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Chronology of  Events 
 

 Rizana Nafeeq (Passport No: N 0331835) was born to a poor and war-torn family in eastern Sri 
Lanka and went to Riyadh, Kingdom of  Saudi Arabia on 4th May, 2005 to work as a housemaid in the 
household of  her sponsor, Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al Otaibi. 

 
 A recruitment agency in Sri Lanka altered her date of  birth in the passport making her 23 years-of-age 

in order to employ, when in fact she was only 17.  
 

 When the infant of  her employer died in her care, a confession of  murder was drawn from Rizana 
under harsh treatment and without a proper translator at the police station. 

 
 After getting access to a lawyer and being able to express the circumstances in Tamil, the confession 

was later retracted.  
 

 Initially, on June 16, 2007, a three-member panel of judges from the Dawadami High Court headed 
by Chief Justice Abdullah Al-Rosaimi found Rizana Nafeek guilty of murder and sentenced her to 
death by beheading.  

 
 According to Nafeek, the child suffocated while being bottle-fed and due to her lack of  experience 

and young age, she was unable to save him. 
 

 The court informed Rizana that she could file an appeal against her death sentence, which she did 
enabled by funds from human rights groups. However after a highly questionable and arbitrary 
process in court, the Supreme Court of Saudi Arabia confirmed the death sentence on the 25 
September 2010. 

 
 In October 2010, Sri Lanka President made a special appeal to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud, 

King of Saudi Arabia to grant pardon to her. 
 

 Ever since the initial verdict of the Dawdami High Court, the Asian Human Rights Commission has 
maintained that she is innocent of the charges and that it was the duty of the Sri Lankan government 
to do all it can to save her life. On an earlier occasion, the AHRC wrote an open letter to President 
Rajapaksa on this issue. 

 
 There has been worldwide attention to her case and literally all the leading media agencies in the 

world highlighted her plight, and millions of people from around the world campaigned on her behalf.  
 

 Most recently, in May 2012, the European Union expressed their concern for her and stated that her 
case is being monitored. 

 
 However, from the reports that have subsequently appeared, it has become very clear that the 

government of President Rajapaksha has failed to take any effective measures to secure a pardon for 
Rizana Nafeek. 
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A. ALRC document to UN Human Rights Council 
 

 
http://www.alrc.net/doc/mainfile.php/hrc16/664/ 

 
SAUDI ARABIA: Denial of fair trial  

 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE  
March 3, 2011  
ALRC-CWS-16-14-2011  
 
Language(s): English only  
 
HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL  
Sixteenth session, Agenda Item 4, General Debate  

A written statement submitted by the Asian Legal Resource Centre (ALRC), a non-governmental 
organisation with general consultative status  

SAUDI ARABIA: Denial of fair trial  

The right to fair trial for migrant workers who face criminal charges in countries where they have gone for 
employment remains an important human rights problem that merits the attention of the Human Rights 
Council. In this regard, particular importance needs to be given to the migrant workers employed in Saudi 
Arabia. This issue is well-illustrated in the case of the a 17-year-old Sri Lankan girl who went for 
employment in Saudi Arabia and who faced charges for murder within less than one month at the 
employer's residence.  

Summary of the case  

Coming from a poor and war-torn family Rizana Nafeek went to Saudi Arabia as a maid in May 2005. A 
recruitment agency in Sri Lanka altered her date of birth in her passport making her 23 years-of-age in 
order to employ her, when in fact she was only 17 at the time. When the infant of her employers died in 
her care, a confession of murder was drawn from Rizana under harsh treatment and without a proper 
translator at the police station. On this ground, she was charged with murder and sentenced to death by 
beheading in 2007. After getting access to a lawyer and being able to express the circumstances in Tamil, 
the confession was later retracted. According to Nafeek, the child suffocated while being bottle-fed and 
due to her lack of experience and young age, she was unable to save him. The case was appealed, enabled 
by funds from human rights groups. However, after a highly questionable and arbitrary process in court, 
the death sentence was confirmed in late October 2010.  

Issues  

The issues of fair trial arising from this case are as follows:  
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1) There was no evidence of any sort available to establish the murder of this infant. The accused young 
girl was never given an opportunity to look into any evidence which would establish murder of the child, 
since there was no such evidence in the first place. There was only an accusation made by the parents, who 
would naturally have been in a state of shock and anger at the death of their child. However, there was no 
forensic or any other evidence to establish any attack on the child leading to the death.  

2) At the time of the arrest and at the time of the first interrogation by the police, which was when a 
confession was extracted, the police talked in Arabic, the accused young girl knew only Tamil and there 
was no translation. This aspect of lack of translation was later established at the appeal stage when the 
court summoned the interpreter to be brought to the court for examination. No person was brought to 
court as there was no such interpreter. It was reported that the person whose name had been entered as 
the interpreter was, in fact, an Indian citizen from Karnataka state and his native language was not Tamil 
but the language of the Karnataka people, Kannada.  

3) At the stage of the trial, the accused young girl did not have any legal representation.  

4) Even at the stage of the trial, she was not given a proper interpretation and not even persons from the 
Sri Lankan consulate were present at the trial.  

5) In any event, at the time of the alleged incident, she was 17 years old and this has been established at the 
appeal stage very clearly.  

6) At the initial trial, she was sentenced to death solely on the basis of the confession which has been 
obtained under the circumstances described above. Later, due to the representations made to the highest 
authorities in Saudi Arabia, the case was sent for reconsideration and the issue which was to be particularly 
clarified was the issue of the translation. On that issue, the evidence at the re-inquiry was that there was no 
interpreter and the person whose name that had been given as the interpreter was a person who spoke 
Kannada, a language spoken in Karnataka state in India, and thus the fact of the absence of interpreter was 
established. However, the court re-confirmed the death sentence solely on the basis of the confession, 
which is said to be binding under the Saudi Arabian law.  

It is also the position of the accused young girl that the confessions as obtained by use of force.  

Subsequent to the re-confirmation of the death sentence, His Excellency, the President of Sri Lanka, 
appealed to the His Majesty, the King of Saudi Arabia, pleading for the pardoning of the accused young 
girl. The case is now pending decision by His Royal Highness the King.  

It is a well-established principle of international law that every accused is entitled to a fair trial. It is also a 
well-established principle that a confession cannot solely be the basis for a conviction for a serious charge, 
such as murder. Besides this, all accused are entitled to legal representation, as well as proper interpretation 
at the stage of the trial. In any case, before a charge of murder is made, forensic evidence should be led to 
satisfy that a murder had in fact taken place. Besides all this, the young age of the accused, who was 17 
years old at the time, is also an impediment to holding her guilty of such a serious charge.  

The issue of guaranteeing a fair trial to the migrant workers should be seriously addressed by the Human 
Rights Council. This will require serious amendments to the law in Saudi Arabia so that the rights 
guaranteed under the International Covenant of Civil and Political Rights under Article 14 are ensured 
through proper legislation under the Saudi Arabian law. This should include, also, the right to an appeal 
both on facts on law. Under these circumstances, until such laws are amended, the immediate attention of 
Saudi Arabia should be drawn into this particular case, since the time available to save of the life of Rizana 
Nafeek, the accused in this case, is short.  
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B. AHRC documents on Rizana Nafeek 
 

1. The AHRC writes to Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II seeking intervention to save 
the life of Rizana Nafeek facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia 

June 5, 2012 

Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PRL-018-2012 

 

On the occasion of the Diamond Jubilee of Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II the Asian Human Rights 
Commission has sought Her Majesty's kind intervention to save the life of the Sri Lankan housemaid 
languishing in Dawadami Prison in Saudi Arabia and facing the death sent for a crime she did not commit. 
 
The letter is attached below: 
 
Your Majesty, 
 
On the occasion of the celebrations for Your Majesty's Diamond Jubilee, I am writing this on behalf of the 
Asian Human Rights Commission to request your kind intervention to save the life of Rizana Nafeek, a Sri 
Lankan girl who was sentenced to death by beheading in Saudi Arabia for a crime that she did not commit. 
When she was only seventeen years old, she went to Saudi Arabia to serve as a domestic helper in order to 
help her family who were facing extreme poverty. Shortly after undertaking this work, a four month old 
infant of the family she was serving unfortunately died from some natural cause. However, the family she 
was serving was shocked by the sudden death and accused the seventeen year old domestic helper of being 
responsible. There was no post-mortem to determine the cause of death and there was no evidence of any 
kind of foul play relating to this infant's death to implicate the young Sri Lankan girl. 
 
However, on the basis of accusations of the family, she was arrested by the police, mistreated and coerced, 
and a confession was obtained from her by force. It has been proved that she spoke only Tamil and that 
she did not understand a word of Arabic. She was not offered the services of a translator who knew her 
language. She was later produced at the Dawdami High Court and there too she did not have an 
interpreter. She was convicted by the court and was sentenced to death by beheading on June 16, 2007. 
Though she was given 30 days to make an appeal, she was in no position to do so as she was unable to get 
any legal assistance. When this matter was revealed by the media through the BBC Sinhala Service, we, the 
Asian Human Rights Commission, collected the legal fees and helped her to file an appeal. Several years 
later, purely on the technical ground that she had made a confession, the appeal was turned down and ever 
since there had been an international campaign to seek her pardon and to get her released. 
 
His Excellency the President of Sri Lanka himself officially intervened, and sought pardon from His Royal 
Highness the King of Saudi Arabia. Among the other dignitaries, your son, His Royal Highness Prince 
Charles, also intervened on her behalf. Most recently, The European Union's High Representative and Vice 
President Catherine Ashton has also announced that they have intervened on this matter and that they will 
pursue efforts on her behalf together with the Sri Lankan government. The world over, millions of persons 
have written to the Saudi authorities on her behalf. In Sri Lanka, her parents and many others have publicly 
campaigned to get her released and the world's leading media agencies have given publicity to her case.  
 
She has been languishing in jail for over five years now. We believe that Your Majesty's intervention would 
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secure this unfortunate girl her release. Therefore we respectfully request Your Majesty's intervention on 
this matter. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Basil Fernando 
Director of Policy and Programs 
Asian Human Rights Commission 

 

2. Open letter to President Rajapakse on the need of diplomatic effort to save 
Rizana Nafeek  

June 5, 2012 
 
Document Type: Open Letter 
Document ID: AHRC-OLT-012-2012 

 

His Excellency the Hon. Mr. Mahinda Rajapaksa 
President Socialist Democratic Republic of Sri Lanka 
C/- Office of the President 
Temple Trees, 150 Galle Road, Colombo 3 
SRI LANKA 
Tel: +94 112473873, +9411235435, +94112326309  
Fax: + 94 112446657 
E-mail: prsec@presidentsoffice.lk 
 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Open letter to President Rajapakse on the need of diplomatic 
effort to save Rizana Nafeek 

Your Excellency, 

Re: The serious threat to the life of Rizana Nafeek 

As you are quite well aware Rizana Nafeek, who has been incarcerated in Dawadami Jail since 2007 may be 
beheaded at any time now. As you government has said repeatedly, the saving of her life depends on the 
diplomatic effort between your government and the parents of the deceased child. 

I am aware that in the past you government has made some effort in that direction. However, they have 
failed due to the absence of a coordinated attempt to meet directly with the parents of the child. According 
to reports the last attempt by the government was so ill-coordinated that no meeting with the parents took 
place at all. 

Your government does have the diplomatic capacity to engage an envoy capable of establishing proper 
contact with the family and ensuring that a fruitful negation takes place. 

Your government has the support of the international community in this matter. The parliament of the 
European Union has expressed its concern quite openly and stated that it is coordinating its efforts with 
your government. Perhaps an initiative on your part to get the support of those diplomats of other 
countries in Saudi Arabia itself who are aware of this case and those who have publically expressed concern 
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on this matter would greatly enhance your efforts to secure the release of Rizana Nafeek. You would note 
that His Royal Highness, Prince Charles himself has expressed his concern over the plight of this girl and 
promised to pursue the matter with the Saudi government. 

I earnestly hope you will personally take up this matter of saving the life of this innocent girl who due to 
unfortunate circumstances has been falsely charged for a murder that she did not commit when she was 
only 17-years-of-age. Her parents, the Muslim community in Sri Lanka and the country's women's 
organisations has for several years now sought your assistance for saving the life of this Sri Lankan girl. 

I earnestly hope that this matter will be brought speedily to a happy conclusion. Such a conclusion would 
certainly make the entire Sri Lankan nation happy as they have been watching this case very closely for a 
long period of time as has the rest of the world. 

 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
Md. Ashrafuzzaman Zaman 
Urgent Appeals Programme  
Asian Human Rights Commission (ua@ahrc.asia) 

 

3. Royal intervention needed to save Rizana Nafeek from imminent beheading  
June 4, 2012 
 
Document Type: Urgent Appeal Update 
Document ID: AHRC-UAU-019-2012 

 

Dear friends, 

Rizana Nafeek of Muthur, Trincomalee in the Eastern Province of Sri Lanka left to Saudi Arabia 
as a domestic helper when she was 17 years old. She became a victim of a recruitment agent who 
altered her date of birth in her passport, making her as 23-years old and was sent to Saudi Arabia 
on 22 April 2005 as a house maid, to work in the family of Mr & Mrs Naif Jizin Khalaf Al-Otaibi of 
Dawdami, Saudi Arabia. On 25 May 2005, she was arrested on the charge of murdering the four-
month old infant son of her employers and sentenced to death by beheading. This sentence was 
appealed but upheld by the Supreme Court of Saudi Arabia. Rizana now languishes in prison and 
may be executed at any moment. The Asian Human Rights Commission firmly believes that it is 
the responsibility of the government of Sri Lanka to do all in its power to save this innocent girl's 
life. 

CASE NARRATIVE: 

Rizana Nafeek of Muthur, Trincomalee in the Eastern Province of Sri Lanka left to Saudi Arabia as a 
domestic helper when she was 17 years old. She became a victim of a recruitment agent who altered her 
date of birth in her passport, making her as 23-years old and was sent to Saudi Arabia on 22 April 2005 as a 
house maid, to work in the family of Mr & Mrs Naif Jizin Khalaf Al-Otaibi of Dawdami, Saudi Arabia. 
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On 25 May 2005, she was arrested on the charge of murdering the four-month old infant son of her 
employers. 

Initially, on June 16, 2007, a three-member panel of judges from the Dawadami High Court headed by 
Chief Justice Abdullah Al-Rosaimi found Rizana Nafeek guilty of murder and sentenced her to death. The 
court informed Rizana that she could file an appeal against her death sentence, which she did. However, 
the Supreme Court of Saudi Arabia confirmed the death sentence on the 25 September 2010. 

Ever since the initial verdict of the Dawdami High Court the Asian Human Rights Commission has 
maintained that she is innocent of the charges and that it was the duty of the Sri Lankan government to do 
all it can to save her life. As the government refused to assist her to file her appeal, the failure of which 
would have led to her death 30 days after the verdict, the AHRC took the initiative to collect the lawyer's 
fee for filing her appeal (USD $40,000) and had it filed in time. Ever since, there has been worldwide 
attention to her case and literally all the leading media agencies in the world highlighted her plight, and 
millions of people from around the world campaigned on her behalf. Most recently, even the European 
Union expressed their concern for her and stated that her case is being monitored. 

However, Mr. Dilan Perera, Minister of Foreign Employment Promotion & Welfare in Sri Lanka, stated 
publicly several times that such campaigning may be counterproductive in the context of Saudi Arabia and 
that the government of President Rajapaksha is engaged in diplomatic efforts in order to save Rizana 
Nafeek. Minister Perera made the same remarks even at the Sri Lankan parliament when questioned about 
the matter. 

However, from the reports that have subsequently appeared, it has become very clear that the government 
of President Rajapaksha has failed to take any effective measures to ensure successful negotiations with the 
family of the deceased infant in order to secure a pardon for Rizana Nafeek. It now appears that all the 
Minister Perera has done is to attempt to stop a worldwide campaign to release Rizana Nafeek due to the 
political embarrassment it has created for the Rajapaksa government. He has done this by taking 
responsibility to obtain Rizana's release and thereafter doing nothing about it. 

What was most embarrassing for the Sri Lankan government was the rise of criticism of the government's 
failure in this matter by many Muslim leaders in Sri Lanka and also the Muslim community as a whole. 
Besides this, the women's movements in Sri Lanka and also organisations for the protection of migrant 
workers and many others, including other religious groups, have been actively engaged in demanding that 
the government secure her release. 

While the government of President Rajapaksa has failed to initiate any diplomatic measures to secure her 
release, its efforts have been to silence critics and to dampen the campaigners for her release by making 
false promises of taking the responsibility for her release. 

