(Translated from Arabic)
Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Ref:

413/6/8/1/686

Date: 31 December 2014
The Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia to the United Nations
Office at Geneva presents its compliments to the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention,
the Special Rapporteur on freedom of religion or belief, the Special Rapporteur on the right
of everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of physical and mental
health, the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers, the Special
Rapporteur on minority issues and the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or
arbitrary executions. With reference to urgent appeal No. SAU 12/2014 of 17 November
2014 requesting information about the death sentence imposed on Nimr Baqir Al-Nimr, the
Mission has the honour to transmit the following reply from the Kingdom’s Government:
1.

Regarding the accuracy of the alleged facts:

The facts as set forth in the appeal are inaccurate. An arrest warrant was issued
against the said person pursuant to article 35 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001
which stipulates that “except in cases of flagrante delicto, no one shall be arrested or
detained without an order from the competent authority”. He was accused of felonies but
his whereabouts remained unknown until he was arrested by a security patrol on 18
Sha’ban A.H. 1433 [8 July 2012]. His arrest took place in accordance with article 2 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001 which stipulates that: “No one shall be arrested,
searched, detained, or imprisoned except as provided by law. Persons shall be detained or
imprisoned only in premises designated for such purposes and only for the period
prescribed by the competent authority. It is prohibited to subject an arrested person to any
form of physical or mental harm or to torture or degrading treatment.” His arrest was also
consistent with article 33 of the Code which stipulates that: “A criminal investigation
officer may arrest a suspect apprehended in flagrante delicto at the scene of a crime
provided that there is sufficient evidence on which to charge him, in which case the officer
shall draw up a report thereon and immediately notify the Bureau of Investigation and
Public Prosecution. The arrested person shall under no circumstances be held in custody for
more than 24 hours except pursuant to a written order from the investigator. If the accused
is not found at the scene of the crime, the officer shall issue an order for his arrest and a
note to that effect shall be entered in the report.” In this case, the said person confronted
security patrols and sought to prevent police officers from doing their duty to track down
one of the most dangerous wanted suspects who had attacked and fired upon security forces
a number of times in the past. They called upon him to desist and give himself up but he
failed to respond, forcing them to move in and arrest him. While the officers were putting
him into a patrol car, two other vehicles approached, stopping in front of the patrol car, and
gunfire was exchanged with the members of the patrol. Al-Nimr was wounded and was
immediately taken to hospital to receive medical attention. He was interrogated by the
authorities in conformity with article 14 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001 (“The
Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution shall conduct its investigation and
prosecution activities in accordance with its Statute and the implementing regulations
thereof”), and article 3 of the Bureau’s Statute (“The Bureau shall, in accordance with its
Statute and the implementing regulations thereof, undertake the following activities: (a)
investigate offences; (b) decide whether to institute proceedings or close the case in
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accordance with the regulations; (c) conduct prosecutions before judicial bodies in
accordance with the implementing regulations.”)
He was detained under article 113 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001 which
stipulates that: “If, following the interrogation of the suspect or in the event of his flight,
sufficient evidence is found of his involvement in a major offence, or if the interests of the
investigation necessitate his remand in custody in order to prevent him from absconding or
influencing the course of the investigation, the investigator shall order his remand in
custody for a period not exceeding five days from the date of his arrest”. His remand in
custody was subsequently extended under article 114 of the Code which stipulates that:
“The remand in custody shall terminate after five days unless the investigator deems it
necessary to extend its duration in which case, prior to its expiration, he shall refer the file
to the head of the regional branch of the Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution so
that the latter can either extend the remand in custody for one or more consecutive periods
totalling not more than 40 days from the date of the suspect’s arrest or order his release. In
cases requiring an even longer period of remand in custody, the matter shall be referred to
the Director of the Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution, who may order an
extension for one or more consecutive periods of up to 30 days totalling not more than six
months from the date of the suspect’s arrest. Thereafter, the suspect must be immediately
referred to the competent court or released.”
There is no truth whatsoever to the allegation that the charges against the accused
are unclear and may have been fabricated as a way to punish him for his peaceful activities.
