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Bahraini Hunger Strikers Force Fed, In Restraint Chairs

By REBECCA TORR

MANAMA

HUNGER strikers at Guantanamo Bay, including Bahraini detainee Essa Al Murbati, have allegedly been strapped to 
their chairs and force-fed by the US military.The group, who claim to have been on hunger strike since June 2005, 
were allegedly moved to a camp where they are held in isolated cold rooms, said Al Murbati's attorney Joshua 
Colangelo-Bryan.

He said at the camp, the military had strapped the hunger strikers to their chairs and deliberately fed them too much 
food through feeding tubes inserted into their noses.

The force-feeding method had caused them extreme pain and in some cases diarrhoea. 

"Because the strikers remained strapped to their chairs after the feedings, some went to the bathroom on 
themselves," said Mr Colangelo-Bryan.

"This process was repeated multiple times each day. 

"The military told the hunger strikers that unless the strike was broken, this treatment would continue. 

"Eventually, many of them broke their strike."

Mr Colangelo-Bryan said the military had admitted strapping detainees to chairs and forcibly feeding them. 

He said the manufacturer of the chairs, Iowa-based Emergency Restraint Chair, had confirmed they had shipped 25 of 
them to Guantanamo last December and this January.

"The military did not take these actions to protect the lives of the hunger strikers," said Mr Colangelo-Bryan.

"After all, the strikers, including Essa, had been receiving food through tube feeding and were not about to die. 

"Instead, the military took these actions because it decided that the hunger strike should end through any means."

Meanwhile, according to a report by CBS News, the allegations were also supported by Kuwaiti detainee Fawzi Al Odah 
during an interview with his lawyer Tom Wilner last week.

The report stated that according to interview notes taken by Mr Wilner the US military had taken aggressive new 
steps to end a hunger strike, from force-feeding detainees in a restraining chair to confiscating their blankets.

It also revealed from the notes that the military announced the harsher measures in late December and warned 
detainees on January 9 that hunger strikers would be strapped tightly to a restraint chair and force-fed with a thicker 
tube than had been used earlier. 

According to the CBS News report Mr Al Odah also told his lawyer that detainees would no longer receive throat 
lozenges to ease the pain of the feeding tubes and that they would have their shoes, blankets and towels taken from 
them and confined to a room that was deliberately kept colder than normal if they refused food.

However, the report quoted US Department of Defence spokesman Bryan Whitman as saying the feeding was 
administered by medical professionals in "a humane and compassionate manner" and only when necessary. 
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Detention centre spokesman Lieutenant Colonel Jeremy Martin also confirmed that there were four detainees still on 
strike, including three being force-fed and that they were treated humanely and were in a stable condition.

Names of detainees still on hunger strike were not revealed in the report.
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12164  SOURCE: Gulf Daily News

U.N. Report Alleges 'Torture' at Guantanamo

By Maggie Farley 
Los Angeles Times  

 
 
NEW YORK - A draft U.N. report on the detainees at Guantanamo Bay concludes that the U.S. treatment of them 
violates their right to physical and mental health, and, in some cases, constitutes torture. 

It also urges the United States to close the military prison in Cuba and bring the captives to trial on U.S. territory, 
charging that Washington's justification for the continued detention is a distortion of international law. 

The report, compiled by five special envoys to the United Nations who interviewed U.S. officials, former prisoners, and 
detainees' lawyers and families, is the product of a year-and-a-half investigation ordered by the U.N. Commission on 
Human Rights. The team did not have access to prisoners at Guantanamo Bay. 

Its findings - notably, a conclusion that the violent force-feeding of hunger strikers, incidents of excessive violence 
used in transporting prisoners and combinations of interrogation techniques ''must be assessed as amounting to 
torture'' - are likely to stoke criticism of the detention facility. 

More than 500 people captured abroad since 2002 as ''enemy combatants'' are detained at Guantanamo. 

''We very, very carefully considered all of the arguments posed by the U.S. government,'' said Manfred Nowak, the 
U.N. Special Rapporteur on Torture, one of the envoys. ''There are no conclusions that are easily drawn. But we 
concluded that the situation in several areas violates international law and conventions on human rights and torture.'' 

The draft report, reviewed by the Los Angeles Times, has not been officially released; comments and clarifications 
from the U.S. government are being incorporated. 

In November, the Bush administration offered the U.N. team the same tour of the detention facility given to 
journalists and members of Congress, but it refused to allow the envoys access to prisoners. Because of that, the U.N. 
group declined the visit. 

The International Red Cross is the only party allowed by the U.S. government to have access to prisoners and monitor 
their physical and mental health, but the organization is forbidden from making its findings public. 

Nowak said he did not expect major changes to the report's conclusions and recommendations as a result of the U.S. 
government's response. 

Navy Lt. Cmdr. J.D. Gordon, a spokesman at the Pentagon, said the Defense Department would not comment on U.N. 
matters. 

The report is not legally binding, but human-rights and legal advocates said they hoped it would add weight to similar 
findings by rights-monitoring groups and the European Parliament. 

''I think the effect of this will be to revive concern about the government's mistreatment of detainees, and to get 
people to take another look at the legal basis,'' said Kenneth Roth, executive director of Human Rights Watch. 

The report focuses on the U.S. government's legal basis for detention of prisoners as described in a formal response 
to the U.N. inquiry: ''The law of war allows the United States - and any other country engaged in combat - to hold 
enemy combatants without charges or access to counsel for the duration of hostilities. Detention is not an act of 
punishment, but of security and military necessity. It serves the purpose of preventing combatants from continuing to 
take up arms against the United States,'' it said. 

But the U.N. team concluded that there had been insufficient due process to determine whether the more than 750 
people detained at Guantanamo Bay since January 2002 were ''enemy combatants,'' and determined that the primary 
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purpose of their confinement was for interrogation, not to prevent them from taking up arms. It also rejected the 
premise that ''the war on terrorism'' constituted an armed conflict for the purposes of international humanitarian law. 
    
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12155  SOURCE: Salt Lake Tribune

 

UN Inquiry Demands Immediate Closure of Guantanamo

By Con Coughlin, Defence and Security Editor in New York

A United Nations inquiry has called for the immediate closure of America's Guantanamo Bay detention centre and the 
prosecution of officers and politicians "up to the highest level" who are accused of torturing detainees.

The UN Human Rights Commission report, due to be published this week, concludes that Washington should put the 
520 detainees on trial or release them.

   
The Red Cross monitors the centre at Guantanamo monthly 
It calls for the United States to halt all "practices amounting to torture", including the force-feeding of inmates who go 
on hunger strike.

The report wants the Bush administration to ensure that all allegations of torture are investigated by US criminal 
courts, and that "all perpetrators up to the highest level of military and political command are brought to justice".

It does not specify who it means by "political command" but logically this would include President George W Bush.

The demands are contained in the final report of the commission's working group on arbitrary detention, which will be 
presented at its Geneva headquarters in the next few days. A copy of the report has been obtained exclusively by The 
Daily Telegraph.

The report is bound to intensify the already strained relations between the US and the UN over the Iraq war.

Washington officials yesterday denounced it as "a hatchet job" when informed of the contents by this newspaper.

"This shows precisely what is wrong with the United Nations today," said a senior official. "These people are supposed 
to be undertaking a serious investigation of the facts relating to Guantanamo.

"Instead, they deliver a report with a bunch of old allegations from lawyers representing released detainees that are 
so generalised that you cannot even tell what they are talking about.

"When the UN produces an unprofessional hatchet job like this it discredits the whole organisation."

The Bush administration has repeatedly called for the UN's wholesale reform, and the report is likely to lead to 
demands from Congress for a freeze on Washington's annual donations.

The authors question the right of America to classify the detainees as "enemy combatants" and argue that the "war on 
terror" is no justification for holding them indefinitely without charge.

The report is also deeply critical of the US over recent disclosures that some of the detainees have been subjected to 
force-feeding when they have gone on hunger strike.

The authors argue that force-feeding is akin to torture, and demands that "the authorities in Guantanamo Bay do not 
force-feed any detainee who is capable of forming a rational judgment and is aware of the consequences of refusing 
food."

But US officials refuted the suggestion that force-feeding is torture, arguing that they had a duty under international 
law to protect the lives of the detainees.
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"We have a duty to prevent people killing themselves," said an official, "and we are proud of the fact that none of the 
detainees held at Guantanamo Bay has died since it opened."

The Guantanamo Bay detention centre was adapted to hold hundreds of al-Qa'eda fighters captured during the 2001 
war in Afghanistan to overthrow the Taliban.

More than 750 detainees have been processed by the facility during the past four years.

After interrogation by US intelligence officers, some have been released and others returned to their country of origin.

Because the al-Qa'eda fighters do not wear uniforms and have no allegiance to any government they are not covered 
by the Geneva Conventions.

And while there is insufficient evidence to charge most of the 520 detainees with war crimes, the US insists on the 
right to detain them to prevent them returning to the battlefield to carry out further attacks against the coalition.

There have already been at least 12 instances where released Guantanamo detainees have resumed attacks against 
the coalition.

US officials are also prepared to return detainees to their home countries, assuming those countries are prepared to 
receive them and that they will not be subjected to torture on their return.

While American officials are prepared to concede that there are conflicting interpretations over how the laws 
governing international conflict should be applied, they are furious at the way the investigation was conducted, 
especially the evidence that the four "special rapporteurs" who compiled the report have used to reach their 
conclusions.

Although Washington invited the group to visit Guantanamo at the end of last year to inspect the facility, the 
rapporteurs rejected the invitation after American officials made it clear that they would not be allowed to meet the 
detainees.

"They [the rapporteurs] were offered the same access as congressmen responsible for overseeing the facility, but they 
declined to take up the offer," said a government official. "And then they complain that they had no access to doctors 
or guards - all of which they were offered."

The Bush administration also challenges whether it is the responsibility of a body such as the UN Human Rights 
Commission to investigate Guantanamo.

The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC), the internationally recognised body responsible for monitoring 
detention facilities, visits Guantanamo on a monthly basis.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12154  SOURCE: The Telegraph

February 14, 2006

Local Sheriff Says Chair He Designed UsedTo Torture U.S. Prisoners

Sheriff Says He Never Intended His Invention Be Used This Way

DENISON, Iowa -- An Iowa sheriff said he is concerned over how the U.S. military is using restraint chairs he invented 
and manufactures out of Denison.

The New York Times reported that the chairs are being used to force-feed prisoners of the United States who are on 
hunger strikes. Crawford County Sheriff Tom Hogan said he invented the device in his garage in a quiet Denison 
neighborhood. According to the New York Times report, Hogan’s restraint chair is being used in Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. The report says that "lawyers who have visited clients in recent weeks criticized ... the use of the restraint chair 
... as abusive."
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"They would strap people to a chair, strap them all up, put a mask, basically, on them. I'm told, hold their head back 
and force tubes in and take them out again after each feeding," said an attorney for the detainees, Tom Wilner.

That's the last thing Hogan had in mind when he invented the chair 12 years ago, he told KETV NewsWatch 7. 
 

"I pray that our chair is not used for torture, or toturous means. I really hope that," Hogan said.

In fact, with its padded seat and back rest, Hogan designed the chair with inmates' comfort in mind.

"The reason we want them comfortable is because a lot of people who are violent or acting out are not doing it 
because of something they've done. They have a medical problem, they need to get medical help, but they need to be 
restrained while that happens," Hogan said.

The chief military spokesman at Guantanamo Bay told CNN that a restraining system is used to feed hunger-strikers. 
But he denies any allegation of inhumane treatment.

The White House has weighed in, as well, saying torture is not engaged in or condoned by the U.S.

Hogan has sold 2,000 restraint chairs to sheriff's departments, hospitals and mental health institutions nationwide and 
abroad. His first request came from the U.S. military a year ago. The first shipment went to Guantanamo Bay in 
December.

"I hope it's used by good men and women in the military to carry out legal and moral orders. If it's used for that 
purpose, I'm proud they're using our chair for that. If it's used for toturous means, I would certainly be ashamed of 
that," Hogan said.

