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(Translated from Arabic)

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

Ref.: 413/2281

Date: 30 May 2022

UA SAU 6/2022 (Abdullah al-Howaiti)

1. With regard to the request to provide any additional information and any comment on the 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 communication is inaccurate and comprises unfounded allegations and assertions based on

information received from the source without any validation or evidence. We wish to provide the following

clarifications in this regard:

 We have already responded to joint communications UA SAU 4/2021, dated 23 February 2021, and AL SAU

15/2021, dated 11 January 2022, concerning the case of Abdullah al-Howaiti submitted by a number of special

procedures mandate-holders of the Human Rights Council, including mandate-holders involved in the current

communication, who thanked the Kingdom for its responses. The communications referred to most of the

allegations and assertions contained in the current communication. The allegations were investigated and all

relevant facts were clarified in detail. It was found that the applicable legislation of the Kingdom and the

measures taken regarding the case in question were consistent with international human rights principles and

norms. It was also found that the information contained in the communication was inaccurate and comprised

unfounded allegations and assertions based on information received from the source without any validation or

evidence. The Kingdom’s responses submitted to the Special Procedures Division of the Office of the United

Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) should therefore be taken into consideration.

 The Kingdom’s responses clarified the procedures and legal safeguards aimed at preventing torture that are

provided for in the Kingdom’s legislation, which prohibits and criminalizes torture. They also described the

implementation of such safeguards, the activation of oversight mechanisms by governmental agencies and civil

institutions and the practical measures taken to prohibit torture.

2. With regard to the request to provide detailed information on the legal grounds based on which the

Supreme Court overturned the death sentence against Mr. Al-Howaiti and ordered his retrial, and to state

whether the allegations of torture against Mr. Al-Howaiti were considered in the Court’s decision:

This has already been clarified in the Kingdom’s response of 3 March 2022 concerning the case

(HRC/NONE/2022/SP/15; GE.22-03393). When the case file was referred to the Supreme Court, it was considered by a

bench of five judges, who examined it in detail and studied the objection to the request for reversal. The Supreme Court

decided to overturn the death sentence, and the case was returned to the court of first instance for a retrial by different

judges, in accordance with articles 11 and 202 of the Code of Criminal Procedure.

3. With regard to the request for detailed information on the judicial guarantees afforded to Mr. Al-

Howaiti to ensure that his retrial respected due process and fair trial principles, in accordance with international
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law:

When the case was returned to the competent court (Tabuk Criminal Court), the person in question appeared

before the court in the presence of his lawyer, the Public Prosecutor and a representative of the Human Rights

Commission. The previous charges filed by the Public Prosecutor were read out to him and he was provided with a copy

thereof, 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.” His lawyer responded to the charges and to the

factual and presumptive evidence presented by the Public Prosecutor, and the private right claimants (the next of kin)

submitted a request for the death sentence by way of retribution (qisas). The trial continued, and the court refrained

from issuing a verdict until it had heard the statements of all parties, including all defence pleas that had been presented

orally and in writing, and had examined the records of the evidence collected. The court then closed the proceedings in

his presence and that of his lawyer. The case file was studied 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. The court shall then hear the claimant regarding the

private right of action, to be followed by the response of 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 shall then deliver its judgment, either of acquittal or of conviction with the imposition of a penalty, and

in both cases the court shall also rule on the petition submitted by the private right claimant. The case of the person in

question was considered by three judges in the court of first instance, in accordance with article 20 of the Judiciary Act,

which stipulates that: “The criminal court shall be composed of the following specialized chambers: chambers for qisas

and hudud cases; chambers for ta’ziri cases; and chambers for juvenile cases. Each chamber shall be composed of three

judges, except for cases specified by the Supreme Judicial Council, which shall be considered by a single judge.” The

court found that the said person had committed the following crimes:

1. Using an automatic weapon deliberately and aggressively to shoot and kill a security guard;

2. Shooting and injuring two other persons;

3. Forming an armed gang to rob a jewelry shop;

4. Stealing a pile of gold;

5. Concealing the two weapons used in the crime and the stolen gold;

6. Seizing and causing damage to a security vehicle and attempting to burn it.

The court of first instance sentenced the said person to death as a qisas penalty.