On the conclusion of his interrogation, he was charged with a number of offences,
including: disrupting and inciting disruption of national unity by fomenting discord among
citizens; belonging to a terrorist cell which operated to that end; inciting disorder; carrying
firearms and discharging them against citizens, security forces and public and private
property; damaging and sabotaging public facilities and private property; attacking security
forces which were carrying out their duties, thereby causing the death of a number of
citizens and security officers and injuring others; defaming the judiciary; declaring that he
was not bound by the Kingdom’s laws and regulations and inciting others to follow his
example. The Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution referred his case file to the
competent court in conformity with article 16 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001
(“The Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution shall, pursuant to its Statute, have
jurisdiction to initiate and conduct criminal prosecutions before the competent courts”) and
article 126 of the said Code (“If, having completed the investigation, the investigator is of
the opinion that there is sufficient evidence against the accused, the case shall be referred to
the competent court and summons to appear before it shall be served on the accused”).
There is absolutely no truth to the allegation that the said person was kept in solitary
confinement and subjected to torture. He was not held in solitary confinement but in a
spacious cell containing the same facilities as those available to other prisoners. He did not
suffer ill-treatment or any form of torture, and this was confirmed by a representative of the
Human Rights Commission who visited him. Therefore, his arrest, interrogation and
detention took place in accordance with Saudi law which is consistent with international
norms and standards. Article 2 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2013 stipulates that
“persons may be detained or imprisoned only in premises designated for such purposes and
only for the period prescribed by the competent authority”. All detention centres and
prisons are inspected to ensure that they meet judicial, administrative, health and social
requirements in accordance with article 5 of the Prison and Detention Act which stipulates
that “prisons and places of detention are subject to judicial, administrative, health and social
inspection in accordance with the provisions of the implementing regulations”. All forms of
torture are banned under Saudi law pursuant to article 2 of the Code of Criminal Procedure
of 2013 (“It is prohibited to subject an arrested person to any physical or mental harm or to
torture or degrading treatment”). Furthermore, in accordance with article 102 of the Code:
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“Interrogations must be conducted in a manner that does not affect the suspect’s willingness
to make statements. The suspect shall not be required to take an oath and no means of
coercion shall be used against him.” The supervision of prisons and places of detention by
the Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution is a fundamental safeguard to ensure
that prisoners and detainees are not tortured. Pursuant to articles 38 and 39 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, the competent officials from the Bureau regularly visit prisons, listen
to complaints from prisoners and detainees and take the statutory measures if they detect
any violations of the latter’s rights. Article 25 of the Code of Criminal Procedure stipulates
that, “in discharging their duties as provided by law, criminal investigation officers are
subject to supervision by the Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution, which may
request their superiors to look into any violation or fault on the part of such officers and
take disciplinary action against them without prejudice to the right to initiate criminal
proceedings”. Under articles 171 and 172 of the Internal Security Forces Act, anyone
proven to have engaged in ill-treatment or coercion in his official capacity, including by
inflicting any form of torture or mutilation, or to have denied personal liberties or
administered an exemplary punishment, is liable to dismissal from service and/or
imprisonment for a term of up to 6 months, depending on the gravity of the act. Any person
with a private or personal injury claim arising from the aforesaid violations is entitled to
seek redress from the culprit before the competent bodies.
2.
Information concerning the legal grounds for the arrest and detention of Nimr AlNimr and how these measures are compatible with the international human rights standards
enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights:
The said person was arrested, interrogated and detained following the events
described in the answer to question 1 and in accordance with the aforementioned legislative
provisions which are consistent with the international norms and standards enshrined in the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and particularly articles 5, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11
thereof. Moreover, article 29, paragraph 2, of the Declaration reads as follows: “In the
exercise of his rights and freedoms, everyone shall be subject only to such limitations as are
determined by law solely for the purpose of securing due recognition and respect for the
rights and freedoms of others and of meeting the just requirements of morality, public order
and the general welfare in a democratic society.”
3.
