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Department of Defeose 
Omft for th4£ Admtnlstratlve Review 

of the Deleatlo• ot Enemy Combat•• .. (OARDEC) 
at U .. ~ Nal'al Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

11&0 Navy Pentaao~ Washington~ D.C. 20351-1680 

FOR: Destg-'8tcd C1viban Official 

FROM~ Director. OARD~ 

iJa.ilUilll:lt i81i8RP f 

ACTION MEMO 

16May2005 

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASS.ItSSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 783 (AFGBANIST AN) 

0 

o Agcnoy asacssments follow: 

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presi<ling Officer's Asses.~menl &nd Recomn1endation 
(Tab 8) wlth cnelos\KC$. are attached. 

RECOMM&'\IDA~· ttheDCO 

-Transfer ~/JP 
Or: Continue to ·ra , Release. __ _ 

Attachmentt;: 
Tab A OARDEC SJA. Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab 8 PTes1d;ng Officer•s Assessment and Recommendalion 

Prepared by: 

"ii'?JII:I!'IIJ1 19FQMJ 
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(U) CLASSlFIED RECORD OF PRQCEEDINOS AND BAS]$ FOR. 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARP DECISION FOR lSN 783. 

1. (U) IotrocJaetion 

Adtninilstrati_ve Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 783 
In reaching this determination, tbe ARB considered both classified 

ilnc:lusifii~ il11fol'lmation. The following is an account of the proceedings and the faetors tho 
ARB used in making its detezmination. 

l. (U) Syaopail of Preeeedinp 

(U) The ARB was convened and began its proceedings with the &emy Combatant (BC) present. 
Tbe Designated Military Officer (DMO}p!C$en'ted the UDClasaified aummary, in writtenfonn 
and with an oral summary oftbe unclassified primary factors to retain the EC .. and the primaiy 
factors for release. The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant 
Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combllitant Election Form indicating the EC elected 
to participate, documented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO related that during tbe initial interview, 
he documented EC comments to specific statements in the unclassified summary. These ~~ 
an: included on exhibit EC-B. The ARB asked the EC questions related to his comments. This 
dialogue is contained in tho Summary ofBncmy Combatant Testhnony. The WlClassifled part of 
the proceeding was adjourned. and tbe EC was removed from the room. The ARB moved to tbe 
classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB 
members had no questions and the Slcssion was closed for deliberation. 

3. (U) Primary Doe••eD'II, A•aes•ma.ts, Testia1ony. and otlaer CoDiideratiou by the 
Admiaistratlvc Review Board 

(U) The ARB coosldered all relevant infonnation and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
EC-8, and DM0-1 through DM0-21. 

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

ISN783 
Eaclesue (4) 
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4. (V) DiJnulon ol tile prbaary factors (iDd••li•l hatelipa.ee va .. e a ad law eDfOn:eJDeat 
value of Ule Enemy Combatant). 

ore:POtlde1raru::e of the information presented to the ARB supports the assessm~ 
The ARB indicators fiom DASD~ 

ISN783 
Ea~:los•re (4) · 
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S. (U) Considerations by the Admioi1trative Review Board on Enemy Combatant's 
requests for witness statements and home ~ountry statemeuts provided through the United 
States 

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

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

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

7. (U) Con~lusions aod Recommendation ol the Administrative Review Board 

(U) Upon careful review of all the infonnation 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. 

Captain, U.S. Navy 
Presiding Officer 

'S l!i€R8'fl/N8 PO llN 

oo2¥2... 
ISN 783 
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Depar~ment 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.l035()..1000 

FOR: Designated Civilian Official 

FROM: Dircctol'~ OARD~ 

Iii € Alii if ffl. Q)""'i' I'll~ 

ACTION MEMO 

03 May 2005 

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

0 

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

0 

• 
• 
• 

o Agency as~essme.nts follow: 

284 

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Offic::er•s Assessment and Recommendation 
(fab B) with enclosures, are attached. 

Or: Continue to D ____ , Release ___ _ 

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

Prepared by: 



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

1. (U) IntroductioD 

The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 284 
In reaching this determination, the ARB 

..... & ......... ,>&& .. ..- irttormatiOI 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 fonn 
and with an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors. The Assistiog 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 Docum.ents, Assessments, Testimony, aod other CoDsiderations by the 
Administrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors m the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-24. 

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

lSN 284 
Enclosure ( 4) 
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary facton (including intelligen£e value and Jaw enforcement 
value of the Enemy Combatant). 

a. 

b. 

e. 

g. 

ISN 284 
Enclosure ( 4) 
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J. 

m. 

p. (S/INF) 

ooJX, 

ISN 284 
Enclosure (4) 
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a. 

b. 

c. 

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 

if86ftf}f;T481i8R~ 
ISN 284 

Enclosure (4) 
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(U) The EC is a citizen of Algeria. No witness or home country statements were provided. 

6. (U) Consultatio:ns with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 

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

7. (U) Conclusions and RecommeDdatjon of the Adminjstrative Review Board 

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

8. (U) Diuenting Board Member's report 

(U) 1'he panel reached a unanimous decisjon. 

Respectfully submitted. 

vUI.VII"i.l. u.s. Anny 
Presiding Officer 

oolf~ 

lSN 284 
Enclosure ( 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, Washingtmt, D.C. 20350-1000 

ACTION MEMO 

FOR: Destgnated Civilian Offictal 
~.,. ... ~ 

FR.OM: D1rector, OARDEC ~7,..._, 

03 May200S 

SUBJECT: ADMINlSTRA TIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION ICO ISN 
572 (SAUDI ARABIA*) 

o Subject ARH wa.s held on 15 February 200S resulting In 
572 based on the following. 
• 1'brea1 As~ess•rnen1t~ 
.. 
.. 

0 

o The Legal Suffic1encyReview (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation (Tab B) 
with enclosures, are attached. 

ot The detamee·s JSN md1caces he is a c1t1zen ofSaud1 Arabia, However. detainee claims to be acttlzen of Yemen; 
because he is t)fYemeni descent he c3nnot have c!tlzenslup 111 Saudi Arabia. 

