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February 2008 

 
January 11, 2008 marked the sixth anniversary of the U.S.’s offshore prison in Guantánamo Bay. 
Images of Guantánamo—the orange jumpsuits, the force-feeding, the waterboarding—are by now 
iconic. The international outcry to close the prison has reached an all-time high.  However, for a 
significant number of the 275 prisoners left in Guantánamo, release presents a dangerous paradox. 
Many of the men face the prospect of even greater danger if they leave: torture by their home 
governments.   
 
The U.S. military has already transferred prisoners from Guantánamo to countries with track record
of torture, such as Tunisia, Libya and Uzbekistan. It has done so even after officials from these 
countries threatened their nationals in Guantánamo Bay: 

 
- A Tunisian delegation to Guantánamo told Hisham Sliti exactly what he could expect whe

he returned home: “We do water torture in the barrel.  You’ll talk soon enough.”  Yet the 
U.S. sent two cleared prisoners back to Tunisia this June, only to be abused brutally.   

- Muhammad al Rimi’s life was threatened by a Libyan delegation in Guantánamo Bay; the 
U.S. sent him to Libya in December 2006, over his objections, and he was held 
incommunicado for more than a year.   

- Ali Sher Hamidullah, an Uzbek prisoner, said his country’s delegation told him “the only 
thing that waits for me in Uzbekistan is a bullet in my head.” Hamidullah is cleared for 
release from Guantánamo.  He continues to sit in prison today simply because he has 
nowhere safe to go. 

 
As the pressure to close Guantánamo escalates, the danger of further transfers to torture only grow
 
That is why Reprieve, in cooperation with the Center for Constitutional Rights, the International 
Federation for Human Rights and other major human rights organisations, is urgently exploring the
possibility of humanitarian protection in Europe for Guantánamo’s asylum seekers.  Approximatel
fifty prisoners left in Guantánamo Bay have told their lawyers that they so fear what awaits them a
home that they prefer to wait—even in their concrete isolation cells—until refuge can be found.1   
 
For each of these men, the options are limited.  The U.S. millitary refuses to allow UNHCR to 
conduct refugee status interviews in Guantánamo.  Similarly, U.S. immigration authorities have 
categorically rejected applications for U.S. asylum made by Guantánamo prisoners.  Reprieve’s 
lawyers recently received a final rejection for the asylum request of their client, Ahmed Belbacha, 
the grounds that he “is not physically present in the United States.”   
 
Time is running out for Ahmed Belbacha and the rest of Guantánamo’s asylumseekers.  Few 
countries have stepped forward, as yet, to offer safe haven.  The enclosed factsheets and prisoner 
profiles aim to assist the European Parliament in convincing more European nations to take a stand
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1 The actual number is likely to be slightly higher, given that even now, over six years after Guantánamo Bay
opened for business, many prisoners have never had the opportunity to meet with an attorney. 
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Cleared Asylumseekers and the ARB “Process” 

 
One logical starting point for any discussion about humanitarian protection from Guantánamo is the 
population of prisoners “approved for transfer”: people who, from a U.S. security perspective, 
should be able to board the next plane out of Cuba.  All that remains is for some country to accept 
them. 
 
What does it mean to be “approved for transfer”? 
As with many terms in the U.S. military’s Guantánamo lexicography, the label “approved for 
transfer” obscures more than it explains and warrants some explanation.  
 
The American military puts the prisoners in Guantánamo Bay through an annual process called an 
Administrative Review Board, or ARB.  The ARB is meant to determine: 1) whether a prisoner is 
still a threat to the U.S. or its allies, or 2) whether a prisoner has continuing intelligence value.2  If 
both of these tests are passed, the prisoner is supposedly made eligible for release. 
 
