Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SEERET/NOFORN

ACTION MEMO
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, omu@qy'

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 532 (AFGHANIST.

o Subject ARB was held on 22 July 2005 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to Il subject
ISN with conditions based on the following:

-

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of the subject ISN included:

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY
DASD-DA

CIA
FBI

Dept of State

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached.
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SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION

ICO ISN 532 (AFGHANISTAN)
RECOMMENDATION: the DCO approve the ARB recommendation to transfer the detainee by
initialing:

-(Transfcr /}

QOr: Continue to Dtain

Attachments:;
Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

Preped y: A

000392 /4



1. (U)Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 532 continues to be a medium
threat to the United States and its allies. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered

both classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings

and the factors the ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings

(U) The Enemy Combatant (EC) chose to artend the ARB. The Designated Military Officer
(DMO) presented the unclassified summery, both in a written form and with an oral summary
of the unclassified primary factors.

(U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as
Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as Enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy
Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as Enclosure (3). The EC chose
to participate, as shown in exhibit EC-B, As the DMO read the statements in the Unclassified
Summary of Evidence, the detainee responded to cach with his own remarks. The reader is
directed to Enclosure (5) for a transcription of these statements.

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the
classified session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB panel members
reviewed the classified exhibits and the session was then closed for deliberation.

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony, aud Other Considerationa by the
Administrative Review Board

(U) The govemnment agency assessments considered by the ARB are sitamarized as follows:
_
smiFroc) I

ISN 532
Enclosure (4)
Page ) of 8
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b. (L) Training: The detainee had access 10 a Kalashnikov rifle in his service to the
Taliban.

e (FOUOLES

ISN532
~ Enclogure (4)
Page 3 of 8
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ISN 532 ’
Enclosure (4)
Page 4of 8




ISN 532
Enclosure (4)
Page Sof 8
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g (W) Other:
| -
| _
o (FOUO/LES)

b. (1)) Write; g the Detaipee:

® (U) The detainee .nmdedtheARBmdprovidednonlmspomlomegaqm
stated in the Unclassified Summary of Evidence. et it

i. (U) Factors in support of relcase:
ISN 532
Enclosure (4)
: Page60f8
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e (FOUO/LES
5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on the Enemy Combatant’s
Requests for Witacss Statements and Home Country Statements Provided Through

the United States
(U) The detainee is a citizen of Afghanistan.

6. (U) Comsultations with the Admioistrative Review Board Legal Advisor

®r ]
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Beard

ISN §32
Enclosure (4)
Page 7 of 8
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SEGRETNOFORN/OREON

(U) Upon careful review of sll the information presented, the ARB makes the following
determination and recommendation:

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s Report
(U) There were no dissenting members in the decision.

ISN 532
Enclosure (4)
Page 8 of 8
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
st U.S. Naval Baze Guantaname Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washingten, D.C. 20358-1000

SECRELNOEORN-
ACTION MEMO

FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, omaqw-'

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
JCO ISN 355 (IRAN)

o Subject ARB was held on 19 August 2005 resulting in 8 unanimous recommendation to NN
subject ISN based on the following

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB's determination of tho subject ISN included:

© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recoromendation

(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached.
RECOMMENDATION; Tyt the DCO —m deminee by

Or: ‘Continue 10

Attachments:
Tsb A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

Pty |
SEGREFHNOFORN

ARB ROUND 1 o o




(U) CLASSIFIE

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN §55 continues towl
1o the United States and its allies. In reaching this determination, the ARB considen th
classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the
factors the ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings
(U) The Enemy Combatant (EC) chose 0 attend, and consequently the board was convened with

the EC present. The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary,
both in a written form and with an orel summary of the unclassified primary factors.

(U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as
Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as Eaclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy
Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as Enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B
indicated that the EC chose to appear before the ARB and wanted to respond to cach statement
of information in the unclessified summary after it is presented. The AMO read his comments
from his ARB interviews with the EC.

(U) The EC responded verbally to each allegation/statement in the Unclassified Summary. His
comments consisted of a line-by-line confirmation or denial of the bullets in paragraphs 3 and 4
of the unclassified summary. The EC ended with a short verbal statement. The EC answered a
series of questions from the ARB, which included inquires sbout the circumstances of his arrest
All EC testimony and comments are included in Enclosure (5).

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjouned. The ARB moved to the classified
session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB panel members reviewed the
classified exhibits and the session was then closed for deliberation.

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimmony, and Other Considerations by the
Administrative Review Board

»

ISN 555
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 5
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(U) The following govermment agency assessments comndaed by the ARB are summarized as
follows:

snﬂﬁIIlIIlIllllllllIllllllIIIllIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

4. (U) Discussion of the Primary Factors (lnchuding intelligence valae and law
enforcement valus of the Enemy Combatant)

(U) The ARB considered the above agency assessments and the followmg key indicators in its
thren and mtellngence asscssment of the EC:

ISN 555

Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 5

SECREF/NOFORN
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b. (U)Irmining:
s (FOUO)

¢. (U) Combat and Capture: The EC is an experienced soldier.

d. (U)Qrganizationsl Affiliations: The EC has been a known affiliste of organizations that
espouse terrotism and violemt acts against the United Stated and its allics.

s (FOUO

o () Guibuddin Hikmatyar founded Hizb-¢ Islami Gulbuddin (HIG) as s

faction of the Hizb-¢ Islami party in 1977, and it was one of the major
mujahedin groups in the war against the Sovicts. HIG has lcng-established
ties with Usama bin Laden. Guibuddin Hikmatyar offered to shelter Usama
bin Laden after Usamas bin Laden fled Sudan in 1996. HIG has staged small
attacks in its auempt to force U.S. troops to withdraw from Afghanistan,
overthrow the Afghan Transitional Administration (ATA), and cstablish a
fundamentalist state (DMO-3). .

