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Look Who's Coming: James Yee

Ellen Sung, Staff Writer

Capt. James Yee was a West Point graduate and one of the first Muslim chaplains in the Army when he was assigned 
to Guantanamo Naval Base. It was a year after the Sept. 11 terror attacks, and Yee explained the basics of Islam to 
thousands of new personnel, informally ministered to prisoners and helped ease tensions over treatment of the Koran 
at the military prison.

His reviews were stellar. On Sept. 8, 2003, supervisors wrote that his work was "truly exemplary in every measure." 
Two days later, he was arrested on suspicion of spying for al-Qaeda.

Yee spent more than two months in solitary confinement before he was released. Military prosecutors never found 
enough evidence for spying charges, and Yee eventually was cleared on lesser allegations, too. In 2005, he received 
an honorable discharge from the Army, but he knew that his professional reputation would always be shadowed by 
doubt.

Yee, who visits Durham on Thursday, spoke by phone recently to staff writer Ellen Sung.

Q - I'm curious about your impressions of Guantanamo, a place most of us will never see.

A - I had authorized unaccompanied access to these prison cell blocks, so I was in a very unique position to really 
interact with the prisoners on a very personal level and really get to know who these people are.

First and foremost, we have to understand they are human beings, and they should be treated as such. Every one of 
these people, all of whom are of the Muslim faith, are also fathers, brothers, sons. They have children.

Q - Were they all men?

A - They were all men, but they weren't all adults. There were individuals as young as 12 to 14 years old.

Q - What were your interactions with them like?

A - My interactions with them were very positive, and I was able to connect with them simply because of a shared 
religious faith. Many of them of course were very happy to see me whenever I was able to see them in cell blocks.

I was a source for them to forward complaints and concerns to higher levels of leadership. So I would actually listen to 
them, and I always say a good chaplain is a good listener.

Q - Was that a conflict for you? You want to comfort another human, but these people are accused of serious crimes.

A - You have to understand my role as the Muslim chaplain of Camp Delta. I was an adviser to the camp commander 
on this unique religious paradigm in which we find that every one of the prisoners were of the same faith. I was to 
advise the command on how the religion and the religious practices of the individuals affected the operation.

It was also dictated by the standard operating procedures that I was to make observations and recommendations 
regarding prisoner treatment, both individually and collectively. Again, the ultimate idea here is to make the operation 
run smoother.

I was actually praised for these changes by my command.
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Q - Can you give me an example of a change you helped make?

A - In my book, I title one of my chapters "Gitmo's Secret Weapon." From my vantage point as a chaplain, [that] was 
religion ... which really is fundamentally against who we are as a nation that upholds freedom of religion and respects 
all religions.

One of the things that [upset detainees] was cross-gender invasive searches -- for example, allowing the female 
guards to physically search the men, something that we really don't allow even in our own prison system, except in 
extreme circumstances.

[Prisoners] were punished for refusing to allow the female guards to search their private areas, their groins and so on. 
For Muslims, this is against religious etiquette for males to do this, let alone females. So this was something I was 
actually able to get changed.

There were riots, disturbances. Sometimes the prisoners protested with even more extreme measures like hunger 
strikes and suicide attempts. What would cause the prisoners to take this attempt to commit suicide were things like 
the desecration of the Koran.

Q - What about the flushing of the Koran in the toilet? Did you ever see that?

A - I've written about how actually I witnessed -- in the process of [guards] conducting searches of the cells -- the 
Koran itself mistreated and abused. Pages were torn out; bindings were ripped and cracked. I also heard from 
prisoners that interrogators did throw the Koran on the floor and step on it and kick it across the floor. I was actually 
called upon by the command down in Guantanamo to help resolve some of these problems.

If a prisoner did end up dead because he was protesting the treatment of the Koran, the intelligence people also 
looked at this as, "Well, if a prisoner dies, he no longer is an intelligence asset."

Q - Your critics argue that by making life easier for prisoners you were hindering intelligence-gathering efforts.

A - I was far removed from the intelligence operations, so everything I was doing, I was doing at the direction of the 
camp commander, Col. [Adolph] McQueen, and my other supervisor Lt. Col. [Stephen] Stewart. They expected me to 
do these types of things. I didn't do anything without their approval.

Q - What did it feel like to work there?

A - In Guantanamo, I experienced an enormously strong anti-Muslim hostility. This was of course not only directed 
toward the prisoners, all of whom were of Muslim faith, but also the patriotic Muslim Americans. Many of the people 
down there are translators and because of the languages -- Urdu, Farsi, Arabic, Peshtu -- they also felt this hostility.

What you had down in Guantanamo were several lower-level people who were inexperienced, who were overzealous, 
who were hypervigilant and who were even bigoted against people of the Muslim faith, who looked at Muslim 
Americans as being enemies because we also prayed and read the holy Koran.

Q - Do you feel that you were targeted for your religion or ethnicity?

A - This all occurred because, as I have subtitled my book, my faith was under fire. It made me a target of suspicion 
just because of being a Muslim. My ethnicity was also pointed out by somebody who called me a "Chinese Taliban."

The most disturbing part of this is that there are people within the ranks of the military who harbor discriminating 
views against religious and ethnic minorities.

Q - Are you bitter?

A - One of the things that helped me get through this ordeal -- and helps me recover from what I was made to suffer 
-- is what I've written about my book called emotional intelligence, which is really controlling your emotions, whether 
it's anger or fear or nervousness or uncertainty ... and to direct that energy toward something constructive and 
positive.

Along with my faith, that's what I did during those 76 days in isolation. It's what I did when I was released, and what 
I do today when I tell as many people as possible and make them aware of what happened. Ultimately, it will inspire 
others to struggle for the same things I do: diversity, tolerance, religious freedom. And now justice.
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Q - What do you do for a living now?

A - After leaving the military and while I was writing the book, I was really focused also on finishing my graduate 
degree in international relations [at Troy University]. I just completed that a week ago Sunday.

DETAILS

WHAT Capt. James Yee, discussing "For God and Country: Faith and Patriotism Under Fire."

WHEN Thursday, 6:30 p.m.

WHERE Richard White Auditorium, Duke East Campus

CONTACT 286-2700.

Staff writer Ellen Sung can be reached at 829-4565 or esung@newsobserver.com.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13057  SOURCE: Newsobserver.com

Please Help David Hicks: Brown to Blair

Press Release: Australian Green Party  

British Prime Minister Tony Blair nodded acknowledgement when asked to help David Hicks get out of Guantanamo 
Bay today by Australian Greens Leader Bob Brown.

"Congratulations on your stand on Guantanamo Bay. Please do what you can to help David Hicks," Senator Brown 
asked Mr Blair as Prime Minister Howard introduced the two as part of the meeting of members of parliament in the 
House after Mr Blair's speech.

Earlier today David Hicks' father Terry met the British Deputy High Commissioner at Parliament House and Mr Hicks is 
Senator Kerry Nettle's guest at the luncheon for Mr Blair.

Referring to Mr Blair's speech, Senator Brown also said Prime Minister Blair had recognised Australia's lack of global 
engagement on climate change.

"Prime Minister Howard should respond to Prime Minister Blair's challenge and immediately move for Australia to ratify 
the Kyoto Protocol and re-engage with the global community for stronger measures to address the greatest security 
threat of our time," Senator Brown said. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13070  SOURCE: Scoop.co.nz

Legal Wrangling Blow To Bahraini Gitmo Three

By KANWAL TARIQ HAMEED

MANAMA
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LAWYERS for three Bahrainis still detained in Guantanamo Bay may take their fight for legal rights to the highest court 
in the US - but it could take years.

A new wrangle over Bay detainees' rights to hearings in US federal courts is already underway.

Judges at the US Federal Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia are considering 13 cases brought by lawyers of 
Guantanamo detainees, including the Bahrainis.

They are seeking the right to hearings in US federal courts, which US government attorneys say they are barred from 
under a retrospective law brought in on December 30 last year.

Two out of the three judges "seemed willing to accept the government's argument" that all cases filed on behalf of 
detainees should be dismissed as the result of the law passed on December 30, say lawyers for the Bahraini three. 

Lawyers for Bahrainis Juma Al Dossary, Salah Al Blooshi and Isa Al Murbati, who have been waiting almost two years 
for a court hearing, said they that if they lose, they will take their case to the US Supreme Court.

But this will delay detainees' chance of fair hearings for years, said legal team head Joshua Colangelo Bryan.

It is even possible no detainee will ever receive a fair hearing.

The court also still faces the question of "whether the detainees have rights," said Mr Colangelo-Bryan. 

"On March 22, attorneys for the Guantanamo detainees and attorneys for the United States government appeared in 
court to present argument," said Mr Colangelo-Bryan.

Lawyers for 13 cases, filed after the US Supreme Court Rasul vs Bush ruling in 2004, were represented by Kuwaiti 
detainees' lawyer Tom Wilner and Bosnian detainees' lawyer Steve Olesky.

The Rasul vs Bush and Al Odah vs United States ruling stated that detainees at Guantanamo Bay could challenge their 
detention before a "neutral decision-maker", presumably a federal judge.

"The court still is facing the question of whether the detainees have any rights at all, but focused at the argument on 
the effect of the Graham-Levin Amendment," said Mr Colangelo-Bryan. 

The Graham-Levin amendment, denies detainees access to US federal courts and allows the US government to hold 
individuals for the rest of their lives based on evidence obtained through torture. 

Lawyers for the detainees argued that the law, which was passed after the court cases for Bahraini detainees had 
already been filed, does not state that it applies to cases already filed.

"The government is arguing, nonetheless, that the amendment should be read as requiring the court to throw out all 
of the detainees' cases, including ours," said Mr Colangelo-Bryan. 

"Two of the three judges who heard the argument seemed willing to accept the government's argument that the 
habeas petitions (court cases) should be dismissed.

"If the two judges do ultimately accept that argument, lawyers for the detainees will have to appeal the decision to 
the United States Supreme Court.

"This would, of course, mean that additional years would pass before any detainee receives a fair hearing and that it 
is possible no detainee will ever receive a fair hearing.

"It has been nearly two years since the United States Supreme Court said that detainees should be able to bring their 
cases to federal courts."

The paralysis in process "undoubtedly" contributes to feelings of hopelessness and despair at Guantanamo, Mr 
Colangelo-Bryan said.

This is particularity harmful to Mr Al Dossary, who along with Mr Al Murbati has said he would rather die than remain 
alive at the notorious prison facility, he added.
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Mr Al Dossary has tried to kill himself 10 times according to the US government, and was described by lawyers as 
being in "dire strait" the last time they saw him.

"We are no longer able to offer any good explanation to our clients as to why they have not had hearings," said Mr 
Colangelo-Bryan.

"This is undoubtedly contributing to the general hopelessness and despair at Guantanamo and is particularly harmful 
to clients of ours, including Juma Al Dossary. 

"The government has provided us with no information on his condition and we are, as always, quite concerned about 
him." 
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13065       SOURCE: Gulf Daily News

No Legal Rights for Enemy Combatants, Scalia Says

'War Is War,' Justice Tells Audience
Associated Press

Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia reportedly told an overseas audience this month that the Constitution does not 
protect foreigners held at the U.S. military prison at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

He also told the audience at the University of Freiburg in Switzerland that he was "astounded" by the "hypocritical" 
reaction in Europe to the prison, this week's issue of Newsweek magazine reported.

The comments came just weeks before the justices are to take up an appeal from a detainee at Guantanamo Bay. The 
court will hear arguments tomorrow on Salim Ahmed Hamdan's assertion that President Bush overstepped his 
constitutional authority in ordering a military trial for the former driver of al-Qaeda leader Osama bin Laden. Hamdan 
has been held at the prison for nearly four years.

Two years ago, the Supreme Court ruled that the detainees could use U.S. courts to challenge their detention. Scalia 
disagreed with that ruling, and in the recent speech repeated his beliefs that enemy combatants have no legal rights.

"War is war, and it has never been the case that when you captured a combatant you have to give them a jury trial in 
your civil courts," Newsweek quoted Scalia as saying. "Give me a break."

Scalia's dissent in the Rasul v. Bush case in 2004 said: "The consequence of this holding, as applied to aliens outside 
the country, is breathtaking. It permits an alien captured in a foreign theater of active combat to bring a petition 
against the secretary of defense. . . . Each detainee (at Guantanamo) undoubtedly has complaints -- real or contrived 
-- about those terms and circumstances. . . . From this point forward, federal courts will entertain petitions from these 
prisoners, and others like them around the world, challenging actions and events far away, and forcing the courts to 
oversee one aspect of the executive's conduct of a foreign war."

Newsweek said Scalia was challenged by an audience member in Switzerland about whether Guantanamo Bay 
detainees have protection under the Geneva or human rights conventions.

Scalia replied: "If he was captured by my army on a battlefield, that is where he belongs. I had a son on that 
battlefield and they were shooting at my son, and I'm not about to give this man who was captured in a war a full jury 
trial. I mean it's crazy," Newsweek reported.

Scalia's son Matthew served in Iraq.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13063  SOURCE: Washington Post

US Congress To See Play About Guantánamo
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Richard Norton-Taylor

The plight of British residents in Guantánamo Bay, currently being considered by high court judges here, is to be 
heard on Capitol Hill - through the voices of actors. An updated version of the play Guantánamo: Honor Bound to 
Defend Freedom, is to be presented before members of the US House of Representatives next month.
The play features Bisher al-Rawi, an Iraqi and longtime UK resident who was seized by the CIA in The Gambia 2002 
after a tip-off from the British security services. The high court heard last week that Jack Straw, the British foreign 
secretary, has now agreed to take up the case with the Bush administration after it was disclosed that Mr Rawi had 
helped MI5 in Britain before he was seized by the Americans.

Lord Justice Latham and Mr Justice Tugendhat are expected to rule next week on whether the British government is 
under an obligation to petition Washington for the release of the British residents detained at Guantánamo.

Gitanjali Gutierrez, a lawyer with the Centre for Constitutional Rights who recently returned from the US detention 
camp in Cuba, said yesterday: "I hope many members of Congress take the time to attend this event and see exactly 
what the policies of the Bush administration mean to the men who are still being held in Guantánamo."

The performance on Capitol Hill in Washington on April 6 is sponsored by two Democratic members of Congress, Jan 
Schakowsky and John Conyers. The play is based on recorded testimony from one of the detainees, the families of 
prisoners, their lawyers and their letters home, as well as public record statements made by American and British 
politicians including Mr Straw and Donald Rumsfeld, the US defence secretary.

It was first commissioned by London's Tricycle Theatre and has also been presented in the House of Commons.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13062  SOURCE: The Guardian

Blair Refuses to Meet Guantanamo Detainee Hicks' Dad

The British government has not given a commitment to accept Australian terrorist suspect David Hicks if he wins 
British citizenship.

But Hicks' father, Terry, who met Britain's High Commissioner to Australia in Canberra to press his son's case, says he 
was given a fair hearing.

Earlier, British Prime Minister Tony Blair, who addressed the Australian parliament, ruled out meeting Terry Hicks, 
saying it would be inappropriate.

"We've got a court case about the application of David Hicks and it wouldn't be appropriate or right for me to meet his 
father, but I've asked the British high commissioner to do so," Mr Blair told ABC radio.

Hicks has been held at the US military prison at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, for four years and has applied for British 
citizenship in an attempt to improve his chances of being freed.

Hicks, whose mother is British, won the right to a British passport in the country's High Court last December, but the 
British government has appealed the ruling.

Terry Hicks, who sat in parliament to hear Mr Blair's speech, said the British High Commissioner, Helen Liddell, could 
not give any commitments about what would happen if his son won his case.

"While there's a court case going on you can't say too much," Mr Hicks told reporters.

"I knew darn well they couldn't answer that question - if he does get his citizenship what would happen - because it's 
down the road."

But Mr Hicks said the high commissioner agreed to pass on his appeals to the Blair government.

Mr Blair also refused to be drawn on whether he would fight for Hicks' release from Guantanamo, as he did 
successfully with nine British detainees, if Hicks was ruled to be a British citizen.
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"I shouldn't really argue on a hypothesis," he said.

"I've made it clear that I think in the end Guantanamo's an anomaly, it's got to come to an end ... but I do hope 
people remember that it also arose out of a fight against the Taliban and al-Qaeda in Afghanistan in which our troops 
were engaged and in which people were trying to kill our troops."

