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Department of Defense
Office for thé Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S, Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1060

SHCREPNOEIRI

ACTION MEMO
o 16 May 2005

FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDEQ““

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICOISN 783 (AFGHANIS’I‘AN)

o Subject A resulting in an unanimous recom

Qther Factors:

o Intelligence inputs used 1 the ARB’s determination of the subject ISN included:
L J
®
¢

o Agceney assessments follow:

AGENCY ASSESSMENT RECOMMENDATION

DASD-DA

CIA

FBI

Dent of State

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

RECOMMENDAT e CO S
s 5

Or: Continue to Detain , Release

Attachments:

Tab A OARDEC S)A Legal SufTiciency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

prepared : A
279



(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 783

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 783

_ In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified
unclassi rmation. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the

ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synopasis of Proceedings

{U) The ARB was convened and began its proceedings with the Enemy Combatant (EC) present.
The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassificd summary, in written form
and with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors to retain the EC, and the primary
factors for release. The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant
Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC elected
10 participate, documented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO related that during the initial interview,
he documented EC comments to specific statements in the unclassified summary. These notes
are included on exhibit EC-B. The ARB asked the EC questions related to his comments, This
dialogue is contained in the Summary of Enecmy Combatant Testimony. The unclassified part of
the proceeding was adjourned, and the EC was removed from the room. The ARB moved to the
classified porction of the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB
members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered 2ll relevant infonmation and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
EC-B, and DMO-1 through DMO-21.

S/N

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

ISN 783
Enclosure (4)
Page 1l of 3
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4, (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law enforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant).

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports the assessmmﬁ
*m ARB considered key indicators from JTF-GTMO, DASD-D.
FB1 in o decston 9 resommend QU

.

_
c.
_
3.112

ISN 783
Enclosure (4) -
Page2of3
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h. (8/NF

i. (S/NF

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

(U} The home state of the EC provided no additional information to the U.S. Department of
State. '

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.
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}

8. (U} Diszenting Board Member’s report
(U) There were no dissenting members in the decision.

Respectfully submitted,

Captain, U.S. Navy
Presiding Officer

ISN 783

Enclosure (4)
0o 2¥2 “Page 3 of 3



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

SECILLlAMNGLEORN

ACTION MEMOQ

03 May 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDQV'”

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 284 (ALGERIA)

o SubI‘ect ARB was held on 22 March 2005 resuiting Y 1> 25+

s Threat Assessment:
Intelligence Value:

Lv]

Apgency assessments follow:

o

RECOMMENDATION

AGENCY |

DASD-DA
CIA

FBI

Dept of State

ASSESSMENT

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

wecommDATIon A e oo
-(Transfcr) 6’['

Or: Continue to Detai , Release
Attachments:

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

prepar y: Y




(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 284

1. (U) Intraduction

U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 284 ”
In reaching this detcrmination, the ARB considered both classified
ang unclassiti

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). 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 and the Enemy Combatant
Election Form indicating the EC elected not to be present, documented as exhibit EC-B. 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 session was then closed for
deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMO-24.

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

S/NF)

[SN 284
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 5
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4, (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law enforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant).

The information presented to the ARB supports—

The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to assess
. and in its recommendation

a_

o

(S//NF)

ISN 284
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 5
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h. (S//NF

i. (S//NF)

j- (S#NF)

k. (S//NF)

. (S/NF)

Wi

p. s/NF) U

ISN 284
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 5
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4. (FOUO//LES |
t. (S//NF

(S/NE

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

PECRETNOFORN
ISN 284
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 5

vt 7



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

(U) There was no legal consultation prior fo or during the ARB session.

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)

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

{U) The panel reached a unanimous decision.

Respectfully submitted,

Colonel, U.S. Amy

Presiding Officer
1SN 284
Enclosure (4)
Page 5of §
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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. 20356-1600

SPERERANOEORN

ACTION MEMO
03 May 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

bor =
FROM: Director, OARDEC 7 <

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION ICO ISN
571 (SAUDI ARARIAT)

o Subjeet ARB was held on 15 February 2005 resulting in —

572 based on the following,
»  Threat Assessment
» Intelligence Valug;
»  Other Factors:

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

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY ASSESSMENT RECOMMEND
DASD-DA
CIA
1BI
Depyt of State

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

* The detainee’s ISN mdicates he is a citizen of Saudh Arabia, However, detsinee claims to be a citizen of Yemen;
because he is of Yemeni descent he cannot have citizenship in Saudi Arabia.

RECOMMENDATION: That the

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

002H




SECRETNOFORN

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 572

1. (U) Introduction

{U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 572—
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). 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 and the Enemy Combatant
Election Form, indicating that the EC affirmatively declined to participate, documented as
exhibit EC-B. 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 ARB
members requested clarification of the relevance of one of the DMO exhibits during the
classified portion of the ARB. The session was then closed for deliberation,

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMQ-25, _

(S/NF)

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

{S/NF

ISN 572
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 3

0c290



SESREFNOTFORN

(S/NF)

(FOUO/LES)

G
e

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 M
- The ARB considered the following kci indicators in the decision to assess the BC-

. (S/NF

[~ %

ISN 572
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 3
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3. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant’s
requests for witmess statements and home conntry statements provided through the United
States

(U) The EC is a resident of Saudi Arabia who claims Yemeni citizenship. No home country or
witness statements were provided.

