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Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 

to the United Nations Office 

at Geneva 

Ref. No. 413/2135 

Subject 

Allegations and requests for information concerning shelling on the Saudi-Yemeni border, 

as set forth in the joint communication No. AL SAU 9/2022 dated 3 October 2022 submitted by the 

Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions; the Working Group on 

Arbitrary Detention; the Special Rapporteur on the human rights of migrants; the Special 

Rapporteur on trafficking in persons, especially women and children; the Special Rapporteur on 

violence against women and girls, its causes and consequences; and the Working Group on 

discrimination against women and girls, which are all part of the special procedures of the Human 

Rights Council. 

Reply 

1. Saudi Arabia wishes to reaffirm what it said in its previous reply – ref. No. 413/1827 dated 2

March 2023 – in which it responded to the claims and allegations contained in the joint 

communication No. AL SAU 9/2022 dated 3 October 2022. In that reply, Saudi Arabia 

categorically denied those claims and allegations in which no times, dates, locations or details were 

specified and which contained no supporting information or evidence to make it clear in what way 

the country was allegedly responsible. Saudi Arabia stated, furthermore, that the national authorities 

had not uncovered any information or evidence to corroborate or substantiate any claims, and that 

the Government remained committed to carrying out comprehensive and timely investigations into 

allegations whenever it received additional information or evidence that would make such 

investigations possible. The reply had concluded with a request to the mandate holders, co-

signatories of the communication, to cooperate in that regard. 

2. The Government would like to reiterate its request for further information and evidence that

might enable it to investigate the allegations contained in the joint communication, as the thematic 

mandate holders who signed the communication have not provided Saudi Arabia with any such 

information or evidence. In its determination to uncover the truth, Saudi Arabia has, from the very 

first moment it received the allegations, engaged seriously with the competent bodies and made 

every possible verification effort on the basis of the information available. However, nothing has 

emerged to uphold the truth of the claims. In a spirit of cooperation with the various United Nations 

mechanisms, Saudi Arabia is submitting the present additional reply in order to clarify the facts, and 



 - 2 - 24-06493 
  HRC/NONE/2024/SP/11 

it hopes that this cooperation will be met with a commitment to take full account of the information 

given and to conduct an accurate and objective investigation. 

3. From what has gone before, it would appear that the Special Rapporteurs have, in fact, no 

evidence or information they can furnish. For its part, Saudi Arabia would like to draw the mandate 

holders’ attention to the following points, which were raised in the joint communication and which 

cannot be overlooked: 

- The introduction to the communication includes a list of the Human Rights Council 

resolutions relative to the thematic mandates of the cosignatories of the communication who, 

however, have notably failed to abide by Human Rights Council resolutions 5/1 on institution-

building of the Council, and 5/2 on the Code of Conduct for Special Procedure Mandate Holders of 

the Human Rights Council, of 18 June 2007. The Council itself invoked those two resolutions and 

stressed the importance of mandate holders acting in accordance therewith in its resolutions 53/4, 

51/8, 52/20, 53/9, 50/9, 50/7 and 50/18. 

- It is evident that the mandate holders are not complying with their obligations as set forth in 

Human Rights Council resolutions, particularly resolution 5/2, and that they have not reviewed the 

information. This emerges clearly from a reading of the introduction to the communication, which 

includes phrases such as (1) “information we have received concerning allegations”, (2) “while we 

do not wish to prejudge the accuracy of these allegations” and (3) “in our view, the information at 

hand appears sufficiently reliable”. 

- One of the irregularities of the joint communication is contained in the very last sentence, 

which states: “A letter with similar concerns is transmitted to the de facto authorities controlling the 

adjacent border region in Yemen. We stress that the letter addressed to de facto authorities does not 

in any way imply the expression of any opinion concerning the legal status of any territory, city or 

area, or of its authorities”. However, the fact that the mandate holders have neglected to 

communicate with the legitimate authorities of Yemen, who have sovereignty over the whole of the 

territory of the internationally recognized Republic of Yemen, stands in contradiction of their 

statement that the letter “does not in any way imply the expression of any opinion”. It is also 

inconsistent with the Council’s Code of Conduct for Special Procedures Mandate Holders as well as 

with international law, which enjoins the maintenance of peace and security and emphasizes the 

territorial sovereignty of States. 