Terry Hicks denied his trip to Canberra had been a waste of time.

"Quietly, I think we've achieved quite a bit, particularly on the way it was done," Mr Hicks said.

"We were quite conservative and quite good about it, we didn't push hard on any issues.

"I think this just showed, particularly the English government, that maybe things might be worth looking at."

But Mr Hicks said that while he was happy with the meeting, he was not taking too much hope from it.

"I never get too positive because things can change in seconds," he said.

He said the Blair government had set a precedent by securing the release of other British citizens from Guantanamo 
Bay, and he hoped his son would receive the same treatment if he won citizenship.

A final decision on David Hicks' citizenship is expected within a month.

Australian Greens leader Bob Brown said he had congratulated Mr Blair, during a brief encounter after the British PM's 
speech, for his stance on Guantanamo Bay and asked him to do what he could to help David Hicks.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13061  SOURCE: The Age

America Seeking To Block Appeal Of Two Chinese at Guantanamo

BY JOSH GERSTEIN - Staff Reporter of the Sun

The Bush administration is asking the Supreme Court to refuse to hear an unusual petition brought by two Muslims 
from China who are being held at Guantanamo Bay despite the American military's determination that the pair pose 
no threat to America.

The men, members of the Uighur community native to western China, have picked up some surprising support in their 
quest for freedom, most notably from a former FBI director known as a conservative no-nonsense lawman, William 
Sessions.

According to the government's court filings, Abu Bakker Qassim and Adel Abdu' Al-Hakim received weapons training at 
a Taliban-supplied camp near Tora Bora, Afghanistan, prior to the September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks.

As military action intensified in the region, the men are said to have fled to Pakistan, where they were captured and 
taken to an American base in Afghanistan. In 2002, American forces deemed the two men to be "enemy combatants" 
and flew them to Guantanamo.

A year ago, a military tribunal formally determined that Messrs. Qassim and Al-Hakim were no longer enemy 
combatants. Lawyers for the men contend the military made that determination in 2003.

However, the pair has remained at Guantanamo, because they object to being returned to China, and American 
authorities will not admit them to this country. The pair contends they are likely to be tortured if returned to China, 
which has a history of harsh treatment of Uighur militants.

In a new filing with the Supreme Court, the government argues it is engaged in "substantial ongoing diplomatic efforts 
to transfer them to an appropriate country."
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An attorney for the men, Sabin Willett, said in an interview yesterday that the men are caught in legal limbo, with no 
country willing to accept them.

"These guys have been there at least three years with our government saying our government is trying to resettle 
them," Mr. Willett complained. "We've spent a lot of money telling the world that Guantanamo is full of terrorists. 
Now, the world believes us and nobody wants them."

Aside from the pair involved in the litigation, at least five other Uighurs have been deemed releasable by the military 
and are still being detained, Mr. Willett said. He estimated 23 Muslims from China are jailed at Guantanamo.

In December, Judge James Robertson issued a ruling that found the continuing detention of Messrs. Qassim and Al-
Hakim to be illegal. The judge also blasted as "Kafka-esque" the government's use of the term "no longer enemy 
combatants" to describe their status.

However, Judge Robertson ultimately found it was impractical to release the men on a military base and that bringing 
them to America "would have national security and diplomatic implications beyond the competence or the authority of 
this court."

"I find that a federal court has no relief to offer," the judge wrote.

Lawyers for the two men appealed to a federal appeals court in Washington, which is scheduled to hear arguments in 
the case in May. Six retired federal judges filed a friend-of-the-court brief last month arguing that the Uighurs are 
being treated unfairly.

"The injustice petitioners continue to suffer is of the gravest kind," the brief filed by the former judges said. "The 
district court's failure to provide a remedy for petitioners' unlawful detention is inconsistent with the well settled 
understanding of the function of habeas corpus and the judicial role in ensuring the separation of powers."

Some of the ex-judges who signed the brief have backed other challenges to the treatment of prisoners at 
Guantanamo. A Newark-based law firm led by a former 3rd circuit judge on the brief, John Gibbons, has represented 
the American Civil Liberties Union in a lawsuit seeking documents that expose what the ACLU calls "torture" at 
Guantanamo and in Iraq.

The presence on the brief of Mr. Sessions, appointed FBI director by President Reagan and fired by President Clinton, 
comes as something of a surprise. Mr. Sessions, reached at his Washington home yesterday, declined to comment.

While the appeal is pending, the prisoners' legal team has also asked the Supreme Court to take up the case 
immediately.

In a Supreme Court filing posted Friday on the Justice Department Web site, government lawyers stated their 
opposition to that extraordinary review, which is rarely granted. The Justice Department noted that after World War II 
and the Korean War, tens of thousands of prisoners-of-war refused to return to their countries. The contention that 
detaining such prisoners is illegal is "contrary to both history and logic," government lawyers said.

The government also said the men are being treated well at Guantanamo and have access to an exercise yard, soccer, 
volleyball, and ping pong equipment, showers, air conditioning "which they control," and a television with a DVD and 
VCR.

There seems little dispute between the parties that the Uighurs could be in danger if returned to China. The State 
Department's most recent report on human rights is replete with claims that Muslims in China's western Xinjiang 
province are subjected to repression.

"The Chinese have already threatened to do them harm," Mr. Willett said, noting that Chinese officials flew to 
Guantanamo to interrogate Uighur prisoners in 2002. "The Chinese have branded these guys as terrorists. They have 
a history of putting Uighurs into prison, where they are never heard from again."

The new Justice Department brief said the men will not be sent back to China because of a treaty America has ratified 
which forbids the return of persons to countries where they are likely to be tortured.

The outcome of the Uighurs' legal challenge could turn in part on another Guantanamo-related case the Supreme 
Court is to take up tomorrow, Hamdan v. Rumsfeld. A key question in that dispute is whether a law passed last year, 
the Detainee Treatment Act, was intended to toss out all pending litigation brought by Guantanamo prisoners, or just 
to limit cases filed in the future.
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News reports over the weekend raised questions about whether Justice Scalia should recuse himself from the case 
involving Salim Hamdan, a former driver for Osama bin Laden.

A report Saturday on a Supreme Court-related blog,Scotusblog.com, and another yesterday in Newsweek magazine, 
noted that Justice Scalia delivered a speech in Switzerland earlier this month in which he appeared to argue vigorously 
against trials for Guantanamo detainees. "I am not about to give this man who was captured in a war a full jury trial. I 
mean it's crazy," Justice Scalia said in the speech, which was videotaped and posted on the Web.

There was no indication yesterday that counsel for Mr. Hamdan plan to ask Justice Scalia to recuse himself. Chief 
Justice Roberts has already done so because he ruled on the case while serving as an appeals court judge.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13060  SOURCE: New York Sun

March 28, 2006

British Justice on Trial

by Victoria Brittain

In the High Court last week for two days, a face of British justice was on show that damages us all in the wider world 
these lawyers seem not to know. The key government lawyer told the court considering a request for the return to 
Britain from Guantanamo Bay of three Muslim men, “this is not a question of what is morally right or wrong.” This was 
news to the men’s families, as they had all fled to Britain decades ago precisely because they believed in British 
justice. 

Tomorrow, in that other chamber of the British establishment, the House of Commons, the same story of the two 
British families whose husbands, brothers and sons are still in Guantanamo Bay will be told to the Foreign Affairs 
Committee - another group who should have leverage over the Foreign Secretary to urge him to make a moral 
gesture so these agonised people can come home. 

The half a dozen Treasury solicitors and barristers in Court number 2 last week, with their mountains of files, could 
well have come out of Charles Dickens’ incomparable mocking of the legal profession in Jarndyce and Jarndyce. But 
Bleak House was not a tragedy like this one. 

In one of the two cramped rows of benches behind the lawyers sat a wife, a mother, a sister, and two brothers, of the 
three Muslim men held at Guantanamo Bay for more than three years. Most of the relatives are British citizens, and 
their lawyers were asking the court for an order that the Foreign Secretary request their release from Guantanamo 
and return to Britain – where one of them has five small children. (link guardian.co.uk/Guantanamo). 

Two of the men, Iraqi Bisher al Rawi and Palestinian Jamil el Banna, are friends, seized on a business trip in the 
Gambia, the third, Omar Deghayes, is a Libyan, sold by bounty hunters in Pakistan. 

Minutes before the hearing, news came through that Jack Straw had changed his mind and was now willing to 
approach the US for just one of the men, Bisher al Rawi. “Why is one different, when they were friends and were 
captured together?” For the other two families, though they were very happy for the Al Rawis, it was yet another 
shock, a moment of deep disappointment, and complete bewilderment. 

“Why do they play with my life like this, they look as though they are just playing with me, and with my children’s 
lives,” said one of the women, after listening to a day’s legal argument about whether there has been torture in 
Guantanamo Bay, whether her husband can be said to be at risk of torture,(link cageprisoners.com) whether the US 
has a different definition of torture from the UK, whether as he was a refugee in the UK there is a duty for the country 
to protect her husband, whether the suffering of her and her children can be weighed against Britain’s foreign policy 
imperatives. 
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For a full day and half the next morning, the barrister for the three families, Tim Otty, laid out a case supported by 
innumerable ring binders of material. Reports from the United Nations Rapporteurs last month, the International 
Committee of the Red Cross, Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch, civilian lawyers who have visited the camp, 
telling the now well-known story of the appalling suffering in Guantanamo, and the “compelling evidence of torture,” 
were in the two judges’ ring binders. And references to the opinions and writings of some of Britain’s most 
distinguished law lords, Lord Bingham, Lord Hope, Lord Steyn, on some of the worst aspects of Guantanamo – the 
legal black hole in which the prisoners find themselves, the shaming “authorised practices,” were given to the two 
judges. Mr Otty spoke of the likelihood that, without Mr Straw’s intervention, the men will remain “arbitrarily detained 
and at risk of torture, inhuman or degrading treatment indefinitely until the United States authorities declare the War 
on Terror to be at an end.” 

The long story of four years of unsuccessful attempts by the families’ lawyers to persuade the UK government to 
intervene in these cases as well as those of the nine British nationals who were released in 2004 and 2005, had ring 
binders for themselves of letters sent by their solicitors to various branches of government. 

Mr Otty took the court through the protection of the families and the three men due under the Human Rights Act, the 
UN Refugee Convention, the Convention on the Rights of the Child, and the Council of Europe directive that European 
countries have a duty to bring any residents back from Guantanamo. He quoted the House of Lords’ ruling against the 
use of torture, and Lord Bingham on how states are obliged to pre-empt the perpetuation of torture. 

To the families it sounded as though a great volume of Human Rights Law was firmly on their side. To a non-lawyer it 
sounded like an unanswerable case. It was impossible to gauge what it sounded like to Lord Justice Latham and Mr 
Justice Tugendhat. 

The government barrister said that he expected to speak in response for no longer than an hour or so on the second 
day, and it was agreed that the case would not take the estimated three days, but finish in two. 

The atmosphere changed with the opening remarks of the barrister laying out the government’s case against the court 
making the order to the Foreign Secretary to get the men home. He was the well-known professor of international law 
at the London School of Economics, Christopher Greenwood CMG, QC. (Professor Greenwood is perhaps best known in 
non-academic circles for his opinion that the war against Iraq had a legal justification, in sharp contrast to the views 
of a large number of distinguished academics and lawyers that it did not.) 

Professor Greenwood’s case here, in short, was that the court can not enter the foreign policy arena – it is a 
“forbidden area.” The court, he said, could not second guess the Foreign Secretary. He went on to say that any 
approach by the Foreign Secretary to the US to free the three men and send them home would not succeed, and 
indeed it would be counter-productive, offending the UK’s valued ally. This seemed very odd, as it is a matter of 
record that the US government is keen to close Guantanamo, has been discussing this very question with the UK, and 
would therefore presumably be happy to be shot of eight inmates. 

David Richmond, the Director-General of Defence and Intelligence at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, 
Witnesses A and B, two unidentified Security Service officials were the big hitters in Professor Greenwood’s case. 
Secret evidence of national security concerns, and mandarin talk, did not impress the families. The test will be what 
Lord Justice Latham and Mr Justice Tugendhat made of it. 

Mr Richmond saw off the torture question with the calm assurance that, “The UK government attaches weight to US 
government investigations of alleged mistreatment of detainees….and considerable weight to public and private 
assurances from the US government that no torture is being practised at Guantanamo.” He “took careful note” of the 
UN Special Rapporteurs’ concerns, but observed that it was very difficult to assess what was going on in the camp 
because of lack of access. The FO knows however that numerous US lawyers have written about the pitiful condition in 
which they find their clients in Guantanamo, especially since the hunger strikes of the last six months. They know too, 
like everyone else who is paying attention, that US authorities have tortured men in Guantanamo, in Bagram, in Abu 
Ghraib, and routinely used cruel and degrading treatment. None of the white-wash official reports carry any 
credibility. Heavy books have been written by legal authorities in the US about where the authority for all this comes 
from. It is from a higher level than Mr Richmond. 

Lord Justice Latham said at one point, “I feel this case ….all the material points to an on-going situation which we in 
this court could help to end, help the Secretary of State to a conclusion…it might have a practical role to play – forget 
legalities.” 

As the two judges left, to read their ring binders and consider the copious notes they had taken over two days, the 
families went home to small children who have learned to play judges and prisoners, and to elderly mothers too 
distraught to be able to come to court. Before the case, some families were confident that justice would be swift and 
the men really would be home soon, as they had so often said, to keep the family spirits up. Noone dared to be 
optimistic after hearing Professor Greenwood speak. 
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But at least they did not have to hear Justice Antonin Scalia of the US Supreme Court Scalia ahead of a important test 
case this week dismiss the idea that the detainees have rights under the US Constitution or international conventions, 
adding he was "astounded" at the "hypocritical" reaction in Europe to Gitmo. "War is war, and it has never been the 
case that when you captured a combatant you have to give them a jury trial in your civil courts," he says on a tape of 
a talk reviewed by Newsweek. "Give me a break." (link Newsweek 3 April issue www.truthout.org/docs) 

Comment on this article here

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13076  SOURCE: CommentisFree, The Guardian

Britain 'Complicit' in Human Rights Abuses at Camp Delta

By Jerome Taylor 

Britain has been complicit in the human rights abuses committed by US authorities at Guantanamo Bay prison camp, 
according to a report released today. 

Drawing on exhaustive interviews with detainees and evidence from security services, the dossier gives the complete 
picture of the British government's co- operation with the US over a camp it now says should be closed.

The report, Fabricating Terrorism - British Complicity in Renditions and Terror, is a scathing indictment of the British 
government's "systematic violations of international law" over its co-operation with the US authorities in the detention 
of British citizens and residents at the US-run facility in Cuba. The research, compiled by the human rights group Cage 
Prisoners, plots British involvement in the cases of 13 current or former Guantanamo detainees - either British citizens 
or residents.

All the detainees in the report consistently testified that UK authorities were aware of their plight and unwilling to 
intervene despite the knowledge that they were either at risk of torture or said they had been tortured.

There is no suggestion British authorities played any part in torturing the detainees but the report does argue 
consistent co-operation between the US and UK has led to an "international chain of abuse" that flies in the face of the 
British government projecting itself as a leader in the field of human rights.

One of the most serious cases surrounds the rendition, imprisonment and alleged torture of Benyam Mohammed al-
Habashi, an Ethiopian national with British residency, who was arrested in April 2002 as he tried to leave Pakistan. 
Benyam was later "rendered" to Morocco and Afghanistan before arriving in Guantanamo in September 2004. Mr al-
Habashi claims that, while in a secret detention facility south of the Moroccan capital Rabat, he was brutally tortured 
by his interrogators as they asked questions that could only have been supplied by the British.

In December last year, Jack Straw was forced to admit that MI6 had interrogated Mr al-Habashi in Pakistan before he 
was sent to Morocco but insisted the security services "did not observe any abuse".

Clive Stafford Smith, Mr al-Habashi's lawyer, argues that the nature of his client's imprisonment in Morocco makes the 
British government complicit in his torture. "The British government was complicit in some of the abuses that took 
place against Benyam ... to the extent that the Government told the Moroccans information that they would use 
against him in the torture sessions." Now on hunger strike, Mr al-Habashi is one of 10 Guantanamo detainees waiting 
to be tried by a US Military Commission.

