboard Air Force One on Wednesday that the subject could come 
up. 

"The president certainly understands that there's been considerable controversy involving Guantanamo, and it very 
well may come up in the conversations." 
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"But as you know, the administration is -- the White House is now working with Congress to try to come up with a 
means of providing justice for detainees at Guantanamo in a manner that's consistent with the Supreme Court's 
ruling," he said. 

The Supreme Court in a 5-3 ruling said last month that Bush overstepped his authority in holding foreign detainees in 
Guantanamo without charges and blocked Bush's use of military tribunals. The administration earlier this week 
conceded that the detainees must be given all the legal protections of the Geneva Conventions. 

Bush is now trying to work out a deal with Congress to meet the court's objections and still keep the military 
tribunals. 

After Bush's two-night stop in Germany, he goes to St. Petersburg, Russia, on Friday for meetings with Russian 
President Vladimir Putin and then the weekend Group of Eight summit of leading industrial democracies. 

In a sign of the tensions that exist between the U.S. and Russia, Putin lashed out at Vice President Dick Cheney over a 
speech in the former Soviet republic of Lithuania in May. Cheney accused the Kremlin under Putin of backsliding from 
democracy and bullying Russia's neighbors on energy. 

"I think the statements of your vice president of this sort are the same as an unsuccessful hunting shot," Putin said in 
an interview with NBC broadcast on Wednesday. The remark referred to Cheney's shotgun blast on a hunting trip that 
accidentally wounded a companion. 

Bush has not been as critical of Putin as has Cheney, although he conceded there were important U.S.-Russia 
differences regarding democracy and free markets. 

Security was tight in Germany. 

Around Stralsund, fighter jets patrolling the skies and police checking the city's 2,200 manhole covers that were 
welded shut to ensure nothing disrupted Bush's visit. Residents were prohibited from opening windows and shops 
were ordered closed. 

In Heiligendamm, Bush's hotel had been surrounded by razor-sharp rolls of concertina wire. A one-mile stretch of 
beachfront was cordoned off and boating traffic was banned. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15243  SOURCE: Newsday.com

Administration Prods Congress to Curb the Rights of Detainees

By KATE ZERNIKE

WASHINGTON, July 12 — A day after saying that terror suspects had a right to protections under the Geneva 
Conventions, the Bush administration said Wednesday that it wanted Congress to pass legislation that would limit the 
rights granted to detainees. 

Testifying at the House hearing on rights of detainees were, from left, Steven G. Bradbury of the Justice Department; 
Daniel J. Dell’Orto, a Pentagon official; and former Solicitor General Theodore B. Olson. 
The earlier statement had been widely interpreted as a retreat, but testimony to Congress by administration lawyers 
on Wednesday made clear that the picture was more complicated. 

The administration has now abandoned its four-year-old claim that members of Al Qaeda are not protected under the 
Geneva Conventions, acknowledging that a Supreme Court ruling two weeks ago established as a matter of law that 
they are. Still, administration lawyers urged Congress to pass legislation that would narrowly define the rights granted 
to detainees under a provision of the Geneva Conventions known as Common Article Three, which guarantees legal 
rights “recognized as indispensable by civilized peoples.”

The maneuvering now under way was prompted by that Supreme Court decision, which struck down the tribunals the 
administration had established for terror suspects at Guantánamo Bay, Cuba. 
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The court left it to Congress to decide what kind of trials to set up for detainees and what protections they should be 
granted in interrogations and handling before trial.

Administration lawyers have argued that the “most desirable” solution would be for Congress to pass a law approving 
the tribunals that the court said the president could not establish on his own, proceedings that would grant minimum 
rights to detainees. 

But some leading senators said they believed that the White House stance might still be evolving, despite the public 
pronouncements by the lawyers who appeared before Congress. In particular, they thought the White House might be 
open to a solution that would abandon the tribunal approach in favor of one that would modify court-martial 
procedures to reflect the realities of putting terror suspects on trial.

“I wouldn’t say that that testimony would set the final parameters of where the administration will go on this,” said 
Senator John Warner of Virginia, the chairman of the Armed Services Committee.

As President Bush headed to Europe on Wednesday, his spokesman, Tony Snow, said, “The White House is now 
working with Congress to try to come up with a means of providing justice for detainees at Guantánamo in a manner 
that’s consistent with the Supreme Court’s ruling’’ in the case, Hamdan v. Rumsfeld.

In addition to guaranteeing legal rights, Common Article Three prohibits “outrages upon personal dignity, in particular, 
humiliating and degrading treatment.” In testimony, administration lawyers said that the article was too vague, and 
that because failure to comply with Common Article Three was a violation of the War Crimes Act, applying the article 
to detainees could lead to American troops being charged with felony crimes for interrogation tactics that might be 
argued to be too harsh.

“Congress needs to do something to bring clarity and certainty to Common Article Three,” Steven G. Bradbury, an 
acting assistant attorney general, told the House Armed Services Committee on Wednesday. 

