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1 PRO C E E DIN G S 

2 THE COURT: Good morning, everyone. Let me first 

3 call this case for the record, and then we will swear in the 

4 translator, and of course I will explain what we are doing 

5 and proceed to -- I will give a version of my opinion to Mr. 

6 Ahmed. 

7 This is the case of AlIa Ali Bin AlIi-Ahmed versus 

8 Barack Obama, CA 05-1678. For the record we should have 

9 counsel please identify themselves. 

10 MR. PIERSON: Good morning, Your Honor. Kit 

11 Pierson from Cohen Milstein, and with me is Brent Rushforth 

12 and James Symanski. 

13 THE COURT: Mr. Pierson, our court reporter has to 

14 hear you. 

15 MR. PIERSON: I am sorry, Your Honor. James 

16 Symanski is with the Day Pitney firm, Richard Lorenz and 

17 Nicole Travers, Phebe Smith from my law firm. 

18 

19 

THE COURT: For the government, please. 

MR. BENNETT: John Hunter Bennett for the 

20 respondents, and with me is Paul Ahern. 

21 THE COURT: First let us have the translator 

22 please state his or her name, and then we will swear him in 

23 -- or her. 

24 THE TRANSLATOR: Good morning, Your Honor. My 

25 name is Ashraf, A-s-h-r-a-f. 
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1 THE COURTROOM DEPUTY: Do you solemnly swear or 

2 affirm that you will justly, fairly and impartially act as 

3 an interpreter in the case now before the court? 

4 

5 

The translator: Yes, I do. 

THE COURT: Mr. Ali-Ahmed, are you present on the 

6 other end of the line in Guantanamo Bay? 

7 THE DEFENDANT THROUGH HIS INTERPRETER: Yes, I am. 

8 THE COURT: Does the interpreter know whether Mr. 

9 Ali-Ahmed understands any English at all? 

10 

11 

12 does not. 

13 

THE DEFENDANT THROUGH HIS INTERPRETER: I do not. 

MR. PIERSON: Your Honor, I can address that. He 

THE COURT: He does not. All right. I will, of 

14 course, keep that in mind. 

15 I will explain now exactly what we are doing. 

16 First of all, I want to say good morning to Mr. Ali-Ahmed 

17 and to say that I am Judge Gladys Kessler, who has been 

18 handling his case ever since it was filed. 

19 Is the translator translating that? 

20 THE TRANSLATOR: I am translating, but I have you 

21 on mute when I'm speaking in Arabic so that I do not confuse 

22 the court reporter. Anytime I will come back in English I 

23 will take the mute off, if that is okay with you. 

24 

25 

THE COURT: I am not sure I understood that. 

THE DEFENDANT THROUGH HIS INTERPRETER: Any time I 
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5 

1 am going in Arabic to the client, I will go in Arabic and 

2 I'm muting the phone so that the court reporter does not 

3 have to get the Arabic parts of it and I do not confuse her. 

4 MR. PIERSON: This is Kit Pierson, and I will 

5 explain it. 

6 He is muting the phone as he translate in Arabic, 

7 so you will only hear from him to avoid confusing the court 

8 reporter, so he will only speak over the speakerphone if he 

9 needs to speak in English. 

10 THE COURT: That is fine, but how will I know when 

11 he has finished translating? I don't know how long Arabic 

12 takes. 

13 MR. PIERSON: Ashraf, when you finish translating 

14 what the judge says, you will say okay? 

15 THE TRANSLATOR: I can do that. 

16 MR. PIERSON: We can do this whatever way you 

17 prefer, Your Honor. He is a very skilled translator, and we 

18 have met with him and Mr. Ahmed on numerous occasions. 

19 What he can do, and it actually amazes me, but he can 

20 translate simultaneously as you are speaking. 

21 THE COURT: All right. 

22 MR. PIERSON: So I think you basically do not need 

23 to worry about what is going on in his end. If it is going 

24 too fast, he can interrupt us, but I think as his counsel we 

25 are confident that what you say will be accurately 
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1 translated on a simultaneous basis, and we have used him 

2 many times. 

3 THE COURT: All right. 

4 MR. PIERSON: Simultaneous translation is fine, 

5 Ashraf. If the judge's words start going too fast for you, 

6 you should interject in English and we will slow down. 

7 THE TRANSLATOR: I will. 

8 THE COURT: Mr. Pierson, a final question. Is it 

9 Mr. Ahmed or Mr. Ali-Ahmed? 

10 

11 

MR. PIERSON: It is Mr. Ali-Ahmed. 

