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  (Translated from Arabic) 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

Human Rights Office 

Reply of the State of Kuwait to the letter dated 3 December 2015 from the Chief of the 
Special Procedures Branch of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Human Rights 

We refer to the letter dated 3 December 2015 from the Chief of the Special 
Procedures Branch of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human 
Rights, which contains queries raised by the First Vice-Chair of the Working Group on 
Arbitrary Detention, the Special Rapporteur on freedom of religion or belief, the Special 
Rapporteur on the right of everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of 
physical and mental health, the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and 
lawyers and the Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading 
treatment or punishment concerning information received in relation to the arrest of eight 
Kuwaiti nationals, all Shia Muslims, in August 2015. These men — Hasan al-Attar, Jassim 
Mohamed Ghadanfari, Abdul Mohsen al-Shatti, Hasan Ali Jamal, Mohamed Jassim al-
Meraj, Hasan Abdulhadi Hajih, Mohamed al-Husaini and Abdulla al-Husaini — were 
subsequently detained at State security facilities while awaiting trial before a criminal court. 

We also refer you to the information that has already been provided to the 
rapporteurs concerning the allegations that the eight men were subjected to arbitrary arrest 
and detention and to ill-treatment, including the extraction of confessions under duress and 
the denial of access to adequate medical treatment and of the right to practise their religion. 

Kuwait has ratified a number of international human rights treaties, which it has 
incorporated into its national law. For example, the Convention against Torture and Other 
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment was brought into law through Act 
No. 1 of 1996 and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights was 
promulgated through Act No. 12 of 1996. 

 We wish to raise the following points: 

Firstly, the Government of Kuwait wishes to formally refute the unfounded and 
spurious allegations that the aforementioned Shia Kuwaiti detainees were discriminated 
against on the grounds of religion. The Kuwaiti legislature has embraced the concept and 
values of national unity and is working to give them due prominence in the law. Article 7 of 
the Constitution declares that justice, freedom and equality are the foundations of society 
and that the strongest bonds between citizens are forged through cooperation and mutual 
respect. Moreover, article 29 states that all persons have the same human dignity and the 
same rights and duties before the law, which does not discriminate on the grounds of sex, 
ethnicity, language or religion. 

Furthermore, pursuant to Decree-Law No. 19 of 2012 on protecting national unity, 
no person may use any of the means of expression specified in article 29 of Act No. 31 of 
1970, amending certain provisions of the Criminal Code, to call for, encourage or undertake 
any act expressing hatred or contempt for any social group, to incite sectarian or tribal 
conflict or to spread ideas concerning the superiority of a given race, group, skin colour, 
ethnic group, religious affiliation, sex or lineage. This instrument also prohibits incitement 
to any form of violence in support of such ideas and the dissemination, publication, 
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broadcasting, rebroadcasting, production or circulation of any audiovisual content or 
material, or the spreading of false rumours, for the aforementioned purposes. It also applies 
to any person outside Kuwaiti territory who commits, or is an accomplice to, such an 
offence where the offence is committed wholly or in part in Kuwaiti territory. Social 
networks, blogs and other modern forms of communication are included as means of 
expression. 

Kuwait wishes to make the following points in reference to the above-mentioned 
letter: 

First: With regard to the request by the rapporteurs to provide any additional 
information or comments concerning the charges in question, and in particular the request 
for information pertaining to the legal grounds for the charges and for an explanation of 
how these measures are compatible with international norms and standards as stated, inter 
alia, in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the International Covenant on 
Civil and Political Rights 

We shall begin by reviewing the charges brought by the Office of the Public 
Prosecutor against the persons in question. We shall then discuss the outcome of the ruling 
handed down by the High Court (Fourth Division of the Criminal Court) in State Security 
Case No. 51 of 2015, registered as State Security Criminal Case No. 55 of 2015 and dated 
12 January 2016. 

Charges against Hasan Abdulhadi Hajih 

• Hasan Abdulhadi Hajih was arrested at 2 a.m. on Wednesday, 12 August 2015, at 
his home in Abdulla Mubarak district. An official warrant had been issued by the 
prosecutor on 11 August 2015 to arrest and search Mr. Hajih and to search his home. 

• The accused was brought before the public prosecutor on the evening of Thursday, 
13 August 2015, within the legally prescribed deadline, at which time he was 
examined and showed no signs of torture. The accused confessed to the charges and, 
after questioning, the prosecutor ordered him to be placed in pretrial detention. 
Interviews were conducted on 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 and 19 August 2015, during which 
the prosecutor was able to verify that the accused was in good physical health and 
was free from injury. 

• On 19 August 2015, the prosecutor ordered the accused to be placed in pretrial 
detention for 10 days as of the date of arrest. The accused was brought before the 
High Court on the same day for a hearing on extending his detention. He stood by 
the confession that he had made during the interviews and the court ruled to extend 
the period of detention by 10 days. 

• On 25 August 2015, before the end of the legal deadline, the accused was again 
brought before the High Court, in the presence of the following lawyers: Khaled al-
Shatti, Mohamed Sarkhuh, Mohamed al-Khribt, Hussein Abdulkarim al-Tabtaba’i, 
Fuaz al-Khatib, Ahmed al-Mahmid, `Ali al-`Atar and Mohamed Deshti. The accused 
denied the charges and the court ruled to extend his detention by a further 10 days. 

• On 1 September 2015, after concluding the investigation, the prosecutor decided to 
refer the accused to the Criminal Court on charges covering the period between 1988 
and 12 August 2015. According to those charges, the accused did: 

(a) Intentionally commit acts intended to undermine the territorial unity 
and integrity of Kuwait, namely, that he “acquired, stored and transported 
ammunition, weapons and explosive materials” and undertook training in their use 
with the intention of using them for unlawful purposes; 
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(b) Seek contact with a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran) for the purpose of 
committing hostile acts designed to spread terror and chaos in Kuwait; 

(c) Receive from a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
from persons working on its behalf within Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party 
associated with Iran) funding and assistance to commit acts contrary to the national 
interests of Kuwait; 

(d) Join Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran), which 
— as its members are fully aware — promotes principles based on the unlawful 
destruction of the political system and the devastation of the country’s 
socioeconomic order; 

(e) Conduct training on the use of weapons, ammunition and explosives 
in the knowledge that the persons to whom he was providing such training intended 
to use it for unlawful purposes; 

(f) Procure explosives without first obtaining a licence from the 
authorities, with the aim of using the explosives to commit an offence; 

(g) Procure automatic weapons, contrary to the conditions of the firearms 
licence; 

(h) Procure firearms without a licence from the authorities; 

(i) Procure ammunition without a licence from the authorities; 

(j) Encourage others to join Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party 
associated with Iran) which — as its members are fully aware — promotes 
principles based on the unlawful destruction of the political system and the 
devastation of the country’s socioeconomic order; 

(k) Help members of Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated 
with Iran) to conduct training on the use of explosives, weapons and ammunition 
with the aim of helping the persons who received the training to carry out unlawful 
activities; 

(l) Procure wireless surveillance equipment without a licence from the 
authorities. 