Administration lawyers argued that the White House’s statement Tuesday night was not a shift, but an announcement 
and an interpretation of the court’s decision. In an interview, Senator Lindsey Graham, Republican of South Carolina, 
said he agreed.

“I think what they’re saying is, Until we get further direction we’re going to do the following,” Mr. Graham said. “That 
doesn’t preclude them or us from giving definition.”

The outcome of the debate could affect detainees around the world. The Pentagon holds about 1,000 Qaeda and 
Taliban detainees at Guantánamo and at bases in Afghanistan. An estimated three dozen terror suspects are believed 
to be held by the C.I.A. at secret sites abroad.

In a week of hearings on Capitol Hill, administration lawyers have argued that the best way to bring detainees to trial 
after the court’s ruling would be for Congress to ratify the military commissions the court struck down, with what 
Daniel J. Dell’Orto, a Pentagon deputy general counsel, described as “minor tweaking.” 

But several scholars and military lawyers have said that the best way to meet the court’s requirements on providing 
legal and human rights to detainees would be to start with the court-martial procedure set up in the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice and modify that.

Several lawmakers have said that only a solution that extended Geneva protections to detainees would survive 
another court challenge.

“It’s got to be dealt with so that we do not face a future court challenge, and also so that the international community 
recognizes our credibility in dealing with these things,” said Senator Warner, whose Armed Services Committee will 
hold hearings on the issue on Thursday. 

Military lawyers, human rights groups and some lawmakers have warned that an effort by Congress to limit the rights 
granted to terror suspects under the Geneva Conventions would blacken the United States’ reputation internationally, 
by effectively announcing to the world that it was reneging on a fundamental and commonly held notion of human 
rights.

“We should embrace Common Article Three and sing its praises from the rooftops,” Rear Adm. John D. Hutson, a 
former judge advocate general of the Navy who is retired, told the Armed Services Committee. “To avoid it or try to 
draft our way out of it is unbecoming the United States.”
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But administration lawyers argue that the vagueness of the language in the provision — including the right to “judicial 
guarantees which are recognized as indispensable by civilized peoples’’ — opened the way to problems. 

“We just think as you approach these issues, you should give definition and certainty to these issues,” Mr. Bradbury 
told the Senate Judiciary Committee on Wednesday.

Even some Republicans who are fighting the administration’s approach on establishing trials for the terror suspects 
agree on the need to limit the application of Article Three.

Senator Graham, who pointedly warned administration lawyers that the president would not win by fighting for his 
approach on trials, said in interviews that Common Article Three must be “reined in.” He said it would make death 
penalty crimes of current interrogation techniques, including keeping detainees awake and forcing them to sit in 
extremely hot or cold cells — methods he referred to as “things that are not torture but are aggressive.”

“What we need to do is take the ruling of Hamdan and define it so that people will not be unfairly prosecuted because 
they didn’t know what was in bounds or not,” Mr. Graham said.

Mr. Graham said defining Article Three would be “the hardest part” of the debate on how to bring detainees to trial. 
He suggested that Congress could limit it in a way that resembled the language of the measure setting standards for 
the treatment of detainees that was written by Senator John McCain, Republican of Arizona, and signed into law last 
year.

“It says that every detainee will be treated humanely and that cruel, inhumane treatment will not be allowed against 
detainees,” Mr. Graham said. “Common Article Three with its language goes well beyond the McCain standard.”

Mr. Bradbury and Mr. Dell’Orto, too, expressed a preference for Mr. McCain’s language.

Legal experts agree that the White House’s announcement that it would give Article Three rights to detainees puts 
future cases of detainee abuse, like those at the Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq in 2004, into the category of war crimes. It 
raises the stakes, they said, for how American troops treat detainees in military custody.

“This isn’t a ‘trust me’ kind of undertaking anymore,” said Diane Orentlicher, a professor of law at American University 
in Washington. “It’s now a legal obligation.” 

Mark Mazzetti and Sheryl Gay Stolberg contributed reporting for this article.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15240  SOURCE: New York Times

Battle Looms In Congress Over Military Tribunals

By Jonathan Weisman
Washington Post Staff Writer

House Republicans signaled a coming clash with the Senate over the future of military tribunals yesterday when 
Armed Service Committee members indicated they were inclined to give the Bush administration largely what it wants 
in the conduct of terrorism trials.

The tone at the first House hearing since the Supreme Court tossed out President Bush's tribunals last month was 
markedly different from Tuesday's Senate hearing, where lawmakers from both parties said they wanted to make 
significant changes to the White House's plans.

"This could be easy," said Rep. Candice S. Miller (R-Mich.), who proudly announced she has neither a law degree nor a 
college degree as she denounced the high court's 5 to 3 decision against the tribunals as "incredibly counterintuitive." 
"We could just ratify what the executive branch and the [Department of Defense] have done and move on."

"That would be a very desirable way to proceed," said Daniel J. Dell'Orto, the Pentagon's principal deputy general 
counsel.
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Contrast that with Senate Judiciary Committee Chairman Arlen Specter (R-Pa.), who told Dell'Orto and acting 
Assistant Attorney General Steven G. Bradbury the previous day, "I doubt very much that Congress is going to be 
disposed to leave these issues to the Department of Defense."

