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  (Translated from Arabic) 

The Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia  

to the United Nations Office in Geneva 

Response of the Government of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia concerning the case of 

Waleed Abu Al-Khair 

1. With respect to the request to provide any additional information and any 

comment on the allegations:  

 The joint appeal concerns Saudi Arabian citizen Waleed Abu Al-Khair, who was the 

subject of previous communications and of opinion No. 10/2018 issued by the Working 

Group on Arbitrary Detention. 

 It should be noted that the Government has already responded to the previous 

communication about this individual. The allegations and claims are based on unfounded and 

unsubstantiated information received from the source The Kingdom investigates these 

allegations and clarifies all the facts, in cooperation with international human rights bodies. 

 With regard to opinion No. 10/2018 issued by the Working Group on Arbitrary 

Detention concerning this individual’s case, we have previously stated that this opinion is not 

valid because it violates article 13 (a) of the Code of Conduct for Special Procedures Mandate 

Holders of the Human Rights Council, approved by resolution No. 5/2 of 18 June 2007, which 

stresses the importance of fairly indicating what responses were given by the concerned State. 

The opinion is based on an incorrect premise, namely the failure by Saudi Arabia to provide 

the required response. 

 This is not true. The Permanent Mission submitted the requested response concerning 

this individual’s case to the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention as note 100081/1/3/6/413 

on 16 February 2018, in other words, before the deadline for replying. This was explained to 

the Working Group, and it was requested to do the following: 

1. Take into account in a comprehensive manner the information provided by Saudi 

Arabia on the situation of the individual, in accordance with article 6 (b) of the above-

mentioned Code of Conduct, and to accord this information proper consideration during the 

exercise by the Working Group of its mandate pursuant to paragraph (a) of that article on its 

duties. 

2. Review its opinion in line with paragraph 21 (c) of the Working Group’s methods of 

work on the procedure for review of opinions under the aforementioned resolution and render 

an opinion in accordance with paragraph 17 (b) concerning action taken on communications. 

3. Notify the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of human rights and 

fundamental freedoms while countering terrorism, the Special Rapporteur on the promotion 

and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression, the Special Rapporteur on 

the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and of association, the Special Rapporteur on the 

situation of human rights defenders and the Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, 

inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, to whom the case of Waleed Abu Al-Khair 

was referred, as noted in paragraph 91 of Opinion No. 10/2018, that the State submitted its 

response on this individual’s case on 5 January 2018, by the specified deadline, and what 

steps the Working Group has taken regarding paragraph 2 above. 

4. Take the same steps taken following the issuance of opinion No. 10/2018, including 

publishing a copy of this response on the Working Group’s website. 

 The joint communication states that Waleed Abu Al-Khair was arrested for hosting a 

weekly gathering at his home to discuss social issues in Saudi Arabia, defending those who 

had been punished for speaking out, and for signing a letter that criticized authorities for 

imprisoning a group of activists who had peacefully advocated for democratic reform, and 

that while his trial was ongoing he was rearrested, by order of the Minister of the Interior, for 

refusing to sign a pledge promising to stop his human rights advocacy. 
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 The Government has already responded to these allegations in its replies to previous 

communications. We confirm that the individual in question was arrested on 2 October 2013 

for having organized gatherings that disrupted public order. He was questioned by the Bureau 

of Investigation and Public Prosecution (the Public Prosecution) and released on 3 October 

2013. After that, he went on to commit a number of crimes and was again questioned by the 

Public Prosecution. After the interrogation, he was charged with the crimes of preparing, 

storing and transmitting information prejudicial to public order; defaming and insulting the 

judiciary; publicly impugning the probity and independence of judges; falsely accusing 

judges of injustice, partiality and violation of human rights; and establishing and supervising 

one unlicensed association and participating in the establishment of another. He was released 

and his case file was transferred to the competent court in accordance with article 126 of the 

Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001, which states: “If, having completed the investigation, 

the investigating authority finds that there is sufficient evidence against the suspect, the case 

shall be referred to the competent court and a summons to appear before it shall be served on 

the accused”. The individual in question attended the trial in accordance with article 135 of 

the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2013, which states that “If the case is brought before the 

court, the accused shall be summoned to appear before it”. He was detained pursuant to a 

judicial order issued by the competent court and not, as stated in the communication, pursuant 

to an order issued by the Minister of the Interior, in accordance with article 123 of the Code, 

which states: “If the accused is referred to a court, his or her release if detained or detention 

if at liberty shall be at the discretion of the court to which he or she is referred”. 