Two British residents, Omar Deghayes and Shaker Aamer, both still incarcerated in Guantanamo also say they were 
questioned by British authorities before their rendition and imprisonment in Guantanamo. Similarly, many of those 
who have since been released without charge also accuse London of knowing well in advance that they were being 
transported to Cuba.

The latest findings show mounting evidence of consistent involvement and presence of UK officials in run up to the 
transfer of many British citizens and residents to Guantanamo. "In nearly every single case," the report says, "British 
intelligence was fully aware of the status of these individuals and still allowed for their transfer."

Geoffrey Bindman, the chairman of the British Institute of Human Rights, argues that each case study shows a 
worrying level of UK collusion. "If substantiated," he writes in the report's forward, "they demonstrate an intolerable 
level of collaboration and collusion between the UK and US authorities in the abuses which have taken place at 
Guantanamo and elsewhere through the 'outsourcing' of torture.
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"They also demonstrate a pathetic reluctance on the part of the UK government to stand up for the rights of its 
citizens and permanent residents against illegal and unacceptable treatment."

The government has argued it is unable to intervene on behalf of those British residents still left in Guantanamo such 
as Mr Deghayes and Mr Aamer because they do not hold British passports.

Asim Qureshi of Cage Prisoners said he hoped the report would help alert British citizens to the dangerous policies 
that are being carried out in their name. "Rendition and torture do not help build security but instead only compromise 
the standing and security of the British Government in the international community."

Rendered to Guantanamo?

* BINYAM MOHAMMED AL-HABASHI

Visited by MI6 agents while in prison in Karachi who told him he would be moved to Morocco. Upon arrival, MI5 
agents supplied interrogators with information to ease the extraction of confessions. He remains in Guantanamo Bay.

* JAMAL AL-HARITH

Fell into the hands of US forces while imprisoned by the Taliban in Afghanistan. Despite promises to help establish his 
innocence, the British Embassy in Kabul permitted his rendition to Guantanamo Bay.

* JAMIL EL BANNA,

BISHER AL-RAWI

Picked up by authorities in the Gambia on the advice of the British and subsequently rendered to Guantanamo. Still 
imprisoned.

* MOAZZAM BEGG

Regularly questioned by British authorities in Pakistan and Afghanistan, who allowed rendition.

* MARTIN MUBANGA

British intelligence supplied evidence leading to his arrest in Lusaka. Questioned regularly by British agents. MI5 still 
allowed US forces to render him to Guantanamo.

* OMAR DEGHAYES

Interrogated by a British officer by the name of "Andrew" in Pakistan, who promised to return him home if he co-
operated. Despite complying, he was sent to Guantanamo, where he remains.

* RICHARD BELMAR

Held in Pakistan where requests from the British Consulate to visit him fell on deaf ears. By the time access was 
granted, Belmar was on his way to Guantanamo. M15 had been permitted full access from day one.

* THE TIPTON THREE: SHAFIQ RASUL, RHUHEL AHMED, ASIF IQBAL

Held by US forces in Afghanistan, where they were questioned by British officials before being rendered.

* SHAKER AAMER

Interrogated by MI5 and MI6 in Kandahar. On hunger strike in Guantanamo.

* TAREK DERGOUL

Questioned in Afghanistan by British forces. Believing they intended to help, he complied. He was rendered to 
Guantanamo.
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Source: Fabricating Terrorism British Complicity in Renditions and Torture by Cage Prisoners. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13075  SOURCE: The Independent

Attorneys Representing Guantanamo Detainees Call for Justice Scalia's 
Recusal from Detainee Case

Center for Constitutional Rights Condemns Justice Scalia's Inappropriate Public Statements
Supreme Court to Hear Oral Arguments in Hamdan v. Rumsfeld Tomorrow  
  
NEW YORK - March 27 - Today attorneys representing Guantánamo detainees at the Center for Constitutional Rights 
(CCR) called on Justice Antonin Scalia to recuse himself from the Supreme Court's consideration of a case on military 
tribunals for Guantánamo detainees, in response to reports that he has already announced his conclusions about the 
case. 

This weekend Newsweek reported that in a March 8 lecture, Scalia specifically ruled out certain rights for Guantánamo 
detainees and opposed their standing in U.S. courts - two central issues in Hamdan v. Rumsfeld, which begins oral 
arguments before the Supreme Court tomorrow. Supreme Court Justices are not allowed to discuss the merits of 
pending cases in public, in order to preserve fair hearings the court's appearance of impartiality, and federal law 
requires judges to recuse themselves in proceedings where their "impartiality might reasonably be questioned" (Title 
28, Section 455 of the U.S. Code). CCR, which is participating in tomorrow's oral arguments as a friend of the court, 
called for Justice Scalia's recusal and released the following statement from CCR Deputy Legal Director Barbara 
Olshansky: 

"Everyone knows judges cannot publicly address the merits of pending cases, because it undermines the court's 
impartiality and ability to conduct fair hearings. If Newsweek's reports of Justice Scalia's comments are accurate, the 
comments were specifically about Guantánamo detainees and the pending case; there are not even any other cases 
before the court about the rights of such detainees. Given these facts, Justice Scalia should recuse himself from the 
case to protect the court's impartiality. 

This incident is particularly disturbing because the stakes are so high. The Supreme Court is the last resort to ensure 
the President follows the law, an especially grave responsibility when the Executive Branch grabs excessive powers 
during war. Yet before we have even made our arguments in court, a Justice has publicly announced his conclusion 
and undermined the court's impartiality on this particular case. 

After working for years on behalf of Guantánamo detainees, I never expected such disturbing comments from a 
Supreme Court Justice to surface days before the court hears this important case. I expect Justice Scalia to do the 
right thing and recuse himself." 

CCR won the Supreme Court case establishing the detainees' right to challenge their detention in U.S. court (Rasul v. 
Bush), and currently oversees 450 pro-bono attorneys representing the detainees. 

About CCR 

The Center for Constitutional Rights (CCR) is a non-profit legal and educational organization dedicated to protecting 
and advancing the rights guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 
Founded in 1966 by attorneys who represented civil rights demonstrators in the South, CCR is committed to the 
creative use of law as a positive force for social change. www.ccr-ny.org 
 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13079  SOURCE: CommonDreams.org

Embedded in Gitmo

The only media outlet with a journalist inside Guantanamo Bay is al-Jazeera.

Clive Stafford Smith
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I just back from Qatar, home of the al-Jazeera television station. Sami al Hajj, one of my clients, was a cameraman 
for al-Jazeera when he was seized in Pakistan on December 15, 2001, and ultimately ended up in Guantanamo Bay. 

Being a journalist with the station is a dangerous business. I met the wife of correspondent Tarek Ayub two years ago. 
She lives in England; he died when an American bomb hit the al-Jazeera headquarters in Baghdad during the war. The 
station had called in its coordinates to the US military only hours before, and there were suggestions that this was no 
accident. Another journalist, Tayseer Alouni, was put on trial in Spain for his alleged contacts with terrorists; his 
defence was that he was simply doing his job as a journalist. To be sure he interviewed Osama bin Laden, but what 
journalist would turn down such an opportunity? According to supporters of the station, since September 11, 2001, 
there have been at least 8 arrests of al-Jazeera journalists or cameramen, and two incidents where premises or 
personnel have actually come under fire from the US military.

Then we all learned about Bush's alleged plan for bombing the stations headquarters in Doha. Bush's defence - that it 
was all said in jest - fell a little flat. 

The US military originally grabbed my client Sami al Hajj because they thought he had filmed the interviews with Bin 
Laden - like so much of the intelligence in the "war on terror", this proved false. Since then, the authorities' only real 
interest in Sami has been his work for al-Jazeera. In over 100 interrogation sessions, the vast majority focused on 
getting him to inform on the station and on several named journalists. Sami has told me how the US authorities had 
monitored his telephone calls while he was on assignment in Afghanistan. He has been interrogated about what he 
said to his wife, Asma. It is somewhat disconcerting to think that every call I make to the television station must be 
monitored by an agent, who by now must be very bored. 

All this makes me so sad. In 1996, the birth of al-Jazeera was a breath of free speech in a region of censorious 
governments, and Bush should back them rather than bomb them. I made the mistake of making a masochistic 
appearance on Fox TV once to justify my representation of "terrorists" in Guantanamo. "Fair and balanced" is the Fox 
motto, but I was labelled a traitor for trying to defend American constitutional values. If the US wants to criticize bias 
in the press, perhaps it should look a little closer to home. 

I was in Qatar for the launch of a documentary that the al-Jazeera has now done on Sami's case, and a meeting to 
propose more work for them to do on Sami's behalf. I also met Sami's wife and his five year-old son, Mohammed. The 
child is intensely shy and misses his father. It reminds you of the human cost hidden behind the heated political 
battles over Guantanamo. 

It is probable that the CIA had paid informants at my presentation to the al-Jazeera staff on Thursday night. I am glad 
that word will get back that we plan plenty more stories about Sami - it is ironic to think that the only media outlet in 
the world with a journalist inside Guantanamo Bay is al-Jazeera. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13077 SOURCE: Commentisfree.guardian.co.uk

Tricycle’s Guantanamo on Capitol Hill

A reading of Guantanamo: Honor Bound To Defend Freedom, which was first performed at the Tricyle in May 2004, 
will take place on Capitol Hill, Washington DC on 6 April. The aim of the reading, presented by UK charity Reprieve 
and the American Center for Constitutional Rights, is to draw the American government’s attention to the injustice 
suffered by Guantanamo detainees, in particular the nine British residents being held indefinitely without trial. The 
reading will be performed in the Rayburn Office Building, The House of Congress.
 
Guantanamo, by Victoria Brittain and Gillian Slovo, has been updated and edited; this version was also presented in 
the Houses of Parliament in February 2006. It was co-directed by Nicolas Kent and Sacha Wares who will also direct 
this reading. 

The play is based on the recorded testimony of detainees at Guantanamo and their letters home, accounts from their 
families and lawyers, as well as public record statements made by American and British politicians including Jack 
Straw and Donald Rumsfeld.

Gitanjali S. Gutierrez, an attorney with the Center of Constitutional Rights, said: "I hope many members of Congress 
take the time to attend this event and see exactly what the policies of the Bush Administration mean to the men who 
are still being held there."
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The Tricycle production transferred to the West End’s New Ambassadors, where it ran from June–September 2004. It 
also transferred to the Culture Project in New York, where Archbishop Desmond Tutu played the part of Lord Steyn for 
two performances.

The Tricycle has a long record of presenting verbatim and political theatre in London. Other productions include The 
Colour Of Justice: The Stephen Lawrence Inquiry and Bloody Sunday: Scenes From The Saville Inquiry, which won a 
2006 Laurence Olivier Award for Outstanding Achievement. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13086  SOURCE: OfficialLondonTheatre.co.uk

Retired Generals Want Scalia Off Gitmo Case

Associated Press

WASHINGTON - Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia was asked Monday to stay out of a case involving a foreign 
detainee because of remarks Scalia made about the rights of enemy combatants.

Speaking at the University of Freiberg in Switzerland on March 8, Scalia said foreigners waging war against the United 
States have no rights under the Constitution.

Justices were hearing arguments Tuesday in the case of Salim Ahmed Hamdan, a former driver for Osama bin Laden. 
His lawyers argue that President Bush overstepped his authority when he ordered Hamdan and other alleged enemy 
combatants to face special military trials.

Hamdan's lawyers have not called for Scalia to step aside. Instead, five retired generals who support Hamdan's 
arguments sent a letter late Monday to the court with the request that Scalia withdraw from participating in the case. 
They say Scalia appears to have prejudged the case.

The retired generals said Scalia's speech in Switzerland "give rise to the unfortunate appearance that ... the justice 
had made up his mind about the merits" of Hamdan's arguments.

In the speech, first reported by Newsweek, Scalia repeated his views from 2004 that enemy combatants held at 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, should not have access to U.S. courts and traditional legal rights.

The retired generals said that the justice may have "personal animus" to the Hamdan case because he has a son who 
served in the military in Iraq.

Justices decide for themselves whether they have conflicts and should stay out of cases.

Two years ago, the Supreme Court ruled that the detainees could use U.S. courts to challenge their detention. Scalia 
disagreed with that ruling, and in the recent speech repeated his beliefs that enemy combatants have no legal rights.

The Hamdan case will go forward without Chief Justice John Roberts, who had voted in the case as a lower court 
judge.

The letter came from five retired generals and admirals: Navy Rear Adm. Donald J. Guter; Navy Rear Adm. John D. 
Hutson; Vice Adm. Lee F. Gunn; Marine Brig. Gen. David M. Brahms; and Army Brig. Gen. James P. Cullen.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13082  SOURCE: The State.com

March 29, 2006
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Sooner or Later? The Forgotten Many

By Mariam Ali 

Last month Peter Hain infamously admitted on Question Time that he would prefer that Guantanamo were not there 
and that it should be closed. When asked for his response, Tony Blair said “I’ve said it all along… sooner or later it’s 
got to be dealt with.” However, from someone increasingly confused (as are we!) as to how long he will stay in office, 
perhaps it is the last thing on his mind. This was all in the wake of the disclosure of a UN draft report which stated 
that the US had committed acts that amounted to torture and recommended that the camp be closed. Kofi Annan also 
stated “sooner or later” there will be a need to close the camp.

Recent revelations confirm the worst fears. A Kuwaiti man being held in Guantanamo told the BBC that hunger 
strikers were strapped to a chair and force-fed through a tube three times a day. A Saudi detainee has said this was 
worse than any torture he has ever endured. Two hundred and fifty medical experts from all over the world have 
signed a letter stating doctors force-feeding prisoners have abrogated medical-ethical duties. The UN draft report 
regards this practice as a form of torture. The US denies any torture, which the camp defined in 2002 as actions that 
cause only death or major organ failure.

What can we practically do to help this dire situation? The London Guantanamo Campaign and the National Coalition 
against Guantanamo had their launch meeting on the 16th. We can join forces with them to make an impact. 
Currently they are raising awareness about four early day motions (EDMs) circulating about Guantanamo. We should 
encourage our MPs to sign these EDMs so a debate on these issues can proceed. To see if your MP has signed go to 
http://edmi.parliament.uk/edmi/

March marks the first anniversary of the Prevention of Terrorism Act (POTA) 2005. If it is debatable that the UK has a 
hand in the arrest, extraordinary rendition and transportation of British residents to Guantanamo, what excuse is 
there for domestic laws on the creation of control orders? House arrest, which encompasses not only individuals but 
also their families and prohibits any external contact, amounts to collective punishment which is forbidden by the 
Geneva Conventions even in times of war. Several organisations are campaigning on this issue.

Guantanamo and POTA 2005 are but two examples of many that unmask western hypocrisy. The rule of law, 
democracy and human rights are malleable concepts that are moulded to suit the government’s own ends. Blair has 
asked us to look at the context in which Guantanamo was set up, namely ‘the slaughter of 3,000 innocent people on 
11 September.’ The implication is the old argument of security versus liberty with the former balancing out the latter. 
The truth is that such phenomena do nothing to make our lives safer. They threaten us all and set dangerous 
precedents to erode all our liberties

This month saw the release of Michael Winterbottom’s powerful documentary film “The Road to Guantanamo.” It 
closes on an optimistic note with ceremonial fireworks in celebration of the wedding of one of the ‘Tipton Three’, Asif 
Iqbal. Unfortunately for the forgotten many the future looks bleak. Sooner or later is not good enough.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13115  SOURCE: Stop Political Terror

Guantanamo’s Ethical, Medical Challenges

By Cesar Chelala and Alejandro Garro 

NEW YORK: The United Nations recommendation that the United States should release all detainees being held at the 
detention centre in Guantanamo Bay is just one in a long and widespread series of criticisms of the war conducted by 
the Bush administration against terrorism. The fate of the Guantanamo prisoners is among the most serious ethical 
and medical challenges now facing the US. One of the main arguments for denying constitutional protection to the 
Guantanamo prisoners rests on the allegation that Guantanamo is in Cuba, off American soil. Yet, respect for basic 
human dignity fostered by the Bill of Rights is not limited by nationality and territory. And if the US Constitution were 
not enough, international human rights law (customary and treaty-based), extends such protection. 

