(Trandated from Arabic)
Information note concer ning various defendants
1. Abbas Jamil Tahir Al-Samia: Identification No. 890800405, age 25

Investigations into acts of terrorism indicate tihat. Al-Samia and others were
involved in such acts and that on 3 March 2014y tiaere responsible for

detonating a bomb on Budaiya Highway that killeghdice officers and injured

approximately 20 others. The Office of the Publiodecutor issued a warrant for
their arrest, but when police officers attempteditiest Mr. Al-Samia on 3 March
2014, he resisted arrest;

« Mr. Al-Samia was questioned by the Prosecutor dfach 2014, and charged with
the following offences: belonging to an illegal gpoestablished with a view to
disrupting State institutions and breaching puldider, including by means of
terrorism; committing premeditated murder and aftémg to murder security
personnel in pursuit of a terrorist objective; dagsan explosion in pursuit of a
terrorist objective; participating in a riot; usifigrce and violence against security
personnel; and engaging in training in the usexplasives in pursuit of a terrorist
objective. He confessed to these charges, butantte charge of possession and
manufacture of explosives in pursuit of a terrodbjective or the charge of use of
force and violence against security personnel. Ftesecutor ordered that Mr. Al-
Samia be remanded in custody pending further irgeststn;

A forensic physician was assigned to examine thiendiant. According to the

forensic report, there were signs of trauma towhists caused by friction against a
hard, rough object or objects, compatible with gfgby handcuffs at the time of
the incident. There were also signs of trauma #olittnbs; while their appearance
had altered with the passage of time and the tgglincess, they were probably
caused by impact or by friction against some kifilard, rough object or objects at
the time of the incident. There was nothing to ssgghat these injuries had not
been caused when the defendant was resisting;arrest

» The case was referred to the Higher Criminal Caod was heard on 19 May 2014
in the presence of the defendant and his lawyer || ] JJEEll. Speaking before
the Court, the defendant denied all the chargemstgaim and claimed that he had
been subjected to physical and psychological coerci

e The case remains pending before the fourth chawtire Higher Criminal Court,
which has adjourned consideration of the matteit 16tSeptember 2014 in order to
summon the forensic physician and certain witnessesthe meantime, the
defendant and the other defendants in the casemanded in custody;

A special investigation unit has launched an irigasbn into the defendant's
allegations that he was tortured. The investigasamngoing.

2. Mohamed Rida Ahmad Hassan Al-Farsani: Identification No. 840206828,
age 30

e Mr. Al-Farsani was arrested on 8 July 2013 pursuantAct No. 58 of 2006
concerning the protection of society from acts efrdrism, which allows law
enforcement officers to arrest anyone against wtiare is sufficient evidence that
they have committed offences stipulated in the Auotestigations indicated that Mr.
Al-Farsani and others had planned to ambush sgctdiditces in the Sitrah
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neighbourhood and to attack the local police statwih fire extinguishers modified
to serve as bombs, and with petrol bombs and imns.bThey had agreed with
another group, which had manufactured a home-madpto conceal the bomb at
a checkpoint used by security forces and to detoihathen security forces were in
the vicinity, in order to kill them. In accordanegth this plan, once they had
planted the bomb at the agreed place, they gatharel began to create a
disturbance, attacking police officers using petroinbs, iron bars, stones and fire
extinguishers modified to serve as bombs. The #gdiarces engaged with them,
the demonstrators retreated and then the bomb degbldkilling one police officer
and injuring others. The intention of the defendamwts to kill police officers in
order to disrupt public security, jeopardize natibsecurity and to terrorize and
endanger the lives of citizens and residents;

« The defendant was questioned by the Prosecutor frbrauly 2013. Although the
defendant claimed that his teeth were hurting bezde had been beaten by a police
officer, when he was examined no visible signs mgtiry were found. He was
charged with committing premeditated murder ancenagpited murder using
explosive materials in pursuit of a terrorist olijge; causing an explosion in order
to intimidate security personnel in pursuit of erdeist objective; participating in a
riot and possessing incendiary devices (Molotovktaits). He denied all the
charges. The Prosecutor ordered that he be remandedstody pending further
investigation;

A forensic physician was assigned to examine tHendkant. The forensic report
concluded that there were no signs of trauma tlmaidvindicate that there had been
excessive violence, resistance or restraint. THendant was able to move all his
joints normally and without impairment;

The defendant was referred to the first chambéheHigher Criminal Court which,
on 13 August 2014, convicted him and sentencedtailife imprisonment;

The defendant lodged an appeal against his sentehgeh is due to be heard on 23
October 2014;

A special investigation unit has launched an ingasion (Investigation No.
12/2013/72) into the defendant’s allegations thatuvas tortured. The investigation
is ongoing.