- Saudi Arabia wishes to reaffirm General Assembly resolution 60/215 of 15 March 2006 and 

Human Rights Council resolution 5/2 of 18 June 2007, which enjoin cooperation, genuine dialogue 

and good faith. 
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- Saudi Arabia denies all the allegations and conjectures contained in the communication 

which states: “Between 1 January and 30 April 2022, cross-border artillery shelling and small arms 

fire by Saudi Arabia security forces killed approximately 430 migrants, including refugees and 

asylum seekers and injured an estimated 650 others. The attacks occurred along the migration route 

between Al-Jawf and Sa’dah in Yemen, a region currently controlled by the Ansar Allah movement 

(the Houthi movement and de facto authority in Sana’a and northern Yemen), and in the adjacent 

border area within Saudi Arabia Jazan province. Thirty per cent of the victims were reportedly 

women, and 7 per cent were children.” It further denies that “In at least 16 incidents, Saudi security 

forces fired artillery at migrants en route in the Al-Raqu area, and the mountains of al-Ghar in 

Monabbih district, and Thabit, Qatabir district in Yemen, and the border area of the Red Valley, 

Saudi Arabia.” Assuming that the events alleged by the mandate holders took place between 1 

January and 30 April 2022, Saudi Arabia must regret that they waited for almost five months, until 

October 2022, before attempting to investigate the information regarding human rights in Yemen. 

Saudi Arabia also questions the numbers given, particularly as during the stated period a truce was 

declared under the auspices of the United Nations, which began in March 2022. 

- Reference is made to a communication sent to the Houthi movement (No. AL OTH 94/2022 

dated 3 October 2022), which includes the same paragraph but with the following difference: “In at 

least 16 incidents, it is claimed that Saudi security forces …”. This serves to confirm that the 

mandate holders are making conjectures and have no knowledge of the allegations they are making. 

- The location of the attack alleged by the mandate holders remains unspecified, as it is 

reported to have taken place “between Al-Jawf and Sa’dah in Yemen” and “in the adjacent border 

area within Saudi Arabia Jazan province”. This again confirms that the mandate holders are 

speculating as, calculating the shortest geographical route using the simplest online means available 

such as Google Maps, will reveal that there is in fact a vast distance between the governorate of Al-

Jawf in Yemen and Jazan province in Saudi Arabia (map attached). As for the border area between 

Saudi Arabia and Yemen in the area closest to the Yemeni town of Suq al-Raqu, it is clear – using 

once again the simplest online means available such as Google Maps – that it is traversed by the 

Wadi Damad. Nonetheless, it would appear that the mandate holders’ confidence in the allegation 

led them to imagine that it would occur throughout Yemeni and/or Saudi territory. 

- The mandate holders also make the assumption that the persons allegedly killed or injured 

were “migrants, refugees or asylum seekers”. However, they do not specify what measures they 

have taken to determine whether those persons were in fact migrants or refugees and not a group 

from the armed Houthi terrorist militias who attempt, and have attempted several times in the past, 

to attack Saudi Arabia using different ways and means. In the very next paragraph, the 
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communication states: “They comprise a large majority of Ethiopian nationals, most of them 

Tigrayan and a smaller minority of Amhara”, yet the mandate holders do not explain what steps 

they have taken to verify that information. 

- The communication includes a passage on the circumstances of the alleged killings, which 

states: “Yemen has become a major transit point on the migration route … and two major unofficial 

crossing points into Saudi Arabia in the Thabit, Al-Raqu and Baqim areas of north-western Sa’dah, 

Yemen“. In this connection, it is important to point out, once again, the differences between this 

communication and the one sent to the Houthis. The latter stated that, “as a result, they (the 

migrants) are vulnerable to increased risks at different points during their journey”, whereas the 

communication sent to Saudi Arabia reads: “As a result, they (the migrants) are vulnerable to abuse 

and violence at various points in their journey”. Moreover, the communication sent to the Houthis 

contained the words “including unaccompanied minors”. This means that the risks to which the 

migrants might be vulnerable are not actually specified, sometimes being described as general risks 

and other times as specific risks of abuse and violence. 

- While reiterating the invalidity of the allegations it faces, Saudi Arabia also wishes to draw 

attention to the part of the communication entitled “Alleged practices of trafficking in persons in 

Yemen” in which the mandate holders describe actions perpetrated by the Houthi militias and by 

smuggling networks. Yet, despite what they say under that heading, the mandate holders also claim 

that “attacks against migrants and other individuals in mixed migration movements continue to 

occur, committed by both Saudi security forces and Yemeni de facto authorities in northern 

Yemen”. However, the mandate holders do not submit any details or evidence that might have led 

them to the conclusion that those violations were committed by Saudi security forces. 

