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Introductory remarks: Lord Avebury: For the last few years, we have held this event to review the human rights situation in Bahrain, to coincide with the two most important events in the state’s recent history: independence on August 15, 1971, and the dissolution of the Parliament and suspension of the constitution on August 26, 1975. And every year we have to acknowledge that in spite of the paper commitments to human rights by the hereditary dictatorship, there has been no real improvement on the ground.

This year, we have the UN Human Rights Council’s Universal Periodic Review of Bahrain, like the rest of them so far a low-key affair but all the same pointing to the main areas of concern. The High Commissioner’s Office, for instance, takes up a theme which has been highlighted every year at these meetings: that although Bahrain has signed the Convention Against Torture, Decree Law 56 of 2002 extended a blanket amnesty to the perpetrators of torture before that date, and denied access to redress to the victims. The Committee Against Torture expressed concern in the same report about extended periods of incommunicado detention after the Convention was ratified; inadequate safeguards for detainees including access to legal advice, medical assistance and visits by family members, and the absence of any mechanism for allowing independent monitors to visit places of detention without prior notice, despite assurances by the government. In the UN compilation of stakeholders’ reports, the Asian Center for Human Rights say that security forces continue to practice torture, an allegation repeated separately by Frontline Defenders. Indeed the US State Department reports allegations of torture by Human Rights Watch and the newspaper Al Wasat, which are not included in the UN summary.

In these circumstances, it was alarming to read the king’s threats against human rights defenders, who are being targeted for their alleged loyalty to ‘foreign agendas’. The agendas in question are those of the UN Human Rights Council, the Treaty Bodies and Special Procedures, established by the General Assembly without dissent, and if Bahrain doesn’t endorse these agendas, it should resign its seat on the Council.

The king’s menaces were particularly directed towards “those whom we pardoned after being in exile”, implying that the exiles had committed criminal offences. If that had been the case, they wouldn’t have qualified for refugee status under the Convention, and their offence in the eyes of the régime was to stand up for human rights and democracy. When the reforms were instituted in 2001 that led to the recall of the exiles, the king used the language of human rights and democracy, so it was his late father who might have been pardoned, not the exiles.

But its when we turn to what the High Commissioner’s report says on freedom of expression, association and peaceful assembly that we see the hollowness of the 2001 settlement, and the strenuous efforts made to stifle criticism of it. The Committee Against Torture recommends that inappropriate restrictions on human rights NGOs be lifted, and the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination criticises particularly the banning of the Bahrain Center for Human Rights, as also does the Special Representative of the Secretary-General. The Special Representative expresses concern about what appears to be a pattern of arrests by human rights defenders, all too likely to continue in the light of the fact that some of the most prominent human rights activists, like Abdulhadi Al-Khawaja, President of the banned  BCHR, are amongst the returnees. Mr Al-Khawaja and Mr Hassan Mushaima, the Secretary-General of the Haq Democracy Movement, had already been arbitrarily arrested by the security services for their legitimate and peaceful activities, and their case was highlighted in the report to the UN General Assembly in March 2008 by the Special Representative of the UN Secretary-General on human rights defenders, Hina Jilani.

Another case taken up by the Special Representative, together with the Rapporteurs on freedom of expression and on violence against women was that of Mrs Ghada Jamsheer, against whom a ban was imposed from being reported by either the print or broadcasting media after she had called for the dissolution of the Supreme Council for Women, which is headed by the king’s wife, on the grounds that after the Council spent $660,000 on the empowerment of women, not a single woman was elected to the Parliament or municipal councils. Ms Jamsheer also committed the unforgivable sin of listing the women members of the ruling family and their hangers-on who had been appointed to prestigious jobs, albeit without real power, such as members of the Shura Council.

Finally, in these brief introductory remarks, I have to mention the régime’s stealthy but inexorable policy of demographic engineering, not adequately covered by the UPR because it doesn’t fit neatly into any of the categories of human rights violations covered by the Treaty Bodies or the Special Procedures. All the same, it is covered in the submissions by the Islamic Human Rights Commission and the Asian Commission for Human Rights. The IHRC point out that thousands of foreign Sunni Muslims in the military and security services are allowed to vote, and ACHR report on the granting of citizenship to Sunni Arabs from elsewhere in the region to reduce and in the end reverse the Shi’a majority. We have had evidence of this practice over several years, and apart from the dilution and ultimate elimination of cultural identity, which Haq proposes should be examined by a UN commission of inquiry, it leads to the impoverishment of the original population, by the preference granted to Sunni immigrants in jobs and housing. Dr Salah al-Bander was expelled from Bahrain in 2006 for his detailed exposure of high level corruption and discrimination against the Shi’a, and before that the International Crisis Group reported in May 2005 on Bahrain’s Sectarian Challenge. But since the UN are not going to examine the grievances of the majority community and the government’s plan to make them into a minority in their own land, perhaps weshould solicit the detailed evidence that would be needed to build on the ICG report and Bandergate. If this meeting agreed, we could establish a web address to which people could email facts about immigration, the granting of citizenship to newcomers, and their own experience of discrimination, in confidence. Lets see if we can do something more than talk about these issues, valuable though it is to send a message to the masses who are silenced in Bahrain.

Farah Eid: former MP and human rights activist First  of  all  I would like to point out   that our  contractual  constitution of 1973 has established the  hereditary  rule in which the son becomes  a ruler after the demise of his  father.  Ever since  the  ratification of the constitution all opposition factions   have acknowledged this  fact and  no  body thought of overthrowing  the  regime. The  reason  why  I raise   this  issue now is  the  deliberate policy of the Ministry  Of  Interior to  interpret   the  demand of  changing  the  government  as it is an attempt  to change the political system.

Perhaps  we  are  the  only  country  in the world  whose government  is 36 years old and  has never changed since our  independence  in  1971.   The   present  government   which  has  ruled  Bahrain    for the  last 43 years will     fight  desperately   to ensure   its survival .

One  of our  problems   with  the  regime  is that whenever  we raise  the  issue of   electing  our  government  in compliance with  principles of  the constitutional  monarch  we face  the  accusation  from  the  government  that  behind  this  demand is  the   hidden   agenda of   changing  the  hereditary  rule.

I want to make  it  clear today   that  our  aim  is  not  toppling  the Al-Khalifa  hereditary  rule   but  to institute a  real  democracy  in which   we experience  the  principle of  the separation of  the three powers.

On  Feb. 2001   our hopes and  expectations   were risen  by  The   National   Charter which  promised the  return to  the  democratic  rule  and the implementation  of  the  constitutional  monarchy.  But  on  Feb.  2002  The  King  promulgated  his  own  constitution which  automatically   abolishes   the country’s  contractual   constitution  and  establishes  a government   that is increasingly    and violently    cracking  down  on   opposition dissent  and  political and  civic rights.  It’s  true that under  the  new  constitution   we  have  so many   institutions both   elected and unelected  but they  are  helpless  and powerless  and    their only role   is  to add  beauty   to  the   mock  parliament  which  hides  the   authoritarian  rule.