THE COURT: All right. Thank you. 

12 Let me ask the translator one final question, and 

13 that is have you already translated to the petitioner what I 

14 said first thing? 

15 

16 

THE TRANSLATOR: Yes I did, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Thank you very much. 

17 I want to tell the petitioner that I am going to 

18 now give him a version of the written opinion which I issued 

19 in this case about two weeks ago. What I am saying today is 

20 much, much shorter than what was in the opinion. 

21 What is more, there are many facts which I cannot 

22 put on the record today because they are classified. But 

23 they are facts and different words that are in the original 

24 opinion. 

25 What I wanted to do today and what I thought the 
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1 petitioner deserved hearing today was the basic statement of 

2 what this case is about, what major principles of law I was 

3 using -- I certainly today will not go into much detail 

4 about the law, and what particular factual findings I have 

5 made. 

6 I assume that Mr. Ali-Ahmed knows that his 

7 petition for habeas corpus is being granted. 

8 First, I want to go over very briefly the 

9 background. The petitioner filed his papers way back on 

10 August 22, 2005. After that there was a lot of litigation. 

11 The petitioner may not be aware of all of litigation and all 

12 of the papers that were filed, but there were many. 

13 At a certain point our Supreme Court of the United 

14 States ruled in a very important decision that the 

15 detainees, in other words those people like the petitioner 

16 who were being kept at Guantanamo Bay, were entitled to 

17 bring a these kinds of cases in our Federal Courts, and that 

18 our Federal Courts had the authority, what we call the 

19 jurisdiction to hear them. 

20 The Supreme Court urged the District Courts to 

21 give the petitioners a prompt hearing, and left it to the 

22 District Courts to decide what the procedures would be for 

23 that hearing. 

24 After that Supreme Court decision again there was 

25 a lot of litigation, a lot of information was given by the 
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1 government to counsel for the petitioners, and briefs were 

2 filed. By briefs I mean that the government and Mr. Pierson 

3 on behalf of petitioner filed lengthy papers with me arguing 

4 why each side believed that they were right. 

5 I am going to talk just briefly about the legal 

6 principles. The government in these kinds of proceedings 

7 has the burden of showing or establishing that detention is 

8 justified. 

9 The government has provided a good deal of 

10 evidence in various forms, and I will talk about the 

11 evidence in a while. 

12 The government requested that I assume, or the 

13 legal word is presume that the documents that were showing 

14 me were 

15 THE INTERPRETOR: Judge this is the interpreter. 

16 Could you slow down a little bit? 

17 THE COURT: Definitely. 

18 THE TRANSLATOR: Thank you. 

19 THE COURT: The government requested that I rule 

20 that the documents the government was offering be -- that I 

21 assume or presume that those documents were real or 

22 authentic, and I did grant that request. 

23 The government also requested that I assume or 

24 presume that those documents were accurate. I did not grant 

25 that request for a number of reasons. 
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1 There were many disputes about the documents, and 

2 it was my job and responsibility to decide after weighing 

3 the evidence whether the government's documents were 

4 accurate and reliable, and whether they should be given any 

5 weight. 

6 The government argued six major sets or categories 

7 of charges to demonstrate that the petitioner was being 

8 detained unlawfully. 

9 The government's overarching theory was that all 

10 of the individual pieces of evidence which supported those 

11 allegations must be examined together and as a whole, not in 

12 isolation, and the government's view was that when I looked 

13 at all of the evidence as a whole and together that it would 

14 create a mosaic that would show me that the petitioner was 

15 properly detained in this case. 

16 I do know that the intelligence community often 

17 uses this theory, which is called a mosaic theory or 

18 approach in its analysis of information that it obtains. 

19 However, the court's obligation in this case is to make 

20 findings of fact and conclusions of law which are consistent 

21 with the appropriate legal standards as to whether the 

22 government has proven by what we call a preponderance of the 

23 evidence, meaning more than 50 percent of the evidence, that 

24 the petitioner is properly detained. 

25 The kind of evidence and the amount of evidence 
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1 which is appropriate and satisfactory for the intelligence 

2 community may be very different from what I must rely upon, 

3 and certainly what satisfies the intelligence community 

4 cannot govern this court's ruling. 

5 I am skipping over a lot of the legal analysis, 

6 and I want to talk about the facts in this case. First, I 

7 want to say a little bit about different witnesses the 

8 government relied upon. 