While the Bush Administration is adamant in its rejection of the UN recommendation, and federal district and circuit 
courts of appeal do not speak with one voice on behalf of human dignity, a British judge recently allowed three British 
prisoners at Guantanamo to pursue legal action for their release. Judge Andrew Collins’ position on this issue is in line 
with that of the European Parliament that in Strasbourg, France, which also condemned the treatment of prisoners at 
Guantanamo and renewed its calls for the detention centre to be closed. 
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While legal condemnation awaits the final word of a Supreme Court or supranational tribunal with enforcing 
capabilities, the inhumane treatment of prisoners poses a more immediate ethical pronouncement from the medical 
profession. The UN report confirms that prisoners were subjected to cruel and inhuman treatment, including forced 
feedings to hunger strikers, painfully jabbing food tubes through their noses. These practices amount to torture, 
according to the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) and Physicians for Human Rights has consistently 
stated that force feeding of hunger strikers violates standards of medical ethics. 

Many of the responses from commanding officers of the US army have been ethically troubling. General Bantz J 
Craddock, head of the United States Southern Command, admitted that detainees had been strapped into “restraint 
chairs “ and forced fed. Detainees would urinate or defecate on themselves, often vomiting and bleeding due to the 
forced insertion of the feeding tubes. “Experience teaches us” – stated Capt. John S Edmonson, former chief medical 
officer at Guantonamo – “that such symptoms are to be expected whenever naso-gastric tubes are used.” General 
Craddock indicated, however, that the hunger strikers had in fact been indulged to the point that they had been 
allowed to choose the colour of their feeding tubes. 

Equally troubling from the medical and ethical perspective is the collaboration of US Army doctors in the torture of 
prisoners. In 2004, Dr Robert Jay Lifton reported “increasing evidence that doctors, nurses and medics have been 
compliant in torture and other illegal procedures in Iraq, Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay.” The ICRC charged that 
US interrogators engaged the participation of medical personnel in what the committee called “a flagrant violation of 
medical ethics”. 

Physicians’ participation in torture is an ongoing phenomenon in countries under military rule. Doctors’ participation in 
torture can take several forms, from assessing a prisoner’s health status before torture is initiated to determining how 
much longer torture may be continued without immediate danger to the prisoner’s life. Complicity also includes 
reviving torture victims who have fainted from pain, and active participation in the interrogation process. Many 
prisons in those countries have medical and paramedical personnel on their staffs, and so is likely to be the case in 
the dungeons of Guantonamo Bay. 

Doctors aiding and abetting torturers confront the medical profession with one of its most crucial ethical dilemmas, 
which the Declaration of Tokyo, agreed in 1975 by the World Medical Association, sought to confront with a firm 
ethical prescription: “The doctor shall not countenance, condone or participate in the practice of torture or cruel, 
inhuman or degrading procedures, whatever the offence of which the victim of such procedures is suspected, accused 
or guilty, and whatever the victim’s beliefs or motives, and in all situations, including armed conflict and civil strife.” 
The moral and legal challenge confronted by the United States is to fight its war on terrorism while adhering to 
international human rights standards, which are not in conflict with the protections offered by the US Constitution. For 
the medical profession the challenge is not to collaborate with torture. The Government of the United States should 
seriously investigate and prosecute all allegations of torture and cruel and inhuman treatment of Guantanamo inmates 
- not because of the international outcry it has provoked, but because it is the right thing to do. 

Another significant step in the right direction would be to set up a medical committee to evaluate the health status of 
prisoners, providing adequate treatment to those that need it. How to face the Guantanamo issue offers the United 
States a chance to live up to the ideals of respecting and ensuring human dignity framed in the Bill of Rights that are 
part and parcel of the US Constitution. 

* Dr Cesar Chelala is an international public health consultant and a co-winner of an Overseas Press Club of America 
award. Alejandro M Garro teaches Comparative Law at Columbia University and is a Senior Research Scholar of its 
Parker School of Foreign and Comparative Law.
 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13114  SOURCE: Gulf Times

Plight of Sami Al Hajj Features at Al Jazeera Festival

DOHA: The story of Al Jazeera cameraman Sami Al Hajj is the subject of a film entered in the second Al Jazeera 
International Television Production Festival, being held at the Doha Sheraton. 

Prisoner 345 is not a fawning biography, but simply tells the tale of the Sudanese journalist incarcerated at the 
Guantanamo Bay (Cuba) facility by the US, how he got there and the mental and physical torture he has been and 
perhaps is still being subjected to. 

The 50-minute documentary is produced by the Al Jazeera channel and directed, written and edited by Abdallah El 
Binni, a producer and director at the pan-Arab broadcaster. 

17

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13114


For Abdallah, the film is his and his channel's effort to bring attention to the plight of his colleague. He said: "We want 
to tell the real story, show the false allegations against him made by the Americans plus the torture at Guantanamo 
Bay." 

Sami was picked up by Pakistani forces in 2001, sent to the Bagram camp in Afghanistan for 16 days, then on to 
Kandahar before landing up at the Guantanamo facility. 

The film is practically narrated through three ex-Guantanamo detainees, British nationals who had interacted with the 
cameraman during their stint at the facility. 

Moazzam Begg, Matthew Mobanga and Jamal Al Harith all related how when they met up with Sami, were told about 
the beatings and mental torture he was subjected to and his hunger strike. 

Sami is still officially on a hunger strike but is being force-fed by his captors. In the documentary, a medical expert 
demonstrates the danger of force feeding through use of a dummy to telling effect. 

Abdallah says: "If he's guilty, let him go through the courts. Even the US says he is not guilty but they want to create 
pressure on Aljazeera. Sami has been interrogated 130 times. Out of this, he has been questioned 125 times just on 
Al Jazeera." 

The cameraman has been accused of dealing with Chechen militants and of making video-tapes of and for Osama bin 
Laden among other "crimes". 

The charges are "silly", says Abdallah, who in his film has been able to account for Sami's whereabouts at the time 
these alleged crimes took place. 

He said that Sami's lawyer, Clive Stafford-Smith, recently met his client and said that now the cameraman was in a 
state of depression. 

Abdallah points out that his film is not intended to be a money-making venture, although Japanese broadcasting 
major NHK has picked up its rights and European and American distributors are showing some interest. 

Production on the film finished only last week and has been been aired on the Aljazeera channel. Plans are afoot to 
offer up an English version of film on the taking of Sami Al Hajj. 

Abdallah is hopeful that his colleague will be released in the next six months or so and negotiations are on between 
the US government, Aljazeera, the Sudanese government and other mediators. 

Should matters pan out, Sami's wife and son in Doha will be able to breathe a sigh of relief. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13103  SOURCE: The Peninsula Qatar

 

Navy Lawyer Charles Swift Battles Bush in Guantanamo Bay Case

March 28 (Bloomberg) -- He was supposed to arrange a plea bargain. Instead, Navy Lieutenant Commander Charles 
Swift ended up fighting his commander in chief at the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Swift, the military lawyer for Guantanamo Bay inmate Salim Ahmed Hamdan, is asking the high court to block 
President George W. Bush's plan to use tribunals to try terrorism suspects. The justices will hear arguments from one 
of Swift's civilian colleagues today in Washington. 

The case, which raises questions about presidential wartime powers, might never have made it into court at all 
without Swift, 44, a 12-year veteran of the Navy's Judge Advocate General's Corps. Swift not only refused to enter a 
guilty plea, he filed a groundbreaking suit to challenge the tribunals, told a congressional panel that Hamdan had been 
abused and spent almost a month in Yemen developing his case. 

``As a military officer, I deeply respect the president,'' Swift said in an interview at his northern Virginia office. ``But 
I also believe it's my duty as a military officer to point out when he is wrong.'' 
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It's an attitude that more than once put Swift at odds with higher-ranking officers. The conflicts began almost as soon 
as he was appointed to represent Hamdan in December 2003. The assignment came after the chief tribunal 
prosecutor requested a defense lawyer to help the Yemeni man plead guilty. 

After meeting Hamdan, Swift quickly concluded the man wanted to fight any charges against him. He then had 
Hamdan sign an authorization letting Swift take the unusual step of serving as a ``next friend'' for the purpose of a 
lawsuit on Hamdan's behalf. 

Coercion Alleged 

Swift last year told a Senate panel he viewed the prosecutor's request to help secure a plea as ``a clear attempt to 
coerce Mr. Hamdan into pleading guilty'' by threatening him with the loss of his legal representation. 

Air Force Brigadier General Thomas L. Hemingway, who supervises the prosecutor's office, testified at that same 
hearing that Swift wasn't under any instructions to secure a plea. He said he was ``unaware of any threats 
whatsoever'' along the lines alleged by Swift. Hemingway's office declined to comment for this story. 

Swift's charge into federal court was just the beginning. When the Defense Department refused to let Swift and his 
fellow defense attorneys hold a news conference to denounce the tribunal system, he decided he would simply present 
his case to reporters one-by-one, making himself the public face of the lawsuit. 

In 2004, working with Georgetown law professor Neal Katyal and the Seattle-based law firm Perkins Coie, Swift and 
other tribunal defense lawyers filed a friend-of-the-court brief in a Supreme Court detainee case -- even though they 
lacked explicit authorization to take that step. 

`Creativity and Persistence' 

Along the way, Swift and his colleagues filed a demand for the government to charge Hamdan and asked a Senate 
panel to investigate alleged prisoner abuses and the legality of the tribunal system. 

Defense Department officials ``probably assumed that people would do their job, but I don't think they expected the 
kind of creativity and persistence that the defense team has shown here,'' said Eugene R. Fidell, a military law expert 
at Feldesman Tucker Leifer Fidell in Washington. 

The sandy-haired, blue-eyed Swift is a Naval Academy graduate who served as a surface warfare officer for seven 
years before law school. He returned to the military only because a hiring freeze thwarted his goal of being a Justice 
Department attorney. 

Twelve years later, he calls himself one of the military legal system's biggest fans, saying it does a far better job than 
the civilian courts of ensuring high-quality representation for impoverished criminal defendants. 

``I am incredibly proud of military justice as a whole,'' Swift said. 

Food and Chess 

Swift's fellow attorneys credit him with bridging a wide cultural gap to win his client's confidence. Before his first 
meeting with Hamdan in Guantanamo, Swift secured the services of a first-rate interpreter and took a crash course in 
Yemeni and Islamic culture. 

He won over Hamdan's confidence in part through their mutual interest in chess, using the game to explain the 
respective roles of the prosecution and defense. In later meetings, he brought Hamdan spicy food to enliven his diet. 
He spent almost a month in Yemen in 2004, getting to know Hamdan's family and interviewing potential witnesses. 

``He has a basic, almost religious, respect for the individual,'' said Katyal, who will argue Hamdan's case at the high 
court today. ``At every turn, he just treats his client with such humanity.'' 

Former Driver 

The government says Hamdan, a former driver for Osama bin Laden, conspired to wage war against the U.S. and 
attack civilians. 
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Swift acknowledges that his advocacy for Hamdan has ruffled a few high-ranking feathers. He has been passed over 
for promotion once, meaning he will have to leave the service if, as he says he expects, he is passed over a second 
time later this year. He says he has no misgivings about the effect the case has had on his career. 

``If you start thinking about your career over your duty,'' he said, ``it's time to get out.'' 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13093  SOURCE: Bloomberg.com

Germany Culpable in Kurnaz Case?

Reports indicate SPD gov't may have delayed release of innocent German-Turk from Gitmo 
 
Something had changed. No frosty smiles molded the visit anymore; there was more than the diplomatic must of 
short handshakes. When German Chancellor Angela Merkel (CDU) made her inaugural visit to the U.S. on Jan. 13 this 
year, at least the visible signs spoke of warmth between her and U.S. President George Bush. The cold war 
atmosphere between Germany and the United States under the administration of former German "anti-Iraq war" 
Chancellor Gerhard Schröder (SPD) seemed to have melted away.

One man could turn out to be the greatest beneficiary from this new beginning of U.S.-German diplomacy. He could 
soon regain what has been withheld for more than four years since his incarceration: human and civil rights and the 
chance to let a smile return to his mother's face. 

German-Turkish citizen Murat Kurnaz may be released from detention in the black hole of human rights -- 
Guantanamo Bay -- by this summer, as his German lawyer Bernhard Docke stated in an interview with OhmyNews. 
Yesterday Germany's minister for internal security, Wolfgang Schäuble, stated in a chat on a German news portal that 
he had
information about Kurnaz being released soon.

Negotiations between the U.S. and Germany about Kurnaz's release have been taking place since Merkel's visit to the 
States. What seemed to be everything but palpable during the Schröder administration's term has now become very 
close in a relatively short time.

Kurnaz, born in the German city of Bremen, was no unknown person to the officials in various German administration 
offices during the SPD/Greens government. His lawyer Docke did what was possible to sensitize the former minister 
for foreign affairs, Joschka Fischer (Greens), the German secret service (BND) and both the U.S. and the Turkish 
embassy in Berlin about his client's case. Neither Germany nor Turkey felt responsible for the man who always lived in 
Germany, but carried a Turkish passport.

 
"If we block investigation on violations of human rights just because a country doesn't feel responsible for a person 
because of his origin or nationality, then this would be the end of every human rights policy," Docke said. 

Docke's letters, however, had little effect until the clouds of smoke from the government change in Berlin in 
September 2005 had faded, and Chancellor Merkel focused on the case of the 24-year-old Kurnaz.

But maybe Murat Kurnaz's fate was not only known to the chairmen of the responsible German offices. Maybe they 
played a decisive role in a plot that hindered his release at the end of 2002.

State secretary August Hanning under suspicion

August Hanning acted as chairman of the BND until after the 2005 national elections when he became state secretary 
in the ministry for internal security under federal minister Wolfgang Schäuble (CDU). According to secret service 
documents obtained by the German weekly Der Spiegel, already in October 2002 U.S. officials allegedly had offered 
Kurnaz's release by November of the same year.
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Hanning, according to the magazine, was the driving force behind the refusal of the U.S. offer. Allegedly Hanning had 
regarded Kurnaz as a "security problem." An innocent man detained at Guantanamo Bay could become a martyr 
within Islamist circles, a propaganda disaster. The report points out that when the conference on Kurnaz's fate was 
held between the chairmen of the BND, Federal Crime Ageny (BKA), the Verfassungsschutz and various state 
secretaries, the man's innocence had already been clear.

A BND memo from the Der Spiegel report unmistakably speaks of the assuredness that Kurnaz "had nothing to do 
with terrorism or even Al Qaeda."

Wrong place, wrong time

  
Kurnaz was 19 years old when he was captured during a bus trip in Pakistan in November 2001. In search of spiritual 
enlightenment, the young man enjoyed the hospitality of the Dschama'at al-Tabliq association, a peaceful and 
moderate Muslim organization, according to the German weekly Die Zeit. Allegedly for a handful of dollars, Pakistani 
officers handed over Kurnaz to U.S. troops.

During a conversation with his U.S. lawyer, Professor Azmi Baher, Kurnaz spoke of torture he had experienced by U.S. 
interrogators both in Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay. Docke confirms his client's remarks to be absolutely credible 
and in line with accusations from U.N. human rights inspectors such as Austrian inspector Dr. Manfred Nowak. They 
also matched statements from October 2004 made by former Guantanamo guards in the New York Times and with the 
FBI's appeal against the Pentagon's handling of interrogations at Guantanamo Bay as was revealed by the American 
Civil Liberties Union's (ACLU) disclosure based on the "Freedom of Information Act."

German foreign minister in the line of fire soon?

Acting German foreign minister Frank Walter Steinmeier (SPD) who is now playing a significant role in the hopefully 
imminent release of Kurnaz, also hasn't remained untouched by the affair. There are indications that Steinmeier knew 
at least about Kurnaz's interrogation by two German BND agents at Guantanamo.

For Kurnaz, his mother and his entire family, one can only hope there will be no more delays in his case. Nearly five 
years were stolen from the life of an innocent man. A further delay in his release -- maybe as reaction to the Der 
Spiegel report -- would be nothing more than the sanctioning of ongoing illegal activities in his case.

