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(Translated from Arabic) 

The Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia to the United Nations Office at Geneva 

1. With regard to the request to provide any additional information or comments on the above-mentioned 

allegations: 

• The Kingdom cooperates with all United Nations human rights mechanisms and responds to their inquiries and 

requests. It complies with its international obligations under the human rights treaties that it has ratified, and its 

actions are consistent with its obligations under international human rights law and with relevant international 

norms. It examines the allegations that it receives and clarifies all relevant facts. 

• We wish to underscore that the information contained in the joint appeal is inaccurate and comprises unfounded 

allegations and conjectures based on information received from the source without any validation or evidence. 

We wish to provide the following clarifications: 

 The implication that the execution of the death penalties imposed on 81 persons was linked to religious and 

ethnic factors is inaccurate and entirely unauthentic. The execution of the criminal penalties constituted, without 

exception, the enforcement of justice, the implementation of legal requirements, achievement of the goals of deterrence 

and restraint, fulfilment of the rights of the victims of such crimes, protection of society and preservation of its security 

and stability. 

2. The Kingdom complies fully with the principle of equality. All its citizens enjoy their rights on an equal footing. 

They have the same rights and duties, and practise their religious rites 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. The Kingdom’s legislation does 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 whatever leads 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 United Nations 

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, which is deemed to constitute part of its legislation. 

3. The perpetrators deserved the penalties for having committed crimes that transgressed public and private rights 

and constituted violations of human rights and dignity, especially the right to life, the right to physical integrity and the 

right to security. 

4. With regard to the participation in protests, we wish to underscore that all persons convicted in connection with 

those events committed terrorist crimes, including the use of firearms and Molotov cocktails against citizens, residents 

and security personnel engaged in the maintenance of law and order, which resulted in a number of deaths and injuries, 

and caused damage to public and private property. 

5. What is really surprising is the fact that the inaccurate information contained in the joint appeal focuses on some 

of the executed persons and links the penalty to their participation in protests against the Government, while ignoring the 

fact that terrorism has no religion or sect. It is a crime that targets the world as a whole and does not differentiate between 
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religions and ethnicities. The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia condemns all forms and manifestations of terrorism on a 

continuous and unequivocal basis, regardless of the perpetrators or the location, since terrorism is one of the most serious 

threats to global peace and security.  

6. We wish to underscore in this regard that no persons are detained for exercising their rights and freedoms. All 

male and female citizens and residents enjoy their rights and exercise their freedoms without discrimination, in accordance 

with the laws in force in the Kingdom. No group, regardless of its designation, is accorded preferential treatment in the 

enjoyment of its rights and the exercise of its freedoms. Persons whose rights have been violated may file a complaint 

based on existing legal remedies. The Kingdom’s legislation requires all State authorities to treat people fairly, regardless 

of their religion, race, gender or nationality. If any such authority or its representative violates any rights, there are a 

number of mechanisms that guarantee effective human rights safeguards, in accordance with the applicable legal 

procedures. They include the judiciary, and governmental and non-governmental human rights institutions. 

7. The laws of the Kingdom protect freedom of opinion and expression, and every person is entitled to exercise 

that right unless such action is deemed to breach or exceed the bounds or the norms applicable to society or its members. 

This restriction is consistent with relevant international norms, particularly the provisions of article 29 (2) of the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights, 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 general welfare.” It is 

also consistent with article 19 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which guarantees the right of 

everyone to hold opinions without interference and the right to freedom of expression, with the right to be subject to 

certain restrictions, including respect for the rights or reputations of others, and the protection of national security, public 

order, public health or morals. 

8. The joint appeal refers to the cases of Aqil bin Hassan al-Faraj, Asaad Makki Shubbar and Mohammed al-

Shakhouri, stating that they were previously discussed with the Kingdom and that the death sentences reportedly followed 

trials that did not meet fair trial guarantees, including as a result of evidence based on torture. 

