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  (Translated from Arabic) 

Permanent Mission of the State of Kuwait to the United Nations Office in Geneva 

M 280/2016 

1. Clarifications concerning the case of Mr. Abdulhakim al-Fadhli, including all details, 

information and evidence, were provided in memorandums issued by the Permanent 

Mission dated 19 September 2014, 8 October 2014 and 9 April 2015. Reference should also 

be made to Human Rights Council resolution 5/1 of 18 June 2007, which concerns 

institution building. 

2. What happened in the case of Mr. Abdulhakim al-Fadhli was that a sentence passed 

against him by a court of law was enforced. He was given full access to domestic remedies 

and to justice, as was explained in the earlier memorandums from the Permanent Mission 

and as you yourselves point out in your letter referenced above. 

3. The judiciary in Kuwait is highly respected, being one of the three authorities of the 

State. Under article 163 of the Kuwaiti Constitution, no authority may exercise power over 

judges when making their judgments or interfere in the course of justice. The law 

guarantees the independence of judges and sets forth their prerogatives and the provisions 

that govern their immunity from dismissal. 

4. Kuwait is considered to be a pioneer in the region vis-à-vis freedom of expression, 

public liberties and the separation of powers. Its human rights defenders enjoy great respect, 

not only nationally but also internationally. This might also be a good moment to point out 

that Kuwait was the only place that the NGO Human Rights Watch found to present its 

regional report this year, which it was able to do in complete freedom and with wide 

coverage from local and foreign media. In fact, Kuwait is one of the few countries in the 

region with an elected parliament and a free media, that fact goes some way to underlining 

the status and importance that human rights have in the country. 

5. According to article 31 of the Constitution, “No one may be arrested, imprisoned, 

searched, compelled to reside in a specific place or have their movements restricted except 

according to law, and torture and degrading treatment are prohibited.” Article 34 also 

affords protection to individuals when it states, “An accused person is innocent until proven 

guilty in a court of law. The court must ensure that he or she is able to exercise their right of 

defence.” 

6. Article 184 of the Criminal Code (Act No. 16 of 1970) states that “Anyone who 

arrests, imprisons or detains another person, in circumstances other than those stipulated by 

law, or while failing to follow due procedure, shall be liable to imprisonment for up to 3 

years and/or payment of a fine of up to 225 Kuwaiti dinars (KD). If those acts are 

accompanied by physical torture or threat of death, the perpetrator shall be liable to 

imprisonment for up to 7 years.” 

7. Article 34 of the Constitution states, “An accused person is innocent until proven 

guilty in a court of law. The court must ensure that he or she is able to exercise their right of 

defence.” 

8. Kuwait is concerned to protect public freedoms of all kinds and to promote them 

through constitutional and legal provisions. In fact, according to article 36 of the 

Constitution, everyone has the right to express their opinion by the spoken or written word, 

or by any other means, subject to the conditions and requirements of law. As a guarantee of 
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that right, article 137 of the Criminal Code states that criticism of a court judgment is not an 

offence if it is impartial and expressed in good faith, irrespective of whether that criticism 

focuses on the facts or on the manner in which the law is applied to those facts. 

9. The articles of the Kuwaiti Constitution and national law quoted above serve to 

clarify and respond to many of the questions raised in your letter. 

10. The cases before the judiciary concerning Mr. Abdulhakim Abdulrazzaq Abdulhadi 

Shabath (which is his real name according to his identity documents, although he is known 

by the name with which he is referred to in your letter, Abdulhakim al-Fadhli) have no 

connection whatsoever with the defence of human rights. Moreover, Kuwait has no offence 

called “human rights defender” and absolutely no reference is made to such a thing in 

Kuwaiti law. Moreover, neither the law nor the Constitution discriminate on the basis of 

origin, work or race. According to article 29 of the Constitution, “All persons have equal 

human dignity and the same public rights and duties before the law, without discrimination 

on the grounds of race, origin, language or religion.” 

11. Even if we were to assume that Mr. Abdulrazzaq is a human rights defender, it 

should be noted that the scope of the activities of such persons is limited under article 17 of 

the Declaration on the Right and Responsibility of Individuals, Groups and Organs of 

Society to Promote and Protect Universally Recognized Human Rights and Fundamental 

Freedoms, contained in General Assembly resolution 53/144 of 8 March 1999 

(A/RES/53/144). 