It is   sad to say   that  immediately   after  the  elections of  2002 Bahrain  government  has overdosed  on the use of  force   and  it  seems  that violence  and use of  force has  become an  instrument  of policy.

After  the  election  of  2002 and in  its  attempt   to give the  legitimacy  to the new  constitution the  Bahrain  government  did not hesitate to violate     human  rights and commit   political  harassment against the  boycotting  political  parties  .  But   it is the  events of the  last four  years that    raised much  concern  and flushed out  critics and  they are :  

First,  there  was  the  banning  of   holding   seminars.  In  three occasions    the ministry of  interior used  tear gas  and  rubber bullets  to  disperse  seminars  held  by   Haq movements.   And in order to  prevent the fourth one     the ministry  of interior  sent its   threats to   the  sponsors   that  it will  hold them  responsible  for  the   damage and  injury  that may  be caused as  a result of  using  its force.

Second,    there  were   the   arbitrary  arrests   and   use of  torture  to abstract   confessions.  Reports of sexual   harassment  against   detainees continues   to  be  part of   torture  for   abstracting   confessions. 

Third,  there are the unfair  judgments  which were   passed on the  accused   in  an  attempt   to  deter  them  from protesting  in the future.   Item   2 and  3 proved  that neither  prosecution  nor  judiciary   are  independent . 

Fourth , there is  the  political   assassination through  elections  where   opposition leaders and    prominent  figures   were failed  through   rigging  the election. Another political    assassination   was done through the accusation of   political   activist   of  collaborating  with  Hisbulla   or  Iran. An  example  of  character  assassination is  Mr  Raoof  Al- Shayeb who was charged  with trading  in   sex  four years ago.  In a  Muslim  country   like  Bahrain   accusation  and charging of  illegal  sex  or  trading  in   sex   are  manifested  to discredit  political  leaders  and activists.

Fifth, the  use of  draconian laws 1) the  assembly law to prevent    the  opposition  from holding  seminars  and  bringing   into  public  domain   issues  of  vital public  interests such  as  the  constitution.  2) the  press law to  prevent  the media  from   publicly   tackling    controversial matters  such  as   the Al-Bander  report

Sixth, in the   age of internet  the government  did  not hesitate to pass   its  illegal  orders   to ban  web sites in an  attempt to affect freedom   of  expression  and to  exchange  ideas and information. 

As  a result of those atrocities  we have recently witnessed   two  important  developments :

 1)  The   Resolution  submitted  by  two  Senators  in the US 

Senate   which condemn   the  Bahrain government for  its  grave violations of  human  rights.

2) The discussion of human rights abuses  in the  committee of human  rights of  the UK  parliament.

To cover up those   violations  and  atrocities the  government   has launched  a  concerted propaganda  which  paints    any     opposition to the King’s   constitution  as subversive  elements.

Like  in the  nineties  Bahrain  has  become an   important subject in the International  human  rights  reports  including   that report of   the  US  Congress. Human      Rights  Watch and other human rights organizations talked   about   the horrendous   violation of  human  rights and condemned   Bahrain  government  for committing such  crimes.  Irrespective  of  all  these  documented violations and  atrocities  Bahrain   remains   in the  eye  of  the  USA  and  Britain  as   a model  for democracy   in the Gulf.  Today   we should not   make  the  mistake   by   assuming   that  USA  will help   to democratize  Bahrain  because  Bahrain  is too  strategically   important   to  USA    ever to   be allowed  to  be  fully  fledged  democracy. 

This   double  standard  policy  should not  surprise   us  at all because  the new  dictionary  of  politics   says   that  in order to  be democratic  you have to be   pro-western.

It is under  the  open  eye of  the  parliament  that these atrocities are carried out. No wonder why the parliamentarians of   2002 and  2006   expressed   their  inability   to    have  a check on the  government or to enact  laws  or  to pass   any     amendment  to the  constitution.   What is worse  is that  instead of  putting their  differences  on   one side  and  dealing with the  main problems   of the people,  the  members engaged in sectarian  matters  leaving the   problems    to  snowball to the  extent  that they might    explode    at any time.   

In  view of  this  critical  situation appointing  a  woman   as an  ambassador or as a member in the Shura   Council  is  not  a matter of  progress as it  was hailed  by the government.  We believe that the   real  progress  lies  in  drawing  a  new constitution  and in giving  the people  their  right  to  choose their  government  in  free  and just  elections. It is  very important  that Bahrain makes  a transition  from  authoritarian  rule to  democracy.   

Before  I end up  it is  very important  to  refer to the   meeting which  took  place    between  the king   and the opposition in March  this  year. No doubt  this  meeting    sent  an optimistic   message that things could  be  solved  through  negotiation, but  unluckily  these negotiations   failed to continue    because    the  government  was not  prepared to  relinquish  any of its   powers.   In  other words the  government   wanted to  continue   to control  society  and  to  keep  the  status quo.

Kevin Laue, consultant, REDRESS: Torture and Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment in Bahrain

1. Introduction

In May 2008 the United Nations Human Rights Council considered the human rights record ofBahrain through its Universal Periodic Review (UPR) mechanism, and it is useful to brieflyexamine the submissions to and outcomes from that process. REDRESS, together with the World Organisation Against Torture and the National Committee of Martyrs and Victims ofTorture submitted a Written Statement to the UPR,1 and this presentation follows from that Statement. It focuses on the Bahrain authorities’ failure to ensure that allegations of torture and cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment are fully investigated and perpetrators prosecuted, and to afford survivors of torture and their families a remedy and reparation for the harm suffered.

2. Background – Ongoing Human Rights Violations
Torture was a regular feature during the 1980s-1990s in Bahrain. Despite the subsequent

efforts of the Kingdom to usher in a new era of respect for the rule of law, allegations of torture and ill-treatment, particularly against opposition activists and human rights defenders, have continued Individuals have been detained at demonstrations and public gatherings, for example, and tortured. On 17 December 2007 on Martyrs’ Day aimed at paying tribute to past victims of torture, members of the Special Security Forces began a wave of arrests targeting more than 60 persons, among them over ten activists. Some defendants alleged that they were prevented from sleeping, tied up for long periods and denied medical attention.

 Others declared that they had been subjected to sexual assault whilst in detention. However, in their National Report to the Universal Periodic Review (UPR) in May 2008, the Bahrain Government stated: [s]ome civil organizations and members of the Chamber of Deputies reported that the police had used undue force to deal with the events, and some claimed that persons who were arrested were subjected to torture. The Minister for Internal Affairs explained the situation before the Chamber of Deputies on 15 January 2008. Replying to a question from a member of the Chamber about

human rights safeguards, he confirmed that the laws and regulations had not been broken by the police. The Minister’s replies were completely transparent and honest and all the facts were placed before the Chamber. The Minister for Internal Affairs stated that the general line taken by the Ministry of the Interior was one that was based on respect for human rights. Ministry officials also confirmed that the police had not used undue force against individuals participating in the disturbances and that the persons under arrest had been referred to a legal doctor who had certified that they had not been tortured and that their treatment had been consistent with the law.