• These offences are punishable pursuant to the Criminal Code and Act No. 31 of 
1970 amending the Criminal Code, Act No. 35 of 1985 on explosives offences, Act 
No. 13 of 1991 on weapons and ammunition, Act No. 6 of 2015 on regulating all 
weapons, ammunition and explosive devices, and Act No. 31 of 2014 on regulating 
communications and information technology. 

• On 1 September 2015, the President of the High Court decided to send the case to 
the Fourth Division of the Criminal Court for a hearing on 15 September 2015. Until 
that date, all the defendants were to be kept in pretrial detention. 

• Beginning on Tuesday, 15 September 2015, the Fourth Division of the Criminal 
Court held a number of sessions to examine the charges against the defendants in the 
presence of their lawyers, investigate the pleas submitted by the defence, listen to 
the oral proceedings and examine the written submissions during closed sessions. 
Once the proceedings had been concluded, the court decided, at its session on 
Thursday, 10 December 2015, to defer any decision on the case until the session to 
be held on Tuesday, 12 January 2016. 
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• In line with articles 136 and 176 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the High Court 
(Fourth Division of the Criminal Court) issued a ruling on the case at a public 
hearing held on 12 January 2016. It sentenced the defendant to death on the charges 
against him and referred the case to the Court of Appeals for review within one 
month. The court also cleared the accused of the charge specified in paragraph (a) 
above. The court was unable to review the charges concerning the offences referred 
to in paragraphs (e), (f), (g), (h), (i) and (k) as they had been committed outside the 
country. 

Charges against Mohamed Jassim al-Meraj 

• The accused was arrested at midday on Thursday, 13 August 2015, in Al-Ramithia 
district. The police have the power to carry out arrests without first obtaining an 
order from the investigator, pursuant to articles 43, 54 (a) and 56 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure; they exercised this power in order to arrest Mr. al-Meraj in the 
light of strong evidence that he had been a member of a terrorist cell and on the basis 
of confessions provided by the other accused persons. 

• The accused was brought before the public prosecutor that evening, at which time he 
was examined and showed no signs of torture. The accused denied the charges and, 
after questioning, the prosecutor ordered him to be placed in pretrial detention. 
Interviews were conducted on 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 and 19 August 2015, during which 
the prosecutor was able to verify that the accused was in good physical health and 
was free from injury. 

• On 19 August 2015, the prosecutor ordered the accused to be placed in pretrial 
detention for 10 days as of the date of arrest. The accused was brought before the 
High Court on the same day for a hearing on extending his detention. He denied the 
charges and the court ruled to extend the period of detention by 10 days. 

• On 25 August 2015, before the end of the legal deadline, the accused was again 
brought before the High Court, in the presence of the following lawyers: Khaled al-
Shatti, Mohamed Sarkhuh, Mohamed al-Khribt, Hussein Abdulkarim al-Tabtaba’i, 
Fuaz al-Khatib, Ahmed al-Mahmid, `Ali al-`Atar and Mohamed Deshti. The accused 
denied the charges and the court ruled to extend his detention by a further 10 days. 

• On 1 September 2015, after concluding the investigation, the prosecutor decided to 
refer the accused to the Criminal Court on charges covering the period between 1988 
and 12 August 2015. According to those charges, the accused did: 

(a) Intentionally commit acts intended to undermine the territorial unity 
and integrity of Kuwait, namely, that he “acquired, stored and transported 
ammunition, weapons and explosive materials” and undertook training in their use 
with the intention of using them for unlawful purposes; 

(b) Seek contact with a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran) for the purpose of 
committing hostile acts designed to spread terror and chaos in Kuwait; 

(c) Receive from a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
from persons working on its behalf within Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party 
associated with Iran) funding and assistance to commit acts contrary to the national 
interests of Kuwait; 

(d) Join Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran), which 
— as its members are fully aware — promotes principles based on the unlawful 
destruction of the political system and the devastation of the country’s 
socioeconomic order; 
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(e) Conduct training on the use of weapons, ammunition and explosives 
in the knowledge that the persons to whom he was providing such training intended 
to use it for unlawful purposes; 

(f) Procure explosives without first obtaining a licence from the 
authorities, with the aim of using the explosives to commit an offence; 

(g) Procure automatic weapons, contrary to the conditions of the firearms 
licence; 

(h) Procure firearms without a licence from the authorities; 

(i) Procure ammunition without a licence from the authorities; 

(j) Procure wireless surveillance equipment without a licence from the 
authorities. 

• These offences are punishable pursuant to the Criminal Code and Act No. 31 of 
1970 amending the Criminal Code, Act No. 35 of 1985 on explosives offences, Act 
No. 13 of 1991 on weapons and ammunition, Act No. 6 of 2015 on regulating all 
weapons, ammunition and explosive devices, and Act No. 31 of 2014 on regulating 
communications and information technology. 

• On 1 September 2015, the President of the High Court decided to send the case to 
the Fourth Division of the Criminal Court for a hearing on 15 September 2015. Until 
that date, all the defendants were to be kept in pretrial detention. 

• Beginning on Tuesday, 15 September 2015, the Fourth Division of the Criminal 
Court held a number of sessions to examine the charges against the defendants in the 
presence of their lawyers, investigate the pleas submitted by the defence, listen to 
the oral proceedings and examine the written submissions during closed sessions. 
Once the proceedings had been concluded, the court decided, at its session on 
Thursday, 10 December 2015, to defer any decision on the case until the session to 
be held on Tuesday, 12 January 2016. 