 (S/NF)

©C07I03
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e. (U) Individual Affilintions:

f. (U)Behavier:

8. (U) Written and/or oral testimony from the EC:

¢ (U) The EC provided no writien testimony.

* (V) The EC responded verbally to each allegation/statement in the unclassified
summary. His comments consisted of a lino-by-fine confirmation or denial of the
bullets in paragraphs 3 and 4 and are included in Enclosure (5).

h. (U) Faciors in support of release:
» (FOUO

_ISNS55
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of §
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k. (S/NF)

| Zl

5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on the Enemry Combatant’s
requests for Witness Statements and Home Country Statements provided throngh the
United States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Iran. No witness ot hore country statements were provided.

6. (U) Conmltations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor

o I

7. (L) Conclusions aad Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board

(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following
determination and recommendation:

(W) The ECiisa threst 1 the United States and it alies, The ECis of [JJJ} -
intelligence value. ’

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's report
(U) The panel reached a unanimous decision.
Respectfully submitted,

ISN 555
Enclosure (4)
PageSof 5
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Department of Defense
_ Office for the Administrative Review
of the Delention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at US. Naval Base Gaantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SECRET/NOPORN
ACTION MEMO

FOR: Designated Civilian Official
| FROM: Director, O

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ISN 562 (AFGHANISTAN)

° SubjectARBwuhsldmsmmsmhummimmdaﬁﬁlw-ﬂjﬂt
ISN B bescd on the following:

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB's determination of the subject ISN included:

° mupl_&ﬁﬁuylﬁwﬂabﬂndbmm'lmdww
(Tab B) with enclosures, are sttached.

SEERET/NOPORN-
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OPERELANGEORN

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ISN 562 (AFGHANISTAN)

RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO

Attachments:
Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

Prepared by: U

‘ ¢cCCi07



1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Bosrd (ARB) determined ISN 562 continues to be a threat to the
United States and its allies. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified
and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the
ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Symopsis of Proceedings

(U) The Encmy Combatant (EC) chose to atiend, and consequently the board was convened with
the Enemy Combatant (EC) present. The Designated Military Officer (DMO) ptucmcd the
unclassified summary, both in a written form and with an oral summary of the unclassified
primary factors.

(U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as
Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as Enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy
Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified berein as Enclosure (3). The AMO read
the Assisting Military Officer Comments from EC-B.

(U) The EC responded verbally 1o each allegation/statement in the Unclessificd Summary. His
comments consisted of a line-by-line confirmation or denial of the bullets in paragraphs 3 and 4
of the Unclassified Summary. He then made a statement on his behalf. The EC answered two
questions from the ARB, regarding his activities in his home country, Afghanistan. The Board
also inquired about the circumstances of his arrest, Al verbal statements by the EC are
documented in Enclosure (5).

(U) The Board queried the DMO on details surrounding any letters from home on the EC’s
behalf. Whether or not the EC had a lawyer statement to present. The AMO was asked as to
whether the EC reported any abuse or mistreatment.

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the classified
scssion and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB panel members reviewed the
classified exhibits and the session was then closed for deliberation.

3. (U) Primary Docaments, Assessments, Testimany, and Other Considerations by the

Administrative Review Board
_
ISN 562
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 7
SEGRETNOFORN
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f_Ul)!o‘lhe following government agency asscssments considered by the ARB are summarized as
OHOWS:

S/NF

ISN 562
Enclosure (4)
Page20f7
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s
|

4. (U) Discussion of the Primary Factors (including intelligence value and lnw
enforcement value of the Enemny Combatant)

(U) The ARB considered the above agency assessments and the following key indicators in its
threat and intelligence assessment of the EC:

a. (U)Travel. The EC traveled to locations of concem.
s (8

ab (U) Ireining. The EC sdluted he has not received any military training.,-

s (8)

ISN 562
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 0f 7

SECRET/NOFORN
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SECRET/NOFORN

. (U) Combat and capture. The EC was captured in connection with the conduct of combat

or terrorist operstions against the United States and its allies.

. o) I

o (8

) He EC indicated during the ARB
BHKION OF Witch that he and man

1 Bel SAES L




* (5

d. (U) Organizational affilistions. The EC has been a known affiliate of organizations that
espouse terrorist and violent acts against the United States and its allies.

¢. (U)Bchavior. The EC's behavior during interrogation and detention indicating he is
capable of posing s Qi threat

¢ o
f. (U) Written and/or orel tetizpony frota the EC.

. (U)TheECividednowrimmtimoni. '
[ -

8- (U) Eactors in supoort of relcage.

“ 18N 562
- Enclosure (4)
. PageSof7
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5. (U) Comsiderstions by the Administrative Review Board on the Enemy Combatant’s
requests for Witness Stateraents sad Honte Coantry Statements provided through the
United States .

(U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No witness or home country siatements were provided.
6. (U) Consaltations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
m“ .

7. (U) Conclusions and Rm of the Admisistrative Review Bosrd

(U) Upon careful review ofdl the information presented, the ARB makes the following

determination and mommdmal.
ISN 562
Enclosure (4)
Page6of7
SEGRETINOFORN
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SEGREFNOFORN-

(U)mECin . : ses. The EC is of. -

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's report
(U) The panel reached a upanimous decision.

