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(Translated from Arabic) 

Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 

to the United Nations and other international organizations 

Geneva 

1. Responses were previously submitted in respect of joint communication UA SAU 

4/2023 of 6 July 2023 concerning Mr. Abdullah al-Derazi and Mr. Youssef al-Manasif, as 

well as joint communications on a number of other cases, including the case of Abdullah 

al-Derazi, Jalal Labbad and Youssef al-Manasif (AL SAU 1/2023) of 16 February and the 

case of Youssef al-Manasif (AL SAU 8/2022) of 13 June 2022, submitted by a number of 

thematic special procedure mandate holders of the Human Rights Council, among them a 

number of the signatories of the current communication. The previous communications 

addressed most of the allegations and claims raised in the current communication. The 

allegations were reviewed, detailed clarifications were provided regarding all relevant facts, 

the applicable laws of the Kingdom were cited, and the measures taken regarding the cases 

of the persons in question were described. The action taken was consistent with international 

human rights principles and standards. It was clarified that the information contained in the 

communication was inaccurate and included false allegations and claims that are based on 

information received from the source that is devoid of any evidence or proof. Those details 

were provided in the responses that the Kingdom submitted to the Human Rights Council 

and Special Procedures Division of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner 

for Human Rights and should therefore be taken into account. We request the mandate 

holders who authored the current communication to examine the earlier responses 

submitted, which provide clarification regarding the situation of the two individuals in 

question. 

2. The State cooperates with all the United Nations human rights mechanisms and 

replies to their requests for information and clarifications. It honours its international human 

rights treaty obligations, and its procedures are consistent with its commitments under 

international human rights law and with related norms. It looks into and clarifies all the facts 

pertaining to the allegations that it receives.  

3. The information in joint communication UA SAU 2/2024 (13 June 2024) is 

inaccurate, contains false claims and allegations and is based on unsubstantiated and 

unreliable sources. In this context, we would like to affirm the following:  

4. The laws of the Kingdom guarantee all persons the right to due process and to a fair 

and public hearing before an independent and fair court of law. The country's judiciary 

derives its authority and operating principles from the Islamic sharia, which defines the 

delivery of justice as an obligation and the foundation of governance and which guarantees 

judicial independence. Article 46 of the Basic Law of Governance states: “The judiciary is 

an independent authority, and judges administer justice independently, subject to no 

authority other than the Islamic sharia.” Article 1 of the Judiciary Act states that: “Judges 
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are independent and administer justice subject to no authority other than the stipulations of 

the sharia and the laws in force. No one may interfere in judicial affairs.” Article 48 of the 

Basic Law of Governance states that the courts must abide by the stipulations of the sharia 

when dealing with the cases brought before them and must be guided by the Qur’an and 

Sunna and whatever laws may be promulgated by the authorities that do not conflict with 

the Qur’an and Sunna. Article 49 states that the courts have competence to rule on all crimes 

and disputes, except for those cases that fall under the jurisdiction of the Board of 

Grievances (the administrative judiciary).  

5. No one is detained in the Kingdom for exercising his or her rights and freedoms. All 

citizens and residents, both men and women, enjoy their rights and exercise their freedoms 

without discrimination, in accordance with the legislation in force in the country. No group, 

regardless of its designation, is accorded precedence with regard to the exercise of those 

rights and freedoms. Any person whose rights are violated may lodge a complaint in 

accordance with the available legal remedies. State institutions have a legal obligation to 

ensure that all individuals are treated fairly, regardless of their religion, race, gender or 

nationality. If any of those institutions or their representatives violates a person’s rights, 

effective legal action to guarantee human rights may be taken by a number of mechanisms, 

including the judiciary and governmental and non-governmental human rights institutions.  

6. The laws of the Kingdom guarantee a fair and public trial for all accused persons 

before an independent court 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 affirms that no criminal penalty may be imposed on 

any person except upon conviction for an act committed in violation of sharia or statutory 

law. Accordingly, the country’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.  

7. The laws of the Kingdom guarantee a fair and public trial for all accused persons 

before a competent and independent court. They are entitled to present a defence, to seek 

the assistance of lawyers and to file an appeal against judgments handed down against them.  