• In line with articles 136 and 176 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the High Court 
(Fourth Division of the Criminal Court) issued a ruling on the case at a public 
hearing held on 12 January 2016. It sentenced the defendant to imprisonment for a 
term of 15 years, effective immediately. The court also cleared the accused of the 
charge specified in paragraph (a) above. The court was unable to review the charges 
concerning the offences referred to in paragraphs (e), (f), (g), (h) and (i) as they had 
been committed outside the country. Although the court also exonerated the accused 
of the charge set out in paragraph (j), it ordered him to be placed under police 
supervision for five years following imprisonment. 

Charges against Jassim Mohamed Ghadanfari 

• The accused was arrested on the afternoon of Friday, 14 August 2015, in Al-Jabriya 
district. An official warrant had been issued by the prosecutor on that same day to 
arrest and search Mr. Ghadanfari and to search his home. 

• The accused was brought before the public prosecutor at 1 a.m. on Sunday, 16 
August 2015, within the legal deadline, at which time he was examined and showed 
no signs of torture. The accused denied the charges and, after questioning, the 
prosecutor ordered him to be placed in pretrial detention. Interviews were conducted 
on 17, 18 and 19 August 2015, during which the prosecutor was able to verify that 
the accused was in good physical health and was free from injury. 

• On 19 August 2015, the prosecutor ordered the accused to be placed in pretrial 
detention for 10 days as of the date of arrest. The accused was brought before the 
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High Court on the same day for a hearing on extending his detention. He denied the 
charges, repeated the claims that he had made during the interviews and requested 
legal representation. The court ruled to extend the period of detention by 10 days. 

• On 25 August 2015, before the end of the legal deadline, the accused was again 
brought before the High Court, in the presence of the following lawyers: Khaled al-
Shatti, Mohamed Sarkhuh, Mohamed al-Khribt, Hussein Abdulkarim al-Tabtaba’i, 
Fuaz al-Khatib, Ahmed al-Mahmid, `Ali al-`Atar and Mohamed Deshti. The accused 
denied the charges and the court ruled to extend his detention by a further 10 days. 

• On 1 September 2015, after concluding the investigation, the prosecutor decided to 
refer the accused to the Criminal Court on charges covering the period between 1988 
and 12 August 2015. According to those charges, the accused did: 

(a) Intentionally commit acts intended to undermine the territorial unity 
and integrity of Kuwait, namely, that he “acquired, stored and transported 
ammunition, weapons and explosive materials” and undertook training in their use 
with the intention of using them for unlawful purposes; 

(b) Seek contact with a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran) for the purpose of 
committing hostile acts designed to spread terror and chaos in Kuwait; 

(c) Receive from a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
from persons working on its behalf within Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party 
associated with Iran) funding and assistance to commit acts contrary to the national 
interests of Kuwait; 

(d) Join Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran), which 
— as its members are fully aware — promotes principles based on the unlawful 
destruction of the political system and the devastation of the country’s 
socioeconomic order; 

(e) Conduct training on the use of weapons, ammunition and explosives 
in the knowledge that the persons to whom he was providing such training intended 
to use it for unlawful purposes; 

(f) Procure explosives without first obtaining a licence from the 
authorities, with the aim of using the explosives to commit an offence; 

(g) Procure automatic weapons, contrary to the conditions of the firearms 
licence; 

(h) Procure firearms without a licence from the authorities; 

(i) Procure ammunition without a licence from the authorities. 

• These offences are punishable pursuant to the Criminal Code and Act No. 31 of 
1970 amending the Criminal Code, Act No. 35 of 1985 on explosives offences, Act 
No. 13 of 1991 on weapons and ammunition, Act No. 6 of 2015 on regulating all 
weapons, ammunition and explosive devices, and Act No. 31 of 2014 on regulating 
communications and information technology. 

• On 1 September 2015, the President of the High Court decided to send the case to 
the Fourth Division of the Criminal Court for a hearing on 15 September 2015. Until 
that date, all the defendants were to be kept in pretrial detention. 

• Beginning on Tuesday, 15 September 2015, the Fourth Division of the Criminal 
Court held a number of sessions to examine the charges against the defendants in the 
presence of their lawyers, investigate the pleas submitted by the defence, listen to 
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the oral proceedings and examine the written submissions during closed sessions. 
Once the proceedings had been concluded, the court decided, at its session on 
Thursday, 10 December 2015, to defer any decision on the case until the session to 
be held on Tuesday, 12 January 2016. 

• In line with articles 136 and 176 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the High Court 
(Fourth Division of the Criminal Court) issued a ruling on the case at a public 
hearing held on 12 January 2016. It sentenced the defendant to life imprisonment, 
effective immediately. The court also cleared the accused of the charge specified in 
paragraph (a) above. The court was unable to review the charges concerning the 
offences referred to in paragraphs (e), (f), (g), (h) and (i) as they had been committed 
outside the country. 

Charges against Mohamed Hasan al-Husaini 

• The accused was arrested on the morning of Thursday, 13 August 2015, in front of 
his home in Abdulla Mubarak district in the light of strong evidence that he had been 
a member of a terrorist cell and on the basis of confessions provided by the other 
accused persons. Upon searching the accused, he was found to be in possession of 
items sought in relation to the offence for which he was being arrested, namely, 
ammunition for use in an unlicensed firearm. 

• The accused was brought before the public prosecutor on Friday, 14 August 2015, 
within the legal deadline, at which time he was examined and showed no signs of 
torture. The accused denied the charges and, after questioning, the prosecutor 
ordered him to be placed in pretrial detention. Interviews were conducted on 15, 16, 
17, 18 and 19 August 2015, during which the prosecutor was able to verify that the 
accused was in good physical health and was free from injury. 

• On 19 August 2015, the prosecutor ordered the accused to be placed in pretrial 
detention for 10 days as of the date of arrest. The accused was brought before the 
High Court on the same day for a hearing on extending his detention. He admitted to 
being in possession of a firearm and ammunition but denied all other charges and 
requested legal representation. The court ruled to extend the period of detention by 
10 days. 