The ARB suffers glaring procedural faults:  

- the allegations lodged in an ARB tend to be vague, conclusory, or entirely irrelevant3;  
- the prisoner has no right to have an attorney present;  
- he cannot see the classified evidence against him;  
- he has little to no ability to summon witnesses on his behalf or to confront his accusers; and  
- he has no meaningful way to contest that the basis for any of the government’s accusations 

were extracted under torture.4   
 
Despite all these flaws and the innumerable barriers to defending oneself in Guantánamo Bay, at 
least 80 prisoners have “passed” their ARBs and are eligible for transfer.  But the men have to have 
somewhere to go.   
 
The relationship of these procedures to who stays in Guantánamo and who gets out, is limited.  
Many non-cleared prisoners are transferred to governments that demand them, like Saudi Arabia, 
while many cleared prisoners, like Ahmed Belbacha, have sat in limbo for years.  Why is this? 
 
Part of the problem is that the U.S. remains reluctant to admit its mistakes.  Public statements by 
officials within the Bush administration insist that even cleared individuals sometimes still pose a 
threat, and that tight security provision must be made for each prisoner to mitigate the risk that he 
will “return to the battlefield.”  Aside from the fact that this contradicts statements given to prisoners 
about the ARB process—“If the ARB decides you no longer pose a threat, you may be released from 
detention”5—it trots out the now-discredited trope that a significant number of former prisoners later 
took place in hostilities against the U.S.6
 

 
2 See “ARB Procedures,” available at 
http://www.defenselink.mil/news/Aug2006/d20060809ARBProceduresMemo.pdf. Page 4 of the procedures 
indicates that reasons for continuing to hold a prisoner can include, but are not limited to, “whether the enemy 
combatant is of continuing intelligence value.” 
3 Sami al-Haj, the al-Jazeera journalist, was accused in his last ARB of training in the use of a video camera. 
4 See ARB Procedures p.3: “These proceedings are not governed by the Federal Rules of Evidence or 
equivalent state evidentiary rules….Information that is vague, unsupported, or not established through reliable 
sources generally is considered less reliable and may be given less weight in the ARB’s determinations” 
(emphasis supplied). 
5 See “Notification” (the notice the U.S. military handed to prisoners before the ARB), available at 
http://www.defenselink.mil/news/Dec2004/d20041209ARB.pdf. 
6 For a systematic refutation of the “return to the battlefield” myth, see Seton Hall Law School, The Meaning 
of “Battlefield”: An Analysis of the Government’s Representations of “Battlefield” Capture and “Recidivism” 
of the Guantánamo Detainees“, available at 
http://law.shu.edu/news/meaning_of_battlefield_final_121007.pdf.  

http://www.defenselink.mil/news/Aug2006/d20060809ARBProceduresMemo.pdf
http://www.defenselink.mil/news/Dec2004/d20041209ARB.pdf
http://law.shu.edu/news/meaning_of_battlefield_final_121007.pdf
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The other problem is that the U.S. has painted itself into a corner, claiming that these prisoners are 
the “worst of the worst” on the one hand while on the other doorstepping countries for prisoners it 
needs to resettle.  They have also made it difficult, if not impossible, for cleared prisoners to pursue 
asylum through regular legal channels.  The U.S. will not accept refugees from Guantánamo; 
lawyers for the prisoners have tried this avenue and been repeatedly rebuffed.7  Prisoners’ lawyers 
stand ready to provide interested third governments with the fruits of their investigations on behalf 
of their clients, and with biographical information such as that enclosed here.   
 
In essence, however, accepting prisoners from Guantánamo for resettlement will have to be a 
humanitarian choice made at the highest levels of friendly governments.  At the moment, for an at-
risk prisoner to pass the kangaroo courts of the ARB has the paradoxical effect of putting him at 
greater risk of torture than before. 
 
At-risk cleared prisoners 
The “cleared” group happens to include a significant percentage of Guantánamo’s prisoners from at-
risk countries—including many of the Uighurs, some Tunisians, Algerians, and others.  This stands 
to reason, since the U.S. military’s policy towards at-risk prisoners it has “cleared for release” has 
been either 1) to leave virtually everyone from the country in question in prison, as with Algeria,8 or 
2) to send a “test” prisoner or two to a given country, such as Tunisia or Libya, to see whether the 
secret “diplomatic assurances” such countries have given will hold.   
 