8. International law does not prohibit the death penalty, nor does it require the abolition 

of this punishment, but rather sets restrictions and criteria for the imposition of death 

sentences, to which the Kingdom strictly adheres when imposing and applying the death 

penalty. In the Kingdom, the death penalty is imposed only for the most serious crimes, in 

accordance with the legislation in force at the time of the commission of the crime, and only 

pursuant to a final judgment issued by a competent and independent court and after reviews 

have been conducted at all three levels of adjudication. The Kingdom believes that the right 
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to life is the ultimate right and an inherent human right, and it therefore prohibits any 

practices that may lead to the arbitrary deprivation of life. 

9. In Saudi Arabia, the death penalty is imposed only for the most serious crimes and 

in extremely limited circumstances. It is clear that in this case, the two individuals were 

convicted for murder, as well as other extremely serious terrorist offences. The imposition 

of the death penalty in such cases is fully consistent with guarantee No. 1 of the safeguards 

guaranteeing protection of the rights of those facing the death penalty issued in United 

Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) resolution 1984/50 of 25 May 1984, 

which stipulates that the death penalty may be imposed only for the most serious crimes and 

in the narrowest of circumstances, namely crimes with lethal or other extremely grave 

consequences.  

10. Under Saudi law, the death penalty is only imposed or carried out after the judicial 

review procedures at the various levels of jurisdiction have been completed. The laws of the 

Kingdom provide assurances of a fair trial and due process consistent with the State's 

commitments under international human rights law. Initially, the case will be heard jointly 

by the court of first instance before three judges. The verdict is then put before the second 

degree court (appeal court), even if none of the litigating parties requests it, where it is 

reviewed by a criminal chamber consisting of five judges. If the appeal court upholds the 

verdict, it must be referred to the Supreme Court to be reviewed by a criminal chamber of 

five judges. If the Supreme Court also upholds the sentence, all stages of the proceedings 

have been completed and the judgment becomes final and enforceable.  

11. The death penalty is carried out only after a criminal has been found guilty of 

committing a crime punishable by death under the law and pursuant to a final and definitive 

verdict. The Kingdom takes continuous and comprehensive action to review and develop 

existing laws that criminalize and prescribe penalties for crimes, including the death 

penalty, and seeks to narrow their scope without precluding the implementation of final, 

definitive and enforceable judgments based on legally valid provisions, an approach that is 

consistent with the general rules of criminal law.  

12. Regarding the request to provide specific information on the cases of Al-

Derazi, Al-Labbad, and Al-Manasif, including the date of and reason for their arrest  

13. Although these queries have already been clarified and answered in the responses 

to previous communications, in the spirit of cooperation, we reiterate that Abdullah bin 

Muhammad al-Derazi was arrested on 1 Dhu al-Qa‘dah 1435 A.H., Jalal bin Hassan Labbad 

on 26 Jumada I 1438 A.H., and Youssef bin Mohammed al-Manasif on 9 Rajab 1438 A.H., 

pursuant to arrest warrants issued by the competent authority. They were detained in the 

General Prison (Al-Mabahith) in the city of Dammam, which is a recognized and designated 

place of detention. The warrants were lawfully issued, allowing their detention, given that 

the charges brought against them involved the commission of serious terrorist offences 



HRC/NONE/2024/SP/37 

GE.24-15639 4 

requiring their detention and warranting the duration of detention, in accordance with the 

law.  

14. On the day they were arrested, they were immediately informed of the reasons for 

their respective arrests: Abdullah al-Derazi on 1 Dhu al-Qa‘dah 1435 A.H., Jalal Labbad on 

26 Jumada I 1438 A.H., and Youssef al-Manasif on 9 Rajab 1438 A.H. They were also 

informed of their legal rights, including their rights to seek the assistance of a lawyer or 

legal representative in accordance with the law and to contact a person of their choice to 

inform them of their arrest. They signed an acknowledged that they had been informed of 

their rights, in accordance with article 22 of the implementing regulations of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure.  