At the root of the dispute are differing interpretations about the Supreme Court's mandate when it ruled June 29 that 
a Yemeni detainee at the military prison in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, could not be tried by a special military 
commission established by the administration. The court held that the commissions violate U.S. law and the Geneva 
Conventions, especially the conventions' Common Article 3, which prohibits "outrages upon personal dignity, in 
particular humiliating and degrading treatment."

Administration officials asserted yesterday that the court found no real problems with the tribunal rules, only that 
those rules need to be voted into law by Congress. Dell'Orto and Bradbury maintain -- and most House Armed 
Services Republicans agree -- that Congress should start with the administration's system, make a few minor 
changes, then pass a law creating the tribunals.

Dell'Orto and Bradbury had respectfully accepted senators' skepticism Tuesday, but before a friendlier Republican 
audience yesterday, they turned pugnacious in their defense of the administration's plan.

"I don't want a soldier when he kicks down a door in a hut in Afghanistan searching for Osama bin Laden to have to 
worry about . . . whether he's got to advise them of some rights before he takes a statement," Dell'Orto said. "I don't 
want him to have to worry about filling out some form that is going to support the chain of custody when he picks up 
a laptop computer that has the contact information for all manner of cells around the world, while he's still looking 
over his shoulder to see whether there's not an enemy coming in after him."

Democrats dismissed such assertions as hyperbolic "red herrings," but Republicans played along. "It may not be 
practical on the battlefield to read the enemy their Miranda warnings," said House Armed Services Committee 
Chairman Duncan Hunter (R-Calif.). "We have to give the executive the tools to fight this war. This is not a separation 
of powers issue. It is an issue of how to defeat the enemy."

Key Senate Republicans -- including Specter, Armed Services Chairman John W. Warner (Va.); Lindsey O. Graham 
(S.C.), a reserve military lawyer; and John McCain (Ariz.) -- say Congress should start with the existing Uniform Code 
of Military Justice and the rules that govern courts-martial, then adapt them to the war on terrorism.

Dell'Orto said to do that and meet national security needs, 73 military rules of evidence and 145 to 150 articles of the 
Uniform Code of Military Justice would have to be amended, effectively "gutting" the military legal code.

But McCain said yesterday that at a long White House meeting, with Graham and national security adviser Stephen J. 
Hadley an agreement was reached that legislation would use the military code -- not the administration's plan -- as 
the framework, and a final bill would adhere to Common Article 3 of the Geneva Conventions.

The bill could adopt language crafted by McCain last year to ban torture at U.S. detention facilities that makes some 
changes to Common Article 3. For instance, it could drop the phrase "outrages upon personal dignity," which the 
administration sees as overly vague. But McCain said the legislation would remain faithful to the conventions.

"We're moving along very well," he said.

The problem may be the House, which has taken a harder line and clashed repeatedly with the Senate over 
immigration legislation, McCain's torture ban, renewal of the USA Patriot Act and budget priorities. Rep. Barney Frank 
(D-Mass.) called House-Senate tension "the main dynamic of Congress this year."

"The House thinks the Senate is the cowardly lion, and the Senate thinks the House is the scarecrow without a brain," 
he said.

Hunter said he "instinctively" sees a problem with using the military justice code -- "a body of law meant to extend 
privileges to the men and women who wear the uniform of the United States" -- as the basis for trying suspects in the 
war on terrorism.

Rep. Joel Hefley (R-Colo.), an Armed Services Committee member who favors using the administration's tribunal plan, 
said an ugly clash with the Senate appears inevitable.

"As I sat there [in the hearing], I found myself struggling with whether we're going to be able to get anything done 
this year," Hefley said. As the election approaches, senators and House members from both parties will "demagogue 
this issue," he said, accusing opponents of being either soft on terrorism or lap dogs of the White House.
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Staff writer Thomas E. Ricks contributed to this report.
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Geneva Policy Won't Halt U.S. Interrogations

By Jane Sutton

MIAMI, July 12 (Reuters) - The U.S. military order to apply basic provisions of the Geneva Conventions to terrorism 
detainees at Guantanamo Bay does not mean they will get the Swiss francs, parcels from home or full protections 
afforded to recognized prisoners of war, experts said on Wednesday.

Nor will it prevent interrogation of suspected al Qaeda and Taliban prisoners -- so long as the questioning is conducted 
without violence and without humiliating or degrading treatment -- the legal and human rights experts said.

"Interrogations are allowed but they're not allowed in the way they've been conducted at Guantanamo," said Bill 
Goodman, legal director for the Center for Constitutional Rights, which represents about 200 prisoners at the U.S. 
navy base in Cuba.

The U.S. Supreme Court ruled last month that Common Article 3 of the Geneva Conventions applies to Guantanamo 
prisoners and in a memo made public on Tuesday, a top Pentagon official ordered military personnel to apply it to all 
detainees.

