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6. Mohammed bin Saleh al-Bajadi: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 8 years, with 
suspension of enforcement of half the sentence, and to a four-year travel ban, on account of 
having committed offences punishable under article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act, 
contesting the independence of the judiciary, participating in the establishment and 
activities of an association that had not obtained a licence from the competent authorities, 
failing to obey orders to halt, resisting law enforcement officers and colliding with an 
official vehicle in an attempt to flee from arrest. He was released on serving his sentence. 

7. Suleiman bin Ibrahim al-Rashudi: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 15 years and to a 
ban on travel outside the Kingdom for a similar period after his release. The crimes of 
which he was convicted included participating in the establishment of a secret organization 
designed to promote anarchy, undermining public order, providing support for terrorist 
groups and adopting their ideas.  

8. Abdullah bin Hamid al-Hamid: 

 A judgment was handed down requiring him to serve the remainder of his previous 
prison sentence on account of having breached the condition governing his release. He was 
sentenced to a term of imprisonment of 5 years from the date of completion of his previous 
term for committing offences that undermined national security and offences punishable 
under article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act, and to a ban on travel outside the 
Kingdom for a similar period following his release. The case is still pending. 

 The allegation that he was ill-treated while in detention is inaccurate. He was not 
subjected to ill-treatment or torture, according to the reports issued by the prison oversight 
authorities.  

9. Mohammed bin Fahd al-Qahtani: 

 He was sentenced to a term of imprisonment of 10 years for committing offences 
against national security and offences punishable under article 6 of the Repression of 
Cybercrime Act, and to a ban on travel outside the Kingdom for a similar period after 
serving his sentence. The case is still pending and the said person was not subjected to ill-
treatment. 

10. Saleh bin Ashwan al-Ashwan: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 6 years, 
including 3 years pursuant to article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act. The remainder 
of his prison sentence was attributable to his membership of an unlicensed association, 
stirring up public opinion by falsely and perfidiously claiming that the State�s executive 
authorities were imprisoning persons without charge, and engaging in security-related 
terrorism. He was also sentenced to a ban on travel outside the Kingdom for a period of five 
years from the final date of his sentence, pursuant to article 6 of the Travel Documents Act, 
to a fine of SRI 10,000, pursuant to article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act, and to 
confiscation of his computer equipment, pursuant to article 13 of the same Act. The said 
person was not subjected to torture or ill-treatment.  

11. Fowzan bin Muhsin al-Harbi: 

 He was sentenced to a term of imprisonment of 7 years, with a conditional 
suspension of 6 years, and to a travel ban for a similar period. He was convicted of the 
offences of undermining national security, preparing, storing and disseminating material 
capable of disturbing public order, and participating in the preparation of statements 
containing incitement to violence and disorder, which are offences punishable under article 
6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act, insulting judges and the judiciary, participating in 
the establishment of an unlicensed association and failing to comply with the legal order to 
dissolve it. The case is still pending. 
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12. Waleed bin Sami Abu al-Khair: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 15 years, to a 
fine of SRI 200,000 and to a ban on travel outside the Kingdom for a similar period. He 
was convicted of undermining public order, disseminating statements and booklets 
containing false, uncorroborated and unauthenticated information with a view to damaging 
the reputation of the Kingdom and its judicial and executive authorities, establishing an 
unlicensed association, and preparing, storing and disseminating material capable of 
disturbing public order, an offence punishable under article 6 of the Repression of 
Cybercrime Act. 

 The claim that the said person is a lawyer is inaccurate, since he does not possess a 
permit to practise the legal profession. 

13. Isa bin Hamad Nakhefi: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 3 years and 8 
months and to a four-year travel ban. He was convicted of undermining national security, 
preparing and storing material capable of disturbing public order and disseminating it on 
the Internet, an offence punishable under article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act. He 
was released on serving his sentence. 

1. With regard to the question as to whether a complaint has been lodged by or on 
behalf of the persons concerned: 

 No complaint has been lodged by or on behalf of them with the competent 
authorities, apart from the defence they presented during their trials. It should be noted that 
the Kingdom�s legislation entitles them to lodge a complaint at any time. 

2. With regard to the request for information concerning the legal grounds for the 
arrest and detention of Abdulaziz al-Shubaily, Issa al-Hamid, Abdulrahman al-Hamid, 
Abdulkareem al-Khoder, Omar al-Said, Mohammed al-Bajadi, Sleyman al-Rashudi, 
Abdullah al-Hamid, Mohammed al-Qahtani, Saleh al-Ashwan, Fowzan al-Harbi, 
Waleed Abu al-Khair and Isa al-Nakhefi, the question as to how these measures are 
compatible with international norms and standards enshrined in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, and the request for an explanation of how the 
imposition of travel bans is compatible with international human rights standards: 

 The persons concerned were arrested, in accordance with the regulations, for having 
perpetrated acts that are criminalized by the Kingdom�s legislation. They were tried before 
an independent court and were entitled to present a defence, to seek the assistance of 
defence counsel, and to appeal against the judgments handed down against them, since the 
judgments were or are open to legal review before courts of higher jurisdiction. The first 
section of this response listed the charges levelled against the persons concerned and the 
judgments handed down. 

 The Kingdom�s legislation does not permit the imposition of restrictions on a 
person�s conduct, or his arrest or detention, save in accordance with the law. Article 36 of 
the Basic Law of Governance stipulates that: �The State shall provide security to all its 
citizens and residents. A person�s actions may not be restricted, nor may he be arrested or 
imprisoned, save in accordance with the provisions of this Law.� Article 38 stipulates that: 
�Penalties shall be imposed on a personal basis. There shall be no crime or punishment save 
on the basis of a provision of sharia law or a statutory provision, and no penalty shall be 
imposed save for acts undertaken after the entry into force of a statutory provision.� It 
follows that no acts or person may be prosecuted or sanctioned save on the basis of sharia 
provisions and previously enacted statutory provisions.  