A ttac:hmcnts: 
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Pres1dmg Officer's Asse!lol>ment ur~d Recommendation 



(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISlRATIVE REVlEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 572 

1. (U) Introduction 

A(JJmtl'll.lsnrati1Ve Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 572 
In reaching this determination, the ARB consjdered both c1a:ss1I:Iea 

unc:tas!;IIU~Cl ir.tfotmatiOJil. The following is an accomtt of the proceedings and the factors the 
ARB used in making its determination. 

l. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 

(U) The ARB was convened and began its proceedings without the Enemy Combatant (EC). The 
Designated MiHtary 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 adjowned. 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 dosed for deliberation. 

3. (U) Primary Documents, AssessmeDtJ, Testimony, aDd other Consideratious by the 
Administrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant infonnation and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DMO-t through DM0-25. 

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

ISN 572 
Enclosure (4) 
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4. (U) Discussiou of the primary taeton (iucluding iDtelligenee value and law euforcement 
value of tJ.e Eoe:my CombataDt). 

(U) The infonnation presented to the ARB supports 
The ARB considered the · ... ·• ''""" ... , .... ...,. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

il!l@tfi!!T/f't'Qli'QP N 
ISN 572 

EnclosW'e ( 4) 
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g. 

h. 

5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Eo.emy Combatant's 
requests ror witness statements and home country statements provided through the Uo.ited 
States 

(U) The EC is a resident of Sa.udi Arabia who claims Yemeni citizenshjp. 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 ao.d Recom.meo.datioD of the Administrative Review Board 

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

8. (U) DissentiDK Board Member~s report 

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

Respectfully submitted, 

ISN 572 
Enclosure ( 4) 
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Department of Defense 
Offke for the ACmlnlltn~e Review 

~f t•e Detention or Enemy Comblttants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Navy Pentagon, Wuhi-&ton. D.C. :!0351-1010 

FOR: Desig11ated Civilian Official 

FROM: JDin:etor. OARDEC ~b 

SECRETI/NOf'OR~ 

ACTION MEMO 

03 May2005 

SUBJeCt: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSkSSMENT AND RECOMM:ENDATION 
ICO ISN 165 (YEMEN) 

o Subject ARB was held on 2 FebNfli'Y 200.5 resulbng it' ••••••••••••t 
d JSN 165 bll8ed on the foUowing; 
• Thre-.U A!ii.!leSS:mer1ttl 

•• • 

o Agency assessments follow; 

o The Legal Sufficiency Revitw (Tab A) lltld the Pre~iding Officer• !I Assessment and Re::ommcndaalon 
(T.ab B) with enclosurcm, are attached. 

• 
• 
• 

Attachmentr. 
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Suffic:iency Review 
Tab 8 Presiding otr..eer's Assessment and Rccolllllleodation 

Prepared by: 

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

1. (U) lutrod11ctiou 

Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 165 
In reaching this detennination, the ARB classified 

un1::Ja!;sttled infonnation. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the 
ARB used in making its detennination. 

l. (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 fonn and with an oral summary of the lUlclassified primary factors. The Assisting 
Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A and the 
Enemy Combatant Election Fonn indicating the EC declined to participate> docwnented 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 infonnation 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 adjowncd. 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 Doe!uments~ AssessmeDts, Testimony, and other ConsideratiODS by tbe 
Administrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-23. 

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

ISN 165 
Enclosure (4) 
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors (including intelligen.ee value :an.d law enforcement 
value of the Enemy Combatant). 

b. 

c. 

d. 

ISN 165 
Enclosure (4) 
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• • 
e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

i. 

j. 

k. 

5. (U) Considerations by the Adminutrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant's 
requests for witness statements and ho:n.e ~ou:ntry statements provided through the United 
States 

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

Sli@lt!TJH8F8Al'J 
ISN 165 

Enclosure ( 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. 

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

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

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's repo:rt 

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

Respectfully submitted, 

ISN 165 
Enclosure (4) 
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Depart1nent of Defense 
Office f()r the Admjnistrative Review 

of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OA RDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Na\ly Pentagon~ Washington, D.C. 20350-1000 

FOR: Designated Civilian Official 

FROM: Director, OARDE~ 

ACTION MEMO 

03 May 2005 

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVJEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 207 (SAUDI ARABIA) 

0 

o Agency assessment<; follO\\': 

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presidj11g Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab Il) with enclosures, are attached. 

Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B l'res1ding Officer's Assessment and Recommendalion 

SIS€ali'WJN8P8ftH 



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

1. (U) Introdudion 

Board (ARB) determined ISN 207 
In reaching this determination, the ARB 

unclassified 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 wtclassified summary with an oral 
summary of the 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 Fonn indicating the EC elected to participate, documented as 
exhibit EC-B. The EC presented his infonnation with the help of the AMO. The Wlclassified 
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 cJassified swnmary. The 
ARB members had no questions during the classified portion of the ARB and the session was 
closed for deliberation. 

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant infonnation and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
EC-B and DM0-1 throughDM0-13. ' 

(U) The DASD-DA, CIA and FBI assessments are summarized as foJJows: 

ISN207 
Enclosure ( 4) 
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4. (U) Dis(ussioo of the primary factors (including intelligence value and law enfonement 
value of the Enemy Combatant). 

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports 
The ARB considered the · indicators in the decision to assess 

ISN l07 
Enclosure ( 4) 
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S. {U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board oa Enemy Combataut.,s 
requests for witness statements and home eountry statements pro1'ided through tbe United 
States 

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

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

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

7. (U) Conclusions and Reeommendatioa of the Admioistrative Review Board 

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

8. (U) Disseoting Board Member's report 

(U) There were no diss-enting members in the decision . 

• Navy 
Presiding Officer 

ISN207 
Enclosure ( 4) 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administtative Review 

of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Coba 

1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 2.0350 .. 1000 

FOR: Des1gnared Civtlian Official 

FROM: Director, OARDE~ 

tJMMMWP08f8 RPf 

ACTION MEMO 

06 May 2005 

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIE\V BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 069 {YEMEN) 

o Su~ject ARB wa.~ 
ISN 

• 
• 

o JoteJJ1gence inputs used in the ARB•s. det~rminalion of the subject lSN included: 

• 

• 
• 
• 
• 

• 

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Otllcer's A111sessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) wtth enclosures, are attached. 