 It is stated in the communication that while at Dhahban prison, the individual has been 

denied adequate medical treatment for his health conditions, repeatedly subjected to torture 

and other cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment, including forced sleep deprivation, and 

denied access to a lawyer, family visits and food. 

 This is not true. As has been clarified in the responses to previous communications, 

he has received the necessary medical care while in detention and, like all other prisoners, 

has undergone medical examinations. At his request, he has also visited several medical 

clinics at various times. He has not been tortured or prevented from sleeping and has been 

treated well. He has been held in communal detention and allowed to contact his family and 

receive visits and telephone calls. He hired lawyers and a representative to defend him during 

his trial and they attended the court sessions with him. Representatives of the Human Rights 

Commission visited him at that time. 

 It is stated in the communication that Waleed Abu Al-Khair began an open-ended 

hunger strike, was hospitalized, and then returned to solitary confinement on 14 January 2020, 

where he continued to be denied medical care. 

 The reasons for the hunger strike were investigated and addressed by the prison 

administration in accordance with the relevant regulations and instructions. A committee of 

specialists was formed to help him understand the effects of the hunger strike and to convince 

him to end the strike. He ended the hunger strike willingly. A representative of the Human 

Rights Commission visited him during his hunger strike to check on his condition and the 

measures taken. He was actually returned to solitary confinement on 12 January 2020 for the 

remainder of the period imposed for the commission of a punishable offence under article 20 

(1) of the Prison and Detention Act. He was taken to the doctor for a check-up and given the 

necessary medicines; he was in good general health. 

 The disciplinary rules and sanctions applied in Saudi prisons are also in accordance 

with the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners (the Nelson 

Mandela Rules), such as rule 36, which requires discipline and order to be maintained with 

no more restriction than is necessary to ensure safe custody, the secure operation of the prison 

and a well ordered community life, and the rules on restrictions, disciplines and sanctions, 

particularly rules 37 and 45. 
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2. With respect to the request to provide detailed information on the factual and 

legal grounds for the arrest and detention of Mr. Abu Al-Khair and how these measures 

are compatible with international norms and standards as stated, inter alia, in the 

Universal Declaration: 

 As was explained in reply No. 1 above, the individual was arrested on 2 October 2013 

for questioning and was released the next day, on 3 October 2013. Upon completion of the 

investigation procedures, the individual was not remanded in custody and the case was 

referred to the competent court, in accordance with article 16 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure, which states: “The Public Investigation and Prosecution Department shall, in 

accordance with its own statutes, conduct the criminal case before the competent court”. 

Article 126 of the Code states that “If, having completed the investigation, the investigating 

authority finds that there is sufficient evidence against the suspect, the case shall be referred 

to the competent court and a summons to appear before it shall be served on the accused.” 

When he appeared in court, he was detained pursuant to a judicial order from the competent 

court, in accordance with article 123 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which provides: “If 

the accused is referred to a court, his or her release if detained or detention if at liberty shall 

be at the discretion of the court to which he or she is referred”. The measures taken in respect 

of the individual in question are in line with international rules and standards, including the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights, article 29 (2) of which stipulates that “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 in a democratic society.” He is currently serving his sentence. 

3. With respect to the request to provide information on the current whereabouts 

and state of health of Mr. Abu Al-Khair: 

 He is serving his sentence in Dhahban prison in Jeddah governorate. He is in good 

health. He is suffering from chronic gastrointestinal pain (colon) and has been administered 

the necessary medicine. In addition to his medical follow-up, he has visited the health centre 

and hospital several times: on 13, 16, 17, 18 and 19 December 2019, 8 and 12 January 2020 

and 3 February 2020. He has access to the medical centre, which is open 24 hours a day, if 

required by his medical condition. He receives the necessary medical care, just like other 

detainees and prisoners, all of whom undergo a medical examination at the time of their 

admission to prison. Prison inmates are given medical check-ups on a periodic basis pursuant 

to paragraph 5 of the Medical Services Regulations. Medical care is provided to all prisoners 

and detainees, in accordance with articles 12 and 22 of the Prison and Detention Act. Like 

other detainees, he is provided with appropriate food and meals. In conformity with article 5 

of the Act, all detention centres and prisons are subject to judicial, administrative, health and 

social inspections in accordance with the implementing regulations, in line with the United 

Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners. 

