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Interview with Rick Wilson

On February 22, 2006, I had the privilege of speaking with Professor Rick Wilson of American University's Washington 
College of Law, one of the civilian attorneys representing Omar Khadr, a 19-year old Canadian national now detained 
at Camp 4, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. Mr. Khadr was first detained a few months before his 16th birthday, and 
transferred to Guantanamo Bay shortly after his 16th birthday, and is, as far as anyone is aware, currently the 
youngest detainee still held there. Mr. Khadr is one of a handful (10 are charged) of detainees scheduled to be tried in 
military commissions, with his next proceeding scheduled for the first week of April. The following reflect my interview 
notes, as corrected where appropriate by Professor Wilson. 

The Talking Dog: I always ask this question first (because I happened to be across the street from the WTC) and the 
answer is always interesting (others I've talked to were in downtown Manhattan or downtown Washington, and in one 
case, had a loved on an airplane heading to New York). Where were you on 9-11? If it's not privileged or classified, 
and if you can tell me, where was your client Omar Khadr? 

Rick Wilson: I was at the law school, in a supervisory session with two students discussing their cases. We came out 
of the room, and there was total silence. Everyone was riveted to television sets. We saw the towers fall and started 
watching just as the second plane had just hit. 

The Talking Dog: The law school, of course, is in Washington, D.C.. When did you see or hear about the Pentagon 
being hit? 

Rick Wilson: The Pentagon was hit just a bit later. We are almost on top of a hill overlooking the City of Washington. 
You can't see the Pentagon itself from the campus, but in the distance, we could certainly see smoke, and planes and 
helicopter activity, especially from the cafeteria on the top floor of the building. I remember feeling at that moment 
that everything in human rights and everything in my law practice and teaching was going to change. It took longer 
than I thought it would, but it effects every aspect of my clinical practice. 

The Talking Dog: Well, let me ask you about that. How, besides your representation of Mr. Khadr, has your practice 
been effected? 

Rick Wilson: For one thing, about half our cases in the Human Rights Clinic are in the context of domestic political 
asylum. The other half covers a wide range of human rights issues, of which Omar's case is one. As to immigration, 
you know you have problems when even the Attorney General of the United States Alberto Gonazales has to direct 
immigration judges to curb their rudeness and inappropriate behavior in handling their immigration cases. Apparently, 
the immigration judges feel it is now permissible to abuse immigrants-- the attitude is that they could all be terrorists, 
even a 17-year old female Costa Rican domestic violence victim arrested-- and jailed-- for the crime of entering on a 
false visa-- the best example of something that never would have happened earlier. Fear of “the other” is now 
dominant. 

The Talking Dog: Have you been involved in representing any of the Middle Easterners who were detained on 
immigration violations after September 11th? 
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Rick Wilson: I have not, though my co-counsel on Omar's case [Professor] Muneer [Ahmad] has been. He has 
represented a Canadian of Middle Eastern origin detained in immigration proceedings, on a pro bono basis. We also 
have a clientele mostly from Africa and South Asia rather than the Middle East, and some Latin Americans of course. I 
will say that since September 11th we have lost more asylum cases than ever before-- we lose on cases when an 
immigration judge just concludes that false or missing identification papers presented by the asylum seeker are 
enough to mean they lose the case, even though those same false or missing papers are a hallmark of the desperate 
measures necessary to escape from persecution in the home country -- the judges insist that they don't want to be 
the one responsible for admitting the next 9-11 bomber. It's a very difficult situation. 

As to Omar, and where he was on September 11th, he and his family were in Kabul, Afghanistan. As of September 11, 
2001 he was 14; his birthday is in late September, I believe, I think he turned 15 later that September. As the war 
rhetoric got louder here about attacking the Taliban, Omar's family decided to leave Kabul. His father ran orphanages 
between Kabul and Pakistan, so they headed that way towards the Pakistani border. Omar has a large family. His 
family is infamous in Canada. There have been all manner of allegations against his father and his connections with 
bin Laden and Al Qaeda, though none of these claims have ever been substantiated in a court of law.... 

The Talking Dog: I had read that Omar's mother has said that Osama bin Laden was a guest at her wedding... 

Rick Wilson: Yes, no question that there has been some history of family relationships with bin Laden, all of which 
took place when Omar was quite young and more concerned with his playmates than politics. Omar's parents have 
been linked to a lot of different people, though a lot of the contact dates back to the early days of bin Laden in 
Afghanistan when bin Laden was at least tolerated by the United States for helping support the Mujahadeen against 
the Soviet Union. But that's the family. Certainly, Omar has been victimized as a result of the family reputation, 
including some of the grounds for his selection for trial by a military commission. 

The Talking Dog: I understand that your client's military commission trial has been adjourned until some point in 
April. What is the next scheduled procedural stage there? Is there any chance that the outcome of the Hamdan case 
at the Supreme Court or any of the proceedings at the D.C. Circuit will result in delaying the military commission case 
still further, or possibly derailing it altogether? Has a military lawyer been appointed for him? 

Rick Wilson: Yes, he recently got the military lawyer he had wanted, Marine Corps Lieutenant Colonel Colby Vokey, 
out of Camp Pendleton, California. Col. Vokey just made a trip to Guantanamo with me. We went down Super Bowl 
weekend, and from Saturday morning to Monday morning, due to the vagaries of Guantanamo, we weren't permitted 
to see Omar. I had to leave Guantanamo without being able to get in at all. Vokey stayed two more days, and maybe 
got to see him for an hour, hour and a half on his last day, just "hello, good-bye." It is another testimony to the 
vagaries of Guantanamo that even a high ranking military officer has to struggle-- he was there five days. As far as 
proceedings, the first week of April is the next scheduled session. Colonel Vokey is lead counsel now-- he is a very 
capable defense lawyer.

The Talking Dog: Might a delay in the Commission proceedings allow the Hamdan case to be decided in the interim, 
and does it look like Graham Levin issues will also be covered by it? 

Rick Wilson Hamdan is scheduled for oral argument on March 28th. The case of Al Odah, in which we are also 
included in a large group of detainees’ appeals, is scheduled for argument in the D.C. Circuit on March 22nd. We had a 
district court decision on the Judge Green side, which found that the detainees do have rights to due process and 
other constitutional and habeas protections in the US court, while Judge Leon found the opposite - those are the two 
cases consolidated as Al Odah on appeal. At the Court’s direction, we did indeed file supplemental briefs based on 
Graham Levin relying on the suspension clause of the constitution and the statute's own provisions as to not applying 
retroactively to pending cases. As to Hamdan itself, the Supreme Court has said it intends to take up some issues of 
detainee treatment and Graham Levin during argument, and supposedly, decide whether to deal with it all at once 
after they hear arguments. We would expect Hamdan to be decided by the very end of June. We have no idea when 
the Al Odah appeal will be decided. But to answer your question, both cases will likely have a profound impact on 
Omar's detention and the military commissions, though we don't know for certain. We don't believe that our judge, 
Judge Bates, would be friendly to action before him that would slow up the commission process. We may well have a 
more receptive court at least as to scheduling matters with the commission itself. 

The Talking Dog: My understanding is that Omar Khadr's case tracks that of the detainee representing himself...? 

Rick Wilson: Omar's case was originally scheduled on the same date as that of Al Bahlul. But now the cases seem to 
be taking on lives of their own and going on different tracks. The prosecution team for the commissions is the same 
overall, with individual prosecution teams for each case; the judges on each case are different. 

The Talking Dog: Let me turn to the specifics of the commission or military tribunal case. My understanding is that 
American forces had bombed a private home enclosed in by a compound wall in Afghanistan; Omar Khadr somehow 
survived the bombing,and threw a hand grenade killing an American soldier. At the time of this incident, he was 15 
years old. I guess two issues emerge for me, and I'd like you to discuss each. One is the one you often raise-- his 
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standing as a juvenile, and what American law is and international law is (and whether we are a party to such 
international law) regarding juveniles in a combat situation, international law, and what the supposed justification is 
for not treating Omar as a "juvenile" combatant if there is such a word. The other is more basic: doesn't killing a 
soldier in a combat situation invest Omar with a belligerent immunity? In other words, shouldn't he be a straight 
prisoner of war (or if this is a "war crime" shouldn't he be tried in civilian courts like John Walker Lindh)? 
Hypothetically, suppose Omar had been standing at the fence of an American military base in the United States and 
tossed a grenade that killed a soldier: what would happen to him, i.e., what authority would detain him, charge him, 
try him, etc.? 

Rick Wilson: Well, there is an easy answer, and a complicated answer! You have raised a number of points. So let 
me start this way. There are certainly kids of military dependents on military facilities and reservations, and they get 
in trouble for a variety of conduct, and there are a range of responses, sorted out between military and civilian courts. 
The military will assume jurisdiction over minors for very minor infractions. For a major juvenile infraction, it would be 
referred to the civil courts in the federal system-- where the accused would still be treated as a juvenile, but with all 
due process protections that juveniles get. Indeed, while such a juvenile might be susceptible to be tried as an adult, 
a transfer order would have to be requested, and there are strict rules governing all parts of the process of transfer 
from juvenile to adult jurisdiction, including the possibility that transfer is rejected as inappropriate. There are of 
course, no analogs at all in the case of the Guantanamo military commissions, where the government has determined 
that it does not recognize juvenile status or have a minimum age. 

As far as the complicated answer, the questions you raise, including possible belligerent privilege/immunity, or 
whether Omar is properly a prisoner of war, or his proper status as a juvenile-- are key questions to be litigated. 
Nothing is clear on this. 

History tells us some very definite things about children affected by armed conflict: since Nuremberg, there has never 
been a trial of a juvenile-- that is someone under 18-- for war crimes. The United States has a treaty-- the so-called 
“Child Soldier” Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child – that governs this situation. The United States 
ratified the Protocol but not the Convention on the Rights of the Child itself, which is the most widely ratified human 
rights treaty in the world, but the US is one of two countries that have not, the other being Somalia. The protocol was 
designed to address issues of what happens when a country captures a child combatant. The goal is to reintegrate the 
child into society somehow-- prosecution and punishment are not the answer under the protocol. 

Again, these issues haven't been argued; the government, of course, has a different view. 

The Talking Dog: There hasn't exactly been anywhere to argue these points, has there? 

Rick Wilson: That's certainly true. The only issue really litigated in Omar’s case has been the issue of his treatment 
while detained and, of course, the legality of the detention itself, which is still pending. The combat situation, the fact 
that he appeared to be under fire in a combat situation against a military entity, not with his family, that is an issue 
that has not been discussed publicly, and I can’t today. However, we welcome a chance to argue it. Again, even if 
Omar was "unprivileged" [by belligerent immunity] for the war crimes, war crimes do not involve routine actions 
against a soldier in a combat situation. We don't accept that on its face... this really does drastically alter the laws of 
war. 

The Talking Dog: Couldn't this blow back on our soldiers, 
increasing the risk that they will be tried for war crimes committed in a combat situation? 

Rick Wilson: No question this would increase those risks-- certainly to soldiers captured out of uniform, if nothing 
else. 

The Talking Dog: On that note, my understanding is that a decision was made not to appeal a judicial decision 
denying an injunction against mistreating Omar (including, inter alia, his use as a "human mop," isolation and other 
mistreatments). Without disclosing anything of a privileged or classified nature, can you tell me in general terms what 
went into that decision, and why you thought an appellate court would not be sympathetic to the plight of someone 
abused by the military in derogation of our own laws and military regulations? Am I correct that this was essentially 
just a calculation that an appeals court was not likely to be sympathetic, and you didn't want to risk an adverse higher 
court ruling? 

Rick Wilson: There is no question that our motivation was concern for what we saw as a very likely adverse decision 
from a higher court, simply because appellate courts tend to favor upholding the lower court decision, and we lost 
there. If we believed we had a viable chance for a reversal for Omar's case, we would have taken an appeal. But 
Judge Bates was very careful in his opinion, noting that even if he accepted our allegations of abuse as true, he still 
wouldn't tell the military how to conduct itself. For one thing, because of his family’s history and the facts of his 
capture, our client may not have been all that sympathetic (as Guantanamo detainees go) in the appellate court, 
which may have some effect on his treatment in the D.C. District Court and in other courts. The nature of the 
detainees and the abuse of detainees in general is becoming better documented-- we now have the National Journal 
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report, and the Seton Hall study, documenting detainees' profiles, noting that 80-90% of them were not captured 
anywhere near a battlefield, but by the Northern Alliance or by Pakistan. Joe Margulies has said in his view that Gitmo 
is a response to the massive failure of intelligence around 9/11, and I think he’s right. In any event, Guantanamo is 
an aberration-- it is a gigantic albatross around the neck of our military and our government. 

The Talking Dog: Can you summarize (more than I have in the last question plus, say food and sleep deprivation 
and isolation) what Omar's allegations of abusive treatment are? How would you respond to a reference to "the 
Manchester Document"-- that Al Qaeda supposedly has a training manual that all captured are supposed to claim they 
are being tortured? Is Omar participating in the hunger strike? 

Rick Wilson: The government's statements that detainees are trained to claim torture is ludicrous on its face, 
especially with a kid of Omar’s age. Actually, one can make exactly the same argument in reverse, because there is 
an Army interrogation manual that states that, if asked about torture and whether you have engaged in it, deny, 
deny, deny. Denying it doesn't mean the abuse didn't happen. Certainly, Omar suffered sleep deprivation, food denial 
and other abuse as described and catalogued in Judge Bates' decision. Indeed, the case of "O.K. v. Bush" from July 
2005 involves evading the ultimate question and accepting our facts, but refusing to grant an injunction because the 
court was ostensibly asking "but what have they done lately"-- the issue being likely future misconduct. The 
Administration hasn't actually modified its policy permitting aggressive interrogations although, officially, it's not 
supposed to be torturing anyone, and the President tells us, repeatedly, “we do not torture.” 

Omar is not in the current hunger strike, he was in the prior one-- last July he lost 30 lbs. He was transferred from 
Camp 5-- where he was kept for more than a year with no human contact but his interrogators-- and moved to Camp 
4, the "lightest": of the camps. They kept this teenage kid in total isolation for over a year. On its face, Omar's 
treatment certainly suggests "torture", or at the least, cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment, under either 
international law or Senator McCain's definition. 

The Talking Dog: Has Omar gone through a Combatant Status Review Tribunal, and if so, what has it "concluded"? 
Has anything else in the nature of charges against Omar been disclosed to you? Has the nature of the evidence to be 
presented against him been disclosed to you? Do you think you (or we) will larn anything new about Omar's case-- or 
other detainees-- from the production of information from the Associated Press Freedom of Information Law case? 

Rick Wilson: The CSRT allegations and conclusions, classified and public parts, appear to be parallel, and somewhat 
consistent as to what Omar is charged with, to wit, the basis for asserting that he is an enemy combatant is roughly 
the same claims made about him in the military commission, which we have discussed. I don't know what new 
material will come out from the A.P. case, but if nothing else, we should at least learn something just from learning 
the names of the other detainees. 

The Talking Dog: My understanding is that Omar's father, a purported Al Qaeda financier was killed in a shoot-out in 
another area of Afghanistan and after Omar’s capture, a shoot out in which his brother was seriously injured. I 
understand another of Omar's brothers, Abdurahman, was himself a prisoner at Guantanamo, but has since been 
released. My understanding (from what I've read) is that Abdurahman Khadr claims he was sent to Bosnia and 
Herzegovina after his release, and was expected to spy on possible terrorists there and in the Balkans. Can you 
comment on one of my own theory, i.e., that Omar may be, essentially, being held as some kind of security for his 
brother Abdurahman's continued cooperation, or whether the treatment of the two is in any way related, or if there is 
any rhyme or reason to any of this (and if you can't comment on this, please say so)? 

Rick Wilson: You should know that there are two brothers of relevance--Abdullah the oldest, who I'll discuss shortly, 
and Abdurahman. As to Abdurahman, there is no suggestion of a connection between the two brothers' cases, other 
than they evidently shouted to each other while imprisoned inside of Guantanamo. Supposedly, Abdurahman has 
claimed to be a CIA mole, and as such he was sent to Bosnia. He is now in Toronto, where he seems to be something 
of a pariah both in the Moslem community, for his claims of CIA alignment, and with the community in general, for his 
alleged ties to terrorists. Needless to say, he is struggling. He enjoys the limelight, but is of, shall we say, marginal 
credibility. 

Omar's oldest brother Abdullah was just returned to Canada after 15 months in detention in Pakistan. He was released 
as a result of joint efforts by the Royal Canadian Mounties and by U.S. authorities; he was released briefly, to live with 
his family, but is now in the custody of the Canadians, where he awaits extradition and possible trial in the United 
States, for his alleged involvement in supplying weapons to Al Qaeda in Afghanistan. He is represented by the family's 
Canadian lawyer, Dennis Edney of Alberta. 

The Talking Dog Is Abdullah the brother who was injured in the shootout in Pakistan in which their father was killed? 

Rick Wilson: No, that's his younger brother Kareem, who is confined to a wheel chair, in and out of the hospital in 
Toronto. The brothers have quite a history, and frankly, the notoriety of Omar's family, as I have said, has not been 
helpful to him. 
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But the case of the brothers is demonstrative of just how aberrational Guantanamo is. Abdullah's case is proceeding 
through normal legal procedures with due process at every step, Kareem was sent home despite his apparent support 
for the father, apparently because of his youth, whereas Omar is incarcerated with no due process at all, and now 
faces trial and a possible life sentence by an extremely questionable military commission.. 