4. Saudi Arabia rejects the allegations regarding its migration policy. In fact, its policies for 

handling persons entering the country – irrespective of whether they are migrants, asylum seekers 

or anything else – have always been regulated by laws and legislation that are consistent with the 

provisions of international law and that are duly published on official governmental websites. This 

fact of itself goes to undermine the truth and credibility of the mandate holders’ claims concerning 

Saudi policy towards persons crossing the country’s borders. It also goes to show that the mandate 

holders have themselves violated a number of legal norms, including the Code of Conduct for 

Special Procedure Mandate Holders of the Human Rights Council which, under the heading of 

“Sources of information” states: “In their information-gathering activities the mandate holders shall: 

(a) Be guided by the principles of discretion, transparency, impartiality, and even-handedness; … 

(c) Rely on objective and dependable facts based on evidentiary standards that are appropriate to the 

non-judicial character of the reports and conclusions they are called upon to draw up.” Moreover, 
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under the heading “Letters of allegation”, the Code states “With a view to achieving effectiveness 

and harmonization in the handling of letters of allegation by special procedures, mandate-holders 

shall assess their conformity with reference to the following criteria: (a) The communication should 

not be manifestly unfounded or politically motivated; (b) The communication should contain a 

factual description of the alleged violations of human rights.” In the present case, the mandate 

holders have also failed to respect the Charter of the United Nations, which expressly stipulates: 

“Nothing contained in the present Charter shall authorize the United Nations to intervene in matters 

which are essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of any State”, etc. 

5. Saudi Arabia again denies the allegation that migrants were shot and injured or that Saudi 

security forces “use sniper attacks of migrants in small groups, mortars or shelling of migrants in 

larger groups and shooting of migrants caught in Saudi territory”. Migrants are treated in 

accordance with laws and legislation that are consistent with international law and custom. To make 

such an allegation against Saudi Arabia without providing any details of the facts being alleged (1) 

proves that the allegations are untrue; (2) demonstrates a dereliction of duty on the part of the 

mandate holders; and (3) shows a disregard for established legal rules for the preservation and 

protection of human rights, since the failure to provide the detailed information needed to 

investigate such allegations does not help to protect any rights; in fact, it undermines them. 

6. An allegation was made concerning the existence of a “clandestine cemetery” containing … 

bodies of migrants allegedly killed in Al-Raqu. In the first place, Saudi Arabia questions how a 

cemetery containing 10,000 persons could possibly be “clandestine”; at the same time, it utterly 

rejects the allegations and cannot accept that such false conjectures should be presented, particularly 

as no corroborating evidence has been provided. If it is true that 10,000 persons have died at Al-

Raqu, then the mandate holders should present the necessary evidence so that the matter can be 

properly investigated. The fact that they have failed to do so suggests that they do not themselves 

believe the claims they are making. 

7. The communication claims that, “if migrants are captured, they are reportedly oftentimes 

subjected to torture.” In that connection, it should be noted that the communication sent to the 

Houthi militias contained the same allegation, with slightly different phrasing: “According to 

reports, they are often subjected to torture.” Saudi Arabia is surprised by the difference, even such a 

simple difference, and it notes that the mandate holders seem to have taken undocumented 

allegations from a source. Saudi Arabia also condemns the fact that the same allegation has been 

made to two parties. This shows that the mandate holders have adopted an approach based upon 

conjecture to adduce facts that have no basis in truth, in order to level a random allegation. 
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8. Saudi Arabia regrets the suffering being undergone by people in Yemen as the Houthi 

militias and other groups continue to violate Yemeni national legislation and international laws and 

rules. For its part, Saudi Arabia has supplied and is determined to continue supplying humanitarian 

support and assistance to everyone in Yemen, and statistics and other information are freely 

available that well illustrate all the aid, programmes and humanitarian projects that Saudi Arabia is 

running in that country. These are being implemented by the King Salman Humanitarian Aid and 

Relief Centre and the Saudi Development and Reconstruction Programme for Yemen in cooperation 

with several United Nations agencies. The initiatives include a number of health-care projects 

which provide assistance to anyone in need of treatment in Yemen, and all programmes and projects 

are announced on the website of the King Salman Humanitarian Aid and Relief Centre. Thus, Saudi 

Arabia is concerned by claims the mandate holders make because, if it were true that “humanitarian 

medical assistance for migrants is … extremely limited and only provided at a hospital in 

Monabbih”, that might mean that there was something wrong with the health-care projects being 

run in Yemen and it would require Saudi Arabia to review the assistance it provides via United 

Nations agencies. This would cause a delay in the implementation of certain projects regulated by 

memorandums of understanding, despite the fact that Saudi Arabia has fulfilled all its obligations 

thereunder and despite all the support that has been provided. Saudi Arabia would therefore like the 

mandate holders to provide more detailed information regarding that allegation, and specifically 

regarding the lack of sufficient facilities to deal with persons seeking treatment in certain areas. 

