
Interview: Dr. Najeeb Al-Nauimi

‘Is Guantanamo a Land
Where No Law Applies?’
Dr. Najeeb bin Mohammed Al-Nauimi is the former Justice
Minister of Qatar; now Chairman of the Committee for the
Defense of the Detainees at Guantanamo, he personally rep-
resents 93 of those being held in the U.S. military prison in
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. He was interviewed in EIR’s May
31, 2002 issue. On May 15, Dr. Al-Nauimi was a guest on
“The LaRouche Show,” where he was interviewed by Michele
Steinberg, Edward Spannaus, and members of a LaRouche
Youth Movement panel.

Steinberg: Dr. Najeeb, when you came here, among other
things, you were seeking the ability to have contact—meet—
your clients, who are detained in a gulag in Cuba. Can you
tell us how they got there, and what you have found since
you’ve been in the United States?
Dr. Al-Nauimi: Yes. I have, in fact, formed this committee
in March last year; and the aim of the committee, in fact, is to
try to defend, and seek access to meet the detainees, and make
some kind of legal presentation for them, and to follow up
on behalf of their families. You know, their affairs, the way
they’re living, being treated, and their location, and whether
they’ve been tortured, or they’ve been not, or the way they’ve
actually been taken as well.

So, what we did from the beginning: In fact, these detain-
ees were really tainted with one color, which is “these groups
belong to al-Qaeda, and belong to Taliban, and they are actu-
ally the enemy combatants captured during the war.” And this
is not the truth. The painting of one color was wrong, because
the majority of them are innocent. They were captured in the
streets of Pakistan, walking around, or in a mosque, or in a
library, or a shop, and they were detained, and transferred by
plane to Guantanamo; and we have seen the way they were
treated on the plane. They were chained on the plane’s floor,
and their hands tied, and their eyes closed, and that is, in
fact, a breach of international law—anti-torture law—which
America has actually signed and ratified it.

From that day we have been corresponding with the Presi-
dent, and then the Department of Defense, and then we talked
to Defense. And we were waiting, in fact, two ways—either
they have to release them, or they have to actually put them
on trial. And in fact, after a long media campaign, and a
dialogue discussion, they realized that thereare many of them
who are innocent, and they have no links to any terrorists.
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war broke out in Afghanistan, these guys got out of the hospi-
tal, and started hanging out on the street, because they [and]
everyone ran away [from the hospital]. So, they were cap-
tured. After four months, they found out that they were actu-
ally mentally disabled. Then they were released.

And the rest of the four which were released—one guy
over 97 years old—they have nothing to do, really, with . . .
the law which was issued after September—you know, anti-
terrorist—which is either they have to be a member, or associ-
ated. They’ re not a member, and they are not associates. They
were just normal civilians, and even if they were sympathiz-
ers, you can not classify them as a member.

Spannaus: How many of the prisoners in Guantanamo actu-
ally, do you believe, are al-Qaeda, or Taliban?
Dr. Al-Nauimi: Well, the [total] number that are there, are
625, to my knowledge. Some say 650. To my understanding,They were normal civilians, being around within that area.

They were the victims of war themselves. . . . They were those who could be really in a clear commitment [to al-Qaeda
or Taliban], are around 60-70 persons, no more. . . . And thenormal people, either working on a charity basis, or working

on agriculture, or working in education—some in Pakistan, rest are not. Really, they are just normal.
Take, for example, a cameraman from al-Jazeera. Hesome in Afghanistan. And it took the Department of Defense

some time to investigate and find out that what we have said was there reporting officially, to al-Jazeera, and he’ s there
in Guantanamo. He didn’ t do anything. . . . And a lot offrom the beginning, was true.