12. Mr. Abdulhakim al-Fadhli enjoyed full legal guarantees in the course of the judicial 

proceedings against him. Apart from the issue of his deportation, we would like to make the 

following points: 

 (a) The name given in your letter, Abdulhakim al-Fadhli, is a nickname as the 

name on his identity documents is Abdulhakim Abdulrazzaq Abdulhadi Shabath. 

 (b) Mr. Abdulhakim is not a Kuwaiti citizen and resides in Kuwait unlawfully. 

 (c) An examination of case No. 65/2014, Criminal Investigation Division, 

(4997/2014, ordinary offences) revealed the following: 

• The aforementioned individual was referred to the Criminal Investigation Division 

by the police on 7 July 2014 on charges of having insulted a public official while 

attempting to enter the central prison without authorization. On 8 July 2014, he was 

brought before the investigator and he asked to be allowed to contact a lawyer. That 

request was met. On the same day, in the course of questioning in the presence of his 

lawyer, he denied the charges against him and claimed that he had been assaulted at 

the time of his arrest while he had been monitoring the detention of a prisoner. 

• On 21 July 2014, the Investigations Directorate decided to refer the accused to the 

criminal court on charges of insulting a public official, as stated above. It also 

decided to refer his injuries and his allegations that he had been beaten to the Office 

of the Public Prosecutor, which opened case No. 626/2014, Office of the Prosecutor 

in Kuwait City. 

• The Public Prosecutor in the Investigations Directorate of the Ministry of the 

Interior brought the case against the accused before the criminal court on the 

grounds that he had, on 7 July 2014, insulted a public official who was carrying out 

his duties, using the expressions recorded in the case file, which is a punishable 

offence under article 134 (2) of the Criminal Code. 

• On 4 September 2014, in the presence of the accused, the criminal court sentenced 

him to a term of imprisonment of 1 month. 
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• On 7 September 2014, the accused filed an appeal before the criminal court of 

appeal for the sentence to be overturned. 

• Concerning the detention of the accused between 7 July 2014 and 7 August 2014: 

He was arrested on the evening of 7 July 2014 in the neighbourhood of Sulaibiya 

and referred to the investigator who ordered that he be held in detention pending 

further inquiries for a period of 10 days from the date of his arrest. On 16 July 2014, 

the judge ordered that his detention be extended and, on 7 August 2014, the criminal 

court ordered his release. 

• It is clear, then, that the detention of this person took place on the basis of warrants 

issued by the relevant authorities and within the limits prescribed by law, in 

accordance with articles 9 (2), 10, 11, 39 (1) and (2), 48, 56, 60, 69, 70, and 144 of 

the Code of Criminal Procedure. 

 (d) Regarding questions about the accusation that he incited persons to 

participate in an unlawful assembly. 

• An examination of case No. 409/2012, Criminal Investigation Division, (1137/2012, 

Office of the Prosecutor of Kuwait City) revealed the following: 

 (i) The accused incited and directed the other accused persons in the case to 

gather unlawfully in the public square of the Tayma neighbourhood, and the offence 

occurred as a result of his incitement. 

 (ii) Without authorization from the authorities, he called — via his Twitter 

account: HAKEEMQ080 — for a public demonstration, thereby affecting the rights of 

others and disrupting traffic. 

• The above offences are penalized under article 48 (1) and 52 (1) of the Criminal 

Code, article 34 (1) of Act No. 31 of 1970 and articles 12 (1) and 16 (1), (2) and (3) 

of Decree Law No. 65 of 1979, concerning public gatherings and assemblies. 

• As regards the conditions of his detention during the course of the investigation. He 

was arrested on 12 December 2012 in accordance with a warrant issued against him 

in another case (No. 357/2012, Office of the Public Prosecutor of Jahra registered 

under No. 62/2012, criminal court of Sulaibiya). In that case, he was released on 20 

March 2013 following his acquittal by the court of appeal. 

