
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“…secrets do not belong to governments. 
 
That information belongs to us. Governments rule by our 
consent. If they want to keep secrets, they must have our 
permission to do so.  
 
And they never have the right to keep crimes secret.” 
        

        -Matt Taibbi1 

 
 1 https://www.racket.news/p/why-julian-assange-must-be-freed 

https://www.racket.news/p/why-julian-assange-must-be-freed


 

 

 

 

 

 
 

This document has been compiled by New Hampshire ar7st, Paula Iasella.   

She has done so in response to the virtual blackout on informa7on about Julian Assange  
in the U.S.  

Her goal is to create an accessible entry point for Americans to scan informa7on about  
this case ignored by the mainstream Western press.  She is aler7ng you to informa7on in  
the form of ar7cles, videos, books, tweets, and in some cases tes7mony under oath covered  
by independent journalists, intellectuals, ac7vists, and authors throughout the world.   

She hopes this new understanding will encourage you to dig deeper into this case. 

If you have any ques7ons, please feel free to contact Paula at mailto:AssangeBoston@gmail.com 

 

Julian Assange Case:  Evidence 

by Paula Iasella 

2023, USA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:AssangeBoston@gmail.com


   
 

  
 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Resource files exposing the War on Julian Assange and Journalism - links and screenshots 
of court documents, tes<monies under oath, and substan<ve authori<es provide proof 
that contradict false narra<ves and help correct the record about the Assange case. 

 

Table of Contents – Assange Case Evidence Files 
 

File #1: Assange is an Award-Winning Journalist - Evidence that Refutes the ‘Hacker NarraAve’ 
 

Julian Assange authored many books and has been a member of the press since the onset of his career.  
He has won dozens of interna<onal journalism awards. Assange is being prosecuted for collec<ng, 
handling, and communica<ng sensi<ve government documents – a wide net that many fall under.  
The US government needs to paint Assange as a ‘hacker’ to slide this prosecu<on past the public.  
 

File #2:  The Espionage Act is an IllegiAmate Tool to Suppress the First Amendment 
 

In 2016, the ACLU wrote in an amicus brief that the Espionage Act is used as a ‘government tool’ which  
the Cons<tu<on forbids. This vague archaic legisla<on has been used to prosecute and imprison 
whistleblowers – now for the first <me it is being used against a journalist/publisher. The Eastern District 
Court of VA (EDVA) - dubbed the ‘Espionage Court’ - has a 99% convic<on rate. The defendant cannot  
use the ‘public interest defense’ – all evidence is classified, and the jury is made up of the intel agencies’ 
community and contractors. Assange stands no chance of receiving a fair trial in the US. 
 

File #3: WikiLeaks’ Responsible RedacAon - Evidence that Refutes the ‘Put Lives at Risk’ Fallacy 
 

It has been proven false that WikiLeaks’ publica<ons put individuals in harm’s way. Assange and fellow 
media/technical partners redacted names by developing soWware using dic<onaries. The claim of harm 
was debunked in 2013 during Chelsea Manning’s court mar<al but con<nues to circulate in the media for 
over a decade to distract from the WikiLeaks’ publica<ons revealing evidence of US war crimes. 
 

File #4:  Evidence that the CIA Spied on and PloPed to Kill Assange 
 

In 2021, Yahoo News broke a story of 30 top government officials exposing a CIA plot to abduct or 
assassinate Assange. Officials at the top levels of government knew of the plot – the president, the 
Department of Jus<ce, and the intelligence agencies. The UK government is preparing to extradite Julian 
Assange to the country that ploDed to kill him. Like the 2020 US extradi<on hearing, Assange related 
court proceedings have gone under-reported by mainstream media: currently there are criminal 
inves<ga<ons in Spain’s High Court at the Audiencia Nacional, and a US lawsuit in a New York District 
Court - these court proceedings involve the Spanish security firm UC Global owner David Morales, former 
Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, the CIA, Julian Assange and his visitors at the Ecuadorian Embassy. 
 

File #5:  Assange ProsecuAon is a Targeted, PoliAcal, ‘SelecAve ProsecuAon’ 
 

Media outlets like the NYT, Guardian, El Pais, Der Spiegel, Le Monde, and whistleblower media outlets  
like Cryptome published the same classified/leaked content alongside WikiLeaks – and in some cases 
*before* WikiLeaks published. None of these outlets have been ques<oned or prosecuted for these  
2010/11 publica<ons. (See Cryptome founder, John Young’s tes<mony.) 
 

File #6: Evidence of US War Crimes Revealed in Collateral Murder Video 
 

Witnesses tes<fied during the UK 2020 extradi<on hearing about documented war crimes. Daniel  
Ellsberg stated, "The American public needed urgently to know what was being done rou<nely in  
their name, and there was no other way for them to learn it than by unauthorized disclosure."  
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

File #7: 2020 ExtradiAon Hearing - Witness TesAmonies (parAal archive) 
 

During the 2020 Extradi<on hearing in London, experts tes<fied about using WikiLeaks’ releases  
in their own work, in crucial legal cases, and in informing the public about the atroci<es governments  
were commigng in secret. Forty witness statements provided evidence that debunked government  
misinformaNon on the Assange case – tes<monies, under oath, that showed how Assange’s ideals for 
peace and jus<ce were carried out through his work with WikiLeaks.  
 
 

File #8:  US/UK Political Pursuit of Julian Assange & Mishandling of Swedish ‘Rape’ Investigation 
 

Experts, as early as 2013, came forward to call the 9 year-long Swedish investigation into Assange as 
politicized and corrupt. The allegations of wrongdoing were kept alive in the media despite Assange never 
being charged and despite the investigation having been dropped in 2019. The women involved never 
pressed charges. The police manipulated the report and inappropriately leaked the story to the press. 
FOIA docs reveal that Sweden was following instructions from the UK and US governments. The decade-
long character assassination was a political ‘stitch-up’ to trap Assange and destroy public support for him. 
 

 
File #9:  Evidence of Assange’s Deteriorated Health in Prison 
 

Independent doctors and experts such as United Nations’ rapporteurs, and human rights groups  
like Amnesty and Doctors for Assange have repeatedly written to government officials about Assange’s 
compromised health – 12 years detained without medical care, claiming his very life is at risk. 
 
File #10: Assange is a poliAcal prisoner: the "independent judiciary" is a fairy tale in  
poliAcal cases   
Important twiier thread documents public statements from government officials worldwide illustra<ng 
the usual rhetoric of authoritarian countries that face cri<cism for jailing dissidents - deflec<ng blame with 
the words “our judiciary is independent”. Wai<ng for the legal system to run its course is not an op<on for 
Julian Assange. Unless people of conscience act with urgency, Assange may never live to see the day when 
the legal processes against him finally come to an end. 
 
 
 

Resource #1:  ‘The Importance of Evidence’ – Case Comparison, George Floyd and Julian Assange 
 

A ‘community newsletter’ written by Milwaukee academic, Ann Batiza, compares the George Floyd  
case with the Assange case. Raw evidence, like WikiLeaks’ documents, is needed to secure justice.  
 
Resource #2:  ‘Alternative Facts - How the media failed Julian Assange’ 
https://harpers.org/archive/2023/03/alternative-facts-how-the-media-failed-julian-assange/ 
 
Resource #3:  ‘The Trial of Julian Assange - A Story of Persecution’ by Nils Melzer 
https://www.versobooks.com/products/2907-the-trial-of-julian-assange 
 
Resource #4:  ‘Secret Power – WikiLeaks and Its Enemies’ by Stefania Maurizi  
https://www.plutobooks.com/9780745347615/secret-power/ 
 
Resource #5:  ‘Guilty of Journalism – The political case against Julian Assange’ by Kevin Gosztola 
https://www.sevenstories.com/books/4493-guilty-of-journalism 
 
Resource #6:  ‘WikiLeaks: A True History’ a free online book, by Gary Lord 
https://jaraparilla.xyz/ch0.html 
 

Available Amazon Kindle: https://x.com/jaraparilla/status/1696732874437959980?s=20 
 
Resource #7: Info:  https://assangedefense.org/  Follow: https://twitter.com/Stella_Assange 
 

https://harpers.org/archive/2023/03/alternative-facts-how-the-media-failed-julian-assange/
https://www.versobooks.com/products/2907-the-trial-of-julian-assange
https://www.plutobooks.com/9780745347615/secret-power/
https://www.sevenstories.com/books/4493-guilty-of-journalism
https://jaraparilla.xyz/ch0.html
https://x.com/jaraparilla/status/1696732874437959980?s=20
https://x.com/jaraparilla/status/1696732874437959980?s=20
https://assangedefense.org/
https://twitter.com/Stella_Assange


 

Resource #8: ‘The War on Journalism – the Case of Julian Assange’  (40 min video) 
https://video.emergeheart.info/w/f2467447-f5a8-45c9-8d08-804d6a2d4747 
 
Resource #9: ‘Debunking the Assange Myths’  by Caitlin Johnstone 
hips://caityjohnstone.medium.com/debunking-all-the-assange-smears-a549fd677cac 
 
Resource #10:  Full Archive of the 2020 ExtradiZon Hearing Witness Statements  
hips://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/#WEEK-THREE 
 
 

Resource #11: Full Focus, ‘Series: The Julian Assange Archives (Parts 1-10)’ 
hips://lafleurproduc<ons.substack.com/p/series-the-julian-assange-archives 
 
 

Resource #12: Assange Updates, Google Doc: Part 1 & 2 (2016-23) Note: 648pgs slow to load! 
h#ps://docs.google.com/document/d/1XNo8JngYiR;wqLaYmEC6HJyXEYvCbdGR-_brWpQQnw/edit# 
 

Assange Case Evidence Files (updated): tinyurl.com/AssangeEvidenceFiles 
hips://drive.google.com/drive/u/1/folders/1UzbiHler62jTQu4NyItqDLiuUqNKNBWG 

https://video.emergeheart.info/w/f2467447-f5a8-45c9-8d08-804d6a2d4747
https://caityjohnstone.medium.com/debunking-all-the-assange-smears-a549fd677cac
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/#WEEK-THREE
https://lafleurproductions.substack.com/p/series-the-julian-assange-archives
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1XNo8JngYiRfbwqLaYmEC6HJyXEYvCbdGR-_brWpQQnw/edit
http://tinyurl.com/AssangeEvidenceFiles
http://tinyurl.com/AssangeEvidenceFiles


 

 

 

Introduc)on 
by Ann Ba(za, Ph.D., organizer Na(onal Assange Defense Commi:ee  

 
Those of us working to inform the public about Julian Assange know that accessing the truth about him 
and the evidence for that truth is extremely difficult.  A compliant media and big tech have made it 
almost impossible to find the documenta?on that exposes the decade of lies by the U.S. government in 
their relentless effort to turn the public against him. 
 

But now, Paula Iasella has created a Cliff’s Notes-like version of that exculpatory evidence.  Here you will 
find clear statements that contradict those false narra?ves followed by the court documents, eye-
witness accounts under oath, and references to inves?ga?ons by journalists and substan?ve authori?es 
that provide the proof. 
 

Because Paula is a visual ar?st, each chapter that addresses a par?cular lie contains screenshots of key 
sec?ons of official documents or sources and boxes that isolate money quotes. 
 

This resource is invaluable in seKng the record straight about the case of Julian Assange. It should serve 
as an immediate call to ac?on to free this renowned journalist and publisher.  
  

Ul?mately, his fate and our children’s press freedom depend upon a clear understanding of the truth 
about Julian Assange and the courage to proclaim it.   

 The heavy weight of ‘correc(ng the record’ and repor(ng truthfully on the Assange case falls on independent 
media and concerned ci(zens. Millions around the globe are working to free Julian Assange and protect press 
freedom by sharing the facts on the case with their communi(es and government representa(ves. 
 

The ‘evidence files’ were inspired by Ann’s community le:er: ‘The Importance of Evidence - on World Press 
Freedom Day’ -and is a resource to help Free Assange! -Paula Iasella, co-organizer Boston Area Assange Defense                                                                                                                                    

 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

P1.  WikiLeaks and Assange’s Interna1onal Awards and Recogni1on: 
• Graphic lis1ng journalism awards won by Julian Assange. 
• MEAA media member ID card  (Media Entertainment and Arts Alliance).  
• MEAA 2022 leIer affirming Assange's membership in MEAA. 
• Interna1onal Press Card issued by the Interna1onal Federa1on of Journalists alongside cer1fied 

copy of Assange's Australian passport with headshot. 
• Screenshot Interna'onal Federa'on of Journalists ar1cle on the Interna1onal and European 

Federa1on of Journalists (IFJ-EFJ) reques1ng Biden administra1on to pardon Assange.  
 

P2.  Evidence that Courts Recognize Assange as “Journalist” and WikiLeaks as “Media Organiza1on” 
• US court's rejection of DNC's lawsuit against WikiLeaks for the DNC publications, saying "this type 

of information is plainly entitled to the strongest protection that the First Amendment offers", 
screenshot with links. 

• British Royal Court of Justice statement including "Mr. Julian Assange, a journalist well known 
through his operation of WikiLeaks..." screenshot with link. 

• British First Tier Tribunal statement including "WikiLeaks is a media organization..." screenshot  
with link. 
 

P3.  US Federal Judge Koeltl Recognized Public Interest Value of Materials Published by WikiLeaks   
• Reproduction of ShadowProof Aug. 2019 article, ‘In Rejecting DNC Lawsuit Against WikiLeaks, 

Judge Strongly Defended First Amendment Rights of Journalists’ by Kevin Gosztola, excerpts. 
 

P4.  2020 UK Magistrates Court Extradi1on Hearing Witness Tes1mony: Assange first publisher indicted 
        under Espionage Act 

• Testimony of Jameel Jaffer, Exec Director of the Knight First Amendment Institute, excerpts. 
 

P5-8.  US Dept of Jus1ce Charges Assange with Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion – ‘Chat  
Log’: Evidence that Assange did not commit computer intrusion to gain access to leaks by  
Chelsea Manning, undermining the allegation that Assange is a "hacker". 
• Context from Assange Defense Committee member, Ann Batiza, Ph.D. on the charge for collusion 

to commit computer intrusion. Based on footnoted letter Batiza wrote to her senator. 
• Snapshot of Chelsea Manning's chat log with an unknown chat user "Nathaniel Frank" to crack a 

hash. 
• Excerpt from section 15.34 of Assange's appeal quoting the US prosecutor. 
• Excerpts from Computer Weekly report on Manning’s hearing and implications for computer 

intrusion charges against Assange. 
• Link and excerpt from article describing how the key witness for the computer intrusion charge, 

Siggi Thordarson, admits he lied in court and was jailed indefinitely in Iceland. 
 

P9.  2013 Manning Court Mar1al sentencing: Manning acted alone – link to transcript 
• US Assange lawyer, Michael Ratner, comments on Manning’s court statement - excerpt from his 

book, ‘Moving the Bar - My Life as a Radical Lawyer’. LA Progressive book review, excerpts. 
 

P10.  ‘Julian Assange Unleashed a Revolution in Journalism’ 
• Reproduction of May 2023 article in Independent Australian by John Jiggens, excerpts. 

 

P11.  ‘Why it Matters Whether you consider Julian Assange a Journalist - or Not’ 
• Link to June 2023 YouTube video by Kevin Gosztola with screenshots of key moments and excerpts. 
• Book review excerpt and image of Kevin Gosztola's book, ‘Guilty of Journalism - The Political Case 

Against Julian Assange’.  
 
 

Evidence File #1:  Julian Assange is an Award-Winning Journalist 
     Evidence that Refutes the ‘Hacker NarraAve’ 

 
In this Evidence File: 

 



       
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
      
 

 

h"ps://www.meaa.org/download/meaa-le"er-to-pm-and-
foreign-minister-re-julian-assange-extradi9on-220620/ 

h"ps://www.i*.org/media-centre/news/detail/category/press-
releases/ar8cle/assange-i*-and-e*-co-sign-open-le"er-to-us-president F1-P1 

Evidence File 1:  Julian Assange is an Award-Winning Journalist  
      Evidence that Refutes the ‘Hacker NarraAve’ 

                    
 

 

    h#ps://challengepower.info/assange_s_awards_and_recogni6on 

https://www.meaa.org/download/meaa-letter-to-pm-and-foreign-minister-re-julian-assange-extradition-220620/
https://www.meaa.org/download/meaa-letter-to-pm-and-foreign-minister-re-julian-assange-extradition-220620/
https://www.ifj.org/media-centre/news/detail/category/press-releases/article/assange-ifj-and-efj-co-sign-open-letter-to-us-president
https://www.ifj.org/media-centre/news/detail/category/press-releases/article/assange-ifj-and-efj-co-sign-open-letter-to-us-president
https://challengepower.info/assange_s_awards_and_recognition


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
                          
 

 
 
 

h"ps://twi"er.com/wikileaks/status/1158335903619792896?s=20 

h"ps://www.wired.com/images_blogs/threatlevel/2011/11/assange-
judgment.pdf 

h"ps://www.scribd.com/document/368013590/First-Tier-Tribunal-Appeal# 

 

h"ps://twi"er.com/khrafnsson/status/1128940213743566849?s=20 
                           
 

h"ps://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-
dism.pdf 
 

F1-P2 

Courts Recognize Julian Assange as “Journalist” and WikiLeaks as “Media OrganizaAon” 
 

https://twitter.com/wikileaks/status/1158335903619792896?s=20
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/threatlevel/2011/11/assange-judgment.pdf
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/threatlevel/2011/11/assange-judgment.pdf
https://www.scribd.com/document/368013590/First-Tier-Tribunal-Appeal
https://twitter.com/khrafnsson/status/1128940213743566849?s=20
https://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-dism.pdf
https://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-dism.pdf


 
 

        h#ps://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-dism.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Excerpt: “[Judge] Koeltl recognized the public interest value 
of the materials that were published by WikiLeaks, as well 
as other media organizations during the 2016 presidential 
election. He especially focused on the DNC’s claim that 
WikiLeaks was prohibited from publishing alleged “trade 
secrets.” 
 

“If WikiLeaks could be held liable for publishing documents 
concerning the DNC’s political, financial, and voter-
engagement strategies simply because the DNC labels them 
‘secret’ and trade secrets, then so could any newspaper or 
other media outlet. But that would impermissibly elevate a 
purely private privacy interest to override the First 
Amendment interest in the publication of matters of the 
highest public concern,” Koeltl declared.  
 

This type of information is plainly of the type entitled to the 
strongest protection that the First Amendment offers.” 
 

h"ps://shadowproof.com/2019/08/01/in-rejec8ng-dnc-lawsuit-against-
wikileaks-judge-strongly-defended-first-amendment-rights-of-journalists/ 

US Federal Judge Koeltl Recognized Public Interest Value of Materials Published by WikiLeaks 
 

F1-P3 

 

https://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-dism.pdf
https://shadowproof.com/2019/08/01/in-rejecting-dnc-lawsuit-against-wikileaks-judge-strongly-defended-first-amendment-rights-of-journalists/
https://shadowproof.com/2019/08/01/in-rejecting-dnc-lawsuit-against-wikileaks-judge-strongly-defended-first-amendment-rights-of-journalists/


ExtradiAon Hearing Witness TesAmony: Assange first publisher indicted under Espionage Act 
                              Full Witness Archive: hIps://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/ 
 
DAY 17 (30 Sept 2020)  
Witness #40: Jameel Jaffer (ExecuAve Director Knight First Amendment InsAtute) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

h"ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-Extradi8on-Hearings-Statement-of-Jameel-Jaffer.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

27. “Some government officials have argued that the indictment should not be understood as  
a threat to press freedom because Mr. Assange is not a journalist, or because WikiLeaks is not 
a member of the press. This argument misses the point. The indictment is mainly a description 
of Mr. Assange engaging in core journalistic activities. These are the activities that the 
government’s apparent theory of liability would criminalize. It is also misguided, in my view,  
to conclude that the indictment does not implicate the press because Mr. Assange is alleged to 
have offered to help Ms. Manning “crack a password hash” stored on government computers. 
[…] it is not clear how the alleged effort to crack the password hash is relevant to the 
government’s theory of liability […] If a publisher’s entitlement to first Amendment protection 
turned on whether the government believed the publisher had exercised editorial discretion 
appropriately, the First Amendment’s protection would be unavailable in precisely the cases 
publishers need it most.”  - Witness Jameel Jaffer  (Testimony pdf - page 15) 
h"ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-Extradi8on-Hearings-Statement-of-Jameel-Jaffer.pdf 

“The indictment of Mr. Assange poses a grave threat to press freedom in the United States. This case is the 
first in which the U.S. government has relied on the 1917 Espionage Act as the basis for the prosecuBon of 
a publisher. The indictment focuses almost enBrely on the kinds of acBviBes that naBonal security 
journalists engage in rouBnely and as a necessary part of their work …” 

F1-P4 

https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Jameel-Jaffer.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Jameel-Jaffer.pdf


 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

h#ps://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/886185/pe-123.pdf 
 

F1-P5 

US Dept of Jus-ce Charges Assange with Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion – ‘Chat Log’ 
 
 
 

h"ps://www.jus9ce.gov/opa/pr/wikileaks-founder-charged-computer-hacking-conspiracy 
h"ps://www.computerweekly.com/news/252489645/Forensic-expert-ques9ons-US-claims-that-Assange-conspired-to-crack-military-password 

Context: This 5-yr prison charge a#empts to portray Assange as a hacker rather than a journalist. The alleged 
hacking didn’t happen, according to expert tes6mony at Manning’s court mar6al hearing in 2013 and again was 
debunked at Assange’s 2020 extradi6on hearing. The only evidence that the U.S. had about alleged “conspiracy” 
was Chelsea Manning’s chat log in which she asked a person named “Nathaniel Frank” to help her crack a password 
hash. Nathaniel Frank said in the chat that he would look into it and ul6mately Frank wasn’t able to do anything. 
Chelsea has been iden6fied as “Nobody.” “Nathaniel Frank” has never been iden6fied. Below, excerpts of le#er by 
Ann Ba6za, Ph.D. to Milwaukee senator using Computer Weekly excerpts and 155-pg Assange High Court Appeal.  