4. With respect to the request to explain how the trial of Mr. Abu Al-Khair was 

conducted in a manner that was consistent with international fair trial and due process 

standards: 

 As has already been explained in the responses to previous communications, when he 

appeared before the court, the public prosecutor’s charges were read out to him, in accordance 

with article 160 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which stipulates that: “At the hearing, 

the court shall inform the accused of the offence with which he or she is charged, read the 

indictment and explain it, provide the accused with a copy thereof and call upon him or her 

to respond.” He was informed by the judge that he was entitled to respond at once to the 

indictment orally or in writing, and that he was entitled to seek the assistance of a lawyer or 

legal representative to defend him, in accordance with article 4 (1) of the Code, which 

provides that: “Any accused person shall have the right to seek the assistance of a lawyer or 

a representative to defend him or her during the investigation and trial stages.” He appointed 

a lawyer and a legal representative. He was detained pursuant to a judicial order issued by 

the bench of the court, in accordance with article 123 of the Code, which states: “If the 

accused is referred to a court, his or her release if detained or detention if at liberty shall be 

at the discretion of the court to which he or she is referred”. The trial continued with the 

statements of all the parties, the submission of all the oral and written pleas, consideration of 
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the evidence against him and examination of the case file, in accordance with article 173 of 

the Code of Criminal Procedure (“The court shall first hear the prosecutor’s indictment and 

then the plea by the defendant or his legal representative or lawyer. Each of the parties shall 

be entitled to comment on the statements of the other parties, the defendant being the last to 

address the court. The court may prohibit any party from continuing if its submissions are 

irrelevant or repetitive. The court shall then deliver its judgment, either of acquittal or of 

conviction with the imposition of a penalty. In both instances the court shall also rule on the 

civil party’s petition”.) The court handed down a first-instance judgment, against which the 

defendant and his lawyer and legal representative and the public prosecutor lodged an appeal, 

in accordance with article 9 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which stipulates: “Appeals 

may be filed against judgments in criminal cases in accordance with the provisions of the 

Code.” Article 192 (1) stipulates: “The convicted person, the public prosecutor or the civil 

claimant may, within the legally prescribed time limit, appeal or request a review of 

judgments handed down by courts of first instance. The courts shall inform them of that right 

when delivering the judgment.” The full case file was referred to the appellate court in 

accordance with article 196 of the Code, which states: “The division that handed down the 

challenged judgment shall examine the grounds on which the objection is based without 

hearing submissions, unless necessary, and may amend or confirm the judgment as it sees fit. 

If it upholds the judgment it shall refer the case, with all its records and documents including 

those pertaining to the challenge, to the Court of Appeal. If it amends the judgment, all the 

parties to the case shall be so informed and the normal procedural rules shall apply.” The 

ruling, which was upheld by the Appeals Court, sentenced the individual to 15 years’ 

imprisonment starting from the date of his arrest, a fine of 200,000 riyals and a ban on 

travelling outside Saudi Arabia for a period equivalent to his prison term, starting from the 

end of the sentence imposed, in accordance with the procedures stipulated in article 6 (2) of 

the Travel Documents Act. Thus, the judicial review stages were completed, and the 

judgment became final and enforceable in accordance with article 212 of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure, which states: “Criminal judgments shall not be enforced until they have 

become final.” The enforcement order was transmitted to the competent authority in 

accordance with article 216 of the Code, which states: “The president of the court shall 

transmit the enforceable criminal judgment, as handed down by the court, to the 

administrative authority so that it can be enforced. The administrative authority shall take the 

necessary measures to enforce the judgment immediately.” 

 Based on the above information, it is evident that the individual’s trial was consistent 

with international fair trial and due process standards and that he enjoyed the rights 

guaranteed to him by law. He was not punished under the Counter-Terrorism and Financing 

of Terrorism Act of 2013, as stated in the joint communication. 

 The Kingdom’s laws guarantee the right to a fair trial. All guarantees of a fair trial are 

provided and the procedures are consistent with the Kingdom’s international human rights 

obligations. The Saudi judiciary derives its authority and principles from Islamic sharia, 

which enshrines the principle of justice and makes it the basis of governance and guarantees 

judicial independence. Article 46 of the Basic Law of Governance provides that the judiciary 

is an independent authority and the decisions of judges are subject to no authority other than 

that of Islamic sharia. Article 1 of the Statutes of the Judiciary states: “Judges are independent. 

