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  (Translated from Arabic) 

Kingdom of Bahrain 
Public Prosecutor’s Office 
Attorney General’s Office 

Information concerning Zainab al-Khawaja 

1. The Public Prosecutor’s Office referred Zainab Abdulhadi al-Khawaja for trial in a 
criminal court on five different counts. She was charged in two cases with deliberately 
inflicting damage; in both cases she had destroyed a picture of His Majesty the King within 
a police station. She was charged in another case with publicly insulting the King of the 
country by taking out a photograph of His Majesty the King and tearing it up in a trial 
chamber. She was charged in another case with insulting and abusing a public official. She 
was charged in another case with entering a military area without a permit and with abusing 
and insulting a public official. The competent court considered all these cases and 
eventually convicted the accused of all the charges and imposed the corresponding 
penalties. 

2. The accused filed an appeal against the judgments handed down by the lower court. 
She failed to appeal before the court of appeal in three cases. The court decided in absentia 
in each case to abrogate her right of appeal, in accordance with the relevant legal provisions. 
The accused appeared, on the other hand, in two cases. The appeal court dismissed the 
appeal in one case and endorsed the judgment of the lower court. It affirmed the appeal in 
the second case and reduced the penalty. 

3. As a result of the foregoing proceedings, the penalties imposed on Zainab al-
Khawaja in the above-mentioned cases, following appeal, totalled a term of imprisonment 
of 3 years and 1 month and a fine of 3,000 Bahraini dinars (BD). 

4. With a view to implementing the judgments, the police arrested the convicted person 
Zainab al-Khawaja on 14 March 2016. She was accompanied by her 18-month-old child 
and refused to hand him over to one of her relatives. She was therefore escorted together 
with her child to a special cell for mothers in a women’s detention facility. 

5. On the following day, 15 March 2016, she was transferred to the Women’s 
Reformation and Rehabilitation Centre. As the Reform and Rehabilitation Facility Act 
permits women inmates to be accompanied by their children in the Centre subject to 
specific conditions and rules, the convicted person was detained together with her child in a 
mother’s cell in the Reformation and Rehabilitation Centre, where she is treated in a 
manner befitting her circumstances and in which she and her child receive all the care they 
require. 

6. It should be noted that article 33 of Act No. 18 of 2014 promulgating the Reform 
and Rehabilitation Facility Act stipulates the following: 

“The birth certificate of a child who is born in the Centre shall not mention the place 
of birth. The child shall remain with his mother in the Centre, regardless of whether 
he was born there or elsewhere prior to her detention, until he reaches the age of two 
years. The facility shall permit the child to remain until the age of three years if this 
is deemed to be appropriate. When he reaches that age or if the mother does not wish 
him to remain with her during that period, he shall be transferred to whomsoever is 
entitled under sharia or secular law to act as his guardian. If the child has no legal 
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guardian, he shall be placed in a child-care facility and the mother shall be informed 
of the location of the facility. A list of procedures shall be developed for facilitating 
contact with the child.” 

7. The convicted person is not the only inmate to be accompanied by her child. Three 
other inmates are in a similar situation. The Centre provides them and their children with 
comprehensive material and health care, so that inmate mothers can perform their duties to 
their children and provide them with all necessary care and attention.  

8. When the convicted person was arrested, she was informed of the appeal judgments 
handed down in absentia abrogating her right to appeal owing to her failure to appear 
before the court. It was explained that she had the right to lodge an appeal to set aside the 
judgments. However, she refused to sign the notifications that she received and refused to 
lodge an appeal to set aside the judgments. This information is contained in the official 
record.  

    










