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1. Prisons Indictments Legislation Litigation 
Prisons: release and repatriate detainees to their native countries
Abu Ghraib Prison; Baghdad Central Confinement Facility (BCCF), Iraq, repatriation
Camp Ashraf, Iraq, repatriation from judgment and abolishment
Camp Bucca, Iraq, repatriation from judgment and abolishment
Camps Ganci, Iraq, repatriation from judgment and abolishment
Camp Vigilant, Iraq, repatriation from judgment and abolishment
TSP Whitford, Iraq, repatriation from judgment and abolishment
High Value Detainee (HVD) Complex/Camp Cropper, Iraq, repatriation in English, 
Indictments: leveling charges of war crimes against the United States of America
Taguba Report On Iraqi Prisoner Abuse, Defense of the 800th Military Police Brigade, 

The Independent Panel Report On DoD Detention Operations and Abu Ghraib Abuses, 

Army Report On Abu Ghraib Military Intel. Unit
Saddam Hussein and Ba’ath Party leaders in US custody relief from judgment
President George Bush, Commander in Chief, relief from judgment
Vice President Dick Cheney relief from judgment
Donald Rumsfield, Secretary of Defense relief from judgment

Paul Wolfowitz, President of World Bank relief from judgment
General John Abizaid, Commander US Central Command retained on racial basis

Lt. General Ricardo S. Sanchez, Com. Combined Joint Task Force 7 relieved

Maj. General Geoffrey Miller, Director Detainee Operations CJTF-7 relief from judgment
800th Military Police Brigade Brigadier General Janis Kapinski, relieved 
Central Intelligence Agency relieved from all detention operations
Legislation: applicable to the law of armed conflict
Third Geneva Convention relative to the Treatment of Prisoners of War. 12 August 1949
Fourth Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War 

Additional Protocol I relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts, 8 June 1977, Additional Protocol II relating to the Protection of Victims of Non-International Armed Conflicts, Draft Constitution of Afghanistan 2004, Draft Permanent Constitution of Iraq, Hospitals & Asylums Armed Forces Retirement Home Trust Fund 24USC(10)I§419(4),  Statute of the Court, 
1. Operation Enduring Freedom PL-107-40 Authorizing the United States Armed Forces for Use in Afghanistan of September 23, 2001, Executive Order 13268 Termination of Emergency With Respect to the Taliban and Amendment of Executive Order 13224 of September 23, 2001 on July 2, 2002,  Report of the Secretary General of August 12, 2003 A/58/868–S/2004/634 regarding the Situation in Afghanistan and the Implications for International Peace and Security
2. Operation Iraqi Freedom HJRes.114 to Authorize the Use of Force Against Iraq 10/2002, Executive Order 13350 Termination of Emergency July 29, 2004, Report pur. to par. 24 of Security Council Res. 1483 (2003) in S/2003/715 of July 15, 2003, S/2003/1149 of Dec. 5, 2003, S/2004/625 of Aug. 5, 2003, 1637 (2005) of 11/11/05                                   
Litigation: applicable to United States detention operations and the trial of officials

Rules of Court, Rasul v. Bush No. 03-334 (2004), Hamdi v. Rumsfield No. 03-6696 (2004),  Military and Paramilitary Activities in and against Nicaragua (Nicaragua v. United States of America) IC.J. No. 70 1986, Advisory Opinion on the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons ICJ No. 95 (1996)
2. Hospitals & Asylums Memorial
1. Hospitals & Asylums (HA) first began negotiating peace treaties for the retirement security of the troops under Armed Forces Retirement Home Trust Fund Statute 24USC(10)I§419(4) that authorizes fines and forfeiture of Department of Defense and accounting for war casualties under 24USC(10)§420 between the United States of America and Iraq for the International Court of Justice at the same time that UNMOVIC executed their weapons inspection contract with the Republic of Iraq in November 2002 that exonerated the State of stockpiling weapons of mass destruction.  That brief was revised to make peace for the Winter Solstice 2002 Issue of HA and again for the Spring Equinox 2003 that was secretly targeted for launching the attack on Iraq on 19 March 2003.  Although this timing was ostensibly to ensure that military actions were fairly and timely judged by HA, as they were, it engaged HA in the uncompensated career of general consultation with the US Department of Defense at the height of their greatest mistake since the Vietnam War precipitating a great deal of espionage and violent sabotage of relationships against HA and other civil and political movements for peace by the spy agencies that are only now being prohibited by the US.  The most recent escapade defrauding the Hospitals & Asylums Website and hyperlinks to the Constitution of Hospitals & Asylums Non Governmental Executive (CHANGE) has led to the criminal prosecution of the US President by the US Senate who is facing 6 months in jail for this offense under 24USC(3)V§154 and up to 25 years, under this Memorial, for his crimes against humanity and war crimes for which he has lost all immunity conferred by this asylum lawyer and is therefore no longer fit, under the law of treaties, for travel to other nations.  To redress the total collapse of the Iraqi Government caused by the US victory HA wrote four drafts of a Draft Permanent Constitution of Iraq titled New Iraq Constitutional Elections (NICE). The original treaty was closed, after making the preliminary $20 billion treaty obligation estimates for the US before the $33 b. Madrid Conference in September 2003, with the US Ambassadors to the UN, in honor of Iraqi Sovereignty 30 June 2004 HA-30-6-04.  All of this was done as a free public service due to the devaluation of the US dollar that no longer values the law and in fact has violently retaliated against so many such claims for relief, that they are no longer made.
2. The first draft of this Application was titled “Application for an Advisory Opinion Regarding the Application of Article 118 of the Third Geneva Convention HA-2-11-04”. The brief was served upon the Court in the wee hours of morning EST of 2 November 2004, US Election Day.  The electoral violence situation caused by the highly armed leadership of the Republican party during the 2004 US Presidential election was however too volatile to support the conclusion of the peace in accordance with the treaty, at that time.  Within hours the radio announced that Dutch filmmaker Theo Van Gogh had been murdered by a Muslim Dutch man named Mohammed Bouyeri in Amsterdam where US Ambassador to the Netherlands Clifford M. Sobel (R) had been served for the first time in hopes of eliciting oral arguments in behalf of the USA.  It was disclosed that it is always a grievous mistake to submit articles to the CIA, even if they are parties, and those email addresses were forfeited to the Court.  The request for oral arguments was rescinded, the brief amended and a criminal investigation by the Kingdom of the Netherlands and Courts resulted in the expulsion of the US Embassy from Amsterdam to the Hague where the International Court of Justice, International Criminal Court and International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia are located.   
3. Within two days US and Iraqi troops had been mobilized by then Prime Minister Ayad Allawi, obviously under the influence of the same treasonous intelligence agency, to attack the town of Falluja in contravention to the direct orders of the Secretary General of the United Nations - not to attack.  Nearly 1,000 people died in one of the most deadly conflicts to US troops.  It was very disillusioning to file for world peace and not get more than the conclusion of an armed conflict the US and Iraq started for the occasion and did not conclude until after considerable work, broken law and casualties to get back to square one without any confidence.  Fighting did not cease until Armistice Day 2004 when the second draft, then called, “Humanitarian Missions of the Military Department” was drafted to empower then Secretary of Veteran’s Affairs Anthony J. Principi to represent the USA to Peace Palace.  Chapter One: Military Department (MD) is now, at the end of 2005, in its 4th revision that is rewritten every Armistice, 11 November, and Memorial, 30 June, Day - to limit communication with the armed forces to two times annually at a time when the US is making appropriate prayers for peace that are respectful of the armed forces without empowering violence, at all.    

4. Within several days of Armistice Day 2004 the Will of the Palestinian People HA-11-11-04 memorialized the timely death of Palestinian President Yasser Arafat for the International Court of Justice and the benefit of the Palestinian people who are now reported to receive over $900 million in international development assistance although the wall has not yet been deconstructed as called for by the Court in the Advisory Opinion of 9 July 2004 Regarding the Construction of a Wall in the Occupied Palestinian Territory.  Later, after a review of the Will on 12 January 2005, Information Officer Boris Heim wrote, 
“In reply to your E-mail, we have to inform you that the International Court of Justice is not authorized, in view of its functions strictly defined by its Statute (Article 34) and Rules, to give advice or make observations on questions such as those raised in your communication.  The Court's activity is limited to rendering judgments in legal disputes between States submitted to it by the States themselves and giving advisory opinions when it is so requested by UN organs or specialized agencies of the UN system.  It follows that neither the Court nor its Members can consider applications from private individuals or groups, provide them with legal advice or assist them in their relations with the authorities of any country. That being so, you will, we are sure, understand that, to our regret, no action can be taken on your communication”.  
5. In review of Art. 34 of the Statute of Court that establishes in paragraph 1 that only States can be Parties to proceedings before the Court, does indeed establish in paragraphs,
2. The Court, subject to and in conformity with its Rules, may request of public international organizations information relevant to cases before it, and shall receive such information presented by such organizations on their own initiative. 
3. Whenever the construction of the constituent instrument of a public international organization or of an international convention adopted there under is in question in a case before the Court, the Registrar shall so notify the public international organization concerned and shall communicate to it copies of all the written proceedings.
6. Whether or not HA is a public international organization for purpose of the Statute is however in question?  Assuming that the Court really means well, is not engaging in class discrimination or a real warning of danger to the people and the Court appreciates all the work they receive, whether or not they use it, the question is less whether HA has the Status to submit information than if any States or UN Agencies agree with the Memorial at hand and wish to be Party to the Case or to Apply for an Advisory Opinion.   Most important to the principle of self determination of the Court, as this is a request for publication if approved by the State Parties and UN Agencies, if the information is relevant to any of the cases before the Court or is a Case that they would like to.  To directly address the issue of HA Status as a publicly recognized international organization to facilitate the ratification of State Parties and support of UN Agencies on 25 May 2005 a self realizing application of the non governmental organization was filed with the DESA NGO Section of the Economic and Social Council for general consultative status HA-25-5-05.  So far the only request made by HA in the application, that HA be served by email, has been granted - HA now receives an average of two emails a month from UN publications and the Human Rights Commission.  
7. Art. 4 of the Constitution of Hospitals & Asylums Non Governmental Executive (CHANGE) of 14 December 2005 states in behalf of the author Anthony J. Sanders,

(B) The Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) is authorized to make suitable arrangements for consultation with non-governmental organizations under Art. 71 of Chapter X of the UN Charter. 
(1) Having widened international responsibilities since the Millennium Declaration HA has applied under ECOSOC Resolution 1996/31 for registration with the DESA NGO Section in the organizational session of January 2006 to be available for general consultation with the UN pursuant to the application of HA-25-5-05.
(2) Registration of the NGO with the UN is intended to improve the security of HA treatise by establishing adequate social safeguards respecting the equal right to consultative status of the author in the execution of their judgment and matters of mutual interest without any factionalism or conflict of interest self evident in national and jurisdictional politics. 
(3) A quadrennial report shall be prepared for the NGO Section of ECOSOC. 
(4) An annually amended treaty and ledger shall be delivered to the General Assembly World Summit in September.  
(5) As a registered NGO HA will have the authority to appoint representatives to attend UN conferences.

(C) In the Republic of Plato world government is considered the only way to achieve world peace as nations in conflict need a mutually respected neutral party to arbitrate any international disputes.  The UN, although making great improvements upon the unprecedented devastation of the World Wars, has not kept the peace perfectly.  War continues to originate from the abuse of nationalism and democratic institutions by the armed forces and their clients.  The UN is not a perfect guide to friendly human relations in its prima facie human rights however do establish adequate respect for human dignity and life that reforming the UN has become the path of least resistance in the implementation of aesthetic HA Standards.
(1) There is a deep understanding between HA 24 US Code and the UN in regards to the principle of the non use of force set forth in Article 2(4) of the UN Charter, that is often considered the jus cogens, universal norm of international law, that states, “all Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any State, or in any other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations.”  
(2) The appropriate form of address is Hospitals & Asylums (HA).
(3) As a peace loving political consulting organization we are displeased but grateful for the title of general consultant to the United Nations, that will permit the atlases to recognize State NGO Membership with HA under Art. 9 of the Constitution.
8. Hon. Anthony J. Principi, was the Secretary of Veterans Affairs when this brief was first filed on 2 November 2004.  Subsequently he has been relieved by Jim Nicholson who was formerly the US Ambassador to the Vatican.  Mr. Principi is now Chairman of the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Commission that is responsible for upholding Public Law 101-510 to make recommendations to increase combat effectiveness and support force transformation to address new threats, strategies, and force protection concerns.  BRAC consolidates business oriented support functions, promotes joint and multi service basing while providing significant savings. The domestic base closure process was designed to render objective and fair military judgment.  Mr. Principi has not paid Mr. Sanders the $6,500 annually as requested for revisions of Chapter 1 Military Department (MD) nor has he rendered an adverse opinion that could be tried by the Armed Forces Board of Contract Appeals.  Mr. Principi is considered by HA to be the general consultant of the UN’s and framers of the original HA Statute’s dream, albeit a government official, who has the security clearance to swiftly suppress any armed conflict or contract dispute that might arise with the US Department of Defense under this HA Document.  Although vetoed as the result of the rudeness of the in-substantive portions that threatened to nullify his contracts until 2007 Mr. Principi is conveniently under an obligation of principle under H. R. 2511 on May 19, 2005 and H. R. 2427 of May 18, 2005 to extend the study of the BRAC Commission from just the domestic US to include international US military bases and the retirement of troops from the war theatre in Iraq and Afghanistan.  The First Committee on Disarmament and International Security is particularly invited to seize upon the opportunity for general counsel with the BRAC international study HA-10-11-05
9. It would help to popularize HA if the ICJ would only admit the Constitution of Hospitals & Asylums Non Governmental Executive (CHANGE), as amended, to the list of Constitutive Bases and Legal Instruments Notified to the Registry that is a chronological list of treaties and other instruments notified to the Registry following registration, classification or recording at the Secretariat of the United Nations which contain clauses relating to the jurisdiction of the Court in contentious proceedings. Such clauses generally provide that disputes concerning the application or interpretation of the instrument may be referred to the Court for decision. For each instrument, the table mentions the date and place of signature, the title of the instrument, the relevant clause and the contracting parties, and also, as far as available, the number under which it has been registered or filed and recorded by the Secretariat and the volume in the United Nations Treaty Series in which it has been or will be published.  
10. The NGO Section of ECOSOC could notify the Secretariat of the United Nations and Registry gracefully under Art. 9 of the 2nd Draft of the Constitution of Hospitals & Asylums Non Governmental Executive (CHANGE) of 14 December 2005 pertaining to Ratification, Reservations, Renunciation and Responsibilities that states, 
A. This Constitution is deposited with the DESA NGO Section of Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) for the ratification of the States of the United Nations (SUN) in confidence with the author under Art. 77 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties of 27 January 1980
6. If, after twelve months following the raising of an objection to or under this Constitution by a Party and follow up by the Executive is not considered satisfactory, the case may be brought by the Party, before the International Court of Justice, who will notify the Executive of the summons under Art. 40 of the Statute of the Court
11. Shortly after filing the application the NGO section of ECOSOC the United Nations University Institute for New Technologies (UNU - INTECH) wrote on 26 May 2005 to offer an opportunity to attend the Ph.D programme in the Economics and Policy Studies of Technical Change in collaboration with MERIT of the University of Maastricht and HA applied HA-5-6-05.  Being born in the Netherlands and unhappy with the human rights situation in the USA this seemed like a nice opportunity that was unfortunately burdened with the murder mystery of Natalee Holloway who disappeared from the Dutch island of Aruba on 30 May 2005, Memorial Day, and was last seen with a young Dutch man, Boris van der Sloot, who moved back to the Netherlands with his family, his father was studying to be a judge in Aruba.  After waiting, so as not to disturb the trial with circumstantial evidence and a burdensome US investigation, on 17 November 2005 the research was done and it was discovered that Ambassador Clifford M. Sobel had indeed been removed from his office 1 June 2005 after this damage to his emigration list Natalee Holloway (USA) v. Clifford M. Sobel (Netherlands) HA-30-5-05.  
12. The post of US Ambassador to the Netherlands remains vacant and the US Foreign Relations Committee requires scrutiny by the Netherlands and the International Court of Justice to appoint a replacement who will not undermine and in fact supports the proceedings of the Court. These two encounters with the US Ambassador to the Netherlands have strangely yet justifiably inspired HA to censure the entire US Foreign Service, International Criminal Court, UNU and alma mater from the email list.  
13.  On 29 September 2005 the International Court of Justice amended Article 43 of the Rules of Court, dealing with the matter of notifications to be given by the Court to non‑parties to a case which are parties to a convention whose construction may be in question in the proceedings so that it now reads:
1. Whenever the construction of a convention to which States other than those concerned in the case are parties may be in question within the meaning of Article 63, paragraph 1, of the Statute, the Court shall consider what directions shall be given to the Registrar in the matter.

2. Whenever the construction of a convention to which a public international organization is a party may be in question in a case before the Court, the Court shall consider whether the Registrar shall so notify the public international organization concerned.  Every public international organization notified by the Registrar may submit its observations on the particular provisions of the convention the construction of which is in question in the case.  

3. If a public international organization sees fit to furnish its observations under paragraph 2 of this Article, the procedure to be followed shall be that provided for in Article 69, paragraph 2, of these Rules (that states… 
“When a public international organization sees fit to furnish, on its own initiative, information relevant to a case before the Court, it shall do so in the form of a Memorial to be filed in the Registry before the closure of the written proceedings. The Court shall retain the right to require such information to be supplemented, either orally or in writing, in the form of answers to any questions which it may see fit to formulate, and also to authorize the parties to comment, either orally or in writing, on the information thus furnished.”
3. Special Agreement Year
14. The special agreement between Iraq and the United States of America to disagree as friends is set forth in Security Council Resolution 1637 (2005) that was distributed on 11 November 2005, Armistice Day, that welcomes the beginning of a new phase in Iraq’s transition and looking forward to the completion of the political transition process as well as to the day Iraqi forces assume full responsibility for the maintenance of security and stability in their country, thus allowing the completion of the multinational force mandate. Paragraph 2 of Art. 36 of the Statute of the Court states, that the states parties to the present Statute may at any time declare that they recognize as compulsory ipso facto and without special agreement, in relation to any other state accepting the same obligation, the jurisdiction of the Court in all legal disputes concerning: 

a. the interpretation of a treaty; 

b. any question of international law; 

c. the existence of any fact which, if established, would constitute a breach of an international obligation; 

d. the nature or extent of the reparation to be made for the breach of an international obligation. 

15. In Annex I of the Resolution a letter dated 27 October 2005 from the Iraq Prime Minister Ibrahim Aleshaiker Al-Jaafari requested the Security Council to extend, for a period of 12 months starting 31 December 2005, the mandate of the Multinational Force, as provided in Council resolution 1546 (2004), including the tasks and arrangements specified in the letters annexed thereto, with the proviso that the Council shall review that mandate upon being so requested by the Government of Iraq or at the end of a period of eight months from the date of the resolution and declare, in the extension, that it will terminate the mandate before the expiry of that period should the Government of Iraq so request.
16. In Annex II of the Resolution a letter dated 29 October 2005 from US Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice reviewed the request of the Government of Iraq to extend the mandate of the Multinational Force (MNF) in Iraq (S/2005/687) and following consultations with the Government of Iraq, and wrote to confirm, consistent with this request, that the MNF under unified command stands ready to continue to fulfill its mandate as set out in Security Council resolution 1546 (2004).
17. Security Council Resolution 1546 (2004) of 8 June 2004 at para 4(c)  holding of direct democratic elections by 31 December 2004 if possible, and in no case later than 31 January 2005, to a Transitional National Assembly, which will, inter alia, have responsibility for forming a Transitional Government of Iraq and drafting a permanent constitution for Iraq leading to a constitutionally elected government by 31 December 2005; para 9. Notes that the presence of the multinational force in Iraq is at the request

of the incoming Interim Government of Iraq and therefore reaffirms the

authorization for the multinational force under unified command established under

resolution 1511 (2003). para 12. Decides further that the mandate for the multinational force shall be reviewed at the request of the Government of Iraq or twelve months from the date of this resolution, and that this mandate shall expire upon the completion of the

political process set out in paragraph four above, and declares that it will terminate

this mandate earlier if requested by the Government of Iraq;
18. On 8 December Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld said he expects some 20,000 U.S. troops to return home from Iraq after the 15 December election, and he suggested that some of the remaining 137,000 forces could pull out next year.