The Talking Dog: Is there anything else either I, my readers, or the American and Canadian general public need to 
know about this case, or any questions that I should have asked you but didn't? 

Rick Wilson: The thing that surprised me the most has been the Canadian government's inaction in protecting their 
child citizen. 

The Talking Dog: Well, Canada did send interrogators to Cuba talk to Omar... 

Rick Wilson: Yes, they did. I was surprised by the Canadian government's hostility to Omar - not just inaction but 
active participation in his interrogation with their own intelligence services-- he a citizen of their country. The United 
Kingdom, Germany, Italy and France have of course, been saying that Guantanamo should be closed. The Canadians 
have been conspicuously silent. Just remarkable. They have kept a low profile. Two of their citizens were detained at 
Guantanamo (including Omar's brother), and now one has been held for years. Some nations, most prominently Great 
Britain, have raised a ruckus about their nationals, and gotten them released. Others, like Australia, have demanded 
more fair treatment and special conditions for trial by military commission of their citizens. Canada has been 
conspicuously silent. 

Certainly, the Khadrs are not the most popular of families in Canada. But this is all remarkable as a betrayal of 
citizenship-- an unwillingness to go to bat for their own national. Following the recent UN report, the Toronto Star 
issued an editorial stating that Omar should be released-- he is, after all, a child, and should be sent home 
(unsurprisingly, we wholeheartedly agree with the Toronto Star's editorial). But the Canadian government has shown 
no movement toward any kind of a change in policy on this. 

The Talking Dog: Professor Wilson, thank you for being so generous with your time, and I'm sure my readers will  
find this most interesting and informative. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12748  SOURCE: The Talking Dog

 

Five From Guantanamo Bailed in Kuwait

KUWAIT CITY: Five former Kuwaiti inmates of the US prison in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, were freed yesterday by the 
criminal court at the start of their trial, their lawyer Mubarak al-Shimmari says.

They were released on 500-dinar ($1,700) bail each, said Shimmari, appointed by the society of families of Kuwaiti 
prisoners in Guantanamo, to defend the former inmates.

The five men had been in police custody since their return to Kuwait on November 4 after four years at the US prison, 
created after the US-led invasion of Afghanistan amid outrage from civil liberty defenders and human rights groups.

A sixth Kuwaiti, Nasser al-Mutairi, was released in January last year while six more Kuwaitis are still detained in 
Guantanamo. Mutairi was acquitted by the criminal court, but was later handed a five-year term by the appeals court.

The newly-released prisoners are Abdulaziz al-Shimmari, who went on a two-month hunger strike before his release, 
Adel al-Zamel, Mohamed al-Deehani, Saad al-Azemi and Abdullah al-Ajmi.

The men were charged with committing an act of aggression against a friendly foreign nation, thus endangering 
Kuwait’s foreign relations, and training in the use of arms, the lawyer said.

The public prosecution also accused them of fighting against US forces in Afghanistan under the former Taliban 
regime, for which they faced a minimum of three years in jail.

Shimmari said all five defendants denied the charges and four of them said they were captured in Pakistan by bounty-
hunters and handed to US authorities in exchange for money.

They also denied they had any relation with the former Taliban regime in Afghanistan or the Al Qaeda network and 
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said they were there either on charity work or for trade, he said.

“We have the documents to prove that my clients were there on charity or trade and had never been involved in 
fighting,” the lawyer said.

“The court agreed to a request by us to add the UN Human Rights Commission report on Guantanamo prison which 
speaks of physical and psychological torture by prison authorities,” Shimmari said.

The court, which adjourned until April 9, also agreed that Ajmi should be examined by psychiatrists to assess his 
mental condition.

A total of 490 people are currently detained at Guantanamo Bay, a naval base in Cuba where the US has held and 
interrogated 750 detainees since early 2002. 

Khaled al-Odah, chief of a support committee for the detainees, said, however, that one of the five, Adel al-Zamel, 
would not be freed because he faced charges in another case not linked to militancy.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12528  SOURCE: Al Ahram

Tracing the Trail of Torture

by Dahr Jamail and Tom Engelhardt 
Tom Dispatch  

The other day on Jerry Agar's radio show, Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld responded to accusations about 
American atrocities at our prison in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. He accused the detainees there of manipulating public 
opinion by lying about their treatment. He said, in part: 

"They're taught to lie, they're taught to allege that they have been tortured, and that's part of the [terrorist] training 
that they received. We know that torture is not occurring there. We know that for a fact. … The reality is that the 
terrorists have media committees. They are getting very clever at manipulating the media in the United States and in 
the capitals of the world. They know for a fact they can't win a single battle on the battlefields in the Middle East. 
They know the only place they can win a battle is in the capitol in Washington, D.C., by having the United States lose 
its will, so they consciously manipulate the media here to achieve their ends, and they're very good at it."

Statements like this have been commonplaces from an administration whose president repeatedly insists it doesn't do 
"torture," while its assembled lawyers do their best to redefine torture out of existence. Here's how, for instance, our 
vice president has described the lives of detainees at Guantanamo Bay: "They're living in the tropics. … They're well 
fed. They've got everything they could possibly want. There isn't any other nation in the world that would treat people 
who were determined to kill Americans the way we're treating these people." 

As a matter of fact, the record of detainee abuse, humiliation, and torture at Guantanamo and elsewhere is by now 
overwhelming – and it's been laid out by a remarkably wide-ranging set of sources. In June 2005, for example, Time 
magazine released excerpts from official interrogation logs on just one Guantanamo prisoner, Mohammad al-Qahtani, 
reputedly the 20th September 11th hijacker who never made it into the U.S. This stunning record of mistreatment 
over time so threatened the detainee's health that it should certainly have qualified as torture under this 
administration's definition ("must be equivalent in intensity to the pain accompanying serious physical injury, such as 
organ failure, impairment of bodily function, or even death") in its famed "torture memo" of 2002. 

Or let's remember that two years' worth of blistering memos and e-mails by disgusted FBI agents stationed at 
Guantanamo Bay (obtained and released by the American Civil Liberties Union) laid out styles of detainee 
mistreatment that should have staggered someone's imagination: 

"'On a couple of occasions, I entered interview rooms to find a detainee chained hand and foot in a fetal position to 
the floor, with no chair, food or water,' the FBI agent wrote on Aug. 2, 2004. 'Most times they had urinated or 
defecated on themselves, and had been left there for 18 to 24 hours or more.' In one case, the agent continued, 'the 
detainee was almost unconscious on the floor, with a pile of hair next to him. He had apparently been literally pulling 
his own hair out throughout the night.'"

Just in the last week, the administration that doesn't do torture found itself in court fighting hard for a torture 
exemption from the McCain anti-torture amendment, thanks to extreme force-feeding methods being used on a 
prisoner on a Guantanamo hunger strike. According to Josh White and Carol D. Leonnig of the Washington Post, "Bush 
administration lawyers, fighting a claim of torture by a Guantanamo Bay detainee, yesterday argued that the new law 
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that bans cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment of detainees in U.S. custody does not apply to people held at the 
military prison. In federal court yesterday and in legal filings, Justice Department lawyers contended that a detainee 
at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, cannot use legislation drafted by Sen. John McCain … to challenge treatment that the 
detainee's lawyers described as 'systematic torture.'" 

In the meantime, U.S. military officers, "breaking with domestic and international legal precedent," refused to rule out 
the admission of evidence obtained by torture at the military trials the Pentagon is now running at Guantanamo. 

The week before, Jane Mayer wrote a thoroughly depressing New Yorker piece, "Annals of the Pentagon," about 
former U.S. Navy General Counsel Alberto J. Mora, a conservative military man who just happened to believe in the 
law. Hers was a gripping tale of Mora's losing battle to stop Donald Rumsfeld and his followers from circumventing the 
Geneva Conventions and instituting a "gloves-off" policy of torture and abuse at Guantanamo. Tim Golden and Eric 
Schmitt of the New York Times produced a front-page story that same week ("Growing Afghan Prison Rivals Bleak 
Guantanamo"), pointing out something well covered by the British Guardian almost a year ago: We now have a 
second Guantanamo on our hands, a prison at Bagram Air Force Base in Afghanistan that may indeed make 
Guantanamo look like the "tropics." There, 500 or so detainees, beyond all law or oversight, have been kept under 
barbaric conditions, in some cases for two to three years. 

The week before that, the latest Abu Ghraib photos were released, even grimmer than the previous batch – a huge 
story around the world – to largely "been there, done that" coverage in the United States. Each day, it seems, more 
and worse pours out, largely to no obvious effect here. It is in this context that Dahr Jamail, who began hearing of 
American torture practices while covering the war in Iraq in 2003 as an independent journalist, looks back on the last 
several years and considers the nature of our torture regime. 

Tom 

Tracing the Trail of Torture 

Embedding torture as policy from Guantanamo to Iraq
by Dahr Jamail 

They told him, "We are going to cut your head off and send you to hell." 

Ali Abbas, a former detainee from Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq, was filling me in on the horrors he endured at the hands 
of American soldiers, contractors, and CIA operatives while inside the infamous prison. 

It was May of 2004 when I documented his testimony in my hotel in Baghdad. "We will take you to Guantanamo," he 
said one female soldier told him after he was detained by U.S. forces on Sept. 13, 2003. "Our aim is to put you in hell 
so you'll tell the truth. These are our orders – to turn your life into hell." And they did. He was tortured in Abu Ghraib 
less than half a year after the occupation of Iraq began. 

While the publication of the first Abu Ghraib photos in April 2004 opened the floodgates for former Iraqi detainees to 
speak out about their treatment at the hands of occupation forces, this wasn't the first I'd heard of torture in Iraq. A 
case I'd documented even before then was that of 57-year-old Sadiq Zoman. He was held for one month by U.S. 
forces before being dropped off in a coma at the general hospital in Tikrit. The medical report that came with his 
comatose body, written by U.S. Army medic Lt. Col. Michael Hodges, listed the reasons for Zoman's state as heat 
stroke and heart attack. That medical report, however, failed to mention anything about the physical trauma evident 
on Zomans' body – the electrical point burns on the soles of his feet and on his genitals, the fact that the back of his 
head had been bashed in with a blunt instrument, or the lash marks up and down his body. 

Such tales – and they were rife in Baghdad before the news of Abu Ghraib reached the world – were just the tip of the 
iceberg; and stories of torture similar to those I heard from Iraqi detainees during my very first trip to Iraq, back in 
November 2003, are still being told, because such treatment is ongoing. 

Institutionalizing Torture: Abu Ghraib 

While President Bush has regularly claimed – as with reporters in Panama last November – that "we do not torture," 
Janis Karpinski, the U.S. brigadier general whose 800th Military Police Brigade was in charge of 17 prison facilities in 
Iraq, including Abu Ghraib back in 2003, begs to differ. She knows that we do torture, and she believes that the 
president himself is most likely implicated in the decision to embed torture in basic war-on-terror policy. 

While testifying this Jan. 21 in New York City at the International Commission of Inquiry on Crimes Against Humanity 
Committed by the Bush Administration, Karpinski told us: "General [Ricardo] Sanchez [commander of coalition ground 
forces in Iraq] himself signed the eight-page memorandum authorizing literally a laundry list of harsher techniques in 
interrogations to include specific use of dogs and muzzled dogs with his specific permission." 
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All this, as she reminded us, came after Maj. Gen. Geoffrey Miller, who had been "specifically selected by the 
secretary of defense to go to Guantanamo Bay and run the interrogations operation," was dispatched to Iraq by the 
Bush administration to "work with the military intelligence personnel to teach them new and improved interrogation 
techniques." 

Karpinski met Miller on his tour of American prison facilities in Iraq in the fall of 2003. Miller, as she related in her 
testimony, told her, "It is my opinion that you are treating the prisoners too well. At Guantanamo Bay, the prisoners 
know that we are in charge and they know that from the very beginning. You have to treat the prisoners like dogs. 
And if they think or feel any differently you have effectively lost control of the interrogation." 

Miller went on to tell Karpinski in reference to Abu Ghraib, "We're going to Gitmo-ize the operation." 

When she later asked for an explanation, Karpinski was told that the military police guarding the prisons were 
following the orders in a memorandum approving "harsher interrogation techniques," and, according to Karpinski, 
"signed by the secretary of defense, Don Rumsfeld." 

That one-page memorandum "authorized sleep deprivation, stress positions, meal disruption – serving their meals 
late, not serving a meal. Leaving the lights on all night while playing loud music, issuing insults or criticism of their 
religion, their culture, their beliefs." In the left-hand margin, alongside the list of interrogation techniques to be 
applied, Rumsfeld had personally written, "Make sure this happens!!" Karpinski emphasized the fact that Rumsfeld 
had used two exclamation points. 

When asked how far up the chain of command responsibility for the torture orders for Abu Ghraib went, Karpinski 
said, "The secretary of defense would not have authorized without the approval of the vice president." 

Karpinski does not believe that the many investigations into Abu Ghraib have gotten to the truth about who is 
responsible for the torture and abuse because "they have all been directed and kept under the control of the 
Department of Defense. Secretary Rumsfeld was directing the course of each one of those separate investigations. 
There was no impartiality whatsoever." 

Does she believe the torture and abuse at Abu Ghraib has stopped? 

"I have no reason to believe that it has. I believe that cameras are no longer allowed anywhere near a cellblock. But 
why should I believe it's stopped? We still have the captain from the 82nd airborne division [who] returned and had a 
diary, a log of when he was instructed, what he was instructed, where he was instructed, and who instructed him. To 
go out and treat the prisoners harshly, to set them up for effective interrogation, and that was recently as May of 
2005." 

Karpinski was referring to Capt. Ian Fishback, one of three American soldiers from the 82nd Airborne Division at 
Forward Operating Base Mercury near Fallujah who personally witnessed the torture of Iraqi prisoners and came 
forward to give testimony to human rights organizations about the crimes committed. 

Karpinski, who was made the scapegoat for the atrocities which occurred at Abu Ghraib, went public as a 
whistleblower, and retired with a demotion in rank after serving a quarter of a century in the Army. General Sanchez, 
on the other hand, was transferred to Germany, where he is continuing his tenure as commander of the V Corps. 
However, he was reportedly relieved of his role and not promoted to a fourth star due to the fact that the Abu Ghraib 
scandal first broke during his watch. 

But Abu Ghraib was – and remains – only a symptom of a much deeper problem. 

The Guantanamo Treatment 

"Since the start of the war on terror, the intelligence community, led by the CIA, has revived the use of torture, 
making it Washington's weapon of choice," writes Alfred McCoy in his new book, A Question of Torture. 

When the infamous Abu Ghraib photo of the prisoner on a box draped in black, head covered with a sack, arms 
outstretched with electrical wires attached to his fingers, was made public, it had a deeper resonance for McCoy than 
simply documenting a war crime of the present moment. 

"In that photograph you can see the entire 50-year history of CIA torture," McCoy told Amy Goodman in a Democracy 
Now! interview. "It's very simple. He's hooded for sensory disorientation, and his arms are extended for self-inflicted 
pain. And those are the two very simple fundamental techniques" that, as his book makes vividly clear, the CIA 
pioneered in breakthrough research on torture, funded to the tune of billions of dollars in the 1950s. In his book, he 
adds: "The photographs from Iraq illustrate standard interrogation practice inside the global gulag of secret CIA 
prisons that have operated, on executive authority, since the start of the war on terror." 
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Rather than placing blame merely on the handful of guards in Abu Ghraib who were reprimanded (and in a few cases 
jailed) for their crimes against humanity, McCoy believes that they – and the interrogators there – were simply 
"following orders" and, like Karpinski, considers that "responsibility for their actions lies higher, much higher, up the 
chain of command." 

When I interviewed Ali Abbas in Iraq, his descriptions from Abu Ghraib bore a remarkable similarity to those given by 
detainees released from the American prison in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and from the little-noticed American mini-
gulag in Afghanistan. 

"They shit on us, used dogs against us, used electricity, and starved us," he told me. "They cut my hair into strips like 
an Indian. They shaved my mustache, put a plate in my hand, and made me go beg from the prisoners, as if I was a 
beggar." 

Lawyers at the Center for Constitutional Rights in New York in a statement on the detention experiences of three men 
they represent who were held in both Afghanistan and Guantanamo Bay reveal, for example, similarly over-the-top 
treatment. And such treatment long preceded anything recorded at Abu Ghraib. Starvation rations were common and, 
in Sherbegan Prison in Afghanistan in December 2001, one of the detainees, Shafiq Rasul, described the situation as 
follows: "We all had body and hair lice. We got dysentery and the toilets were disgusting. It was just a hole in the 
ground with shit everywhere. The whole prison stank of shit and unwashed bodies." 

He would not be allowed to wash for at least six weeks. He would be transferred to a U.S. base in Kandahar and 
endure a "forced cavity search" while he was hooded, then go on to suffer countless beatings. When he was later 
transferred to Guantanamo Bay, he would witness the "Guantanamo haircut" where men would either have their 
heads shaved completely or have a cross shaved into their head in order to insult their faith. Denial of medical care 
and long stays in solitary confinement, along with sleep deprivation tactics, were the norm. 

Other forms of treatment included: 

Gratuitous violence: Prisoners would be punched, kicked, and slammed to the ground. 
Exposure to the elements: Prisoners were locked in cage-like structures located in hangers with no heating. 
Denial of nourishment. 
Denial of religious rights including purposeful desecration of the Koran. 
The use of dogs to threaten prisoners. 
And keep in mind, this was the norm. The extreme we know from the recorded deaths of at least 98 prisoners in 
American hands in these years. 