9 I cannot give the names of any of the witnesses, 

10 because they are classified. But I will be referring to 

11 them by letters of the alphabet. The government relied 

12 primarily on four witnesses, and it did not rely on any 

13 statements that the petitioner made. 

14 First, I will talk about an individual I will call 

15 witness X. That person's testimony has been seriously 

16 doubted and rejected by another judge who sits in the same 

17 court that I sit in. 

18 I have read his opinion. I agree with his 

19 assessment. And while the government did try in this case 

20 to show that witness X was believable and that this case was 

21 different from the other judge's case, I have decided that 

22 the statements of witness X are not believable for several 

23 reasons. 

24 First of all, witness X never directly identified 

25 the petitioner. He simply said that he overheard some 
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1 conversations about the petitioner's travels to Afghanistan. 

2 He could not say who made these circumstances or any details 

3 of the conversation. 

4 Second, this same witness X has made accusations 

5 against a number of people who are detained at Guantanamo 

6 Bay, and many of those accusations have been questioned by 

7 the government itself. In short, this court does not find 

8 witness X to be a reliable source. 

9 The next witness is witness Y, who has twice 

10 identified Mr. Ali-Ahmed. The first time was a very short 

11 statement and a very unclear statement. The second time he 

12 identified him it he was clearer, but in a third statement 

13 the witness -- witness Y denied knowing anybody who he was 

14 asked about. 

15 Therefore, on the basis of these three sets of 

16 questioning, it is very difficult to assess the reliability 

17 or the accuracy of witness Y's statements, and certainly as 

18 to one of those instances it was clear that he was just 

19 being very uncooperative. 

20 I have concluded that the kind of evidence that 

21 witness Y offered, which is so unclear, so lacking in 

22 detail and description, is entitled time any significant 

23 weight. 

24 The next witness is witness Z, who said that he 

25 saw Mr. Ali-Ahmed -- let me make that clearer, that he said 
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1 that Mr. Ali-Ahmed was a Yemeni who he saw being smuggled 

2 from Zermat to Banu. 

3 In October of 2003 witness Z did not identify the 

4 petitioner. At that point he did not know any of the men 

5 before he arrived at Guantanamo Bay. 

6 There is also evidence that witnesses Z was 

7 tortured, and that torture may well have affected the 

8 accuracy of the information he gave. He spent time at 

9 Bagram in the Dark Prison, and he alleges that he was 

10 tortured. 

11 In addition, that witness also recanted another 

12 piece of information regarding a detainee who traveled from 

13 Zurmat to Banu. Witness Z claims that he made certain 

14 statements against that other detainee because he feared 

15 further torture. 

16 The government argues that witness Z got over his 

17 fear of torture by June of 2004 when he did identify the 

18 petitioner. The government asks the court to assume that 

19 the mistreatment that Z suffered at several detention 

20 centers was effectively erased from his memory by June of 

21 2004. 

22 The government did not dispute the allegations of 

23 torture at Bagram or the Dark Prison, nor has the government 

24 presented any evidence that witness Z claimed to be 

25 unaffected by his past mistreatment or that he got over it, 
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1 if you will. 

2 Therefore, I cannot and will not infer or assume 

3 that past instances of torture did not impact the accuracy 

4 of witness Z's later statements, and for that reason I do 

5 not find witness Z to be reliable. 

6 There are six factual issues that the government 

7 argued. The government said that the petitioner fought in 

8 Afghanistan, trained in Afghanistan, used a kunya, traveled 

9 in Afghanistan with Al Qaeda or Taliban members and stayed 

10 at a guesthouse with Al Qaeda or Taliban members. 

11 The petitioner argued through his counsel that he 

12 went to Pakistan before the September 11 attacks, and the 

13 government does not challenge that timing any more. 

14 Petitioner claims he went to Pakistan to find a 

15 religious school where he could study the Koran. 

16 The petitioner denies ever going Afghanistan or 

17 training at an Al Qaeda camp, or ever fighting anybody or 

18 ever being a member of a terrorist group. He does admit 

19 that he was staying at a guesthouse for Yemenis in 

20 Faisalabad, Pakistan when he was arrested in March of 2002. 

21 The government has tried to show that the 

22 petitioner lied about certain facts, and that those lies 

23 cast doubt on all of his explanations. 

24 The first and most serious charge the government 

25 makes is that the petitioner joined Al Qaeda or the Taliban 
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1 in battle against the United States and the coalition 

2 forces. 