 We wish to underscore in this regard that the Kingdom issued clarifications in all its previous responses to 

communications submitted by special procedures mandate-holders of the Human Rights Council regarding the 

aforementioned cases. The communications referred to all the allegations and conjectures contained in the joint appeal 

currently under consideration. The allegations were reviewed and all relevant facts were clarified in detail. It was found 

that the relevant laws of the Kingdom and the measures taken in all cases were consistent with international human rights 

principles and norms. It was also found that the information contained in the communications was inaccurate and 

comprised unfounded allegations and conjectures based on information received from the source without any validation 

or evidence. The Kingdom’s response No. 413/668, dated 22 October 2021, and response No. 

2206358/NONE/2022/SP/26, dated 20 April 2022, should therefore be taken into consideration.  

 The persons concerned confessed of their own free will before the investigating authority and confirmed their 

confessions to the charges filed against them before the judiciary, in accordance with article 101 (2) of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure. They enjoyed full legal capacity and were not placed under duress. 

The judge does not rely solely in his judgment on the defendant’s confession but on the factual and presumptive 

evidence presented, the arrest and search records, the testimonies of witnesses, and the cross-examinations and statements 

heard during the judicial proceedings. Since the proceedings constitute the final stage of investigation, the court is 
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empowered to hear witnesses, to visit and inspect the scene of the incidents, and to seek the assistance of experts, including 

forensic physicians, in order to safeguard the rights of the parties involved in the case. Article 161 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure stipulates that if the accused confesses at any time to the charges filed against him, the court shall hear his 

statements in detail and discuss them with him. Evidence that is proven to have been obtained through torture contravenes 

the provisions of the Islamic sharia and relevant legislation of the Kingdom. According to article 187 of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure, any action that is inconsistent with the provisions of the Islamic sharia and the legislation derived 

therefrom is null and void. 

The Kingdom’s legislation criminalizes torture and makes it a punishable offence. It contains a number of 

safeguards and measures aimed at ensuring that no detainee or prisoner is subjected to torture or to other cruel, inhuman 

or degrading treatment. Article 2 of the Code of Criminal Procedure states that arrested persons may not be subjected to 

physical or mental harm or to torture or degrading treatment. Article 36 of the Code requires arrested persons to be treated 

in a manner that preserves their dignity, and states that they may not be subjected to physical or moral harm, that they 

must be informed of the grounds for their detention and that they should be allowed to exercise their right to communicate 

with a person of their choice. 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, and adds that they may not be required to take an oath, be 

subjected to coercive measures or be interrogated outside the premises of the investigating body unless the investigator 

determines that such action is required. 

Article 28 of the Imprisonment and Detention Act states that no prisoner or detainee may be subjected to any 

form of assault. Disciplinary action must be taken against civil or military personnel who commit such acts, without 

prejudice to the imposition of criminal penalties on the perpetrators. Pursuant to article 2 (8) of Royal Decree No. 43 of 

A.H. 1377 (1958 A.D.), public officials who, in the course of their duties, inflict ill-treatment or use coercion such as 

torture, cruelty, confiscation of property or denial of personal liberties, including exemplary punishment, imposition of 

fines, imprisonment, exile or mandatory residence in a certain place and illegal entry into private dwellings, face 

imprisonment for up to 10 years.  

All prisons and detention facilities in the Kingdom are subject to oversight and inspections, and the necessary 

measures are taken in the event of any contravention. Members of the Public Prosecutor’s Office monitor criminal 

investigation officers in the performance of their investigative duties, in accordance with article 25 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure. 

With a view to enhancing oversight mechanisms and safeguarding the rights of prisoners and detainees, the 

Human Rights Commission, pursuant to article 5 (6) and (7) of its Statute, is entitled to visit prisons and detention centres 

at any time, without the need for permission from the competent authority, to receive and verify complaints relating to 

human rights, and to take the corresponding legal measures. In addition, the National Society for Human Rights, which 

is a civil society association, visits prisons and detention facilities and receives complaints. Offices have been opened in 

prisons for the Public Prosecution Service, and in some of them also for the Human Rights Commission and the National 

Society for Human Rights, so that they can monitor inmates’ conditions of detention and receive complaints on the spot. 