Hogan said he would like to know exactly how his chair is being used. Meanwhile, he'll have to decide whether to 
continue shipping his product to Guantanamo. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12193  SOURCE: TheDenverChannel.com

 

US Dismisses UN Guantanamo Report as Hearsay  

By David Gollust 
State Department
  

 
The Bush administration said Monday a draft United Nations report critical of U.S. policies at the Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba, detention center for terrorism suspects is based on hearsay and assertion. The report prepared for the U.N. 
Human Rights Commission alleges practices amounting to torture at the facility and recommends that it be closed.

The State Department says special rapporteurs of the U.N. Human Rights Commission have done commendable work 
around the world in exposing rights abuses.

But it says that is not the case in the Guantanamo report, which it says is based on hearsay testimony from former 
prisoners and their lawyers, while the authors passed up an invitation to visit the site and get first-hand information.

The comments followed the release to media outlets of the draft report on Guantanamo, which is due for formal 
publication at the U.N. commission's next session beginning March 13 in Geneva.

Among other things, the five experts who wrote the report accuse the staff at the detention site of committing acts 
amounting to torture, including force-feeding of detainees and subjecting them to prolonged solitary confinement.

The draft further accuses the United States of violating detainees' rights to fair trial and freedom of religion, and 
questioning the legal basis for operating the facility, it recommends that the facility, opened in early 2002, be shut 
down.
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At a news briefing, State Department Spokesman Sean McCormack faulted the commission experts for rejecting a 
U.S. invitation to visit Guantanamo Bay, saying the lack of firsthand testimony fundamentally undermined the 
accuracy of the findings.

"We made a good-faith offer, based on international obligations as well as our policies," he said.  "And we would think 
that it would be incumbent upon the authors of the report to present as factual a report as possible, that they would 
have taken us up on the offer to go to Guantanamo Bay. They didn't and as a result we're seeing - we're probably 
going to see - a report that's based on hearsay and assertion."

The UN investigators said they turned down the U.S. offer, because they were to be denied direct access to prisoners. 

Spokesman McCormack said those held at Guantanamo, most of them captured during the U.S.-led invasion of 
Afganistan, are there for a good reason, and that the presence the facility protects Americans and others from would-
be terrorism.

He said the cases of those held are reviewed in a judicial process involving U.S. federal courts. 

He acknowledged the use of force-feeding against hunger strikers when needed, but said it is administered by medical 
professionals in a humane way in accordance with international practice.

Pentagon officials say about 490 prisoners are being held in Guantanamo on suspicion of links to al-Qaida of 
Afghanistan's ousted Taleban government.

Scores of detainees have been transferred to their countries of origin for release or further detention.

Charges have been filed against 10 detainees, who are to stand trial before U.S. military commissions.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12181  SOURCE: VOAnews.com

February 15, 2006

Guantanamo Report Puts Pressure on Stubborn US

By Bronwen Maddox
 
 
A UNITED NATIONS investigation has declared that the US committed acts amounting to torture at Guantanamo Bay 
and has called for it to close its holding pen for suspected terrorists. 

The draft report from the UN Commission on Human Rights, widely leaked yesterday, does not, on the face of it, give 
the US much trouble. The Bush Administration yesterday poured scorn on the quality of the evidence and flatly 
disagreed with the legal opinion. But the report adds to the pressure on the US over its detention outpost on the 
shores of Cuba. Three years after the invasion of Iraq, with the military presence dropping, Guantanamo is the flank 
on which the US is most vulnerable. 

 
The Commission’s experts conclude that: 

Detainees have been treated poorly, subjected to prolonged solitary confinement and sensory deprivation. 

Doctors have force-fed hunger-strikers in violation of UN Principles of Medical Ethics and World Medical Association 
standards. 
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The system of justice is unfair, both in the tribunals used to try the minority of detainees who have been charged and 
in the access to lawyers. 
“The legal regime applied to these detainees seriously undermines the rule of law and a number of fundamental 
universally recognised human rights, which are the essence of democratic societies,” the report said. 

The UN team calls on the US to revoke all special interrogation techniques authorised by the Defence Department. 

Many of these allegations have been made before, but these are the first from a UN panel. The report is scheduled to 
be released this week, and the US will then give its formal rebuttal. But its retort so far has been that the authors had 
not visited Guantanamo Bay, and that they took the views of detainees’ lawyers (where there were lawyers) as fact. 

This is a weak argument. True, the US had invited the UN team — but denied permission for the interviewing of 
detainees. The authors rightly objected. “What’s the sense of going to a detention facility and doing fact-finding when 
you can’t speak to the detainees?” Manfred Nowak, the UN special investigator on torture, said. “It’s just nonsense.” 

It is not enough to say, as the US tries to do, that the supervisory role is adequately covered by the International 
Committee of the Red Cross. The ICRC traditionally refrains from publishing its reports. That is part of the deal under 
which governments give it access. But where officials’ views on Guantanamo have become known, they have been 
hostile. 

The US may believe that it is on stronger ground in asserting that it is not obliged to follow the Geneva Conventions 
because Guantanamo is outside US territory and it does not deem the detainees to be prisoners of war. US officials 
held to that position yesterday. 

Sean McCormack, a State Department spokesman, said that medical treatment did not violate standard practice. He 
said: “The doctors down there comply with accepted international practice . . . when there are those individuals who 
seek to do harm to themselves by going on hunger strike.” 

Stubbornness will take the Administration a long way. Already this year it has proposed to take away retrospectively 
the right of detainees to challenge the legality of their detention — going further than Congress had done. But the 
Supreme Court has objected, provoking a tussle about the extent of presidential powers in “wartime”. 

Lawyers for the “easiest” cases of wrongful detention are attracting international attention and may be making 
headway. US news organisations are having some success in prising out detainees’ names and nationalities. 

The dispute over the “extraordinary rendition” of suspects — seizing them in foreign countries and sending them on 
for interrogation — is still raw in Europe. That has raised questions about the fate of those who have been tortured, 
and so cannot be tried before any court. Will they be “legal ghosts” for ever, unable to be tried or released? Above all, 
the passing of time increases the pressure on the US. As it brings more of its troops home from Iraq, it will be called 
on more loudly to say whether it also plans to close Guantanamo. 

BY THE NUMBERS

2002 starts holding detainees

760 detainees since 2002

500 there at present

180 released

76 sent to custody in countries other than US

10 charged

35 nationalities

4 hunger strikes, US says
 
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12228  SOURCE: The Times
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Letters: Hunger Strikers at Guantánamo 

To the Editor:

Re "Tough U.S. Steps in Hunger Strike at Camp in Cuba" (front page, Feb. 9):

Buried inside your article about force-feeding hunger strikers at Guantánamo Bay is pivotal information that should 
give all Americans pause.

The Defense Department has concluded that fewer than half of the detainees at Guantánamo acted against the United 
States, and fewer than one in 10 fought for Al Qaeda. Nonetheless, these prisoners are being held indefinitely without 
proper judicial recourse.

Surely there must be a better way to secure the country, without disgracing our best traditions.

Ira Katznelson
New York, Feb. 9, 2006

The writer is a professor of political science and history at Columbia University.

•

To the Editor:

The Defense Department's medical personnel are violating every canon of medical ethics in their treatment of hunger 
strikers at Guantánamo.

In December, the commander of the hospital there, Capt. John S. Edmondson, acknowledged in a letter to one of us 
(Dr. Nicholl) that conditions essential to enable prisoners to decide freely whether to go on a hunger strike, including a 
noncoercive environment and the ability to consult with their families, were not being met.

Now the situation is even worse, as the prisoners have been deprived of access to the courts.

Instead of using brutal and painful methods to force-feed the prisoners, the Pentagon should enable the prisoners to 
have independent medical examinations and advice to enable them make informed decisions affecting their health.

Once made, those decisions should be respected.

Holly G. Atkinson, M.D.
David Nicholl, M.D.
Michael Wilks, M.D.
New York, Feb. 9, 2006

The writers are, respectively, president of Physicians for Human Rights; consultant neurologist, City Hospital, 
Birmingham, England; and chairman, Medical Ethics Committee, British Medical Association.

•

To the Editor:

United States military authorities are wrong to conclude that the hunger-striking detainees at Guantánamo must be 
force-fed to prevent them from committing suicide.

The hunger strikers do not want to die. Their goal is not suicide but to change the inhumane conditions at the prison.

The United States should focus on bringing procedures at Guantánamo into conformance with international human 
rights law, not on developing novel coercive techniques to break the hunger strikes.

Michael A. Grodin, M.D.
George J. Annas
Boston, Feb. 9, 2006
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The writers are co-founders of Global Lawyers and Physicians; Mr. Annas is chairman of the department of health law, 
bioethics and human rights, Boston University School of Public Health.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12203  SOURCE: New York Times

Guantánamo Hunger Strikers: Tortured For The “War on Terror”

By Nicole Colson

THE BUSH administration claims that prisoners of the U.S. “war on terror” are treated humanely. But sickening new 
revelations from the U.S. prison camp in Guantánamo Bay, Cuba, reveal the truth.

Dozens, and sometimes hundreds, of the approximately 500 detainees at the prison camp have been on hunger strike 
at various times over the past several years, in protest against U.S. policies of indefinite detention and physical and 
psychological abuse from guards.

According to the New York Times, U.S. guards--fearing that prisoners engaging in the most recent hunger strike would 
succeed in committing suicide through starvation--recently begun strapping detainees into “restraint chairs” for force 
feedings. The detainees have been left tied in an upright position for hours at a time to prevent them from vomiting 
food.

Riot-control soldiers violently force long plastic tubes down the noses and into the stomachs of hunger strikers. 
Prisoners also say that guards have subjected them to extended periods of isolation, exposure to cold air and stripped 
them of "comfort items" like blankets and books in order to force them to end the hunger strike.

Thomas Wilner, a lawyer representing six Kuwaiti detainees, told the Times his client, Fawzi al-Odah, said in 
December that guards began confiscating shoes, towels and blankets from hunger strikers.

Odah said he heard “screams of pain” from a hunger striker in the next cell as a thick tube was inserted into his nose. 
He also said that guards mixed laxatives into the liquid formula they force-fed to about 40 prisoners, causing them to 
defecate on themselves.

Lawyer Joshua Colangelo-Bryan told the Times that his client, Jum’ah al-Dossari, said more than half of a group of 34 
long-term hunger strikers had been forced to abandon their protest after being strapped in restraint chairs and force-
fed through the plastic tubes. The tubes were inserted and removed so violently that some prisoners bled or fainted, 
Dossari told his lawyer.

“He said that during these force feedings, too much food was given deliberately, which caused diarrhea, and in some 
cases caused detainees to defecate on themselves,” said Colangelo-Bryan. “Jum’ah understands that officers told the 
hunger strikers that if they challenged the United States, the United States would challenge them back using these 
tactics.”

U.S. military officials claim that this treatment is humane. “There is a moral question,” Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for Health Affairs, Dr. William Winkenwerder Jr., told the New York Times. “Do you allow a person to commit suicide? 
Or do you take steps to protect their health and preserve their life?”

But as an 18-month investigation by the United Nations Commission on Human Rights recently concluded, violent 
force-feeding of hunger strikers, incidents of excessive violence and interrogation techniques at Guantánamo "must be 
assessed as amounting to torture.” “Protecting” health and “preserving” lives is the last thing on the Bush 
administration’s mind.

Lt. Col. Jeremy Martin, the chief military spokesman at Guantánamo, recently declared to the Times that “hunger 
striking is an al-Qaeda tactic used to elicit media attention and also to bring pressure on the U.S. government.”

But according to a new analysis of declassified Defense Department evaluations carried out by Seton Hall Law School 
professor Mark Denbeaux and attorney Joshua Denbeaux, 92 percent of the prisoners at Guantánamo aren’t even 
classified as al-Qaeda fighters. And just over half of detainees at the prison camp are even accused of committing a 
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“hostile” act against the U.S.--even though a “hostile” act is defined, in some instances, as nothing more serious than 
possessing rifles, using a guest house or wearing olive drab clothing.