3. Mohamed Badr Jasim Al-Shaikh: Identification No. 790604574, age 35

e Mr. Al-Shaikh was arrested on 2 February 2014 dbrBia International Airport
pursuant to Act No. 58 of 2006 concerning the mtide of society from acts of
terrorism, which allows law enforcement officers doest anyone against whom
there is sufficient evidence that they have coneditffences stipulated in the Act.
Investigations indicated that Mr. Al-Shaikh and eth had established an
organization to carry out their illegal designdliog on people not to recognize the
Constitution or the legitimacy of all the authagi of the State with a view to
changing the ruling regime in Bahrain. To this ethey disseminated propaganda
inciting others to disrupt the functioning of Stametitutions, to use force against
security personnel, to damage the national econtorgpread chaos and instability,
to disrupt public order and to endanger and texectitizens and residents;

The defendant was questioned by the Prosecutor eeb6uary 2014 and charged
with belonging to an illegal group, the purposembiich was to encourage others to
break the law; preventing State institutions fromereising their functions;
undermining the personal freedoms of citizens; gdjzing national unity, and
using terrorism as a means of accomplishing these. &he defendant confessed to
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the charges against him and the Prosecutor ordbatde be remanded in custody
pending further investigation. He was subsequeetBased on 7 April 2014;

» A forensic physician was assigned to examine thifendiant. The forensic report
indicated that there were signs of recent trauntbgavrists compatible with friction
caused by handcuffs. The matter remains under tigati®on;

» A special investigation unit has launched an ingesion into the defendant’s
allegations that he was tortured. The investigasamngoing.

4. N, (minor): 1D No. I age 13:

(Accused in two cases)
Casel

« He was arrested on 16 January 2014 while participan a gathering in the Al Dair
neighbourhood during which police officers wereaelkied by people throwing
stones and light bulbs. On the same day he wasedetl to the custody of his
guardian who pledged to bring him to the Officetaf Public Prosecutor;

His interrogation before the Office of the Publio$ecutor took place on 21 January
2014. He was examined but no visible signs of injwere found on his body. He
was charged with participating in a riot, a chavggich he denied. The juvenile
court judge ordered that he be held in a juversleition centre;

* His case was referred before the juvenile courtragistered under N-19. On
4 February 2014 the court decided to deliver theused to the custody of his
guardian and adjourned its examination of the case.

Case 2

* He was arrested on 2 March 2014 while he and othiers attacking police officers.
They laid an ambush by setting fire to a suitcas# @iles of rubbish then took to
flight in order to lure the officers into a certgiface, and when the officers followed
them there they were attacked with Molotov cocktail

His interrogation before the Office of the Publim&ecutor took place on 3 March
2014 in the presence of his lawy| | | | | | JJJEEEE. He was examined but no
visible signs of injury were found on his body. as charged with igniting a fire

thereby endangering life and property, participgtim a riot and possessing
incendiary devices (Molotov cocktails) with thedntion of using them to endanger
life and property. He denied all the charges. Thveiile court judge ordered that he
be held in a juvenile detention centre pendinghierrinvestigation;

 His case was referred before the juvenile courtragistered under N-63. On
28 April 2014, the court decided to join the ficstse to the second pursuant to the
law which does not allow more than one measureetdaken against juveniles if
they commit further offences during the courseudfigial proceedings. At its sitting
of 26 May 2014 in the presence of the accusedcthet ruled that the juvenile
r should be committed to a juvenile téda centre for the charges
against him in cases N-/19 and -4,t68[sb ordered that the social
services should file reports on the accused evenmyenths from the date of issue of
the definitive judgement;

» The convicted party lodged an appeal against theesee and his case is due to be
heard on 12 October 2014.
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5. Husain Ali Abdel Nabi Hassan Al Qutairi: 1D No. || I age 18

