BAHRAIN

Follow-up - State Reporting
1) Action by Treaty Bodies

CAT, A/61/44 (2006)

CHAPTER IV. FOLLOW-UP ON CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS ON
STATES PARTIES REPORTS

38. In Chapter IV of its annual report for 2004-2005 (A/60/44), the Committee described the
framework that it had developed to provide for follow-up subsequent to the adoption of the
concluding observations on States parties reports submitted under article 19 of the Convention.
It also presented information on the Committee’s experience in receiving information from
States parties from the initiation of the procedure in May 2003 through May 2005. This chapter
updates the Committee’s experience to 19 May 2006, the end of its thirty-sixth session.

39. In accordance with rule 68, paragraph 2, of the rules of procedure, the Committee
established the post of Rapporteur for follow-up to concluding observations under article 19 of
the Convention and appointed Ms. Felice Gaer to that position. As in the past, Ms. Gaer
presented a progress report to the Committee in May 2006 on the results of the procedure.

40. The Rapporteur has emphasized that the follow-up procedure aims “to make more effective
the struggle against torture and other cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment or punishment,” as
articulated in the preamble to the Convention. At the conclusion of the Committee’s review of
each State party report, the Committee identifies concerns and recommends specific actions
designed to enhance each State party’s ability to implement the measures necessary and
appropriate to prevent acts of torture and cruel treatment, and thereby assists States parties in
bringing their law and practice into full compliance with the obligations set forth in the
Convention.

41. Since its thirtieth session in May 2003, the Committee began the practice of identifying a
limited number of these recommendations that warrant a request for additional information
following the review and discussion with the State party concerning its periodic report. Such
“follow-up” recommendations are identified because they are serious, protective, and are
considered able to be accomplished within one year. The States parties are asked to provide
within one year information on the measures taken to give effect to its “follow-up
recommendations” which are specifically noted in a paragraph near the end of the conclusions
and recommendations on the review of the States parties’ report under article 19.

42. Since the procedure was established at the thirtieth session in May 2003 through the end of
the thirty-sixth session in May 2006, the Committee has reviewed 39 States for which it has
identified follow-up recommendations. Of the 19 States parties that were due to have submitted
their follow-up reports to the Committee by 1 May 2006, 12 had completed this requirement
(Argentina, Azerbaijan, Czech Republic, Colombia, Germany, Greece, Latvia, Lithuania,



Morocco, New Zealand, United Kingdom, and Yemen). As of May, seven States had failed to
supply follow-up information that had fallen due (Bulgaria, Cambodia, Cameroon, Chile, Croatia,
Moldova, Monaco), and each was sent a reminder of the items still outstanding and requesting
them to submit information to the Committee.

43. With this procedure, the Committee seeks to advance the Convention’s requirement that
“each State party shall take effective legislative, administrative, judicial or other measures to
prevent acts of torture ...” (art. 2, para. 1) and the undertaking “to prevent ... other acts of cruel,
inhuman and degrading treatment or punishment ...” (art. 16).

44. The Rapporteur has expressed appreciation for the information provided by States parties
regarding those measures taken to implement their obligations under the Convention. In
addition, she has assessed the responses received as to whether all of the items designated by the
Committee for follow-up (normally between three to six recommendations) have been addressed,
whether the information provided responds to the Committee’s concern, and whether further
information is required. Where further information is needed, she writes to the State party
concerned with specific requests for further clarification. With regard to States that have not
supplied the follow-up information at all, she writes to solicit the outstanding information.

45. Each letter responds specifically and in detail to the information presented by the State
party, which is given a formal United Nations document symbol number.

46. Since the recommendations to each State party are crafted to reflect the specific situation in
that country, the follow-up responses from the States parties and letters from the Rapporteur
requesting further clarification address a wide array of topics. Among those addressed in the
letters sent to States parties requesting further information have been a number of precise matters
seen as essential to the implementation of the recommendation in question. A number of issues
have been highlighted to reflect not only the information provided, but also the issues not
addressed but which are deemed essential in the Committee’s ongoing work in order to be
effective in taking preventive and protective measures to eliminate torture and ill-treatment.

48. The chart below details, as of 19 May 2006, the end of the Committee’s thirty-sixth session,
the state of the replies with respect to follow-up.

B. Follow-up reply due May 2006 and November 2006

State party ~ Date due Date reply received Document symbol Further action
number taken/required

Bahrain May 2006



CAT, A/62/44 (2007)

IV. FOLLOW UP ON CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS ON STATES
PARTIES REPORTS

46. In Chapter IV of its annual report for 2005 2006 (A/61/44), the Committee described the
framework that it had developed to provide for follow up subsequent to the adoption of the
conclusions and recommendations on States parties reports submitted under article 19 of the
Convention. It also presented information on the Committee’s experience in receiving
information from States parties from the initiation of the procedure in May 2003 through May
2006. This chapter updates the Committee’s experience to 18 May 2007, the end of its thirty
eighth session.