“Now, for the first time, the military’s lies and misrepresentations about the prisoners in Guantánamo have been 
debunked through the military’s own documents,” Center for Constitutional Rights attorney Gita Gutierrez said in a 
statement. “Yet these men remain in prison, while at every turn, the [Bush administration] seeks to avoid judicial 
scrutiny of its unlawful conduct.”

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12201  SOURCE: Socialist Worker Online

February 16, 2006

Ask Amnesty Online Discussion Series: Lives torn apart (Part One of a 
Three-Part Series)

Please join Jumana Musa today from 1:00-2:00 PM EST for the first of a three-part online discussion series on the 
impact of indefinite detention and extraordinary rendition on detainees and their families.

Jumana Musa is Amnesty International USA Advocacy Director for Human Rights and International Justice and has 
traveled to the Naval Base at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba in August and November 2004 and January 2006 as part of a 
delegation of rights groups observing preliminary proceedings for detainees facing trial by military commission.

Featured Guest: Jumana Musa

From our featured guest: "I look forward to speaking with you on February 15th."

Moderator's comment: 

Welcome to the first discussion in our three part series, "Lives Torn Apart." Our discussion will be underway shortly. In 
the meantime, if you haven't had a chance to see it already, please check out our new video "Connect the Dots" on 
"extraordinary rendition." 

Please remember to refresh your browser periodically to view new questions and answers.

-----------------------------------------------------------------

Question Submitted by Beth:

The Geneva Convention goes to great lengths to describe a Prisoner of War, and how one is to be treated. What does 
the Geneva Convention imply about people who fall outside of these criteria -- how were they to be treated? As 
civilians, or as criminals with no rights?

Jumana Musa answers:

International law does not recognize a category of prisoner that can be held without rights. Common article 3 present 
in all four Geneva conventions is considered to be customary international law and binding on all nations in addressing 
the treatment of detainees. The 9/11 commission also recommended that common article 3 govern the treatment of 
people detained by the US. Articl 3 provides for humane treatment and fair trials, and is seen as a baseline for 
treatment of detainees in any situation.
----------------------------------------------------------------- 
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Question Submitted by Sandra:

As an American woman, what can I do to help the cause? 

Jumana Musa answers:

There are many ways for people to get involved in educating people and making changes to US policies that 
encourage or condone torture. You can visit our website and sign up for our Denounce Torture campaign. There are 
educational materials available and opportunities to take action at many different levels of involvement. Also, some 
local Amnesty International groups have adopted particular prisoners and have been advocating for fair treatment on 
their behalf.
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

Question Submitted by Evelyn:

Have any rights groups or others actually had access to the detention centers like the Red Cross had in Iraq?

Jumana Musa answers:

No. Although Amnesty International and the United Nations, among others, have requested access to detention 
facilities in Iraq, Afghanistan and Guantanamo, the US government has almost systematically denied these requests. 
It did agree to allow the UN access to Guantanamo in December, but under the condition that they not be allowed to 
talk to the detainees, which lead the UN to decline. In addition, not even the Red Cross has had access to so called 
“high value detainees” that the US has admitted holding but not disclosed their location. No group has had access to 
secret CIA prisons, also known as “black sites,” that have been located in Asia, Europe and Africa.
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

Question Submitted by Emily:

What are the plans, if any, to bring charges against the detainees? Is there any progress in granting them access to 
diplomatic or legal counsel?

Jumana Musa answers:

Of the approximately 500 detainees currently being held in Guantanamo, only 10 have been charged and are facing 
trial a before military commission. The US government has stated that it does not intend to try all of the detainees 
and will likely not charge more than 50, or approximately 10% of the population. The commissions themselves are 
problematic, denying many basic components of due process. Every detainee charged is assigned a military defense 
attorney and has the option of hiring and American civilian attorney. Some governments have been allowed to visit 
their citizens for "welfare visits," but that is only in Guantanamo. As for the thousands of detainees being held in Iraq, 
Afghanistan and other secret locations, none have been charged with specific crimes.
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

Question Submitted by Martha:

Given the way the US has handled these prisoners, compromising the use of any evidence or self- incrimination in a 
fair trial, and given the fact that sending them to their homelands might result in treatment just as bad or worse, 
what can legally, morally, and with safety be done with these prisoners now? Is there any hope of a just resolution?

Jumana Musa answers:

By ignoring the various mechanisms in place in US and international law that set the parameters for treatment of 
people picked up in armed conflict, the US has created a very difficult situation. Amnesty International has long stated 
that the conflict in Afghanistan is over and as such, those picked up in Afghanistan can no longer be held. Detainees 
need to be charged with existing crimes and given a fair trial or released unconditionally. Amnesty International does 
not recognize the military commission proceedings in place at Guantanamo as fair trials. If the US cannot safely return 
a detainee to their home country, then the US is responsible for finding a third coutry that will accept them.
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

Question Submitted by Carol:

My question is to do with David Hicks A detainee in Guantanamo Bay. How is his state of mind after so long detained 
in isolation? The Australian government should be ASHAMED they could let one of their citzens be detained by another 
country without a formal trial & sentence for so long. 
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Jumana Musa answers:

I have been present for pre-trial proceedings in David Hicks' case, but I was not able to meet or talk to him. Part of 
the agreement allowing Amnesty International to observe the military commission proceedings states that the 
observer will not speak to any detainee. David Hicks' attorneys have expressed concern about his state of mind as 
well as outrage that the Austrailian government is willing to accept the military commissions as fair trials. The 
commissions were established by an executive order, are discriminatory in that they only try foreign nationals, and 
would allow evidence obtained by torture in direct contravention of US obligations under the Constitution and 
internatinal law.
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

Question Submitted by Jimmy:

Have all of the detainees been named so their relatives know where they are? Do they all have attorneys helping 
them get their day in court? These detentions are a gross violation of U.S. law and human rights.

Jumana Musa answers:

All detainees held by the US have not been identified, even in Guantanamo. There are families around the world who 
still don't know what has happened to their loved one. Although attorneys have filed cases for hundreds of detainees 
in Guatnanamo, a recent amendment sponsored by Senators Graham, Levin and Kyl presumes to strip federal court 
jurisdiction over the cases that was recognized by the Supreme Court in June 2004. 
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

Question Submitted by William:

What is the condition of the prisoners held in Cuba? Is torture being carried out there?

Jumana Musa answers:

There is a great deal of concern about the physical and mental well-being of detainees held in Guantanamo Bay. The 
Red Cross has expressed concerns that the prolonged use of solitary confinement and indefinite detention without 
charge had severely impacted detainees' mental state. FBI e-mails made public through a Freedom of Information Act 
lawsuit detailed several instances of abusive interrogations. Currently, several detainees continue a hunger strike that 
started in August 2005 to protest their indefinite detention and conditions in custody. Attorneys for these detainees 
have said that their clients are being force fed in ways that constitute torture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading 
treatment, and some of the detainees are perilously close to death. Amnesty International has called on the US 
government to allow independent medical professional access to the hunger striking detainees to assess their 
condition, but the US has so far refused. 
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

Question Submitted by Barbara Jean:

Was Army Gen. Geoffrey Miller, who took command of the prison camp at Guantanamo in late 2002, ever 
repremanded or sanctioned for the excesses in iterrogation and abuse techniques that took place during his tenure? In 
fact, has ANY high-level officer been punished or held responsible?

Jumana Musa answers:

An investigation into abuses at Guatnanamo Bay did recommend that General Miller be sanctioned for interrogation 
techniques used on a detainee at Guantanamo Bay, but his superiors decided not to follow the report's 
recommendation. To date, Col. Janice Karpinski, formerly General Karpinski, is the highest level official to be 
reprimanded, and no one has been charged under the War Crimes Act, which makes grave breaches of the Geneva 
Conventions a crime under US fgderal law. 
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

Question Submitted by Mike:

In the "Commission" hearings, will the accused be afforded the same rights Americans have when accused, ie: 
representation by counsel of choice; to confront and cross-examine witnesses; to subpoena and present witnesses, to 
examine evidence and procedural due process, or will these be "Kangaroo Courts?" 

Jumana Musa answers:

Detainees charged and brought before military commissions do not have the due process rights afforded to the 
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accused in US courts. While they are given attorneys, they are restricted in that they cannot be represented by a non-
US citizen and they cannot represent themselves. The defendant may face hearsay testimony from anonymous 
witnesses, and can even be excluded from hearing the evidence against him. The commissions can admit evidence 
obtained by torture or other coercive measures, and the rules of the commissions can change at any moment at the 
direction of the president or secretary of defense. Amnesty International does not believe that these commissions 
provide adequate due process and violate fair trial standards.
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

Moderator's comment: 

Thank you, Jumana, for taking the time to talk with us. We hope all those who participated today will join us for the 
remaining two discussions in our series, "Lives Torn Apart": 

Moazzam Begg was arrested in Pakistan and held by U.S. agents at Bagram Airforce Base in Afghanistan for one 
year before being transferred to Camp X-Ray, Guantanamo Bay. He was released from Guantanamo in January 2005 
after more than three years of detention where he faced ill-treatment. Moazzam was never charged with a single 
crime or given a fair trial. This discussion will take place on Tuesday, February 21st from 1:00-2:00 PM EST.
Submit a question in advance. »

Abdullah Almalki was detained and interrogated in Syria beginning in May 2003 for twenty-two months. While 
detained, Abdullah regularly faced intense torture and was held in abysmal prison conditions. There are troubling 
allegations, still unresolved, as to whether Canadian law enforcement or security agencies may have played a role in 
Almalki’s detention and subsequent abuse. This discussion will take place on Tuesday, February 28th from 1:00-
2:00 PM EST.
Submit a question in advance. »

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12244 SOURCE: Amnesty International

February 17, 2006

U.N. Report Calls for the Closing of Guantanamo, Former Prison Chaplain 
Yee Details Abuses

The report, summarizing an investigation by five U.N. experts, urges the U.S. government to "refrain from any 
practice amounting to torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment", including the force-feeding of 
hunger strikers through nasal tubes. 
The report goes on to state, "In the case of the Guantanamo Bay detainees, the U.S. executive operates as judge, as 
prosecutor, and as defense council: this constitutes serious violations of various guarantees of the right to a fair trial 
before an independent tribunal.”

About 500 men are being held at the site. Charges have never been filed against most of them.

The U.S. has rejected most of the allegations, saying that the five investigators never actually visited Guantanamo 
Bay. The U.S. invited the U.N. to the camp, but refused to grant the investigators the right to speak to detainees in 
private. The U.N. said that private interviews were a "totally non-negotiable pre-condition" for conducting the visit and 
refused to send investigators.

The report’s findings were based on interviews with former detainees, public documents, media reports, lawyers and a 
questionnaire filled out by the U.S. government.
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Last October, Democracy Now! co-hosts Juan Gonzalez and Amy Goodman interviewed attorney Julia 
Tarver, who represents ten detainees at Guantanamo Bay. Three of her clients were taking part in a 
hunger strike to protest conditions at the prison. 

Julia Tarver, attorney representing ten detainees at Guantanamo Bay
We speak with someone who has spent time in Guantanamo Bay both as a member of the U.S. army and as a 
prisoner: Chaplain James Yee. He was one of the first Muslim Chaplains commissioned by the U.S Army. Yee was 
posted in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba in 2002, but less than a year after serving there, he was accused of espionage by 
the military and faced charges so severe, that he was threatened with the death penalty. The charges were eventually 
reduced and eight months later, dropped altogether. 

Chaplain Yee, Former military Chaplain who was falsely accused of espionage by the U.S military, wrote a 
book about his experiences called "For God and Country: Faith and Patriotism Under Fire." 

AMY GOODMAN: Last October, Democracy Now! co-host Juan Gonzalez and I interviewed attorney Julia Tarver, who 
represents ten of the detainees at Guantanamo Bay. Three of her clients were taking part in a hunger strike to protest 
conditions at the prison. This is some of what Julia Tarver had to say. 