They are subject to no authority other than Islamic sharia and statutory law, and no one may 

interfere in the course of justice.” Moreover, according to article 48 of the Basic Law of 

Governance: “The courts apply the provisions of Islamic sharia to the cases that come before 

them in accordance with the Qur’an and the Sunna and with laws decreed by the ruler that 

do not conflict with the Qur’an and the Sunna.” According to article 49 of the Basic Law 

states, the courts in Saudi Arabia are competent to adjudicate in all crimes and disputes, with 

the exception of cases that fall under the jurisdiction of the Board of Grievances (the 

administrative judiciary). 
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5. With respect to the request to provide information about the current conditions 

of detention of Mr. Abu Al-Khair, including material conditions in which he continues 

to be detained, as well as with regard to contact with other prisoners, his family and 

lawyer, and how these conditions are consistent with the provisions of the Mandela 

Rules: 

 He is currently in prison pursuant to a final court judgment against him that is 

enforceable in accordance with article 212 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, as previously 

explained in answer No. 4 above. He is being held in the collective wing, and, like other 

prisoners and detainees, is allowed to receive visits and to meet with his lawyer. In addition, 

telephone booths are available in all wings for use by all inmates, including the individual in 

question, without exception. 

 The Kingdom’s laws provide that no one may be arrested, detained or restricted in his 

or her freedom of movement save as provided for by law, in accordance with article 36 of 

the Basic Law of Governance, which emphasizes the need for the State to ensure the security 

of all its citizens and residents living within its territory and provides that no one may be 

arrested without an order from the competent authority. In addition, no one may be placed in 

prison without an order from the competent authority, in accordance with article 1 of the 

Prison and Detention Act, which states that prison sentences are to be served in prisons, and 

any person against whom a detention order has been issued by the competent authorities is 

to be placed in a detention centre in accordance with the provisions of the Act and its 

implementing regulations. Article 7 of the Act provides that: “No one may be placed in prison 

or a detention centre or transferred or released without a written order signed by the 

competent authority and no prisoner or detainee may remain in the prison or detention centre 

beyond the period stipulated in the order”. Domestic law criminalizes all forms of torture and 

other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment. For example, article 2 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure provides that a person under arrest may not be subjected to any bodily or moral 

harm or subjected to any torture or degrading treatment. Article 36 (1) of the Code establishes 

that arrested persons must be treated in a manner that preserves their dignity, must not be 

harmed physically or mentally and must be informed of the reasons for their arrest and have 

the right to contact a person whom they wish to notify. Article 102 of the Code requires the 

interrogation of accused persons to be conducted in a manner that does not influence their 

will to make statements. They must not be required to take an oath or be subjected to coercive 

measures. They may not be interrogated outside the premises of the investigating authority 

unless the investigator deems such action to be necessary. Article 28 of the Prison and 

Detention Act prohibits any kind of assault against prisoners or detainees and stipulates that 

disciplinary measures must be taken against military or civilian personnel who commit such 

acts, without prejudice to any criminal penalties to which they might also be liable. Moreover, 

article 2 (8) of Royal Decree No. 43 of 1958 prohibits the use – during the course of public 

duties – of ill-treatment or coercion such as torture, cruelty, confiscation of assets or denial 

of personal liberties, including exemplary punishment, imposition of fines, imprisonment, 

exile, mandatory residence in a particular place and illegal entry into private dwellings. The 

penalty for such acts is up to 10 years’ imprisonment. Detainees and prisoners undergo a 

medical examination immediately after their placement in the general prison. Prisoners 

undergo periodic medical examinations, in accordance with paragraph 5 of the Medical 

Services Regulations. Medical care is provided to all prisoners and detainees, in accordance 

with article 22 of the Prison and Detention Act. All places of detention and prisons are subject 

to judicial, administrative, health and social inspections in accordance with article 5 of the 

Act, which stipulates that: “Prisons and places of detention are subject to judicial, 

administrative, health and social inspection in accordance with the provisions of the 

implementing regulations.” Under article 39 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, all detainees 

and prisoners have the right to submit a written or verbal complaint to the director of the 

detention centre or prison at any time and to request that the complaint be communicated to 

a member of the Public Prosecution. The director is required to receive the complaint and 

transmit it immediately after recording it in the register maintained to that end and must 

provide the complainant with an acknowledgement of receipt thereof. The administration of 

the prison or detention centre is required to designate a separate office for members of the 

Public Prosecution from which they can monitor the conditions of prisoners and detainees. 
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Under article 12 of the Prison and Detention Act, prisoners and detainees have the right to 

regular visits and telephone calls. 