15. The law grants the investigating body the right to prevent an accused person from 

communicating with third parties for a specified period of time in exceptional circumstances 

during the investigation, without prejudice to the right of the accused to contact his or her 

relatives and legal representative. This legal measure is consistent with international 

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

Prisoners (the Nelson Mandela Rules) and principle 16 (4) of the Body of Principles for the 

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

16. The Government wishes to make it clear that the prohibition on accused persons 

from communicating with others is subject to strict controls. The law, moreover, 

criminalizes and punishes acts of torture. According to the Terrorist Crimes and Terrorism 

Financing Act, a prohibition on communicating with others cannot be imposed save in 

exceptional circumstances that are specified in law, and this does not prejudice to the right 

of the relatives of an accused person to be informed of the arrest of their loved one. Under 

article 20 of the Act, the competent authority can order that an accused person should have 

no calls or visits for a period of up to 90 days, if the investigators so require. If such a 

circumstance transpires, any detainee or inmate has the right to file a complaint, under 

article 39 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which stipulates: “Prisoners and detainees 

have the right to submit, at any time, a written or verbal complaint to the director of the 

prison or detention centre and request that it be conveyed to a member of the Public 

Prosecution Service. The director must accept the complaint and forward it at once, after 

recording it in a special register. The prisoner or detainee must receive acknowledgement 

of receipt. The administration of the prison or detention centre is required to allocate a 

separate office for members of the Public Prosecution Service from which they can monitor 

the conditions of prisoners and detainees.”  

17. The persons concerned enjoy the rights to which they are entitled by law. They have 

been informed of their rights, including the right to defend themselves in person or call upon 

a lawyer of their choice or a court-appointed lawyer, as appropriate, at State expense for 

those without adequate financial resources. All of them were able to call upon legal 
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representation and appointed a number of lawyers and legal representatives. They also 

requested the appointment of lawyers of their own choosing at the expense of the State, and 

their requests were granted.  

18. In the responses provided previously, it was clarified that, since the date of their 

arrest, the individuals in question have, like other prisoners and detainees, enjoyed their 

right to their right to regular and systematic visitation and communication with their families 

and legal representatives. As previously stated, they were immediately informed on the 

same day they were arrested of their right to contact a person of their choice to inform them 

of their arrest. They enjoy all the rights and guarantees stipulated in Saudi law, which are 

consistent with the relevant international standards. Abdullah al-Derazi has received 383 

visits, most recently on 18 Muharram A.H. 1446 (24 July A.D. 2024), and 132 telephone 

calls, most recently on 24 Muharram A.H. 1446 (30 July A.D. 2024). Jalal Labbad has 

received 100 visits, most recently on 18 Muharram A.H. 1446 (24 July A.D. 2024) and 183 

telephone calls, most recently on 22 Muharram A.H. 1446 (28 July A.D. 2024). Youssef al-

Manasif has received 243 visits, most recently on 26 Muharram A.H. 1446 (1 August A.D. 

2024), and 130 telephone calls, most recently on 24 Muharram A.H. 1446 (30 July A.D. 

2024).  

19. Regarding the request to provide the exact dates of the alleged conduct that 

was the basis of each of the charges brought  

20. We reiterate that all of the individuals in question were over the age of 18 at the 

time they committed the crimes for which they were sentenced to death. Abdullah bin 

Mohammed al-Derazi threw Molotov cocktails at security personnel with the intention of 

killing them in early A.H. 1435, participated in shootings at the Administrative Control 

Department and Tarout police station on 6 Rajab A.H. 1435, and participated in establishing 

a terrorist entity that planned to carry out terrorist operations in the Kingdom to disrupt 

internal security on 1 Dhu al-Qa‘dah A.H. 1434. Jalal Labbad participated with a number 

of terrorists in the abduction and subsequent murder of a Shiite judge on 14 Rabi‘ I A.H. 

1438. He also participated in the killing of security personnel, firing seven shots directly at 

them and their vehicles, using 570 live bullets from military weapons during the years 

A.H.1434, 1435, 1436 and 1437. Youssef al-Manasif attempted to kill security personnel 

by firing shots directly at them on different occasions, throwing Molotov cocktails at them, 

their vehicles and Awamiyah police station with the intention of killing or injuring them on 

10 Muharram A.H. 1436 and again in A.H. 1438, the use of weapons and ammunition with 

the intention of disturbing public security on 10 Muharram A.H. 1436, and possessing 

Molotov cocktails and explosives for use in terrorist crimes in the Kingdom on 9 Rajab A.H. 