 

 

There is now more evidence – from the prosecu4on’s own statement – that there is no evidence to  
support the allega4on that Julian hacked into US computers or helped Chelsea Manning do so.   
The repor(ng by Computer Weekly at the (me of the extradi(on hearing helps explain the new evidence.   
 

Below is an image from sec(ons 15.34, 15.35, and 15.39 of the 155-page appeal, recently filed by 
Assange’s lawyers. hEps://www.craigmurray.org.uk/wp/wp-
content/uploads/2023/06/assangehighcourtappeal.pdf  
In this statement “Kromberg” refers to the U.S. prosecutor that was providing allega(ons for the Bri(sh 
barrister, James Lewis, who was trying this case in the U.K. court.   
 

Note that in sec(on 15.34 of the appeal, Julian’s lawyers state, “the US Government (belatedly) disavowed 
any sugges(on that Manning was aEemp(ng to decrypt the password hash in order to access any of the 
databases with which this indictment is concerned …” 
 

Then Assange’s lawyers provide the cita4on for that disavowal in the prosecu4on’s own statement - 
from U.S. prosecutor, Gordon Kromberg: 
 

It was now…’not alleged that the purpose of the hash-cracking agreement was to gain 
anonymous access to the NetCentric Diplomacy database or, for that ma=er, any other 
par>cular database’ (Kromberg 4, CB/12/pg 1009 – 1030, §10-17) 

https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/886185/pe-123.pdf
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/wikileaks-founder-charged-computer-hacking-conspiracy
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252489645/Forensic-expert-questions-US-claims-that-Assange-conspired-to-crack-military-password
https://www.craigmurray.org.uk/wp/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/assangehighcourtappeal.pdf
https://www.craigmurray.org.uk/wp/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/assangehighcourtappeal.pdf


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Computer Weekly1 reported on the extradition hearing (which mainstream media did not cover)  
and discussed the evidence presented to refute the prosecution’s assertions.   
 

Below is a slightly abbreviated account of their report. I’ve highlighted the key points made. The  
magazine cites the testimony of an expert witness for the defense, Patrick Eller.  Eller was a  
“former criminal investigator in the US Army” and is currently a college professor and CEO of  
Metadata Forensics. His entire written testimony (and qualifications) can be found here.1 

Computer Weekly emphasized the following points while repor(ng on Patrick Eller’s tes(mony: 
 
• The person Manning chatted with was not identified as Assange and there was no evidence the  

hash was cracked.  
 
CW (Computer Weekly):  According to a Jabber chat log, Manning asked a person called Nathaniel  
Frank – alleged but not proven to be Assange – whether he was any good at cracking a password  
hash. Manning sent Assange [the person alleged to be Assange] a hexadecimal string that she had  
found on her computer network. 

CW: The discussion ended after “Frank” passed the hash to an expert to look at and later reported  
that he [Frank] had “no luck so far” in decrypting it. 

 

• Manning had access to all the material she leaked. 

CW: Eller, CEO of Metadata Forensics, said in written submissions to the court that Manning  
did not need access to the ftp account to access any of the material she passed on to WikiLeaks. 

 

 

 

 
 

1 h#ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.25-Assange-Extradi@on-Hearings-Statement-of-
Patrick-Eller.pdf 
                                                                                                                                                                                               

F1-P6 

Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion: Manning/‘Nathaniel Frank’ Chat Log - Pg 2 Excerpts: 

https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.25-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Patrick-Eller.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.25-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Patrick-Eller.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.25-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Patrick-Eller.pdf


 

 

CW: “Manning already had legitimate access to all of the databases from which she downloaded data” 
he [Eller] said. “Logging into another user account would not have provided her with more access than 
she already possessed.” 

• Cracking the password was not technically possible – and the government already knew that from 
Manning’s trial. 

CW: Eller said it would have been technically impossible at that time for Assange or Manning to 
decrypt the password [neither was in possession of a missing piece]. 

CW: He [Eller] said he had not changed his view in the light of evidence by the prosecution today that 
security vulnerabilities had previously been found in the Windows passwords software in use at the 
time.  

CW: “No, I don’t change my opinion,” he said, adding that his opinion was shared by a government 
expert in Manning’s court martial. 

CW: Eller told James Lewis for the prosecution that Microsoft issued a patch which fixed the problem 
in December 1999 to protect against an attack by strongly encrypting the password. Cracking that 
password would not help Manning access anonymous files. 

• Manning’s use of that password would not have helped her access files anonymously. 

CW: There was no advantage in Manning using the ftp account if she wanted to hide her identity, Eller 
told the court. 

CW: “Even if Manning was in fact logged into the ftp user account rather than her own normal 
account, this would have no effect on tracking,” he said in his witness statement. 

CW: “Merely logging into a different local user account on the computer (such as ftp user) would not 
anonymise Manning at all because the IP address of the computer would remain the same regardless 
of what user account is in use.” 

CW: “If Manning had wanted access from an account that wasn’t her own, she could have done so 
without cracking any passwords because she had access to the accounts of other soldiers in the SCIF,” 
said Eller.  

• Manning was likely trying to crack the password to upload movies, games or install chat.  

CW: Eller said that in his view, the allegation that Manning was trying to crack the password to access 
sensitive data was not tenable. 

CW: Before allegedly chatting with Assange on Jabber, Manning had already downloaded and leaked 
hundreds of thousands of documents using her normal account on two secure computers that she 
used regularly. 

CW: These included the Iraq and Afghan war logs, the rules of engagement and “Collateral murder” 
video, and the Guantanamo detainee assessment briefs. 
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Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion: Manning/‘Nathaniel Frank’ Chat Log - Pg 3 Excerpts: 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Because this computer intrusion charge was so hollow, the government suborned perjury from Sigurdur 
Thordarson, a known fraudster and pedophile, in order to bolster the “hacking” charge. Thordarson 
subsequently recanted admitting he lied. Therefore, he lost his immunity from Icelandic prosecution 
previously arranged for by the FBI, and is currently in jail.   (End of Batiza letter excerpts) 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The conspiracy to commit a computer crime charge is not actually about hacking — it’s about establishing  
legal precedent to charge publishers with conspiring with their sources, something that so far the U.S. 
government has failed to do because of the First Amendment. 

More on US govt’s key witness Sigurdur “Siggi” Thordarson - admi;ed false tes>mony and jailed indefinitely in Iceland: 
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Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion: Manning /‘Nathaniel Frank’ Chat Log - Pg 4 Excerpts: 

Witness Patrick Eller’s testimony provided evidence and expert opinion that says: (Summary) 

1. Assange was not identified as the person Manning was talking to. 
2. Manning already had access to all the files she leaked.   
3. There is no evidence the password hash Manning asked for help with was cracked.   
4. Cracking the password was not technically possible. (This is the most important point and  

it was conceded by the prosecution.) 
5. The password could not confer anonymity. 
6. It is likely the password was for uploading software for entertainment. 

 

‘Key witness in Assange case jailed in Iceland aNer admiOng to lies and ongoing crime spree’ 
“Sigurdur Thordarson, a key witness for the FBI against Julian Assange, has been jailed in Iceland. The 
notorious alleged hacker and convicted pedophile was remanded to custody in Iceland’s highest security 
prison, Litla Hraun, on September 24 [2021] … Thordarson was given immunity by the FBI in exchange 
for tes(mony against Julian Assange. Thordarson was arrested the same day he arrived back in Iceland 
from a trip to Spain, and was subsequently brought before a judge aier police requested indefinite 
deten(on intended to halt an ongoing crime spree. The judge apparently agreed that Thordarson’s 
repeated, blatant and ongoing offences against the law put him at high risk for con(nued re-
offending.”  h#ps://heimildin.is/grein/14117/ 

  CW: There was no evidence that Manning had attempted to download these documents anonymously 
and no indication that she was trying to crack the ftp user account password, said Eller. 

CW: “The technical impossibility of using the ftp user account to download data anonymously, combined 
with Manning’s past behaviour of downloading hundreds of thousands of documents from her own 
account, indicate that it is highly unlikely that Manning’s attempt to crack the ftp user password had 
anything to do with leaking documents,’” he wrote. 

CW: Manning already knew how to access data on her own local computer anonymously by booting it 
with a Linux CD and reading the files, bypassing the access controls of the Windows operating system. 

CW: Manning was regarded as a technical expert and was often asked by other soldiers to help them 
install unauthorised software. 

CW: Eller said there were many potential reasons why Manning would want to crack a password,  
including installing software for her colleagues.  
 

https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2020/09/julian-assange-extradition-hearing-punishing-the-publisher/
https://heimildin.is/grein/14117/


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Feb 2013 Manning Court MarAal statement emphasized: Manning acted alone 

“…no one associated with the WLO [WikiLeaks OrganizaAon] pressured me into giving more 
informaAon. The decisions that I made to send documents and informaAon to the WLO and website 
were my own decisions, and I take full responsibility for my actions.” -Bradley [Chelsea] Manning 
 
 

Alexa O’Brian’s transcript of Manning’s Court Mar@al sentencing, Feb 28, 2013: h#ps://archive.ph/oKQbJ 

 

-Bradley Manning  

LA Progressive Stephen Rohde review, Michael Ratner’s  ‘Moving the Bar - My Life as a Radical Lawyer’ 
h"ps://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-jus8ce-system/michael-ratner 

h#ps://www.orbooks.com/catalog/moving-the-bar/ 

“… the dozen or so lawsuits CCR filed “seeking to expose and end rendi@on, illegal drone strikes, the wars in Afghanistan and 
Iraq, and the torture at Guantanamo and other secret U.S. prisons.” But each @me the government would tell the courts, “You 
can’t li@gate this. Na@onal Security.” “We had reached a dead end.” And then all of a sudden the truth tellers told the truth. 
“With acts of great courage, they revealed to the world what this country is actually doing. […] As a result, we’re seeing the 
unraveling of governments and corpora@ons all over the world.” “My experience has taught me that the truth has a way of 
coming out, even when the most powerful government on earth tries to crush it.” – Michael Ratner (LA Progressive review) 
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h"ps://archive.ph/oKQbJ 

 

 

Court excerpts: 
 

“…the U.S. government’s strategy against Assange had 
become more apparent. Prosecutors in the Manning case 
revealed internet chat logs between Manning and an 
unnamed person at WikiLeaks who they said colluded with 
Manning by helping the accused traitor engineer a reverse 
password. Without suppor@ng evidence, prosecutors 
claimed the unnamed person was Assange. Both Manning 
and Assange denied it. [..] The case against Manning was 
also a case against WikiLeaks and Julian Assange. The two 
were inextricably linked.” 
“Though [Manning] communicated with WikiLeaks via 
online chat, she never knew who exactly was on the other 
end of the chat. Nor did WikiLeaks know who she was. So 
despite all the torture the military had subjected her to, 
Manning refused to implicate anyone at WikiLeaks in her 
decisions.” Excerpts: Michael Ratner’s ‘Moving the Bar’’ 

https://x.com/Stella_Assange/status/1702430226247258221?s=20 

 

“…the prosecu@on was trying not just to convict Manning but 
to set the stage for a later prosecu@on of WikiLeaks and 
Julian Assange. The chief prosecutor claimed that WikiLeaks 
was not a journalis@c enterprise, that it was a group of 
“informa@on anarchists.” And he tried to paint WikiLeaks and 
Julian Assange as Manning’s co-conspirators … he men@oned 
Assange 10 @mes, WikiLeaks at least 20 @mes.” 
 

-Michael Ratner, ‘Moving the Bar – My Life as a Radical Lawyer’ 
Excerpts about the 2013 Manning Court Mar8al trial 
 

 

 

https://archive.ph/oKQbJ
https://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-justice-system/michael-ratner
https://www.orbooks.com/catalog/moving-the-bar/
https://archive.ph/oKQbJ
https://x.com/Stella_Assange/status/1702430226247258221?s=20


                           ‘Julian Assange Unleashed A Revolution In Journalism’ 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

h"ps://independentaustralia.net/poli8cs/poli8cs-display/julian-assange-unleashed-a-revolu8on-in-journalism,17520 
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https://independentaustralia.net/politics/politics-display/julian-assange-unleashed-a-revolution-in-journalism,17520


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Book Review: “Guilty of Journalism outlines how WikiLeaks exposed 
the reality of American wars, the United States government’s 
unprecedented indictment against Assange as a publisher, and the 
media’s role in persuading the public to “shoot the messenger.”  
The new book by Kevin Gosztola, who has spent the last decade 
covering Assange, WikiLeaks, and the wider war on whistleblowers, 
tells the full story based on testimony from dozens of witnesses. 
 It examines abuses of power by the CIA and the FBI, including a 
spying operation that targeted Assange’s family, lawyers, and 
doctors. Guilty of Journalism offers a balanced and comprehensive 
perspective on all the events leading up to what press freedom 
advocates have called the trial of the century.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“The US Justice Department’s prosecution 
depends on the public believing that 
somehow Assange was not a journalist 
when he published documents submitted 
by Chelsea Manning in 2010. Taking a 
position that Assange is a journalist 
confronts the very misinformation and 
disinformation that has helped facilitate his 
arbitrary detention. That is why I open the 
book [Guilty of Journalism] with the clear 
statement, “Assange is a Journalist”.  
The CPJ has declined to label Assange as  
a ‘journalist’, but their own definition of 
what makes someone a journalist clearly 
covers Assange: “People who cover news 
or comment on public affairs through any 
medium […]” Assange commented on 
public affairs on CNN, Al Jazeera English, 
and on the progressive independent news 
program Democracy NOW.”   
- Kevin Gosztola Video Excerpts at 1:05 min 

h#ps://www.sevenstories.com/books/4493-guilty-of-journalism 
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‘Why It Matters Whether You Consider Julian Assange A Journalist—Or Not’  
Journalist, Kevin Gosztola’s video: h#ps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EjJbdoLcRtE 

 
 

https://www.sevenstories.com/books/4493-guilty-of-journalism
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EjJbdoLcRtE


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Evidence File #2: The Espionage Act is an Illegi8mate Tool to Suppress the First Amendment 
 

P1.  The Espionage Act Used Against a Journalist - (precedent se8ng)  
• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’ - Carey Shenkman tesEmony, Sept 2020. 
• Excerpt from LAProgressive March 2023 arEcle, ‘Carey Shenkman on the Espionage Act’. 

 
P2.  Witness Bridget Prince and Whistleblower John Kiriakou on U.S. District Court Eastern 

  District of VA  
• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’ - Bridget Prince tesEmony, Sept 2020. 
• Whistleblower John Kiriakou excerpts from LAProgressive arEcle, ‘What Awaits Julian 

Assange in the Eastern District of Virginia’, Dec 2021. 
 

P3.   ‘A Murderous System is Being Created Before Our Very Eyes’ – “Without doubt” Assange won’t  
   receive a fair trial in the United States, by Professor Nils Melzer 
• Excerpts from Jan 2020 Assange case arEcle by Nils Melzer, an authority on law and torture. 

 
P4.  ‘US v Manning – ACLU Amicus 2016 Brief’ – (Espionage Act) 

• Excerpts from U.S. V. Manning – ACLU Amicus Brief, May 2016. 
 

P5.  ‘The Espionage Act: Could Trump Indictment Lead to Changes to 1917 Law Used to Jail 
   Whistleblowers?’  
• Democracy NOW! June 2023 interview with Chip Gibbons (Defending Rights & Dissent) 

excerpts. 
 

P6.  ‘It’s Time to Reform the Espionage Act’ 
• Excerpt from Defending Rights & Dissent Nov 2020 arEcle, ‘It’s Time to Reform the 

Espionage Act’ by Chip Gibbons and Jesselyn Radack (whistleblower adorney). 
 

P7.  Chip Gibbons’ Twider Thread on 105th Anniversary of the Espionage Act – June 15, 2022 
• Tweet screenshots: Jacobin arEcle ‘Repressing Radicalism’; Socialist Party targeted;  

Chelsea Manning; Ed Snowden; Daniel Hale; Julian Assange 
 
 

In this Evidence File:  
 



 
 
 
 

DAY 8 & 9 (17 & 18 Sept 2020)  
Witness #10: Carey Shenkman (Human Rights a-orney, author, li4gator) 

 

"The current US admin has signaled its desire to escalate prosecu6ons as well as “jailing journalists  
who publish classified info.” The Espionage Act’s breadth provides such a means." – Carey Shenkman  

 

   Full PDF: h-ps://tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.17-Assange-Extradi4on-Hearings-   
Statement-of-Carey-Shenkman.pdf 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

LAProgressive Excerpts: 
 

“What Shenkman and Engelman reveal 
through this book is that The Espionage Act 
of 1917 is one of the most important yet 
least understood pieces of legisla4on ever 
enacted in the United States.  Contrary to 
what its name implies, the Espionage Act 
has not historically been used to thwart the 
efforts of spies – this fact and much more is 
what makes this read so compelling. 
 

A CENTURY OF REPRESSION spans two 
World Wars, the Cold War, and the War on 
Terror. It addresses illegal break-ins, and 
prosecutorial misconduct as well as the 
cases of Eugene Debs, John S. Service, 
Daniel Ellsberg, Chelsea Manning, Edward 
Snowden, and Julian Assange. 
 

Most importantly, this book uncovers that 
ways in which a piece of legisla<on, given a 
name that is a misnomer, has been used to 
quash dissent and, by extension, violate 
civil liber<es. 
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‘Carey Shenkman on the Espionage Act’ LAProgressive Interview  
h"ps://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-jus9ce-system/carey-
shenkman-on-the-espionage-act 
 

 

Evidence File 2: The Espionage Act Used Against a Journalist – (precedent se<ng) 
Full witness statements: hdps://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/ 

 

https://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-justice-system/excessive-secrecy-and-the-deep-state
https://www.laprogressive.com/foreign-policy/kissinger-snowden
https://www.laprogressive.com/foreign-policy/kissinger-snowden
https://www.laprogressive.com/the-media-in-the-united-states/i-am-julian
https://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-justice-system/carey-shenkman-on-the-espionage-act
https://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-justice-system/carey-shenkman-on-the-espionage-act
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/


 
 

 
DAY 17 (30 Sept 2020)  
Witness #34: Bridget Prince (Inves'gator and researcher, One World Research-OWR) 

 

THE JURY POOL: "The HQ of govt agencies which are based in the Alexandria division include: - CIA –  
FBI - NCCIC - Homeland Security - DOD - the Pentagon - INSCOM - US Army Intelligence & Security"  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

EXCERPTS: 
 

“The fix is in. There’s no such thing as a fair trial in a 
na<onal security case, especially in the Eastern District of 
Virginia, the home of the CIA and the Pentagon. 
 

“Assange will be subject to CIPA, the Classified 
Informa<on Protec<on Act, that will prohibit him and his 
aJorneys from raising myriad issues and from 
appropriately defending him against the government’s 
accusa<ons.  
 

“CIA aJorneys will be in court every day to “protect 
Agency equi<es;” that is, to insist that the judge bar 
Assange and his aJorneys from raising the no<on that 
what WikiLeaks did by publishing evidence of war crimes 
was whistleblowing. 
 

“They also argue that Assange is neither a publisher nor 
a journalist.  
 

“The boJom line here is that judges don’t get to say 
where a prisoner goes. Neither do prosecutors. It’s up to 
the Bureau of Prisons. And if they want to screw 
somebody, especially a high-profile prisoner like Julian 
Assange, they’ll screw him. 
 

“The case will […] likely end up at the European Court of 
Human Rights. That could take another two years. 
 

“But in the mean<me, don’t believe a single word that 
the Jus<ce Department says. They’re liars. And they’ll do 
literally anything to win a na<onal security case, 
especially against Julian Assange.”    -John Kiriakou 
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LAProgressive ‘What Awaits Julian Assange in 
the Eastern District of Virginia?’ (Dec 2021) 
h"ps://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-jus9ce-
system/what-awaits-julian-assange 
 

Witness Bridget Prince & Whistleblower John Kiriakou on U.S. District Court Eastern District of VA  

PDF: h+ps://tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-ExtradiGon-Hearings-
%E2%80%93-Bridget-Prince-First-Statement.pdf 
 

 

https://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-justice-system/what-awaits-julian-assange
https://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-justice-system/what-awaits-julian-assange
https://t.co/jMvlar1kvZ
https://t.co/jMvlar1kvZ


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

‘A murderous system is being created before our very eyes’  Professor Nils Melzer 
«I have never seen a comparable case» – Nils Melzer, the UN Special Rapporteur on Torture. 
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h"ps://mronline.org/2020/02/04/a-murderous-system-is-being-created-before-our-very-eyes/ 
 

EXCERPTS:   

https://mronline.org/2020/02/04/a-murderous-system-is-being-created-before-our-very-eyes/


 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       
 
 

EXCERPTS: US v Manning ACLU 2016 Amicus Brief arguing 
uncons;tu;onality of Espionage Act: 
 

“First, the Espionage Act is uncons4tu4onally vague, because 
 it provides the government a tool that the First Amendment 
forbids: a criminal statute that allows the government to 
subject speakers and messages it dislikes to discriminatory 
prosecu4on. 
 