The Asian Human Rights Commission, which has throughout campaigned for her release, is shocked and 
saddened by the utter negligence and lack of concern shown by the government on this issue. 

On an earlier occasion, the AHRC wrote an open letter to President Rajapaksa on this issue. We once again 
reiterate that the life of Razina Nafeek lies in the hands of President Mahinda Rajapaksa and that if her 
death sentence, which has been delayed due to worldwide interest shown on her behalf, is to take place, the 
entire responsibility for her life would lie with the hands of the President and his government. 

We call upon everyone to write to President Rajapaksa and to hold vigils in Sri Lanka and outside, 
demanding the government to take immediate diplomatic measures to get her released. 
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SUGGESTED ACTION:  

We call upon everyone to write to President Rajapaksa and to hold vigils in Sri Lanka and outside, 
demanding the government to take immediate diplomatic measures to get her released. 
 
The AHRC has written separate letters to the UN Special Rapporteurs on Extrajudicial, Summery, or 
Arbitrary Executions, on Independence of Judges and Lawyers, on Human Rights of Migrants and 
Chairperson of the Committee on the Rights of the Child calling for urgent intervention in this case for the 
sake of saving the life of Rizana Nafeek. 

 

4. Nothing is moving to save Rizana Nafeek who awaits beheading at Dawdami 
Prison, Saudi Arabia 

May 31, 2012 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-115-2012 
 

We reproduce below a news item that appeared in the Asia Tribune. The article describes the pathetic 
plight of Rizana Nafeek, who may be beheaded at any time. 

 

Ever since the initial verdict of the Dawdami High Court sentencing her to 
death, the Asian Human Rights Commission has maintained that she is 
innocent of the charges and that it was the duty of the Sri Lankan 
government to do all it can to save her life. As the government refused to 
assist her to file her appeal, the failure of which would have led to her death 
30 days after the verdict, the Asian Human Rights Commission took the 
initiative to collect the lawyer's fee for filing her appeal (USD $40,000) and 
got the appeal filed in time. Ever since, there has been worldwide attention 
on this case and literally all the leading media agencies in the world 
highlighted her plight, and millions of people from around the world 
campaigned on her behalf. Most recently, even the European Union 

expressed their concern for her and stated that her case is being monitored. 
 
However, Mr. Dilan Perera, Minister of Foreign Employment Promotion & Welfare in Sri Lanka, stated 
publicly several times that such campaigning may be counterproductive in the context of Saudi Arabia and 
that the government of President Rajapaksha is engaged in diplomatic efforts in order to save Rizana 
Nafeek. Minister Perera made the same remarks even at the Sri Lankan parliament when questioned about 
the matter. 
 
However, from the reports that have subsequently appeared, it has become very clear that the government 
of President Rajapaksha has failed to take any effective measures to ensure successful negotiations with the 
family of the deceased infant in order to secure a pardon for Rizana Nafeek. It now appears that all the 
Minister Perera has done is to attempt to stop a worldwide campaign to release Rizana Nafeek due to the 
political embarrassment it has created for the Rajapaksha government. He has done this by taking 
responsibility to get Rizana's release and thereafter doing nothing about it. 
 
What was most embarrassing for the Sri Lankan government was the rise of criticism of the government's 
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failure in this matter by many Muslim leaders in Sri Lanka and also the Muslim community as a whole. 
Besides this, the women's movements in Sri Lanka and also organisations for the protection of migrant 
workers and many others, including other religious groups, have been actively engaged in demanding that 
the government secure her release. 
 
While the government of President Rajapaksa has failed to initiate any diplomatic measures to secure her 
release, its efforts have been to silence critics and to dampen the campaigners for her release by making 
false promises of taking the responsibility for her release. 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission, which has throughout campaigned for her release, is shocked and 
saddened by the utter negligence and lack of concern shown by the government on this issue. 
 
On an earlier occasion, AHRC wrote an open letter to President Rajapaksa on this issue. We once again 
reiterate that the life of Razina Nafeek lies in the hands of President Mahinda Rajapaksa and that if her 
death sentence, which has been delayed due to worldwide interest shown on her behalf, is to take place, the 
entire responsibility for her life would lie with the hands of the President and his government. 
 
We call upon everyone to write to President Rajapaksa and to hold vigils in Sri Lanka and outside, 
demanding the government to take immediate diplomatic measures to get her released. 
 
 
The contact details of President Mahinda Rajapaksa are as follows: 
 
His Excellency the Hon. Mr. Mahinda Rajapaksa 
President Socialist Democratic Republic of Sri Lanka 
C/- Office of the President 
Temple Trees, 150, Galle Road 
Colombo 3 
SRI LANKA 
 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
The latest article on the issue from the Asian Tribune 
 
The Caged Bird -- Rizana Nafeek 
Thu, 2012-05-31 04:23 — editor 

Breaking News 
By K.T.Rajasingham 
Colombo, 31 May, (Asiantribune.com): 
 
It is unfortunate, we have conveniently forgotten her. She continues to languish in the Dawdami High 
Security Prisons since 25 May 2005. Unfortunately we have not done anything to secure her release. She is 
still in the same Dawdami Prison, without any light at the end of the tunnel. 
 
To know her present plight, I contacted Dr. Kifaya Ifthikar, a Sri Lankan dental surgeon working in Riyadh 
and who visits regularly to the Dawdami Prison to meet Rizana Nafeek. 
I asked her when she last went to the Dawdami Prison to meet Rizana Nafeek. She said last time she 
visited was in the first week of April 2012. 
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She said that as nothing is moving in her favor, she is planning to go again in the second week of June, to 
meet Rizana Nafeek. 
 
When asked about the condition of Rizana Nafeek, Dr. Kifaya Ifthikar said that she is ‘OK'. She is keeping 
well without any problems. She used to cry for some time whenever she sees me. She also said that 
whenever she visits the prisons, she makes arrangements for Rizana Nafeek to speak by phone to her 
parents in Muthur, Sri Lanka. 
 
"She does not know that her appeal in the Supreme Court was rejected. She does not know that the 
Supreme Court has confirmed her death penalty. She even does not know that she awaits the consequences 
of beheading, one day or other, in case we failed to secure her release. 
 
The poor soul, she is hoping that one day she will be released. She is always happy whenever I visit her and 
she is of the opinion that something good is happening to her." 
 
When I asked Dr. Kifaya Ifthikar in what language she talks with Rizana Nafeek? She said that she use to 
converse with her in Tamil and now she knows very good Arabic and very fluent in that language, as she is 
inside the prison with Arabic people. 
 
Dr. Kifaya Ifthikar said that from the day she was arrested on 25 May 2005, to date, she continues to 
remain the Dawdami Prison. The prison is like an urban house and she is not in a death row. There is no 
any problem for her inside the prison. Everything is perfectly all right for her and she is inside, but she has 
to come out soon from the prison. 
 
She says that Sri Lankan Embassy in Riyadh knows about her visits to prison, as she has to go in the 
Embassy vehicle as it is a 4 hour long journey from Riyadh and there are lot of check points and have to 
show documents and it is possible to go only by the Embassy vehicle. 
 
It is very long she is there in the prison and she should come out soon. 
 
Dr. Kifaya Ifthikar said last time I was in Sri Lanka I went and met her parents in their house in Muthur. I 
met them last August. I went and stayed with the family from morning to evening and then went back. I 
am in contact with them almost once in a week. The two sisters of Rizana Nafeek are going to school and 
their house is also in a very bad condition. I don't want to do anything immediately. I want the Girl (Rizana 
Nafeek) to be out first. 
 
Rizana Nafeek of Muthur, when she was 17 years old, became a victim of a recruitment agent who altered 
her date of birth in her passport, making her as 23-years old and was sent to Saudi Arabia on 22 April 2005 
as a house maid, to work in the family of Mr & Mrs Naif Jizin Khalaf Al-Otaibi of Dawdami, Saudi Arabia. 
 
On 25th May 2005, she was arrested and thrown into the Dawdami High Security Prison on charges of 
murdering the 4 month old baby son of Mr & Mrs Naif Jizin Khalaf Al-Otaibi of Dawdami. 
 
Initially, on June 16, 2007, a three-member panel of judges from the Dawadami High Court headed by 
Chief Justice Abdullah Al-Rosaimi found Rizana Nafeek guilty of murdering the four-month-old son of 
Naif Jiziyan Khalaf Al-Otaibi and sentenced her to death. 
 
The court informed Rizana Nafeek that she could file an appeal against her death sentence, which she did. 
 
Subsequently, the Supreme Court of Saudi Arabia confirmed on the 25th of September 2010, the death 
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sentence of Sri Lanka house maid Rizana Nafeek. 
 
In October 2010, Sri Lanka President made a special appeal to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud, 
King of Saudi Arabia to grant pardon to her. 
 
Later on 18 November 2011, an eighteen member delegation appointed by Minister Dilan Perera went to 
Riyadh to seek the release of Rizana Nafeek. The delegation was more or less led by Kingsley Ranawaka , 
chairman of the Sri Lanka Bureau of Foreign Employment . 
 
After their failed attempt, Kingsley Ranawaka is no more the Chairman of Sri Lanka Bureau of Foreign 
Employment. When Asian Tribune asked whether he was removed because of the failed attempt to secure 
the release of Rizana Nafeek, a spokeswoman of the Ministry of Foreign Employment Promotion & 
Welfare said, "it had no connection". 
 
Subsequently, Asian Tribune contacted Dilan Perera, Minister of Foreign Employment Promotion & 
Welfare and asked about Kingsley Ranawaka, the Chairman of the Employment Bureau. The Minister said 
that President Mahinda Rajapaksa has transferred him as Chairman of Mega Naguma. 
 
Also Asian Tribune asked Dilan Perera about the action taken by his Ministry regarding the release of 
Rizana Nafeek. The Minister said, "I don't give press interviews on policy matters as that is not the way for 
us to move about regarding getting Rizana's pardon. Sorry Mr. Rajasingham, I respect you a lot. 
 
It is a pity the poor Rizana Nafeek is still languishing in the prison and so far no arrangements are made to 
secure her freedom. 
Let us all pray for her release. 
 
- Asian Tribune – 

 
 
5. Reconciliation committee to take up case of  Sri Lankan housemaid  
 
August 23, 2011 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-045-2011 
 
 
Dear friends,  
 
We wish to share with you the following article from The Arab News, written by Mohammed Rasooldeen.  
 
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong  
 
-------------  
 
An article from The Arab News forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission  
 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Reconciliation committee to take up case of  Sri Lankan housemaid  
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By MOHAMMED RASOOLDEEN | ARAB NEWS  
Published: Aug 23, 2011 00:14 Updated: Aug 23, 2011 00:14  
 
RIYADH: The Royal Court has forwarded the case of  Sri Lankan death row housemaid Rizana Nafeek for 
an amicable settlement with the Saudi parents of  the child she was convicted of  killing, reliable sources 
told Arab News on Monday.  
 
Arab News learned that the case had been referred from the Royal Court to the Riyadh governorate 
through the Ministry of  Interior during the first week of  the holy month of  Ramadan.  
 
On June 16, 2007, Nafeek was sentenced to death by a three-member bench at the Dawadmi High Court 
for killing the baby she was entrusted to look after in the absence of  her Saudi employers at home. The 
accused maintained that the newborn choked during bottle-feeding, and that she tried to seek help.  
 
During an appeal made on behalf  of  the accused, the judgment was upheld by the Supreme Court in 
Riyadh on Sept. 25, last year. Subsequently, the case was forwarded to the Royal Court for necessary action.  
 
In September last year, Sri Lankan President Rajapaksa had also requested Custodian of  the Two Holy 
Mosques King Abdullah to pardon Nafeek.  
 
Sri Lankan Ambassador Ahmed A. Jawad met Riyadh Acting Gov. Prince Sattam last week for an update 
on the progress of  the case. During discussions, the prince confirmed that the case was now being taken 
up by the Reconciliation Committee (RC) of  the governorate, whose members were currently negotiating 
with the parents of  the deceased child.  
 
The RC members usually approach the plaintiff  to negotiate a pardon for the accused. Such negotiations 
are either settled with the payment of  blood money or a graceful pardon from the aggrieved parties. 
"There is no set period for the RC to take a decision; negotiations may take weeks or sometimes several 
months to settle a case," sources said.  
 
Last week, Sri Lanka's Foreign Employment Promotion and Welfare Minister Dilan Perera was on a day's 
visit to Riyadh to explore opportunities for a negotiated pardon for Nafeek. The minister was accompanied 
by Sri Lanka Bureau of  Foreign Employment Chairman Kingsley Ranawake.  
 
Former Sri Lankan Ambassador in Riyadh Ibrahim Sahib Ansar, who is currently the country's envoy in 
Cairo, also came to Riyadh to hold discussions with the visiting minister on matters concerning Nafeek.  
 
Ansar had earlier met the tribal leader of  the victim's family with former Sri Lankan Deputy Minister of  
Foreign Affairs Hussein Bhaila.  
 
According to Perera, who has been entrusted by President Mahinda Rajapaksa to coordinate the case with 
the Saudi government, "his government is ready to pay the requested blood money to save the girl."  
 
"The government is so concerned, that the whole country is focused on this case, and we are all interested 
in saving this poor maid, who came to the Kingdom in search of  greener pastures," he said.  
 
Legal experts in the Kingdom say Nafeek can only be saved if  pardoned by the victim's family. The pardon 
can be offered with or without a request for blood money.  
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Arab News learned that the visiting delegation held discussions with authorities to see if  a pardon could be 
worked out for Nafeek with the concerned parents.  
 
 

6. Rizana court documents for Saudi Judiciary's consideration  
August 22, 2011 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-044-2011 
 
Dear friends,  
 
We wish to share with you the following article from the Sunday Times.  
 
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong  
 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
An article from the Sunday Times forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission  
Rizana court documents for Saudi Judiciary's consideration  

http://sundaytimes.lk/110821/News/nws_037.html  
 
Legal documents pointing to the fact that housemaid Rizana Nafeek was under age at the time she went to 
Saudi Arabia, where she is under sentence of death for the alleged killing of a child, will be forwarded to 
the Saudi Judiciary for consideration. The Ministry of Justice is seeking to expedite the process for Rizana's 
possible release.  
 
The charge sheet and reports indicate that Rizana's work and travel documents carried a false date of birth, 
suggesting that Rizana was older than she really was at the time of her arrival in Saudi Arabia.  
The job agents were produced in court on Wednesday, and were remanded till August 30.  
 
Justice Minister Rauff Hakeem, who recently met the father of Rizana, is in discussions with the Attorney-
General's Department and the CID about taking action against the job agents for unlawful human 
trafficking, a punishable offence. Meanwhile, at a recent Ifthar function held at the Embassy of Saudi 
Arabia in Sri Lanka, the Saudi envoy told Justice Ministry representatives that a favourable outcome to the 
Rizana Nafeek case was a possibility in the near future. 

 

7. Telephone Conversation with the Ministry of External Affairs Rizana Nafeek 
Director Middle East  

July 28, 2011 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-037-2011 

Dear friends,  
We wish to share with you the following video from YouTube user Rohanlanka regarding updates in 
Rizana Nafeek's. 
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Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong 
 
------------- 
 
A YouTube presentation of a telephone conversation with the Middle East Section of the Ministry of 
External Affairs regarding updates on the situation of Rizana Nafeek, published on July 21, 2011. 
www.youtube.com/watch?v=s3_OBrnJ9kc 

 

8. An article from the MUSLIMGUARDIAN forwarded by the Asian Human Rights 
Commission: Rizana Nafeek sentenced to death without a postmortem report  

From the MUSLIMGUARDIAN  
June 30, 2011 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-032-2011 

 
 

 

The newly obtained signed statement of Rizana Nafeek of Muthur, Sri Lanka, the housemaid who is now 
languishing in the Death Row in Saudi Arabia has shed new light in her case and how her case was badly 
handled by the Sri Lankan Embassy Officials in Saudi Arabia, as well as by the lawyer who has been 
retained on her behalf.  
 
According to the available information, Rizana Nafeek, retracted her confession at the court hearing, on 
3rd February 2007, and informed the court that her original confession admitting to the killing of the child 
had been obtained by the Police under duress.  
 
Asian Tribune is now in possession of the new statement prepared in the Tamil language by the Sri Lanka 
Embassy in Saudi Arabia and subsequently it was taken to Dawadami Prison where she was locked up and 
obtained her signature and her thump impression on the document.  
 
The same statement in Tamil which was approved and signed by Rizana Nafeek is given below and also the 
English translation of the same. The English translation was made by the staff of the Asian Tribune.  
 