Respectfully submitted,

ISN 562
Enclosure (4)
Page Tof 7
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Calia
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SPERDEORGRN
ACTION MEMO

23 June 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDECCP/

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 568 (KUWAIT)

o Subject ARB was held on 19 and 25 May 2005 resulting in 2 unanimous recommendation to (P
SN ISN 568 based on the following:

in the ARB’s determination of the subject ISN included:

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY

DASD-DA

o_ JTF-GTMO

CIA

FBI

o The detainee is a habeas petitioner in the case of Al-Odah v. Bush, Civil No. 02-0828 (D.D.C.). As
of the date of this memomndum, no court order requires the government to provide the detainee’s
counsel or the court notice prior to removing the detainee from U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay.

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached.
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SHORBNOPORN.
SUBJECT:ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 568 (KUWAIT) : |

RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO

Attachments:
Tsb A JOARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Teb B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

Prepared by: QN

A
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 568

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 568 continues 10 be a threat to the
United States and its allies. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified
and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the
ARB used in making its determination. :

2. (U)Synopsis of Proceedings

(U) The Enemy Combatant (EC) declined to attend the ARB, consequently the Board was
convened and conducted its proceedings without the EC being present. The Designated Military
Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary, both in written form and with an oral
summary of the unclassified primary factors.

(U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Encmy Combetant Notification as
Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as Enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy
Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein a3 Enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B
indicated the EC did-not want assistance of the Assisting Military Officer and elected not to
appear before the ARB. The AMO verbally summarized the EC’s comments during the
interview.

(U) The Board queried the AMO concerning the EC’s behavior and attitude during the pre-ARB

interview.

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the classified
m and the DMO presented the classified summary. The session was then closed for
e tion.

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the classified
session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB panel members reviewed the
classified exhibits and the DMO and AMO answered questions posed by the Board. The session
was then closed for deliberation.

(U) Per references (a) and (b), an Administrative Review Board reconvened on 25 May 0S to
consider Enclosure (7), “Cormespondence Submitted on Behalf of Enemy Combatant” which was
received after the Board initiaily convened on 19 May 0S. After reviewing Enclosure (7) and
further deliberation, Administrative Review Board Pancl # 8 determined that its original finding

ISN 568
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 9

SEGRET/NOFORN
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SECRET/NOFORN-

remains unchanged and that Enemy Combatant ISN 568 continues to be a threat to the United
States and its allics.

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony, and other Considerations by the
Adminhmﬁve Review Board

'

(U) The following govemnment agency assessments considered by the ARB are sunmarized as
follows: v

[N

4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors (inclading intslligence value and law enforcement
valae of the Enemy Combatant).

(L) The ARB considered the above agency assessments and the following key indicators in its

threat and intelligence assessment of the EC: .

+ & Recruitment ‘

S (S/NF)
. e L0/,

ISN 568
Enclosure (4)
Page 20of 9
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ISN 568
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 9
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ISN 568
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 9
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Enclosure (4)

Page S of 9
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ARB ROUND 1

ISN 568
Enclosure (4)
Page 6 of 9
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e (U) The EC provided no written testimony.
¢ (U) The EC chose not to appear.

i. Factors in support of release

ISN 568
Enclosure (4)
Page 70of9
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5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Esemy Combatant's
requests for witness statements and home country statemeats provided through the United
States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Kuwsit.

(U) The Board was reconvened on 25 May 05 to consider Enclosure (7) “Correspondence
Submitted on Behalf of Enemy Combutant.”

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
o I
7. (U) Conclusions and Roeomdtdon of the Administrative Review Board

(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following
determination and recommendation:

iHi'meB«rdcutfunyndmdmidmdBndmiil. Nm% the ECis s
, threat to the United States and its ailies,

ISN 568
Enclosure (4)
Page 8 of 9
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SECRETINOFORN-

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's report
(U) The panel reached o unanimous decision.

Respectfully submitted,

ISN 568
Enclosure (4)
Page 9 of 9

SECRET/NOFORN-
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SECRET/NOTORN-
ACTION MEMO

23 June 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDB(Q)V’

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDPATION
ICO ISN 871 (KUWAIT)

o Subject ARB was held on 23 May 2005 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to—
ISN 571 based on the followi

o Agency assessments follow:

0 The detainee is a habeas petitioner in the case of Al-Odah v. Bush, Civil No. 02-0828 (D.D.C.). As
of the date of this memorandum, no court order requires the govemment to provide the detaince’s
counsel or the court notice prior to removing the detainee from U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay.

o IheLegnlSuﬂiclencyRevww(TabA)mdmePrmdmgOﬁicer sAssessmentandRmmendanon
(Tab B) with enclosures, arc attached.

IECREMNORABN-. 000428




. SECRET/NOPORN
SUBJECT:ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 571 (KUW.