47. In accordance with rule 68, paragraph 2, of the rules of procedure, the Committee
established the post of Rapporteur for follow up to conclusions and recommendations under
article 19 of the Convention and appointed Ms. Felice Gaer to that position. As in the past, Ms.
Gaer presented a progress report to the Committee in May 2007 on the results of the procedure.

48. The Rapporteur has emphasized that the follow up procedure aims “to make more
effective the struggle against torture and other cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment or
punishment”, as articulated in the preamble to the Convention. At the conclusion of the
Committee’s review of each State party report, the Committee identifies concerns and
recommends specific actions designed to enhance each State party’s ability to implement the
measures necessary and appropriate to prevent acts of torture and cruel treatment, and thereby
assists States parties in bringing their law and practice into full compliance with the obligations
set forth in the Convention.

49.  Since its thirtieth session in May 2003, the Committee began the practice of identifying a
limited number of these recommendations that warrant a request for additional information
following the review and discussion with the State party concerning its periodic report. Such
“follow up” recommendations are identified because they are serious, protective, and are
considered able to be accomplished within one year. The States parties are asked to provide
within one year information on the measures taken to give effect to its “follow up
recommendations” which are specifically noted in a paragraph near the end of the conclusions
and recommendations on the review of the States parties’ reports under article 19.

50. Since the procedure was established at the thirtieth session in May 2003, through the end
of the thirty eighth session in May 2007 the Committee has reviewed 53 States for which it has
identified follow up recommendations. Of the 39 States parties that were due to have submitted
their follow up reports to the Committee by 18 May 2007, 25 had completed this requirement
(Albania, Argentina, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Canada, Chile, Czech Republic, Colombia,
Croatia, Ecuador, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Latvia, Lithuania, Monaco, Morocco, New
Zealand, Qatar, Sri Lanka, Switzerland, United Kingdom and Yemen). As of 18 May, 14 States
had not yet supplied follow up information that had fallen due (Bulgaria, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Cambodia, Cameroon, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Georgia, Guatemala,



Republic of Korea, Moldova, Nepal, Peru, Togo, Uganda and United States of America). In
March 2007, the Rapporteur sent a reminder requesting the outstanding information to each of
the States whose follow up information was due in November 2006, but had not yet been
submitted, and who had not previously been sent a reminder.

51.  The Rapporteur noted that 14 follow up reports had fallen due since the previous annual
report (A/61/44). However, only 4 (Austria, Ecuador, Qatar and Sri Lanka) of these 14 States
had submitted the follow up information in a timely manner. Despite this, she expressed the view
that the follow up procedure had been remarkably successful in eliciting valuable additional
information from States on protective measures taken during the immediate follow up to the
review of the periodic reports. While comparatively few States had replied precisely on time, 19
of the 25 respondents had submitted the information on time or within a matter of one to four
months following the due date. Reminders seemed to help elicit many of these responses. The
Rapporteur also expressed appreciation to non governmental organizations, many of whom had
also encouraged States parties to submit follow up information in a timely way.

52.  Through this procedure, the Committee seeks to advance the Convention’s requirement
that “each State party shall take effective legislative, administrative, judicial or other measures to
prevent acts of torture ...” (art. 2, para. 1) and the undertaking “to prevent ... other acts of cruel,
inhuman and degrading treatment or punishment ...” (art. 16).

53.  The Rapporteur has expressed appreciation for the information provided by States parties
regarding those measures taken to implement their obligations under the Convention. In addition,
she has assessed the responses received as to whether all the items designated by the Committee
for follow up (normally between three and six recommendations) have been addressed, whether
the information provided responds to the Committee’s concern, and whether further information
is required. Each letter responds specifically and in detail to the information presented by the
State party. Where further information is needed, she writes to the State party concerned with
specific requests for further clarification. With regard to States that have not supplied the follow
up information at all, she writes to solicit the outstanding information.

54. At its thirty eighth session in May, the Committee decided to make public the
Rapporteur’s letters to the States parties. These would be assigned a United Nations document
symbol number and placed on the web page of the Committee. The Committee further decided to
assign a United Nations document symbol number to all States parties’ replies (these symbol
numbers are under consideration) to the follow up and also place them on its website.

55.  Since the recommendations to each State party are crafted to reflect the specific situation
in that country, the follow up responses from the States parties and letters from the Rapporteur
requesting further clarification address a wide array of topics. Among those addressed in the
letters sent to States parties requesting further information have been a number of precise matters
seen as essential to the implementation of the recommendation in question. A number of issues
have been highlighted to reflect not only the information provided, but also the issues that have
not been addressed but which are deemed essential to the Committee’s ongoing work, in order to
be effective in taking preventive and protective measures to eliminate torture and ill treatment.



57.  The chart below details, as of 18 May 2007, the end of the Committee’s thirty eighth
session, the state of the replies with respect to follow up.