19.  Iraq has undergone a miraculous transformation and rebirth after the collapse of the former regime.  Pursuant to the timetable set forth in Res. 1546 the State of Iraq on 30 January 2005 Ibraheem AL.Jafari was elected Prime Minister of the Transitional Government.  The Transitional Council that convened wrote the Draft Iraqi Constitution that was finished late in August 2005.  The Referendum on the draft Constitution took place on 15th.October 200S that of 15,568,702 registered voters, 9,852,291 turned out to vote in 5872 polling stations in 18 governorates and that 170,000 international and domestic observers and agents were accredited to monitor the process.  For the legislative elections of 15 December 2005 the IECI opened more than 6,200 polling centers across the country, staffed by more than 170,000 polling workers. The polls generally opened on time and voting continued peacefully without major incidents, monitored by 120,000 observers, including 800 accredited by international observer groups, and 230,000 political entity agents. The third and final day of the Out-of-Country voting is still in progress in some of the 15 countries involved in this exercise.  Iraq now has a constitutionally elected government. 
20.  Having completed the political process the Multi National Forces should now begin exiting Iraq.  Security Council Resolution 1546 (2004) of 8 June 2004, although it makes provisions for the Iraqi government to terminate the MNF mandate earlier, states that it shall expire upon the completion of the political process on 31 December 2005.   Having successfully reconstituted a republican form of government the State of Iraq now needs to resolve this special agreement by approving a gradual withdrawal plan for US troops for the termination of the Multi National Forces Mandate.
21. In the Address of US Secretary of State Condoleeza Rice to the 60th General Assembly she said, In moments of tumultuous historical change, leaders must become architects of a better world.  We must survey the new international landscape lay firm foundations of moral principle and build institutions that reflect our unique moment in history. It is these institutions that enable citizens of conviction to lead us ever closer to the ideals of justice that stir every soul – the universal desire for security, and prosperity, and liberty, and dignity.  

22. Iraq Ambassador Samir Shakir Sumaidaie Permament Representative to the United Nations states at his website, Iraq is a founding member of the United Nations and today – more than ever before – remains dedicated to the very principles on which the organizations was established. Nationwide elections and return to self rule have heralded the dawn of era in Iraq. Feelings of fear and trepidation, once pervasive in my country, have now been replaced by those of determination and hope. 
4. US Troop Withdrawal Plan
23. On 17 November 2005 Democratic Congressman Murtha's resolution (H. J. Res. 73), stated, 

Whereas more than $277 billion has been appropriated by the United States Congress to prosecute US military action in Afghanistan and Iraq.

Whereas as of the drafting of this resolution, 2,079 US troops have been killed in Operation Iraq Freedom.

Whereas US forces have become the target of insurgency.

Whereas, according to the polls, over 80% of the Iraq people want the US out of Iraq.

Whereas polls also indicate that 45% of the Iraqi people feel that attacks on the US are justified.

Whereas due to foregoing Congress finds it evident that continuing US military action in Iraq is not in the best interest of the United States of America, the people of Iraq, or the Persian Gulf region which was cited in Public Law 107-243 as justification for taking such action. 

Therefore be it resolved that the deployment of US troops in Iraq, by direction of Congress, is hereby terminated.
24. Republican Hunter Resolution (H. Res. 571) seconds, Expressing the sense of the House of Representatives that the deployment of United States forces in Iraq be terminated immediately. Resolved, That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that the deployment of United States forces in Iraq be terminated immediately.

25. H.CON.RES.197 of June 30, 2005 Declares that it is the policy of the United States not to enter into any base agreement with the Government of Iraq that would lead to a permanent United States military presence in Iraq.
26. The first treatise House Continuing Resolution 35, authored by Representative Lynn Woolsey. H. Con. Resolution 35 calls for Bush and Congress to: 

(1) Develop and implement a plan to begin the immediate withdrawal of U.S. armed forces from Iraq; 

(2) Develop and implement a plan for reconstructing Iraq's civil and economic infrastructure; 

(3) Convene an emergency meeting of Iraq's leadership, Iraq's neighbors, the United Nations, and the Arab League to create an international peacekeeping force in Iraq and to replace U.S. armed forces, and 

(4) Provide the Iraqi people the opportunity to completely control their internal affairs.

27.. Bring the Troops Home HJ Res. 70 by US Rep. David Price (D-NC-4th) and Brad Miller (D- NC-13th) sets forth:

(1) United States Armed Forces initiated combat operations against the military of the Saddam Hussein regime on March 19, 2003, and concluded those operations in April 2004 with the defeat of the Iraqi military and the collapse of the Hussein regime.

(2) United States Armed Forces personnel have remained in Iraq since the beginning of combat operations, and now number approximately 148,000 (and as of November 8, 2005 2,054 casualties).
(3) United States Armed Forces personnel have served with great distinction and valor in Iraq, and have earned the commendation and thanks of the United States Congress and the American people.

(4) An interim government of Iraq assumed sovereignty at the end of June 2004, and conducted an election on January 30, 2005, for a transitional National Assembly to draft a permanent constitution for Iraq.

(5) The Iraqi people ratified the permanent constitution by a referendum conducted on October 15, 2005, and parliamentary elections under that constitution are now scheduled for December 15, 2005.

(6) We must therefore begin withdrawing United States Armed Forces from Iraq;

(7) We must recognize the elected Government of Iraq as the legitimate government of a fully sovereign country with control over its natural resources, security, and public safety within its borders;

28. HJ RES 55 -  Homeward Bound – of June 16, 2005 Withdrawal of United States Armed Forces From Iraq Resolution of 2005 by Neil Abercrombie (D-HI 1st), - Requires the President to develop and implement a plan for the withdrawal of United States Armed Forces from Iraq, to: 

(1) Announce, not later than December 31, 2005, a plan for the withdrawal of all U.S. Armed Forces from Iraq; 

(2) Turn over, at the earliest possible date, all military operations in Iraq to the elected government of Iraq and provide for the prompt and orderly withdrawal of all U.S. Armed Forces from Iraq; and 

(3) Initiate such a withdrawal as soon as possible but not later than October 1, 2006.      (4) Take steps to ensure the completion of Iraq's political transition to a constitutionally elected government by December 31, 2005; 

(5) Establish a plan for the withdrawal of all U.S. Armed Forces from Iraq limited only by steps to ensure the safety of such forces; 

(6) Establish a plan for a transition of responsibility for internal security activities to the military forces of the Iraqi government and a transition of U.S. military personnel to an advisory and support role; 

(7) Accelerate the training and equipping of the military and security forces of the Iraqi government; and 

(8) Account for any missing members of the U.S. Armed Forces or U.S. citizens in Iraq prior to completion of the withdrawal.
5. Application for an Advisory Opinion
29. Under Rule 78 and 120 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly of 31 December 1984 Proposals and Amendments shall be submitted in Writing to the Secretary General, who shall circulate them to the delegates. The Secretary General is reached under Art. 36(4) of the Statute of the Court that states, “Such declarations shall be deposited with the Secretary-General of the United Nations, who shall transmit copies thereof to the parties to the Statute and to the Registrar of the Court.”

30.  In this case the Advisory Jurisdiction of the UN General Assembly and Human Rights Commission is highly recommended under Art. 107 of the Rules of Court to process important issues that the Court would otherwise be unable grant due process and to maintain international peace and security while State Parties and the United Nations agencies process the most violent breech of the international peace in the world at this time – to the conclusion of a lasting peace for Iraq and Afghanistan.  There are many issues that need to be addressed.  A Special Session of the General Assembly may be convened within 15 days of receipt of the Secretary General by request of the Security Council or a Majority of Members pursuant to Rule 8.  Under Rule 9 (a) Any member of the United Nations may request the Secretary General to convene a special session of the General Assembly.  The Secretary General shall immediately inform the other Members of the request and inquire whether they concur in it.  If within 30 days of the date of communication of the Secretary General a majority of Members concur in the request a special session of the General Assembly may be convened in accordance with Rule 8.  

32. Iraq Ambassador Samir Shakir Sumaidaie Permament Representative to the United Nations delivered a speech to the UN General Assembly on The Question of Equitable Representation on and Increase in the Membership of the Security Council and Other Related Issues on Armististice Day 11 November 2005.  The reform of the Security Council, whether it concerns the increase in membership or whether it concerns the enhancement of the working methods of the Council, is a most crucial and imperative amend indeed, especially as the geopolitical facts have drastically changed since the establishment of the UN.  As concerning the issue of the right to veto, we hope to see some restrictions in its use to the utmost extent: Firstly, by limiting it to chapter VII of the Charter, secondly, by taking the necessary procedures to restrain the unconditional use of it. Previous years have witnessed an increase in the number of Security Council open sessions, thus allowing the collaboration of non-member states in the Council and improving the possibility of discussing the latter’s interests. At this time as we express our relief for this development, we also look forward to implementing these actions according to Article 31 of the Charter, as it will reflect positively upon the two principles of transparency and openness in Council workings.  This speech should be accepted sympathetic to the State of Iraq in their weariness with the persecution of the Security Council and the need to search for the pacific settlement of disputes through other UN agencies.
33. Security Council Resolution 1366 (2001) of 30 August 2003 on the Role of the Security Council in the Prevention of Armed Conflicts,

1. Expresses its determination to pursue the objective of prevention of armed conflict as an integral part of its primary responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and security;

2. Stresses that the essential responsibility for conflict prevention rests with national Governments, and that the United Nations and the international community can play an important role in support of national efforts for conflict prevention and can assist in building national capacity in this field and recognizes the important supporting role of civil society;

4. Emphasizes that for the success of a preventive strategy, the United Nations needs the consent and support of the Government concerned and, if possible the cooperation of other key national actors and underlines in this regard that the sustained political will of neighbouring States, regional allies or other Member States who would be well placed to support United Nations efforts, is necessary;

5. Expresses its willingness to give prompt consideration to early warning or prevention cases brought to its attention by the Secretary-General and in this regard, encourages the Secretary-General to convey to the Security Council his assessment of potential threats to international peace and security with due regard to relevant regional and subregional dimensions, as appropriate, in accordance with Article 99 of the Charter of the United Nations;

9. Reaffirms its role in the peaceful settlement of disputes and reiterates its call upon the Member States to settle their disputes by peaceful means as set forth in Chapter VI of the Charter of the United Nations including by use of regional preventive mechanisms and more frequent resort to the International Court of Justice.

34. The General Assembly may consider the general principles of cooperation in the maintenance of international peace and security, including the principles governing disarmament and the regulation of armaments, and may make recommendations with regard to such principles to the Members or to the Security Council or to both under Art. 11(1) of Chapter IV of the UN Charter.  Under Article 13(1) the General Assembly shall initiate studies and make recommendations for the purpose of: 

a. promoting international cooperation in the political field and encouraging the progressive development of international law and its codification; 

b. promoting international cooperation in the economic, social, cultural, educational, and health fields, and assisting in the realization of human rights and fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to race, sex, language, or religion. 

35. Annex II the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly recommends whenever a Committee contemplates making a recommendation to the General Assembly to request an Advisory Opinion from the International Court of Justice the matter may, at some appropriate stage in its consideration by a Committee, be referred to the Sixth Committee for advice on the legal aspects and on the drafting of the request, or the matter may be decided by a joint Committee with the Sixth Committee to draft the requested Application for an Advisory Opinion.  The committees are listed below with the issues they are requested to address in order to resolve the military occupation of Iraq and Afghanistan by the United States of America.
36. The First Committee for Disarmament and International Security should diplomatically address (a) the reduction of the US military budget that must be limited to $300 billion from a fraudulent number close to $500 billion to make a balanced US budget a possibility; (b) The preparedness of Iraq Security Forces.(c) Establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East that is monitored in a report of the Secretary-General Regarding the risk of nuclear proliferation in the Middle East conscious that international US military bases often stockpile them. (d) Compliance of the US with the Nuclear Non Proliferation Treaty that requires the US disarm 800 to 1000 nuclear warheads every year to meet the 2,000 warhead limit for 2010 HA-11-5-5  (e) the release and repatriation of prisoners of war under Art. 118 of the Third Geneva Convention to eliminate the bizarre war crime of using brainwashed prisoners to attack their kinfolk in Iraq as prohibited under the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court and the US Declaration of Independence (f) the withdrawal of US occupying forces from Iraq and Afghanistan.
37. The Special Political and Decolonization Committee (Fourth Committee) supports the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples and should address (a) the ownership of reconstruction contracts by Iraqi corporations and control by the Iraqi government (b) anti-corruption measures to eliminate colonial control by prohibiting intimidation, graft and bribery (c) ensuring that Iraq oil resources are fully owned by the State of Iraq and unencumbered with unfair debts and liens (d) ensuring that war and colonial profiteering by Iraqis is prohibited and unethical winnings are administrated to the poor. 
38. The Economics and Finance Committee (Second Committee) must (a) ensure that international reparations to Afghanistan and Iraq are satisfactory to strengthens the coordination of humanitarian and disaster relief assistance (b) Shall make calculations for long term development debts to Afghanistan and Iraq for reconstruction and development after three decades of war preliminarily estimated at $100 billion a nation over 50 years. 
39. The Social, Humanitarian and Cultural Committee (Third Committee) should focus the resources of the UN High Commissioner on Refugees and the Human Rights Commission for the maintenance of international peace and security on the release and repatriation of prisoners of war from the detention centers held by the US to the custody of their states of origin as explained in this Memorial.  These Committees should also see that the all the dead are accounted for nationally and as locally as possibly – all mortalities, all war casualties, civilian casualties and combatant casualties.
40. The Administrative and Budgetary Committee (Fifth Committee) considers, at its resumed session in May each year, items relating to the financing of peacekeeping operations. Subject to the urgency of the matter, the Fifth Committee may consider the financing of a peacekeeping mission authorized by the Security Council at any of its sessions.  The Fifth Committee is therefore ideally timed to bring this Advisory Opinion to conclusion on Memorial Day, 30 May 2005 and directed to count the real capital of the Multi National Forces that are obviously fraudulent accumulations of loans for the petty occupying commander to lay claim to more money than Iraq.  This money is to be returned to the US Treasury for the payment of the US debt and the mission limited to dwindling as the result of troop withdrawals, as it is not only a money laundry but an arms trade and this is not investment capital any self respecting corporation, non governmental organization, government or UN Agency would sell shares for.  The Fifth Committee shall call for the disclosure of the other Committees for their research and application for an Advisory Opinion from the International Court of Justice in May for the conclusion of the peace support of the General Assembly on Memorial Day.  
6. Iraq Tribunal
41. Article 2(4) of the UN Charter states, 
“All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any State, or in any other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations.  

42. The Advisory Opinion on the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons ICJ No. 95 (1996) explains that this prohibition of the use of force is to be considered in the light of other relevant provisions of the Charter. In Article 51, the Charter recognizes the inherent right of individual or collective self-defense if an armed attack occurs. A further lawful use of force is envisaged in Article 42, whereby the Security Council may take military enforcement measures in conformity with Chapter VII of the Charter…pp. 38 These provisions do not refer to specific weapons. They apply to any use of force, regardless of the weapons employed…pp 39

43. The Iraq Liberation Act PL 105-338 of October 31, 1998 sets forth the basic indictment impeaching Saddam Hussein, who confesses to over 3,000 often politically motivated executions but disputes the following numbers that remain to be confirmed or re-estimated by the Tribunal;

1. On September 22, 1980 Iraq invaded Iran starting an 8 year war that is reported to have left over 1 million Iranians and over 750,000 Iraqis dead.
2. On February 1988 Iraq forcibly relocated Kurdish people from their villages in the Anval campaign that is reported to have claimed 50,000-180,000 lives 

3. On March 16, 1988 Iraq used chemical weapons against civilian opposition in the town of Halabja killing an estimated 5,000 causing numerous birth defects in the town today;

4. On August 2, 1990 Iraq invaded and began a seven month occupation of Kuwait killing and committing numerous abuses upon Kuwaiti citizens and setting fire to the oil wells in retreat; the death toll is estimated at over 10,000

5. On February 28, 1991 hostilities, comprised primarily of a massive air bombardment before a ground assault that was promptly terminated upon achieving its objective, in Operation Desert Storm ended leaving Iraqi with an estimated 25,000 dead and Iraq accepted the ceasefire agreement in UNSCR 687 of April 3, 1991 requiring Iraq to disclose and dismantle their weapons of mass destruction.

44. The subsequent allegations that Iraq had failed to dismantle weapons of mass destruction later proved to be unfounded.  It is very likely that the failure of the United States to accept the dismantling of weapons programs accompanied with the constant illicit air strikes against Iraqi civilian and government targets during the entire decade of the 1990’s and 2000’s preceding Operation Iraqi Freedom, were the cause for Saddam Hussein refusing to step down peacefully as the United States was resistant to the justice they proposed.  Saddam Hussein was for many years the most murderous official in the world and now that he is retired hands the crown to his conqueror US Vice President Richard B. Cheney.  
45. After the first Gulf War Saddam Hussein reformed marvelously with the counsel of the Security Council and he contracted for the Oil for Food program to provide cash assistance to 60% of the population and pay debts and UN contracting fees to be the largest single payer of any of the member states of the United Nations.  Saddam Hussein does not pose a continuing threat to society and with a promise to refrain from politics and military affairs can be conditionally released to his wife.  The same holds true for all the other High Value Detainees once their trial has been published and the terms of their conditional release satisfy the Iraqi need for security with consideration for justice.  To put this long period of captivity and war in the past there is no reason that sentencing judgments for crimes against humanity committed during times of war and in office should exceed 25 years and should be published in Arabic and English on the Internet.

46. Saddam Hussein was captured Saturday, December 13 2003 at about 8:30 PM local in a cellar in the town of ad-Duar, which is some 15 kilometers south of Tikrit. The international community, who at first despised Saddam for his wars with Iran and Kuwait, came to appreciate him as having reformed with the counsel of the UN Security Council before he was ruthlessly attacked, his sons assassinated and ultimately incarcerated.  The Conditional Release Program of the Coalition Provisional Authority released 100 detainees on the first day.  While there are specific requirements for release, two are of great importance: 

1. the person released must renounce violence and;

2. the person released must have a guarantor, Secretary, or a prominent person in his community or a religious or tribal leader who will accept responsibility for the good conduct of the individual being set free.

47.  As Saddam Hussein was both a warrior and lawyer he seems to hold the world record for most prisoners freed in a day.  When US Airstrikes became critical he is reported to have released roughly 100,000 prisoners in one day.  This is far more than the 63 slaves the Prophet Mohammed is reported to have freed, in his life.  Although criticized by the CPA as a security hassle this feat puts the 2,500 foreign language prisoners released by the CPA after two months, to shame.  Naturally the Iraqi people, responded to his arrest, with violence and petitions for his release.  It is in the best interest of peace for the Iraqi Governing Council to release him from incarceration and permit him to serve Iraq as counselor and historian from a retirement home with his first wife, Sajida Khairallah Telfah. who is now lives in Jordan.  She must of course accept custody of him and be pleased with his physical and psychological state.  A conditional release of someone who is probably sane and easy to do business with such as Saddam Hussein should be should take no longer than 48 hours from the date that a person in good standing in the community, such as Saddam’s wife, offers a secure place to stay with a living wage. As long as Saddam Hussein can publicly renounce violence, he can be released.  
48. The same conditional release holds true for all Ba’ath officials and detainees who should all be entitled to a smaller settlement ranging from 100 to 100,000 IQD with some consideration to any assets they might forfeit to the Iraqi Governing Council or local government.  They are entitled to peace dividends whether or not they have been convicted and detained of crimes against humanity committed in the prior decade.  They all must be tried and released to a safe home unless they should break their promise not to kill, torture or slave; in which case the Iraqi Judiciary would take precautions to ensure that the incorrigible offender is detained in a penal institution until a secure and supervised living situation can be arranged so they can continue their life of good work.  

49. Former members of the dissolved Ba’ath Party with the rank of Full Member, shall be required to sign a document renouncing the Ba’ath Party.  Article 31 of the Administrative Law particularly permits Ba’ath Party Members such as Saddam Hussein, Tariq Azziz and others to be eligible candidates for the National Assembly as long as they sign a document renouncing the Ba’ath Party. He shall not have been a member of the former agencies of repression and shall not have contributed to or participated in the persecution of citizens. Shall not have enriched himself in an illegitimate manner at the expense of the homeland and public finance. Shall not have been convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude and shall have a good reputation. Shall have at least a secondary school diploma, or equivalent.  Shall not be a member of the armed forces at the time of his nomination. 

50. The Office of the President and Council of the Presidency is however restricted under Article 36 to former members of the dissolved Ba’ath Party, who must have left the dissolved Party at least ten years before its fall and must not have participated in repressing the intifada of 1991 or the Anfal campaign and must not have committed a crime against the Iraqi people.  Ba’ath officials 1993-2003 are restricted to the legislator and shall be disqualified if they commit any crimes against humanity.

51. Coalition forces have an estimated 6,000-10,000 Iraqis, and hundreds of foreigners detained as prisoners of war.  Over 75 percent of those detained have been released, All cases are reviewed within 72 hours by an attorney and in many cases, the person detained is released immediately.  After 2 months of founding the conditional release program the CPA released over 2,500 detainees.  Fewer than 10 females are currently detained.  Criminals are supposed to be tried in an Iraqi Court and detained in an Iraqi prison.  The Coalition Provisional Authority must forfeit all confinement facilities and arrest authority to the Iraqi Security Force and New Iraq Army, effectively immediately, Coalition Forces may not be employed in any detention position, other than unarmed human rights inspector.  Under common law forfeiture of all prisoners of war by the Coalition Forces is considered a universal declaration of the cessation of hostilities best accompanied with grant of arms to the New Iraq Army, forfeiture of confinement centers to the Iraqi Judiciary and retirement of foreign troops from the territory of Iraq.  