• In the case that is the subject of the present enquiry, on 19 December 2012, the 

Office of the Public Prosecutor heard the accused make his statement in the presence 

of his lawyers, Mr. Abdulaziz Saud al-Mutairi and Mr. Doukhi al-Hasban. The 

accused was then ordered to be held in custody (following the completion of his 

detention in case No. 357/2012, Office of the Public Prosecutor of Jahra registered 

under No. 62/2012, criminal court of Sulaibiya). On 24 March 2013, the Office of 

the Public Prosecutor ordered his release, unless wanted for other reasons, and set 

bail at KD 300. Since the accused person was unable to pay that sum, on 25 March 

2013, the Office of the Public Prosecutor ordered that the bail be reduced to KD 100 

and the order was carried out on the same day. 

• Thus, the accused was held in detention in the case that is the subject of the present 

enquiry from 21 March 2013 to 25 March 2013. 

• The judgment against the accused in the case that is the subject of the present 

enquiry was passed by the criminal court on 29 January 2015. He was sentenced in 

absentia to a term of imprisonment of 1 year with labour, and to deportation 

following completion of his sentence, in accordance with the court’s prerogatives 

pursuant to articles 122 and 172 (1) of the Code of Criminal Procedure. 
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• On 3 February 2015, he challenged the judgment and the session of 28 May 2015 

was designated for the examination of his appeal before the criminal court. 

Following due deliberation and further appeals filed by the accused before the Court 

of Appeal and the Court of Cassation, the latter ruled to uphold the sentence against 

him. 

• Conditions of imprisonment with labour are defined in articles 25 (2), 26, 27 and 35 

to 47 of Prisons Act No. 26 of 1962 and its implementing regulations. 

• The arrest of this individual was carried out exclusively on the basis of the warrant 

issued against him. It should also be noted that he sought to avoid arrest.  

• The penalty of deportation is set forth in article 66 (7) of the Criminal Code which 

states: “Additional or supplementary penalties under this law are as follows: … (7) 

The deportation of foreign nationals from the country.” Under article 67 of the Code, 

“A penalty shall be considered supplementary if the imposition thereof depends 

upon the discretion of the judge.” 

• Under article 79 (1) of the Criminal Code, “when passing sentence against a foreign 

national, the judge may order that that person be deported from Kuwait upon 

completion of the sentence”. 

• Rulings of the Court of Cassation have established that, for the purposes of article 

79, the status of Kuwaiti citizen resides in possession of a certificate of nationality in 

accordance with Royal Decree No. 15 of 1959 promulgating the Kuwaiti Nationality 

Act. Therefore, a person who is not in possession of a certificate of Kuwaiti 

nationality is a foreign national in the eyes of the law (see criminal appeal No. 

244/2001, session of 30 June 1997). 

• In this context it should also be pointed out that, out of consideration for the 

humanitarian conditions of unlawful residents and in accordance with the provisions 

of a general royal amnesty of prisoners in 2013 and 2014, unlawful residents who 

have been convicted of an offence are pardoned from the penalty of deportation (see 

page 31 of the second national report under the universal periodic review 

mechanism, A/HRC/WG.6/21/KWT/1). 

• Requests for a royal pardon from deportation are periodically submitted by 

interested parties or their legal representatives to the Office of the Public Prosecutor, 

which examines them in the light of the aforementioned royal amnesty (see the 

website of the Office of the Public Prosecutor at https://www.pp.moj.gov.kw). 

13. With reference to the second question in your letter, we would like to state the 

following: 

• Freedom of expression, of the press and of peaceful assembly are guaranteed under 

articles 36, 37 and 44 of the Constitution as per relevant national legislation, which 

includes all the international treaties ratified by Kuwait in accordance with article 70 

of the Constitution. 

• Under article 29 (2) of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, in the exercise of 

rights and freedoms (including those stipulated under articles 19 and 20 of the 

Declaration), everyone shall be subject only to such limitations as are determined by 

law solely for the purpose of securing due recognition and respect for the rights and 

freedoms of others and of meeting the just requirements of morality, public order 

and the general welfare in a democratic society. 

• In the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights — ratified under Act No. 

12 of 1996 — the rights and freedoms stipulated in articles 19 and 21 are subject to 

certain restrictions imposed in conformity with the law. Regarding the right to 
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freedom of expression, those restrictions exist to ensure respect for the rights or 

reputations of others and to protect national security, public order, public health or 

public morals. The right to freedom of assembly is restricted only in the interests of 

national security or public safety, public order, the protection of public health or 

morals or the protection of the rights and freedoms of others. 