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session,
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:

o Y ———

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

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

Respectfully submitted,

olonel, U.5. Manoe Corps
Presiding Officer

ISN 572
Enclosure (4)
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
1060 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1080

SECRET/NOFORN
ACTION MEMO

03 May 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

o M/:D
FROM:‘[Dimcr.or, OARDEC

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 165 (YEMEN)

o Subject ARB was held on 2 February 2005 resultng ingupiiiii g

GEDISN 165 based on the following:

e Threat Assessment:
‘“ e Intelligence Value! A
¢ Other Faclors:

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

o Intellipence i

. » e

¢ Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY RECOMMENDATION

DASD-DA

ClA

FQI

Dept of State

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

RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO,

Attachments: é
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review b,ﬂ
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 61

Prepared by:

SECRET//NOFORN

00293
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 165

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 165

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 and the
Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC declined to participate, documented as
exhibit EC-B. The AMO relayed a statement from the EC that is documented in exhibit EC-B
professing his non-combatant status, The ARB members questioned the AMO as to whether
there was additional information pertaining to the EC’s statement that he is not a combatant
given his previous statements on his combat role in Afghanistan. The AMO stated that he had no
further information on that. 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 ARB members had a question during the classified portion of the ARB as to whether any
evaluations were available addressing a statement in the file on the EC’s mental status; there are
no such evaluations readily available. The session was then closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits vpresented as
DMO-1 ttrough DMO-23.

(S/NF

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

S ORETINOBGRN

ISN 165
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 4

0o 294



(FOUO/LES

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

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports

C.

ISN 165
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 4

0028 S



SESREFNOFORN

S/NF

o

h. (S/NF

i. (S/NF)

- (S/INF)

k. (S/NF)

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

(U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No home country ot witness statements were provided. A
statement was provided by the EC’s lawyer and is included as Enclosure (7).

SEERETINOFRORMN

ISN 165
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 4
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6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor

(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board

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

I —
8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

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

Respectfully submitted,

ISN 165
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 4

VO 29



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

GlaGR NS RN
ACTION MEMO
03 May 2005
FOR: Designatcd Civihan Official

FROM: Director, oARDE(C%}\/

SUBIECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 207 (SAUD1 ARABIA)

o Subject ARB was held on 11 January 2005 resulung m—

. reat Assessment:
¢ [ntclligence Value:

s determination of the subject ISN included:

o Agency assessiments follow:

AGENCY ASSESSMENT RECOMMENDATIO
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.

RECOMMENDATION: That the

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

SBGREFUNOFORN 00 2Y
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 207

1, (U) Introduction

U} Th inigtrativc Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 207
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 with an oral
summary of the primary factors to retain the EC and the primary factors for release. The
Assisting Military Officer (AMQ) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A
and the Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC elected to participate, documented as
exhibit EC-B. The EC presented his information with the help of the AMO. The unclassified
part of the proceeding was adjourned, and the EC was removed from the room. The ARB moved
to the classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The
ARB members had no questions during the classified porticn of the ARB and the session was
closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhlblts presented as
EC-B and DMO-1 through DMO-13.

ISN 207
Enclosure (4)
Pagelof3
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law enforcement
valuc of the Enemy Combatant).

(U) The preponderance of the information presented io the ARB supports
The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to assess the E

ISN 207
Enclosure (4)
Page2 of 3
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5. (U) Cousiderations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant’s
requests for witness statements and home country statements provided through the United
States

(U) The home state of the EC provided no additional information to the U.S. Department of
State.

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
{U) There was no legal consultation prior 1o or during the ARB session.

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:

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report
{U) Thete were no dissenting members in the decision.

Respectfully submitted,

Captain, U.S, Navy
Presiding Officer

ISN 207
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 3
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Department of Defense
OffTice for the Administtative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanameo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

SHENPIYMOEORN

ACTION MEMO

06 May 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDE@V‘/

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
1CO ISN 069 (YEMEN)

o Subject ARB was held on 15 February 2005 resulting (R

ISN 069
¢ Threat Assessment;
o Intelligence Value:
s (her Factors:

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of the subject 1SN included:

*

¢ Agency assessments follow.

AGENCY ASSESSMENT "OMMENDATION

DASD-DA

CIA

FBI

Dept of State

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

Attachments: :
Tab A OARDEC 8JA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

prpsct vy: (Y
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 069

1. (U) Introduction

U) Th inistrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 069

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 (he 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 and the
Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC declined to participate, documented as
exhibit EC-B. The AMO stated the EC said that the statements in the unclassified summary
“were mostly lies” and that he attended the CSRT and explained that point (about the lies) is an
issue and he still was found to be an enemy combatant, 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 ARB members had no questions during the classified portion of the
ARB. The session was then closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMOQ-15.

(S/NF

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

(S/NF)

ISN 069
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 4
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N

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 (NG
The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to assess the E
and in its recommendatlor—

“

ISN 069
Enclosure (4)
- Page2of4
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J. (S/NF

k. (S/NF)
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 ' '

i'_

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

(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.

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:

SEERFRANGFORN |

ISN 069
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 4
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8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

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

Respectfully submitted,

ISN 069
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 4
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Departmeant of Defense.
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guanfanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

ACTION MEMO

11 April 2005
FOR: Designated Civilan Official

FROM: Director, OARDB(CaVW

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO 1SN 70 (ALGERIAN CITIZEN)

o Subject ARB was held on 10 January 2005 resulting in—[SN
70 '
l !real !sscssment:

ased on the following:

L
¢ Intelligence Valuc:
¢ Other Factors:

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of the subject I8N included:

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY ASSESSMENT RECOMMENDATION
DASD-DA
ClA
FBI
Dept of State

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

RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO Y
AR ransferfe H

Or: Continue to Detamn , Release

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

SREREINGFORN 0o 7
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 070

1, (U} Introduction

The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 070 | NG
. 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, in written form
and with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors to retain the EC and the primary
factors for release. The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant
Notification Form as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC
elected to participate, documented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO related that during his interview
with the EC, the EC requested assistance from the AMO in preparing a response to the
unclassified summary. The AMO entered the EC’s assisted statement to the ARB as exhibit EC-
C, and read the information contained in the document to the ARB, The unclassified part of the
proceeding was adjourned, and the EC was removed from the room. The ARB moved to the
classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified swmmary. The ARB
members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
EC-C, and DMO-1 through DMO-24.