And another thing: Some of them will actually be put on stories of students who went there, during the holidays, you
know, July and August. They were actually captured, at thetrial, which is applying the law, of setting up a [Military]

Commission, which is called a tribunal—but a special tribu- time, after September, because usually they go back home
after 15th of September. But, after the 11th [Sept. 11, 2001],nal, like the Milosevic Tribunal—a military tribunal, which

means that a Commission will be set up by an appointment all the borders were sealed, all flights were stopped, every-
body was checked to see if he’ s an Arab, and so they wereby the President, and upon the recommendation of the Secre-

tary of Defense; and the prosecutor will be from the Army, actually trapped. And some of them managed to get out,
and some of them could not. And they’ re in Guantanamo.the defendants’ [lawyers] will be from the Army, the hearing

will be conducted by the Army, and the location will be But they are not a member.
Guantanamo Bay. It’ s not going to be in the United States,
it’ s going to be on that island. Spannaus: Under international law, or the Geneva Conven-

tion, which I believe the United States has signed, what shouldWe, in fact, legally speaking, oppose such a Commission
to be set up. They should be treated like any other civilians, be happening with these people?

Dr. Al-Nauimi: From my point of view, they are civilians.because if you have to accuse them, if you would accuse them
as militia, or a part of a certain army, or a system—at that . . . I wouldn’ t classify them as militia. Militia means that

these guys, for example, have been there for over a year, andtime, Taliban—then you have to apply the Geneva Conven-
tion, which sets up the rules of treatment. And as well, [they] they left their countries, and they’ re joining some kind of

camps, and they were trained for one year, two years; theyshould be released by the end of the war. Or, if you will treat
them as a criminal, and you have to have your own criminal know what to do, they are very well aware of their destination,

and their purposes. But these are not. The ones there are not.system, to be applied. . . .
They were there for three months—I wouldn’ t make them at
three months, during their university vacation, school vaca-Spannaus: We’ve been told that these people are—they’ re

all terrorists—these are “ the most dangerous people in the tion, as really an army.
So, they are civilians. They have to be treated as civilians.world.” . . .

Dr. Al-Nauimi: It’ s not true, and it’ s been realized by the And they should be released after interrogation. Let’ s say,
okay, they have the right, the Defense [Department], to inter-U.S. government that it’ s not true. They found out themselves

after one year—four months—that it’ s not true. And let me rogate [them] because of the security of the United States.
Fine. But after that interrogation, if you have found out . . .tell you, that the first two people released after four months

of capture and interrogation in Guantanamo, were two people that they have nothing to do with it, or they have little—and
it was announced that they don’ t have information, that waswho were mentally disabled. One was Afghani, one from

Tajikistan. They were actually disabled, because when the said by Rumsfeld himself—So, release them!
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Spannaus: Are they supposed to have access to a lawyer, Holland, and request the United States to release them on the
basis of breach of humanitarian law.under the Geneva Convention?

Dr. Al-Nauimi: They are not being given access to a lawyer. There are ways of really approaching [this]. But unfortu-
nately, these nations, and their governments, are corruptedI am their lawyer. I was denied to even travel to Guantanamo,

denied to meet with them . . . and that is a breach of interna- governments—governments which are really dictatorships,
where there is no democracy—they obey and they followtional law.
whatever the U.S. government says, because they’ re scared
. . . not to be overthrown. . . . So, these governments are cor-Steinberg: Dr. Najeeb. I’d like you to clarify, as we were

discussing before the show, the confusion that many observ- rupted. There are ways and means to get out of that, but unfor-
tunately, nobody is exercising these rights under interna-ers have: Have these detainees been charged? And, as I under-

stand from you, they are not being prosecuted by the Justice tional law.
Department, or [Attorney General] Ashcroft, but under the
military. Can you explain that to our listeners? Steinberg: Can you tell us, Dr. Najeeb, about the Committee

itself? Who else is on it? What is it doing?Dr. Al-Nauimi: Yes. The situation, the legal situation, is
as follows. The detainees fall within the jurisdiction of the Dr. Al-Nauimi: The Committee is really an ad hoc commit-

tee. It contains different lawyers worldwide. Members are[Department of] Defense, and not under the jurisdiction of
Ashcroft’ s [Justice Department]. They have been actually, in Ramsey Clark from the United States, for example; and from