Follow up procedure to conclusions and recommendations from May 2003 to May 2007

Thirty fourth session (May 2005)

State party Information Information received Action taken
due in
Bahrain May 2006 15 December 2006 Response under review

CAT/C/BHR/CO/1/Add.1



CAT, A/63/44 (2008)

CHAPTER IV. FOLLOW-UP ON CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
ON STATES PARTIES REPORTS

46. In this chapter, the Committee updates its findings and activities that follow-up on the
conclusions and recommendations adopted under article 19 of the Convention, in accordance
with the recommendations of its Rapporteur on Follow-Up to Country conclusions. The
Rapporteur’s activities, responses by States parties, and the Rapporteur’s views on recurring
concerns encountered through this procedure are presented below, and updated to through May
2008, following the Committee’s fortieth session.

47. In chapter IV of its annual report for 2005-2006 (A/61/44), the Committee described the
framework that it had developed to provide for follow-up subsequent to the adoption of the
conclusions and recommendations on States parties reports submitted under article 19 of the
Convention. It also presented information on the Committee’s experience in receiving
information from States parties from the initiation of the procedure in May 2003 through May
2008.

48. In accordance with rule 68, paragraph 2, of the rules of procedure, the Committee
established the post of Rapporteur for follow-up to conclusions and recommendations under
article 19 of the Convention and appointed Ms. Felice Gaer to that position. As in the past, Ms.
Gaer presented a progress report to the Committee in May 2008 on the results of the procedure.

49.  The Rapporteur has emphasized that the follow-up procedure aims “to make more
effective the struggle against torture and other cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment or
punishment”, as articulated in the preamble to the Convention. At the conclusion of the
Committee’s review of each State party report, the Committee identifies concerns and
recommends specific actions designed to enhance each State party’s ability to implement the
measures necessary and appropriate to prevent acts of torture and cruel treatment, and thereby
assists States parties in bringing their law and practice into full compliance with the obligations
set forth in the Convention.

50. In its follow-up procedure, the Committee has identified a number of these
recommendations as requiring additional information specifically for this procedure. Such
follow-up recommendations are identified because they are serious, protective, and are
considered able to be accomplished within one year. The States parties are asked to provide
within one vyear information on the measures taken to give effect to its follow-up
recommendations which are specifically noted in a paragraph near the end of the conclusions and
recommendations on the review of the States parties’ reports under article 19.

51. Since the procedure was established at the thirtieth session in May 2003, through the end
of the fortieth session in May 2008, the Committee has reviewed 67 States for which it has
identified follow-up recommendations. Of the 53 States parties that were due to have submitted



their follow-up reports to the Committee by 16 May 2008, 33 had completed this requirement
(Albania, Argentina, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Canada, Chile,
Czech Republic, Colombia, Croatia, Ecuador, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece,
Guatemala, Hungary, Republic of Korea, Latvia, Lithuania, Monaco, Morocco, Nepal, New
Zealand, Qatar, Russian Federation, Sri Lanka, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America and Yemen). As of 16 May, 20 States had not
yet supplied follow-up information that had fallen due (Bulgaria, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon,
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Denmark, Guyana, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Mexico,
Moldova, the Netherlands, Peru, Poland, South Africa, Tajikistan, Togo, Uganda and Ukraine).
In March 2008, the Rapporteur sent a reminder requesting the outstanding information to each of
the States whose follow-up information was due in November 2007, but had not yet been
submitted, and who had not previously been sent a reminder.

52.  The Rapporteur noted that 14 follow-up reports had fallen due since the previous annual
report.> However, only 2 (Hungary and the Russian Federation) of these 14 States had
submitted the follow-up information in a timely manner. Despite this, she expressed the view
that the follow-up procedure had been remarkably successful in eliciting valuable additional
information from States on protective measures taken during the immediate follow-up to the
review of the periodic reports. While comparatively few States had replied precisely on time, 25
of the 33 respondents had submitted the information on time or within a matter of one to four
months following the due date. Reminders seemed to help elicit many of these responses. The
Rapporteur also expressed appreciation to non-governmental organizations, many of whom had
also encouraged States parties to submit follow-up information in a timely way.

53. Through this procedure, the Committee seeks to advance the Convention’s requirement
that “each State party shall take effective legislative, administrative, judicial or other measures to
prevent acts of torture ...” (art. 2, para. 1) and the undertaking “to prevent ... other acts of cruel,
inhuman and degrading treatment or punishment ...” (art. 16).

54.  The Rapporteur expressed appreciation for the information provided by States parties
regarding those measures taken to implement their obligations under the Convention. In addition,
she has assessed the responses received as to whether all the items designated by the Committee
for follow-up (normally between three and six recommendations) have been addressed, whether
the information provided responds to the Committee’s concern, and whether further information
is required. Each letter responds specifically and in detail to the information presented by the
State party. Where further information has been needed, she has written to the concerned State
party with specific requests for further clarification. With regard to States that have not supplied
the follow-up information at all, she requests the outstanding information.

55. At its thirty-eighth session in May 2007, the Committee decided to make public the
Rapporteur’s letters to the States parties. These would be placed on the web page of the
Committee. The Committee further decided to assign a United Nations document symbol
number to all States parties’ replies to the follow-up and also place them on its website
(http://wwwz2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cat/sessions.htm).