RECOMMENDATJO 

Or: Detain--+--' Release ___ _ 

Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Revtew 
Tab B Pres1dmg Officer's A<isessment and Recommendation 

Prepared by: 



iiiU!illiS'FIPiQPQRI'J 

(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISlRA TIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 069 

1. (U) Iatrodudion 

Board (ARB) determined ISN 069 
In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both ... & ... :o•u&,&" ... 

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

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 Fonn 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 Hes) 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, aod other Consideradons by the 
Administrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered aJl relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-15. 

(U) The foJlowing assessments considered by the ARB are swnmarized as follows: 

ISN 069 
EnclosW'e (4) 
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4. (U) Discussion of the prim.ary factors (iD.cluding inteJJigeace value and law eaforcemeat 
value of the Enemy Combatant). 

d. 

e. 

ISN 069 
Enclosure (4) 
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f. 

5. (U) Cousiderations by the Administrative Review Board on Euem.y Combatant's 
requests for wituess statements and home country statemeuts provided through th.e United 
States 

(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) Conclusious and Recommendation of the Admjoistrative Review Board 

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

ISN 069 
EncJosure ( 4) 
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8. (U) DisseDtiog Board Member's report 

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

Respectfully submitted, 

ISN 069 
Enclosure (4) 
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Department of Defense .. 
Offiee for the Administrative Review 

of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OA RDEC} 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington~ D.C. 20350-1000 

FOR: Designated Civiltan Official 

FROM: Director. OARDE~ 

ACTION MEMO 

l } Apri I 2{)05 

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
, ICO ISN 70 (ALGERIAN CITIZEN) 

o ect ARB was held on 10 January 2005 resulting· 
Qn the foUowing: 

• 
• Intelligence Value: 
• Other Factors: 

o Agency assessment& follow: 

o The Legal Sufficiency Revtew (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendatton 
(Tab B) with enclosures, arc attached. 

RECOMMENDATION; That the DCO 

Or: Continue to ____ , Release ___ ~ 

Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officcr•s Assessment and Recommendation 

Prepared by: 

00~'01 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 070 

1. (U) Introduction 

.dm.ini!;tra~~ive Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 070 
In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified 

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

2. (U) Synopsis ofProeeediugs 

(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
Ct and read the infonnation 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 summary. The ARB 
members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation. 

3. (U) Primary Doeumeots, 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 DM0-1 through DM0-24. 

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

ISN070, 
Enclosure (S) 
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary fadors (including intelligence value and law enforcement 
value of the Enemy Combatant). 

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

and in its recommendation-

5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board ou Enemy Combatant's 
requests for witu.ess statements and ho:me tountry statements provided through the United 
States 

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

ISN070 
Enclosure (5) 
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6. (U) Consu1tatioD.IJ with the AdmiDistrative Review Board Legal Advisor 

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

7. (U) Conclusious and Recommendatioo of the Admiuistrative Review Board 

(U) Upon careful review of all the infonnation 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. 

Navy 
Presiding Officer 

0031'0 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
AD MINIS IRA TIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 108 

1. (U) Introduction 

The Admioistrativ.e Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 1 08 
In reaching this detennination, the ARB corlSJ(Jierc~ 

........... a ................ tllttoJma~uo:n. The foJiowing is an account of the proceedings and the factors the 
ARB used in making its detennination. 

2. (U) SyDopsis of Proeeediup 

(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 swnmazy of the unclassHied 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 EJection Form indicating the EC elected 
to partjcjpate, documented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO related that during the initial interview, 
he documented EC comments to specific statements in the mclassified swnmary. These notes 
are included on exhibit EC-B. The EC made several statements during the proceedjng related to 
the unclassified swrunary. He also spoke about infonnation 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 Docuaents, Assessments, Testimony, and other Cons:ideratioos by the 
Administrative Review Board 

{U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
EC-B. and DM0-1 throughDM0-16. 

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

00312 
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors (includia.g intelligeo~e value aad law enrorcem.eut 
value of the EDemy Combatant). 

(U) The preponderance of the infonnation presented to the ARB supports the assessment of the 
EC--The ARB conside~m JTF-01MO, DASD-DA. 
CIT~isiontorecomm~ 

ISN 108 
En~I(N;ure (4) 
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5. (U) Considerations by the Admiuistrative Review Board oo Enemy Combatant's 
requests for witness statements aad bome country statements provided through the United 
States 

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

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

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

7. (U) Conclusions aud Re~om:meodation of the Administrative Review Board 

(U) Upon careful review of all the jnfonnation 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. 

Presiding Officer 

ISN 108 
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Department of Defense 
Offiee fo:r the Administrative Review 

oftheDetention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C.l03SO .. l000 

FOR: Designated Civilian Ofllct:a.l 

FROM: Director. OARDE<...~ 

SFGQ liT!.NQEQIU i 

ACTION MEMO 

25 March 2005 

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIE\V BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 120 (AFGHANI CITIZEN) 

o Subject ARB was held on 14 February 2005 resulting 
120 based on the foJlowing: 

• Threat Asse9smcnt: 
• Intelligence Value~ 
• Other Factors: 

0 rn 
• 
• 
• 

o Agency assessments follow: 

o The Legal Sutl1ciency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Offi<:er•s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures. are attached. 

Or Continue to Transfer -------- -------

Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer's Asse!;!;ment and Recommendation 

Prepared. by: 



(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADM1NISTRA TIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 120 

1. {U) Introdudioa 

determined ISN 120 
In reaching this determination. 

unclassified information. The following is an accoWit 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 fonn 
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 Fonn indicating the 
EC eJected to appear personaJly 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 swnmary and questions by the 
ARB panel. 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 DocuJnents, Assessments, Testimony, and other Considerations by the 
Administrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant infonnation and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
EC-B, DM0-1 through DM0-30, and the testimony of the EC. 