• On 25 August 2015, before the end of the legal deadline, the accused was again 
brought before the High Court, in the presence of the following lawyers: Khaled al-
Shatti, Mohamed Sarkhuh, Mohamed al-Khribt, Hussein Abdulkarim al-Tabtaba’i, 
Fuaz al-Khatib, Ahmed al-Mahmid, `Ali al-`Atar and Mohamed Deshti. The accused 
denied the charges — with the exception of the charge of possession of a firearm 
and ammunition — and the court ruled to extend his detention by a further 10 days. 

• On 1 September 2015, after concluding the investigation, the prosecutor decided to 
refer the accused to the Criminal Court on charges covering the period between 1988 
and 12 August 2015. According to those charges, the accused did: 

(a) Intentionally commit acts intended to undermine the territorial unity 
and integrity of Kuwait, namely, that he “acquired, stored and transported 
ammunition, weapons and explosive materials” and undertook training in their use 
with the intention of using them for unlawful purposes; 

(b) Seek contact with a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran) for the purpose of 
committing hostile acts designed to spread terror and chaos in Kuwait; 

(c) Receive from a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
from persons working on its behalf within Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party 
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associated with Iran) funding and assistance to commit acts contrary to the national 
interests of Kuwait; 

(d) Join Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran), which 
— as its members are fully aware — promotes principles based on the unlawful 
destruction of the political system and the devastation of the country’s 
socioeconomic order; 

(e) Conduct training on the use of weapons, ammunition and explosives 
in the knowledge that the persons to whom he was providing such training intended 
to use it for unlawful purposes; 

(f) Procure explosives without first obtaining a licence from the 
authorities, with the aim of using the explosives to commit an offence; 

(g) Procure automatic weapons, contrary to the conditions of the firearms 
licence; 

(h) Procure firearms without a licence from the authorities; 

(i) Procure ammunition without a licence from the authorities; 

(j) Procure wireless surveillance equipment without a licence from the 
authorities. 

• These offences are punishable pursuant to the Criminal Code and Act No. 31 of 
1970 amending the Criminal Code, Act No. 35 of 1985 on explosives offences, Act 
No. 13 of 1991 on weapons and ammunition, Act No. 6 of 2015 on regulating all 
weapons, ammunition and explosive devices, and Act No. 31 of 2014 on regulating 
communications and information technology. 

• On 1 September 2015, the President of the High Court decided to send the case to 
the Fourth Division of the Criminal Court for a hearing on 15 September 2015. Until 
that date, all the defendants were to be kept in pretrial detention. 

• Beginning on Tuesday, 15 September 2015, the Fourth Division of the Criminal 
Court held a number of sessions to examine the charges against the defendants in the 
presence of their lawyers, investigate the pleas submitted by the defence, listen to 
the oral proceedings and examine the written submissions during closed sessions. 
Once the proceedings had been concluded, the court decided, at its session on 
Thursday, 10 December 2015, to defer any decision on the case until the session to 
be held on Tuesday, 12 January 2016. 

• In line with articles 136 and 176 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the High Court 
(Fourth Division of the Criminal Court) issued a ruling on the case at a public 
hearing held on 12 January 2016. It sentenced the defendant to imprisonment for a 
period of 5 years, effective immediately. The court cleared the accused of the 
charges specified in the above paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f), however. 

Charges against Hasan Ali Jamal 

• The accused was arrested at dawn on Sunday, 16 August 2015, in Mushrif district in 
the light of strong evidence that he had been a member of a terrorist cell and had 
concealed the proceeds of a crime in the Al-`Abdali district, which had been seized 
on Saturday, 15 August 2015. 

• The accused was brought before the public prosecutor at dawn on Tuesday, 18 
August 2015, within the legal deadline, at which time he was examined and showed 
no signs of torture. The accused denied the charges and, after questioning, the 
prosecutor ordered him to be placed in pretrial detention. An interview was 
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conducted on 19 August 2015, at which the accused was brought before the 
prosecutor, who was able to verify that the accused was in good physical health and 
was free from injury. 

• On 19 August 2015, the prosecutor ordered the accused to be placed in pretrial 
detention for 10 days as of the date of arrest. The accused was brought before the 
High Court on the same day for a hearing on extending his detention. He admitted to 
having participated in the transport and storage of weapons but denied all other 
charges and requested that he be released. The court ruled to extend the period of 
detention by 10 days. 

• On 25 August 2015, before the end of the legal deadline, the accused was again 
brought before the High Court, in the presence of the following lawyers: Khaled al-
Shatti, Mohamed Sarkhuh, Mohamed al-Khribt, Hussein Abdulkarim al-Tabtaba’i, 
Fuaz al-Khatib, Ahmed al-Mahmid, `Ali al-`Atar and Mohamed Deshti. The accused 
denied the charges and the court ruled to extend his detention by a further 10 days. 

• On 1 September 2015, after concluding the interviews, the prosecutor decided to 
refer the accused to the Criminal Court on charges covering the period between 1988 
and 12 August 2015. According to the charges, those accused did: 

(a) Intentionally commit acts intended to undermine the territorial unity 
and integrity of Kuwait, namely, that he “acquired, stored and transported 
ammunition, weapons and explosive materials” and undertook training in their use 
with the intention of using them for unlawful purposes; 

(b) Seek contact with a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran) for the purpose of 
committing hostile acts designed to spread terror and chaos in Kuwait; 

(c) Receive from a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
from persons working on its behalf within Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party 
associated with Iran) funding and assistance to commit acts contrary to the national 
interests of Kuwait; 

(d) Join Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran), which 
— as its members are fully aware — promotes principles based on the unlawful 
destruction of the political system and the devastation of the country’s 
socioeconomic order; 

(e) Conduct training on the use of weapons, ammunition and explosives 
in the knowledge that the persons to whom he was providing such training intended 
to use it for unlawful purposes; 

(f) Procure explosives without first obtaining a licence from the 
authorities, with the aim of using the explosives to commit an offence; 

(g) Procure automatic weapons, contrary to the conditions of the firearms 
licence; 

(h) Procure firearms without a licence from the authorities; 

(i) Procure ammunition without a licence from the authorities. 