7. Afghan Tribunal 

52. Afghanistan, has had one of the longest and bloodiest of national conflicts in the world with over 1 million fatalities and 3.5 million refugees in neighboring countries;   
a. In 1973 the king, Zahir Shah, was overthrown by his cousin Mohammed Daod and the Communist Party in a bloodless coup that abolished the monarchy.  

b. In 1978 Daod was killed in a Communist backed coup that led to many tortures and the foundation of the Mujahidin resistance movement.  

53. In 1979 anti-communist forces took power inspiring the Soviet Union to attack Afghanistan in an unwinnable campaign similar to the US experience in Vietnam.  In the 1980’s Osama bin Ladin began funding the Mujahidin from Saudi Arabia by constructing military bases that became known as Al-Queda, “the base” that were funded by the United States to fight the Soviet Occupation. It was not until 1992 that the Mujahidin expelled the last of the Soviet appointed communist government.  The National Assembly ceased to be operational in 1993.  In 1994 the Taliban militia began to rise to supremacy by protecting the trade routes for President Rabanni.  The Higher Courts ceased to function in 1995 although the inferior courts continue to practice “Shiria”, Islamic Law. 

54. By 1996 the Taliban were successful in taking the capital city Kabul, overthrowing President Rabanni and establishing a fundamentalist Muslim state.  The Taliban, “students” held 90% of the country by 1998 and was responsible for the massacre of several villages.  UN Security Council Resolution 1267 (1999) first introduced sanctions against the Taleban for granting Osama bin Ladin asylum.  UN Security Council Resolution 1333 (2000) noted that the Taleban had taken the Consulate General of Iran hostage and had murdered other Iranians, had not complied with requests for the extradition of Osama bin Ladin and ordered that states close Taleban headquarters, instituted a complete arms embargo against Afghanistan and promised to suppress opium cultivation as it is principally illicit and is used to finance Taleban terrorism.  

55. The 11 September suicide attacks on the World Trade Center and Pentagon were condemned by the Taleban that protested their innocence and stated the Afghani people were suffering enough already. Nonetheless Operation Enduring Freedom PL-107-40 Authorized the United States Armed Forces for Use in Afghanistan on September 17, 2004 heavily bombed UN Security Council Resolution 1368 (2001) of 12 September 2001 that reaffirmed the principles and purposes of the Charter of the United Nations, Determined to combat by all means threats to international peace and security caused by terrorist acts, Recognizing the inherent right of individual or collective self-defence in accordance with the Charter,

1. Unequivocally condemns in the strongest terms the horrifying terrorist attacks which took place on 11 September 2001 in New York, Washington, D.C. and Pennsylvania and regards such acts, like any act of international terrorism, as a threat to international peace and security;

2. Expresses its deepest sympathy and condolences to the victims and their families and to the people and Government of the United States of America;

3. Calls on all States to work together urgently to bring to justice the perpetrators, organizers and sponsors of these terrorist attacks and stresses that those responsible for aiding, supporting or harboring the perpetrators, organizers and sponsors of these acts will be held accountable.
56. It was not until On July 2, 2002 US President George W. Bush pardoned the Taliban in Executive Order 13268 Termination of Emergency With Respect to the Taliban and Amendment of Executive Order 13224 of September 23, 2001, signed on July 2, 2002.    In retrospect the United States used excessive force by bombing civilian targets causing superfluous damage to the civilian population and officially disregarding the laws of war regarding the treatment of prisoners of war to exterminate armed groups and detain alleged enemy combatants, including many aid workers, without their rights in contravention to Art. 35 clause 2 and 3 and Art. 40 of the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol 1) Adopted on 8 June 1977.  The death toll of victims of the United States can be estimated at roughly 25,000.  

57. The primary cause for this international war with Afghanistan was the granting of asylum to Osama Bin Laden, despite numerous arrest warrants issued by the Security Council.  Bin Laden established al Qaeda, Arabic for "the Base," in 1998 in the State of Afghanistan that had been suffering a 30 year civil war that had caused over 1 million fatalities and was accompanied with an invasion by the Soviet Union.  The United States has linked Al Queda to a string of attacks that have led to numerous arrests and books establishing Bin Laden as – 

1. the prime suspect in bombings that killed 24 U.S. servicemen in the Saudi cities of Riyadh and Khobar in 1995 and 1996.

2. the 1998 bombings of American embassies in Kenya and Tanzania and 

3. The United States retaliated for the African embassy attacks with missile strikes on what it said were Bin Laden's training camps in Afghanistan and a pharmaceutical plant in Sudan. 

4. the 2000 bombing of the warship USS Cole in Yemen.

5. the suicide attacks hijacking of commercial airline attacks on the World Trade Center and Pentagon.  Causing the death of over 3,000 innocent people.  
46. The televised broadcast on October 29, 2004 reported Osama bin Laden as saying, “the security of the America is not in the hands of Bush or Kerry or Al Queda but in the hands of the American people…despite entering the fourth year after Sept. 11, Bush is still deceiving you and hiding the truth from you and therefore the reasons are still there to repeat what happened.”  The response by Presidential candidates failed to recognize the peace overture and elicited continuing threats of terrorist attacks upon alleged terrorists typical of the War on Terrorism. The conviction of Ossama bin Laden and Al Queda for the suicide attacks on the World Trade Center and Pentagon by the National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Against the United States (9-11 Commission), has been largely discredited, for failing to publicly reconcile flight records, and for recruiting the Vice President to bomb Iraq in pursuit of Al Sadr, an acquitted man, shortly after being greeted by HA in August after the President had signed Executive Order 13350 Termination of Emergency Declared in Executive Order 12722 With Respect to Iraq and Modification of Executive Order 13290, Executive Order 13303, and Executive Order 13315, signed on July 29, 2004.  The Independent Panel Report On DoD Detention Operations Abu Ghraib Abuses discovered that much of the evidence contained therein had been obtained from prisoners detained by the Department of Defense who are reported to have been tortured.  
58. The Former Solicitor General of the United States (2001-2004) Theodore B. Olson, was both born on September 11, 1940 (9-11-40) lost his wife, Barbara Olson, in Flight 77 that crashed into the Pentagon on his birthday.  Olson’s rule as the representative of the Government to the US Supreme Court was rife with the death penalty, unregistered prisoners, planted evidence, false arrests, cover-ups, demands to put the government in the best light, white-collar crime, extremely excessive sentencing and the persecution of Muslims and others accused of being terrorists.  The 9-11 attacks occurred shortly after Hospitals & Asylums v. Oesterlen Services for Youth Ohio 2nd No. 02-CA-0003 (2001-2002) disclosed information regarding a coincidentally Middle Eastern conspiracy of military looking psychiatric kidnappers and torturers to the government for the payment of allowance and restoration of communication rights and occurred within days of publishing an article regarding Missing Children using a long list of federal laws that were subsequently removed from the Ohio Constitution. 
59.  This conspiracy theory is supported by the Terrorism and Violent Crime Section of the Criminal Division of the U.S. Department of Justice that did nothing but oversee the execution of juvenile offenders convicted of murder as directed by 9-8.001 in flagrant violation of Art. 6(5) of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 2200A (XXI) 1966 until Roper v. Simmons No. 03-633 Argued October 13, 2004--Decided March 1, 2005 abolished the death penalty for juveniles.  The hypothesis that Mrs. Olson was a hijacker remains a possibility.  The motive, to make a war, is plausible because Olson was a great supporter of the Bush Administration that was coming under fire for defense overspending that lacked (and continues to lack) justification shortly before the September 30, 2001 budget deadline and they needed a war to continue the large deposits in their investment corporations and a Terrorist Attack on the United States was the only way to convince Congress to stage a war that would establish the necessity for such a large surplus of money after the initial bid for war on Iraq was rejected.  The question seems to be, as it so often is in the United States where the lies are nearly so numerous as the prison beds, who committed the crime, the accused fugitive or the new issuer of the arrest warrant whose birthday this occurred on, or his wife? Furthermore why did the US Supreme Court not write any Memorial to the death of Barbara Olson?
8. International Tribunal for the United States of America

60. The Global War on Terrorism and two Islamic wars has heightened scrutiny regarding the US Foreign Service that has more extensive real estate holdings around the world and budget than the UN but is not very trustworthy and is accompanied by the international military presence of US DoD and their behavior and law has given rise to the thought the Global Network of Terror is actually a reference to the US Foreign Service.  There are three primary legal issues that the US must resolve to make peace with the UN, not counting the resolution of their occupations of Afghanistan and Iraq.

1. The overly large USAID Bureau for Asia and the Near East, the metaphorical ANE Asylum where all four of the US’s post World War II international wars have occurred needs to be divided into the Bureau for the Middle East and Central Asia (MECA) and the Bureau for South East Asia (SEA) to do the situation poetic justice and permit the Foreign Servants to do the languages and cultures justice.

2. Title 22 US Code Foreign Relations and Intercourse not only makes provocative reference to sexual intercourse as a perverse and stilted explanation of the procedure of international relations but the acronym when pondered in the context of the behavior of the government is a terrifying A-FRaI-D.  Out of respect for the atrocious human rights situation, that detains more people than any other nation including China, it behooves the USA to change the name of Title 22 US Code to just, “Foreign Relations FR-EE”
3. The US Court of International Trade (COITUS) was founded in 1984, the year that is attributed with beginning the policies that have caused the quadrupling of the prison population, this time can also be attributed to a raise in the divorce rate that increased to over 50% of all marriages in the early 1992’s.  The sexual undertones of this Court are far less than perfect, particularly accompanied with Title 22 and moral law dictates that the name of the tribunal should be changed.  After contemplating several possibilities the most aesthetic name for this Court, located in New York City, is the International Tribunal (IT) for the United States of America.  It is for the UN in New York to enforce this moral amendment.
61. The issues for the US in this case involve whether the use of force in Afghanistan and Iraq were authorized under the UN Charter or not and for what reason?  The Advisory Opinion on the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons ICJ No. 95 (1996) explains that the prohibition of the use of force is to be considered in the light of other relevant provisions of the Charter that give only two exceptions to this rule. In Article 51, the Charter recognizes the inherent right of individual or collective self-defense if an armed attack occurs. A further lawful use of force is envisaged in Article 42, whereby the Security Council may take military enforcement measures in conformity with Chapter VII of the Charter…pp. 38 These provisions do not refer to specific weapons. They apply to any use of force, regardless of the weapons employed…pp 39  Military and Paramilitary Activities in and against Nicaragua (Nicaragua v. United States of America) IC.J. No. 70 (1986) p. 94, para. 176) demonstrated that the US has a criminal history of support for insurgencies and terrorism; the case regarding a neutral country established that "there is a specific rule whereby self-defense would warrant only measures which are proportional to the armed attack and necessary to respond to it, a rule well established in customary international law".  This dual condition applies equally to Article 51 of the Charter, whatever the means of force employed…pp 41
62.. Operation Enduring Freedom PL-107-40 Authorizing the United States Armed Forces for Use in Afghanistan of 27 September 2001, was considered “just” in Hamdi v. Rumsfield No. 03-6696 (2004) without any explanation.  The United Nations had condemned the Taleban government and Al Queda in numerous resolutions and although the overthrow of the government could probably have been done peacefully by investing enough money to pay the poor in a democratic government approved by the UN the resulting democracy is a big improvement.  The use of force in Afghanistan by the United States however far exceeded that which was justified by the suicide attacks.  Advisory Opinion on the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons ICJ No. 95 (1996) reaffirmed "the right of belligerents to adopt means of injuring the enemy is not unlimited" as stated in Article 22 of the 1907 Hague Regulations relating to the laws and customs of war on land. The St. Petersburg Declaration had already condemned the use of weapons "which uselessly aggravate the suffering of disabled men or make their death inevitable". The aforementioned Regulations relating to the laws and customs of war on land, annexed to the Hague Convention IV of 1907, prohibit the use of "arms, projectiles, or material calculated to cause unnecessary suffering" (Art. 23)…pp 77.  The war in Afghanistan can thus be characterized as an excessive use of force by the United States.  Military actions must be ceased and the prisoners released or repatriated under Art. 118 of the Third Geneva Convention relative to the Treatment of Prisoners of War as Executive Order 13268 since the termination of hostilities under Termination of Emergency With Respect to the Taliban and Amendment of Executive Order 13224 of September 23, 2001, signed on July 2, 2002.

63. Operation Iraqi Freedom HJRes.114 to Authorize the Use of Force Against Iraq of October 2002 is however not generally considered to be a just war.  The killing seemed to be the willful product of a son finishing the just war of his father.  The alleged enemy had reformed for over a decade while being constantly victimized by illicit attacks and embargoes from US/British air bases on the Arabian Peninsula, the Security Council did not approve of the action and the Secretary General himself was opposed to the action.  Granted Saddam Hussein was the most homicidal official to hold office at that time.  The violent overthrow of the government was however unjustified and caused serious damage to the civilian population and the ensuring chaos led to a serious deterioration of the security situation that has been aggravated by irregulars from Al Qaeda continuing their fight against the USA in Iraq.  The war in Iraq seems to have been only objective of Bush Jr.’s presidency and diplomacy was not satisfactorily tried to remove Hussein from office legally before resorting to the illegal use of force. The Advisory Opinion on the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons ICJ No. 95 (1996) states, “The cardinal principles contained in the texts constituting the fabric of humanitarian law are the following. The first is aimed at the protection of the civilian population and civilian objects and establishes the distinction between combatants and non-combatants; States must never make civilians the object of attack and must consequently never use weapons that are incapable of distinguishing between civilian and military targets. According to the second principle, it is prohibited to cause unnecessary suffering to combatants: it is accordingly prohibited to use weapons causing them such harm or uselessly aggravating their suffering…pp 78  It is now estimated that the recent conflict has led to the death of 30,000 to 100,000 Iraqis.  Executive Order 13350 Termination of Emergency Declared in Executive Order 12722 With Respect to Iraq and Modification of Executive Order 13290, Executive Order 13303, and Executive Order 13315 signed July 29, 2004 has not been very successful in keeping the peace.  The war with Iraq is best characterized as an unjust war rife with the un-authorized use of force.  Having ceased hostilities with the Iraqi government the United States must now release and repatriate their prisoners of war to the nation of Iraq under Art. 118 of Third Geneva Convention relative to the Treatment of Prisoners of War.  Repatriating prisoners should relieve a great deal of the justification of the insurgency thereby improving security and permitting US troops to go home having fulfilled their duty.
64. Being neither a war of self or collective defense nor an authorized military action of the Security Council no authorization was issued until nine days after the beginning of the conflict in Security Council Resolution 1472 (2003) of 28 March 2003 Noted that under the provisions of Article 55 of the Fourth Geneva Convention (Fourth Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War of August 12, 1949), to the fullest extent of the means available to it, the Occupying Power has the duty of ensuring the food and medical supplies of the population; it should, in particular, bring in the necessary foodstuffs, medical stores and other articles if the resources of the occupied territory are inadequate, Acting under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations

1. Requests all parties concerned to strictly abide by their obligations under international law, in particular the Geneva Conventions and the Hague Regulations, including those relating to the essential civilian needs of the people of Iraq, both inside and outside Iraq.

65. A mandate for the Multi National Force was not drafted until after Security Council Resolution 1500 (2003) of 14 August 2003 Welcomed the establishment of the broadly representative Governing Council of Iraq on 13 July 2003, as an important step towards the formation by the people of Iraq of an internationally recognized, representative government that will exercise the sovereignty of Iraq.  Security Council Resolution 1511 (2004) of 16 October 2003 underscored that the sovereignty of Iraq resides in the State of Iraq, reaffirming the right of the Iraqi people freely to determine their own political future and control their own natural resources, reiterating its resolve that the day when Iraqis govern themselves must come quickly, and recognizing the importance of international support, particularly that of countries in the region, Iraq’s neighbors, and regional organizations, in taking forward this process expeditiously.  At paragraph 13. Determines that the provision of security and stability is essential to the successful completion of the political process as outlined in paragraph 7 above and to the ability of the United Nations to contribute effectively to that process and the implementation of resolution 1483 (2003), and authorizes a multinational force under unified command to take all necessary measures to contribute to the maintenance of security and stability in Iraq, including for the purpose of ensuring necessary conditions for the implementation of the timetable and programme as well as to contribute to the security of the United Nations Assistance Mission for Iraq, the Governing Council of Iraq and other institutions of the Iraqi interim administration, and key humanitarian and economic infrastructure.  And in paragraph 14 urges Member States to contribute assistance under this United Nations mandate, including military forces, to the multinational force referred to in paragraph 13 above.
66.  These two wars, particularly the unauthorized use of force against Iraq, constitute the gravest crimes against humanity and breeches of the peace that have occurred in the new Millennium.  These wars represent a turning point in the fortune of the United States of America that has already been democratically crippled by its burgeoning prison population exceeding the unlawfulness of any other nation.  The US has suffered their currency to be devaluated against the Euro and it has become apparent that they have been lying all along in regards to their $11.1 trillion GDP that is in fact only $6.4 trillion.  On 26 February 2003 President George W. Bush stated, "The United States has no intention of determining the precise form of Iraq's new government. That choice belongs to the Iraqi people. Yet, we will ensure that one brutal dictator is not replaced by another. All Iraqis must have a voice in the new government, and all citizens must have their rights protected.  On 24 May 2004 he stated "America's task in Iraq is not only to defeat an enemy, it is to give strength to a friend -- a free, representative government that serves its people and fights on their behalf." President Bush Discussed Iraqi Elections and the Need Victory in the War on Terror at the Woodrow Wilson Center at the Ronald Reagan Building and International Trade Center in Washington, D.C in which he rejected an artificial timetable for withdrawal and stated Victory will be achieved by meeting certain clear objectives: when the terrorists and Saddamists can no longer threaten Iraq's democracy, when the Iraqi security forces can protect their own people, and when Iraq is not a safe haven for terrorists to plot attacks against our country. These objectives, not timetables set by politicians in Washington, will drive our force levels in Iraq. As Iraqis stand up, we will stand down. And when victory is achieved, our troops will then come home, with the honor they have earned.  The National Strategy for Victory in Iraq of November 30, 2005 defined victory in Iraq in stages. Short term, Iraq is making steady progress in fighting terrorists, meeting political milestones, building democratic institutions, and standing up security forces. Medium term, Iraq is in the lead defeating terrorists and providing its own security, with a fully constitutional government in place, and on its way to achieving its economic potential. Longer term, Iraq is peaceful, united, stable, and secure, well integrated into the international community, and a full partner in the global war on terrorism. It remains to be seen if the lesson in the evils of tyranny, military dictatorship and mass murders of Saddam Hussein can be fairly applied to the democratic process in the USA and the President, Vice President, Secretary of Defense and Major General in Charge of Detention Operations can be impeached to overthrow the most bloodthirsty regime in the world today under the 25th Amendment to and Art. 2(4) of the US Constitution, as the price of victory.  
67. Although the Commander in Chief is the world’s greatest idiot there is hope that democracy will prevail through the leadership of the ethnic minorities in the Cabinet.  In July 2005 Attorney General Alberto Gonzales, July 2005 "One of the most important ways to fight terrorism is to promote democracy, and one of the most important ways to promote democracy is the rule of law.  Ambassador to Iraq Zalmay Khalilzad, in August 2005, said, "This constitution is a national compact between the communities of Iraq, to have a roadmap for the future so they can live together in mutual respect and mutual tolerance. And that's why it's so important and . . . at the same time why it's so difficult." In June 2005 Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice said, "As to the situation with infrastructure and services for Iraq, the United States, of course, has devoted $18.6 billion to reconstruction in Iraq, a good bit of that to water projects, to electricity. I think it's awfully important to step back and recognize that under Saddam Hussein this Iraqi infrastructure was seriously deteriorated. ... There is already a lot of work that has gone on on electricity, a lot of work that has gone on on water, from us, from the European Union, from other states." Deputy Secretary of State Robert Zoellick, in July 2005 stated, "... The success of building the new Iraq includes ... the process of political change, which in Iraq is well on the way with the elections and inclusive government, and now a constitutional commission leading to the new constitution and referendum later in the year. But also an economic dimension, for reconstruction and creating opportunity and hope for the Iraqi people..."  In January 2005 Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice stated "The work that America and our allies have undertaken, and the sacrifices we have made, have been difficult, and necessary, and right. Now is the time to build on these achievements, to make the world safer, and to make the world more free. We must use American diplomacy to help create a balance of power in the world that favors freedom. The time for diplomacy is now."
9. Prohibition of Secret Detention by the CIA

68. Allegations that the CIA hid and interrogated key al-Qaida suspects at Soviet-era compounds in eastern Europe were first reported Nov. 2 in The Washington Post. On 27 November 2005 European Union Justice Commissioner Franco Frattini threatened sanctions for any EU nation found to have allowed secret CIA prison camps to operate on their soil.  any EU country found to have harboured one of the reported prison camps could have their voting rights in the Council of Ministers, the body which groups the 25 EU heads of government, suspended.

69. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, defended US actions by saying "Renditions take terrorists out of action and save lives." Invoking the argument that the primary duty of governments is to protect their citizens, Rice said they were dealing with often stateless "enemy combatants" who fit into no traditional military or criminal justice system. "We have had to adapt. Other governments are now also facing this challenge," she said. Rice said the Americans respected the Convention Against Torture and added, "We rely on our law to govern our operations. The United States does not permit, tolerate or condone torture under any circumstances." She said international law allowed for the detention of enemy combatants for "the duration of hostilities." "The US does not seek to hold anyone for a period beyond what is necessary to evaluate intelligence or other evidence against them, prevent further acts of terrorism, or hold them for legal proceedings."  However as the prisoners were secretly relocated to North Africa the veracity of the claim was not verifiable.
70. After the Abu Ghraib torture scandal, which emerged in February 2004, the US administration ordered a number of investigation and reviews of its detention and interrogation practices. The leaked report of the investigation by Major General Antonio Taguba and the report by Major General George Fay, among others, documented so-called "ghost detainees". These detainees were held in secret and moved around the prisons where they were held to hide them from visits by the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). The Taguba report described this manoeuvre as "deceptive, contrary to Army Doctrine and in violation of international law". These and other secret and unacknowledged detentions amount to "disappearances". Some of the "disappeared" are held in known prisons, some in undisclosed locations. Some are in US custody, some in the custody of other states acting in cooperation with the USA or using the rhetoric of the "war on terror" to justify existing patterns of human rights violations. The acknowledgement of such detentions has been at best limited and at worse non-existent, and the fate and whereabouts of many of the "disappeared" remain unknown. The CIA conducted unilateral and joint interrogation operations at Abu Ghraib. The Army reported that the CIA’s detention and interrogation practices contributed to a loss of accountability and abuse at Abu Ghraib. No memorandum of understanding existed on the subject interrogation operations between the CIA and CJTF-7, and local CIA officers convinced military leaders that they should be allowed to operate outside the established local rules and procedures. CIA detainees in Abu Ghraib, known locally as “Ghost Detainees,” were not accounted for in the detention system...pp 43 CIA officers operating at Abu Ghraib used alias and never revealed their true names…pp 88  The presence of the CIA secret detention practice seemed to precipitate the decline of moral standards of the prison.
71. The Amnesty Report on USA/Yemen Secret Detention CIA Black Sites of 8 November 2005 States, long before Guantánamo opened its gates to "war on terror" detainees, however, the USA had been secretly transferring terror suspects into the custody of other states, states where physical and psychological brutality feature prominently in interrogations. Known to the US Administration as "extraordinary rendition," and to its critics as the "outsourcing of torture", the program has expanded considerably, reportedly under a classified directive signed by President Bush in late September 2001.  It has been estimated that the US Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), often using covert airplanes leased by fictional front companies, has flown hundreds of war on terror suspects to countries including Egypt, Jordan, Morocco, Pakistan, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, and Syria.  In another variation, sometimes called "reverse rendition", US agents have abducted suspects on foreign soil, or assumed custody of detainees from other countries, in transfers that completely bypass any legal process or human rights protections. Some of the victims of reverse rendition have later turned up in Guantánamo, but the most sinister and least well-documented cases are those of the detainees who have simply "disappeared" after being detained by the USA or turned over to US custody. 

72. It has been widely reported that the US is holding a small coterie of some two to three dozen "high-value" detainees at secret CIA-run facilities outside the USA. The US admits that these men are in custody, but no one knows for sure where the likes of alleged al-Qa’ida leaders Ramzi bin al-Shibh, Khalid Shaikh Mohammed, and Abu Zubaida are being held. The locations are deemed to be too sensitive even to be revealed to the leaders of the US House and Senate intelligence committees. (12)Secret detention is prohibited under international human rights standards. Principle 6 of the UN Principles on the Effective Prevention and Investigation of Extra-legal, Arbitrary and Summary Executions states that "governments shall ensure that persons deprived of their liberty are held in officially recognized places of custody, and that accurate information on their custody and whereabouts, including transfers, is made promptly available to their relatives and lawyers or other persons of confidence."

73. The Human Rights Committee, in an authoritative statement on the prohibition on torture and cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment, has stated that "to guarantee the effective protection of detained persons, provisions should be made for detainees to be held in places officially recognized as places of detention and for their names and places of detention… to be kept in registers readily available and accessible to those concerned, including relatives and friends".  The UN Special Rapporteur on torture has also said that "the maintenance of secret places of detention should be abolished under law. It should be a punishable offence for any official to hold a person in a secret and/or unofficial place of detention." "Disappearances" are crimes under international law, involving multiple human rights violations. In certain circumstances they are crimes against humanity, and can be prosecuted in international criminal proceedings. The defining characteristic of a "disappearance" is that it puts the victim beyond the protection of the law, while at the same time concealing the violations from outside scrutiny, making them harder to expose and condemn, and allowing governments to avoid accountability. The United Nations General Assembly has said that enforced disappearance "constitutes an offence to human dignity, a grave and flagrant violation of human rights and fundamental freedoms ..." The ICRC has said of "disappearances", that "no one has the right to keep that person's fate or whereabouts secret or to deny that he or she is being detained. This practice runs counter to the basic tenets of international humanitarian law and human rights law."

74. The UN, "Declaration on the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearances" of 1992 states that "any act of enforced disappearance is an offence to human dignity", which "places the persons subjected thereto outside the protection of the law and inflicts severe suffering on them and their families. It constitutes a violation of the rules of international law guaranteeing, inter alia, the right to recognition as a person before the law, the right to liberty and security of the person and the right not to be subjected to torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. It also violates or constitutes a grave threat to the right to life".  The Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court defines the crime against humanity of "enforced disappearance of persons" as "the arrest, detention or abduction of persons by, or with the authorization, support or acquiescence of, a State or a political organization, followed by a refusal to acknowledge that deprivation of freedom or to give information on the fate or whereabouts of those persons, with the intention of removing them from the protection of the law for a prolonged period of time."  The UN Committee Against Torture has determined that the uncertainty regarding the circumstances surrounding their loved ones’ fate "causes the families of disappeared persons serious and continuous suffering". Art. 3 of the International Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment A/39/51 (1984) that prohibits the extradition of prisoners to countries where they would run a risk of being tortured, the US being one of the worst places for the trial of crime.
75. On 5 December 2005 Amnesty International today revealed that six planes used by the CIA for renditions have made some 800 flights in or out of European airspace including 50 landings at Shannon airport in the Republic of Ireland. The information contradicts assurances given last week by the US Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice to the Irish Foreign Minister Dermot Ahern, that Ireland's Shannon airport had not been used for "untoward" purposes, or as a transit point for terror suspects.  The organisation also rejected assertions by the US Secretary of State as she began a four-nation tour of Europe. In a statement today, Ms Rice argued that rendition -- transferring detainees from country to country without legal process -- was permissible under international law. Although the victims of rendition usually end up in countries known to use torture in their interrogations, Ms Rice added that the US government seeks assurances on treatment from receiving nations. "Flying detainees to countries where they may face torture or other ill-treatment is a direct and outright breach of international law with or without so called "diplomatic assurances". These assurances are meaningless. Countries known for systematic torture, regularly deny the existence of such practices," said Claudio Cordone, Amnesty International's Senior Director of Regional Programmes.

76. Amnesty international has obtained flight records for six CIA-chartered planes from September 2001 to September of 2005. According to the US Federal Aviation Administration over this period, these planes landed 50 times in Shannon and took off 35 times, suggesting that some flights were kept secret. Although Shannon airport is used as a refuelling stop for the US military, none of the planes were military transport planes. In total for this period, the six planes made some 800 flights originating or landing in Europe. The planes include:
1. Boeing 737-7ET, call sign N313P (Later re-registered as N4476S). The largest of the six planes, with 32 seats, is owned by Premier Executive Transport Services, a CIA front company that also owns N379P. N313P has been frequently seen at US military bases, including in Afghanistan.
2. Gulfstream V: call sign N379P (Later re-registered as N8068V and then as N44982): this plane, which has made more than 50 trips to the US detention centre in Guantanamo Bay, has been nicknamed "The Guantanamo Bay Express". It was also used in the CIA rendition of Ahmed Agiza and Mohammed al-Zari from Sweden to Egypt. 
3. Gulfstream III: N829MG (Later re-registered as N259SK). This plane took dual Syrian-Canadian national Maher Arar from the US to Syria where he was detained for 13 months’ without charge, during which time he was tortured. He was finally released in October 2003.
4. GulfstreamIV, call sign N85VM (Later re-registered as N227SV), the plane that took Abu Omar to Egypt from Germany after his kidnapping in Italy, turned around and flew to Shannon. The plane's flight log also shows visits to Afghanistan, Morocco, Dubai, Jordan, Italy, Japan, Switzerland, Azerbaijan and the Czech Republic.
77. The United States of America must ratify, understand and uphold the Declaration on the Protection of all Persons from Enforced Disappearance Adopted by General Assembly resolution 47/133 of 18 December 1992 that States Art. 2 
1. No State shall practise, permit or tolerate enforced disappearances. 

2. States shall act at the national and regional levels and in cooperation with the United Nations to contribute by all means to the prevention and eradication of enforced disappearance.
10. Application of Art. 118 of the Third Geneva Convention
78. This Provisional Order under Art. 73 of the Rules of Court calls for the appointment of an Iraqi correctional corporation employing at least 1,000 Iraqis willing and qualified to serve as food service, maintenance, security, counseling, medical and legal personnel to safely repatriate and compensate the estimated 7,000 prisoners of war that continue to be detained in contravention to Art. 3 of the Third Geneva Convention relative to the Treatment of Prisoners of War of 12 August 1949 and hear the grievances of the over 25,000 Iraqis that were detained during the operation of prisoner of war camps.  

79. The prisoner population of Baghdad Central Confinement Facility and other prisoner of war camps must be reduced by compliance with this Provisional Order by the Iraqi Correctional Corporation assuming control of the prisoner of war population from a number estimated at 7,000 to a number less than 1,000.  All detainees not determined to present a serious threat to security should be released, in less than 3 months, by publishing the written trial of conditional release in Arabic with a short translation of the list in English.  By January of 2005 it is expected that some surplus correctional workers would need be relieved and the most qualified and literate Iraqi professionals would be selected to maintain a ratio of at least 1 staff member for every 10 prisoners but not more than 1 staff member for every 5 prisoners.  

80. Hostilities in the Sunni Triangle where Baghdad Central Confinement Facility is located have not ceased and the Abu Ghraib facility has suffered mortar attacks on numerous occasions with casualties numbering 5 US dead, and 22 detainees.  The Iraqi Correctional Corporation that takes control of the US detainees will need to rule on whether or not to transport long term detainees to a more secure location outside the combat zone until the insurgency discontinues to be a threat to human life at the Abu Ghraib facility.  Art. 23 of the Third Geneva Convention that states, “No prisoner of war may at any time be sent to or detained in areas where he may be exposed to the fire of the combat zone.”  It shall be entirely up to the discretion of the Iraqi Ministry of Justice appointed correctional corporation to decide what to do with the real estate.  The Iraqi Correctional Corporation may (1) make the Baghdad Central Confinement Facility the only jail in Baghdad with the possibility increase capacity to 2,500 to serve as the regional penitentiary or (2) discontinue operations at the facility entirely. 

81. Employees of the Correctional Corporation shall uphold human rights, co-operate with the International Committee for the Red Cross (ICRC) and shall not to violate the prohibition of the death penalty in Art. 6 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 2200A (XXI) (1966) or entertain other genocidal or torturous or fraudulent penal practices prohibited under the International Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment A/39/51 (1984) or Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners A/CONF/611(1955) or Basic Principles for the Treatment of Prisoners A/45/49 (1990) or  the Body Principles for the Protection of all Persons under any Form of Detention or Imprisonment A/43/49 (1988).  

82. Employees shall ensure that the vast majority of prisoners of war are compensated and released in an orderly fashion to a secure home reducing the Baghdad Central Confinement Facility to a population of less than 1,000 unless incorporated into the regional criminal justice system to serve as a long term prison for a number that must not be permitted to exceed 2,500.  The United States military shall only be permitted to operate Human Rights Offices in detention centers in Iraq to ensure human rights are upheld.

83. For the humanitarian purposes of this Provisional Measure henceforth Iraq and Afghanistan shall be known as Detaining Power and the US shall be known as Protecting Power for the positive mutual security purpose of exhausting the applicability of the Third Geneva Convention relative to the Treatment of Prisoner of War.   In Avena v. USA No. 128 (2004) and LaGrand v. USA No. 104 (2001) the International Court of Justice presents evidence of such incompetence of the United States to correct foreign citizens that international law can be interpreted as requiring US judgment be vacated in cases regarding Iraqi and other foreign citizens thereby relieving fears that sentences of death or abridgments of communication would be caused by any party as the reasoning of the Court was that it was inappropriate to execute a prisoner before they had even made it to trial at the International Court of Justice and it was equally offensive to harm them afterwards.  Now that hostilities have ceased between the nations of the United States of America and the Republic of Iraq and of Afghanistan there is no legal justification under the many Geneva Conventions for the continuing incarceration of Iraqi and Afghani citizens by the United States of America Department of Defense.  Publicized events breeching Art.13 of the Convention (III) relating to the Treatment of Prisoners of War Geneva, 12 August 1949 that states, “prisoners of war shall be humanely treated.  Any unlawful act or omission by the Detaining Power causing death or seriously endangering the health of a prisoner of war in its custody is prohibited, and will be considered a serious breach of this Convention” demands redress and it behooves the United States to transfer all Iraqi prisoners of war (PoW) to the Iraqi judiciary and detainees of all others nationalities to the appropriate consulate in accordance with Art. 36 of the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations of 24 April 1963 No. 8638-8640 as soon as possible.    

84. Ambassador Paul Bremer III founded the Abu Ghraib Baghdad Central Confinement Facility in a former penitentiary founded by Saddam Hussein in order to serve as a temporary facility to be used for criminal detainees until the new Iraqi government established a prison of their own.  The 800th Military Police Brigade planned for between 30,000 to 100,000 prisoners.  Total prisoner of war population however never rose above 11,000 in the beginning of 2004 and is now estimated at around 7,000 although the Secretary of Defense liberated several busloads after news broke regarding the sexual abuse scandal.  Abu Ghraib itself with a constant population estimated at over 5,000.  The Facility is reported to be extremely understaffed with less than 1 guard per 75 prisoners, as calculated by the Taguba Report on Treatment of Abu Ghraib Prisoners in Iraq Art. 15-6 Investigation of the 800th Military Police Brigade was begun on 19 January 2004, 66.6 staff members. 
85. Saddam Hussein freed 100,000 prisoners in just one day when his regime was overthrown it would be fair to conditionally release the leaders and nationals of that regime to the Iraqi Transitional Government as they profess that they will not harm the peace process or attempt to influence the politics.  The prisoner population of Baghdad Central Confinement Facility could be tried and released in a period not to exceed 3 months by an Iraqi Correctional Corporation and the entire prison population of that facility could be regulated to a population of less than 1,000 prisoners from the Governorate of Baghdad.  Trials would be published in Arabic with a short translation in English.  In January of 2005 surplus correctional workers would be given a short pension the same size as that given to unemployed former detainees that could be extended to long term welfare benefits. Iraqi Professionals will be selected to maintain a ratio of at least 1 staff member for every 10 prisoners but not more than 1 staff member for every 5 prisoners and the 800th US Military Police Brigade could maintain an office of human rights, in daylight hours to ensure that the 1,000 prisoner limit is not abused and from 100 to 200 people are retained to supervise them. 
86. On June 28, 2004, in Hamdi v. Rumsfield No. 03-6696 decision, the US Supreme Court issued a provisional release and repatriation order for prisoners of war detained by the United States after the official cessation of hostilities in citation of Arts. 118, 85, 99, 119, 129 of the Third Geneva Convention relative to the Treatment of Prisoners of War of 12 August 1949.  The Commander in Chief George W. Bush reports that armed hostilities with foreign nations have officially ceased and cases need to be swiftly and fairly processed; 

1. Peace with Afghanistan was achieved in Executive Order 13268 Termination of Emergency With Respect to the Taliban and Amendment of Executive Order 13224 of September 23, 2001, signed on July 2, 2002. 

2. Peace with Iraq was achieved in Executive Order 13350  Termination of Emergency Declared in Executive Order 12722 With Respect to Iraq and Modification of Executive Order 13290, Executive Order 13303, and Executive Order 13315 signed July 29, 2004 

87. To ensure that the Supreme Court’s Geneva Conviction is tried Arts. 118, 85, 99, 119, 129, 130 and 105 of the Third Geneva Convention are quoted in the following paragraphs to guide the immediate release and repatriation of all prisoners of war detained by the United States to the native country of the detainee, as hostilities between the United States, Afghanistan, Iraq and nationals of the many States of the United Nations, residing in those nations or elsewhere, have been neutralized,

Article 118 
1. Prisoners of war shall be released and repatriated without delay after the cessation of active hostilities. 

2. In the absence of stipulations to the above effect in any agreement concluded between the Parties to the conflict with a view to the cessation of hostilities, or failing any such agreement, each of the Detaining Powers shall itself establish and execute without delay a plan of repatriation in conformity with the principle laid down in the foregoing paragraph. 

3. In either case, the measures adopted shall be brought to the knowledge of the prisoners of war. 

4. The costs of repatriation of prisoners of war shall in all cases be equitably apportioned between the Detaining Power and the Power on which the prisoners depend. This apportionment shall be carried out on the following basis: 

(a) If the two Powers are contiguous, the Power on which the prisoners of war depend shall bear the costs of repatriation from the frontiers of the Detaining Power. 

(b) If the two Powers are not contiguous, the Detaining Power shall bear the costs of transport of prisoners of war over its own territory as far as its frontier or its port of embarkation nearest to the territory of the Power on which the prisoners of war depend. 

5. The Parties concerned shall agree between themselves as to the equitable apportionment of the remaining costs of the repatriation. The conclusion of this agreement shall in no circumstances justify any delay in the repatriation of the prisoners of war. 

Article 85 

Prisoners of war prosecuted under the laws of the Detaining Power for acts committed prior to capture shall retain, even if convicted, the benefits of the present Convention. 

Article 99 

1. No prisoner of war may be tried or sentenced for an act which is not forbidden by the law of the Detaining Power or by international law, in force at the time the said act was committed. 

2. No moral or physical coercion may be exerted on a prisoner of war in order to induce him to admit himself guilty of the act of which he is accused. 

3. No prisoner of war may be convicted without having had an opportunity to present his defense and the assistance of a qualified advocate or counsel. 

Article 119 

1. Repatriation shall be effected in conditions similar to those laid down in Articles 46 to 48 inclusive of the present Convention for the transfer of prisoners of war, having regard to the provisions of Article 118 and to those of the following paragraphs. 

2. On repatriation, any articles of value impounded from prisoners of war under Article 18, and any foreign currency, which has not been converted into the currency of the Detaining Power, shall be restored to them. Articles of value and foreign currency, which, for any reason whatever, are not restored to prisoners of war on repatriation, shall be dispatched to the Information Bureau [Human Rights Office] set up under Article 122. 

3. Prisoners of war shall be allowed to take with them their personal effects, and any correspondence and parcels, which have arrived for them. The weight of such baggage may be limited, if the conditions of repatriation so require, to what each prisoner can reasonably carry. Each prisoner shall in all cases be authorized to carry at least twenty-five kilograms. 

4. The other personal effects of the repatriated prisoner shall be left in the charge of the Detaining Power which shall have them forwarded to him as soon as it has concluded an agreement to this effect, regulating the conditions of transport and the payment of the costs involved, with the Power on which the prisoner depends. 

5. Prisoners of war against whom criminal proceedings for an indictable offence are pending may be detained until the end of such proceedings, and, if necessary, until the completion of the punishment. The same shall apply to prisoners of war already convicted for an indictable offence. 

6. Parties to the conflict shall communicate to each other the names of any prisoners of war who are detained until the end of the proceedings or until punishment has been completed. 

7. By agreement between the Parties to the conflict, commissions shall be established for the purpose of searching for dispersed prisoners of war and of assuring their repatriation with the least possible delay. 
Article 129 

1. The High Contracting Parties undertake to enact any legislation necessary to provide effective penal sanctions for persons committing, or ordering to be committed, any of the grave breaches of the present Convention defined in the following Article. 

2. Each High Contracting Party shall be under the obligation to search for persons alleged to have committed, or to have ordered to be committed, such grave breaches, and shall bring such persons, regardless of their nationality, before its own courts. It may also, if it prefers, and in accordance with the provisions of its own legislation, hand such persons over for trial to another High Contracting Party [Federal Supreme Court] concerned, provided such High Contracting Party has made out a prima facie case. 