 This is in line with relevant international standards, such as the United Nations 

Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners (the Nelson Mandela Rules), rule 1 

of which states that “all prisoners shall be treated with the respect due to their dignity and 

value as human beings. No prisoner shall be subjected to torture and other cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment or punishment.” It is also consistent with rule 7, which provides that “no 

person shall be received in a prison without a valid commitment order”, and with rule 24 (1), 

according to which “the provision of health care for prisoners is a State responsibility. 

Prisoners should enjoy the same standards of health care that are available in the community.” 

It also complies with rule 56 (1), which states that “every prisoner shall have the opportunity 

each day to make requests or complaints to the prison director or the prison staff member 

authorized to represent him or her” and with rule 58 (1), which provides that “prisoners shall 

be allowed, under necessary supervision, to communicate with their family and friends at 

regular intervals”. The disciplinary rules and sanctions applied in Saudi prisons are also in 

accordance with the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners, 

as indicated in reply No. 1. 

6. With respect to the request to clarify the reason for which Mr. Abu Al-Khair was 

placed in solitary confinement, how long he has been in solitary confinement, the 

reason(s) for his continued placement in solitary confinement, and why he may no 

longer have access to his books: 

 The claim that he has not had access to his books is untrue. He has not been prevented 

from doing so and in fact they were delivered to him with a receipt. In addition, there is a 

prison library for all inmates, where he can borrow books and newspapers in accordance with 

article 18 of the Prison and Detention Act, which states: “A library shall be established in 

every prison and detention centre, containing religious, scientific and ethical books, for 

prisoners and detainees to use in their spare time. Prisoners and detainees are allowed to bring 

books, newspapers or magazines at their own expense, in accordance with the implementing 

regulations.” 

7. With respect to the request to clarify what steps were taken regarding Mr. Abu 

Al-Khair’s medical conditions and deteriorating state of health, in particular to explain 

why he was taken to King Fahd Hospital, what treatments, tests, examinations or other 

medical care he was provided with at the hospital, and how these were consistent with 

the World Medical Assembly’s Declaration of Malta on Hunger Strikes, and to explain 

why he was taken to the hospital again several weeks later, and to provide information 

about his most recent treatment at King Fahd Hospital and about the manner in which 

this was consistent with the Declaration of Malta: 

 As described in reply No. 3 above, the individual in question receives the necessary 

medical care and is in good health. He saw the prison doctor on 18 January 2020 and refused 

to take intravenous fluids. He was therefore taken to the hospital and returned on the same 

day, as his condition was good. He was taken to hospital again on 25 February 2020 for a 

follow-up and was discharged on the same day after being examined and given the necessary 

treatment. His condition is constantly monitored. The measures taken in respect of this 

individual are consistent with the World Medical Assembly’s Declaration of Malta. 

8. With respect to the request to provide information as to whether the allegations 

of torture or other ill-treatment were investigated as required under the Convention 

against Torture and, if no investigation was carried out, to explain why and how this is 

consistent with the international human rights obligations of Saudi Arabia under the 

Convention: 

 As explained in this reply and the responses to previous communications, he has not 

been subjected to torture or ill-treatment. The Kingdom’s laws include a series of safeguards 

and measures to ensure that no detainee or prisoner is subjected to torture, ill-treatment or 

other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, as described in reply No. 5. 

 All of the prisons and detention centres in the Kingdom are subject to supervision and 

inspection. The necessary measures are taken in the event of any violation, as previously 
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mentioned. Members of the Public Prosecution oversee criminal investigation officers in 

their investigative duties, in line with article 25 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. 

 In addition to these control mechanisms for the protection of the rights of prisoners 

and detainees, the Human Rights Commission, pursuant to article 5 (6) and (7) of its Statute, 

pays unannounced visits to prisons and detention facilities, without needing to request 

permission from the competent authorities. It also receives and checks the validity of human 

rights complaints and takes the necessary statutory measures in response thereto. The 

National Society for Human Rights, which is a civil society organization, also visits prisons 

and detention facilities and receives complaints. Offices have been opened in prisons for the 

Public Prosecution Service and, in some cases, for the Human Rights Commission and the 

National Society for Human Rights so that they can monitor the situation of prisoners and 

receive their complaints on site. As previously explained, State institutions have a legal 

obligation to ensure that all individuals are treated fairly. 