A stage towards justice has already been won by Kurnaz's lawyer. Against the resistance of Thomas Röwekamp -- the 
government official responsible for Bremen's internal security -- Docke successfully fought for his client's right to 
return to his home after a possible release. All limitations on re-entry for Murat Kurnaz have been cancelled for the 
entire territory of the European Union. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13092  SOURCE: OhMyNews.com

Algerian Officials Visit Guantanamo Inmates: Paper

Reuters

ALGIERS (Reuters) - A group of Algerian officials have travelled to Guantanamo Bay to inspect conditions for 26 
Algerian prisoners, in a rare visit by an Arab government, el Watan daily reported on Tuesday.

The newspaper quoted one of the group as saying the detainees had complained of inhumane treatment during the 
visit.

"They denounced detention conditions and an inhumane (prison) regime," the newspaper quoted the team member as 
saying. The newspaper gave no further details. Algerian officials were not immediately available for comment.

About 490 foreign terrorism suspects are in Guantanamo. Some have been held for four years and only a handful 
have been charged with crimes.

El Watan said the Algerian team included representatives of the ministries of justice, foreign affairs and defense.
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Among the Algerians at Guantanamo are individuals arrested in Bosnia, Georgia, Pakistan and Afghanistan, the daily 
said, adding the 26 had left Algeria between 1993 and 1999.

The newspaper said negotiations were under way between Algeria and the United States to repatriate them but added 
that it could take a while.

"The Algerian government will do everything to assist and bring all the necessary aid to its nationals," a member of 
the team who visited Guantanamo was quoted as saying.

U.S. relations with Algeria have been warming and the two countries began military-to-military exchanges last year.

Oil and gas-exporting Algeria, Africa's second largest country, is recovering from years of conflict between the 
authorities and Islamist armed groups.

An Islamist insurgency broke out after the authorities canceled legislative elections in 1992 that a now-banned Islamic 
party was poised to win. Authorities had feared an Iranian-style revolution.

An estimated 200,000 people were killed in the conflict, which has now largely wound down.

U.S. Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld said during a visit to the country in February that he intended to deepen 
military ties with Algeria and cooperate more on counter-terrorism.

Washington describes Algeria as a force for moderation in the region amid concerns about Islamist extremism.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13099  SOURCE: Reuters

Two British Detainees Dispute Custody

By DAVID STRINGER 

Associated Press Writer 

LONDON (AP) - Lawyers for two British residents seized by the United States and detained in Guantanamo Bay said 
Tuesday they have documents that show British officials instigated the arrests, despite knowing that evidence used to 
support the detentions was wrong. 

At an informal meeting with legislators, lawyers produced telegram messages sent by the British security services that 
they allege show that information that would have helped their clients was withheld. 

Iraqi-born Bisher al-Rawi, who had lived in Britain since 1985, and Jamil el-Banna, his Jordanian business partner who 
was granted refugee status in Britain in 2000, are alleged to have been associated with al-Qaida through their 
connection with the London-based radical Muslim cleric Abu Qatada. 

The pair were arrested in Gambia in 2002 while trying to return to Britain with electronic equipment and are still being 
held in Guantanamo. 

U.S. Defense Department records confirm both men have been classified as enemy combatants and members of al-
Qaida. 

Irene Nembhard, a British lawyer representing the men, said documents show British officials mistook a modified 
electronic battery charger carried by the men for part of an improvised bomb. She said the mistake led to their 
detention by the CIA. 

``There is no doubt that British officials rendered al-Rawi and el-Banna into the hands of the CIA,'' U.S attorney 
George Brent Mickum IV said. 

Telegrams written by MI5, which a security service witness told the court were sent to a foreign intelligence agency, 
were filed to the court in a hearing last week, and they have been seen by The Associated Press. 
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Nembhard said evidence submitted on behalf of Britain's security service MI5 shows a report of the battery charger, 
``misdescribed as part of an improvised explosive device, was sent to the U.S intelligence agency.'' 

Gareth Peirce, a British lawyer for the men, told the meeting that a later telegram from MI5 to Britain's Foreign Office 
acknowledged that the battery charger was a ``commercially available'' device unrelated to terrorism, but the 
information was not forwarded to foreign intelligence. 

British government officials declined to comment on the claims. 

Britain earlier won the release of all nine British citizens detained at Guantanamo, but had refused to take up the 
cases of six residents who are citizens of other countries. The Foreign Office said last week that it had agreed to 
intervene on behalf of al-Rawi. 

Mickum said the exception was made because al-Rawi had provided assistance to MI5 and had agreed, during one of 
at least six interviews with British agents at Guantanamo, to work for the British service in exchange for his release. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13098  SOURCE: The Guardian

Guantánamo's Day of Reckoning in Supreme Court

· Case pits presidential powers against law of war
· Detainee argues tribunals are unconstitutional 

Suzanne Goldenberg in Washington

The US supreme court was urged yesterday to rein in President George Bush's use of his powers as a wartime 
president, challenging his order to dispatch al-Qaida suspects to trial before military tribunals.

In arguments that could redefine the balance between presidential power and the laws of war, lawyers for Salim 
Ahmed Hamdan, an inmate at Guantánamo, told the court that Mr Bush had violated basic military protections with 
his November 2001 executive order setting up the tribunals.

Mr Hamdan, a Yemeni accused of driving a pick-up truck for Osama bin Laden, was captured in Afghanistan in 
November 2001 and charged with war crimes. The Bush administration claims he conspired with the al-Qaida leader 
to carry out attacks in the US. He says he was merely working to support his family, and needed the $200-a-month 
salary.
The case challenges the Bush administration's justification for holding people without recourse to US courts or the 
Geneva convention.

Terror suspects brought before the tribunals do not have the right to an attorney of their choice or to see the evidence 
against them. Even if they are acquitted and freed, the verdict can be reversed by the defence secretary, Donald 
Rumsfeld.

Mr Hamdan's lawyers contended yesterday that that makes the tribunals unconstitutional because they allow the 
president to define the crime, and select the prosecutor and judges who act as jury.

"This is a military commission that is literally unburdened by the laws, constitution and treaties of the United States," 
one lawyer, Neal Katyal, told the court.

To date, none of the 500 or so detainees at Guantánamo have appeared before a military tribunal, although 10 have 
been consigned for trial.

Under questioning from justices Antonin Scalia and Samuel Alito, Mr Katyal rejected the administration's argument 
that Mr Hamdan should wait until after his appearance before a tribunal to challenge the president's definition of the 
laws of war. "The government has had four years to get their charges together on Mr Hamdan," he said.

"We are talking about just a set of core ideas that every country around the world is supposed to dispense when they 
create wartime trials, and even that minimum standard the government doesn't want to apply here."

Lawyers for the Bush administration say the president derives his authority for the executive order from his powers as 
commander in chief. In addition, they note that Congress recently enacted legislation barring Guantánamo detainees 
from being heard in the US courts.
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The chief justice, John Roberts, has withdrawn from the case because he ruled on Mr Hamdan while serving on an 
appeals court. But Justice Scalia has resisted demands to withdraw from civil rights organisations, members of 
Congress, and a group of retired US generals and admirals. He came under a barrage of criticism after comments at 
an appearance at the University of Freiburg in Switzerland this month were reported by Newsweek magazine.

In his discussions, Justice Scalia reportedly said terror suspects did not deserve the right to a trial, adding that he had 
a son who had served in the US military in Iraq: "I had a son on that battlefield and they were shooting at my son, 
and I'm not about to give this man who was captured in a war a full jury trial. I mean it's crazy."

Lawyers for the detainees had been looking forward to yesterday's proceedings as a chance to begin pulling down the 
legal framework claimed by the Bush administration in its conduct of the "war on terror".

The case has attracted several prominent supporters, including the former secretary of state, Madeleine Albright. In a 
speech on Monday, a military lawyer for Mr Hamdan, Navy Lieutenant Commander Charles Swift, said all he wanted 
was a full trial. "When our citizens are abroad and these things are done, how will we say it was wrong?" he said.

But it is not entirely clear that the supreme court will emerge with a firm directive when it hands down its decision 
later this year. The withdrawal of Chief Justice Roberts brings the membership of the court down to eight, deepening 
the potential for a deadlock.

More importantly, the detainees may have been shortcircuited by a law passed by Congress last December which 
barred the use of torture, but then added a rider denying Guantánamo detainees the right to have their cases heard in 
US federal courts.

Backstory

The establishment of military trials at Guantánamo Bay defines the Bush administration's view of the sweeping powers 
of a US president in wartime. In November 2001, President Bush signed an order setting up military commissions to 
try suspected members of al-Qaida, saying the terror suspects were not entitled to Geneva convention protection.

He said they were not part of a regular army nor US citizens entitled to a US court hearing. No trial has taken place 
under the commissions, which bear no relation to courts martial. Suspects are not guaranteed a lawyer and do not see 
all the evidence. Any commission decision can be overturned by defence secretary, Donald Rumsfeld

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13096  SOURCE: The Guardian

How Guantanamo Brothers 'Became Victims of MI5 Plot'

By Robert Verkaik 

One of four British citizens and residents seized by the Americans in Africa before two of them were flown to 
Guantanamo Bay has told The Independent that they were victims of an MI5 plot. 

Wahab al-Rawi, whose brother Bisher has been held in the US naval base in Cuba for three years, says that US 
interrorgators told him the British were directly responsible for his arrest and detention. The new claims confirm 
previous allegations that Britain has played a major role in the "extraordinary rendition" of terror suspects by handing 
them over to the Americans without legal authority.

In his first interview since his arrest in November 2002, Mr al-Rawi says soon after his detention he asked to see 
someone from the British High Commission in Gambia but was told by the Americans: "Who do you do think ordered 
your arrest in the first place? They don't want to talk to you."

Mr al-Rawi claims that the only reason he and another man were allowed to return to Britain after 28 days of 
questioning by US intelligence officers was because they could claim British citizenship. His brother, Bisher, and Jamil 
el-Banna, both residents in Britain, were flown to Bagram air base in Afghanistan before being transferred to 
Guantanamo.

Intelligence reports made by MI5 which have been submitted to the all-party group on extraordinary rendition support 
Mr al-Rawi's testimony and show the weakness of the case against the four men.
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Part of this evidence, which was passed on to the Americans, includes allegations that Bisher al-Rawi had an interest 
in "extreme sports" while Wahab was described as playing a lead role in setting up a peanut-processing factory in the 
Gambia. MI5 "intelligence" on the men also revealed that they carried copies of the Koran and had had an electronic 
device which turned out to be an ordinary battery charger.

Bisher al-Rawi, 38, and Wahab, 40, came to this country in the early 1980s after their father fell under the suspicion 
of Saddam Hussein. They lived in Cambridge where they took their O-levels before continuing their schooling at 
Millfield School, Somerset, and Concord College, Shropshire.

They later attended separate universities. Wahab read mechanical engineering at Salford and Bisher read material 
engineering at University College London. In 1992 Wahab took British nationality while his brother decided to retain 
his Iraqi citizenship as he did not want to damage his ties with his home country.

It was Wahab's business interests that brought the two brothers to Gambia in November 2002. "I had this business 
idea for a mobile peanut-oil processing factory," he told The Independent. "I had done the feasibility study, it was all 
ready to go. I had my team and we brought Bisher in on the deal towards the end."

From the start there were ominous signs that the trip was not going to be straightforward. On the day of his departure 
flight, Wahab was detained at City Airport in east London by two men who described themselves as airport security 
officers but whom Wahab suspected of being MI5 officers.

The men wanted to find out about an alleged terror suspect called Abu Qatada whom Wahab had known for many 
years and had met four days before his flight. Mr Qatada is now imprisoned in Britain as a terror suspect and was 
once called Osama bin Laden's spiritual representative in Europe. The brothers had come to rely on him as an 
authority on Islamic law and that was why Wahab had gone to see him. "I needed to know whether, under Islamic 
law, it was allowed for partners in a firm to be paid wages - he told me it wasn't and so I thanked him and left."
Four days after Wahab had arrived in Gambia he went to Banjul airport to meet his brother, Mr el-Banna and Abdullah 
el-Ganudi, a British citizen.

Three days earlier, the three men had been arrested at Gatwick airport when they first tried to fly out to Gambia. 
They were taken to Paddington Green police station in west London on suspicion of carrying an explosive device which 
turned out to be the harmless battery charger. It was the intelligence obtained from these interviews and searches 
that was passed on to Gambian and US authorities.

As Wahab approached his brother at Banjul airport he became aware of a problem with immigration. Gambian officials 
had confiscated their passports and they were being taken to an interview room.

"They began by saying there was an irregularity with their visas. But it became clear it was more than that because 
they took us to the headquarters of the Gambian National Intelligence Agency in Banjul. We were questioned by 
Gambians for a few hours before being moved to another room where two US officers took over," says Wahab. "I'm 
afraid I lost my temper and demanded to see the British High Commissioner and my lawyer. They said it was much 
too late for that."

For the next three to four days the four men were moved around the building from room to room, alternately 
questioned by Americans and Gambians.

Says Wahab: "I agreed to answer the Gambian questions but refused to answer any of the Americans'. I was scared 
but didn't know why I should co-operate."

Four days after Wahab had met Bisher at the airport they were taken from the NIA headquarters to a secret location 
in the Banjul suburbs. It was here that Bisher begged his brother to co-operate with the Americans because "we have 
nothing to hide."

"We were all in the house," Wahab said, "and during a break from interrogations Bisher told me to stop being difficult 
and answer the questions so we could all be sent back home. So I did. I agreed to tell them all about the business we 
were planning and why we were in Gambia."

Mr el-Janudi and Wahab were separated from the other two and taken back to interrogation suites in the NIA building 
where the Americans began repeating the questions.

"After I had answered their questions about the trip they started accusing me of coming to Gambia to start a training 
camp for a terrorist campaign against American targets. It was at this point that I withdrew my co-operation because 
the questioning was getting ridiculous. Once again I demanded to see someone from the High Commission. This was 
when they said: 'Who do you do think ordered your arrest in the first place? They don't want to talk to you.' Now it 
was clear we had been set up and betrayed by the country we had adopted as our own." 
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March 30, 2006

US Court Offers Hope For Hicks

From:  By Nick Papps

AUSTRALIAN terror suspect David Hicks may be a step closer to escaping a military trial after the US Supreme Court 
expressed concerns about such a trial's legality.

In a fiery hearing, one Supreme Court judge said if President George W. Bush had the power to hold the trials there 
was nothing stopping him from going to an American town and arresting any foreigner and denying him a trial in a US 
civil court. 

Justice Stephen Breyer said: "If the President can do this, he can set up commissions to go to Toledo, and in Toledo 
pick up an alien and not have any trial at all, except before that special commission." 

Justice Breyer made his comments during an appeal by al-Qaeda leader Osama bin Laden's former driver Salim 
Ahmed Hamdan, who has been charged with conspiracy and is imprisoned at Guantanamo Bay with Hicks. 

Hamdan faces a trial before a military commission and his lawyers are arguing that it would be unlawful and a breach 
of the Geneva Convention for him to be tried before such a commission. 

If his appeal is upheld by the Supreme Court, none of the suspected Guantanamo Bay terrorists could be tried before 
a military commission and their cases would be transferred to a US civilian court. 

A ruling is expected in June. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13133  SOURCE: News.com.au

Bulgarian Astronaut: Close Guantanamo

Havana, Mar 29 (Prensa Latina) Giorgi Ivanov, the first astronaut, has joined the over 6,000 signers of the petition to 
close the US torture centers in Guantanamo and elsewhere.

Ivanov, who took his first trip in space on April 10, 1979, joined the Network in Defense of Humanity, along his wife 
and children, calling for the end of hypocrisy with human rights.

The Network of Networks in Defense of Humanity released this world call on March 14 denouncing the US massive, 
non-stop violation of individual rights.

It also urges closing illegal prisons and torture centers run by the US and its EU allies, and calls on the latter to listen 
to denouncements by its citizens, victims of US torture experts. 

Ivanov´s signature joins those of Russian colleagues Yuri Romanienko, Vitali Sebastianov, Vladimir Shatalov and 
Svetlana Savitskaya, and hundreds of artists, organizations, writers and men and women of good will.
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To add your signature, go to www.derechos-humanos.com

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13124  SOURCE: Prensa Latina

"Bremen Taliban" Release Anticipated

A Turkish man living in Bremen is expected to be allowed to return to Germany from the US military base in 
Guantanamo Bay. German authorities may have delayed his release by years, according to media reports.