On its face, the Espionage Act is a content-based restric4on on 
the communica4on of “informa4on rela4ng to the na4onal 
defense” that triggers First Amendment scru4ny. See United 
States v. Stevens, 559 U.S. 460, 468 (2010). The Act’s prohibi4on 
on the communica4on or dissemina4on of informa4on 
cons4tutes a regula4on of speech within the meaning of the 
First Amendment. 
 

Moreover, the informa4on which the government seeks to 
restrict, namely that “rela4ng to the na4onal defense,” 
encompasses not only protected speech, but high-value speech 
about the government that is at the core of the First 
Amendment’s concerns. 
 

Without judicial considera4on of whether the disclosure of 
informa4on is of cri4cal public concern, the government is free 
to use the Espionage Act, aided by a regime of secrecy and 
over-classifica4on, to restrict the flow of informa4on that is 
embarrassing to it or that exposes unlawful government acts. 
 

Against a backdrop of rou4ne leaking for a variety of mo4ves, 
this applica4on of the Act furnishes the government with a tool 
for the selec4ve prosecu4on that the Cons4tu4on forbids.”  
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    U.S. V. Manning - ACLU 2016 AMICUS BRIEF – Espionage Act violates First Amendment 
hdps://www.aclu.org/legal-document/us-v-manning-aclu-amicus-brief 

 

https://www.aclu.org/legal-document/us-v-manning-aclu-amicus-brief


 
   

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXCERPTS: 
 

CHIP GIBBONS: “Well, it’s very significant, because here we have a man who, when he was president, his 
administra'on presided over five different Espionage Act prosecu'ons. Trump, in that clip you played, said 
the Espionage Act applies to traitors and spies. Not one of those prosecu:ons was of a traitor or a spy. 
They are of Reality Winner, a whistleblower. They were of Daniel Hale, a whistleblower who gave 
informa:on about the drone program to the public because his conscience was so shocked by what — by 
the civilian casual'es in it. You had Terry Albury, a FBI agent who was disturbed by the domes'c war on terror 
and the surveillance of the Muslim community and the eviscera'on of the Bill of Rights. You had Joshua 
Schulte, who was accused and convicted of giving informa:on to WikiLeaks, but he denies it was him.  
And then you have Julian Assange, the very first :me in U.S. history a journalist has been indicted under  
the Espionage Act. And all of the charges against Assange pertain to 2010 to 2011 revela'ons about U.S. war 
crimes in Iraq and Afghanistan, the U.S. policies at Guantánamo, and these really awful, corrupt, backroom 
deals that the State Department was involved in. So, Donald Trump’s administra:on loved the Espionage 
Act. They didn’t use it against traitors or spies; they used it against whistleblowers, journalists and people 
accused of giving informa:on to the media. 
 

“So, making the government prove actual espionage, allowing whistleblowers or anyone to tes'fy about the 
purpose of their leaks — right? — because right now juries are barred from hearing what was leaked or why  
it was leaked. […] 
 

So, it’s an incredible moment in U.S. history that we had a president who is finally being held accountable 
under the Espionage Act, as opposed to sort of whistleblowers and journalists who expose the U.S. na'onal 
security state. And while that is sort of a step away from the dual system of jus'ce we’ve seen under the 
Espionage Act, I have to stress, I don’t think the Espionage Act, as draLed, is a legi:mate tool. I don’t think 
it should be used to prosecute anyone, even someone as loathsome as Donald Trump. And Donald Trump is 
s'll ge]ng a lot of leeway, right? He was given a chance to return documents, and he wasn’t charged for 
those documents, even though he broke the le_er of the law, even though he took them when he shouldn’t 
have had them. And while a Biden or a Pence might get away with that, a Daniel Hale or a Thomas Drake 
would not have. So there’s always been this dual-track system under the Espionage Act: one set of rules for 
the powerful, one set of rules for those who support and promote U.S. foreign policy and the U.S. na:onal 
security state, and one set of rules for those public servants whose conscience tells them that the principles, 
in many cases, that led them to government in the first place are being violated by the government, who 
are subjected to horrible treatment.” 
 
 
 
 

“And then you have Julian Assange, the very first 4me in U.S. history  
a journalist has been indicted under the Espionage Act.”  
 

“So, Donald Trump’s administra4on loved the Espionage Act.  
They didn’t use it against traitors or spies; they used it against 
whistleblowers, journalists and people accused of giving informa4on 
to the media.” 
 

“So there’s always been this dual-track system under the Espionage 
Act: one set of rules for the powerful, one set of rules for those who 
support and promote U.S. foreign policy and the U.S. na4onal security 
state, and one set of rules for those public servants whose conscience 
tells them that the principles […] in many cases, that led them to 
government in the first place are being violated by the government, 
who are subjected to horrible treatment.”-Chip Gibbons, Defending Rights & Dissent 
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‘The Espionage Act: Could Trump Indictment Lead to Changes to 1917 Law  
Used to Jail Whistleblowers?’ 

h_ps://www.democracynow.org/2023/6/14/trump_espionage_act_chip_gibbons 

https://www.democracynow.org/2023/6/14/trump_espionage_act_chip_gibbons


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

EXCERPTS: 
“Whistleblowers indicted under the Espionage Act face an uphill ba8le with few prospects  
of a fair trial. In addi;on to Ka=aesque levels of secrecy and Byzan;ne classifica;on structures, 
Espionage Act cases allow for no affirma;ve defense that a disclosure was in the public interest. 
Even more challenging, the government is not required to prove an individual indicted under the 
Espionage Act acted with the intent to harm US na;onal security or aid a foreign power. As a 
result, judges have barred whistleblowers from tes;fying about the reason for their ac;ons and 
have precluded  juries from even hearing the words “over-classifica;on,” “whistleblower,” and 
“First Amendment.” . 
 
Pentagon Papers whistleblower Daniel Ellsberg, the first “leaker” indicted under the Espionage 
Act, has spoken about the immense disadvantage a defendant faces. Ellsberg took the stand in 
his defense, hoping to speak directly to the jury about why he made the choice to alert the 
American people about their government’s deceiQul war making in Vietnam. Yet, when his 
a8orney asked him the simple ques;on “why did you copy the Pentagon Papers” the judge 
intervened to silence Ellsberg. Since all the government had to do was prove Ellsberg gave 
their secret history of the Vietnam War to the press, the explanatory informa<on was not 
deemed relevant or admissible. This experience has led Ellsberg to correctly assert that 
Chelsea Manning, Jeffrey Sterling, Edward Snowden, Reality Winner, Daniel Hale, and others 
prosecuted under the Espionage Act could not receive a fair trial.   
 
Espionage Act prosecu<ons of journalists’ sources were once rare, but under the Obama 
Administra<on they became the go-to weapon against na<onal security whistleblowers.  
And the overly broad and clumsily draTed Espionage Act doesn’t just hang as a sword of 
Damocles over government employees who wish to work with the media. The way it is wri8en, 
it could apply to a whistleblower who gives informa;on to members of Congress or oversight 
bodies. And it makes no dis;nc;on between those with security clearances and journalists or 
other members of the public who have no obliga;on to keep classified informa;on secret. While 
past administra;ons have toyed with the idea of indic;ng reporters such as Seymour Hersh or 
James Bamford, they ul;mately balked at doing so. The Obama Administra<on concluded that 
prosecu<ng WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange would have created dangerous precedent to 
prosecute the New York Times and myriad other news outlets.  The Trump Administra<on has 
no such qualms, giving Assange the unenviable dis<nc<on of being the first person indicted by 
the US government under the Espionage Act for publishing truthful informa<on.” - 
 

Chip Gibbons is the Policy Director of Defending Rights & Dissent, an organiza4on that works to protect the 
right to free expression. 
 

Jesselyn Radack heads the Whistleblower and Source Protec4on Program (WHISPeR) at ExposeFacts and has 
represented whistleblowers charged under the Espionage Act, including Edward Snowden, Thomas Drake, 
and John Kirakiou. 
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‘It’s Time to Reform the Espionage Act’ – Nov 2020 

 
h-ps://www.rightsanddissent.org/news/its-4me-to-reform-the-espionage-act/ 
 

https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/may/30/daniel-ellsberg-snowden-fair-trial-kerry-espionage-act
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/may/30/daniel-ellsberg-snowden-fair-trial-kerry-espionage-act
https://freedom.press/news/obama-used-espionage-act-put-record-number-reporters-sources-jail-and-trump-could-be-even-worse/
https://khanna.house.gov/media/press-releases/release-rep-khanna-sen-wyden-introduce-legislation-protect-whistleblowers
https://freedom.press/news/how-espionage-act-morphed-dangerous-tool-used-prosecute-sources-and-threaten-journalists/
https://theintercept.com/2018/11/16/as-the-obama-doj-concluded-prosecution-of-julian-assange-for-publishing-documents-poses-grave-threats-to-press-freedom/
https://www.rightsanddissent.org/news/its-time-to-reform-the-espionage-act/


       Chip Gibbons’ TwiTer Thread on 105th Anniversary of the Espionage Act, June 15, 2022 
h-ps://twi-er.com/ChipGibbons89/status/1537110247952859136?s=20 
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https://twitter.com/ChipGibbons89/status/1537110247952859136?s=20


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        

 
Evidence File #3: WikiLeaks’ Responsible Redac8on Process 

Evidence that refutes the ‘Put Lives at Risk’ Narra8ve 
 

 
P1.  Witness Tes)mony from John Goetz (former Der Spiegel journalist) 

• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 
 

P2.  ‘Former Der Spiegel Journalist Exposes US Government Lies that Assange “Failed to      
Redact” and “Put Lives at Risk”’   
• World Socialist Web Site Sept 2020 ar)cle by Laura Tiernan, excerpts. 

 

P3.  Witness Tes)mony from John Sloboda (co-founder ‘Iraq Body Count’) 
• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 

 

P4.  ‘WikiLeaks Partners Developed SoWware to Redact 400,000 Iraq War Logs’ 
• Reproduc)on of Computer Weekly Sept 2020 ar)cle with highlights. 

 

P5.  Witness Tes)mony from Stefania Maurizi (Italian inves)ga)ve journalist) 
• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 

 

P6.  Communica)ons between WikiLeaks and U.S. State Department, 2010 
• Context provided by Assange Defense. 
• Reproduc)on of Assange’s Nov 26, 2010 le^er to State Department. 
• Reproduc)on of US State Department’s Nov 27, 2010 reply to WikiLeaks. 

 

P7.  ‘Bradley Manning Leak Did Not Result in Deaths by Enemy Forces, Court Hears’ 
• The Guardian July 2013 ar)cle excerpt. 

 

P8.  ‘Chelsea Manning Shared Secrets with WikiLeaks. Now She’s Telling Her Own Story’ 
• NPR-nhpr Oct 2022 interview with Chelsea Manning, excerpts. 
• Reproduc)ons of tweets by Paula Iasella highligh)ng parts of interview.  

 

P9.  ‘The “Put Lives at Risk” Fallacy: Pushing Back on Years of Smears and Lies’ 
• Reproduc)on of Veterans for Assange Jan 2023 ar)cle by Brian Vickery, excerpts. 

 
 

In this Evidence File: 
 



          Evidence File 3: WikiLeaks’ Responsible Redac8on Process – ‘Put Lives at Risk’ Fallacy 
Full witness statements: h^ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/ 

 
 
           Witness #7: John Goetz  (former Der Spiegel journalist, 2010 WikiLeaks’ partner)                      
            Full [PDF] 

 
"... when the partners published their respec1ve stories on July 25, 2010, ... Wikileaks delayed the 
release of 15,000 documents as part of what Assange called "the harm minimisa1on process"." 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Assange’s Careful Handling of Leaked Material 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Der Spiegel and the 
Guardian published  
hundreds of docs 
*before* WikiLeaks. 
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https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.16-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-John-Goetz.pdf


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
    
 
     

 
 

h"ps://www.wsws.org/en/ar/cles/2020/09/17/assa-s17.html 
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“Goetz’s expert witness tes1mony established that the only “harm to life” came from US war crimes  
which Assange and WikiLeaks were trying to expose.” 
 

“Goetz’s tes1mony established the “extreme” efforts Assange made to protect documents and 
redact names.” 
 

“Recalling his own )me in the Guardian’s “bunker,” Goetz said, “I remember being very annoyed and 
very irritated by the constant, unending reminders by Assange that we needed to be secure. That 
we needed to encrypt things, to use encrypted chats, and it was the first )me in my life I had ever 
seen or used or touched a cryptophone. The amount of precau1ons around the safety of the 
material were enormous.”” 
 

“WikiLeaks’ veOng and redac1on process for the release of US diploma1c cables was 1ghter s1ll.” 
 

“…Goetz, explaining later under cross-examina1on that the only unredacted documents published 
by WikiLeaks were those already widely available via the Cryptome site, thanks to the Guardian’s 
own journalists.” 
 

‘Former Spiegel Journalist Exposes US Government Lies that Assange  
“Failed to Redact” and “Put Lives at Risk”’ 

 

EXCERPTS: 
 
 

https://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2020/09/17/assa-s17.html
https://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2020/09/17/assa-s17.html
https://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2020/09/17/assa-s17.html
https://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2020/09/17/assa-s17.html


 
         DAY 8 (17 Sept 2020)  
       

         Witness #9: John Sloboda (Co-founder IBC Iraq Body Count/ WikiLeaks’ specialist partner) 
 

 “What we have not stated publicly before today, concerns another crucial maSer, the ways in 
which   complex (and innova1ve) steps were taken to publish the important content of the Iraq 
War Logs in the most responsible way. … considerable pressure upon Julian Assange and 
WikiLeaks to publish as quickly as possible, none of WikiLeaks’ media partners were able to 
suggest a means by which the Logs could be redacted … a full tranche of 400,000 Logs” 
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  Full PDF: h"ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.17-Assange-Extradi@on-  
Hearings-Statement-of-John-Slodoba.pdf 

 

https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.17-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-John-Slodoba.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.17-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-John-Slodoba.pdf


 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Excerpts: 
“John Sloboda, co-founder of the NGO,  
Iraq Body Count, which monitors civilian casual@es 
in Iraq, told the court that WikiLeaks insisted on a 
“stringent redac1on” of the documents to protect 
the iden1ty of individuals before the documents 
were published. 
 

“Sloboda, speaking on the eighth day of extradi@on 
proceedings against WikiLeaks founder Julian 
Assange, told the court it was of the utmost 
importance to record the names of civilians killed 
in armed conflicts, for the benefit of their loved 
ones and because civilian deaths were a war crime. 
 

“We believed, with the informa@on we had about 
Iraqi civilian deaths, we were in a unique posi@on 
to say what was new in the logs,” he said. 
 

“Assange invited Sloboda to join a consor@um of 
media partners, including, The Guardian, Der 
Spiegel and The New York Times, to conduct 
serious analysis on the documents before they were 
released in October 2010.” 
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‘WikiLeaks Partners Developed SoNware to Redact 400,000 Iraq War Logs’ 
(Computer Weekly ar0cle includes excerpts of John Sloboda’s oral tes0mony in court) 

 h"ps://archive.is/ZxNIT 

https://archive.is/o/ZxNIT/https:/www.iraqbodycount.org/
https://archive.is/ZxNIT


      
              DAY 17 (30 Sept 2020) 
 

             Witness #31: Stefania Maurizi (Il Fa;o Quo?diano inves?ga?ve journalist) 
 

“I no1ced that WikiLeaks was focusing on the importance of a number of protec1ons, including 
protec1on for the integrity of the documents, so they could not be misrepresented or distorted,  

        and protec1ons on the encryp1on, protec1ng both the documents and sources.” 
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Full PDF: h"ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-   
Extradi/on-Hearings-%E2%80%93-Tab-69-Statement-of-Stefania-Maurizi-17.07.20-with-exhibits-bookmarked.pdf 

 



 
 

Context: In November 2010, Assange contacted US Ambassador Susman in the UK to no?fy  
US State Department to assist with redac?on of Iraq War docs -  State Dept refused to engage.  

 

Assange, as a ‘publisher’, not the ‘leaker’, was asking for government assistance to redact names  
before he published the leaked content – publishing is protected under the First Amendment  
and is NOT illegal. US Government is aDempEng to set this precedent and criminalize journalism.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Assange’s Nov 26, 2010 letter to US Ambassador 
Susman requesting the US State Dept, excerpt:  
 

“… nominate any specific instances (record 
numbers or names) where it considers the 
publication of information would put individual 
persons at significant risk or harm …” 

US State Department’s Nov 27, 2010 
reply to Assange, excerpt: 
 

“We will not engage in a negotiation  
of further release or dissemination  
of illegally obtained US Government 
classified materials.” 
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“Counter-intelligence officer who investigated WikiLeaks impact undermines   
argument that Manning leak put lives at risk” -The Guardian, July 31, 2013 
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‘Bradley Manning Leak Did Not Result in Deaths by Enemy Forces, Court Hears’ 
 

h"ps://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/jul/31/bradley-manning-sentencing-hearing-pentagon 
 

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/jul/31/bradley-manning-sentencing-hearing-pentagon


 
 
 
 

                                                                        
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

EXCERPTS - 44 min audio interview, at 27:20 minutes: 
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Davies: I want to address the conten@on of the government 
and some others that your disclosures harmed the United 
States and its allies or its sources in Afghanistan and Iraq. … 
What’s your view of this? 
 

Manning: " One of the most confusing things that gets brought 
up for me...[is this] allega%on that sort of swirls s%ll to this 
day mostly from journalists who ask ques%ons about this 
%me frame – who ask about redac%ons and names of sources 
especially in context of Afghanistan. But we actually went 
through a court mar%al [2013] and we went through the 
process of going through the evidence. We asked the govt for 
them to back up their claims. It appears that this was a 
mistake on the Dept of Defense’s part...they reviewed larger 
tranches of informa%on…that I had access to not necessarily 
things that were actually published that would have had this 
informa%on [ie harmful to sources] because it’s a different 
category of informa%on … 
 

Davies: They assumed that everything you had access to was 
now available and therefore sources would have been 
exposed, I see… 
 

Manning: Right, and so much of the trial was about “this 
could have caused harm” “this could have caused damage” 
“this could have”. It was a lot of hypothe%cals. And I don’t 
disagree, if that par@cular category of informa@on had been 
released it could have been very damaging. I find it very 
curious...they released this allega@on in 2010 but by the @me 
we got through the evidence review phase of the trial, their 
claims just went there and they stepped back a li"le bit on 
their claims, at least in the court process. 
 

Davies: You wrote that what you did was a ‘selec%ve 
disclosure’ that there was a lot you saw and had access to that 
you would never reveal and s1ll wouldn’t. The file that you 
provided when you sent this stuff, there was a ‘README file 
that explained the material a bit, and you wrote “It’s already 
been sani%zed of any source iden%fying informa%on”.  That 
was sani1zed by the military – you didn’t personally read 
hundreds of thousands of documents. 
 

Manning: Exactly. 

‘Chelsea Manning Shared Secrets with WikiLeaks. Now She's Telling Her Own Story’ 
h"ps://www.npr.org/2022/10/17/1129416671/chelsea-manning-wikileaks-memoir-readme 

 

Oct 2022, Chelsea Manning README.txt book tour 
 

https://www.npr.org/2022/10/17/1129416671/chelsea-manning-wikileaks-memoir-readme


                      ‘The “Put Lives at Risk” Fallacy: Pushing Back on Years of Smears and Lies’ 
h"ps://www.veteransforassange.com/theXXX-put-lives-at-risk-fallacy 

 
 
 

Wikileaks developed a harm reduction process to ensure 
that their publication would not endanger innocents or put 
operational personnel at risk. 
 

American journalist John Goetz testified in court that 
Wikileaks had a very rigorous redaction process.  
 

"Assange himself was “very concerned with the technical 
aspect of trying to find the names in this massive collection 
of documents” so that “we could redact them, so they 
wouldn’t be published, so they wouldn’t be harmed.” He 
testified that Assange continually reminded the media 
partners to use secure communications, encrypted phones 
and apps, and while he seemed paranoid at the time, this is 
now standard journalistic practice" 

 

The accusation made by our governments and parroted by 
much of the media that Wikileaks put lives at risk has been 
one of the most damaging in the campaign for his freedom 
and to end the possibility of his extradition to the US to face  
175 years in jail. It is natural and right for us to feel concern  
for those are putting their lives on the line to defend us.   
Or be concerned for innocent individuals who maybe put  
in harms way. 
 

 It is also very easy to accuse someone of putting lives at risk 
but not so easy an accusation to defend against. Even if the 
Department of Justice after more than a decade have not 
named any individual harmed by the Wikileaks publication. 
 

First we need to be clear we do know that those who put lives 
at risk are those who lied (and continue to lie) about the true 
reasons for war. The true effects of war. Tens of thousands of 
our military personnel and hundreds of thousands of civilians 
have paid for those lies with their lives.[…] The lies and 
concealment of the truth is necessary to fool domestic voters 
into supporting the need for war and to continue funding and 
sending our young men and women into battle. 

 
 

Goetz also testified about WikiLeaks and the media partners’ 
conversations with the U.S. government ahead of publication. 
 

"The media partners also sent a delegation of New York 
Times reporters, who already had an office in Washington 
DC, to the White House to discuss the release ahead of time. 
[…] they asked the White House for any technical assistance 
they could provide to assist with redactions. That request, 
Goetz said, was met with “derision.” 