3 Certainly if this fact had been proven, then 

4 detention of the petitioner would have been justified. The 

5 government does not rest that charge on any confession made 

6 by the petitioner. The government does not base it on any 

7 direct statements made by any other witnesses, and indeed 

8 the government has admitted that it has presented no 

9 evidence stating that the petitioner, Mr. Ali-Ahmed, has 

10 participated in battle. 

11 The government asks me to infer that he did 

12 because of all of the other testimony, commenting on 

13 petitioner's other activities, and that is all part of the 

14 mosaic theory. 

15 The theory cannot support the charge. First of 

16 all, there is no direct evidence of any kind that petitioner 

17 participated in a battle, in any kind of military battle. 

18 And of course that weighs very heavily. 

19 Second, assuming for the moment that all of the 

20 different evidence the government had suggests that Mr. Ali-

21 Ahmed's version of the events is not accurate and it 

22 suggests that he did travel with Al Qaeda fighters, it still 

23 falls far short of establishing the very serious charge that 

24 he took up arms in support of Al Qaeda or the Taliban. 

25 Given all of the gaps in the evidence, the 
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1 government cannot rely simply on a combination of 

2 associations and disparate or varying events to support the 

3 inference that the petitioner actually fought in battle. 

4 Finally, even if one assumes that the petitioner 

5 was in Afghanistan, he argues that one reason he may have 

6 traveled with certain people is because of the chaos in the 

7 area as thousands attempted to flee what was then and is now 

8 a war-torn country. 

9 There is certainly ample evidence that Afghanistan 

10 was in chaos during this period and that thousands of people 

11 were trying to cross the border into Pakistan in order to 

12 free the violence. 

13 Given this state of facts it may indeed be the 

14 case that a young Arab man sought the company of those 

15 individuals with whom he shared a common language, religion, 

16 and culture and that he may even have gone on to stay with 

17 those same men, and I will talk about the guesthouse in a 

18 moment. 

19 But the bottom line is that even if the petitioner 

20 lied about being in Afghanistan, that one fact is not a 

21 sufficient basis for leaping to the conclusion that he 

22 fought with Al Qaeda and the Taliban. 

23 The government also accuses the petitioner of 

24 receiving military training in Afghanistan from Al Qaeda or 

25 Taliban supporters, and the government relies in making this 
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1 allegation on the statements of other witnesses. 

2 There are significant questions about the 

3 reliability and accuracy of those statements. The most 

4 important statement or the most significant statement was 

5 made by a person I will designate as witness A. 

6 That person made a nine word statement, not based 

7 on his own direct knowledge, describing the training that 

8 petitioner got, although there was no specificity in that 

9 description and no details about which camp the petitioner 

10 got his training at, or how long the training lasted, or 

11 what the training consisted of. 

12 The interview with witness A was conducted in 

13 English and Arabic without an interpreter. We do not have 

14 any knowledge about witness A's fluency in either English or 

15 Arabic or the fluency of the person who was interrogating 

16 him in either of those two languages. 

17 As I have indicated, that statement of witness A 

18 was not raised on his direct interrogation. What is more, 

19 in later interrogation when witness A was asked to list the 

20 names of those he trained with, he did not include the 

21 petitioner's name. 

22 And finally, as to the initial identification, 

23 those nine words I mentioned, witness A made that statement 

24 when he was at Bagram prison in Afghanistan, and as is well 

25 documented there are widespread credible reports of torture 

SUSAN PAGE TYNER, CVR-CM 
OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

1 



1 and detainee abuse at Bagram. 

2 Witness A was interrogated on many other occasions 

3 after he left Bagram, and he never again mentioned the 

4 petitioner or the petitioner receiving military training in 

5 Afghanistan. 

6 Let me turn to the issue of the government's 

7 allegation that the petitioner traveled around Afghanistan 

8 in the company of a group of men from either the Taliban and 

9 or Al Qaeda who were fleeing the battlefield. 

10 The government alleges that the petitioner fled 

11 Afghanistan, crossed into Pakistan, and then made his way to 

12 the guesthouse where he was later arrested. The petitioner 

13 denies this charge as well. 

14 The government tried to strengthen its mosaic 

15 theory by presenting evidence from three witnesses that the 

16 petitioner used a kunya, and a kunya, as is explained in 

17 much greater detail in the written opinion, is somewhat like 

18 a nickname. 