These comments stand in contrast to the many submissions by NGOs to the UPR, which

report ongoing violence by state officials in Bahrain, in particular against human rights

protestors and activists, and the continuing lack of redress for such violations:

“35. Human Rights Watch (HRW) reported that during 2006 and 2007, Bahraini authorities, citing Law 32/2006, banned meetings and on several occasions forcibly prevented or dispersed unauthorized gatherings. The National Committee for Martyrs and Victims of Torture(NCMVT) reported that in many documented cases during the last four years, citizens arrested in relation to unauthorized gatherings or protests had complained of being severely assaulted during arrest, being placed in isolation for periods from three to fifteen days, being subjected to torture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment during interrogation and being kept in detention for a long period during interrogation or trial. 

In most cases the arrestees were accused by the police of using violence but eventually found guilty of participating in unregistered organizations. In all cases, following internal and external campaigns, the detainees were released without a trial or

through royal amnesty. Detainee’s access to attorneys is often restricted in the early stages of detention; attorneys must seek a court order to confer with clients. [Other NGOs] added that the Ministry has never investigated such abuses or penalized the offenders and that it protects officials who abuse rights holders.

36. HRW noted that on September 15, 2006 police prevented an NGO from holding a public seminar on the group’s petition calling for a new constitution, on the basis that the group had not sought permission from the Ministry of the Interior. On September 22, when the group tried a second time to hold the meeting, police used rubber bullets and tear gas to disperse the gathering, reportedly wounding several people. In several instances the police used what appeared to be excessive force and inflicted severe beatings on persons they seized, sometimes amounting to

torture. On May 20, 2007 police reportedly fired rubber bullets at a gathering at which opposition political figures, including members of Parliament, were speaking, injuring the leader of the opposition National Democratic Action Society. The next evening, in an incident that HRW investigated, riot police confronted a street demonstration protesting the May 20 incident and separately seized two individuals. The officers beat both of them severely, inflicting serious injuries on both, and authorities held one of them for more than a week in undisclosed locations while refusing to acknowledge to his family that he was in the State custody. [Other NGOs] added that protests against the confiscation of the Almalkia Village sea shores were quelled by anti-riot police with many casualties” 
However, Bahrain denies that torture continues in Bahrain, explicitly stating in their National Report to the UPR that, “…there are no cases of torture in the Kingdom”.

3. Absence of Criminal and Civil Remedies for Torture, and Decree 56 of 2002

The UN Committee against Torture, in its concluding observations on Bahrain at its 34th

session in 2005, listed amongst its subjects of concern:

“(f) The apparent failure to investigate promptly, impartially and fully the numerous

allegations of torture and ill-treatment and to prosecute alleged offenders, and in

particular the pattern of impunity for torture and other ill-treatment committed by law

enforcement personnel in the past;

(g) The blanket amnesty extended to all alleged perpetrators of torture or other crimes by

Decree No. 56 of 2002 and the lack of redress available to victims of torture;

2 Bahrain National Report to the United Nations Human Rights Council Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review, UN.

Doc. No. A/HRC/WG.6/1/BHR/1 (11 March 2008), at page 26.

3 Summary of Stakeholder Submissions to the HRC Universal Periodic Review on Bahrain, UN. Doc. No.

A/HRC/WG.6/1/BHR/3 (6 March 2008) at pages 8-9.

4 Bahrain National Report to the Universal Periodic Review, as above, at page 22.

(h) The inadequate availability in practice of civil compensation and rehabilitation for

victims of torture prior to 2001”.5

The Committee recommended, inter alia, that Bahrain:

“(d) Consider steps to amend Decree No. 56 of 2002 to ensure that there is no impunity

for officials who have perpetrated or acquiesced in torture or other cruel, inhuman or

degrading treatment;

(e) Ensure that its legal system provides victims of past acts of torture with redress and

an enforceable right to fair and adequate compensation”.
Despite these recommendations, no steps have been taken to amend Decree 56 of 2002.

Decree 56 purports to grant a blanket amnesty for any case (criminal or civil) to all officials who allegedly perpetrated crimes of torture and other crimes against victims or political prisoners, who were themselves granted an amnesty in relation to “offences that endangered or pose a threat to state/national security” under Decree 10 of 2001 and which fell within the jurisdiction of the State Security Court.7 The blanket amnesty contravenes article 89 of the Penal Code that only allows amnesty laws which do “not affect third party rights,” and counters the prohibition of torture in the National Charter. It also contrary to the UN Convention against Torture which Bahrain ratified on 5 April 1998 and the provisions relating to the survivor’s right to an effective investigation, and an effective and enforceable remedy.

During the period in which the State Security Act 1974 was in force, torture was endemic in Bahrain. The State Security Act contained measures permitting arrest and imprisonment of individuals without trial for up to three years for crimes relating to state security. 

Other measures, such as the establishment of State Security Courts added to conditions conducive to torture. Torture appears to have been most prevalent in the 1990s when civilians sought the return of a liberal Constitution and their Parliament by presenting two public petitions to the Emir. Individuals connected to this petition were deemed to be acting against the regime and were subsequently detained under State Security Laws, subjected to torture and a number were forced into exile.
The impact of the Decree is that no alleged perpetrator has been tried for torture or ill treatment even though the practice of torture in Bahrain during the 1980s and 1990s has been well documented. On 11 December 2002, the Bahraini Public Prosecution (PP) refused to consider torture allegations made by 8 victims against a former member of the security service and 15 of his colleagues. The PP’s response was that the case was void, due to the general and particular amnesty introduced by decrees nos. 10 and 56.9 On 11 September 2003, the PP refused another claim of torture initiated by three Bahrainis (two men and a woman), introduced against former members of the security service.
7 Decree 56 provides that: “No lawsuit related to or result from crimes that were subject to general clemency will be heard in front of any judicial panel irrespective of the plaintiff’s person or position and the accused person, whether he was civilian, a

civil employee, or a military officer who was directly involved in the crime or was a partner to the crime that occurred during the period the preceded the issuance of this decree.”

8 US Department of State, Bahrain Country Report on Human Rights Practices for 2001; Amnesty International report: “Bahrain Violations of Human Rights” p. 3; US Department of State, Bahrain Country Report on Human Rights Practices for 1996, p. 3.

4 Scanned images of the case (in Arabic) Case by Attorneys: Mr Ahmed Jasim Abdulla, Mr Abdulla Al-Shamlawi, Mr Mohammed Ahmed Abdulla. Mr Essa Ebrahim, Mr Mohammed Redha Bu-Hussien Against Adel Fleifel and 15 members of

the security service.