 
 

EXCERPTS:  

Wikileaks redacted more information than the Defense 
Department did in Freedom of Information requests 

Goetz testified that with future releases, WikiLeaks’ harm-
minimization process developed over time, and he said: 
"that the organization “overshot” with the Iraq War Logs,  
and “ended up redacting more than the Defense 
Department did. Some of the files had been declassified  
and released under FOIA requests, so one could compare 
redactions and see that WikiLeaks had concealed more 
names than the U.S. government had" 
 

John Sloboda who founded a prominent London-based  
NGO testified in court that: 
"Julian Assange aimed for 'stringent redactions' and was 
"insistent" on redacting the names of Iraqi informants and 
even deployed software to remove Iraqi words from 
WikiLeaks cables"  "he was determined to scrub sources' 
names from the documents before publishing"  
 
 

 
Guardian journalists role in causing unredacted files 
to be published 
 
The Wikileaks approach to sharing the files with their 
partners in other news organisations was on a "need to 
know" basis.  
An Italian journalist for example would be shared 
encrypted files pertaining to Italy. The private key 
(password) would only be shared with the journalist once 
both sides were happy they were secure. 
 

This method secures the information in a similar manner 
to how those who own Bitcoin use a private key to access 
their money on the public Bitcoin blockchain. 
 

In mid 2010 Julian Assange, under pressure from Guardian 
journalist  David Leigh,  gave him the pass phrase for the 
full files. Leigh and Luke Harding then proceeded to 
publish the password in full in their book on Wikileaks. 
 

This enabled the full unredacted files to be accessed by 
others. 

 
In summary 
 

Wikileaks worked with the State Department 
to redact names and sensitive information 

Wikileaks harm reduction process 

The biggest risk to our military and innocent civilians is our 
political class using lies and deceit to take us into war and  
to sustain those wars. 
 

Wikileaks developed a harm reduction process designed  
to protect innocent civilians and ensure lives were not lost. 
Julian Assange was "paranoid" about the security of the 
information and was prepared to work with the State 
Department. 
 

It was Guardian journalists who were responsible for the 
publication of the unredacted files. Files that are still  
publicly available on US sites without prosecution of the 
organisations responsible. 
 

Many mainstream news outlets published the Manning 
disclosures alongside Wikileaks. 
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https://www.veteransforassange.com/theXXX-put-lives-at-risk-fallacy


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Evidence File #4: Plot to Kill Assange: CIA, UC Global, Spain Inves>ga>ons & U.S. Lawsuit 
 

P1.  Witness Tes)mony from UC Global Protected Witness 1 
• Excerpts from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 
• Snapshot of El Pais Sept 2019 ar)cle ‘Spanish security company spied on Julian Assange 

in London for the United States’. 
• Snapshot of El Pais Jan 2020 ar)cle “Three protected witnesses accuse Spanish ex-

marine of spying on Julian Assange”  
 

P2.  Witness Tes)mony from UC Global Protected Witness 2 
• Excerpts from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 
• Snapshot of Computer Weekly ar)cle “Former UC Global staff confirm Embassy 

surveillance opera)on against Julian Assange’ - July 2020. 
• Snapshot of The Grayzone May 2020 ar)cle “’The American Friends’: New court files 

expose Sheldon Adelson’s security team in US spy opera)on against Julian Assange”.  
 

P3.  Witness Tes)mony from Aitor Mar)nez (lawyer at Spanish law firm ILOCAD SL) 
• Excerpts from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 

 

P4-6.  ‘Kidnapping, assassina)on, and a London shoot-out: Inside the CIA’s secret war plans 
        against WikiLeaks’ 

• Reproduc)on of Yahoo! News Sept 2021 ar)cle. (3 pgs excerpts) 
• Trevor Timm (FPF) and ACLU comment on CIA and Yahoo! News report. 
• Discussions over kidnapping or killing Assange occurred “at the highest levels” of the 

Trump administra)on, excerpts. 
 

P7.  ‘Three protected witnesses accuse Spanish ex-Marine of spying on Julian Assange’ 
• Reproduc)on of El Pais Jan 2020 ar)cle, excerpts. 
• Snapshot of correla)ng El Pais Sept 2020 ar)cle, ‘US demands hinder Spanish probe into 

alleged CIA )es to security firm that spied on Assange’, excerpts. 
 

P8.  ‘Police Omi_ed Folder Called “CIA” from Computer of Spaniard Who Allegedly Spied 
        on Julian Assange’ 

• Reproduc)on of El Pais ar)cle with highlighted excerpts - June 2023 
 

P9.  ‘Spain High Court Demands Pompeo Tes)fy on Alleged Plot to Kidnap or Kill Assange’ 
• Excerpts from Common Dreams ar)cle, June 2022. 
• Snapshot WikiLeaks’ Tweet: Spanish court summons Mike Pompeo to tes)fy. 

 

P10.  ‘U.S. Stonewalls Probe into Security Firm that Allegedly Spied on Assange for CIA’ 
• Yahoo! News Nov 2021 ar)cle, excerpts. 

 

P11.  ‘Julian Assange Lawyers Sue Mike Pompeo, CIA and UC Global Firm Over Alleged Spying’ 
• The Guardian Aug 2022 ar)cle, excerpts. 

 
 

 
 

In this Evidence File: 



 
 
 
 

             DAY 17 (30 Sept 2020)  
             Witness #35: UC Global 1 (Witness #1 protected) 
 

"a"er Morales’s return from Las Vegas and his comments about ... switching to “the dark side” I 
learned ... that he had [agreed] to supply [the US with] informaDon about Mr. Assange & Rafael 
Correa"  

 

              PDF: h'ps://tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-ExtradiDon-Hearings-UC-           
Global-Anonymous-Witness-1.pdf 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

h#ps://english.elpais.com/elpais/2019/09/25/inenglish/1569384196_
652151.html 

UC Global Anonymous Witness 1 excerpts: 

“ANer returning from one of his trips to the 
United States, David Morales gathered all the 
workers in the office in Jerez and told us that 
“we have moved up and from now on we will be 
playing in the big league”. During a private 
conversaDon with David, I asked him what he 
was referring to when he said we had moved up 
into “the big league”. David replied, without 
going into further detail, that he had switched 
over to “the dark side” referring to coopera:ng 
with US authori:es, and as a result of that 
collaboraDon “the Americans will get us 
contracts all over the world”. 
 

“I learned through my conversa:on with David 
Morales that he had entered into illegal 
agreements with U.S. authori:es to supply 
them with sensi:ve informa:on about Mr. 
Assange and Rafael Correa, given that UC 
Global was responsible for the embassy security 
where Mr. Assange was located.” 
 

At :mes, when I asked insistently who his 
“American friends” were, David Morales replied 
“U.S. intelligence”  

h#ps://english.elpais.com/elpais/2020/01/21/inenglish/157961
1351_198492.html 
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Evidence File 4: ‘Plot to Kill Assange’ CIA, UC Global, Spain Inves?ga?ons & U.S. Lawsuit  
 Full Witness Statement Archive: h'ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/#WEEK-THREE 

 

https://english.elpais.com/elpais/2019/09/25/inenglish/1569384196_652151.html
https://english.elpais.com/elpais/2019/09/25/inenglish/1569384196_652151.html
https://english.elpais.com/elpais/2019/09/25/inenglish/1569384196_652151.html
https://english.elpais.com/elpais/2019/09/25/inenglish/1569384196_652151.html
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/#WEEK-THREE


DAY 17 (30 Sept 2020)  
Witness #36: UC Global 2 (Witness #2 protected) 

 

"I claimed that remote access via streaming ... was not technically achievable. [He insisted] that we ...  
open the circuit “for the Americans” and soon a"er Morales emailed me a Powerpoint document."  

 

PDF: h'ps://tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-ExtradiDon-Hearings-UC-Global-
Anonymous-Witness-2.pdf 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

“…aNer David Morales [CEO UC Global Security] 
had returned from the United States, at a 
mee:ng with the rest of the staff he affirmed that 
we were moving into “the premier league”. ANer 
this I became aware that David Morales was 
making regular trips to the United States, the 
context of which my boss, David Morales, 
repeated to his having “gone to the dark side”.   

“In early December 2017, I was instructed by 
David Morales to travel with a colleague to install 
the new security cameras. I carried out the new 
installaDon over the course of several days. I was 
instructed by Morales not to share informa:on 
about the specifica:ons of the recording system, 
and if asked to deny that the cameras were 
recording audio.”  
 

“December 2017, David said that the Americans 
were desperate and that they had even 
suggested that more extreme measures should 
be employed against the “guest” to put an end to 
the situaDon of Assange’s permanence in the 
embassy. Specifically, the sugges:on that the door 
of the embassy could be leN open, which would 
allow the argument that this had been an 
accidental mistake, which would allow persons to 
enter from outside the embassy and kidnap the 
asylee; even the possibility of poisoning.”  
 
 
 

h#ps://www.computerweekly.com/news/252486923/Former-UC-Global-
staff-confirm-Embassy-surveillance-operaHon-against-Julian-Assange  
 
 

 

UC Global Anonymous Witness 2 excerpts: 

h#ps://thegrayzone.com/2020/05/14/american-sheldon-adelsons-us-spy-
julian-assange/ 
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https://t.co/XUXybbPhyR
https://t.co/XUXybbPhyR
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252486923/Former-UC-Global-staff-confirm-Embassy-surveillance-operation-against-Julian-Assange
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252486923/Former-UC-Global-staff-confirm-Embassy-surveillance-operation-against-Julian-Assange
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252486923/Former-UC-Global-staff-confirm-Embassy-surveillance-operation-against-Julian-Assange
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252486923/Former-UC-Global-staff-confirm-Embassy-surveillance-operation-against-Julian-Assange


            DAY 17 (30 Sept 2020) Three statements PDFs:  
            Witness #37: Aitor MarAnez (Lawyer at Spanish law firm ILOCAD SL – coordinates with Assange defense) 
 

"On July 29, 2019 my firm filed a criminal complaint against the owner of the company UC Global, 
for crimes against privacy and against the secrecy of communicaDons between aVorney-client,[..]  
a crime of misappropriaDon, [..] and money laundering, [..].” 

  
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                         
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

#2: h#ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-
content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-ExtradiHon-
Hearings-%E2%80%93-Second-statement-of-AM-18.12.2019.pdf 

#1: h#ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-
content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-ExtradiHon-
Hearings-%E2%80%93-Aitor-statement-1-from-CB1.pdf  

 

“On May 20, 2019 my firm received an email to which  
I responded. The author of the email was a former 
worker for the company UC Global, the company in 
charge of the security of the Ecuadorian Embassy in 
London between 2015 and mid 2018. This witness 
[known as Witness 2 in the UK proceedings ...] 
approached the office first without providing his 
identity. Before willing to speak to us he requested 
reassurance that his identity would be protected. [...]  
he was able to provide extensive documentation to 
support that evidence which showed the commission 
of unlawful acts towards Julian Assange during his 
time in the Ecuadorian Embassy. [...] Later a second 
witness [known as Witness 1 in the UK proceedings 
[…] was subsequently introduced to us by Witness 2. 
He too was afraid that David Morales could retaliate  
as a result of his giving information.”  

#3: h#ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-
%E2%80%93-Assange-ExtradiHon-Hearings-%E2%80%93-Aitor-statement-3-
from-Vol-N-1.pdf 
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Witness Aitor Mar-nez excerpts: 

https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-%E2%80%93-Second-statement-of-AM-18.12.2019.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-%E2%80%93-Second-statement-of-AM-18.12.2019.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-%E2%80%93-Second-statement-of-AM-18.12.2019.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-%E2%80%93-Aitor-statement-3-from-Vol-N-1.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-%E2%80%93-Aitor-statement-3-from-Vol-N-1.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-%E2%80%93-Aitor-statement-3-from-Vol-N-1.pdf


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Excerpts con,nued, pg 2: 
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‘Kidnapping, Assassination and a London shoot-out: Inside the CIA's Secret War 
Plans Against WikiLeaks’ 
https://news.yahoo.com/kidnapping-assassination-and-a-london-shoot-out-inside-the-ci-as-secret-war-plans-against-wiki-leaks-
090057786.html 
 

https://news.yahoo.com/kidnapping-assassination-and-a-london-shoot-out-inside-the-ci-as-secret-war-plans-against-wiki-leaks-090057786.html
https://news.yahoo.com/kidnapping-assassination-and-a-london-shoot-out-inside-the-ci-as-secret-war-plans-against-wiki-leaks-090057786.html


      ‘Kidnapping, assassination and a London shoot-out: Inside the CIA's secret war      
plans against WikiLeaks’  Yahoo News Article Excerpts continued, pg. 2: 

 
https://news.yahoo.com/kidnapping-assassination-and-a-london-shoot-out-inside-the-ci-as-secret-
war-plans-against-wiki-leaks-090057786.html 
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https://news.yahoo.com/kidnapping-assassination-and-a-london-shoot-out-inside-the-ci-as-secret-war-plans-against-wiki-leaks-090057786.html
https://news.yahoo.com/kidnapping-assassination-and-a-london-shoot-out-inside-the-ci-as-secret-war-plans-against-wiki-leaks-090057786.html


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://news.yahoo.com/kidnapping-assassination-and-a-london-shoot-out-inside-the-ci-as-secret-war-
plans-against-wiki-leaks-090057786.html 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“Some senior officials inside the CIA and the Trump administra)on even discussed killing Assange, 
going so far as to request “sketches” or “op)ons” for how to assassinate him. Discussions over 
kidnapping or killing Assange occurred “at the highest levels” of the Trump administra)on, said  
a former senior counterintelligence official. “There seemed to be no boundaries.” 
 

“Some Na)onal Security Council officials worried that the CIA’s proposals to kidnap Assange would 
not only be illegal but also might jeopardize the prosecu)on of the WikiLeaks founder. Concerned the 
CIA’s plans would derail a poten)al criminal case, the Jus)ce Department expedited the drajing of 
charges against Assange to ensure that they were in place if he were brought to the United States.” 
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Yahoo Ar(cle Excerpts: 

Discussions over kidnapping or killing Assange occurred “at the highest levels”  
of the Trump administra>on – expedited draOing of charges against Assange 

Yahoo News Article Excerpts continued, pg. 3: 
 

https://news.yahoo.com/kidnapping-assassination-and-a-london-shoot-out-inside-the-ci-as-secret-war-plans-against-wiki-leaks-090057786.html
https://news.yahoo.com/kidnapping-assassination-and-a-london-shoot-out-inside-the-ci-as-secret-war-plans-against-wiki-leaks-090057786.html


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“The witnesses said that they were able to prove that 
the US was accessing the information. A study of the 
emails sent by Morales to several of his workers shows 
that the former marine traveled to Alexandria, a US city 
in Virginia with around 145,000 residents, on March 1 
and 2, 2017. The IP addresses of these messages,to 
which this newspaper has had access, show that they 
were from the place [Eastern District of VA] that was 
processing the extradition order against Assange.” 
 

 

Sept 2020 https://english.elpais.com/spanish_news/2020-09-10/us-demands-hinder-
spanish-probe-into-alleged-cia-ties-to-security-firm-that-spied-on-assange.html 

 
 

 

F4-P7 

EXCERPT: “Judge De la Mata has asked US prosecutors for 
the IP addresses of the computers or other networked 
devices that allegedly connected from American soil to a 
server in southern Spain” […] “US prosecutors have 
now sent a letter to María de las Heras, a liaison judge 
for Spain in the US, asking her to convey their 
demands to De la Mata. These include showing proof 
that the requested IP addresses are “relevant and 
substantial to the investigation.” The document 
requests further details about the Spanish probe, including 
the sources of information for most of the assertions made 
in the request for judicial cooperation.” 
 

Summary: US stonewalled Spanish court’s request for the 
IP addresses “allegedly connected from American soil to  
a server in southern Spain” by requesting a long list of 
demands to Spanish Judge De La Mata. 

‘Three Protected Witnesses Accuse a Former Spanish Military of Spying on Assange’ 
 

h'ps://english.elpais.com/elpais/2020/01/21/inenglish/1579611351_198492.html 
 

 

Former employees of David Morales tell a judge in Spain that his company 
was making recordings of the cyberactivist and his lawyers for the CIA 

 
EXCERPTS: 

 

https://english.elpais.com/spanish_news/2020-09-10/us-demands-hinder-spanish-probe-into-alleged-cia-ties-to-security-firm-that-spied-on-assange.html
https://english.elpais.com/spanish_news/2020-09-10/us-demands-hinder-spanish-probe-into-alleged-cia-ties-to-security-firm-that-spied-on-assange.html
https://english.elpais.com/elpais/2020/01/21/inenglish/1579611351_198492.html


  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

‘Police Omi9ed Folder Called ‘CIA’ from Computer of Spaniard Who Allegedly  
Spied on Julian Assange’ h#ps://english.elpais.com/internaHonal/2023-06-04/police-omi#ed-folder-called-

cia-from-the-computer-of-spaniard-who-allegedly-spied-on-julian-assange.html 

F4-P8 

 

 

 

 

EXCERPTS: 

https://english.elpais.com/international/2023-06-04/police-omitted-folder-called-cia-from-the-computer-of-spaniard-who-allegedly-spied-on-julian-assange.html
https://english.elpais.com/international/2023-06-04/police-omitted-folder-called-cia-from-the-computer-of-spaniard-who-allegedly-spied-on-julian-assange.html


                  ‘Spain High Court Demands Pompeo Tes>fy on Alleged Plot to Kidnap or Kill Assange’  
                                h#ps://www.commondreams.org/news/2022/06/06/spains-high-court-demands-pompeo-tesHfy-alleged-plot-kidnap-or-kill-assange 
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EXCERPTS: 

According to Yahoo! News' Zach Dorfman, Sean D. 
Naylor, and Michael Isikoff, discussions over 
kidnapping or killing Assange occurred "at the 
highest levels" of the Trump administration, with 
senior officials requesting "sketches" or 
"options" for assassinating him. 
 

"They were seeing blood," one former Trump 
national security official told the reporters.  

"There seemed to be no barriers," said another. 
 

EXCERPTS: “Spain's ABC reports National High Court 
Judge Santiago Pedraz issued the summons, which 
compels Pompeo to testify as part of an investigation 
of alleged illicit spying on Assange by Spanish 
security firm U.C. Global while the Australian was 
exiled in the Ecuadorean Embassy in London. [..] 
Pompeo and former U.S. National Counterintelligence 
and Security Center Director William Evanina are also 
being called to testify about an alleged plot revealed 
last year by Yahoo!”  
 

https://www.commondreams.org/news/2022/06/06/spains-high-court-demands-pompeo-testify-alleged-plot-kidnap-or-kill-assange
https://www-abc-es.translate.goog/espana/abci-audiencia-nacional-cita-exsecretario-estado-eeuu-202206030238_noticia.html?_x_tr_sl=es&_x_tr_tl=en&_x_tr_hl=en&_x_tr_pto=sc


‘U.S. Stonewalls Probe into Security Firm that Allegedly Spied on Assange for CIA’ 
h#ps://news.yahoo.com/us-stonewalls-probe-into-security-firm-that-allegedly-spied-on-assange-for-cia-says-spanish-judge-191433247.html 
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Yahoo Article Excerpts: 

EXCERPTS: 

“The Justice Department has failed to respond to 
multiple requests from Spanish authorities for help in 
an investigation into a local security firm suspected of 
being used by the CIA to conduct aggressive — and 
potentially illegal — surveillance of WikiLeaks founder 
Julian Assange.[..] Spanish judges have sent three 
requests for information to the Justice Dept primarily 
seeking information about the ownership of IP 
addresses believed to be in the United States that had 
access to files documenting Assange’s activities [..]” 
 

https://news.yahoo.com/us-stonewalls-probe-into-security-firm-that-allegedly-spied-on-assange-for-cia-says-spanish-judge-191433247.html


          ‘Julian Assange Lawyers Sue Mike Pompeo, CIA and UC Global Firm Over Alleged Spying’ 
h8ps://www.theguardian.com/media/2022/aug/16/julian-assange-lawyers-sue-cia-over-alleged-spying 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“Lawyers for WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange are suing the US Central 
Intelligence Agency and its former director Mike Pompeo in a suit filed in  
a New York district court on Monday, alleging the agency recorded their 
conversations and copied data from their phones and computers. 
The attorneys, along with two journalists joining the suit, are Americans 
and allege that the CIA violated their US constitutional protections for 
confidential discussions with Assange, who is Australian. 
The suit alleges that the CIA worked with a security firm contracted by the 
Ecuadorian embassy in London, where Assange was living at the time, to 
spy on the WikiLeaks founder, his lawyers, journalists and others he met.” 
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EXCERPTS: 

EXCERPTS: 

https://www.theguardian.com/media/2022/aug/16/julian-assange-lawyers-sue-cia-over-alleged-spying
https://www.theguardian.com/media/julian-assange
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/cia


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Evidence File #5: Assange Prosecu6on is a Targeted, Poli6cal, ‘Selec6ve Prosecu6on’ 
 

In this Evidence File:  
 
P1.  Witness Tes)mony from John Young (founder, editor of publishing outlet Cryptome) 

•  Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 
 

P2.  Witness Tes)mony from John Goetz (Der Spiegel journalist, 2010 WikiLeaks’ partner) 
• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 

 

P3.  Witness Tes)mony from Noam Chomsky (American analy)c, poli)cal philosopher, a 
        founder of cogni)ve science field) 

• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 
 

P4.  Main Media Not Prosecuted for Publishing Leaked Docs – Abandon Assange in US Crosshairs 
• Harper’s Magazine March 2023 ar)cle, ‘Alterna)ve Facts: How the Media Failed Julian 

Assange’ by Andrew Cockburn’, excerpts. 
• Snapshot from iMediaEthics Nov 2010 ar)cle, ‘WikiLeaks Calls 5 News outlets “Partners” 

in CableGate Leak’ by Sydney Smith, excerpts. 
• Snapshot from The NYTimes Nov 2022 ar)cle, ‘Major News Outlets Urge U.S. to Drop Its 

Charges Against Assange’, excerpts. 
• Snapshot from The NYTimes Jan 2011 ar)cle, ‘Dealing with Assange and WikiLeaks 

Secrets’.  
• Diagram of Assange and WikiLeaks’ Journalism Awards. 
• Summary by Assange Defense. 