S/NF

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

ISN 070 -
Enclosure (5)
Pagelof3
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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 preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports
The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to assess the

and in its recommendation

a.(8

b. (8/NF)

g (S/NF

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 home state of the EC provided no additional information to the U.S. Department of
State.
ISN 070

Enclosure (5)
Page2 of 3
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6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.
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)

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

Respectfully submitted,

Captain, U.S. Navy
Presiding Officer

ISN 070
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

SECRPTTITOP e
ACTION MEMO

21 Apnl 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDE Jur~"

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO TSN 188 (AFGHANISTAN)

o Subject ARB was held on 21 January 2005 resulti in_ ISN

Other Factors:

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

© Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY | ASSESSMENT

DASD-DA

CIA

FBI

STATE DEPT

© The ARB ‘s determinati

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

Or: Continue to Detain . Release

ik 002!/




SECRETNOFORMN

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 108

1. (U) Introduction

The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined 1SN 108 \ NN
h In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified
and unclassified iniormation. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the
ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synapsis 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, in written form
and with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors to retain the EC, and the primary
factors for release. The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant
Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC elected
to participate, documented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO related that during the initial interview,
he documented EC comments 1o specific statements in the unclassified summary. These notes
arg included on exhibit EC-B. The EC made several statements during the proceeding refated to
the unclassified summary. He also spoke about information he has given to interrogators during
his time at Guantanamo Bay, The ARB asked the EC questions related to his comments. This
dialogue is contained in the Summary of Enemy Combatant Testimony. The unclassified part of
the proceeding was adjourned, and the EC was removed from the room. The ARB moved to the
classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB
members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation.

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

{U) The ARB considered all relevant mformatlon and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
EC-B, and DMQ-1 through DMO-16.

/NF

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

S/NF

ISN 108
Enclosure (4)
Page 1l of3
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4, (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law enforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant).

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports the assessment of the

Ecq The ARB considered key indicators from JTF-GTMO, DASD-DA,
CITF and FRT in the decision to recommenh

ISN 108
Enclosure (4}
Page2 of 3
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8. (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 home state of the EC provided no additional information to the U.S. Department of
State.

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.
7. (U) Conciunsions 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)

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

Respectfully submitted

aptain, U.8. Navy
Presiding Officer

ISN 108
Euaclosure (4)
Page 3 of 3
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Department of Defense
Office far 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
25 March 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDELCP’/

SUBIECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
TCO ISN 120 (AFGHANI CITIZEN)

¢ Subject ARB was held on 14 February 2005 resulting ir—ISN

120 based on the following:

e Threat Assessment:
s [ntelligence Value:

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

o Agency asscssments follow:

AGENCY ASSESSMENT RECOMMENDATION
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,

RECOMMENDAT

G (Rcicase

Or Continue 1o Détain Transfer

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

prepare by (Y

SECRMTANOESHN.

v N



SECREFNOTFORT

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 12¢

1. {U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined (SN 120 §

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 in written form
followed with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors to retain the EC and the
primary factors for release. The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy
Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the
EC elected to appear personally in the ARB proceedings, documented as exhibit EC-B. The
AMO presented testimony from the EC discussed in a previous interview, documented on exhibit
EC-B. The EC responded to the items listed on the unclassified summary and questions by the
ARB panel. This dialogue is contained in the Summary of Enemy Combatant Testimony. The
unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjowrned. The ARB moved to the classified portion
of the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB members had no
questions and the session was closed for deliberation,

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

{U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
EC-B, DMO-1 through DMO-30, and the testimony of the EC.

(S/NF

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

SEERENOEQGRM.,

ISN 120
Enclosure (4)
Pagelof 3
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4, (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law enforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant) -

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports
The ARB considered the following key indicators from Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-
GTMOQ), Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF), Behavioral Science Consultation Team

(BSCi il iiSD-DA FBI and other agencies in the decision to assess the EC—

and in the ARBs recommendation -

ISN 120
Enclosure (4)
Page2 of 3
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5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Enen:;y Combataat’s
requests for witness statements and home country statements provided through the United
States

(U} The home state of the EC provided no additional information to the U.S, Department of
State,

6. {(U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.
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: '

o S
o

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

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

Respectfully submitted

Captain, UU.S. Navy
Presiding Officer

ISN 120
Enclosure (4)
Page3of 3
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D..C. 20350-1000

SRS ER
ACTION MEMO
26 Apnil 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Oflficial

FROM: Director, OARDEQW/

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 461 (YEMEN)

o Subiect ARB was held on 7 March 2005 resulting (NG s\ <!

[« based on the following:

. reaf Assessment:
» Intelligenee 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 Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosures, are attached.

RECOMMENDATT

-(Transfer)

Or: Continue o in , Release

Attachments;
Tab A QARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Olficer’s Asscssment and Recommendation

prpacct . (-

GECRETHNOFSNN
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SPEREPNOESRM

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 461

1. (U) Introduction

The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined 1SN 461 [ | GTGNGYG
In reaching this determivation, 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) electing
not to participate. The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant
Notification as Exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC
declined to appear personally in the ARB proceedings, documented as Exhibit EC-B. In
addition, the AMO presented no information or statements on behalf of the EC, The Designated
Military Officer (DMOQ) presented the unclassified summary in written form followed with an
oral summary of the unclassified primary factors to retain the EC and the primary factors for
release, The unclassified pottion of the proceeding was adjourned, The ARB moved to the
classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified sommary. The ARB
members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented a3
EC-B, and DMO-1 through DMO-19.