Information on the charges and offences on which Nimr Baqir Al-Nimr was
convicted, how they are compatible with Saudi Arabia’s international human rights
obligations and, in particular, whether the court had discretion to impose a lesser sentence
on him and whether the sentence can be pardoned:
The court of first instance found the accused guilty of a number of offences,
including: fleeing and hiding from the police after learning that he was wanted by the
authorities; disrupting and instigating the disruption of national unity by fomenting discord
among citizens; misleading and inciting young persons and others to disrupt national unity;
meeting with wanted persons accused of criminal acts of terrorism, and inciting and
instructing them to continue their subversive activities in pursuit of their terrorist goals;
participating with a wanted person in an armed confrontation with security forces wherein
he deliberately crashed his vehicle into a patrol car in order to prevent the police from
arresting a wanted man, thereby enabling him to escape; inciting disorder; carrying firearms
and discharging them against citizens, police and public and private property; damaging
and sabotaging public facilities and private property, thereby causing the death of a number
of citizens and security officers and injuring others; attacking security forces which were
carrying out their duties; participating in the storage and dissemination via the Internet of
material prejudicial to public order, which is a criminal offence under the Repression of
Cybercrime Act; defaming the judiciary; declaring that he was not bound by the Kingdom’s
laws and regulations and inciting others to follow his example; interfering in the affairs of a

3

GE.15-00076

HRC/NONE/2015/3

sovereign State by instigating terrorist crimes inside Saudi Arabia; fomenting disorder and
sectarian strife; disrupting security and calling upon Saudi citizens to participate in such
acts.
As to whether the sentence can be reduced, it should be noted that, since it was
imposed by a court of first instance, the sentence may be challenged and is subject to appeal
and cassation. The exercise of discretion is left to the judiciary pursuant to article 46 of the
Basic Law of Governance (“The judiciary is an independent authority and, in their
administration of justice, judges are subject to no authority other than the Islamic sharia”)
and article 1 of the Statute of the Judiciary (“Judges are independent and, in their
administration of justice, are subject to no authority other than the provisions of the Islamic
sharia and the regulations in force. No one has the right to interfere in the administration of
justice.”)
4.
Information concerning each stage of the judicial proceedings conducted against
Nimr Baqir Al-Nimr and how they comply with the requirements of the right to a fair trial
and due process guarantees as enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and
the Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers:
The following judicial proceedings were instituted against the accused:
The Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution investigated the case in
conformity with article 14 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001 (“The Bureau of
Investigation and Public Prosecution shall conduct its investigation and prosecution
activities in accordance with its Statute and the implementing regulations thereof”) and
article 3 of the said Statute (“The Bureau shall, in accordance with its Statute and the
implementing regulations thereof, undertake the following activities: (a) investigate
offences; (b) decide whether to institute proceedings or close the case in accordance with
the regulations; (c) conduct prosecutions before judicial bodies in accordance with the
implementing regulations.”)
He was detained pursuant to article 113 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001
which stipulates that: “If, following the interrogation of the suspect or in the event of his
flight, sufficient evidence is found of his involvement in a major offence, or if the interests
of the investigation necessitate his remand in custody in order to prevent him from
absconding or influencing the course of the investigation, the investigator shall order his
remand in custody for a period not exceeding five days from the date of his arrest.” Since
Nimr Al-Nimr was accused of having committed major offences, his detention was
extended under article 114 of the Code which stipulates that: “The remand in custody shall
terminate after five days unless the investigator deems it necessary to extend its duration in
which case, prior to its expiration, he shall refer the file to the head of the regional branch
of the Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution so that the latter can either extend the
remand in custody for one or more consecutive periods totalling not more than 40 days
from the date of the suspect’s arrest or order his release. In cases requiring an even longer
period of remand in custody, the matter shall be referred to the Director of the Bureau of
Investigation and Public Prosecution, who may order an extension for one or more
consecutive periods of up to 30 days totalling not more than six months from the date of the
suspect’s arrest. Thereafter, the suspect must be immediately referred to the competent
court or released.” He was indicted and sent for trial on the charges detailed in the answer
given to question 1 above. His case file was referred to the competent court under article
126 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001 which stipulates that: “If, having completed
the investigation, the investigator is of the opinion that there is sufficient evidence against
the accused, the case shall be referred to the competent court and summons to appear before
it shall be served on the accused”. The case was examined by three judges in the criminal
court of first instance in conformity with article 20 of the Statute of the Judiciary which
stipulates that: “The criminal court shall be composed of specialized divisions: for qisas
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and hudud cases [which carry, respectively, retaliatory and predetermined penalties], for
ta’ziri cases [which carry discretionary penalties] and for cases involving juveniles. Each
division shall comprise three judges. However, certain cases, as determined by the Supreme
Judicial Council, shall be examined by a single judge.”