 Moreover, article 20 of the Covenant prohibits any advocacy of national, racial or 

religious hatred that may constitute incitement to discrimination, hostility or violence. 

 The criminal legislation referred to in the letter complies with the aforementioned 

international standards. Indeed, all the restrictions placed on freedom of expression and 

peaceful assembly are set forth in laws that define the requirements to ensure national 

security, public order, public health and public morals, safeguard the rights or reputations 

of others and criminalize incitement to hostility or violence. This is the approach taken by 

Kuwaiti law, particularly in view of the fact that the International Covenant on Civil and 

Political Rights places criminal law and civil law upon the same footing. 

 The charges against Mr. Abdulhakim Abdulrazzaq Abdulhadi Shabath referred to in 

the letter all concern infringements against the rights of others, incitement to violence and 

violation of public order and safety. Those charges were brought before the courts, which 

examined them and duly passed judgment while ensuring that the accused person was able 

to enjoy full legal guarantees. 

 The other rights set forth in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and in the 

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, particularly articles 9, 10 and 14 of the 

Covenant, are catered for in articles 31, 32, 34 and 166 of the Constitution and in the 

following legal texts: 

• Article 71 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, regarding the obligation to take a 

suspect’s statement on the charges against him or her during an investigation.  

• Article 75 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, regarding a suspect’s right to be 

attended by a lawyer during an investigation.  

• Articles 98 and 99 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, regarding the right to 

examine witnesses and not to be subjected to coercion.  

• Articles 59, 60, 60 bis, 63, 66, 224, 226 and 227 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 

regarding the legality of arrest.  

• Article 116 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, regarding the right to request 

compensation for wrongful accusation.  

• Article 25 of Prisons Act No. 26 of 1962, regarding the separation of remand and 

convicted prisoners. 

• Other relevant texts include articles 120, 136, 155, 162, 163, 164, 165, 170 (1), 187, 

199 and 200 bis of the Code of Criminal Procedure, and Act No. 40 of 1972 

concerning appeals to the Court of Cassation. They cover other rights accused 

persons enjoy at all stages of the judicial proceedings, such as the right to be 

accompanied by a lawyer, the public nature of trials, the fact that accused persons 

can hear and respond to the charges against them at the beginning of their trial, their 

right to be informed of all the evidence in the case, their right to call witnesses for 

the defence and to cross-examine witnesses for the prosecution, their right to call on 

the help of experts and to request a review of their case before a higher court. 

 The Kuwaiti judicial system — i.e., the criminal courts and the Office of the Public 

Prosecutor — provide these guarantees in all cases including that of Mr. Abdulhakim. 
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14. With reference to the question concerning measures taken to ensure that human 

rights defenders are able to carry out their legitimate work, we would like to state the 

following: 

 (a) In addition to its own national legislation and the international treaties to 

which it has acceded, Kuwait is committed to respecting human rights and their 

concomitant principles, in accordance with the laws and procedures outlined above.  

 (b) Article 44 of the Constitution states: “Individuals have the right to assemble 

in accordance with the conditions set forth in law, provided that the purpose and manner of 

the assembly is peaceful and compatible with morals.” 

 (c) There are more than 87 public-interest organizations in Kuwait, including 

human rights associations, and the State is committed to encouraging all of them to 

participate freely in meetings and gatherings in the country and abroad. As of 2011, aid 

amounting to KD 1,058,000 had been allocated those associations. 

 (d) Civil society organizations play their part in the social partnership pursuant to 

Act No. 24 of 1972, regulating public-interest associations, as the State strongly believes in 

the important role they play in promoting human rights and raising awareness in society. 

 (e) As for the right of association, assembly and freedom of expression in a 

context free of criminalization, neither any international treaty ratified by Kuwait or Human 

Rights Council resolution 24/5 states that the right of free expression, assembly and 

association may be exercised without any criminal penalties whatsoever. Any measure 

relating to the exercise of such rights is subject to the conditions outlined above.  

