
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

________________________________________________ 
      )  
SAIFULLAH PARACHA (ISN 1094), ) 
      ) 
 Petitioner,     ) 
      ) 
 v.      )  Civil Action No. 04-2022 (PLF) 
      ) 
BARACK H. OBAMA, et al.,   )   
      ) 
 Respondents.    ) 
____________________________________) 

 
 

RESPONDENTS’ UNOPPOSED  
FOURTH MOTION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME  

 
 The Government has now provided petitioners’ counsel in the Guantanamo habeas 

litigation written guidance regarding access to and use of potentially classified information on 

Wikileaks.  The Government again respectfully requests, however, a short, three-day extension 

of time to respond to Petitioner’s Application for Immediate Access to All Publicly Available 

Wikileaks Documents Relevant to Petitioner’s Case.  On April 28, 2011, Petitioner asked the 

Court to order the Government to provide him immediate access to all publicly available 

Wikileaks documents relevant to his habeas case.  Dkt. No. 363.  The Court issued an order 

instructing the Government to respond to Petitioner’s filing by May 11, 2011, Dkt. No. 364; it 

subsequently granted Respondents’ three prior requests for extensions of time.  See Minute Order 

(May 12, 2011); Minute Order (May 31, 2011); Minute Order (June 6, 2011). 

 This afternoon the Government, through the Court Security Officer, forwarded for 

distribution to petitioners’ counsel in these cases further guidance regarding the presence of 

purported detainee assessments posted on the Wikileaks website.  See Exhibit A (“Wikileaks 
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guidance”).  As previously explained, the guidance addresses how habeas counsel may access 

potentially classified information posted on the Wikileaks website, how counsel can use such 

materials in the Guantanamo habeas litigation, and the extent to which counsel may publicly 

discuss the materials at issue. 

 The Government only finalized the Wikileaks guidance on Friday, June 10, 2011, and 

thus, Respondents request a three-day extension of time until Wednesday, June 15, 2011, to 

respond to Petitioner’s motion.  This additional time will permit the Government to address 

Petitioner’s arguments in light of the recently finalized guidance and to explain why Petitioner’s 

motion should be denied to the extent that it is inconsistent with the guidance.  In the interim, 

Petitioner’s counsel may access the Wikileaks documents at issue in his motion in the manner 

provided for in the attached guidance.  And again, Petitioner will not be prejudiced by the three-

day extension because no emergency exists in these stayed proceedings.  See Dkt. No. 364 

(noting that “no emergency exists in this litigation”); Dkt. No. 367 (granting Petitioner’s request 

to stay the instant case).  The Government apologizes for any inconvenience this additional 

request may cause the Court. 

// 

// 

// 

// 
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 Pursuant to Local Rule 7(m), Respondents sent an e-mail message to Petitioner’s counsel 

to determine his position regarding the instant motion.  Petitioner’s counsel has informed 

Respondents that Petitioner does not oppose this motion. 

 

Dated: June 10, 2011    Respectfully submitted, 
 

TONY WEST 
Assistant Attorney General 
 
JOSEPH H. HUNT (D.C. Bar No. 431134) 
Branch Director 
 
TERRY M. HENRY 
JAMES J. GILLIGAN 
Assistant Branch Directors 

 
/s/ Stephen M. Elliott 

ANDREW I. WARDEN 
STEPHEN M. ELLIOTT 
JOSEPH FOLIO 
Attorneys 
United States Department of Justice 
Civil Division, Federal Programs Branch 
20 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
Tel: (202) 305-8177 
stephen.elliott@usdoj.gov  
 
Attorneys for Respondents 
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EXHIBIT A 
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Last month, the CSO sent an e-mail to petitioners’ counsel providing security guidance with 

regard to the presence of purported detainee assessments on the WikiLeaks website.  Since that 

time, many of you have responded with questions and requested further instructions.  While the 

contents of the previous message should still be considered policy, we are providing clarification 

and additional guidance today.  Please note that this guidance is limited to potentially classified 

information posted on the WikiLeaks website, or on other websites that reproduce such material 

found on the WikiLeaks site, and does not apply to any other collection of documents. 

 

Counsel are required to protect “potentially classified information” 

 

As an initial matter, as individuals with security clearances, counsel are obligated to protect all 

classified information to which you have access. The following guidelines are intended to allow 

you to make responsible use of the “potentially classified information” accessible on WikiLeaks.  

For the purposes of this guidance, the phrase “potentially classified information” includes any 

material that:  (1) is marked as or otherwise indicated to be classified; (2) is publically available; 

and (3) that the U.S. government has neither confirmed nor denied is a copy of an official 

government document. 

 

Although the U.S. Government has confirmed that purported detainee assessments were leaked 

to WikiLeaks, it has neither confirmed nor denied that individual reports are official government 

documents.  All purported detainee assessments posted on the WikiLeaks website, or on other 

sites, therefore should be treated as potentially classified information. 