The Kingdom’s legislation requires all State bodies to guarantee justice for all, regardless of their religion, race, gender 

or nationality. If any such authority or its representative violates any rights, there are a number of mechanisms that 

guarantee effective human rights safeguards, in accordance with the applicable legal procedures. They include the 

judiciary, and governmental and non-governmental human rights institutions. 
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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 its 

legislation. The Kingdom’s actions are thus in line with its human rights obligations. 

With regard to the allegation that some of the persons who were executed did not enjoy a fair trial and due 

process, it is essential to bear in mind the clarifications provided by the Saudi Ministry of the Interior in a statement 

concerning the persons in question, the detailed explanations provided to a number of special procedures mandate-holders 

of the Human Rights Council regarding the individual cases that they raised, the very serious crimes of which the said 

persons were convicted and which were unrelated to the alleged protests, in addition to the certification that they enjoyed 

safeguards and a fair trial in line with international norms, that the death penalty is imposed only for the most serious 

crimes and in strictly limited cases, in accordance with the Kingdom’s legislation, that death sentences are handed down 

and enforced only after completion of judicial proceedings at the various levels of jurisdiction, and that the Kingdom’s 

laws provide all guarantees of a fair trial that are consistent with its international human rights obligations and with 

international norms governing a fair trial and due process, including the safeguards guaranteeing the rights of persons 

facing the death penalty enshrined in resolution 1984/50 adopted by the United Nations Economic and Social Council 

(ECOSOC) on 25 May 1984.  

9. We shall now comment on the recommendation by the mandate-holders participating in the appeal to review and 

reconsider the Counter-Terrorism and Financing of Terrorism Act to ensure that its provisions comply with the 

international obligations of Saudi Arabia, and on the concern expressed about the inappropriate nature of the penalties 

prescribed in the Act for ambiguously defined crimes. 

 We wish to underscore that the Kingdom’s laws are formulated with adequate precision and clarity and that they 

contain no ambiguities or equivocal phrases. They are published on governmental and other websites, and the entire 

population can consult them, comprehend their content and regulate their conduct to ensure compliance with the 

provisions. The Kingdom is committed to the human rights treaties that it has ratified, and its laws are continuously 

reviewed, updated and developed to reflect local and international changes and developments. Its national legislation 

criminalizes terrorism and provides for the punishment of perpetrators. The Counter-Terrorism and Financing of 

Terrorism Act contains clear definitions of the crimes of terrorism and financing of terrorism, which are consistent with 

international norms and the Kingdom’s international obligations. It specifies the procedures for arrest and detention, the 

assignment of lawyers and temporary release, and the court that is competent to hear such cases. It also defines the 

offences and penalties. The Act provides for the establishment of specialized centres for the re-education of persons 

detained and convicted of terrorist offences and for the creation of correctional and rehabilitation centres to facilitate their 

reintegration into society. 

 We wish to draw attention in this connection to article 4 (3) of the Code of Conduct for Special Procedures 

Mandate-holders of the Human Rights Council adopted by resolution 5/2 of 18 June 2007, which stipulates that mandate-

holders shall carry out their mandate while fully respecting the national legislation and regulations of the country wherein 

they are exercising their mission. When an issue arises in this regard, mandate-holders shall adhere strictly to the 

provisions of Regulation 1 (e) of the regulations. 

2. With regard to the request to provide information on all the circumstances of the 81 executions and to 

explain how they comply with international human rights law obligations and standards: 
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 The death penalty can be imposed only for the most serious crimes and in extremely limited circumstances. It is 

not imposed or enforced until judicial proceedings at all levels of jurisdiction have been completed. The Kingdom’s 

legislation provides all guarantees of a fair trial and due process that are consistent with the Kingdom’s international 

human rights obligations. Cases are heard by a bench of three judges in a court of first instance. The judgment is then 

referred to the appeal court, even if no party has filed an appeal, and is reviewed by a bench of five judges. If the appeal 

court endorses the death sentence, the case is referred to the Supreme Court and is reviewed by a bench of five judges. If 

the Supreme Court endorses the judgment, all stages of the proceedings have been completed and the judgment becomes 

final. 