The Arabic translation of the document was done by a Third Secretary of the Sri Lanka Embassy.  
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When one goes through the statement signed by Rizana Nafeek dated 2007. 01.30, at Al Dhawadhimi 
Prisons, there was so many important points in favour of Rizana and saving her from executioner's blade, 
but unfortunately those points were not taken into serious consideration.  
 
They are as follows:  
 
1. "The sub agent called Bajurdeen deceitfully changed my date of birth as 02.02.1982 and issued me a 
passport whereas my actual date of birth is 02.02.1988."  
 
She has made an allegation that one sub agent called Bajurdeen has "deceitfully changed my date of birth 
and obtained a passport stating her date of birth as 02.02. 1982."  
 
One wonders whether Sri Lanka Government has taken any action in this regard.  
 
Even it is not too late now for the Sri Lankan Police to take appropriate action against the sub-agent, and 
the recruitment agent who were involved in changing Rizana's date of birth and obtaining a passport and 
sending her to Saudi Arabia, as a House Maid and put her in this precarious plight.  
 
Also, the Sri Lankan police has to investigate how the recruitment agency has managed to obtain a forged 
Birth Certificate and also the role of the Immigration Department in issuing a Passport bearing No. N. 
0331835 based on forged birth certificate.  
 
Asian Tribune learnt the copy of the original passport is with the Sri Lanka Embassy in Saudi Arabia and 
the police can obtain a photocopy of the same to initiate investigation.  
 
2. "I arrived at Saudi Arabia on 2005.04.01 as my first visit. I was employed at the residence of my Saudi 
Madam for a period of 1 ½ months."  
 
Rizana Nafeek's statement reveals that she arrived in Saudi Arabia on 2005. 04.01. But according to media 
reports, and so far it was reported that she arrived in Riyadh, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia on 4th May, 2005, 
to work as a housemaid in the household of her sponsor, Naif Jiziyan Khalaf Al Otaibi, whose wife had a 
new-born baby boy.  
 
A few days after her arrival in Riyadh, Rizana Nafeek had been transferred by her sponsor to work in his 
family household in Dawadami, about 390 km west of Riyad.  
 
While she was bottle-feeding the infant around 12.30 p.m.(on 25th May, 2005), the baby-boy started 
choking, as so often happens to babies and Rizana panicked and shouted for help, while tried to sooth the 
child by stroking the it's throat, neck and face, doing whatever she could to help him. At her shouting the 
mother arrived, but by that time the baby was either unconscious or dead.  
 
3. But according to Rizana Nafeek statement: "When I was feeding the infant, I noticed that the milk was 
oozing through the mouth and nose of the infant. I stroke the throat of the infant gently. As the infant was 
seen having its eyelids closed, I thought that it was snoozing.  
 
She states that , "When I was feeding the infant, I noticed that the milk was oozing through the mouth and 
nose of the infant."  
 
According to her version, when she was bottle feeding, "I noticed that the milk was oozing through the 
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mouth and nose of the infant." This clearly reveals the question of choking while feeding does not arise.  
 
Asian Tribune contacted a leading Doctor in Sweden and sought clarification from him regarding milk 
oozing out through the nose and mouth of the infant.  
 
The Swedish Doctor explained that there could have been a "Stop" anywhere between the oral cavity and 
Esophagus, (Latin – œsophagus).( Swedish -Oesophagoes)  
 
When there is a ‘Stop', the milk will not go into the stomach, but will ooze out. This might also be a 
symptom, that it may be either due congenital or existence of a tumor. Therefore it can be also assumed 
that when the milk the house maid bottle-fed oozed out, the child might have already passed away.  
 
When the milk oozed out of the nose and mouth of the 4 month old baby, Rizana in her statement says 
that "I stroke the throat of the infant gently." When she stated, stroking the infant's throat, there might 
have been an impression, a red mark in the infant throat due to stroking, which might have made others to 
come at a wrong conclusion that Rizana must have squeezed the infant child's throat to death.  
 
See those images attached about the oral cavity, and the nasal cavity all joining the Esophagus and once 
there is a ‘Stop' in Esophagus there is a tendency for the bottle-fed milk to ooze out through mouth and 
nose.  
 
4. She further states that the madam -, the mother of the 4 month old infant child, "The madam came 
home at about 1.30 p.m. and after having seen the infant, she assaulted me with slippers and hands and 
took the infant away. Blood oozed from my nose. Thereafter police came and took me into their custody.  
 
5. She further states "I was assaulted at the police station too. They assaulted me with belt and coerced me 
for a statement stating that I had strangled the infant.  
 
6. She concludes her statement that, "In these circumstances, I under duress placed my signature on the 
written paper they gave to me. They took me to another place and asked a question, As I was virtually in a 
state with loss of memory and in fear and frightened mood, I had happened to tell them that I strangled 
the infant.  
 
7. In the name of Allah, I swear and aver that I never strangled the infant baby.  
The Dawadami Police who arrested Rizana Nafeek has threatened and intimidated her and obtained a 
statement accepting that she killed the child.  
 
But the police have failed to take the dead infant for a postmortem to find out the cause of the death of 
the infant - a serious lapse on the part of the Dawdami Police.  
 
The High Court of Dhawdami it is learnt has decided on a murder case without a post mortem report to 
determined the cause of death and has simply gone on the police evidence and on the earlier statement of 
the accuse - Rizana Nafeek and passed a judgement of death on 16 June 2007.  
 
Furthermore, it is not known whether Saudi law firm Khateb Al-Shammary who represented Rizana in the 
Supreme Court took up the issue of the "postmortem".  
 
It was unfortunate that Dawdami High Court and the Saudi Supreme Court have overlooked the most 
important information – the cause death – the absence of a postmortem report – the scientific evidence of 
the cause of death, before sentencing an innocent teenage Muslim Girl to death.  
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This statement made without any prejudice on anyone.  
 
English translation of the Rizana Nafeek statement made on 30 January 2007:  
 
2007.01.30  
Al Dhawadhimi Prisons,  
Al Dhawadhimi.  
I, Rizana Nafeeq, - who is presently confined in Al Dhawadhimi Prisons on the allegation of homicide - 
state as follows: 

I have already made a first statement to the officials of High Commission of Sri Lanka on the above 
mentioned allegation. 

I am making this statement instead of the statement given to the officials of High Commission of Sri 
Lanka on this allegation. I am making this statement as I am in good mental condition. 

My address in Sri Lanka is – M.S.Nafeeq, Shafi Nagar, Muttur.  
My actual age is 19 years old.  
My date of birth is 02.02.1988. 

The sub agent called Bajurdeen deceitfully changed my date of birth as 02.02.1982 and issued me a 
passport whereas my actual date of birth is 02.02.1988. 

I arrived at Saudi Arabia on 2005.04.01 as my first visit. I was employed at the residence of my Saudi 
Madam for a period of 1 ½ months. There was no problem to narrate of. I was assigned to do cooking, 
washing and looking after a four months infant. 

As soon as I was brought to this house, I was employed to look after this infant. I had been amenable and 
maintained good rapport with the house people. 

The inadvertent incident, I could not recollect the date of the incident, happened at about 12.30 p.m on 
one Sunday. The house people whosoever was not at home at that time. In addition to the four months old 
infant, there were male and female children as well. Usually, I am the one who used to feed milk to that 
four month-old infant. The day of the incident too, I fed the infant with milk. 

When I was feeding the infant, I noticed that the milk was oozing through the mouth and nose of the 
infant. I stroke the throat of the infant gently. As the infant was seen having its eyelids closed, I thought 
that it was snoozing. 

The madam came home at about 1.30 p.m. and after having seen the infant, she assaulted me with slippers 
and hands and took the infant away. Blood oozed from my nose. Thereafter police came and took me into 
their custody. I was assaulted at the police station too. They assaulted me with belt and coerced me for a 
statement stating that I had strangled the infant. They intimidated me that I would have been killed in the 
event I was adamant not to give a statement to the effect that I strangled the infant and electrocuted, I 
would be killed. 

In these circumstances, I under duress placed my signature on the written paper they gave to me. They 
took me to another place and asked a question, As I was virtually in a state with loss of memory and in fear 
and frightened mood, I had happened to tell them that I strangled the infant. In the name of Allah, I swear 
and aver that I never strangled the infant. 
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I hereby place my signature after having read this statement.  
Source: Asian Tribune  

 
 

9. Medieval murder in modern times: Woman faces death by beheading in Saudi 
Arabia for crime she 'committed as a child'  

June 27, 2011 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-030-2011 
 

Dear friends,  
 
We wish to share with you the following article from the Daily Mail.  
 
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong  
 
-------------  
An article from the Daily Mail forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission  

SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Medieval murder in modern times: Woman faces death by 
beheading in Saudi Arabia for crime she 'committed as a child'  

Medieval murder in modern times: Woman faces death by beheading in Saudi Arabia for crime she 
'committed as a child'  
By DAILY MAIL REPORTER 

Barbaric: Rizana Nafeek will be executed by beheading in front of a crowd of 
people for allegedly killing a baby in her care  
 
A young maid is facing death by beheading in Saudi Arabia for a crime she 
claims she did not commit.  
 
Rizana Nafeek, who alleges she was a teenager at the time of the incident, was 
arrested in May 2005 on charges of murdering a four-month-old baby who was 
in her care.  
 
The Sri-Lankan born maid denies murder and claims she desperately tried to save the child, who choked 
while she was looking after it.  
 
The news comes just days after Indonesia announced it would ban women from travelling to the kingdom 
for domestic work after another maid was beheaded there.  
 
Saudi Arabia has come under fire from human rights groups for the handling of Nafeek's case after it was 
revealed there had been a mix-up involving the year she was born in.  
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Desperate: Her mother Rafeena, left, has begged King 
Abdullah, right, to pardon Rizana  
 
 

 

The authorities have her date of birth as 1982 however her 
birth certificate states she was born in 1988 -- making her 17 
at the time of the alleged incident.  

 

 

 
 
Outrage: Ruyati binti Sapub, an Indonesian, was killed for murdering her 
employer after she claims she was repeatedly abused  
 
 

 

If Saudi Arabia went ahead with the execution it would be in breach of the 
United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child, which it has ratified.  
 
Human rights groups claim Nafeek had no legal representation before or 
during her trial.  
 

Sri-Lankan born Nafeek's mother Rafeena said her daughter moved to the country so that she could send 
money home to help educate her three  
 
Desperate for work she found a job as a domestic worker but was shocked when she was asked to look 
after a baby, Naif al-Quthaibi, because she believed she did not have the skills to care for him.  
 
Just weeks into her employment tragedy struck and the infant choked while he was being fed.  
 
Rafeena, who lives in a tiny village, has previously begged King Abdullah to pardon her daughter and asked 
him to allow her to return home.  
 
If Nafeek's execution goes ahead the now 23-year-old will dressed in a white robe and be marched into a 
packed town centre.  
 
She will also be blindfolded, shackled and forced to kneel facing Mecca before she is prodded between the 
shoulders so her head is raised naturally.  
 
Nafeek will then be executed, medieval style, with one sweep of a sharply-bladed sword.  
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Amnesty International has condemned the conviction and since revealed Nafeek was not allowed to 
produce her birth certificate which shows her true age during an appeal trial.  
 
The charity's Middle East director Malcolm Smart said at the time: 'It would be outrageous if Rizana 
Nafeek were to be executed for this crime.  
 
'It appears that she was herself a child at the time and there are real concerns about the fairness of her trial.'  
 
The full article may be read at: http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2008273/Medieval-murder-
modern-times-Sri-Lankan-born-Rizana-Nafeek-faces-death-beheading-Saudi-Arabia.html#ixzz1 
QRPYxldV  

 
 
10. Catholic wants Saudi maid investigation  
 
June 24, 2011 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 

Document ID: AHRC-FAT-029-2011 
 
Dear friends,  
 
We wish to share with you the following article from ucanews.com.  
 
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong  
-------------  
 
An article from ucanews.com forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission  
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Catholic wants Saudi maid investigation  
 
Concern over 'forced confession' in wake of  beheading of  Indonesian worker  
ucanews.com reporter, Colombo  
Sri Lanka  
June 22, 2011 

 
A Catholic activist today joined human rights groups 
calling on the government to conduct a full probe in 
the case involving Sri Lankan housemaid Rizana 
Nafeek, who is on death row in a Saudi jail.  
 
"Rights groups in Sri Lanka have joined hands with 
Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) to call 
on the government of  Sri Lanka to conduct a full 
probe," said Catholic Priest Father Nandana 
Manatunga, head of  the House of  Torture Victims 
in the diocese of  Kandy.  
 

 

The family of Rizana Nafeek 
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Hong Kong-based AHRC said last week the housemaid signed a statement two years after the incident, 
saying she was forced to admit to the killing after being beaten up by local police, and that she signed a 
confession under duress.  
 
All faiths and organisations including Caritas have organized several signature campaigns and prayer 
services nationwide to appeal to the king of  Saudi Arabia for a pardon housemaid, but to no avail.  
 
Foreign employment minister Dilan Perera said the government was ready to provide compensation money 
in exchange for the release of  the maid.  
 
"One parent of  the dead child has pardoned the maid, but this is not enough. Both parents must agree if  
the maid is to be released," Perera said. Several rights groups have appealed to the Saudi monarchy to 
intervene on behalf  of  the housemaid.  
 
Related reports:  
Sri Lankans appeal to Saudi king for mercy 
 

 

11. New revelations on the case of Rizana Nafeek who is facing the death sentence 
in Saudi Arabia -- GOSL should initiate an inquiry into the scandalous conduct 
of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Embassy Staff in Saudi Arabia 

June 16, 2011 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-080-2011 
 
 
We reproduce below the translation of  the affidavit written by Rizana Nafeek on January 30, 2007 which 
was published by the Asian Tribune today. This affidavit gives, for the first time, her version of  events 
relating to the death of  a four-month-old infant who she was bottle feeding. She was later charged with 
murdering the infant and was sentenced to death by beheading on June 16, 2007 after already having spent 
over two years in jail as the date of  the incident was May 25, 2005. An appeal was filed on July 16, 2007. 
 
All previous information on this incident was based on communications with the Sri Lankan Embassy in 
Riyadh. Several days after the death sentence was pronounced the BBC Sinhala Service aired the story of  a 
Sri Lankan domestic worker being sentenced to death in Saudi Arabia and that the last date for an appeal 
to be launched was July 16. The Asian Human Rights Commission thereafter contacted the Embassy in 
Riyadh and learned that due to a prevailing government rule, not to provide financial assistance to Sri 
Lankan workers facing convictions before foreign courts, the embassy was unable to assist Rizana Nafeek 
in the filing of  an appeal. The Embassy however, informed the AHRC that they had contacted a firm of  
attorneys, Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari but that the Embassy was unable to pay the fees demanded by the 
firm for filing the appeal. The AHRC thereafter wrote to Dr. Palitha T.B. Kohona, Secretary of  the 
Ministry of  Foreign Affairs, requesting him to support this appeal financially irrespective of  the prevailing 
rule. This letter is also reproduced below.  
 
Having received no reply the AHRC came to an agreement with the Sri Lankan Ambassador in Riyadh that 
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the AHRC would help to raise the necessary funds and the Embassy would continue to work with the firm 
of  Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari to file the appeal. Accordingly the fees were transferred and the appeal was 
filed on the last day available for the appeal, July 16, 2007.  
 
The affidavit that was published today by the Asian Tribune would have been known to the Sri Lankan 
Embassy in Riyadh but it was never revealed to the public.  
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission in its many appeals on the case has consistently maintained that no 
forensic enquiry was ever conducted into the death of  the infant and there was no evidence at all to 
indicate any circumstances which would suggest any wrong doing on the part of  Rizana Nafeek or to 
justify the charge of  murder. 
 
The affidavit published today reveals that the possible cause of  death could have been some illness 
suffered by the infant. According to the affidavit the infant Rizana noticed "milk was oozing through the 
mouth and nose of  the infant." The Asian Tribune has consulted a medical expert who states that:  
 
"There could have been a 'Stop' anywhere between the oral cavity and Esophagus, (Latin – œsophagus).( Swedish -
Oesophagoes). When there is a 'Stop', the milk will not go into the stomach, but will ooze out. This might also be a symptom, 
that it may be either due congenital or existence of  a tumor. Therefore it can be also assumed that when the milk the house 
maid bottle-fed oozed out, the child might have already passed away." 
 
