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dated 31 March 2014, from the Chair-Rapporteur of the Working Group on Arbitrary 
Detention; 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  
 

Ibrahim Ahmed Radi al-Meqdad,  
Case no. 104566/2012 

 
I. Subject and procedure 
 

1. The public prosecution service suspected the person mentioned and others 
of, on 23 July 2012, the attempted murder, with premeditation, of policemen, 
intending to set fire to police cars and vehicles and the policemen inside them, 
intending to end their lives, and that, in execution of their plan, they set out, 
with premeditation, to throw firebombs at two policemen in the course of their 
duty and at the armoured car protecting them, intending to set fire to it and 
those inside it. The police intervened before they had completed their crime. 
In addition, [the public prosecution service suspected] the same suspects and 
other unknown persons of using force with policemen with intent to induce 
them unlawfully to refrain from doing their work; lighting fires on the public 
highway in such a way as to endanger people’s lives and property; obtaining 
and possessing fire bombs (Molotov cocktails) with intent to use them to 
endanger people’s lives and public and private property; participating in an 
illegal gathering with intent to commit crimes; all that for a terrorist purpose 
and in execution of a collective criminal project. The purpose of this was to 
breach public security and to attack people’s lives and property. 

2. The public prosecution service questioned the person concerned. The 
investigator asked him about his lawyer and he gave her name. The 
investigator noted it, contacted the lawyer and informed her of the suspect’s 
presence. The questioning was postponed until her arrival, but she did not 
come. On the other hand, the investigator examined the suspect and found no 
injuries, nor did the latter speak of any assault. 

3. The prosecution transferred the case to the High Court which, at its session of 
4 April 2013, sentenced the aforementioned, who was present, to ten years’ 
imprisonment for the offences. 

4. The suspect and other convicted persons appealed against this judgment. 
The Appeal Court heard the appeals and, on 29 September 2013, accepted 
the appeal as to the form but rejected its substance and upheld the original 
verdict. 

5. He appealed against the appeal verdict to the Court of Cassation. This appeal 
was to be heard at the session of 5 May 2014, and he is currently serving his 
sentence until such time as the cassation appeal is settled. 



 
II. The legal basis of the justified charge, the measures taken and the penalty 
 

1. The aforementioned offences brought against the person concerned and 
other convicted persons are punishable under articles 36, 37, 178, 179, 220, 
277, 277bis, 333 and 380 of the Criminal Code, and articles 1, 2 and 3 of Law 
No. 58 of 2006 on the protection of society from terrorist acts. 

2. The public prosecution service conducted the investigation into the facts of 
which the person concerned was suspected in accordance with the provisions 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which requires it to work to establish the 
veracity of charges and the attribution of the offence to the accused, to collect 
oral evidence by hearing the statements of witnesses, to question the 
accused and confront him with the evidence, to record fully his defence, to 
enable him to have the services of lawyers and to examine the defences and 
defence he discloses. 

3. The convicted person was referred to the court in the light of the evidence 
against him, which took the form of the witnesses’ testimony, the victims’ 
statements, the conclusions of the reports on the scene of the crime and 
examination of the traces taken from the place where the incident took place, 
and the photographer’s record of the incident, all of which make clear his 
connection with the offences that are the subject of the charges against him, 
in addition to his acknowledgement of the public prosecution’s findings 
regarding his involvement in the commission of those offences. 

4. During the proceedings before the first instance court and the appeal court, 
the accused enjoyed all the legally established guarantees, including having 
the defence arguments heard and recording of the defences. The court 
conducted its final examination, which convinced it that the charge against 
him was proven and accordingly decided to punish him. 
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