The grim results of these test repatriations – essentially a dice game with a prisoner’s life – show 
exactly why relying on such secret, unenforceable assurances is unacceptable.  The U.S. has 
repatriated Tunisian9 and Libyan returnees10 from Guantánamo, for example, to widespread 
international criticism and disastrous results.  In brief, reports indicate that these men were seriously 
abused upon their return home and were put in prison after either show trials or no trials.   
 
While U.S. lawyers continue to litigate against the transfer of prisoners to regimes that torture11, the 
difficulties with this strategy are manifold: the U.S. government is not required to notify all attorneys 
before they transfer each prisoner out of Guantánamo; the rights of Guantánamo prisoners in U.S. 
courts are still in question, and so not all U.S. judges are willing to stop a transfer12; and finally, even 
where an injunction against a prisoner’s refoulement can be obtained, this essentially amounts to an 
extension of the prison sentence for a cleared prisoner.  
 
 

 
7 See the attached letter from U.S. immigration authorities rejecting Ahmed Belbacha’s asylum application. 
8 One Algerian, Fethi Boucetta, was conceded by the U.S. not to be an “enemy combatant” and sent to Albania 
in November 2006.  Another Algerian, Abdennour Sameur, was later cleared and released to the United 
Kingdom in December 2007, on grounds of his ties to that country. 
9 One of Reprieve’s clients, Abdullah bin Omar al-Hajji, was repatriated to Tunisia last June without notice to 
Reprieve’s lawyers and over Reprieve’s strenuous objections. For an account of the abuse that awaited al-Hajji 
and his fellow Tunisian returnee, Lotfi Lagha, see Ill-Fated Homecomings: A Tunisian Case Study of 
Guantánamo Repatriations, available at http://hrw.org/reports/2007/tunisia0907/.   
10 Muhammad Abdallah Mansur al-Rimi was returned on Guantánamo in December 2006 and remains in 
incommunicado custody to this day. Sofian Ibrahim Hamad Hamoodah was transferred in September 2007; his 
fate has been the same. For discussions of these two cases and of other Libyans fighting their transfer to 
torture, see Andy Worthington, “Return to torture: cleared Guantánamo detainee Abdul Rauf al-Qassim fears 
return to Libya,” available at http://www.andyworthington.co.uk/?p=31, and Human Rights Watch, Libya: 
Rights at Risk, available at http://hrw.org/english/docs/2008/01/03/libya17674.htm.  
11 See, e.g., “US judge rules Guantanamo inmate cannot be deported,” describing a federal judge’s decision to 
stop the refoulement of a Tunisian detainee from Guantánamo available at 
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/us-judge-rules-guantanamo-inmate-cannot-be-deported-
396560.html. 
12 See “Guantanamo cell is better than freedom, says inmate fighting against release,” describing another 
federal judge’s refusal to bar a similar transfer of Ahmed Belbacha to Algeria, available at 
http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/us_and_americas/article2169795.ece. 

http://hrw.org/reports/2007/tunisia0907/
http://www.andyworthington.co.uk/?p=31
http://hrw.org/english/docs/2008/01/03/libya17674.htm
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/us-judge-rules-guantanamo-inmate-cannot-be-deported-396560.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/us-judge-rules-guantanamo-inmate-cannot-be-deported-396560.html
http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/us_and_americas/article2169795.ece
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Humanitarian Protection for cleared at-risk prisoners: a step towards closing Guantánamo 
 
While the bulk of responsibility for this situation lies with the U.S., of course, it must be 
remembered that these are human beings trapped in those cells.  They have been held in deplorable 
conditions for over six years without charge or trial.  They are now cleared.  They just need 
somewhere to go.  No matter who caused the problem, the humanitarian concerns must be 
paramount.  Additionally, accepting a mere handful of prisoners into Europe would be one 
appropriate way of distancing Europe from the U.S.’s disastrous war on terror policies; helping the 
U.S. out of a bind it created; and saving lives in the meantime. 
 