Or: Detain Release

Attachments:
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 571

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 571 continues to be a threat to the
United States and its allies. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified
and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the
ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings

(U) The ARB was convened and began its proceedings without the Enemy Combatant (EC)
present. The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary, both in
written form and with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors. The Assisting
Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as Exhibit EC-A,
identified herein as Enclosure (2). The AMO also presented the Enemy Combatant Election
Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as Enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B indicates the EC chose
to decline to participate or appear at his ARB. The EC indicated he did not want to appear due to
the fact that he told the truth at his Combatant Status Review Tribunal (CSRT) but was still
declared an enemy combatant. The ARB expressed concems to the AMO about the EC not
appearing and indicated that if the EC appears his testimony and comments are usually
beneficial. The AMO read the EC’s comments from Exhibit EC-B that denied and/or qualified
the information contained in the unclassified summary. In addition, the AMO presented
Correspondence Submitted on Behalf of Enemy Combatant as Exhibit EC-C, identified herein as
Enclosure (4). The board asked a few questions to clarify the information in the unclassified
summary. The AMO then stated that the Joint Detention Operations Group (JDOG) Staff Judge
Advocate (8JA) said the EC’s lawyer had visited the EC five times since December 2004 and
that on the last visit the EC had refused to leave his cell. According to the AMO, the JDOG SJA
also said that the EC’s lawyer had been admonished for passing unauthorized news clippings to
the EC. The AMO then commented that he thought the contract enclosed towards the end of
Exhibit EC-C was not really a contract but some other form of communication to the EC. The
unclassified part of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the classified portion of
the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The board asked a few questions
that were answered satisfactorily, The AMO then provided additional comments about his
thoughts concerning the contract contained in Exhibit EC-C on pages 21 thru 26. The contract is
unsigned. OARDEC linguist made minor corrections to pages 5 thru 18 of Exhibit EC-C. AMO
again stated that he thought it was an atiempt to somehow pass on a message to the EC since his
lawyer had previously passed the EC unauthorized press clippings. The board PO thought the
AMO’s comments should have been captured during the unclassified session so he reconvened
the unclassified session to allow the AMO to repeat his comments. The session was then closed
for deliberation. During deliberation, the board felt the AMO’s comments concerning the
possible passing of a message to the EC via the contract in Exhibit EC-C was irrelevant because

SEGRETHNOFORN ISN 571

Enclosure (5)
Page 1 of 6
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the AMO had no facts to back up these comments. The board instead felt that the contract was
possibly added in error either by the law firm or whoever scanned the documents inito the
Acrobat Reader format. Either way, this issue had no impact on the board’s decision concerning
the EC’s continued detention. The board did review the letters on behalf of the EC contained in
Exhibit EC-C and considered them during the proceedings.

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony and other Considerations by the
Administrative Review Board

S/NF

(U) The following assessments considered by the ARB are summarized as follows:

0\

SEGRETHINOFORN- ISN 571

Enclosure (5)
Page 2 of 6
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law enforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant)

decision to assessthe EC as a

]

I R X B gV S gl Jg I}

ISN 5§71
Enclosure (5)
Page 3 of 6

000432




d. (S/REL/USA/AUS/CAN/GBR

¢. (S/REL/USA/MCF

Enclosure (5)
Page 4 of 6
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ISN 571
Enclosure (5)

P S5of6
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5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant’s
requests for witness statements snd home country statements provided through the United
States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Kuwait. No witness or home country statements were provided.

6. (U) Consultations with the Admiwisirative Review Board Legal Advisor

7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board

(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following
determination and recommendation:

U) The ECisa threat to the United States and its allics. || NG

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

(U) There were no dissenting members in the decision.

ISN 571

Enclosure (5)

Page 6 of 6
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SECRET//NOFORN
ACTION MEMO

FOR: Designated Civilian Official
FROM: Director. OARDEC

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 584 (CHINA)

o Subject ARB was held on 4 August 2005 resulting in a majority recommendation to ]
subject ISN based on the following:

o Agency assessments follow:

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached.

Or: Detain

Attachments:
Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

Prepared by: [N
: “SECRET/NOTFORN-

Release
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1. (U) introduction

(U} The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN $34 continues to be o threat (o
the United Statcs and its silics. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both
clasaified und unclassified information. The Rollowing is an account of the proceedings and
the factors the ARB used in making its detarminalion,

2. (V) Symopsis of Proceedings

(U) The detaines choné 0ot to atiend the ARB, The Deslipasted Mifitary Officer (DMO)
prescated the unclassificd remmary. bdhluawﬂmm-ndwﬂhmomlmmuyofﬂu
unclassified privazy foctors.

() The Assisting Millary Officer (AMO) presented the Fnemy Cotmbatant Notification &
Exhibit EC-A. identifled herein ss Enclogure (2), The AMO (hen peosonted the Encmy
Combaetamt Election Form as Exhibil EC-B, identiffed hesein as Enclosure (3). The detainee
chowe not to participate, s ¢hown in ¢xhibit EC.B. The AMO varbally summarized the
dewnace’s responses 10 the Unclassified Summacy ol Evidence during the interview.

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the
classified seyvion and e DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB pancl members
reviewod the classificd oxhibits snd the scssion was then closed Ror detibicration.

3. (U) Primary Documents, Asscssments, Teastimony, and Other Couidenlluo by the
Admigistralive Review Board

{S/NF)

() The government agency assesatnents considered by the ARB are summarized ns follows:

¢savr) I

1SN 584
Bnclosure (4)
Page 1 o7

000437



SECGRET/NOFORN-
e I

(rouozws)

g

(U) Discussion of the Primary Factors (iocleding intelligence value and law
mfommut vala¢ of the Eneswy Combsatant)

(U) The ARB considered the agency assessments given in paragraph 3 above ad the
following key indicators in its threat and intelligence assessment of the detainee:

& {U)Recrujiment.