After the judgment by the court of first instance was handed down, the person in question was granted the right

to lodge an appeal against the judgment within 30 days of the date on which he received 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 chamber that rendered the challenged judgment shall examine the grounds on which the objection
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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 limit 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 chamber assigned to hear the case in the appeal court was composed of five judges,

in accordance with article 15 (1) of the Judiciary Act, which stipulates that: “Each district shall have one or more appeal

courts, which shall comprise various specialized chambers, each consisting of three judges, with the exception of the

criminal chamber hearing cases involving the death penalty, which shall be composed of five judges.”

The session that was held to consider the case in the Appeal Court was attended by the Public Prosecutor, the

defendant, his lawyer and a representative of the Human Rights Commission, in accordance with article 197 (1) of the

Code of Criminal Procedure, which stipulates that: “The Appeal Court shall schedule a session to consider the petition

for appeal or scrutiny and, if it decides to hear submissions, it shall notify the parties concerned to attend that session.”

His case is still under judicial review.

The procedures and safeguards observed in the said person’s case are consistent with international fair trial and

due process standards, including safeguards guaranteeing protection of the rights of persons facing the death penalty, in

accordance with the provisions of Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) resolution 50/1984 of 25 May 1984.

It should be noted that the death penalty is imposed only for the most serious crimes and in extremely limited

circumstances. It is not imposed or implemented until judicial proceedings at all levels of jurisdiction have been

completed.

We wish to underscore in this connection that the Kingdom’s legislation guarantees the right of all accused

persons to a fair and public trial before an independent judiciary by providing numerous statutory safeguards, including

those guaranteed by article 38 of the Basic Law of Governance, which states that there can be no offence and no penalty

save on the basis of sharia or statutory provisions. In addition, 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.

Accordingly, the Kingdom’s legislation contains many procedural guarantees that control the conduct of criminal

proceedings and guarantee the rights of the accused by ensuring that all persons are presumed innocent until proven

guilty by a final judgment.

We also wish to clarify that in the case of crimes (intentional murder and premeditated assault) that are

punishable by qisas (retribution), one or more of the next of kin (the family of the murdered person) can issue a pardon

as an incontestable personal right. The penalty is thus set aside if one of the next of kin issues a waiver.

4. With regard to the request to provide detailed information on the measures taken by the court of first

instance, during retrial, to ascertain that evidence presented by the police, including the confession of guilt by

Mr. Al-Howaiti, was obtained in full respect of the State’s obligations pertaining to the prohibition of torture

and other forms of ill-treatment:

The court verified all the factual and presumptive evidence presented against the person concerned. Moreover,

he confessed to the Public Prosecution Service, which forms part of the judiciary, and not to the police, a fact that he

confirmed before the court, as stated in the previous responses. The defendant confessed of his own free will to the
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investigating authority and confirmed his confessions to the charges filed against them before the judiciary, in

accordance with article 101 (2) of the Code of Criminal Procedure. The court examined the forensic report, which stated

that no injuries had been detected, and the record signed by the investigator, a social expert and the court clerk, which

stated that he had been presented to the Public Prosecution Service immediately after confirming his confession to

ensure that there had been no coercion, torture or beatings. He was asked twice whether anyone had subjected him to

beatings or harsh treatment, and he replied in the negative. He was then examined and no signs of beatings or violence

were detected. The court reviewed the action taken by the Public Prosecution Service in order to verify the integrity of

the criminal evidence examination procedures. It then questioned him in detail regarding the evidence and the content

of the legal proceedings and concluded that the procedures had been sound.

The judge does not rely solely on the confession as evidence, but rather on the proof obtained from the factual

and presumptive evidence, including the records of the arrest and investigations, witness statements, and the discussions

and statements stemming from the legal proceedings. A number of measures may be taken to that end, including

hearings of witnesses, and recourse to experts, including forensic experts, for inspections and assistance, inasmuch as

the trial is the final investigation requiring safeguards and protection for the parties to the case. Article 161 of the Code

of Criminal Procedure stipulates that if the accused at any time confesses to the offence with which he is charged, 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. 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.

We wish to reaffirm that the Kingdom’s legislation prohibits the infliction of physical or moral harm on

persons under arrest and their subjection to torture or degrading treatment. The interrogation of accused persons must be

conducted in a manner that does not influence their will to make statements. They may not be required to take an oath

or be subjected to coercive measures. Torture is criminalized and punishable under the Kingdom’s legislation. The

Public Prosecution Service is required to investigate crimes in accordance with its legally prescribed mandate. It is

independent and forms part of the judiciary in legal terms. According to the Statute of the Public Prosecution Service,

no one has the right to interfere in its work. We wish to underscore that the Kingdom complies with its international

obligations under the human rights treaties that it has ratified. Pursuant to article 47 of the Basic Law of Governance,

citizens and residents have equal rights of recourse to law. Persons who have suffered damages are entitled to seek

compensation pursuant to articles 153 and 215 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, and persons whose rights have been

violated can lodge a complaint in accordance with the available legal remedies. The State institutions have a legal

obligation to ensure that all individuals are treated fairly, regardless of their religion, race, gender or nationality. If any

such institution 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. This is consistent with article 5 of the Universal

Declaration of Human Rights and with articles 2, 15 and 16 of the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel,

Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment.