3. Each High Contracting Party shall take measures necessary for the suppression of all acts contrary to the provisions of the present Convention other than the grave breaches defined in the following Article. 

4. In all circumstances, the accused persons shall benefit by safeguards of proper trial and defense, which shall not be less favorable than those provided by Article 105 and those following of the present Convention. 

Article 130 

Grave breaches to which the preceding Article relates shall be those involving any of the following acts, if committed against persons or property protected by the Convention: willful killing, torture or inhuman treatment, including biological experiments, willfully causing great suffering or serious injury to body or health, compelling a prisoner of war to serve in the forces of the hostile Power, or willfully depriving a prisoner of war of the rights of fair and regular trial prescribed in this Convention.

Article 105 

1. The prisoner of war shall be entitled to assistance by one of his prisoner comrades, to defense by a qualified advocate or counsel of his own choice, to the calling of witnesses and, if he deems necessary, to the services of a competent interpreter. He shall be advised of these rights by the Detaining Power in due time before the trial. 

2. Failing a choice by the prisoner of war, the Protecting Power shall find him an advocate or counsel, and shall have at least one week at its disposal for the purpose. The Detaining Power shall deliver to the said Power, on request, a list of persons qualified to present the defense. Failing a choice of an advocate or counsel by the prisoner of war or the Protecting Power, the Detaining Power shall appoint a competent advocate or counsel to conduct the defense. 

3. The advocate or counsel conducting the defense on behalf of the prisoner of war shall have at his disposal a period of two weeks at least before the opening of the trial, as well as the necessary facilities to prepare the defense of the accused. He may, in particular, freely visit the accused and interview him in private. He may also confer with any witnesses for the defense, including prisoners of war. He shall have the benefit of these facilities until the term of appeal or petition has expired. 

4. Particulars of the charge or charges on which the prisoner of war is to be arraigned, as well as the documents which are generally communicated to the accused by virtue of the laws in force in the armed forces of the Detaining Power, shall be communicated to the accused prisoner of war in a language which he understands, and in good time before the opening of the trial. The same communication in the same circumstances shall be made to the advocate or counsel conducting the defense on behalf of the prisoner of war. 

5. The representatives of the Protecting Power shall be entitled to attend the trial of the case, unless, exceptionally, this is held in camera in the interest of State security. In such a case the Detaining Power shall advise the Protecting Power accordingly. 
87. The decision not to apply the Geneva Convention issued in the Memorandum of February 7, 2002, is the most controversial decision made in the war, that characterizes the Commander in Chief as an unconventional warrior who cannot be trusted to uphold the law.  It implicates the president and now Attorney General in permitting the conspiracy between the Secretary of Defense and Major General Geoffrey Miller to devise a regime of torturous interrogatory practices that spread from Guantanamo to Aghanistan to Iraq PoW camps that have all been discovered to have committed grave breeches of Art 130 of the Third Geneva Convention.  Although the exclusionary decision of February 7 was reversed in Executive Order 13268 Termination of Emergency With Respect to the Taliban and Amendment of Executive Order 13224 of September 23, 2001, signed on July 2, 2002 the practice of torture remained institutionally endemic in US DoD Detention Operations in Afghanistan, Iraq and Guantanamo until the discovery of sexual abuse at the Abu Ghraib facility in Baghdad, Iraq on January of 2004.  It is from July 2, 2002 that official hostilities and belligerence between the United States and Afghan citizens were officially determined to be over and the First Additional Protocol to the Geneva Conventions relating to the protection of victims of International Armed Conflicts ceased to apply to legitimate actions of the US DoD.  US DoD was however slow to fulfill their obligations to release their prisoners under Art. 118 of the Third Geneva Convention and Rasul v. Bush No. 03-334 (2004), where the Supreme Court found that Guantanamo detainees still needed to be tried and conditionally released to their native country.  

88. The Iraqi situation was much more financially motivated with initial air strikes and designation of a combat zone in Iraq being authorized in Executive Order 13290 Confiscating and Vesting Certain Iraqi Property, signed on March 20, 2003 and Executive Order 13303 Protecting the Development Fund for Iraq and Certain Other Property in Which Iraq Has an Interest signed on May 22, 2003 official cessation of hostilities under the First Additional Protocol to the Geneva Conventions relating to the protection of victims of International Armed Conflicts (1977) did not occur until Executive Order 13350  ”Termination of Emergency Declared in Executive Order 12722 With Respect to Iraq and Modification of Executive Order 13290, Executive Order 13303, and Executive Order 13315 was signed July 29, 2004 

89. Under Art. 118 of the Third Geneva Convention the prisoners of war should have been released the same day peace was declared.  US DoD is officially at peace with the world and has no ongoing military actions legally authorized to inflict casualties or detain foreigners in contravention to the First Additional Protocol to the Geneva Conventions, anywhere in the world although they do so without remorse.  To properly execute the peace in a fashion that would be respected by the residents of these territories and the independent terrorist organizations both private and governmental that plague both Afghanistan and Iraq with acts of revenge, and the prisoners of war themselves the PoW must be released and/or repatriated so that the Third Geneva Convention relating to the Treatment of Prisoners of War would cease to apply to the Afghan and Iraq situations and the Fourth Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilians and Art. 4 of the Second Additional Protocol to the Geneva Conventions relating to the protection of Victims of Non-International Armed Conflict.  To justify not reading the entire six treaty Geneva Convention series, this occasion, the following treaties are determined to be superfluous and are therefore categorically disqualified.  
1. Convention (I) for the Amelioration of the Condition of the Wounded and Sick in Armed Forces in the Field. Geneva, 12 August 1949 is not applicable

2. Convention (II) for the Amelioration of the Condition of Wounded, Sick and Shipwrecked Members of Armed Forces at Sea. Geneva, 12 August 1949 is not applicable.
3. The official cessation of hostilities between, Iraqi and US Armed Forces renders Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol I), 8 June 1977 also inapplicable; 

4. Out of fairness and in hope that it will never happen again, the dismissal of Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol I) 8 June 1977 must be accompanied with a prohibition of the use of weapons of mass destruction and air strikes that cause superfluous damages to the civilian population under Art. 35.  

88. Art. 118 Third Geneva Convention became applicable in Iraq July 29, 2004 when Executive Order 13350 Termination of Emergency Declared in Executive Order 12722 With Respect to Iraq and Modification of Executive Order 13290, Executive Order 13303, and Executive Order 13315, was signed.  The Order remains to be totally implemented by the detention facilities of the Combined Joint Task Force – 7 (CJTF-7), to relieve the 800th Military Police Brigade, 372nd Military Police Company, 205th Military Intelligence Brigade of the command of Abu Ghraib Prison; Baghdad Central Confinement Facility (BCCF), Iraq, Camp Ashraf, Iraq, Camp Bucca, Iraq, Camps Ganci, Iraq, Camp Vigilant, Iraq, TSP Whitford, Iraq, High Value Detainee (HVD) Complex/Camp Cropper, Iraq.  
89. All US military police officers and military intelligence officers shall be required to relinquish the command of their prisoner of war camps to the Iraqi Ministry of Justice and Federal Supreme Court certified correctional corporations adequately funded and staffed to operate and dissolve these facilities.  It is expected that all +/- 5,000 prisoners of war can be released except for a reserve of 1,000 detainees found to present a danger of committing serious crimes in the Baghdad Central Confinement Facility that can be entirely staffed by Iraqis with a small human rights office with not more than 10 officers run by the 800th Military Police Brigade that would not interfere with the Independence of the Iraqi Judiciary except to uphold the human rights of defendants, in writing.  A 1,000 bed facility would probably be adequate for all the detention needs of the governorate of Baghdad but it could be expanded to as much as 2,500 if the facility were determined to be secure enough to serve as the regional prison.

90. Art. 77 of the Convention (IV) relating to the Protection of Civilians in Time of War Convention (IV) relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War also of Geneva, 12 August 1949 and the Additional Protocol II of the Geneva Convention of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of Armed Conflicts and Art. 4 of the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of Non-International Armed Conflicts (Protocol II), 8 June 1977 remain applicable in both Afghanistan and Iraq until no parties can be declared to make war or suffer weapons of mass destruction or detain nationals of foreign countries.
91. The release and repatriation of Iraqis by the US would reciprocate positively as both nations are starved for peace and freedom resulting from the compliance with treaties and settlement of breeches under Art. 36 Statute of Court.  Reports of Abuse at Abu Ghraib and other US Department of Defense Detention Operations indicate serious breeches of Art.13 of the Convention (III) relating to the Treatment of Prisoners of War Geneva, 12 August 1949, have occurred in US DoD detention facilities throughout Afghanistan, Iraq and Guantanamo that have detained an estimated total of 50,000 since the beginning of operations on September 14, 2001. Art. 13 states, 

“prisoners of war shall be humanely treated.  Any unlawful act or omission by the Detaining Power causing death or seriously endangering the health of a prisoner of war in its custody is prohibited, and will be considered a serious breach of this Convention.” 

92. Art. 1 of all the Geneva Conventions makes it clear that both the US and Iraq, as High Contracting Parties, must uphold these applicable Articles of the Geneva Convention to defend Art. 3 of all the Geneva Conventions, that states,        
“ Persons taking no active part in the hostilities, including members of armed forces who have laid down their arms and those placed hors de combat by sickness, wounds, detention, or any other cause, shall in all circumstances be treated humanely, without any adverse distinction founded on race, colour, religion or faith, sex, birth or wealth, or any other similar criteria.”

To this end, prohibiting;

(a) Violence to life and person, in particular murder of all kinds, mutilation, cruel treatment and torture; 
(b) Taking of hostages; 

(c) Outrages upon personal dignity, in particular humiliating and degrading treatment; 

(d) The passing of sentences and the carrying out of executions without previous judgment pronounced by a regularly constituted court, affording all the judicial guarantees which are recognized as indispensable by civilized peoples. 

93. The PoW experience in Iraq and Afghanistan demonstrates why prisoners of war should be released immediately after the cessation of hostilities and disarmament, as is the generally accepted custom in international law.   The Abu Ghraib expose presented evidence why militaries should eschew regular penitentiaries like the Baghdad Central Confinement Facility (Abu Ghraib) as they are too large and too inhumane to uphold Art. 22 of the Third Geneva Convention that states, “Prisoners of war may be interned only in premises located on land and affording every guarantee of hygiene and healthfulness. Except in particular cases, which are justified by the interest of the prisoners themselves, they shall not be interned in penitentiaries” and Art. 25 of the Third Geneva Convention states,  “Prisoners of war shall be quartered under conditions as favorable as those for the forces of the Detaining Power who are billeted in the same area.”   All people in the custody of the United States, soldiers, prisoners and pensioners are entitled to better and safer living conditions than provided at the highly understaffed Abu Ghraib facility that must be transferred to Iraq control immediately.  Guantanamo Bay in Cuba likewise needs to submit itself to the review of the appropriate consulates under Art. 36 of Vienna Convention on Consular Relations of 24 April 1963 No. 8638-8640 establishes an interrelated régime designed to facilitate the implementation of the system of consular protection. It begins with the basic principle governing consular protection: the right of communication and access (Art. 36, para. 1 (a)). This clause is followed by the provision which spells out the modalities of consular notification (Art. 36, para. 1 (b)). Finally Article 36, paragraph 1 (c), sets out the measures consular officers may take in rendering consular assistance to their nationals in the custody of the receiving State. It provides that, at the request of the detained person, the receiving State must inform the consular post of the sending State of the individual's detention "without delay".  

12. 800th Military Police Brigade Defense Report
94. The Taguba Report on Treatment of Abu Ghraib Prisoners in Iraq Art. 15-6 Investigation of the 800th Military Police Brigade was begun on 19 January 2004.  Lieutenant General (LTG) Ricardo S. Sanchez, Commander, Combined Joint Task Force Seven (CJTF-7) requested that the Commander, US Central Command, appoint an Investigating Officer (IO) in the grade of Major General (MG) or above to investigate the conduct of operations within the 800th Military Police (MP) Brigade. LTG Sanchez requested an investigation of detention and internment operations by the Brigade from 1 November 2003 to present. LTG Sanchez cited recent reports of detainee abuse, escapes from confinement facilities, and accountability lapses, which indicated systemic problems within the brigade and suggested a lack of clear standards, proficiency, and leadership. On 31 January 2004, the Commander, appointed MG Antonio M. Taguba, Deputy Commanding General Support, CFLCC, to conduct this investigation.

95. The 320th Military Police Battalion of the 800th MP Brigade is responsible for the Guard Force at Camp Ganci, Camp Vigilant, & Cellblock 1 of FOB Abu Ghraib (BCCF). That from February 2003 to until he was suspended from his duties on 17 January 2004, LTC Jerry Phillabaum served as the Battalion Commander of the 320th MP Battalion. That from December 2002 until he was suspended from his duties, on 17 January 2004, CPT Donald Reese served as the Company Commander of the 372nd MP Company, which was in charge of guarding detainees at FOB Abu Ghraib. Both the 320th MP Battalion and the 372nd MP Company were located within the confines of FOB Abu Ghraib.  From July of 2003 to Spring 2004, BG Janis L. Karpinski was the Commander of the 800th MP Brigade. 
96. The Abu Ghraib and Camp Bucca detention facilities are significantly over their intended maximum capacity.  Prior to BG Karpinski taking command, members of the 800th MP Brigade believed they would be allowed to go home when all the detainees were released from the Camp Bucca Theater Internment Facility following the cessation of major ground combat on 1 May 2003. At one point, approximately 7,000 to 8,000 detainees were held at Camp Bucca. Through Article-5 Tribunals and a screening process, several thousand detainees were released. Many in the command believed they would go home when the detainees were released. In late May-early June 2003 the 800th MP Brigade was given a new mission to manage the Iraqi penal system and several detention centers.  Abu Ghraib (BCCF) normally housed between 6000 and 7000 detainees, yet it was operated by only one battalion. In contrast, the High Valued Detainee Facility maintains only about 100 detainees, and is also run by an entire battalion.

97. Between October and December 2003, at the Abu Ghraib Confinement Facility (BCCF), numerous incidents of sadistic, blatant, and wanton criminal abuses were inflicted on several detainees. This systemic and illegal abuse of detainees was intentionally perpetrated by several members of the military police guard force (372nd Military Police Company, 320th Military Police Battalion, 800th MP Brigade), in Tier (section) 1-A of the Abu Ghraib Prison (BCCF).  In addition to the aforementioned crimes, there were also abuses committed by members of the 325th MI Battalion, 205th MI Brigade, and Joint Interrogation and Debriefing Center (JIDC). The intentional abuse of detainees by military police personnel included the following acts: 

a. Punching, slapping, and kicking detainees; jumping on their naked feet; 

b. Videotaping and photographing naked male and female detainees; 

c. Forcibly arranging detainees in various sexually explicit positions for photographing; 

d. Forcing detainees to remove their clothing and keeping them naked for several days at a time; 

e. Forcing naked male detainees to wear women's underwear; 

f. Forcing groups of male detainees to masturbate themselves while being photographed and videotaped; 

g. Arranging naked male detainees in a pile and then jumping on them; 

h. Positioning a naked detainee on a MRE Box, with a sandbag on his head, and attaching wires to his fingers, toes, and penis to simulate electric torture; 

i. forcibly raping a 15-year old fellow detainee, while a female gaurd photographed him; 

j. Placing a dog chain or strap around a naked detainee's neck and having a female Soldier pose for a picture; 

k. A male MP guard having sex with a female detainee; 

l. Using military working dogs (without muzzles) to intimidate and frighten detainees, and in at least one case biting and severely injuring a detainee; 

m. Taking photographs of dead Iraqi detainees.

98. Another obvious example of the Brigade Leadership not communicating with its Soldiers or ensuring their tactical proficiency concerns the incident of detainee abuse that occurred at Camp Bucca, Iraq, on May 12, 2003. Soldiers from the 223rd MP Company reported to the 800th MP Brigade Command at Camp Bucca, that four Military Police Soldiers from the 320th MP Battalion had abused a number of detainees during in processing at Camp Bucca.  An extensive CID investigation determined that four soldiers from the 320th MP Battalion had kicked and beaten these detainees following a transport mission from Talil Air Base.

1. The 800th MP Brigade was responsible for theater-wide
Internment and Resettlement (I/R) operations. 
2. The 320th MP Battalion, 800th MP Brigade was tasked with detainee operations at the Abu Ghraib Prison Complex during the time period covered in this investigation.

3  The 310th MP Battalion, 800th MP Brigade was tasked with detainee operations and Forward Operating Base (FOB) Operations at the Camp Bucca Detention Facility until TOA on 26 February 2004. 

4. The 744th MP Battalion, 800th MP Brigade was tasked with detainee operations and FOB Operations at the HVD detention Facility until TOA on 4 March 2004. 

5. The 530th MP Battalion, 800th MP Brigade was tasked with detainee operations and FOB Operations at the MEK holding facility until TOA on 15 March 2004. 

99. The screening, processing, and release of detainees who should not be in custody takes too long and contributes to the overcrowding and unrest in the detention facilities. There are currently three separate release mechanisms in the theater-wide internment operations. First, the apprehending unit can release a detainee if there is a determination that their continued detention is not warranted. Secondly, a criminal detainee can be released after it has been determined that the detainee has no intelligence value, and that their release would not be detrimental to society. BG Karpinski had signature authority to release detainees in this second category. Lastly, detainees accused of committing "Crimes Against the Coalition," who are held throughout the separate facilities in the CJTF-7 AOR, can be released upon a determination that they are of no intelligence value and no longer pose a significant threat to Coalition Forces.  Detainees alleged to have committed crimes against the coalition makes up more than 60% of the total detainee population.

100. The various detention facilities operated by the 800th MP Brigade have routinely held persons brought to them by Other Government Agencies (OGAs) without accounting for them, knowing their identities, or even the reason for their detention. The Joint Interrogation and Debriefing Center (JIDC) at Abu Ghraib called these detainees "ghost detainees." On at least one occasion, the 320th MP Battalion at Abu Ghraib held a handful of "ghost detainees" that they moved around within the facility to hide them from a visiting International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) survey team.