ISN 584
Enclosure (4)
Pags20f7
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¢. (U) Irainige,

e (FOUO/LES

» o Y

d. () Combat/Operations) Expericnce.

e

ISN 584
Enclosure (4)
Page30f 7
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¢. (U)Capturs.
» (FOUO/LES

& (U) Connections/Associations.

e (L) The Eastern Turkistan Islamic Movement (ETIM) is designated an Othcr
Foreign Terrorist Organization by the United States Department of Homeland
Security. The ETIM, a small Islamic extremist group based in China’s westem
Xinjiang Province, is one of the most militant of the ethnic Uighur separatist groups
pursuing an independent “Eastern Turkistan,” which would include Turkey,
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Pakistan, Afghanistan, and Xinjiang. ETTM and other
overdapping militan Uighur groups are linked to the mtcmmonal M\:uahhedm
mowmem and 10 allumed degrec al Qaula begmn g iop of

ISN 584
Enclosure (4}
Page 4 of 7
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o Y

..
._

h. (U) Qther,

. ._

i (U) Written and/or Oral Testimony from the Detainee.

s (U) Through the AMO, the detaince did not provide a response to allegations
stated In the Unclassified Summary of Evidence.

.

J-. (U) Eaglors in support of release.

SEOREFNOFORN

.

ISN 584
Enclosure (4)
Page 50f 7
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8. (U) Cousiderations by the Adwinistrative Review Board on the Enemy Combatant’s
Requests for Witness Statements and Home Country Statements Provided Through
the United States

{U) The detaines is a citizen of China.
6. (U) Consultatious with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor

© I

7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board
(S/NF)

ISN 584
Enclosure (4)
Page 6of 7
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(Ui) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following A
determination and secommendation:

hreat to the United States and its allies,

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's Report

{U) A minority assessment and recommendation for the administrative review of the detention of
Enemy Combatant ISN 584 is provided in enclosure (5).

Re sub) M i
. ’ s o -
~— .
.o
Pl LA 7
# .
.r l -

JSN 584
Enclosure (4)
Page 7of 7
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SEORET/NOFORN
From: Dissenting Officer of Administrative Review Board Panel #18 (U)
To:  Presiding Officer

Subj: (U) MINORITY ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION FOR THE
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF THE DETENTION OF ENEMY COMBATANT

ISN-584

1. (U) Dissent for the Following Reasons

2. (U) Basis for Dissent
S/NF)

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony, and other Considerations by the
Dissenting Member

(S/NF)

(U) The following assessments considered by the Dissenting Officer are summarized as follows:

SESRETINORQRN 1SN 584

Enclosure (5)
Page 1 of 3

006523 A



U

e

(S)

:‘
(U) The detainee said he has never asked to participate in a Jihad against the United States
and would not fight against the United States even if his religion told Rim to. He said he
would also submit to a polygraph examination, (DMO-1).

4. (U) Discussion of the Primary Factors
(S/NF)

o (U) The detainee denied having any knowledge of attacks on the United States (DMO-1).

SEOREFHMNGRGRN ISN 584

Enclosure (5)
Page 2 of 3
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_

]
.-

5. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Dissenting Member

(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the Dissenting Officer makes the

N following determination and recommendation:

(S/NF)

.

.Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Air Force
Auministrative Review Board Member

SECRETHNOEQORN ISN 584

Enclosure (5)
Page 3 of 3
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20356-1000

SHORETNOROR
ACTION MEMO
FOR: Designated Civilian Official
FROM: Director, OARDEC(p~

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 588 (SAUDI ARABIA)

o Subject AR was held on 29 July 2005 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to{JJJsubiect
ISN_based on the following:

| — N

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of the subject ISN included:

o Agency assessments follow:

DASD-DA _

CIA
FBI

Dept of State

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (TabA)andthePrendingOfﬁcer s Assessment and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached.

000444




SEGRET/NGEakal
SUBJECT:ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 588 (SAUDI ARABIA)

RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO

Or. Continue to

Attachments:
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

Prepared by: (N

~“SECRET/NORORN 000445
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*

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 588

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 588 continues to be a threat to the
United States and its allies. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified
and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the
ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings

(U) The Enemy Combatant (EC) declined to attend and the ARB was convened and conducted
its proceedings without the EC present. The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the
unclassified summary, both in a written form and with an oral summary of the unclassified
factors. .

(U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as
Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as Enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy
Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as Enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B
verified that the Enemy Combatant Notification had been accomplished and that the ARB
procedures had been explained. Exhibit EC-B also indicated that the AMO had scheduled an
interview with the EC on two separate occasions and on both occasions the EC refused to exit his
cell to attend the interview.

(U) The Presiding Officer queried the AMO to ascertain that the EC understood the purpose and
procedures involved in the ARB process. The AMO confirmed that a copy of the Unclassified
Summary of Evidence for Administrative Review Board translated into the EC’s native language
was provided to the EC, but that the AMO had no direct contact with the EC due to the fact that
the EC had refused to exit his cell to attend the interview. The AMO then read his written
comments from the Enemy Combatant Election Form.

(U) The Board queried the AMO further to ascertain whether the EC was constrained by medical
reasons from attending the interview and the AMO stated that he had been informed that the EC
had no medical condition preventing his participation in either the interview or the ARB itself.

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the classified
session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB pancl members reviewed the
classified exhibits and the DMO and AMO answered questions posed by the Board. The session
was then closed for deliberation.

ISN 588
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 6
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3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony, and other Considerations by the
Administrative Review Board

S/NF

(U) The following government agency assessments condidered by the ARB are summarized as
follows:;

(S/NF)

o

(FOUO/LES

(S/NF

(S/NF)

4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law enforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant).

(U) The information presented to the ARB supports the recommendations made by the reporting
agencies.