* He was arrested on 5 April 2014 while participatingh others in a gathering
during which security forces were attacked with ol cocktails and stones.
When questioned he denied having participated,rdoap to the police record. He
was admitted to the Security Forces Hospital siffefrom high blood pressure;

His interrogation by the Office of the Public Prog®r took place in hospital when
he denied all the charges against him and statachéhhad been anaesthetised in the
hospital due to the fact that he was suffering frioigh blood pressure. He was
examined but no signs of injury were found on thesljpand he himself stated that
he was uninjured. The Office of the Public Prosecwrdered that he be detained
pending further investigation;

e His case was referred to the Third Lower Criminadu@ where he appeared
accompanied by his Iawy_ur. He deano allegations of having
suffered any mistreatment and, on 25 June 2014,seatenced to a term of two
months’ non-suspended imprisonment.

. NN 0 No. I oge 16

* He was arrested on 24 April 2014 while participgtinith others in a gathering
during which tyres were set ablaze and securityefowere attacked with Molotov
cocktails and stones;

» His was interrogated by the Office of the Publios&cutor in the presence of his
lawyer, | IINNNEEEEE: . and denied the chaaggsnst him stating that his
confession as contained in the evidence record besh extracted by beatings
administered by the police. He was examined busigos of injury were found on
his body. When asked whether he was suffering faom non-visible injuries, he
stated that he had an injury on his left thigh &mat he was suffering from head
pains following the beating administered by theiqgml The Office of the Public
Prosecutor ordered he be held in detention andatfiatensic physician be assigned
to examine his claim that he had been tortured;

A copy of the documents was made and sent to theiapunit for investigating
incidents of torture;

» The Office of the Public Prosecutor ordered thab&eent for trial before the Fourth
Higher Criminal Court on charges of causing a fiveich endangered life and
property, participating in a riot and possessingeidiary devices. The case was
heard by the Court in the presence of the accusedia lawyer and adjourned until
25 September 2014 in order to summon witnessefiégorosecution.

7. Mohamed Ramadan Issa Ali Husain: 1D No. 821100696, age 31, profession:
first sergeant at the Ministry of the Interior

» He was arrested on 18 February 2014 for havindggigated with others in planting
a home-made bomb which was then detonated as@epaairol was passing leading
to the death of one officer. According to the pelrecord, he denied the charge of
causing an explosion but confessed to participatirggriot;

» The defendant was questioned by the Prosecutodemidd the charges against him.
He was examined but no signs of injury were founchis body. The Office of the
Public Prosecutor ordered that he be held in piletiétention and that a forensic
physician be assigned to examine him;

» The Office of the Public Prosecutor ordered thaahe others be sent for trial before
the Higher Criminal Court on charges of deliberaggravated murder, attempted
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murder, causing an explosion in order to accomistact of terrorism, possessing
explosive material without a permit, using explesiy participating in a riot and
possessing incendiary devices. When the accuseshegapin court accompanied by
his lawyer, | N | |; JJNEEEEI . he claimed that heltiseen subjected to physical
and mental coercion. The case is still pending had been adjourned to 24
September 2014 in order to summon the forensicipiays

8. Naji Ali Hassan Fatil, age 40

» This accused was arrested on 3 May 2013 followiwvgstigations which pointed to
his involvement with others in creating the Febyub4 Coalition and in exchanging
intelligence with a foreign entity;

« His interrogation before the Office of the Publim&ecutor took place on 2 May
2014 and the following charges were laid against: lparticipating with others to
establish an organization which had the aim of euing the Constitution and the
law and preventing the institutions of State froarrging out their duties, and
exchanging intelligence in order to carry out adftaggression against the Kingdom
of Bahrain. He confessed to the first charge buiatbthe second. The Office of the
Public Prosecutor ordered that he be detained pgrfdrther investigation and that
a forensic physician be assigned to examine him;

« 0on 2 July 2013 the accus| -2t aihers were referred before the
Higher Court which, on 29 September 2013 delivétederdict without the accused
being in attendance, sentencing him to 15 yeargrisonment and ordering the
confiscation of impounded articles;

« The accused appealed against his sentence beéofeotirt of Appeal which, on 29
May 2014, ruled to accept the appeal in its formt taureject it on its merits,
upholding the original sentence;

» A special investigation unit has launched an ingesion into the defendant’s
allegations that he was tortured. The investigasamngoing.