The full article by the Asian Tribune may be seen at: 
http://www.asiantribune.com/news/2011/06/16/rizana-nafeek-sentence-death-without-postmortem-
report 
 
All the circumstances reveal scandalous behaviour on the part of  all those who were involved on behalf  of  
the Sri Lankan government in dealing with this case. As this affidavit was written on January 30, 2007 Dr. 
Palitha T.B. Kohona himself  should have been aware of  this affidavit and Rizana Nafeek's, version about 
the circumstances of  the death. It must also be remembered that she was then a 17-year-old girl. The Sri 
Lankan government should immediately initiate a thorough and credible inquiry into the handling of  this 
case by its Embassy prior to the filing of  the appeal as well as throughout the appeal itself. It was the 
Embassy staff  in Riyadh who liaised with law firm throughout the process of  the appeal. According to the 
law firm they were liaising with the Embassy even after the death sentence was reconfirmed last year. 
 
We urge the Sri Lankan government to raise, with the Saudi Arabian government, its concern over the 
blatant injustice that is involved in charging this young girl with murder in this case, on sentencing her to 
death, on refusing her appeal and further, for keeping her imprisoned for over six years now. According to 
the information recently issued by the Asian Tribune she is now suffering serious psychological problems 
due to the incomprehensible nature of  the communications that she has received on her death sentence 
and also due to her prolonged detention.  
 
We once again urge the world community, which has in the past shown an extraordinary concern to save 
Rizana's life, to persist in their interventions with the Saudi Arabian government for her release. 
 
 
Rizana Nafeek's affidavit dated January 30, 2007 
 
2007.01.30 
 
Al Dhawadhimi Prisons, 
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Al Dhawadhimi. 
 
I, Rizana Nafeeq, - who is presently confined in Al Dhawadhimi Prisons on the allegation of  homicide - 
state as follows: 
I have already made a first statement to the officials of  High Commission of  Sri Lanka on the above 
mentioned allegation. 
 
I am making this statement instead of  the statement given to the officials of  High Commission of  Sri 
Lanka on this allegation. I am making this statement as I am in good mental condition. 
 
My address in Sri Lanka is – M.S. Nafeeq, Shafi Nagar, Muttur. 
My actual age is 19 years old. 
My date of  birth is 02.02.1988. 
The sub agent called Bajurdeen deceitfully changed my date of  birth as 02.02.1982 and issued me a 
passport whereas my actual date of  birth is 02.02.1988. 
 
I arrived at Saudi Arabia on 2005.04.01 as my first visit. I was employed at the residence of  my Saudi 
Madam for a period of  1 ½ months. There was no problem to narrate of. I was assigned to do cooking, 
washing and looking after a four months infant. 
 
As soon as I was brought to this house, I was employed to look after this infant. I had been amenable and 
maintained good rapport with the house people. 
 
The inadvertent incident, I could not recollect the date of  the incident, happened at about 12.30 p.m on 
one Sunday. The house people whosoever was not at home at that time. In addition to the four months old 
infant, there were male and female children as well. Usually, I am the one who used to feed milk to that 
four month-old infant. The day of  the incident too, I fed the infant with milk. 
 
When I was feeding the infant, I noticed that the milk was oozing through the mouth and nose of  the 
infant. I stroke the throat of  the infant gently. As the infant was seen having its eyelids closed, I thought 
that it was snoozing.. 
 
The madam came home at about 1.30 p.m. and after having seen the infant, she assaulted me with slippers 
and hands and took the infant away. Blood oozed from my nose. Thereafter police came and took me into 
their custody. I was assaulted at the police station too. They assaulted me with belt and coerced me for a 
statement stating that I had strangled the infant. They intimidated me that I would have been killed in the 
event I was adamant not to give a statement to the effect that I strangled the infant and electrocuted, I 
would be killed. 
 
In these circumstances, I under duress placed my signature on the written paper they gave to me. They 
took me to another place and asked a question, As I was virtually in a state with loss of  memory and in 
fear and frightened mood, I had happened to tell them that I strangled the infant. In the name of  Allah, I 
swear and aver that I never strangled the infant. 
 
I hereby place my signature after having read this statement. 
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The letter by the Asian Human Rights Commission to Dr. Palitha T.B. Kohona, Secretary of  the 
Ministry of  Foreign Affairs: 
 
Re: Rizana Nasik of  Mutur - the young girl facing death sentence by beheading: Matters relating 
to legal assistance for her appeal 
 
I am sure you are aware of  the death sentence pronounced on Nafeek Rizana of  Mutur by a Court in Saudi 
Arabia and who is now awaiting the death sentence. She still has time for filing an appeal which has to be 
done soon. We have been informed that the Ministry of  Foreign Affairs has been in contact with Nafeek 
Rizana's family in Mutur. This family belongs to the lower income group and is totally unable to meet the 
cost of  litigation which according to your embassy sources in Saudi Arabia amounts to about Rs. 600,000. 
We also understand that the father of  Nafeek Rizana has met Foreign Ministry officials in Colombo and 
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has already explained to them that the family does not have means to contribute to this appeal. 
 
We also understand that the Sri Lankan embassy in Saudi Arabia has already made representations to the 
Ministry of  Foreign Affairs requesting funds to enable filing of  this appeal. There also seems to be good 
grounds for appeal since the entire case had been conducted in a language not understood by her and also 
without any meaningful interpretation provided to her. She had also not been legally represented at the 
trial. She is also quite young and is said to have left for employment a few months ago when she was only 
about 17 years of  age. Furthermore the totality of  evidence against her is supposed to be a confession 
which she had later withdrawn. In a foreign country under such circumstances and being of  such young 
age, it is quite possible that she may have made the confession under duress. 
 
Nonetheless, such defenses are hardly of  much use within the legal system of  Saudi Arabia. A Sri Lankan 
citizen particularly of  that young age facing a criminal trial carrying the possibility of  the death sentence 
which within the particular jurisdiction is carried out rapidly Rizana Nasik would have deserved legal 
assistance from the embassy of  her country from the very beginning. However, even at this late stage, the 
Government of  Sri Lanka owes it to this young Sri Lankan citizen to rapidly intervene and assist her. 
According to interviews in the media, it appears that what prevents granting her legal redress is some rule, 
regulation or policy that seems to deny legal assistance by the Sri Lankan Government to Sri Lankans 
migrating to other countries who are accused of  criminal charges. I am sure you would agree that there is 
no legal basis to withdraw the protection that the government of  a particular country owes to its citizens in 
this manner. Particularly, migrant workers who leave their countries for employment should not be 
deprived of  legal protection merely because they are accused of  some crime. As you are aware, the Sri 
Lankan Constitution recognizes the presumption of  innocence of  a person until proven guilty.  
 
It is hardly necessary to remind you of  the fate of  4 other Sri Lankans who were beheaded recently one of  
whom was in fact sentenced only for 15 years of  rigorous imprisonment. Even when that matter was being 
publicly discussed, Sri Lankan embassy officials in Saudi Arabia made promises to provide legal assistance 
to enable these 4 persons to reviews their cases even at that last stage. The President of  the country at the 
time, Chandrika Kumaratunga made a public statement, which was published on the front page of  some 
newspapers, that she will directly intervene with His Royal Highness of  Saudi Arabia to seek pardon on 
behalf  of  these 4 persons. The present President as Prime Minister then and later as President also made 
several public statements assuring that all attempts would be made to assist the 4 persons facing death 
sentence. However, when the death sentence was in fact carried out, no one including embassy officials in 
Saudi Arabia was aware of  it. 
 
We are writing this to bring to your kind notice the pitiful plight of  this young woman and to urge you to 
take all appropriate actions to ensure that she will be provided with legal assistance to enable her to file this 
appeal. We also urge you to review any rule, regulation or policy that may exist obstructing the granting of  
protection owing to such a citizen. 
 
We hope that you will graciously and expeditiously intervene in this matter. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 

12. Nafeek's parents appeal for clemency  
April 8, 2011 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
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Document ID: AHRC-FAT-014-2011 
 

Dear friends,  
 
We wish to share with you the following article from Arab News, written by Md Rasooldeen.  
 
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong  
 
-------------  
 

An article from Arab News forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission  

SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Nafeek's parents appeal for clemency  

By MD RASOOLDEEN | ARAB NEWS  
 
Published: Apr 6, 2011 23:21 Updated: Apr 6, 2011 23:21  
 
RIYADH: The Hong Kong-based Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) has made an appeal to 
Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques King Abdullah pleading for a pardon to the Sri Lankan woman 
Rizana Nafeek, who was sentenced to death after she was convicted of murdering a four-month-old infant 
in 2005.  
 
"We are making this appeal on behalf of the parents of the convicted maid, who had become a victim of 
circumstances," AHRC Executive Director Basil Fernando told Arab News over the phone.  
 
Muhammad Nafeek, the woman's father, said the family has not had any communication with Rizana in 
months.  
 
Fernando said the organization respects the rules and regulations of the host country. However, he added 
that this is a case where the parents of the deceased infant could give her clemency on humanitarian 
grounds.  
 
"The maid who did not have a basic experience in carrying out a nanny's job, had spent only less than three 
months in the Kingdom when the incident occurred, " he said, stressing there was no reason for her to kill 
a baby.  
 
The Saudi family says Rizana murdered the newborn. Rizana says the newborn choked to death during 
bottle-feeding and that she tried to seek help.  
 
The AHRC says Rizana never had a fair trial and that there is no forensic evidence supporting the claim 
she murdered the infant. The organization says the maid's alleged confession is invalid because she only 
spoke Tamil and was interrogated in Arabic, and that the allegation that a translator was present was never 
proven as no translator was ever presented to the court. The confession was the crucial piece of evidence 
used to sentence her to execution.  
 
The organization also pointed out that up to the initial guilty ruling, Rizana has no legal representation. The 
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AHRC, along with Sri Lankan philanthropic support, later provided legal representation that led to an 
appeal, which resulted in upholding the initial death penalty ruling based on the confession.  

 
 

13. Further appeal to save the life of Rizana Nafeek  
April 4, 2011 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-049-2011 
 
"We have not received any communication from our daughter," said Muhammad Nafeek, the father of 
Rizana, the Sri Lankan domestic worker who has been sentenced to death by a Saudi Arabian court. Rizana 
went to Saudi Arabia as house maid via a foreign employment agency in Colombo six years before on the 
strength of a fake birth certificate while she was 17 years old. Rizana contacted her parents when her death 
penalty was postponed in November last year. Rizana's only brother is studying for the GCE (O/L) 
examination while the two sisters are in grade 8 and 10. 

From the Sunday Observer April 2, 2011  

The mother pleads that her daughter Rizana will be pardoned and released soon. Rizana Nafeek of Muttur 
was sentenced to death by a Saudi Court in February 2005 for strangling to death a four-month old baby 
while bottle feeding.  
 
Despite of a worldwide appeal on her behalf the authorities of Saudi Arabia has not yet taken any action to 
release her. The Asian Human Rights made the following submission to the United Nations Human Rights 
Council on her behalf. 

A written statement submitted by the Asian Legal Resource Centre (ALRC), a non-governmental 
organisation with general consultative status 

 

SAUDI ARABIA: Denial of fair trial  

The right to fair trial for migrant workers who face criminal charges in countries where they have gone for 
employment remains an important human rights problem that merits the attention of the Human Rights 
Council. In this regard, particular importance needs to be given to the migrant workers employed in Saudi 
Arabia. This issue is well-illustrated in the case of the a 17-year-old Sri Lankan girl who went for 
employment in Saudi Arabia and who faced charges for murder within less than one month at the 
employer's residence.  
 
Summary of the case  
 
Coming from a poor and war-torn family Rizana Nafeek went to Saudi Arabia as a maid in May 2005. A 
recruitment agency in Sri Lanka altered her date of birth in her passport making her 23 years-of-age in 
order to employ her, when in fact she was only 17 at the time. When the infant of her employers died in 
her care, a confession of murder was drawn from Rizana under harsh treatment and without a proper 
translator at the police station. On this ground, she was charged with murder and sentenced to death by 
beheading in 2007. After getting access to a lawyer and being able to express the circumstances in Tamil, 
the confession was later retracted. According to Nafeek, the child suffocated while being bottle-fed and 
due to her lack of experience and young age, she was unable to save him. The case was appealed, enabled 
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by funds from human rights groups. However, after a highly questionable and arbitrary process in court, 
the death sentence was confirmed in late October 2010.  
 
Issues  
 
The issues of fair trial arising from this case are as follows:  
 
1) There was no evidence of any sort available to establish the murder of this infant. The accused young 
girl was never given an opportunity to look into any evidence which would establish murder of the child, 
since there was no such evidence in the first place. There was only an accusation made by the parents, who 
would naturally have been in a state of shock and anger at the death of their child. However, there was no 
forensic or any other evidence to establish any attack on the child leading to the death.  
 
2) At the time of the arrest and at the time of the first interrogation by the police, which was when a 
confession was extracted, the police talked in Arabic, the accused young girl knew only Tamil and there 
was no translation. This aspect of lack of translation was later established at the appeal stage when the 
court summoned the interpreter to be brought to the court for examination. No person was brought to 
court as there was no such interpreter. It was reported that the person whose name had been entered as 
the interpreter was, in fact, an Indian citizen from Karnataka state and his native language was not Tamil 
but the language of the Karnataka people, Kannada.  
 
3) At the stage of the trial, the accused young girl did not have any legal representation.  
 
4) Even at the stage of the trial, she was not given a proper interpretation and not even persons from the 
Sri Lankan consulate were present at the trial.  
 
5) In any event, at the time of the alleged incident, she was 17 years old and this has been established at the 
appeal stage very clearly.  
 
6) At the initial trial, she was sentenced to death solely on the basis of the confession which has been 
obtained under the circumstances described above. Later, due to the representations made to the highest 
authorities in Saudi Arabia, the case was sent for reconsideration and the issue which was to be particularly 
clarified was the issue of the translation. On that issue, the evidence at the re-inquiry was that there was no 
interpreter and the person whose name that had been given as the interpreter was a person who spoke 
Kannada, a language spoken in Karnataka state in India, and thus the fact of the absence of interpreter was 
established. However, the court re-confirmed the death sentence solely on the basis of the confession, 
which is said to be binding under the Saudi Arabian law.  
 
It is also the position of the accused young girl that the confessions as obtained by use of force.  
 
Subsequent to the re-confirmation of the death sentence, His Excellency, the President of Sri Lanka, 
appealed to the His Majesty, the King of Saudi Arabia, pleading for the pardoning of the accused young 
girl. The case is now pending decision by His Royal Highness the King.  
 
It is a well-established principle of international law that every accused is entitled to a fair trial. It is also a 
well-established principle that a confession cannot solely be the basis for a conviction for a serious charge, 
such as murder. Besides this, all accused are entitled to legal representation, as well as proper interpretation 
at the stage of the trial. In any case, before a charge of murder is made, forensic evidence should be led to 
satisfy that a murder had in fact taken place. Besides all this, the young age of the accused, who was 17 
years old at the time, is also an impediment to holding her guilty of such a serious charge.  
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The issue of guaranteeing a fair trial to the migrant workers should be seriously addressed by the Human 
Rights Council. This will require serious amendments to the law in Saudi Arabia so that the rights 
guaranteed under the International Covenant of Civil and Political Rights under Article 14 are ensured 
through proper legislation under the Saudi Arabian law. This should include, also, the right to an appeal 
both on facts on law. Under these circumstances, until such laws are amended, the immediate attention of 
Saudi Arabia should be drawn into this particular case, since the time available to save of the life of Rizana 
Nafeek, the accused in this case, is short. 

 
The AHRC once again urges everyone to appeal for speedy action for the release of Rizana Nafeek. 

 

 

14. Rizana Nafeek's life is still in great danger  
February 22, 2011 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-033-2011 
 
 
One of the fishermen who returned after to Sri Lanka after being captured by Somali pirates described to 
the BBC Sinhala Service how the Sri Lankan government had done nothing to assist or save those who 
were captured. The man reported that he had learned that the Foreign Affairs Ministry officers had said, 
"Nothing can be done for those who go to other person's lands to pluck coconuts". This is despite the fact 
that the ministry spokesmen made public statements saying that they were doing everything possible to 
save the Sri Lankan fishermen captured by Somali Pirates.  
 
This raises serious concerns about the security of Rizana Nafeek. Nearly four months have passed since 
the reconfirmation of her death sentence. The Sri Lankan government on this occasion also promised to 
do all it can to save the young girl's life negotiating with the family of deceased child and the government 
of Saudi Arabia. However, despite their assurances there does not appear to be any progress regarding her 
release.  
 
It must be remembered that in March 2007 four Sri Lankans were beheaded in Saudi Arabia. The families 
of Victor Corea, Ranjith Silva, Sanath Pushpakumara and Sangeeth Kuma were made promises in public by 
the Sri Lankan authorities that appeals would be pursued regarding their death sentences. These promises 
were made in response to appeals by their families and the public in general. However, while they were led 
to believe that such actions were being taken, nothing, in fact, was done. Their executions were announced 
a few days after they were carried out and what was doubly tragic was the fact that one of them had been 
granted a reprieve from the death sentence and instead given life imprisonment. His execution was the 
arbitrary decision of the prison authorities.  
 