(U) The “Copies of Documented Evidence” package was reviewed for information from
agencies known to perform original intclligence collection (interviews) directly from the EC
(CITF, FBI, and JTF-GTMO). For this reason, and the fact that other documents generally

' ISN 588

Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 6

SEOREFNOFORN
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appear (o have derived their information from them, the Board primarily cites those original
intelligence collection documents. However, the Board carefully considered all provided
documents, and cites those that provide differing or additional information as well.

* (S/NF)

ISN 588
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 6
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d. (U) Individual affiliations
(S

e. (U) Behavior
(S/NF)

e (S/NF

f. (U) Written and/or oral testimony from the EC
(U) The Board took special note of the following items during deliberation:

e () The EC declined to be interviewed by the AMO or to participate in any way
in the ARB process.

g. (U) Factors in support of release

)
¢ (U) No letters from family members regarding this EC were submitted.
o (U) Government of Saudi Arabia did not submit a letter on behalf of this EC,

ISN 588
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 6
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h. (U) Level of Threat Summary

(SM'“

.u

i. (U) Intelligence Value Summary

5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant’s
requests for witmess statements and home country statements provided through the United
States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Saudi Arabia.

(U) No witness or home country statements were provided.

ISN 588
Enclosure (4)
Page 5 of 6
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6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
oy
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board

(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following
determination and recommendation:

(S/NF)

-

(U) The Board unanimously recommends ISN 588 for

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report
(U) The Board reached a unanimous decision.

ISN 588
Enclosure (4) F
Page 6 of 6
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants:(OARDEC)
atUS. ﬂn\ml Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SEBERETYNOFORN
ACTION MEMO

FOR: Designated Civilian Official
FROM: Director, OARD ',.w"

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 651 (JORDAN)

o Subject ARB was held on 1 December 2005 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to -
subject ISN based on the following:

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of the subject ISN included:

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY

DASD-DA

CIA

FBI

Dept of State

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached. '

Or: Continue to Detain ., Release

Attachments:
Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

wwm 000452
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(1) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS OF
STRA ISION FOR ISN

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 651 continues to be a threat to
the United States and its allies. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both
classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the
factors the ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings

(U) The enemy combatant (EC) chose to attend the ARB. The Designated Military Officer
(DMO) presented the unclassified summary, both in a written form and with an oral summary of
the unclassified primary factors.

(U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as
Exhibit EC-A, identified as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy Combatant
Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified as enclosure (3). The EC chose to participate in the
ARB and provided an oral statement. Based on council from his lawyer, the EC refused to
answer any ARB member questions.

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the
classified session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB panel members
reviewed the classified exhibits and the session was then closed for deliberation.

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony, and Other Considerations by the
Administrative Review Board

(S/N

(U) The government agency assessments considered by the ARB are summarized as follows:

(S//NF)

ISN 651
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 7
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(S/NF)

R —
_

(FOUOQ//LES)

(

(S/NF)

4. (U) Discussion of the Primary Factors (including intelligence value and law
enforcement value of the Enemy Combatant)

(U) The ARB considered the agency assessments given in paragraph three above and the
following key indicators in its threat and intelligence assessment of the EC:

a. (U) Recruitment
o (S/

. ISN 651
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 7
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b. (U) Iravel

o (S/NF)

* (S/NF)

c.

~ d. (U) Combet/Operational Experience

ISN 651
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 7
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e. (U) Capture

._
._

ISN 651
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 7
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f (U) Connections/Associations

o ©

s e

h. (U) Written and/or Oral Testimopy from the EC. The EC provided an oral response to
allegations stated in the Unclassified Summary of Evidence.

i (U) Other

+ covoLes) QY

j. (U) Factors in support of release
e (S//NF)

o

S. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on the Enemy Combatant’s
Requests for Witness Statements and Home Country Statements Provided Through the
United States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Jordan. No witness or home country statements provided.

ISN 651
Enclosure (4)
Page 5 of 7
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6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor

O
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendstion of the Administrative Review Board
(S//NF)

(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following
determination and recommendation;

(S//NF)

ISN 651
Enclosure (4)
Page 6 of 7
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8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s Report

(U) There were no dissenting members in the decision.

- ‘

ISN 651
Enclosure (4)
Page 7 of 7
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combataats (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SEGRELAQEQRN -
ACTION MEMO

26 July 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDEQ"

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 652 (SAUDI ARABIA)

© Subject ARB was held on § July 2005 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to -
subject ISN based on the following:

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of

© Agency assessments foltow:

AGENCY

DASD-DA

ClA

FBI

o The Legal Sufticiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommenda
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached. ,

Or. Detain » Release

Attachments:
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

repre . Y
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(U) EDINGS AND B
RE WBOARDDE JON FOR IS 65

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 652 continues to be a threat to
the United States and its allies. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both
classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and
the factors the ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings

(U) The Enemy Combatant (EC) chose not to attend the ARB. The Designated Military
Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary, both in a written form and with an oral
summary of the unclassified primary factors.

(U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as
Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as Enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy
Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as Enclosure (3). The EC chose
not to participate, as shown in exhibit EC-B. The AMO verbally summarized the detainee’s
responses to the Unclassified Summary of Evidence during the interview.

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the
classified session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB panel members
reviewed the classified exhibits and the session was then closed for deliberation.

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony, and Other Considerations by the
Administrative Review Board

_
. (U) The government agency assessments considered by the ARB are summarized as follows:
-
ISN 652

Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 9
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(FOUO/LES

|

4. (U) Discussion of the Primary Factors (including intelligence value and law
enforcement value of the Enemy Combatant)

(U) The ARB considered the agency assessments given in paragraph 3 above and the
following key indicators in its threat and intelligence assessment of the detainee:

ISN 652
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 9
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b. (U) Travel/Guesthouse Stays: The detainee departed Saudi Arabia in February 2001
and arrived in Afghanistan in August 2001 via Pakistan.