The Geneva Conventions are international treaties to limit the barbarity of war. Common Article 3 sets minimum 
standards for humane treatment of everyone caught up in armed conflict, including civilians and irregular forces.

It prohibits torture and humiliating or degrading treatment, and bars sentencing or executing prisoners without a 
decision by "a regularly constituted court" with judicial guarantees.

"Common Article 3 really is a floor. You can't go any lower than this for any kind of conflict, including any kind of 
combatant," said Muneer Ahmad, an American University law professor who represents Canadian detainee Omar 
Khadr.

But neither the Supreme Court decision nor the Pentagon order recognizes the 450 Guantanamo detainees as 
prisoners of war -- a classification enjoyed by Iraq's Saddam Hussein and Panama's Manuel Noriega.

The Geneva Conventions define POWs as members of armed forces that have chains of command, carry arms openly, 
wear uniforms or other recognized symbols to distinguish themselves from civilians, and operate according to the laws 
of war.

"The level of protection for a POW is far greater than the baseline protections afforded to everybody under Common 
Article 3," said Scott Silliman, a Duke University law professor specializing in the laws of war.

ENTITLED TO PAY, COMFORTS

The treaties limit how POWs can be housed and moved and entitle them to comforts, including canteens, the right to 
keep personal mementos and to receive parcels from home.

Countries holding them must give POWs monthly pay of at least eight Swiss francs, or the equivalent in local 
currency, on a scale that rises with rank. Generals get 75 Swiss francs a month.

POWs are required to reveal only their names, ranks, serial numbers and dates of birth. But even they can be 
interrogated, subject to the humane treatment requirements of Article 3.

Human rights activists called the U.S. military decision to apply the basic humane treatment standards long overdue.

"It shouldn't have taken a Supreme Court decision to get the administration to recognize that they have to operate 
within the bounds of the law," said Jumana Musa, an international law attorney with Amnesty International.

President George W. Bush declared in 2002 that Article 3 did not apply to al Qaeda and Taliban detainees, but ordered 
that they be treated humanely "subject to military necessity."

27

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15239


FBI agents have described witnessing interrogations at Guantanamo that included chaining prisoners to the floor and 
leaving them to urinate and defecate on themselves, subjecting them to freezing cold and depriving them of sleep.

Yet military officials insisted the new policy will not have much effect because humane treatment has always been the 
standard. They portray violations as isolated infractions.

"Those have been addressed. People have been held accountable for their actions ...," said Pentagon spokesman 
Bryan Whitman.

The Bush administration said all detainees in its war on terrorism are covered by Article 3, without making any 
distinction between those in military custody and those in custody of agencies such as the CIA. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15238  SOURCE: Reuters

Former Gitmo Inmates Claim Innocence

By VERENA VON DERSCHAU 

Six former inmates of the U.S. prison at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, insisted Wednesday on their innocence in closing 
arguments of their trial in Paris on charges of links to terrorism. 

The trial has focused as much on the U.S. prison camp - roundly condemned by France and many other countries - as 
on the terror charges. 

Even prosecutor Sonya Djemni-Wagner requested unexpectedly light sentences for the men Tuesday after taking into 
account their "arbitrary detention" at Guantanamo. 

"To convict them would be to legitimize Guantanamo," defense lawyer Dominique Many said Wednesday. Paul-Albert 
Iweins, another defense lawyer, called the prison "a system put in place to attack their dignity and their most sacred 
values." 

The United States holds about 450 men at Guantanamo on suspicion of links to al-Qaida or the Taliban. Most have 
never been charged with a crime. 

Many said the suspects had been attracted to Afghanistan by a religious "ideal" well before the Sept. 11, 2001 
attacks. "There was not a question of terrorism," he said. 

Seven French citizens were captured in or near Afghanistan by U.S. forces in late 2001, held at Guantanamo and then 
handed over to French authorities in 2004 and 2005. One was freed immediately and found to have no ties to 
terrorism, while five were released later but remained under investigation in France. 

Brahim Yadel was the last to remain behind bars while his case was investigated. He and the five others - Khaled ben 
Mustafa, Nizar Sassi, Mourad Benchellali, Imad Kanouni and Ridouane Khalid - are on trial for alleged "criminal 
association with a terrorist enterprise." 

On Wednesday, the Paris court ordered Yadel's release, based on a request by his lawyer. 

The court also lifted restrictions for the five others that included limits on their movements and, in the case of Mourad 
Benchelalli, a ban on talking to his family, some of whom are suspects in another terror case. 

All six of the ex-Guantanamo inmates insist they are innocent. Their lawyers asked for all to be acquitted. 

"I am either guilty or not guilty. But if I am guilty, I should ask forgiveness. But from whom? There are no victims," 
said ben Mustafa. 

Djemni-Wagner is seeking one year in prison plus suspended sentences for five of the suspects, and no sentence for 
one of them, Kanouni. But she asked that their time already behind bars in France be counted toward their sentences, 
meaning that even if they are convicted, they would remain free. 
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During the trial, the suspects recounted their stays in Afghanistan in 2000 and 2001 before their capture. Five of them 
said they had stayed in military training camps in Afghanistan, while Kanouni said his journey there was for spiritual 
reasons. 