JULIA TARVER: What we've learned is that in some sort of ill-advised attempt to stop the hunger strike, the guards 
and the medical staff are using intervention, medical intervention, to actually inflict forms of torture on our clients. 
They claim that in order to preserve life at the base they are inserting tubes into the clients' noses that go down into 
their stomachs, and they're able to be fed that way. 

But the problem is the clients have told us horrific stories repeatedly, from different clients, about how these same 
tubes are being forcibly inserted in by riot guards, how they're taken from one detainee and inserted into the next 
detainee with no sanitization, with the bile and the blood still on the tube from the previous detainee. 

JUAN GONZALEZ: And all the while these detainees are shackled most of the time? What did you find? 

JULIA TARVER: What we've understood is that for various periods of time they were definitely shackled, multiple 
shackles on their arms, on their legs, on their knees, on their heads. When they insisted over and over again that they 
would not resist, because they knew resistance was futile, some of that shackling stopped. But every time, we 
understand, that the tubes were inserted, these riot teams were involved. Six men holding one client down while 
someone inserts a tube up their nose and into their stomach. 

AMY GOODMAN: Attorney Julia Tarver, interviewed on Democracy Now! in October. We're joined now by someone 
who has spent time in Guantanamo Bay, both as a member of the U.S. Army and as a prisoner: Chaplain James Yee. 
He's one of the first Muslim chaplains commissioned by the U.S. army. He was posted at Guantanamo, Cuba in 2002, 
but less than a year after serving there, he was accused of espionage by the military and faced charges so severe that 
he was threatened with the death penalty. The charges were eventually reduced and, eight months later, dropped 
altogether. Chaplain Yee wrote a book about his experiences called: For God and Country: Faith and Patriotism Under 
Fire. He joins us again in our Firehouse studio. Welcome to Democracy Now! 

CHAPLAIN YEE: It’s nice to be here again. 

AMY GOODMAN: It's good to have you with us, Chaplain Yee. Can you respond to the U.N. report calling for the 
closing of Guantanamo? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Right. Yes, this U.N. report, this inquiry that we hear about this week, it’s very significant, because it's 
– one, it’s a confirmation that there were terrible abuses and degrading, cruel treatment down in Guantanamo. I can 
confirm that because I was there myself. And, it also questions whether or not things have really changed or not, as 
the U.S. military and the U.S. government has said that things have changed. So, it calls into question whether or not 
there have been changes made. 

AMY GOODMAN: Can you talk about what you saw there, and listening now to Julia Tarver on this issue of the force 
feeding of hunger-strikers, sticking these tubes down the throats of men and then, when one man -- the tube has 
been shoved down him, taking that same tube and sticking it down the person next to him? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Right. The aspect of force feeding was implemented when I was there, and I witnessed the actual 
process of this happening to detainees in the detention hospital on several visits that I made to the hospital. 

AMY GOODMAN: What did you see? 
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CHAPLAIN YEE: It's a very violent process in which the guards – they come and they hold the prisoner down, and they 
have to have guards hold the legs, the arms, which are already shackled, as well as the forehead back of the prisoner 
in order that this tube can be forced down the nose of the prisoner, after the tube and the nose itself are lubed with 
petroleum jelly or Vaseline. And as it goes in, of course, the prisoner let's out this shrieking scream, because it's very 
painful. 

AMY GOODMAN: Now, if they wanted to ensure that the prisoners got nutrition, couldn't they just give them 
intravenous? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Good question. I'm not an expert in the medical field, but perhaps that's one thing they could have 
done. 

AMY GOODMAN: Of course, then the question is: should they be doing this at all if they are resisting, if they are on 
hunger strike? Did you raise concerns when you would see this at the prison hospital? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Of course, the concerns that I raised were the mental state and the mental deterioration that led 
these prisoners to go on these hunger strikes. They had gotten -- the few that were permanent residents of the 
hospital who were being force fed had gotten to such a poor state, in which they just refused to eat; they had no 
longer an appetite, and this is why they were being force fed. So, this is what actually initiated this process of force 
feeding. 

AMY GOODMAN: The U.N. investigators were not allowed at Guantanamo. Can you talk about what you saw going on 
there that the rest of the world has not been able to see? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Right. I think the main thing that sticks out is the state of these prisoners. The mental state and the 
conditions that these prisoners are under is drastic. And one of the things that indicated this when I was there is that 
the U.S. Army, or the mission down there, had had a seventeen-man medical team of psychiatric nurses and doctors. 
Now, this is an indication that mental illness that occurred down in Guantanamo of the prisoners was a serious 
problem. 

AMY GOODMAN: I want to correct what I said. The investigators at the U.N. were allowed to go down, but they 
weren't allowed to interview the detainees alone. Why would that matter? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Because when you actually see how the prisoners are being treated in the detention operations and 
during interrogations, of course, there are going to be serious concerns. And many of those concerns, of course, I 
raised based on reports that I received from military personnel down there, as well as the prisoners themselves. 

AMY GOODMAN: We're talking to Chaplain Yee. You were arrested leaving Guantanamo. Can you talk about what 
happened to you and why you think you went through the ordeal you did? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Yeah, coming back into the United States on what I thought would be a short two-week break, I was 
arrested at the Jacksonville Naval Air Station. Customs officials, they stopped me, searched my bags, and claimed 
that I had suspicious documents. It was disturbing to learn that it was really the F.B.I. who had requested that these 
customs officials identify specifically me, single me out, and search me. And then these documents were then handed 
over to intelligence officers, who declared them to be classified, after which I was thrown in jail, which would 
ultimately be for 76 days in isolation, these heinous accusations and crimes were thrown against me—that I had 
committed espionage or spying, aiding the enemy—and I was threatened with the death penalty. Ultimately, after 76 
days, they would let me out and continue to try and prosecute me for mishandling classified documents, but then, in 
the end, even those were dropped. 

AMY GOODMAN: Why do you think they went after you? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: I think this really happened mainly because, one, of my religion faith. Being a Muslim American, was 
seen by some as meaning that I was also the enemy. Also, because I had an incredible amount of information about 
the abuses and about the mistreatment that was going on in Guantanamo, and, as part of my role as a chaplain, 
reporting that on a routine basis to the operation center and to my chain of command, raised some concerns, and 
they wanted to involuntary take me out of that operation. 

AMY GOODMAN: Can you talk about General Geoffrey Miller? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Excellent question here. The U.N. report actually also calls for the investigation and the holding of 
accountable people behind the abusive treatment of prisoners up to the highest levels. And I think this is a clearly -- a 
clear response to the fact that the official U.S. Southern Command investigation which recommended a reprimand, 
disciplinary action, for Major General Geoffrey Miller, the former commander of the Joint Task Force, who the U.S. 
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Southern Command refused to administer. So, there was no discipline at senior levels of the military, and I think the 
calling in this U.N. report for that is a response to what's happening. 

AMY GOODMAN: He's retired? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: I've read that he submitted paperwork for retirement. I've read that in the newspaper. 

AMY GOODMAN:Do you feel he singled you out? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Clearly, he took responsibility for my arrest, for throwing me in prison and bringing charges against 
me, even though initial media reports said that the decision to arrest me was at – was made at the ‘highest levels of 
the government.’ 

AMY GOODMAN: Meaning? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: I question whether or not a two-star general is the highest levels of the government. But I clearly 
hold him responsible for buying into these false reports that were made against me by inexperienced, overzealous, 
hyper-vigilant and very much bigoted intelligence officers at the lower level. 

AMY GOODMAN: When you say “highest levels,” saying beyond the two-star general, Miller, who are you talking 
about? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Perhaps senior levels in the Pentagon, as well as in the White House. 

AMY GOODMAN: Like who? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: I have no idea, but senior officials. It could go all the way up the chain of command to the President. I 
was actually told by my attorney when I retained him, the day he visited me in prison, that my level was mentioned in 
that day's security report, or intel report, that the President receives on a daily basis, so, clearly, my case was at the 
highest levels in the government, at the level of the President. 

AMY GOODMAN: Geoffrey Miller, the general, was then sent to Abu Ghraib, and they talked about him “Gitmo-izing” 
Abu Ghraib, bringing the dogs to Abu Ghraib, as well as a number of other atrocities that were committed there. Can 
you talk about your response to the latest series of pictures that have come out, that SBS, Australian broadcaster, has 
put out, Salon.com has put out? 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Yeah. The recent pictures that we've seen, which are even more disturbing than the original pictures 
we saw of Abu Ghraib, is another indication that these abuses are far greater than what we know. And I'm sure 
there's still a lot more material out there that we still haven't seen. This would also call into question how far the 
abuses went in interrogations down in Guantanamo, as well. A current piece of information that we have to look at 
today is what we just heard about in terms of the forced feeding. As horrendous as the forced feeding was back in 
October and when I was there, we've seen today the use of a new restraint chair which is, seemingly, a much more 
abusive way to force feed prisoners. And you can look at the numbers, which were up towards 85 who were hunger-
striking just in December, is now already down to four. What has caused that serious decline in the numbers of 
prisoners willing to go on hunger strike? It's the methods and the tactics and the violence that they're using now with 
these restraint chairs. 

AMY GOODMAN: Explain them, how it works. 

CHAPLAIN YEE: From what I've read on these restraint chairs -- and it's confirmed that companies have -- medical 
companies who manufacture these chairs have sent them to Guantanamo. And what this does is it straps the prisoner 
in, completely secured in the chair, his hands, his legs, his whole body, and has no way of resisting in any way the 
tube going into his nose in the aspect of being force fed. 

AMY GOODMAN: Your response to the Bush administration saying that the release of the photographs of abuse, in this 
case at Abu Ghraib, will just incite people and endanger U.S. military -- you’re U.S. military -- U.S. military around the 
world. 

CHAPLAIN YEE: Whether or not that's going to occur is yet to be seen. But, clearly, I think it's incumbent upon us to 
-- and our media to actually – to make the public aware, to make the world aware, of the truth of the matter. I think 
that's the idea of news agencies: to report the truth. And this certainly is the truth. 
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AMY GOODMAN: Chaplain Yee, I want to thank you for being with us. Chaplain James Yee, former military chaplain, 
falsely accused of espionage by the U.S. military. His book is called, For God and Country: Faith and Patriotism Under 
Fire. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12319  SOURCE: Democracy Now

Blair: Guantánamo is an Anomaly

Staff and agencies

Tony Blair today said the US detention camp at Guantánamo Bay in Cuba was an "anomaly" that would have to be 
"dealt with".

In Berlin to meet the German chancellor, Angela Merkel, the prime minister was asked whether he supported a call 
from his Northern Ireland secretary, Peter Hain, for the centre to be closed.

"I have always said it is an anomaly, and sooner or later has to be dealt with," the prime minister told a news 
conference, repeating a comment he made to MPs last November.

Last night, Mr Hain told BBC1's Question Time: "I would prefer that it [Guantánamo] was not there. I would prefer it 
was closed, yes."
Asked whether it was government policy that Guantánamo should be shut down, he replied: "That's what I think."

Mr Hain was asked for his reaction to a United Nations report, backed by UN secretary general Kofi Annan, calling for 
inmates to be tried or released and for the camp's immediate closure. Some aspects of prisoners' treatment, including 
the force-feeding of hunger strikers, amounted to torture, the report said.

The camp, opened in 2002 to hold terror suspects seized during the Afghanistan war, is believed to currently contain 
around 500 inmates.

Mr Hain said the British government accepted that useful information had been obtained from detainees at 
Guantánamo, but had always been uncomfortable with the camp's existence.

"What we have said all along is, we don't agree with that," he said. "[The prime minister] has said that as a matter of 
fact some of the information that came from there was of importance, but that does not mean to say that he thinks 
the place should have been set up in the first place. There's a distinction there."

He added: "We've always said that Guantánamo Bay was something that should not have happened."

The chairman of the Commons foreign affairs committee, the Labour MP Mike Gapes, welcomed Mr Hain's comments.

"I think the British government was reluctant for a long time to make very strong public statements because we had 
British citizens still in there," he told the BBC.

"I think anybody who reads this report will see that in many respects there are aspects of the Guantánamo regime 
that are very, very open to criticism. It is not in America's own interests to maintain this place."