• These offences are punishable pursuant to the Criminal Code and Act No. 31 of 
1970 amending the Criminal Code, Act No. 35 of 1985 on explosives offences, Act 
No. 13 of 1991 on weapons and ammunition, Act No. 6 of 2015 on regulating all 
weapons, ammunition and explosive devices, and Act No. 31 of 2014 on regulating 
communications and information technology. 
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• On 1 September 2015, the President of the High Court decided to send the case to 
the Fourth Division of the Criminal Court for a hearing on 15 September 2015. Until 
that date, all the defendants were to be kept in pretrial detention. 

• Beginning on Tuesday, 15 September 2015, the Fourth Division of the Criminal 
Court held a number of sessions to examine the charges against the defendants in the 
presence of their lawyers, investigate the pleas submitted by the defence, listen to 
the oral proceedings and examine the written submissions during closed sessions. 
Once the proceedings had been concluded, the court decided, at its session on 
Thursday, 10 December 2015, to defer any decision on the case until the session to 
be held on Tuesday, 12 January 2016. 

• In line with articles 136 and 176 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the High Court 
(Fourth Division of the Criminal Court) issued a ruling on the case at a public 
hearing held on 12 January 2016. It sentenced the defendant to imprisonment for a 
period of 5 years, effective immediately. The court also cleared the accused of the 
charge specified in the above paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f). 

Charges against Hasan Ahmed al-Attar 

• The accused was arrested on the evening of Tuesday, 18 August 2015, in Al-`Aqila 
district, pursuant to an official warrant, issued by the prosecutor on that same day, to 
arrest and search Mr. al-Attar and to search his home. 

• The accused was brought before the public prosecutor on the evening of Wednesday, 
19 August 2015, within the legal deadline. He was accompanied by his lawyer, 
Mohamed Sarghuh. The accused denied the charges and claimed that he had been 
beaten by State security officers. His lawyer requested that he be released from 
custody. The prosecutor noted that the accused had marks on his wrists; when he 
asked him about them, the accused confirmed that they had been caused by the 
handcuffs and requested a forensic medical examination. The prosecutor did not 
note any other physical marks on the accused. 

• On 21 August 2015, the prosecutor requested that Mr. al-Attar undergo a forensic 
medical examination, based on which a detailed report was to be produced that 
specified whether any injuries were present and, if so, how and when they had 
occurred, what tools had been used, what consequences they had for Mr. al-Attar’s 
health and whether they were consistent with the photographs of Mr. al-Attar. 

• The prosecutor ordered the accused to be placed in pretrial detention. Interviews 
were held on 20, 21 and 22 August 2015, at which the accused was brought before 
the prosecutor, who was able to verify that he was in good physical health. 

• On 22 August 2015, the prosecutor ordered the accused to be placed in pretrial 
detention for 10 days as of the date of arrest. On 25 August 2015, before the end of 
the legal deadline, the accused was brought before the High Court, in the presence of 
the following lawyers: Khaled al-Shatti, Mohamed Sarkhuh, Mohamed al-Khribt, 
Hussein Abdulkarim al-Tabtaba’i, Fuaz al-Khatib, Ahmed al-Mahmid, `Ali al-`Atar 
and Mohamed Deshti. The accused denied the charges and the court ruled to extend 
his detention by a further 10 days. 

• On 30 September 2015, report No. 365P/2015 of 23 August 2015 was produced 
concerning the outcome of the forensic medical examination that the accused had 
undergone on 21 August 2015. According to the report, the accused had friction 
burns on his wrists caused by handcuffs and a 1.5 x 2 cm multicoloured, irregular 
bruise on the outer upper third of his upper right arm. The bruises and burns were 
the result of trauma caused by impact with some form of solid object and were 
consistent with the photographs included in the prosecutor’s note. 
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• On 1 September 2015, after concluding the investigation, the prosecutor decided to 
refer the accused to the Criminal Court on charges covering the period between 1988 
and 12 August 2015. According to those charges, the accused did: 

(a) Intentionally commit acts intended to undermine the territorial unity 
and integrity of Kuwait, namely, that he “acquired, stored and transported 
ammunition, weapons and explosive materials” and undertook training in their use 
with the intention of using them for unlawful purposes; 

(b) Seek contact with a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran) for the purpose of 
committing hostile acts designed to spread terror and chaos in Kuwait; 

(c) Receive from a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
from persons working on its behalf within Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party 
associated with Iran) funding and assistance to commit acts contrary to the national 
interests of Kuwait; 

(d) Join Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran), which 
— as its members are fully aware — promotes principles based on the unlawful 
destruction of the political system and the devastation of the country’s 
socioeconomic order; 

(e) Conduct training on the use of weapons, ammunition and explosives 
in the knowledge that the persons to whom he was providing such training intended 
to use it for unlawful purposes; 

(f) Procure explosives without first obtaining a licence from the 
authorities, with the aim of using the explosives to commit an offence; 

(g) Procure automatic weapons, contrary to the conditions of the firearms 
licence; 

(h) Procure firearms without a licence from the authorities; 

(i) Procure ammunition without a licence from the authorities. 

• These offences are punishable pursuant to the Criminal Code and Act No. 31 of 
1970 amending the Criminal Code, Act No. 35 of 1985 on explosives offences, Act 
No. 13 of 1991 on weapons and ammunition, Act No. 6 of 2015 on regulating all 
weapons, ammunition and explosive devices, and Act No. 31 of 2014 on regulating 
communications and information technology. 

• On 1 September 2015, the President of the High Court decided to send the case to 
the Fourth Division of the Criminal Court for a hearing on 15 September 2015. Until 
that date, all the defendants were to be kept in pretrial detention. 

• Beginning on Tuesday, 15 September 2015, the Fourth Division of the Criminal 
Court held a number of sessions to examine the charges against the defendants in the 
presence of their lawyers, investigate the pleas submitted by the defence, listen to 
the oral proceedings and examine the written submissions during closed sessions. 
Once the proceedings had been concluded, the court decided, at its session on 
Thursday, 10 December 2015, to defer any decision on the case until the session to 
be held on Tuesday, 12 January 2016. 

• In line with articles 136 and 176 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the High Court 
(Fourth Division of the Criminal Court) issued a ruling on the case at a public 
hearing held on 12 January 2016. It sentenced the defendant to imprisonment for a 
period of 15 years, effective immediately. The court also cleared the accused of the 
charge specified in paragraph (a) above. The court was unable to review the charges 
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concerning the offences referred to in paragraphs (e), (f), (g), (h) and (i) as they had 
been committed outside the country. 