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

ISN J20 
Enclosure ( 4) 
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4. (U) Diseus.sion of t'be primary fadors (including intelligen4:e value aad law enfor~e•eut 
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 (JTF
G1MO), Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF), Behavioral Science Consultation Team 

,. ......... -....,.~.FBI and other agencies in the decision to assess the EC 
and in the ARB's recommendation-

Oo3t1 
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En~losure ( 4) 

Pagel of3 



S. (U) Consideratioas by the AdDiinistrative Review Board oa Enemy Combatant's 
requests for witness statemeuts aud home country statentents provided through the United 
States 

(U) The home state of the EC provided no additional lnfonnation 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. (lJ) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 

(U) Upon careful review of aU the ]nfonnation presented, the ARB makes the following 
determination and recommendation: 

(U) 

(U) 

(U) 

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's report 

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

ililGRiT:1'ltJPOitN' 
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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 

FOR: Designated Civllian Oflicia1 

FROM: Director. OARDE~ 

:lli.iilRI:!!?:YT40P8RJ$ 

ACTION MEMO 

26 April 200:5 

SUBJECT: A DMINISTR#\TIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 4ti1 (V:EMEN) 

0 ARB was held on 7 March 2005 resulting ISN 461 
on the following: 

• 
• Intelligence Value: 
• Other Factors: 

o In 
• 
• 
• 
• 

o Agency assessments follow: 

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

RECOMMENDATI 

Or: Continue ro Release 
--------~ -------

Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding 01Ticcr's As!SCssment and Recommendation 

Prepared by: 



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

I. (U) Introduction 

Board (ARB) determined ISN 461 
In reachjng this determination, the ARB considered both classified 

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

2. (U) Synopsis of Proeeedings 

(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 Fonn indicating the EC 
declined to appear personally in the ARB proceedings, documented as Exhibit EC-B. In 
addition. the AMO presented no infonnation or statements on behalf of the EC. The Designated 
Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary in Mitten fonn followed with an 
oral summary of the unclassified primary factors to retain the EC and the primary factors for 
release. The unclassHied portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the 
classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified swnrnary. The ARB 
members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation. 

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimoay, 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 DM0-1 through DM0-19. 

(U) The following assessments considered by the ARB are swnmarized as fo1lows: 

Ob~..2o 

JSN 461 
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary factor. (including inteUigence value and law enforcement 
value of the Euemy CombataDt) 

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports 
The ARB considered the following key indicators 

JTF-GTMO. FBI, CIA and other agencies in the 
EC:••• and in its recommendation W 

Oo.J.21 

ISN 461 
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5. (U) Consideratious by the AdmiDistrative Review Board on Enemy Combataat's 
requests for witness statemeuts and home country statements provided through the United 
States 

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

6. (U) Cou1u1tatioas with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 

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

7. (U) Con<:lusious and Reeommendatiou of the Administrative Review Board 

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

(U) 

(U) 

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's report 

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

Presiding Officer 

8t! @R:M'I'QJ~PU ltfllio 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR JSN 67Ji 

1. (U) Introduction 

The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 676 
In reaching this detennination., the ARB considered classified 

unc:Ias:sui~:a iiJtfo1ma1tiOin. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the 
ARB used in making its determination. 

2. (U) Synopsi1 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 funn and with an oral sUlllllU!ry of the unclassified primary factors. The AMO 
presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as Exhibit EC-A and the Bnemy Combatant 
Election Fonn indicating the EC did not want to appear personally in the ARB proceedings 
because '"they won't Jisten to me .•. America is embarrassed'•, 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 questioned the DMO 
whether the EC spoke any other languages to which he replied the EC speaks Urdu & Pashtu 
fluently~ speaks English and js 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 
Administrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant infonnation and primary factors jn the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 throughDM0-25. 

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

ISN 676 
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4. (U) DlscussloD of the primary factors (indudiag intelligence value aod law enforcement 
value of the Enemy Combatant). 

orevorldeJram~ of the jnformation presented to the ARB supports 
The ARB considered the foJlowing key indicators in the decision to 

. and in its reoommendatio~ 

SISCII:K1\'f4 8:fi'9Uf4s 
ISN676 
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f. (S/NF) 

II 

S. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board oo Enemy Combatant's 
requests for witoess 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. (U) Consqltatlons with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 

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

7. (U) CoocJusions and Recommendation of the Admialstratlve Review Board 

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

8. (U) Dissenting Board Memberts report 

(U) The panel reached a unanimous decision. 

Sl!l eRI!'if/N8:f18 J?:L 
ISN676 
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Respectfu1Jy submitted, 

OoJ~1 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 591 

1. (U) lntroduetion 

determined ISN 591 

•••••••···~ In reaching this determination, 
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 Proceediog.s 

(U) 11te ARB was convened and began its proceedings without the Enemy Combatant (EC) 
present. The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified swnmaty. both in 
written form and with an oral summary of the wtclassified primary factors. The Assisting 
Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as Exhibit EC-A and the 
Enemy Combatant Election Fonn indicating the EC elected to participate, documented as Exhibit 
ECwB. 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 a warrior, has matured and his jncriminating 
statements were made out of fear of torture or in response to torture he experienced in 
Afghanistan. The ARB members asked several questions, docullJented in Enclosure (6). The 
unclassified part of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the cJassified portion of 
the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. The ARB members questioned the 
AMO and DMO during the cJassified 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 Doeum.eats, Assessments, Testimony, and other Considerations by the 
Administrative Review 8Gard 

(U) The ARB considered an relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 tluoughDM0-18. 

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

ISN 591 
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4, (U) Dis~ussiou of the primary factors (in<:ludiog intelligence value and law enforcement 
value of the Enemy Combatant). 

nreoolu:Je:ran~ce of the infonnation presented to the ARB supports 

c. 

d. 

The ARB considered the following key indicators in the decision to 
and in itS teCOmulwiiUIILlU'rll 

ISN 591 
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e. 

f. 

g. 

5. (U) ConsideratioDs by the AdmiDistrative Review Board on Enemy Combataot'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. 

ISN 591 
Enclosure (5) 
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6. (U) Consultations witll tbe Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 

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

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

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

8. (U) Disseuting Board Me:mber's report 

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

Presiding Officer 

ISN S9J 
Enclosure (5) 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 546 

1. (U) Introduction 

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) detennincd ISN 546 
- In reaching this detennination, the ARB considered both classified and 
~ation. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the 
ARB used in making its detennination. 