The veteran South African anti-apartheid campaigner Archbishop Desmond Tutu today joined the chorus of criticism of 
Guantánamo Bay.

"I never imagined I would live to see the day when the United States and its satellites would use precisely the same 
arguments that the apartheid government used for detention without trial. It is disgraceful," he told the BBC's Today 
programme.

"One cannot find strong enough words to condemn what Britain and the United States and some of their allies have 
accepted."

He also attacked Mr Blair's failed attempt to hold terrorist suspects in Britain for up to 90 days without charge.
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"Ninety days for a South African is an awful deja vu because we had in South Africa, in the bad old days, a 90-day 
detention law," he said.

Yesterday's UN report, ordered by the body's commission on human rights, urged the US government to refrain from 
any practice "amounting to torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment" at Guantánamo.

Mr Annan said: "I think sooner or later there will be a need to close Guantánamo, and I think it will be up to the [US] 
government to decide, hopefully, to do it as soon as is possible."

Following the report's publication, the US administration dismissed its findings as "largely without merit".

Nine British nationals who were detained there have now been flown back to the UK and released without charge.

None of the current inmates at Guantánamo is British, but Amnesty International believes eight were resident in the 
UK, and that some have relatives here.

Yesterday, three long-term UK residents (though not British citizens) got the go-ahead to seek a high court order 
requiring the foreign secretary, Jack Straw, to petition for their release from the base.

A judge in London said allegations of torture at the facility meant the detainees and their families living in the UK 
could make the case that the British government was under an obligation to act on their behalf.

Lawyers for the three men, Bisher al-Rawi, Jamil el-Banna and Omar Deghayes, and their families were told there was 
"no guarantee" they would win the case, expected to be heard in full in mid-March.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12304  SOURCE: The Guardian

Greens Join UN Call For Guantanamo Bay Closure

The Green Party has joined the United Nations' call for the US to close its Guantanamo Bay detention centre in Cuba.

UN investigators have released a report which alleges the 500 or so detainees are treated in a way which amounts to 
torture.

It says the US should try all inmates or free them "without further delay".

The Green MP, Keith Locke, delivered a letter to the United States Consulate in Auckland this afternoon supporting the 
UN recommendation.

And Mr Locke will file a motion for Parliament to consider endorsing the UN's stance.

A spokesperson for the Prime Minister, Helen Clark, says she won't be commenting on matters between the US and 
the United Nations.

Annan adds his voice to calls for camp closure
The United Nations Secretary General, Kofi Annan, has added his voice to calls for the camp to be closed.

Mr Annan says he does not support all the findings but agrees with the report's conclusion.

He says the basic point is that people cannot be detained indefinitely with charges being brought and a trial.

'Detention violates human rights'
In London, UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, Louise Arbour, said she could not endorse every 
recommendation made by the report - but that she could see little alternative to closing down the camp.

The report says the US treatment of detainees, some of whom have been held without trial for more than four years, 
violates their rights to physical and mental health.
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The report expresses concern at the use of excessive force during transportation and force-feeding through nasal 
tubes during hunger strikes, which it says amounts to torture.

The lack of any US investigation into these allegations is a breach of the UN Convention against Torture, it adds.

The report ends by demanding that the UN be granted full and unrestricted access to the camp's facilities, including 
private interviews with detainees.

Access row
The US invited the UN to the camp last year after years of requests, but refused to grant the investigators the right to 
speak to detainees in private.

The UN said private interviews were a "totally non-negotiable pre-condition" for conducting the visit and refused to 
send investigators.

The Pentagon has said only the International Committee of the Red Cross needs free access to prisoners. The charity 
has been granted access, but reports its findings only to the detaining authorities.

US rejects closure call
The US has rejected the UN's call for the camp to be closed with White House spokesman Scott McClellan saying that 
the facility houses "dangerous terrorists".

US officials have dismissed most of the allegations as "largely without merit", saying the five investigators never 
actually visited Guantanamo Bay.

Guantanamo Timeline
- Jan 2002: First "illegal combatants" arrive at Camp X-Ray. Transferred to Camp Delta in April.

February 2002: More than 100 out of nearly 600 detainees stage first of many hunger strikes.

October 2002: First releases include four men returned to Afghanistan and Pakistan.

February 2004: US officials announce the first charges against two detainees.

March-May 2004: Dozens of detainees released.

July 2004: First military tribunal.

January 2005: US announces investigation into allegations of abuse.

May 2005: US magazine report - later retracted - alleges copies of the Koran mishandled by guards, sparking 
worldwide protests. US later confirms five cases of mishandling.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12295  SOURCE: Radio New Zealand

US Attacks UN Guantanamo Report

The White House has savaged a UN report demanding the immediate closure of the Guantanamo Bay prison camp 
calling it "a discredit to the UN". 

White House spokesman Scott McClellan said investigators failed to examine the facts and that their time would be 
better spent studying other cases. 

The report says the US should try all approximately 500 inmates, or free them "without further delay". 

Aspects of the treatment at the camp amount to torture, the UN team alleges. 
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In response, UN Secretary General Kofi Annan said that "sooner or later" the camp will have to close, but added that 
he did not agree with all elements of the latest report. 

Heowever, he said he hoped the US government would close the camp "as soon as possible". 

One of the five investigators responsible for the report, UN special rapporteur on torture Manfred Nowak, said the 
detention of inmates for years without charge amounted to arbitrary detention. 

"Those persons either have to be released immediately or they should be brought to a proper and competent court 
and tried for the offences they are charged with," he told the BBC. 

'Health threat' 

The US has dismissed most of the allegations as "largely without merit", saying the five investigators never actually 
visited Guantanamo Bay and that detainees are treated humanely. 

"The United Nations should be making serious investigations across the world, and there are many instances in which 
they do when it comes to human rights. This was not one of them," Mr McClellan said. 

"And I think it's a discredit to the UN when a team like this goes about rushing to report something when they haven't 
even looked into the facts, all they've done is look at the allegations." 

Earlier Mr McClellan described the UN report as "a rehash" of past claims made by lawyers representing the prisoners 
saying: "We know that al-Qaeda terrorists are trained in trying to disseminate false allegations." 

The report says the US treatment of detainees, some of whom have been held for more than four years, violates their 
rights to physical and mental health. 

It expresses concern at the use of excessive force during transportation and force-feeding through nasal tubes during 
hunger strikes, which it says amounts to torture. 

The lack of any US investigation into these allegations is a breach of the UN Convention against Torture, it adds. 

The report ends by demanding that the UN be granted full and unrestricted access to the camp's facilities, including 
private interviews with detainees. 

The US invited the UN to the camp last year after years of requests, but refused to grant the investigators the right to 
speak to detainees in private. 

The Pentagon has said only the International Committee of the Red Cross needs free access to prisoners. 

 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12289  SOURCE: BBC News

Judge's Anger At US Torture

Stinging comments come as America dismisses UN report on Guantánamo 

Richard Norton-Taylor and Suzanne Goldenberg in Washington

A high court judge yesterday delivered a stinging attack on America, saying its idea of what constituted torture was 
out of step with that of "most civilised nations".

The criticism, directed at the Bush administration's approach to human rights, was made by Mr Justice Collins during a 
hearing over the refusal by ministers to request the release of three British residents held at Guantánamo Bay.
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The judge said: "America's idea of what is torture is not the same as ours and does not appear to coincide with that of 
most civilised nations". He made his comments, he said, after learning of the UN report that said Guantánamo should 
be shut down without delay because torture was still being carried out there.

The report, by five inspectors for the UN human rights commissioner, refers to shackling, hooding and forcing 
detainees to wear earphones and goggles. In particular, it refers to interrogation techniques and excessive violence 
used to forcefeed prisoners on hunger strike. Based on interviews with detainees' lawyers, former inmates, and 
written exchanges with US officials, it calls on the US to put the 490 inmates on trial, or release them.

The UN inspectors refused a US offer to tour Guantánamo after they were barred from visiting the prisoners. The 40-
page document is the UN's first to address Guantánamo. The White House press secretary, Scott McClellan, dismissed 
its findings as a "rehash of old allegations. The detainees are being treated humanely," he said. "Remember these are 
terrorists."

The Bush administration has defined torture in narrow terms, referring to intense physical injury and organ failure. 
Controversy about the definition goes to the heart of allegations that the US has secretly used Britain to transport 
detainees to interrogation centres in countries where torture is practised, in the practice known as "extraordinary 
rendition".

Ministers have relied on US assurances which senior British lawyers have repeatedly questioned. In a law lords 
judgment last year, Lord Bingham referred to US techniques, including sensory deprivation and inducing a perception 
of suffocation, which, he said, would be defined as torture in British law.

Mr Justice Collins said three British residents in Guantánamo could now seek a court order requiring the foreign 
secretary, Jack Straw, to petition for their release. The case, brought by Bisher al-Rawi, Jamil el-Banna, and Omar 
Deghayes, and members of their families living in Britain, could be heard as early as next week.

Responding to the judge's remarks about the US definition of torture, Rabinder Singh QC, counsel for the three 
detainees and their families, said Britain and the European court of human rights would "undoubtedly condemn" many 
of the practices at Guantánamo. Mr Rawi is an Iraqi who has lived in the UK since 1985. His business partner, Mr 
Banna, is a Jordanian refugee, and Omar Deghayes is Libyan refugee. All three were taken to Guantánamo via 
Afghanistan.

Mr Rawi and Mr Banna were seized by CIA agents in Gambia in 2002. Chris Mullin, a former Foreign Office minister for 
Africa, says British agents helped the Americans seize the two men. They are alleged to have had contacts with al-
Qaida because of a connection with the radical cleric Abu Qatada. Mr Singh said Mr Rawi's contacts with Abu Qatada 
were "expressly approved and encouraged by British intelligence". Government lawyers revealed yesterday that Mr 
Straw was "reconsidering" MrRawi's case but told the court it involved "sensitive evidence".

Mr Deghayes was detained in Pakistan. His name was said to be on the FBI's "most wanted" list yet the photograph in 
his file was of a different person, the court heard. Mr Deghayes was almost blind in one eye through the use of pepper 
spray and gouging during his detention, yet is still being constantly subjected to bright light.

The judge made clear that in his ruling he had taken into account the principle of respect for family life enshrined in 
the European human rights convention. There are eight British residents in Guantánamo. All nine British subjects 
detained there have been released.

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12287  SOURCE: The Guardian

Annan Backs UN Guantanamo Demand

The UN Secretary General, Kofi Annan, has said the United States must shut down Guantanamo Bay prison camp "as 
soon as is possible". 

Mr Annan backed a UN report calling for the closure of the camp where some 500 "enemy combatants" have been 
held without trial for up to four years. 

He said he did not agree with all findings, but said detainees could not be held "in perpetuity" without charge. 

The White House has dismissed the report as "a discredit to the UN". 
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The UN says the US should try the approximately 500 inmates, or free them "without further delay". 

Mr Annan said bringing the detainees to trial would allow them to explain themselves. 

Only a handful of detainees have been tried so far. 

Civil liberties 

While he did not agree with all the findings of the report, Mr Annan said it was crucial to strike a balance. 

"The basic premise, that we need to be careful to have a balance between effective action against terrorism and 
individual liberties and civil rights, I think is valid," Mr Annan told reporters. 

White House spokesman Scott McClellan rejected the call to close the camp. 

Mr McClellan said the military treated all detainees humanely. "These are dangerous terrorists that we're talking 
about," he added. 

"They are people that are determined to harm innocent civilians, or harm innocent Americans. They were enemy 
combatants picked up on the battlefield in the war on terrorism." 

A senior British minister also called for the camp to be closed. 

Speaking on the BBC television Question Time programme, Peter Hain said he would prefer to see Guantanamo Bay 
close. 

He also indicated that the UK Prime Minister, Tony Blair, agreed with him. 

Rejections 

The US has dismissed most of the findings of the report which include allegations of torture. 

It said most of the allegations were "largely without merit" as the five investigators never actually visited Guantanamo 
Bay. 