The Kingdom’s laws provide all guarantees of a fair trial that are consistent with its international human rights 

obligations and with international norms governing a fair trial and due process, including the safeguards guaranteeing the 

rights of persons facing the death penalty enshrined in resolution 1984/50 adopted by the United Nations Economic and 

Social Council (ECOSOC) on 25 May 1984.  

3. With regard to the request to provide information on the charges for which these 81 persons were 

sentenced to death and to explain how the principles of legality, necessity and proportionality were respected: 

 The death penalty can be imposed only for the most serious crimes and in extremely limited circumstances. The 

terrorist offences of which the persons concerned were convicted are among the most serious crimes and are punishable 

under the legislation in force in the Kingdom. The crimes they committed included the killing of innocent men, women 

and children. They shed sacrosanct blood, inflicted damage on people’s property, tarnished their honour, and went so far 

as to harm their own fathers and mothers. They targeted places of worship, government headquarters and places of vital 

importance for the country’s economy. They tracked and targeted officials and immigrants, and tracked, killed and 

mutilated law enforcement officers. In addition, they planted mines and committed crimes of kidnapping, torture and rape 

as well as crimes of robbery using weapons and hand grenades. They smuggled weapons, ammunition and bombs into 

the Kingdom with a view to undermining security, promoting strife and unrest, causing riots and chaos, and implementing 

plans of terrorist entities such as the Islamic State in Iraq and the Levant (ISIL), Al-Qaida, the Houthi movement and 

other terrorist organizations that are hostile to the Kingdom. 

 The Kingdom emphasizes that the principle of legality is enshrined in the Basic Law of Governance. Article 38 

stipulates that: “Penalties are personal and there can be no offence and no penalty save on the basis of sharia or statutory 

provisions. No penalty may be imposed save for acts committed subsequent to the enactment of a law.” Article 3 of the 

Code of Criminal Procedure stipulates that no one may be sentenced to a criminal penalty save for an act that is prohibited 

by sharia or statutory law after a lawful trial conducted in accordance with due process of law. The principles of necessity 

and proportionality constitute basic criteria on which the Kingdom’s legislators base the country’s criminal legislation so 

that the penalty is proportionate to the crime committed and is necessary to protect human rights, including the right to 

life which is guaranteed by article 3 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, to protect the rights of victims of 

crime, and to protect society and maintain its security and stability.  

 We wish to state in this connection that terrorism in all its forms and manifestations, committed by whomever, 

wherever and for whatever purposes, constitutes one of the most serious threats to international peace and security. This 

fact has been confirmed by international treaties, instruments and resolutions, including General Assembly resolution 

60/288 of 8 September 2006 concerning the United Nations Global Counter-Terrorism Strategy. 
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4. With regard to the request to provide information on the safeguards that were put in place to ensure a 

fair trial, including access to a lawyer, and to explain how they were implemented with respect to the 81 

individuals: 

 The Kingdom’s laws guarantee the right of all accused persons to a fair and public trial before an independent 

judiciary. The judiciary enjoys complete independence in the performance of its duties with a view to ensuring impartiality 

and preventing undue influence. Nobody may interfere in the administration of justice and no judgment is handed down 

without proof based on conclusive evidence. There can be no offence and no penalty save on the basis of sharia or statutory 

provisions. No one may be sentenced to a criminal penalty unless he has been convicted of an act that is prohibited by 

sharia or statutory law. Accordingly, the Kingdom’s laws provide numerous procedural safeguards designed to regulate 

the conduct of criminal proceedings, to guarantee the rights of defendants, and to ensure that the fundamental presumption 

of innocence is abandoned only after guilt is lawfully established pursuant to a final verdict. 

