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The Court of Appeal ruled today that details of the treatment of British resident
Binyam Mohamed, who was rendered to Morocco, Afghanistan, and
Guantanamo Bay, can be released. The seven paragraph summary, which
detailed Binyam Mohamed’s mistreatment, revealed sleep deprivation, threats
and shackling which "could readily be contended to be at the very least cruel,
inhuman and degrading treatment by the United States authorities'. The Court
rejecied the appeal by the Foreign Secretary, who argued that national security
and intelligence cooperation with the US would be damaged if the summary were
disclosed.

Andrew Tyrie MP said: “This court ruling adds to the drip-drip of damaging
information on the UK government's involvement in rendition, at great cost to the
UK’s credibility, to the morale of our security services, and to relations with our
allies.”

“The best course now is for the government to concede the need for a judge-led
inquiry into rendition so that we can have full disclosure. This is supported by almost
everybody except the government, including Lord Carlile, the Government’s own
independent reviewer of terrorism legislation, The Joint Committee on Human Rights,
David Cameron, Nick Clegg and other experts in this field.”

“Only by getting the truth into the public domain can we bring closure to this
disgraceful episode in which Britain appears to have allowed itself to become

complicit in kidnap and torture. Only full transparency will give the public confidence
that such complicity will never happen again.”

Ends.

Notes to Editors:

Binyam Mohamed was detained by US authorities in Pakistan, and subsequently
rendered to Moroceo, Afghanistan, and then Guantanamo Bay. He alleges that he was
brutally tortured during his time in detention. He has fought a long legal campaign to
have the details of his treatment released. Today, David Miliband lost his appeal to
prevent seven paragraphs of information on Binyam Mohamed’s treatment that were
redacted from a High Court judgement last year from being published.



The seven paragraphs released today were published on the FCO website and are
mncluded below:

[t was reported that a new series of interviews was conducted by the United States
authorities prior to 17 May 2001 as part of a new strategy designed by an expert
interviewer.

v) It was reported that at some stage during that further interview process by the
United States authorities, BM had been intentionally subjected io contimious sleep
deprivation. The effects of the sleep deprivation were carefully observed.

vi) [t was reported that combined with the sleep deprivation, threats and inducements
were made to him. His fears of being removed from United States custody and
“disappearing " were played upon.

vii) It was reported that the stress brought about by these deliberate tactics was
ncreased by him beine shackled in his interviews

viii) It was clear not only from the reports of the content of the interviews but also
from the report that he was being kept under self-harm observation, that the inter
views were havine a marked effect upon him and causing him significant mental
stress and suffering.

ix) We regret to have to conclude that the reports provide to the SyS made clear to
anyone reading them that BM was being subjected to the treatment that we have
described and the effect upon him of that intentional treatment.

x) The treatment reported, if had been administered on behalf of the United Kingdom,
would clearly have been in breach of the undertakings given by the United Kingdom
in 1972, Although it is not necessary for us to categorise the treatment reported, it
could readily be contended to be at the very least cruel, inhuman and degrading
treatment by the United States authorities]”

On 16 October 2009 the High Court ruled that the summary paragraphs containing
abuse allegations that US intelligence officers shared with their counterparts in
London should be released (extract below):

108. We have considered most carefully the views of the Foreign Secretary in all the
circumstances we have set out. However as is accepted, the decision is ultimately for
the court. The reason for this was expressed by Professor David Williams in his
masterly survey of access to information in a democracy “Not in the Public Interest”
(1965) at page 216 in the following terms:

“The public interest has many facets and it would be deplorable if the
assessment of the public interest were to become the exclusive province of
the executive itself. Secrecy and security have to be balanced against the
legitimate demands for an informed public opinion which is, when all is
said and done, the essential element in a country which claims to be
democratic.”

We have there for concluded that, as the public interesi in makine the parasgraphs
public is overwhelming, and as the risk to national security judeed objectively on the
evidence is not a serious one, we should restore the redacted paragraphs to our first




fudgement by adding these to paragraphs 87 and 88 respectively. We shall therefore
re-issue out first judgement with the paragraphs restored.

The publication was delayed while Mr Miliband appealed the decision.

On 11 February 2009 the All Party Parliamentary Group on Extraordinary Rendition
held a second information session on Binyam Mohamed with his military lawyer and
intelligence and human rights experts. The transcript and briefing pack on this session
can be found at www.extraordinaryrendition.org.

On 17 March 2008 the APPG submitted Freedom of Information requests for
information on the involvement of UK Intelligence Services in Binyam Mohamed’s
detention and subsequent interrogation in Morocco and Afghanistan. The British
Government refused to disclose this information.

On 20 May 2008 the APPG again made similar requests to the Foreign Office for
information relating to Binyam Mohamed.

In June 2006 the APPG held an information session on Binyam Mohamed with his
lawyers and experts on intelligence and human rights. The transcript and briefing
pack on this session can be found at www.extraordinaryrendition.org.

On 5 June 2008 the Foreign Secretary wrote to Andrew Tyrie, setting out its position
on the use of torture: ““The Government never uses torture for any purpose, nor would
we instigate or encourage others to do s0.” This correspondence can be found at
www.extraordinarvrendition. org.

Andrew Tyrie is Conservative MP for Chichester and Chairman and founder of the
All Party Parliamentary Group on Extraordinary Rendition. Mr Tyrie can be
contacted on 0207 219 6371. His office email is tyricai@parliament.uk. The website
of the All Party Group is www.extraordinaryrendition.org.