Kuwait, and from Saudi Arabia, from Jordan, from Egypt,a way, outlawed from the normal civilian laws, and Constitu-
tion, in the United States. . . . They’ve been actually put out- from Yemen, and from Denmark and Sweden. Their aim, in

fact, is really to keep in touch with the families of the detain-side the judicial system of the United States. And many cases
have been filed on behalf of the detainees in the U.S. courts, ees, and feed them back information, and try to get from them

the power-of-attorney to represent them before any courts,and the U.S. courts, in fact, have decided on one element:
Saying, we have no jurisdiction to adjudge and declare on the and to help and assess and communicate with the U.S. govern-

ment—for example, the Secretary of Defense—and try to findmerits of the applications, or the petition, so-called. Because,
they say, they were detained outside the United States— a way and means to follow up their destination, whether they

will released, or whether they will be put on trial. Our aimwhich is in Afghanistan, Pakistan—and relocated outside the
United States, which is Guantanamo Bay, which the Cubans is humanitarian. It is a volunteer committee. We don’ t take

money. We are an NGO, and we only do it for sake of hu-have the sovereignty; and the United States has the jurisdic-
tion, and the exercise of military power, over the island. man rights.

So, they are, from the [standpoint of the] American judi-
cial system, they are actually aliens who do not fit with our Steinberg: And, do you have a publication, or a website? Or

how do people get in touch with the Committee?legal system.
Dr. Al-Nauimi: We have actually an Arabic website, which
is called Guantanamo website. In English, I think they couldSpannaus: But didn’ t you try and go to the court in Cuba

also? contact through my e-mail, which is drnajeeb@qatar.net.qa.
Anyone can send to me, and I’ ll reply immediately.Dr. Al-Nauimi: I tried to go to the Cuban court, and I met

with the diplomats there, and they refused to allow me to
file an application, or a petition, against the United States or Steinberg: Dr. Najeeb, are there any specific charges against

any of the people in Guantanamo, relating to Sept. 11, or otheragainst the Cuban government. And they answered, saying,
we have enough problems with the U.S. government, we don’ t alleged crimes, at this point?

Dr. Al-Nauimi: No. We have to distinguish between Sept.need more. It was not really a legal answer, it was a political
answer. 11, and who was arrested in Afghanistan. Those who did Sept.

11 were a group of people who were actually moved to the
United States, and carried out such a horrible act. The onesSpannaus: The UN High Commissioner for Human Rights,

Sergio Viera de Mello, said this week, “ I cannot accept that who are in Guantanamo, were actually either visiting Paki-
stan, or Afghanistan, or having a short period of charity work,there’ s a legal black hole in Guantanamo.” He said: “How

can we even conceive that on this planet, there exist square or even one of them was actually there to get married, and on
his second night of marriage, in Pakistan, he was kidnappedkilometers of land, where no law applies?” Is that accurate,

that there’ s no law that applies to this area? early in the morning by some youngster, in exchange for
a few hundred dollars; handed over to some joint force ofDr. Al-Nauimi: No, there are laws applied to this area. There

are so many things. It is in the hands of the U.S. government, Americans and Pakistanis. That guy had nothing to do [with
it]—just getting married, but unfortunately at that time, any-or in the hands of the governments which these detainees

belong to. Because under international law, any state who body who would be known to have an Arabic accent, or an
Arabic face, or whatever, will be arrested on the presumptionhas one detainee inside Guantanamo, can file an application

before the International Court of Justice in The Hague, in he might have some link with al-Qaeda, or other organiza-
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tions, which is a false image being made by the media. And Ashcroft. LaRouche warned that under crisis conditions, that
it’ s not just Ashcroft’ s role as Attorney General, but Ash-these people are, most of them—or some of them, by the way,

farmers; some of them drivers, taxi drivers; some of them croft’ s role as a crisis-management team, and that’ s exactly
what’ s happened. The way that he’ s worked with the Penta-have bookshops; some of them are workers; some of them are

teachers. And naturally, as they’ve been classified, there’ s no gon, with Rumsfeld, on this stuff; the Homeland Security
Department. Ashcroft is the President’ s chief legal adviser,charges against them, until this moment.
but, in this case, legal is hardly the word for it. . . . He’ s the
chief adviser for tearing up the Constitution.Spannaus: I’ve read that a number of the inmates at Guanta-

namo have tried to commit suicide. Can you tell us anything So, knocking Ashcroft out would make a big difference.
They’ve done a lot of the same things to detainees in theabout that?