The investigators say they rejected an offer to go to Guantanamo, as they would not have been allowed to meet the 
prisoners. 

The report will be presented to the UN Commission of Human Rights, which authorised the report, at its next session 
in Geneva on 13 March. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12285 SOURCE: BBC News

Close Guantanamo Camp, Hain Says

Cabinet minister Peter Hain has said he thinks the US-run detention camp at Guantanamo Bay should be shut down. 

A UN report has said aspects of the regime at the camp amounted to torture. 

The Northern Ireland secretary told BBC One's Question Time: "I would prefer that it wasn't there and I would prefer 
it was closed." 

Asked about the comments Tony Blair said: "I've said all along... that it [the prison] is an anomaly and sooner or later 
it's got to be dealt with." 

Mr Hain said he thought the prime minister shared his view about closing Guantanamo Bay. 
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But Mr Blair did not expand on what he has previously told MPs. 

'Formidable arguments' 

Meanwhile, three British residents held at Guantanamo Bay have won permission to seek a High Court order requiring 
the UK to petition for their release. 

A judge said claims of torture at the camp meant the government might have an obligation to act on their behalf. 

But there were "formidable arguments" against Bisher al-Rawi, Jamil el-Banna and Omar Deghayes's case, he added. 

The judge Mr Justice Collins remarked during the hearing on Thursday that the US' idea of torture "doesn't appear to 
coincide with that of most civilised countries". 

And, asked on BBC One's Question Time whether closing the camp was now government policy and whether the prime 
minister ought to make that clear to the US administration, Mr Hain said: "It's obvious if you don't think it should be 
done it should be closed, isn't it?" 

Asked if Tony Blair agreed, Mr Hain said: "I think so, yes." 

The chairman of the Commons foreign affairs select committee, Mike Gapes, said there was a feeling among MPs that 
a "more forceful statement" should be made about the camp. 

Mr Gapes welcomed Mr Hain's comment, and when asked on BBC Radio 4's Today programme why he thought Mr 
Blair was not being "bolder". 

"I suspect it's part of a general approach to speak quietly to the Americans and not make big public statements," 
added Mr Gapes. 

'Moral authority' 

Shadow foreign secretary William Hague, in Washington to build bridges with the White House, warned the US its 
reputation was being damaged by reports of abuse at the camp. 

"Reports of prisoner abuse by British and American troops - however isolated - and accounts, accurate or not, of the 
mistreatment of detainees at Guantanamo and extraordinary rendition flights leading to the torture of suspects, have 
led to a critical erosion in our moral authority," Mr Hague said in a speech to a Washington think tank on Thursday. 

"This has resulted in a loss of goodwill towards America which could be as serious in the long-term as the sharpest of 
military defeats." 

The UN report says the US's treatment of detainees, some of whom have been held for more than four years, violates 
their rights to physical and mental health. 

'Discredit' 

It expresses concern at the use of excessive force during transportation and force-feeding through nasal tubes during 
hunger strikes, which it says amounts to torture. 

Responding to the report, UN Secretary General Kofi Annan, said that "sooner or later" there will be a need to close 
the camp. 

He said he hoped the US Government would decide to do this "as soon as possible". 

But the US Government said the document was "a discredit to the UN". 

White House spokesman Scott McClellan said investigators had failed to examine the facts and that their time would 
be better spent studying other cases. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12283  SOURCE: BBC News
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UN Report Denounces US Torture and Calls For Closure of Guantánamo 
Prison Camp

By Kate Randall

A United Nations investigation has found that the US is committing acts amounting to torture at Guantánamo Bay, 
Cuba. The report, released Thursday, is a stinging rebuke to the American government’s illegal practices, justified in 
the name of the so-called “war on terrorism.” The UN body is calling for the prison camp to be closed.

The probe was conducted by a five-member panel of the UN Commission on Human Rights. Its report says detainees 
at the US facility have been subjected to force-feeding, prolonged solitary confinement and other abuses, and have 
been denied the right to a fair trial, as well as religious freedom.

The UN panel rejects the legal arguments made by the US to justify its detention of prisoners as “enemy combatants,” 
and calls for the detainees to either be immediately released or brought to trial. It also calls for the US to revoke all 
special interrogation techniques authorized by the Defense Department.

In the view of the report’s authors, “The legal regime applied to these detainees seriously undermines the rule of law 
and a number of fundamental universally recognized human rights, which are the essence of democratic societies.”

The US government immediately attacked the report and made clear it had no intention of accepting its findings. The 
abusive and dismissive US response was an implicit affirmation that Washington did not consider itself in any way 
bound by the recommendations of the United Nations or any other international body or legal convention.

The Bush administration made no attempt to answer the comprehensive evidence of torture and mistreatment at 
Guantánamo set down in the panel’s 54-page report. A preliminary response to the report by Kevin Moley, permanent 
representative of the US to the UN, said US authorities “categorically object to most of [the report’s] content and 
conclusions as largely without merit and not based clearly in the facts.”

White House Press Secretary Scott McClellan repeated the Bush administration’s “we do not torture” line, adding, 
“These are dangerous terrorists that we’re talking about.” He dismissed the UN report as “a rehash” of past claims.

The report provides a chilling and detailed account of how the US is flouting international law and human rights 
standards. While drawing on the evidence gathered by previous human rights groups and non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs), it is the first report on Guantánamo by the UN Commission on Human Rights, the highest world 
body governing international human rights laws and treaties.

The report’s findings are based on interviews conducted by the UN panelists with former Guantánamo detainees, 
responses from lawyers acting on behalf of current detainees, reports prepared by NGOs, and other information 
available in the public domain, as well as a questionnaire filled out by US government authorities.

The report notes that US authorities failed to cooperate with the investigation, declining a request by the panel to 
speak personally with detainees at the prison camp. The five members of the commission had been requesting 
permission from the US to visit Guantánamo since 2002. Three were finally offered a visit last year, but turned down 
the offer in November when they were told that face-to-face interviews with the detainees would not be allowed.

Manfred Nowak, the UN special investigator on torture and one of the expert panel members, commented, “Fact-
finding on the spot has to include interviews with detainees. What’s the sense of going to a detention facility and 
doing fact-finding when you can’t speak to the detainees? It’s just nonsense.”

The US has allowed only representatives of the International Committee of the Red Cross to interview detainees, but 
the ICRC does not make its findings public, reporting only to US authorities.

Approximately 500 detainees are still imprisoned at Guantánamo. In total, more than 750 prisoners have been 
brought to the facility since January 2002, most of them rounded up in Afghanistan in the aftermath of the September 
11 attacks. But others thrown into the Guantánamo gulag were picked up in their homes or at other locations far 
away from any battlefield.

The UN panel dismissed US claims that the “war on terror” constitutes an armed conflict and said that there had been 
insufficient due process to determine that the detainees were “enemy combatants.” The report determined that the 
primary purpose of their confinement was for interrogation, not to prevent them from taking up arms against the US. 

24



It rejected as well the claim that the so-called war on terror exempts the US from international conventions on torture 
and civil and political rights.

The report also rejected one of the key contentions of US authorities in their operation of the prison camp—the claim 
that the camp is outside the legal jurisdiction of the United States and therefore not subject to American laws—noting 
that the “particular status of Guantánamo Bay under the international lease agreement between the United States and 
Cuba and under United States domestic law does not limit the obligations of the United States under international 
human rights law toward those detained there.”

The Guantánamo detainees, the panel concluded, should be afforded universally accepted legal and human rights, 
including “the right to challenge the lawfulness of the detention before a court... and the right to a fair trial by a 
competent, independent and impartial court of law,” as well as the presumption of innocence and protections against 
arbitrary detention and unjust punishment.

The Guantánamo detainees have been systematically denied these rights. The report notes: “At the time of writing 
(i.e., more than four years after detention at Guantánamo started), not a single habeas corpus petition has been 
decided on the merits by a United States Federal Court.”

The UN report also rejected the legality of the military order setting up Military Commissions (or tribunals)—“created 
ad hoc for Guantánamo detainees”—which it said “denies them the well-established procedures of ordinary civilian 
courts or military tribunals.”

In the section entitled “Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment,” the report exposes 
the systematic use of torture against Guantánamo detainees, and asserts that these methods have been authorized at 
the highest levels of government.

It cites the interrogation techniques authorized by US Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld on December 2, 2002. 
These included:

* Interrogation for up to 20 hours

* The use of stress positions for four hours

* Solitary confinement for 30 days

* Hooding during transport and interrogation

* Deprivation of light and auditory stimuli

* Forced grooming (shaving of facial hair, etc.)

* Using detainees’ phobias (such as fear of dogs) to induce stress

On April 16, 2003, Rumsfeld authorized a new set of interrogation methods, which remain in force, including exposure 
to extreme temperatures, subjecting prisoners to unpleasant smells, reversing sleep cycles, and isolation.

It should be noted that the Bush administration and the US military contend that none of the above measures 
constitutes torture, and that the Guantánamo prisoners have been treated “humanely” at all times. It has denied, 
however, any access to the detainees—such as that requested by the UN body—that would result in public exposure of 
their treatment or conditions.

The report indicates three contexts in which excessive force has been routinely used against detainees: “during 
transportation, with regard to operations by the ‘Initial Reaction Forces’ (IRF), and by force-feeding during hunger 
strikes.” (The IRF is tasked by prison authorities as a first-response team.)

The UN panel cites photographic and video evidence documenting “that during transport and IRF operations, 
detainees [were] shackled, chained, hooded, forced to wear earphones and goggles. They also show beating, kicking, 
punching, but also stripping and force shaving by IRF where detainees resisted, which have been corroborated by 
testimonies of former detainees.”

There also have been consistent reports of the forcible return of prisoners to home countries where they face serious 
risk of torture. The report cites the case of detainee Al Qadasi, who was returned to Yemen in April 2004:
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“According to his lawyer, [Mr. Al Qadasi] was not warned about his imminent return to Yemen and therefore had no 
possibility to appeal. In early April he received an injection against his will, which led to loss of consciousness and 
hallucinations. When he woke up several days later, he found himself in prison in Sana’a [Yemen], where he alleges 
he was beaten and deprived of food.”

The report’s section titled “Freedom of Religion or Belief and Religious Intolerance” notes instances where particularly 
degrading interrogation techniques were authorized for use against members of certain religions. These included “lap 
dances during interrogations” by female interrogators before prayer time, following which detainees were not allowed 
to wash themselves and subsequently were not able to pray.

The US government has itself identified five confirmed cases of mishandling of the Koran, including kicking and 
stepping on the book. Regulations currently in force allow for the removal of religious items, such as the Koran, 
constituting “an impermissible limitation on the right to freedom of religion or belief of detainees,” according to the UN 
report.

The UN panel also found that health professionals at Guantánamo Bay have systematically violated widely accepted 
ethical standards. These violations include: “(a) breaching confidentiality by sharing medical records or otherwise 
disclosing health information for purposes of interrogation; (b) participating in, providing advice for or being present 
during interrogations; and (c) being present during or engaging in non-consensual treatment, including drugging and 
force-feeding.”

US Defense Department policy allows health professionals to force-feed a detainee when they determine a hunger 
strike threatens his life or health. This stands in contradiction to the Declarations of Tokyo and Malta, which prohibit 
doctors from participating in force-feeding “provided the detainee is capable of understanding the consequences of 
refusing food.” The World Medical Association and the American Medical Association have endorsed the Declaration of 
Tokyo.

Force-feeding of hunger strikers has been one of the most brutal practices at the prison camp. According to a recent 
report in the New York Times, US military authorities have aggressively moved to put down a widespread hunger 
strike at Guantánamo through violent force-feeding and placing hunger-strikers in extended isolation.

In a desperate response to their indefinite detention and inhumane treatment,

as many as 84 detainees were on hunger strike as recently as last December. In recent weeks, according to the 
Times, guards have been strapping hunger-strikers into “restraint chairs,” sometimes for hours on end, to force feed 
them through plastic tubes and prevent them from vomiting afterwards. The number of hunger-strikers has dropped 
to four in recent days, according to military officials.