We wish to reiterate in this context that torture is criminalized and punishable under the Kingdom’s legislation,

which includes a number of safeguards and measures aimed at ensuring that no detainee or prisoner is subjected to

torture, ill-treatment or any other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment. Article 2 of the Code of Criminal Procedure

stipulates that arrested persons shall not be subjected to physical or mental harm and shall not be subjected to torture or

degrading treatment. Article 36 of the Code requires that detained persons be treated decently and that they should not
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be subjected to physical or mental harm. They must be informed of the reasons for their detention and they are entitled

to notify a person of their choice thereof. 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 may not be required to take an oath

or be subjected to coercive measures. Furthermore, 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 the use of violence of any kind against prisoners or

detainees and requires disciplinary measures to be taken against any civilian or military officials who perpetrate such

acts, without prejudice to any criminal penalty that they may also incur. 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 inspection, and the necessary

measures are taken in the event of any violation. Members of the Public Prosecution Service 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.

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. This is consistent with the Kingdom’s human rights obligations.

5. With regard to the request to provide detailed information on any investigation that may have been

undertaken, and any results thereof, concerning the allegations of torture and ill-treatment against Mr. Al-

Howaiti during interrogations; and with regard to the request for an explanation, if no investigations have been

initiated, as to how this is consistent with the international human rights obligations of the Kingdom of Saudi

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

Punishment:

It should be noted that the falsity of the allegations of torture of the said person has already been demonstrated

in the Kingdom’s previous responses that were published on the OHCHR website as No. 413/1359, dated 15 April

2021, and HRC/NONE/2022/SP/15 GE.22-03393, dated 3 March 2021. They stated that the said person had not been

subjected to any form of torture or ill-treatment during his detention. He and his lawyer claimed before the court that he
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had been tortured and compelled to sign the confession. The court undertook the necessary investigations to verify the

claim and failed to ascertain its validity.

We wish to reaffirm that the allegations are unfounded. The person in question confessed of his own free will

to the investigating authority and confirmed his confession to the charges filed against him before the court, in

accordance with article 101 (2) of the Code of Criminal Procedure. He enjoyed full legal capacity and was not coerced

to confirm his confession to the court or subjected to ill-treatment. He is treated in a manner that preserves his dignity

and guarantees all his rights, just like other detainees and prisoners. Representatives of the Human Rights Commission

visited him to ensure that he was receiving proper treatment and that he was able to exercise all legally guaranteed

rights. His case was monitored by the Human Rights Commission, which attended the court sessions to ensure that the

judicial proceedings complied with the provisions of the Islamic sharia, relevant legislation and the principles and

norms of a fair trial, and that he received the proper legal safeguards, including his right to the assistance of a lawyer

and his right to challenge the judgment. These procedures are consistent with the safeguards prescribed by the

Kingdom’s legislation and with relevant international norms.

6. With regard to the request to provide detailed information on the current health condition of Mr. Al-

Howaiti, to explain his conditions of detention since the pronouncement of the death sentence on 2 March and

the beginning of his hunger strike on 8 March, and to explain whether they are consistent with the provisions of

the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners (also known as “The Mandela

Rules”):

The said person has received the necessary medical care, just like other detainees and prisoners, since the date

of his detention. He is in excellent health and is not suffering from any illnesses. He is provided, like other detainees,

with appropriate food and meals, and he enjoys the right to receive visits and to have regular contacts with his family,

his lawyer and his representatives.