19 It is a practice that is very widespread and 

20 common in Arab countries, and it is a common practice among 

21 both those people, usually -- often, I should say, young 

22 people, but by no means always -- it is a common practice 

23 amongst both terrorists and amongst those who are not 

24 terrorists. 

25 The government agreed that the mere use of a kunya 
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1 is not in and of itself sufficient evidence to justify 

2 detention. But it did argue strongly that its belief that 

3 petitioner used a kunya was very important to this case 

4 because it demonstrated that the petitioner was lying about 

5 other matters that are central to this case. 

6 Mr. Ali-Ahmed strongly denies ever using a kunya. 

7 The evidence that the government relied on had a 

8 number of different problems. First of all, witness A's 

9 identification, which I discussed a little earlier, is very 

10 questionable, because that first interrogation at which he 

11 made the identification of petitioner was elicited at Bagram 

12 amidst actual torture, or the fear of it, and as I have 

13 already indicated, that witness A never again identified the 

14 petitioner. 

15 Finally, while there was a great deal of testimony 

16 about the use of a kunya, and in my written opinion I went 

17 into a lot of detail about it, my final conclusion was that 

18 the government had not established either that the 

19 petitioner had used the kunya, and the exact word is 

20 classified - the exact name is classified, and the 

21 government had not proved that by a preponderance of the 

22 evidence. 

23 The government offered evidence to show that the 

24 petitioner, Mr. Ali-Ahmed, stayed at a guesthouse in 

25 Faisalabad. There was no doubt about that. The 
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1 government's evidence was perfectly clear, and the 

2 petitioner does not deny that. 

3 Basically, the government, as to the guesthouse, 

4 is relying upon a guilt-by-association theory, namely that 

5 because others at the guesthouse were involved with 

6 terrorist groups, and because the petitioner stayed there 

7 for a substantial period of time and did not have to pay for 

8 food or rent, that he, too, must have been a terrorist. 

9 The government argues that if you combine those 

10 facts with its belief that the petitioner trained and 

11 traveled with terrorist forces in Afghanistan, then the 

12 conclusion must follow that the petitioner is a member or a 

13 substantial supporter of the Taliban. 

14 Once again, the government is not saying that 

15 simply staying at a guesthouse is, per se, actual evidence 

16 of terrorist activity. Rather, the government argues that 

17 it is one more piece of its mosaic theory which, when viewed 

18 with all of the other pieces, shows that the petitioner was 

19 a substantial supporter of Al Qaeda or the Taliban. 

20 The government points to the fact that witness Z, 

21 who said that the petitioner traveled with men fleeing from 

22 the battlefront, also stayed at the guesthouse, and those 

23 men admitted fighting on behalf of enemy forces. 

24 However, the evidence, when looked at carefully, 

25 is far from clear. As I have indicated, witness A, who told 
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1 of very serious torture at Bagram, at one time gave 

2 statements involving the petitioner, and at another time 

3 recanted those statements, and at another time he reaffirmed 

4 his first statements. 

5 Witness Y's very unclear statement about the 

6 petitioner is not strong enough to find that it is reliable. 

7 In addition, a number of the people who were 

8 staying at the guesthouse were absolutely not in any way 

9 connected with Al Qaeda or the Taliban, and there is no 

10 question that a number of people were legitimately staying 

11 there. 

12 There is no solid evidence -- not only not solid 

13 evidence, there is no evidence that the petitioner, while at 

14 the guesthouse, planned any further wrong doing in terms of 

15 terrorist activities. He was not arrested with any weapons 

16 or any kind of terrorist paraphernalia. 

17 Significantly, those people who were staying at 

18 the guesthouse who did admit that they themselves were 

19 affiliated with al Qaeda did not say that the petitioner, 

20 Mr. Ali-Ahmed, was engaged in any such activity or was with 

21 them at the guesthouse. 

22 There is also ample evidence that these kinds of 

23 guesthouses are common features in the region and that many 

24 young men who are traveling or studying who do not have much 

25 money stay at these guesthouses and also stay at those 
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1 guesthouses associated with either their own particular 

2 nationality, such as a Yemeni guesthouse, or associated with 

3 their own particular religion. 

4 The guesthouses are somewhat akin to hostels in 

5 this country, although there are significant differences as 

6 well. 

7 It should also be noted that the guesthouse in 

8 question was located close to a university. It is also very 

9 strange indeed that when the police arrested every single 

10 young man who was staying at the guesthouses that they never 

11 arrested the person who operated that guesthouse, and it is 

12 very hard to understand why if that guesthouse was a hotbed 

13 of terrorist activity that the operator was not even 

14 detained for a short period of time for questioning. 