Outsourcing Torture 

Extraordinary renditions – the kidnapping of terror suspects and their transport to countries willing to torture them for 
the Bush administration – have been the rage (for the CIA) in Europe in recent years and have enraged European 
publics. But far less is often known about what happens to those kidnapees on the other end of the process. Craig 
Murray, however, knows more than most of us. He was the British ambassador to Uzbekistan from 2002 to 2004, a 
time when that country's strong man, Islam Karimov, was described by Condoleezza Rice, Colin Powell, and Donald 
Rumsfeld as an "important ally" of George Bush in his war on terror. Murray was dismissed by the British government 
in October 2004 when he made public his findings on extraordinary renditions to Uzbekistan and the torture by Uzbek 
security personnel of those rendered into their hands by the CIA. 

Murray describes Karimov as having long-standing ties with Bush. These seem to have begun in 1997 when Bush was 
still governor of Texas. He then met with Uzbek Ambassador Sadyk Safaev, a meeting (for which there is documented 
evidence) organized by Ken Lay, CEO of Enron, in order to enlist the governor in brokering a $2 billion gas deal 
between the corporation and that oil-rich country. Karimov, says Murray, "was a guest in the White House in 2002. 
It's very easy to find photos of George Bush shaking Karimov's hand." Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld was, he 
added, "particularly chummy with Karimov" back then and, at the time, the administration was making use of the 
Karshi-Khanabad air base, also known as K2, in that country. 

Murray is not alone in considering Karimov one of the most vicious dictators on the planet, a man personally 
responsible for the death of thousands. The ambassador helped uncover evidence of one detainee who "had had his 
fingernails extracted, he had been severely beaten, particularly about the face, and he died of immersion in boiling 
liquid. And it was immersion, rather than splashing, because there is a clear tide mark around the upper torso and 
arms, which gives you some idea of the level of brutality of this regime." 

While not certain that detainees who had been rendered were boiled alive, about extraordinary rendition Murray said, 
"There is no doubt that George Bush and Condoleezza Rice have been lying through their teeth about extraordinary 
rendition for some time." As he put it, "The United States, as a matter of policy, is willing to accept intelligence got by 
torture by foreign agencies. I can give direct firsthand evidence of that and back it up with documents." 
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When asked why he decided to go public with his information, Murray replied, "I think it's just what any decent person 
would do. I mean, when you come across people being boiled and their fingernails pulled out or having their children 
raped in front of them, you just can't go along with it and sleep at night." 

The U.S. vacated the K2 base as the result of political fallout from the massacre of over 600 demonstrators by 
Karimov's security forces in May 2005. Karimov has since moved back under Russian protection. 

Nevertheless, Murray is convinced that the U.S. continues to rendition people to other grim and willing regimes 
around the globe to be tortured. 

In addition to the degradation and inhumanity involved in torture, which afflicts those meting it out as well as those 
on the receiving end, both intelligence officials and law enforcement personnel believe that information obtained by 
torture is almost invariably useless. In addition, torture policies, seldom kept secret for long, invariably produce 
outrage and opposition on a large scale. 

Here, for instance, is a typical response a rebel in Fallujah offered a colleague of mine in Iraq in January 2005: 

"We are fighting in Fallujah first because we are defending our religion. Because they desecrate our Holy Koran. They 
put the Koran in the sewage. They rape our women. They rape them in Abu Ghraib. The raiding, the burning, the 
detentions, the evictions, the killing it is continuous, everyday and night. These are the reasons we resist the 
Americans."

"George Bush Is the Law" 

Testimony from Afghan prisons and Guantanamo, the photos and video from Abu Ghraib, evidence of extraordinary 
renditions to the far corners of the planet – all of this doesn't even encompass the full reach of Bush administration 
torture policies or the degree to which they have been set in motion at the highest levels of the American 
government. But what simply can't be clearer is this: horrific methods of torture have been used regularly against 
detainees in U.S. custody in countries around the globe, while an American president, vice president, and secretary of 
defense, among others, openly advocated policies that, until recently, would have been considered torture in any 
democratic country. In the meantime, the Bush administration has twisted the law just enough to allow authorities to 
potentially pick up more or less anyone they desire at any time they want to be held wherever the government 
decides for as long as its officials desire with no access to lawyer or trial – and now, for the first time, the possibility 
has arisen, at least in the military trials in Guantanamo, that testimony obtained by torture will be admissible. 

All of this can also be seen as part of a desperate attempt by a failing superpower to ratchet up the use of force in the 
service of subjugation, as has happened time and time again in the past. 

In A Question of Torture, McCoy quotes one CIA analyst, whose expertise was in the now long-departed Soviet 
Empire, this way: 

"When feelings of insecurity develop within those holding power, they become increasingly suspicious and put great 
pressures upon the secret police to obtain arrests and confessions. At such times police officials are inclined to 
condone anything which produces a speedy 'confession,' and brutality may become widespread." 

Testifying at the same commission of inquiry as Karpinski, Michael Ratner, once head of the National Lawyers' Guild, 
now president of the Center for Constitutional Rights and an expert on international human rights law, caught the 
essence of our present situation: 

"Let there be no doubt this administration is engaged in massive violations of the law. Torture is an international 
crime. What [George Bush] has done is basically lay the plan for what has to be called a coup d'état in America. [His 
Presidential Signing Statement attached to the McCain anti-torture amendment] makes three points. … First, speaking 
as the president, my authority as commander in chief allows me to do whatever I think is necessary in the war on 
terror including use torture. Second, the commander in chief cannot be checked by Congress. Third, the commander 
in chief cannot be checked by the courts. In other words… George Bush is the law." 

Torture is usually defined as "infliction of severe physical pain as a means of punishment or coercion," or as 
"excruciating physical or mental pain, agony." No civilized society can accept laws which justify the use of torture. So 
it's not surprising that Ali Abbas was astonished to discover Americans willing to inflict such humiliating and inhumane 
treatment on him while he was in their custody in Abu Ghraib. "They cannot be human beings and do these things," 
was the way he put it. He concluded: "This, what happened to me, could happen to anybody in Iraq." 

Unfortunately, what happened to him can now conceivably happen to anyone, anywhere in the world, according to 
George Bush. 
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One of the last things Abbas said as our interview ended was, "Saddam Hussein was a cruel enemy to us. Once I 
made it to Abu Ghraib though, I wished I had been killed by him rather than being alive with the Americans. Even 
now, after this journey of torture and suffering, what else can I think?" 

Dahr Jamail is an independent journalist who spent over eight months reporting from occupied Iraq. He presented 
evidence of U.S. war crimes in Iraq at the International Commission of Inquiry on Crimes against Humanity 
Committed by the Bush Administration in New York City this January. He writes regularly for Inter Press Service, 
Truthout.org, Asia Times, TomDispatch, and maintains his own Web site dahrjamailiraq.com.

 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12653  SOURCE: Antiwar.com

One Life Inside Gitmo

The U.S. government says Detainee 063 has provided invaluable intelligence. His lawyer says that the 
statements were coerced and that the interrogation log--published exclusively on TIME.com--proves it

By ADAM ZAGORIN

The prisoner didn't trust his lawyer at the start, refusing even to speak with her. She did what she could to win his 
confidence, donning a hijab, the head covering worn by observant Muslim women, when she visited him at Camp 
Delta at the U.S. Naval Base in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. Eventually, he began to ask how his aging father in Saudi 
Arabia made contact with her, how he could be sure she was not another interrogator trying to extract more 
information from him. "He asked me the same questions over and over," says Gitanjali Gutierrez. "He desperately 
sought some means of reassuring himself that I was a real lawyer and would not betray him."

It's no wonder that Gutierrez's client would be worried. He is Mohammed al-Qahtani, the Saudi thought by U.S. 
counterterrorism officials to be the so-called 20th hijacker, the would-be fifth terrorist on the flight that crashed in a 
Pennsylvania field on 9/11. In a June 20, 2005, cover story, TIME chronicled part of the interrogation of al-Qahtani, 
based on a highly classified log kept at Guantanamo over a 50-day period in the winter of 2002-03. The 84-page log, 
available in full on TIME.com showed U.S. interrogators using a wide range of tactics to get him to talk, including 
sleep deprivation, exposure to cold, forced standing, denial of bathroom breaks, denial of clothing and all manner of 
emotional manipulations. In the log itself, al-Qahtani both admits and denies working with al-Qaeda. U.S. forces 
captured him fleeing the battle in Tora Bora in Afghanistan in December 2001. The month before 9/11, he tried to 
enter the U.S. through Orlando, Fla.--while 9/11 leader Mohamed Atta waited for him in the airport parking lot--but 
was deported after he became evasive with an immigration agent. The Pentagon contends that over time al-Qahtani, 
known as Detainee 063, proved an invaluable source, identifying al-Qaeda financial contacts in several Arab countries, 
describing meetings with the organization's top leadership and fingering at least 30 other Guantanamo detainees as 
bodyguards of Osama bin Laden.

Having spent more than 30 hours in December and January speaking through an interpreter with al-Qahtani at 
Guantanamo, Gutierrez, the first person to report publicly on his mind-set since his story broke, says he now recants 
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his previous incriminating statements, claiming they were extracted under extreme duress. That may not be 
surprising. Nor was Pentagon spokesman Bryan Whitman's response: that "the al-Qaeda training manual specifically 
encourages those captured to make false claims of abuse." But the more that becomes known about the al-Qahtani 
case--a unique window into the otherwise secretive practices at Guantanamo--the greater the government's 
vulnerability to challenges to its conduct there. Lawyers for some 60 Guantanamo prisoners told TIME they plan this 
week to file in a Washington federal appeals court a motion questioning the legality of their clients' detention, based in 
part on the log of al-Qahtani's questioning that appeared on TIME.com last week. "Using the interrogation logs, we 
can now demonstrate as fact that statements procured from a man who was abused and tortured have been used to 
justify the continued detention of Guantanamo prisoners," said Marc Falkoff, a lawyer with Covington & Burling who 
represents 17 of those detainees. Says Joshua Colangelo-Bryan, another of the lawyers in the case (al-Odah v. United 
States): "Mr. al-Qahtani's statements were elicited in a manner that undermines their credibility entirely. The logs 
reveal that, with a single day's exception, al-Qahtani was the victim of sleep deprivation that usually lasted a full 20 
hours a day for seven straight weeks."

Meanwhile, Gutierrez, a staff attorney for the Center for Constitutional Rights, a New York City--based nonprofit 
organization that al-Qahtani's father approached last year for help, has challenged his detention in federal court in 
Washington on the grounds that it is illegal. According to Gutierrez, al-Qahtani insists that he is innocent and that he 
made many false statements to appease his interrogators. She says he told her he had informed interrogators of his 
false declarations, a contention supported in part by his interrogation log.

A Pentagon report in July 2005 found that al-Qahtani had been subjected to treatment that was--though not a 
violation of Defense Department policy-- cumulatively "abusive and degrading." It specifically recommended that the 
commandant of Guantanamo, Major General Geoffrey Miller, be reprimanded for failing to adequately monitor the 
interrogation of a high-value detainee, believed to be al-Qahtani. But Miller's superior, Southern Command 
Commander General Bantz Craddock, decided against the reprimand. Congress last December passed a provision, 
sponsored by Senator John McCain of Arizona, that bars U.S. personnel from engaging in "cruel, inhuman and 
degrading treatment" of detainees anywhere. The provision came too late for al-Qahtani; it's not clear how much 
protection it will afford prisoners like him who are subjected to such handling in the future.

In a U.S. district court in Washington last week, lawyers for Mohammad Bawazir, a Yemeni held at Guantanamo since 
May 2002, challenged treatment of their client that they argued constituted torture. Bawazir, who had lost 33 lbs. in a 
hunger strike, claims that in January Guantanamo authorities repeatedly force-fed him by brutally inserting into his 
nose a thick feeding tube and then roughly pulled it out, causing excruciating pain. The Justice Department argued 
that Bawazir cannot seek protection under the anti-abuse provisions of the McCain amendment because it contains 
"no private right of action" that would let defendants sue the government. In other words, Justice says, the 
government can bust an interrogator for abusing a detainee, but the detainee has no recourse.

The McCain provision was an amendment to the Detainee Treatment Act, written by Senators Lindsey Graham and 
Carl Levin, which, according to Justice's interpretation, gives Guantanamo inmates access to U.S. courts only for 
purposes of appealing their convictions by military commissions or their designations as enemy combatants, which 
allows the government to detain them indefinitely without trial. Says Tom Malinowski, Washington advocacy director 
for Human Rights Watch: "Only the Supreme Court or the Congress can resolve the contradiction between the McCain 
amendment, which prohibits cruel treatment, and the Detainee Treatment Act, which prevents prisoners from 
complaining about that treatment in court."

In al-Odah--which many legal experts believe will end up before the Supreme Court--the government has invoked the 
Detainee Treatment Act in an attempt to preclude extensive court review of the prisoners' detentions. But the 
detainees' lawyers argue that the act clashes with a 2004 Supreme Court ruling that opened the federal courts to any 
prisoner held by the U.S. anywhere in the world. "The issue in this case is critically important because if the 
government has its way, Guantanamo will be returned to a legal black hole," says Eric Freedman, a professor of 
constitutional law at Hofstra University and a consultant to several detainees. "It would be an outrage if evidence 
being used to hold prisoners was extracted by unconscionable methods and that fact did not come to light in a court 
of law."

Questions surrounding the Detainee Treatment Act will be raised in arguments before the Supreme Court as well on 
March 28, when lawyers for Salim Ahmed Hamdan, alleged to be bin Laden's driver, challenge government attempts 
to put him on trial before a military commission, claiming his detention is illegal. Guantanamo detainees did win one 
victory last week when the Pentagon was compelled by a federal judge to release the names and nationalities of all 
the prisoners who have participated in hearings considering their enemy-combatant status--about 300 of the 500.

As for Detainee 063, according to his lawyer, he is a broken man. In her first meetings with al-Qahtani, says 
Gutierrez, his mind wandered, and he engaged in rambling monologues. She found him fearful and at times 
disoriented. Her descriptions called to mind reports by FBI agents who said al-Qahtani, upon arriving at Guantanamo 
in 2002, resisted interrogation and so was subjected to intimidation by a military dog and "intense isolation over three 
months" that led to "behavior consistent with extreme psychological trauma (talking to non-existent people, reporting 
hearing voices, crouching in a cell covered with a sheet for hours)."
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When al-Qahtani still didn't break, Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld personally authorized a series of harsh 
interrogation techniques for him. Concern about the legality of some of those methods prompted the Pentagon to 
outlaw their use in January 2003, barely a month after Rumsfeld authorized them. Gutierrez says al-Qahtani "painfully 
described how he could not endure the months of isolation, torture and abuse, during which he was nearly killed, 
before making false statements to please his interrogators." As documented in the interrogation log, at one point al-
Qahtani became seriously dehydrated because of his refusal to drink water regularly, causing him to be hospitalized 
and his heart rate to drop to 35 beats a minute.

According to the Pentagon, al-Qahtani admitted that he had been sent to the U.S. by Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, 
architect of the 9/11 attacks, and that he had met bin Laden on several occasions. Al-Qahtani also confirmed that he 
had received terrorist instruction at two al-Qaeda training camps and met with numerous senior al-Qaeda leaders. 
Says the Pentagon's Whitman: "The record clearly shows that al-Qahtani is a dangerous individual who should be held 
to account for his acts of terrorism."

With reporting by With reporting by Brian Bennett/ Washington

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12652  SOURCE: Time 

Interview with Moazzam Begg

Moazzam Begg is an ordinary man who has endured an extraordinary fate -- imprisoned for a crime he didn't commit and whose precise nature has 
never been determined. As far as the US government was concerned, it was enough to label him an 'enemy combatant'. Moazzam was arrested in 
Pakistan, where he was helping set up education programmes for children, in the panic-stricken months after the 9/11 attacks. He spent three years 
in prison, much of it in solitary confinement, and was subjected to over three hundred interrogations, death threats and torture, witnessing the 
killings of two detainees. He was released early in 2005 without explanation or apology. Cageprisoners spoke to Moazzam extensively, shortly after 
his release, about the events that led to his capture, his time in the Gulags of the Americans, and finally life after Guantanamo… 

Moazzam Begg’s extraordinary account, ‘Enemy Combatant: A British Muslim's Journey to 
Guantanamo and Back’ is released today, Monday 6th March 2006. Price: £18.99 Free Press 
hardback . Buy your copy now! 

CAGEPRISONERS.COM: What motivated you and your family to settle in Afghanistan in 2001? 

MOAZZAM BEGG: This had been a long term idea for me since about the late 1990s when I visited Pakistan 
and Afghanistan in 1998. There were several different reasons. I had begun to get involved in project with 
some other people to help build wells in the most poverty stricken areas in North West Afghanistan. So we built 
several wells around there, even before I had left. Then, there was a project for a school that was to be in two 
divisions, one for boys, one for girls. So I helped set up the financing for that, including books, apparatus and 
other things. Also I wanted to live in an environment which was more Islamic than some of the neighbouring 
Muslim countries that I had been to. Another reason was the cost of living – it was very cheap comparatively. 
So I could rent my house out here, and live comfortably over there as well as take care of other projects out 
there. 

CP: What did you find on your arrival there? 