(S/NF)

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

(S/NF)

(S/NF

G
Sy —

ISN 461
Enclosure (4)
Page 10f3
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(FOUO/LES)

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

(U) The preponderance of the inforroation presented to the ARB supports

The ARB considered the following key indicators from Criminal
nvestigation Task Force (CITF), JTF-GTMO, DASD-DA, FBI, CIA and other agencies in the
decision to assess the EC and in its recommendation Y}

b. (S/NF

ISN 461
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 3

oo.32l



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

(U) The home state of the EC provided no additional information to the U.S. Department of
State.

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
{U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.
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
©, Y

U

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

Respectfully submitted

Captain, US, Navy
Presiding Officer

ISN 461
Enclosure (4)
Page3of 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. 20350-1000

S RAE SN
ACTION MEMO

21 April 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OAnnﬁoCat‘/

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 676 (IRAN)

© Subject ARB was held on 25 February 2005 resulting in_l’SN 676
based on the following:

® Threat Assessment:
* Intelligence Value:
e  Other Factors:

o hhelﬁguuceinpuuuudintheARB'sdcmmﬁnuﬁonofﬂ)esuhiunISthlnded:
L]

© Agency asscssments follow:

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

RECOMMENDATI i o o,
Y Reiesse) ..[v";’

Or: Continue to : , Transfer
Attachments:

TebA OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

S e

PECREMNOLS

03293



SEERETNOFORN

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PRQCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 676

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 676\

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)
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. The AMO
presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as Exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant
Election Form indicating the EC did not want to appear personally in the ARB proceedings
becanse “they won’t listen to re...America is embarrassed”, documented as Exhibit EC-B. The
unclassified part of the proceeding was adjoumed. The ARB moved to the classified portion of
the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB questioned the DMO
whether the EC spoke any other languages to which he replied the EC speaks Urdu & Pashtu
fluently, speaks English and is learning Modern Arabic. The ARB members had no questions
and the session was closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMO-25.

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

ISN 676
SECRERNOPORI- Enclosure (4)

003 2"/ Page 1 of 4



(FOUOQ/LES

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

The nderance of the information presented fo the ARB supports
The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to

. and in its recommendationi T

assess the EC

a. (S/NF)

S/NF

L

o

(S/NF

=%

. {S/NF)

ISN 676
SECREFNOESItN Enclosure {4)

Page 2 of 4
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f. (S/NF)

[

g
h-_
J.

i._
_

S. (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 Iran. No witness or home country statements were provided.

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

(W) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.

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:

<
8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

'{U} The panel reached a unanimous decision.

ISN 676
SECREFNOFORN, Enclosure (4)

Page 3 of 4
00.7206 oo



Respectfully submitted,

Presidin’g dff"wer

ISN 676
WRERTT/VUTORN Enclosure {(4)
Page 4 of 4
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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

25 March 2005
FOR: Dcsignated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDB@»/

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
1CO ISN 591 (AFGHANI CITIZEN)

o Subject ARB was held on |1 February 2005 resulting —
ISN 591 —based on the following: '

Threat Assessment:
¢ Intelligence Value:
®  Other Factors:

© Intelligence wputs used in the ARB’s determination of the subject ISN included:

0 Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY
DASD-DA
CIA
FBI
Dept of State

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

RECOMMENDAT the DC:

- s Ll .

Or Continue to Dftain Release

Atlachments;
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

o

| ooday
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{(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 591

1. (U) Introduction

{U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 591

s * 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 Preceedings

~ (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 and the
Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC clected to participate, documented as Exhibit
EC-B. The EC provided both a verbal statement as well as a written statement, documented as
Exhibit EC-C, The EC professed that he was not 2 warrior, has matured and his incriminating
statements were made out of fear of torture or in response 10 torture he experienced in
Afghenistan. The ARB memnbers asked several questions, documented in Enclosure (6). 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 ARB members questioned the
AMO and DMO during the classified portion of the ARB regarding clarification of a few issues,
which was completed to their satisfaction. The session was then closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMOQ-1 through DMO-18,

(8/NF)

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

(S/NF}

ISN 591
Enclosure (5)
Page 1 of 4
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(FOUOQ/LES)

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

iﬁi The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports —

The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to
assess the EC RN, = in ts recommendiation MEENNEND

a. (S/NF)

b‘-

¢. (S/NF)

d.

SPCREFNGESN

ISN 591
Enclosure (5)
- Page2o0f4
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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 Afghanistan. No home country or witness statements were provided.

SEERELMOPORN
ISN 591
Enclosure (5)
Page 3 of 4
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6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session,
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Adminigirative Review Board

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

e

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

{U) There were no dissenting members in the decision,

Presiding 6fﬁcer

ISN 59]
Enclosure (5)
Page 4 of 4

Co.742



Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at US. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1008 Navy Pentagon, Washiagton, D.C. 20350-1000

Skl

ACTION MEMO
21 April 2003

FOR: Desigasted Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDECAP"

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
: ECO ISN 546 (AFGHANISTAN)

) SWARBmeI?FMMMﬁmhwm
based on the following:

+  Threat Assessment:
Intelligence Value:

© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessmaent snd Recommendation
{Tab B} with enclosures, arc attached,

RECOMMENDA e DCo Y
- w

Or: Contirme to , Transfer

Attachments:

Tab A OABRDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessiment aod Recommendation

P (D



SEEREFMNOESTN

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 546

1. {U) Introduection

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 546 TNNGNGGEGEY

m. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified and
unclassitied information, The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the
ARB used in making its determination.