Many civil society organisations have highlighted the need for reparations for past violations of human rights: “20. As the National Committee for Martyrs and Victims of Torture (NCMVT) noted, in 2006, it, in cooperation with the Bahrain Center for Human Rights, other NGOs, and members of the national Assembly formed ‘The Coalition for Truth, Equity and Reconciliation’. However, despite the urgent

need to form a national committee for truth and reconciliation as demanded by civil society organizations, [NGOs] reported that the Government claims that there is no need for such a committee because they have addressed the issue of the victims of the past”. 
However, the Bahraini government refuses to recognise this need, arguing that they have

addressed the issue of the victims of the past era in the general amnesty declared by the king in 2000.12 In particular, the NCMVT (the National Committee for Martyrs and Victims of Torture) noted that in 2007, “…there were no known instances of officials being punished for human rights abuses committed. Controversy continued over impunity for alleged torturers which the government maintained was granted by the 2001 general amnesty”.
The Legality of Amnesties under International Law

The obligation to prosecute (or extradite) torture suspects precludes amnesties as these would be an unlawful interference with that duty. General amnesties constitute a breach of the Convention against Torture which Bahrain has ratified.

The International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia noted in the Celibici and

Furundzija cases that torture is prohibited by an absolute non-derogable general rule of

international law.14 It held that amnesties for torture were null and void and cannot be afforded international recognition. The Committee against Torture has stressed that “In order to ensure that the perpetrators of torture and ill-treatment do not enjoy impunity, the State party shall ensure the investigation and, where appropriate, the prosecution of all those accused of having committed such acts.”15 The Inter-American Court of Human Rights, in the Barrios Altos Case (14 March 2001) held that amnesties are prohibited as contravening human rights of a nonderogable nature and that self-amnesty laws lead to victims being defenceless and to the perpetuation of impunity, and, for this reason, were manifestly incompatible with the letter and spirit of the Convention.

Under Article 14 of the Convention against Torture, “Each State Party shall ensure in its legal system that the victim of an act of torture obtains redress and has an enforceable right to fair and adequate compensation, including the means for as full rehabilitation as possible. In the event of the death of the victim as a result of an act of torture, his dependants shall be entitled to compensation”.

The Human Rights Committee dealt with the issue as early as 1978 in relation to Chile's

amnesty law and has since made similar observations in regard to amnesty laws passed by several countries. In General Comment 20, the Human Rights Committee stated that

“Amnesties are generally incompatible with the duty of States to investigate such acts; to

guarantee freedom from such acts within their jurisdiction; and to ensure that they do not occur in the future. States may not deprive individuals of the right to an effective remedy, including compensation and such full rehabilitation as may be possible.”
 The Committee has also consistently criticised states that have sought to impose amnesties for serious breaches.The Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action called on states "to abrogate legislation leading to impunity for those responsible for grave violations of human rights such as torture and prosecute such violations, thereby providing a firm basis for the rule of law".
Amnesties are also incompatible with the Basic Principles and Guidelines on the Right to a Remedy and Reparations for Victims of Gross Violations of International Human Rights Law and Serious Violations of International Humanitarian Law19 and the Updated Set of Principles for the Protection and Promotion of Human Rights Through Action to Combat Impunity (Impunity Principles).
Decree 56 violates the obligation of the Bahraini Government to investigate and bring to justice those responsible for gross human rights violations and abrogates the right to a fair trial, as it makes it impossible to individualise or identify those responsible. Decree 56 is contrary to the right to judicial and effective redress, the right to effective recourse against acts that violated victims’ fundamental rights and renders the crimes without juridical effect. In passing Decree 56 Bahrain violated its obligation to afford every person subject to its jurisdiction the right to a fair and effective remedy as well as the right of non-discrimination in the application of rights.

5. The 2008 Universal Periodic Review on Bahrain

(a) Stakeholder Submissions:

Many of the NGO submissions to the UPR highlighted ongoing violations of the prohibition of torture, particularly targeted against human rights activists and defenders, and the culture of impunity for the perpetrators that results from Bahrain’s amnesty laws. 

Some of the submissions were summarised as follows: “Amnesty International (AI) continued to express concerns in relation to Bahraini legislation which does not explicitly prohibit the use of torture and ill-treatment by the police, and which does not

give a clear and comprehensive definition of torture. Grave concerns have been expressed at Decree 56/2002 which contains a blanket amnesty for alleged perpetrators of torture. HRW highlighted that Bahrain should clarify publicly that Decree 56/2002 does not apply to grave crimes such as torture. Similarly, AI recommended that the government amend legislation to explicitly prohibit the use of torture and ill-treatment, and amend Decree 56/2002 to ensure it does not provide a blanket amnesty for alleged perpetrators of torture. 

Additionally, AI raised concerns about the lack of specific legislation making redress available to victims of torture and recommended the enactment of legislation in this regard.

According to the Asian Centre for Human Rights (ACHR), security forces continue to practice torture as a part of law enforcement. Despite classifying torture as a penal offence, instances of torture have been noted. Security forces also indulge in unrestrained and indiscriminate use of force than is usually necessary to maintain law and order. 

ACHR added that victims of police beating reported that the Riot Fighting Forces (RFF) shot them with rubber bullets from a distance of only 3 meters although they could have been easily arrested.27 The NCMVT stressed the need to follow up on all recommendations adopted by United Nations Committee Against Torture in

2005.

According to Front Line Defenders of Human Rights Defenders (FL), human rights defenders continue to face high levels of insecurity and are victims of various forms of repression, such as arbitrary arrest, judicial proceedings based on false or unfounded charges of ‘encouraging hatred of the state and distributing falsehoods and rumours, threats, physical assaults, ill-treatment, torture and numerous other acts of harassment by the authorities and government security forces.”

ACHR and FIDH/BCHR/BHRS echoed similar concerns. According to FL, many human rights defenders are constantly under surveillance by the authorities. AI added that human rights defenders have also been charged in the past with crimes such as “insulting the judiciary”, “defamation and slander of a family court judge”, and other charges which are believed to be politically motivated. [A number of NGOs] noted some of the prominent human rights defenders who have been victimized…[and] also noted cases of other activists being harassed by the police to the extent of being physically attacked during protests or while in custody….. FL urged the authorities to prioritize the protection of human rights defenders in Bahrain and to: conduct an independent inquiry into the source of threats, ill treatment, torture, and all forms of intimidation and harassment directed towards all those human rights defenders mentioned in its report; and ensure that all human rights defenders in Bahrain are free to carry out their human rights activities free from persecution. FL also recommended that Bahrain invite the United Nations

Special Representative for Human Rights Defenders to visit the country.