Born and raised in Bremen, Murat Kurnaz is a Turkish citizen but will be allowed to return to his home in Germany's 
northern port city when he is released from Guantanamo Bay, according to German Interior Minister Wolfgang 
Schäuble.

"We have worked for the release of Mr. Kurnaz and explained that he can return to Germany even though he does not 
possess German citizenship," Schäuble told the ARD German public broadcaster's Web site tagesschau.de. "I think this 
will soon be the case."

Kurnaz's release has been expected since German Chancellor Angela Merkel met with US President George W. Bush in 
January.

Bildunterschrift: Großansicht des Bildes mit der Bildunterschrift:  Kurnaz's Turkish citizenship may have hindered 
German release efforts
Germany's role in the release

The 23-year-old was accused of fighting for the Taliban after a 2001 trip to Pakistan, where he said he wanted to 
study Islam, and has been held in Guantanamo Bay since the beginning of 2002.

There is still a possibility Kurnaz will attempt to take members of former Chancellor Gerhard Schröder's government 
to court for allegedly refusing a US offer to release him in November 2002, according to his lawyer, Bernhard Docke.

"If it is true (that Germany refuesed to accept Kurnaz) then there is a very direct line to German shared responsibility 
for more than four years of imprisonment and torture," Docke told the Berliner Zeitung on Tuesday, before adding 
that his client's release was "in sight."

Transferred to the US prison camp in Cuba under suspicion of terrorism, Kurnaz complained to his lawyer a year ago 
of having undergone sexual humiliation by female soldiers at the detention center.

"If it is true that Kurnaz could have been home three years ago, it would the dramatic climax of an outrageous story," 
said Matthias Güldner, a Green Party spokesman. 

Greens parliamentarian Christian Ströbele called for Kurnaz's case to be brought before a committee investigating the 
German Federal Intelligence Agency's involvement in the US war in Iraq as well as whether Germans security officials 
were involved in interrogations of tortured prisoners outside of Germany.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13121  SOURCE: Deutsche Welle

April 01, 2006

US Supreme Court Hearing on Guantánamo Tribunals Bares Attacks on 
Basic Rights 
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By John Andrews

The Bush administration’s assumption of extra-legal authority to imprison and prosecute so-called enemy combatants 
without granting them recourse to either the US courts or the protections of the Geneva Convention was challenged 
before the Supreme Court March 28. The high court heard oral arguments in Hamdan v. Rumsfeld, the lead case 
challenging the legality of the Bush administration’s plan to use military commissions to convict prisoners at 
Guantánamo Bay, Cuba, of purported war crimes.

The military commissions, comprised of hand-picked military officers, are kangaroo courts which the accused have no 
right to attend, which have no rules of evidence, and from which appeals are limited to a cursory presidential review 
and sign-off. (See “Military commissions’ prosecutors charge: trials rigged against Guantánamo detainees”) Created 
by presidential decree, they are neither authorized by Congressional legislation nor subject to judicial review. They 
violate on their face both the constitutional balance among the three branches of government and the Fifth 
Amendment right to due process of law.

Clearly emerging from the justices’ comments during the unusual 90-minute session (arguments on a single case are 
usually limited to an hour) were the deepening divisions and growing disquiet within the ruling elite over the Bush 
administration’s crude disregard for international law and constitutional traditions.

The case arises from the habeas corpus petition filed by Salim Ahmed Hamdan, a Yemeni driver for Osama bin Laden 
in Afghanistan prior to the September 11 attacks. He is one of 10 Guantánamo Bay prisoners currently charged by the 
Bush administration with conspiracy to commit terrorist acts. The Bush administration is proposing a life sentence for 
Hamdan if the charge is sustained.

Hamdan has denied in court papers that he is a member of Al Qaeda and claims he knew nothing about any plans to 
attack the United States, that his role was transporting field workers to and from bin Laden’s farm. He says an Afghan 
paramilitary unit captured him and turned him over to the US military for a bounty. The Supreme Court hearing did 
not address the merits of his defense, however, only its jurisdiction to decide the legality of the charges themselves 
and the procedures proposed for adjudicating them.

The first federal judge to consider Hamdan’s petition, James Robertson, held in November 2004 that Bush’s military 
commissions would violate Hamdan’s rights under the Third Geneva Convention, which provides that prisoners of war 
are entitled to the “same courts” and the “same procedure as in the case of members of the armed forces of the 
Detaining Power,” and that establishing the military commissions through a presidential directive rather than an Act of 
Congress violates the separation of powers.

Last July, an all-Republican, three-judge panel of the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
reversed Robertson’s ruling on the specious grounds that US courts lack jurisdiction to hear claims under the Geneva 
Conventions. (See “US court upholds military trials for Guantánamo prisoners”.) Newly appointed Chief Justice John G. 
Roberts, Jr., joined in that decision and therefore is disqualified from participating in the Supreme Court review.

After the Supreme Court accepted the case, Congress passed the Detainee Treatment Act (DTA)—supposed anti-
torture legislation—which includes several confusing provisions limiting court review over Guantánamo Bay habeas 
petitions. The scope, meaning and constitutionality of these unusual provisions have never been considered by any 
court.

Georgetown University law professor Neal Katyal represented Hamdan at the high court argument. He began by 
stating that his client wanted no more than that “the President try offenses that are, indeed, war crimes and conduct 
trials according to the minimum procedural requirements of the Uniform Code of Military Justice.” He then challenged 
the Bush administration’s contention that the DTA stripped the Supreme Court of jurisdiction, pointing out that the 
explicit language doing so was taken out of the bill’s final version.

While the five more moderate associate justices, Stephen G. Breyer, Ruth Bader Ginsburg, Anthony M. Kennedy, 
David H. Souter and John Paul Stevens, appeared willing to exercise jurisdiction and decide the case, right-wing 
ideologue Antonin Scalia and newly appointed Samuel A. Alito indicated that they thought any court ruling should be 
delayed until the case works its way back after a final decision in the underlying case, a process that could take years. 
Associate Justice Clarence Thomas, who usually votes with Scalia, followed his custom of sitting mute through the 
argument.

Katyal responded forcefully to the suggestion that any ruling be deferred, pointing out that the government was 
preparing 75 different cases for the “first wave,” and that because “a final decision requires the sign-off of the 
President of the United States ... effectively, this reading would give a litigant the ability to block federal court review 
for all time.”

Katyal then explained that Hamdan faced not only procedures outside the laws and Constitution of the United States, 
but a war-crime charge not recognized by international law.
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“The only charge in this case is one of conspiracy,” Katyal pointed out, “and conspiracy has been rejected as a 
violation of the laws of war in every tribunal to consider the issue since World War II.” He then listed war crimes 
tribunals in Nuremberg and Tokyo as well as the more recent international tribunals for alleged war crimes in Rwanda 
and the former Yugoslavia.

Criminal law defines “conspiracy” as an agreement to do an illegal act, regardless of the consequences. Other crimes 
require the commission of an illegal act, or at least the attempt to do so. Katyal explained that “the standalone 
offense of conspiracy is rejected by international law because it’s too vague.... The world rejects conspiracy, because 
if it’s adopted it allows so many individuals to get swept up within its net.”

“Allowing this charge of conspiracy would open the floodgates to the president to charge whatever he wants,” Katyal 
argued, highlighting the motive underlying the military commissions and their thoroughly despotic character.

He continued, “The problem with it is compounded by the fact that the tribunal itself is charging a violation of the laws 
of war, when the military commission has never operated to try violations of terrorism in stateless, territoryless 
conflicts.” In other words, the so-called “war on terror” is not an actual “war” at all—a state of belligerence between 
nations—but a metaphorical “war” supposedly directed against a network of shadowy organizations which engage in 
terrorist acts.

Katyal concluded by pointing out the fundamental contradiction between the Bush administration’s claim that it has 
the power to convict someone for violating the laws of war while also denying them the procedural protections 
provided by those same laws of war—the Geneva Conventions. The prisoners at Guantánamo Bay are being held in 
flagrant disregard of the Conventions, which require that all captives are presumed to be prisoners of war with full 
protections until a competent tribunal determines otherwise, bar interrogations and torture, and guarantee humane 
housing conditions and Red Cross or Red Crescent access.

The administration’s case, argued by Solicitor General Paul D. Clement, boiled down on every issue to the assertion of 
unbridled executive power.

In response to a question as to whether “conspiracy” is a recognized war crime, for example, Clement stated that the 
executive, rather than international treaties, can define war crimes “as a matter of pure constitutional power.” This 
statement embodies the Bush administration’s ongoing attack on the separation of powers. Under generally accepted 
constitutional principles, violations of law are defined by the legislative branch and are interpreted by the judiciary. 
Here, Clement is saying that the president’s authority as commander-in-chief of the armed forces gives him 
essentially dictatorial powers over all aspects of government.

Justice Souter, an appointee of the first president George Bush who has staked out a somewhat independent position 
on the high court, pressed Clement on the role of international law: “What do you make of the argument that Mr. 
Katyal just alluded to, that if you take—as you do—the position that the commissions are operating under the laws of 
war, you’ve got to accept that one law here is the Geneva Convention’s right to a presumption of POW status . . . 
Don’t you go from the frying pan into the fire?”

Clement responded that a prisoner could bring the claim the Geneva Conventions apply “to the military commissions, 
but they could adjudicate it and say that the Geneva Conventions don’t apply here, for any number of reasons,” 
adding “the position of the executive” is “the Geneva Conventions don’t apply.”

Souter focused on the glaring contradiction in the Bush administration’s position: “For purposes of determining the 
domestic authority to set up a commission, you say, the president is operating under the laws of war recognized by 
Congress, but for purposes of a claim to status, and, hence, the procedural rights that go with that status, you’re 
saying the laws of war don’t apply. And I don’t see how you can have it both ways.” Clement responded, “The fact 
that the Geneva Conventions are part of the law of war doesn’t mean that [Hamdan] is entitled to any protection 
under those conventions.”

Clement could not be more explicit. According to the Bush administration, once designated as an “enemy combatant” 
in the “war on terror,” a Guantánamo Bay prisoner is consigned to a legal limbo outside the protections both of 
domestic and international law.

Clement’s clumsy doubletalk kept digging him into a deeper and deeper hole. When Justice Breyer asked whether 
construing the DTA to limit judicial review would force the justices to decide “the most terribly difficult and important 
constitutional question of whether Congress can constitutionally deprive this Court of jurisdiction in habeas cases,” 
Clement responded that “the standards and procedures” to be used by the military commissions “are consistent with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States.”

Justice Ginsburg jumped in, asking Clement to “straighten me out” because “I thought that it was the government’s 
position that these enemy combatants do not have any rights under the Constitution and laws of the United States.”
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“That is true,” Clement responded.

When Clement argued that when enacting the DTA Congress “sort of stumble[d] upon a suspension of the writ” of 
habeas corpus—a constitutional power granted only in cases of “Rebellion or Invasion”—Justice Souter became visibly 
agitated, wagging his finger while saying, “Isn’t there a pretty good argument that a suspension of the writ is just 
about the most stupendously significant act that the Congress of the United States can take? And, therefore, we ought 
to be at least a little bit slow to accept your argument that it can be done from pure inadvertence.”

Near the conclusion of Clement’s argument, Breyer summed up, from Hamdan’s perspective, the government’s 
position and its far-reaching consequences for democratic rights: “Look, you want to try a war crime. You want to say 
this is a war crimes tribunal. One, this is not a war, at least not an ordinary war. Two, it’s not a war crime, because 
[the charge of conspiracy] doesn’t fall under international law. And, three, it’s not a war crime tribunal or commission, 
because no emergency, not on the battlefield, civil courts are open, there is no military commander asking for it, it’s 
not in any of those in other respects, like past history. And if the President can do this, well, then he can set up 
commissions to go to Toledo, and, in Toledo, pick up an alien, and not have any trial at all, except before that special 
commission.”

Breyer should not have limited his statement to aliens. At least one US citizen, Jose Padilla, was picked up on US soil 
and imprisoned as an “enemy combatant” without rights under either domestic law or the Geneva Conventions.

Justice Scalia functioned throughout the hearing as if he were a second lawyer for the Bush administration, repeatedly 
intervening to bail Clement out of tough spots. When other justices were challenging Clement on the ad hoc 
composition of the commissions, he blurted out, “This is not, you know, a necktie party,” using a colloquialism for 
lynching.

There were serious questions raised about Scalia’s participation in the case. According to Newsweek magazine, on 
March 8 Scalia told an audience at the University of Freiburg in Switzerland, where he was once a student, that he 
was “astounded” by the “hypocritical” reaction of Europe to the Bush administration’s claim that Guantánamo Bay 
prisoners have no legal rights. Of people like Hamdan, Scalia said, “If he was captured by my army on a battlefield, 
that is where he belongs. I had a son on that battlefield and they were shooting at my son, and I’m not about to give 
this man who was captured in a war a full jury trial. I mean, it’s crazy.... Give me a break.”

One of Scalia’s sons, Matthew, served with the US military in Iraq. There appear to be no captives from Iraq at 
Guantánamo Bay.

Among those calling for Scalia’s disqualification were retired US generals and admirals who filed an amicus curiae 
“friend of the court” brief supporting Hamdan. (They are concerned that the US denial of Geneva Convention rights to 
its prisoners will place US captives in jeopardy during future conflicts.) They asked that Scalia be disqualified for his 
demonstration of “personal bias” and comments which “give rise to the unfortunate appearance that, even before 
briefing was complete, he had already made up his mind.”

Scalia, whose long history of dishonest, brutish and unethical conduct is well documented, seems to be sinking to new 
depths. The Boston Herald reported that on March 26, after a special mass for lawyers and politicians at Cathedral of 
the Holy Cross, he responded to a question about those who might question his impartiality on church-state issues by 
coupling the rhetorical question, “You know what I say to those people?” with the obscene under-the-chin Italian hand 
gesture favored by television gangster Tony Soprano.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13153  SOURCE: World Socialist Website

 

Gitmo Detainees' Groups Not Listed By U.S.

by UPI Wire
 
WASHINGTON, March 31, 2006 (UPI) -- Dozens of the terrorist or terrorist-linked organizations to which those held at 
Guantanamo Bay as enemy combatants belong are not on the U.S. government's "Terrorist Exclusion List" -- and their 
members might not be routinely barred from entering the United States. 

An analysis of material submitted by the U.S. military to the Combatant Status Review Tribunals examining the cases 
of several hundred detainees yields more than 70 groups or organizations -- including charities, political parties and 
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religious movements -- associaton with which is considered by the Department of Defense to be relevant to their 
designation as an enemy combatant.

"The Pentagon is saying, if you have even the slightest connection with one of these groups, then you're an enemy 
combatant, and you should be locked up indefinitely," Joshua Denbeaux, a lawyer who is representing pro bono two 
detainees held at Guantanamo, told United Press International.

But dozens of these groups regarded as threats by the U.S. military do not appear on either of the State Department's 
formal lists of designated terrorist organizations.

The primary list maintained by the State Department -- of designated "Foreign Terrorist Organizations" -- brings to 
bear a whole range of U.S. policy tools against the group listed: diplomatic, legal, and financial. Designation is a 
highly regulated and relatively transparent process challengeable in court and seen by critics as sclerotic.

The suite of sweeping anti-terror laws known as the USA Patriot Act -- hurriedly passed in the aftermath of the Sept. 
11, 2001 terror attacks -- established the Terrorist Exclusion List specifically to leverage the discretion that U.S. 
officials have in immigration cases to exclude members of the broadest range of suspect groups.

Compared to the foreign terrorist designation, the Terrorist Exclusion List "has a broader standard of inclusion, is 
subject to less stringent administrative requirements, and is not challengeable in court," wrote the State Department 
in its 2002 Patterns of Global Terrorism report.

Membership in or support for groups on the list is grounds for inadmissibility.

But the analysis of the groups mentioned in the tribunal documents raises the question of how officials are using the 
new tools, and highlights the tough decisions that consular officers often have to make.
 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13170  SOURCE: Post Chronicle.com

Rights group says Khadr at urgent risk
By CP

WASHINGTON -- An international human-rights watchdog is demanding U.S. officials intervene to protect Canadian 
teenager Omar Khadr from torture at Guantanamo Bay. 

The Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, affiliated with the Organization of American States, said yesterday 
Khadr faces an "urgent risk of irreparable harm." 

The commission's finding, after a one-day hearing last week, said American authorities must ensure Khadr, 19, isn't 
subjected to abuse, prolonged isolation or interrogation tactics that fail to comply with international standards. 

The group demanded an impartial investigation into Khadr's torture allegations and prosecution of anyone found 
guilty. Officials must also ensure no statements obtained through cruel or degrading treatment be accepted in legal 
proceedings against the teen, the commission said. 

The watchdog gave the U.S. government 15 days to respond to its requests. So far, officials have refused to comply 
with five other urgent directives related to Guantanamo issued by the commission since March 2002. 

U.S. officials have always denied detainees are tortured, but a Pentagon spokesman said they're considering issuing 
new instructions to military commissions specifically prohibiting evidence extracted by those means. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13010  SOURCE: Calgary Sun

New Commander Takes Charge of Task Force Guantanamo
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By Sgt. Sara Wood, USA
American Forces Press Service

 
NAVAL STATION GUANTANAMO BAY, Cuba, March 31, 2006 – A Navy admiral assumed command today of Joint Task 
Force Guantanamo, the force responsible for detainee operations and intelligence gathering here. 

Army Command Sgt. Maj. Angel Febles, Joint Task Force Guantanamo command sergeant major, passes the task 
force colors to Army Maj. Gen. Jay Hood, outgoing commander, during the Joint Task Force Guantanamo change of 
command ceremony at Naval Station Guantanamo Bay, March 31. Navy Rear Adm. Harry Harris took command of the 
task force. Photo by Sgt. Sara Wood, USA    
 
Navy Rear Adm. Harry B. Harris assumed command from Army Maj. Gen. Jay Hood, who has commanded the task 
force since March 2004. 

Harris, who most recently had been the director of the information, plans and security division for Chief of Naval 
Operations Adm. Michael G. Mullen at the Pentagon, said he is honored to take command of a force that plays such an 
important role in the war on terror. 

"I'm very impressed by the people that work here," Harris said in an interview yesterday. "The dedication that I've 
seen with the military folks and the civilians that are here - I think they're doing a great job. I think their country is 
lucky to have them down here, and I'm very lucky and fortunate to be asked to take charge." 

The mission of Joint Task Force Guantanamo is complex and challenging, but Harris is extraordinarily qualified, Army 
Gen. John Craddock, commander of U.S. Southern Command, said at the change of command ceremony. The chief of 
naval operations personally chose Harris, Craddock said, and the members of the task force are lucky to have him. 

Hood, the outgoing commander, also expressed confidence in Harris's leadership. Harris's talents, coupled with the 
dedication of the servicemembers and civilians of the task force, will ensure the task force's mission continues at a 
high standard, Hood said. 

"Our mission here at the joint task force is about protecting America from terrorists," Hood said to the task force 
members assembled at the ceremony. "(The terrorists) have underestimated your courage, your character, and your 
commitment to do what's right." 

Harris said his goal is to maintain focus on the mission of providing safe and humane custody to detainees and 
continuing to gather intelligence valuable to the war on terror. The work of the task force is heavily scrutinized, he 
acknowledged, but he said he welcomes the scrutiny. 

"The light of day is a useful thing," he said. "I hope that the American people will be given a chance to understand 
just how fortunate they are that young men and women in the armed services and the civilian agencies that are down 
here - that they're working their butts off in support of the American people." 

Joint Task Force Guantanamo is vitally important to the war on terror, Harris said. To protect national security, 
America's enemies captured on the battlefield need to be detained somewhere, he noted. 

"What we're about here on Guantanamo, is we are about defending our nation," he said. "We're doing it here in 
Guantanamo, because that's where our nation has called us to serve." 

Hood moves on to be a special assistant to the commander of U.S. Forces Command at Fort Meade, Md.
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13169  SOURCE: Defenselink.mil

April 02, 2006
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UK, U.S. Still Divided on Closure of Guantanamo Camp

LONDON, April 1 (Xinhua) -- Britain and the United States are still in disagreement on closure of Guantanamo Camp in 
Cuba after the two country's foreign ministers' talks in Blackburn, north-west England on Saturday. 

    U.S. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice told a joint news conference in Blackburn's town hall with UK Foreign 
Secretary Jack Straw that the United States didn't want the prison in Guantanamo Bay "any longer than is needed". 
"We have to recognize Guantanamo is there for a reason, because we captured people on battlefields ... who were 
either plotting, or planning or actively engaged in terrorist activities," she said. 

    But Straw, who invited Rice to his constituency to repay his October trip to her home state of Alabama, said "the 
prime minister and I agree that Guantanamo Camp should close." 

    Around 200 protesters holding banners proclaiming "War on terror, war on Islam" and "Bring the troops home from 
Iraq", greeted the two politicians outside Blackburn's civic building. But Rice said that the demonstration was an 
exercise in democracy. 

    She also defended the U.S. policy on Iraq, and said she was confident that the decision in removing Saddam from 
power was "the right strategic" one. 

    But she recognized that there were some questions over U.S. foreign policy. On Friday, Rice admitted in Blackburn 
that the Bush Administration had made "thousands" of mistakes in Iraq. 

    Anti-war protesters had caused Rice to cancel a planned visit to a mosque in Blackburn on Friday with warnings of 
protests from a group of Muslims which included members of "the Stop the War Coalition". 

    Earlier when she arrived at Liverpool John Lennon Airport on Thursday night, she also was greeted by dozens of 
demonstrators chanting anti-war slogans
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13182  SOURCE: Xinhua

26 Saudis To Be Released From Guantanamo, News Reports

RIYADH - Twenty-six Saudi detainees are to be released from Guantanamo Bay and transferred to Saudi Arabia in the 
coming weeks, the Saudi daily Al Watan reported on Saturday.

Saudi authorities have been notified that the US has started procedures to release the Saudi nationals and hand them 
over to the kingdom, the report quoted an anonymous source as saying.

The detainees awaiting release are the third group of Saudis to leave Guantanamo. Saudi Arabia admitted five 
detainees in 2004 and three in July 2005.

US authorities are currently holding 124 Saudi nationals captured during US strikes on formerly Taleban-governed 
Afghanistan and the period following US occupation.

Lawyers for the detainees in Guantanamo said their clients had been working in humanitarian and charitable 
organizations before they were detained by the US in Pakistan and moved to the Cuba detention camp.

US authorities have issued a list of 318 detainees in Guantanamo including 106 Saudis, 81 Yemenis, 41 Pakistanis and 
33 nationals from other countries.

So far, 131 detainees have been released, including citizens of Belgium, Denmark, France, Spain, Sweden, Iran and 
Russia.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13178  SOURCE: Khaleej Times
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Detainee Documents: Bisher Al Rawi and Jamil El Banna

The following transcripts are from the Combatant Status Review Tribunals at Guantanamo Bay for Jamil el Banna and 
Bisher al Rawi. The unredacted documents were released March 3 by the U.S. Department of Defense in response to a 
Freedom of Information Act lawsuit filed by the Associated Press seeking records on detainees in Guantanamo Bay.

El Banna and al Rawi were both recruited by MI5 as informants and later allegedly taken by the CIA to Afghanistan 
and then to Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. Both remain in detention in Guantanamo and have been classified as enemy 
combatants. Their lawyers say there is no evidence that either man posed a security risk or threat to the United 
States or Britain.

al Rawi Guantanamo Status Review (PDF)

el Banna Guantanamo Status Review (PDF)

* Note: Both men are identified by number in the transcripts; el Banna is ISN #905 al Rawi is ISN#906.

The following documents (PDF) are declassified cables and files from MI5, the British Security Service. They were 
made public on Monday, March 27, as part of a lawsuit against the British government that is being heard in London. 
All redactions were made by the British government. 

  An internal MI5 document dated Oct. 31, 2002 describes efforts by the Security Service to recruit Jamil el Banna, 
also known as Abu Anas, as an informant. He refused. Eight days later, he and several business partners were taken 
into custody in the West African nation of the Gambia in an operation coordinated by MI5, the CIA and Gambian 
security services. 

  A Nov. 1, 2002 cable sent by MI5 to an unspecified foreign intelligence agency, thought to be the CIA, details the 
arrest at Gatwick Airport in London of Jamil el Banna and Bisher al Rawi. The electronic device in question was later 
determined by Scotland Yard to be a common battery charger. 
  A Nov. 4 cable sent by MI5 to an unspecified foreign intelligence agency, thought to be the CIA, includes more 
details about the upcoming business trip to Gambia as planned by Bisher al Rawi, Jamil el Banna and their business 
partners. 
  A Nov. 8, 2002 cable sent by MI5 to a foreign intelligence agency, thought to be the CIA, details the impending 
arrival of Bisher al Rawi, Jamil el Banna and a business partner in the Gambia. They were taken into custody upon 
arrival at the airport in Banjul, the Gambia. 
  A Nov. 11, 2002 cable sent by MI5 includes more details about the men held in detention in the Gambia. Lawyers 
for Jamil el Banna and Bisher al Rawi deny many of the allegations contained in the document. 
  A Dec. 6, 2002 cable from MI5 confirms that the British government would not offer any sort of legal assistance or 
protection to Banna and Rawi because they lacked British citizenship, although both had lived in the United Kingdom 
for many years. 

-- Compiled by Craig Whitlock

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13176  SOURCE: Washington Post

 

Meeting Hears of Guantanamo Prison Conditions

 British Residents Enlisted by MI5 After Sept. 11 Languish at Guantanamo

By Craig Whitlock
Washington Post Foreign Service

LONDON -- As they tried to board a flight at Gatwick Airport in November 2002, three Arab residents of Britain were 
pulled aside by security agents. Police had questions about their luggage and ties to a radical Islamic cleric. After four 
days in custody, the men were cleared of suspicion and resumed their trip.
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But British intelligence officials weren't ready to drop their interest in the men. Before the three flew out of the 
country, the MI5 security service sent cables to a "foreign intelligence agency," according to court testimony and 
newly declassified MI5 documents, calling the men Islamic extremists and disclosing their destination: Gambia, a tiny 
West African country.

When they arrived on Nov. 8, they were detained by Gambian and U.S. intelligence operatives, who interrogated them 
again, this time for a month, British and U.S. documents show. Then two of the men, Bisher al-Rawi and Jamil el-
Banna, disappeared into the netherworld of the U.S. government's battle against terrorism, taken first to a prison in 
Afghanistan, then to the Naval detention center at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

The primary purpose of this elaborate operation, documents and interviews suggest, was not to neutralize a pair of 
potential terrorists -- authorities have offered no evidence that they were planning attacks -- but to turn them into 
informers.

U.S. and British efforts to infiltrate Britain's Islamic underground went into high gear after the Sept. 11, 2001, 
attacks, the documents show. The two men, acquaintances of the radical cleric Abu Qatada, were singled out by MI5 
for threats, cajoling and offers of cash and protection if they would channel information. Although one of them offered 
some assistance, MI5 wanted more.

Rawi, 38, and Banna, 43, remain at Guantanamo. They have told their attorneys that U.S. and British intelligence 
operatives have visited them repeatedly there and in Afghanistan, renewing demands that they inform, offering them 
freedom and money in exchange. Both men say they have refused.

A review of hundreds of pages of documents recently released by the U.S. Department of Defense, a British court and 
the men's attorneys illustrates how the U.S., British and Gambian governments worked together in an operation that 
circumvented their judicial systems and, through a process known as extraordinary rendition, had two men 
incarcerated who had not been charged with breaking any law.

George Brent Mickum IV, a Washington lawyer who represents both men, acknowledged that they were friends of Abu 
Qatada. But he said neither shared the cleric's radical beliefs nor represented a security risk to the United States.

He said he was still trying to understand why British intelligence would engineer their seizure. "Either it was an 
attempt to put these guys at risk and to use them to find evidence that would implicate Abu Qatada," he said, "or it 
was an attempt to bring them within the closer control of MI5."

Spokesmen for the Pentagon, the CIA and the U.S. Embassy in Banjul, the Gambian capital, declined to comment for 
this article. MI5 has a policy of not commenting to the media.

The British Foreign Office released a statement last week denying complicity by the British government: "The United 
Kingdom did not request the detention of the claimants in the Gambia and did not play any role in their transfer to 
Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay."

A Foreign Office spokeswoman said she could not answer questions because of a pending lawsuit seeking to force the 
British government to intercede on the men's behalf. On March 22, the government said it would ask for Rawi's 
release; its previous position was that it could not intercede for a non-British citizen.

The case has caused a political uproar in Britain. Critics say the documents show the British government has helped 
place people in Guantanamo, despite its claims that the prison is strictly a U.S. operation.

A parliamentary committee is investigating. "The key issue that certainly concerns me is whether our government, the 
British government, was involved in something that I would consider to be unlawful," said Andrew Tyrie, the 
committee chairman. "I don't want to live in a country that could be complicit in such abuses."

Rawi came to Britain as a teenager in 1984 with his family from Iraq, where his father had been tortured by Saddam 
Hussein's secret police, family members said in interviews. He attended British schools but was a self-described poor 
student who didn't need to find a job because his family was wealthy. He retained his Iraqi citizenship in hopes of 
reclaiming confiscated family property if Hussein's government ever fell.

One day after the Sept. 11 attacks, two MI5 agents knocked on the door of the house where he lived with his sister 
and her husband, family members said. The agents asked about Qatada, whom he knew from the mosque. "He was 
completely gobsmacked," said Nomi Janjua, his brother-in-law. "He said, 'What? Secret services?' I started laughing 
because we couldn't believe it."

Rawi agreed to become an unpaid informer, according to the family and his attorneys, a claim that the British 
government has acknowledged in court without elaborating. Although he kept details of his talks with MI5 to himself, 
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British agents quickly became a presence at the family's house. They telephoned so often that his relatives 
complained, forcing MI5 to give him a mobile phone and meet him elsewhere.

Sometimes the contacts were unfriendly, family members recalled. Once, when he took his mother to an airport, 
agents pulled him aside for a long interrogation.

MI5 documents show that some agents came to have reservations about whether he was carrying out their orders. He 
tried to end the relationship in the summer of 2002, upsetting his handlers.

Banna, a Palestinian with Jordanian citizenship, came with his wife to London in 1994 from Pakistan. He had worked in 
an orphanage in Peshawar, where he met Qatada, a fellow Jordanian.

After the Sept. 11 attacks, Banna also received a visit from two intelligence agents, one British and one American, 
according to his wife, Sabah. The agents inquired about Qatada. He resisted their pressure to become an informer, 
she said, but they kept it up.

In late 2002, Banna and Rawi made plans to go to Gambia. The purpose of the trip, they have said, was to help Rawi's 
brother, Wahab, set up a peanut-oil processing plant. In an interview, Wahab al-Rawi said he had invested $225,000 
in the venture and had recruited his brother, Banna, and two other friends as partners.

On Oct. 31, 2002, as Banna was packing for the trip, an M15 agent called at his London home and pressed him again 
to infiltrate extremist circles on behalf of British intelligence, either domestically or in a Muslim country.

"He did not give any hint of willingness to cooperate with us," the unnamed MI5 agent wrote in a report. "I returned 
to the choice which he could make; he could either continue as at present, with the risks that entailed, or he could 
start a new life with a new identity. . . . It was quite possible that he could find himself swept up in a further round of 
detentions."

In an interview, Sabah el-Banna said she didn't recall details of the conversation except that the agents assured 
Banna that he could fly to Africa. "They said, 'No, no -- go ahead. Good luck in your business." MI5 records confirm 
that Banna was given clearance to go.

The detention at Gatwick delayed the three travelers' arrival in Gambia by seven days. It has led to speculation by the 
men's attorneys and families that the delay gave the CIA time to position operatives in Gambia.

On Nov. 8, Wahab al-Rawi, who was already in Gambia, and a business partner drove to the Banjul airport to meet 
the travelers. There, all five men were taken into custody.

Gambian officials initially said there was a visa problem. But the men were soon locked up and moved to hidden 
locations and safe houses around the capital. American spies acted as if they were in charge, Wahab al-Rawi said. A 
brawny man who identified himself as Lee and said he was from the U.S. Embassy spent days questioning the men. 
He wanted to know about their ties to Qatada, whether the peanut business was a front for terrorist activities and 
whether they hated Americans.