 On completion of the investigation procedures, the investigating authority (the Public Prosecution Service) 

concluded that the evidence was sufficient and charged each person in accordance with article 126 of the Code, which 

stipulates that: “If the Public Prosecution Service is of the opinion, following completion of the investigation, that there 

is sufficient evidence against the accused, the case shall be referred to the competent court, and a summons shall be served 

on the accused to appear before it.” Their case files were referred by the Public Prosecution Service to the competent 

court and they were summoned to appear before it, in accordance with article 15 of the Code, which stipulates that: “The 

Public Prosecution Service is empowered, pursuant to its Statute, to institute and conduct criminal proceedings before the 

competent courts.” In addition, article 3 (b) and (c) of the Statute of the Public Prosecution Service stipulates that the 

Public Prosecution Service shall decide, in accordance with the applicable laws and implementing regulations, whether 

to institute proceedings or to close the case, and whether to conduct public prosecutions before judicial bodies. 

 When each person attended the court session in the presence of the Public Prosecutor, the charges filed by the 

Public Prosecutor were read out to him, in accordance with article 160 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which stipulates 

that: “During the arraignment, the court shall inform the accused of the charges against him, read out and explain the 

indictment, provide him with a copy thereof, and call upon the accused to plead thereto.” The court informed each person 

that he was entitled to seek the assistance of a lawyer to defend and plead for him in the case, in accordance with article 

4 (1) of the Code. If he lacks the financial means to seek the assistance of a lawyer, he may ask the court to appoint one 

to defend him at the State’s expense, in accordance with article 139 of the Code. The court did not deliver its judgment 

until the statements of all the parties had been heard, all defence pleas had been presented orally or in writing, and no 

request to present additional information had been filed. Having examined the evidence and the records of the evidence 

collected, it closed the proceedings in his presence, in accordance with article 172 of the Code, which stipulates that “any 

of the parties may provide the court with written information regarding the case for inclusion in the case file”, and article 

173 of the Code, which stipulates that the court shall first hear the prosecutor’s indictment and then the plea by the 

defendant or his legal representative or lawyer and the civil party’s petition. 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 shall then 

deliver its judgment, either of acquittal or of conviction with the imposition of a penalty, and in both instances the court 

shall also rule on the civil party’s petition. Each of the cases was considered by three judges in the court of first instance, 

in accordance with article 20 of the Statute of the Judiciary, which stipulates that: “The criminal court shall be composed 

of the following specialized divisions: divisions for qisas and hudud cases [which carry, respectively, retaliatory and 

predetermined penalties]; for ta’ziri cases [which carry discretionary penalties]; and for cases involving juveniles. Each 
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division shall comprise three judges, with the exception of cases specified by the Supreme Judicial Council, which shall 

be examined by a single judge.” A preliminary death sentence was handed down by the court.  

 After the preliminary judgment was handed down, each person was given the right to challenge the judgment 

and to submit the objection within 30 days from the date of his receipt of a copy thereof, in accordance with article 192 (1) 

of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which stipulates that: “The convicted person, the prosecutor or the civil claimant may, 

within the legally prescribed time limit, appeal or request scrutiny of judgments handed down by courts of first instance. 

The court that hands down the judgment shall inform them of this right when delivering the judgment.” Once the objection 

was filed, it was considered by the judges of the court of first instance, who confirmed their judgment. The entire file was 

then referred to the appeal court, in accordance with article 196 of the Code, which stipulates that: “The division that 

rendered the challenged judgment shall examine the grounds on which the objection is based without hearing submissions, 

unless necessary, and may amend or uphold the judgment as it sees fit. If it upholds the judgment, it shall refer the case, 

together with copies of all its records and documents, including the statement of objection, to an appeal court. If it amends 

the judgment, all the parties to the case shall be so informed and the normal procedural rules shall apply.” Whenever a 

death sentence is imposed, the case file must be referred to a court of appeal, even if none of the parties has lodged an 

appeal. Article 194 of the Code stipulates that: “The time for filing an appeal or a request for review is 30 days. If no 

appeal is filed during that period, the right of appeal and review shall expire. If a death sentence is handed down, it shall 

be submitted to the court of appeal for review, even if  none of the parties submits a request.” The division of the appellate 

court which is competent to hear such cases is composed of five judges, as required by article 15 (1) of the Statute of the 