 The Kingdom�s legislation prohibits the taking of arbitrary action against any person. 
Article 2 of the Code of Criminal Procedure stipulates that: �No person shall be arrested, 
searched, detained or imprisoned save in cases specified by law. Detention or imprisonment 
shall be confined to places designated for such purposes and shall be for the period 
prescribed by the competent authority. A person under arrest shall not be subjected to 
physical or moral harm, and he shall not be subjected to torture or degrading treatment.� 
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 The Code specifies the duration of the period of arrest of the accused in accordance 
with the principle of innocent until proven guilty. Article 34 stipulates that: �The arresting 
officer shall immediately hear the statements of an accused person who is under arrest. If 
the accused fails to establish his innocence, the officer shall, within 24 hours, refer him, 
together with the record, to the investigator who shall, within 24 hours, interrogate the 
accused and order his detention or release.� Article 37 stipulates that: �No person shall be 
detained or imprisoned save in the places designated for that purpose by the law. The 
administrators of a prison or detention facility shall not admit any person save pursuant to 
an order specifying the grounds and period of detention and signed by the competent 
authority. The person concerned shall not remain in custody following the expiry of the 
period specified in the order.� 

 Article 109 of the Code requires the investigator to interrogate the accused forthwith. 
If this is not possible, he must be kept in a detention facility pending his interrogation. The 
period of his detention should not exceed 24 hours. On expiry of that period without 
interrogation, the manager of the detention facility is required to notify the head of the 
relevant department, which must arrange for his prompt interrogation or issue an order for 
his release. If it appears, following the interrogation of the accused or in the event of his 
flight, that there is sufficient evidence that he has committed a major crime, or if the 
interests of the investigation require his detention, the investigator must issue a detention 
warrant for a period not exceeding five days from the date of his arrest, in accordance with 
article 113 of the Code. 

 Article 114 of the Code stipulates that: �The detention shall end with the passage of 
five days, unless the investigator sees fit to extend the detention period. Prior to the expiry 
of the period, he shall refer the file to the head of the branch of the Bureau of Investigation 
and Prosecution, or to the person delegated from among the competent department chiefs, 
so that he may issue an order for the release of the accused or the extension of his detention 
for a period or successive periods, provided that the total period of detention does not 
exceed 40 days from the date of arrest. In cases that require detention for a longer period, 
the matter shall be referred to the Director of the Bureau of Investigation and Prosecution, 
or to whomsoever he may delegate, so that he may issue an order extending the arrest for a 
period or successive periods. None of the periods shall exceed 30 days and the total 
detention period shall not exceed 180 days from the date of arrest of the accused. Thereafter, 
the accused shall be directly transferred to the competent court or be released. In 
exceptional cases in which detention for a longer period is required, the court shall, as it 
sees fit, approve the request to extend detention for a period or successive periods and issue 
a reasoned legal order to that effect.� 

 The Code also guarantees the right of the accused to apply for temporary release in 
article 120, which stipulates that: �The investigator in charge of the case may, at any time, 
either of his own accord or pursuant to a request by the accused, issue an order for the 
release of the accused if he considers that there is not sufficient justification for his 
detention, that his release would not impair the investigation, and that there is no fear of his 
flight or disappearance, provided that the accused undertakes to appear when summoned.� 
The Code also guarantees the right of the accused to request compensation for any harm 
suffered, pursuant to article 215 of the Code and article 25 of the Terrorist Crimes and their 
Financing Act.  

 With regard to the travel ban, decisions to impose a travel ban are taken only 
pursuant to a judicial ruling or an administrative decision based on article 6 (2) of the 
Travel Documents Act, which stipulates that: �No person may be barred from travelling 
save by a judicial ruling or a decision issued by the Minister of the Interior for specific 
reasons relating to security and for a specific period of time. In both cases, the person 
barred from travelling shall be notified within a period not exceeding one week from the 
date of issuance of the said order or decision.� The order issued by the Ministry of the 
Interior pursuant to this article is deemed to be an administrative decision against which an 
appeal may be lodged with the judicial authorities, in accordance with the Kingdom�s 
human rights obligations.  

3. With regard to the request to provide information on the legal grounds for the 
banning of the Saudi Civil and Political Rights Association (ACPRA), and to explain 
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how this is compatible with articles 19 and 20 of the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights: 

 The Regulation on Charitable Associations and Foundations, promulgated pursuant 
to Council of Ministers Decision No. 107 of 25 Jumada al-Thani 1410 A.H., constitutes the 
legal basis for the establishment and registration of civil society associations and 
foundations. The Regulation imposes a number of rules to ensure that such bodies achieve 
the objectives for which they were established, to control internal financial and 
administrative procedures, and to ensure that they perform their work in an independent 
manner.  

 A judicial ruling was issued to dissolve the above-mentioned Association because of 
its irregular status. The ruling did not breach the right to freedom of opinion and expression, 
nor did it violate the freedom to participate in associations and peaceful assemblies in 
accordance with the law. It is therefore compatible with articles 19, 20 and 29 of the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights.  

4. With regard to the request for information on the judicial proceedings under 
way against the persons concerned, and for an explanation of how they are in 
compliance with international human rights standards, in particular fair trial and due 
process guarantees enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights: 

 Judicial proceedings were conducted against the persons mentioned in the letter 
from the Special Rapporteurs because they were charged with committing acts that are 
criminalized by the Kingdom�s legislation. They were given a fair trial before an 
independent court and were entitled to present a defence, to seek the assistance of defence 
counsel, and to appeal against the judgments handed down against them, since the 
judgments were or are open to legal review before courts of higher jurisdiction. The 
proceedings were thus in compliance with international human rights standards. 

 The Kingdom�s legislation guarantees a fair trial for all accused persons. They enjoy 
numerous regulatory safeguards based on the provisions of Islamic sharia, which requires 
Muslim judges to observe the principle of fairness. The Holy Qur�an states: �When you 
judge people, you should judge with justice�. The Basic Law of Governance enshrines 
many of these principles. Article 26 requires the State to protect human rights in accordance 
with the Islamic sharia, and article 36 requires it to provide security for all citizens and 
residents in the Kingdom�s territory. It adds that a person�s actions may not be restricted 
nor may he be arrested or imprisoned, save in accordance with the provisions of this Law. 
Article 38 enshrines the principle of personal criminal liability and prohibits retroactive 
prosecution. It stipulates that: �Penalties shall be imposed on a personal basis. There shall 
be no crime or punishment save on the basis of a provision of sharia law or a statutory 
provision, and no penalty shall be imposed save for acts undertaken after the entry into 
force of a statutory provision.� 

 According to article 3 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, no criminal penalty may 
be imposed on any person unless he has been convicted of an act that is prohibited under 
the Islamic sharia or statutory legislation in a trial conducted in accordance with sharia 
principles. The legal system thus contains many procedural safeguards aimed at regulating 
criminal proceedings. It guarantees the rights of the accused, and guarantees that the 
accused shall be presumed innocent until proven guilty by a final judgment based on 
proceedings that meet the requirements of Islamic sharia and the legislation applicable to 
the proceedings. 