The delay in the release of Rizana Nafeek is alarming and there no reason for such delay. She has been in 
jail for over five years and calls for her release have come from all over the world. In Sri Lanka also there 
had been nationwide demands for her release. However, the interventions by the Sri Lankan government 
appear to be confined only to public statements.  
 
If a tragedy similar to the one of the four Sri Lankans executed in 2007 is to be avoided it is necessary to 
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call upon the Sri Lankan government to take a greater interest in her release. Where the life of an innocent 
young woman is concerned paying lip service to the cries of the public will not suffice.  
 
See earlier appeals at:  
 
SAUDI ARABIA: Stop Rizana Nafeek's execution  
http://www.humanrights.asia/news/forwarded-news/AHRC-FPR-064-2010/ 

SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Government urged to act rapidly for the release of Rizana Nafeek  
http://www.humanrights.asia/news/ahrc-news/AHRC-STM-238-2010/ 

WORLD/SRI LANKA: An appeal for continuous intervention with the Saudi Arabian authorities 
on Rizana Nafeek's case  
http://www.humanrights.asia/news/ahrc-news/AS-284-2007/ 

 
 
 
15. Rights body renews appeal to save Rizana  
 
February 11, 2011 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-006-2011 
 
Dear friends,  
  
We wish to share with you the following article from the A1SaudiArabia.com News Group. 
 
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong 
 
------------- 
 
An article from the A1SaudiArabia.com News Group forwarded by the Asian Human Rights 
Commission 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Rights body renews appeal to save Rizana 
  
Feb 11, 2011 
 
RIYADH: The Hong Kong-based Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) has renewed its appeal to 
foreign diplomatic missions in Riyadh to save the life of  Rizana Nafeek, a Sri Lankan maid who is facing 
the death sentence after a baby in her care died. 
 
In July 2007, a three-member court in Dawadmi unanimously found Nafeek, a housemaid who was 
working for a Saudi household, guilty of  the murder of  a four-month-old infant who she was asked to 
bottle-feed by the sponsor's wife. 
 
The incident took place in May 2005 when the baby was only three weeks old. Subsequently, the appeals 
court in the Kingdom upheld the judgment in September last year. Since 2005, the maid has been in a jail 
in Dawadmi, some 320 km from the Saudi capital. 
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In October 2010, Sri Lankan President Mahinda Rajapaksa appealed to Custodian of  the Two Holy 
Mosques King Abdullah requesting clemency for Nafeek. 
 
"In December last year, representatives from the European missions in Riyadh made submissions to the 
Saudi Foreign Ministry to work out a pardon for the girl who had got into problems when she came to 
earn money for a better living back home," said AHRC Executive Director Basil Fernando from Hong 
Kong. 
 
"I also understand some of  the diplomats from the EU missions based in Riyadh had met the lawyer to get 
first-hand information about the case, which showed a lot of  people are worried about the maids fate. 
Time is running out, we are afraid the execution could be carried out unless the pardon is given by the 
parents of  the infant," Fernando said. 
 
"We are trying all avenues to save the life of  Nafeek," he said. "I am sure the parents will show mercy to 
this girl who was only 17 when the incident took place." 
 
It is illegal for a foreign resident under the age of  18 to work in the Kingdom. It is believed that a 
facilitator in Sri Lanka forged Nafeeks age to send her to the Kingdom as a housemaid who was then given 
nanny duties by her employers. Nafeeks passport stated her date of  birth as Feb. 2, 1982. The certified 
copy of  her birth certificate indicates her actual date of  birth as Feb. 4, 1988. 
 
Respecting the Supreme Courts final verdict, Fernando said he had also sought the United Nations 
intervention with the Saudi government to resolve the case. He hoped UN officials would take up this 
matter with the Saudi governments Human Rights Commission to persuade the parents to pardon the 
maid on humanitarian grounds. 
 
Subsequent to the murder verdict issued in 2007, the AHRC funded the appeal against the judgment. "The 
whole of  Sri Lanka is deeply concerned about the fate of  this housemaid. Her case has generated a lot of  
sympathy from Sinhalese, Tamil and Muslim communities in the country," said L.K. Ruhunuge, additional 
general manager of  the Sri Lanka Bureau of  Foreign Employment (SLBFE) in from Colombo. He added 
that his officials are in touch with Nafeeks parents in her hometown of  Muttur to console them. 
 
Ruhunuge said that SLBFE has used all diplomatic channels to save the maid. However, he added that the 
government thought it would be more appropriate at this juncture to make a final appeal to the aggrieved 
parents. 
 
Nafeek claims the infant she was given to take care of  choked to death while being bottle-fed during her 
second week on the job. The parents alleged she murdered the child and a local court found her guilty. The 
Supreme Court later upheld this verdict. 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
16. Appeal by the Asian Human Rights Commission on behalf  of  Rizana Nafeek  
 
January 31, 2011 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-018-2011 
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The Asian Human Rights Commission has once again written to the Western Embassies in Saudi Arabia to 
request their intervention in the case of  Rizana Nafeek. Following is the text of  the letter:  
 
Your Excellency, 
  
You will remember the appeal by the Asian Human Rights Commission regarding the young Sri Lankan 
house maid facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia. We wish to thank the several Ambassadors and 
Consul Generals who graciously responded to our appeal and made efforts to intervene with the Royal 
Government of  Saudi Arabia. I am writing this to inform you that no successful response has yet been 
received from the Royal government and that Rizana Nafeek's life is still in danger. The Asian Human 
Commission again seeks your kind assistance to take this matter up again with the Royal Government and 
spare no effort to safe this innocent young girl's life. 
  
This young girl comes from a war thorn village in the Eastern Sri Lanka who due to the destitute poverty 
of  her family, was sent for work in Saudi Arabia when she was seventeen years old (17). Within month of  
Rizana's arrival, the four months old infant in her care choked ad she was bottle-feeding him. Due to her 
inexperience and young age, she failed to rescue the infant, who tragically died. This young girl only spoke 
her native Tamil language and she was unable to explain herself  adequately in the first instance at the police 
station. Unfortunately, the tragedy was therefore believed to be a crime and she was charged with murder 
and sentenced to death in 2007. The death sentence was recently confirmed in after a highly criticisable 
process in court. Consequently, she is likely to be executed anytime soon unless she is pardoned by His 
Royal Highness King Abdullah bin Abdulaziz Al-Saud of  Saudi Arabia. The Hon. President of  Sri Lanka 
has announced that he has appealed to His Royal Highness to pardon Rizana Nafeek. 
  
We are also appealing to him to take the special circumstances of  the case into consideration and intervene 
on behalf  of  this young girl to save her life. 
  
Kindly see a brief  summary of  the case for further details on the sad story of  this young girl. 
  
Thank you 
  
Sincerely Yours  
 
 
Basil Fernando  
Director, Policy and Programmes  
Asian Human Rights Commission. Hong Kong  
 
Summary of  the case  
 
Coming from a poor and war-torn family Rizana Nafeek went to Saudi Arabia as a maid in May 2005. A 
recruitment agency in Sri Lanka altered her date of  birth in her passport making her 23 years-of-age in 
order to employ her, when in fact she was only 17 at the time. When the infant of  her employers died in 
her care, a confession of  murder was drawn from Rizana under harsh treatment and without a proper 
translator at the police station. On this ground, she was charged with murder and sentenced to death by 
beheading in 2007. After getting access to a lawyer and being able to express the circumstances in Tamil, 
the confession was later retracted. According to Nafeek, the child suffocated while being bottle-fed and 
due to her lack of  experience and young age, she was unable to save him. The case was appealed enabled 
by funds from human rights groups. However, after a highly questionable and arbitrary process in court, 
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the death sentence was confirmed in late October 2010. 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
 

17. A Christmas appeal to President Rajapaksa to save Rizana Nafeek 
An Open Letter to the President of Sri Lanka on the fate of Rizana Nafeek  

 December 24, 2010 

Document Type: Open Letter 
Document ID: AHRC-OLT-017-2010 

 

Mr. Mahinda Rajapaksa  
President 
Democratic Socialist Republic of  Sri Lanka 
Presidential Secretariat 
Colombo-01 
SRI LANKA 
  
Tel: + 94 11 2447400 
Fax: + +94 11 2423494 
E-mail: secretary@presidentsoffice.lk  
  

Your Excellency President Mahinda Rajapaksa: 

SRI LANKA: A Christmas appeal to President Rajapaksa to save Rizana Nafeek  

I am writing on behalf of the Asian Human Rights Commission once again on the young Sri Lankan 
Muslim girl facing the threat of beheading in Saudi Arabia on this occasion of the celebration of Christmas. 
On such a day you will agree that it is the obligation of any conscientious person to think of the situation 
of this unfortunate young girl who has been in a prison with the threat of execution for over five years now. 

You have yourself written to His Royal Highness the King of Saudi Arabia for seeking pardon on her 
behalf. Previously come years ago one of your ministers visited Saudi Arabia to discuss with the family of 
the deceased child about the possibility of pardoning Rizana Nafeek. At this stage the minister was 
reported in the media as saying that he had a friendly meeting with the elders of the tribe and that the 
matter would be discussed further when the case which was pending at that time before the court was 
finalised. Now as you know the appeals court has confirmed the death sentence despite of noting many 
circumstances in favour of the girl's release such as the discovery that she did not have an interpreter who 
understood Tamil at the time she was asked to sign her confession. The reconfirmation of the death 
sentence is based entirely on this confession which unlike in the law of Sri Lanka is considered admissible 
and valid in Saudi Arabian law. 

Recently one of you ministers announced that her death sentence had been suspended which, in fact, was 
not accurate reporting on the situation. In fact, her files have only recently been sent to the office of the 
King who has now the power to confirm the verdict in which case it would be executed imminently or to 
pardon her. His Royal Highness has been ill and been taking treatment in the United States. According to 
reports he has been released from hospital but has not returned home. 
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 Rizana Nafeek's life is in danger as before and this is despite of the fact that it is now beyond controversy 
that she had had no part in causing the death of the infant who died accidentally. It is rather a pity that this 
case has dragged on for over five years now and even at this stage there is no real decisive attempt to save 
this young girl. You are quite aware that at the initial stages of the trail itself she could have been saved if 
there was proper legal assistance to her from the Sri Lankan embassy. It was unfortunate that even after 
the death sentence was passed the embassy took no action on her behalf and that it was due to a passing 
journalist that even the new of her plight came to the notice of the public. Even thereafter the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs took no initiative to provide her with legal assistance to file an appeal within the 30 day 
period that was available for such a purpose. It was human rights organisations that found the funds for 
the filing of the appeal during that period and were able to save her life by the suspension of the death 
sentence pending the appeal. 

 What can be more or less sure is that if no decisive action is taken to save her this may be the last 
Christmas that Rizana Nafeek will see. Time is against her and what is required is the decisive action on the 
part of the Sri Lankan government both in the area of negotiations with the family of the deceased child as 
well as the pursuit of the pardon from His Royal Highness. 

 I hope that during this Christmas time the Sri Lankan people will be able to hear a decisive intervention on 
your part to save this young Sri Lankan girl. I hope you will intervene to save her life. 

 Thank you, 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Md. Ashrafuzaman 

Programme Officer 
Urgent Appeals Programme 
Asian Human Rights Commission, Hong Kong 
 
 

18. The appeal to the Saudi King to pardon Rizana Nafeek is still pending 
December 20, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-265-2010 
 
 
While many rumours circulate about the suspension of  the death sentence of  Rizana Nafeek, the young Sri 
Lankan maid condemned to death for the alleged murder of  an infant under her care in Saudi Arabia, there 
has been no official change in her case.  
 
President Rajapaksa has officially requested the Saudi King for a pardon for Rizana and the Sri Lankan 
government has announced that it is making all diplomatic efforts for the Saudi King and the family of  the 
deceased child to grant her clemency. However Rajapaksa's appeal to King Abdullah was sent only a few 
days before the King fell ill and had to be taken to the US for immediate medical treatment.  
 
King Abdullah underwent his first surgery soon after he landed in the US on Nov. 22, while the second 
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was conducted on Dec. 2. The Royal Court has said that the surgeries were "completely successful". The 
King is still in New York where he currently undergoes physiotherapy. Hence, the King's approval to the 
appeal for a pardon of  Rizana is still pending. No decision can be taken by someone second in command, 
unless he seeks the advice or approval of  King.  
 
The Sri Lankan government has earlier stated that Minister Rizad Badurdeen would visit to the family of  
the deceased child in Riyadh requesting them to pardon Rizana, but this plan has not materialised. It 
appears to be yet another rumour started by the Sri Lankan government to make the media believe there 
has been progress in her case, while no evidence is found to prove any change. Neither has a reply to 
Rajapaksa's appeal been received.  
 
Consequently, Rizana's case has reached a very critical stage. A continuing pressure on King Abdullah and 
the family of  the deceased child to grant her clemency as well as the Sri Lankan government to push for a 
reply is crucial for her case not to be forgotten in the absence of  His Royal Highness, King Abdulah.  
 
On December 10, a campaign under the caption of  'Save Rizana', organized by Janasansadaya and the 
Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) took place in Galle, where more than 1500 people took to the 
streets. In Kandy, Nawalapitiya and Kundasale, Sri Lankans of  all faiths came together to sign petitions for 
the pardoning of  Rizana Nafeek, which have been sent to King Abdullah.  
 
For the benefit of  those who have assisted in the appeal and those who are interested in learning more 
about the case we provide below links to all the Statements, Urgent Appeals and Forwarded Articles 
published over the past years. 

 

19. Petitions to save Rizana Nafeek signed in Kandy, Nawalapitiya and Kundasale 
December 16, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-262-2010 
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Sri Lankans of  all faiths came together in Kandy, Nawalapitiya and Kundasale to sign petitions for the 
pardoning of  Rizana Nafeek, the young Sri Lankan Muslim girl now in a Saudi Jail, condemned to death 
for the alleged murder of  an infant under her care. Rizana was only 17-years-old when she went to work in 
Saudi as a house maid. Without any training she was handed the care of  an infant who sadly choked while 
being bottle fed.  
 
The petition is to be sent to His Royal Highness, the King of  Saudi Arabia seeking Rizana's pardon and 
release.  
 
On December 10 a campaign under the caption of  'Save Rizana', organized by Janasansadaya and the Asian 
Human Rights Commission (AHRC) based in Hong Kong, took place in Galle.  
 
More than one thousand five hundred people from Galle participated in this campaign. A procession along 
the street of  Galle Town holding a banner with the words, "Save Rizana" organised by the Human Rights 
Defenders of  Janasanasadaya was also arranged and the people who were walking along the street willingly 
participated.  
 
In addition to the campaign, a special event was also arranged at three Mosques in Galle Town during the 
Friday Noon Congregation in which the Mosques authorities displayed their solidarity by sparing a few 
minutes to pray for the survival of  Rizana. They also signed the petition addressed to the King. 
 
 

 

20. Prayers at three Mosques in Galle and the signing of a petition to save Rizana 
Nafeek 

December 13, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-256-2010 
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Prayers were held in three Mosques in Galle for saving the life of  Rizana Nafeek. Those who attended the 
prayers also signed a petition addressed to the King of  Saudi Arabia for her pardon.  
 
A Campaign under the caption of  'Save Rizana', organized by Janasansadaya and the Asian Human Rights 
Commission (AHRC) based in Hong Kong, took place in Galle on December 10th, 2010, which is 
International Human Rights Day.  
 
More than one thousand five hundred people from Galle participated in this campaign. A procession along 
the street of  Galle Town holding a banner with the words, "Save Rizana" organised by the Human Rights 
Defenders of  Janasanasadaya was also arranged and the people who were walking along the street willingly 
participated and signed the petition prepared to for submission to the King of  Saudi Arabia.  
 
Rizana is now in a Saudi Jail, condemned to death for the alleged murder of  an infant under her care. She 
was employed when she was only 17 years old to work as a house maid, and the death sentence given by 
the judges and how the verdict, if  confirmed by the King, will be carried out at any time.  They distributed 
pamphlets titled "Save Rizana" and collected signatures to the petition addressed to the King of  Saudi 
Arabia requesting him to save the young girl's life.  
 
In addition, a special event was also arranged at three Mosques in Galle Town during the Friday Noon 
Congregation in which the Mosques authorities displayed their solidarity by sparing a few minutes to pray 
for the survival of  Rizana. They also signed the petition addressed to the King.  
 
In Colombo, participants of  a workshop organized by the Janasansadaya to commemorate International 
Human Rights Day also signed the petition addressed the King of  Saudi Arabia.  
 