¢ (FOUO/LES

s (FOUO/LES

" e
ISN 652

Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 9
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ISN 652
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 9
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d. (U) Combat/Operational Experience: The detainee worked for al Wafa in Pakistan

and Afghanistan.

» (FOUOJ/LES)

s (S/NF)

e. (U) Capture: Afier the fall of Afghanistan to the Northern Alliance, the detainee and
Jabir were arrested and held for 4-months and then turned over to U.S. forces.

e (S/NF

e (FOUO/LES

&

£ @_QQQMMAMQQQ The detainee was affiliated with al Qaida and al Wafa.
L] (S/NF)

ISN 652
Enclosure (4)
Page 5 of 9
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g.

h.

(U) Behavior: Detainee has a history of aggressive behavior with multiple acts of
assault on his disciplinary record.

e (S/NF

(S/C)

(FOUOQ/LES) Othet:
ISN 652
Enclosure (4)
Page 6 of 9
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e, (FOUO/LES
% .

i, Wril 'or Oral imo inee:

1
o #U) Through the AMO, the detainee provided information in response to
allegations stated in the Unclassified Summary of Evidence.

OUO/LES

»
_
.
. “

OUO/LES

(FOUO/LES

(FOUO/LES)

S. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on the Enemy Combatant’s
Requests for Witness Statements and Home Country Statements Provided Through
the United States

(U) The detainee is a citizen of Saudi Arabia.

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor

O

7. () Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board

ISN 652
Enclosure (4)
Page 7 of 9
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(S‘il_
_
(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following '
determination and recommendation:

-

ISN 652
Enclosure (4)
Page 8 of 9
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8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s Report

(U) There were no dissenting members in the decision.

Respectfully submi

ISN 652
Enclosure (4)
Page 9 of 9
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bsy, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SECREF/NOFORN

ACTION MEMO

FOR: Designated Civilian Official

Fm»npmmm@mmé}»/

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION ICO
ISN 655 (AFGHANISTAN)

© Subject ARB was held on 28 July 2005 renﬂﬁnginammimousmomndnﬁonto-ubjectISN
based on the following:

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB's determination of the subject ISN included:

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assesament and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached.

Attachments:
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

prpertvy: (Y

SECRET/ANOFORN-

0004’70




T REVI DECISION FOR ISN 655
1. (U) Introduction |

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 655 continues to threat
to the United States and its allies. MWMngthudetezmmatlon.theARBconsn th
classified and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the
factors the ARB used in making its determination.

" 2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings

(U) The Enemy Combatant (EC) chose to attend, and consequently the board was convened with
the EC present. The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary,
both in a written form and with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors.

(U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as
Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as Enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy
Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as Enclosure (3). The AMO stated
the EC desired to speak openly with the ARB in regard to the Unclassified Summary of
Evidence.

(U) The EC provided a verbal response to each allegation/statement included in the Unclassified
Summary of Evidence. His responses consisted of a line-by-line confirmation or denial of the
bullets in paragraphs 3 and 4 of the unclassified summary. The EC answered a series of
questions from the ARB, as documented in Enclosure (5), regarding his personal knowledge of
known Al Qaida members or leaders with whom he is reported to have associated. The Board
also inquired about the circumstances of his arrest.

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the classified
session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB panel members reviewed the
classified exhibits and the session was then closed for deliberation.

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony and Other Considerations by the
Administrative Review Board

(S/NF)

(U) The following government agency assessments considered by the ARB are summarized as
follows:

ISN 655
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of §
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OUO/LES)

Sl

(S/NF)

4. (U) Discussion of the Primary Factors (including intelligence value and law
enforcement value of the Enemy Combatant)

~ (U) The ARB considered the above agency assessments and the following key indicators in its
threat and intelligence assessment of the EC: ,

a. (U)Recruitment.

ISN 655
Enclosure (4)
Pagg 20of5
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. (U) Organizational affiliations.
e (FOUO//LES)

(U) Individual affiliations.
ISN 655
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 5
SECRENOFORN/ORGON
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£ (U) Behavior.
e (FOUO)

g (U) Written and/or oral testimony from the EC.
» (U) The EC responded verbally to every item in the Unclassified Summary of

Evidence (DMO-1). All allegations associated with the Taliban or terrorist activities
were denied.

h. (U) Factors in support of release.
(FOUO//LES)

ISN 655
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 5
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"

5. (U) Considerations by ﬁe Administrative Review Board on the Enemy Combatant’s
requests for Witness Statements and Home Country Statements provided through the
United States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No witness or home country statements were provided.
6. (U) Consuitations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor

o

7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board

(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following
determination and recommendation:

(U) The EC mqse a threst to the United States and its allies. The EC is of JJJJJJ

intelligence value. mend ISN 655
8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

(U) The panel reached a unanimous decision.

Respectfully submitted,

ISN 655
Enclosure (4)
Page 5 of 5
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S, Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SEERETHNOFORN
ACTION MEMO
FOR: Designated Civilian Official JUL 26 2005

FROM: Director, OARDQV‘/

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 664 (SAUDI ARABIA)

."* A '
o Mld on 14 June 2005 resulting in a unanimous reconuncndation_
ba!

sed on the following:

o  Threat Assessment:
s Intelligence Value:
¢ Other Factors:

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB's determination of the subject ISN included:

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY ASSESSMENT RECOMMENDATION

DASD-DA

CIA

FBI

Dept of State

o The ARB recommended to: [

v

i




o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached.