The accused was present at his trial, which was held in public and comprised more
than 15 hearings, pursuant to the following provisions: article 140 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure of 2001 (“In cases involving major offences, the accused shall appear before the
court in person without prejudice to his right to seek legal assistance. In cases involving
other offences, he may be represented by a legal representative or by a lawyer to defend
him. In all cases, the court may order the accused to appear in person”), article 155 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001 (“Trials shall be public although courts may,
exceptionally, examine cases entirely or partly in camera or may exclude certain categories
of persons from the courtroom for reasons of security, to safeguard public morals or when
such exclusion is necessary in order to ascertain the truth”) and article 61 of the Code of
Sharia (Civil) Procedure of 2001 (“Proceedings shall be conducted in public unless the
judge, at his discretion or at the request of one of the parties, decides that they should be
held in camera in order to maintain order or safeguard public morality or family privacy”).
The trial was also attended by the lawyer and legal representative of the accused pursuant to
article 4 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2001 (“All accused persons shall have the
right to appoint a legal representative or lawyer to defend them during the investigations
and the trial”). Representatives of the Human Rights Commission were also present, as
were a number of journalists and media broadcasters. The defendant was given a copy of
the bill of indictment and requested to plead thereto pursuant to article 161 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure (“During the hearing, the court shall inform the defendant of the
charges against him, read out and explain the bill of indictment and provide him with a
copy thereof, and shall then call upon the defendant to plead thereto”). He was given
sufficient time to prepare his plea, consulting with his lawyer and legal representative,
before presenting a written plea which was then contested by the public prosecutor pursuant
to article 172 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2013 (“Any of the parties may provide
the court with written information regarding the case for inclusion in the case file”) and
article 173 thereof (“The court shall first hear the prosecutor’s indictment and then the plea
by the defendant or his legal representative or lawyer. It shall then hear the civil party’s
petition, followed by the response of the accused 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 may prohibit any party from
continuing if its submissions are irrelevant or repetitive. The court shall then deliver its
judgement, either of acquittal or of conviction, with the imposition of any penalty, and in
both instances the court shall also rule on the civil party’s petition.”)
The court examined the case by assessing the evidence; hearing the submissions and
responses of the public prosecutor, the defendant and his lawyer; considering the statements
made by the defendant which were presented to him and which he confirmed and
acknowledged on more than one occasion during the trial; and checking the record of his
arrest. The court also took account of a number of statements and witness testimonies
pursuant to article 12 of the Counter-Terrorism and Financing of Terrorism Act which
stipulates that: “The court may call upon experts to give their opinion and may summon any
of the parties involved in the arrest or investigation to give testimony. If necessary, and in
agreement with the public prosecutor, the experts may be questioned and the witnesses
heard in the absence of the defendant and his lawyer. The defendant and his lawyer shall be
informed of the content of any expert report without disclosing the expert’s identity. The
requisite protection shall be provided, depending on the status of the witnesses and experts,
the circumstances of the case and the nature of any anticipated threat.” Finally, a first-
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instance judgement was delivered against the defendant in which he was sentenced to the
discretionary death penalty.
The defendant was given the right to challenge the judgement, within 30 days of
receiving a copy thereof, pursuant to article 196 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2013
which stipulates as follows: “The division that rendered the challenged judgement shall
examine the grounds on which the objection is based without hearing submissions, unless
necessary, and may amend or uphold the judgement as it sees fit. If it upholds the
judgement, it shall refer the case, together with copies of all its records and documents,
including the statement of objection, to an appellate court. If it amends the judgement, all
the parties to the case shall be so informed and the normal procedural rules shall apply.”