13. Independent Panel Executive Summary
101. The Final Report of the Independent Panel to Review DoD Detention Operations was released on August 24, 2004.  Since Authorizing the Use of Force on September 18, 2001 US military security operations in Afghanistan and Iraq have apprehended over 50,000 people.  Around 300 documented complaints of abuse have arisen…pp 5  The first detainees of the authorization of force were held in Mazar-el-Sharif in November 2001.  On February 7, 2002 the President signed a memorandum stating that he determined that the Geneva Convention did not apply to the conflict with Al Queda and although they did apply with the conflict in Afghanistan, the Taliban were unlawful combatants and therefore did not qualify for prisoner of war status (Appendix C).  Art. 45.of the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol 1) Adopted on 8 June 1977 relating to the Protection of persons who have taken part in hostilities clearly overrules this memorandum as, “A person who takes part in hostilities and falls into the power of an adverse Party shall be presumed to be a prisoner of war, and therefore shall be protected by the Third Convention.”  The Secretary of State, of Defense and Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff were in agreement that prisoners should be treated in accordance with the Geneva Conventions…pp 6-7  

102. In October 2002 authorities at Guantanamo Bay Naval Base requested stronger interrogation techniques to counter tenacious resistance by some detainees.  The Secretary of Defense responded on December 2002 authorizing 16 new interrogation methods.  As the result of criticism by the Navy General Counsel the Secretary of Defense rescinded the majority of recently approved techniques.  As the result of the criticism a working group was appointed and a list of 35 interrogatory techniques were reviewed and 24 approved of…pp7  The policy was exported to Iraq by Major General Geoffrey Miller during a study July and August of 2003 with the 519th Military Intelligence Company was sent to Abu Ghraib detention facility to conduct interrogation operations.  On September 14, 2003 Lt. General Sanchez authorized the use of 12 interrogation techniques beyond Field Manual 34-52…pp 9. In Guantanamo the ratio of military police to prisoners was roughly 1 to 1.  In Abu Ghraib the ratio was closer to 1 to 75…pp 11  On October 12, 2003 US CENTCOM disapproved of the September 14, 2003 policy signed by Lt. General Sanchez and ordered the reversion to the 1987 version of FM 34-52 that mistakenly permits the control of food, lighting, heat and clothing were removed from the 1992 version of FM 34-52.  The consensus is that the 1992 version of FM 34-52 should be the standard for interrogating detainees in all US Military Operations...pp 14
103. The list of  methods of interrogation above and beyond the 1992 version of FM 34-52 that have become construed as torture are listed in Appendix D;  the specific torturous, misleading and treasonous methods that need to be abolished are noted with *

1. direct interrogation, 2. incentive/removal of incentive*, 3. emotional love*, 4. emotional hate*, 5. fear up harsh*, 6. fear up mild*, 7. reduced fear, 8. pride and ego up*, 9. pride and ego down*, 10. futility*, 11. we know all*, 12. establish your identity, 13. repetition approach, 14. file and dossier, 15. mutt and jeff*, 16. rapid fire, 17. silence, 18. change of scene, 19. yelling, 20. deception*, 21. multiple interrogators, 22. interrogator identity*, 23. stress positions*, 24. false documents, reports*, 25. isolation for up to 30 days*, 26. deprivation of light/auditory stimulation*, 27. hooding*, 28. 20 interrogatories, 29. removal of all comfort items*, 30. MRE only diet, 31. removal of clothing*, 32. forced grooming, 33. exploiting individual phobias*, 34. mild non-injurious contact such as pushing*, 35. environmental manipulation*, 36. sleep adjustment*, 37. false flag*     

104. The original plan was for 30,000 to 100,000 prisoners in 12 detention facilities in Iraq.  This did not materialize at any point in the conflict.  At various time the US conducted detention operations at approximately 17 sites in Iraq and 25 sites in Afghanistan in addition to the strategic operation Guanatanamo with a cumulative total of 50,000 detainees with a peak population of 11,000 in the month of March 2004….pp 12 

105. In Iraq there was a failure to plan for the insurgency after major combat operations ceased.  The US CENTCOM war plan anticipated a benign security presence with sabotage against oil facilities and large numbers of refugees from communal strife.  Although the public initially welcomed the overthrow of Saddam Hussein, the occupation became swiftly resented.  The detention facilities soon detained Iraqis and foreign alleged to be terrorists.  Of the 17 detention facilities in Iraq the largest, Abu Ghraib, held 7,000 in October 2003 with a guard force of only about 90 personnel from the 800th Military Police Brigade.  Abu Ghraib was seriously overcrowded, understaffed, underresourced and under continual attack.  Five US soldiers died as the result of mortar attacks upon the Abu Ghraib detention facility.  In July 2003 Abu Ghrabi was mortared 25 times, on August 16, 2003 five detainees were killed and 67 wounded in a mortar attack.  A mortar attack on April 20, 2004 killed 22 detainees….pp 12  Currently there is a two star general and 1900 Military Police officers to ensure the security of DoD detention operations in Iraq…pp 51

106. As of August 2004 when the Independent Panel Report was released there were 300 reports of abuse, after 155 investigations there were 66 determinations that detainees were abused by US forces.  Of the 66 substantiated reports of abuse, eight occurred in Guantanamo, three in Afghanistan and 55 in Iraq.  There were five cases of deaths as the result of US personnel during interrogation.  There are 23 more cases of detainee deaths under investigation, three in Afghanistan and 20 in Iraq.  Special operations forces were responsible for a large number of these allegations of abuse.  These scandals came to a head in the expose on Cell Block 1 of Abu Ghraib where photos of sexual abuse by non- commissioned officers was aired to the world in April 2004.  At least 10% of all documented cases of abuse the commander was negligent and in at least one case complicit to the abuse…pp 30 To address these problems the department of defense is training an additional 27 military police units…pp 12-13 

107. The primary objective of the international military detention has been described as intelligence gathering.  The 7th Joint Combined Task Force began detaining thousands of people suspected of having knowledge regarding the insurgency.  Some detainees were held 90 days before being interrogated…pp 29 Line units would arrest people targeted by military intelligence however in the heat of battle would round up the general populace, including large numbers of women and children. Doctrine has it that combat units should hold people in detention for no longer than 12-24 hours to extract immediate useful information.  These people should be held no longer than 3 days.  Inspection showed that many such detainees had been held from 30 to 45 days…pp 61     
108. Multiple reviews were required for a detainee to be released.  Non-concurrence by area commanders, military intelligence and law enforcement officers resulted in the retention of an ever increasing number of detainees.  The Army Inspector General estimated that 80% of the detainees being held for security and intelligence reasons could be released after proper review of their cases.  The other 20% either required continued detention or had uncompleted intelligence requirements…pp 61   

109. Interrogation techniques came from Guantanamo to Iraq.  Tecniques learned in Guantanamo included, the use of stress positions, isolation for up to 30 days, and removal of clothing.  In Afghanistan methods included, removal of clothing, isolating people for a long time, use of stress position, exploiting a fear of dogs, and sleep and light deprivation.  Interrogators in Iraq were already familiar with these ideas implemented new strategies authorizing interrogators to control all aspects of the interrogation, including light, heat, food, clothing and shelter given to detainees…pp 68

110. Interpreters were in short supply…pp 67 As a consequence of the shortage of interpreters contractors were used to augment the workforce.  Contractors were considered a particular problem at Abu Ghraib and few underwent even the most basic form of training.  Many of the older contractors had previous experience as military interrogators for Saddam Hussein.   Abu Ghraib, Iraq is the Central Confinement Facility located near the population center of Baghdad, Iraq.  The facility was selected by Ambassador Bremer in May of 2003 who envisioned it as a temporary facility to be used for criminal detainees until the new Iraqi government established a prison of their own… pp 69. The first detainees arrived at Guantanamo in January of 2002.  Two join task forces appointed by the Commander of Southern Command for detention (JTF-160) and for intelligence (JTF-170) were merged in August of 2002…pp 71  On November 4, 2002 MG Miller was appointed Commander of Joint Task Force Guantanamo…pp 72

111. The Abu Ghraib facility is located near the population center of Baghdad, Iraq…pp 72   Abu Ghraib was selected by Ambassador Bremer to serve as a temporary facility to be used for criminal detainees until the new Iraqi government could be established and an Iraqi prison established at a different site. In summer of 2003 Abu Ghraib was selected to house security detainees because it was difficult to transport prisoners because of improvised explosive devices to more remote and secure Camp Bucca, 150 miles away…pp 73  Conditions at Abu Ghraib reflected a division between US and Iraqi detainees.  US forces were operating in Tiers 1A and 1B while Iraqi prison guards were under complete control of Tiers 2 through 7 for Iraqis who had committed crimes against other Iraqis…pp 74  Troublesome detainees are held in Tier 1B…pp 75  After his visit August/September 2003 MG Miller recommended the use of dogs to maintain the security of the facility.  The dogs were implemented in November however they became used for interrogations…pp 76

112. DoD Directive No. 5100.77 Law of War Program describes the law of war as;

That part of international law that regulates the conduct of armed hostilities.  It is also known as the law of armed conflict. The law of war encompasses all international law for the conduct of hostilities binding on the United States or its individual citizens, including treaties and international agreements to which the United States is a party, and applicable customary international law.  United States Armed Forces are expected to comply with all laws of war no matter what the circumstances…pp 79 

113. Since the signing of the Memorandum by the President on February 7, 2002 by the US President where he disavowed the application of the Geneva Convention for al Queda and created a class of military prisoner known, by military intelligence as, “unprivileged belligerent” to contribute to the incarcerated population of civilian detainees awaiting criminal trial and enemy combatant to be released at the cessation of hostilities.  The International Committee for the Red Cross (ICRC) does not recognize the class called “unprivileged belligerent” and condemns the unregistered ghost prisoners.  The United States is clearly in violation of the III and IV Geneva Conventions of 1949…pp 86-87

14. Army Report on Abu Ghraib Military Intelligence

114. The Army Report on Abu Ghraib Military Intelligence was written by two authors, (1) AR 15-6 Investigation of the Abu Ghraib Prison and 205th Military Intelligence Brigade LTG Anthony R. Jones pp 6-33 (2) AR 15-6 Investigation of the Abu Ghraib Detention Facility and 205th Military Intelligence Brigade, MG George R. Fay pp 34-176.  The investigation was ordered initially by LTG Ricardo S. Sanchez, Commander, Combined Joint Task Force Seven (CJTF-7). MG Fay was appointed to investigate allegations that members of the 205th Military Intelligence Brigade (205 MI BDE) were involved in detainee abuse at the Abu Ghraib Detention Facility…pp 3   When hostilities were declared over, US forces had control of only 600 Enemy Prisoners of War (EPW) and Iraqi criminals. In the fall of 2003, the number of detainees rose exponentially and the CJTF-7 commander believed he had no choice but to use Abu Ghraib as the central detention facility. The abuses at Abu Ghraib primarily fall into two categories: a) intentional violent or sexual abuse and, b) abusive actions taken based on misinterpretations or confusion regarding law or policy…pp4 

115. Over 9,000 documents were collected, catalogued and archived into a database.  The investigative team consisted of 26 personnel to include investigators, analysts, subject matter experts and legal advisors…pp 39 Over 170 persons were interviewed concerning their knowledge of interrogation and detention operations at Abu Ghraib and/or their knowledge of and involvement in detainee abuse…pp 41 This investigation identified forty-four (44) alleged instances or events of detainee abuse committed by MP and MI Soldiers, as well as civilian contractors. On sixteen (16) of these occasions, abuse by the MP Soldiers was, or was alleged to have been, requested, encouraged, condoned, or solicited by MI personnel. The abuse, however, was directed  individual basis and never officially sanctioned or approved. MI solicitation of MP abuse included the use of isolation with sensory deprivation, removal of clothing and humiliation, the use of dogs as an interrogation tool to induce fear, and physical abuse. In eleven (11) instances, MI personnel were found to be directly involved in the abuse…pp 41.  Twenty-seven (27) were cited in this report for some degree of culpability and seventeen (17) were cited for misunderstanding of policy, regulation or law..pp 42. MG Fay has found that from 25 July 2003 to 6 February 2004, twenty-seven 205 MI BDE Personnel allegedly requested, encouraged, condoned or solicited Military Police (MP) personnel to abuse detainees and/or participated in detainee abuse and/or violated established interrogation procedures and applicable laws and regulations during interrogation operations at Abu Ghraib…8 Twenty-four (24) serious incidents of physical and sexual abuse occurred from 20 September through 13 December 2003 and 44 incidents are reported in the Army Report…pp 105-129

116. Before deciding to centralize detainees at Abu Ghraib, major organizational changes were ongoing in the structure of U.S. Forces fighting the Iraqi campaign. Following major ground operations and declaration of the end of hostilities, the U.S. Army V Corps transitioned to become the CJTF-7.  Also during this period, then-MG Sanchez was promoted to Lieutenant General and assumed command of V Corps, replacing LTG Wallace who led Phase III, Decisive Operations, in Iraq. LTG Sanchez transitioned from commanding a division, consisting of approximately 15,000 Soldiers, to commanding V Corps. The U.S. Third Army, or ARCENT, was designated the Combined Forces Land Component Command under the U.S. Central Command during the initial phases of OW. When V Corps transitioned to the CJTF-7, the new command assumed responsibility for the Combined Forces Land Component Command (CFLCC) missions and operations in the Iraqi Theater of Operations (IT 0). The Forces under the command of LTG Sanchez grew to approximately 180,000 U.S. and Coalition forces. In addition, the new CJTF-7 was directed to transition to Phase IV of the Iraqi campaign. Phase IV operations were envisioned as stability and support operations (SASO) and direct support to the CPA. CJTF-7 assistance to the CPA was essential to help the CPA succeed in recreating essential government departments under the control of Iraqi leaders. CJTF-7 would also help the CPA transition control of critical government organizations, strategic communications, reconstruction contracts, and lines of operation necessary to enable Iraqi self-rule. 169 positions were earmarked for the support of operations at Abu Ghraib…pp 14.  V Corps was never adequately resourced as a CJTF. The challenge of transitioning from V Corps HQ5 to CJTF-7 without adequate personnel, equipment, and intelligence architecture is reported by the Army report to have severely degraded the commander and staff during transition…pp 32
117. The 800th MP Brigade was designated the responsible unit for the Abu Ghraib detention facility and for securing and safeguarding the detainees. The 205th MI Brigade was given responsibility for screening and interrogating detainees at Abu Ghraib. The 320th MP battalion was the unit specifically charged with operating the Abu Ghraib detainee facility by the 800th MP Brigade…pp 16  The 205 MI BDE Commander, COL Thomas Pappas, took command of the 205 MI BDE on 1 July 2003 while the unit was already deployed in Iraq…pp 65 In late July 2003, only 14 interrogation personnel were present in the 205 MI BDE to support interrogation operations at Abu Ghraib.  By December 2003, Abu Ghraib (the JIDC) had approximately 160 205 MI BDE personnel with 45 interrogators and 18 linguists/translators assigned to conduct interrogation operations. The first MI unit to arrive at Abu Ghraib was a detachment from A/519 MI BN on 25 July 2003. The person in charge of that contingent was 1SGT McBride. Soldiers from the 519 MI BN had been sent there to prepare for OVB. CPT Wood arrived at Abu Ghraib on 4 August 2003 to assume the duties of Interrogation Operations OIC. MAJ Thompson arrived on or about 10 September 2003 along with elements of the 325 MI BN. MAJ Thompson was sent by COL Pappas to set up the JIDC at Abu Ghraib. LTC Jordan arrived at Abu Ghraib on 17 September 2003 to become the Director of the JIDC. MAJ Price and elements of the 323 MI BN arrived at the end of September 2003...pp 74 During October 2003, in addition to the elements of the already mentioned MI units and the Titan and CACI civilians, elements of the 470 MI GP, 500 MI GP, and 66 MI GP appeared. These units were from Texas, Japan, and Germany, and were part of the US Army Intelligence and Security Command (INSCOM), which tasked those subordinate units to send whatever interrogator and analyst support they had available. MAJ Thompson rotated back to the US on 15 November 2003. CPT Wood left on emergency leave on 4 December 2003 and never returned. MAJ Price, then, was the only commissioned officer remaining in the Operations Section…pp 74
118. Prior to the beginning of hostilities, planners estimated 30-100 thousand enemy prisoners of war would need to be secured, segregated, detained, and interrogated. The 800th MP Brigade was given the mission to establish as many as twelve detention centers, to be run by subordinate battalion units. As of May 2003, when major combat operation were determined to be over BG Hill reported that only an estimated 600 detainees were being held -- a combination of enemy prisoners and criminals.  The population of criminals, security detainees, and detainees with potential intelligence value grew to an estimated 4000-5000 personnel in the fall of 2003…pp 15  There are currently an estimated 180,000 U.S.and coalition forces, under all echelons of command within the CJTF-7.  The Coalition Provisional Authority (CPA) made the initial decision to use Abu Ghraib Prison as a criminal detention facility in May 2003. Abu Ghraib began receiving criminal prisoners in June 2003. There were no MI Holds or security detainees in the beginning. All such categories of detainees were sent to Camp Cropper (located at BIAP) or to the other existing facilities throughout the country such as Camp Bucca…pp 67.  The Hard Site permanent building facilities at Abu Ghraib were not open for occupancy until 25 August 2003…pp 68

119. The Army’s capstone doctrine for the conduct of interrogation operations is Field Manual (FM) 34-52, Intelligence Interrogation, dated September 1992. Non-doctrinal approaches, techniques, and practices were developed and approved for use in Afghanistan and GTMO as part of the Global War on Terrorism (GWOT). These techniques, approaches, and practices became confused at Abu Ghraib and were implemented without proper authorities or safeguards. Soldiers were not trained on non-doctrinal interrogation techniques such as sleep adjustment, isolation, and the use of dogs. Many interrogators and personnel overseeing interrogation operations at Abu Ghraib had prior exposure to or experience in GTMO or Afghanistan….pp 42
120. By December 2003, the JIDC at Abu Ghraib had a total of approximately 160 personnel with 45 interrogators and 18 linguists/translators assigned to conduct interrogation operations. These personnel were from six different MI battalions and groups – the 519 MI BN, 323 MI BN, 325 MI BN, 470 MI GP, the 66th MI GP, the 500 MI GP. To complicate matters, interrogators from a US Army Intelligence Center and School, Mobile Training Team (MTT) consisting of analysts and interrogators, and three interrogation teams consisting of six personnel from GTMO, came to Abu Ghraib to assist in improving interrogation operations..pp 43
121. The CIA conducted unilateral and joint interrogation operations at Abu Ghraib. The CIA’s detention and interrogation practices contributed to a loss of accountability and abuse at Abu Ghraib. No memorandum of understanding existed on the subject interrogation operations between the CIA and CJTF-7, and local CIA officers convinced military leaders that they should be allowed to operate outside the established local rules and procedures. CIA detainees in Abu Ghraib, known locally as “Ghost Detainees,” were not accounted for in the detention system...pp 43 CIA officers operating at Abu Ghraib used alias and never revealed their true names…pp 88
122. Physical and sexual abuses of detainees at Abu Ghraib were by far the most serious. The abuses spanned from direct physical assault, such as delivering head blows rendering detainees unconscious, to sexual posing and forced participation in group masturbation. At the extremes were the death of a detainee in OGA custody, an alleged rape committed by a US translator and observed by a female Soldier, and the alleged sexual assault of a female detainee. These abuses are, without question, criminal…pp 43.  There was significant confusion by both MI and MPs between the definitions of solation and segregation. LTG Sanchez approved the extended use of isolation on several occasions, intending for the detainee to be kept apart, without communication with their fellow detainees. Use of isolation rooms in the Abu Ghraib Hard Site was not closely controlled or monitored. Lacking proper training, clear guidance, or experience in this technique, both MP and MI stretched the bounds into further abuse; sensory deprivation and unsafe or unhealthy living conditions. Detainees were sometimes placed in excessively cold or hot cells with limited or poor ventilation and no light…pp 44
123. The overwhelming evidence in this investigation shows that all “detainees” at Abu Ghraib were civilian internees.  “Civilian Internee” is someone who is interned during armed conflict or occupation for security reasons or for protection or because he has committed an offense against the detaining power. (1) Criminal Detainee. A person detained because he/she is reasonably suspected of having committed a crime against Iraqi Nationals or Iraqi property or a crime not related to the coalition force mission. (2) Security Internee. Civilians interned during conflict or occupation for their own protection or because they pose a threat to the security of coalition forces, or its mission, or are of intelligence value. This includes persons detained for committing offenses (including attempts) against coalition forces.  (3) MI Hold. A directive to hold and not release a detainee/internee in the custody of the Coalition Forces, issued by a member or agent of a US Military Intelligence Organization…pp 46

124. The Security Internee Review and Appeal Board was established on 15 August 2003. It served as the release authority for security internees and/or those on MI Hold who were deemed to be of no security threat or (further) intelligence value. It consisted of three voting members - the C2, CJTF-7 (MG Fast), the Commander 800 MP BDE (BG Karpinski), and the CJTF-7 SJA (COL Warren), and two non-voting members (a SJA recorder and a MI assistant recorder).  Due to poor record keeping, accurate detainee release statistics are not available. We do know that by 2 October 2003, only 220 files had been reviewed by the board.  In the October – November 2003 timeframe, only approximately 100 detainee files a week were considered for release.  By February 2004, a standing board was established to deal with the ever increasing backlog. Even with more frequent meetings, the release of detainees from Abu Ghraib did not keep pace with the inflow. BG Karpinski believed that MG Fast was unreasonably denying detainees' release. By 11 January 2004, 57 review boards had been held and 1152 detained personnel had been released out of a total of 2113 considered. From February 2004 on, the release flow increased.  As of late May 2004, over 8500 detainees had been reviewed for release, with 5300 plus being released and 3200 plus being recommended for continued internment. Even with these long release delays (often 6 months and longer), there were concerns between the intelligence and tactical sides of the house. Combat Commanders desired that no security detainee be released for fear that any and all detainees could be threats to coalition forces…pp 72
125. As the pace of operations picked up in late November – early December 2003, it became a common practice for maneuver elements to round up large quantities of Iraqi personnel in the general vicinity of a specified target as a cordon and capture technique. Some operations were conducted at night resulting in some detainees being delivered to collection points only wearing night clothes or under clothes. SGT Jose Garcia, assigned to the Abu Ghraib Detainee Assessment Board, estimated that 85% - 90% of the detainees were of no intelligence value based upon board interviews and debriefings of detainees. Complicated and unresponsive release procedures ensured that these detainees stayed at Abu Ghraib – even though most had no value…pp 71 "The prisoners are captured by Soldiers, taken from their familiar surroundings, blindfolded and put into a truck and brought to this place (Abu Ghraib); and then they are pushed down a hall with guards barking orders and thrown into a cell, naked; and that not knowing what was going to happen or what the guards might do caused them extreme fear."…pp 97

126. The ICRC made a number of recommendations after the October 2003 visits, including: grant ICRC full and unimpeded access to all detainees; overruling COL Warren invocation of Article 143 of the Fourth Geneva Conventions that did not allow the ICRC to have private interviews with eight detainees who were undergoing active interrogations. He did allow the ICRC delegate to see the detainees, observe the conditions of their detention, and obtain their names and Internee Serial Numbers.”…pp 101 Coalition forces must improve the security related to the accommodation structure; clarify and improve conditions of detention and treatment; distribute hygiene items, spare clothes, blankets, etc.; inform detainees of the reason for their detention; implement regular family visits for detainees; and increase recreational and educational activities…pp 98  Guards must respect at all times the human dignity, physical integrity, and cultural sensitivity of detainees; set up a system of notification of arrest to the families of detainees; prevent all forms of ill-treatment; respect and protect the dignity of detainees; allow sufficient time for outside activity and exercise; define and apply regulations compatible with international Humanitarian Law; thoroughly investigate violation of international Humanitarian Law; ensure that capturing forces and interment facility personnel are trained to function in a proper manner without resorting to ill-treatment of detainees…pp 99