 (f) On the basis of the foregoing, then, we would like to affirm that, the Office of 

the Kuwaiti Public Prosecutor is convinced that local and international human rights 

organizations play an important humanitarian role. Acting in accordance with the Kuwaiti 

Constitution, national criminal law and the international treaties ratified by Kuwait, it is 

careful to investigate any reports it receives of acts of aggression or unlawful arrests by the 

police or others against peaceful demonstrators. The Office of the Public Prosecutor also 

gives both suspects and victims every opportunity to make their statements and to present 

their defence in accordance with recognized international legal standards. 

15. With reference to the question concerning measures taken to ensure the physical and 

mental integrity of Mr. Abdulhakim, we would like to state the following: 

• The authorities are careful to ensure the well-being of all prison inmates in Kuwait, 

without discrimination, including the person concerned in this case. 

• The laws and regulations that govern places of detention seek to ensure that persons 

there can enjoy a dignified life, setting forth rules to guarantee adequate standards of 

security, hygiene and health. They take account of the principles contained in the 

Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners, which are respected and 

applied by the Ministry of the Interior as it seeks to maintain appropriate 

humanitarian standards inside prison cells. 

• The Parliamentary Commission on Human Rights, which makes numerous visits to 

places of detention, has praised many aspects of the manner in which human rights 

are implemented inside Kuwaiti prisons. Moreover, despite its repeated visits, it has 

had no negative comments to make. 

• The regional delegation of the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) 

also makes periodic visits and invariably has words of praise for the humanitarian 

conditions inside Kuwaiti prisons. Furthermore, at international conferences ICRC 

invites others to follow the experience of Kuwait in terms of human rights and the 
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humanitarian services offered to prisoners. Visits are also carried out by civil society 

organizations. 

• Moreover, Kuwait is one of the few countries in the world to have placed health care 

inside prisons under the aegis of the Ministry of Health rather than the Ministry of 

the Interior, as has been certified by ICRC. 

16. Your letter contained a number of inaccurate statements regarding persons 

unlawfully resident in Kuwait. In that context, and in order to clarify the matter for you, we 

would like to state the following: 

 (a) The movement that began in 2011 was not peaceful. It has been responsible 

for blocking roads, destroying public property, damaging vehicles, infringing the rights and 

harming the interests of others and alarming security officials. Confirmation of this will be 

found by referring to media coverage for that period. 

 (b) The term “Bidoun” does not exist, the official designation being “unlawful 

residents”. It should be noted that, over the last five years, some of them — around 8,000 

— have produced documentation attesting to their original nationalities. Having thus 

revealed their true origins, they have been able to change their status and become lawful 

residents. 

 (c) The State shoulders the burden of educating illegal residents through a 

charitable education fund, which meets the cost of education at all levels. 

 (d) In order to promote efforts by the State to provide adequate humanitarian and 

social conditions to enable unlawful residents to live a dignified life, the Central Agency for 

Regularization of the Status of Illegal Residents coordinates with other organs of the State 

to implement a number of procedures the aim of which is to facilitate access to various 

humanitarian and civil services. The Central Agency has issued 96,000 identity cards to 

unlawful residents thereby enabling them to enjoy a number of privileges and concessions, 

in accordance with Ministerial Decree No. 409 of 2011. 

17. In closing we would like to make some final points: 

 (a) Having examined all the elements of the case file, it is clear that Mr. 

Abdulhakim went through public trials at all three stages of the justice system. He and/or 

his lawyer were present at all the sessions and each of the courts before which he appeared 

ensured that he was able to enjoy full constitutional and legal defence guarantees. He was 

allowed to make all the requests and statements he wished, to present his defence in the 

manner he saw fit and to submit whatever documents he wanted. Witnesses for both the 

defence and the prosecution were called and duly examined and his defence arguments 

were listened to right up to the oral submissions and the written notice of appeal. He was 

not impeded from exercising his right to conduct a defence and an examination of the 

sentences passed against him shows that the courts did not ignore his arguments but 

countered them with the provisions of the laws upon which the trial was based. 