During the year, the National Committee of Martyrs and Victims of Torture (NCMVT) reported there were no known instances of officials being punished for human rights abuses committed. [Other NGOs] added that the judiciary (both courts and public prosecution) has refused to examine cases lodged by victims of State abuses, thereby highlighting the need for securing the independence of the judiciary towards the ruling establishment. According to HRW, decree 56/2002 confers immunity from investigation or prosecution of individuals, including government officials, for offences committed prior to 2001 and the Government has cited this decree on several occasions as the basis for refusing to undertake criminal investigations against former officials who were the subject of complaints by citizens, alleging that those officials had subjected

them to torture.

 HRW indicated that such use of Decree 56/2002 is inconsistent with Bahrain’s

obligations as a State Party to the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman, or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. NCMVT also raised this issue”

Outcome Report of the Working Group:

Unfortunately however, the Outcome Report of the Working Group on the UPR made only passing reference to Bahrain’s obligations under the Convention against Torture and no reference at all to Decree 56 or to the resulting impunity for acts of torture. The only (limited) reference in this regard came from Jordan, which “…requested more information on the way in which [Bahrain] has proceeded to guarantee monotheism and freedom of expression. 

While welcoming Bahrain’s achievements, [Jordan] called on Bahrain to follow the example of other countries, for instance in the area of impunity”. 

 Bahrain’s Views on the Conclusions:

In its Views on the Conclusions/ Recommendations, Bahrain made general statements of

intent to improve the human rights situation in Bahrain, without specifically making any specific reference to the amnesty laws or commitment to amending Decree 56.23

 Conclusion: Issues of Concern

_ The continued practice of torture and other cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment in

Bahrain.

_ The failure to guarantee the prohibition against torture and other cruel, inhuman and

degrading treatment and punishment in all circumstances, and to conduct thorough and

impartial investigations into all credible allegations of torture and related unlawful

conduct, and to bring the perpetrators to justice and enable victims and their families to

access civil redress.

_ The failure to respect the rights of human rights defenders, opposition activists and

others to free assembly, association and speech, and to guarantee that unlawful

exactions against such groups are put to an end.

_ The failure to implement the recommendations of the United Nations Committee

against Torture in particular by, considering steps to amend Decree No. 56 to ensure that

there is no impunity for officials who have perpetrated or acquiesced in torture or other

cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, and ensuring that its legal system provides

victims of past acts of torture with redress and an enforceable right to fair and adequate

compensation.

Only if these issues are dealt with will the cycle of impunity be broken, past and present victims afforded some degree of justice for what they have suffered, and future violations be prevented.

Hasan Mushaima: Who will take the blame?  I want to appeal to you as mere human beings, the common character for all people on earth irrespective of their colour, race, religion, time or place of birth.

As human beings, we take pride in this beautiful word of freedom and all shadows of feelings and emotions it conveys.

Human dignity is indeed a gift long sought by all people and societies throughout the history of mankind, and still sought after by billions of others today and I am sure will maintain its glory and appeal for all future generations.

For this very nature of you and other human beings I pay salutation. 

Both myself and other people of Bahrain have great respect and admiration for a very special person and long standing friend and advocate, the Honorable Lord Avebry who for years put the cause of Bahraini people and the systematic violation of their basic rights on the top of his agenda for human rights.  Like all other people with dignity, we are eager for freedom, justice and democracy.

King Hamad in a speech before an invited gathering of local press warned village people that continued protests against government policies of discrimination and the continued demand for their rights will be a reason for suspending and possibly terminating development projects in their village.

The King of Bahrain is threatening his citizens, with direct reference to Malchia and other western province villages, an area with record of protests that all the people in those villages will be deprived from their basic right of development after thirty years of negligence unless they become quite, and stop demands for their rights.

This policy is in effect for long time in Northern Province generally, but villages of Sanabis, Daih, and Karbabad are affected more than other areas although it is the first time this said in public by the King himself in front of the local press and media

The northern coastal line is an area where a vast land is gifted by the King to his close relatives who sold the land to investors to build high rising complexes and other private hosing development.

I want to assure the respectful audience that this is happening in Bahrain not in Darfour or other places in Africa.  The King was addressing journalists in Bahrain, and every word he says will be put in front page of all local newspapers and will find its way for implementation by default as we will see later in this speech.

The Cabinet convened next day and ordered three ministries to implement the Royal directives immediately, those ministries are Public Works, Housing and Municipalities and Agriculture. Indeed, Minister of Works immediately ordered the stop of development projects in Malchia until further notice.

Within the week, the Head of the Civil Service Bureau issued a Resolution to all ministries to discipline any employee who participates in activities to express demands for rights. 

Nurses who were demanding improvements in salaries and working conditions by displaying orange tags were summoned for verbal warning and the Head of Nursing Society was put before disciplinary investigation. 

Within one week, swift measures were taken to combat any effort to demand justice by peaceful means.

This pattern of reaction against people peaceful demands for their legitimate rights only shows a mentality of totalitarian rule. The ruler, in this type of rule has absolute power with unlimited authority over people, the national soil as well as a supreme authority over the legislative, judicial and executive branches of government.

The ruler is above the law, and people are like slaves under his mercy and the mercy of those working closely with him. People under this kind of rule must remain obedient, quiet, raise no demands, ask for no rights, listen for next batch of instructions and expect nothing  till the master gives them guidance or distribute some gifts to them.

These measures taken by the Bahrain government were taken to cover up a campaign of systematic practice of torture, abusive actions against human activists and collective punishment against villages after each incident of protests. 

Villages were bombarded with waves of tear gas and rubber bullets leading to many casualties among them women and children.

Police force overplays their role in a show of strength against innocent, harmless civilians severely beating protestors and civilians passing by.

Police also conducts regular night raids against activists’ homes destroying everything in those houses and bringing terror around the house, causing undue damage and adverse effect on women and children. 

This policy started in December, 2007 and has become regular scene in Bahrain streets and neighborhoods with police using excessive force, abusive language, severe beating, forcing detainees to confess as a result of torture.

Evidence of torture was shown in the court on the bodies of detainees after more than one month from the date they were subject to torture. 

A medical committee appointed by the court identified marks on different parts of the bodies of detainees as torture Sexual abuse was exercised on some detainees to force them to sign fake confessions.    

Eleven activists out of 15 put on trial were sentenced on 13th of  July, 2008 with imprisonments for 7 years for 1, 5 years for four and one year for six and four were released as innocents. 

All these sentences, torture and other human right abuses are in direct and clear violation of Bahrain commitment in accordance with human right conventions and against basic human rights and the common practice of civilized nations of the world. 

Those sentences are very severe by any standard for citizens who are peacefully protesting against the policies of their government.

The government of Bahrain practices discrimination against its Shia population in various forms, one of them is the type of court verdicts which are normally very low Sunni citizens and extremely harsh for Shia citizens. Last year, a group of Alqaedah supporters were involved in military training, possession of weapons, financial support for Alqaedah which was all made public, then suddenly, local newspapers were given instructions to avoid any publicity about the group, several months later, they were freed without court proceedings.

The truth of the matter is this. The Shia majority are mistreated, humiliated, oppressed in a way never before and like no other nation on earth, let alone the oppression exercised by our neighbors and fellow Arabs. 