 The Kingdom�s judiciary is independent. Article 46 of the Basic Law of Governance 
stipulates that: �The Judiciary shall be an independent authority. There shall be no power 
over judges in their judicial function other than the power of the Islamic sharia.� Article 1 
of the Judiciary Act stipulates that: �Judges are independent and, in the administration of 
justice, they shall be subject to no authority other than the provisions of the Islamic sharia 
and the legislation in force. No one may interfere with the judiciary.�  

 Article 160 of the Code of Criminal Procedure requires the court, during the hearing, 
to inform the accused of the offence with which he is charged, to explain it to him and to 
provide him with a copy thereof. Article 19 of the Legal Profession Act requires all judicial 
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and investigative authorities to provide lawyers with all the facilities they need to perform 
their duties, to give them access to investigatory documents and to be present during the 
investigations. They may not decline lawyers� requests without legal justification. Article 
157 of the Code of Criminal Procedure stipulates that the accused should attend court 
hearings without physical restraints. He should be provided with the requisite protection 
and should not be dismissed from any hearing without justification. Moreover, he should be 
permitted to return to the hearing if the grounds for his removal cease to exist, and the court 
is required to inform him of any measures taken during his absence. Article 163 of the Code 
guarantees the right of each litigant to request the court to examine the evidence it submits 
and to take specific action in connection with investigation proceedings. Article 4 of the 
Code entitles all accused persons to seek the assistance of a lawyer or a representative to 
represent them during the investigation and trial stages. 

 According to article 139 of the Code, if the accused cannot afford to seek the 
assistance of a lawyer, he may ask the court to appoint a lawyer to defend him at the 
expense of the State. Article 64 of the Code of Sharia Procedure stipulates that the 
proceedings shall be conducted in public unless the judge, either of his own accord or 
pursuant to a request from one of the litigants, closes the hearing with a view to maintaining 
order, preserving public morals or protecting family privacy. Article 154 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure enshrines the same principle. Article 164 of the Code of Sharia 
Procedure requires the judgment to be pronounced at a public session. Article 181 (1) of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure enshrines the same principle. It requires the judgment to be 
read out, after being signed by the parties who rendered it, at a public session, even when 
the case has been considered in camera. The judgment must be read out in the presence of 
all parties to the case and all judges involved in rendering it, unless the absence of any of 
them is excusable. Article 32 of the Code of Sharia Procedure requires the court to listen to 
the statements of the litigants and to provide an interpreter for anyone who does not speak 
the Arabic language. Article 171 of the Code of Criminal Procedure entitles the litigants, in 
cases where the court seeks the assistance of an expert to advise it on technical matters 
related to the case, to obtain copies of the expert�s report. It also requires the court to seek 
the assistance of one or more interpreters if litigants or witnesses do not understand the 
Arabic language. Article 164 of the Code entitles the litigants to request the court to hear 
witnesses and to review evidence. They may also request it to take specific action in 
connection with the investigatory proceedings.  

 Article 9 of the Code stipulates that appeals may be lodged against judgments in 
criminal cases in accordance with the provisions of the Code. Article 192 of the Code 
entitles convicted persons to lodge an appeal against judgments handed down by courts of 
first instance within the legally specified period. The court that hands down the judgment 
must inform them of this right when the judgment is delivered. Pursuant to article 193 of 
the Code, a copy of the judgment must be provided to prisoners or detainees within a 
specified period in the prison or detention facility. The authority responsible for the 
prisoner or detainee is required to bring him to the court to lodge his appeal against the 
judgment or his renunciation thereof within the prescribed period, and to sign it for entry in 
the records. Article 198 entitles a convicted person to lodge an appeal with the High Court 
against judgments and rulings handed down or supported by appeal courts, when the appeal 
is based on the following grounds: 

1. A violation of the provisions of Islamic sharia and the regulations issued by 
royal decree that are not inconsistent therewith; 

2. Delivery of a judgment by a court that is not properly constituted in 
accordance with the applicable legislation; 

3. Delivery of a judgment by a court or department without the requisite 
competence; 

4. An erroneous assessment or unsound characterization of the facts.  

 In addition, the Code entitles any litigant to submit a request for review of final 
judgments and sentences in the circumstances listed in article 204 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure. 
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 The guarantees of a fair trial are supported by the presence at a number of judicial 
proceedings of members of the Human Rights Commission, the media and representatives 
of diplomatic missions.  

6.1 With regard to the request for information concerning the Terrorist Crimes 
and their Financing Act and the question as to whether it complies with international 
human rights standards: 

 The Terrorist Crimes and their Financing Act is a penal law based on the principle of 
balance between the risks stemming from such crimes and the protection of human rights 
enshrined in the Islamic sharia. The Act contains a definition of a terrorist offence and an 
offence of financing terrorism, and specifies the measures to be taken in such cases. It also 
provides for reform and rehabilitation to facilitate the reintegration of convicted persons 
into society, and for specialized centres tasked with re-educating detainees and persons 
convicted of such crimes and correcting their ideas. The Act has not undermined the 
safeguards for the accused set forth in the Code of Criminal Procedure and it complies with 
international human rights standards. The Kingdom�s actions to counter the terrorist 
phenomenon are consistent with international standards, including Human Rights Council 
resolution 28/17 of 26 March 2015, paragraph 7 of which urges States to take appropriate 
measures to duly investigate the incitement, preparation, instigation or commission of acts 
of terrorism and, where appropriate, to prosecute, convict and punish those engaged in such 
acts in accordance with national criminal laws and procedure. Paragraph 8 of the resolution 
calls upon States to strengthen further their national laws and mechanisms on countering 
terrorism. 