2. (U) Synopslt 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 
fonn and with a verbal summary of the undassified primary factors. The Assisting Military 
Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A aod the Enemy 
Combatant Election Form indicating the EC elected to participate and also wanted the assistance 
of the AMO, documented as exhibit EC-B. The EC provided a verbal statement addressing the 
points from the unclassified summary and providing additionaJ infonnation such as his goals 
upon returning to Afghanistan. The ARB members asked the EC several questions. The EC's 
statement. the ARB questions, and the EC answers arc all docwnented in Enclosure (5). The 
unclassified part of the proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the ciassjfied 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, Asses1ments, Testimony, aud other Considerations by the 
Administrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant infonnation and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-17. 

(U} The foJJowjng assessments considered by the ARB arc summarized as follows: 

lSN 546 
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f. 

g. 

h. 

5. (U) ~onsideratioos by the Administradve Review Board oa EneDiy Combatant's 
requests for witaeu statemeats and home couatry statements provided through the Uuited 
States 

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

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

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

7. (U) Coaelusions and Recommendation of the Admjnlstrative Review Board 

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

8. (U) Dissenting Board Memberts report 

(U) The board's decision was unanimous. 

81H!J:~ Ih'f8I'8RN ' 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Re'Vjew 

of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Na'l'a1 Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Navy Pentaa:on, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000 

FOR; Destgoated Civilian Official 

FROM: Director, OARDE~ 
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ACTJON MEMO 

28 April 2005 

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

o Subject ARB was heldo11 16December2004 resulting int•••••• 
-ISN 503 based on the following: 
• Tin-eat A~~eslmumt:. 
• Intelligence Value; 
• Other Factors: 

0 

o Agency assessments follow: 

AGENCY ASSESSMENT REC I N 
DASD-DA -ClA 
FBI 
De tofState 

o fhe Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer·!> Assessment and RecQmmendation 
(Tab a) with enclosures, are attached. 

Or: Contmue to Detain ____ , Release_.~ 

tit!(! :Rot: 1'/:'P"QJ?i'IUk. 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 503 

1. (U) Introduction 

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) detennined ISN 
In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified 

unc mform.ation. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the 
ARB used in making its determination. 

2. (U) Syuopsis of Proceeding$ 

(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 sununa:ry 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 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 e"planation 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. (V) Primary Documents and Assessments considered by the AdminisCradve Review 
Board 

(U} The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-14. 

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

SECRET/NOFORN 
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4. (U) Dbeussion of the primary factors (including intelligence value aad law enroreement 
value of the Enemy Combatant). 

SECRF.T /NOFORN 
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5. (U) Considerations by the Admioiatrative Review Board on Enemy Combatant requests 
for witoes.s 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 session. 

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

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

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's report 

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

SF.CRET/NOFORN 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN SO I 

1. (U) Introduetiou 

The Administrative Review Board (ARB) detennined ISN 501 
In reaching this determination. the ARB COI!ISJaer 

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

2. (IJ) Syaopsu of Pro<:eediogs 

(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 stunmary of the unclassified primary factors. The Assisting 
Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A and the 
Enemy Combatant Election Fonn jndicating the EC was unresponsive other than declining to 
appear and participate, documented as exhibit EC-8. The AMO relayed that the EC was 
primariJy non-communicative during his interview. The unclassified part of the proceeding was 
adjourned. The ARB moved to the classified portion of the session and the DMO presented the 
cJass1fied 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 Doeumeuts, 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 
DM0-1 through DM0-18. 

(U) The foUowing assessments considered by the ARB are swnmarized as follows: 

ISN 501 
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4. (U) Discussiou or the primary faetors (in eluding intelligeD£e value and law eaf01·eement 
valu.e of the Enemy CombataDt). 

The infonnation presented to the ARB supports 
The ARB considered the following key indicators 

in its recomme:nd~ltio1d 

d. 

e. 

ISN 501 
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f. 

g. 

h. 

i . 

. 
J. 

5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board OD Enemy Combataat's 
requests ror witness statements and home country :statem.ents pro'Vided tbrough 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) ConclusioDs and Retommendatioa of the Administrative Review Board 

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

ISN 501 
Enclo$ure ( 4) 
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8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's report 

(U) The board reached a unanimous decision. 

8'8CRI!!'J/IfQPO RPI • 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Admlnistrltive Re"'iew 

of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington., D.C. 20350-1000 

:tli6Riil"ff/J'P4 8 f81tP4 

ACTION MEMO 
31 May 2005 

FOR: Designated Civilian Official 

FROM: Dtrector, OARDEC ~ 
SUBJEC1': ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 

ICO ISN 167 (YEMEN) 

o M!ub ·ect ARB was held on 3 Fcbn1ary 2005 resulting 
based on the foil 

• rea ssessment 
• Intelligence Value: 
• Other Factors; 

0 

167 

o TI1e Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation ('rab B) 
with enclosures., are attached. 

Or: Detain ____ ., Release. ___ _ 

Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab lJ Presiding Officer's Asse~~osment and Recommendation 

-neen rNPIO~ -



(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINIS1RATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 167 

I. (U} Introduction 

Board(ARB) determined ISN 167 
In reaching this detennination, the ARB OOtiSJ(Itere~a 

unc:tastmu'a ll1ttoJmattlo;n. 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 fonn 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 Fo1m indicating the EC declined to partjcipate, 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 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 and the session was closed for deliberation. Owing 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 Documeats, Assessments, Testimony,. and otb.er Consideratioos by the 
Admiuistrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant infonnation and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-16. 

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

M€ftl! I JIC6f8R:P'i 
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4. (U) Discussion of tlte primary faetors (including intelllgeaee valu~ aod Jaw eaforcement 
value of tbe Enemy Combatant) 

ISN 167 
Enclosure (4) 
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l. 

:S. ( U) Co1,1sideratlons by the Administratjve Review Board on Enemy Combat8ht'& 
requests for wiiDess iitatements and hGme ~ouutry statements provided through the Uaited 
State' 

(U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. The Ec·s home nation provided no statement. 