1438.  
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21. Regarding the request to provide specific details on the pieces of evidence 

supporting their conviction, including details on the physical evidence, the technical 

reports presented and any other evidence  

22. In the cases of the persons in question, the public prosecutor presented evidence 

proving that they had committed serious terrorist offences. This evidence includes arrest 

and inspection reports, seized items and technical reports, as well as confessions made by 

the accused. They confessed of their own free will before the investigating authority and 

admitted the charges against them before the judiciary, in accordance with article 101 (2) 

of the Code of Criminal Procedure. They had full legal capacity and did not plead that they 

had been subjected to coercion.  

23. We would like to emphasize that 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.  

24. The court established that the confessions made by the persons in question were 

valid and that they were made while they were fully competent and without coercion. In all 

cases, judges do not rely solely on confessions as evidence, but rather on the factual and 

circumstantial evidence presented, including arrest and search records, witness statements, 

and the questioning and statements made during the proceedings. A judge can pursue a 

number of measures, such as hearing witnesses, calling on experts, including forensic 

experts, as the trial is the final investigation and there is a need to provide guarantees and 

protection for the parties.  

25. The individuals were convicted in accordance with the laws in force at the time their 

crimes were committed. Article 38 of the Basic Law of Governance states that there shall 

be no crime or punishment except on the basis of a sharia or statutory provision and there 

shall be no punishment except for deeds committed subsequent to the effectiveness of a 

statutory provision. Article 3 of the Code of Criminal Procedure affirms that no penalty may 

be imposed on any person except upon conviction for an act in violation of sharia or 

statutory law following a trial in accordance with sharia principles. This is consistent with 

article 11 (2) of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

26. The court verified all of the evidence submitted against the aforementioned 

individuals and established that they had committed the offences for which they were 

convicted and that they were among the violent participants in these offences, according 

full respect to the State's international commitments. The evidence, facts of the case and 

crimes they are accused of having committed were assessed on a fair and individual basis.  
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27. Regarding the request to provide detailed information on the access to medical 

services of each individual, including the dates on which they were examined by 

independent medical professionals; the findings of the medical reports, including 

potential physical and psychological signs of torture; and whether copies of the 

medical records have been provided to the families 

28. Upon being placed in detention, they underwent a medical examination. In the 

responses provided earlier, it was clarified that, since their arrest, they have enjoyed the 

right to the necessary medical care, like other detainees and prisoners, and have had full 

access to it. Abdullah al-Derazi is in good health and sound condition. He has attended a 

number of medical clinics, including dermatology, surgery, ear, nose and throat, and 

orthopaedics. Jalal Labbad is in good health and sound condition. He has attended a number 

of medical clinics, including internal medicine, urology, orthopaedics and surgery. Youssef 

al-Manasif is in good health and sound condition. He has attended a number of medical 

clinics, including internal medicine, surgery, dental and dermatology.  

29. It has already been clarified in the previously submitted responses that the 

aforementioned persons are treated well, in a manner that preserves their dignity and 

guarantees all their rights, on an equal footing with other detainees and prisoners, and that 

they have not been subjected to any form of physical or mental torture or ill-treatment.  

30. Persons in custody receive suitable and comprehensive medical care free of charge 

in accordance with the operative laws and directives in the Kingdom. This includes a 

thorough check-up and all laboratory tests upon admission, without exception. A detailed 

medical report is prepared, describing the inmate’s health condition and giving the results 

of laboratory tests, as well as medical recommendations, accompanied by medical imagery. 

In cases where inmates suffer from a medical condition that predates their detention, a 

doctor’s opinion is attached to the report, alongside any further medical recommendations. 