 

P5.  ‘"I am Assange!" Daniel Ellsberg, Other Allies Ask US to Prosecute Them, Too’  
• Reproduc)on of Newsweek Dec 2022 ar)cle by Shaun Waterman, excerpts. 

 

P6.  ‘I am Guilty of Viola)ng the Espionage Act’ 
• Reproduc)on of The NYTimes Dec 2020 ar)cle by Laura Poitras, excerpts. 

 

P7.  ‘Assange Extradi)on a Dangerous Assault on Interna)onal Journalism’ 
• Reproduc)on of MEAA Media Release June 2022, excerpts. 

 

P8.  ‘The Selec)ve Prosecu)on of Julian Assange’ 
• Reproduc)on of Electronic Fron>er Founda>on Oct 2020 ar)cle, excerpts. 

 
 
 



              Evidence File 5: Assange Prosecu6on is a Targeted, Poli6cal, ‘Selec6ve Prosecu6on’ 
     Full witness statements : h/ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/ 

 
 
                        DAY 13 (24 Sept 2020)  
 

                        Witness #22: John Young (founder, editor of publishing outlet Cryptome) 
 

                "Since my publica.on on h3p://Cryptome.org of the unredacted diploma.c cables, no US  
law enforcement authority has no.fied me that this publica.on of the cables is illegal ..."  
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Full PDF:  h#ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.04-Assange-Extradi@on-
Hearings-Statement-of-John-Young-Cryptome-16.07.20.pdf 

https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/
https://t.co/lQSa1ABJM6
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.04-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-John-Young-Cryptome-16.07.20.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.04-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-John-Young-Cryptome-16.07.20.pdf


DAY 7 (16 Sept 2020)  
 

Witness #7: John Goetz (Der Spiegel journalist, 2010 WikiLeaks’ partner) 
 

"... when the partners published their respec.ve stories on July 25, 2010 ... "  
“It is interes.ng to note that Der Spiegel and the Guardian published actually before  
WikiLeaks. The Guardian published a few hundred documents on their site before WikiLeaks.” 

 
 

Full PDF: h)ps://tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.16-Assange-ExtradiDon-Hearings-
Statement-of-John-Goetz.pdf Full [PDF] 
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https://t.co/zJtoVWOu3Y
https://t.co/zJtoVWOu3Y
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.16-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-John-Goetz.pdf


                         DAY 17 (30 Sept 2020)  
 

Witness #38: Noam Chomsky (American analy)c, poli)cal philosopher – a founder of cogni)ve 
science field) 

 

"I have been asked whether Julian Assange's work and ac.ons can be considered as  
"poli.cal" ... ... [his] work and ac.ons should be understood in their rela.onship to  
the priori.es of government."  
 

PDF: h'ps://tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-%E2%80%93-Assange-           
ExtradiFon-Hearings-%E2%80%93-Statement-of-Noam-Chomsky.pdf 
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Summa%on: The five major media outlets calling for Assange’s freedom in 2022 are the same outlets who in 
2010/2011 partnered with WikiLeaks’ to work on the most consequenBal publishing in modern history. 
 Assange is being prosecuted for the same publicaBons that won dozens of internaBonal journalism awards plus 
the Sydney Peace Prize. Other outlets adopted Assange’s digital publishing innovaBons which revoluBonized 
journalism. As the partners won journalism awards using WikiLeaks’ documents, and adopted the secure Drop 
Box, they also stated that Julian Assange was not a journalist and distanced themselves  – abandoning Assange 
in the crosshairs of the United States government. 

h"ps://harpers.org/archive/2023/03/alterna6ve-
facts-how-the-media-failed-julian-assange/ 
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Main Media Not Prosecuted for Publishing Leaked Docs – Abandon Assange in U.S. Crosshairs 

h"ps://www.nytco.com/press/an-open-le"er-from-
editors-and-publishers-publishing-is-not-a-crime/ 

 

‘Major News Outlets Urge U.S. to 
Drop Its Charges Against Assange’ 
 

In a joint letter, news organizations warned that the 
indictment of Julian Assange “sets a dangerous 
precedent” that could chill reporting about matters 
of national security. 
 

Prof Melzer viewed the Nov 2022 Five-
Media Open Le:er calling for charges to be 
dropped against Assange “a tame and 
bloodless a-empt to get on the right side  
of history … simply too li-le, too late.” 

‘Alterna)ve Facts - How the Media Failed Julian Assange’ -Andrew Cockburn, excerpt  
“The newspapers that signed the November letter have similarly refused to claim Assange as one of their own. At the same 
time, other charges and smears have warped the public narrative, obscuring the threats to the First Amendment. Many of the 
outlets now expressing alarm have ignored or misrepresented key information about his plight along the way. It is crucial to 
reflect on these misdirections, especially as a blatant assault on press freedom now appears to be on the brink of success.” 

 

EXCERPTS: 

 

Harpers Magazine - Excerpt, pg 6  

Harpers Magazine - Excerpt, pg 5 

 

h"ps://www.imediaethics.org/wikileaks-calls-
5-news-outlets-partners-in-cablegate-leak/ 

h#ps://www.ny,mes.com/2011/01
/30/magazine/30Wikileaks-t.html 

The New York Times, the Guardian, Le Monde, Der Spiegel,  

El Pais and other media outlets published and won awards using 

the exact documents that Assange is being prosecuted for. If this 

case is NOT poliFcal why are the other outlets not indicted? 

https://harpers.org/archive/2023/03/alternative-facts-how-the-media-failed-julian-assange/
https://harpers.org/archive/2023/03/alternative-facts-how-the-media-failed-julian-assange/
https://www.nytco.com/press/an-open-letter-from-editors-and-publishers-publishing-is-not-a-crime/
https://www.nytco.com/press/an-open-letter-from-editors-and-publishers-publishing-is-not-a-crime/
https://www.imediaethics.org/wikileaks-calls-5-news-outlets-partners-in-cablegate-leak/
https://www.imediaethics.org/wikileaks-calls-5-news-outlets-partners-in-cablegate-leak/
https://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/30/magazine/30Wikileaks-t.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/30/magazine/30Wikileaks-t.html


     "I am Assange!" Daniel Ellsberg, Other Allies Ask US to Prosecute Them, Too 
         h)ps://www.newsweek.com/i-am-assange-daniel-ellsberg-other-allies-demand-us-prosecute-them-too-1766616 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
	
	
	
	

John Young, Founder Cryptome 

“Ellsberg said he wanted the five media organiza.ons that worked with WikiLeaks to 
emulate Young and step forward to be prosecuted alongside Assange […]  
"Every one of those editors should be doing what John Young is doing,"  
"Everyone who published those stories should be saying, 'If he's guilty, we're guilty.'"  
 
	
 

“They aRack icons … They’re trying to send a message  
to others who might choose to emulate what he’s done.  
So it’s selecBve prosecuBon as a warning to others.” 
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Newsweek Excerpt: 

https://www.newsweek.com/i-am-assange-daniel-ellsberg-other-allies-demand-us-prosecute-them-too-1766616


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

Full archived NYT ar@cle: h#ps://archive.is/CasHU 

EXCERPTS: 

Laura Poitras shared a Pulitzer Prize for public service with The Guardian  
and The Washington Post for her repor:ng on the N.S.A.’s mass surveillance 
program. She is a founding board member of the Freedom of the Press 
Founda:on. 
 

“I am guilty of viola/ng the Espionage Act, Title 18. U.S. Code Sec/ons 793 
 and 798. If charged and convicted, I could spend the rest of my life in prison.” 
 

“I confess that I — alongside journalists at The Guardian, The Washington 
Post and other news organiza/ons — reported on and published highly 
classified documents from the Na/onal Security Agency provided by the 
whistle-blower Edward Snowden, revealing the government’s global mass 
surveillance programs. This repor/ng was widely recognized as a public 
service.” 
 

Since Sept. 11, this country has witnessed an escala/ng criminaliza/on of 
whistle-blowing and journalism. If Mr. Assange’s case is allowed to go  
forward, he will be the first, but not the last.” 
 
“To reverse this dangerous precedent, the Jus/ce Department should 
immediately drop these charges and the president should pardon  
Mr. Assange.”    - Laura Poitras 
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https://archive.is/CasHU
https://archive.is/o/CasHU/https:/freedom.press/
https://archive.is/o/CasHU/https:/freedom.press/
https://archive.is/o/CasHU/https:/www.nytimes.com/2020/09/05/us/politics/court-approves-warrantless-surveillance-rules-while-scolding-fbi.html
https://archive.is/o/CasHU/https:/www.nytimes.com/2020/09/05/us/politics/court-approves-warrantless-surveillance-rules-while-scolding-fbi.html
https://archive.is/o/CasHU/https:/www.pulitzer.org/winners/guardian-us
https://archive.is/o/CasHU/https:/www.pulitzer.org/winners/guardian-us


													‘Assange	Extradition	a	Dangerous	Assault	on	International	Journalism’ 
                    h)ps://www.meaa.org/mediaroom/assange-extradiDon-a-dangerous-assault-on-internaDonal-journalism/ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“In 2011 WikiLeaks was awarded the Walkley Award for Most Outstanding Contribu>on  
to Journalism in recogni>on of the impact WikiLeaks’ ac>ons had on public interest 
journalism by assis>ng whistleblowers to tell their stories. 
 

“This type of publishing partnership has been repeated by other media outlets since, 
u>lising whistleblowers’ leaks to expose global tax avoidance schemes, among other 
stories. In the WikiLeaks example, only Assange has been charged. 
 

“None of WikiLeaks media partners have been cited in any US government legal ac>ons 
because of their collabora>on with Assange.” - MEAA Media Release June 2022 Excerpt 
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https://www.meaa.org/mediaroom/assange-extradition-a-dangerous-assault-on-international-journalism/


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“Prosecutors don’t go after every CFAA violation, nor do they have the 
resources to do so. They can choose to pursue specific CFAA [Computer 
Fraud and Abuse Act] cases that draw their attention. And Assange, 
having published a wealth of documents that embarrassed the United 
States government and showed widespread misconduct, has been their 
target for years.” 
 
“…the government is attempting to dodge around the First Amendment 
protections by painting Assange as a malicious hacker and charge him 
for conspiracy to violate computer crime law. This is a pattern we’ve seen 
before. Cybercrime laws are a powerful tool used by authoritarian 
governments to silence dissent, including going after journalists who 
challenge government authority.”   -EFF Excerpts 
 

Log Chat between Chelsea Manning and Alleged Julian Assange [Nathaniel Frank] 

h)ps://www.eff.org/deeplinks/2020/10/selecDve-prosecuDon-julian-assange 
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The key evidence in the U.S. government’s 
cybercrime conspiracy allegations against 
Assange is a brief conversation between Julian 
Assange and Chelsea Manning in which the 
possibility of cracking a password is discussed, 
Manning allegedly shares a snippet of that 
password with Assange, and Assange apparently 
attempts, but fails, to crack it.  While breaking 
into computers and cracking passwords in  
many contexts is illegal under the Computer 
Fraud and Abuse Act, few prosecutors would 
ever bother to bring a case for such an 
inconsequential activity as a failed attempt to 
reverse a hash. But the government has 
doggedly pursued charges against Assange for 
10 years, perhaps because they fear that 
prosecuting Assange for publishing leaked 
documents is protected by the First Amendment 
and is a case they are likely to lose.   

EXCERPTS:  

With this allegation, the government is 
attempting to dodge around the First Amendment 
protections by painting Assange as a malicious 
hacker and charge him for conspiracy to violate 
computer crime law. This is a pattern we’ve seen 
before. 

Cybercrime laws are a powerful tool used by 
authoritarian governments to silence dissent, 
including going after journalists who challenge 
government authority. The Committee to Protect 
Journalists has documented how a computer 
crime law in Nigeria was used to harass and 
press charges against five bloggers who 
criticized politicians and businessmen. 

We found these governments selectively enforced 
anti-terrorism and cybercrime laws in order to 
punish human rights attorneys, writers, activists, 
and journalists. The pattern we identified was that 
authorities would first target an activist or 
journalist they wanted to silence, and then find a 
law to use against them. As we wrote, “The system 
results in a rule by law rather than rule of law: the 
goal is to arrest, try, and punish the individual— 
the law is merely a tool used to reach an already 
predetermined conviction.” 

 

The Intercept’s Micah Lee described the computer 
crime charges against Assange as “incredibly 
flimsy.” The conspiracy charge is rooted in a chat 
conversation in which Manning and Assange 
discussed the possibility of cracking a password. 
Forensic evidence and expert testimony make it 
clear that not only did Assange not crack this 
password, but that Manning only ever provided 
Assange with a piece of a password hash – from 
which it would have been impossible to derive the 
original  password.  
 

 

 

 

Furthermore, recent testimony by Patrick Eller, a digital 
forensics examiner, raises questions about whether the 
alleged password cracking attempt had anything to do with 
leaking documents at all, especially since the conversation 
took place after Manning had already leaked the majority of 
the files she sent to Wikileaks. 

 

Prosecutors don’t go after every CFAA violation, nor do they 
have the resources to do so. They can choose to pursue specific 
CFAA cases that draw their attention. And Assange, having 
published a wealth of documents that embarrassed the United 
States government and showed widespread misconduct, has 
been their target for years. 

 

The lone conspiracy to commit a computer crime allegation 
has become a major focus of attention in this case, and in 
fact a computer crime was the only charge against Assange 
when he was first arrested. The charge is drawing that 
attention because it’s the only charge that isn’t directly 
about receiving and publishing leaks. But as the court 
assesses these charges against Assange, we urge them to 
see this case within the context of a repeated, known 
pattern of governments enforcing computer crime law 
selectively and purposely in order to punish dissenting 
voices, including journalists. Journalism is not a crime,  
and journalism practiced with a computer is not a cyber-
crime, no matter how U.S. prosecutors might wish it were. 

 

https://www.eff.org/deeplinks/2020/10/selective-prosecution-julian-assange
https://cpj.org/2016/09/how-nigerias-cybercrime-law-is-being-used-to-try-t/
https://www.eff.org/deeplinks/2016/04/crime-speech
https://theintercept.com/2020/09/30/assange-extradition-cfaa-hacking/
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252489645/Forensic-expert-questions-US-claims-that-Assange-conspired-to-crack-military-password
https://www.eff.org/deeplinks/2019/04/eff-statement-assange-indictment-and-arrest-f


 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Evidence File #6: Collateral Murder Video/War Crimes - Indict War Criminals Not Assange 
 

In this Evidence File:  
 
 
P1.  Witness Tes)mony from Nicholas Hagar (inves)ga)ve journalist partnered with WikiLeaks 
        redac)ng leaks) 

• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 
 

P2.  Witness Tes)mony from Dean Yates (former Reuters’ Bureau Chief Baghdad) 
• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 

 

P3.  Witness Tes)mony from Daniel Ellsberg (former military analyst, Vietnam whistleblower, 
        ‘Pentagon Papers’) 

• Excerpt from ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’. 
 

P4.  U.S. Military Dept of Army Inves)ga)on 2007 Apache AWack (Collateral Murder) 
•  PDF of military inves)ga)on: ‘1st Air Calvary Brigade’ court documents, excerpts and link. 
• WIRED Apr 2010 ar)cle, ‘U.S. Military Releases Redacted Records on 2007 Apache AWack, 

Ques)ons Linger’ by Nathan Hodge, excerpts.  
• Screenshot redacted court document (page 1) Sworn Statement Helicopter Pilots – ‘1st Air 

Cavalry Brigade’ pdf link.  
 

P5.  WIRED on Released 2007 Apache AWack Redacted Military Court Documents (Collateral Murder) 
• Reproduc)on of WIRED Apr 2010 ar)cle, ‘U.S. Military Releases Redacted Records on 2007 

Apache AWack, Ques)ons Linger’ by Nathan Hodges, excerpts. 
 

P6-7.  ‘“All Lies”: How the US Military Covered Up Gunning Down Two Journalists in Iraq’ 
             (Collateral Murder) 

• Reproduc)on of The Guardian June 2020 ar)cle by Paul Daly, excerpts. 
 

P8.  ‘The US Should Indict American War Criminals, Not Julian Assange’ 
• Reproduc)on of Jacobin Oct 2020 ar)cle by Chip Gibbons, excerpts. 

 

P9.  ‘The Unprecedented and Illegal Campaign to Eliminate Julian Assange’ 
• Excerpt from The Intercept Oct 2020 ar)cle by Charles Glass. 
• Excerpt from WikiLeaks Release March 2010, ‘U.S. Intelligence planned to destroy WikiLeaks’ 

 

P10.  Overclassifica)on is a Fundamental Problem for our Democra)c Society 
• Reproduc)on of Freedom of the Press Founda?on May 2023 ar)cle, ‘In honor of 

whistleblowing legend: Announcing the Daniel Ellsberg Chair on Government Secrecy’ by 
Trevor Timm, excerpts. 

• Snapshot from U.S News Jan 2023 ar)cle, ‘Explainer: The What, Why, How Much and How 
Oden Behind Classified Informa)on in the U.S.’ by Paul Shinkman, excerpt. 

 
 



 
 
 

DAY 9 (18 Sept 2020)  
Witness #11: Nicky Hagar (inves4ga4ve journalist worked with WikiLeaks redac4ng leaks) 

 

"The [War Logs & "Collateral Murder"] publica:ons demonstrated that the ac:ons were 
unlawful both under interna:onal law and the US military's own Rules of Engagement." 

 

Full PDF: h#ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.18-Assange-
ExtradiAon-Hearings-Statement-of-Nicky-Hager.pdf 
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Evidence File 6: Collateral Murder Video/War Crimes - Indict War Criminals Not Julian Assange 
Full witness statements: hWps://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/ 

 

https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.18-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Nicky-Hager.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.18-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Nicky-Hager.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/


DAY 9 (18 Sept 2020)  
Witness #14: Dean Yates (former Reuters’ Bureau Chief Baghdad) 

 

Ader 'Collateral Murder': "I immediately realised the US Military had lied to us. When I think back  
to that mee9ng with the two generals in Baghdad, I feel cheated. They were not being honest."  

 

Full PDF: h#ps://tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.18-Assange-ExtradiAon-Hearings-
Statement-of-Dean-Yates.pdf 
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https://t.co/a5R3JZqRPE
https://t.co/a5R3JZqRPE


 
DAY 7 (16 Sept 2020)  
Witness #8: Daniel Ellsberg (former military analyst, Vietnam whistleblower, ‘Pentagon 
Papers’)  RE "Collateral Murder":  

 

"The American public needed urgently to know what was being done rou:nely in their  
name, and there was no other way for them to learn it than by unauthorized disclosure."  