 
For the benefit of  those who have assisted in the appeal and those who are interested in learning more 
about the case we provide below links to all the Statements, Urgent Appeals and Forwarded Articles 
published over the past years.     
 
Statements by the AHRC:  
STM-242-2010, STM-238-2010, PRL-029-2010, STM-228-2010, STM-226-2010, STM-221-2010, STM-
219-2010, STM-214-2010, OLT-011-2010, OLT-012-2010, STM-003-2009, STM-218-2009, STM-258-2008, 
STM-266-2008, UP-097-2007, PL-044-2007, OL-023-2007, PL-027-2007, PL-025-2007, PL-024-2007, PL-
023-2007, AS-284-2007, AS-162-2007, AS-163-2007, AS-165-2007, AS-160-2007, UP-097-2007, UP-093-
2007; PL-023-2007,  
 
Urgent Appeals by the AHRC:  
UAU-041-2010, UA-207-2007, UG-004-2007  
 
Forwarded articles:  
FPR-064-2010, FAT-063-2010, FAT-062-2010, FAT-061-2010, FAT-059-2010, FAT-058-2010 
 
 

21. Remember Rizana Nafeek on Human Rights Day 2010  
December 10, 2010 

 

Document Type: Press Release 
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Document ID: AHRC-PRL-037-2010 
 

The Asian Human Rights Commission wishes to draw your attention to Rizana Nafeek, the Sri Lankan 
maid, who has been sentenced to death in Saudi Arabia. On the Human Rights Day, 2010 the AHRC 
implores you to remember her and all the other people still facing death sentences all around the world.  
 
Basil Fernando, Director for Policy and Programme Development, introduces the case of Rizana Nafeek 
and call for action. 

Please watch the video.  
 
The Asia Human Rights Commission has been actively engaged in the appeal for Rizana, since it first came 
to light in 2007. The case has now reached a most important point as Rizana's file has been forwarded to 
His Royal Highness, the King of Saudi Arabia.  
 
For the benefit of those who have assisted in the appeal and those who are interested in learning more 
about the case we provide below links to all the Statements, Urgent Appeals and Forwarded Articles 
published over the past years. 

Statements by the AHRC:  
STM-242-2010, STM-238-2010, PRL-029-2010, STM-228-2010, STM-226-2010, STM-221-2010, STM-
219-2010, STM-214-2010, OLT-011-2010, OLT-012-2010, STM-003-2009, STM-218-2009, STM-258-
2008, STM-266-2008, UP-097-2007, PL-044-2007, OL-023-2007, PL-027-2007, PL-025-2007, PL-024-
2007, PL-023-2007, AS-284-2007, AS-162-2007, AS-163-2007, AS-165-2007, AS-160-2007, UP-097-2007, 
UP-093-2007; PL-023-2007,  
 
Urgent Appeals by the AHRC:  
UAU-041-2010, UA-207-2007, UG-004-2007  
 
Forwarded articles:  
FPR-064-2010, FAT-063-2010, FAT-062-2010, FAT-061-2010, FAT-059-2010, FAT-058-2010  

 

 

22. Clarification relating to the appeal for pardon for Rizana Nafeek 

Hong Kong, December 8, 2010  

Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PRL-033-2010 

 

The campaign to seek pardon for Rizana Nafeek needs to be continued as there has been no change in her 
situation. Her file is now pending before His Royal Highness the King of Saudi Arabia who can make one 
of the following three decisions:  
 
• To pardon and release her,  
 
• To reconfirm the death sentence, in which case the execution will be imminent,  
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• To leave the file without a decision.  
 
A statement which is attributed the Minister Dilan Perera has been published in the Sri Lankan media to 
the effect that the King of Saudi Arabia does not have the power to pardon her. This is a completely 
incorrect statement regarding the law in Saudi Arabia. The King is supreme and he has the power to 
pardon any convicted prisoner. This of course is the privilege of any head to state in any country including 
Sri Lanka. It is more so in a monarchy where the power of the king is absolute.  
 
Regarding Rizana's situation the explanation given by her lawyers previously is as follows: 

"....... the Wali al Amar has the authority to cancel the punishment. Knowing that such decision cannot be 
executed unless approved by Wali al Amar, this means that we can still contest this decision before the 
higher authorities............" 

Under Saudi law two possible options for pardon are still open. They are:  
 
• Pardon by the parents of the deceased child, and  
 
• Pardon by His Royal Highness the King of Saudi Arabia.  
 
Under these circumstances, speaking of the suspension of the death sentence as mentioned in the 
minister's communication does not make sense. Rizana Nafeek's death sentence was suspended when her 
appeal was filed. It will remain so until His Royal Highness the King confirms the death sentence.  
 
However, it is still within the possibilities to obtain pardon for this young girl. It is the obligation of the 
government to pursue negotiations with the parents of the deceased child. Unfortunately this does not 
seem to be taking place. Meanwhile the plea to the King needs to continue.  
 
The references to previous appeals are as follows:  
 
Statements by the AHRC:  
STM-242-2010, STM-238-2010, PRL-029-2010, STM-228-2010, STM-226-2010, STM-221-2010, STM-
219-2010, STM-214-2010, OLT-011-2010, OLT-012-2010, STM-003-2009, STM-218-2009, STM-258-
2008, STM-266-2008, UP-097-2007, PL-044-2007, OL-023-2007, PL-027-2007, PL-025-2007, PL-024-
2007, PL-023-2007, AS-284-2007, AS-162-2007, AS-163-2007, AS-165-2007, AS-160-2007, UP-097-2007, 
UP-093-2007; PL-023-2007,  
 
Urgent Appeals by the AHRC:  
UAU-041-2010, UA-207-2007, UG-004-2007  
 
Forwarded articles:  
FPR-064-2010, FAT-063-2010, FAT-062-2010, FAT-061-2010, FAT-059-2010, FAT-058-2010  

 

 

23. Rizana Nafeek case -- links to previous statements, Urgent Appeals and 
forwarded articles 

Hong Kong, December 7, 2010  
 



 49

Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PRL-032-2010 
 
The Asia Human Rights Commission has been actively engaged in the appeal for the imprisoned Sri 
Lankan maid, Rizana Nafeek, since it first came to light in 2007. The case has now reached a most 
important point as Rizana's file has been forwarded to His Royal Highness, the King of  Saudi Arabia.  
 
For the benefit of  those who have assisted in the appeal and those who are interested in learning more 
about the case we provide below links to all the Statements, Urgent Appeals and Forwarded Articles 
published over the past years.  
 
Statements by the AHRC:  
STM-242-2010, STM-238-2010, PRL-029-2010, STM-228-2010, STM-226-2010, STM-221-2010, STM-
219-2010, STM-214-2010, OLT-011-2010, OLT-012-2010, STM-003-2009, STM-218-2009, STM-258-2008, 
STM-266-2008, UP-097-2007, PL-044-2007, OL-023-2007, PL-027-2007, PL-025-2007, PL-024-2007, PL-
023-2007, AS-284-2007, AS-162-2007, AS-163-2007, AS-165-2007, AS-160-2007, UP-097-2007, UP-093-
2007; PL-023-2007,  
 
Urgent Appeals by the AHRC:  
UAU-041-2010, UA-207-2007, UG-004-2007  
 
Forwarded articles:  
FPR-064-2010, FAT-063-2010, FAT-062-2010, FAT-061-2010, FAT-059-2010, FAT-058-2010 
 
 
 
 
24. Rizana Nafeek appeal reaches the critical stage  
 
December 3, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-242-2010 
 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission has reliably learned that Rizana Nafeek's appeal has reached the 
critical stage as her file, which was pending before the External Affairs Ministry has now been handed over 
to the office of  His Royal Highness the King of  Saudi Arabia for his Majesty's final decision.  
 
The decision could be 1) to pardon her and order her release, 2) to confirm the court's verdict which 
would mean immediate execution, 3) to freeze the file, which means that the file will not be decided upon 
indefinitely.  
 
His Royal Highness the King can make any one of  these decisions at any time. If  the decision is an adverse 
one the execution will be imminent.  
 
For those who wish to intervene with his Royal Highness the King to seek pardon for Rizana Nafeek now 
is the time.  
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The Asian Human Rights Commission has, for over five years now, during which time Rizana has 
languished in jail, brought the attention of  the world to one of  the most unjust death verdicts of  a young 
girl from Sri Lanka who went to Saudi Arabia for employment due to the dire poverty of  her family and 
who was exposed to a charge of  murder with a month of  her arrival. An accidental death in the course 
bottle feeding an infant has been attributed to her as a murder. All the circumstance of  the case clearly 
pointed out that the charge itself  was baseless and there was no evidence at all to support a conviction for 
premeditated murder.  
 
Further, it has been established in the court itself  that this young girl, who spoke only Tamil, had no 
translator at the time when the police recorded her confession in Arabic. It was revealed in the court that 
the alleged interpreter was not a Tamil speaker and that he was from the Karanake state of  India where the 
spoken language is not Tamil. Besides this, when the court wanted to question this 'interpreter' is was also 
found that he had left the country.  
 
Young Rizana Nafeek has consistently denied the charges and protested her innocence.  
 
It is beyond question that this girl from Sri Lanka did not receive legal assistance at the stage of  being 
questioned by the police or at the stage of  the original court case where the verdict of  death was 
pronounced. The basic entitlements of  any accused for a proper defence were denied to her completely. 
Therefore the verdict has been made without guaranteeing fair trial.  
 
The question is not one of  differences of  legal systems in Sri Lanka and Saudi Arabia. It is one of  the 
rights to a fair trial under whatever system exists. Saudi Arabia is a signatory to the International Covenant 
on Civil and Political Rights and a member of  the United Nations. Saudi Arabia has always claimed that it 
is a part of  the international community and it holds itself  responsible for upholding human rights as 
enunciated by the basic documents of  the United Nations beginning with the Universal Declaration of  
Human Rights.  
 
What the world is witnessing in the case of  Rizana Nafeek is a blatant case of  the abuse of  a criminal 
conviction without guaranteeing basic rights to a human being. That this person happened to be migrant 
worker of  very young age, coming from a war torn village and was in Saudi Arabia for only a month before 
the allegations were made all contribute to demonstrate the basic unfairness and the injustice in this case.  
 
The President of  Sri Lanka has officially requested pardon for Rizana according to an announcement from 
the Presidential Secretariat in Sri Lanka. The government has also announced that it is making all efforts to 
seek pardon from the King and also from the family of  the deceased child through all its diplomatic 
efforts.  
 
During the last years a large international intervention has been made to the government of  Saudi Arabia 
from all over the world to seek pardon for this young girl. These efforts continue.  
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission is now urging the governments of  Sri Lanka and Saudi Arabia to 
do all they can in these final moments to ensure that the death sentence is negated and she is released. We 
also call upon all concerned persons throughout the world to make a final and decisive intervention to seek 
pardon for Rizana Nafeek.  
 
We provide here the link to the appeal: SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Government urged to act rapidly 
for the release of  Rizana Nafeek 
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--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
25. Government urged to act rapidly for the release of  Rizana Nafeek  
 
December 1, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-238-2010 
 
The Mothers and Daughters of  Lanka, a well known human rights organisation joined with many others 
who are demanding the immediate release of  Rizana Nafeek, a young Sri Lankan girl who has been held in 
a prison in Saudi Arabia for over five years, allegedly for the killing of  an infant; a charge which she has 
denied. Globally, many organisations have joined the call for Rizana's release.  
 
Last week some Sri Lankan ministers responded to the queries about the government's inadequate action 
to get the Sri Lankan maid released from the Saudi Arabian prison. One of  the ministers, Rishard 
Bathirudeen, the Minister for Industrial Development, was quoted in the Arab News as saying that he will 
soon visit Riyadh with a view to contacting the parents of  the deceased infant and seek a pardon for 
Rizana's release. Under the laws of  Saudi Arabia the parents of  the child have the right to pardon. The 
lawyers who appeared for Rizana Nafeek earlier explained that efforts will be taken to negotiate in this 
matter.  
 
Meanwhile, another minister, Dilan Perera, who is now in charge of  the Ministry for Foreign Employment 
also announced that the government is taking steps to seek a pardon from His Royal Highness, the King 
of  Saudi Arabia. Earlier the president of  Sri Lanka wrote to His Royal Highness, officially seeking pardon 
on her behalf.  
 
Despite of  such statements by these ministers there is as yet no visible progress in gaining pardon for this 
young maid. There is no mention of  any date on which Minister Dilan Perera is to visit Saudi Arabia. 
Rizana Nafeek's parents have, on many occasions stated their frustrations about the slow progress in this 
case. The Sri Lankan government is under severe pressure from many organisations in the country to take 
more effective measures to intervene with the Saudi King as well as with the family.  
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission has called on many occasions for the Sri Lankan government to 
take a more proactive role in order to seek the release of  Rizana Nafeek who has already been in jail for 
over five years although it is quite obvious that no crime has taken place and that the infant's death was not 
due to any fault on her part.  
 
An execution in Saudi Arabia can take place at any time and on previous occasions there have been Sri 
Lankans who had been subjected to such executions while their appeals were pending. Under these 
circumstances the government should demonstrate their commitment to save the life of  this young 
migrant worker.  
 
We reproduce below the appeal on behalf  of  Rizana Nafeek:  
WORLD: Rizana Nafeek death sentence--concerns being expressed in Sri Lanka 
 
 
26. Stop Rizana Nafeek's execution  
 
November 26, 2010 
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Document Type: Forwarded Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-FPR-064-2010 
 
 
Dear friends,  
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) wishes to forward to you the following press release from 
the Islamic Human Rights Commission.  
 
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong  
 
-------------  
 
A Press Release from the Islamic Human Rights Commission forwarded by the Asian Human Rights 
Commission (AHRC)  
 
SAUDI ARABIA: Stop Rizana Nafeek's execution  
 
Islamic Human Rights Commission (IHRC)  
Friday  
Nov 26th  
Alerts Press Releases ..HomeNews  
ArticlesIHRC in MediaPublications  
BriefingsReportsCommentNewslettersActivities  
AlertsCampaignsPress ReleasesIHRC at UNProjectsEvent ReportsAlert ArchiveEventsGalleryShopAbout 
IHRC  
Action Alert: Saudi Arabia -- Stop Rizana Nafeek's execution  
 
Tuesday, 23 November 2010 17:06.Write to the King of  Saudi Arabia asking for clemency on behalf  of  
Rizana Nafeek.  
 
-----------------------------------------------------  
Islamic Human Rights Commission  
-----------------------------------------------------  
 
23 November 2010  
 
Action Alert: Saudi Arabia – Stop Rizana Nafeek's execution  
 
Contents  
1. Summary  
2. Background  
3. Action required  
4. Sample letters  
 
1. Summary  
 
On September 25, 2010 Rizana Nafeek's death sentence was upheld by Riyadh's Supreme Court. Ms 
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Nafeek lost her appeal against the death sentence for the death of  an infant she was taking care of. The 
decision is currently being reviewed by the advisor of  King Abdullah of  Saudi Arabia for ratification.  
 
Rizana can be granted amnesty if  either King Abdullah of  Saudi Arabia or the family of  the deceased 
infant grant clemency.  
 
IHRC urges all campaigners to write to the King of  Saudi Arabia, the family of  the child and Saudi 
Embassies all over the world asking for clemency on behalf  of  Rizana Nafeek.  
 
 
2. Background  
 
Rizana Nafeek, 22 years old, was charged with strangling the 4-month-old infant of  the family for whom 
she worked as a housemaid in Dawadami city.  
 
Sri Lankan Muslim Ms Nafeek is detained facing the death penalty for allegedly strangling Naif  Jiziyan 
Khalaf  Al-Otaibi's four-month-old son.  
 
She came to Saudi when she was 17 years old to work for al-Otaibi household in Dawadami as a maid. A 
week after she arrived she was assigned to look after the four-month old baby, without any training and in 
addition to her daily duties.  
 
While bottle-feeding the baby, he started choking on the milk. Nafeek shouted for help; however by the 
time the mother arrived the baby fell unconscious.  
 
Rizana was taken to police where the family of  the baby claimed that she committed a premeditated 
murder. She was tortured in the police station and was made to confess, under duress, which she later 
retracted.  
 
Her torture as a child and a juvenile is against the UN Convention on the Rights of  the Child which had 
been ratified by the Saudi Arabian government.  
 
She was denied access to her lawyer during her pre-trial interrogation.  
 
Kateb el-Shammari, who was appointed by the Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) to defend 
Nafeek, doubted credentials of  the translation of  Rizana's confession in to Arabic. Translation was made 
by a Tamil speaking, Saibo, who left the country with no return after this.  
 