56.  Since the recommendations to each State party are crafted to reflect the specific situation



in that country, the follow-up responses from the States parties and letters from the Rapporteur
requesting further clarification address a wide array of topics. Among those addressed in the
letters sent to States parties requesting further information have been a number of precise matters
seen as essential to the implementation of the recommendation in question. A number of issues
have been highlighted to reflect not only the information provided, but also the issues that have
not been addressed but which are deemed essential to the Committee’s ongoing work, in order to
be effective in taking preventive and protective measures to eliminate torture and ill-treatment.

58. The chart below details, as of 16 May 2008, the end of the Committee’s fortieth session,
the state of the replies with respect to follow-up.

3/ Official Records of the General Assembly, Sixty-second Session, Supplement No. 44
(A/62/44).

Follow-up procedure to conclusions and recommendations
from May 2003 to May 2008

Thirty-fourth session (May 2005)

State party Information Information received Action taken
due in
Bahrain May 2006 21 November 2006 Response under review

CAT/C/BHR/CO/1/Add.1




CAT, Al64/44 (2009)

IV. FOLLOW UP ON CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS ON STATES PARTIES
REPORTS

53. In this chapter, the Committee updates its findings and activities that follow-up to
concluding observations adopted under article 19 of the Convention, in accordance with the
recommendations of its Rapporteur on follow-up to concluding observations. The Rapporteur's
activities, responses by States parties, and the Rapporteur's views on recurring concerns
encountered through this procedure are presented below, and updated through 15 May 2009,
following the Committee's forty-second session.

54, In chapter IV of its annual report for 2005-2006 (A/61/44), the Committee described the
framework that it had developed to provide for follow-up subsequent to the adoption of the
concluding observations on States parties reports submitted under article 19 of the Convention. It
also presented information on the Committee's experience in receiving information from States
parties from the initiation of the procedure in May 2003 through May 2009.

55. In accordance with rule 68, paragraph 2, of the rules of procedure, the Committee
established the post of Rapporteur for follow up to concluding observations under article 19 of
the Convention and appointed Ms. Felice Gaer to that position. As in the past, Ms. Gaer
presented a progress report to the Committee in May 2009 on the results of the procedure.

56.  The Rapporteur has emphasized that the follow up procedure aims "to make more
effective the struggle against torture and other cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment or
punishment”, as articulated in the preamble to the Convention. At the conclusion of the
Committee's review of each State party report, the Committee identifies concerns and
recommends specific actions designed to enhance each State party's ability to implement the
measures necessary and appropriate to prevent acts of torture and ill-treatment, and thereby
assists States parties in bringing their law and practice into full compliance with the obligations
set forth in the Convention.

57. In its follow-up procedure, the Committee has identified a number of these
recommendations as requiring additional information specifically for this procedure. Such
follow-up recommendations are identified because they are serious, protective, and are
considered able to be accomplished within one year. The States parties are asked to provide
within one vyear information on the measures taken to give effect to its follow-up
recommendations which are specifically noted in a paragraph near the end of the conclusions and
recommendations on the review of the States parties' reports under article 19.

58. Since the procedure was established at the thirtieth session in May 2003, through the end
of the forty-second session in May 2009, the Committee has reviewed 81 States for which it has
identified follow up recommendations. Of the 67 States parties that were due to have submitted
their follow up reports to the Committee by 15 May 2009, 44 had completed this requirement. As
of 15 May 2009, 23 States had not yet supplied follow up information that had fallen due. The



Rapporteur sends reminders requesting the outstanding information to each of the States whose
follow up information was due, but had not yet been submitted, and who had not previously been
sent a reminder. The status of the follow-up to concluding observations may be found in the web
pages of the Committee (http://www?2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cat/ sessions.htm).

59.  The Rapporteur noted that 14 follow up reports had fallen due since the previous annual
report. However, only 4 (Algeria, Estonia, Portugal and Uzbekistan) of these 14 States had
submitted the follow up information in a timely manner. Despite this, she expressed the view that
the follow up procedure had been remarkably successful in eliciting valuable additional
information from States on protective measures taken during the immediate follow up to the
review of the periodic reports. One State party (Montenegro) had already submitted information
which was due only in November 2009. While comparatively few States had replied precisely on
time, 34 of the 44 respondents had submitted the information on time or within a matter of one to
four months following the due date. Reminders seemed to help elicit many of these responses.
The Rapporteur also expressed appreciation to non governmental organizations, many of whom
had also encouraged States parties to submit follow up information in a timely way.

60.  Through this procedure, the Committee seeks to advance the Convention's requirement
that "each State party shall take effective legislative, administrative, judicial or other measures to
prevent acts of torture ..." (art. 2, para. 1) and the undertaking "to prevent ... other acts of cruel,
inhuman and degrading treatment or punishment ..." (art. 16).