7. With regard to the request to indicate what measures have been taken to 
ensure that the right to associate and to assemble peacefully and to freedom of 
expression and opinion are respected and that the physical and psychological integrity 
of those exercising such rights is guaranteed: 

 With regard to the right to assemble: The Kingdom�s legislation prohibits any 
gathering that may undermine social security and stability and national capacities. The 
Kingdom�s Government considers that such gatherings are not an end in themselves but a 
means of achieving human rights objectives, which may also be achieved by other more 
secure and effective means. The Kingdom�s legislation and regulations provide for the 
achievement of the desired objectives. The Basic Law of Governance guarantees what may 
be characterized as best practice in this regard. Thus, article 43 stipulates that: �The court of 
the King and of the Crown Prince shall be accessible to every citizen and to everyone who 
has a complaint or grievance. Every individual shall have the right to contact the public 
authorities regarding matters of concern.� 

 With regard to the establishment of associations: The Civil Society Associations and 
Foundations Act promulgated by Royal Decree No. M/8 of 19 Safar 1437 A.H. (1 
December 2015) sets forth development and social objectives such as the organization, 
development, protection and enhancement of the benefits of non-governmental employment, 
participation in national development, and promotion of citizens� involvement in the 
administration and development of society. The Act provides strong support for the vision 
involving a shift of focus from care to development. It also promotes a culture of voluntary 
work among communities and the achievement of joint social responsibility. According to 
the Act, 10 persons may establish an association and obtain the permit within 60 days of the 
date of filling in the application forms in order to facilitate the procedures.  

 The Kingdom supports associations and foundations that are involved in promoting 
and protecting human rights or that are active in specific related areas. It has actually served 
as a vital partner in human rights work, for instance by enacting a law on protection from 
abuse drafted by a civil society organization, by participating in the drafting of a law on 
protection of children, and by involving a number of non-governmental and civil society 
organizations in preparing the Kingdom�s reports to treaty bodies and other bodies. 

  

 1 Translator�s note: No number 5. 
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 The Human Rights Commission organizes many courses, conferences, seminars and 
workshops to build the technical capacities of (governmental or non-governmental) 
individuals working in the area of human rights so that they may take substantive action 
based on international human rights standards and the provisions of the Islamic sharia. 

 With regard to freedom of opinion: The Kingdom�s legislation guarantees freedom 
of opinion and expression for all persons unless it has an adverse impact on public order, 
society, individuals or stability. This restriction is based on constitutional provisions at the 
national level, since article 39 of the Basic Law of Governance stipulates that all means of 
expression should use decent language and comply with national legislation. They should 
also contribute towards educating the nation and supporting national unity. Anything that is 
conducive to sedition and division, that undermines the security of the State or its public 
relations, or that violates human dignity and rights is prohibited. This restriction is also 
consistent with relevant international standards, in particular article 29 (2) of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights (�In the exercise of his rights and freedoms, everyone shall be 
subject only to such limitations as are determined by law solely for the purpose of securing 
due recognition and respect for the rights and freedoms of others and of meeting the just 
requirements of morality, public order and the general welfare ��.) It is also consistent 
with article 19 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, since it 
guarantees the right of everyone to hold opinions without interference and the right to 
freedom of expression, and it permits the exercise of that right to be subject to certain 
restrictions, including respect for the rights or reputations of others, and protection of 
national security, public order, or public health or morals. 

8. With regard to the request to indicate what measures have been taken to 
ensure that human rights defenders in the Kingdom are able to carry out their 
legitimate work without fear of threats of any kind: 

 The State gives priority to the promotion and protection of human rights. Article 26 
of the Basic Law of Governance requires the State to protect human rights in accordance 
with the Islamic sharia, and article 36 requires it to provide security for all citizens and 
residents in the Kingdom�s territory. It adds that a person�s actions may not be restricted 
nor may he be arrested or imprisoned, save in accordance with the provisions of the Basic 
Law. Article 2 of the Code of Criminal Procedure states that no person shall be arrested, 
searched, detained or imprisoned save in cases specified by law. Moreover, no act may be 
prosecuted save on the basis of sharia provisions and previously enacted statutory 
provisions, in accordance with article 38 of the Basic Law of Governance. 

 All citizens and residents enjoy their rights and exercise their freedoms without 
discrimination, in accordance with the legislation in force in the Kingdom. No group has 
been designated as enjoying preferential status when it comes to the exercise of such rights 
and freedoms. Any person whose rights are violated can lodge a complaint in accordance 
with the available legal remedies. The Kingdom�s legislation requires all the State�s 
authorities to treat persons with justice regardless of their religion, race, sex or nationality. 
In the event of a violation of a right by any of these authorities or their representatives, the 
person whose right has been violated can have recourse to any mechanism to secure a 
remedy.  

 With regard to the serious concern expressed by the Special Rapporteurs regarding 
measures that appear to be directed against persons exercising their right to freedom of 
expression and association, this concern is unwarranted inasmuch as all such measures were 
taken, as stated above, with a view to charging them with acts criminalized by the 
Kingdom�s legislation. 

[Repetition of content of previous pages with a change in the numbering of questions to 
which a response is provided.] 

 With regard to the request to provide any additional information and any comment 
on the allegations concerning human rights defenders in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia: 

 The information and allegations regarding the individual cases mentioned in the 
appeal are inaccurate, and we wish to provide the following clarifications concerning the 
allegations in each case: 
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1. Abdulaziz bin Yousef al-Shubaily: 

 He was sentenced by a lower court to a term of imprisonment of 8 years and to a ban 
on travel outside the Kingdom for a similar period. The case is still pending. 

2. Issa bin Hamid al-Hamid: 

 He was sentenced by a lower court to a term of imprisonment of 9 years and to a ban 
on travel outside the Kingdom for a similar period on account of his involvement in the 
establishment of an unlicensed association, non-compliance with a court order to dissolve it, 
stirring up public opinion, explicitly defaming the loyalty and faith of the members of the 
Council of Senior Scholars, disparaging the judiciary, and committing offences that 
undermine national security. The case is still pending.  

3. Abdulrahman bin Hamid al-Hamid: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 9 years, to a fine 
of 50,000 Saudi riyals (SRI), and to a ban on travel outside the Kingdom for a similar 
period following his release. He was convicted of offences punishable under the Repression 
of Cybercrime Act, offences undermining public order, breaching the peace, and non-
compliance with a legal order to dissolve an unlicensed association. He was prevented 
during his detention from communicating with other persons in the interests of the 
investigation, in accordance with article 119 of the 2001 Code of Criminal Procedure. 