 (b) The charges against Mr. Abdulhakim, on the basis of which the judiciary 

made its ruling in accordance with the Constitution and the law, are clearly unrelated to the 

issue of human rights defenders. Human rights defenders do not attack officials whose job 

it is to maintain peace and security and protect the rights of others. Nor do the charges bear 

any relation to freedom of expression, which is guaranteed under the Constitution within 

the framework of laws that are approved by the National Assembly (parliament) and must 

be respected and followed by both Kuwaiti citizens and residents. Neither can any link be 

made with peaceful assembly within the framework of laws that also regulate the rights of 

third parties. The person concerned incited others to commit acts of violence and to 

participate in demonstrations, without first informing the authorities in order to enable them 
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to take the measures necessary to maintain order, allow the free movement of traffic and 

protect the rights of others. 

 (c) Kuwait reaffirms its full commitment to freedom of expression and the right 

of peaceful assembly, within the framework of national law and of international human 

rights treaties. However, the freedoms set forth in the Kuwaiti Constitution and the laws 

passed by parliament and approved by the people, which abide by human rights principles, 

and international laws such as the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights must 

be distinguished from blatant and documented violations such as those that lie behind the 

judgment issued in this case. Likewise, it is important to underscore the importance of 

implementing the law, ensuring justice, respecting the rights of others, avoiding chaos and 

maintaining national security in accordance with human rights. At the same time, we must 

also insist that at no time has Kuwait ever used its laws as a means to impose political 

control or silence criticism, nor does it adopt arbitrary measures in any case, as has been 

outlined above and is evident from the country’s history. No authority may exercise power 

over judges when making their judgments. 

 (d) As regards the right to peaceful assembly and freedom of expression in cases 

where some form of offence has been committed, as we stated above neither any 

international treaty ratified by Kuwait nor Human Rights Council resolution 24/5 states that 

the right of free expression or assembly and association may be exercised without any 

criminal penalties whatsoever. Any measure relating to the exercise of such rights is subject 

to the conditions outlined above. In this context we would also refer to articles 19 (3), 21 

and 22 (2) of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and to articles 11 and 

29 (2) of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

 (e) On the basis of the foregoing, then, we would like to affirm that, the Office of 

the Kuwaiti Public Prosecutor is convinced that local and international human rights 

organizations play an important humanitarian role. Acting in accordance with the Kuwaiti 

Constitution, national criminal law and the international treaties ratified by Kuwait, it is 

careful to investigate any reports it receives of acts of aggression by the police. The Office 

of the Public Prosecutor also gives both suspects and victims every opportunity to make 

their statements and to present their defence in accordance with recognized international 

legal standards. 

 (f) Moreover, legal proceedings and trials are consistent with the International 

Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, particularly part II thereof and articles 2 (2) (a) and 

(b) and 9 (1) to (4). We would also draw attention to articles 12 (3), 13, 14, 15, 18 — 

especially 18 (3) — and 19 (3) of the Covenant. 

 (g) Measures to ensure that the right to freedom of expression and peaceful 

assembly is respected are contemplated in articles 35, 36 and 44 of the Constitution. 

However, gatherings in the streets or other public spaces, if they take place spontaneously 

and without prior notification to the authorities, often risk, due to disorganization, leading 

to clashes which could cause injuries or damage to public and private property, or infringe 

the rights of others. It is for this reason that article 4 of Act No. 65 of 1979 states that 

permission has to be obtained from the authorities before holding a demonstration. The aim 

of this provision is to ensure that the authorities are kept informed and that the police, the 

traffic police and the ambulance services can be present in order to protect peaceful 

demonstrators and public property, ensure that things take place in a peaceful and orderly 

fashion and without offence to public morals, and safeguard the lives of citizens and the 

rights and freedoms of others, as well as public and private property. Thus, when 

constitutionally sanctioned demonstrations take place, the role of the Ministry of the 

Interior is purely to organize, protect and ensure that all parties abide by the law. 
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 (h) Kuwait remains firmly committed to the Convention against Torture and 

Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment and to all other international 

human rights agreements. It is likewise committed to fulfilling its periodic obligations to 

submit national reports within the established deadlines. Furthermore, article 12 of the 

Code of Criminal Procedure states the following: “Neither an investigator nor anyone else 

invested with judicial authority may use torture or coercion to obtain a statement from an 

accused person or a witness, or to prevent such persons from making what statements they 

wish during the course of a trial, investigation or inquiry. Anyone perpetrating an action of 

that kind shall be liable to the penalties set forth in criminal law”. 

    


