61. The Rapporteur expressed appreciation for the information provided by States parties
regarding those measures taken to implement their obligations under the Convention. In addition,
she has assessed the responses received as to whether all the items designated by the Committee
for follow up (normally between three and six recommendations) have been addressed, whether
the information provided responds to the Committee's concern, and whether further information
is required. Each letter responds specifically and in detail to the information presented by the
State party. Where further information has been needed, she has written to the concerned State
party with specific requests for further clarification. With regard to States that have not supplied
the follow up information at all, she requests the outstanding information.

62. At its thirty eighth session in May 2007, the Committee decided to make public the
Rapporteur's letters to the States parties. These would be placed on the web page of the
Committee. The Committee further decided to assign a United Nations document symbol
number to all States parties' replies to the follow up and also place them on its website
(http://wwwz2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cat/sessions.htm).

63. Since the recommendations to each State party are crafted to reflect the specific situation
in that country, the follow up responses from the States parties and letters from the Rapporteur
requesting further clarification address a wide array of topics. Among those addressed in the
letters sent to States parties requesting further information have been a number of precise matters
seen as essential to the implementation of the recommendation in question. A number of issues
have been highlighted to reflect not only the information provided, but also the issues that have
not been addressed but which are deemed essential to the Committee's ongoing work, in order to
be effective in taking preventive and protective measures to eliminate torture and ill treatment.



65.  The chart below details, as of 15 May 2009, the end of the Committee's forty-second
session, the state of the replies with respect to follow up.

Follow-up procedure to conclusions and recommendations from May 2003 to May 2009

;I:hirty-fourth session (May 2005)

State party Information Information received Action taken
due in
Bahrain May 2006 21 November 2006 Request for further

CAT/C/BHR/CO/1/Add.1 clarification




CAT, A/65/44 (2010)
Chapter IV. Follow-up to concluding observations on States parties’ reports

65. In this chapter, the Committee updates its findings and activities that constitute follow-up
to concluding observations adopted under article 19 of the Convention, in accordance with the
procedure established on follow-up to concluding observations. The follow-up responses by
States parties, and the activities of the Rapporteur for follow-up to concluding observations
under article 19 of the Convention, including the Rapporteur’s views on the results of this
procedure, are presented below. This information is updated through 14 May 2010, the end of the
Committee’s forty-fourth session.

66. In chapter IV of its annual report for 2005-2006 (A/61/44), the Committee described the
framework that it had developed to provide for follow-up subsequent to the adoption of the
concluding observations on States parties reports submitted under article 19 of the Convention.
In that report and each year thereafter, the Committee has presented information on its
experience in receiving information on follow-up measures taken by States parties since the
initiation of the procedure in May 2003.

67. In accordance with rule 68, paragraph 2, of the rules of procedure, the Committee
established the post of Rapporteur for follow-up to concluding observations under article 19 of
the Convention and appointed Ms. Felice Gaer to that position. In November 2009 and May
2010, the Rapporteur presented a progress report to the Committee on the results of the
procedure.

68. At the conclusion of the Committee’s review of each State party report, the Committee
identifies concerns and recommends specific measures to prevent acts of torture and ill-treatment.
Thereby, the Committee assists States parties in identifying effective legislative, judicial,
administrative and other measures to bring their laws and practice into full compliance with the
obligations set forth in the Convention.

69. In its follow-up procedure, the Committee has identified a number of these
recommendations as requiring additional information within one year. Such follow-up
recommendations are identified because they are serious, protective and are considered able to be
accomplished within one year. The States parties are asked to provide information within one
year on the measures taken to give effect to the follow-up recommendations. In the concluding
observations on each State party report, the recommendations requiring follow-up within one
year are specifically identified in a paragraph at the end of the concluding observations.

70. Since the procedure was established at the thirtieth session in May 2003, through the end of
the forty-fourth session in May 2010, the Committee has reviewed 95 reports from States parties
for which it has identified follow-up recommendations. It must be noted that periodic reports of
Chile, Latvia, Lithuania and New Zealand have been examined twice by the Committee since the
establishment of the follow-up procedure. Of the 81 States parties that were due to have
submitted their follow-up reports to the Committee by 14 May 2010, 57 had completed this



requirement. As of 14 May 2010, 24 States had not yet supplied follow-up information that had
fallen due: Republic of Moldova, Cambodia, Cameroon, Bulgaria, Uganda, Democratic Republic
of the Congo, Peru, Togo, Burundi, South Africa, Tajikistan, Luxembourg, Benin, Costa Rica,
Indonesia, Zambia, Lithuania (to the 2009 concluding observations), Chad, Chile, Honduras,
Israel, New Zealand, Nicaragua and the Philippines.

71. The Rapporteur sends reminders requesting the outstanding information to each of the
States for which follow-up information is due, but not yet submitted. The status of the follow-up
to concluding observations may be found in the web pages of the Committee at each of the
respective sessions. As of 2010, the Committee has established a separate web page for
follow-up (http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cat/follow-procedure.htm).

72.  Of the 24 States parties that did not submit any information under the follow-up
procedure as of 14 May 2010, non-respondents came from all world regions. While about
one-third had reported for the first time, two-thirds were reporting for a second, third or even
fourth time.