Following closing arguments Wednesday, the court adjourned until Sept. 27. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15237  SOURCE: Forbes.com

July 14, 2006 

Another Protest in Support of Hicks

Supporters of suspected terrorist David Hicks will target the Adelaide offices of Foreign Minister Alexander Downer 
calling for the Australian to be released from US detention.

Spokeswoman Emma Murphy said the group would call on the federal government to respect civil rights and basic 
principles of justice.

"David Hicks should be released and repatriated to Australia," Ms Murphy said.

"He is a political prisoner and has not committed any crimes under Australian law.

"He has been punished before trial by over four years in atrocious conditions.

"His guilt has been assumed and the Australian government has abandoned David Hicks and basic principles of human 
rights."

Hicks, 30, has been held at Guantanamo Bay for four-and-a-half years since soon after he was captured in 
Afghanistan in late 2001, allegedly fighting with the Taliban.

He has pleaded not guilty to attempted murder, aiding the enemy and conspiracy at a military commission hearing in 
August 2004 but has not faced trial.

The protest follows a decision by the US administration earlier this week to apply the protections of the Geneva 
Convention to Hicks and the other 450 detainees at Guantanamo Bay in Cuba.

The White House had previously promised to treat the inmates humanely, but insisted they were not covered by the 
conventions because they were not considered prisoners of war.

The US government also is considering how to try Hicks and other inmates after the Supreme Court recently ruled 
that the military commission process was illegal.

The Australian government wants him tried by US authorities as soon as possible.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15263  SOURCE: Sydney Morning Herald

Saudis Expected Home From Guantanamo Within Year

By Jane Sutton
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MIAMI (Reuters) - Saudi Arabia hopes to have all of its citizens returned from the U.S. naval base at Guantanamo Bay 
within a year, the Saudi ambassador to the United States said on Thursday.

"We're working with (the U.S.) government on this to have them back in batches," said Prince Turki Al-Faisal, the 
Saudi ambassador to Washington. "They are being processed through the court system in Saudi Arabia."

The United States has stepped up efforts to repatriate many of the 450 suspected al Qaeda and Taliban captives held 
at the U.S. naval base and has negotiated a framework agreement with Saudi Arabia for the return of its citizens. It 
sent home 15 in May and 14 in late June, and Saudi officials were reviewing whether they should face charges in their 
homeland.

About 95 of the men still held at Guantanamo are Saudi citizens and Al-Faisal said he expected all of them to be 
repatriated "probably within a year."

"That's my estimate, but it's an estimate. Hopefully nothing will intercede with that," he told Reuters after speaking to 
students at Florida International University in Miami.

Al-Faisal has said previously that if any of the Guantanamo Saudis committed crimes, they should be tried in Saudi 
courts.

Two Saudis are among the 10 Guantanamo prisoners charged with war crimes in the tribunal system struck down last 
month by the U.S. Supreme Court. Two other Saudis were among the three prisoners who hanged themselves at 
Guantanamo in June.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15256  SOURCE: Reuters

July 15, 2006

Scholars Agree That Congress Could Reject Conventions, but Not That It 
Should

By ADAM LIPTAK

The Supreme Court’s decision last month striking down the administration’s plans to try detainees held at 
Guantánamo Bay, Cuba, was widely hailed as a sweeping triumph for judicial supremacy, individual liberty and 
international law. In its most striking holding, the court said that a provision of the Geneva Conventions concerning 
the humane treatment of prisoners applied to all aspects of the conflict with Al Qaeda.

But the decision included an escape clause. “Nothing prevents the president from returning to Congress to seek the 
authority he believes necessary,” Justice Stephen G. Breyer wrote in a concurrence joined by three other justices. 

And indeed, administration lawyers are now asking Congress not only to resurrect the trial procedures struck down by 
the court but also to address the prohibitions in Common Article 3 of the conventions, which bar, among other things, 
“outrages upon personal dignity, in particular, humiliating and degrading treatment.”

Legal scholars, including many who say that overriding the Geneva Conventions would be a terrible idea, agree that 
Congress has the power to do so.

“Congress could come back and write that blank check,” said Peter J. Spiro, a law professor at Temple University.

Martin S. Lederman, a former Justice Department official now at the Georgetown University law school, agreed. “As a 
matter of domestic law, Congress can pass a statute authorizing what treaties forbid.”
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The general rule is that a treaty is a law like any other, meaning a later law can override it. “The last-enacted piece of 
legislation is effective,” said Scott L. Silliman, a former military lawyer and the executive director of the Center on 
Law, Ethics and National Security at Duke University. “Can Congress legally restrict the application of the Geneva 
Conventions? Yes, it can.”

Such a move, however, would be groundbreaking, given the status of the Geneva Conventions in international law 
and in the popular imagination.