Judiciary, which stipulates that: “Each region shall have one or more appeal courts. The courts shall comprise various 

specialized divisions, each consisting of three judges, with the exception of the criminal division hearing cases involving 

the death penalty, which shall consist of five judges.” The Appeal Court held a number of sessions in the presence of the 

Public Prosecutor and the defendant to consider the case, in accordance with article 197 (1) of the Code, which stipulates 

that: “The appeal court shall hold a session to consider the petition for appeal or review if it deems it to be acceptable, 

and it shall notify the parties of the said session.” The Court examined the case file and heard the statements of all parties, 

in accordance with article 197 (2) of the Code, which stipulates that: “The appeal court shall consider the petition for 

appeal or review on the basis of the documents contained in the case file and the new defence or evidence presented by 

the parties in support of their appeal. If the court considers that the petition for appeal or review is acceptable, it shall 

decide, after hearing the statements of the parties, either to uphold the judgment or to overturn it, in whole or in part, and 

shall issue its judgment on the part that has been revoked.” The appeal court upheld the death sentence handed down 

against each person. Should an appeal court impose or uphold a death penalty, the law requires it to submit the case file 

to the Supreme Court, even if such action is not requested by any of the litigants, in accordance with article 199 of the 

Code. The cases were referred to the Supreme Court, in accordance with article 10 of the Code, which stipulates that 

“death sentences imposed or upheld by an appeal court shall not be final until they have been confirmed by the Supreme 

Court” and article 198, which stipulates that “the convicted person, the public prosecutor or the civil claimant may lodge 

an objection in cassation with the Supreme Court against judgments or rulings delivered or upheld by an appeal court”. 

Death sentences upheld by an appellate court are reviewed by five judges, in accordance with article 10 (4) of the Statute 

of the Judiciary, which stipulates that, without prejudice to the provisions of article 13 of the Statute, the Supreme Court 

shall exercise its functions through requisitely specialized divisions, each division being composed of three judges with 

the exception of the criminal division hearing judgments involving the death penalty, which shall be composed of five 

judges, and each division shall be headed by a chief judge. As the death sentences were upheld by the Supreme Court, all 
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stages of the judicial proceedings were completed and the judgments became final and enforceable. The death sentences 

were executed on A.H. 9 Shaban 1443 (12 March 2022 A.D.). 

The procedures followed and the guarantees provided in the cases in question are consistent with international 

norms governing a fair trial and due process, including the safeguards guaranteeing the rights of persons facing the death 

penalty enshrined in resolution 1984/50 adopted by the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) on 

25  1984.  

 The Human Rights Council monitored and attended the legal proceedings. It ascertained that the proceedings 

were consistent with sharia and statutory precepts and fair trial principles and rules, and that the convicted persons were 

provided with the prescribed legal guarantees, including their right to legal counsel. The cases were heard by three judges 

in the court of first instance, and their appeals against the judgments were first heard by five judges in the Court of Appeal 

and then by five judges in the Supreme Court. These procedures are in conformity with the guarantees laid down in the 

Kingdom’s legislation and with applicable international norms. 

5. With regard to the request to explain whether the families of those executed were adequately informed 

that their relatives had been sentence to death and executed and, if not, why:  

 The judgments handed down against the persons concerned were read out at a public hearing in the presence of 

the parties to the proceedings, the lawyers and other persons who attended the public hearing, including the families of 

the accused. The court issued a judgment deed stating the name of the court that rendered the judgment, the date on which 

it was rendered, the names of the judges, the names of the parties and their lawyers, the names of witnesses, the crime 

addressed in the case, a summary of the parties’ claims or defence pleas, the supporting evidence and arguments, the 

number and date of the case and a summary of its content, followed by the text of the judgment, including the reasoning 

and legal bases, in accordance with article 181 (2) of the Code of Criminal Procedure. The judgment was recorded in the 

judgments register and retained in the case file. A certified copy of the judgment was delivered to each of the accused and 

to the public prosecutor and any civil parties, in accordance with article 182 of the Code. The persons in question enjoyed 

all their rights during detention, just like other detainees and prisoners, including continuous contacts and visits. 