MB: On my arrival, I first found that the country was not as bad as I thought it would be. i.e. there were 
several amenities there for anyone who wanted to live a normal life, particularly in Kabul where I was based. 
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So all the negativity, which is what I had heard, I didn’t want to take on face value. I wanted to go and 
experience for myself and see for myself what was happening in this country and how the ruling Taliban were 
regarded by the people. So I found a lot of positivity in the sense that there were building projects taking place, 
there was investment in the country from several neighbouring countries and people in the Muslim world, they 
started to rebuild some of the roads that had been bombed during the Civil War and the War with the Russians. 
So I saw things that were taking place that were completely new in this country for the past 25 years or so. So 
I was very positive and in hindsight when I look back at the place, I felt it was a good experience, my wife and 
children feel the same too. And had it not been for the events that took place, I think I still would have been 
there. 

As for the Afghan people, I found good and bad amongst them. They were just ordinary people who had gone 
through years of strife and years of war, and despite one of the things people claim about the Taliban being 
very austere and very strict in their application of their interpretation of Islamic law, the reality is that they 
bought peace into the regions in which they ruled, they eradicated the use of poppies and opium for drugs 
which has now become resurgent by over 60%. So things like that I found that amongst the people; they were 
helpful in some ways but a little resentful I think to foreigners in general, because they felt that with foreigners 
the war had proliferated rather than stopped. One of the things I wanted to do is, when the Afghans saw 
foreigners, particularly foreign Muslims come into the country, that they see them as a source of benefit, rather 
than a source of war and hostility. 

CP: What activities did you and your family undertake whilst there? 

MB: I was only there a couple of months before September 11th and all the troubles began. My first month or 
so was taken up in trying to get a reasonable place to stay in and to get to know local people. Then I began 
some of the projects related to the school, like taking some of the children out to visit the zoo or the Kabul 
Exhibition Centre, and to give some lectures and talks to the children. 

CP: Would you like to respond to the allegations that you visited a training camp whilst in 
Afghanistan? 

MB: I did visit a training camp but that was ten years ago and had nothing to do with my last visit to 
Afghanistan. 

CP: Can you explain what happened when you were separated from your wife? 

MB: At that time, we were still living in Kabul, I remember when the cruise missiles struck, the very next day 
we evacuated to a village about an hour and a half away from Kabul. At that point, I wasn’t sure whether we 
should evacuate and leave the country or wait it out and see what happens. So I decided to evacuate 
completely and we waited to see if things got worse or better, and of course things got worse although nobody 
else was to know that. The markets were still full of people, there were weddings taking place, there were all 
sorts of things happening, despite the evacuation. So one of these days when I went back from where we were 
staying to Kabul, to get some things from my house, I went to visit some people from an aid organisation just 
outside of Kabul. When I was there, about 10pm at night, some news came that the city of Kabul had fallen and 
been handed over to the Northern Alliance, and that there was no way back to Kabul. I hadn’t taken my car 
with me, my car was still in Kabul, and I had nothing with me. The people that I was with, they decided to 
evacuate the region completely and drove over these mountains for over 24 hours. I thought all this while, I 
could get to a main road and get back to my family, but it never happened. This continued for two weeks, each 
place we left, we heard this place had fallen and the towns were full of looters, looking for foreigners because of 
the bounty on their heads. Eventually I made it to a place where the road stopped and the mountains began 
and I started walking up the mountains for two days into Pakistan with an intention to re-enter Afghanistan 
from a different route from where I had heard my family may have evacuated to. Eventually I didn’t have to do 
that and we ended up in Islamabad after three weeks. 

CP: Could you describe the night that your home in Islamabad was raided and you were kidnapped? 

MB: We took up new residence in Islamabad, and we began again from scratch. About three months later, on 
January 31st, at 12 o’ clock at night, there was a ring at the door. I was surprised to get visitors at that time, 
but I went to answer the door. I opened the door to face a gun that was put to my head and I heard the 
crackling of tape in the background. I was pushed into the front room of my house, my hands were tied behind 
my back with plastic cuffs which were plastic, disposal cuffs; the only way to get them off is to cut them off. I 
was then bundled off into this vehicle where I saw two Americans. They lifted their hoods off, took a 
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photograph of me, and one of them said he was given a pair of handcuffs by the wife of one of the victims of 
the September 11th attack to catch the culprits. I remember saying to him he had caught the wrong person. 
After that, I never saw my family again. 

It felt like one of those things you used to hear about or read about in the films or in the Third World, of course 
I was in the Third World but I could not believe this was happening to me. It was more than that; my 
overwhelming thoughts were about what was going to happen to my family - that was the worst fear I had in 
my mind. 

CP: As you were bundled into the back of a 4 by 4, what was going through your mind? 

MB: Apprehension, fear, worry about what’s going to happen to me, who these people were; I had come to the 
conclusion they were American, but American what? Are they American Secret Service agents, are they 
American mercenaries? This was not an arrest, even in Pakistan, people aren’t arrested like this. This was a 
kidnap; there is no other way to put it. 

CP: You called your father, what did you say to him and what was his reaction? 

MB: One reason I knew this was not an arrest because, had they been normal police officers, they would have 
searched my person, which they didn’t and I had a mobile phone in my pocket. So when I was in the cell where 
they placed me, I realised that and I phoned a friend who lived in Islamabad and asked him to go and check on 
my family. Secondly, I phoned my father and I whispered to him, ‘I have been taken by these people, there 
were Pakistanis present, I think it was initiated by the Americans, I don’t know what they are going to do with 
me. I don’t know what they want of me’. I think he was shocked, the fact that I was whispering, it caused him 
to start whispering too, I asked ‘Dad, why are you whispering?’ But I think he was in complete bewilderment. 

CP: What do you remember of the time you spent in Pakistani custody? 

MB: I was held by the Pakistanis for about three weeks, in which time I was interrogated by the Americans, in 
a different, unknown location. They would take me away to another place, another house in Islamabad. I was 
interrogated about four times. It was all under the Pakistani auspices so that the Americans would get at 
whatever they were after in the interrogations. The Pakistanis didn’t interrogate me. The Pakistanis said ‘We 
don’t know why these people want you, you haven’t done anything wrong here, we feel bad about having taken 
you in the way that we did but we are completely under pressure from the Americans.’ 

When the Americans interrogated me, they asked me about my trips to Bosnia in the past, my previous visit to 
Afghanistan in 1993, when I had supported a Kashmiri Liberation Organisation and they tried to link all of that 
up and accuse me of being a member of Al Qaeda. 

Comparatively to all the other prisons, the place where I was being held wasn’t so bad. I was being kept in a 
room; there was a sofa settee in there, a place to sleep. If I climbed over the settee and picked over part of the 
window they obscured, I could actually see the road. When they used to take me to the bathroom, they took 
me through where the cells were and they were like dungeons out of the fourteenth century – dark, damp, 
dripping and there were brothers in there who had been there for about five or six months, in a really bad 
state. 

CP: Tell us about your detention at Bagram Airbase, could you describe your arrival there and what 
you noted on arrival? 

MB: First I was held in Kandahar for about six weeks. I really don’t want to go into all the details of what they 
did, but suffice to say they treated all of us like animals through what they called ‘processing’. All of us were 
treated like animals in the worst possible way. If you try to build up in your mind those pictures from Abu 
Ghraib and Guantanamo, I’m sure you can imagine. I will leave it to your imagination to work that out. 

CP: In what conditions were you held? 

MB: The conditions were very bad. They had a bucket there which was a makeshift toilet for about 20 of us to 
share, eventually when they put me out of solitary confinement into general population. I was held like this for 
six weeks until they transferred me to Bagram Airbase, where I was held for the next almost eleven months. 
Here, the set up was slightly different. There were six cells divided by a concertina wire, and each cell housed 
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detainees. We were not allowed to talk to one another, we were not allowed to stand, we were not allowed to 
walk. We were only allowed to use the bathroom which was the other end of the cell, which was a barrel cut in 
half. There were guards all around us, and in front of us. We were taken for interrogation whenever they 
decided. 

CP: How often were you interrogated and what was the nature of these interrogations? 

MB: In Kandahar, I was interrogated day in day out for hours on end, for ten days. They would wake me up in 
the middle of the night for interrogation. These people were very confused in what they were looking for. One 
of the interrogators once told me was that ‘We’re looking to judge people’s intentions.’ I thought, Subhan’Allah, 
you are trying to put yourself at the level of Allah because He is the only One who is able to judge intentions. 
That’s what they wanted to do, they wanted to judge what people might be capable of based on what they 
believed their beliefs to be. They did that by either associating someone’s belief or history or what cause he 
supported or something like that. They caught people from all over the place and they were all regarded the 
same – as scum, terrorists, we were not given the status of Prisoners of War, although we were issued a 
prisoner of war card and on that I was issued number 558. That later became a bone of contention because the 
Americans had always maintained that we didn’t have Prisoner of War status and yet they issued these cards to 
us and removed them after six weeks. 

CP: To what extent would you describe your treatment at Bagram as torture? 

MB: Between Bagram and Kandahar during the month of May, which is probably one of the worst, they 
interrogated me severely for almost the whole month and kept me in separate solitary confinement. They tied 
me up with my hands behind my back to my legs, kicked me in the head, kicked me in the back, threatened to 
take me to Egypt to be tortured, to be raped, to be electrocuted. They had a woman screaming in the next 
room whom I believed at that time was my wife. They bought pictures of my children and told me I would 
never see them again. All sorts of things like that. 

CP: You witnessed the deaths of two detainees at the hands of the Americans, could you elaborate? 

MB: As I mentioned, there was a barrel at the back of the cell which was used as a toilet, and this was emptied 
out everyday and was only covered by barbed wire. One of the detainees in another cell tried to escape from 
that place and managed to get out into an area that was covered by soldiers anyway, he couldn’t get further. 
Two soldiers jumped on him and beat the hell out of him. They dragged his body right in front of me into the 
medical room. Eventually his body was carried out, it was covered with a blanket, but it was rumoured that he 
was dead and later confirmed to me by some detainees who heard from the MP’s [Military Police] that he was 
killed. In fact, one of the ones that killed him actually told me about it. 

The second one happened in December of the same year. One of the punishments they used to give out was 
that if anyone spoke or if someone did not comply or did something the guards did not like, they would shackle 
his hands, and shackle them to the ceiling, suspended with a hood over his head. The person could remain for 
an hour, half an hour, four hours - as long as they wanted. There was one such person, I think his number was 
419, he was hung from the ceiling and his body had gone limp. Instead of coming in there to help him, they 
came to him and tried to get him to stand. When he wouldn’t stand, because he had gone weak, they started 
punching him. Then they dragged his body off into an isolation cell, where we all heard the rumour that he was 
killed. But it was not confirmed to me that he was killed, until pictures of his body were brought to me in 
Guantanamo about a year and a half afterwards, where they asked me to identify his body and the people who 
killed him. 

CP: Were you able to make any sort of contact with your family at this time? 

MB: Only through the ICRC [International Committee of the Red Cross] and letters through them at about five 
or six month intervals. 

CP: Were you ever visited by British officials while you were in Bagram? 

MB: Right from the beginning actually. In Pakistan, I was spoken to by M15. In Kandahar, I was spoken to by 
M15 and at Bagram, I was spoken to by M15. They took the position that they were guests of the Americans 
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and the Americans had complete control and that there was nothing they could do about it nor anything they 
wanted to do about it. I made a list of complaints about my treatment to someone called Andrew from M15, I 
told him about treatment in relation to going to the toilet. There was one time, after this so called escape 
attempt, when they wouldn’t even allow us to use blankets to use the toilet, so we would have to use the 
facility completely exposed. The lights were on 24 hours a day, floodlights, so you could never close your eyes, 
and have any sort of darkness. I complained about the food, it was the same every single day, three times a 
day. There were no cooked meals, nothing hot, no fresh foods, no milk. I complained that the communication 
was every six months, if that. And he did nothing about it at all. 

CP: How did this differ from what the British Government were telling your family back in the UK? 

MB: I don’t know what they were saying at that time, but from what I understand in the letters I read, that the 
British maintain they had no consular access at all. 

CP: Can you tell us how the cells in Bagram were labelled? What was the reason for this? 

MB: The cells were labelled after various engagements between Muslim nations or peoples against the United 
States. So there were some which were called the ‘Twin Towers’, or the ‘Pentagon’, ‘USS Cole’, ‘Lebanon,’ 
‘Somalia’, ‘Libya’, which they clearly used as the common denominator that they were Islamic conflicts. 

CP: Bagram is notoriously believed to be one of the locations were ghost detainees are rendered - 
what interaction did you have with the other prisoners or what did you hear about the other 
detainees there? 

MB: I heard about several different ones. One I remember I think his number was 179, he was kept completely 
separately from everyone, and there was only one time I saw him which is when they were moving him and I 
managed to see the number on the back. He was brought in initially but no one knew where he had gone. I 
think there were scores of people like that, and I don’t know where they put them. I’m sure I was one of them 
at one point when they kept me separately, I’m sure I was a ghost detainee then because no one knew what 
happened to me, particularly in Guantanamo. 

CP: Were you visited by the Red Cross while in Bagram? What was the nature of their visits? 

MB: Yes, I was visited quite regularly by the Red Cross. The nature of their visit was just to keep listening to 
detainees’ complaints and concerns, and taking mail whenever they could.

CP: Could you describe the journey from Afghanistan to Cuba? 

MB: Not really because I was drugged on the journey, the reason why was because it was so uncomfortable - 
my legs were shackled, my waist was shackled, to my waist was attached my hands, which were also shackled. 
I had ear muffs, face mask and goggles all placed over me. It was impossible, particularly in the row I was 
seated, to even move left or right. 

CP: On arrival, you were placed in Camp Echo which is said to be "more depressing than death row", 
could you describe the conditions in which you were held? 

MB: There were only two buildings in Camp Echo at the time and I was the first one put in Camp Echo. It 
consisted of a fairly large room, in which the top right hand corner near the door was a cell made of steel, 
which measured about 8 x 6. and I was put into this cell in the corner of this room, which was very bleak. I 
thought things might have gotten better since Bagram but in fact it had got worse. 

They had a recreation area, and again that was an insult to the content because this measured 15 x 15 so it 
was the size of a small living room. That was caged up; there was no view except for the two rooms on either 
side, and all there was room to do was walk around. This was for only 15 minutes twice a week. After that it 
increased to half an hour, then an hour daily. 
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I spent my time with the recitation and memorisation of the Qur’an and that is the thing that I did most often. 
Apart from that, to keep as physically fit as possible. 

CP: Why do you believe you were kept in isolation from the start? 

MB: I think there were three reasons. Firstly, it was in order to fast track me through a military commission 
system, whereby they wanted me to plead guilty to war crimes, the worst of which was having given a few 
hundred pounds to a Kashmiri training camp in the 1990s. It was easy for them to deal with me because they 
didn’t need a translator. Most of the detainees didn’t speak English and I did; so that was one thing. Secondly, 
because I had already maintained that I witnessed these deaths take place and I had already written a letter to 
the authorities in Bagram, claiming my innocence against any crime and also complaining about what was done 
to me and other people in that time. Thirdly, I think they felt me to be influential in that I spoke several 
different languages; I was someone who could overhear conversations by MPs, and translate into Arabic for the 
other detainees. 

CP: You have described the conditions at Guantanamo as "torturous", although you do not say you 
were tortured, could you elaborate? 

MB: When you think about torture, you think of it as someone bending your arm to break it or pulling out your 
fingernails, cutting your tongue off, they didn’t do that of course, but the conditions speak for themselves. I 
was completely and utterly cut off from anyone else, incommunicado, I could not communicate with another 
Muslim at all. I even asked for an American military captain who was an Imam in the army and they refused 
that too. Being in a cell, cut off from everyone and not knowing what your future is, that’s what I meant by 
torturous. 

CP: How often were you interrogated at Guantanamo and what was the nature of these 
interrogations? 

MB: The nature of the interrogations was always the same. They never really changed from Pakistan till 
Guantanamo. They lightened up a little bit, depending on the interrogator. Some interrogators, I wouldn’t really 
consider them interrogators, they just came to talk and to try and look at the bigger picture. There were so 
many different types, that I think I must have gone through about 350 interrogations. On occasions, I was 
threatened in these interrogations, on occasions my family was threatened. I was threatened with executions, 
with arbitrary incarceration, with no trial, with many things like that. This happened right up until the time I 
left. They were still threatening my family. 

CP: Could you comment on the false confession you were supposed to have made regarding attacks 
on the White House and Parliament? 

MB: I don’t know where that came from. It is not anything they said to me over there. The things that I 
confessed to were in part true and in part completely exaggerated. For example, being a member of Al Qaeda, 
that is not true. For example, they said I sent money to a training camp run by Kashmiris, which was under the 
control of al Qaeda, which is also not true. Things like that, they wanted to charge as war crimes. 

CP: In your poem you speak about the pyramid of prisoners in Abu Ghraib yet it was written while 
you were still in Guantanamo - how aware were you of what was happening in the outside world? 

MB: I spent such a long time in solitary confinement and the only people I could speak to were guards, and 
there were several guards who I developed a fairly good relationship with. So it was these guards who would let 
me know what was going on and often the guards would tell me in order to disassociate themselves from these 
things, as if to say ‘We’re not all like that’. 

CP: What were your impressions of the MPs? 

MB: It varied. I found some of the most empathetic and sympathetic among them were people from the Virgin 
Islands, Black people, people who had a history of oppression from mainland America. But I found that several 
of the females were also more empathetic. 
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CP: In your poem, Indictment USA, you say “A vibrant, living racist core / Still breeds in the USA”, 
what did you experience of this at Guantanamo in terms of racial/religious abuse? 