People the world over have called for Guantánamo’s closure.  Around fifty individuals need the help 
of Europe before this can happen.  If Europe is willing, this small group of men can serve as a much 
larger symbol: moving beyond the tactics of fear and hatred that have dominated our world since 
September 11.  Reprieve sincerely hopes that European countries will begin to help. 

 
For more information, please contact Cori Crider, Staff Attorney, at cori@reprieve.org.uk; or 
Christopher Chang, Investigator, at chris@reprieve.org.uk. 

mailto:cori@reprieve.org.uk
mailto:chris@reprieve.org.uk
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Profile of Muhammad Hussein Abdallah 
 
“First of all, you classified me as a terrorist or associated with this organization; that has no founding or tru
to it at all. I am just a teacher. I teach orphans, seven or eight year old orphans. They came and picked me u
at 2AM from my house. I have no relations or no connections with anybody….So if teaching orphan children
who lost their father how to write is a terrorist act, [ then] I am a terrorist. If teaching the Koran to children
a terrorist act, then I am a terrorist.” 
 

Muhammad Hussein Abdallah – statement to Combatant Status Review
Tribunal (CSRT) at Guantánamo Bay                  
                            

Muhammad Hussein Abdallah is a teacher, a father of eleven, and a Somali refugee.  He has spent the last six
years held without charge by the U.S. military, primarily at the U.S. Naval Base at Guantánamo Bay, Cuba.  
 
Of all the tragic and senseless tales to come out of Guantánamo Bay, Muhammad Abdallah’s is one of the 
saddest.  He led his family out of Somalia years ago to protect them from escalating clan-based violence – th
first murmurs of a conflict that plagues Somalia to this day.  The family settled in Pakistan in the early 
nineties; UNHCR granted them protected refugee status in 1993. 
 
For the next several years, the Abdallahs lived in relative quiet.  Muhammad was his family’s protector and 
main provider; the family lived on his meagre teacher’s income and on remittances from married daughters i
Canada and Saudi Arabia.  In Mr. Abdallah’s last post as a free man, he taught orphans at a Red Crescent 
school in Jalozai, a refugee camp outside Peshawar that housed thousands of displaced Afghanis.   
 
But this simple life was cruelly disrupted when war broke out in Afghanistan.  Like hundreds of other men in
Peshawar at the time, Mr. Abdallah fell prey to the U.S.’s policy of offering massive bounties for captured 
Arabs.  Pakistani soldiers staged a nighttime raid on his home, tore him away from his family, and sold him t
American soldiers.  He has been in military custody ever since. 
 
Family reports indicate that, just three months after Mr. Abdallah’s kidnapping and sale, his house was raided
again by both the ISI and U.S. forces.  During that raid, an American soldier reportedly stormed into the room
where Mr. Abdallah’s son-in-law was sleeping, unarmed.  Startled, the son-in-law apparently reached for his
glasses to see what was happening—and the U.S. soldier shot him. He was killed. 
 
Other witnesses—including exonerated ex-Guantánamo prisoner Fethi Boucetta—have corroborated Mr. 
Abdallah’s story.  Mr. Boucetta and Mr. Abdallah used to share the same Red Crescent bus to work.  Years 
later, Mr. Boucetta would be the sole witness allowed to testify at Mr. Abdallah’s CSRT.  He remembered hi
former colleague as “basically a family man”: someone with few outside contacts, a man who preferred to 
spend his free time at home with his wife and eleven kids.   
 
Now, even the U.S. military fully recognizes Mr. Abdallah’s innocence: he has been cleared for release from
Guantánamo for years.  Yet he remains in Guantánamo because his country is war-torn and he has nowhere 
else to go. 
 