2. (U) Synopsls 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 a verbal summary of the unclassified primary factors. The Assisting Military
Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy
Combatant Election Form indicating the EC elected to participate and also wanted the assistance
of the AMOQ, documented as exhibit EC-B, The EC provided a verbal statement addressing the
points from the unclassified summary and providing additional information such as his goals
upou returning to Afghanistan. The ARB members asked the EC several questions. The EC’s
statement, the ARB questions, and the EC answers are all documented in Enclosure (5). 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 ARB members questioned the
DMO during the classified portion of the ARB regarding clarification of the EC’s age and the
purported inaccurate information in the DASD-DA summary, which the DMO sufficiently
clarified. The session was then closed for deliberation.

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

() The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMO-17,

(S/NF

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

S/N

ISN 546
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 4
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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 preponderance of the information presented to the ARB sup
The ARB considered the following key indicators in the

and in its recommendation/ NN..g

decision to assess the

l

(A (SJNﬁ

d. (S/NF

Y

ISN 546
Enclosurc (4)
Page 2 of 4
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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 Afghanistan. No home country or witness statements were provided.
6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor

(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.

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

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

()

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

{U) The board’s decision was unanimous.

ISN 546
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 4
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ISN 546
Enclosure (4)
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

ACTION MEMO

28 April 2005

FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDEQV‘"/

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
1CO ISN 503 (YEMEN)

o Subject ARB was held on 16 December 2004 resulting in guiimenni

S 1SN 503 based on the following:
¢  Threat Assessnient:
e Intelligence Value:
¢ Other Factors:

o Intelligence inpuls used 1o the ARB’s detennination ol the subject ISN included:
*

o Agency asscssments follow:

AGENCY { ASSESSMENT N
DASD-DA
ClA
FBI

Dept of State

o [he Legal Sufficicncy Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
{Tab B) with enclosurcs, are attached.

RECOMMENDATION:

Or: Continue to Detain , Release ]

SRR PG,
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SECRET/NOFORN

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 503

1. (U} Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 50 NGNS

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 in the absence of the Enemy Combatant
{EC). The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary, in written
form and with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors. The Assisting Military
Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatani Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy
Combatent Election Form indicating the EC elected not o participate, documented as exhibit
EC-B. The AMO related that during an interview with the EC, the EC elected not to provide
information or to participate in the ARB proceeding, but listened to the notification, the
unclassified summary, and the explanation of the ARB procedures. The ARB moved to the
classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB
members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation.

3. (U) Primary Documents and Assessments counsidered by the Administrative Review
Board

{U) The ARB considered all relevant information and pritary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMO-14.

(S/NF

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

SECRET/NOFORN

ISN 503
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 3
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SECRET/NOFORN

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

The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supponm
The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decisloo to assess the EC as

and in its recommendatiol—

SECRET/NOFORN

ISN 503
Enclosure (4)
Page2 of 3
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SECRET/NOFORN

5. (U Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Combaﬁﬁt i'éq'li.estl
for witness statements and home country statements provided through the United States

{U) The home state of the EC did not provide additional information to the U.S. Department of
State,

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
{U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB se¢ssion.
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board

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

o ————
8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

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

Respectfully submitled

aptain, U.S. Navy
Presiding Officer

SECRET/NOFORN
ISN 503
Enclosure (4)
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

AR
ACTION MEMO

26 April 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDEQW

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION

ICO ISN 501 (SAUD] ARABIA)
© Subject ARB was held on 24 February 2005 resulting m_
ISN 501 based on the following;
¢ Threat nt: j
s Intelligence Value:

*  Other Factors: -

o Intelligence inputs used 1n the ARB’s delcrmination of the subject ISN included:

L TR N
T T T

© Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY ASSESSMENT RECOMME TION
DASD-DA
CIA
FBI
Dept of State

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

01': Conl.ifﬂ.lc 0 Ddain

Allachments:
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Aysessment and Recommendation

o



SECRETNOTORN

{U) CLASSIFIED RECORD QF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 501

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 501 m
In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classiiie

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

2. (U) Synapsis 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 and the
Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC was unresponsive other than declining to
appear and participate, documented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO relayed that the EC was
primarily non-communicative during his interview. The unclassified part of the proceeding was
adjourned. The ARB maved to the classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the
classified summary, The ARB members had a clarification question for the DMO during the
classified portion of the ARB that was answered satisfactorily. The session was then closed for
deliberation. '

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMO-18.

ISN 501
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 4



{S/NF)

(FOUO/LES

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

The information presented to the ARB suppoﬂsw
The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to assess the E
in its recommendatio

ISN 501
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 4
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f.

h. (S/NF)

i. (S/NF

j- (8/NF

k. (S/NF)

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

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

(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.

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

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

(U

ISN 501
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 4
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8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

(U) The board reached a unanimous decision.

Respectfully submitt

onel, U.S. Marine Corps
residing Officer

ISN 501
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 4
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Department of Defense
Office for the Adminisiritive 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
31 May 2005

FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, QARDEC 9

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 167 (YEMEN)

o Subi'cct ARB was held on 3 February 2005 resulting —ISN 167
-

based on the following:
sseéssment:

¢ Intelligence Value:

e Other Factors:

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

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY ENT RECOMMENDATIO

DASD-DA

CIA

FBJ]

Dept of State

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

RECOMMENDATION:

Or: Detain , Release

Altachments:
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recoramendation



BRGRETNOPOTN

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOART) DECISION FOR ISN 167

1. (U} Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 167 *
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 Preceedings

(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 Qfficer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as Exhibit EC-A and the
Enerny Combatant Election Form indicating the EC declined to participate, documented as
Exhibit EC-B. The AMO conveyed the proceedings of his interview with the EC, who professed
he was innocent. This statement is included in Exhibit EC-B. The unclassified part of the
proceeding was adjoumed. The ARB moved to the classified portion of the session and the
DMO presented the clagsified summeary. The ARB members had no questions during the
classified portion of the ARB and the session was closed for deliberation. During deliberation,
the ARB members requested a copy of the Joint Staff assessment, which had been omitted from
the materials submitted for consideration.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMO-16.

