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  See, e.g., Dokhan v. Obama, 08-987 (JDB), Mar. 4, 2009 (Dkt No. 89); Khan v./1

Obama, 08-1101 (JDB), Mar. 4, 2009 (Dkt. No. 85); Zaid v. Obama, 05-1646 (JDB), Feb 9, 2009
(Dkt. No. 146); Hamlily v. Obama, 05-763 (JDB), Feb. 27, 2009 (Sealed Order); Alhami v.
Obama, 05-359 (GK), May 11, 2009 (Dkt. No. 189); Razak v. Obama, 05-1601 (GK), May 11,
2009 (Dkt. No. 209); Abdah v. Obama, 04-1254 (HHK), April 8, 2009 (Dkt. No. 477); Alsawam
v. Obama 05-1244 (CKK), April 6, 2009 (Dkt. No. 158); Alsawam v. United States, 05-1244
(CKK), April 17 (Dkt. No. 156) Al Odah v. United States, 02-828 (CKK), April 7, 2009 (Dkt.
No. 531); Omnibus Order (05-520, 05-526, 05-993, 05-1220, 05-1429, 05-1607, 05-1983)
(RMU), April 23, 2009 (Dkt. No. 144 in 05-1983); Amended Omnibus Order (06-1767, 08,
1237, 08-1805, 08-1828) (RMU), April 23, 2009 (Dkt. No. 145 in 05-1983); Al Halmandy v.
Obama, 05-2385 (ESH), April 27, 2009 (Dkt. No. 238) (ISN 900); Ameziane v. Obama, 05-392
(ESH), April 30, 2009 (Dkt. No. 198); Al Halmandy v. Obama, 05-2385 (ESH), April 30, 2009
(Dkt. No. 242) (ISN 570) and Al Halmandy v. Obama, 05-2385 (ESH), April 30, 2009 (Dkt. No.
243) (ISN 078); Al Halmandy v. Obama, 05-2385 (ESH), May 4, 2009 (Dkt. No. 245) (ISN 510);
Zuhair v. Bush, 08-864 (EGS), May 1, 2009 (Dkt. No. 179); Omnibus Order, (04-1164, 05-883,
05-891, 05-999, 05-1493, 05-1667, 05-2104, 05-2386, 06-1675, 06-1690, 07-1710, 08-2019)
(RBW), April 27, 2009 (Dkt. No. 221 in 04-1164).
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Upon consideration of the Government’s Motion for Reconsideration of Orders

Regarding Discovery from the Guantanamo Review Task Force and Motion for Consolidated

Order Regarding Task Force Discovery, it is this ____ day of May, 2009 hereby

ORDERED that any previous Orders regarding discovery of information from the

Guantanamo Review Task Force (“Task Force”)  are hereby withdrawn; and it is further/1

ORDERED that, with respect to Task Force discovery, petitioners are permitted to

choose one of the following two options:

(1) If a petitioner determines that the prospective value of obtaining

information from the Task Force does not merit delay in the

adjudication of his petition until information from the Task Force

can be produced in accordance with paragraph (2), below, then the

petitioner may elect to have his case heard without awaiting any

discovery from the Task Force; or
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(2) A petitioner desiring access to information from the Task Force may elect

the production of such exculpatory evidence, and information falling

within the scope of Respondents’ other disclosure and discovery

obligations under the amended Case Management Order, as may be cited

in the written recommendation prepared by Task Force staff for the

officials, known as the Review Panel, authorized to decide the proper

disposition of the detainee in accordance with Executive Order 13,492.

So ORDERED.

____________________________________
    UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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