Mr. Abdallah’s exact birth date remains, as yet, unclear; the best estimate is that he is around 65 years old.  
What is clear is that he is an old man, languishing for no discernable reason in a place where prisoners have 
perished for want of proper medical and psychological care. Without help, Mr. Abdallah may never set eyes 
his family again. 
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Ahmed Belbacha – British Resident Cleared to Leave Guantánamo Bay 
 

Ahmed Belbacha was born in the Algerian capital Algiers in
1969. He comes from a middle class family and is one of 
eleven children. He finished school, undertook an accounting
training course at the country’s major oil company Sonatrach
from 1988 to 1989. Later, after finishing his national service
he worked for the same company for approximately four yea
in their commercial division until 1997. He loved playing 
football and played for the company team which was one of 
the best in the country. Whilst working at Sonatrach, Ahmed
was recalled by the army. At this point he received death 
threats from the Groupe Islamiste Armee (GIA) which may 
have been due to his army recall or because he was working 
for the main oil company in Algeria. The GIA are notorious 
for killing people after they have completed their military  

service. After finishing army service for a second time he worked for his father’s business 
and also for another company in the centre of Algiers.  
 
Ahmed obtained a visa in early 1999, left Algeria and headed for France. He spent just a fe
days in France before travelling to England. He headed to the town of Bournemouth and 
started his first job in the UK at the Sunlight laundry. He then worked temporarily at the 
Swallow Royal hotel whilst the 1999 Labour Party conference was taking place. Ahmed w
in charge of cleaning John Prescott’s room during the conference. He even received a 
personal thank you note from John Prescott and a healthy tip in return for his service.  
 
In Bournemouth Ahmed stayed in a hostel where a number of Algerian refugees lived. 
Whilst living in Bournemouth Ahmed took English courses at a local college and learnt 
enough of the language to get by. He made an asylum application in July of 2000 and at th
same time he asked for help from Bournemouth Borough Council. His case was assigned t
the local social services team for asylum seekers. The council paid for him to continue 
living at the refugee hostel and he took a job at a Bournemouth hotel in February of 2001.  
 
Ahmed is a serious person but never showed any interest in terrorism and was not 
particularly religiously orientated. He worked hard and liked playing football.  
 
He was invited to the Home Office to discuss his asylum application in April 2001. 
Unfortunately just a few weeks after this meeting his application for asylum was refused.  
Ahmed promptly appealed.   
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Around this time Ahmed was having increasing difficulty finding steady work. He became 
depressed, spending more and more time by himself. He told a friend in Bournemouth that 
he wanted to go and study in Pakistan, to take a break, then come back to England. He 
hoped after a few months the economy would be better and his job prospects would 
improve. Many Muslims at the time went to Pakistan to study the Koran, as education was 
free. So, in May 2001, Ahmed left Bournemouth, travelled to Leicester where he spent some 
time before leaving the UK for Pakistan with a friend in June. He had a return ticket to come 
back six months later, to pursue his asylum appeal.    
 
Once in Pakistan, Ahmed’s friend suggested they check out what life was like in 
Afghanistan, a Muslim country. This was well before September 11. Afghanistan at the time 
was relatively peaceful, though there was some fighting between the Taliban and the 
Northern Alliance. Ahmed crossed over into Afghanistan and spent a few months there in an 
Algerian guest house. After the US invaded and the Northern Alliance began rounding up 
Arabs, Ahmed realized it was not safe for him to stay. He spent 20 days in the Afghan 
mountains before being taken to the Pakistani border by Afghanis. Ahmed hoped to make it 
to Islamabad, from where he would fly back home to the UK.  
 