(S/NF

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

ISN 167
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 3
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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 information presented to the ARB supports

following key indicators in the decision to assess the EC

s csommentstioo (NN -

c. _

ISN 167
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 3
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8. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant's
requests for witness Statements and home country statcments provided through the United
States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen, The EC’s home nation provided no staternent.

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

(U) There was no legal consuitation prior to or during the ARB session.

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

(L) Upon carzful raview of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following
delermination and recommendation:

8. (L) Dissenting Board Member’s report

() The dissenting members report is included as enclosure {5).

.. Marine Corps
Presndmg Off' cer

ISN 167
Enclosure (4)
Page 301’3
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SECREFMNOTORT

From: Dissenting Officer of Administrative Review Board Panel #2 (U)
To:  Presiding Officer (U)

Subj: (U) MINORITY ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION FOR THE
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF THE DETENTION OF ENEMY COMBATANT ISN
167 (1)

1. (U) Dissent for the Following Reasons

2. (U) Basis for Dissent

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presenied as
DMO-1 through DMO-15.

S/NF

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

SEERBEIALGEQM M.
ISN 167
Enclosure (5)
Page 1 of 3
00 32



4. (U) Discussion of the Primary Factors

_

el

_
SECRETYNOTFORN—

a
b
c
d
e
f.
g
b

.

[SN 167
Enclosure {5)
Page 2 of 3
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S. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Dissenting Member

, U.S. Navy
Administrative Review Board member

ISN 167
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, Washingion, D.C. 20350-1000

SRERPINMNAOESRN-

ACTION MEMO

1B May 2003
FOR: Designated Civiliem Ollicial

FROM: Director, OARDEQW’

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 162 (YEMEN)

© Subject ARB was held on 18 Febr 2005 resnlting in

¢  Threat Assessment:
¢ [ntelligance Value;
s Other Factors:

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

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY

DASD-DA

CIA

FB!

Dept of State

o Detawnee’s medical complaints have been referred to medicat

Or: Detain

, Release

Attachments:
Tab A OARDEC SJA Lega! Sufficiency Review
Tab B Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recornmendation




VEEREPNOPORN

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 162

1. (U) Introduction

The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 162 “
. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classi

and unclassiiled inlormation. 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 and the
Enemy Combatant Election Form, indicating the EC was uaresponsive to AMO inquiries, as
exhibit EC-B. The EC did point to his throat, presumably conveying by gesture that he had a
sore throat. This is consistent with prior assertions by the EC although these have been
unsubstantiated by multiple medical evaluations and contradicted by a long discussion the EC
had with his lawyer the day prior, according to verbal report from the guards. The unclassified
part of the proceeding was adjoutned, The ARB moved to the classified portion of the session
and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB members had no questions during the
¢classified portion of the ARB. The session was then closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMO-26.

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

ISN 162
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 4
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SfNF

(FOUO/LES

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

(1) The information presented fo the ARB supports the transfer of the EC for continued
detention. The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to assess the EC.

Y -~ - = onzendsion U

a. (S/NF)

ISN 162
Enclosure (4}
Page 2 of 4
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It is noted that the EC has complained of medical problems with his JJOMO-9 & 12) and
(DMO-3). They have reportedly been evaluated by medical personnel upon his
complaints, but no legitimate medical conditicn has been diagnosed.

§. (U) Consideratious by the Administrative Review Board on Encmy Combatant’s
requests for witness statements and home couatry statements provided through the United
States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No witness or bome country statements were provided,

(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.

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

(U) Upon carcful review of all 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.

SEECRPPNOTORN
ISN 162
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 4
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Respectfully submitted,

, U.5. Manne Corps
Presiding Officer

ISN 162
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 4
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Gosatanamo Bay, Cubs
1008 Navy Peatagon, Washington, D.C. 20358-1000

G e
ACTION MEMO
3 March 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Otficial
FROM: RADM JM. McGarrah, Dircctor, GARDECJ¥

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND
RECOMMENDATION ICO ISN 276 (MOROCCAN & BELGIUM CITIZEN)

o Subject ARB was held on 28 January 2005 resulting i NEENDENNRRS

SN 27 oh the following:
e Threat Assessmen
¢ Intclligence Value:

+ Other Factors:-

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARD’

& determination of the subject 1SN included:

o Ageney assessments and recommendations follow:

AGENCY RECOMMENDATION
DASD-DA

CIA
FBI

Dept of State

o The Legul Sufficicncy Review (TAB B) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessmeat and
Recommendation (TAB C) with enclosures, ave altached.

Oo3a3LT



RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO-

COORDINATION: NONE

Attachments:

Tab A DCO Determination

Tab B Legal Sufficiency Review

Tab C Presiding Officer’s Asscssment and Recommendation
Tab D acsimile of 09 Feb 05

0odb/



Department of Defense
Designated Civilian Official
Administrative Review af the Detention of Enemy Cembataats
at US. Naval Base Guantasamo Bay, Cuba

03 March 2005

From: Designated Civiliun Official
Subj: DCO DETERMINATION OF ENEMY COMBATANT -m‘
Ref. () Deputy Sceretary of Defense Order OSD 0694204 of 11 May 04

I. Per reference (2) and afler consideration of the written agsessment and the recommendation of the
Administrative Review Board {ARB), | make the following determination in relation to the subject cnemy
combatant:

¢

2. The Director of OARDEC shall make all necessary arrangements to implement my decision t:

Relense,
Transfer to the control of another country.