4. Abdulkareem bin Yousef al-Khoder: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 10 years and to a 
travel ban for a similar period. He was convicted of the offences of undermining national 
security, inciting public disorder, promoting anarchy, disrupting public order and security, 
disparaging and insulting the judiciary, casting aspersions publicly on the honesty, 
impartiality and independence of the judiciary, participating in the establishment of an 
unlicensed association, and preparing, storing and disseminating material capable of 
undermining public order on the Internet, an offence punishable under article 6 of the 
Repression of Cybercrime Act, and disrespecting the legal profession.  

5. Omar bin Mohammed al-Said: 

 He was sentenced by a lower court to a term of imprisonment of 2 years and 6 
months on being convicted of a cybercrime punishable under article 6 of the Repression of 
Cybercrime Act, and he was sentenced to a travel ban for a similar period from the date of 
his release. He was also convicted of membership of an unlicensed association, and of 
insulting the judiciary, the legal institutions and the system of government in the Kingdom. 
His case is still pending. 

6. Mohammed bin Saleh al-Bajadi: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 8 years, with 
suspension of enforcement of half the sentence, and to a four-year travel ban, on account of 
having committed offences punishable under article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act, 
contesting the independence of the judiciary, participating in the establishment and 
activities of an association that had not obtained a licence from the competent authorities, 
failing to obey orders to halt, resisting law enforcement officers and colliding with an 
official vehicle in an attempt to flee from arrest. He was released on serving his sentence. 

7. Suleiman bin Ibrahim al-Rashudi: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 15 years and to a 
ban on travel outside the Kingdom for a similar period after his release. The crimes of 
which he was convicted included participating in the establishment of a secret organization 
designed to promote anarchy, undermining public order, providing support for terrorist 
groups and adopting their ideas.  

8. Abdullah bin Hamid al-Hamid: 

 A judgment was handed down requiring him to serve the remainder of his previous 
prison sentence on account of having breached the condition governing his release. He was 
sentenced to a term of imprisonment of 5 years from the date of completion of his previous 
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term for committing offences that undermined national security and offences punishable 
under article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act, and to a ban on travel outside the 
Kingdom for a similar period following his release. The case is still pending. 

 The allegation that he was ill-treated while in detention is inaccurate. He was not 
subjected to ill-treatment or torture, according to the reports issued by the prison oversight 
authorities.  

9. Mohammed bin Fahd al-Qahtani: 

 He was sentenced to a term of imprisonment of 10 years for committing offences 
against national security and offences punishable under article 6 of the Repression of 
Cybercrime Act, and to a ban on travel outside the Kingdom for a similar period after 
serving his sentence. The case is still pending and the said person was not subjected to ill-
treatment. 

10. Saleh bin Ashwan al-Ashwan: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 6 years, 
including 3 years pursuant to article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act. The remainder 
of his prison sentence was attributable to his membership of an unlicensed association, 
stirring up public opinion by falsely and perfidiously claiming that the State�s executive 
authorities were imprisoning persons without charge, and engaging in security-related 
terrorism. He was also sentenced to a ban on travel outside the Kingdom for a period of five 
years from the final date of his sentence, pursuant to article 6 of the Travel Documents Act, 
to a fine of SRI 10,000, pursuant to article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act, and to 
confiscation of his computer equipment, pursuant to article 13 of the same Act. The said 
person was not subjected to torture or ill-treatment.  

11. Fowzan bin Muhsin al-Harbi: 

 He was sentenced to a term of imprisonment of 7 years, with a conditional 
suspension of 6 years, and to a travel ban for a similar period. He was convicted of the 
offences of undermining national security, preparing, storing and disseminating material 
capable of disturbing public order, and participating in the preparation of statements 
containing incitement to violence and disorder, which are offences punishable under article 
6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act, insulting judges and the judiciary, participating in 
the establishment of an unlicensed association and failing to comply with the legal order to 
dissolve it. The case is still pending. 

12. Waleed bin Sami Abu al-Khair: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 15 years, to a 
fine of SRI 200,000 and to a ban on travel outside the Kingdom for a similar period. He 
was convicted of undermining public order, disseminating statements and booklets 
containing false, uncorroborated and unauthenticated information with a view to damaging 
the reputation of the Kingdom and its judicial and executive authorities, establishing an 
unlicensed association, and preparing, storing and disseminating material capable of 
disturbing public order, an offence punishable under article 6 of the Repression of 
Cybercrime Act. 

 The claim that the said person is a lawyer is inaccurate, since he does not possess a 
permit to practise the legal profession. 

13. Isa bin Hamad Nakhefi: 

 He was sentenced in a final judgment to a term of imprisonment of 3 years and 8 
months and to a four-year travel ban. He was convicted of undermining national security, 
preparing and storing material capable of disturbing public order and disseminating it on 
the Internet, an offence punishable under article 6 of the Repression of Cybercrime Act. He 
was released on serving his sentence. 
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2. With regard to the question as to whether a complaint has been lodged by or on 
behalf of the persons concerned: 

 No complaint has been lodged by or on behalf of them with the competent 
authorities, apart from the defence they presented during their trials. It should be noted that 
the Kingdom�s legislation entitles them to lodge a complaint at any time. 

3. With regard to the request for information concerning the legal grounds for the 
arrest and detention of Abdulaziz al-Shubaily, Issa al-Hamid, Abdulrahman al-Hamid, 
Abdulkareem al-Khoder, Omar al-Said, Mohammed al-Bajadi, Sleyman al-Rashudi, 
Abdullah al-Hamid, Mohammed al-Qahtani, Saleh al-Ashwan, Fowzan al-Harbi, 
Waleed Abu al-Khair and Isa al-Nakhefi, the question as to how these measures are 
compatible with international norms and standards enshrined in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, and the request for an explanation of how the 
imposition of travel bans is compatible with international human rights standards: 

 The persons concerned were arrested, in accordance with the regulations, for having 
perpetrated acts that are criminalized by the Kingdom�s legislation. They were tried before 
an independent court and were entitled to present a defence, to seek the assistance of 
defence counsel, and to appeal against the judgments handed down against them, since the 
judgments were or are open to legal review before courts of higher jurisdiction. The first 
section of this response listed the charges levelled against the persons concerned and the 
judgments handed down. 