We condemn oppression and all inhumane practices, and we do not like it for others in the same way we resist it for ourselves. 

Some of this respectful audience may think I am exaggerating. That is not the case. I invite every one of you to visit Bahrain and see for yourself. There is a very serious and dangerous situation in Bahrain, and the danger of demographic change is eminent. In the last two years our government gave citizenship to about 360 000 foreigners of tribal origins from Syria, Yemen, Pakistan, Sudan and bathist Iraqi. 

The population which was expected to be 746 000 in 2008 is one million and 47000 according to Minister of State for Cabinet Affairs, Head of Central Statistics and information Agency. .

Only in Bahrain the whole soldiers in interior and army are naturalized. Only in Bahrain, citizen cannot find any beaches for public use. All coastal land is private property

The purpose of all this is to change the demographic nature of the country and control the wealth and all resources of wealth and leave ordinary citizen in deep poverty. 

This is done by a government which claims to be democratic, while it corruption is everywhere you go or look. The only sign of democracy is media and public relation campaigns paid for by steeling food from hungry mouths of the poor Sunni and Shia alike.

The situation is like a time bomb; the Western powers like Britain should not neglect issues like oppression of people in totalitarian regimes for the sake of short term economic benefit. The worse can happen not before long.

Britain and other civilized nations should not wait for another Darfour to take place in Bahrain, or another tsunami to bring turmoil to the region and destroy everything in its way.

Civilized nations and civilized people like you have a role to play in maintaining peace and security. If little is done to establish peace and security, then millions of people will suffer, we will all get the blame.

Faiza Haq Campaigns Officer, Islamic Human Rights Commission: In March 2008, Islamic Human Rights Commission, made a submission to the UN Universal Periodic Review over two issues of grave concern in Bahrain:

1. 2006 elections

2. Citizenship law

1. Regarding the 2006 elections, we presented the concern that in addition to Bahrain's 700,000 citizens, of which those aged 20 or over can vote, resident citizens of other Gulf states are also allowed to vote, including several thousand foreign Sunni Muslims serving in the Bahraini military and security services. The election constituencies are state-controlled and are drawn on sectarian as well as tribal basis to ensure the ruling family’s primacy, maximize state allegiance and create environment of sectarian tension. The composition of some districts has resulted in largest district in the northern area, mainly Shiite, contain over 12,000 citizens, while the smallest have not more than 500 voters in the southern Sunni area.

Article 25 of ICCPR, clearly states that any electoral system must guarantee and give effect to the free expression of the will of the electors. The principle of one person, one vote, must apply, and within the framework of each State's electoral system, the vote of one elector should be equal to the vote of another. The drawing of electoral boundaries and the method of allocating votes should not distort the distribution of voters or discriminate against any group and should not exclude or restrict unreasonably the right of citizens to choose their representatives freely.”

Recommendation: Given the discrepancy allegations surrounding the 2006 elections that they had been unfair and fraudulent IHRC recommended that international monitoring bodies be present at the next elections in Bahrain.

2. IHRC also expressed serious concerns at the Citizen Law being practiced in Bahrain.

Article 15 from the Universal Declaration of Human Rights stipulates that “everyone has the right to a nationality”. However, Article (6) of the Bahraini citizenship law of 1963 permits granting citizenship with conditions; among them is that the applicant must have residing in Bahrain for 15 years if the applicant is an Arab and 25 years for non-Arabs.

Moreover, children who come from a Bahraini mother are deprived from the Bahraini citizenship because of their father’s different nationality, although Bahrain is a member in The Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) which states in article 9 that “states parties shall grant women equal rights with men with respect to the nationality of their children.”

Recommendation: It is urged that Bahrain should amend its laws which discriminates on the basis of sex to ensure that they are compatible with International human rights standards
Not only is this law discriminatory, but there are inadequacies and discrepancies in the process of implementing the law by the authorities:

1.A large percent of those that have been granted the citizenship have not fulfilled the regular legal requisites, especially the period of residence.

2. The law does not require the authorities to grant the citizenship automatically to those that the law is applicable to. This gives too much leeway to discriminatory practices at implementation levels.
3. While many applications that fulfil the requirements were frozen for many years claiming that the requester was not able to prove cancelling his/her original citizenship, in the political naturalization that procedure is either overstepped or by-passed.
4. Hundreds of people who are entitled to it are deprived from it either due to their ethnic origin or their sectarian background even though they do not have any other citizenship The government refuses to reveal the number of people that have been naturalized, their identities and the countries they came from.
5. The government prevented the Council of Representatives from investigating the naturalization policies and practices, and that was done through a decree it had issued which prevents the Council from questioning the government on matters preceding its formation

The government’s lack of transparency with regards to granting citizenship is of grave concern. The lack of accountability in a plural country such as Bahrain has lead to mistrust of the Government and casts a shadow over the recent elections. 

Members of the Representative Council revealed that the authorities have granted extraordinary citizenships to almost 40 thousand residents, both Asians and Arabs, during the last 10 years.


It is believed that there are political motives behind the extraordinary naturalization campaigns and especially that they are not carried out openly and are based on racial and sectarian basis.

Abdulhadi Khalaf: Political reforms in Bahrain: reaching a dead-end Upon assuming power in March 1999, Sheikh Hamad declared his intention to push for political reforms in Bahrain. That declaration was based on a realistic appraisal of the limited options available to him to sustain the al-Khalifa dynastic rule. 

Let me recall that opposition groups were initially very sceptical to Sheikh Hamad’s claims to be the modernizing prince.  Indeed, rather few of the regime’s opponents have seriously believed  Sheikh Hamad’s democratic credentials or his intentions to become a paragon of good governance. Yet, they and other Bahrainis gave him the benefit of the doubt.  The question that every one waited to have answered was : how far needs a non-democratic ruler move on the path of political reforms before realising that the reform process is counterproductive? In other words, can a non-democratic ruler build a democratic regime? 

Some forty years ago, Samuel P. Huntington
 tackled these questions. In his Political Order in Changing Societies he describes a fundamental dilemma with which traditional monarchs are confronted as they grapple with perils and promises of modernisation. The King's dilemma is generated by the unresolved conflict between modern and traditional sources of authority.  The basic component of this dilemma is  determining the role and extent of centralisation of power in a modernising monarchy. 

To solve this dilemma a modern monarch must find golden formula that simultaneously a) preserves most of his traditional authority, while accepting imperatives of modernisation, and b) reduces the disrupting challenges from his traditional as well as emerging modern constituencies. 

Huntington suggests three possible strategies to a reforming monarch grappling with the pros and cons of reforms.  

First, a strategy that leads to establishing a fully-fledged constitutional monarchy where the  role and authority of the monarch are  reduced to the minimum possible.  This course entails several constitutional changes and a series of institutional reconstructions in order to make all authority ‘vested in the people, parties and parliament’. 