Attorney Joshua Colangelo-Bryan said that one of his Bahraini clients, Jum’ah al-Dossari, told him that more than half 
of a group of 34 long-term hunger strikers ended their protest after being strapped in the restraint chairs and having 
the thick tubes inserted and removed so violently that some bled or fainted. Other detainees reported a substance 
being added to the feeding formula that resulted in the prisoners defecating on themselves while in the restraint 
chairs.

A Pentagon spokesman contended that the prison authorities were “not trying to reduce the hunger strike, but they 
are going to feed people to protect life.” He claimed the force-feeding was being administered in “a humane and 
compassionate manner.”

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12276  SOURCE: World Socialist Website

February 18, 2006

Omar Deghayes: A Prisoner Britain Prefers To Forget

By Ben Russell, Political Correspondent 

When Omar Deghayes and his family arrived as refugees in Britain, they thought they had found a haven from secret 
police and torture. 
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As a small boy in 1980, Omar saw his father, Amer, a prominent trade unionist and lawyer opposed to the dictatorship 
of Colonel Gaddafi, dragged from the family home in Tripoli by the Libyan secret police. He was subsequently 
executed.

About seven years later, the young Mr Deghayes and his family managed to secure exit visas, so Omar could receive 
treatment for an eye condition, and fled to Britain, hoping for a new life.

Today Mr Deghayes is one of eight British residents being held in Guantanamo Bay. During his three-and-a-half years' 
incarceration he has been tortured, held in solitary confinement for months, had his finger smashed, lost the sight in 
one eye and has resorted to a hunger strike, unable to defend himself in a court.

Omar's sister, Amani, said the family hoped their anguish had ended when they left Libya in 1987 and made a new 
home as refugees in Britain. Now, she is angrily pressing the Government of their adopted home to help bring her 
brother home. She said: "It is something everyone wants for themselves, to be able to feel you don't have to watch 
your back for no reason. If you have done something wrong, you want to think that you are going to get a chance to 
speak about it and say what you think and answer for yourself. It just seems that is not the case any more."

The first thing Omar's family knew about his incarceration was when his name appeared on an internet list of 
America's 50 most wanted terror suspects.

Mr Deghayes, now 35, was seized in Pakistan in January 2002 after being recognised as appearing on a Chechen 
training video seized by the Spanish government. His lawyer and family insist this is a classic example of mistaken 
identity.

On Thursday, lawyers for Mr Deghayes and two other British residents being held at the base won the first round of 
their legal battle to force the Government to press their case in Washington as international pressure grows for the 
notorious American base to be closed for good.

The case of Mr Deghayes highlights the plight of eight British residents who are still being held despite the fact that 
nine other British detainees have all been flown home and released without charge.

Yesterday, international pressure grew for an end to the Guantanamo Bay base where about 500 men have 
languished without trial for years.

The Government insists it cannot act on behalf of the men because they do not hold British passports, even though 
several have refugee status and some have British families and children waiting for them.

Kate Allen, UK director of Amnesty International, said: "Omar's current situation is the worst of all worlds. Not only is 
he trapped within Guantanamo's cruel and arbitrary system but the UK is essentially trying to wash its hands of him. 
As with other UK residents at Guantanamo, we need to see the Government making specific demands on the US 
authorities for either an early and properly fair trial for Omar, or his immediate release and safe return to Britain."

Omar and his family fled their homeland to Brighton and were granted political asylum. He grew up in Brighton and 
went to college to study to become a solicitor, hoping to follow in his father's footsteps. His mother, sister and 
brothers were all granted British citizenship but Omar's application was being considered when he went travelling four 
years ago before retaking his solicitors' exams in Huddersfield. He visited Malaysia and Pakistan before ending up in 
Afghanistan where he got married and had a son. The next his family heard, he had been arrested and has become 
one of eight British residents in legal limbo.

They describe him as a devout Muslim, who occasionally preached at a Brighton mosque but say he was no extremist 
and travelled to Afghanistan out of curiosity about the Taliban regime. They insist he has shown no support for 
terrorism.

At home, his sister cannot bring herself to read her brother's censored letters home. She said: "My brother's situation 
is quite shocking. The fact no officials are doing anything about it is even more shocking to me."

British residents at Camp Delta 

* BENYAM MOHAMMED

Originally from Ethiopia, but lived in London since 1978 seeking asylum for several years. He travelled to Afghanistan 
in 2001 before fleeing to Pakistan after the American-led invasion. The 27-year-old is reported to have been held and 
tortured in Morocco before being taken to Kabul and then Guantanamo.
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* SHAKER AAMER

A Saudi Arabian citizen who has lived in south-west London. Held since he was captured in Afghanistan in 2002. His 
wife of eight years, Zennira, and four children are British citizens. He applied for British nationality when he was 
seized in Pakistan. Alleged to have been tortured in Kabul, and became a spokesman for the detainees. His lawyer, 
Clive Stafford Smith, said he had a 43-inch feeding tube in his nose when he saw him last month.

* BISHER AL-RAWI

Fled to Britain from Iraq with his family 20 years ago. He was arrested in Gambia where he had travelled with Jamal 
el-Banna. He was accused of taking a weapon of mass destruction to Gambia. His lawyers say it was a battery 
charger.

* JAMAL EL-BANNA

Refugee from Jordan who lives in London with his wife and five children, all of them British. Arrested in Gambia with 
Bisher al-Rawi.

* AHMAD ERRACHIDI

A Moroccan who worked as a cook in London for 18 years. He was seized in Pakistan and is said to have been sold to 
US forces. He has been in solitary confinement for more than two years, and is accused of attending a terrorist 
training camp in July 2001. His lawyers have proof and witnesses showing that he was working in a London kitchen at 
the time.

* AHMED BEN BACHA

An Algerian who lived in Bournemouth. He was refused refugee status, but granted indefinite leave to remain. 
Lawyers are still attempting to gain access to him so they can press his case.

* ABDELNOUR SAMEUR

An Algerian from Harrow, north London, who was granted refugee status in 2000. British lawyers say they are still 
trying to gain access to him. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12330  SOURCE: The Independent

February 19, 2006

Shameful: This is the World's View on Guantanamo. But Tony Blair Still 
Calls It 'An Anomaly'

A UN report condemns 'torture' at the detention camp. But, like other revelations in the 'war on terror', 
the reaction is to deplore the publicity and ignore the brutality. By Francis Elliott and Raymond Whitaker 

What happens at the US-run detention camp at Guantanamo Bay in Cuba is torture, and the place should be shut 
down "without further delay". That is the conclusion of an independent panel of experts commissioned by the United 
Nations. 

It is shared by figures of international stature such as Archbishop Desmond Tutu, as well as millions in the Muslim 
world. The Archbishop of York, Dr John Sentamu, yesterday became the latest voice to join the chorus calling for 
Guantanamo to become history.
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But if their views on the shame of "Gitmo" could not be more stark, the attitude of those who have the power to close 
it down could not be more dismissive. So far, Tony Blair will only say that the detention centre holding nearly 500 
men, some of them for four years, is "an anomaly", while a Downing Street source is reported as describing the outcry 
as a "flurry".

In the US, meanwhile, the report barely registered with a media industry still obsessed with Dick Cheney's shooting 
accident. It got even less attention than the disclosure, earlier last week, of new photographs of the 2003 abuse in 
Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq which were more shocking than any seen before.

Although the evidence reinforced the belief in much of the world that both Abu Ghraib and Guantanamo are symptoms 
of American disregard for any rules in the "war on terror", none of this was reflected in major US newspapers, which 
put reports on the new photographs on inside pages, and did not print any of them. The Bush administration was able 
to brush off both the Iraq and the Guantanamo affairs.

It was the same story in Britain, which had had its own reminder of the consequences of the "war on terror" in the 
shape of footage showing British soldiers beating demonstrators in the town of Amara. Three soldiers were arrested 
after the pictures became public, but on the issue of Guantanamo there was as little prospect of Mr Blair calling for the 
camp to be closed as there was of George Bush agreeing to do so.

The Downing Street aide is almost certainly right - despite the condemnation of such men as Archbishop Tutu and Dr 
Sentamu, the "flurry" over Guantanamo seems destined to blow itself out. But before it does, it pays to read to the 
end of the UN report published last Wednesday.

After 54 pages of closely argued legal discourse, footnotes detail the shocking truth of what is happening every day in 
Guantanamo. Recently it was discovered, for example, that 25 "special restraint chairs" were ordered by the camp for 
use during force-feeding to break a hunger strike by a number of inmates. A lawyer representing some them 
described what happens.

"They are being force-fed through the nose," the report quotes New York attorney Juliet Tarver. "The force-feeding 
happens in an abusive fashion as the tubes are rammed up their noses, then taken out again and rammed in again 
until they bleed. For a while tubes were used that were thicker than a finger, because the smaller tubes did not 
provide the detainees with enough food. The tubes caused the detainees to gag, and often they would vomit blood. 
The force-feeding happens twice daily..."

Then there is the evidence the report presents of interrogation techniques deliberately designed to offend inmate's 
religious sensibilities, such as female officers "lap-dancing" during interrogations. Menstrual blood is alleged to have 
been smeared on detainees' faces to "bring home the futility of the situation".

The Pentagon has acknowledged 10 cases of abuse or mistreatment at Guantanamo, including a female interrogator 
climbing on to a detainee's lap, and a detainee whose knees were bruised from being forced to kneel repeatedly.

The report also collects new evidence on the practice of "extraordinary rendition", where detainees are flown around 
the world to nations where they may face torture. It quotes the example of a man called al-Qadasi, who was taken 
from Guantanamo to Yemen in secret in April 2004. A statement from his lawyer, Tina M Foster, details what 
happened next. "He stayed there for 13 months in solitary confinement in an underground cell. He was routinely 
beaten and received only rotten food and was prevented from using the toilet. He was then temporarily transferred to 
Ta'iz prison, where he was also not provided food and had to rely on his family to feed him. In June 2005 he was 
transferred back to Sana'a prison, where he is still held without being aware of any charges."

The Bush administration has called the detainees "terrorists" and "trained liars", and stressed that the committee's 
members had not been to Guantanamo, without adding the reason: the panel refused to visit the camp because they 
were barred from speaking to detainees. Donald Rumsfeld, the Defence Secretary, said the call by the UN Secretary-
General, Kofi Annan, for the closure of the facility was "just flat wrong".

As for the Abu Ghraib and Amara revelations, the reaction of officialdom on both sides of the Atlantic was to deplore 
the publicity given to the images as much as the brutality they showed. Senior officers from military intelligence 
arrived in the offices of the News of the World, which obtained the Amara footage, to demand - unsuccessfully - that 
the newspaper pull the story.

In the US, "we felt that it was an invasion of the [Abu Ghraib] detainees themselves to have these photographs come 
out," said John Bellinger of the State Department, showing somewhat selective concern for their rights. It could also 
"fan the flames around the world and cause potentially further violence", he added.
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The third anniversary of the Iraq invasion is a month away, and Britain is sending thousands more troops to 
Afghanistan, where Iraq-style violence, including suicide bombing, is on the rise. But instead of putting an end to 
abuses which create more recruits for insurgency and terrorism, the instinct is still to keep them hidden away.

WORLD VIEW

Desmond Tutu, Ex-Archbishop of Cape Town

It's a horrendous blot on the image of what was supposed to be the only superpower... They've held people for 
unconscionably long periods.

Peter Hain, Northern Ireland Secretary

I would prefer that it wasn't there and I would prefer it was closed... [Asked if Tony Blair agreed] I think so. Yes.

John Sentamu, Archbishop of York

To hold someone for up to four years without charge indicates a society heading towards George Orwell's Animal 
Farm.

Angela Merkel, German Chancellor

An institution like Guantanamo cannot and should not exist in the longer term. Different ways and means must be 
found ...