Dr. Al-Nauimi: There were a few attempts. In fact, a few dragnets here, even for American citizens, as we’ve seen in
the cases of [José] Padilla and [Yaser] Hamdi. On Guanta-months ago, there was one of the doctors in the Guantanamo

hospital, in an interview with BBC, the British Broadcasting, namo, they’ re saying, “They have no rights whatsoever.” So
it’ s all the same package, and Ashcroft is the guy who’s rightmentioned about 29-30 tried to commit suicide; and I have

investigated, myself, that statement, and found out it was not in the middle of it. And if we can get rid of him, if he would
“exit,” along with Wolfowitz and Perle—we need an “exittrue. The doctor was referring to people who were injured in

the X-ray camp, and their cause of injury is really frustration, strategy” out of this police-state horror that he’ s creating
right now.or getting very tired because of the interrogation that they got,

because they had not enough sleep. Like, for example, he hit Let me ask you this, Dr. Najeeb. This is, I believe, your
second trip, at least, to the United States, in connection withhis head on the bar, and he got injured on the head, or cry, or,

you know, because of frustration. Then, he . . . is taken to the the Guantanamo detainees. Have you gotten any meetings, or
any response, from anyone in the United States government?hospital, and they classify it as committing suicide.

After that, there was a release of a statement from the I mean, you’ re here representing these prisoners, you’ re rep-
resenting their families, you’ re coming to the capital of theDefense [Department], I think, saying, “Oh, no, no. It’ s only

three people, and not 29.” Then recently, just last month, one country which is supposed to be the champion of human
rights. Has anybody in the government been willing to talk toof my clients—this is serious. He tried to commit suicide, and

he has a brain hermorrhage at the moment in the Guantanamo you about these things?
hospital. This guy is not living—he’s almost dying, and we
requested that he should go home, and die among his family. Dr. Al-Nauimi: Well, according to our normal correspon-

dence, I have met [Department of] Defense people, and theyHe’s not been charged yet. But, we don’ t know what hap-
pened. assured me, that there will be some people released, who have

been found not really guilty of anything, and innocent, andCommitting suicide, by Muslims, is a crime itself. But, to
show you how far these people are feeling, really inside their after a long time; and some will be put on trial. I have, as you

know, I have sent 422 letters, to 422 Congressmen. I have senthearts, that they are innocent, at being kept over one year
and four months isolated in a small cell, and getting really actually a letter to the [House] Committee on International

Relations, an e-mail. I spoke with them, requesting that I befrustrated. Getting letters and sending letters, that’ s normal,
through the Red Cross. And they explain, “We are innocent, given the chance to speak to the Congressional committees,

or the Senate. No reply. I sent to [Deputy Assistant Secretarywe are innocent.” They have wives, they have mothers, fa-
thers, they have brothers. Just like any normal person. If you of State] Elizabeth Cheney, an e-mail, spoke to her office,

saying, “You know, you have to hear us. We have to explain.”keep anybody normal even for a few days, he gets crazy. So,
you would expect anything could happen to them. They said, send an e-mail, and we got no reply. . . . I think

the feelings of being a superpower, are that they can neglect
anybody, not only me.Steinberg: Ed, I have a question for you. What effect would

our campaign—in exposing and getting Ashcroft out—would
that have an effect on this horrendous situation that Dr. Najeeb Steinberg: Dr. Najeeb, what was your impression in terms of

the LaRouche movement, and dialogue with Mr. LaRouche,is describing?
Spannaus: Sure. Because, what’ s happening at Guatanamo while you were here?

Dr. Al-Nauimi: I think Mr. LaRouche has his own way ofis just really an extreme case, a matter of degree, of what’ s
happening inside the United States itself. Even though the changing for the good, and I think he has a clear idea of how

he would like to handle such an administration, if he wouldGuantanamo prisoners—as Dr. Najeeb has said, this falls un-
der the military, or under the Department of Defense—the win the Presidency. And I think the movement is really clear-

cut, as we say, it has a good faith. You can see in your move-actual sort of crafting of this policy was done by Ashcroft.
Ashcroft is operating as part of a team within the Administra- ment, that you’ re saying the truth, and you’ re dealing with

the facts, and you’ re basing your movement in humanitariantion, and this is actually what Lyndon LaRouche warned,
remember, back at the time of the confirmation fight, about and social activities.
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