6. (U) Coosulfatioas witb the Administrative Revj~ Board Legal Ad,•i!aor 

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

1. (U) Cooc:laiiuns aDd Recommendation of rhe Administrative R1wiew Board 

(U) tJpon careful r~view of all the information presented, the ARB makes lhe following 
determination and recommendation: 

8. {L') Dissenting Board Member'~ report 

!U) The dissenting memb~rs rcpott is included as enclosure (5). 

Presiding t;)fficer 

IS)(167 
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From: Dissenting Officer of Administrative Review Board Panel #2 (U) 
To: Presiding Officer (U) 

Subj: (U) MINORITY ASSESSMENf AND RECOMMENDATION FOR THE 
ADMINISlRATIVE REVIEW OF 1REDETENTION OF ENEMY CO:MBATANf ISN 
167 (U) 

1. (U) Dissent for the Following Reasons 

2. (U) Basis for Disseut 

3. (U) Primary Do~u:ment&, Assessments, Testimony, and other Cousiderations by tlae 
Dissenth•g Member 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-15. 

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

o813CRB'F/WOf0Dlf, 
ISN 167 
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4. (U) Discussiou of the Primary Fad:ors 

a. 

b. 

£SN 167 
Enclosure (S) 
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i. 

j. 

5. (U) CoadulioDs a•d Reeo•nn.endation of the Dis•entiDc Member 

Administrative Review Board member 

oo'~ 

ISN 167 
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Department of Defense 
OH"~ee for the Admbllstratlve Revte¥.· 

of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC} 
at U.S. Nanl Base Guantanamo S.y, Cdba 

1008 Navy Pentagon, Wasllmgton, D.C. 20350-1000 

FOR: Oe•1gnaled Civilian Ollicial 

FROM: D1rec10r. OARD~ 

Sil@Rl!l:: fl8li8Rff 

ACTION MEMO 

18 May200S 

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE ~VIJ;W BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 16l (YEMEN) 

o Subject ARB was held un 18 Fcb,ruary 
ISN 1 
• 
• 

o Agency assessments follow: 

0 

0 

(To.b D) with cDClosure•, ..re al\achcd. 

RECOMMEND A Tl 

_.ransfe~~~-~--

Or. Detain --'----' Relee.~---

Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC SJ A Legal Suff~<:iency Review 
Tab 13 Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 

Prepared 

Assessment and Recommendation 

J 



(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMJN]STRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 162 

l. (U) IntroduetioD 

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

un .. •.&vu. The following is an account of the proceedings and the factors the 
ARB used in making its detennination. 

l. (U) Sy:oopsis 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 Fonn, indicating the EC was unresponsive to AMO inquiri.esJ as 
exhibit EC-B. The EC did point to hls 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 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, Tesdm.ony, &Dd other Cousiderations by the 
Administrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-26. 

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

ISN 162 
EncJosure ( 4) 
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4. (U) Discussion of the primary factors {iocJuding intelligeuee value and law enforeement 
value of the Enemy Combatant). 

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

and in its recommendation 

ISN 162 
Enclosure (4) 
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It is noted that the EC bas complamed of medical problems with his -(DM0-9 & 12) BDCl 
-(DMQ-3). ney bwe reportedly been evaJuated by medical personnel upon his 
complaints, but no leaftimate medical condition has been diaposed. 

5. (U) CG•shlentiolu by tlle Adabaistrative Review Board 011 Eaemy Comhataat•a 
reCJ••tafor witaas statemeata ••d h0111e c:oaatry s~ts provided tUoup die United 
Statet 

6. (1J) C•••ltatioas with the .AclmiDiiD-adve Rwiew Beard Lepl Advisor 

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

7. (U) Cooda1ious aDd Recommendation ofth~ Administntive Review Board 

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

8. (U) Diuatiag Board Member's report 

(U) The:rc were no dissenting members in the decision. 

ISN 162 
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Department of Defense 
Otr.u for the Administrame Re\'iew 

of the Dettt~tion of Enemy Combablals (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Gnaatanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Na\ly Putagon, Washin&ton. D.C. 2035*-1000 

iliiiGDiir'liYFQI'tl 

ACfiONMEMO 

FOR: Designated Civiliaro Official 

FROM: RADM J.M. McGanah, Director, OAJIDE~ 

3 Marcb200S 

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND 
RECOMMENDATION ICO ISN 278 (MOROCCAN & BELGI(/M CITIZEN) 

o Subt~t ARB was held a ISN2'm!l• 
• Threat As!•essmet!IJ 
• Intelligence 
• Other Fac•tor~>: 1 

0 

• 

• 
• 

• 
• 

o Agency assessments and recommendariOJIS follow: 

DASD-DA 

o The legal Sufficiency Review (TAD B) and the Presiding Officer's Asse..smcnt and 
Recommendation (TAB C) With enclosures, are altachcd. 

0 

Sl!oCRiM"A'fl8FQPH 



RECOMMENDATION: 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Attachments: 
'fab A DCO Dclerminatton 
Tab B Legai Sufficiency Review 
Tab C Presiding Officer's Assessment arad Recommendation 
Tab D-acsimile of09 Feb 05 

l>repared by: 
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Department of Defense 
DesiCJI'Ited CiYIIian Official 

Adminl$tntive Re,·iew Ill the Detention of Ellft'l)' C•mhatants 
at U.S. Naval Base Gulltaumo Bay, Cuba 

From: Designated Civilian Official 

Subj: DCO DETER..\.fiNA'I'ION OF ENEMY COMBATANT ~7· 

Ref. (a) Deputy Secretary ofDefcnse Order OSD 06942-04 of II May 04 

03 Marcil 2005 

I. Per reference (a) and after con~ideration of the wrinen assessment aDd lhc recommendation of the 
Administrative Review Board ( AR!l), lonake the following dctcrmin_.oon in rellltion to the subject enemy 
combatant: 

2. The Dorector ofOARDEC shall make all neccs~oary arrangements to implement my decision w; 

Relei'IIJC. 

g_ Transfer to doe co~lrol of another country. 

~---Continue: to detain. 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMIN IS IRA TIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 270 

1. (U) Introduction 

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) determined ISN 270 
In reaching this detennination, the ARB considered both classified 

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

2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 

(U) The ARB was convened and began its proceedings with the Enemy Combatant (EC) present. 
The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified summary, both in written 
fonn 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 to participate, documented as exhibit EC-B. 
The A.\10 related that during his interview with the EC, the EC requested assjstance 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 a 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 jnformation in his file was inaccuratep 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 stated 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 a vail ability of a source document placing 
the EC at a mountajn warfare training class; the AMO stated no further documentation was 
available on this and the session was closed for deliberation. 