“This is the most exalted humanitarian law treaty enacted in the 20th century,” said Derek P. Jinks, a law professor at 
the University of Texas and the author of “The Rules of War: The Geneva Conventions in the Age of Terror.” 

To be sure, many nations have violated the conventions in practice. But apparently no national legislature has ever 
taken the step of specifically overriding them.

“The fact that no other country has done it is a sign that this would be a momentous and potentially catastrophic 
step,” said Harold Hongju Koh, who served in the State Department in the Clinton administration and is dean of Yale 
Law School. “Do we want to encourage the parliaments of every country in the world that wants to abuse, humiliate 
and torture our soldiers to reinterpret the Geneva Conventions?”

But that is a point about prudence, not power. 

“The issue is not whether they could do it,” Dean Koh said. “The question is how much damage we would do to the 
fabric of the law. It would put us on the wrong side of history.”

There is one significant but largely symbolic caveat: any domestic legislation overriding the conventions and the 
conduct it authorized could still violate international law. But international law is an amorphous concept with few 
enforcement mechanisms. 

Nonetheless, many experts say, the political and practical consequences of rejecting the conventions could provoke a 
powerful anti-American backlash. “We would be saying to the international community, whose cooperation we 
desperately need, particularly in intelligence gathering, that we claim to be a nation of laws but are not,” Professor 
Silliman said.

Whatever the wisdom of overriding the conventions, the legislative work to disentangle it from the nation’s laws would 
be substantial. For instance, one federal law makes it a war crime to violate Common Article 3. If Congress overrode 
aspects of the article, it would presumably also need to amend the war crimes law.

Among the questions left open by the Supreme Court’s decision, Hamdan v. Rumsfeld, is whether people detained at 
Guantánamo and elsewhere can sue over violations of Common Article 3 and whether officials who violate it can be 
subject to prosecution.

Looking forward, scholars differed on the question of whether Congress would be free to offer its own interpretation of 
Common Article 3, for example determining that the article allows the conditions that have existed at Guantánamo, or 
whether it must pass legislation rejecting it outright.

It is certainly true that the language of the article is mostly general and open-textured. It prohibits, in addition to 
assaults on personal dignity, trials without the legal rights “recognized as indispensable by civilized peoples.” 

But there are bodies of authority, including domestic military law, international treaties that use similar language and 
decisions of international tribunals, that have helped establish a common understanding of the precise meaning of the 
article. While a good-faith debate, in Congress and elsewhere, about the meaning of some of the phrases should be 
welcomed, Professor Jinks said, the language can be stretched only so far. 

“It’s going to be very difficult for the administration to demonstrate,” he said by way of example, “that any of the so-
called enhanced interrogation techniques are consistent with Common Article 3.” Among the techniques used at 
Guantánamo were extreme temperatures, sleep deprivation, blaring music and sexual humiliation. 

The administration contends that with the exceptions of the procedures it planned to use to try detainees suspected of 
terrorism, it has been in compliance with Common Article 3 even in the years it said it was not bound by it.

Professor Jinks said there was an argument to be made for even an implausible Congressional interpretation of 
Common Article 3 if the alternative was outright repudiation, if only because the rest of the world might view that as 
slightly less provocative.
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“Out-and-out defiance of the treaty is a deeply damaging act,” Professor Jinks said. “The question is how much 
trouble we want to make for ourselves: a lot of trouble, or more trouble than we could possibly imagine.”
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Guantánamo Bay, Cuba, was widely hailed as a sweeping triumph for judicial supremacy, individual liberty and 
international law. In its most striking holding, the court said that a provision of the Geneva Conventions concerning 
the humane treatment of prisoners applied to all aspects of the conflict with Al Qaeda.

But the decision included an escape clause. “Nothing prevents the president from returning to Congress to seek the 
authority he believes necessary,” Justice Stephen G. Breyer wrote in a concurrence joined by three other justices. 

And indeed, administration lawyers are now asking Congress not only to resurrect the trial procedures struck down by 
the court but also to address the prohibitions in Common Article 3 of the conventions, which bar, among other things, 
“outrages upon personal dignity, in particular, humiliating and degrading treatment.”

Legal scholars, including many who say that overriding the Geneva Conventions would be a terrible idea, agree that 
Congress has the power to do so.

“Congress could come back and write that blank check,” said Peter J. Spiro, a law professor at Temple University.

Martin S. Lederman, a former Justice Department official now at the Georgetown University law school, agreed. “As a 
matter of domestic law, Congress can pass a statute authorizing what treaties forbid.”

The general rule is that a treaty is a law like any other, meaning a later law can override it. “The last-enacted piece of 
legislation is effective,” said Scott L. Silliman, a former military lawyer and the executive director of the Center on 
Law, Ethics and National Security at Duke University. “Can Congress legally restrict the application of the Geneva 
Conventions? Yes, it can.”

Such a move, however, would be groundbreaking, given the status of the Geneva Conventions in international law 
and in the popular imagination.