MB: I think that accentuated right from the beginning. I saw inscriptions in Bagram saying ‘F*** Islam, F*** 
the Quran’ or ‘F*** Jihad’. I saw them pick up the Qur’an and throw it on the floor. I remember one occasion, 
in Bagram where soldiers did a cell search and one detainee was still reading his Qur’an so they grabbed him 
and threw him to the floor, and kicked him. There was a story of them ripping up a copy of the Qur’an and 
throwing it in the waste bucket which was used as a toilet. That type of attitude was widespread. There were 
several people who regarded Islam as the enemy. 

CP: There has been uproar amongst Muslims worldwide at the revelations that the Qur’an was 
desecrated in Guantanamo, what did you personally witness or hear from other detainees that 
substantiates such claims? 

MB: There were other stories where they actually went into cells and had written obscenities in the Quran. 
There were incidents where they were distributing Qu’rans to the detainees in Bagram where they said ‘Extra, 
extra come get your Qur’an, the holiest of holy books, learn how to kill Americans.’ I think the more they 
realised that these things antagonised the detainees, the more they did them. If we had not reacted, they 
would not have done them. But the detainees did react, and rightly so, because it is something so sacred. I 
remember making a du’a (supplication), Allah says in the Qur’an “We have revealed this book and We shall be 
its Protector”, I said ‘Ya Allah, You protect this book, because I am not able to.’ 

CP: In what other ways did you feel that Islam was being targeted? 

MB: Particularly in Afghanistan, we were in a Muslim country and they forbade us in Bagram from doing the 
Adhan (call to prayer), they forbade us from praying in Jama’ah (congregation), they forbade us from talking to 
each other, they forbade us from reciting the Qur’an audibly. So all these things added together, even the 
worst of the Northern Alliance guys would not have done this; they would have tortured and beaten you but 
they wouldn’t have stopped these things. 

In Bagram during Ramadhan, they refused to give us food to open our fast with, for the first three weeks, and 
eventually when they did, they would give us food at ten o’clock, whereas our iftar (breaking of the fast) was 
five o’ clock. When the day of Eid came, they made us fast completely; they didn’t give us anything to eat at all 
until ten o’ clock in the evening. 

In Guantanamo, I requested several times that I need to be able to spend these months with some people for a 
while, and again they refused. The days just came and went, Eid came and went, I was not aware of it. 

CP: Can you give examples of any missionary attempts of the MPs on Muslim prisoners? 

MB: I don’t know exactly what they did, but I know that two detainees became Christian, and I think the 
reason they did is that they thought they might get a better time. But I think they treated them as good or bad 
as anyone else. As far as other missionary attempts, there were two occasions – at Bagram, there were soldiers 
who were practising Christians from the Bible Belt, whom I used to engage in discussions with. I think because 
I used to engage in discussions with them, they thought that I’m interested in converting to Christianity, so he 
gave me a Bible which I accepted. The other was an interrogator who used to pass me leaflets about 
Christianity, hoping that some how he could get me to convert. 

CP: What were the Muslim chaplains like? Were they sympathetic to the prisoners? 

MB: I never met any of them. 

CP: In December 2002 Secretary Rumsfeld authorized the interrogation technique of "inducing 
stress by use of detainee’s fears", and that the use of female interrogators to "induce stress" had 
been used following this authorization. What evidence did you find of this and other attempts at 
sexual abuse and humiliation at Guantanamo? 
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MB: I didn’t have any incidents of that nature at all. There was plenty of “stress”, as I mentioned in Bagram, 
but as far as enticement from females, there wasn’t any. 

CP: What was your experience with the Red Cross? 

MB: I saw them as a lifeline in the sense there was some communication, because the Americans would not 
allow any communication had it not been for them. However, I met people from the Red Cross who said they 
believed in the American Justice system which almost made me choke with disbelief. 

To be fair, the Red Cross are in an odd position. They are funded by the USA, the USA is one of its largest 
donors. They were not liked by the average American soldier which I could see. But if you were to see which 
side they leaned on, I think they leaned on the side of the Americans, as opposed to the detainees. 

CP: What was the nature of your contact with British intelligence? 

MB: British Intelligence has visited me throughout all my time in custody. So from Pakistan, they were there. 
In the beginning, when I first saw them, I thought this was a ray of hope, that the British were here, I’m going 
to get some consular access, I will get some communication to my family, I will get access to a lawyer, but they 
didn’t do anything like that at all and disappeared completely. Then they reappeared by asking questions, again 
in Bagram, and again on two or three occasions in Guantanamo. 

CP: What about visits from the Foreign Office? Were you able to put to them your complaints and 
concerns and what was their response? 

MB: The first time I had a Foreign Office visit was April 2003, with the person from the Foreign Office turned up 
at the same meeting as the person from M15. So I wasn’t able to tell the difference between him and M15. 
Later on he turned up separately, having realised his mistake. But I did make my complaints known to him, I 
told him that they wanted to put me through a military commission and I felt that there was no way on earth I 
would get a fair trial, that not only the prosecution and military judges and panel going to be involved but even 
my defence was from the military. 

CP: You have said that you were "on the brink of losing your faith". How did they attempt to break 
you psychologically? 

MB: I think it was the isolation and having no contact with my family, nor any other Muslim at all. My state of 
mind was strong in a mental sense, although I did crack up in the cell and smash it up a few times and they 
sent a psychiatrist to me. I didn’t think I needed a psychiatrist. I needed something to change in my situation. I 
think the lowest point in all of this was when they first told me they designated me to a military commission - 
what I always believed could not take place in a normal civilised society, supposedly America. When they said 
that was going to take place, I think that was one of the worst points. 

CP: What was the mental health like among the prison population? 

MB: I didn’t spend much time among the prison population. Only my last two months there, they put me in the 
pre-commission block, where all the people who were supposed to go through the military commission were 
put. There were six of us. That included myself, Feroz Abbasi, David Hicks, Salim Hamdan, who was accused of 
being Bin Laden’s driver, Ali Hamza Al Bahlul, supposed to be in charge of media for Al Qaeda, and Mohammad 
Salih Al Qosil who was Sudanese. I found that all of these people had a good mental frame of mind. But I heard 
stories about others, when I shouted across to the other blocks, I heard some pretty bad stories, there were 
some suicide attempts. One brother had put a sheet around his neck and jumped off. They managed to save 
his life, but he was a vegetable, he is unable to have normal speech, he is unable to walk properly. 

CP: What was your experience with the BISCUIT team? 

MB: My personal experience with the medical team was not too bad. There was no forced administration of 
drugs, mostly I complied. 
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CP: What was your experience with the IRF? Could you relate any incidences that occurred with 
other prisoners? 

MB: It never happened to me, but I heard it happen on several occasions. Even in Camp Echo, I couldn’t hear 
too much, but on one occasion there was a detainee whom they called Imran, and they used to ‘IRF’ him many 
times. When I was put in the pre-commission block afterwards, I used to hear ‘IRFs’. I think Martin Mubanga 
was IRF’ed on a few occasions. I remember the sound of it is supposed to be quite intimidating because it is ten 
pairs of feet banging on this metal floor. I saw their clothes, shields and protective body wea,r where they 
charge into a cell, throw a person down and carry him away. I know there was this one person called Rashid al 
Joufi, who was in a cell on the opposite side to me, although I could not see, I could hear him. He had had 
everything taken away from him, so all he had in his cell was a pair of shorts, nothing else. He asked for a bar 
of soap so that he could wash himself after using the bathroom, and he wanted to use it again and they refused 
to let him use it, so they wanted to take it back. So for the sake for a two inch bar of soap, they IRF’ed him and 
ended up smashing his lower lip, which was covered in blood. This was related to me directly from people who 
saw this. 

CP: How often did you receive letters from your family? Were you aware of any instances that you 
were deprived of mail and similarly, were letters withheld from your family? 

MB: Yes, I think there were several instances. When I did receive letters from my family, they would say ‘when 
we wrote to you about such and such’ and of course, I never received it. The most clear one, was when the 
British delegation of September 2003 came, they said they had a whole load of letters from my family and that 
my family were having some problems back at home. Those letters were supposed to be given to me, but I 
never did receive them. As far as I understand, I had it better than many. My stuff did not need to be 
translated, so it reached me quicker than theirs did. 

CP: In the one of your letters to your wife, you wrote you were "about to make a decision that 
would affect your whole family", what were you referring to? 

MB: That was about pleading guilty to being involved in a war crime. I thought that if what they are saying is 
true, that they are going to take me to court, that is my only chance to speak out. If I say I’m innocent, they 
are not going to put me through the system, if I say that I am guilty, they will charge me and I would have 
used that as an opportunity to speak out. 

CP: You allegedly admitted to participating in a plot to spray the Houses of Parliament with anthrax, 
how do you respond to the allegations against you? 

MB: (laughs) It’s ridiculous, I never even heard of that one until I came to Britain, I don’t know where the 
source of that is from, but it’s quite amusing. 

CP: Back in July of 2003, you were one of six who were due to face military tribunal, possibly facing 
the death penalty, how did you react to this news? 

MB: It was probably the hardest thing for me. I really thought, ‘this is it.’ The information passed over to me 
was not by the Americans but it was the British delegation from the Foreign Office, who actually told me about 
the decision and that the USA had come to an agreement that if I was put through a trial, the trial would have 
to be fair. Otherwise the British wouldn’t agree to it. 

CP: How did you take the news that you would not be among the five to be released in 2004? 

MB: I was very happy because it was like looking at a wheel that was rusted and stopped turning. When I saw 
that one of cogs turned, and five got released, I was very happy because it meant that at some point, my cog 
would come along too. 

CP: What was your reaction the Supreme Court decision? When were you and the other detainees 
informed about this? 
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MB: I was not informed of it officially until many, many months later, but I was informed by one of the soldiers, 
who was, in fact, a Vietnam veteran, who was quite empathetic to us. He informed me of the decision. And that 
prompted me to write the letter, in which I demanded my rights from the United States Administration and I 
detailed a list of abuses and my attempts to pursue action through the courts, and I believe that letter was 
published in Britain. 

CP: Could you describe your first meeting with your lawyers? 

MB: The first meeting I had was in August 2004 with an American lawyer called Gita Gutierrez and I think she 
was the first civilian lawyer to be allowed into Guantanamo. But it was sad in a way because she said ‘You could 
be sitting here for the next two, three, four, five, ten years, there is nothing concrete.’ She came for four days 
in a row consecutively and she sat with me for about three to four hours each time. There was no one present 
in the room, but there was a camera. I was chained and shackled to the floor. Initially I was suspicious, in fact 
after my first meeting with Gita, half an hour later an interrogator came in and started asking me about the 
meeting with her. Initially, I wasn’t sure about her, but she did say a few things that eased my mind. One was 
that she bought a letter from my lawyer in the UK which was Gareth Peirce, and also had a letter from my 
father. In fact she told me something that only my father and my elder brother could have known. 

CP: Can we speak about your letter that was surprisingly released from Guantanamo, in which you 
alleged torture and mistreatment? For what purpose did you believe you were writing the letter? 
Whom was it directed to? How do you believe that it came to be released from Gitmo uncensored? 

MB: I wrote the letter initially on the 5th of July 2004, a few days after the Supreme Court ruling and that was 
the reason why I wrote it, because I thought that strike while the iron is hot and we have the right audience in 
the US court. That is why I wrote the letter, and I made several handwritten copies which I distributed to the 
American administration and one which I gave to one of the guards to pass over to David Hicks’ lawyer. I think 
that is how it got through eventually. 

CP: Why did you refuse to participate in the CSRTs? 

MB: Initially, I had been advised to partake by my lawyer, Gita, and I think she had got it terribly mistaken. 
But I did participate in the sense that I wrote a 14 page rebuttal, to the whole argument to the state tribunal 
and my position. A couple of days before the tribunal was due to take place, I received a letter emphatically 
telling me not to take part, so I did not. 

CP: When and why were you moved out of solitary confinement at the end of 2004? 

MB: I was moved out on the first day of Ramadhan, October 15th 2004. I wasn’t sure the exact reason. It was 
not just me, but all the other people who were held in Camp Echo and were designated to be put forward for 
Military Commissions or some people who had already gone through them. So we were all moved together, six 
of us. 

CP: In what conditions were you then held? 

MB: This was the main Camp Delta. 24 cages, 14 in a whole block. They were smaller than the cage I was 
previously in, but the difference here was that I had people to talk to, which took away from all the 
arduousness and monotony. 

CP: What was your interaction like with the other detainees? 

MB: I used to interact with them very well all the time, as I speak several different languages. So I was able to 
communicate to many, even across the block, whom I didn’t see. I spoke to them in Urdu, Arabic or in English. 
Some even spoke a bit of French. On the day of Eid, it was the best Eid I had had in years. Nobody prayed the 
prayer of Eid, but everybody knew it was Eid and straight after the morning, people started singing nasheeds in 
Arabic, English, Urdu, Pashto, Farsi, and Turkistani. It was a fantastic day. And the guards were so unhappy to 
see us happy. I used to have discussions with the brothers there. I talked to David Hicks about Australia, to Ali 
Hamza about Yemen, and with some of the other detainees I tried to teach them English words. Sadly, I heard 
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some of the detainees pick up swear words in English, because the average American soldier swears a lot, so 
some of the detainees picked these up, so I tried to get these brothers to better their language, and I taught 
them to respond to the Americans in kind, without bringing them down to the same level. 

I heard about many protests, these were happening all the time. You could hear it every day, from the other 
block. Our block only had six people, so nothing much happened but there were a few occasions when there 
was a problem between us and the marine who was guarding us. On the other block, there was something 
happening all the time – hunger strikes, spitting at the guards, throwing urine at the guards, shouting and 
screaming. It sounded like a war zone. 

In terms of the British residents still held at Guantanamo, at present, Shaker Aamer who was a close friend of 
mine, and Omar Deghayes are in Camp Five which is a maximum security place, which is close to Camp Echo. 
They have been held there for almost a year now. Jamil El Banna and Bisher Al Rawi, I think they are in Camp 
Four, which is a better place where people don’t wear orange they wear white. There are eight people in a room 
and they can play football with one another, it is a little better. The closest we could imagine to an actual 
Prisoner of War type camp. 

CP: Your solicitor says that you "retained your mental agility and the ability to articulate 
extraordinarily", how did you manage to keep yourself going? 

MB: Of course, it is for me, the Qur’an. Many verses, when I used to look at the Qur’an, they would stick out to 
me in a way I had never, never interpreted before. They were directed to me, I felt that Allah was talking to 
me, particularly when I was in Camp Echo. So I felt my strength came from here. Also I had heard about the 
difficulty and the atrocities faced by brothers in other places worse than Guantanamo, in places like Egypt, 
Algeria and Syria. So I felt that this was not as bad as they had it. 

CP: Did you experience any significant dreams whilst incarcerated? 

MB: Not during incarceration, but there was a dream I had in 1993 where I saw that I was in a cell, a large cell, 
walking with other people and we were all walking around, surrounded by razor wire. I was with a Moroccan 
brother and there were cameras on, which were mounted machine guns, and everywhere I would turn, these 
cameras were looking at us. I told the brother, ‘We have to do something to stop this humiliation’ and he told 
me,‘Brother, have patience.’ Suddenly a gun started firing and everyone started getting killed, except for me. A 
voice shouted from somewhere, ‘Moazzam, your wife is going to have a child but you are not going to see the 
child’. Then, I shouted the Adhan (call to prayer) really loud, and my voice spread throughout the world. I 
raised my hands towards the sky and a voice in my head said to ask for deliverance from Allah and ask for him 
to remove this humiliation and that du’a (Prayer) is the answer. My hands went right up into the sky until they 
passed the clouds and I woke up in tears. I remember this happened after I had just gotten married. I told my 
wife this dream. From Bagram, I wrote to her about this dream and said ‘The dream became true’. 

CP: What did you imagine that the future would hold? 

MB: I think after they said I would be going through military commission, I resigned myself to my fate. There 
were times I had doubts about the issue of fate in Islam anyway, but I have never been more certain about 
fate and Qadar (pre-destination) than I was during my time in custody. 

CP: How and when were you told you were going to be released? What was your reaction? 

MB: It was on one of these occasions when they had been taking me to interrogation so often, when I was with 
the other brothers in Camp Delta, they were telling me ‘you are the worst of the worst, you’re a terrorist, 
Americans don’t care about the complaints that you have made.’ They would do this to me every single day, 
they were taking me to interrogation more and more, I think about 15 times in one week. So the brother Ali 
Hamza, who was very perceptive said to me, ‘You’re going home soon, this is what they did with the Tipton 
brothers too.’ 

So one morning, I was told I was going to interrogation, when I wasn’t, they took me to Camp Echo, where I 
spent my last days. So I didn’t get to say goodbye or salaam to any of the other brothers at all. One day, a 
man came in and told me that, ‘We the United States Government have decided to release you to the British 
authorities and to drop any charges that have been put against you.’ I said to him, ‘I don’t believe you. I think 
that you are a liar just like all your military and how you have been operating before.’ He said, ‘I’m not in the 
habit of lying, you will find out soon enough’. And he was correct. 
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CP: Could you tell us about your return to the UK? 

MB: I was put in a coach, myself, Martin Mubanga, Feroz and Richard Belmar, so we were these four, shackled, 
dark skinned people in orange with beards, on a bus load of fifty American soldiers, and I don’t exaggerate 
when I say fifty. Overkill to the max. This is the first time ever I saw Martin Mubanga, I had never seen him 
before. He said ‘Assalamu Alaikum, I’m Martin, I’ve heard about you, you are the brother from Birmingham.’ 
We were speaking Arabic with one another so the American soldiers sent an Arabic translator to sit amongst us. 
But then he started speaking in London Cockney street slang, which had them all confused, as none of them 
knew what he was talking about., Eventually we got across the ferry, to where the British were waiting for us, 
we were all shackled with padlocks on our shackles. And they had forgotten the key. So the Americans, 
completely incompetent, tried to get a wire cutter to cut the shackles off, and they couldn’t do it, they bent the 
wire cutter. Then they went to get another one, and cut it all off, and it was very embarrassing for them in 
front of the British. When we got over to where the British were, they took us without shackles. But as long as 
we were in American custody, we were shackled, so the moment the British took us the shackles were off. 