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-28. 

ISN270 
Enclosure (4) 
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(U) The following assessments considered by the ARB are summarized as follows: 

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 supports 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

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

ISN 270 
Enclosure ( 4) 
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f. 

g. 

h. 

1. 

j. 

• • 

ISN 270 
Enclosure (4) 
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S. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Co:mbatant's 
requests for witnes.s statements and home country statements provided through. the Uuited 
States 

(U) The EC is a dual citizen of Morocco and Belgiwn. The EC's home state of Belgium noted 
that the EC does not have a criminal record in Belgium and from their assessment be 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 consu]tation 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) There were no dissenting members in the decision. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Sf!CR£1/NOF ()RNa 
ISN 270 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administr-ative Review 

of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Nav) Pentagon, Washilagton., D.C. 20350-1000 

&wfltLT//NeF8JU I 

ACTION MEMO 

FOR: Designated CiviJian Official 

FROM: RADM·J.M. McGarrah. Director. OARDE~ 
SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND 

RECOMMENDATJON JCO JSN 296 (BELGIUM CITIZEN) 

on 28January 2005 resultmg in 
on the following: 

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB's determination of the 

o Agency assessments and recommendations follow: 

o The Legal Sufficiency l~eview (l'AB B) and the Presiding Officer's Assessment and 
Rccornrnendalion (TAB C) with enclosures. are attached. 

0 

3 March 2005 



RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO 

COORDINATJON: NONE 

Attachments: 
Tab A DCO Determination 
Tab B lega1 Sufficiency Review 
Tab C Officel''lS Assessment and Recommendation 
Tab D lc of09 Feb OS 



Department of Defense 
Desipated Civilian OfJiebl 

Admtnktntl•e Re,·lew ef the Detention •f Enemy Combatur1 
at U.S. Naval Base G11aataumo Bay, Cuba 

From: Des•gna~ed Civilian Official 

Subj; DCO DETERMI'NATlON OF ENEMY COMBATANT __ 29_ 

Ref. (a) Deputy Secretary of Defense OrdcT OSD 06<)4~41 of II May 04 

03 March 2005 

1. Per reference (a) and after consideration of the wriucn ... .,~•nent Md the recommendation of the 
Admmistrative Review Boanl (ARB), T •mke d1e following determination in relation to tbc subj~ct enemy 
combatant: 

I 

2. The DircctorofOAROEC shall make all necessary arranscment., to implancnt my decision to; 

0 

0 

0 

0 

<:> 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Release. 

~ ;:ansfcr to the control of another country. r: ___ Continue to detam. 

-- • ' • -----~~ ~ 6.... -jO 



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

l.~Introdu~ou 

The Administrative Review Board (ARB) detennined 1SN 296 is a
In reaching this detennination, the ARB co~s~ 

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 sununary in written 
form and an oral summary of the unclassified primary factors. The Assisting Military Officer 
(AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as exhibjt EC-A and the Enemy Combatant 
Election Fonn indicating the EC was unresponsive~ docwnented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO 
related that during his interview with the EC, the EC elected not to provide infonnation 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 aU documentation was presentedt the 
session was closed for deliberation. 

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant jnfonnation and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-32. 

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

~o.3 7 Jj 

ISN 296 
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4. (U) Discussioo of the primary factors (indudiDg intelligence value and law enfortemeDi 
value of tile Enemy Combataot) 

M!(!RE IINOFOitPlso. JSN 296 
Enclo$ure (4) 
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5. (U) Considerations by the AdmiDistrative Review Board OD Enemy Combatant's 
requests for witness statements and home country statements provided through the UDited 
States 

(U) Belgium, the EC's home state, provided a memorandum to the Secretary of the Navy stating 
they received correspondence from the EC's family (DM0-32). 

6. (U) ConsultatioD.s 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 aJl the infonnation presented~ the ARB makes the following 
determination and recommendation: 

8. (U) DisseDting Board Member's report 

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

Presiding Officer 

S:l! @R@'if';TtePOil:N• ISN296 
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Department of Defense 
Offiee for the Administrative Ri!-.delt 

of the Detention of Enemy Combatants' (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 203So-1000 

FOR: Designated Civilian Official 

FROM: D1rector, OARD~ 

ACTION MEMO 

11 May2005 

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

o Subject ARB was 'held on 24 
ISN 221 
• 
• 
• 

o Agency assessments follow: 

o The Legal Suffic1enc:y Review (Tab A) and the Pres1ding Officer 1s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures, arc attached. 

RECOMMENDATI 

-(Transfer~~~~ '5-']P 

Or: Continue to ____ • Relea~:>e ___ _ 

Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Rev1ew 
Tab B Presiding Officer's Asse!>smcnl and Recommendation 

Prepared by: 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMfNISTRA TIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 221 

1. (U) Introduction 

(U) The Administrative Review Board (ARB) detennined ISN 221••••• 
In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both 

uu•v• ... u.&U.V&1. The following is an accoWit of the proceedjngs and the factors the 
ARB used in making its detenninatioo. 

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 
decJined to appear personally in the ARB proceedings, docwnented as Exhibit EC-B. The 
Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the unclassified swnmary in written fonn 
followed with an oral summary 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 cJassified portion of the session and the DMO presented the classified summary. 
The ARB members had no quesdons and the session was closed for deliberation. 

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

(U) The ARB consjdered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
EC-B, and DM0-1 through DM0-21. 

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

S'B~Q£TIN() FO PM. 
JSN 221 
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4. (U) Dist:ussion or the primary f'aetors (including intelligen~e value and law enforcement 
value of the Enemy Combatant) 

(U) The preponderance of the information presented to the ARB supports .. and IIIII••••• The ARB considered the following key indicators from Joint 
Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO), Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF), DASD-DA, 
FBI, CIA, U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) and other agencies in the decision to 
assess the and in its rec,ommelrtda.tioJrt~ 

fl..,CM IS';f'/flJ 8 :F81tW 
ISN 221 

Enclosure (4) 
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5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board on Enemy Combatadt's 
requests for witdess statements and bome country statements provided through the United 
States 

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

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

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

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

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

(U) 

(U) 

(U) 

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's report 

(U) There were no dissenting mem hers in the decision. 