 

Full PDF: h#ps://tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.16-Assange-ExtradiAon-
Hearings-Statement-of-Daniel-Ellsberg.pdf 
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https://t.co/wqwM8atlV3
https://t.co/wqwM8atlV3


U.S. Military Dept of Army InvesGgaGon 2007 Apache ALack (Collateral Murder) 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Excerpts WIRED article – (‘1st Air Calvary Brigade’ court documents): 
 

“The conclusions? According to an investigation by the 1st Air Cavalry Brigade (.pdf),  the 
aircrew "accurately assessed that the criteria to find and terminate the threat to friendly 
forces were met in accordance with the law of armed conflict and rules of engagement."  
The report concluded that the attack helicopters positively identified the threat, established 
hostile intent, conducted appropriate collateral damage assessment and received clearance 
to fire.” […] “The Apache attack helicopters involved in the incident are identified as Crazy 
Horse 18 and 19, of the 1st Battalion, 227th Aviation Regiment. The names of pilots, as well  
as those of investigating officials, were redacted in the Central Command report. Brig. Gen. 
Vincent Brooks, who reviewed the findings, ordered that "members of the press be 
encouraged to wear identifying vests or distinctive body armor…” 
 
 

PDF of military investigation: ‘1st Air Calvary Brigade’ court documents: 
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/dangerroom/2010/04/5-1st-air-cavalry-brigade-ar-15-6-investigation.pdf 
 

‘U.S. Military Releases Redacted Records on 2007 Apache Attack, Questions Linger’ 
WIRED Apr. 2010 Article:  https://archive.ph/4BsoN 
 

Excerpt ‘1st Air Calvary Brigade’ court documents, page 8: 
 

https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/dangerroom/2010/04/5-1st-
air-cavalry-brigade-ar-15-6-investigation.pdf 

Excerpt Sworn Statements Helicopter Pilots, ‘1st Air 
Calvary Brigade’ court documents, page 1: 
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/dangerroom/2010
/04/5-1st-air-cavalry-brigade-ar-15-6-investigation.pdf 
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https://archive.ph/o/4BsoN/https:/www.wired.com/images_blogs/dangerroom/2010/04/5-1st-air-cavalry-brigade-ar-15-6-investigation.pdf
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/dangerroom/2010/04/5-1st-air-cavalry-brigade-ar-15-6-investigation.pdf
https://archive.ph/4BsoN
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/dangerroom/2010/04/5-1st-air-cavalry-brigade-ar-15-6-investigation.pdf
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/dangerroom/2010/04/5-1st-air-cavalry-brigade-ar-15-6-investigation.pdf
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/dangerroom/2010/04/5-1st-air-cavalry-brigade-ar-15-6-investigation.pdf
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/dangerroom/2010/04/5-1st-air-cavalry-brigade-ar-15-6-investigation.pdf


 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Summation: The military personnel who were 
responsible for the deaths of a dozen innocent Iraqi 
civilians, including two Reuters journalists, were 
found not guilty in a military court – a military crime 
tried in a military judicial system. The soldiers’ names 
were not made public and identities were protected 
by redacted court documents (see above 
screenshot) which are embedded in the WIRED 
2010 article. 
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WIRED on Released Redacted Military Court Documents – 2007 Apache ALack (Collateral Murder) 
                                                                       hWps://archive.ph/4BsoN 

https://archive.ph/4BsoN


 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

‘All Lies’: How the US Military Covered Up Gunning Down Two Journalists in Iraq (Collateral Murder) 
 

h"ps://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2020/jun/15/all-lies-how-the-us-military-covered-up-gunning-down-two-journalists-in-iraq 

EXCERPTS: 

F6-P6 

“Assange, brought the truth of the killings to the world and exposed the lie that he and others had not.” 
“What he did was 100% an act of truth-telling, exposing to the world what the war in Iraq looks like and 
how the  US military lied.”   -Dean Yates 
 

 

 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2020/jun/15/all-lies-how-the-us-military-covered-up-gunning-down-two-journalists-in-iraq


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

‘”All Lies”: How the US Military Covered Up Gunning Down Two Journalists in Iraq’ Con$n, pg 2: 
    

EXCERPTS: 
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           ‘The US Should Indict American War Criminals, Not Julian Assange’ 
               h#ps://jacobin.com/2020/10/julian-assange-wikileaks-espionage-act-war-crimes 
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Chip Gibbons, Jacobin Excerpts: 
 

“From 2010 to 2011, WikiLeaks showed us what “the world according to US empire” looks like.  
Thanks to a cache of cables, including the Iraq and Afghan War Logs, State Department 
Cables, and Guantanamo Bay prisoner files, released by whistleblower Chelsea Manning, the 
world was given an unprecedented look into American abuses of power around the world. 
Using the US government’s own documents, WikiLeaks produced a searing indictment of the 
US national security state. 

But it is not the US national security state that today finds itself indicted, but WikiLeaks 
founder Julian Assange. The United States has charged Assange under the Espionage Act and 
the Computer Fraud and Abuse Act. While the Espionage Act has become the go-to weapon 
against whistleblowers, this is the first time a publisher or journalist has ever been indicted 
under the Espionage Act. If convicted, Assange faces over 170 years in prison, likely to be served 
in solitary confinement in a US supermax prison. 

Assange is an Australian national who operates outside the United States. In a sweeping 
move, the United States is claiming the right to apply the Espionage Act to anyone anywhere 
in the world who has the audacity to publish truthful information about its own crimes. As part 
of their attempts to apply the Espionage Act extraterritorially, they have requested that the UK 
extradite him to the United States. 

For eighteen days in September and October, [2020] a UK court heard arguments from British 
prosecutors representing the US government and Assange’s own defense. […} 

It’s jarring to hear testimony about the United States’ war crimes, then realize it is Assange 
who is in the docket”.      

 

https://jacobin.com/2020/10/julian-assange-wikileaks-espionage-act-war-crimes
https://www.versobooks.com/books/2260-the-wikileaks-files
https://www.jacobinmag.com/2019/03/chelsea-manning-grand-jury-solitary-confinement
https://inthesetimes.com/article/chelsea-manning-julian-assange-war-crimes-wikileaks-press-freedoms
https://www.jacobinmag.com/2017/06/espionage-act-sedition-debs-socialist-party-whistleblowers


          ‘The Unprecedented and Illegal Campaign to Eliminate Julian Assange’ 
      https://theintercept.com/2020/10/06/julian-assange-trial-extrition/ 

 

 

 

 

 

 
               Charles Glass Oct 6, 2020 
 

“OVER THE 17 DAYS of Julian Assange’s extradi9on hearing in London, prosecutors succeeded 
 in proving both crimes and conspiracy. The culprit, however, was not Assange. Instead, the 
lawbreakers and conspirators turned out to be the Bri9sh and American governments.  
Witness ader witness detailed illegal measures to violate Assange’s right to a fair trial, destroy his 
health, assassinate his character, and imprison him in solitary confinement for the rest of his life. 
The deck was clearly stacked. Assange’s antagonists were marking the cards as early as February 
2008, when the U.S. Army Counterintelligence Center set out, in its words, to “damage or destroy 
this center of gravity” that was WikiLeaks. WikiLeaks, from the )me Assange and his friends 
created it in 2006, was aWrac)ng sources around the world to entrust them, securely and 
anonymously, with documents exposing state crimes.” 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“This document is a classifed (SECRET/NOFORN) 32 page U.S. counterintelligence invesDgaDon into WikiLeaks. “The possibility 
that current employees or moles within DoD or elsewhere in the U.S. government are providing sensiDve or classified informaDon 
to Wikileaks.org cannot be ruled out. It concocts a plan to fatally marginalize the organiza5on. Since WikiLeaks uses “trust as a 
center of gravity by protec5ng the anonymity and iden5ty of the insiders, leakers or whistleblowers”, the report recommends 
“The iden5fica5on, exposure, termina5on of employment, criminal prosecu5on, legal ac5on against current or former insiders, 
leakers, or whistlblowers could poten5ally damage or destroy this center of gravity and deter others considering similar ac5ons 
from using the Wikileaks.org Web site.”   WikiLeaks release March 15, 2010:  “U.S. Intelligence Planned to Destroy WikiLeaks”   
hBps://file.wikileaks.org/file/us-intel-wikileaks.pdf 
 
 

 

US Intelligence Plan to Destroy WikiLeaks:  
“Damage or Destroy WikiLeaks’ Center Of Gravity” 
hWps://file.wikileaks.org/file/us-intel-wikileaks.pdf 
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https://theintercept.com/2020/10/06/julian-assange-trial-extrition/
https://file.wikileaks.org/file/us-intel-wikileaks.pdf
https://file.wikileaks.org/file/us-intel-wikileaks.pdf


 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

‘EXPLAINER: The What, Why, How Much & How Often Behind Classified Information in the US’ 
Excerpt: 
“Though the classifica)on system is designed to protect informa)on that upon release is known to 
harm American na)onal security, in prac)ce that is not always the case … One es)mate in 2010 –  
at a )me the Obama administra)on aWempted to follow through on pledges of transparency – 
assessed that as much as 90 percent of classified informa)on did not need to be so at that )me,  
or ever. The prolifera)on of digitally produced classified informa)on in the )me since then leads 
experts to believe that number now could be in excess of 95 or even 99 percent.” – Paul D. Shinkman   
 

 

 

 

h#ps://www.usnews.com/news/naAonal-news/arAcles/2023-01-24/explainer-the-what-why-how-much-and-
how-oTen-behind-classified-informaAon-in-the-u-s 
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Overclassification is a Fundamental Problem for our Democratic Society 

 

 

‘In Honor of a Whistleblowing Legend: Announcing the Daniel Ellsberg Chair on Government Secrecy’  

 
https://freedom.press/news/in-honor-of-a-whistleblowing-legend-announcing-the-daniel-ellsberg-chair-on-government-secrecy/ 

 

 

https://www.usnews.com/news/national-news/articles/2023-01-24/explainer-the-what-why-how-much-and-how-often-behind-classified-information-in-the-u-s
https://www.usnews.com/news/national-news/articles/2023-01-24/explainer-the-what-why-how-much-and-how-often-behind-classified-information-in-the-u-s
https://freedom.press/news/in-honor-of-a-whistleblowing-legend-announcing-the-daniel-ellsberg-chair-on-government-secrecy/


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Evidence File #7: 2020 UK Extradi6on Hearing - Witness Tes6monies (par6al archive) 
 

In this Evidence File:  
 
P1.  Witness statement excerpts in ‘US v Julian Paul Assange’ - 2020 UK High Court extradiBon hearing 

• Context from AssangeDefense.org 
• Clive Stafford Smith, Human Rights lawyer (Guantanamo prisoners), co-founder ‘Reprieve’  

a legal acBon NGO. 
• Trevor Tim, co-founder and execuBve director of the ‘Freedom of the Press FoundaBon’.  
• Paul Rogers, Emeritus Professor of Peace Studies at Bradford University. 
• John Goetz, invesBgaBve journalist for Der Spiegel unBl 2011. 

 

P2.   Witness statement excerpts 
• Daniel Ellsberg, former military analyst, Vietnam war whistleblower, ‘Pentagon Papers’. 
• Nicholas Hagar, NYT data scienBst, PhD candidate researching digital media (Meta, Patreon).  
• John Sloboda, professor, co-founder of Iraq Body Count, an independent NGO devoted to 

conBnuously counBng civilian casualBes in Iraq. 
• Khaled El-Masri, German ciBzen kidnapped and tortured by CIA in 2004. El-Masri exposed CIA 

rendiBon programme.  
 

P3.  Witness statement excerpts 
• Dean Yates, former Reuters’ reporter of the Middle East - two of Yates’ staff were murdered  

by US soldiers (Collateral Murder) during his Bme as Reuters’ Baghdad Bureau Chief. 
• John Young, founder/host of Cryptome.org - blished unredacted DiplomaBc Cables before 

WikiLeaks. 
• Christopher Butler, Office Manager at the Internet Archive [Wayback Machine]. 
• Patrick Eller, forensic computer expert, former criminal invesBgator in the US Army. 

 

P4.  Witness statement excerpts: 
• Patrick Cockburn, invesBgaBve reporter/correspondent in Middle East for The Independent 

since 1990. 
• Stefania Maurizi, Italian invesBgaBve journalist, worked with WikiLeaks on State Department 

cables. 
• Iain Cobain,  invesBgaBve journalist with The Guardian in 2010-11 during WikiLeaks’ releases. 
• Guy Goodwin-Gill, Deputy Director of Kaldor Centre for Int’l Refugee Law, London barrister 

2001-2018, specializing in int’l law in human rights, refugee and asylum law. 
 

P5.  Witness statement excerpts: 
• Bridget Prince, invesBgator and researcher, One World Research-OWR. 
• UC Global Protected Witness 2, anonymous witness tesBfying against employer UC Global 

Security. 
• UC Global Protected Witness 1, anonymous witness tesBfying against employer UC Global 

Security. 
• Aitor MarBnez Jimenez, lawyer at Spanish law firm ILOCAD SL – coordinates with Assange 

defense. 
 

P6.  Witness statement excerpts: 
• Noam Chomsky, American analyBc, poliBcal philosopher – a founder of cogniBve science field. 
• Jameel Jaffer, ExecuBve Director Knight First Amendment InsBtute. 
• Andy Worthington, invesBgaBve journalist, author, campaigner, commentator. Worthington is 

recognized as an authority on Guantánamo and the “war on terror.”  
• Full Witness TesBmony Archive link. 
• Witness TesBmony Twiler Thread link. 

 
 
 

Note: screenshots of these witness statements are best viewed on a device for higher quality readability. 

https://www.iraqbodycount.org/
http://cryptome.org/


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“These experts tes+fied about using WikiLeaks’ releases in 
their own work, in crucial legal cases, and in informing the 
public about what their government was doing in secret. 
Why this ma*ers 
The U.S. government is aCemp+ng to portray Julian  
Assange as a ‘hacker’ and as someone who wanted to harm 
the United States, rather than a journalist performing a  
public service. These experts debunk that smear and show 
how Julian Assange’s work carries out his ideals, using 
transparency to achieve jus+ce.” 

h"ps://assangedefense.org/hearing-coverage/the-importance-of-wikileaks-releases/ 
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Evidence File 7: 2020 UK Extradi6on Hearing - Witness Tes6monies (par6al archive) 
Full Archive: h-ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/#%5BJulian-Assange-U-S-extradiDon-proceedings-%5D 

 

 

https://assangedefense.org/hearing-coverage/the-importance-of-wikileaks-releases/
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/#%5BJulian-Assange-U-S-extradition-proceedings-%5D
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                                                                               hCps 
 
 
 
 

Full Archive: 
h#ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-
archives/#%5BJulian-Assange-U-S-extradiCon-
proceedings-%5D 
 

 
Witness Testimony Twitter Thread: 
h:ps://twi:er.com/i/events/1314023490962456576 
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https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/#%5BJulian-Assange-U-S-extradition-proceedings-%5D
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/#%5BJulian-Assange-U-S-extradition-proceedings-%5D
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/#%5BJulian-Assange-U-S-extradition-proceedings-%5D
https://twitter.com/i/events/1314023490962456576


 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Evidence File #8: US/UK Poli4cal Pursuit of Julian Assange 
        and Mishandling of the “Deplorable” Swedish Inves4ga4on 

 

P1.  ‘We are Women Against Rape but we do not want Julian Assange extradited’ 
• The Guardian Aug 2012 ar<cle excerpts. 

 
P2.  ‘UNWGAD Deems the Depriva<on of Liberty of Mr. Julian Assange as Arbitrary’ 

•  ‘UN Working Group of Arbitrary Deten9on’ Press Release Feb 2016, excerpts. 
 
P3.  ‘UK Prosecutors Admit Destroying Key Emails in Assange Case’ 

• The Guardian Nov 2017 ar<cle excerpts 
• Snapshot of 2017 Tweet by Assange – link to interview with Swedish prosecutor  

Marianne Ny 
 

P4.  Stefania Maurizi’s BaWle for Assange FOIA Documents and Destruc<on of Key Assange Docs 
• Il FaAo Quo9diano May 2023 ar<cle, ‘Judge Orders CPS to come clean about the destruc<on  

of key documents on Julian Assange’, excerpts.   
• PDF link to UK Judge O’Connor’s CPS ruling. 

 
P5.  ‘Head of Swedish Bar Associa<on condemns handling of the Assange case in the UK & Sweden  
         As deplorable’ 

• The Pen Apr 2019 ar<cle excerpts. 
 

P6.  ‘UN Experts Urge UK to Honour Rights Obliga<ons & Let Assange Leave Ecuador Embassy Freely’  
• Reproduc<on of Dec 2018 United Na9ons Press Release, excerpts. 

 
P7.  UN Rapporteur on Torture Nils Melzer : a made-up rape allega<on, fabricated evidence  

• Republik Jan 2020 ar<cle, ‘A murderous system is being created before our very eyes’,  
excerpts. 

 
P8.  ‘Dismantling the Swedish ‘Rape’ Narra<ve against Julian Assange’ 

• Medium July 2019 ar<cle, a ‘Response to Open LeWer of 1 July 2019’, excerpts. 
• Screenshot and pdf link to Assange’s 2013 affidavit includes [among other topics such  

as FBI surveillance, unlawful seizure of personal property, etc] the phone records of the  
two women involved in the Swedish inves<ga<on. 

 
P9.  Special Rapporteur on Torture Nils Melzer’s LeAer to Swedish Government 

• Sept 2019 leWer to Swedish government excerpts 
• List of 11 types of Swedish abuse of process  

 
P10.  Julian Assange’s 2012 Applica<on for Asylum wriWen to Ecuador President Rafael Correa 

• Snapshots of tweets from 2019 and 2020 which include screenshots and excerpts from  
       2012 asylum applica<on: Katya’s Compass, Hanna Jonasson, Bella Magnani twee<ng that  

Assange sought asylum to avoid onward extradi<on to the United States. Media falsely 
deflected the news onto the Swedish case to avoid the “elephant in the room” which  
was UK extradi<on of Assange to US over WikiLeaks publica<ons. 
 

 
 

In this Evidence File:  
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‘We are Women Against Rape but we do not want Julian Assange extradited’ 
h"ps://www.theguardian.com/commen5sfree/2012/aug/23/women-against-rape-julian-assange 

 

Evidence File 8: US/UK Poli4cal Pursuit of Julian Assange - Swedish ‘Rape’ Inves4ga4on 
 

https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2012/aug/23/women-against-rape-julian-assange


     2016 UNWGAD Deems the Depriva4on of Liberty of Mr. Julian Assange as Arbitrary 
h"ps://www.ohchr.org/en/statements/2016/02/working-group-arbitrary-deten=on-deems-depriva=on-liberty-mr-julian-assange 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

“Having concluded that there was a continuous deprivation of liberty, the Working Group also found that 
the detention was arbitrary because he was held in isolation during the first stage of detention and 
because of the lack of diligence by the Swedish Prosecutor in its investigations, which resulted in the 
lengthy detention of Mr. Assange.” 
 

“The Working Group therefore requested Sweden and the United Kingdom to assess the situation of Mr. 
Assange to ensure his safety and physical integrity, to facilitate the exercise of his right to freedom of 
movement in an expedient manner, and to ensure the full enjoyment of his rights guaranteed by the 
international norms on detention. The Working Group also considered that the detention should be 
brought to an end and that Mr. Assange should be afforded the right to compensation.”  - 2016 UNWGAD 
EXCERPTS 
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https://www.ohchr.org/en/statements/2016/02/working-group-arbitrary-detention-deems-deprivation-liberty-mr-julian-assange


                       ‘UK Prosecutors Admit Destroying Key Emails in Julian Assange Case’ 
                                https://www.theguardian.com/media/2017/nov/10/uk-prosecutors-admit-destroying-key-emails-from-julian-assange-case 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

h"ps://threadreaderapp.com/thread/961324850458619909.html 
Video: h"ps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fDR43OS2lgs&t=55s 

Julian Assange’s 2017 sarcastic tweet: 
Swedish Prosecutor Marianne NY 
deleted FBI emails relating to case. 
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https://www.theguardian.com/media/2017/nov/10/uk-prosecutors-admit-destroying-key-emails-from-julian-assange-case
https://threadreaderapp.com/thread/961324850458619909.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fDR43OS2lgs&t=55s
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Journalist Stefania Maurizi’s BaYle for Assange FOIA Documents - Destruc4on of Assange Docs 

h@ps://www.ilfa@oquoBdiano.it/in-edicola/arBcoli/2023/06/01/judge-orders-the-crown-prosecuBon-
service-to-come-clean-about-the-destrucBon-of-key-documents-on-julian-assange/7179642/ 

“The documentation on which the closed ruling is based includes, among other documents, over 
552 pages of correspondence between the CPS and the U.S. Department of Justice and between 
the CPS and the State Department between 2010 and 2019”  -Stefania Maurizi 

‘Judge Orders CPS to Come Clean About the Destruc?on of Key Documents on Julian Assange’ 

Judge O’Connor’s Ruling PDF:  h@ps://st.ilfa@oquoBdiano.it/wp-
content/uploads/2023/06/01/RULING.pdf 

 

 

EXCERPTS: 

 

https://www.ilfattoquotidiano.it/in-edicola/articoli/2023/06/01/judge-orders-the-crown-prosecution-service-to-come-clean-about-the-destruction-of-key-documents-on-julian-assange/7179642/
https://www.ilfattoquotidiano.it/in-edicola/articoli/2023/06/01/judge-orders-the-crown-prosecution-service-to-come-clean-about-the-destruction-of-key-documents-on-julian-assange/7179642/
https://st.ilfattoquotidiano.it/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/01/RULING.pdf
https://st.ilfattoquotidiano.it/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/01/RULING.pdf


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“The right to a fair trial within a reasonable time is established both in the Swedish legal system […] 
and in the European Convention (Article 6). This legal right also applies during the preliminary 
investigation stage. 
 

To this has to be added the so-labelled presumption of innocence. 
 

I find it remarkable that the Prosecutor did not implement the preliminary investigation forward at the 
pace and with the care one could have demanded. 
 

In this context, the courts have a very great responsibility. They could have put tougher demands on 
the prosecutor, to move the preliminary investigation forward.  
 

I fear that the treatment of Assange has damaged the reputation of the Swedish judicial system... 
 

I have sympathy for Assange’s concern that Sweden would acquiesce with the United States in the 
event of a request for his extradition.”  - Anne Ramberg, Head of Swedish Bar Association  
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‘Head of Swedish Bar Assoc Condemns Handling of Assange Case in UK & Sweden as Deplorable’ 
 https://the-pen.co/reputation-of-swedish-judicial-system-damaged/ 

 

https://the-pen.co/reputation-of-swedish-judicial-system-damaged/


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXCERPTS: 
“Under international law, pre-trial detention must be only imposed in limited instances. Detention during 
investigations must be even more limited, especially in the absence of any charge”. 
 

“The Swedish investigations have been closed for over 18 months now, and the only ground remaining 
for Mr. Assange’s continued deprivation of liberty is a bail violation in the UK, which is, objectively, a 
minor offense that cannot post facto justify the more than 6 years confinement that he has been subjected to 
since he sought asylum in the Embassy of Ecuador.  
 

Mr. Assange should be able to exercise his right to freedom of movement in an unhindered manner, in 
accordance with the human rights conventions the UK has ratified.” 
 

