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(Translated from Arabic)
Response to the allegations concerning five persons contained in the joint communication
The competent authorities in the United Arab Emirates have reviewed joint communication
AL ARE 3/2021, dated 25 May 2021, concerning Mohamed al-Mansoori, Hassan Mohammed alHammad, Hadif Rashed Abdullah al-Owais, Ali Saeed al-Kindi and Salim Hamdoon al-Shahhi. They
wish to provide the following information:
The first allegation: Their sentences were harsh and their detention was arbitrary, according
to the United Nations Working Group on Arbitrary Detention.
1.

The persons in question were sentenced to prison terms 10 years ago on the charge of

“establishing, instituting and organizing activities aimed at taking over or seizing the State’s ruling
system, suspending the provisions of the Constitution or the legislation, or opposing the fundamental
principles on which the State’s ruling system is based”. The trial hearings were held in public and in
the presence of the media. The charges were read out in public and in their presence, and they were
provided with detailed information concerning their content. The judge permitted them to comment
on the charges filed against them during a hearing. They were allowed to present a defence and they
were assigned a lawyer to defend them.
2.

The persons in question were not subjected to arbitrary detention or deprived of their

individual rights. In fact, a judgment was handed down against them by the Federal Supreme Court.
All the measures taken against them by the judicial authorities, from the investigation and charging
stage to the rendering of a judgment, were conducted in accordance with the legal procedures
stipulated in the federal legislation. The Public Prosecution Service, acting as the competent judicial
authority, supervises all inquiries and gathering of evidence as well as the investigation, charging and
interrogation procedures.
The second allegation: There are disturbing allegations that they were subjected to prolonged
periods of solitary confinement, which may amount to torture, and that the authorities turned
off the air conditioning as temperatures rose to over 40°C, and covered the windows, preventing
the prisoners from seeing sunlight.
1.

The persons in question have never been placed in solitary confinement and all their rights

are guaranteed in accordance with the provisions of federal legislation. They have never been
subjected to any form of physical or mental torture or to cruel or inhuman treatment, nor have they
been deprived of the rights guaranteed by the provisions of federal legislation. They are currently
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serving their prison sentences in incarceration facilities that are monitored by the Public Prosecution
Service.
2.

The persons in question have been placed in appropriate incarceration facilities, which meet

all the standards required to ensure inmates’ well-being in terms of food, environment, air
conditioning, ventilation, entertainment, family visits and communications, in accordance with the
provisions of the Regulation of Penal Facilities Act.
The third allegation: It is claimed that their trial violated their right to a fair trial and that their
access to legal counsel, including during interrogation, was restricted.
1.

The persons in question were tried before fair and competent courts by qualified judges who

render their judgments in a completely impartial and independent manner and perform their duties in
accordance with the Constitution and the national legislation in force. The law also guarantees the
basic rules and premises of a fair trial. A defence lawyer was appointed for each of the persons in
question to plead for them in court hearings, and charges were brought against them after all the
compelling legal evidence had been examined.
2.

All the persons in question were assigned a defence counsel. They were able to access the

lawyers freely at all stages of the litigation and were not prevented from doing so.
The fourth allegation: The authorities of the United Arab Emirates are urged to release the
human rights defenders so that they can continue their meaningful and necessary human rights
work.
1.

The persons in question committed criminal acts defined in Federal Criminal Code No. 3 of

1987 and are currently serving their sentences in a penal facility based on a judgment handed down
by the Federal Supreme Court, which is the highest judicial authority in the country. The judgment
was rendered after charges based on compelling and valid legal evidence were brought against them.