 The second strategy entails maintaining the monarchy as the principal source of authority while introducing some political measures to contain and minimise the disruptive ramifications of modernisation including political contention by emerging elites aspiring to political roles.  

The third strategic course is simply a middle way between the previous two strategies- combining monarchical power and limited popular authority. 

Sheikh Hamad strategic course is evidently the second one, i.e. a strategy that requires introducing the absolute minimum ornamental reforms while seeking to maintain the status quo, preserve the dynastic rule  and maintain the monarch as the principal source of authority. 

Sheikh Hamad would soon realize that he has ventured into untested waters without first securing, among other things, a popular base of support for his moves. Mistakenly, too, he has raised the expectations of his opponents and supporter alike to levels that he could not possibly carry out.  

Winning the support of the ruling family  has been the king’s first and foremost priority. The ruling family is his core constituency and his most secure pool of trusted recruits to administer the state and staff its security forces. 

Sheikh Hamad has correctly realized the Achilles heel of his opponents lies in the divergent ideologies and inherent mutual mistrust. He has proven himself to be skilful manipulator of his regime's despotic and infrastructural powers.  In his dual role as the head of a tribal hierarchy and as the head of a regime, Sheikh Hamad controls public resources and state revenues. Together with his ruling core, Sheikh Hamad has an unrestricted discretion that can enhance or weaken the influence enjoyed by the notables. From these resources, it disburses gratuities and favours in the form of employment, cash, and plots of land. Many of these makramas require an intermediary intervention by a notable.   His endeavours contributed to the fragmentation of the opposition and splits within the ranks of each of its factions.  

In spite of its initial successes, the process of political reform in Bahrain is approaching  a dead-end.  

Developments of the past seven years show that reforming a tribal patrimonial regime as the al-Khalifa's in Bahrain is more intricate than most of us have initially imagined.  It is evident now that more drastic measures are needed to overcome the combined legacy of a long history of misrule and mismanagement of resources, competing tribal, communal and religious cleavages, as well as lack of mutual trust among political actors seeking reform.

Students of processes of political reforms in third world context point to several common obstacles.  Among the frequently noted ones I will draw your attention to those relevant to our discussion on Bahrain:  

1. Constriction of the political field and weakness of political organisations; 

2. Weak civil society, clientalism; and omnipresence of sectarian and tribal corporatives; 

3. Institutionalised corruption; 

4. state-controlled media; 

5. Reliance on external support. 

Let me conclude these comments by two notes. The first is a reference to a recent  working paper published by FRIDE (June 2008)
. The paper argues that Bahrain has reached an impasse in its reform process. Institutionalised sectarianism and a weak elected parliament have led to a rising frustration. The WP notes that Bahrainis are demanding end to discrimination, government accountability, the introduction of legislations and judicial reform that protect citizens’ rights and a parliament that has the primary legislative power. King Hamad, notes the Fride’s publication still face the original dilemma; how to balance the interests of the ruling family while addressing calls for real reform or whether he should resist these demands by trying to manage growing dissent.    

My final note is actually a paraphrase of an incisive commentary made some years ago by a Moroccan scholar. Three important signs confirm the king's inability to reform the authoritarian system he has inherited. His initiatives seem impulsive and ad hoc rather than guided by a clear reformist strategy. He bypasses due process and formal decision-making institutions, diluting his professed aim to establish the rule of law. Third, the king personal initiatives reproduce, in a different form, the old image of the benevolent despot. The medieval mechanisms of exercising political authority are still in place.
 

Hussain Abdullah: I am the desert of this meeting so I will try to make it short and sweet. Americans for Human Rights and Democracy in Bahrain was created in January of 2007  mainly by Bahraini Americans who live and work in the United States and our main mission is to advocate for two main issues: democracy and human rights in Bahrain.

We do that by basically meeting with different members of congress both in the house and the senate by impementing effective lobbying and educating them about what exactly is taking place in Bahrain.

I will not be exaggerating if I say that in 2008 we have reached many milestones in raising the issue of  democracy, human rights and religous freedom in Bahrain. This year the issues in Bahrain have been discussed in different circles in Washington DC. The voice of the people of Bahrain and the indigenous movement towards democracy and the demans for genuine political reforms have circulated and are still circulating among the various  officials in Washington DC.

One of the main accomplishments of this year is the recently introduced Senate Resolution 619 which called for expressing support for constructive dialogue on human rights issues between the United States and Bahrain.  This resolution was by two senators. Senator Geoff Sesions who is a ranking member of the Senate Armed Services Committee and a ranking member of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee – Near East.

I will focus on their findings and what concerned them and what they recommond. They found the government’s use of torture and undue force against political activists, systematic discrimination by the Sunni government of the Shia majority including forbidding the Shia to join the military and discriminating agianst the Shia in public sector employment. The denial and practise of the right to a fair trial and the gerrymandering of political districts to support favoured candidates.  The senate therefore wants a constructive dialogue on human rights issues as an integral part of the bilateral agenda between the USA and Bahrain. It also expresses support to promte democracy and the rule of law, it calls on the president and secretary of state to aid in those efforts. 

This is coming from the major support and the backbone of the Al Khalifa regime. So thats why we think its an important move towards helping the indigenous struggle in Bahrain.

I  will quote some small passages :”It is very concernig to be that a country with a questionable record in human rights be on the Human Rights Council. I  believe the Bahraini government has failed to be an effective body because of the restrictions it has imposed. Under the rule of King  Khalid bin Issa Al Khalifa the human and civil rights of the  people of Bahrain have been seriously violated and jeopardised. If Bahrain does not improve its human rights record and human trafficking then it will be faced with US sanctions”.

These quotes are not from the websites of the Bahrain Freedom Movement of the website of Liberties and Democracy (also known as Haq) or the Bahrain Centre of Human Rights or an opposition group inside or outside Bahrain. It is from members of congres and the State Department. This is what they are saying about the regime in Bahrain. This shows that the serious discussion has begun among the law makers in Washington. A series of actions are being discussed and raised as we speak. If someone receives the credit for this work it is the people of Bahrain who have shown consistency in their demand towards freedom.

 In conclusion I would like to emphasise that the political process is long, painful but fruitful. Thus I see a brighter future as long as we believe in democracy, human rights, religious freedom and welfare. And Bahrain will be a better place where the people of Bahrain will enjoy freedom and democracy and they can elect their leaders in a free and fair election.

Lord Avebury: This is very encouraging and I hope we can establish contacts with the representatives of the senate that you mentioned who are active in promoting human rights in Bahrain so we can perhaps have a dialogue between the two legislators. It would be useful for people in the UK parliament to have link with these legislators.

DISCUSSION

Question: I would like to thank you very much for this meeting and for this information. I think Mr Ali Rabia and Dr Saeed Shehabi have met the king in March this year. I know you have met the king many times before also. This meeting may give the wrong message to the people and the king may use it for his interests. So could I ask you what are the benefits, what did you achieve from these meetings?