“As the High Commissioner for human rights said several years ago, human rights treaty  
law is binding law, it is not discretionary law. It is not some passing fancy that a state can  
apply sometimes and not in the other,” the experts recalled. 
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h@ps://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2018/12/un-experts-urge-uk-honour-rights-obligaBons-and-let-mr-julian-assange-leave 

UN Experts Urge UK to Honour Rights Obliga4ons & Let Assange Leave Ecuador Embassy Freely’ 
 

https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2018/12/un-experts-urge-uk-honour-rights-obligations-and-let-mr-julian-assange-leave


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

UN Special Torture Rapporteur Nils Melzer: A made-up rape allegation, fabricated 
evidence 

 

“Why would a person be subject to nine years of a preliminary investigation for rape without charges ever having been filed?  
 

The Swedish authorities, though, were never interested in testimony from Assange. They intentionally left him in limbo.  
 

Just imagine being accused of rape for nine-and-a-half years by an entire state apparatus and by the media without ever 
being given the chance to defend yourself because no charges had ever been filed. 
 

According to the testimony of the woman in question, a rape had never even taken place at all. And not only that: The 
woman’s testimony was later changed by the Stockholm police without her involvement …”. - Nils Melzer Excerpts 
 
 

EXCERPTS- pages 3 & 4: 
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                                   ‘A murderous system is being created before our very eyes’ 
        Full ar=cle: h"ps://cdn.repub.ch/pdf/2020/01/31/nils-melzer-about-wikileaks-founder-julian-assange.pdfassange 
 

https://cdn.repub.ch/pdf/2020/01/31/nils-melzer-about-wikileaks-founder-julian-assange.pdf


                       ‘Dismantling the Swedish ‘Rape’- Narrative Against Julian Assange’  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

h"ps://medium.com/@njmelzer/response-to-open-le"er-of-1-july-2019-7222083dafc8 

 

F8-P8 

EXCERPT 

Assange writes in his 2013 affidavit: “96. My lawyers in Sweden, Per E. Samuelson and Thomas Olsson, 
were able to review the phone records that are part of the invesAgaAon, including SMS traffic between the  
two women and between SW and some of the witnesses. My lawyers noAfied me via email on 8 December 
2011 of the content of twenty-two of these messages. 109” (Excerpt below from Sept 2013 affidavit, pg. 29) 
h"ps://wikileaks.org/IMG/pdf/Swedish_Unlawful_Seizure_Complaint2013.pdf 
 

 

https://medium.com/@njmelzer/response-to-open-letter-of-1-july-2019-7222083dafc8
https://wikileaks.org/IMG/pdf/Swedish_Unlawful_Seizure_Complaint2013.pdf


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

h"ps://spcommreports.ohchr.org/TMResultsBase/DownLoadPublicCommunica5onFile?gId=24838 

Special Rapporteur on torture Nils Melzer’s letter to Swedish government: a (non-
exhaustive) list of 11 types of Swedish abuse of process (12 September 2019 )  

 

1. 2.1.  Disregard for confidentiality and 
precaution  

2. 2.2.  Disregard for exculpatory evidence  
3. 2.3.  Proactive manipulation of evidence  
4. 2.4.  Disregard for conflicts of interest  
5. 2.5.  Disregard for the requirements of 

necessity and proportionality  
6. 2.6.  Disregard for the right to information 

and adequate defense  
7. 2.7.  Disregard for the right of appeal to the 

European Court of Human Rights  
8. 2.8.  Disregard for the Mutual Legal 

Assistance agreement  
9. 2.9.  Complacency or complicity with third-

party interference  
10. 2.10.  Refusal to guarantee non-refoulement  
11. 2.11.  Pervasive procedural procrastination  

 

Note: The multi-lingual Nils Melzer has Swedish citizenship (through his mother) and speaks and reads Swedish 
fluently. He visited Sweden as part of his investigations and had access to many of the records there, in the original.  

 

Pages 3-12: 
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https://spcommreports.ohchr.org/TMResultsBase/DownLoadPublicCommunicationFile?gId=24838


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Assange 2012 Asylum Applica4on to Ecuador - protec4on from poli4cal persecu4on 

https://x.com/AssangeLegal/status/1127284538030415874?s=20 

 

How UK media falsely deflects news about #Assange 
onto #Sweden to hide the elephant in the room: UK 
extradi=on of Assange to the US over #WikiLeaks: 
h"ps://counterpunch.org/2019/04/25/avoiding-
assange/… Full doc: Assange’s 2012 asylum applica=on 
h"ps://jus=ce4assange.com/IMG/pdf/Full_Asylum_Ap
plica=on_Assange_25_june_2012.pdf… How the 
Swedish case ended in 2017 
 

Full Assange 2012 Applica=on for Asylum pdf link: “Server Down” 
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h@ps://x.com/BellaMagnani/status/11276422

96143495170?s=20 

h@ps://x.com/Katya_Compass/status/1230857668019081217?s=20 

h@ps://x.com/AssangeLegal/status/1127153909603229697?s=20 

“…my request made on 19th June 2012 to the Govt of Ecuador for diploma>c asylum/protec>on […] This request is made in the 
belief I will be sent to the United States where as a result of my imputed poli>cal opinions, I will be persecuted.” -Julian Assange 
 

 

 

https://x.com/AssangeLegal/status/1127284538030415874?s=20
https://twitter.com/hashtag/Assange?src=hashtag_click
https://twitter.com/hashtag/Sweden?src=hashtag_click
https://twitter.com/hashtag/WikiLeaks?src=hashtag_click
https://t.co/0NUsG0YIYj
https://t.co/0NUsG0YIYj
https://t.co/uqx1Vhfc2k
https://t.co/uqx1Vhfc2k
https://x.com/BellaMagnani/status/1127642296143495170?s=20
https://x.com/BellaMagnani/status/1127642296143495170?s=20
https://x.com/BellaMagnani/status/1127642296143495170?s=20
https://x.com/BellaMagnani/status/1127642296143495170?s=20
https://x.com/Katya_Compass/status/1230857668019081217?s=20
https://x.com/AssangeLegal/status/1127153909603229697?s=20


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Evidence File #9: Poli0cal Persecu0on of Julian Assange - Deteriorated Health, Life at Risk 

In this Evidence File:  
 

P1.  ‘Julian Assange’s health is so bad he ‘could die in prison’, say 60 doctors’ 
• The Guardian Nov 2019 ar?cle excerpts. 

 
P2.  Doctors for Assange Write Open LeGers to the UK Government - Assange Health Concerns 

• Doctors for Assange ‘Second Open LeGer to the UK Government – Re: Medical 
Emergency – Mr.  Julian Assange’ Jan 2020, leGer excerpts. 

• Snapshot from Doctors for Assange Nov 2019 open leGer, ‘Concerns of medical doctors 
about the plight of Mr. Julian Assange - Open leGer to the UK Home Secretary and 
Shadow Home Secretary’. 
 

P3.  ‘UN Expert on Torture Sounds the Alarm that Assange’s Life May Be at Risk’ (May/Nov 2019) 
• United Na6ons May 2019 Press Release, ‘UN expert says, “collec?ve persecu?on” of 

Julian Assange must end now’, excerpts. 
• United Na6ons Nov 2019 Press Release, ‘UN expert on torture sounds alarm again that 

Julian Assange’s life may be at risk’, excerpts. 
 

P4.  ‘A new book argues Julian Assange is being tortured. Will our new PM do anything about it?’ 
• The Conversa6on June 2022 ar?cle excerpts. 
• Context: Mr. Nils Melzer’s former posi?on as ‘UN Special Rapporteur on Torture’ 

explained: “…part of what is know as the Special Procedures of the Human Rights 
Council…”. 
 

P5.  ‘The Psychology of Gebng Julian Assange (Parts 1-5): What’s Torture Got to Do With It?’ 
• Snapshots from New Ma6lda Feb 2019 Five-Part series by Dr. Lissa Johnson, excerpt  

(Part 5). 
 
 

 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Excerpt: “The independent UN rights 
expert said Assange’s “continued 
exposure to arbitrariness and abuse may 
soon end up costing his life”. 
 

“Mr. Assange requires urgent expert 
medical assessment of both his physical 
and psychological state of health,”  
 

“Any medical treatment indicated should 
be administered in a properly equipped 
and expertly staffed university teaching 
hospital (tertiary care). 
 

“Were such urgent assessment and 
treatment not to take place, we have real 
concerns, on the evidence currently 
available, that Mr. Assange could die in 
prison. The medical situation is thereby 
urgent. There is no time to lose.” 
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     ‘Julian Assange’s health is so bad he ‘could die in prison’, say 60 doctors’ 
h"ps://www.theguardian.com/media/2019/nov/25/julian-assanges-health-is-so-bad-he-could-die-in-prison-say-60-doctors 

 

Evidence File 9: Persecu0on of Julian Assange - Deteriorated Health, Life Threatening 
 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/media/2019/nov/25/julian-assanges-health-is-so-bad-he-could-die-in-prison-say-60-doctors


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                              

“In the light of Professor Melzer’s consistent 
and repeated warnings, including on the 
basis of a specialised medical assessment  
in line with the “Istanbul Protocol”, the UK 
Government’s refusal to take the required 
measures to protect Mr Assange’s rights, 
health and dignity appears [to] be reckless  
at best and deliberate at worst and, in both 
cases, unlawfully and unnecessarily exposes 
Mr Assange to potentially irreversible 
medical risks.”  -Doctors for Assange, Jan 2020 
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2019/2020 Doctors for Assange Write Open LeJers to the UK Government - Assange Health 
Concerns 

 

 

 

 

h"ps://medium.com/@doctors4assange/concerns-of-
medicaldoctors-about-the-plight-of-mr-julian-assange-E09a5dd588 

 
 

Nov 2019: h"ps://medium.com/@doctors4assange/concerns-of-medicaldoctors-about-the-plight-of-mr-julian-assange-E09a5dd588 
Jan 2020: h"ps://medium.com/@doctors4assange/second-open-le"er-to-the-uk-government-d5b58bca88 
 

https://medium.com/@doctors4assange/concerns-of-medicaldoctors-about-the-plight-of-mr-julian-assange-ffb09a5dd588
https://medium.com/@doctors4assange/concerns-of-medicaldoctors-about-the-plight-of-mr-julian-assange-ffb09a5dd588
https://medium.com/@doctors4assange/concerns-of-medicaldoctors-about-the-plight-of-mr-julian-assange-ffb09a5dd588
https://medium.com/@doctors4assange/second-open-letter-to-the-uk-government-d5b58bca88


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
May/Nov 2019 

EXCERPTS: 
 

May 2019 UN Press Release: h#ps://www.ohchr.org/en/press-
releases/2019/05/un-expert-says-collec<ve-persecu<on-julian-
assange-must-end-now 

Nov 2019 UN Press Release: h"ps://www.ohchr.org/en/press-
releases/2019/11/un-expert-torture-sounds-alarm-again-julian-
assanges-lifemay-be-risk 

 

 

“The UN Special Rapporteur on torture, Nils Melzer, has expressed alarm at the continued deterioration 
of Julian Assange’s health since his arrest and detention, saying his life was now at risk.” UN - Nov 2019 
excerpt 

 

 

  

May/Nov 2019: ‘UN Expert on Torture Sounds Alarm Again that Assange’s Life May Be At Risk’ 
 

F9-P3 

 

 

https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2019/05/un-expert-says-collective-persecution-julian-assange-must-end-now
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2019/05/un-expert-says-collective-persecution-julian-assange-must-end-now
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2019/05/un-expert-says-collective-persecution-julian-assange-must-end-now
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2019/11/un-expert-torture-sounds-alarm-again-julian-assanges-lifemay-be-risk
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2019/11/un-expert-torture-sounds-alarm-again-julian-assanges-lifemay-be-risk
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2019/11/un-expert-torture-sounds-alarm-again-julian-assanges-lifemay-be-risk


 

 
 
 
EXCERPTS: 
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‘A new book argues Julian Assange is being tortured. Will our new PM do anything about it?’ 
 

 

 

 Context: 

https://theconversation.com/a-new-book-argues-julian-assange-is-being-tortured-will-our-new-pm-do-anything-about-it-183622 
 
 

 

https://theconversation.com/a-new-book-argues-julian-assange-is-being-tortured-will-our-new-pm-do-anything-about-it-183622


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

‘The Psychology of Ge\ng Julian Assange (Parts 1-5): What’s Torture Got to Do With It?’ 

Part 1: h#ps://newma<lda.com/2019/02/23/psychology-
geCng-julian-assange-part-1-whats-torture-got/ 

Part 2: https://newmatilda.com/2019/02/25/psychology-getting-julian-
assange-part-2-court-public-opinion-blood-curdling-untold-story/ 

Part 5:  h#ps://newma<lda.com/2019/03/25/the-psychology-
of-geCng-julian-assange-part-5-war-propaganda-101/ 

Part 3:  h#ps://newma<lda.com/2019/03/02/psychology-
geCng-julian-assange-part-3-wikileaks-russiagate-trust-us-cia/ 

Part 4:  h#ps://newma<lda.com/2019/03/15/the-psychology-of-geCng-
julian-assange-part-4-why-even-some-leGies-want-to-see-him-hang/ 

“In 2008, a plan to destroy both Wikileaks and Julian was laid out in a secret document dated 
8th of March 2008. The authors were the Cyber Counter-intelligence Assessment Branch of the US 
Defense Department (DoD). They described in detail how important it was to destroy, and I quote, 
‘the feeling of trust’ that is Wikileaks’ ‘centre of gravity’”. Dr. Lissa Johnson, Excerpt Part 5 
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https://newmatilda.com/2019/02/23/psychology-getting-julian-assange-part-1-whats-torture-got/
https://newmatilda.com/2019/02/23/psychology-getting-julian-assange-part-1-whats-torture-got/
https://newmatilda.com/2019/02/25/psychology-getting-julian-assange-part-2-court-public-opinion-blood-curdling-untold-story/
https://newmatilda.com/2019/02/25/psychology-getting-julian-assange-part-2-court-public-opinion-blood-curdling-untold-story/
https://newmatilda.com/2019/03/25/the-psychology-of-getting-julian-assange-part-5-war-propaganda-101/
https://newmatilda.com/2019/03/25/the-psychology-of-getting-julian-assange-part-5-war-propaganda-101/
https://newmatilda.com/2019/03/02/psychology-getting-julian-assange-part-3-wikileaks-russiagate-trust-us-cia/
https://newmatilda.com/2019/03/02/psychology-getting-julian-assange-part-3-wikileaks-russiagate-trust-us-cia/
https://newmatilda.com/2019/03/15/the-psychology-of-getting-julian-assange-part-4-why-even-some-lefties-want-to-see-him-hang/
https://newmatilda.com/2019/03/15/the-psychology-of-getting-julian-assange-part-4-why-even-some-lefties-want-to-see-him-hang/
https://www.wikileaks.org/wiki/U.S._Intelligence_planned_to_destroy_WikiLeaks,_18_Mar_2008


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Evidence File #10: Assange is a poli5cal prisoner: the 
"independent judiciary" is a fairy tale in poli5cal cases 

 
In this Evidence File:  
 P1.  Introduc)on to Alina Lilova’s 2021 twi7er thread on the poli)cal judicial case of Julian Assange,  
where government officials are “cagey about the deten)on of Assange” and “shiF the blame to judges  
who are not accountable to the public in the same way that members of Congress are.” “When you  
pass the buck to [judges] public dialogue reaches a dead end and the crucial issues raised by Assange’s 
prosecu)on and persecu)on […] cannot be discussed when it ma7ers most. 
 

• First tweet of the thread with a graphic of Biden and Trump: Biden administra)on and other   
governments saying it’s “a ma7er for the courts, in the )me-honoured tradi)on of shiFing the  
blame onto officials who are not usually available to be ques)oned by journalists and NGO’s.” 

• Second tweet: govts like to lecture on human rights but "independent judiciary" is not credible 
in cases universally acknowledged as poli7cal. Graphic with Judge Baltasar Garzon quote 

 

P2.  Four tweets (screenshots) from Lilova’s ‘independent judiciary’ thread: 
 

• Jen Psaki, former White House Press Secretary exchange with NY Post reporter Steven Nelson 
• Secretary of State Antony Blinken interview with French outlet Ruptures 
• Marise Payne, former Foreign Affairs Minister Australia exchange with Senator Janet Rice 
• Ned Price, former State Department spokesperson exchange with AP reporter Ma7 Lee 

 

P3.   Four more tweets (screenshots): 
• Jen Psaki, former WH Press Sec exchange with Aljazeera English reporter Kimberly Halke7  
• State Department’s Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor 
• Pri) Patel, former Home Secretary UK on extradi)on laws being “in the hands of the court” 
• Saudi Arabia tweet: “Our judiciary is independent. We do not allow people to lecture us or  

tell us what we should or shouldn’t do…” 
 

P4.   NGOs state Assange is poli)cal prisoner and confirm the "independent judiciary" is a fairy tale in a 
case like [Assange’s] which is universally acknowledged as political. Julian Assange's lawyers and expert 
witnesses are far from the only ones saying that it's political - the list of objective and credible sources:  
 

• Mads Andenaes -UN Working Group of Arbitrary DetenIon (UNWGAD), Nils Melzer -UN Special 
Rapporteur on Torture, Amnesty InternaIonal, Reporters Without Borders (RSF), the European 
FederaIon of Journalists, ACLU, and the Freedom of the Press FoundaIon. 
 

P5. List of dictatorships with ‘independent judiciary’ quotes from officials: 
 

• Iran – “We have (...) an independent judiciary. And we in the government do not have any  
       control over the decisions of the judiciary.” 
• Turkey -  "Just as I can't interfere in the German jus)ce system and cri)cise it, you don't have  

       the right to cri)cise the Turkish legal system or judiciary. Because the judiciary is independent  
       and you have to respect their judgements." 
• Saudi Arabia - "Our judiciary is independent, we do not allow people to lecture us or dictate 

       to us what we should or shouldn't do…” 
• Myanmar - "According to the cons)tu)on, our judiciary is independent so we must wait and  

       see what the court decides.” 
• China - "The relevant departments in China, during their inves)ga)on of a case, ques)oned  

       the two journalists in accordance with law. These were normal law enforcement ac)vi)es.” 
• Russia - "The Spanish authori)es replied to Germany and Belgium that they have their own 

        judiciary system and 'don't doubt decisions that our judiciary system takes'. That's what we  
       [Russia] want from the West in terms of reciproca)ve measures." 
 

• Stella Assange tweet: Assange’s prosecu)on creates global race to bo7om for human rights 
 

P6.  Professor Nils Melzer two quote graphics and tweet: “The Assange case is not about the law, but  
about in)mida)ng journalism, suppressing press freedom and protec)ng impunity.”  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Biden admin and the other gov'ts involved 
have been cagey about the deten)on of 
 #Assange. A ma7er for the courts, they say, in  
the )me-honoured tradi)on of shiFing the blame 
onto officials who are not usually available to be 
ques)oned by journalists and NGO's. /Thread/  

The quasi-religious reference to court proceedings by elected officials is, in a case like Assange’s, 
nothing more than a dishonest attempt to get rid of pesky reporters and activists by evoking some 
untouchable judicial authority. Governments avoid accountability by using wording such as: 
 

"This is an ongoing legal case which we can't comment on.” This shifts the blame to judges who 
are not accountable to the public in the same way that Members of Congress are. 
 

Judges are usually not available for questioning by journalists and campaigners. When you pass 
 the buck to them, public dialogue reaches a dead end and the crucial issues raised by Assange's 
prosecution and persecution (such as the right to publish classified information under the 1st 
Amendment, the ban on political extraditions, or freedom from torture and ill-treatment)  
cannot be discussed when it matters the most. 
 

Here's my list of key points based on the thread comparing the US, UK, and Australia to other  
countries, including notably dictatorships, in how they all avoid taking responsibility by simply  
saying: "this is in the hands of the courts"...  