 The Kingdom�s legislation does not permit the imposition of restrictions on a 
person�s conduct, or his arrest or detention, save in accordance with the law. Article 36 of 
the Basic Law of Governance stipulates that: �The State shall provide security to all its 
citizens and residents. A person�s actions may not be restricted, nor may he be arrested or 
imprisoned, save in accordance with the provisions of this Law.� Article 38 stipulates that: 
�Penalties shall be imposed on a personal basis. There shall be no crime or punishment save 
on the basis of a provision of sharia law or a statutory provision, and no penalty shall be 
imposed save for acts undertaken after the entry into force of a statutory provision.� It 
follows that no acts or person may be prosecuted or sanctioned save on the basis of sharia 
provisions and previously enacted statutory provisions.  

 The Kingdom�s legislation prohibits the taking of arbitrary action against any person. 
Article 2 of the Code of Criminal Procedure stipulates that: �No person shall be arrested, 
searched, detained or imprisoned save in cases specified by law. Detention or imprisonment 
shall be confined to places designated for such purposes and shall be for the period 
prescribed by the competent authority. A person under arrest shall not be subjected to 
physical or moral harm, and he shall not be subjected to torture or degrading treatment.� 

 The Code specifies the duration of the period of arrest of the accused in accordance 
with the principle of innocent until proven guilty. Article 34 stipulates that: �The arresting 
officer shall immediately hear the statements of an accused person who is under arrest. If 
the accused fails to establish his innocence, the officer shall, within 24 hours, refer him, 
together with the record, to the investigator who shall, within 24 hours, interrogate the 
accused and order his detention or release.� Article 37 stipulates that: �No person shall be 
detained or imprisoned save in the places designated for that purpose by the law. The 
administrators of a prison or detention facility shall not admit any person save pursuant to 
an order specifying the grounds and period of detention and signed by the competent 
authority. The person concerned shall not remain in custody following the expiry of the 
period specified in the order.� 

 Article 109 of the Code requires the investigator to interrogate the accused forthwith. 
If this is not possible, he must be kept in a detention facility pending his interrogation. The 
period of his detention should not exceed 24 hours. On expiry of that period without 
interrogation, the manager of the detention facility is required to notify the head of the 
relevant department, which must arrange for his prompt interrogation or issue an order for 
his release. If it appears, following the interrogation of the accused or in the event of his 
flight, that there is sufficient evidence that he has committed a major crime, or if the 
interests of the investigation require his detention, the investigator must issue a detention 
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warrant for a period not exceeding five days from the date of his arrest, in accordance with 
article 113 of the Code. 

 Article 114 of the Code stipulates that: �The detention shall end with the passage of 
five days, unless the investigator sees fit to extend the detention period. Prior to the expiry 
of the period, he shall refer the file to the head of the branch of the Bureau of Investigation 
and Prosecution, or to the person delegated from among the competent department chiefs, 
so that he may issue an order for the release of the accused or the extension of his detention 
for a period or successive periods, provided that the total period of detention does not 
exceed 40 days from the date of arrest. In cases that require detention for a longer period, 
the matter shall be referred to the Director of the Bureau of Investigation and Prosecution, 
or to whomsoever he may delegate, so that he may issue an order extending the arrest for a 
period or successive periods. None of the periods shall exceed 30 days and the total 
detention period shall not exceed 180 days from the date of arrest of the accused. Thereafter, 
the accused shall be directly transferred to the competent court or be released. In 
exceptional cases in which detention for a longer period is required, the court shall, as it 
sees fit, approve the request to extend detention for a period or successive periods and issue 
a reasoned legal order to that effect.� 

 The Code also guarantees the right of the accused to apply for temporary release in 
article 120, which stipulates that: �The investigator in charge of the case may, at any time, 
either of his own accord or pursuant to a request by the accused, issue an order for the 
release of the accused if he considers that there is not sufficient justification for his 
detention, that his release would not impair the investigation, and that there is no fear of his 
flight or disappearance, provided that the accused undertakes to appear when summoned.� 
The Code also guarantees the right of the accused to request compensation for any harm 
suffered, pursuant to article 215 of the Code and article 25 of the Terrorist Crimes and their 
Financing Act.  

 With regard to the travel ban, decisions to impose a travel ban are taken only 
pursuant to a judicial ruling or an administrative decision based on article 6 (2) of the 
Travel Documents Act, which stipulates that: �No person may be barred from travelling 
save by a judicial ruling or a decision issued by the Minister of the Interior for specific 
reasons relating to security and for a specific period of time. In both cases, the person 
barred from travelling shall be notified within a period not exceeding one week from the 
date of issuance of the said order or decision.� The order issued by the Ministry of the 
Interior pursuant to this article is deemed to be an administrative decision against which an 
appeal may be lodged with the judicial authorities, in accordance with the Kingdom�s 
human rights obligations.  

4. With regard to the request to provide information on the legal grounds for the 
banning of the Saudi Civil and Political Rights Association (ACPRA), and to explain 
how this is compatible with articles 19 and 20 of the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights: 

 The Regulation on Charitable Associations and Foundations, promulgated pursuant 
to Council of Ministers Decision No. 107 of 25 Jumada al-Thani 1410 A.H., constitutes the 
legal basis for the establishment and registration of civil society associations and 
foundations. The Regulation imposes a number of rules to ensure that such bodies achieve 
the objectives for which they were established, to control internal financial and 
administrative procedures, and to ensure that they perform their work in an independent 
manner.  

 A judicial ruling was issued to dissolve the above-mentioned Association because of 
its irregular status. The ruling did not breach the right to freedom of opinion and expression, 
nor did it violate the freedom to participate in associations and peaceful assemblies in 
accordance with the law. It is therefore compatible with articles 19, 20 and 29 of the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights.  