Continue to detain,

[+]

oo Qo000




{U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 270

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 270 —
L

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

() 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 (AMQ) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy
Combatant Election Form indicating the EC elected to participate, documented as exhibit EC-B.
The AMO related that during his interview with the EC, the EC requested assistance from the
AMO in preparing a response to the unclassified summary. The AMO stated that the EC, in
response to the statement that he processed a letter containing & handwritten note from Usama
Bin Laden, denied that he was in possession of any letter or document when captured. The EC
made a brief oral response stating that the information in his file was inaccurate, but declined to
further elaborate. He also responded to several questions from the board. He was asked how he
traveled through Iran to Afghanistan and stated the answer was in his file. The EC was asked to
clarify his explanation for having in his possession a handwritten note from Usama Bin Laden.
The EC stafed that there was no such note. The EC was also asked whether he would take up
arms against the United States if he was released and he declined to respond. In general, the
EC’s demeanor was uncooperative and obstreperous. The unclassified part of the proceeding was
adjourned and the EC was removed from the room. The ARB moved to the classified portion of
the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB members had a question
during the classified portion of the ARB regarding the availability of 2 source document placing
the EC al a2 mountain warfare training class; the AMO stated no further docurentation was
available on this and the session was closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 throngh DMO-28.

ISN 270
Enclosure (4)
Page 1 of 4
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{U) The following assessments considered by the ARB are summarized as follows:
_
FOUOQ/LES

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

{U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports-
f the EC The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to assess
and in itg recommendauon

. (S/NF

_

ISN 270
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 0of 4
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ISN 270
Enclosure (4)
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5. (U) Considerations by the Admijnistrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant’s
requests for witness statements and home country statements provided through the United
States

(U) The EC is a dual citizen of Morocco and Belgium. The EC’s home state of Belgium noted
that the EC does not have a criminal record in Belgium and from their assessment he does not
appear to have been implicated in processes leading to violence; they also noted that Moroccan
criminal authorities have released people transferred to their control from detention in
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

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

{U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session,

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

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

N

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

Respectfully submitted,

ISN 270
Enclosure (4)
Page 4 of 4
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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. 20350-1009

ACTION MEMO

3 March 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: RADM I.M. McGarrah, Director, OARDEE%

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND
RECOMMENDATION ICO ISN 296 (BELGIUM CITIZEN)

o Subi'ect ARB was held on 28 January 2005 resulting in a—

ISN 296 ased on the following:
# Threat Assessment:
s [ntelligence Value:
+ Other Factors:

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

© Agency assessments and recommendations follow:

AGENCY RECOMMEND:
DASD-DA

Cla
FBI

Dept of State

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

00367



RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO —

e ——
e

COORDINATION: NONE

Attachments;
Tab A DCO Determination
Tab B Legal Sufficiency Review

Tab C Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
TabD ‘facsimilc of 09 Fcb 05
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Department of Defense
Desigmated Civilian Offieial
Administrative Review of the Detention of Enemy Combatants
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba

03 March 2005
From: Des:gnated Civilian Official
Subj: DCO DETERMINATION OF ENEMY COMBATANT SERNIND ool
Refl  (2) Deputy Secretary of Defense Order OSD 06942-04 of 11 May 04
1. Per reference (a) and after consideration of the writien assessment and the recommeandation of the

Admunistratrve Review Board (ARB), T make the following determination in relation to the subject enemy
combatant:

r N

e —
—
U
2. The Dircctor of OARDEC shall make all necessary arrangements to implement my decision to;
Release,
ansfer to the control of another country.
__ Continuc (0 detan
A
) ,

Q

0000000
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SFEREENORSRI™

(Uy CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 296
1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 296 is a q
—. In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classifie

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 in the absence of the Enemy Combatant
(EC). The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary in written
form and an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors. The Assisting Military Officer
(AMOQ) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant
Election Form indicating the EC was unresponsive, documented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO
related that during his interview with the EC, the EC elected not to provide information or to
participate in the ARB proceeding, but listened to the notification, the unclassified summary, and
the explanation of the ARB procedures. The ARB moved to the classified portion of the session
with the DMO presenting the classified summary. After all documentation was presented, the
session was closed for deliberation.

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

{U) The ARB considered all relevant mformation and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMO-32.

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

SEERET/NUTORN ISN 296

Enclosure {4)
Page | of 3
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law e¢nforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant)

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB suppon*
The ARB considered the following key indicators, including the Crimin
vestigation Task Force (CITF), U.S. European Command (USEUCOM) and U.S. Southern

Command (USSOUTHCOM) assessments in the decision to assess the E
d in its recommendation

SECRETINOF U RN ISN 296
Enclosure (4)
Page 2 of 3
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5. (U) Cohsiderations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant’s
requests for witness statements and home country statements provided through the United
States

(U) Belgium, the EC’s home state, provided a memorandum to the Secretary of the Navy stating
they received correspondence Irom the EC’s family (DMO-32).

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.
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
8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

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

SEBERBEMETORN ISN 296

Enclosure (4)
00272,
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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

GRERPTYNOPORN

ACTION MEMO
11 May 2005

FOR: Dcsignated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARD@*"

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
ICO ISN 221 (YEMEN)

o Subject ARB was held on 24 February 2005 resulting in
ISN 221
» Threat Assessment:
» Intelligence Value:
s  Other Factors:

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

i

o Agency assessments follow:

AGENCY ASSESSMENT RECOMMENDATION
DASD-DA
CIA

FBI

Dept of State

& The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation
(Tab B) with enclosurcs, arc attached.

Qr: Continue to Petain , Release

Altachments:
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficicncy Review

Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation

oo 513



SEERTTNUFORN

{U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 221

1. (U) Introduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 221

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) electing
not to participate. The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant
Notification as Exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC
declined to appear personally in the ARB proceedings, documented as Exhibit EC-B. The
Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary in written form
followed with an oral sutnmary of the unclassified primary factors to retain the EC and the
primary factors for release. The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB
moved to the classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified summary.
The ARB members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation.