In order to protect inmates’ confidentiality, the facility is not allowed to disclose any 

medical information. At a doctor’s recommendation, and depending upon the case, inmates 

can be transferred to hospitals outside the prison. Inmates are duly provided with their 

prescribed medication and are monitored by specialists to ensure that they take it at the 

correct time. They are also able to communicate with their families, which has a positive 

effect on their state of health. The prison at which the individuals in question are being held 

has its own hospital, with a specialized medical staff, covering all branches of medicine, 

including internal medicine, urology, dermatology, dentistry, psychiatry, orthopaedics, 

cardiology, neurology, ear, nose and throat, ophthalmology, gynaecology and obstetrics, 

and physiotherapy. It also has X-ray, CT and MRI machines. These clinics have state-of-

the-art medical equipment. Day surgeries such as tonsillectomies, appendectomies, and gall 

bladder and haemorrhoid removals are performed in these hospitals. Some cases are 

monitored and other procedures are carried out in State-run hospitals outside the prison.  



HRC/NONE/2024/SP/37 

GE.24-15639 8 

31. Regarding the request to provide information on any other specific steps taken 

to impartially investigate the allegations of torture and how these investigations 

complied with the Convention against Torture  

32. We reiterate that the court took the necessary measures to verify and investigate 

these allegations when they were raised during the legal proceedings and found them to be 

unfounded. This is consistent with the State's obligations arising from its accession to the 

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

Punishment, including article 12 thereof.  

33. The Kingdom is cognisant of the gravity of the crime of torture and has adopted 

effective measures to prevent the commission or attempted commission of torture. 

Perpetrators are subject to the severest penalties in law, regardless of their status. If the court 

receives a complaint or has doubts or good reason to believe that the accused has been 

tortured, it will immediately carry out an investigation, even if none has been requested. If 

it is established that torture has been committed, a criminal case will be brought against the 

accused, paving the way for the imposition of penalties on the perpetrator and redress and 

reparation for the victim of torture.  

34. As indicated in the previous responses, the laws of the Kingdom contain a series of 

guarantees and measures aimed at ensuring that no detainee or prisoner is subjected to 

torture, ill-treatment or other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment.  

35. Regarding the request to provide information on the alleged enforced 

disappearance of Youssef al-Manasif during the initial stages of his detention and the 

steps taken to investigate it, identify those responsible and prosecute and sanction 

them  

36. The person in question has not been subjected to any form of enforced or involuntary 

disappearance. He is being detained in the General Prison (Al-Mabahith) in the city of 

Dammam, a well-known and designated place of detention. There are no secret places of 

detention in the Kingdom. From the date of his arrest and detention, he has enjoyed his 

rights to visitation and telephone calls. On the day he was arrested, 9 Rajab A.H. 1438, he 

was allowed to call a person of his choice to inform them of his arrest.  

37. The laws of the Kingdom provide adequate protection for people and their rights, 

including protection against enforced disappearance and other abuses. In accordance with 

article 26 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, persons may be arrested only by law 

enforcement officials and under an arrest order issued by the competent authority. Under 

article 2 of the Code, persons may be detained or imprisoned only in a location designated 

for such purposes and for the period prescribed by the authority. According to article 37 of 

the Code: “No person shall be detained or imprisoned except in places designated for that 

purpose by the law. The administrator of a prison or detention centre may not admit anyone 

except pursuant to an order specifying the reasons for and period of detention, duly signed 
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by the competent authority. The inmate shall not remain in custody following the expiry of 

the period specified in that order”.  

38. Any orders or instructions that direct, authorize or encourage an act of enforced 

disappearance are prohibited under national law. This prohibition is upheld in article 12 (a) 

and (b) of the Civil Service Act, which stipulates: “Public servants are prohibited from 

misusing their professional mandate or abusing their authority”. Moreover, the duties of 

public law enforcement officials (civilian and military) are enshrined in the laws that govern 

and regulate their functions. These include Royal Decree No. 43 – which criminalizes ill-

treatment or coercion, such as torture, cruelty, confiscation of property or denial of personal 

liberties, in the course of discharging public duties – the Code of Criminal Procedure and 

other laws. Internal instructions and directives rest on the assumption that these laws are an 

integral part of the duties of public officials, who must abide by such laws and, if they fail 

to do so, face both criminal and disciplinary action. They cannot evade that responsibility 

and any transgression of powers or misuse of authority is investigated and punished.  