6. With regard to the request for clarification regarding the bodies of those executed: 

Following the execution of the sentence, the body is prepared for burial in accordance with the law, with full 

respect for the dignity of the deceased and his relatives. The procedures followed in the cases of the said persons were 

consistent with international norms, including the safeguards guaranteeing the rights of persons facing the death penalty 

enshrined in resolution 1984/50 adopted by the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) on 25 May 

1984.  

 In conclusion, the Kingdom reaffirms that it responds to the letters, appeals and communications submitted to it 

and clarifies all relevant facts, in line with its cooperation with international human rights mechanisms. Accordingly, it 

has been clearly demonstrated that the information contained in the joint communication is inaccurate and based on false 

allegations and assertions. It has also been shown that the action taken against the persons concerned was consistent with 

and did not violate international human rights instruments and norms of relevance to the allegations. The action complied 

with the Kingdom’s obligations, including those incurred through its accession to the Convention against Torture and 

Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. 
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 The Kingdom reminds the special procedures mandate-holders of the Human Rights Council of the Code of 

Conduct for Special Procedures Mandate-holders of the Human Rights Council adopted by resolution 5/2 of 18 June 

2007, in particular the following provisions: 

1. Article 4 (3) of the Code of Conduct stipulates that mandate-holders shall carry out their mandate while fully 

respecting the national legislation and regulations of the country wherein they are exercising their mission. When an issue 

arises in this regard, mandate-holders shall adhere strictly to the provisions of Regulation 1 (e) of the regulations. 

2. Article 6 (a) of the Code of Conduct requires mandate-holders to give due consideration when discharging their 

mandate to the information provided concerning cases. 

3. They should take into account in a comprehensive manner the information concerning cases provided by the 

Kingdom, in accordance with article 6 (b) of the Code of Conduct.  

4. Mandate-holders should evaluate all information, in particular allegations and assertions received from sources, 

in the light of internationally recognized human rights standards relevant to their mandate, and of international 

conventions to which the State concerned is a party, in accordance with article 6 (c) of the Code of Conduct. 

5. They should ensure that communications regarding cases are not manifestly unfounded or politically motivated, 

in accordance with article 9 (a) of the Code of Conduct. 

6. They should ensure that the person or group of persons who submit the communication are acting in good faith, 

in accordance with human rights principles, that they are free from politically motivated stands or stands that are contrary 

to the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, and that they claim to have direct or reliable knowledge of the 

violations substantiated by clear information, in accordance with article 9 (d) of the Code of Conduct. 

7. They should ensure that communications regarding cases are not based exclusively on reports disseminated by 

mass media, in accordance with article 9 (e) of the Code of Conduct. 

8. They should bear in mind the need to ensure that their personal political opinions are without prejudice to the 

execution of their mission, and they should base their conclusions and recommendations on objective assessments of 

human rights situations, in accordance with article 12 (a) of the Code of Conduct. 

9. In implementing their mandate, they should show restraint, moderation and discretion so as not to undermine the 

recognition of the independent nature of their mandate or the environment necessary to properly discharge the said 

mandate, in accordance with article 12 (b) of the Code of Conduct. 

10. It is important to comply with article 13 (a) of the Code of Conduct by indicating fairly and without any 

curtailment what responses were given by the Kingdom. 

11. They should ensure that their declarations on the human rights situation in the country concerned are at all times 

compatible with their mandate and with the integrity, independence and impartiality which their status requires, and which 

is likely to promote a constructive dialogue among stakeholders, as well as cooperation for the promotion and protection 

of human rights, in accordance with article 13 (b) of the Code of Conduct. 








