He would not make it there. After crossing the border from Afghanistan in December 2001, 
Ahmed was seized in a small village and taken to a border prison for a day. He was then 
transferred to another prison six or seven hours drive away where he was held for 
approximately two weeks and interrogated by the CIA. He was then moved to Kandahar 
where he underwent further interrogation from the CIA. In Kandahar, he was beaten and 
physically abused. In March 2002 he was transferred to Guantánamo. He has remained there 
ever since. Meanwhile, in January 2002, while Ahmed was in Guantánamo, and 
unbeknownst to him, his final asylum appeal was denied. The main reason: he did not turn 
up for the appeal hearing. The appeals judge did not know that Ahmed was a prisoner at the 
time.    
 
Each year, prisoners in Guantánamo appear before a panel of three military officers, called 
an Administrative Review Board.  According the United States Military, the purpose of the 
Administrative Review Boards is to determine whether a prisoner “represents a continuing 
threat to the U.S. or its allies … and whether there are other factors that could form the basis 
for continued detention (e.g., … intelligence value and any law enforcement interest in the 
detainee).”   
 
On February 22, 2007, Reprieve received the following e-mail from the United States 
Military: 

Dear Counsel for [Ahmed Belbacha] ISN [Internment Serial Number] 
290  

Through either the Administrative Review Board (ARB) process or 
the process DOD had in place prior to ARBs, your client has been 
approved to leave Guantanamo, subject to the process for making 
appropriate diplomatic arrangements for his departure.  Accordingly, 
my prior guidance regarding submission of materials for a 2007 ARB 
for your client is inapplicable to this detainee; he will not be receiving 
another ARB proceeding.   

As you know, such a decision does not equate to a determination that 
your client is not an enemy combatant, nor is it a determination that 
he does not pose a threat to the United States or its allies.  I cannot 
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provide you any information regarding when your client may be 
leaving Guantanamo as his departure is subject to ongoing 
discussions. 
Office for the Administrative Review of the Detention of Enemy 
Combatants, Washington, DC  

 
Now that the Americans no longer want to hold Ahmed prisoner, the question is: where will 
Ahmed go? To date, the UK government has refused to help Ahmed.    
 
Ahmed is currently housed in Camp 6.  In Camp 6, the men live in 6 foot by 8 foot cells 
with solid steel walls (Ahmed is on the second floor, so the floor and ceiling of his cell are 
steel as well). There is no natural light at all in the cells. The only windows look out onto the 
corridor, which is lit entirely by neon lights. The lights are on in the cell 24 hours a day, 
though they are slightly dimmed from 10 PM to 5 AM. However, because the corridor lights 
are never dimmed, it is bright enough – always – to read by. If the men use anything – toilet 
paper, a prayer cap, their sheet, their shirt – to cover their eyes in an attempt to get sleep, the 
item is removed for “misuse.” It is against the rules to speak to fellow prisoners. Even if the 
men try to get around this, the only way to speak between cells is to shout in the tiny gap 
between the steel door and the steel doorframe. But, since everything echoes like crazy, if 
more than one guy tries to talk at once, the noise is lost in the cacophony. Ahmed is given 
one book a week to read. He is given pen and paper for ½ an hour a week to write letters. He 
can write 4 postcards and 2 one-page letters per month. He is allowed a copy of the Koran.  
Otherwise, Ahmed has absolutely nothing to do in his cell. He has no intellectual 
stimulation. No human contact.   
 
He is allowed out for only 2 hours per day for recreation, which consists of time spent in a 2 
½ meter by 5 meter cage. While other men are in cages nearby, it is forbidden for the men to 
talk to each other here too. The US has begun to put up news in the rec areas, but it is all in 
English. Most of the men cannot read it. The news that goes up is often propaganda. For 
instance, a picture of Saddam was put up after his execution, with the US-crafted caption: 
Saddam was killed because he did not cooperate with the Americans. Another time, a 
picture was put up of children with baklava, with a US-crafted caption reading: I don’t 
remember what my father looks like. Please cooperate with the Americans so you can come 
home to us. 
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Nabil Hadjarab, Algerian National and French Resident Cleared for Transfer 

 

Nabil Hadjarab was born in Algeria on 21 July 1979 but moved to France when he was just 

a baby.  Nabil’s father had served as a soldier in the French army but when he brought Nabil 

over to France, he was running a small café in Lyon.  Nabil has seven brothers and sisters in 

France from his father’s first marriage.  All are French citizens.   