“This is the most exalted humanitarian law treaty enacted in the 20th century,” said Derek P. Jinks, a law professor at 
the University of Texas and the author of “The Rules of War: The Geneva Conventions in the Age of Terror.” 

To be sure, many nations have violated the conventions in practice. But apparently no national legislature has ever 
taken the step of specifically overriding them.

“The fact that no other country has done it is a sign that this would be a momentous and potentially catastrophic 
step,” said Harold Hongju Koh, who served in the State Department in the Clinton administration and is dean of Yale 
Law School. “Do we want to encourage the parliaments of every country in the world that wants to abuse, humiliate 
and torture our soldiers to reinterpret the Geneva Conventions?”

But that is a point about prudence, not power. 

“The issue is not whether they could do it,” Dean Koh said. “The question is how much damage we would do to the 
fabric of the law. It would put us on the wrong side of history.”

There is one significant but largely symbolic caveat: any domestic legislation overriding the conventions and the 
conduct it authorized could still violate international law. But international law is an amorphous concept with few 
enforcement mechanisms. 

Nonetheless, many experts say, the political and practical consequences of rejecting the conventions could provoke a 
powerful anti-American backlash. “We would be saying to the international community, whose cooperation we 
desperately need, particularly in intelligence gathering, that we claim to be a nation of laws but are not,” Professor 
Silliman said.

Whatever the wisdom of overriding the conventions, the legislative work to disentangle it from the nation’s laws would 
be substantial. For instance, one federal law makes it a war crime to violate Common Article 3. If Congress overrode 
aspects of the article, it would presumably also need to amend the war crimes law.
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Among the questions left open by the Supreme Court’s decision, Hamdan v. Rumsfeld, is whether people detained at 
Guantánamo and elsewhere can sue over violations of Common Article 3 and whether officials who violate it can be 
subject to prosecution.

Looking forward, scholars differed on the question of whether Congress would be free to offer its own interpretation of 
Common Article 3, for example determining that the article allows the conditions that have existed at Guantánamo, or 
whether it must pass legislation rejecting it outright.

It is certainly true that the language of the article is mostly general and open-textured. It prohibits, in addition to 
assaults on personal dignity, trials without the legal rights “recognized as indispensable by civilized peoples.” 

But there are bodies of authority, including domestic military law, international treaties that use similar language and 
decisions of international tribunals, that have helped establish a common understanding of the precise meaning of the 
article. While a good-faith debate, in Congress and elsewhere, about the meaning of some of the phrases should be 
welcomed, Professor Jinks said, the language can be stretched only so far. 

“It’s going to be very difficult for the administration to demonstrate,” he said by way of example, “that any of the so-
called enhanced interrogation techniques are consistent with Common Article 3.” Among the techniques used at 
Guantánamo were extreme temperatures, sleep deprivation, blaring music and sexual humiliation. 

The administration contends that with the exceptions of the procedures it planned to use to try detainees suspected of 
terrorism, it has been in compliance with Common Article 3 even in the years it said it was not bound by it.

Professor Jinks said there was an argument to be made for even an implausible Congressional interpretation of 
Common Article 3 if the alternative was outright repudiation, if only because the rest of the world might view that as 
slightly less provocative.

“Out-and-out defiance of the treaty is a deeply damaging act,” Professor Jinks said. “The question is how much 
trouble we want to make for ourselves: a lot of trouble, or more trouble than we could possibly imagine.”
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Bahraini Protest: Support Guantanamo Detainees

100 orange balloons will be released into the sky beside the UN House in Bahrain, as a giant distress call on behalf of 
the 400+ men (including three Bahrainis) who are being held without access to free and fair trials at Guantanamo 
Bay. The demonstration will begin at 5.30 pm.

Former Bahraini detainees, who were returned from Guantanamo last November, will be attending and are expected 
to talk about their experiences during incarceration. They were all released without charge after being held for more 
than three years. Families of the three Bahrainis who are still being held without trial at Guantanamo will also attend. 

A letter writing petition, leaflets, postcards and DVDs of the British Film "The Road to Guantanamo" will also be 
available at a stand. 
 
Please join us, and show your support for justice, freedom - and the families of those who have been missing for so 
long. 
 
For more information please contact:
gtmocampaign@gmail.com or Nabeel Rajab on (+973) 39633399 
 
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15273  SOURCE: AlJazeera
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Guantanamo General To Head Nato

A US army general who oversees the Guantanamo Bay detention camp has been chosen as Nato's next military head. 

General Bantz Craddock, chief of US Southern Command, has been picked to be Supreme Allied Commander, Europe. 

The choice of Gen Craddock, who succeeds retiring General James Jones, needs approval by the US Senate. 

Gen Craddock has normally defended the controversial camp against criticism, although he has ordered investigations 
into some claims of abuse of suspects. 

In one case, he blocked attempts to get a Guantanamo commander reprimanded over abuse claims, insisting the 
officer had done nothing wrong. 

Nato announced in Brussels that Gen Craddock had been chosen to replace Gen Jones, who was the first Marine to 
hold the post. 