Kofi Annan, UN Secretary-General

There will be a need to close Guantanamo... It will be up to the [US] government to decide, and hopefully... as soon 
as is possible. 

http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12338  SOURCE: The Independent

The Abomination That Is Guantanamo Bay

Rupert Cornwell, The Independent 
  
WASHINGTON, 19 February 2006 — Why, oh why, oh why, doesn’t America simply shut down the abomination that is 
Guantanamo Bay? The argument is no longer one of moral outrage. It is one of common sense. However you 
approach the matter — even if you believe America is under existential threat from Al-Qaeda and that all means are 
justified in the “war on terror” — you must surely accept that the prison in the little plot of Cuba that is the US, is now 
doing America far more harm than good.

You might have imagined that Guantanamo’s abysmal reputation could have sunk no lower. But over the past 
fortnight it has. A United Nations human rights report has just called for the place to be shut down, its inmates either 
be quickly tried or freed, and for any US personnel responsible for abuse of detainees to be brought to justice.

A few days earlier, it emerged that a harsh new technique involving “restraining chairs” had been used — successfully, 
it appears — to break a spreading hunger strike by prisoners. And all this, by the way, as new photos are published of 
the 2003 abuse at Abu Ghraib (a prison managed on principles tried and tested at Guantanamo Bay).

In a sense, the debacle stems from the very virtues of the American system. Despite everything, the prison is not 
entirely closed off from the world. Had it been, it would have truly been the Gulag camp to which it is likened — a 
place of ghastly reputation but few facts. Not so however with Guantanamo Bay.

Unlike the “ghost camps” run by the CIA, we know where it is and roughly who is held there. Courtesy of The New 
York Times, we know that the small Iowa company which makes the Emergency Restraint Chair shipped “five $1,150 
chairs to Guantanamo on Dec. 5, and 20 additional chairs on Jan. 10” via a military postal address in Virginia. Such 
are the matter-of-fact details of repression that emerge in a democracy.
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We further learn, according to a lawyer for three Bahrainis held at Gitmo, that one of his clients had told him in late 
January that some 20 long-term hunger strikers had given up their protest after being strapped in the chairs and 
having their feeding tubes inserted and removed so violently that some bled or fainted.

In short, facts are out there — even if Scott McClellan, the White House spokesman, contemptuously dismissed similar 
evidence contained in the latest UN report. Claims of torture and abuse were nonsense. It was well known, he 
declared, that Al-Qaeda detainees “are trained in trying to disseminate false allegations.”

As for the procedures to end the hunger strike, officials insist that these are consistent with those employed in federal 
prisons in the United States. The difference, of course, is that in federal prisons, inmates have been tried before a 
court, and found guilty of specific crimes by a jury of their peers. No such luxuries have been afforded to detainees at 
Guantanamo Bay, a site outside the US and explicitly chosen because such tiresome legal constraints did not apply 
there.

But at least the claims are made public. In that respect among others, Guantanamo Bay is not the Gulag. No inmate’s 
lawyers roamed Stalin’s camps at Solovki, Vorkuta and Kolyma. The minutiae of their operations never found their 
way into Pravda and Izvestia. Even in today’s war on terror, families are not informed that a prisoner has been 
sentenced to “10 years without the right of correspondence” — the icy Soviet formulation that everyone knew meant 
death, unannounced and unrecorded.

I must confess that, like most people in the US, I had few qualms about the prison when it first opened for business 
four years ago. After 3,000 civilians had been killed in the most murderous foreign attack on the US mainland in 
almost two centuries, the distinction between an “enemy combatant” and prisoner of war seemed an irrelevant legal 
nicety.

I was wrong. Like most people here, I had no idea that, come 2006, the camp would still be around, that some of its 
original inmates would still be there, uncharged and untried, deliberately consigned to a no-man’s-land, beyond the 
purview of American or any other law.

The justifications advanced by the US authorities are now absurd. 

Four years on, whatever intelligence value these individuals once had has surely long since been exhausted. Many of 
them, it is known, were caught in the American net by accident in Afghanistan and Pakistan, sometimes handed over 
by rivals, for reasons that had far more to do with bounty collection than the “war on terror.” Lawyers say that only 8 
percent of prisoners have been classified as Al-Qaeda fighters, and that less than half, according to Pentagon 
documents, have committed a “hostile act” against the US.

But we can’t release them, intone Donald Rumsfeld and his minions; once freed, they would revert to doing “bad 
things against America.” As if an extra 490 “bad guys” — assuming they are “bad guys” — would make much 
difference, when in Iraq alone active insurgents number at least 20,000, and when the very existence of Guantanamo 
Bay is among the terrorists’ most potent recruiting agents.

But, in this White House, no one seems to care about that. No one seems concerned by the unanimous feeling of 
America’s allies — let alone America’s enemies — that Guantanamo should be shut down. Even by this 
administration’s standards, McClellan’s contempt was remarkable. The UN report was a “discredit” to the organization. 
Did it not have better things to do? In short, every outward sign is that this dreadful place is here to stay. A new 
permanent “facility” — to use that American bureau-speak word that covers anything from a $1-billion football 
stadium to a state-of-the-art execution chamber — is being built. In this case, however, permanence may not extend 
much beyond the beginning of 2009.

George Bush, famously, will never admit to a mistake. But George Bush will not be around forever. Barring another 
traumatic terrorist attack being visited on American soil, I would wager that one of the first acts of the next US 
president — whoever he or she is — will be to issue an executive order closing down a place that is not only a colossal 
disgrace, but a colossal liability as well. 
 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12334  SOURCE: Arab News

 

Time To End Terror State Crimes, Time To Close Gitmo

Numerous Human Rights groups have repeatedly complained of the continuous abuses suffered by detainees the 
United States holds in the Guantánamo Bay detention camp in Cuba, asserting that they amount to war crimes. 
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But recently, the United Nations Human Rights Commission took the unusual step of voicing its concerns in 
uncompromising language, demanding the United States to immediately end crimes committed against what the Bush 
admin calls terror suspects, and close the Guantánamo jail. 

A 54-page report released by the United Nations on Thursday confirmed that prisoners held at the U.S. military base 
in Guantánamo are victims of torture and other forms of harsh and inhuman treatment.

According to the report issued at the United Nations headquarters in New York, five human rights experts demanded 
the Bush administration to immediately close the Guantánamo prison camp and either release all the prisoners or 
provide them with a fair trial.

It’s been clear since September 11 attacks on the United States that Guantánamo was meant to provide Washington 
with a screen to carry out its dirty businesses away from eyes of the public avoiding criticism and scrutiny, an editorial 
published on Jordan Times says.

The UN has finally joined the chorus of complaints and calls long raised by international civil society against the U.S. 
crimes committed at Guantánamo, Afghanistan, Iraq and elsewhere. 

The UN report details the gross human rights violations U.S. guards committed in Guantánamo , from arbitrary 
detentions to torture. 

The document confirmed what’s been previously mentioned in media reports regarding force-feeding detainees who 
had been on a hunger strike and the regular resort to excessive violence that are tantamount to torture. 

Even the European Parliament joined calls by the United Nations demanding the U.S. closes Guantánamo detention 
center. 

But the U.S. authorities’ reaction toward the UN highly credible report on the detention camp in Cuba, although sound 
terribly familiar to the already troubled Middle East region, is seriously alarming, as it implies more violations by the 
United States, which boasts Arab and Middle East states need to install democratic governments. 

Washington refused to close the detention facility, it even refuted the report findings and questioned the credibility of 
the information the experts provided in the report.

It’s noteworthy that the U.S. never gave human rights groups and experts access to the detention center. Requests to 
visit Guantánamo since 2002 were always rejected. But in 2004, the group’s request was finally answered, apparently 
to avoid international scrutiny. But the experts were forced to refuse the offer after they were told that they would not 
be allowed to talk directly to detainees. 

Any government of the countries the U.S. allegedly seek to install what it repetitively calls “democratic leaderships” 
offers more guarantees than that. 

Very little is left of the U.S. reputation as a human rights defender. 

The numerous U.S. scandals involving mistreatment of detainees have made it an urgent need to take an 
internationally supported move to end its terror crimes against humanity while it maintains it respects international 
law and human rights.

The U.S. now needs to immediately end up imitating the worst aspects of the very systems it says it wants to 
"democratize," the editorial added.

 
http://www.cageprisoners.com/articles.php?id=12333  SOURCE: AlJazeera

What to Do With the Guantanamo Prisoners?
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William Fisher, Arab News 
  
Foreign policy and human rights experts appear to agree with a United Nations report calling on the US to shut down 
its detention facility at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba — but most believe that simply closing it misses a larger point: What 
to do with the prisoners?

The report released on Feb. 16 found that US treatment of Guantanamo detainees violates their rights to physical and 
mental health and, in some cases, constitutes torture. It urges the US to close the facility and bring the captives to 
trial on US territory, charging that Washington’s justification for the continued detention is a distortion of international 
law. 

Compiled by five UN experts who interviewed former prisoners, detainees’ lawyers and families, and US officials, the 
report is the result of an 18-month investigation. 

While the UN team was refused access to prisoners at Guantanamo Bay, it concluded that the violent force-feeding of 
hunger strikers, incidents of excessive violence used in transporting prisoners and combinations of interrogation 
techniques “must be assessed as amounting to torture.” 

“We very, very carefully considered all of the arguments posed by the US government,” said Manfred Nowak, the UN 
special rapporteur on torture and one of the experts. “There are no conclusions that are easily drawn. But we 
concluded that the situation in several areas violates international law and conventions on human rights and torture.”

Nowak, a member of the International Commission of Jurists, is professor of constitutional law and human rights at 
the University of Vienna and director of the Ludwig Boltzmann Institute of Human Rights (BIM). Since 1996, he has 
served as judge at the Human Rights Chamber for Bosnia and Herzegovina in Sarajevo.

Human rights and legal advocates hope the UN’s conclusions will add weight to similar findings by rights groups and 
the European Parliament. Prof. Erwin Chemerinsky of the Duke University Law School shares that hope. He said: “I 
believe that the existence of the prison in Guantanamo and the treatment of the detainees there violates international 
law. However, if the base at Guantanamo should be closed, it is essential that something worse not replace it. For 
example, it would be much worse if the prisoners are then transferred to prisons in foreign countries beyond American 
courts’ jurisdiction.” 

This view was echoed by Gabor Rona, international legal director of Human Rights First (HRF), a New York-based 
advocacy group. He says: “Whether or not Guantanamo stays open or is closed addresses only one symptom of a 
larger question: What will happen to the detainees? If closing GITMO simply means shipping the detainees off to other 
places and fates where their rights continue to be violated, that would be no step at all.” 

Barbara J. Olshansky, director counsel of the Guantanamo Global Justice Initiative at the Center for Constitutional 
Rights (CCR), said, “With each day (GITMO) remains open, it presents a very ugly picture to the world of the US 
decision to cast aside the rule of law and trample the most fundamental human rights.”

She added, “Guantanamo has become the symbol for our country’s decision to deny human dignity. At the same time, 
however, we remain very concerned about the actions the US might take if it were to close the base. It has taken a 
great deal of effort to ensure that detainees are not transferred to indefinite detention or to detention under torture 
from Guantanamo.” 

According to Jonathan Turley of Georgetown University and a widely recognized authority on US Constitutional and 
international law, “Closing Gitmo will mean little if the underlying abuses continue at a dozen less visible locations.” 

The report focuses on the US government’s legal basis for the detentions as described in its formal response to the UN 
inquiry: “The law of war allows the United States — and any other country engaged in combat — to hold enemy 
combatants without charges or access to counsel for the duration of hostilities. Detention is not an act of punishment, 
but of security and military necessity. It serves the purpose of preventing combatants from continuing to take up 
arms against the United States.” 

But the UN team concluded that there had been insufficient due process to determine whether the more than 750 
people who had been detained at Guantanamo Bay since January 2002 were “enemy combatants,” and determined 
that the primary purpose of their confinement was for interrogation, not to prevent them from taking up arms. 

The report said the simultaneous use of several interrogation techniques — prolonged solitary confinement, exposure 
to extreme temperatures, noise and light; forced shaving and other techniques that exploit religious beliefs or cause 
intimidation and humiliation — constituted inhumane treatment and, in some cases, reached the threshold of torture. 
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