73. The Rapporteur expresses appreciation for the information provided by States parties
regarding those measures taken to implement their obligations under the Convention. In addition,
she has assessed the responses received as to whether all the items designated by the Committee
for follow-up (normally between three and six recommendations) have been addressed, whether
the information provided responds to the Committee’s concern, and whether further information
is required. Each letter responds specifically and in detail to the information presented by the
State party. Where further information has been needed, she has written to the concerned State
party with specific requests for further clarification. With regard to States that have not supplied
the follow-up information at all, she requests the outstanding information.

74. At its thirty-eighth session in May 2007, the Committee decided to make public the
Rapporteur’s letters to the States parties which are posted on the web page of the Committee.
The Committee further decided to assign a United Nations document symbol number to all States
parties’ replies to the follow-up and also place them on its website.

75. Since the recommendations to each State party are crafted to reflect the specific situation in
that country, the follow-up responses from the States parties and letters from the Rapporteur
requesting further clarification address a wide array of topics. Among those addressed in the
letters sent to States parties requesting further information have been a number of precise matters
seen as essential to the implementation of the recommendation in question. A number of issues
have been highlighted to reflect not only the information provided, but also the issues that have
not been addressed but which are deemed essential to the Committee’s ongoing work, in order to
be effective in taking preventive and protective measures to eliminate torture and ill-treatment.

76. Among the Rapporteur’s activities in the past year, have been the following: attending the
inter-committee meetings in Geneva where follow-up procedures were discussed with members
from other treaty bodies, and it was decided to establish a working group on follow-up;
addressing the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women at its August
2009 meeting in New York concerning aspects of the follow-up procedure; assessing responses



from States parties and preparing follow-up letters to countries as warranted and updating the
information collected from the follow-up procedure.

77. Additionally, the Rapporteur initiated a study of the Committee’s follow-up procedure,
beginning with an examination of the number and nature of topics identified by the Committee in
its requests to States parties for follow-up information. She reported to the Committee on some
preliminary findings, in November 2009 and later in May 2010, and specifically presented charts
showing that the number of topics designated for follow-up has substantially increased since the
thirty-fifth session. Of the 87 countries examined as of the forty-third session (November 2009),
one to three paragraphs were designated for follow-up for 14 States parties, four or five such
topics were designated for 38 States parties, and six or more paragraphs were designated for 35
States parties. The Rapporteur drew this trend to the attention of the members of the Committee
and it was agreed in May 2010 that, whenever possible, efforts would henceforth be made to
limit the number of follow-up items to a maximum of five paragraphs.

78. The Rapporteur also found that certain topics were more commonly raised as a part of the
follow up procedure than others. Specifically, for all State parties reviewed since the follow-up
procedure began, the following topics were most frequently designated:

Ensure prompt, impartial and effective investigation(s) 76 per cent
Prosecute and sanction persons responsible for abuses 61 per cent
Guarantee legal safeguards 57 per cent

Enable right to complain and have cases examined 43 per cent
Conduct training, awareness-raising 43 per cent

Ensure interrogation techniques in line with the Convention 39 per cent

Provide redress and rehabilitation 38 per cent

End gender-based violence, ensure protection of women 34 per cent
Ensure monitoring of detention facilities/visit by independent body 32 per cent

Carry out data collection on torture and ill-treatment 30 per cent
Improve condition of detention, including overcrowding 28 per cent
79. In the correspondence with States parties, the Rapporteur has noted recurring concerns

which are not fully addressed in the follow-up replies and her concerns (illustrative, not
comprehensive) have been included in prior annual reports. To summarize them, she finds there
is considerable value in having more precise information being provided, e.g. lists of prisoners,
details on deaths in detention and forensic investigations.

80. As a result of numerous exchanges with States parties, the Rapporteur has observed that
there is need for more vigorous fact-finding and monitoring in many States parties. In addition,
there is often inadequate gathering and analysing of police and criminal justice statistics. When
the Committee requests such information, States parties frequently do not provide it. The
Rapporteur further considers that conducting prompt, thorough and impartial investigations into
allegations of abuse is of great protective value. This is often best undertaken through
unannounced inspections by independent bodies. The Committee has received documents,
information and complaints about the absence of such monitoring bodies, the failure of such
bodies to exercise independence in carrying out their work or to implement recommendations for



improvement.

81. The Rapporteur has also pointed to the importance of States parties providing clear-cut
instructions on the absolute prohibition of torture as part of the training of law-enforcement and
other relevant personnel. States parties need to provide information on the results of medical
examinations and autopsies, and to document signs of torture, especially including sexual
violence. States parties also need to instruct personnel on the need to secure and preserve
evidence. The Rapporteur has found many lacunae in national statistics, including on penal and
disciplinary action against law-enforcement personnel. Accurate record keeping, covering the
registration of all procedural steps of detained persons, is essential and requires greater attention.
All such measures contribute to safeguard the individual against torture or other forms of
ill-treatment, as set forth in the Convention.