127. During the 9-12 and 21-23 October 2003 visits to Abu Ghraib, the ICRC noted that the ill treatment of detainees during interrogation was not systemic, except with regard to persons arrested in connection with suspected security offenses or deemed to have an “intelligence value.” These individuals were probably the MI holds. "In these cases, persons deprived of their liberty [and] under supervision of the Military Intelligence were at high risk of being subjected to a variety of harsh treatments. These ranged from insults, threat and humiliations, to both physical and psychological coercion (which in some cases was tantamount to torture) in order to force cooperation with their interrogators  The ICRC noted that some detainees in Tier 1A were held naked in their cells, with meals ready to eat (MRE) packing being used to cover their nudity. The ICRC immediately informed the authorities, and the detainees received clothes for the remainder of the ICRC visit. Additionally, the ICRC complained about MI-imposed restrictions on visiting certain security detainees in Camp Vigilant and in Tier 1A. Red Cross delegates were informed they could visit those areas the following day and then only on the basis of a list of detainees and tasks agreed on with Abu Ghraib officials.  The ICRC found a high level of depression, feelings of helplessness, stress, and frustration, especially by those detainees in isolation. Detainees made the following allegations during interviews with the ICRC: threats during interrogation; insults and verbal insults during transfer in Tier 1A; sleep deprivation; walking in the corridors handcuffed and naked, except for female underwear over the head; handcuffing either to the upper bed bars or doors of the cell for 3-4 hours. Some detainees presented physical marks and psychological symptoms which were compatible with these allegations. Also noted were brutality upon capture, physical or psychological coercion during interrogation, prolonged isolation, and excessive and disproportionate use of force…pp 97-98

128. MG G. Miller, the former Commander of Joint Task Force Guantanamo and as of April 2004 Director of Detention Operations for the Combined Joint Task Force –7…pp 144 From 31 August to 9 September 2003, MG G. Miller led a team to Iraq to conduct an “Assessment of DoD Counterterrorism Interrogation and Detention Operations in Iraq.” Specifically, MG G. Miller's team was to conduct assistance visits to CJTF-7, TF-20, and the ISG to discuss current theater ability to exploit internees rapidly for actionable intelligence…pp 91 10 September 2003--the day MG G. Miller departed Iraq…pp 92 This was followed by a training team from 2 October - 2 December 2003.  The training provided at Abu Ghraib did not identify the abuses that were ongoing as violations of regulations or law, nor did it clarify issues involving detainee abuse reporting…pp 54  The policy spread was begun on 16 April 2003, when the Secretary of Defense approved approaches for use on the Guantanamo “unlawful” combatants, as defined by the President’s Military Order of 13 November 2001, the President issued a military order entitled the Detention, Treatment and Trial of Certain Non-Citizens in the War Against Terrorism. The order authorized US military forces to detain non-US citizens suspected of terrorism, and try them for violations of the law of war and other applicable laws…pp 63-64 and reiterated in the 7 February 2002 memorandum to DoD. Once this document was signed, it became policy at JTF-GTMO, and later became the bedrock on which the CJTF-7 policies were based…pp 57 Abusing detainees with dogs started almost immediately after the dogs arrived at Abu Ghraib on 20 November 2003 as a result of recommendations from MG G. Miller’s assessment team from GTMO. MG G. Miller recommended dogs as beneficial for detainee custody and control issues. Interrogations at Abu Ghraib, however, were influenced by several documents that spoke of exploiting the Arab fear of dogs…pp 44 The use of nudity as an interrogation technique or incentive to maintain the cooperation of detainees was not a technique developed at Abu Ghraib, but rather a technique which was imported and can be traced through Afghanistan and GTMO…pp 44  The Army Report finds that MG G. Miller's visit did not introduce "harsh techniques" into the Abu Ghraib interrogation operation. the JTF-GTMO training team inadvertently validated restricted interrogation techniques…pp 151 However the statement is contradicted and the report found that clearly a significant problem was the JTF-GTMO's lack of understanding of the approved interrogation techniques, either for GTMO or CJTF-7 or Abu Ghraib. When the training team composed of the experts from a national level operation failed to recognize, object to, or report detainee abuse, such as the use of nudity as an interrogation tactic, they failed as a training team and further validated the use of unacceptable interrogation techniques...pp 151 the finding of this application for an advisory opinion is that MG Miller should be relieved from his command and given a letter of reprimand.

129. The selection of Abu Ghraib as a detention facility was inappropriate because of its inherent indefensibility and poor condition. The selection of Abu Ghraib as a detention center was dictated by the Coalition Provisional Authority officials despite concerns that the Iraqi people would look negatively on Americans interning detainees in a facility associated with torture. Abu Ghraib was in poor physical condition with buildings and sections of the perimeter wall having been destroyed, resulting in completely inadequate living conditions. Force protection must be a major consideration in selecting any facility as a detention facility. Abu Ghraib was located in the middle of the Sunni Triangle, an area known to be very hostile to coalition forces. Mortar attacks culminated in April 2004 killing 22 detainees and wounding approximately 80 others, some seriously…pp 72  LTC Jordan and ten other Soldiers were wounded in the mortar attack that occurred on 20 September 2003. Two Soldiers died in that attack…pp 79 Further, being surrounded by civilian housing and open fields and encircled by a network of roads and highways, its defense presented formidable force protection challenges. Even though the force protection posture at Abu Ghraib was compromised from the start due to its location and poor condition, coalition personnel still had a duty and responsibility to undertake appropriate defensive measures. However, the poor security posture at Abu Ghraib resulted in the deaths and wounding of both coalition forces and detainees...pp 145 

14. Iraq Trust

130. The Iraq Trust was deposited shortly after the Report of the Secretary-General pursuant to paragraph 24 of Security Council resolution 1483 (2003), S/2003/715 of 17 July 2003 to support the interests of the Iraqi people, especially their demand for the early restoration of Iraqi sovereignty.  On 27 May 2003, Sergio Vieira de Mello was appointed Special Representative for Iraq, for a period of four months. His initial team has comprised staff from the Department of Peacekeeping Operations, the Department of Political Affairs, the Department of Public Information, the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund (IMF), and his own Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights. They went to Baghdad on 2 June 2003. He was responsible to take into account paragraph 16 of resolution 1483 (2003), in which the Council requested the termination of the oil-for-food programme in November 2003 and paragraph 24 that Requests the Secretary-General to report to the Council at regular intervals on the work of the Special Representative. to promote the welfare of the Iraqi people through the effective administration of the territory, including in particular working towards the restoration of conditions of security and stability and the creation of conditions in which the Iraqi people can freely determine their own political future. On balance, GDP per capita is estimated to have dropped from over $3,300 in 1980 to $1,200 just before the recent war. The UNDP Arab Human Development Report 2002 places Iraq at 110 among 111 countries reviewed and over 80 per cent of the population are now estimated to be living in poverty.  60% of the people were dependant upon the Oil for Food Program for a cash allowance with which they could afford groceries. On 7 July, the Administrator announced the distribution of a new series of Iraqi dinar banknotes, to enhance the independence of the Central Bank, and the approval of an Iraqi budget for the second half of 2003.  

131. The termination of the Oil for Food Program is suspected to be an attempt to deprive the Iraqi people their sustenance that should not have been supported by the United Nations in citation to Art. 54 of the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol 1) Adopted on 8 June 1977.  The Secretary General pursuant to par. 24 of Security Council Res. 1483 (2003), S/2003/1149 of December 5, 2003 reported, “At approximately 1630 hours local time on Tuesday, 19 August, a flatbed truck carrying an estimated 1,000 kilograms of high explosives was detonated on the service road adjacent to the south-west corner of the Canal Hotel, United Nations headquarters in Baghdad. The attack was carefully planned and deliberately targeted at the compound’s weakest point, with devastating effect. It resulted in the death of 22 persons (15 of them United Nations staff members) and the wounding of more than 150, some of them wounded extremely seriously. My Special Representative for Iraq and United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, Sergio Vieira de Mello, was among those killed”. His final accomplishment was the election of the Iraqi Bar Association between 14 and 17 August.  As the result of the attack the UN has reduced the number of international staff in Baghdad from 400 to approximately 50 and in the three northern governorates from 400 to approximately 30, and to vacate United Nations offices in Basra, Hilla and Mosul.  On 22 September, a second suicide attack was launched against United Nations headquarters at the Canal Hotel in Baghdad, resulting in the death of one Iraqi policeman and the wounding of others who were protecting the compound. Two United Nations national staff were among the injured.  After both attacks the United Nations personnel relocated to neighboring countries.
132. The formation of the Iraqi Governing Council on 13 July offered the potential to provide a credible and representative Iraqi interlocutor with which the United Nations could develop a comprehensive programme of action across a broad spectrum of activities, including in support of the political transition process. The Governing Council sent a delegation to the meeting of the Security Council on Iraq on 22 July. On 29 July it appointed a nine-member rotational leadership committee from among its 25 members, and on 11 August the Governing Council formed a 25-member constitutional preparatory committee. On 14 August, in paragraph 1 of its resolution 1500 (2003), the Security Council welcomed “the broadly representative Governing Council ... as an important step towards the formation by the people of Iraq of an internationally recognized, representative government that will exercise the sovereignty of Iraq”.  To support this system, WFP has delivered, since the start of its operation in April, more than 2 million metric tons of food commodities to Ministry of Trade warehouses around the country, providing enough food assistance for the entire

population of Iraq.

133. On 23 October the International Donors Conference for the Reconstruction of Iraq in Madrid. The key document before the Conference was the consolidated needs assessment report prepared jointly by the United Nations Development Group (UNDG) and the World Bank, with assistance from the International Monetary Fund (IMF).  It was attended by representatives from 73 countries and 20 international organizations. At the end of the Conference, participants announced overall pledges amounting to more than $33 billion in grants and loans until the end of 2007, including $20 billion from the United States of America, $5.5 billion from the World Bank and the IMF and $5 billion from Japan.  The Trust fund is determined to invest in technology.
134. The constitutional preparatory committee, which had been formed on 11 August, reached conclusions with respect to options for the drafting and adoption of a new constitution for Iraq. In its report submitted to the Governing Council on 30 September, the committee recommended that the new Iraqi constitution be drafted by a directly elected body (constitutional conference) and that, thereafter, the draft constitution be voted on by the population as a whole through a general referendum. It favoured asking that the process of electing delegates to the constitutional conference be conducted under United Nations supervision. While recognizing that this option would require at least one to two years, the committee preferred it to less time-consuming options — such as the drafting of the constitution by a partially elected or selected body — because it placed primacy on the need for genuine and widespread national ownership of the final product..pp 61. A constitution should embody the core principles of a nation, including the extent and manner of the exercise of its sovereign powers. It follows that it must be wholly produced and owned by the people of Iraq. The document should take into consideration the views and aspirations of all Iraqis on relevant issues, including the structure of Iraq’s Government, the role of religion and the articulation of a set of fundamental rights and principles by which Iraqis wish to be governed…pp 79

135. On 15 November 2003 Jalal Talabani, then President of the Governing Council, and Ambassadors L. Paul Bremer and David Richmond, on behalf of the Coalition Provisional Authority, concluded an agreement on the timetable and programme for the drafting of a new constitution and holding of elections under that constitution, which the Security Council, in operative paragraph 7 of resolution 1511 (2003), had requested be submitted for its review no later than 15 December, as well as on a course of action to restore full responsibility for governing Iraq to the people of Iraq by 1 July 2004.
136. By 30 June 2004, the new transitional administration — whose scope and structures are to be set out in a “fundamental law” to be approved by the Coalition Provisional Authority and the Governing Council by 28 February 2004 — was determined to assume from the Coalition Provisional Authority full responsibility for governing Iraq. The Authority and the Governing Council will be dissolved at that time. The agreement also sets forth a specific timetable for the constitutional process to be codified in the fundamental law, with elections for a constitutional conference to be held by 15 March 2005 and a popular referendum to be held to ratify the constitution. Elections for a new Government under that constitution are to be held by 31 December 2005, at which point the fundamental law will expire.  The United Nations has considerable experience in providing technical assistance and organizing transitional elections. Electoral assistance has been given in a variety of areas. The first involves the establishment of a legal framework, including the formulation of the electoral system, in particular the form and basis of representation for the bodies to be elected; the eligibility criteria for voters and candidates; and the definition of the electoral authority or authorities in charge of the process. A second aspect revolves around the establishment of an electoral administration, which entails the setting up of offices, recruitment of personnel and development of procedures. A third area of activity relates to the preparation, planning and conduct of the various electoral operations, which may include the establishment of a voters’ register in addition to the registration of political parties and candidates, civic education, polling, counting and the announcement of the

Results...pp77
137. In Report of the Secretary-General pursuant to paragraph 24 of resolution 1483 (2003) and paragraph 12 of resolution 1511 (2003), S/2004/625 of August 5, 2003. On 10 December 2003, the Secretary General appointed Ross Mountain as Special Representative for Iraq and Head of UNAMI ad interim. Priorities were determined to be (1) Education and culture; (2) Health; (3) Water and sanitation; (4) Infrastructure and housing; (5) Agriculture, water resources and environment; (6) Food security; (7) Mine action; (8) Internally displaced persons and refugees; (9) Governance and civil society; (10) Poverty reduction and human development; (11) Support to the electoral process.
138. During his first visit, from 6 to 13 February 2004, a Special Adviser and a team from the Electoral Assistance Division of the Department of Political Affairs of the Secretariat carried out a fact-finding mission in Iraq. The mission concluded that credible elections could not be held by 30 June 2004, given that at least eight months were needed after a legal and institutional framework had been established. On 8 June 2004, the Security Council unanimously adopted resolution 1546 (2004), by which it endorsed the proposed timetable for Iraq’s political transition, including the formation of a sovereign Interim Government of Iraq by 30 June 2004 and the convening of a national conference. The Council also endorsed the holding no later than 31 January 2005 of direct democratic elections for a Transitional National Assembly, which would have responsibility, inter alia, for forming a Transitional Government and for drafting a permanent constitution for Iraq leading to a constitutionally elected government by 31 December 2005. On 12 July 2004, the Secretary General appointed Ashraf Jehangir Qazi as new Special Rappateur.  On 28 June 2004, the responsibility for decisions on the use of the resources of the Development Fund for Iraq was handed over from the Coalition Provisional Authority to the Interim Government of Iraq and the Coalition Provisional Authority and Governing Council of Iraq were dissolved. 

139. Whereas the international community has terminated the Oil for Food program that provided cash assistance to 60% of the population a new welfare administration must be developed under the Declaration of Social Progress and Development 2542 (XXIV) A/7630 (1969).  Rhetoric regarding the market economy simply does not replace the independent social security of state administered programs of cash assistance for the poor.  Whereas unemployment is reported to have achieved a level of only 25% after initial rates over 65% it can be estimated that 6.5 million people of Iraq’s 26 million people would be in need of assistance.  If each of these citizens were given $1,200 a year that would cost $31 billion, the entire size of the Iraqi Trust, this is therefore too generous, it is however recommended to grant them $500 a year for a total welfare cost to the oil revenues of $13 billion.  Whereas the rest of the government also requires funding a yearly budget of $20 billion is recommended for the entire government.  The State must insure the property of the very low estimate of 110,000 refugees who need to rebuild their houses through grants and loans valued from $1,000-$10,000 for refugees to $100,000 for small businesses, survivor benefits of $2,500 should also be paid to the surviving family members who produce a death certificate for someone who died in this most recent war to do the International Compensation Commission justice.

140. In January 2005, 8.5 million Iraqis defied terrorist threats to vote for Iraq's first freely elected national government and provincial governments. 

141. In April, the elected leaders of Iraq's national legislature came together to form a diverse cabinet that represented all groups, despite election results that heavily favored the Shi'a and Kurdish communities. 

142. In June, the national legislature formally invited non-elected Sunni Arab leaders to join constitutional negotiations, demonstrating that leaders from all communities understood the importance of a constitution with input from Iraq's major groups. 

143. In summer/autumn 2005, Iraq's elected national legislature -- and the Sunni leaders invited to join the process -- drafted a constitution that was a huge step for Iraq and the region. This draft constitution invests the sovereignty of Iraq in the people and their right to vote, protects individual rights and religious freedoms, and puts forward sophisticated institutional arrangements to safeguard minority rights. 

144. By the end of September 2005, approximately one million new voters came forward to check their names on Iraq's voting rolls -- the vast majority in Sunni areas. In October, nearly 10 million Iraqis from all areas of the country again defied terrorist threats to vote in the constitutional referendum. The constitution was ratified. 

145. Interest in the political process is stronger than ever. More than 300 parties and coalitions are registered for the December elections, and even those who opposed the constitution have organized for the December vote. 

146. As of November 2005, there were more than 212,000 trained and equipped Iraqi Security Forces, compared with 96,000 in September of last year. In August 2004, there were five Iraqi army battalions in the fight; now more than 120 Iraqi army and police battalions are in the fight. Of these battalions, more than 80 are fighting side-by-side with Coalition forces and more than 40 others are taking the lead in the fight. More battalions are being recruited, trained, and fielded. In July 2004 there were no operational Iraqi brigade or division headquarters; now there are seven division and more than 30 brigade headquarters in the Iraqi army. In June 2004, there were no Iraqi combat support or service support battalions; now there are a half dozen operational battalions supporting fielded Iraqi units.

147. Oil production increased from an average of 1.58 million barrels per day in 2003, to an average of 2.25 million barrels per day in 2004. Iraq presently is producing on average 2.1 million barrels per day, a slight decrease due to terrorist attacks on infrastructure, dilapidated and insufficient infrastructure, and poor maintenance practices. We are helping the Iraqis address each challenge so the country can have a dependable income stream. 

148. Iraq's nominal GDP recovered from its nadir of $13.6 billion in 2003 to $25.5 billion in 2004, led primarily by the recovery of the oil sector. According to the International Monetary Fund, GDP is expected to grow in real terms by 3.7 percent in 2005 and nearly 17 percent in 2006. 

149. Iraq's exchange rate has been stable since the introduction of its new currency in 2004 and remains so at approximately 1,475 Iraqi Dinar/$1. A stable currency has allowed the Central Bank of Iraq to better manage inflationary pressures. 

150. According to the IMF, per capita GDP, an important measure of poverty, rebounded to $942 in 2004 (after dropping to $518 in 2003), and is expected to continue to increase to over $1,000 in 2005. 

151. Since April 2003, Iraq has registered more than 30,000 new businesses, and its stock market (established in April 2004) currently lists nearly 90 companies with an average daily trading volume over $100 million (from January to May 2005), up from an average of $86 million in 2004. 

152. Iraq is rejoining the international financial community: it is on the road to WTO accession, has completed its first IMF economic health report card in 25 years, and secured an agreement that could lead to as much as 80 percent reduction from the Paris Club for Saddam-era debt. 

153. Iraqi business leaders are decidedly optimistic about the growth of the economy as well as the growth of their own businesses. According to a September poll by Zogby International for the Center for International Private Enterprise, 77 percent of Iraqi businesses anticipate growth in the national economy over the next two years and 69 percent of respondents describe themselves as being "optimistic" about Iraq's economic future. 

154. Today in Iraq there are more than 3 million cell phone subscribers. In 2003 there were virtually none. 

15. Afghan Trust

155. The Draft Constitution of Afghanistan 2004 has restored constitutional governance to the Afghanistan and the October elections granted Hamad Karzai more than 50% of the votes required.  Peace and democracy are nearly restored to Afghanistan however regional warlords remain un-integrated into the national government.  Democracy was introduced to Afghanistan by the revolution that overthrew King Zahir Shah in Art. 20 of the Constitution of 1976.  The 1987 revision of the Constitution of the Republic of Afghanistan led to recognition of Afghan independence in the 1988 Geneva Accords ordering the withdrawal of Soviet troops that was not completed until 1989.  The failure of the Afghan state in 1993 and 1994 is primarily attributed to bad luck resulting from the investment of the entire government in Article 66 of the 1990 Constitution.  