When a challenge is presented in such a case, the court applies the provisions of article 196
of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2013 which stipulates that: “The division that
rendered the challenged judgement shall examine the grounds on which the objection is
based without hearing submissions, unless necessary, and may amend or uphold the
judgement as it sees fit. If it upholds the judgement, it shall refer the case, together with
copies of all its records and documents, including the statement of objection, to an appellate
court. If it amends the judgement, all the parties to the case shall be so informed and the
normal procedural rules shall apply.” If the judgement is upheld the case file is referred to
an appellate court under article 192 of the Code which stipulates that “the convicted person,
the public prosecutor or the civil party may, within the legally prescribed time limit, appeal
or request scrutiny of judgements rendered by courts of first instance”. The division of the
appellate court which deals with cases such as this is composed of five judges as required
under article 15, paragraph 1, of the Statute of the Judiciary which stipulates that “each
region shall have one or more appellate courts comprising various specialized divisions,
each consisting of three judges, with the exception of the criminal division dealing with
cases involving the death penalty which consists of five judges”. If the appellate court also
upholds the judgement, it must refer the case to the Supreme Court under article 10 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure of 2013 (“Death sentences imposed or upheld by an appellate
court shall not be final until they have been confirmed by the Supreme Court”) and under
article 198 of the Code (“The convicted person, the public prosecutor or the civil party may
challenge an objection in cassation lodged with the Supreme Court against judgements or
rulings delivered or upheld by an appellate court”). Death sentences upheld by an appellate
court are reviewed by five judges in accordance with article 10, paragraph 4, of the Statute
of the Judiciary (“The Supreme Court shall exercise its functions through requisitely
specialized divisions, each division being composed of three judges with the exception of
the criminal division dealing with judgements involving the death penalty which is
composed of five judges”) and article 11, paragraph 1, of the said Statute (“Judgements or
rulings involving a death penalty that are delivered or upheld by an appellate court shall be
reviewed”). Such judgements are not enforceable until they have become definitive in
accordance with article 212 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2013 under which
“criminal judgements shall not be enforced until they have become final”. Under article 210
of the Code, “final judgements are those which have not been challenged within the legally
prescribed time limit or which have been upheld or delivered by the Supreme Court”. The
enforcement of a death penalty also requires an order from the King or his authorized
representative pursuant to article 217, paragraph 1, of the Code of Criminal Procedure of
2013 which stipulates that “death penalties shall be enforced only by order of the King or
his authorized representative”.
With regard to the question concerning the role of lawyers, the defendant exercised
his right to seek legal assistance from a number of lawyers and a legal representative, all of
whom he chose himself, in conformity with article 1 of the Basic Principles on the Role of
Lawyers. In accordance with article 5 of the Principles, the competent authorities informed
him of his right to be assisted by a lawyer of his choice. Moreover, in keeping with article 8
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of the Principles, he was allowed to meet and communicate with his lawyers and legal
representative while in detention. They visited him in prison on more than one occasion and
their visits were recorded in the prison register.
In the light of the above, it is evident that the Kingdom’s legislation provides
guarantees for a fair trial and due process in conformity with the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, and particularly articles 9, 10 and 11, paragraph 1, thereof and with the
Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers.
5.