All detainees and prisoners undergo a medical examination upon arrival in prison, and periodically thereafter,

in accordance with article 5 of the Medical Services Regulations. Medical care is available for all prisoners and

detainees, in accordance with article 22 of the Prison and Detention Act. All prisons and detention centres in the

Kingdom are subject to judicial, administrative, health and social inspections, in accordance with article 5 of the Prison

and Detention Act, which stipulates that: “All prisons and detention centres in the Kingdom are subject to judicial,

administrative, health and social inspections, in accordance with the implementing regulations.” They enjoy the right to

visits and communications, in accordance with article 12 of the Act. Every detainee or prisoner has the right to lodge a

complaint pursuant to article 39 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which stipulates that: “Any prisoner or detainee

shall have the right to submit, at any time, a written or oral complaint to a prison or detention centre officer and request

that he communicate it to a member of the Public Prosecution Service. The officer shall accept and promptly

communicate the complaint after registering it in the relevant file, and shall provide the prisoner or detainee with an

acknowledgement of receipt. The administration of the prison or detention centre shall reserve an independent office for

the member of the Public Prosecution Service who is tasked with monitoring cases involving prisoners or detainees.”

These provisions are consistent with those of the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment

of Prisoners (The Mandela Rules), rule 24 (1) of which stipulates that: “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.” They

are also consistent with rule 56 (1), which stipulates 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”, with rule 30

concerning medical examinations, with rule 58 concerning visits and communications, and with principle 24 of the
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Body of Principles for the Protection of All Persons under Any Form of Detention or Imprisonment, which stipulates

that: “A proper medical examination shall be offered to a detained or imprisoned person as promptly as possible after

his admission to the place of detention or imprisonment, and thereafter medical care and treatment shall be provided

whenever necessary. This care and treatment shall be provided free of charge.”

It may be concluded from the foregoing that the conditions of detention of the person concerned are consistent

with the Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners (The Mandela Rules) and with the Body of Principles

for the Protection of All Persons under Any Form of Detention or Imprisonment.

7. With regard to the request to indicate what measures – legal, institutional or otherwise – are in place to

ensure the protection of Mr. Al-Howaiti’s right to life in light of his deteriorating health condition:

As already stated, the said person receives the necessary medical care, just like other detainees and prisoners.

He is in excellent health and is not suffering from any illnesses. He is treated in a manner that preserves his dignity and

guarantees all his rights, and his life is not at risk.

8. With regard to the request to provide information on measures taken or foreseen to abolish the

imposition and implementation of the death penalty against juveniles, in compliance with international law

obligations:

The Kingdom respects human rights treaties and implements its obligations under the treaties that it has

ratified, including the Convention on the Rights of the Child. The Kingdom has introduced reforms that are reflected in

the promulgation of the Juveniles Act in 2018, which abolished the death penalty for persons who were under 18 years

of age at the time of perpetration of the punishable act. It stipulates that if the crime entails the death penalty, the

penalty shall involve placement in an institution for a period not exceeding 10 years. However, this is not applicable to

crimes entailing hudud or qisas penalties, which are prescribed by the Islamic sharia.

As already stated in the Kingdom’s previous responses, a Royal Decree issued in March 2020 ordered the

suspension of the implementation of final judgments imposing the death penalty on juveniles and stated that the

penalties imposed should be those specified in the Juveniles Act for all offences without exception. The penalties are

prescribed in article 15 of the Juveniles Act, which stipulates that if a crime entails the death penalty, it shall be

punishable by placement in an institution for a period not exceeding 10 years. The Decree also provides for inclusion of

these provisions in all regulations governing legal proceedings against accused persons (juveniles), or amendment of the

regulations, and for the imposition of the penalties prescribed in the Juveniles Act for all offences without exception at

the various stages of the legal proceedings.

Action was taken to implement the Royal Decree immediately after its issuance in March 2020. Accordingly,

the enforcement of the death penalty was suspended in all cases involving juveniles who were under 18 years of age at

the time of perpetration of the punishable act. Their case files were referred by the Public Prosecution Service to the

competent court, and the Public Prosecutor requested that previous judgments should be reviewed and that the accused

should be prosecuted and punished in accordance with article 15 of the Act. They were retried in accordance with the

requisite procedures and the court of first instance issued rulings imposing a penalty of 10 years imprisonment, in

accordance with the aforementioned article, starting from the date of their arrest, in accordance with article 15 of the

Code of Criminal Procedure, which stipulates that: “The Public Prosecution Service is empowered, pursuant to its

Statute, to institute and conduct criminal proceedings before the competent courts.” The sentences were subject to

judicial review before a higher court, and they were released after having served their sentences.
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In conclusion, the Kingdom confirms that it responds to letters, appeals and communications submitted to it

and clarifies all the facts about them as part of 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 person

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, and the Convention on

the Rights of the Child.

The Kingdom draws the attention of the special procedures mandate-holders of the Human Rights Council who

participated in the dispatch of the communication to 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.
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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.


