This will enable the competent national authorities to ascertain whether those areas are included in 

the health projects for which memorandums of understanding have been concluded with United 

Nations agencies and to evaluate any achievements made. 

9. An examination of the allegations contained in the section entitled “Alleged practices of 

trafficking in persons in Yemen” clearly shows that the Houthi militias are engaged in acts that 

violate human rights, with the purpose of profiting from trafficking in migrants. However, it is 

worthwhile to dwell on the figures given in the communication, according to which the “Yemen 

Immigration, Passport and Nationality Authority in Sa’dah, which reports to the Ansar Allah 

movement, and the trafficking networks” turn a profit estimated at $50,000 per week. Yet, assuming 

that the fees extorted from each migrant amount – as the communication claims – to around 250 

Saudi riyals (SRI) – i.e., $66.65 – then the average number of migrants per week is 750, meaning 

around 22,500 migrants per month are trafficked into Saudi Arabia. Consequently, assuming the 

alleged events to have taken place from 1 January to 30 April 2022, as stated at in the introduction 

to the communication, the mandate holders are claiming that around 90,000 migrants were 

smuggled into Saudi Arabia. This would mean that the southern borders of Saudi Arabia were being 
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attacked by an army and not by migrants or asylum seekers. However, the mandate holders have not 

provided any information to verify any of their claims. Moreover, according to the figures provided 

by the mandate holders, the Houthi militias might have made a profit of $5,998,500 during the 

aforementioned four-month period. In the light of this, the failure on the part of the mandate holders 

to provide information to verify their allegations could lead to incompliance with Security Council 

resolution 2216 (2015), which envisages an arms embargo on the entities designated by the 

Committee established pursuant to resolution 2140 (2014) and the prohibition of “financial or other 

assistance”, direct or indirect, as the source of any such funding must be investigated. This is 

particularly important given that the communication is describing a mechanism whereby the Houthi 

militias – who are on the Security Council’s sanctions list – are effectively being funded. 

10. In September 2021, the International Organization for Migration (IOM) stated that migrant 

smuggling companies in Yemen were no longer making the same profits as before and had 

therefore adopted alternative ways to exploit migrants and to turn a profit, forcing the migrants to 

pay off their debts by working in agriculture. Other migrants were subjected to gender-based 

violence or abducted for ransom, and the vast majority of them lacked water, food, sanitation and 

health-care services. An Ethiopian woman aged 24 who ended up returning to her own country 

having tried unsuccessfully to reach and cross the border of Saudi Arabia, told IOM that she had 

been beaten, detained and exploited in Yemen. In this connection, it is important to raise an issue 

that the mandate holders overlooked in their communication: that is the transnational organized 

criminal gangs who force people of various nationalities to infiltrate the territory of Saudi Arabia to 

achieve a number of purposes, notably the following: 

- Profiting from crimes of trafficking in persons. 

- Smuggling drugs and arms into Saudi Arabia for the purpose of carrying out terrorist acts. 

- Exploiting migrants to smuggle in contraband of all kinds, which are then brought to 

markets adjacent to the Saudi border, such as Al-Raqu and others, and used to distract security and 

military personnel from their duties. 

- The Houthi militias have certain practices and approaches when dealing with African 

migrants. The militias gather large numbers of Africans in several locations within the district of 

Harf Sufyan of Amran Governorate in Yemen, as well as in the areas of Al-Khafji and Al-Talh 

junction in the district of Sahar in Sa’dah Governorate. From there, the militias transport them to 

another location in the town of Jawi in the Monabbih district of Sa’dah Governorate in Yemen and 

there exploit them in smuggling and infiltration operations into Saudi Arabia, also providing them 

with weaponry with which to resist the border patrols. Such acts not only constitute crimes, but are 

flagrant violations of international principles and standards, including the Protocol against the 
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Smuggling of Migrants by Land, Sea and Air, supplementing the United Nations Convention 

against Transnational Organized Crime. The Houthi militias also transfer irregular African migrants 

in the governorate of Ta’izz to areas under militia control where they train them in digging trenches 

and in smuggling operations. 