9. Elyas Faisal M akki Ibrahim Al Mula: 1D No. 910209138, age 32

» This accused was arrested on 11 May 2012 for f@atiog with others in attacking
security forces with incendiary devices, causingiries to a number of police
officers;

« His interrogation before the Office of the Publim$ecutor took place on 12 May
2012 and the following charges were laid against: lattacking and attempting to
murder public officials, causing fires, possessingendiary devices (Molotov
cocktails) and participating in a riot. He confatte some of these offences and
denied others. The Office of the Public Prosecuatered that he be detained
pending further investigation;

» The Office of the Public Prosecutor ordered thatbeereferred to the Higher
Criminal Court where he appeared in the compartyiofawyer || EGTcNcNG:<.
On 5 May 2013, the Court found him guilty and seon&sl him to 15 years’
imprisonment;

¢ He lodged an appeal and, on 18 November 2013 thet®f Appeal ruled to
uphold the original sentence.

10. Husain Abdel Jalil Abdullah Al Singace: 1D No. 820904406, age, 32

« He was arrested on 25 March 2011, while the sfiteational safety” was in force,
on the strength of evidence emerging from invetiiga that he had participated
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with others in a public gathering in order to corhwoffences, breach public order,
use force and violence against security persomebaat police officers;

His interrogation before the Office of the MilitaBrosecutor took place on 12 April

2011 and the following charges were laid against: hising force and violence

against the police in order unjustly to prevenniifeom carrying out their duty and

to accomplish a terrorist act, and participatinghwothers in a public gathering of

more than five people with the aim of breachinglipubrder. He confessed to all

these charges and the Office of the Military Prasercordered that he be detained
pending further investigation;

» He was referred to the “National Safety” Court whée appeared in the company
of his lawyer, | JJNJEEI. The Court assignedforensic physician to look
into his allegations that he had been mistreateleatime of his arrest. The case was
heard over several sessions until, on 6 Octobet 2Bk Court found the defendant
guilty and sentenced him to 7 years’ imprisonment;

The defendant lodged an appeal against his sentamdé October 2011. On 23
January 2013 the Court of Appeal rejected the dpehupheld the sentence;

The defendant lodged an appeal with the Court afs&@on which ruled to accept
the appeal in its form but to reject it on its neeri

A special investigation unit has opened an enquinyder No. 12/2014/3, into
allegations made by the accused. The investigaistill under way.

11. Yusuf Ahmad Abdel Rusoul

« The Office of the Public Prosecutor is not unddrtglany investigations against this
person.

12.  Sayed Mahmood Fadhel

e There is no defendant of that name. Please supphg momplete information in
order to identify the person.

General comments:

1. In investigating these matters against the afadepersons, the Office of the Public
Prosecutor followed the Code of Criminal Proceduhéch requires it to substantiate the
truth of the charges, to associate the offence thighaccused, to obtain oral evidence by
taking the statements of witnesses and to intetedipe accused, confronting them with the
evidence against them and testing their defentleetdull. At the same time, it ensured that
the accused had access to legal assistance amthas: what arguments they and their
counsel could plead in defence.

2. In light of the evidence against the accused,ddses were referred for trial. That
evidence included, depending on the case, witnedsvictim statements, crime scene
reports and tests carried out on traces left atsteme, which linked the accused to the
offences for which they are charged. It also inetlithe statements made by the accused
themselves during interrogation by the Office of fhublic Prosecutor, which confirmed
that they had participated in the offences.

3. During their trials before the lower courts @hd Court of Appeal the accused were
afforded all legal guarantees and considerationgixgen to the submissions and arguments
made in their defence. In the end, though, thetsouere convinced that the charges had
been substantiated and delivered a guilty verdict.

4, In delivering guilty verdicts, criminal triburgakely on evidence gathered through
due legal procedure and not upon evidence whighdsvn to have been obtained using
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invalid procedures. In this they act pursuant ttcler 253 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure which states that judges shall delivdggment in respect of a case according to
their own conviction and in complete freedom. Hoemvthey shall not base their
judgement upon any evidence that has not been btobefore them at trial. Every
statement proven to have been given by an accusadvitness under coercion or threat of
coercion shall be ignored.
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