 The Kingdom is committed to the human rights treaties that it has ratified, including 

the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or 

Punishment, which is deemed to constitute part of national law. 

9. With respect to the request to provide information on how legislation and other 

provisions in force to regulate the legitimate exercise of the rights to freedom of 

expression and freedom of religion and belief are compatible with international human 

rights standards: 

 The laws of the Kingdom guarantee freedom of opinion and expression for everyone 

unless public order or social values are transgressed or members of society are offended. 

Article 8 of the Press and Publications Act guarantees the right to express one’s opinion 

through various means of publication, within the scope of legal and regulatory provisions. 

Article 24 of the Act stipulates that local newspapers are not subject to censorship, except in 

exceptional circumstances approved by the Prime Minister. This restriction has a statutory 

basis nationally. Thus, article 39 of the Basic Law of Governance obliges all media to use 

the language of decency, abide by State laws, contribute to the education of the nation and 

promote unity. Anything that would lead to sedition or division or undermine the security of 

the State is forbidden. This is consistent with international standards, most significantly 

article 29 (2) of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, which states: “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 public 

welfare”. 

 With respect to freedom of religion and belief, all citizens of the Kingdom are 

Muslims, who enjoy all of their rights on an equal footing. They have the same rights and 

duties, and they practise their religious rituals and beliefs freely and without discrimination 

as part of a single and harmonious national fabric. They have equal rights in all fields such 

as education, health, employment and litigation. Saudi legislation and regulations do not 

contain provisions – or even references – that discriminate against anyone. Discrimination is 

actually criminalized and punishable under article 8 of the Basic Law of Governance, which 

stipulates that: “Governance in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia shall be based on justice, 

consultation and equality in accordance with the Islamic sharia.” Article 11 stipulates that: 

“Saudi society shall be based on its members’ adherence to the bond of Allah, their 

cooperation in righteousness and piety, their maintenance of solidarity and their avoidance 

of disparity.” Article 12 stipulates that: “Promotion of national unity is a duty and the State 

shall prevent anything that could lead to disunity, sedition and division.” Article 26 stipulates 

that: “The State shall protect human rights in accordance with the Islamic sharia.” The 

Kingdom is committed to the human rights treaties that it has ratified, including the 

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. 

10. With respect to the request to provide information that details how the 

Government’s counter-terrorism efforts comply with the United Nations Security 

Council resolutions enumerated, as well as with international human rights law: 

 Saudi Arabia has spared no effort in combating terrorism and extremism and declaring 

terrorist acts to be criminal acts that must be punished and deterred. The security forces have 
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successfully prevented numerous acts of terrorist violence and thwarted many heinous 

terrorist plans, while demonstrating due regard for human rights. The alertness of citizens 

and residents who have played their part in the fight against terrorism by reporting suspicious 

behaviour is applauded. 

 The King Abdulaziz Centre for National Dialogue plays a major role in promoting 

moderation, tolerance and coexistence. It has run several projects aimed at achieving these 

goals, including the Tibyan Project on combating extremism, which seeks to spread the 

values of moderation, tolerance and repudiation of all forms of extremism. 

 The Ideological War Centre was established with a mandate to address the roots of 

extremism and terrorism and secure a true understanding of Islam. The Centre’s terrorism 

prevention and deradicalization programmes have enabled young people around the world to 

fortify themselves against the blandishments of terrorism. The goals of the Centre include 

formulating a deep-rooted understanding of the problem of extremism by studying its 

underlying causes, understanding the tools and methods used by extremist groups, identifying 

the social groups targeted by terrorist groups and cooperating effectively with national and 

global organizations. 

 At the regional and international levels, the Global Centre for Combating Extremist 

Ideology (“Itidal”), inaugurated on 21 May 2017 by the Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques, 

King Salman bin Abdulaziz, is one component of the institutional framework for fighting 

terrorism. Working in collaboration with related international organizations and States, the 

Centre monitors and analyses extremist ideology in order to confront it and protect against it. 

The Kingdom is committed to adhering to the provisions and rules of international human 

rights law. 