- People of African nationalities work for the Houthi militias in the districts of Monabbih, 

Majz and Razih in the governorate of Sa’dah by smuggling contraband of all kinds. The militias 

recruit such persons, assemble them in the district of Harf Sufyan of Amran Governorate then send 

them to the frontlines to engage them in support work such as digging trenches or preparing military 

equipment. These practices are at variance with a number of international treaties, including the 

United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime and the Protocols thereto. 

- The Houthi militias even have several African military battalions on the Rahbah front in 

Ma’rib Governorate, and the Africans have a headquarters at the Republican Guard camp in the 

governorate of Dhamar, whence they are sent to the battlefronts. These groups even have a special 

squad called the Descendants of Bilal. 

11. In the light of the information given above, Saudi Arabia can only regret the subjective 

approach taken by mandate holders in making their allegations. In that context, it is important to 

recall Human Rights Council resolution 5/2 on the Code of Conduct for Special Procedure Mandate 

Holders of the Human Rights Council. Article 3 of the Code, entitled “General principles of 

conduct” states that mandate holders must “(a) Act in an independent capacity, and exercise their 

functions in accordance with their mandate, through a professional, impartial assessment of facts 

based on internationally recognized human rights standards, and free from any kind of extraneous 

influence, incitement, pressure, threat or interference, either direct or indirect, on the part of any 

party, whether stakeholder or not, for any reason whatsoever, the notion of independence being 

linked to the status of mandate-holders, and to their freedom to assess the human rights questions 

that they are called upon to examine under their mandate.” The Code of Conduct also contains other 

principles that have been violated by mandate holders. In any case, Saudi Arabia rejects the conduct 

pursued by the mandate holders, which consisted in conjecturing events then using them to claim 

that Saudi Arabia had violated international law and customary norms. At the same time, Saudi 

Arabia reaffirms its full commitment to its duties and rights under international laws, especially the 

binding laws and rules mentioned by the mandate holders. 

12. Saudi Arabia rejects the mandate holders’ assessment that “attacks and their repetition over 

time and place, represent a pattern of conduct by Saudi security forces that reflects a policy in 

disregard of the respect due to human beings in the course of border management operations”. In 

that connection, the State recalls the mandate holders’ own stated wish not “to prejudge the 
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accuracy of these allegations” and reaffirms that its policies for dealing with persons who cross the 

country’s borders illegally are consistent with the provisions of international law. 

13. Saudi Arabia observes relevant international standards and fulfils the obligations arising 

from the core United Nations human rights treaties to which it is a party; the United Nations 

Convention against Transnational Organized Crime; the Protocol against the Smuggling of 

Migrants by Land, Sea and Air; the Protocol to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Trafficking in 

Persons, Especially Women and Children; and the Protocol against the Illicit Manufacturing of and 

Trafficking in Firearms, Their Parts and Components and Ammunition. Saudi Arabia, moreover, is 

continuously reviewing and developing its own laws and regulations. This includes laws relating to 

border security, measures for dealing with persons who violate residency and border security laws 

and procedures for ensuring that anyone who mistreats persons who have broken the law are duly 

held accountable. 

14. National laws are designed to protect and uphold the right to life, and due care is taken to 

ensure that no one is arbitrarily deprived of that right. The duty to investigate potentially unlawful 

deaths is an essential part of upholding the right to life in Saudi Arabia and of promoting 

accountability and redress. In such cases, national laws envisage a prompt investigation that is 

effective, thorough, independent, impartial and transparent. And if evidence emerges from the 

investigation to indicate that a death was unlawful, the judicial authorities undertake to prosecute 

and punish the perpetrators, ensuring full and effective redress for victims whose rights were 

violated, and for their family members. This means that people are able to have equal and effective 

access to justice, to obtain redress for damages and to see their legal personality recognized before 

the courts, irrespective of whether or not they are irregular migrants. Redress thus includes full 

compensation, precise accountability and penalties against those responsible. 

15. Measures have been taken to protect migrant women and children from gender-based 

violence, including sexual violence, and to hold perpetrators of such crimes accountable. In that 

connection, Saudi Arabia has adopted a body of policies and legislation to combat violence against 

women of all categories, including migrant women and girls in irregular migratory movements, and 

it has embraced a concept of gender-based violence against women and girls that is consistent with 

the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women. Such policies 

and legislation include the Protection from Abuse Act, which aims to prohibit and criminalize any 

conduct involving violence in all its forms and to address behaviour and phenomena that create 

environments conducive to violence. The premise is that violence is a crime for which – given its 

physical, psychological and social effects – the law must demand an immediate and urgent 

response. Saudi Arabia has also enacted the Anti-Harassment Act, which seeks to prevent acts of 
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sexual harassment, punish persons who perpetrate such acts and protect victims, while safeguarding 

individual privacy, dignity and freedom. 