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

{U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
EC-B, and DMO-1 through DMO-21.

(S/NF)

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

(S/NF

QUO/LES

' w

ISN 221
Euclosure (4)
Pagelof3
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SECREFNOFRORA-

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

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports -and

The ARB considered the following key indicators from Joint
Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO), Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF), DASD-DA,
FBI, CIA, U.8. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) and other agencies in the decision to

M and in its recommendatio,
a. (8

ISN 221

Enclosure (4)
Page2 of 3
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. (S/NF

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 home state of the EC pravided no additional information to the U.S. Department of |
State.

6. (U) Consulcations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor
(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.

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:

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

Respectfully submijite

aptain, .S, Navy
Presiding Officer

ISN 221
Enclosure (4)
Page 3 of 3
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Department of Defense
Office for the Administrative Review
of the Deteation of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC)
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C, 20350-1000

wiECREFHMOEOIMN
ACTION MEMO

FOR: 'Designated Civilian Official 16 May 2005

FROM: Director, omsé?‘f/

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
1CO 1SN 706 (MAURITANIA / NIGER™)

o Subject d oo 7 March 2005 resultin SN 706

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

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

o __Agency assessments follow:
AGENCY _

DASD-DA

CIA

FEl

Dept of State

o The Logal Sufficieacy Review (Teb A) and the Presiding Officar’s Assessment and Recommendation

(Teb B) with enclosures, are attached.
RECOMMENDAT t tre DCOyEEE
-Tmsfer 5'1‘0

Or; Detain . Relesse
* Detainee claims doa) citizenship in Muuritania and Niger, his place of birth.

Atachments:
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendstion

o
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 706

1. (U) Introduction

U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 706

_ I In reaching this determination, the ARB congidered both classified
and unclassified information. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factoss 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
wriften 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 and the
Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the EC chose not to participate, documented as
exhibit EC-B. The AMO relayed comments from his interactions with the EC; the EC denied
and/or qualified the faciors from the unclassified summary. The unclassified part of the
proceeding was adjoumed. The ARB moved to the classified portion of the session and the
DMO presented the classified surnmary. The session was then closed for deliberation.

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

{U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
DMO-1 through DMO-16.

{U) The following a;sessmcnm considered by the ARB are summarized as follows:

{S/NF

ISN 706
Enclosure (4)
Pagel of 3

and7%



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

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports U
The ARB considered the following key indicators from Joint Task Force
-GTMO), DASD-DA, CIA, FBI and other agencies in the decision to assess

and in its recommendation GGG

(S/NF

Guantanamo ()
the EC

ISN 706

Enclosure (4)
Page2 of 3
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S/NF

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 has dual citizenship in Niger and Mauritania. No home country statements were
provided.

6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Revicew Board Legal Advisor
(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Admiunistrative Review Board

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

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

Respectfujly submt

» US Army
Presiding Officer

ISN 706
Enclosure (4)
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. 20350-1000

ACTION MEMO

11 May 2005
FOR: Designated Civilian Official

FROM: Director, OARDE@W

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
[CO 1SN 220 (KUWAIT)

¢ Subject ARB was held on 4 February 2005 resulting i
220
» Threat Assessment;
s Iniclligence Value:
¢ Other Factors:

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

o Agency assessraents follow:

AGENCY ASSESSMENT
DASD-DA
CIA
FBI
Dept of State

o The detainee made general allegations of abuse in his unswom statement to thc ARB. These
allegations were presented to JTF-(GTMO for investigation.

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

RECOMMENDATION; i« Do S
-0
”(Transfcr 52
r: Detan _ , Release
/
Altachments:

Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review
TabB Presiding Officer’s Asscssment and Recommendation

SECRENOTORN 03§/



" (U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 220

1. (U) Infroduction

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 220NN
GRS [ rcaching 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 in written form
followed with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors to retain the EC and the
primary factors for release. The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy
Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the
EC elected to participate, documented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO commented that the EC
protested everything in the unclassified summary and wants to change all of his previous
testimony. The EC addressed each item on the unclassified summary, followed by the ARB
asking questions concerning the EC's testimony. This dialogue is contained in the Summary of
Enemy Combatant Testimony. The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The
ARB moved to the classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified
summary. The ARB members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation.

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as
EC-B, DMO-1 through DMO-17, and the testimony of the EC during the ARB session.

{U) Dwring the unclassificd portion of the ARB, the EC claimed all the statements in the
unclassified summary were untrue. He then attempted to offer an explanation for each item as
documented in the Summary of Enemy Combatant Testimony. The ARB considers that the EC
brought no substantial evidence in his testimony to refute the established documentation of
various agencies; evidence he previously admitted to.

ISN 220
Enclosure (4)
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(U) The following assessments considered by the ARB are summanized as follows:

{FOUO/LES

4, (U) Discugsion of the primary factors (including intelligence valne and law enforcement
value of the Enemy Combatant),

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB support”
. The ARB considered the following key indicators from Joint 1ask Force

- Guantanamo {JTF-GTMO), DASD-DA, CIA, FBI and other agencies in the decision to assess
the EC and in its recommendation i NG
a. (S/NF)

b. (S/NF)

ISN 220
Enclosure (4)
Page2 of 3
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g. {S/NF

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

States

(U) The EC is a citizen of Kuwait. No home country statements were provided. Statements
were provided by the EC’s lawyer and family members and ace included as Enclosure (7).
6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor

(U) There was no legal consultation prior to or during the ARB session.

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

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

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member’s report

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

Respectfully submitted,

aptain, U.S. Navy
Presiding Officer

ISN 220
Enclosure (4)
Page3 of 3
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