Information regarding the allegations of denial of medical treatment to Nimr AlNimr and measures taken to ensure that he received adequate medical care:
The allegations concerning denial of adequate medical care are untrue. In particular,
it is untrue that he did not receive treatment for his right leg, still paralyzed as the result of a
gunshot injury that he sustained while being arrested, because his right leg was not injured
and paralyzed. Immediately after his arrest, he was taken to the nearest hospital for
emergency medical tests and treatment where he underwent a surgical operation on his left
foot. Once it was confirmed that he was in a good state of health, he was transferred to the
Security Forces Hospital where he was accommodated in a room pending completion of his
treatment. He was allowed to receive visits and make telephone calls and was not placed in
solitary confinement. Hence, the allegation that he was denied medical treatment is entirely
untrue, just as it is untrue that he sustained a gunshot injury to his back. As regards
measures taken to ensure that he received adequate health care, he was given the same care
as other prisoners, who undergo medical check-ups on a periodic basis pursuant to
paragraph 5 of the Medical Service Regulations. He was visited by a representative of the
Human Rights Commission who also confirmed that he was receiving adequate medical
care. All detention centres and prisons in Saudi Arabia are under the judicial supervision of
the Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution which undertakes inspections to
ascertain the condition of detainees and prisoners and to ensure that the relevant regulations
are being applied and not infringed or violated. It undertakes these activities pursuant to
article 38 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 2013 which stipulates that: “Officials of the
Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution shall, at any time and without regard for
official working hours, visit prisons and detention centres within their areas of jurisdiction
to ensure that no one is being unlawfully imprisoned or detained. They shall have access to
the relevant records of the prisons and detention centres and shall be permitted to
communicate with prisoners and detainees, listen to their complaints and take note of any
relevant information that they may provide. Directors of prisons and detention centres shall
provide the members of the Bureau of Investigation and Public Prosecution with any
assistance that they may need in the discharge of their duties.” Representatives of the
Human Rights Commission also make unannounced visits to all detention centres and
prisons in the Kingdom and receive complaints in accordance with article 5, paragraph 6, of
the Commission’s Statute (“The Commission shall have the right to visit prisons and
detention centres at any time, without the need for permission from the competent authority,
and shall submit reports thereon to the Prime Minister”) and article 5, paragraph 7, thereof
(“The Commission shall receive and verify complaints relating to human rights and shall
take the statutory measures in connection therewith”). Representatives of the National
Society for Human Rights also make such visits, in accordance with its Statute, to ensure
that the competent government agencies are complying with the human rights regulations in
force and also to expose violations of those regulations and to take the necessary statutory
measures in that regard. The Commission and the National Society for Human Rights have
offices in a number of prisons to monitor the conditions of prisoners and detainees.
6.
Information regarding guarantees of a fair trial and due process in Saudi Arabia for
persons belonging to religious minorities:
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The guarantees regarding fair trial and due process in Saudi Arabia apply to all
citizens and foreign residents without discrimination. At all the stages of arrest,
investigation and trial, people are treated on the basis of the offences committed, in
conformity with articles 8 and 47 of the Basic Law of Governance which stipulate,
respectively, that “governance in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia is based on justice,
consultation and equality in accordance with the Islamic sharia”, and that “all citizens and
foreign residents of the Kingdom have an equal right to seek legal remedy in accordance
with the legally prescribed procedures”.
7.
Information regarding measures taken to ensure freedom of religion and belief and
how they are compatible with the Kingdom’s international human rights obligations:
All citizens of Saudi Arabia are Muslims and none of them the Revelation (the
Koran and the Sunna) as the source of guidance in their daily lives. There is no
discrimination among them and they all enjoy their rights on an equal footing. The
Kingdom’s laws and regulations contain no discriminatory provisions; on the contrary,
discrimination is a punishable offence under the following articles of the Basic Law of
Governance: article 8 (“Governance in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia is based on justice,
consultation and equality in accordance with the Islamic sharia”); article 11 (“Saudi society
is based on the principle of adherence to God’s command, mutual cooperation in good
deeds and piety, solidarity and unity among citizens”); article 12 (“The consolidation of
national unity is a duty and the State shall forbid anything that might lead to disunity,
discord and schism”); and article 26 (“The State shall protect human rights in accordance
with the Islamic sharia”). Moreover, the Kingdom’s Government has guaranteed followers
of all religions the right to practise their religious observances on its territory. They perform
their religious rites and ceremonies in their private dwellings and in their countries’
embassies. These provisions are consistent with the Kingdom’s international human rights
obligations.
In the light of the foregoing, the Kingdom’s Government, while affirming its
commitment to the promotion and protection of human rights, rejects all the allegations
relating to Nimr Baqir Al-Nimr and does not accept any doubts cast upon the fairness,
impartiality and independence of its judiciary. We hope that this will be taken into
consideration and that the appropriate decision will be taken to close this case. We look
forward to being duly informed.
The Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia to the United Nations
Office at Geneva avails itself of this opportunity to renew to the Working Group on
Arbitrary Detention, the Special Rapporteur on freedom of religion or belief, the Special
Rapporteur on the right of everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of
physical and mental health, the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and
lawyers, the Special Rapporteur on minority issues, and the Special Rapporteur on
extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions, the assurances of its highest consideration.
[Signature and stamp]
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