Attachments:

Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

Prepared by: - phone number—
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SECRET//NOFORN"
(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 664

1. (U) Introduction

iii i The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 664_
. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified

and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the
ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings

(U) The ARB was convened and began its proceedings with the Enemy Combatant (EC) present.
The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary, both in written
form and with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors. The Assisting Military
Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein
as Enclosure (2). The AMO also presented the Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-
B, identified herein as Enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B indicates the EC wanted the assistance of the
Assisting Military Officer and chose to participate and appear. The EC initially provided
comments to the AMO and requested he read them on his behalf, however, during the ARB, the
EC elected to respond verbally to each comment contained in Exhibit EC-B and denied and/or
qualified the information contained in the unclassified summary. The EC’s comments were also
received by the ARB. The board asked questions to further clarify the information in the
unclassified summary. The unclassified part of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB
moved to the classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified summary.
An ARB member had a clarification question that was answered satisfactorily. The session was
then closed for deliberation, During deliberation the board strongly considered the Enemy
Combatant’s background, travel, associations and ultimate capture in Pakistan.

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony and other Considerations by the
Adm_inistrative Review Board

(U) The following assessments considered by the ARB are summarized as follows:

ISN 664
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 6
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law enforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant)

ISN 664
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 6
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ISN 664 :
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Page 4 of 6

SECRETHNOFORN-
000475




j. (S/NF) Level of Threat Summary:

Intelligence Value Summ:

5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant’s
requests for witness statements and home country statements provided through the United
States

(U) The EC is a citizen of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. No witness or home country statements
were provided.

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board
(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following

determination and recommendation:

ISN 664
Enclosure (4)
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SCORCTIINOTORN
The ECisa Recommend -
]

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

(U) There were no dissenting members in the decision.

olonel, U.S. Marine Corps
Presiding Officer

ISN 664
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

ACTION MEMO
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARD@""

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 670 (AFGHANISTAN)

o Subject ARB was held on 14 July 2005 resulting in a unanimous recommendation toQJJJI# subject
ISN based on the following:

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of the subject ISN included:

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY
DASD-DA
CIA
FBI

Dept of State

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached.
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SEERBLAGEGRN

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 670 (AFGHANISTAN)

Or: Continue to Petain , Release

Attachments:
Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

Prepared by: (R

SRERBEHNOPORN: 000477
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 670

L. (U)Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 670 continues to be a threat to the
United States and its allies. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified
and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the
ARB used in making its determination. '

2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings

(U) The Enemy Combatant (EC) chose to attend. The ARB was convened and conducted its
proceedings with the EC present. The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the
unclassified summary, both in a written form and with an oral summary of the unclassified
factors. (U) The Presiding Officer queried the EC to ascertain that EC understood the purpose
and procedures involved in the ARB process. The oral summary was read by the DMO and
translated to the EC. The Presiding Officer allowed the EC to comment on each statement as it
was read,

(U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as
Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as Enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy °
Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as Enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B
indicated that the EC was interviewed by the AMO and chose to appear before the Board.
Exhibit EC-B also indicated that the EC wanted the assistance of the AMO at the Board. The
AMO then read the summary of the interview from the Enemy Combatant Election Form.

The EC commented on the summary which the AMO had read. The EC read his statement and it
was translated for the ARB.

(U) The Board queried the EC on the unclassified summary and those statements which the EC
made to the Board,

(U) The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the classified
session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB panel members reviewed the
classified exhibits and the DMO and AMO answered questions posed by the Board. The session
was then closed for deliberation.

ISN 670
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3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony, and other Considerations by the
Administrative Review Board

(S/NF)

(U) The following government agency assessments considered by the ARB are summarized as
follows:

(S/NF/OC

(FOUO/LES

4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors (incinding intelligence value and law enforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant).

(U) The information presented to the ARB supports the recommendétions made by the reporting
agencies. '

(U) The “Copies of Documented Evidence” package was reviewed for information from
agencies known to perform original intelligence collection (interviews) directly from the EC
ISN 670
Enclosure (4)
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(CITF, FBI, and JTF-GTMO). For this reason, and the fact that other documents generally
appear to have derived their information from them, the Board primarily cites those original
intelligence collection documents. However, the Board carcfully considered all provided
documents, and cites those that provide differing or additional information as well.

a. (U) Recruitment

o S —

e (S/NF)

e

O T

R —
d. (U) Combat and capture |

e. (U) Orgenizational affiliations |
sl —

ISN 670
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£ (U) Individual affiliat

P

e (S/NF/OC)

o (U) The EC provided no written testimony
i. (U) Factors in support of release

o —

¢ (U) No letters from family members regarding this EC were submitted.
e (U) The Government of Afghanistan did not submit a letter on behalf of this EC.

i- (U) Level of Threat Summary
(S/NF

ISN 670
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k. (U) Intelligence Value Summary ’
R —
e (S . -

L. (U) Agency Recommendations

_

5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Eaemy Combatant’s ,
requests for witness statements and home country statements provided through the United
States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan,
{(U) No witness or home country statements were provided.

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
o
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board

(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following
deterg_lination and recommendation;

),

ISN 670
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(S/NF/OC

(U) The Board unanimously recommends ISN 670 for -

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

(U) The Board reached a unanimous decision.

<

ISN 670
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