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Below you can find specific examples, and you can see why it's not wise to mimic their 
behavior. It's not just that it doesn't look good for a democracy to sink to the level of a 
dictatorship, but also that, like Julian Assange's wife Stella says, we have to avoid a 
terrible race to the bottom for human rights. This bottom is where precious freedoms 
will no longer be enjoyed - they will be replaced by hollow words that turn abuse of 
 

Evidence File #10: Assange is a poli5cal prisoner: 
the "independent judiciary" is a fairy tale in poli5cal cases 
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Tweet: h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1419072751030128643?s=20 

 
Tweet:  h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1419072757220921345?s=20 

 

“From a humanitarian standpoint especially, once the legal case is over, it will be too late - Assange 
will either be dead or he'll have spent even more years behind bars for his award-winning journalism 
that revealed how armies, governments and corporations work behind the scenes. We need your 
urgent attention now, not in five or ten years, in order to try and remedy the injustice to the extent 
possible, and to prevent the establishment of a dangerous precedent for free speech.”    -Alina Lilova 

 Analysis of the so-called “independent judiciary” in poli7cal cases by Alina Lilova, based on her July 24, 2021 
twiBer thread - screenshots & links below: h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1419072751030128643?s=20 
Besides being ac7ve on TwiBer, Alina maintains several personal blogs and has wriBen ar7cles on animal 
behavior and welfare, Harry PoBer, and the Julian Assange case. The Assange ar7cles can be found on 
Medium:  h"ps://hairyo"er-19431.medium.com/as-you-like-it-uncle-sam-9f2a5bb58c8c  and WordPress here: 
h"ps://insighthound.wordpress.com/2020/02/24/animals-war-and-wikileaks/   
(Content in ‘blue boxes’ are excerpts from Alina Lilova’s email correspondence with Paula Iasella) 
 
 

 

 

This thread is a reminder that everyone does  
that, including gov'ts @POTUS & @SecBlinken 
like to lecture about human rights. The fairytale  
of the "independent judiciary" is not credible in  
a case universally acknowledged as poli7cal (by 
RSF, Amnesty, the UN torture expert, etc). 

https://twitter.com/hashtag/Assange?src=hashtag_click
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1419072751030128643?s=20
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1419072757220921345?s=20
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1419072751030128643?s=20
https://hairyotter-19431.medium.com/as-you-like-it-uncle-sam-9f2a5bb58c8c
https://insighthound.wordpress.com/2020/02/24/animals-war-and-wikileaks/


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

cf. Exhibit E: Sec. of State “Hard for me to 
express myself on that because there is a  
legal case. I have to let it be (...) I understand  
the ques7ons and I understand the emo7on,  
I must s7ll let the legal system run its course”. 
hVps://www.pscp.tv/w/1DXGyRRkWokJM 

cf. Exhibit B: Spokeswoman of President “In the 
name of independent jus7ce, we will(...)encourage 
the Jus7ce Department to con7nue to be an 
independent Jus7ce Department, which I know is 
different from what we saw over the last 4 
years...” hVps://youtu.be/vJ2eemdmyvc?t=49…, 
from 0:49 
 
 

Exhibit J tweet: 
h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1419072833355984898?s=20 

Exhibit M tweet: 
h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1425841363694804996?s=20 

cf. Exhibit M: State Dept. Spokesman Reporter 
asks, "Why can’t you give straight answers?" 
They won't give straight answers. They won't  
say #Assange's name. They are banal. There  
is no "jus7ce" in this show trial. 
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Exhibit B Tweet: 
h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1419072763369861121?s=20 

Exhibit E tweet: 
h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1419072771284480000?s=20 

The fairytale “independent judiciary” in poli5cal cases thread, con5nued … 

cf. Exhibit J: Foreign Minister of  Australia “There 
are normal legal processes underway, Senator, in 
the United States and the United Kingdom, in 
which we do not interfere. We don't interfere in 
legal processes in other countries.” 

https://www.pscp.tv/w/1DXGyRRkWokJM
https://t.co/2r4YASwqNx
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1419072833355984898?s=20
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1425841363694804996?s=20
https://twitter.com/hashtag/Assange?src=hashtag_click
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1419072763369861121?s=20
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1419072771284480000?s=20
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It just goes on and on. "I don't have anything 
new to say on Julian Assange, and I'd point  
you to the Department of Jus7ce on that" - 
White House spokesperson Jen Psaki to 
reporter from Al Jazeera English 
 

Exhibit H tweet: 
h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1419072827349741569?s=20 
 
 
 

Tweet: 
h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1441781988252426240?s=20 
 
 

Exhibit O tweet: 
h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1507691071442231305?s=20 
 

Exhibit F tweet: 
h"ps://twi"er.com/allilova/status/1419072774304370699?s=20 
 

 
cf. Exhibit H: State Dept., Bureau of Democracy, 
Human Rights, and Labor "Mr. Assange’s case is being 
treated consistent with U.S. and UK law, which is 
consistent with interna7onal human rights standards, 
and I’ll leave it at that". hVps://state.gov/telephonic-
press-briefing-on-the-2020-human-rights-report/ 
 

The fairytale “independent judiciary” in poli5cal cases thread, con5nued … 

https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1419072827349741569?s=20
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1441781988252426240?s=20
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1507691071442231305?s=20
https://twitter.com/allilova/status/1419072774304370699?s=20
https://t.co/1yM0Yp0uCq
https://t.co/1yM0Yp0uCq
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The "independent judiciary" is a fairy tale in a case like this which is universally 
acknowledged as political. Julian Assange's lawyers and expert witnesses are far from  
the only ones saying that it's political. The list of objective and credible sources includes:  
 

 

“If Mr Assange is brought to the US, if you have the full force of the state against you, as he has, 
they will manage to keep him in prison for an indeterminate period of )me, whatever happened  
to the legal processes. They would find arguments which would be accepted by highly poli)cised 
judicial processes.”  
 
 h"ps://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2016/02/julian-assange-arbitrarily-detained-sweden-and-uk-un-
expert-panel-finds?LangID=E&NewsID=17013 

https://www.aclu.org/documents/letter-urging-doj-drop-charges-against-julian-assange 

 

-Mads Andenaes, professor of law, chair of UNWGAD (UN Working Group on Arbitrary Deten6on)  
when Julian Assange's case came in before that UN body 
 

h"ps://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/13505084231183954 
 

h"ps://freedom.press/news/fpf-statement-on-rejecRon-of-julian-assanges-extradiRon-appeal/ 

“The case is not about one individual, it’s about freedom of the press, and the government 
weaponizing the Espionage Act to criminalize rou7ne newsgathering.” 

-Freedom of the Press FoundaOon June 2023 
 

 “Julian Assange is a political prisoner” -Professor Nils Melzer 

 
https://www.exberliner.com/berlin/nils-melzer-assange/ 

 

-Nils Melzer, former UN Special Rapporteur on Torture 

 

- Agnès Callamard, Amnesty InternaOonal’s Secretary General 

 
“Now, reports that the CIA considered kidnapping or killing Assange have cast even more doubt 
on the reliability of US promises and further expose the poli)cal mo)va)on behind this case.”  
 h"ps://www.amnesty.org.uk/press-releases/usuk-julian-assanges-poliRcally-moRvated-
extradiRon-must-not-go-ahead 

- Rebecca Vincent, Reporters Without Borders RSF’s Director of InternaOonal 
Campaigns  

 h"ps://rsf.org/en/usuk-future-journalism-stake-historic-extradiRon-decision-looms-case-julian-assange 

“The case against Julian Assange is outrageous. It is clearly poli)cally mo)vated and intended  
to make an example of Assange and create a chilling effect on media around the world.”  

-The European Federation of Journalists  EFJ List updated July 2023 

 https://europeanjournalists.org/journalists-in-jail-europe/ 

 

Assange is listed as a journalist in jail in Europe: “United Kingdom (1) Julian Assange” 

-ACLU  October 2021 

 
“In February, members of this coali)on wrote to the Ac)ng A7orney General, urging that the 
criminal charges against Mr. Assange be dropped. We now renew that request with even greater 
urgency, in light of a recent story in Yahoo News describing  alarming  discussions within the CIA 
and Trump administra)on before the indictment against Assange was filed. The Yahoo News story 
only heightens  our concerns about the mo)va)ons behind this prosecu)on, and about the 
dangerous precedent that is being set.” 
 
 

https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2016/02/julian-assange-arbitrarily-detained-sweden-and-uk-un-expert-panel-finds?LangID=E&NewsID=17013
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2016/02/julian-assange-arbitrarily-detained-sweden-and-uk-un-expert-panel-finds?LangID=E&NewsID=17013
https://www.aclu.org/documents/letter-urging-doj-drop-charges-against-julian-assange
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/13505084231183954
https://freedom.press/news/fpf-statement-on-rejection-of-julian-assanges-extradition-appeal/
https://www.exberliner.com/berlin/nils-melzer-assange/
https://www.amnesty.org.uk/press-releases/usuk-julian-assanges-politically-motivated-extradition-must-not-go-ahead
https://www.amnesty.org.uk/press-releases/usuk-julian-assanges-politically-motivated-extradition-must-not-go-ahead
https://rsf.org/en/usuk-future-journalism-stake-historic-extradition-decision-looms-case-julian-assange
https://europeanjournalists.org/journalists-in-jail-europe/


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Below you can find specific examples, and you can see why it's not wise to mimic their behavior.  
It's not just that it doesn't look good for a democracy to sink to the level of a dictatorship, but also that, 
like Julian Assange's wife Stella says, we have to avoid a terrible race to the bottom for human rights. 
This bottom is where precious freedoms will no longer be enjoyed - they will be replaced by hollow 
words that turn abuse of power into "normal law enforcement" and acts by a so-called "independent 
judiciary" that people are not allowed to question.  

 

 

 

Many injustices are hidden by a judicial process in order to give that which is indefensible "an aura of 
legitimacy," as human rights attorney, William Kunstler said. Please don't let that aura fool you - do not 
turn your conscience off. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Ft8UNDhV2Uc&t=61s&ab_channel=POV 
 

From a humanitarian standpoint especially, once the legal case is over, it will be too late - Assange will 
either be dead or he'll have spent even more years behind bars for his award-winning journalism that 
revealed how armies, governments and corporations work behind the scenes. We need your urgent 
attention now, not in five or ten years, in order to try and remedy the injustice to the extent possible,  
and to prevent the establishment of a dangerous precedent for free speech. -End of Alina Lilova excerpts 

 

F 
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Tweet: 
h"ps://twi"er.com/Stella_Assange/status/138524
7111034331137?s=20 

“This is a matter for the courts and we cannot interfere" is the go-to excuse for authoritarian  
governments when they try to fob off Western officials &  journalists who express concern about 
wrongfully detained people.  
 

- Iran  "We have (...) an independent judiciary. And we in the government 
do not have any control over the decisions of the judiciary. That is solidly 
written in the constitution, practiced on the ground in Iran." 
https://www.cfr.org/event/conversation-mohammad-javad-zarif (from 29:50)  
 
- Turkey "Just as I can't interfere in the German justice system and 
criticise it, you don't have the right to criticise the Turkish legal system or 
judiciary. Because the judiciary is independent and you have to respect  
their judgements." 
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-45684390 
 
"As the president, I don’t have the right to order [Brunson's] release. Our 
judiciary is independent. Let’s wait and see what the court will decide". 
 

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-turkey-usa-erdogan-exclusive/exclusive- 
turkeys-erdogan-says-court-will-decide-fate-of-detained-u-s-pastor-
idUSKCN1M60EP 
 
- Saudi Arabia "Our judiciary is independent," Saudi Arabia's Minister of 
State for Foreign affairs, Adel al-Jubeir, told the BBC. "We do not allow 
people to lecture us or dictate to us what we should or shouldn't do - just  
like we don't tell people in the UK or in America or in other places what  
they should or should not do."  
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-55002921 
 
- Myanmar "According to the constitution, our judiciary is independent  
so we must wait and see what the court decides. Reuters and the families  
of the reporters are being treated equally under the law." 
https://ca.finance.yahoo.com/news/pompeo-urges-release-reuters-
reporters- meeting-myanmar-ministers-032053699.html 
 
- China "The relevant departments in China, during their investigation of  
a case, questioned the two journalists in accordance with law. These were 
normal law enforcement activities.” http://perth.china-
consulate.gov.cn/eng/notc/202009/t20200909_165894.htm   
 
- Russia "The Spanish authorities replied to Germany and Belgium that 
they have their own judiciary system and 'don't doubt decisions that our 
judiciary system takes'. That's what we [Russia] want from the West in 
terms of reciprocative measures." 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YxKRVTubtqc (from 40:00)  

 
 

 

Today the Kremlin used the imprisonment 
of #Assange to jus>fy the imprisonment  
of #Navalny.  
 

As predicted, the UK's imprisonment of 
Julian has created a global race to the 
boFom for human rights.   
#DropTheCharges 
 #FreeAssangeNOW 
 

"Abuses in the West of Enlightenment 
ideals, which we should all hold dear, 
and the corrosion of those ideals, not 
only impoverishes Western countries— 
it is also used as an excuse for terrible 
abuses in other countries." 
#DropTheCharges #FreeAssangeNOW 
 

 

 

 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Ft8UNDhV2Uc&t=61s&ab_channel=POV
https://twitter.com/Stella_Assange/status/1385247111034331137?s=20
https://twitter.com/Stella_Assange/status/1385247111034331137?s=20
https://www.cfr.org/event/conversation-mohammad-javad-zarif
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-45684390
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-55002921
http://perth.china-consulate.gov.cn/eng/notc/202009/t20200909_165894.htm
http://perth.china-consulate.gov.cn/eng/notc/202009/t20200909_165894.htm
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YxKRVTubtqc
https://twitter.com/hashtag/Assange?src=hashtag_click
https://twitter.com/hashtag/Navalny?src=hashtag_click
https://twitter.com/hashtag/FreeAssangeNOW?src=hashtag_click
https://twitter.com/hashtag/DropTheCharges?src=hashtag_click
https://twitter.com/hashtag/FreeAssangeNOW?src=hashtag_click
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h(ps://twi(er.com/NilsMelzer/status/1442974790654984197?s=20 

https://twitter.com/NilsMelzer/status/1442974790654984197?s=20


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                  WikiLeaks’s had provided incontrovertible video evidence of the truth. 

               Documentation matters when it comes to justice. 

 

The Importance of Evidence 

Comparing George Floyd and Julian Assange Cases 



          The Importance of Evidence – on World Press Freedom Day  
                 May 3, 2021 By Ann Batiza, Ph.D. – a newsletter to her community 
 

 
           . 
 
     
	
April	20,	2021 
By	Azi	Paybarah 
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Dear friends, 

After the verdict in the George Floyd trial, Mr. Azi Paybarah wrote about the importance 
of evidence in his April 20 New York Times article, “How a teenager’s video upended the 
police department’s initial tale.” He said:  

 The Minneapolis Police Department’s initial inaccurate and misleading description of 
George Floyd’s     death last May “might have become the official account” of what 
took place, had it not been for video taken by a teenage bystander, Keith Boykin, a 
CNN commentator, wrote on Twitter. [italics added]  

 By this time, we are all undoubtedly familiar with the disturbing video footage 
Darnella Frazier so presciently took as the life of George Floyd was literally squeezed 
out of him in front of her. Contrast that video with the police department’s official 
release shortly after Mr. Floyd’s death. As Mr. Paybarah wrote:  

         The initial news release, posted on the police department’s website, is titled “Man 
Dies After Medical Incident During Police Interaction.” It said Mr. Floyd, who was not 
identified by name, “physically resisted officers” on the scene who had ordered him 
out of his vehicle. “Officers were able to get the suspect into handcuffs and noted he 
appeared to be suffering medical distress,” the release said. [italics added]  

 Many others have pointed out that without Ms. Frazier’s video, George Floyd 
would be yet another largely unnoticed victim of police violence, not the reason 
for sustained protests throughout the U.S. and around the world.  
 

How a teenager’s video upended the police department’s initial tale 

NYT April 2021 article, archived: https://archive.md/xFQDR 

https://www.nytimes.com/by/azi-paybarah
https://archive.md/xFQDR
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I’ve written to you before about the Collateral Murder video, that showed a dozen unarmed 
Iraqis, including two Reuters employees, walking along in a Baghdad suburb. Suddenly they 
were mowed down by U.S. soldiers firing from an Apache helicopter (a war crime.) Two 
children - Sayad (10) and Doaha Tomal (5) - were wounded when their father, Saleh, 
stopped to pick up the wounded Reuters driver, Saeed Chmagh (Both Mr. Tomal and Saeed 
along with the other Iraqis were killed.) All were casualties of large caliber rounds fired 
from a U.S. Apache helicopter, which was followed by U.S. troops in the area running over 
and severing the body of at least one of the victims.  
 

Perhaps some of you were at the CODEPINK “April 27 Calling Party” last Tuesday where 
Julian Assange’s partner, Stella Moris, spoke about Julian and his case. Although there were 
some technical difficulties in showing Stella’s video, a clear copy begins here (I highly 
recommend you watch it).  
 

In a recent interview, the U. N. Special Rapporteur on Torture, Nils Melzer, drew a direct   
analogy between the impact of Darnella Frazier’s video on revealing the truth behind official 
lies and the impact of the Collateral Murder video released by Julian Assange and WikiLeaks.  

Special Rapporteur Melzer said, “If they did the same as they did with WikiLeaks and Julian 
Assange, if they did the same with the George Floyd case, it would mean that the police 
officers go free, they’re not even being investigated - not tried or convicted, they’re not even 
being arrested and investigated - while the person who filmed this and put it on the internet 
would be put in solitary confinement for the rest of her life.” [italics added]  

 

April 27, 2021 Code Pink ‘Calling Party’ at 13:25 min: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0oRYj9hjfNE&t=59s&
ab_channel=CODEPINK 

UN Special Rapporteur Nils Melzer, discussion at 10:15:  
https://www.assangecountdowntofreedom.com/audio/5-15-nils-melzer 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0oRYj9hjfNE&t=59s&ab_channel=CODEPINK
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0oRYj9hjfNE&t=59s&ab_channel=CODEPINK
https://www.assangecountdowntofreedom.com/audio/5-15-nils-melzer
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Describing Julian, Stella says, “He’s caring and he’s funny. He’s the most principled man I know.  
He has helped to bring justice to victims of state and corporate abuses all over the world.” [italics 
added]  
 

At the CODEPINK event, I was able to speak briefly toward the end of the hour, but because I had 
not anticipated this opportunity, I erroneously called the former Reuters Bureau chief in Baghdad 
“Alan” Yates instead of “Dean” Yates. Dean Yates had been in charge when two of his employees, 
Namir Noor Eldeen, a photographer, and Saeed Chmagh, a driver/fixer, were gunned down by a 
U.S. Apache helicopter on July 12, 2007. Note that there is a short glitch in transmission that 
corrects itself quickly.  

First I was able to point out how evidence submitted at the recent extradition trial contradicted 
smears:  

• The prosecution had to admit that no one had been killed because of WikiLeaks’ exposures. 
(For a thorough discussion of this by documentarian John Pilger and Daniel Ellsberg listen 
here.) 	

• It was the Guardian journalists David Leigh and Luke Harding who made the unredacted 
State Department files vulnerable by publishing the password to the files in their book 
about WikiLeaks. 	

• Several publication partners testified that Julian had meticulously redacted documents 	
with them over several months.  
	

For example, journalist John Goetz, who had worked with Julian Assange from Der Spiegel, 
testified,  
“The redaction process developed over time. With the Iraq War Logs, WikiLeaks overshot and 
ended up deleting more things than even the Defense Department did in [in answer to] FOIA 
requests.” Mr. Goetz said that as requested by the U.S. government at least 15,000 documents 
were excluded from publication.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

Then I described how the Collateral Murder video published by WikiLeaks provided evidence of  
an official cover-up of the deaths of those two Reuters employees and absolved their boss, Dean 
Yates, who had felt responsible for their deaths.  
 

As shown in his written testimony below, Mr. Yates quoted the official US statement that 
whitewashed the deaths when a lieutenant-colonel stated, “There is no question that Coalition 
Forces were clearly engaged in combat operations against a hostile force.” [italics added]  

 

John Goetz Testimony: https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.16-
Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-John-Goetz.pdf 

https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.16-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-John-Goetz.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.16-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-John-Goetz.pdf
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Reiterating Nils Melzer’s point regarding the importance of evidence released to the 
public, Dean Yates praised Julian Assange and said, “I know Namir and Saeed would 
have remained forgotten statistics... What Assange did was 100% an act of truth-
telling, exposing to the world what the war in Iraq in fact was and how the US military 
behaved and lied.” [italics added]  
 

Once this evidence came to light, the U.S. government changed its story and showed 
Mr. Yates just enough video to convince him that his employees had provoked the 
attack. The U.S. later refused even FOIA requests to release the entire video. But after 
Assange published the Collateral Murder video, Yates knew the truth. He wrote, “I 
immediately realized that the US Military had lied to us.” [italics added]  
 

However, Mr. Yates wrote that Reuters began its own investigation and found no 
evidence of the alleged firefight. He said, “Reuters staff had by now spoken to 14 
witnesses in al-Amin. All of them said they were unaware of any firefight that might 
have prompted the helicopter strike.” [italics added]  
Dean Yates Testimony: https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.18-
Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Dean-Yates.pdf 

https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.18-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Dean-Yates.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.18-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Dean-Yates.pdf
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WikiLeaks’s had provided incontrovertible video evidence of the truth.  

Unlike Derek Chauvin, however, none of those who committed war crimes that day have 
been put on trial. In addition, Mr. Yates’ testimony went unreported in the U.S. with the 
exception of some bloggers and independent outlets like Consortium News.  

Documentation matters when it comes to justice.  

Today is World Press Freedom Day. In a press release, U.S. Secretary of State Blinken 
stated, “We call on all governments to ensure media safety and protect journalists’ ability 
to do their jobs without fear of violence, threats, or unjust detention.” [italics added]  

These seem like hollow words indeed. Thank you for caring about press freedom.  

Best regards,  

Ann Batiza 
Milwaukee, annwisc@gmail.com  

 



 
Printing the Assange Evidence Files 

 
 
 
Due to the screenshots of tweets and articles’ small font size, we recommend that the 
files are best viewed on devices for quality readability and accessing the links. 
 
If you choose to print the files (100+ pages): 
 
- File pages are formatted to “US Letter Size” 8.5X11inch paper. 
 

- Print on heavier paper – 24lb- 32lb  
 

- Margins are adjusted for a ‘3-hole punch’ folder, taking 'gutters' into account. 
 

- Odd # pages are on right side.  
 

- Even # pages on left side. 
 

- Main Table of Contents printed double-sided. 
 

- *Files 1-10  Table of Contents are printed single-sided. 
 
Order of documents:  
 

Assange Cover (Julian graphic);  
 

PDF1  Foreword Quote Taibbi;  
 

PDF2  Title Page; 
 

PDF3  Table Contents;  
 

PDF4  Intro;  
 

PDF5-14  Files 1-10;  
 

PDF15  Cover page Importance of Evidence Newsletter (George Floyd/Assange case 
comparison); 
 

PDF16 ‘Importance of Evidence’ newsletter. 
 
 
We hope this becomes a usable resource packet to help correct the record about the 
Assange case when advocating for Julian with your community and representatives! 
 
Keep Fighting! 
 
Paula Iasella, and #TeamAssange 
Boston Area Assange Defense 
AssangeBoston@gmail.com 
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