39. Regarding the request to provide information on why Youssef al-Manasif’s 

case was returned to the Court of Appeal in August 2023 and why his family was not 

informed of the developments and to indicate whether his case has been heard by the 

Supreme Court  

40. In the previous responses, it was clarified that the individual, his family and his legal 

representative are aware of all the judicial proceedings taken in his case. A preliminary 

judgment (subject to appeal) was handed down against him, sentencing him to the death 

penalty. The individual and his legal representative filed an appeal against the judgment, 

and his case file was sent to the specialized criminal court of appeal. Death sentences must 

be submitted to the court of appeal, even if none of the parties submits a request. The court 

of appeal held several hearings in the presence of the defendant, the public prosecutor, and 

his legal representative. It upheld the death sentence issued by the court of first instance.  

41. He and his legal representative were given a copy of the judgement and informed of 

their right to appeal to the Supreme Court within the period prescribed by law. His legal 

representative launched an appeal in cassation before the Supreme Court. The case file was 

transmitted to the Supreme Court. Death sentences must be submitted to the Supreme Court, 

even if none of the parties so request. The Supreme Court made some formal observations 

and requested that the court of appeal fulfil them. To date, the case is still pending before 

the Supreme Court.  



HRC/NONE/2024/SP/37 

GE.24-15639 10 

42. Regarding the request to explain the exact legal provisions abolishing the death 

penalty for minors  

43. The Kingdom has undertaken reforms, as reflected in the promulgation of the 

Juveniles Act (2018) –  publicly available on official websites in Arabic and English – which 

abolished the death penalty in the case of ta’zir offences (for which punishment is at the 

discretion of the judge) for persons who were under 18 years of age when the punishable 

act was perpetrated. It guarantees that in cases where the crime is punishable by the death 

penalty, convicted persons shall be placed in a detention centre for a period not exceeding 

10 years. This provision is not applicable, however, to hudud and qisas cases, since the 

penalties in such cases are prescribed by the Islamic sharia.  

44. As an extension of these reform measures, the Royal Decree of March 2020 is 

clearly and precisely defined in scope. It prevents the enforcement of final judgments 

imposing the death penalty on juveniles for ta’zir offences and ensures that the penalties 

prescribed in the Juveniles Act are applied for all offences, without exception. According 

to the penalties prescribed in article 15 of the Act, capital offences shall be punishable by 

confinement in a detention centre for a period not exceeding 10 years. The Decree also 

provides for the inclusion or amendment of all implementing regulations applicable to 

accused juveniles and requires the imposition of the penalties prescribed in the Juveniles 

Act to all offences without exception at any stage of trial.  

45. The Royal Decree was immediately brought into force and implemented following 

its promulgation in March 2020. Consequently, the State suspended the application of all 

death sentences issued for ta’zir offences against juveniles who were under the age of 18 

years at the time of offence. The Public Prosecution Service transferred all relevant case 

files to the competent court, and the prosecutor requested that the judgments handed down 

against such persons be reviewed and that the penalties set out in article 15 of the Juveniles 

Act should be imposed. The juveniles were retried in accordance with the established 

procedures and sentenced by a court of first instance to a period of imprisonment of 10 years 

starting from the date of their arrest, in accordance with article 15 of the Juveniles Act and 

article 215 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which stipulates that, if a convicted person 

is sentenced to a term of imprisonment and has already served part of that term while being 

detained in connection with the case that has been adjudicated, the period of such detention 

shall be deducted from the prison term. The rulings were subject to judicial review before a 

higher court, and the juveniles were released once they had served their sentences.  

46. Regarding the request to provide information on the practice of not informing 

family members of executions and how this is compatible with the Government's 

international obligations, including in relation to the prohibition on torture and other 

cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment or punishment, and to include information 

on any existing or envisaged legal standards prohibiting secret executions  
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47. In the Kingdom, no death sentences or other sentences are carried out in secret. All 

persons sentenced to the death penalty are aware of their sentence, as are their families and 

all parties to the case, and they are given the opportunity to write their wills before the death 

penalty is carried out. A statement is published on the official Saudi Press Agency website 

that the death sentence will be carried out on the day of execution without any delay. In 

some cases, such as judgments in which the death sentence has been handed down as a 

retaliatory penalty (qisas), the date of execution of the death sentence is postponed and 

another date is set and announced to all parties to the case in order to make further efforts 

to convince the victim's family to waive the retaliatory death penalty.  