Charges against Abdul Mohsen Jamal al-Shatti 

• The accused was arrested on the morning of Tuesday, 18 August 2015, at Al-
Nuwaisib border point as he attempted to flee the country into Khafji, pursuant to a 
search and arrest warrant issued by the prosecutor that day. 

• The accused was brought before the public prosecutor on the evening of Wednesday, 
19 August 2015, within the legal deadline, at which time he was examined and 
showed no signs of torture or injury. The accused was accompanied by his lawyer, 
Mohamed Hamza Sarkhuh. The accused denied the charges and, after questioning, 
the prosecutor ordered him to be placed in pretrial detention. Interviews were 
conducted on 20, 21 and 22 August 2015, during which the prosecutor was able to 
verify that the accused was in good physical health and was free from injury. 

• On 22 August 2015, the prosecutor ordered the accused to be placed in pretrial 
detention for 10 days as of the date of arrest. On 25 August 2015, before the end of 
the legal deadline, the accused was brought before the High Court, in the presence of 
the following lawyers: Khaled al-Shatti, Mohamed Sarkhuh, Mohamed al-Khribt, 
Hussein Abdulkarim al-Tabtaba’i, Fuaz al-Khatib, Ahmed al-Mahmid, `Ali al-`Atar 
and Mohamed Deshti. The accused denied the charges and the court ruled to extend 
his detention by a further 10 days. 

• On 1 September 2015, after concluding the investigation, the prosecutor decided to 
refer the accused to the Criminal Court on charges covering the period between 1988 
and 12 August 2015. According to those charges, the accused did: 

(a) Intentionally commit acts intended to undermine the territorial unity 
and integrity of Kuwait, namely, that he “acquired, stored and transported 
ammunition, weapons and explosive materials” and undertook training in their use 
with the intention of using them for unlawful purposes; 

(b) Seek contact with a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran) for the purpose of 
committing hostile acts designed to spread terror and chaos in Kuwait; 

(c) Receive from a foreign country (the Islamic Republic of Iran) and 
from persons working on its behalf within Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party 
associated with Iran) funding and assistance to commit acts contrary to the national 
interests of Kuwait; 

(d) Join Hizbullah (a Lebanese political party associated with Iran), which 
— as its members are fully aware — promotes principles based on the unlawful 
destruction of the political system and the devastation of the country’s 
socioeconomic order; 

(e) Conduct training on the use of weapons, ammunition and explosives 
in the knowledge that the persons to whom he was providing such training intended 
to use it for unlawful purposes; 

(f) Procure explosives without first obtaining a licence from the 
authorities, with the aim of using the explosives to commit an offence; 

(g) Procure automatic weapons, contrary to the conditions of the firearms 
licence; 

(h) Procure firearms without a licence from the authorities; 
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(i) Procure ammunition without a licence from the authorities; 

(j) Procure wireless surveillance equipment without a licence from the 
authorities. 

• These offences are punishable pursuant to the Criminal Code and Act No. 31 of 
1970 amending the Criminal Code, Act No. 35 of 1985 on explosives offences, Act 
No. 13 of 1991 on weapons and ammunition, Act No. 6 of 2015 on regulating all 
weapons, ammunition and explosive devices, and Act No. 31 of 2014 on regulating 
communications and information technology. 

• On 1 September 2015, the President of the High Court decided to send the case to 
the Fourth Division of the Criminal Court for a hearing on 15 September 2015. Until 
that date, all the defendants were to be kept in pretrial detention. 

• Beginning on Tuesday, 15 September 2015, the Fourth Division of the Criminal 
Court held a number of sessions to examine the charges against the defendants in the 
presence of their lawyers, investigate the pleas submitted by the defence, listen to 
the oral proceedings and examine the written submissions during closed sessions. 
Once the proceedings had been concluded, the court decided, at its session on 
Thursday, 10 December 2015, to defer any decision on the case until the session to 
be held on Tuesday, 12 January 2016. 

• In line with articles 136 and 176 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the High Court 
(Fourth Division of the Criminal Court) issued a ruling on the case at a public 
hearing held on 12 January 2016. It sentenced the defendant to imprisonment for a 
period of 15 years, effective immediately. The court also cleared the accused of the 
charge specified in paragraph (a) above. It was unable to review the charges 
concerning the offences referred to in paragraphs (e), (f), (g), (h) and (i) as they had 
been committed outside the country. Although the court also exonerated the accused 
of the charge set out in paragraph (j), it ordered him to be placed under police 
supervision for five years following imprisonment. 

Charges against Abdulla Hasan al-Husaini 

• The accused was arrested at 11.45 p.m. on Saturday, 15 August 2015, in Al-
Ramithia district, pursuant to a search and arrest warrant issued by the prosecutor at 
8 p.m. that day. 

• The accused was brought before the public prosecutor on the evening of Sunday, 16 
August 2015, within the legal deadline, at which time he was examined and showed 
no signs of torture or injury. The accused denied the charges and, after questioning, 
the prosecutor ordered him to be placed in pretrial detention. Interviews were 
conducted on 17, 18 and 19 August 2015, during which the prosecutor was able to 
verify that the accused was in good physical health and was free from injury. 

• On 19 August 2015, the prosecutor ordered the accused to be placed in pretrial 
detention for 10 days as of the date of arrest. The accused was brought before the 
High Court on the same day for a hearing on extending his detention. He denied the 
charges, with the exception of possession of three firearms without a licence. The 
court ruled to extend the period of detention by 10 days. 

• On 25 August 2015, before the end of the legal deadline, the accused was brought 
before the High Court, in the presence of the following lawyers: Khaled al-Shatti, 
Mohamed Sarkhuh, Mohamed al-Khribt, Hussein Abdulkarim al-Tabtaba’i, Fuaz al-
Khatib, Ahmed al-Mahmid, `Ali al-`Atar and Mohamed Deshti. The accused denied 
the charges and the court ruled to extend his detention by a further 10 days. 