15 The government had some other evidence trying to 

16 tie the guesthouse and its operator to another major 

17 terrorist. It is very complicated evidence. It is 

18 discussed in detail in my classified written opinion, and 

19 all I will say at this point to the petitioner is that it 

20 asked me to reach -- to make an inference that I did not 

21 think the evidence justified. 

22 And as to my conclusions -- as to the claim of 

23 participating in fighting, I have indicated that the 

24 government produced virtually no credible evidence. 

25 As to the claim of receiving military training, 
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1 the nine word statement which was not even based on direct 

2 observations by witness A does not show that it is more 

3 likely than not that the petitioner got military training. 

4 As to the claim that the petitioner traveled 

5 around Afghanistan in 2002 -- I am sorry in 2001 and 2002 in 

6 the company of terrorist fighters who were fleeing the 

7 battlefield, even if the government had proven that charge, 

8 which it did not, it did not constitute substantial support 

9 of Al Qaeda or the Taliban. There was no specific testimony 

10 about any kind of supportive activity by the petitioner if 

11 it had been proven that he was traveling in the company of 

12 terrorist fighters. 

13 As to the evidence that the petitioner stayed at 

14 the guesthouse, the government certainly proved that he 

15 stayed there, but there is no credible evidence based on the 

16 guesthouse stay that he was a substantial supporter of Al 

17 Qaeda or the Taliban while he did stay there, and that he 

18 was an ordinary guest there just as many of the other young 

19 men were. 

20 Again, it is significant that those people who 

21 were arrested at the guesthouse who did admit to being Al 

22 Qaeda fighters did not -- and said that the petitioner was 

23 not one of them. 

24 As to the government's position about the 

25 significance of locating petitioner's kunya -- about 
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1 locating the petitioner's kunya, I have discussed this at 

2 some length in the classified opinion, and I cannot discuss 

3 it in any detail. I can only tell the petitioner now that I 

4 did not find this argument had any merit or any basis in 

5 fact. 

6 So in conclusion, I have found that the evidence 

7 does not satisfy the government's burden of proof, and the 

8 petition for habeas corpus is being granted. 

9 I have ordered the government to take whatever 

10 necessary and appropriate diplomatic steps will help to 

11 bring about petitioner's release as quickly as possible. 

12 The government will report back no later than June 15. 

13 I need to tell the petitioner that sometimes these 

14 efforts take time, but that a major point in this litigation 

15 has been passed. There is now a specific finding that he 

16 was not detained illegally, and hopefully the government 

17 will be able through diplomatic channels to obtain his 

18 release in the near future. 

19 And let me check whether our interpreter is still 

20 with us. 

21 THE TRANSLATOR: I am, Your Honor. 

22 THE COURT: Good. I'm glad to hear that. 

23 I think that is all we can do today. I felt 

24 strongly that the petitioner should get an opportunity to 

25 have at least some minimal contact with the court and the 
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1 reasons for the decision. 

2 I do not actually know whether petitioner can be 

3 given a copy of the public opinion. Does the government 

4 know that? 

5 MR. RUSHFORTH: Your Honor, he can be, and if I 

6 could have one word with petitioner at the end, because we 

7 get such a rare opportunity to talk with him. I would like 

8 to tell him that we will try to bring not only the opinion 

9 but the transcript with us when we visit him in two weeks. 

10 THE COURT: All right. You may certainly do that. 

11 MR. BENNETT: Ashraf, can you hear me? 

12 THE INTERPRETER: I can. 

13 MR. BENNETT: I would like to speak just to AlIa 

14 for a minute. 

15 AlIa, we will be visiting with you in Guantanamo 

16 in approximately two weeks, and we will bring with us the 

17 transcript of what Judge Kessler read today to you from her 

18 shortened opinion. We will bring the transcript of that 

19 with us. 

20 We will also bring the unclassified version of her 

21 opinion with us when we visit with you in Guantanamo, and we 

22 can have time to discuss it and answer your questions when 

23 we visit with you in two weeks. 

24 And Your Honor, on behalf of the petitioner, Mr. 

25 Pierson and I would like to thank you very much for this 
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1 communication with our client. 

2 THE COURT: And I think the government needs to 

3 talk to my law clerk about a different matter when we are 

4 done on this. 

5 Thank you very much everybody. 

6 (Whereupon, the proceedings were adjourned.) 

7 -----
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