 

Due to problems between Nabil’s father and mother, Nabil was placed in a French foster 

family in Lyon, by the Lyon-based child and adolescent services, Service Lyonnaise 

D’enfance et Adolescence (SLEA).  This French foster family of Jehovah Witnesses raised 

Nabil until he was 10 years old.  He enjoyed life in Lyon and was a pupil at the local 

primary school.  When Nabil was 10, his father took him back to Algeria.  He studied hard 

at school in Algiers but his father passed away when Nabil was just 14 years old.  Although 

taken in by his aunt, economically life was very hard and Nabil found himself having to take 

odd jobs and work in order to survive; he could not continue his education.  

 

In 1999, Nabil returned to France, wanting to be reunited with his siblings and his foster 

family.  He lived in France for over a year, staying with his family and attempting to obtain 

residency.  After gathering the relevant documentation, he was advised by immigration 

lawyers dealing with his case that review of his application would take up to six months.  

Nabil became quite concerned that he could be found to be undocumented and deported.  

Deportation would bar him from returning, ending his dream of residency.  So, Nabil made 

the naïve decision to travel to Pakistan on the advice of friends who said he could find work 

there and could further his religious studies.   

 

Nabil’s timing could not have been worse.  September 11 tragically occurred and the United 

States invaded neighboring Afghanistan.  Pakistani authorities began rounding up foreigners 

and selling them to the United States for bounties, claiming the men were suspected 

terrorists.  Nabil was among them.  In February 2002, without any real screening, Nabil was 

transferred to Guantanamo Bay.  He has been imprisoned there ever since.  He has not been 

charged with any crime and has had no trial.   

 

In the spring of 2007, Nabil appeared before a panel of three military officers, called an 

Administrative Review Board (ARB).  According to the United States Military, the purpose 

of the ARB is to determine whether a prisoner “represents a continuing threat to the U.S. or 

its allies … and whether there are other factors that could form the basis for continued 

detention (e.g., … intelligence value and any law enforcement interest in the detainee).”  

The ARB found Nabil posed no such threat and approved him to leave Guantánamo Bay.   

 

Nabil fears that because he has the stamp of Guantánamo Bay upon him, he will face abuse 

and persecution at the hands of the Algerian authorities should he be returned to Algeria.  

He hopes to resettle instead in France, where he spent his childhood and much of his life, so 

he can begin to rebuild his life in a safe place.   
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Guantánamo Bay by the Numbers 
 

Number of current prisoners: 277 
  
Number of prisoners cleared for release by the US Military but still in prison: at least 80 
  
Number of regular criminal trials or courts-martial held in Guantánamo Bay: 0 
 
Number of prisoners charged before a military commission, a process with allows use of secret 
evidence and evidence gained from torture: 12 
 
Number of prisoners in Guantánamo currently facing a possible death sentence: 6 
  
Number of prisoners currently held in isolation: Approximately 240 
  
Number of prisoners who have never seen a lawyer: Approximately 130 
  
Number of juveniles imprisoned in Guantánamo, according to US military data: 60 
  
Percent of people in Guantánamo not even accused of (let alone charged with) a hostile act against 
United States or its allies: 55% 
  
Percent of people in Guantánamo not alleged by United States to be Al Qaeda fighters: 92% 
  
Total number of people held at some time in Guantánamo: 776 
  
Number of people released from Guantánamo: 499 
  
Number of prisoners currently being force fed in Guantánamo: 8, all of whom have been on hunger 
strike for over one year 
  
Number of prisoners who have died in Guantánamo Bay: 5 
  
Number of family visits to Guantánamo Bay: 1 (David Hicks, Australia) 
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