Nafeek was Indicted and found guilty of  alleged death of  an infant in 2005. The verdict was later endorsed 
by the Supreme Court in Riyadh and a death sentence was given.  
 
In June 2007, Nafeek was sentenced to death by a three-member panel of  judges headed by Abdullah al-
Rosimi , Chief  Justice of  Dawadmi High Court.  
 
In September 25, 2010, Nafeek's death sentence was upheld by Riyadh's Supreme Court after losing her 
appeal against the death sentence. The decision is now being referred to the Interior Ministry and Council 
of  Ministers which is headed by King Abdullah of  Saudi, who can either approve the death sentence or 
grant her amnesty.  
 
Nafeek's lawyer told IHRC: "Amnesty can be granted by the King of  Saudi, who presides the Council of  
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Ministers, or by al-Otaibi, family of  the deceased infant".  
 
Sri Lankan President, Mahinda Rajapaksa has written an appeal to King Abdullah of  Saudi requesting him 
to spare the life of  Nafeek.  
 
IHRC calls on his Royal Highness King Abdullah of  Saudi to grant Nafeek amnesty and use his 
prerogative right to save the life of  the young Muslim girl Rizana Nafeek.  
 
 
3. Action required  
 
Write to the following authorities requesting them to urge the Saudi King to pardon Rizana Nafeek and 
spare her life.  
 
a) His Royal Highness King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al-Saud of  Saudi. Campaigners will find the 
appropriate address and fax on the sample letter below.  
 
b) Saudi Arabian embassies all over the world. Please follow the link below for information on embassies.  
 
c) Minister of  foreign affairs in your country. (UK campaigners can write using the address supplied below, 
fax: +44 (0)207839 2417 or email: private.office@fco.gov.uk This e-mail address is being protected from 
spambots. You need JavaScript enabled to view it)  
 
 
4. Sample letters  
 
A sample letter is given below for your convenience. Please note that model letters can be sent directly or 
adjusted as necessary to include further details. If  you receive a reply to the letter you send, we request you 
to send a copy of  the letter you sent and the reply you received to IHRC. This is very important as it helps 
IHRC to monitor the situation with regards to our campaigns and to improve upon the current model 
letters. It is preferable that letters be sent via post, or otherwise by fax and/or email.  
 
 
a) His Royal Highness King Abdullah of  Saudi  
 
(Your name)  
(Your address)  
 
(Date)  
 
His Majesty King ‘Abdullah Bin ‘Abdul ‘Aziz Al-Saudi, The Custodian of  the two Holy Mosques  
Office of  His Majesty the King  
Royal Court, Riyadh  
Kingdom of  Saudi Arabia  
Fax: +966 1 403 1185  
 
Your Majesty Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al-Saud,  
 
As Salam alaykum wa Rahmatullah wa Barakatuhu  
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Re: Saudi Arabia -- Clemency for Rizana Nafeek  
 
I am writing to request that you act urgently to prevent the imminent execution of  Rizana Nafeek who 
received the death sentence on September 25, 2010 by Riyadh's Supreme Court. She lost her appeal for the 
death of  a baby, the son of  Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-Otaibi. Ms Nafeek maintains that it was an accident and 
she has no motives whatsoever to kill a baby. In fact she had only been in the country less than a month 
when the tragic death occurred.  
 
I urge you to reconsider the plight of  Ms Nafeek. She arrived as a vulnerable child seeking a better life for 
herself  and her family in Saudi Arabia. The events that followed are extremely tragic and traumatising for 
all involved and consolation with such hardship is indeed difficult. There are no winners in this situation, 
although there are many opportunities to exercise compassion and kindness, the highest virtues.  
 
Ms. Nafeek states she was only 17 years-old when the incident happened, making her a child. As you know, 
Saudi Arabia is a state member of  the UN Convention of  the Rights of  the Child; therefore Ms Nafeek 
cannot be sentenced to death according to Article 37 of  the convention.  
 
I believe in your justice and mercy, I therefore urge you to use your royal rights to pardon Rizana Nafeek 
and spare her life. Your intervention will save a human and a Muslim's life, the reward of  which is 
equivalent to saving the whole of  humanity.  
 
I look forward to your response on this urgent matter.  
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
 
(Your signature)  
(Your name)  
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
 
b) Ambassadors of  Saudi Arabia all over the world  
 
(Your name)  
(Your address)  
 
(Date)  
 
Saudi Embassies  
 
Your Excellency Ambassador,  
 
As Salam alaykum wa Rahmatullah wa Barakatuhu  
 
Re: Saudi Arabia – Clemency for Rizana Nafeek  
 
I am writing to request that you act urgently to prevent the imminent execution of  Rizana Nafeek who 
received the death sentence on September 25, 2010 by Riyadh's Supreme Court. She lost her appeal for the 
death of  a baby, the son of  Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-Otaibi. Ms Nafeek maintains that it was an accident and 
she has no motives whatsoever to kill a baby. In fact she had only been in the country less than a month 
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when the tragic death occurred.  
 
I urge you to reconsider the plight of  Ms Nafeek. She arrived as a vulnerable child seeking a better life for 
herself  and her family in Saudi Arabia. The events that followed are extremely tragic and traumatising for 
all involved and consolation with such hardship is indeed difficult. There are no winners in this situation, 
although there are many opportunities to exercise compassion and kindness, the highest virtues.  
 
Ms. Nafeek states she was only 17 years-old when the incident happened, making her a child. As you know, 
Saudi Arabia is a state member of  the UN Convention of  the Rights of  the Child; therefore Ms Nafeek 
cannot be sentenced to death according to Article 37 of  the convention.  
 
I believe in your justice and mercy, I therefore urge you to use your authority to grant clemency for Rizana 
Nafeek and spare her life. Your intervention will save a human and a Muslim's life, the reward of  which is 
equivalent to saving the whole of  humanity.  
 
I look forward to your response on this urgent matter.  
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
 
(Your signature)  
(Your name)  
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
 
c) Minister of  foreign affairs in your country. (UK campaigners can write using the address supplied below, 
fax: +44 (0)20 7839 2417 or email: private.office@fco.gov.uk This e-mail address is being protected from 
spambots. You need JavaScript enabled to view it )  
 
(Your name)  
(Your address)  
 
(Date)  
 
Rt. Hon. William Hague MP  
Foreign & Commonwealth Office  
King Charles Street  
London  
SW1A 2AH  
 
Dear Mr. Hague,  
 
Re: Saudi Arabia – Clemency for Rizana Nafeek  
 
I am writing to request that you act urgently to prevent the imminent execution of  Rizana Nafeek who 
received the death sentence on September 25, 2010 by Riyadh's Supreme Court in Saudi Arabia. She lost 
her appeal for the death of  a baby, the son of  Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-Otaibi. Ms Nafeek maintains that it 
was an accident and she has no motives whatsoever to kill a baby. In fact she had only been in the country 
less than a month when the tragic death occurred.  
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Ms Nafeek was taken to police where the family of  the baby claimed that she committed a premeditated 
murder. She was tortured in the police station and made to confess, under duress, which she later retracted.  
Her torture as a child and a juvenile is against the UN Convention on the Rights of  the Child which has 
been ratified by the Saudi Arabian government.The Saudi government should act in accordance with 
international law, particularly Article 37 of  the Convention of  the Rights of  the Child, and end the use of  
the death penalty against juvenile offenders.  
IHRC urges you intervene and appeal to the King of  Saudi Arabia and the family of  the child asking for 
clemency on behalf  of  Ms Nafeek.  
 
I look forward to your response on this urgent matter.  
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
 
(Your signature)  
(Your name)  
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
 
For more information, please contact the office on the numbers or email below  
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
 
IHRC is an NGO in Special Consultative Status with the Economic and Social Council of  the United 
Nations.  
 
Please help IHRC by visiting http://www.ihrc.org.uk/catalog and making a donation or buying an item 
from our on-line store.  
 
If  you want to subscribe to the IHRC list please send an email to subscribe@ihrc.org This e-mail address is 
being protected from spambots. You need JavaScript enabled to view it  
 
If  you want to unsubscribe from the IHRC list please send an email from your subscribed email address to 
unsubscribe@ihrc.org This e-mail address is being protected from spambots. You need JavaScript enabled 
to view it  
 
If  you are reusing this alert, please cite the source.  
 
For more information, please contact the office on the numbers or email below.  
 
"And what reason have you that you should not fight in the way of  Allah and of  the weak among the men 
and the women and the children, (of) those who say: Our Lord! Cause us to go forth from this town, 
whose people are oppressors, and give us from Thee a guardian and give us from Thee a helper."  
Holy Qur'an: Chapter 4, Verse 75  
 
Join the Struggle for Justice. Join IHRC.  
 
Islamic Human Rights Commission  
PO Box 598  
Wembley  
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HA9 7XH  
United Kingdom  
 
Telephone (+44) 20 8904 4222        
Fax (+44) 20 8904 5183  
Email: info@ihrc.org   
Web: www.ihrc.org  
 
Last Updated ( Tuesday, 23 November 2010 21:46 )  
 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
27. An Appeal to the Diplomatic Community in Saudi Arabia requesting 

intervention to save the life of  a young Sri Lankan girl, Rizana Nafeek  
 
November 24, 2010 
 
Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PRL-029-2010 
 
To all Honourable Ambassadors and Consul Generals Serving In Saudi Arabia  
 
I am making this appeal on behalf  of  the Asian Human Rights Commission to request your kind 
intervention to save the life of  a young Sri Lankan girl, Rizana Nafeek who is facing beheading in Saudi 
Arabia.  
 
This young girl comes from a war thorn village in the Eastern Sri Lanka who due to the destitute poverty 
of  her family, was sent for work in Saudi Arabia when she was seventeen years old (17). Within month of  
Rizana's arrival, the four months old infant in her care choked ad she was bottle-feeding him. Due to her 
inexperience and young age, she failed to rescue the infant, who tragically died. This young girl only spoke 
her native Tamil language and she was unable to explain herself  adequately in the first instance at the police 
station. Unfortunately, the tragedy was therefore believed to be a crime and she was charged with murder 
and sentenced to death in 2007. The death sentence was recently confirmed in after a highly criticisable 
process in court. Consequently, she is likely to be executed anytime soon unless she is pardoned by His 
Royal Highness King Abdullah bin Abdulaziz Al-Saud of  Saudi Arabia. The Hon. President of  Sri Lanka 
has announced that he has appealed to His Royal Highness to pardon Rizana Nafeek.  
 
We are also appealing to him to take the special circumstances of  the case into consideration and intervene 
on behalf  of  this young girl to save her life.  
 
Kindly see attached documents for further details on the sad case of  this young girl.  
 
Thank you  
 
Sincerely Yours  
 
Basil Fernando  
Director, Policy and Programmes  
Asian Human Rights Commission. Hong Kong 
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Summary of  the case  
 
Coming from a poor and war-torn family Rizana Nafeek went to Saudi Arabia as a maid in May 2005. A 
recruitment agency in Sri Lanka altered her date of  birth in her passport making her 23 years-of-age in 
order to employ her, when in fact she was only 17 at the time. When the infant of  her employers died in 
her care, a confession of  murder was drawn from Rizana under harsh treatment and without a proper 
translator at the police station. On this ground, she was charged with murder and sentenced to death by 
beheading in 2007. After getting access to a lawyer and being able to express the circumstances in Tamil, 
the confession was later retracted. According to Nafeek, the child suffocated while being bottle-fed and 
due to her lack of  experience and young age, she was unable to save him. The case was appealed enabled 
by funds from human rights groups. However, after a highly questionable and arbitrary process in court, 
the death sentence was confirmed in late October 2010. 
  
A Few Selected Articles from Saudi and Sri Lankan press on the case of  Rizana Nafeek 
  
Sri Lanka: Who will take responsibility for Rizana Nafeek? 
  
By Dr. Hatoon Ajwad AL FASSI (Ph.D). The writer is an Assistant Professor, Women's History, History 
Dept., King Saud University.  
Source: WLUML networkers�(Translation from the Arabic original)��  
November 13, 2010, Riyadh.  
 
We have the right as human beings to ask about the souls of  other humans that are being wasted unjustly. 
And it is our right to in a State of  law and order to ask about the rights of  these souls. Follows to that the 
souls of  all human beings, whether they belong to us or to other nations since we belong to the religion of  
justice, and since we worship a God who prohibited injustice on himself. I bring today the following facts 
about a death of  a 4 months old infant. He lost his right to live due to the fact that those who were in 
entrusted to keep him safe and healthy did not carry their trust as should. Instead, they gave the 
responsibility to a young girl or in other words, a minor. ��  
 
This housemaid was only 17 years and her experience or training in that field of  childcare was not certain. 
Though her age was appearing as 23 years in the relevant documents, her actual age is only 17 years. In two 
weeks of  arriving in Dawadmi (a remote Saudi town in central Arabia), from Sri Lanka (May 2005) and 
assuming her duties as housemaid, Rizana Nafeek was given the responsibility of  looking after the said 
infant alone without supervision. However, we are not sure whether she was given any training in that field 
within that short period of  2 weeks, and if  so, in what language.��  
 
In consequence, the infant suddenly one day choked, and the housemaid was not aware as to what action 
of  remedy to be taken she called for help, but unfortunately, the infant had passed away before its mother 
arrived at the scene. What is known about the case afterwards was that the family reported on the maid 
accusing her of  murdering and suffocating their infant. Then in the absence of  a translator, she signed a 
confession admitting the charge. Consequently, she was arrested and jailed in 2005 pending the Court's 
Judgment, until last week, when the High Court has endorsed a death sentence as per news appeared in the 
'Arab News' newspaper in 25th Oct 2010.��  
 
Appeals, since then, were made by the Human Rights Organizations and Sri Lankan Representatives 
requesting His Majesty the King of  Saudi Arabia to pardon her or to reconsider the matter, and to revise 
her sentence in the light of  evidence that was not previously considered.��  
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As the citizens of  this country, we ask if  not the decision on her life was taken in a hurry? And whether 
there were not some responsible parties that were not accused along with her. Or why partial Judgment has 
been taken against her. I also understand that a delegation headed by the Hon Deputy Minister of  Foreign 
Affairs in Sri Lanka appealed to the parties concerned in K.S.A. requesting that this matter be taken up in 
the Appeal Court, in 2007, and that, this also had failed. The family asked a Saudi lawyer to defend the 
maid.  
 
The following doubts arise as a result of  this case that I wish the court will be kind to listen to:��  
 
* What is the Judgment for the parents of  the infant who also should be held responsible for this incident 
as negligent?��  
 
* How do non-Arab workers in the country communicate in court? In what language? Human rights 
groups are objecting to the method and are blaming the Saudis for not providing the right translators to 
translate her defense against the accusations.��  
 
* What is the Judgment for the Proprietor of  the Recruiting Agency who arranged her employment 
preparing false documents about the age?��  
 
* Nevertheless there is an equal responsibility held against the parents of  the housemaid for the 
preparation of  false documents about her age?��  
* In consideration of  above questions, how could this housemaid is given such a severe Judgment?��  
 
* Why could not the Court consider imposing a fine as this incident had taken place due to ignorance and 
without intention?��  
 
We should also find out the background of  the circumstances as to how this young girl of  17 years came to 
be employed as housemaid in the K.S.A.��  
 
She has come from Mutur in East Sri Lanka, where majority are Tamil people. She belongs to the Muslim 
minority, which were caught in the midst of  the Tamil's civil war against the state. She comes from a family 
who has suffered for over 3 decades due to terrorism. Although the Muslims had no connection with the 
Terrorists in that place, nearly 35,000 Muslims were forced out from their homes by the Terrorists. Several 
thousands of  Muslims were also killed by them mercilessly. They also prohibited the Muslims from 
engaging in Fishing, Cultivation and Fire-wood cutting. As a result, the Muslims faced very serious financial 
problems, without any help or assistance from the Government. This housemaid, Rizana Nafeek, is one of  
those who left for K.S.A. for employment due to the need for a breadwinner.��  
 
We kindly appeal to the juridical Authorities concerned to reconsider this matter sympathetically and give 
redress to this young poor girl.��  
 
We will have to face consequences if  we do not reconsider this matter and do justice.��  
 
We also earnestly appeal that all those who are responsible in this matter should be inquired.��  
 
May Allah bless the infant, and give strength to its parents to be patient.��  
 
Finally, what is the stand or end of  our personal responsibility towards the foreign labour, with whom we 
share our life, for good or for worse? 
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Rizana Nafeek, the Sri Lankan maid, I never met 
  
By Abdulateef  Al-Mulhim, Commodore (Ret.,). Royal Saudi Navy.  
Source: Sri Lanka Guardian. October 31, 2010, Alkhobar.  
 