 

Access to Potentially Classified Information on WikiLeaks and Other Sites 

 

Counsel are permitted to view on any non-U.S.-Government-issued computer, including personal 

and work computers, potentially classified information on the WikiLeaks website, or on other 

websites that reproduce such material found on the WikiLeaks site.  While you may access such 

material from your non-U.S.-Government-issued personal and work computers, you are not 

permitted to download, save, print, disseminate, or otherwise reproduce, maintain, or transport 

potentially classified information.   

 

Use of Purported Detainee Assessments in the Habeas Litigation 

 

The purported detainee assessments posted on the WikiLeaks website will be made available at 

the Secure Facility.  In making these materials available, the Government is neither confirming 

nor denying that any individual detainee assessment posted on WikiLeaks or any other website is 

an official government report.  

 

Counsel are permitted to use information from the purported detainee assessments in your 

clients’ habeas cases to the same extent that you are permitted to use classified information, 

subject to the same security procedures and restrictions provided under the Protective Order 

issued by Judge Hogan.  In any written submission in which you refer to such information, such 

as a court filing or correspondence with Justice Department counsel, you must identify the 

source of the information as potentially classified information found on WikiLeaks or another 

website, to make clear that you are citing to such material and not an official government report.  
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Such submissions must be treated as potentially classified and handled in accordance with the 

security procedures and restrictions stipulated in the Protective Order. 

 

Discovery Requests Based Upon Potentially Classified Information Found on WikiLeaks or 

Other Websites 

  

If after viewing potentially classified information on the WikiLeaks site (or another website), 

you wish to submit a discovery request for one or more official government documents 

purportedly referenced on the site the request may be made by an UNCLASSIFIED letter or e-

mail to Justice Department counsel assigned to the case.  The subject line of the request should 

read:  “Request for Discovery of Documents Referenced in WikiLeaks Information.”  The letter 

or e-mail should be strictly limited to a short, plain statement requesting production of the 

relevant document(s), including (i) the name and ISN of the petitioner on whose behalf the 

request is made, (ii) the case caption and civil action number, and (iii) information sufficient to 

identify the document(s) in question, such as the title, date, and unique identification number, as 

available.  Your request must not discuss the contents of the requested document(s).   

 

Alternatively, you may make a more detailed request for discovery based on potentially 

classified information found on WikiLeaks or other websites (e.g., a request that discusses the 

contents of  such information) at the SECRET//NOFORN level, in accordance with the 

procedures stipulated in the Protective Order. 

 

All such requests for discovery based on potentially classified information posted on WikiLeaks, 

or other websites, will be evaluated by the Government under the terms of the Case Management 

Order and/or other applicable orders in your case.  

 

Access to Secondary Reporting about WikiLeaks Information Such as News Articles, Blogs, 

Transcripts of Broadcasts, Etc. 

  

The restrictions discussed above that apply to potentially classified information posted on 

WikiLeaks or other websites do not apply to secondary reporting such as news articles, blogs, 

transcripts of broadcasts, and the like.  You may download, print, copy, or otherwise access, 

maintain, disseminate, and transport secondary reporting that discusses or refers to potentially 

classified information.   

 

Public and Private Statements Regarding WikiLeaks Information 

 

Judge Hogan’s Protective Order provides instruction relevant to public and private statements by 

counsel concerning potentially classified information posted on WikiLeaks or other websites.  

Paragraph 31 states that in the event that classified information enters the public domain, you 

may make private or public statements about the information already in the public domain, but 

only to the extent that the information is in fact in the public domain.  You may not make any 

public or private statements revealing personal knowledge from non-public sources regarding the 

classified status of the information or disclosing that you had personal access to classified 

information confirming, contradicting, or otherwise relating to the information already in the 

public domain. 
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The same provisions of Paragraph 31 of the Protective Order apply to discussion of potentially 

classified information posted on WikiLeaks or other websites, and to discussion of secondary 

reporting about such material, with your client. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

________________________________________________ 
      )  
SAIFULLAH PARACHA (ISN 1094), ) 
      ) 
 Petitioner,     ) 
      ) 
 v.      )  Civil Action No. 04-2022 (PLF) 
      ) 
BARACK H. OBAMA, et al.,   )     
      ) 
 Respondents.    ) 
____________________________________) 

 
[PROPOSED] ORDER 

 Having considered Respondents’ Unopposed Fourth Motion for an Extension of Time to 

Respond to Petitioner’s Application for Immediate Access to All Publicly Available Wikileaks 

Documents Relevant to Petitioner’s case, it is hereby  

 ORDERED that the Government shall file their response by Wednesday, June 15, 2011. 

 SO ORDERED. 

 

 
Date:____________________    ______________________ 
        HON. PAUL L. FRIEDMAN 
        United States District Judge  
 

Case 1:04-cv-02022-PLF   Document 375-1    Filed 06/10/11   Page 1 of 1