HRC/NONE/2016/19 

14 GE.16-00896 

• On 1 September 2015, after concluding the interviews, the prosecutor decided to 
refer the accused to the Criminal Court for offences committed on 12 August 2015. 
According to the charges, the accused did: 

(a) Procure automatic weapons, contrary to the conditions of the firearms 
licence; 

(b) Procure firearms without a licence from the authorities; 

(c) Procure ammunition without a licence from the authorities; 

(d) Knowingly conceal, on behalf of another defendant in the case, 
automatic weapons, other firearms and ammunition that were going to be used to 
commit an offence. 

• These offences are punishable pursuant to the Criminal Code, Act No. 13 of 1991 on 
weapons and ammunition and Act No. 6 of 2015 on regulating all weapons, 
ammunition and explosive devices. 

• On 1 September 2015, the President of the High Court decided to send the case to 
the Fourth Division of the Criminal Court for a hearing on 15 September 2015. Until 
that date, all the defendants were to be kept in pretrial detention. 

• Beginning on Tuesday, 15 September 2015, the Fourth Division of the Criminal 
Court held a number of sessions to examine the charges against the defendants in the 
presence of their lawyers, investigate the pleas submitted by the defence, listen to 
the oral proceedings and examine the written submissions during closed sessions. 
Once the proceedings had been concluded, the court decided, at its session on 
Thursday, 10 December 2015, to defer any decision on the case until the session to 
be held on Tuesday, 12 January 2016. 

• In line with articles 136 and 176 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the High Court 
(Fourth Division of the Criminal Court) issued a ruling on the case at a public 
hearing held on 12 January 2016. It sentenced the defendant to pay a fine of 5,000 
dinars, effective immediately. 

 In the light of the foregoing: 

Hasan Abdulhadi Ali Hajih, Jassim Mohamed Sha`ban Ghadanfari, Hasan Ahmed 
Abdulla al-Attar, Abdul Mohsen Jamal Hussein al-Shatti and Abdulla Hasan Abduljalil al-
Husaini were arrested and held in preventive custody pursuant to judicial orders issued by 
competent authorities acting within their jurisdiction, in accordance with the legal 
procedures provided for in articles 9, 10, 11, 39 (a) and (b), 48, 53 (a), 60, 62, 67, 69, 70, 71 
and 144 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. 

Mohamed Jassim Mahmud al-Meraj, Mohamed Hasan Abduljalil al-Husaini and 
Hasan Ali Hasan Jamal were arrested and subsequently brought before the public 
prosecution under articles 43 (a), 54 and 56 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which give 
the police the authority to arrest a suspect without an order from the investigator where 
there is strong evidence that the suspect has committed an offence punishable by at least 3 
years’ imprisonment. In addition, the Supreme Court issued a declaration extending the 
definition of “flagrante delicto” to the offences with which the other men were accused, 
thereby bringing into force the other aforementioned regulations, pursuant to which the 
court could continue to keep the suspects in pretrial detention. 

As regards the right to the presence of a lawyer, article 120/1 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure and article 27 of Act No. 42 of 1964 regulating the legal profession 
provide that, in cases involving offences punishable by at least 3 years’ imprisonment, the 
court must appoint a lawyer for the defence who must attend proceedings in the criminal 
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court. Pursuant to the amendments to the Code of Criminal Procedure promulgated in Act 
No. 3 of 2012, the accused has the right to have his or her lawyer present during all 
interviews and to request that the interviews be delayed until the lawyer’s arrival. This right 
was respected wherever any of the accused expressed such a desire. 

As regards the allegations of abuse at the hands of law enforcement officers and of 
the failure to allow the injured persons access to a forensic medical doctor in order to verify 
their injuries, it should be noted that, as soon as evidence had emerged that Hasan Ahmed 
Abdulla al-Attar had sustained injuries, the prosecutor ordered him to be examined by a 
forensic medical doctor in order to confirm the existence of any injuries. The findings were 
contained in the report produced by the doctor, which was included alongside all other 
documents pertaining to the case. As regards the other suspects, the public prosecutor had 
found no evidence that they had sustained injuries that would call for forensic examination 
in order to determine whether an offence had been committed. Such considerations had no 
impact, therefore, on the prosecutor’s assessment with regard to the justifications for 
prosecution and the information gleaned during questioning. Such decisions are not open to 
review — except through the channels provided for by the law — in line with the role of 
the public prosecutor as an impartial and trustworthy independent judicial authority 
pursuant to the Constitution and the law. 

This shows that all necessary procedures and safeguards were followed to ensure a 
fair, impartial and objective trial for all of the accused, as a result of which rulings would 
be issued concerning the culpability or innocence of the accused with regard to each 
offence specified in the court referral order issued by the public prosecution service. 

The rulings issued by the court to which the accused were referred are considered to 
be initial rulings issued by a court of first instance and are subject to appeal. Under the 
Kuwaiti judicial system, cases progress through various stages; after examination by the 
court of first instance, a case may be referred to a court of second instance (the court of 
appeal) in order to review the ruling issued by the court of first instance. In turn, an appeal 
may be filed before the Supreme Court, the highest level of the judicial system, against the 
ruling issued by the court of second instance. This multilayered structure acts as an 
important safeguard within the judicial system, ensuring that each case is subject to 
multiple reviews and, accordingly, that justice is served for all parties to the conflict. 

Second: With regard to the request by the rapporteurs to provide information 
relative to the measures taken to ensure the physical and psychological integrity of the 
above-named individuals, including their access to adequate medical treatment and 
services and their right to perform prayers in accordance with their religion or belief: 

The public prosecution received no complaints or reports regarding the failure to 
provide the necessary medical treatment to the detainees or to allow them to perform 
religious rites. The police and the prison authorities have an obligation to uphold general 
principles and regulations regarding neutrality, equality and non-discrimination on the 
grounds of sex, religion, language, creed or political affiliation and to provide all necessary 
medical treatment, in accordance with the provisions of the Code of Criminal Procedure, as 
regards detention centres, and with Prisons Act No. 26 of 1962, as regards prisons. The 
public prosecution service also carries out regular inspections of all prisons and penal 
facilities, in accordance with article 56 of the Organization of the Judiciary Act. 

In an effort to ensure that adequate health care is provided in detention centres, the 
Government has made the Ministry of Health — rather than the Ministry of the Interior — 
responsible for providing health care to prisoners. This move was welcomed by a number 
of human rights organizations that have visited prisons in Kuwait, in particular the 
International Committee of the Red Cross, the Red Crescent Society, the humanitarian and 
human rights committees of the National Assembly and various human rights envoys. 
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Kuwait also places importance on providing a broad range of health-care services, 
including nutrition, cleanliness, water, sanitation and accommodation, in addition to 
physical and mental health care. 