When I saw all the police over there, I thought its going to be better than before but it’s going to mean police 
station, court. I thought, the ordeal is not over. But the treatment by the British police was not anywhere as 
half as paranoid as the American soldiers were. They bought over newspapers which I read all of, as much and 
as quick as I could. They had prepared food for us, snacks, bars of chocolate, things that we never had for the 
past three years. They prepared Qur’ans and Prayer Mats for us, I think it was a whole public relations thing. 

As soon as we landed a woman from Scotland Yard came in and said that we were under arrest under the 
Prevention of Terrorism Act. They put me and Feroz into the back of a police van. It was a tiny little space, on 
which they closed this Perspex door, and it was worse than anything I had been in in Guantanamo, it was 
horrible. The whole journey, which lasted an hour and a half from Northolt to Paddington Green, it was so 
depressing. 

CP: Your solicitor Gareth Peirce described your arrest on return as "an extravaganza for the 
purposes of press and publicity, with no proper investigative purpose whatsoever." What is your 
view of that? 

MB: Absolutely. When I saw Gareth Peirce there, I was very happy. But when they did the questioning, there 
was another person called Hussein who was from Gareth’s office. They started asking me the most ridiculous 
questions, these questions had definitely come out of Guantanamo! One of the things they asked me was did I 
know the whereabouts of certain alleged members of Al Qaeda. I said, ‘Subhan’Allah! I have been in prison by 
the Americans for the past three years, and you are asking me these questions?’ I started laughing. They said, 
‘Are you finding this funny?’ I said, ‘Yes, I find it absolutely hilarious!’ My lawyer who was there with me said, ‘I 
find it hilarious!’ At the end of the interrogation, they said, ‘We are sorry for asking these questions, but there 
is someone breathing down out necks and we had to ask them.’ 

CP: How soon after were you able to contact your family? 

MB: They said that my father was outside the police station, I said ‘No, I haven’t come all this way for them to 
see me in a police cell.’ I wanted to see them on my own terms. 

CP: Could you describe the emotional scenes in which you were reunited with your family? 

MB: I was taken to Gareth Peirce’s house, myself and Richard Belmar. I walked in and saw my father and my 
brother there. I think all that time separated from them, I think it was more emotional for them than for me, I 
think I had become a little colder and more distant. But for them, I could see the emotion in all their faces. 

Even with my wife and children, it was all very difficult. It’s hard to describe how I felt at that time, because 24 
hours earlier I had been in a solitary confinement cell. 

CP: You said soon after your return “I do not think I can ever be back to normal." What are the 
mental and physical scars of your detention? 

MB: I can’t be back to normal, knowing that as long as there are still people over there – when I speak to 
family members of Shaker Aamer, and Jamil El Banna – it comes back to me, I feel a sense of guilt that I am 
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here and they are there and going through the same thing as I did, if not worse. Two of them had children born 
whilst they had been in custody and I know exactly what that is like. I don’t think anything can be back to 
normal again, because things have changed in Britain and the whole world. One of the things I saw in the 
newspaper how the detainees in Iraq were being treated by British soldiers, not just American soldiers. I heard 
about Belmarsh, I heard about Babar Ahmad’s case, the hundreds of arrests taking place in Britain. Nothing 
had happened in Britain at all, it had happened in America but not in Britain. Now the atmosphere that has 
been created, it’s so different, it’s very hard to come to terms with that. 

Physically, because one of the things I used to do in Guantanamo was work out every day, I think physically I 
am in a lot better shape than I have been in a long time, as far as stamina goes. As for mental scars, I get 
flashbacks of Guantanamo all the time, especially when I am on my own, with my family around it’s not so bad. 

When I first arrived, a brother invited me to his house saying another brother wanted to meet me. But they 
ended up inviting another ten people there, I could not stand it, I had to walk out. For the first month or so, I 
found it hard to be around large groups of people. I knew I had to address this and be around people, and 
eventually I went to an Amnesty International Meeting, and spoke in front of 500 people. Since that point, it 
has been a lot easier. 

CP: How has this ordeal changed you? 

MB: I think particularly in relation to the world, Britain’s position has really surprised me. I really did not think 
Britain would be as bad as the Americans. But it seems like we are getting there. As far as the Muslim 
community is concerned, I see that the Muslim community is being forced to come together, even though we 
are always at one another’s throats for one reason or the other. There are elements of the Muslim community 
that are coming together, and that is positive. 

CP: What is your reaction to the travel ban imposed upon you and the seizure of your passport? 
What further action are you taking with regard to this? 

MB: One of the things they have said that this is ‘based on information obtained during your time in 
Guantanamo and Bagram’. So what they are saying is whatever information they have obtain from myself or 
other people has been obtained from torture. They have really stabbed themselves in the foot with this one, 
unless they admit it is fine to use information obtained by torture. But I think that they also left it open by 
saying ‘we will entertain any request on the grounds of compassion or other grounds’. So it’s not a complete 
ban. 

CP: What are your thoughts about taking legal action against the US? 

MB: I really would like to take legal action against them, if only for the principle, if not for compensation. But in 
any practical terms, any compensation America would pay to me would be very unlikely. However, I like one of 
the things Clive Stafford Smith suggested to me: to make a case against the Americans for however millions of 
dollars, and to give the money to a charity the Americans don’t like. 

CP: You have said "I hated myself for being inane enough to bring my family to Afghanistan." What 
regrets do you have, and how are you able to deal with them? 

MB: The regret was in hindsight, that when the war took place, I should have evacuated earlier rather than 
later but I don’t think there wouldn’t have been any guarantee that I wouldn’t have been taken. They had 
already decided they would come after me at one point or another. I could never have known the consequences 
of September the 11th, but then afterwards I thought perhaps I shouldn’t have even brought them there. But 
now looking back, I have no regrets. I spoke to my wife about this and we both have no regrets about going 
there for the reasons we went. 

CP: What do you feel is your obligation to those left behind? 

MB: My obligation is to make du’a to Allah (swt) that He secures their release and their release swiftly and 
safely and to propagate that message to as many people as I can. 
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CP: Have you kept in touch with any of the other released detainees? What is their condition? 

MB: I am in touch with all of them, visited them several times and talk to them all the time. I think we all feel 
fairly much the same as one another. 

CP: Have you been in touch with any of the families of current detainees, and what can you tell us 
about their plight? 

MB: I have been in touch with the family of Jamil el Banna and Shaker Aamer. I haven’t spoken to Bisher’s 
brother. But their condition is one of great anxiety; they are really worried about their family members. One of 
them has suffered a mental breakdown, two of them have had children whilst their husbands have been in 
custody, two of them have written heart rending letters of appeal to people like Tony Blair. Masha’Allah, one of 
the sisters is very strong and very admirable in the way she deals with problems. But they really need help and 
it breaks my heart to see how they are - that’s how my family were. 

CP: Jack Straw ensured the released detainees would receive help from their local authorities, have 
you received any such help? 

MB: No, not at all. 

CP: How have your local Muslim community received you upon your return? 

MB: I think in general, they have kept away just because they want to give me my time. But the truth comes 
out when I go out to the shops to buy something, I get recognised, people Mash’Aallah are so good, they seem 
to have put me on some sort of pedestal that I don’t deserve to be on. I have received letters, from Muslims 
and non Muslims, letters of support. 

The friends of my family, many of them took care of my family in ways that I can only ask Allah (swt) to grant 
them the greatest of rewards. But I feel bad for several others [detainees and their families], I have been born 
here, and raised in the UK, many others haven’t had that background, they don’t know people, don’t know how 
to speak to people, cannot communicate properly. I feel bad for them. 

CP: What was your reaction on your release to witness the changed state of the Muslims in the UK, 
many being detained indefinitely without trial, the numbers being stopped and searched? 

MB: Almost of unbelief that they are doing this in Britain, at the same time as us getting released. One of the 
reasons Gareth Peirce stayed the whole evening when she visited me in Paddington Green, was the next day 
there was the House of Lords decision for the detainees in Belmarsh. Some of these people, I have met in 
Gareth’s office, wearing their electronic tagging equipment, listening to the control orders they have to live 
under, and again they were not charged with anything, nor accused of anything. They have just been put 
through the system because they are foreigners. 

CP: What do you think is the future of Muslims in the UK? 

MB: I don’t know. I would like to think that the future is as it was before, that the Muslims are an established 
part of this community, an intrinsic part of Great Britain. I think Islam has its mark on Britain and Britain has 
its mark on the Muslims of Britain. 

CP: Since your return you have been actively involved in a number of campaigns. Tell us about your 
work. What prompted you to get involved? 

MB: It was just natural, I had to just speak out what is going on over there, rebut all of the lies the Americans 
or the British have been saying about a situation I know about first hand. I think it is important that people 
know about some of the abuses that are going on over there, especially, when they talk about retracting the 
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story in Newsweek, when they say that the abuse of the Qur’an did not take place, it’s important people know it 
did. It is important for me also, that I am able to say what I think. That if we don’t take a pro active position 
we will only have ourselves to blame.

CP: Are Muslims doing enough for this cause? 

MB: Vis a vis the non Muslims, then no. We don’t have any Muslim Amnesty International, any Muslim 
campaigners, any Muslims lawyers standing sharp and firm for justice in the way the non Muslims are. 
Obviously the Muslims are a minority so we don’t expect them to be in such a large number. The problem is 
that when these things happen, if it happens to you, you react, if it doesn’t happen to you, you stay asleep. But 
comparatively, Muslims are rising up better than they ever did before. 

CP: Your father describes himself as a loyal British citizen, where do your loyalties lie in the light of 
your experience? 

MB: As far as the nation is concerned, I am a dual national, Pakistani and British. I don’t feel particularly 
Pakistani, I don’t feel particularly British. But my origins are in Pakistan. I feel comfortable in identifying myself 
as Muslim. 

CP: What is the importance, in your opinion, of Muslims partaking in elections and political work? 

MB: Before all of this I was of the view that for Muslims to take part in elections was haram (forbidden). 
However, I think that certain situations or occasions, defined by people more knowledgeable than me, it is 
important for Muslims to get involved for the principle of the lesser of the two evils. 

CP: How and when did you hear about Cageprisoners.com? 

MB: I heard about it from my wife. She did an interview with Al Istiqaamah magazine, which was then 
published on Cageprisoners.com. 

CP: What comments do you have about the site? 

MB: I am very impressed with the site, I feel upset and astounded when I come across people who claim to be 
involved in this issue of the rights of Muslims usurped around the world, that they are not aware of this site. I 
think it is important that they know about this site. It has the most comprehensive listing of all the detainees 
around the world. It’s certainly well known among the non Muslim activists, they have all heard of it. 

CP: What message do you have for other families who are suffering from the detention of a loved 
one? 

MB: Have hope, because they tried to remove all hope of any solution from the brothers and their families, so 
never give up hope. Pray Allah (SWT) will ease the suffering. Some people will remain there indefinitely, but 
keep praying to Allah (SWT) and become active. Let the world know about these atrocities, and embarrass 
these Governments who are flaunting their own laws and the laws that Allah (SWT) has put down for humans. 

CP: Finally, what message would you like to give the Muslim and Non Muslim public alike? 

MB: I would like to thank everybody for all the help and efforts they have been making in my case and the case 
of many other people. But it is important to remember that as far as the political system is concerned, Bush 
and Blair and all their cronies, John Howard, be aware that the world is not going to stand for the way they are 
treating the rest of the world and as far as the Muslims are concerned, it is important for them to turn to Allah 
(SWT) and the Qur’an and never lose faith in it. 

Moazzam Begg, thank you for speaking with us. 
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Moazzam Begg’s extraordinary account, ‘Enemy Combatant: A British 
Muslim's Journey to Guantanamo and Back’ is released today, Monday 6th 
March 2006. 

Price: £18.99 Free Press hardback 

Buy your copy now! 

Click here for a list of events where Moazzam will be speaking in March 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12649

March 09, 2006

Back Home, But Still Imprisoned: The Shadow of Guantanamo

In an exclusive interview with the Tipton Three, held at Camp X-Ray after their arrest in Afghanistan, 
Danae Brook finds them struggling to rebuild their lives back in the west Midlands town 

After 29 months at Guantanamo Bay, caged, chained to floors and bound tightly in the crouching "interrogation 
stress" position, the three men who were freed to return to their homes in Tipton, West Midlands, two years ago, 
ought to have found it a paradise. But the faces of Asif Iqbal, Ruhel Ahmed, and Shafiq Rasul tell a different story as 
they gather in Ahmed's cramped flat for their first interview since their release. 

If Ahmed's plans had worked out, he would have been hard at work on a wind-blasted Monday afternoon like this; 
bringing in a salary to support the childhood sweetheart who became his wife last year.

But no one will employ the Tipton Three and few will trust them, so he stays at home and does the cooking while she 
makes a living in Wolverhampton.

"My friends call me 'Desperate Housewife," he said. "I'd do anything to find a job."
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Beside him sit Iqbal and Rasul - men who, like him, have also lost the gaunt faces and hollow eyes which they brought 
home to Tipton, only to find frustration, despair and a sense of hopelessness in their place.

"I sometimes even think I want to go back [to Guantanamo Bay] because everything is decided for you," said Rasul, 
who still bears the indentation marks on his legs from where the iron shackles cut into them. "Going after jobs and 
not getting them is depressing. It brings you down."

It was in October 2001 that the three set out on what was to have been a week's jaunt to celebrate Iqbal's wedding, 
but ended up coinciding with the US attack on the Taliban regime and the hunt for Osama Bin Laden.

They were captured in Kandahar by the Afghan warlord General Rashid Dostum and, when the Americans arrived, 
they were eventually removed to Guantanamo. The furore which has surrounded their imprisonment and release 
shows no sign of abating just yet.

After premiering to critical acclaim at the Berlin Film Festival, where it won a Silver Bear award for direction last 
month, Michael Winterbottom's partly dramatised feature film Road to Guantanamo is screened at 9pm on Channel 4 
tonight, ahead of its release in cinemas and on DVD tomorrow.

There have been a few negative consequences in Tipton, where some misguided locals suspect the men of making a 
fortune.

After depicting how the trio's chaotic bachelor party trip to Pakistan and Afghanistan descended into the horror of 
Guantanamo, Winterbottom winds up his film on a positive note with footage from Iqbal's return to Pakistan, last 
summer, when he married the girl he had planned to wed before his capture in 2001. She had waited for him during 
his long months in detention and when he finally made it back there were garlands, fireworks and dashing ceremonial 
robes.

But despite the empathy which resulted in Winterbottom, his co-director Matt Whitecross and four actors (one played 
a friend of the three who was lost in Afghainstan and has never been seen since) staying in Ahmed's flat before 
filming, Road to Guantanamo only hints at the aftermath of incarceration for the Tipton Three.

Hints of it are provided on a tour of Tipton's Park Estate, provided ahead of the interview by Ahmed - the only of the 
three to possess a car. The houses are sometimes dilapidated, the streets strewn with litter and on Tipton High Street, 
he points out the place where racists strung up an effigy, dressed in orange and hung from a tree, after the three 
were released.

"The banner read 'Tipton Taliban' will die," said Ahmed. "When we passed [the perpetrators] in the street, they'd say 
'If the Americans didn't get you, we will'."

It is also the street where Ahmed's father was accosted by a white man after climbing out of his car to visit the bank 
when he was approached.

"He said dad was a Paki; that he'd sent me to [Afghanistan] to Jihad and that it was all his fault. He told him to go 
back to where he came from and spat in his face." There have also been death threats, obscenities shouted through 
the letter box, plus warnings and worse directed at them and their families. "This area is ruled by the BNP," said 
Ahmed.

The spectre of 'Gitmo' - as the three call Guantanamo - lingers in the tiny living room of the Ahmeds' council flat, with 
its walls completely bereft of pictures, even photographs.

"I didn't know how to feel when I was first taken there," he said. " I felt scared and really missed everybody back 
home. But soon there was no point in feeling scared, isolated and homesick, because if I gave in to these feelings I'd 
have gone mad. I went into survival mode and for two and a half years cut myself off from day-to-day feelings and 
thoughts.

"When I got back I'd forgotten what it was like to be close to someone, to laugh, to be happy or excited. No-one else 
could understand it except my friends who were in there with me."

The shared comprehension of what they have been through has created a tight bond between the three of them. They 
now spend most of their time together - watching television, going to the cinema, occasional football. There is no 
smoking and no drinking according to strict Muslim code which they developed whilst at Guantanamo.

They are a curious trio. Ahmed is the most loquacious of the three and the self-styled spokesman, though behind the 
gregarious exterior is a man utterly changed, according to his wife. "He used to be jolly with it but he is not any 
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more," she said. (Ahmed, like the other two men, does not want his wife to be named in fear for her safety.) Shafiq 
Rasul, a huge, brooding individual is quiet to the point of introspection. Asif Iqbal, who is training to be an engineer, 
conveys a sense of suppressed anger. He is a man who seems about to explode.