82. The chart below details, as of 14 May 2010, the end of the Committee’s forty-fourth
session, the replies with respect to follow-up. This chart also includes States parties’ comments
to concluding observations, if any.

Follow-up procedure to concluding observations from May 2003 to May 2010

Thirty-fourth session (May 2005)

State party Information Information received Action taken
due in
Bahrain May 2006 21 November 2006 Request for further

CAT/C/BHR/CO/1/Add.1 clarification

13 February 2009 Information under
CAT/C/BHR/CO/1/Add.2 review




Follow-up - State Reporting
ii) Action by State Party

CAT, CAT/C/BHR/CO/1/Add.1 (2006)

Comments by the Government of Bahrain to the conclusions and recommendations of the
Committee against Torture (CAT/C/CR/34/BHR)*

[21 November 2006]

6 December 2006

Reply of the Kingdom of Bahrain to the concluding observations of the Committee against
Torture

The Committee discussed the initial and supplementary reports of the Kingdom of
Bahrain and, at its 663rd meeting (CAT/C/SR.633), it proceeded to adopt its concluding
observations. The Committee requested the Kingdom to provide, within one year, information
on its response to the Committee's recommendations as contained in paragraphs 7 (e), (m) and (0)
of the concluding observations set forth in document CAT/C/CR/34/BHR, dated 21 June 2005.
What follows is some preliminary information concerning the above-mentioned
recommendations. The Kingdom of Bahrain hopes to include, in its second periodic report, any
additional information that it may have on this topic.

A. Legal system, redress and an enforceable right to fair and adequate compensation
(para. 7 (e))
1. The Civil Code, in articles 177 to 181, lays down the rules for awarding compensation for

damage caused by an unlawful act. Article 180 contains a special provision on liability arising
from an offence which is favourable to the injured party. It provides:

@ No case involving liability for an unlawful act shall be heard once 3 years have
elapsed since the day on which the victim became aware of the damage and the party responsible
for it, or once 15 years have elapsed since the commission of the unlawful act, whichever of the
two time limits expires first.

(b) However, if the case involving liability for an unlawful act pertains to a criminal
act, it shall not be time-barred from prosecution as long as criminal proceedings are pending,
even if the time limits specified in the preceding paragraph have expired.

2. With regard to the Code of Criminal Procedures:

@ Article 22 of the Code recognizes the right to sue for damages in criminal
proceedings. It affords anyone who is directly harmed by an offence the right to file a civil suit



against the accused person during the evidence-gathering or investigation stages or before the
court hearing the criminal case. The civil suit shall be included in the criminal proceedings
referred to the court.

(b) According to article 23 of the Code, if a person harmed by an offence lacks the
means to file a suit and has no legal counsel, the court may, at the request of the Department of
Public Prosecutions, appoint counsel, free of charge, to claim that person's civil rights.

(c) According to article 32 of the Code, any judgement delivered in criminal
proceedings must rule on the plaintiff's claim for compensation, unless the court decides to refer
the matter to a civil court.

3. The reform project launched by His Majesty the King focused on national reconciliation
and the realization of transitional justice, beginning with a general amnesty and the establishment
of the National Action Charter. The process put an end to internal strife and brought the
country out of the political and social crisis which had beset it, closing a chapter on the past and
helping to create a climate conducive to the enjoyment of public freedoms.

4. The Government of the Kingdom paved the way for the provision of humanitarian
assistance to all those who had suffered harm in the past, including victims of torture, ill
treatment, terrorism, arson and sabotage. It did this out of the conviction that it was in the
interests of the Bahraini people to put the past behind them and to avoid the exploitation of
personal suffering for short-term political ends, even though those who had allegedly been
tortured did not sue for damages and not a single civil suit was brought in that regard.

B. Remove inappropriate restrictions on the work of non-governmental organizations,
especially those dealing with issues related to the Convention

1. The Kingdom of Bahrain understands the importance of protecting and promoting human
rights and endeavours to ensure the application of relevant laws and international treaties. It
also keeps up with human rights developments, in conjunction with domestic, regional and
international organizations. The Kingdom's approach to, and policy on, human rights are based
on cooperation and constructive interaction with non-governmental organizations that work in
this domain, as illustrated by the following examples:

@ The Bahraini Human Rights Society visited the Jaw Reform and Rehabilitation
Centre on 24 and 31 December 2005. A specialized team interviewed 56 inmates, selected
from a random sample which the Society had identified on the basis of lists drawn up by the
management of the Centre. The Society was given absolute freedom to inspect all the Centre's
facilities without any interference on the part of management. At the end of the visit, the
Society prepared a report, which was then published in the newspapers and on the Society's
website.

(b) At the invitation of the Bahraini Association for Public Freedoms and Democracy,
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs took part in a seminar entitled "Follow up on transitional justice
in Bahrain", which was attended by Mr. Joe Stork of Human Rights Watch, Mr. Hani Majalli of



the International Centre for Transitional Justice, and Mr. Idris El-Yazmi, Director of the
International Federation and member of the Justice and Reconciliation Committee of Morocco.