Question: As a Bahraini citizen I really appreciate the efforts you made, especially every year. But let me approach the issue from 180 degree different side. No regime will give the people their rights just because they want to give it. Don’t you believe there is a failure on the side of the opposition. During the 90s the opposition in Bahrain was much better. I believe there is a failure in the opposition side also. 

Question: As a non Bahraini but a regular visitor to Bahrain, the point I have been harping at these meetings for the last couple of years I would like to ask the speakers and others who may be able to answer is that the demands need to be turned around 160 degrees because small demands achieve small goals. Nepal is a very interesting situation. The struggle was bloody, horrible but democracy prevailed, the ruler had to go and the leader of the opposition was fighing is the prime minister. I am not saying that should happen in Bahrain but this requires a different strategy. We have a phrase: if you ask for a tank you will get a shot gun. So you must really have the demand at a very high level which would ignite change and you may achieve your goals.

Lord Avebury: In Nepal there is a UN representative who is mediating between the parties to the dispute and he is none other than our old friend, Ian Martin, who some of you may remember used to be the Secretary General of Amnesty International.  The situation in Nepal did reach a stage where the UN found it necessary to deploy the special representative to the Secretary General and I am absolutely certain Ian Martin’s efforts wer instrumental in reaching a very happy outcome you see there now. Whether or not the UN would agree that the situation in Bahrain demands the deployment of the special representative I have some doubts. I think we have a little way to go before we get to that point but I would ask my colleagues on the platform if they will deal with the two other questions which have been put.

Hasan Mushaima: I will answer part of the question because Saeed was with me when we met the king. I think the important thing was when we agreed to meet the king especially the last time. We just wanted to say to all the people in Bahrain or out of Bahrain that we are ready any time for any dialogue. We are not  just opposition to say something against the government. Really we are  looking forward for a right solution for all the problems in Bahrain. 


Second  when we met the king we didn’t keep everything secret. We tried to tell the people what happened in that meeting. When I went to Bahrain I told them that there is no dialogue between us the government. It was just a meeting. It doesn’t mean anything. If we find they are serious and they want to discuss all the problems and the demands. And this is what we mentioned. It was just a meeting and nothing after that. Everything stopped because they had an agenda and they thought they could pass this agenda. They couldn’t pass it because we were not ready to accept anything from the king. He talked too much and he is still using the same words as the opposition use.  Every time he meets the people he says the same words but nothing on the ground. Regarding the changing of the demography he said that only 50,000 came. We know that this figure is not right.


Two or three years ago we showed you a film about Dewaser. He said  they were Bahraini people and we returned their citizenship to them. What he said was very good but there is nothing on the ground.  When you go to Bahrain out of 30 ministers you maybe you have more then twelve  from Al Khalifa.  So how can you say that you have a constitutional monarchy?  Democracy is not there.  To say that the ruling family is not ruling is not a fact. Let us sit together and discuss all the demands. 

Question: So you achieved nothing?

Hasan Mushaima: We did not win. We did not ask for the meeting.

Ali Rabia: I will begin by saying that in the 90s the opposition was united. The government was in one court and the entire national opinion was against the government. We did a very nice job in cornering the government at that time. But the government came with its scheme and frankly the opposition, and I was one of them, have been deceived. We thought the political project brought by the king was a sincere one – that he would sincerely bring democracy so we  advised the people to go and say ‘yes’ for the national charter. After voting ‘yes’ for the national charter which is full of promises – human rights, democracy, parties – everything is there so we said ‘yes’. They gained 98. something on the national charter.


Immediately after one year all these evaporated because the government introduced a new constitution in which there are no rights at all; no political participation. I call this retrogression. We entered the era of  retrogression. We were fooled and we believed that we are going into the constitutional monarchy. That’s why we are suffering. 

Question: Are you aware that delegation from Bahraini was here very recently at RUSI on 24th – 25th February and they were invited to visit Bahrain.

Lord Avebury: Can I say from my own point of view that when I went to Bahrain they wanted to arrnage everything for me.  They said we will have a programme and we will ensure that you get to meet everybody who you want to meet. And I declined that because I knew it would be selective. And our friends from the parliamentary group who go there stay in big hotels, they don’t got to the villages. They only meet the only people the government wants them to see. And   if they are not able to speak to everybody that they want to it is not going to work. They shouldn’t accept the invitation.

Mark Peles, human rights activist from France.  I just wanted to say that mid February is a very sensisitve period in Bahrain.  I tried twice in mid February to go there.  In 2002 we heard of this new constitution.  The second time was in February 2004. I came take part in the constitutional conference. I was welcomed at the airport by a very small team. A man in a grey coat. He said you can’t stay you must leave at once. I asked him can you tell me where you are from. He said no I can’t tell you. I told an officer that this man wants me to leave at once. He does not want to say his name or tell me who he is. And the officer said he is a colonel. I asked the man could you write the order for me to leave, I came it is expensive. So I told him I am little tired I would like to see a doctor. So he called a doctor and we sat down and everytime somebody in the kingdom of Bahrain sees a doctor you attend them. So mid-February is a very dangerous time to visit Bahrain. 

Hussein Abdullah: I would like to add some points. I think it is the right of any nation to chose their own government. This is part of human rights. And since we have that not right and we are not happy and we are fed up with our government and we know that they are not going to give anybody their rights I think it is one of our rights to overthrow this government and ask it to leave and bring another government which is more just and will stop all this discrimination and all this organised torture which is happening in Bahrain. So it is our right. It is not necesssary  to shift the government which is ruling the country to be royal family there. We never had a royal family in Bahrain. So it is not necessary and it is not part of our culture to have a royal family. So we can stay without a royal family and we have to select our own government in a legal way which is agreed by all human rights activists.

Lord Avebury:  It is of course as you say a fundamental right of all peoples to chose their own government and to chose what form of government they will have; be it a kingdom or a republic or  some other form of constitution. The right of people to vote for their own government and to determine how they will be governed will be vital. We heard how the third card trick was played. The national charter was voted for unanimously and all of a sudden it was switched and what people were offered was something totally different. The government pretended that it was a result of the national charter. People were deceived. The opposition was deceived, the people were deceived and it is time we found a means of putting that right. I think we made a small contribution this morning towards this goal and I hope you will agree with my suggestion which I made at the beginning of this meeting that one of the outcomes of this  meeting should be that we set up a mechanism for people to give us the evidence about the demographic engineering: how this is being done, who is being admitted. We have heard evidence about the Syrians coming into the security services, the Sudanese and other people from the neighbourhod. We need to quantify this and to examine how that process is being implemented so we can make a report to the international community.  It needs to receive far higher prominence that it received at the universal periodic review in Geneva recently. So can we have an opinion from the meeting on whether this proposal can be taken forward and we will see how it can be implemented. Can I have show of hands. I think thta is pretty well unanimous. Thank you very much for your attendance.
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