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  (Translated from Arabic) 

Communication containing information concerning the complainant Mohammed 
Ramadan Issa in response to questions from the Office of the United Nations High 
Commissioner for Human Rights  

1. The Special Investigation Unit received the complaint concerning the persons 
concerned from the General Secretariat for Grievances and commenced its investigations 
forthwith. The investigations are still being conducted and the Special Investigation Unit 
will announce its findings as soon as they are completed. 

2. Additional information 

 The following information stems from the complaint, the investigations by the 
General Secretariat for Grievances, the Unit’s investigation, the evidence obtained by the 
Unit from the Public Prosecutor’s Office investigation of the case against the complainant, 
and the judgments handed down by the High Criminal Court, the High Court of Appeal and 
the Court of Cassation: 

• On 14 February 2014 a group of terrorists ambushed law enforcement officers in the 
Al-Dair region with a view to killing them in a bomb blast. They assaulted police 
officers in the Al-Dair region, using iron bars and Molotov cocktails with a view to 
luring them to the location of the explosive device. When the law enforcement 
officers sought to disperse them, the terrorists detonated the explosive device, killing 
police officer Sayid Mohammad and wounding a number of officers. The 
investigations established that the complainant Mohammed Ramadan Issa and 
another person played a leading role in the incident, drawing up the plan and 
preparing the trap to lure and kill the law enforcement officers. They were therefore 
arrested together with other participants in the crime. 

• The Public Prosecutor’s Office interrogated Mohammed Ramadan Issa and the 
investigator found no evidence of any manifest injuries in the early stages of the 
investigation. He also asked him whether he had suffered any injuries, and he replied 
that he had not. 

• Mohammed Ramadan did not admit during the investigation by the Public 
Prosecutor’s Office that he had committed the crimes of homicide, attempted 
homicide and triggering of an explosion. He simply admitted that he had participated 
in an illegal assembly. 

• The Public Prosecutor’s Office instructed the medical examiner to examine 
Mohammed Ramadan and the other accused who were under investigation. The 
medical examiner confirmed in his report the existence of an injury in the form of a 
13-centimetre-long and 1-centimetre-wide bruise on the back of his right leg. He 
added that the accused had told him that he was unaware of the cause of the injury. 

• The Public Prosecutor’s office charged the 12 accused with the crimes of intentional 
and premeditated homicide of the deceased police officer, attempted homicide of 
other police officers by detonating the explosive device, causing an explosion for 
terrorist purposes, possession and procurement of an explosive device and materials 
to be used in the explosion and possession of Molotov cocktails for terrorist 
purposes, and participation in an illegal assembly with a view to perpetrating 
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assaults on persons, disturbing law and order, and using violence during the 
assembly.  

• The Public Prosecutor’s Office referred the accused to the High Criminal Court, 
which considered the case and sentenced the accused Mohammed Ramadan Issa and 
another person to death on 29 December 2014. It sentenced another accused to life 
imprisonment and sentenced the remaining nine accused to six years’ imprisonment 
for some charges, while dismissing other charges. 

• Mohammed Ramadan Issa appealed against the judgment. The High Court of 
Appeal considered the case and decided, at its session held on 27 May 2015, to 
dismiss the appeal and the endorse the judgment. 

• The Court of Cassation considered the appeal and decided on 16 November 2015 to 
dismiss it and to endorse the judgment, which thus became final. 

• The lower court based its judgment to convict Mohammed Ramadan and the other 
accused, inter alia, on the confessions made by some of them and on Mohammed 
Ramadan’s admission that he had participated in the demonstration. It also relied on 
text messages found on the telephones seized from the accused.  

• The lower court responded to the plea that Mohammed Ramadan’s confession was 
null and void by referring to the confessions made by other accused persons during 
the investigations concerning their involvement in the incident. The Court of Appeal 
responded to Mohammed Ramadan’s plea that his confession was null and void 
because it was based on material and moral coercion by stating that it endorsed the 
response provided by the lower court. The Court of Cassation responded to the same 
plea by stating that the grounds for the court’s response to the plea set forth in the 
appealed judgment were acceptable because the competent court had the authority to 
base its reasoning on an assessment of the evidence in the case.  

    