"The Nato Defence Planning Committee, which takes this decision, agreed but also expressed to General Jones, in the 
name of Nato governments, their gratitude for his distinguished service," the alliance said in a statement. 

Gen Craddock, who led US forces in Kosovo in 1998, was chief military assistant to US Defence Secretary Donald 
Rumsfeld between 2002 and 2004 before taking over the running of US military operations throughout Latin America 
and the Caribbean. 

Under Nato tradition, the alliance's military commander comes from the US and its top civilian leader from Europe. 
 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15272  SOURCE: BBC News

July 16, 2006

Global Plea for Guantanamo Detainees

BAHRAIN yesterday joined countries across the world for a joint day of protests against the continued detention of 
more than 400 men - including three Bahrainis - at Guantanamo Bay.

One hundred orange balloons were released into the sky beside the United Nations (UN) House in Hoora at the 
demonstration, which called for the US prison facility in Cuba to be dismantled. 

It was attended by the son of Isa Al Murbati, who has issued a letter to US President George Bush asking for his 
father's release. 

Bahrainis Abdulla Majid Al Nuaimi, Adel Kamel Hajee and Shaikh Salman bin Ebrahim Al Khalifa were released without 
charge after being held for more than three years. 
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Isa Al Murbati, aged 42, Juma Mohammed Al Dossary, 32, and Salah Abdul Rasool Al Blooshi, 24 are currently 
incarcerated at Guantanamo Bay. 

Meanwhile, another 600 letters have been signed by members of the Bahraini public calling for the release of 
detainees, organisers said. The letters call on American Ambassador William Monroe and Bahrain Foreign Minister 
Shaikh Khalid bin Ahmed Al Khalifa to take "whatever action is necessary" to bring Bahraini detainees home as soon 
as possible. 
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=15290  SOURCE: Gulf Daily News

Yemeni Families Demonstrate For Guantanamo Closure

By Kawkab al-Thaibani
 
Familiy members call for the closure of the Guantanamo detention. YO Photo/MAS 

The flags were raised and bearing slogans like “Close Guantanamo Prison” or “Freedom to al-Helah.”  1000 
demonstrators, some from members from concerned NGO's and some from families of those held at Guantanamo Bay 
Prison, marched in front of the Yemeni Parliament and then to the United Nations building last Saturday.  The 
demonstration was arranged by the HOOD organization (The National Organization for Defending Human Rights and 
Freedom).  The head of the constitutional committee in the Parliament, Ali Buhaliqaqh took the letter listing the 
demonstrators' demands and said that parliament would discuss it in its coming session, according to Khalid al-Anesi, 
HOOD's executive director. 

The delegation that paid a visit to the United Nations consisted of Khalid al-Anesi; Jamal al-Jobi, a representative of 
the Yemeni community for the Rights and Freedom; Rana Ghanim, a representative of the Forum of Arab Sisters for 
Human Rights; and some members of the prisoners’ families, such as Abdul-Rahman al-Heela, the brother of Abdul-
Salam al-Heelah.  

Al-Anesi said that the delegation submitted the letter from the families and the NGO's to Adel Jasmeen, the officer in 
charge of the United Nations office in Sana'a and the head of the UNHCR.  Mr. Jasmeen said that he would deliver the 
letter to the Secretary General of the United Nations.  

Protesters held up pictures of Yemeni prisoners in Guantanamo and banners calling for the closure of the US detention 
center. One banner read: “Guantanamo is a shame on the forehead of humanity.”

The organizers are optimistic about the effect of the demonstration.  “I hope we make a kind of change--that the USA 
will treat those prisoners according to the provisions of the Geneva Convention.” Al-Anesi said.    
One of the demonstrators is the wife of one of the prisoners held at Guantanamo.   Suad Saleh, the wife of prisoner 
Ismail al-Raimi said, “My husband was arrested on the eleventh of September in 2001.  He had been in the Emirates.  
He was meant to come back; he bought all the presents; but he was missed, and we found out that he was arrested 
when we read his name on the list published September 26th."  

Saleh complained that she did not receive any calls from her husband at all. “Some families heard from the prisoners, 
but we did not hear anything.  We want to be in contact with him.”  She said that she does not know whether the 
prisoners are being tortured or not.  “They say that there is no torture any more, but Allah knows because there are 
three who died in Guantanamo recently.”

Al-Raimi's 11 year-old son, Abdullah Ismael, said that he came to the demonstration to demand the release of his 
father.

The father of the late Salah al-Deen al-Salami, who is said to have hung himself at Guantanamo recently, also came 
to the demonstration.  He said “We come here to make the whole world hear our voices and to watch what is 
happening in the American secret jails.  They killed our sons and returned them mutilated.”

He said that he called on the UN, the Yemeni government and the parliament to do something.  “They have to move 
to close the jail and rescue our sons there,” he said. 

The HOOD organization and Al-Karama, another Arab human rights organization, are investigating the circumstances 
of Salah al-Salami's death.  The results of the independent autopsy conducted by a Swiss medical team have yet to be 
released.
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