5. With regard to the request for information on the judicial proceedings under 
way against the persons concerned, and for an explanation of how they are in 
compliance with international human rights standards, in particular fair trial and due 
process guarantees enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights: 
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 Judicial proceedings were conducted against the persons mentioned in the letter 
from the Special Rapporteurs because they were charged with committing acts that are 
criminalized by the Kingdom�s legislation. They were given a fair trial before an 
independent court and were entitled to present a defence, to seek the assistance of defence 
counsel, and to appeal against the judgments handed down against them, since the 
judgments were or are open to legal review before courts of higher jurisdiction. The 
proceedings were thus in compliance with international human rights standards. 

 The Kingdom�s legislation guarantees a fair trial for all accused persons. They enjoy 
numerous regulatory safeguards based on the provisions of Islamic sharia, which requires 
Muslim judges to observe the principle of fairness. The Holy Qur�an states: �When you 
judge people, you should judge with justice�. The Basic Law of Governance enshrines 
many of these principles. Article 26 requires the State to protect human rights in accordance 
with the Islamic sharia, and article 36 requires it to provide security for all citizens and 
residents in the Kingdom�s territory. It adds that a person�s actions may not be restricted 
nor may he be arrested or imprisoned, save in accordance with the provisions of this Law. 
Article 38 enshrines the principle of personal criminal liability and prohibits retroactive 
prosecution. It stipulates that: �Penalties shall be imposed on a personal basis. There shall 
be no crime or punishment save on the basis of a provision of sharia law or a statutory 
provision, and no penalty shall be imposed save for acts undertaken after the entry into 
force of a statutory provision.� 

 According to article 3 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, no criminal penalty may 
be imposed on any person unless he has been convicted of an act that is prohibited under 
the Islamic sharia or statutory legislation in a trial conducted in accordance with sharia 
principles. The legal system thus contains many procedural safeguards aimed at regulating 
criminal proceedings. It guarantees the rights of the accused, and guarantees that the 
accused shall be presumed innocent until proven guilty by a final judgment based on 
proceedings that meet the requirements of Islamic sharia and the legislation applicable to 
the proceedings. 

 The Kingdom�s judiciary is independent. Article 46 of the Basic Law of Governance 
stipulates that: �The Judiciary shall be an independent authority. There shall be no power 
over judges in their judicial function other than the power of the Islamic sharia.� Article 1 
of the Judiciary Act stipulates that: �Judges are independent and, in the administration of 
justice, they shall be subject to no authority other than the provisions of the Islamic sharia 
and the legislation in force. No one may interfere with the judiciary.�  

 Article 160 of the Code of Criminal Procedure requires the court, during the hearing, 
to inform the accused of the offence with which he is charged, to explain it to him and to 
provide him with a copy thereof. Article 19 of the Legal Profession Act requires all judicial 
and investigative authorities to provide lawyers with all the facilities they need to perform 
their duties, to give them access to investigatory documents and to be present during the 
investigations. They may not decline lawyers� requests without legal justification. Article 
157 of the Code of Criminal Procedure stipulates that the accused should attend court 
hearings without physical restraints. He should be provided with the requisite protection 
and should not be dismissed from any hearing without justification. Moreover, he should be 
permitted to return to the hearing if the grounds for his removal cease to exist, and the court 
is required to inform him of any measures taken during his absence. Article 163 of the Code 
guarantees the right of each litigant to request the court to examine the evidence it submits 
and to take specific action in connection with investigation proceedings. Article 4 of the 
Code entitles all accused persons to seek the assistance of a lawyer or a representative to 
represent them during the investigation and trial stages. 

 According to article 139 of the Code, if the accused cannot afford to seek the 
assistance of a lawyer, he may ask the court to appoint a lawyer to defend him at the 
expense of the State. Article 64 of the Code of Sharia Procedure stipulates that the 
proceedings shall be conducted in public unless the judge, either of his own accord or 
pursuant to a request from one of the litigants, closes the hearing with a view to maintaining 
order, preserving public morals or protecting family privacy. Article 154 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure enshrines the same principle. Article 164 of the Code of Sharia 
Procedure requires the judgment to be pronounced at a public session. Article 181 (1) of the 
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Code of Criminal Procedure enshrines the same principle. It requires the judgment to be 
read out, after being signed by the parties who rendered it, at a public session, even when 
the case has been considered in camera. The judgment must be read out in the presence of 
all parties to the case and all judges involved in rendering it, unless the absence of any of 
them is excusable. Article 32 of the Code of Sharia Procedure requires the court to listen to 
the statements of the litigants and to provide an interpreter for anyone who does not speak 
the Arabic language. Article 171 of the Code of Criminal Procedure entitles the litigants, in 
cases where the court seeks the assistance of an expert to advise it on technical matters 
related to the case, to obtain copies of the expert�s report. It also requires the court to seek 
the assistance of one or more interpreters if litigants or witnesses do not understand the 
Arabic language. Article 164 of the Code entitles the litigants to request the court to hear 
witnesses and to review evidence. They may also request it to take specific action in 
connection with the investigatory proceedings.  

 Article 9 of the Code stipulates that appeals may be lodged against judgments in 
criminal cases in accordance with the provisions of the Code. Article 192 of the Code 
entitles convicted persons to lodge an appeal against judgments handed down by courts of 
first instance within the legally specified period. The court that hands down the judgment 
must inform them of this right when the judgment is delivered. Pursuant to article 193 of 
the Code, a copy of the judgment must be provided to prisoners or detainees within a 
specified period in the prison or detention facility. The authority responsible for the 
prisoner or detainee is required to bring him to the court to lodge his appeal against the 
judgment or his renunciation thereof within the prescribed period, and to sign it for entry in 
the records. Article 198 entitles a convicted person to lodge an appeal with the High Court 
against judgments and rulings handed down or supported by appeal courts, when the appeal 
is based on the following grounds: 

1. A violation of the provisions of Islamic sharia and the regulations issued by 
royal decree that are not inconsistent therewith; 

2. Delivery of a judgment by a court that is not properly constituted in 
accordance with the applicable legislation; 

3. Delivery of a judgment by a court or department without the requisite 
competence; 

4. An erroneous assessment or unsound characterization of the facts.  

 In addition, the Code entitles any litigant to submit a request for review of final 
judgments and sentences in the circumstances listed in article 204 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure. 

 The guarantees of a fair trial are supported by the presence at a number of judicial 
proceedings of members of the Human Rights Commission, the media and representatives 
of diplomatic missions.  