 These efforts are consistent with the country’s obligations under international law, in 

particular international human rights law. 

11. With respect to the request to indicate, in line with United Nations General 

Assembly resolutions 71/205 and 72/190, what measures have been taken to ensure that 

human rights defenders in Saudi Arabia are able to carry out their legitimate work and 

exercise their rights to freedom of expression and association, in a safe and enabling 

environment without fear of threats or acts of intimidation and harassment of any sort: 

 Nobody is being detained because of the exercise of his or her rights or freedoms. All 

citizens and residents enjoy their rights and exercise their freedoms in accordance with the 

legislation in force in the Kingdom. No group, regardless of its designation, is accorded 

precedence in regard to exercise of those rights and freedoms. Any person whose rights are 

violated may lodge a complaint in accordance with the available legal remedies. State 

institutions have a legal obligation to ensure that all individuals are treated fairly, regardless 

of their religion, race, gender or nationality. If any of those institutions or their representatives 

fail to respect this obligation, the persons whose rights have been violated can avail 

themselves of any of the mechanisms for legal redress. 

 Article 36 of the Basic Law of Governance stipulates that no one may be arrested, 

detained or restricted in his or her freedom of movement save as provided for by law, and it 

guarantees the security of all citizens and persons residing in the Kingdom’s territory. 

 With regard to freedom of expression, it has already been made clear in reply No. 9 

above that the Kingdom’s regulations ensure the exercise of this right. 

 Regarding the formation of associations, the Civil Associations and Organizations Act 

(2015) contains a set of development and social goals designed to regulate, develop and 

protect non-governmental work with a view to increasing the benefit thereof, contributing to 

national development and promoting citizen participation in the management and 

development of society. The Act underpins the vision of transition from a pastoral to a 

developmental approach and seeks to foster the culture of voluntary work among members 

of society and achieve social solidarity. To simplify procedures, it states that an association 

may be founded by 10 persons and obtain a licence within 60 days of submitting the 

application documents. The failure to respond to an application to form an association within 

this period of time shall be construed as an approval to form the association. 
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 The Kingdom supports associations and institutions that seek to promote and protect 

human rights or that operate in associated areas. It has in fact recognized them as essential 

partners in human rights work. Examples of this partnership include: the promulgation of the 

Protection from Abuse Act, which was drafted by a civil society association; participation in 

the preparation of the Child Protection Act; and involvement of a number of NGOs and civil 

society associations in the preparation of the Kingdom’s reports to the treaty bodies and other 

reports. 

 One of the most prominent civil society institutions in the area of human rights is the 

National Society for Human Rights, which publishes reports on the human rights situation in 

the Kingdom, in which citizens highlight shortcomings that impede the full enjoyment of any 

human rights and their causes, drawing information from complaints they have received and 

infringements that they have observed. The reports assess progress achieved and present 

appropriate conclusions and recommendations. The Society also prepares studies and issues 

press releases concerning specific cases. Like many other associations and institutions 

working in human rights-related fields, it prepares studies and reports and organizes 

symposiums and interactive media events designed to promote and protect the rights with 

which it is concerned. Its freedom to engage in its activities and perform its functions in an 

independent and unrestricted manner is guaranteed by law. 

 The Human Rights Commission organizes many courses, conferences, seminars and 

workshops with a view to building the technical capacities of governmental and non-

governmental human rights activists so that they can operate objectively in the area of human 

rights, basing their work on international human rights norms and the provisions of Islamic 

sharia. These measures are in line with the two United Nations General Assembly resolutions 

in question. 

 It is clear from the foregoing that the allegations contained in the joint communication 

are incorrect, as the measures taken against this individual have been clarified and they are 

consistent with international human rights standards. 

 The Kingdom requests the special procedures mandate holders of the Human Rights 

Council involved in this communication to: 

1. Give this information due consideration in the fulfilment of their mandates, in 

accordance with article 6 (a) of the Code of Conduct for Special Procedures Mandate Holders 

of the Human Rights Council, as approved in resolution No. 2/5 of 18 June 2007. 

2. Take into account in a comprehensive manner the information provided by Saudi 

Arabia on the situation of this individual, in accordance with article 6 (b) of the above-

mentioned Code. 

3. Observe article 13 (a) of the aforementioned Code, by indicating fairly what responses 

were given by the Kingdom and not shortening them prejudicially. 

    








