16. Sexual assault is classified as a serious crime in Saudi Arabia. It covers rape and attempted 

rape as well as forced prostitution and attempted forced prostitution. The law envisages severe 

penalties for perpetrators, irrespective of their status, and aims to provide adequate redress and 

reparation for victims regardless of their religion, race, sex or nationality. 

17. Saudi Arabia treats rape as a serious violation of human rights and a manifestation of 

gender-based violence against women and girls, and it institutes legal proceedings against 

perpetrators without delay. Such proceedings do not require a complaint from the victim. Moreover, 

rape and sexual assault are not subject to a statute of limitations. In its approach to such matters, 

Saudi Arabia is guided by the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action and the Beijing 

Declaration and Platform for Action. 

18. Saudi Arabia believes that – in the context of irregular international migration – children and 

particularly unaccompanied children or children separated from their families, are vulnerable to 

many serious violations. These can include sexual violence via extortion or trafficking and sexual 

exploitation, especially in countries of origin and transit. For this reason, Saudi Arabia has enacted a 

body of laws to protect children and safeguard their best interests, including the Child Protection 

Act and the Anti-Human Trafficking, Act both of which include provisions intended to combat 

crime and to punish perpetrators. 

19. Women, girls and children who commit infractions against the border security of Saudi 

Arabia are treated humanely, as explained above. In order to ensure that such persons are 

adequately protected, the competent authorities use early recognition measures to identify victims 

of sale, trafficking and abuse. A national referral mechanism also exists to help detect such crimes 

while also taking account of the best interests of the child. 

20. As part of its protection measures, Saudi Arabia ensures that social workers and border 

guards who deal with with women, girls and children in the context of irregular migration undergo 

mandatory training. 

- Persons who violate residency and border security laws are placed in special facilities 

(homes for men and homes for women). They are not held in ordinary prisons, which are reserved 

for persons who have committed criminal offences, and they are provided with the necessary 

protection and security round the clock. These procedures are in line with the relevant international 

standards, including the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners 

(the Nelson Mandela Rules). 
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21. Saudi Arabia applies the highest standards consistent with the best international practices 

regarding hygiene, ventilation, health care and nutrition in facilities for persons who have violated 

residency and border security laws, and it does so without discrimination on grounds of nationality, 

colour, sex, religion or any other grounds. It also works to ensure that all persons placed in those 

facilities are able to enjoy their rights under sharia and statutory law, as per Human Rights Council 

resolution 32/14 of 1 July 2016. 

22. The Human Rights Commission undertakes regular visits to facilities for persons who have 

violated residency and border security laws to ensure that the proper procedures are being followed 

and that the relevant laws and regulations in regard to human rights are being observed. It also 

verifies that no laws are being infringed and monitors any violations that might be taking place. In 

doing so, it acts under its mandate, which is to ensure the availability of rights and safeguards and 

the implementation of human rights law. This state of affairs is consistent with the relevant 

international standards. 

23. In the course of 2022, the Human Rights Commission conducted 93 inspections in facilities 

for persons who have violated residency and border security laws, and 78 inspections so far in 2023. 

During the inspections, the Commission ensured that human rights law was being duly 

implemented and that no violations were taking place. It did not find any indication that such 

violations were occurring. 

24. In conclusion, Saudi Arabia reminds the special procedures mandate holders of the Human 

Rights Council who contributed to the present communication of the Code of Conduct for Special 

Procedure Mandate Holders of the Human Rights Council adopted by the Human Rights Council in 

resolution 5/2 of 18 June 2007. 

25. At the same time, Saudi Arabia reiterates its invitation to the mandate holders to submit 

further information and evidence concerning the allegations made in the communication. Saudi 

Arabia further hopes that the mandate holders will be objective and impartial when making 

allegations and that they comply with the Code of Conduct for Special Procedure Mandate Holders. 

The preservation of human rights is a cornerstone of international peace and security, and Saudi 

Arabia will continue to make every effort to achieve security, stability and peace in Yemen and to 

provide the necessary humanitarian support to the country and its citizens, in accordance with the 

provisions of international law. 
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