6. With regard to the request for information concerning the Terrorist Crimes 
and their Financing Act and the question as to whether it complies with international 
human rights standards: 

 The Terrorist Crimes and their Financing Act is a penal law based on the principle of 
balance between the risks stemming from such crimes and the protection of human rights 
enshrined in the Islamic sharia. The Act contains a definition of a terrorist offence and an 
offence of financing terrorism, and specifies the measures to be taken in such cases. It also 
provides for reform and rehabilitation to facilitate the reintegration of convicted persons 
into society, and for specialized centres tasked with re-educating detainees and persons 
convicted of such crimes and correcting their ideas. The Act has not undermined the 
safeguards for the accused set forth in the Code of Criminal Procedure and it complies with 
international human rights standards. The Kingdom�s actions to counter the terrorist 
phenomenon are consistent with international standards, including Human Rights Council 
resolution 28/17 of 26 March 2015, paragraph 7 of which urges States to take appropriate 
measures to duly investigate the incitement, preparation, instigation or commission of acts 
of terrorism and, where appropriate, to prosecute, convict and punish those engaged in such 
acts in accordance with national criminal laws and procedure. Paragraph 8 of the resolution 
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calls upon States to strengthen further their national laws and mechanisms on countering 
terrorism. 

7. With regard to the request to indicate what measures have been taken to 
ensure that the right to associate and to assemble peacefully and to freedom of 
expression and opinion are respected and that the physical and psychological integrity 
of those exercising such rights is guaranteed: 

 With regard to the right to assemble: The Kingdom�s legislation prohibits any 
gathering that may undermine social security and stability and national capacities. The 
Kingdom�s Government considers that such gatherings are not an end in themselves but a 
means of achieving human rights objectives, which may also be achieved by other more 
secure and effective means. The Kingdom�s legislation and regulations provide for the 
achievement of the desired objectives. The Basic Law of Governance guarantees what may 
be characterized as best practice in this regard. Thus, article 43 stipulates that: �The court of 
the King and of the Crown Prince shall be accessible to every citizen and to everyone who 
has a complaint or grievance. Every individual shall have the right to contact the public 
authorities regarding matters of concern.� 

 With regard to the establishment of associations: The Civil Society Associations and 
Foundations Act promulgated by Royal Decree No. M/8 of 19 Safar 1437 A.H. 
(1 December 2015) sets forth development and social objectives such as the organization, 
development, protection and enhancement of the benefits of non-governmental employment, 
participation in national development, and promotion of citizens� involvement in the 
administration and development of society. The Act provides strong support for the vision 
involving a shift of focus from care to development. It also promotes a culture of voluntary 
work among communities and the achievement of joint social responsibility. According to 
the Act, 10 persons may establish an association and obtain the permit within 60 days of the 
date of filling in the application forms in order to facilitate the procedures.  

 The Kingdom supports associations and foundations that are involved in promoting 
and protecting human rights or that are active in specific related areas. It has actually served 
as a vital partner in human rights work, for instance by enacting a law on protection from 
abuse drafted by a civil society organization, by participating in the drafting of a law on 
protection of children, and by involving a number of non-governmental and civil society 
organizations in preparing the Kingdom�s reports to treaty bodies and other bodies. 

 The Human Rights Commission organizes many courses, conferences, seminars and 
workshops to build the technical capacities of (governmental or non-governmental) 
individuals working in the area of human rights so that they may take substantive action 
based on international human rights standards and the provisions of the Islamic sharia. 

 With regard to freedom of opinion: The Kingdom�s legislation guarantees freedom 
of opinion and expression for all persons unless it has an adverse impact on public order, 
society, individuals or stability. This restriction is based on constitutional provisions at the 
national level, since article 39 of the Basic Law of Governance stipulates that all means of 
expression should use decent language and comply with national legislation. They should 
also contribute towards educating the nation and supporting national unity. Anything that is 
conducive to sedition and division, that undermines the security of the State or its public 
relations, or that violates human dignity and rights is prohibited. This restriction is also 
consistent with relevant international standards, in particular article 29 (2) of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights (�In the exercise of his rights and freedoms, everyone shall be 
subject only to such limitations as are determined by law solely for the purpose of securing 
due recognition and respect for the rights and freedoms of others and of meeting the just 
requirements of morality, public order and the general welfare ��.) It is also consistent 
with article 19 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, since it 
guarantees the right of everyone to hold opinions without interference and the right to 
freedom of expression, and it permits the exercise of that right to be subject to certain 
restrictions, including respect for the rights or reputations of others, and protection of 
national security, public order, or public health or morals. 
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8. With regard to the request to indicate what measures have been taken to 
ensure that human rights defenders in the Kingdom are able to carry out their 
legitimate work without fear of threats of any kind: 

 The State gives priority to the promotion and protection of human rights. Article 26 
of the Basic Law of Governance requires the State to protect human rights in accordance 
with the Islamic sharia, and article 36 requires it to provide security for all citizens and 
residents in the Kingdom�s territory. It adds that a person�s actions may not be restricted 
nor may he be arrested or imprisoned, save in accordance with the provisions of the Basic 
Law. Article 2 of the Code of Criminal Procedure states that no person shall be arrested, 
searched, detained or imprisoned save in cases specified by law. Moreover, no act may be 
prosecuted save on the basis of sharia provisions and previously enacted statutory 
provisions, in accordance with article 38 of the Basic Law of Governance. 

 All citizens and residents enjoy their rights and exercise their freedoms without 
discrimination, in accordance with the legislation in force in the Kingdom. No group has 
been designated as enjoying preferential status when it comes to the exercise of such rights 
and freedoms. Any person whose rights are violated can lodge a complaint in accordance 
with the available legal remedies. The Kingdom�s legislation requires all the State�s 
authorities to treat persons with justice regardless of their religion, race, sex or nationality. 
In the event of a violation of a right by any of these authorities or their representatives, the 
person whose right has been violated can have recourse to any mechanism to secure a 
remedy.  

 With regard to the serious concern expressed by the Special Rapporteurs regarding 
measures that appear to be directed against persons exercising their right to freedom of 
expression and association, this concern is unwarranted inasmuch as all such measures were 
taken, as stated above, with a view to charging them with acts criminalized by the 
Kingdom�s legislation. 

End 

    






















