Presiding Officer 

~ 'WAI!iT:?f ~12 81ll'f 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Admlatstralive ReYiew 

or the Deteation of En tiDY Combatqtt (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Bue GllliDtaaalllO Bay, Cuba 

1000 Navy Pentag011, Waillhacton, D.C. 20350-1000 

ii'CM'iWII8l:'9111l 

ACflONMEMO 

POR: Desipted Civiliau Official 16 May 200S 

FROM: DiTector, 0~ 
SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOAID ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 

ICO ISN 706 (MAURITANIA I NIGER*) 

. ' .. ·' ' ~ ·. 

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB' 1 determination of the Sllbjec:&ISN included: 

• 
• .. 
• 

SN706 

o The Lepl Su.fficiel!lly Review (Tab A) and the !'raiding OffiCDr's AssessRIIIIIt and ReMnnrwutation 
(Tab B) with eac\Oilllel, arc ldlachcd. 

RECOMMENDAT"IW'I1/TlU 

~T-ruWcrc~.c::::::::....:: 
Or. Detain _ ___1 __ , Release, __ _ 

--····;;· 
• Ilelainee claimt dual citi • ..,..!,ip in MIIUritaniund Niger, bio place of birth. 

Allachmenu: 
Tab A OAJ!DEC SJA Lepl SutT10>iem:y Review 
Tab B Presidillf: Ofllo:er's ~ LIICI Rcco!DIJielldalion 

00.!11 



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

1. (U) Introducdon 

Board (ARB) detennined ISN 706·--· 
In reaching this determination, the ARB considered both classified 

unc:1as~snu:a information. The foJlowing is an account of the proceedings and the factors the 
ARB used in making its detennination. 

l. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 

(U) The ARB was convened and began its proceedings without the Enemy Combatant (EC) 
present. The Desjgnated Military Officer (DMO) presented the uncJassified summary. both in 
written form and with an oralsummruy of the uncJassified primary factors. The Assisting 
Military Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy Combatant Notification as exhibit EC·A and the 
Enemy Combatant EJectjon 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 quaJified the factors from the unclassified summary. The unclassified part of the 
proceeding was adjourned. The ARB moved to the classified portion of the session and the 
DMO presented the classified summary. The session was then closed for deliberation. 

3. (U) Primary Documents, Assessments, Testimony, aud otber Considerations by tbe 
Administrative Review Board 

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
DM0-1 through DM0-16. 

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

ISN706 
Euelosure (4) 
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4. (U) Dis~ussiou of the primary factors (iucluding 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 foJlowjng key indicators from Joint Task Force 

DASD-DA. CIA. FBI and other agencies in the decision to assess ••••1md in its recommendati.o~·-·· 

ISN 706 
Enclosure (4) 

Pagel of3 



5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Bo:a~~rd on Enemy Combatant's 
requests for witness statements and home eountry .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 Review Board Le1al AdYisor 

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

7. (U) Coaclusioos and Recommendation of the Adntio.istrative Review Board 

(U) Upon careful review of all the information presented, the ARB makes the following 
det.ennination ud recommendation: 

(U) 

(U) 

(U) 

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member's report 

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

Presiding Officer 

fii3:CRI~FF717BFORN 
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Departm~nt of Defense 
Office for the Administrative lteview 

or the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Natal Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 

1000 Navy Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20350-1000 

FOR: Designated Civilian Official 

FROM: Director, OARDE~ 

ACTION MEMO 

11 May2005 

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 220 (KUWAIT) 

o SubJect ARB was held 
220 

• 

o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB•s determination ofthe 

o Agency assessments follow: 

o The detainee made genel"'J..l allegations of abuse in h1s unsworn statement to the ARB. These 
allegations were presented to JTF-OTMO for in,.estigation. 

o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Pres1ding Officer's A!lscssmel'lt and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures. are attached. · 

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

Prepared by: 

-



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

1. (U) Introduction 

Review Board (ARB} detennined ISN 22u-.
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 smmnacy in written fonn 
followed with an oral summary of the unclassHled primary factors to retain the EC and the 
primary factors for release. The Assisting Mllitary Officer (AMO) presented the Enemy 
Combatant Notification as exhibit EC-A and the Enemy Combatant Election Form indicating the 
EC elected to participate, docwnented as exhibit EC-B. The AMO commented that the EC 
protested everything in the unclassified swnmary and wants to change all of his previous 
testimony. The EC addressed each item on the unclassified swnmary> followed by the ARB 
asking questions concerning the Ec•s testimony. This dialogue is contained in the Swnmary of 
Enemy Combatant Testimony. The unclassified portion of the proceeding was adjourned. The 
ARB moved to the classified portion ofthe session and the DMO presented the classjfied 
summary. The ARB members had no questions and the session was closed for deliberation. 

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

(U) The ARB considered all relevant information and primary factors in the exhibits presented as 
EC-B, DM0-1 through DM0-17, and the testimony ofthe EC during the ARB session. 

(U) During the unclassified portion of the ARB. the EC claimed aU the statements in the 
unclassified summary were wztrue. He then attempted to offer an explanation for each item as 
documented in the Swnmary 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 
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(U) The following assessments considered by the ARB are swnmari:zed as follows: 

4. (U) Diseussion of the prbnary factors (including intelligeoee value 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 fr~orce 

DASD-DA. CIA. FBI and other agencies in the decision to assess 
andini~ · 

ISN 220 
EnciMure (4) 
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5. (U) Considerations by the Administrative Review Board 011 Enemy Combatant's 
requests ror witness statements and home country statements provided through tb.e United 
States 

(U) The EC is a citizen ofKuwait. No home country statements were provided. Statements 
were provided by the EC's lawyer and family members and are included as Enclosure (7). 

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

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

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

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

(U) 

(U) 

(U) 

8. (U) Dissenting Board Member~• report 

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

Respectfully submitted. 

Presiding Officer 

ISN 220 
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