156. In the Report of the Secretary General of August 12, 2003 A/58/868–S/2004/634 regarding the Situation in Afghanistan and the Implications for International Peace and Security the Joint Electoral Management Body made the decision, to hold presidential elections on 9 October and to postpone parliamentary elections until April 2005…pp 1  The preliminary results of the October 9 Election reveal Hamad Karzai as the winner with over 50% of the vote.  At the Berlin conference, the Government of Afghanistan presented a report entitled “Securing Afghanistan’s future”, which laid out a long-term programme of public investment and policy reform to make Afghanistan fiscally self-sufficient. The report estimated that $27.5 billion would be needed over seven years to raise annual per capita gross domestic product (GDP) to $500, make significant progress towards the Millennium Development Goals (see General Assembly resolution 55/2), and progressively eliminate the illicit drug economy. The international community responded generously by pledging some $8.2 billion towards the reconstruction of Afghanistan from 2004 to 2007…pp 3

157. In March 2004, following broad consultations, the Government made public its intention to hold presidential and lower house parliamentary elections simultaneously in September 2004. The upper house elections, which require the prior election of advisory councils in nearly 400 districts, were delayed until the spring of 2005…pp 8.  After two months of discussion, the Electoral Law was passed by the Cabinet on 27 May 2004, thus codifying the electoral rules for the transitional period.  In accordance with the constitution, the law also ensures that, on average, 2 seats per province will be held by women, or 68 of the total 249 seats in the lower house…pp 9 The voter registration process that began on 1 December 2003 has resulted in the registration of and issuance of voter cards to some 8.7 million out of an estimated 9.8 million voters at 29 July. Women account for some 41 per cent of registered voters…pp 3  In some districts in the south, chronic insecurity has effectively deprived potential voters of the opportunity to register…pp 6.   On 5 June, the Decree on Provincial Boundaries, delineating administrative divisions for electoral purposes, was signed, as required by the Electoral Law. Two new provinces (Panjshir and Daikundi) were created under the decree. The law also required population figures for each province to be provided by the Government 30 days after the boundary decree in order to apportion seats in the legislature.  On 10 July, the Cabinet decided to base provincial population figures on the 1979 census and requested the United Nations to provide technical assistance to update the figures and to supervise the publication of the final outcome…pp 10

158. Acts of violence have, increasingly, been directed at the staff and offices of the electoral secretariat and United Nations workers…pp 18.  The security situation remains volatile and heavy weapons were used in four or five conflicts.  The Afghan National Army, consists of 15 battalions in three brigades, with a strength of almost 9,800 (including 118 staff officers), against its target strength of 70,000 to be achieved by 2009. Training is currently being undertaken by 3,000 recruits…pp 28.  The commitment made at the Berlin conference was to achieve the disarmament, demobilization and reintegration of no less than 40 per cent of the stated troop strength of 100,000 Afghan Militia Forces with responsible supervision of heavy weapons by June 2004…pp 29. As at 31 July, the number of men who had turned in their weapons and entered the disarmament, demobilization and reintegration programme stood at some 12,245 or, based on Ministry of Defence figures, a little over 12 per cent of the Afghan Militia Forces’ troop strength. In the conduct of the disarmament, demobilization and reintegration exercise led by Japan, however, it became evident that the actual troop strength was significantly less than 100,000 and might stand at 60,000 or less, in which case the actual percentage of disarmament, demobilization and reintegration achieved to date would be closer to 20 per cent…pp 30.  Of the 10,380 former officers and soldiers who have been demobilized, and reintegrated in the following areas: 40 per cent in agriculture; 39 per cent in vocational training such as carpentry, metal work or tailoring; almost 10 per cent in demining; 6 per cent in small businesses; 5 per cent in the Afghan National Police, the Afghan National Army and contracting teams…pp 31.  In the Berlin Declaration, the Government of Afghanistan repeated the request made by the participants at the Bonn conference for international forces to be deployed in Afghanistan until the new Afghan security forces are sufficiently constituted and operational…pp 44.   

159. The need for Afghanistan to have a trained and properly equipped national police force is acute, both for long-term state-building and in particular in the context of the upcoming elections. The existing force suffers from a shortage of trained policemen and equipment and weak command and control structures. Efforts to train a national police force have intensified through the operation of five regional training centres nationwide. These are in addition to the German-supported Police Academy and the United States-led Central Training Centre, both in Kabul. To date some 19,500 police have received training, which includes an eight-week basic Central Training Centre/regional training centre course, a four-week course for illiterate officers and a two-week transitional integration programme for veteran officers without any formal police training. Of those trained, some 4,000 have received at least one year’s training at the Police Academy. The target strength of the force provides for a core of the 47,500 national police, 12,500 border police and 2,500 highway police to be reached by the end of 2005…pp 33 International support for Afghanistan’s police was reaffirmed and increased through the holding of the Doha conference on police reconstruction in Afghanistan on 18 and 19 May. Representatives from 26 countries met in Qatar at the invitation ,of the Governments of Afghanistan, Germany, Qatar and the United Nations, and confirmed that $350 million in international resources would be earmarked for police programmes over the next few years…pp 35.  
160. An immediate need is the provision of some $148.6 million in donor funding for the Law and Order Trust Fund for Afghanistan, administered by the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), to cover salaries, equipment, institutional development and rehabilitation of police stations until 31 March 2005…pp 36.  The International Development Law Organization continues to run courses for judges, prosecutors and personnel from the Ministry of Justice from Kabul and the provinces; and Italy, as lead nation, has organized a six-week training programme for 120 professionals on the interim code of criminal procedure for judges, prosecutors, defence lawyers and policemen…pp 37.  Because of competing fiscal priorities facing the Government and the low level of donor support for the rehabilitation of the corrections system, very limited progress has been possible in that area. There is still little capacity at the district level for the police to appropriately detain accused persons at the time of arrest. These limitations notwithstanding, restructuring of corrections facilities is under way in Kabul and the refurbishment of the female detention centre in Kabul has been completed…pp 38.  Progress is hampered by a lack of coordination between the main justice institutions; the inroads made by the drug mafia at many levels within the institutions of State, the slow expansion of effective national security institutions, interference by civil and military authorities in the administration of justice, as well as a lack of adequate financial support and coordination of reform programmes in the security sector…pp 39

161. In 2003 Afghanistan experienced its second largest opium harvest since 1999, estimated at 3,600 tons of opium, which accounted for more than three quarters of the world’s illicit opium production. Despite efforts made to counter the trend, all indicators point to yet another large increase in the harvest for 2004…pp 40.  The Ministry of the Interior has taken a number of initiatives to stem this illicit economy. Its Central Eradication Planning Cell launched a campaign for the eradication of opium poppy in 16 key opium-producing provinces in April 2004…pp 41.  Afghanistan, as the largest opium producer in the world must stop fighting with their moneymaker, they must found a National Opium Agency to register growers and purchase opium for sale in the international market in accordance with Art. 23 of the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, originally ratified by the United Nations in 1961, as amended by the 1972 Protocol.  It is estimated that the National Opium Agency could earn up to $2 billion in revenues, after the cost of purchase at local prices, for the state by selling opium to the pharmaceutical market that is estimated to need 2 million kg of opium annually of which Afghanistan could supply 1 million legally.  This is the only conceivable method to curb the illicit opium trade in Afghanistan.  The UN Office of Drug Control Policy does the marketing research and only requires a National Opium Agency to begin selling Afghan opium at international market prices.  This money would be best invested in the health education and sciences to encourage the establishment of a pharmaceutical industry within the Afghan tax administration.  The United Nations is reprimanded for breaking the backbone of the Afghan economy by criminalizing opium.   Dependency upon foreign development grants must not be at the expense of the national economy.
162. The human rights situation in Afghanistan is a continuing source of serious concern. In the north, north-east and west, commanders act with impunity and are seen by many as being responsible for a wide range of repressive activities. The role of local authorities in carrying out violations is particularly worrisome as their involvement in acts of intimidation, extortion, arbitrary arrest, illegal detentions and forced occupation strengthens perceptions of impunity and tarnishes people’s views of the central Government…pp 47.  The first post-Taliban execution was carried out on 19 April 2004 when a military commander from Paghman was sentenced to death in March 2003 after being tried and convicted of killing 20 people between 1992 and 1996…pp 48.  Women continue to be detained for offences against social mores; “honour crimes” and death threats often follow a woman’s escape from a forced or arranged marriages…pp 50.  Child kidnappings also continue to increase…pp 51.  Complaints about forced eviction and the illegal occupation of land continue to be pervasive throughout the country…pp 52. 

163. The Government has made significant progress in meeting a number of the commitments contained in the work plan endorsed at the Berlin conference. In the areas of public administration, fiscal management and some aspects of private sector and economic and social development, benchmarks have been met, or soon will be at the current rate of progress…pp 53.   Progress has, however, been slower in the areas of the rule of law, land management and disarmament…pp 54.  Total development expenditures are planned at $4.5 billion; funding has already been identified for $3.7 billion of the

expenditures. The budget is divided into a core development budget and an external development budget. The core budget is fully financed. Operating expenditures will increase from $458 million in 2003 to $609 million. Development expenditures flowing through the Treasury will increase from less than $200 million in 2003 to more than $1 billion in 2005…pp 55.  The Government has also introduced an integrated framework for short-term capacity-building, which will allow key civil servants to be paid salaries that are comparable with rates paid to Afghan nationals employed by non-governmental

organizations, enabling the Government to compete effectively for the best recruits…pp 57.  

164. By 20 May UNHCR had facilitated the return of 156,426 individual refugee to Afghanistan in 2004. Of these, 116,404 returnees came from Pakistan and 39,897 from the Islamic Republic of Iran. Since the operation began in March 2002, a total of 2,432,127 individuals (429,476 families) have been helped to repatriate to Afghanistan, among them 1,990,086 individuals from Pakistan and 431,310 individuals from the Islamic Republic of Iran. An additional 274,128 Afghans have returned spontaneously from the Islamic Republic of Iran since 2002…pp 62  

165.  Mines and unexploded ordnance contamination continues to be a major concern. Currently there are approximately 100 victims per month; more than 30 per cent of the victims are under the age of 18 and as many as 10 per cent are women and girls. There are approximately 1.3 billion square metres of contaminated land in Afghanistan, or 50 square metres for every Afghan man, woman and child. To date, the Mine Action Programme for Afghanistan has cleared more than 300 square kilometres of high-priority minefield and 522 square kilometres of former battle area, provided approximately 10.6 million Afghans with mine risk education training and trained and provided more than 25,000 school teachers with mine risk education teaching materials...pp 63

166. Basic peace and security appear to have restored in at least northern and central Afghanistan.  The elections also need to be applauded as a major accomplishment that should forge a popularly elected government.  The nation however requires much larger international development investment to thrive.  Whereas the nation is roughly the same size as Iraq it behooves the United Nations to raise the same amount of money for Afghanistan - $31 billion as they are in similar circumstances and the principle of equal rights applies.  The United States has been requested to make an $18 billion down payment plus $1 billion a year international development investment in Afghanistan in the Bank Afghanistan Day (BAD).  To meet the Millenium Development Goals it has been estimated that Afghanistan should have a yearly budget of $10 billion so that they could administrate health and welfare to the people and afford to staff the governmental institutions, schools and hospitals required to make progress developing into a secure state.  The current budget of $1 billion is barely adequate to even unite the nation under a national military and police security regime, if all this money were devoted to such an unsavory venture.  The state of Afghanistan could earn $2 billion in tax dollars than this by selling opium through the International Narcotic Board and it is imperative that the UN desists in supporting international ventures of armed forces to suppress the subsistence agricultural economy of opium production in citation of Art. 54 of the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol 1) of 8 June 1977.   
167. The Afghan economic future is not a trade off between international development investment and international trade.  Afghanistan must capitalize upon their natural resources.  Afghanistan one of the poorest nations in the world and they need to increase their government revenues to at least $10 billion a year, as that is the estimated cost of achieving the UN Development Goals as explained in Bank Afghanistan Day (BAD).  The CIA World Fact reports that international pledges made by more than 60 countries and international financial institutions at the Berlin Donors Conference for Afghan reconstruction in March 2004 reached $8.9 billion for 2004-09.   

168. The Address of His Excellency the President of Afghanistan Hammad Karzai at the opening session of Third Extraordinary Summit of the Organization of Islamic Conference on 7 December 2005 stated, After former Soviet Russian invasion, foreign interferences and many years of wars, destruction and miseries, Afghanistan is now taking steps towards stability with the help of the international community. Our country adopted a constitution. The success of last year’s presidential elections and the parliamentary elections this year lead to the belief that considerable achievements have been made towards normalcy. About 6.5 million children and young people – 40 per cent of them girls – go to schools and universities. In a country where four years ago women were deprived of all civil rights and the right to education, praise be to Allah that women today have achieved these rights in the light of Islamic teachings. 

169. Afghanistan’s economy is growing with every passing day. Our currency is strong and stable. About 60 thousand workers from the region and the neighbouring countries are working in Afghanistan. Some of the country’s highways have been made while this process is going on with great momentum in all parts of the country. We have enacted laws and created conducive conditions for national and foreign investment. I take this opportunity to thanks all the countries and international organizations which have extended much needed help to Afghanistan over the past four years. 

170. Peace and stability in Iraq is important for the world’s security. The people of Iraq must live in freedom, prosperity, peace and security. The people of Afghanistan want an end to violence and tension in Iraq and hope that Iraqi elections will take place in a peaceful environment. An independent, calm and peaceful Iraq is the first condition for the strengthening of peace and security in the region. 

171. With regard to Iraq, the final statement hails the Arab initiative for the national accord among all the Iraqi stripes, and expresses hope that the upcoming legislative elections would lead to the establishment of an Iraqi constitutional government in a manner that preserves Iraq's unity, territorial integrity, achieves its security and stability and enables Iraq to play its cultural role on the Arab, Islamic and international arenas. The Summit condemns the acts of terrorism the Iraqi people have been facing and expresses support of the political process, completion of the constitutional institutions and Iraq reconstruction. It also affirms the United Nations' role and cooperation with the OIC in support of the ongoing political process in Iraq.

16. Questions of International Law
Request for the US Secretary of State to Apply to the ICJ for the Conclusion of the Military Occupation of Iraq and Afghanistan and Repatriation of Prisoners of War as a Controversial Case Settled by the Statements of Iraq and Afghanistan Supported by the Advice of the UN General Assembly and Human Rights Commission by Memorial Day 2006 for the 5th Draft of the Military Department (MD) to bring an end to war under Art. 26(1) (e)(n)(d) by contributing three Tribunals, not including this Memorial, to the Registrar who also keeps the Archives of the Permanent Court of International Justice, entrusted to the present Court by decision of the Permanent Court of October 1945 (I.C.J. Yearbook 1946-1947, p. 26), and the Archives of the Trial of the Major War Criminals before the International Military Tribunal at Nuremberg (1945-1946), entrusted to the Court by decision of that Tribunal of 1 October 1946; the Court authorized the Registrar to accept the latter Archives by decision of 19 November 1949.
(e) communicate to the government of the country in which the Court or a chamber is sitting, and any other governments which may be concerned, the necessary information as to the persons from time to time entitled, under the Statute and relevant agreements, to privileges, immunities, or facilities;

(n) for the International Court of Justice to have custody of the seals and stamps of the Iraq Tribunal, of the archives of the Tribunal, and of such other archives as may be entrusted to the PoW Detention Operations

(d) transmit to the parties copies of all pleadings and documents annexed upon receipt thereof in the Registry;
A. United Nations

1. Is the Secretary General of the United Nations willing to distribute this Memorial to the UN General Assembly for the drafting of an Advisory Opinion with the consultation of the Sixth Committee and the Registry?

2. Is the Secretariat of the United Nations willing to notify the Registry of the Court in regards to the printed version of the Constitution of Hospitals & Asylums Non Governmental Executive (temporarily corrupted hyperlinks) and overturn any discrimination that might exist in regards to the novel idea (particularly since the violation of the LII US Code) of hyperlinks (cross) referencing treaties and/or laws?

3. Is the Webmaster of the International Court of Justice willing to place title24uscode@aol.com in the Court list service knowledgeable that failure to report by January 2006 will result in the Court’s removal from the HA Members list and monthly service and that if concerned about being intercepted as an international communication by the US President the Court may contract with the Human Rights Committee or UN Publications for secure service that won’t be republished by HA without consent?

4. Is the First Committee for Disarmament and International Security willing to diplomatically address (a) the reduction of the US military budget to $300 billion from a fraudulent number close to $500 billion to make a balanced US budget a possibility; (b) The preparedness of Iraq Security Forces.(c) Establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East that is monitored in a report of the Secretary-General Regarding the risk of nuclear proliferation in the Middle East conscious that international US military bases often stockpile them. (d) Compliance of the US with the Nuclear Non Proliferation Treaty that requires the US disarm 800 to 1000 nuclear warheads every year to meet the 2,000 warhead limit for 2010 HA-11-5-5  (e) the release and repatriation of prisoners of war under Art. 118 of the Third Geneva Convention to eliminate the bizarre war crime of using brainwashed prisoners to attack their kinfolk in Iraq as prohibited under the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court and the US Declaration of Independence (f) the withdrawal of US occupying forces from Iraq and Afghanistan?
5. Is the Special Political and Decolonization Committee (Fourth Committee) willing to support the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples by addressing (a) the ownership of reconstruction contracts by Iraqi corporations and control by the Iraqi government (b) anti-corruption measures to eliminate colonial control by prohibiting intimidation, graft and bribery (c) ensuring that Iraq oil resources are fully owned by the State of Iraq and unencumbered with unfair debts and liens (d) ensuring that war and colonial profiteering by Iraqis is prohibited and unethical winnings are administrated to the poor? 
6. Is the Economics and Finance Committee (Second Committee) willing to (a) ensure that international reparations to Afghanistan and Iraq are satisfactory to strengthens the coordination of humanitarian and disaster relief assistance (b) Shall make calculations for long term development debts to Afghanistan and Iraq for reconstruction and development after three decades of war preliminarily estimated at $100 billion a nation over 50 years? 

7. Is the Social, Humanitarian and Cultural Committee (Third Committee) willing to mobilize the resources of the UN High Commissioner on Refugees and the Human Rights Commission for the maintenance of international peace and security in regards to the release and repatriation of prisoners of war from the detention centers held by the US to the custody of their states of origin as explained in this Memorial?  These Committees should also see that the all the dead are accounted for nationally and as locally as possibly – all mortalities, all war casualties, civilian casualties and combatant casualties.

8. Is the Administrative and Budgetary Committee (Fifth Committee) willing to consider, at its resumed session in May each year, items relating to the financing of peacekeeping operations? Subject to the urgency of the matter, the Fifth Committee may consider the financing of a peacekeeping mission authorized by the Security Council at any of its sessions.  The Fifth Committee is therefore ideally timed to bring this Advisory Opinion to conclusion on Memorial Day, 30 May 2005 and directed to count the real capital of the Multi National Forces that are obviously fraudulent accumulations of loans for the petty occupying commander to lay claim to more money than Iraq.  This money is to be returned to the US Treasury for the payment of the US debt and the mission limited to dwindling as the result of troop withdrawals, as it is not only a money laundry but an arms trade and this is not investment capital any self respecting corporation, non governmental organization, government or UN Agency would sell shares for.  The Fifth Committee shall call for the disclosure of the other Committees for their research and application for an Advisory Opinion from the International Court of Justice in May for the conclusion of the peace support of the General Assembly on Memorial Day.  
B. United States of America

1. Is Hon. Anthony J. Principi willing to pay the author, Anthony J. Sanders, $6,500 annually for the biannual revisions of Chapter One: Military Department?

2. Is the Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice satisfied with this written proceeding to submit an application the International Court of Justice to guarantee the security for the State Parties?

3. Is the US Secretary of Defense going to uphold his promise to withdraw 20,000 troops from Iraq, ideally before 31 December 2005, now that the elections are over?

4. Is the USA willing to divide the USAID Bureau for Asia and the Near East (ANE) to the Bureau of Middle East & Central Asia (MECA) and the Bureau of South East Asia (SEA)?

5. Is the USA willing to rename the United States Court of International Trade (COITUS) to International Tribunal (IT) for the USA?

6. Does the USA admit that the use of force was excessive in Afghanistan in regards to the bombings?

7. Does the USA admit that the use of force in Iraq was initially unauthorized?

8. Is the USA willing to ratify the Declaration on the Protection of all Persons from Enforced Disappearance Adopted by General Assembly resolution 47/133 of 18 December 1992?

9. Is the USA willing to repatriate PoW to the detaining and literate trial and law abiding authority of their native country?

10. Does the US Senate wish to impeach the President, Vice President, Secretary of Defense and Director of DoD Detention Operations?

C. Afghanistan

1. Do the official representatives of Afghanistan feel secure in this application to the International Court of Justice?

2. Is Afghanistan willing to turn Osama bin Laden over to the International Court of Justice for a public trial that might lead to incarceration for the rest of his life in the USA?

3. Is Afghanistan secure enough in their relationship with the International Narcotics Board to establish a National Opium Agency to earn an estimated $2 billion annually and pay farmers market prices?

4. Is Afghanistan satisfied with the settlement or do they need another $10 billion?

D. Iraq

1. Do the official representatives of Iraq feel secure in this application to the International Court of Justice?

2. Is the Tribunal trying Saddam Hussein willing to determine true numbers of victims of his regime and try him with both pro’s and con’s in both English and Arabic on the Internet?

3. Is the Tribunal trying Saddam Hussein willing to limit their sentencing to 25 years in prison as Serbia and Montenegro has done for their most serious crimes?

4. Is the Tribunal trying Saddam Hussein willing to devote some time to the liberation of Prisoners of War detained by the USA?

5. Is Iraq satisfied enough with the security situation to regulate the withdrawal of US occupying forces?

Tony Sanders
title24uscode@aol.com 
PAGE  
2