All three have married; Iqbal to the woman who waited for him in an initially arranged relationship which he now 
considers to be a "marriage of love" and Ahmed to his childhood sweetheart, a British-born Pakistani, whom he met 
when they were 13.

Rasul, who aspires to return to the University of West Midlands, where he was studying computer engineering when 
Guantanamo interrupted his studies, finally embarked on an arranged marriage after three attempts to do so failed 
because of suspicions about him. "The families [of all three] were afraid I'd get hassled all the time," he said.

"They were right. Every time I go in and out of the country, I do." (Tellingly, his wife remains in Pakistan).

Picking up the threads of a relationship has not always been easy, said Ahmed. "My wife is always telling me I don't 
talk to her enough," he said. "Sometimes I spend hours alone in my room in the dark. In Gitmo we had so many 
months in silence, not allowed to talk, or to touch. She doesn't understand that she can't help. No one can. People 
might say I'm having a breakdown, but I know I'm not. It's just who I am now.

"The first morning back in the UK I found myself sitting up in bed and waiting for the prison guards and then I 
realized. I was no longer there.

"But in my mind I was there. Somebody could say something as simple as 'do you want to watch telly?' and it was like 
'what the hell are they saying to me, do I want to watch telly? I couldn't watch telly. I'm a detainee'.

"Our hands and legs were chained every time we left our cell. Learning to walk freely took a long time.

"I used to go to the supermarket and bump into people and want to run away. At times I felt as though I was going 
mad. I didn't know how to cope with my freedom.

"I used to dread meal times, when I would have to sit with everyone. For months after coming back my schoolfriends 
would come to knock for me, but I would get my parents to send them away. I mean friends, what were they? If I 
couldn't relate or understand the family unit anymore how could I have friends?

"It's like when a caged animal is set out in the wild, it doesn't know the wild anymore, it only knows its cage," Ahmed 
said. "When I was sitting in my mum's front room when I first came home and the family chatted to me I found I'd 
forgotten how to have a conversation. Towards the end of my time in Gitmo I didn't think that I would ever come out 
and you just forget. I felt claustrophobic. Even sitting having a meal with my family I wanted to be by myself all the 
time." Iqbal recalls how long it took him to start playing football again.

"When I got back I was so scared of how people would react it took me three months to get up the courage to play," 
he said. "But when I did everyone shook my hand and it felt as though I was back to normal - although I don't feel 
normal."

With increasing global pressure on the US to close Guantanamo, Road to Guantanamo may go some way to 
challenging the suspicions which have stalked the three.

In interviews at Berlin, Winterbottom underlined the fact that MI5 has produced no evidence to support assertions 
that the three were al-Qaeda operatives who joined a last-ditch firefight with the Taliban in a network of caves in 
2001.

The three insist they went to Pakistan for Iqbal's wedding celebrations and, on the dates they were accused of being 
with bin Laden, that they were all in Tipton and Rasul was working in a local shop.

"Things were chaotic in Lahore at the time we got there," said Ahmed. "We didn't speak the language and weren't 
sure what was going on. But we wanted to see Afghanistan. We planned to go for a week and see what was 
happening for ourselves.

"We've never been more shocked in our lives than when we found ourselves a few days later in Kunduz with bombs 
dropping all round us. That's the most frightening memory of all. When we were grabbed by the Americans we 
thought we were saved."

They also insist they were not radicalised in this country. "We've never been to those North London mosques, or any 
meetings. And there's nothing happening here in Tipton. Look at it - you can see for yourself.
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"But when we did come back to our own community they didn't want us. They were frightened. The Muslim 
community feel we have given them a bad name; they don't care whether we are guilty or innocent as long as they 
are not associated to us. They are frightened that people will say they support terrorists."

Solicitors for the three are attempting to sue the US government, though on February 6 the case was dismissed by 
the Washington courts because of sovereign immunity which protects the US Government'.

"We'll take it to a higher court of appeal, and we'll take it through the British courts because at least there's a justice 
system," said human rights lawyer Clive Stafford Smith. "We'll ask for a lot of money, pick a figure - $20 million 
(£11.5m).

"But it isn't the money, it's preventing it ever happening again. These guys were locked up in one of the worst prisons 
in the world and they will never ever get over it."

In the meantime, the three will continue their struggle to convince those around them about the debilitating, long-
term effects of Guantanamo. "We were in metal cells, and the metal would get incredibly hot in the days - over 100 
degrees, and freezing at night, Rasul concluded.

"Now all my joints are arthritic and when it gets cold, like it has been in the last few weeks, I can hardly move. I went 
to a doctor because I was in such pain and she said it was just my imagination, that it was only in my mind, because 
of what I had gone through.

"I was sitting there with this incredible back pain and she's telling me it's all in my mind. That's the last time I went to 
a doctor."

Additional reporting by Ian Herbert 

Copyright: Danae Brook 

The Road to Guantanamo, channel 4, 9pm tonight: Director Michael Winterbottom's drama won the Silver Bear for 
Direction at the 56th Berlin International Film Festival last month 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12720  SOURCE: The Independent

March 10, 2006

New Lancet Letter Condemns Force Feeding At GuantanamoInjunction

Amnesty International UK

Human rights group says US authorities must act on medical experts call for independent 
examinations

Amnesty International today (10 March) called for action from the US 
authorities in response to an open letter from leading medical experts 
that condemns force-feeding of prisoners at the US detention centre in 
Guantánamo Bay, Cuba.

The letter, published today in The Lancet medical journal, is signed by 
more than 250 distinguished medical experts from the UK, the USA,Ireland, Germany, the Netherlands, Italy and 
Australia. Co-authors include Dr Oliver Sacks (author and neurologist), Dr Holly G Atkinson (President of Physicians 
for Human Rights) and Dr John Kalk (who supported hunger strikers? human rights in apartheid-era South Africa). A 
number of the experts are American medics, including from Harvard and Yale.

Amnesty International UK Director Kate Allen said:
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This letter must be acted on. Reports of cruel force-feeding methods at  Guantánamo Bay are deeply troubling and 
only underline the need for  independent medical examinations of the prisoners.

Rather than trying to break the hunger strike by forcibly feeding the  detainees, the US should respect their human 
rights by putting an end to arbitrary detention and ensuring access to justice.

Meanwhile, the camp, which has already become a byword for abuse and an indictment of the US government's failure 
to uphold human rights, should be closed immediately.'

Dr David Nicholl, a consultant neurologist at the City Hospital in Birmingham, coordinated The Lancet letter. He said: 

'This letter really shows the strength of feeling amongst the world?s 
leading medical experts - they are saying with one voice that 
force-feeding of hunger strikers by medical staff at Guantánamo is 
unequivocally wrong.'

Another co-signatory to the letter, Dr William Hopkins, a psychiatrist at 
the Medical Foundation for the Care of Victims of Torture, said:

'Doctors force-feeding prisoners at Guantánamo are acting as an arm of the military and have abrogated their 
medical-ethical duties. The American Medical Association should launch disciplinary proceedings against any of its 
members known to have participated in violating prisoners' rights in this way.'

The letter states that international medical-ethics standards forbid 
force-feeding of hunger strikers who make an informed decision to mount a hunger strike. The letter also attacks the 
use of 'restraint chairs' to 
immobilise prisoners before forcibly inserting feeding pipes into 
detainees nasal passages. The letter calls on the US government to 
- ensure that detainees are assessed by independent physicians and that 
- force-feeding and restraint chairs are abandoned forthwith in accordance with internationally agreed standards.

Because of the secretive nature of the military prison, it is not clear how many detainees have been involved in 
hunger strikes. Reports have previously indicated that over 100 detainees had joined the protest but it is thought that 
many have since ended their actions because of coercive methods employed by US guards and doctors to ?break? the 
strike. Of the five reportedly continuing their hunger strike, one is Shaker Aamer, a  Saudi national who is married to 
a British woman and is a long term resident of the UK. 

Approximately 500 prisoners of some 35 nationalities are being held at the prison camp and most have not been 
charged with an offence. Though some prisoners have now been held for over four years, no-one has yet received a 
proper trial. 

Though there are no UK nationals currently held at Guantánamo there are believed to be eight long-term residents of 
the UK imprisoned, many of  these with relatives also in the UK. These include people recognised as refugees by the 
UK authorities.

Note to editors:

Amnesty International has campaigned for over four years for Guantánamo prisoners? human rights. It is calling for 
an end to all cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment at the camp and for prisoners to be released or charged with a 
recognisably criminal offence in proceedings that meet international fair trial standards and exclude the death penalty. 

The organisation notes that by holding prisoners without charge or trial 
at Guantánamo the US authorities have effectively created a situation 
where a hunger strike is one of the few available means for detainees to protest against human rights violations or 
other injustices. Amnesty International opposes forcible feeding of hunger strikers where it constitutes cruel, inhuman 
or degrading treatment.

To arrange an interview with Dr David Nicholl or Amnesty International UK:

Neil Durkin, Amnesty International UK media unit, 020 7033 1547, 07721 
398984 (outside office hours), 
http://www.amnesty.org.uk/torture/guantanamo/

Other media information:
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Barbara Ayotte, Physicians for Human Rights, 001 617 301 4210, 
bayotte@phrusa.org

Andrew Hogg, Medical Foundation for the Care of Victims of Torture, 020 
7697 7792, 07793 671518, ahogg@torturecare.org.uk

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12768

 

Doctors Attack US Over Guantanamo Force Feeding

By Nigel Morris 

The United States authorities are facing demands by doctors from around the world to abandon the barbaric method 
of force-feeding hunger strikers at Guantanamo Bay. 

More than 250 medical experts are launching a protest today against the practice - which involves strapping inmates 
to "restraint chairs" and pushing tubes into the stomach through the nose. They say it breaches the right of prisoners 
to refuse treatment.

The United Nations has demanded the immediate closure of the US detention camp in Cuba after concluding that 
treatment such as force-feeding and prolonged solitary confinement could amount to torture.

Doctors from seven countries, including the best-selling author Oliver Sacks, call for disciplinary action against their 
US counterparts who force-feed detainees. About 80 prisoners are understood to be refusing food, including a UK 
resident, Shaker Aamer, a Saudi national who is married to a British woman and has four children.

Since August they have been routinely force-fed, an excruciatingly painful practice that causes bleeding and nausea. 
The doctors say: "Fundamental to doctors' responsibilities in attending a hunger striker is the recognition that 
prisoners have a right to refuse treatment.

"The UK Government has respected this right even under very difficult circumstances and allowed Irish hunger strikers 
to die. Physicians do not have to agree with the prisoner, but they must respect their informed decision." The World 
Medical Association has prohibited force-feeding and the American Medical Association backed the WMA's declaration.
The doctors' open letter, which is published today in The Lancet, has been organised by David Nicholl, a consultant 
neurologist at the City Hospital in Birmingham, who has the backing of doctors from Europe, the US and Australia.

He has campaigned for more than a year over the detainees' plight, running the London marathon last year in a 
Guantanamo-style orange jump suit and chains, and has urged Tony Blair to protest to the White House about the 
camp's conditions. He said: "This letter shows the strength of feeling amongst the world's leading medical experts. 
They are saying that force-feeding of hunger strikers by medical staff at Guantanamo is unequivocally wrong."

Kate Allen, the UK director of Amnesty International, said: "Reports of cruel force-feeding methods at Guantanamo 
are deeply troubling and only underline the need for independent medical examinations of the prisoners.

"The US should respect their human rights by putting an end to arbitrary detention and ensuring access to justice."

Andrew Mackinlay, a Labour member of the Commons Foreign Affairs Select Committee, said: "I hope the US 
authorities pay heed... Britain has direct experience of it from force-feeding suffragettes at the beginning of the last 
century and abandoned it."

Dr David Nicholl, a UK neurologist who initiated the Lancet letter, told the Reuters news agency the allegations of 
force-feeding represented "a challenge" to the American Medical Association, which is a signatory to the World Medical 
Association's code of conduct. 

"Are they going to obey those declarations [forbidding force-feeding], or are... [they] literally not worth the paper 
they are written on?" he asked. 

About 550 prisoners of some 35 nationalities are being held, some for more than four years. Only 10 have been 
formally charged with a crime and none has been brought to trial. 

33

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12768
mailto:ahogg@torturecare.org.uk
mailto:bayotte@phrusa.org


http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12753  SOURCE: The Independent

  

British Trio’s Nightmare in the Guantanamo Abomination

IAN BELL 
 
The Road to Guantanamo, Channel 4, 9.00pm

Our prime minister has a strange relationship with language. He is on record, for example, describing the American 
incarceration facility at Guantanamo Bay in Cuba as "an anomaly". Why anomalous?

Because the prison was designed to evade the democratic legal system the United States government has sworn to 
protect? Because it encourages torture in a manner that would be utterly illegal in the US? Or simply because its very 
existence sits ill with the advice attributed to Mr Blair's God?

One thing's for sure: as a weapon in the war on terror, Guantanamo is not, as the jargon would have it, fit for 
purpose. The point was made succinctly near the end of Michael Winterbottom's film. Some 750 people have been 
imprisoned in the camp. It is believed that 500 are still there. 

But only 10 have ever been charged with anything, and none – even George W Bush can count to none – has been 
found guilty of a crime. The majority, it appears, were guilty of being Muslim in the wrong place at the wrong time, 
notably in Afghanistan, where the American habit of paying bounties to local proxies guaranteed a steady stream of 
suspects. In 2001, this was bad news for Asif Iqbal, Ruhel Ahmed and Shafiq Rasul.

They had travelled to Pakistan for Asif's arranged wedding. With time on their hands, so their story goes, they thought 
it would be a good idea to cross the border into Afghanistan to help the local people as best they could. That counts as 
naive, not to say stupid. To their subsequent interrogators, indeed, it counted as unbelievable.

Who, other than would-be fighters, went to Taliban-controlled Afghanistan just as the Americans were preparing to 
bomb? What sort of aid work were they contemplating, precisely? And why didn't they get the hell out when the perils 
became obvious?

The film gave a careful explanation for the misadventures that pitched the trio into a nightmare. Besides, even those 
who continue to doubt the original intentions of the young men – the Americans, conspicuously – cannot easily get 
around the fact that there is no evidence whatever of wrong-doing.

How do you attend one of Osama bin Laden's rallies while working in your local Curry's? How do you embark on jihad 
when you are in the midst of police-supervised community service for petty crime? Neither of those inconvenient yet 
easily proven facts saved the so-called Tipton Three from two years' imprisonment.

As drama, the film's flaws were inadvertent. After all, anyone who has been paying attention to the news over the 
past couple of years knows what became of Asif, Ruhel and Shafiq: suspense was not available to Winterbottom and 
his co-director, Mat Whitecross. Equally, by basing the narrative on the trio's own accounts, the film-makers denied 
themselves background that might, to some, seem relevant.

What did these young men think about 9/11? What did they think about the Taliban? They regarded themselves as 
good Muslims. What was the significance of faith, as they understood it, before and after their ordeals? None of this 
was as important as their innocence, of course, nor does it let the British government off the hook. Were these boys 
really interrogated, in Cuba, by MI5? The claim is denied. But why were British citizens, even if proven guilty, left in a 
legal limbo under American control? Above all, why does our government continue to be complicit in the survival of 
the abomination called Guantanamo? If the film changed a few hitherto gullible minds, it did its job.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12750  SOURCE: The Herald

March 11, 2006

U.S. Defends Guantanamo Force-Feeding
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By Will Dunham

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - The Pentagon will not stop force-feeding Guantanamo detainee hunger strikers despite 
criticism from some doctors that has mounted even as the number of strikers has fallen, officials said on Friday.

A group of 263 doctors from seven countries called on the United States to end the force-feeding and use of restraint 
chairs for detainees fed through nasal tubes into their stomachs at the U.S. naval base at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Their letter, in the British medical journal The Lancet, also questioned how seriously the U.S. medical profession takes 
allegations of torture by its own members.

"The policy of the department is unchanged, and it is to support the preservation of life by appropriate clinical means 
and to do that in a humane manner," said Bryan Whitman, a senior Pentagon spokesman.

The Pentagon said there were six detainees currently on a hunger strike, including three being tube-fed. It said the 
number of hunger strikers peaked at about 130 in September and was as high as 84 in late December, but fell to 
about a half dozen in January.

Detainees launched the strike in August to protest conditions and lack of legal rights at Guantanamo, according to 
their lawyers.

"I think it's fair to say that these are difficult issues -- they are difficult moral, ethical, legal issues," Whitman said. 
"And one would not expect that everyone would come to a consensus on this."

The Lancet letter's authors called it a challenge to the American Medical Association.

AMA Chairman Dr. Duane Cady said his group, the largest professional organisation of physicians in the United States, 
has told the military of its opposition to force-feeding hunger strikers, but noted "we are not a regulatory or licensing 
agency."

'A HASSLE'

Gen. Bantz Craddock has said Guantanamo officials in recent months began strapping some detainees into "restraint 
chairs" during force-feeding and isolating them after determining some had been purposely vomiting the liquid they 
had been fed.

Craddock, who as head of U.S. Southern Command oversees the Guantanamo prison, said some detainees 
subsequently decided that taking part in the strike had become "too much of a hassle."

About 490 foreign terrorism suspects are being held at Guantanamo, many for four years and only 10 charged with a 
crime.

Detainees' lawyers previously accused the military of violently shoving tubes through the men's noses and into their 
stomachs without anaesthesia or sedatives as part of the feeding process and then hurling religious taunts at them 
when they vomited blood. The military has denied allegations of deliberately inflicting suffering in the feeding process.

Rights activists have said the military's force-feeding methods may have succeeded in breaking the hunger strike.

