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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

IN RE:
Misc. No. 08-442 (TFH)
GUANTANAMO BAY

DETAINEE LITIGATION Civil Action No. 05-2386 (RBW)

JAMIL AHMAD SAEED,
also known as JAMIL AHMED SAID NASSIR
Detainee ISN #728, etc.

Petitioner,
V.

GEORGE W. BUSH, etc., et al.,

Respondents.
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DECLARATION OF NOAH H. RASHKIND

I, Noah H. Rashkind, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §
1746, that the following facts are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief:

1. Michael Ratner and the Center for Constitutional Rights, Clive Stafford Smith and
Justice in Exile, and any persons assigned by these lawyers, were given express authorization to
represent Petitioner Jamil Ahmad Saeed by his wife, and Next Friend, Hala Ahmad Saeed Al-
Adahg. A copy of the Next Friend authorization is attached as Exhibit 1.

2. I am an attorney working in conjunction with the Center for Constitutional Rights,
representing Jamil Ahmad Saeed (“Petitioner”), a/k/a Jamil Ahmed Said Nassir, Detainee ISN
#728.

3. 1 made attempts to obtain written authorization to represent Petitioner by visiting

Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba.
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a. On the first occasion, February, 11, 2008 (preceding this Court's July 29, 2008
Order), Major Michelle Harris spoke with Petitioner to let him know that his attorney was
requesting a visit with him. Major Harris provided to me written documentation that Petitioner
responded to her that “he did not want to meet with his lawyer” that day.

b. On the second occasion, September, 22, 2008, Petitioner was required to leave the
building in which he was housed, Camp 6, and travel to Camp Echo to meet with his attorney.
Petitioner was also required to pass through an x-ray machine before he would be permitted to
leave Camp 6. Petitioner told a Captain Yang that he was concerned that he would get cancer by
passing through an x-ray machine. Captain Yang advised undersigned counsel that she “deemed”
his refusal to pass through the x-ray machine a refusal to visit with his lawyer because standard
operating procedure required x-ray inspection of petitioners before they visited with their
lawyers. Although Petitioner never stated that he was refusing to see his lawyer, Captain Yang
advised counsel that she “deemed it to be a refusal” because he would not comply with the
standard inspection procedure. I asked Captain Yang if I could meet with Petitioner in the
building in which he was housed, Camp 6, so that he would not have to pass through the x-ray
machine; Captain Yang refused to permit me to meet with him at Camp 6, stating that all
meetings would be conducted at Camp Echo. I reminded Captain Yang that I had previously met
with a detainee at Camp 6, without the need for the detainee to be x-rayed, but she refused to
permit that process in this case, stating that the procedures had now changed. I asked Captain
Yang to deliver an attorney authorization form to Petitioner in both Arabic and English. Captain
Yang told counsel that the Petitioner advised her that he found translation discrepancies in the
documents, so Petitioner did not want to sign the documents without first consulting with his
lawyer. The change in attorney-client visit protocol, therefore, hindered my ability to obtain a

signed authorization from my client.



Verification
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on September 29, 2008.

/s/ Noah H. Rashkind

Noah H. Rashkind