48. We reaffirm that national laws are consistent with the relevant international controls, 

safeguards and standards, including the Safeguards guaranteeing protection of the rights of 

those facing the death penalty issued in United Nations Economic and Social Council 

(ECOSOC) resolution 1984/50 of 25 May 1984.  

49. Regarding the request to provide information on the measures in place to 

ensure the remains of executed individuals are returned to their families and, if the 

remains are not returned, to explain how this is compatible with the Government’s 

international obligations  

50. When the sentence has been executed, the necessary arrangements are made for 

preparing the corpse expeditiously for burial, in accordance with the law, and for ensuring 

full respect for the dignity of the dead person and his or her next of kin. We would like to 

emphasize that there is no truth to the allegation that the remains of persons who have been 

executed are not returned, as they are treated in accordance with the aforementioned 

procedure.  

51. It is clear from this and previous responses that the measures taken in the cases of 

the aforementioned individuals are in accordance with international human rights standards, 

the State's obligations under international human rights law, and the human rights 

conventions to which the Kingdom is a party, including the Convention against Torture and 

Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment and the Convention on the 

Rights of the Child.  

52. It was noted that joint communication UA SAU 2/2024 of 13 June 2024, which is 

the subject of this reply, included many questions on which detailed information was 

already available in the previous responses submitted by the Kingdom regarding the 

individuals in question, namely 6/413 of 2 August 2022, 2183/413 of 14 April 2013, 

374/413 of 31 August 2023 and 902/413 of 16 October 2023, which were described by the 

special procedure mandate holders as lengthy responses. This is unfortunate and gives the 

impression that the mandate holders did not exercise due diligence in reading and reviewing 

the responses, in violation of article 6 (b) of the Code of Conduct for Special Procedures 

Mandate-holders of the Human Rights Council.  
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53. In conclusion, the Kingdom wishes to reaffirm that it responds to all letters, appeals 

and communications and clarifies all relevant facts in line with its policy of cooperation 

with international human rights mechanisms.  

54. Saudi Arabia also wishes to remind the thematic special procedures mandate holders 

of the Human Rights Council, co-signatories of the joint communication, of the Code of 

Conduct for Special Procedures Mandate-holders of the Human Rights Council issued under 

Human Rights Council resolution 5/2 of 18 June 2007. In particular, it wishes to draw 

attention to the fact that mandate holders should:  

(a) Always seek to establish the facts, especially the claims and allegations made by the 

source, based on objective, reliable information emanating from relevant credible 

sources, that they have duly cross-checked to the best extent possible, in accordance 

with article 6 (a) of the Code;  

(b) Take comprehensive account of the information Saudi Arabia has provided in 

relation to the case in question, in line with article 6 (b) of the Code;  

(c) Evaluate all information, particularly the allegations received from the sources, in 

the light of internationally recognized human rights standards relevant to the 

mandate of the special rapporteurs, and of international conventions to which the 

State concerned is a party, in accordance with article 6 (c) of the Code;  

(d) Ensure that the communications submitted regarding the case are not manifestly 

unfounded or politically motivated, in accordance with article 9 (a) of the Code;  

(e) Ensure that the person or group of persons submitting the communication are acting 

in good faith in accordance with principles of human rights, and free from politically 

motivated stands or contrary to the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, 

and claiming to have direct or reliable knowledge of those violations substantiated 

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

(f) Ensure that communications regarding cases are not based exclusively on reports 

disseminated by mass media, in accordance with article 9 (e) of the Code;  

(g) Bear in mind the need to ensure that their personal political opinions are without 

prejudice to the execution of their mission, and base their conclusions and 

recommendations on objective assessments of human rights situations, in 

accordance with article 12 (a) of the Code;  

(h) In implementing their mandate, therefore, 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;  
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(i) Give a fair, credible and not prejudicially cursory indication of the replies submitted 

by Saudi Arabia, in line with article 13 (a) of the Code of Conduct;  

(j) Ensure that their declarations on the human rights situation in the country concerned 

are at all times compatible with their mandate and 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.  

- 
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