"The allegations are of quite startling brutality in the implementation of force-feeding," said Leonard Rubenstein, 
executive director of Massachusetts-based Physicians for Human Rights. "Yet there's been no independent medical 
evaluation, and there absolutely needs to be one."

In the Lancet letter, doctors from Britain, the United States, Ireland, Germany, Australia, Italy and the Netherlands 
said the World Medical Association specifically prohibits force-feeding in declarations to which the AMA is a signatory.

In a written response to questions, the Pentagon said, "Professional organisation declarations by doctors, lawyers, 
dentists, etc. are not international treaties, therefore are nonbinding and not applicable to sovereign nation-states."

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12773  SOURCE: Reuters

35

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12773


Third Montrealer on Detainee List at Guantanamo

TU THANH HA 

MONTREAL -- A third former Montreal resident has turned up among the hundreds of detainees at the U.S. naval base 
in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Until now, Djamel Ameziane's connection with Canada and details of the accusations against him had not been made 
public.

The United States alleges that he left Montreal for Kabul in 2000, ended up in a guesthouse with Taliban fighters and, 
after the U.S. attacked Afghanistan in late 2001, travelled with them to Tora Bora, the border area where al-Qaeda 
leader Osama bin Laden escaped capture.

The allegations are found within the 5,000 pages of transcripts about Guantanamo inmates that the U.S. Department 
of Defence released last Friday.

The case against Mr. Ameziane, 38, is outlined in a summary prepared for the Administrative Review Board, the 
military panel evaluating whether a prisoner is still a threat.

Mr. Ameziane, who was captured four years ago, remains in detention, his lawyer, Robert Rachlin, said in an 
interview.

"There's nothing here that shows that he so much as held a firearm or did anything against the United States -- he's 
one of those guys who were at the wrong place at the wrong time. There's nothing more here than guilt by 
association."

Mr. Ameziane, an Algerian citizen, arrived in Canada in late 1995, using a fake Dutch passport. He applied for refugee 
status but was rejected.

According to U.S. authorities, he left in late 2000.

"Prior to his departure from Canada, the detainee received 1,200 to 1,500 Canadian dollars from a Tunisian man who 
had encouraged [him] to travel to Afghanistan," the summary says.

It says Mr. Ameziane followed instructions and went to a Kabul guesthouse run by an al-Qaeda member. Some of the 
other residents were Taliban fighters.

Afterward, "the detainee travelled with Taliban fighters through the Tora Bora mountains during the U.S. bombing 
campaign," the summary says. It adds that Mr. Ameziane was captured in Pakistan after trying at one point to escape 
from a bus that was "forcibly overtaken by other prisoners."

Mr. Ameziane says he is not an al-Qaeda member and was not issued a weapon, the summary notes. "The detainee 
stated he left Canada because they would not grant him asylum. He was not even thinking of jihad when he moved to 
Afghanistan."

The U.S. document does not identify Mr. Ameziane's alleged Tunisian recruiter. But in past court cases against terror 
suspects, it has been alleged that a Tunisian-born Montrealer named Raouf Hannachi recruited local Muslims to go to 
training camps in Afghanistan in the late 1990s.

Another Montrealer of Tunisian origin who is alleged to have an al-Qaeda connection is Abderraouf Jdey (his name is 
also transliterated as al-Jiddi), a fugitive who left a suicide message on videotapes recovered in Afghanistan.

Until now, two former Montrealers were known to be in Guantanamo: Algerian-born Ahcène Zemiri and Mohamedou 
Ould Slahi, a Mauritanian citizen.

The only Canadian inmate is Omar Khadr, who was 15 when he was captured following a 2002 firefight in Afghanistan. 
His lawyers are planning to argue before an international panel on Monday that the United States should suspend his 
military trial for murder because he was not given his rights as a juvenile.

The case will be heard by the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, an independent watchdog panel 
established by the Organization of American States.
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Guantanamo Film Watched By 1.6m

The movie The Road to Guantanamo was watched by 1.6m TV viewers when it was screened as part of a simultaneous 
cinema, DVD and download release. 

The film about three British Muslims held at Guantanamo Bay camp as terror suspects was shown on Channel 4 prior 
to release on the other platforms. 

The British film is the first international simultaneous release. 

In the same Thursday time slot, BBC One's Hotel Babylon was seen by 5.4m while ITV1's Footballers' Wives got 4m. 

The movie, which is now on general release in the UK, won a Silver Bear award at the Berlin Film Festival last month. 

As well as being on sale as a DVD, the film has been made available to buy or rent as a download over the internet. 

Directed by British film-maker Michael Winterbottom, The Road to Guantanamo tells the story of the Tipton Three 
from the West Midlands, who went to Pakistan to arrange a wedding. 

Airport incident 

They were picked up in Afghanistan and believed to be terrorist suspects and were eventually released from 
Guantanamo Bay in 2004 without charge. 

 
The film depicts treatment meted out at the camp 

The film, shot in Afghanistan, Pakistan and Iran, was made at a cost of £1.5m. 

Winterbottom's other film credits include 24 Hour Party People, Welcome To Sarajevo and A Cock And Bull Story. 

On returning from the Berlin Film Festival last month, the actors who play the British inmates were questioned by 
police at Luton airport under anti-terrorism legislation. 

All six people from the film's party were released quickly and not arrested, said Bedfordshire police. 

 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12777  SOURCE: BBC News

March 12, 2006

Consultant Neurologist Inundated With Requests From US Media Following 
Lancet Letter Condemning Force Feeeding

The letter, published in /The Lancet/ medical journal, was signed by 
more than 250 distinguished medical experts from the* *UK, the USA, 
Ireland, Germany, the Netherlands, Italy and Australia. Co-authors 
include Dr Oliver Sacks (author and neurologist), Dr Holly G Atkinson 
(President of Physicians for Human Rights) and Dr John Kalk (who oversaw hunger strikes in apartheid-era South 
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Africa). A number of the experts are American medics, including from Harvard and Yale.

Since the letter was published Dr David Nicholl, a consultant 
neurologist at the City Hospital in Birmingham who coordinated /The 
Lancet/ letter, has had non-stop interviews from CNN, U.S papers and 
radio stations, and has been quoted in most of the UK national papers.  
Dr Nicholl said:

“This is a call to action for the American Medical Association and the 
State medical boards. Are they going to look the other way or are they 
going to investigate these serious allegations?  After this response, 
they can’t say they don’t know about it."

Local Brighton GP, Dr Christa Beesley said: “As doctors we have an ethical duty to respect the human rights and 
dignity of our patients, whatever their circumstances or beliefs. 

Working in a multicultural town such as Brighton, I think that it is particularly important that I do not alter my 
standard of care based on a patient’s background or religion. I was therefore happy to be a signatory on the letter to 
the Lancet.”

The letter states that international medical-ethics standards forbid force-feeding of hunger strikers who make an 
informed decision to mount a hunger strike. It specifically condemns the actions of the former 
commander of the hospital at Guantánamo, Dr J S Edmondson, who 
instigated force-feedings at the prison camp.

The letter also attacks the use of “restraint chairs” to immobilise prisoners before forcibly inserting feeding pipes into 
detainees’ nasal passages. The letter calls on the US government to “ensure that detainees are assessed by 
independent physicians” and that “force-feeding and restraint chairs are abandoned forthwith in accordance with 
internationally agreed standards”.

Dr David Nicholl said: *“This letter really shows the strength of 
feeling amongst the world’s leading medical experts – they are saying 
with one voice that force-feeding of hunger strikers by medical staff at 
Guantánamo is unequivocally wrong.”

One of the hunger strikers, Omar Deghayes, a long-term UK resident who has been detained for four years at the US 
prison camp, explained why they were taking such desperate action: "We are dying a slow death in here. And you 
have to remember that we have not been charged with any crime”.*

Omar and other British residents detained in Guantánamo are the subject of a judicial review, challenging the British 
Government’s lack of 
action on their behalf. The challenge is led by lawyer Gareth Peirce and 
is to be held on the 22^nd March, 10.30am, at the Royal Courts of 
Justice (Strand, London).

Jackie Chase from the Save Omar campaign said: *“I commend these doctors for taking a stand and distancing 
themselves from this disgrace to their profession. The force-feeding at Guantánamo amounts to torture and is yet 
another humiliation and abuse of detainees. Guantánamo Bay 
needs to be shut down and the British Government need to exert their 
influence to make it happen.”

For more information please contact 

DR DAVID NICHOLL: 07831 877 622, david.nicholl@blueyonder.co.uk 
or JACKIE CHASE: 07796 478 421, Jackie.Chase@virgin.net 

http://www.save-omar.org.uk/ for further details and resources

FURTHER DETAILS

The World Medical Association specifically prohibits force-feeding in 
the Declarations of Tokyo and Malta, to which the American Medical 
Association is a signatory. Physicians attending hunger strikers have a 
responsibility to respect prisoners’ informed decision, even if they 
disagree.

Approximately 500 prisoners of some 35 nationalities are being held at 
the prison camp and most have not been charged with an offence. 

Though some prisoners have now been held for over four years, not one has yet received a fair trial by international 
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standards.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12798

The Shame of Torture: National Council of Churches Calls on US to Shut 
Down Guantanamo

Who Would Jesus Torture? Forty-five million American Christians condemn the U.S. torture camp at 
Guantanamo. Is anybody listening to them?
Here is the text of a letter from the National Council of Churches to Secretary of State Condoleezza 
"Torture" Rice.
 

In its letter to Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, the National Council Of Churches emphatically supports the United 
Nations report of February 15,2006, which recommends that, "the United States Government should either 
expeditiously bring all Guantanamo Bay detainees to trial, in compliance with articles 9(3) and 14 of ICCPR, or release 
them without further delay." The letter also renews a request to allow an interfaith delegation to go to Guantanamo to 
monitor the physical, mental, and spiritual condition of the detainees. 
The complete text of this letter follows:

Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice 
U.S. Department of State 
2201 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20520 
Dear Secretary Rice, 

I urge you to give serious personal attention to the report "Situation of Detainees at Guantanamo Bay" that was 
issued on February 15 by the Commission on Human Rights of the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations. 

We emphatically support the recommendation that, "the United States Government should either expeditiously bring 
all Guantanamo Bay detainees to trial, in compliance with articles 9(3) and 14 of ICCPR, or release them without 
further delay". 

We also support the recommendation that, "the United States Government should close the Guantanamo Bay 
detention facility without further delay." 

And, as the report continues, "Until the closure, and possible transfer of detainees to pre-trial detention facilities on 
United States territory, the Government should refrain from any practice amounting to torture or cruel, inhuman or 
degrading treatment or punishment, discrimination on the basis of religion, and violations of the rights to health and 
freedom of religion." 

These recommendations are consistent with a February 23, 2004 resolution of the Executive Board of the National 
Council of Churches of Christ in the USA, which states, "Our concern is based on the fundamental Christian belief in 
the dignity of the human person created in the image of God, and on the rights accorded all persons by virtue of their 
humanity" ...and the belief "that indefinite detention of persons without due process is a violation of their dignity and 
worth as children of God." 

We are deeply disturbed that a group with great international stature has concluded after careful study that, "The 
interrogation techniques authorized by the Department of Defense, particularly if used simultaneously, amount to 
degrading treatment in violation of article 7 of ICCPR and article 16 of the Convention Against Torture" and that "force 
feeding of detainees on hunger strike must be assessed a mounting to torture as defined in article 1 of the Convention 
Against Torture." 

The response by Ambassador Edward Moley that seeks to discredit their findings on the basis that the Special 
Rapporteurs rejected the invitation to personally observe conditions at Guantanamo ignores well established 
international practice that an investigation cannot be conducted without private access to detainees. 

In 2003 and 2004 the National Council of Churches requested and was denied an opportunity to send a small 
interfaith delegation to Guantanamo to monitor the physical, mental and spiritual condition of the detainees. 
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Today we renew that request, not only for the benefit of the detainees but for the benefit of the reputation of our 
country in an increasingly skeptical world. Unless our government quickly allows independent credible access to the 
detainees, the charges made in the UN report will only take on greater weight. 

Finally, we believe it is time for serious reconsideration of the retention of U.S. presence on the territory of Cuba. The 
history of the lease that was imposed on the Cubans in 1903, and the lack of any strategic national interest in 
maintaining an American presence on Cuban territory, contributes to negative views in which our country is held in 
this hemisphere and worldwide. 

Sincerely, 

Robert W. Edgar 
General Secretary

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12794 SOURCE: Progress.org

Apathy on Hicks 'Unbelievable'

By Ian Munro

AMERICANS would not tolerate a fellow citizen being treated in the way the US has dealt with Australian Guantanamo 
Bay detainee, David Hicks, his military lawyer, Major Michael Mori, said yesterday.

Major Mori said he believed Australia was the only country to have accepted US military commissions as a means of 
putting its citizens on trial.

"I just don't understand why the Australian Government just won't move on this. Hicks has done four years at 
Guantanamo … We know he didn't violate any Australian law," Major Mori said from the US.

"From an American perspective, we would not tolerate it for an American citizen. I just can't believe it's not rubbing 
people in Australia the wrong way."

Hicks' Australian lawyer, Adelaide-based David McLeod, said the Federal Government had refused again this week to 
intervene on his client's behalf despite widespread condemnation of the military commissions set up to try detainees.

The British Government is appealing against a British High Court decision to grant Hicks British citizenship. The 
hearing is set for next Friday.

Nine British citizens have been released from Guantanamo Bay at the request of the British Government. Hicks has 
tried to secure his release by seeking British citizenship; his mother was born there.

Major Mori said Hicks' treatment was extraordinary when compared with the case of an aide to Osama bin Laden, 
Abdallah Tabarak, who was released from Guantanamo Bay in August 2004. Tabarak is said to have sacrificed himself 
for capture by operating bin Laden's satellite phone as he headed towards Pakistan from the Tora Bora region of 
Afghanistan, while the al-Qaeda leader fled in the opposite direction.

It was revealed recently that a former Taliban spokesman, Rahmatullah Hashemi, who also spent time with bin Laden, 
has enrolled in a course on terrorism at Yale University in the US.

Major Mori said that even after considering the allegations against Hicks, those being released were far more culpable. 
"They (the US) are not pursuing enemy combatants. Unless you were in the first group of 700 captured (and taken to 
Guantanamo), you are not even considered for (trial by military commission)," Major Mori said.

Hicks' case faces further delay while the US Supreme Court considers the legality of the military commissions created 
to try Guantanamo Bay detainees.

Lawyers acting for one detainee, Salim Ahmed Hamdan, will argue that the commissions are illegal. Hamdan, from 
Yemen, was allegedly bin Laden's bodyguard and driver during the period he plotted the September 11, 2001 attacks.
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The Supreme Court is due to hear Hamdan's challenge to the military commissions on March 28, before a decision is 
expected in Britain on Hicks' claim for British citizenship.

Mr McLeod said Hicks' position was hopeless if his case went before a military commission, these having been set up 
only to produce convictions.

A spokesman for Foreign Minister Alexander Downer said Hicks should go before a military tribunal.

THE CASE AGAINST DAVID HICKS

Charged with conspiracy; attempted murder by an unprivileged belligerent; aiding the enemy.■

In May 1999 goes to Albania, joins Kosovo Liberation Army, completes basic training before returning to Australia.■

In November 1999 goes to Pakistan after converting to Islam. Joins terrorist group LET, which is seeking control of■  
Indian Kashmir.

In January 2001, carrying a letter of introduction from LET, Hicks travels to Afghanistan to attend al-Qaeda training■  
camps.

In 2001, Hicks, advised by Osama bin Laden, begins translating training materials and discusses with al-Qaeda■  
commander the travel habits of Australians.

After viewing footage of the September 11, 2001, attacks Hicks returns to Afghanistan, where he is assigned to■  
guarding a Taliban tank. Later engages in combat.

Hicks captured in December 2001.■

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12799  SOURCE: The Age

Britain and US in Talks Over Closing Guantanamo Bay

By Severin Carrell 

The US has asked the British government for advice in preparation for closing down the notorious prison camp at 
Guantanamo Bay by sending hundreds of alleged al-Qa'ida fighters back to their home countries, The Independent on 
Sunday can reveal. 

The US has asked the British government for advice in preparation for closing down the notorious prison camp at 
Guantanamo Bay by sending hundreds of alleged al-Qa'ida fighters back to their home countries, The Independent on 
Sunday can reveal. 

Senior Bush administration figures have asked British officials for advice on how to hand alleged terrorists over to 
regimes with a reputation for torture and extra-judicial killings, such as Saudi Arabia, Algeria and Pakistan.

President Bush is under intense and growing international pressure to close down the notorious camp in Cuba, where 
more than 500 alleged Islamist terrorists and Taliban fighters are being held without trial.

Legal sources in the US have confirmed that senior Bush officials want to send most of these men, including senior 
aides to Osama bin Laden and at least five British residents, to be imprisoned in their home countries - a process that 
could start within weeks.

Last week, US Attorney General Alberto Gonzales asked British ministers about the Government's controversial 
attempts to deport terror suspects living in the UK back to their home countries in North Africa and the Middle East.

So far the Government has signed three deals with Lebanon, Jordan and Libya in which they undertake not to abuse 
terror suspects sent back from Britain.
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The Government was forced to release more than a dozen alleged al-Qa'ida figures from high-security prisons last 
year after the House of Lords ruled ministers had breached the Human Rights Act by detaining the men without trial. 
The US is not bound by similar legislation, but it feels stung by the intense global criticism of its conduct at 
Guantanamo Bay. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12795  SOURCE: The Independent
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