Wahab al-Rawi said he refused to cooperate at first, demanding that he be allowed to contact a lawyer and the British 
Embassy. "Lee said, 'Who do you think asked us to arrest you? Where do you think this information came from, the 
questions we are asking you?' " Wahab al-Rawi said.

After four weeks, Wahab al-Rawi and one of the business partners -- both British citizens -- were released and put on 
a flight back to London. A third partner, a Gambian citizen, also was let go. But Bisher al-Rawi and Jamil el-Banna 
were flown to Afghanistan.

They have given their attorneys this account of their arrival there: They were taken to a prison near Kabul, the 
capital, and kept in the darkness for two weeks, with loudspeakers blaring music around the clock. Later they were 
transferred to a prison at Bagram air base.

Rawi and Banna said they were asked by CIA operatives in Afghanistan whether they would serve as informants, said 
Mickum, their attorney. Banna was offered increasing sums of money and a U.S. passport to work for the CIA, but 
refused, Mickum said.

A few weeks later, they were flown to Guantanamo Bay. On March 12, 2003, Rawi wrote a sardonic letter to his family 
in London.
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"Dear Mum and family," it read. "I'm writing to you from the seaside resort of Guantanamo Bay in Cuba. After winning 
first prize in a competition, I was whisked to this nice resort with all expenses paid (I did not need to spend a penny). 
. . . Everyone is very nice, the neighbors are very well-mannered, the food is best class, plenty of fun."

Rawi told his lawyer he was visited in Guantanamo at least six times by MI5 officials, including some of the same 
agents who had served as his handlers in London. They apologized for the turn of events, but asked whether he would 
still be willing to work for the agency if they could secure his release.

"He asked me a few questions about a few people here" in Guantanamo, Rawi said of one MI5 agent, according to a 
transcript of a U.S. military tribunal hearing. "He asked me, if I were released, where would I like to go? I mentioned 
a few places; I told him he could buy me a ticket to the moon."

In September 2004, the two were brought before tribunals that would determine whether they could be formally 
classified as "enemy combatants." The primary evidence against them: they knew Abu Qatada, and had wired money 
on his behalf to Jordan.

They were also accused of carrying a suspicious electronic device in their luggage to Gambia; British police who 
stopped them at Gatwick determined it was a battery charger, police reports show.

In testimony during the hearings, the detainees admitted knowing Qatada and helping him transfer the funds, which 
they said went to a charity. They said MI5 had been aware of all their activities and had encouraged them to interact 
with Qatada. They also pointed out that British police had them in custody just prior to their trip to Gambia and could 
have pressed charges if they were suspected of illegal acts.

"We were kidnapped in Gambia, not arrested," Banna said, according to a transcript of his hearing. "I don't even know 
what I have done. . . . If I were a danger to anyone, Britain would have put me in jail."

The tribunals ruled that both men should be classified as enemy combatants.

Researcher Julie Tate in Washington contributed to this report.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13175  SOURCE: Washington Post

 

A Child's Plea: Let My Father Go

Mohamed, from London, is eight. He does not understand why his dad is being held at Guantanamo Bay, 
he just wants him home. Now there may be hope. By Severin Carrell 

When eight-year-old Mohamed el-Banna gets home from school, he often draws his father standing inside a 
helicopter, calling his name. Last week, for the first time, Mohamed drew himself too, standing far below and shouting 
up, "Dad!" 

Mohamed knows that his father, a London-based Palestinian businessman called Jamil el-Banna, is being held in the 
infamous Guantanamo Bay prison camp by some Americans. He does not understand or know why. He simply wants 
his father back home with them in north-west London.

His mother, Sabah Sunnoqrot, has just told him that a powerful American lady called Condoleezza Rice is visiting 
Britain. Dr Rice, the US Secretary of State, can help get his father released, she says, if she knows what Mohamed 
wants. His face crumples slightly.

"Please can you tell Dr Rice I want my dad back," he said, cradling his helicopter. "I miss him so much, and when he 
comes back, I will give him a big hug. And when he comes back, we will fly like a bird."

Mohamed's appeal is not as hopeless as it once was. For the first time, there are signs the Government is bowing to 
intensifying pressure to repatriate most of the eight remaining British residents held in Cuba as suspected al-Qa'ida 
supporters. The men - all with strong ties to the UK and many with close family who, like Mr el-Banna's five children, 
are British citizens - are still detained in Guantanamo Bay. Until now, the Government has insisted it was unable to 
help anyone without a British passport.
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Then, 10 days ago, Jack Straw, the Foreign Secretary, revealed that he was petitioning the US for the release of one 
man - Bisher al-Rawi, a close friend of Mr el-Banna, whose involvement with the Security Service, MI5, led to their 
arrest.

As The Independent on Sunday revealed last year, Mr al-Rawi, an Iraqi émigré, worked for MI5 as its intermediary 
with Abu Qatada, the Jordanian-born Islamist preacher alleged to be al-Qa'ida's "spiritual leader" in Europe, now 
awaiting trial in the UK for alleged terrorist activity. Mr el-Banna was arrested because he had once helped Mr al-Rawi 
ferry Abu Qatada's wife and children around London. The CIA and MI5 believed their fear of detention and torture 
would turn both men into key witnesses against Abu Qatada.

Mr Straw's letter has increased Mrs el-Banna's anxieties. Her husband and Mr el-Rawi were seized by the CIA and 
Gambian intelligence on 8 November 2002, after British intelligence tipped them off that the two men were travelling 
to the Gambia to start a peanut oil processing business. A third man, Mr el-Rawi's elder brother, Wahab, was also 
arrested but, as a British passport holder, was released.

Both men were flown to a CIA interrogation centre in the Afghan capital, Kabul, called the "dark prison", and then to 
Bagram airbase. The men allege they were repeatedly tortured, starved and abused. At Bagram, Mr el-Banna claims 
his captors threatened to rape his wife unless he accepted their demands to act as a witness against Abu Qatada.

Mrs el-Banna, 41, fears her husband could be left behind once Mr al-Rawi is released, and be sent back to Jordan to 
face torture as an alleged al-Qa'ida sympathiser. His fate and the Government's alleged complicity in his detention is 
the subject of a High Court judicial review, and two Parliamentary investigations.

Whitehall officials have told The Independent on Sunday that Mr Straw discussed the issue privately with Dr Rice 
during her tour of the Foreign Secretary's Blackburn constituency, which ended yesterday. Crucially, Mr Straw is in 
control of government policy on these men after a dramatic U-turn in Home Office attitudes.

Previously, the Home Office rejected every attempt to get official assurances that the men would be allowed back in 
the UK - even though they had legal residency or refugee status in the UK before their detention. Whitehall officials 
indicated last week that each man's status would be dealt with on a case-by-case basis by the Foreign Office.

For the el-Banna children, hope that their father will be released dominates their lives. Mohamed's older brother Anas, 
9, is the worst affected. His classmates have heard news bulletins talking about the detainees being tortured, and 
discuss it in the playground. "Anas came home from school very angry one day," his mother remembers. "He asked 
me, 'Mum, is that true what's happening to my dad? I hear one boy and that boy said people in Abu Ghraib and in 
Guantanamo, they're tortured and it is bad for them'.

"I said Anas, listen. I have received a letter from Jamil, where he said: 'I'm fine, and they've put me in another camp 
and now I wear white clothes, and there are people playing sport and football. He can pray, and have friends."

Mrs el-Banna recalls his teacher saying: "If anybody in class talks about any dad, like special times for dad, his tears 
come down from his eyes, very quietly, very silently ... He's keeping everything inside."

It is impossible, Mrs el-Banna explains, to shield her children. Instead, she has sketched out what happened to her 
husband and involved the children in campaigning for his release. All five of them wear T-shirts bearing his photo, 
proudly showing off their hand-drawn, brightly coloured posters.

For Mariam, 3, who was born six months after Mr el-Banna was abducted, the T-shirts are crucial. "She thinks any 
man who knocks at the door is her dad. This is why I put her dad's picture on the T-shirts... The first time she wore 
the T-shirt, she gave it a big hug, and she began to hug and hug, like 'I have found him'."

She has made strenuous efforts, she said, to teach the children not to hate their father's captors. "I don't want my 
children to grow up with feelings of anger or feelings of hatred. It's a dangerous disease."

She sits, in her spotless living room, surrounded by the "citizenship" awards won by her eldest four children for 
exemplary behaviour at school. The laminated certificates sit prominently arranged on the mantlepiece. Mohamed's 
citation, awarded in January, reads: "Always being kind to others and offering to help peers and teachers. Also for his 
positive attitude to do well in whatever he takes on." And last month, Anas won his award for: "His courage and 
perseverance to succeed." 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13174  SOURCE: The Independent
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How I Ended Up in Guantanamo

When Ugandan-born Anthony Kiyemba converted to Islam at the age of 20 and changed his name to Jamal Abdullah, 
he could not have imagined that he would one day end up in America’s most notorious prison: Guantanamo Bay in 
Cuba. 

The now 27-year old, who was arrested in Pakistan in 2002 on suspicion of being an Al-Qaeda terrorist and sent back 
to Uganda two months ago, still finds it difficult to talk about the four years he spent in various American detention 
centres: first in Pakistan, then in Afghanistan and finally in Cuba. “When you are a Muslim, you must be ready to be 
persecuted,” he told Sunday Vision. 

Early childhood 

Kiyemba’s childhood could have been the story of any Ugandan. He is a Muganda, born on February 22, 1979 to the 
late Simon Peter Musisi and Teresa Namuddu of Masaka. He comes from a strong Roman Catholic family. 

He went to St. Savio Primary School in Kisubi and later joined the prestigious St. Mary’s College Kisubi. 

However, his life changed dramatically when his parents divorced. His mother migrated to the UK and his father died 
in a car accident in 1989. His maternal aunt found it increasingly difficult to look after him. 

Finally, in 1998, Kiyemba joined his mother, brothers and sisters in London, where he continued his education at Pope 
Paul II Secondary School in Wimbledon. Later, he joined De Montfort University in Leicester to study Pharmaceutical 
and Cosmetic Sciences. 

“I was a heavy spender,” he recalls his university time. “I loved partying, going out with girls and drinking. To 
maintain my lifestyle, I worked part-time in a restaurant. Dividing my time between working and studying became 
increasingly difficult. I decided to take a year off from college to work and earn some money,” he recalls. 

Becoming a muslim 

It was during that time that Kiyemba was introduced to the teachings of Islam. “I met a friend who made me listen to 
a cassette with an Islamic message. It was recorded by a new convert, an Afro-American, called Khalid Yassin. 

For the first time, I looked at life differently. I realised that Christians were worshipping a messenger, whereas 
Muslims worship the real God.” 

After listening to the tape, the young Ugandan followed his friend to the mosque. Somebody asked him why he did 
not want to convert to Islam immediately. Kiyemba hesitated. He did not want to quit his freewheeling lifestyle, he 
said. He would convert to Islam in later years. “How sure are you that you will live tomorrow? You can die even today, 
before you reach home,” the man said. 

That convinced Kiyemba. “It was April 1999,” he recalls. “I took the vows of Islam and suddenly felt like a newborn 
baby,” he says. 

Kiyemba’s mother did not agree with his new religion. Nor did his relatives back in Uganda, whom he visited in 
January 2000. 

Afghanistan, the promised land 

On returning to London, Kiyemba returned to university. “But I could not concentrate,” he says. “I was completely 
taken up by my new religion. I was no longer comfortable with my life at university. I disapproved of girls wearing 
short skirts and men drinking alcohol.” 

It was then that Kiyemba learned about Afghanistan and the Taliban. “I read about the Taliban in Dharbi Almu’min 
magazine,” he continues. “It talked about the plight of Muslims worldwide and about Afghanistan, where the 
government was implementing Islamic laws. 

“It said that Muslims from all over the world were moving to Afghanistan, where it was much easier to stay faithful to 
your religion. People were dressed in accordance with the Islamic culture and adultery was punishable by stoning to 
death. 

“Islam teaches you that a Muslim should move away from a lesser Islamic environment to a better Islamic 
environment. That a person living in such bad surroundings would be punished, except when he had no means to 
escape,” he says. 
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Kiyemba was decided. He wanted to go and live in a country which offered few temptations. He dropped out of college 
and took on a job in order to save money and pay for his trip to Afghanistan. 

But then, on September 11, 2001, the twin towers of the World Trade Center in the US were attacked, causing the 
Americans to invade Afghanistan. 

“I don’t support what happened on 9/11,” Kiyemba comments on the attacks. “But the way the US and Britain reacted 
was not good. They invaded and bombed Afghanistan, killing even more people. The attacks had an underlying cause, 
which needed to be addressed. What could have driven a pilot, who earns up to $50,000 a month, to carry out such 
attacks? I believe that such acts are caused by frustration, as a result of the oppression of Muslims in various 
countries. 

“If you have a child in your house and you mistreat him badly, whom do you blame when the child reacts?” he asks. 

Kiyemba cannot approve or disapprove of suicide attacks. “It is not a matter of approving or disapproving. It is a 
matter of understanding,” he says. 

“Any effort by Muslims to take away injustices is in the interest of Islam. The word Islam means to surrender to God. 
That is why, when God asked Abraham to surrender his only son, he obeyed. This is Islam. You do whatever God 
wants you to do. If Abraham did that today, he would be called a terrorist or a fanatic,” Kiyemba asserts. 

The long trek to Afghanistan 

Reports on bombings in Afghanistan disturbed Kiyemba so much, that he decided to go and assist his brothers in their 
suffering. “I said to myself, I will not stay in a country like UK that is killing my brothers. My plan was still to go to 
Afghanistan, but because of the war, I decided to go to Pakistan.” 

He first flew to Tehran, where he met other foreigners from Sudan and Mauritania who were also on their way to 
Afghanistan. “Together we hired a car to drive us across the border to Pakistan,” he recounts. 

“We decided to settle there and wait for the war to end. Then, Pakistanis started rounding up foreigners, especially 
Arabs, and selling them to the Americans, who paid $5,000 for any suspect handed over to them. We became worried 
about our security and decided to leave for Afghanistan. 
By now, I was ready to assist my brothers there in any possible way, financially or by holding a gun to defend them.” 

Nabbed in Pakistan 

However, Kiyemba and his friends never reached their final destination. In March 2002, they were arrested by 
Pakistani security at a checkpoint, just before crossing the border, and handed over to the Americans. 

Kiyemba spent six months in American prisons, first in Pakistan and later at the American Bagram Airbase in northern 
Afghanistan. 

Inside Guantanamo Bay 

In October 2002, he was finally flown to Guantanamo Bay in Cuba, where he would stay for another three and half 
years. 

Asked about his life in prison, Kiyemba keeps quiet. 

He however, denies reports in the Red Pepper about acts of sodomy and other torture committed against him. 

“It was very painful,” he only comments. “I spent long periods in isolation. You were not treated as a human being. I 
was only 23 years old when I arrived but some of my fellow prisoners were even younger. There were boys of 14 and 
15 years old,” he recalls. 

Kiyemba says he experienced the worst forms of physical torture at the prison in northern Afghanistan. 

“In Guantanamo Bay, it was more of psychological torture,” he says. 

Back in Uganda 

Since he came to Uganda, life is a lot better. “I am treated very well here. I eat and sleep well, unlike in Guantanamo 
Bay. But I am still not free. I am still being detained. This confuses me. If I am a prisoner, I should have certain 
rights, such as being able to receive visitors,” he says. 
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Lessons learnt 

His experience has not deterred Kiyemba or weakened his religious conviction to the contrary. 

“As a Muslim, you must be prepared to suffer and die for your religion. Being in Guantanamo Bay taught me one 
thing: to be patient and to put my trust in God,” he asserts. 

When the Americans decided that Kiyemba was no longer a threat they wanted to return him to the United Kingdom 
where he was officially a resident. But the UK revoked his residence and said he should go back to Uganda where he 
came from. 

Future plans 

Now detained by Ugandan security officials, the former Guantanamo bay inmate hopes to begin a normal life upon 
release. 
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=13173  SOURCE: Sunday Vision.com.ug
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