The right of all accused persons to perform prayers in accordance with their religion 
is guaranteed under the provisions of the Constitution that protect religious freedom, in 
particular article 35, which guarantees freedom of belief and the freedom to perform 
religious rites in accordance with religious customs. 

This right also applies to members of non-Islamic religions. The fact that Kuwait has 
adopted an official State religion has no impact on the freedom of religious belief or on the 
freedom of persons of other religions to perform their religious rites. 

These measures comply with the provisions of the applicable international 
instruments, in particular articles 9, 10 and 14 of the International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights, articles 12 and 13 of the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, 
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, and the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights. 

Third: With regard to the request for clarification of the measures taken to ensure 
that investigations are conducted regarding the allegations of torture, ill-treatment and 
confession extracted under torture and that the officers responsible are punished, and for 
information on the steps taken to prevent similar violations from occurring in the future: 

In line with its international commitments, Kuwait has taken steps to include 
provisions in its national legislation that criminalize torture and other cruel, inhuman, 
degrading or undignified treatment and provide for appropriate punishments in line with the 
relevant international treaties. According to article 53 of Act No. 31 of 1970, amending 
certain provisions of the Criminal Code: 

“Any public official or employee that has personally, or through another, 
tortures a defendant, witness or expert in order to obtain a confession, testimony or 
information about an offence shall be sentenced to imprisonment for up to 5 years 
and/or a fine of up to 500 dinars. If the act of torture leads to or is accompanied by 
acts that attract a more severe penalty in the law, the person concerned shall be 
sentenced to the penalty for such acts. If the torture results in death, then the person 
concerned shall receive the penalty for premeditated murder.” 

Article 56 of the same law provides that “any public official or employee, or any 
person charged with providing a public service, who abuses his or her position to use force 
against a person with the aim of causing him or her dishonour or bodily harm shall be 
sentenced to imprisonment for up to 3 years and/or a fine of up to 225 dinars”. 

In addition, the Criminal Code also criminalizes the act of threatening another 
person. Article 173 provides that “any person who threatens another person with harm, 
whether it be to his or her person, reputation or property or to that of a close acquaintance, 
and whether the threat is delivered in writing, orally or in any way that strikes the fear of 
such harm into the victim, whether by carrying out an act or abstaining from an act, shall be 
sentenced to imprisonment for up to 2 years and/or a fine of up to 150 dinars”. 

“Where the victim is threatened with death, the offender shall be sentenced to 
imprisonment for up to 3 years and/or a fine of up to 225 dinars.” 

Furthermore, homicide and battery in all forms are criminalized under articles 149-
164 of the Criminal Code. 

If we examine judicial proceedings in Kuwait we will find that, in many cases 
involving offences of this kind, the offence is treated as one of the most severe violations of 
human and civil rights and of the right to life. The courts understand that such offences 
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have an impact on the victim’s safety, security and well-being and directly contravene all 
human, civil and religious values and the values intrinsic to all moral persons.  

Kuwait has an obligation, under its Constitution, its penal and procedural legislation 
and all the international treaties to which it has acceded, to investigate all reported incidents 
of abuse committed by a law enforcement officer or any other person against a suspect or 
any other person, and to ensure that all interrogations are conducted swiftly and impartially 
on the basis of credible evidence that the person in question has committed a legally 
punishable act of torture or other infringement. The State also has an obligation to make use 
of all powers granted to it by the law when handling such cases. The public prosecution 
service is also striving to ensure that victims and accused persons alike are able to exercise 
their legally protected right to make statements and mount a defence, in accordance with 
legally recognized international standards. 

The Government is making efforts to raise awareness among law enforcement 
officers and prison staff in the following ways: 

• Circulating administrative information to all security sectors with the aim of 
regulating their activities and providing guidance to officers and individuals about 
the potential pitfalls of their work, in addition to information on methods to prevent 
acts of violence against detainees and the penalties applicable to such acts. The 
information also contains a warning that all offenders will be held legally 
accountable and will be referred to the military courts and the relevant investigatory 
agencies if evidence is found that they have committed a penal offence; 

• Holding training courses for officers on the rights of detainees and on the legal 
procedures that must be taken if evidence emerges of potential ill-treatment or 
torture; 

• Holding workshops within the forensic medicine department on how to handle 
torture cases. The Ministry of the Interior is also keen to educate and train officers 
and members of the police under its authority about this issue, given that they have a 
role to play in enforcing the law. To that end, it is holding training courses on all 
aspects of security within the Ministry, in addition to training programmes 
conducted through specialized training centres within each division of the security 
sector. The Ministry’s annual general training plan also includes a number of 
training courses on human rights, which are conducted in cooperation with 
international human rights organizations. The subjects covered include: 

• Human rights in general 

• International protection for human rights 

• International humanitarian law 

• The principles of criminal investigation 

• The role of security personnel in handling cases of violence against the public 

• Criminal procedure in cases of violence against children 

• The role of security personnel in preventing human trafficking 

• The principles of international humanitarian law 

• Strengthening legal culture within the police 

• Legal culture among employees at police stations 

• Workplace ethics 

• How to deal with the public 
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• A specialized training centre has been established for corrective and penal facilities, 
at which seasonal courses are conducted, conferences held and educational 
programmes carried out to raise awareness about human rights among officers and 
civil servants who deal with inmates and detainees at such facilities. The following 
topics have been covered: 

• The Prisons Regulation Act — human rights 

• Security searches (searching individuals; searching vehicles; searching 
property) 

• Classifying inmates — how to deal with inmates 

• Transporting and securing inmates 

• Deportation and arrest procedures 

• Visits to European prisons have been conducted to examine the systems used and to 
assess the feasibility of introducing a practical systematic approach into the Ministry 
of the Interior to ensure the effectiveness of such training courses, for example: 

• Assessing training courses and workshops both during and after the session 

• Following up on course graduates and monitoring their professional 
development in the area of human rights 

• Overseeing any situations involving course graduates 

• Continuing to develop the courses in line with new developments in the field 
of human rights 

    
 
































