(© On 8 November 2006, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs took part in a debate
organized by the Bahraini Human Rights Society and entitled "Beginnings of political and
democratic reform in the Arab Gulf: the example of Bahrain” (the event was attended by the
Human Rights Information and Training Centre of Yemen).

2. As for the removal of restrictions on the work of non-governmental organizations,
especially those dealing with issues related to the Convention, we should point out that a group
of individuals - none of whom applied for permission to establish an association - set up the so
called Committee for Martyrs and Torture Victims. Although they were asked to comply with
the law and to apply for permission to form an association as required by law, they used the
group as a cover for political and sectional interests and prevented direct communication
between the State and persons who considered themselves to be victims, in an attempt to distort
the facts. They had no dealings of any kind with the State, apart from organizing rallies and
demonstrations and committing acts amounting to criminal offences. Indeed, they have
provided the State neither with a list of persons who consider themselves victims nor of the acts
that they consider to be violations. As a result, the details of those in their midst who deserve
humanitarian assistance have not been disclosed.

C. Provide information to the Committee about the proposed committee for the
prevention of vice and promotion of virtue (para. 7 (0))

1. On 13 April 2004, a member of the House of Representatives presented a proposal on the
establishment of a mechanism, attached to the Ministry of Islamic Affairs, tasked with providing
moral instruction and guidance and promoting virtue and preventing vice, using the information
and promotional media. The mechanism was not to be given any security powers.

2. On 15 April 2005, the House of Representatives approved the proposal, having found it
to be sound from a constitutional and legal point of view and consistent with the enjoyment of
the freedoms guaranteed to citizens by the Constitution and the law. The proposal was
forwarded to the Government.

3. On 10 September 2005, the Cabinet, at its 1851st meeting held on 4 September 2005, [sic]
approved the establishment of the Department for Moral Instruction and Guidance, at the
Ministry of Islamic Affairs, together with an increase in the number of instructors and
counsellors employed at the Ministry.

4. It is clear from the above that the proposed committee was not established and that what
was established was the Department for Moral Instruction and Guidance at the Ministry of
Islamic Affairs. The work of the Department is confined to preaching. It follows that Bahrain
does not have a committee to enjoin virtue and prohibit vice. The delegation of the Kingdom
has already explained this matter to the Committee against Torture at Geneva.




* In accordance with the information transmitted to the States parties regarding the processing
of their reports, the present document was not formally edited before being sent to the United
Nations translation services.



CAT, CAT/C/BHR/CO/1/Add.2 (2009) [French]

Commentaires du Gouvernement bahrenite au sujet des conclusions et recommandations
du Comitécontre la torture (CAT/C/CR/34/BHR)

[13 février 2009]

R&. 101/2/6/23
Date: 13 janvier 2009

A D’intention du Directeur du Département des organisations internationales au Ministé&e des
affaires érangé&es

M. le Directeur,

Comme suite avotre lettre n° 137355-8/10/3 du 21 dé&embre 2008 dans laquelle vous demandiez
des pre&isions concernant certains paragraphes figurant dans les réonses des autorité&s
bahre'mites compéentes aux recommandations du Comité contre la torture, en date du 21
novembre 2008, nous vous faisons parvenir ci-joint les informations suivantes:

1. En ce qui concerne le paragraphe 6 ¢), ou il est question d’une réduction des garanties dont
bénéficient les détenus, il y a lieu de rappeler qu’en vertu de ’article 61 du Code de procédure
pénale (désret n° 46 de 2002) «.. toute personne arré&eée est informé& des motifs de son
arrestation. Elle a le droit de contacter un proche pour 1’informer de sa situation et de se faire
assister par un avocat>» On signalera éalement que le Ministé&e a adoptéun reglement relatif a
la procédure a suivre a I’égard des personnes arrétées ou placées en détention provisoire qui fait
obligation aux autorités de créer un service indéendant chargéde ces personnes dans tous les
départements de police et de sé&urité Ce service a plusieurs t&hes. 1l doit notamment:

1) Vaéifier les conditions sanitaires et de s€euritédans les lieux de déention;

2) Donner la possibilitéaux personnes arré&és ou placés en déention provisoire de
s’entretenir avec un avocat, dont la visite doit étre mentionnée dans le registre des
activités quotidiennes;

3) Fournir ala personne arr&ee les soins de santérequis et faire en sorte qu’elle soit
transfé&ee, sous surveillance, dans un héital public si son &at de santéle néeessite.

2. En ce qui concerne le paragraphe 6 0), ouil est question du pouvoir discré&ionnaire des juges,
il y a lieu d’indiquer que, conforménent &la loi en vigueur, les juges exercent effectivement
d’un tel pouvoir lorsqu’ils prononcent leurs jugements. Ils doivent cependant observer certaines
garanties et regles pour ne pas abuser de ce pouvoir.



Je vous prie d’agréer, Monsieur le Directeur, etc.

Le Secréaire adjoint aux affaires juridiques