When I first heard of  the death of  a Saudi infant at the hands of  a Sri Lankan maid named Rizana Nafeek 
about four years ago, I looked at the word "child abuse" and what it meant.  
 
I found out that "child abuse" could come in any form and shape.  
 
A child could be abused by a maid, a stranger or a family member.  
 
I felt so sorry for the parents of  the infant. And no matter how sorry I was and still am, there is no way 
that I could fathom their anger and grief. I hope they get over it. I write not as a Saudi siding with a Saudi 
but as a human being feeling terrible at the loss of  an innocent infant. And I do pray to Allah to give them 
comfort and the infant in heaven.  
 
Later on the tragedy became worse and the court found out that this poor Sri Lankan maid had to put an 
earlier birth date in her passport just to be able to travel and make whatever little money she could make to 
support her family. I cannot imagine how desperate she was to do something like this, but poverty can 
make you do anything.  
 
Of  course, I do not know the details of  the circumstances in which all this happened or the whole story.  
 
The Sri Lankan maid had spent a very short time in the Kingdom before the death of  the infant and 
because of  her young age, I am sure she had no experience whatsoever of  how to behave in a Saudi society 
or feed an infant. It takes a long time to be adjusted to a life in a different country and with a different 
family. I tasted homesickness when I was going to schools in the US even though I was living in the best 
places and I know this because at that time I did have two Indonesian maids, though my family never called 
them maids. We considered them part of  the family. And when they first came we gave them time to adjust 
and to overcome culture shocks and to get over the homesickness.  
 
When my wife and the two Indonesian ladies felt comfortable with each other and all parties knew how to 
communicate, then we gave them some responsibilities in the house. As for taking care of  infants, it is a 
totally different story. Raising infants, children and teenagers is not a part-time job. It is a full-time job 
where you should be available at all hours of  the day.  
 
It is very important that the parents not only love their children, but enjoy being with them and enjoy 
raising them.  
 
Looking at this heart-breaking case with questions about the age of  the young maid and the very short 
time during which all this happened, I would like, as a very humble Saudi, to beg Custodian of  the Two 
Holy Mosques King Abdullah to give pardon to this very young and naive girl from Sri Lanka. Let her be 
free and return home to be reunited with her family.  
 
I would also ask the parents of  the dead infant to forgive this poor young girl of  whatever wrong she did. I 
really do express the deepest and sincere sympathy to you. I pray to Allah to give you comfort and reward 
you with heaven.  
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As for the Sri Lanka Bureau of  Foreign Employment (SLBFE), it is very important to be more responsible 
in choosing people to work abroad. They should send the right people. They should also ensure that the 
workers selected possess duly authenticated documents to vouch for their personal details such as age and 
experience. 
  
A plea for Rizana Nafeek 
  
By Paula Fielding,  
Source: Arab News. November 5, 2010, Riyadh.  
 
I commend and greatly appreciate the sentiments of  Abdullateef  Al-Mulhim and Safra Rahuman who 
wrote (Oct. 31) pleading for clemency for the unfortunate Sri Lankan maid Rizana Nafeek whose death 
sentence was recently endorsed.  
 
They were only expressing the sentiments of  the multitudes here in the Kingdom and outside.  
 
This poor girl should not be made to pay for the tragic death of  the infant who choked in her care. I 
endorse all the points made in Al-Mulhim's article and Rahuman's letter. They were right in emphasizing 
the fact that Nafeek was to work as a housemaid and should not have been entrusted with the task of  
looking after an infant when she was not mature enough or qualified to do that.  
 
As a nurse, I can categorically state that young babies can only safely be cared for by experienced and 
qualified personnel and to expect a novice like Nafeek to care for a young baby was very wrong and 
extremely unfair to her. There is no doubt that parents must either care for their children themselves or 
employ suitably qualified staff  to do so or otherwise take responsibility and accept the consequences.  
 
As a housemaid, Nafeek clearly had no choice in accepting this duty and was placed in a very difficult 
position by her employers and it is indeed hugely unjust that she should then be forced to accept 
punishment for the extremely unfortunate and tragic outcome.  
 
I greatly sympathize with the parents who have lost a child and may, in their grief, seek to blame and bring 
judgment on another in this matter. Regardless of  exactly how the infant's death occurred, the facts are 
clear. Nafeek was a housemaid and employed to perform domestic chores and definitely not qualified to 
take care of  a young baby. Hard facts yet nevertheless true and as difficult as it may be, the parents must 
accept these and remember that two wrongs do not make a right.  
 
The loss of  their baby is tragedy enough. Do we want a double tragedy?  
 
Far better to forgive and be merciful and to know that God will honor and bless this gesture of  good will 
and heal their grief  in time.  
 
I also send a heartfelt plea requesting the parents to please consider showing forgiveness and clemency 
toward Nafeek and allow her to be released and repatriated to her own country with their blessing and that 
of  the Custodian of  the Two Holy Mosques King Abdullah. 
  
Rizana Nafeek and Suu Kyi 
  
By Suriya Wickremasinghe; a lawyer, is a founder member (1971) and current (volunteer) Secretary of  the 
Civil Rights Movement of  Sri Lanka. She is a former Chairperson of  the International Executive 
Committee of  Amnesty International.  
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Source: Sri Lanka Guardian, November 21, 2010.  
 
The sparing of  young Rizana Nafeek from beheading in Saudi Arabia, and her return home to her family 
in eastern Sri Lanka, is all we need now to complement our relief  and joy at the release of  Aung San Suu 
Kyi in Myanmar. It is heartening to read reports that the King of  Saudi Arabia has, subsequent to world-
wide appeals, including from our own President Rajapakse and reportedly Prince Charles of  the UK, asked 
Saudi officials to hold talks with the bereaved Saudi family, whose four month old infant died after the 17 
year old maid was asked to bottle-feed it. This tragedy took place less than three weeks after young Rizana's 
arrival in Saudi Arabia in May 2005.  
 
Though this case may raise larger issues, these have to be addressed later. What is vital now is making every 
effort to spare Rizana's life. One wonders whether enough attention has been given to the likelihood that 
Rizana was in a seriously traumatized state herself ? Bad enough that she was the eldest child of  a family 
living in the direst poverty in Mutur, a small multi-ethnic town in the Trincomalee District of  North East 
Sri Lanka. Their sole income was from wood-collecting in the forest. Do we realize that this under-age girl 
was sent abroad (on a forged birth certificate) less than five months after the tsunami that caused 
particularly appalling devastation on our east coast? How far has it sunk into us that she had suffered living 
in a war torn area all her life? Do we have any conception of  the extent to which the society in which she 
grew up has been continuously ravaged by decades of  armed conflict? How this started even before she 
was born? (See annex for more information). Have we thought of  what it must have been like for her to 
arrive in Saudi Arabia, in a totally alien environment, unable to speak or understand the language, in a 
desperate effort to help her destitute parents and three younger siblings? Have we been sufficiently 
conscious of  all these extra factors which require heightened sympathy for her and her desperate family?  
 
Those involved in trying to save Rizana need to be aware of  these considerations and emphasise them in 
their efforts. This background must be communicated to the parents of  the baby, who most certainly 
deserve and must be told of  our sympathy in their bereavement, and who have the power to spare Rizana's 
life. Whatever the outcome, these factors need to be taken to heart by all of  us in Sri Lanka, who I fear 
may have failed poor, lonely, Rizana Nafeek now in her fifth year of  incarceration with a public beheading 
her very possible fate.  
 
The writer, a lawyer, is a founder member (1971) and current (volunteer) Secretary of  the Civil Rights 
Movement of  Sri Lanka. She is a former Chairperson of  the International Executive Committee of  
Amnesty International.  
 
ANNEX  
 
SOME BACKGROUND RE MUTUR  
 
Rizana Nafeek was sent to Saudi Arabia in May 2005. What follows gives some idea of  the times she had 
personally lived through, the horrors starting from before she was born. After she left, Mutur went 
through even more tragedy, which is not gone into here, although it must certainly have affected her 
already distraught family.  
 
Nirupama Subramanian in THE HINDU 21 October 2003  
 
The little fishing town of  Mutur in Trincomalee in eastern Sri Lanka presents a clear picture of  the current 
dynamic between the Tigers and Muslims. Trincomalee district has an even mix of  Tamils, Muslims and 
Sinhalese.  
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Mutur, a one-hour boat ride from Trincomalee town across the waters of  a wide bay, is home to 60,000 
people, some 33,000 are Muslim, 22,000 Tamils and a thousand Sinhalese. Most of  the Muslims are settled 
in the main town. Most of  the Tamils live in the areas around it. After the ceasefire, Mutur was the scene 
of  two major clashes between the two communities. The first incident came within months of  the 
ceasefire. A concrete cross outside Mutur town was vandalised. Tamils, led by the Tigers, and Muslims 
clashed over the desecration. There were incidents of  stone-throwing. Houses were damaged, a mosque 
was desecrated. The LTTE's office at Mutur, which had just then been opened under the terms of  the 
ceasefire accord, came in for some stone-throwing. The violence spread to Valaichenai in Batticaloa where 
it assumed more serious proportions with fully armed Tamils fighting Muslims, resulting in deaths and 
injuries to many.  
 
The tensions from that flare-up simmered till April this year when two Muslim youth from a fishing hamlet 
near Mutur disappeared after putting out to sea. Their families learnt that the two were being held by the 
Tigers in Sambur, an LTTE-controlled area. They visited Sambur every day to plead with the Tigers for the 
boys' release. Two weeks later, after the mother of  one committed suicide triggering off  riots in Mutur, the 
Tigers denied the boys were in their custody. By then, three people had died, houses and other property 
burnt and destroyed, and the divide between Mutur's Muslims and Tamils complete.  
 
From The Muttur tragedy: A re-examination? by GH Pieris  
 
..... the history of  serious clashes between the Muslims and Tamils of  Muttur could be traced back to 1987 
when a communal conflagration was ignited by the killing of  a Muslim civil servant and the abduction of  
several Muslims, allegedly by LTTE cadres making their presence felt in the area. Thereafter, in the early 
1990s, when the LTTE put into operation its programme of  "ethnic cleansing" of  the "north-east" (this 
was the era of  the large-scale Mosque massacres" in Batticaloa District and of  mass eviction of  Muslims 
from Mannar), there were several spells of  violence in the Muttur-Sampur-Toppur area which, however, 
did not cause "internal displacement" on the same massive scale witnessed in Batticaloa and Mannar. There 
was, in response, the formation of  militias bearing names such as "Jihad" and "Al Fatah" reported from 
some of  the main Muslim areas of  the east at that time. 
  
SRI LANKA: An appeal to save the life of  the young girl facing death sentence in Saudi Arabia 
  
By Malinda Senevitane. Source: Daily News. November 4, 2010  
 
It is the nature of  the engagement that makes enemies and friends and therefore some circumspection is 
called for when one reacts to or grapples with things 'foreign', especially in matters that are clearly located, 
politically and geographically on 'foreign soil'  
 
There is a thing called cultural specificity. Different people in different places and different time, made of  
different sensibilities and values, have different preferences. There's been a lot of  intercourse among 
cultures; enough to know that there are commonalities just as there are differences; but still cultural 
specificities do have hard colours and are wont to paint rules and regulations and even laws in starkly 
different hues. This is why the adage 'When in Rome, do as the Romans do' still has currency, so many 
centuries after that empire collapsed.  
 
We have to respect the laws of  other countries, even when they seem ridiculous and inhuman. This is basic. 
This does not mean of  course that we are required to remain silent about the way others go about their 
business, especially if  their 'laws' and 'cultural preferences' impact us in some way. It is the nature of  the 
engagement that makes enemies and friends and therefore some circumspection is called for when one 
reacts to or grapples with things 'foreign', especially in matters that are clearly located, politically and 
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geographically (if  not ethically) on 'foreign soil'.  
 
Domestic worker  
I am thinking of  Rizana Nafeek, the Sri Lankan domestic worker who has been sentenced to death by the 
Saudi Arabian courts for the crime of  murdering an infant. Rizana, at the time, was a minor, although this 
is not indicated in her passport for it was forged in order to secure employment. For some that would be a 
technicality whose worth is assessed in terms of  the impact of  this in securing a possible pardon for the 
girl. In a broader sense, the issue of  Rizana's age serves to indict a number of  State institutions that are 
mandated to streamline things pertaining to foreign employment and identification.  
 
There are cracks in the system allowing minors to get passports. We can play blame-someone-else, but we 
must at some point come to terms with the fact that there is a huge systemic flaw that forces parents to 
send their underage children abroad for employment in high-risk situations and encourage them to engage 
in all manner of  wrongdoing in the process. We must admit that for all the efficiency we see at 
Immigration and Emigration Department in processing passport applications, there are thousands of  
people who have more than one passport.  
 
Employment agencies  
We must acknowledge that many employment agencies are not just run by racketeers but crooks enjoying 
political patronage and therefore protection. We know that the system is full of  loopholes where a crack 
down on errant agencies just results in the same crooks setting up office elsewhere under a different name 
for a paltry sum of  money so they can carry on from where they stopped.  
 
None of  this helps Rizana of  course. I am and have always been a strong opponent of  the death penalty 
but that doesn't help Rizana either. We have our laws, the Saudis have theirs. There is crime and there is 
punishment and we can argue and argue about absence of  a sense of  proportion and the need to take 
cognizance of  all factors including the age of  the accused/guilty. It won't help Rizana. There are moves, I 
am told, at the top end of  political life, the highest in the land and big names in the international 
community. These might bear fruit. I hope.  
 
Islamic faith  
I am thinking of  Rumi. I am thinking of  the Sufi mystics. I am thinking of  Hafiz of  Shiraz, of  Mirza 
Asadullah Khan Ghalib, Khayyam and other poets all inspired one way or another by the Islamic faith.  
 
I am thinking of  human frailty and the error of  assuming interpretive perfection of  things considered 
divine or God-written.  
 
I am remembering a debate on whether or not people should be judged by their peers, a debate that took 
place in the early eighties at a venue I cannot recall at this time. I remember going to that debate convinced 
that judgment should come from those who are well versed in the law and legal procedures. I remember 
listening to two teams of  three persons each debating the matter. I remember only two names, Colvin R 
De Silva and Sarath Muttetuwegama, the first and third speakers respectively from the team insisting that 
people should be judged by their peers.   
 
I am thinking of  Rizana Nafeek, the Sri Lankan domestic worker who has been sentenced to death by the 
Saudi Arabian courts for the crime of  murdering an infant. Rizana, at the time, was a minor, although this 
is not indicated in her passport for it was forged in order to secure employment. For some that would be a 
technicality whose worth is assessed in terms of  the impact of  this in securing a possible pardon for the 
girl. In a broader sense, the issue of  Rizana's age serves to indict a number of  State institutions that are 
mandated to streamline things pertaining to foreign employment and identification. 
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There are cracks in the system allowing minors to get passports. We can play blame-someone-else, but we 
must at some point come to terms with the fact that there is a huge systemic flaw that forces parents to 
send their underage children abroad for employment in high-risk situations and encourage them to engage 
in all manner of  wrongdoing in the process. We must admit that for all the efficiency we see at 
Immigration and Emigration Department in processing passport applications, there are thousands of  
people who have more than one passport.  
 
Incomplete creatures  
It won't help Rizana, I know. I hope, though, that a culture which produced Rumi, Hafiz, Ghalib and which 
provoked the stoning of  death of  Mansur Al Hallaj and yet revere him as saint would have the few drops 
of  pity and empathy to consider the possibility that this judgment is wrong.  
 
I hope that those who have the power will step back and recognize that while laws there should be, the one 
sentence that cannot be revoked or compensated for if  error is ascertained at a later date should perhaps 
be taken out of  human hand, if  only because we are incomplete creatures, morally and in every other way 
possible.  
 
I am thinking of  Rizana. She's died many deaths already. Punished enough. Taking her eye for the eye she's 
said to have taken doesn't give sight to anyone. It blinds us all, those of  us who execute, who cheer, who 
object, protest, plead and remain silent. We don't end up richer.  
 
We need not impoverish ourselves.  
I am on my knees, before a dead infant and one who might be gone tomorrow; both never to return. I 
plead to those who have the power. There is nothing else I can do. 
 
 
 

28. Delay is dangerous and let us intensify the campaign to save Rizana Nafeek  
November 22, 2010 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-063-2010 
 

Dear friends,  
 
We wish to share with you the following article from the Sri Lanka guardian, written by Suriay 
Wikremasinghe. See the AHRC's urgent appeal on Rizana Nafeek here.  
 
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong  
 
-------------  
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Delay is dangerous and let us intensify the campaign to save 
Rizana Nafeek  

An article from the Sri Lanka Guardian forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission  
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Rizana Nafeek and Suu Kyi  
Suriya Wickremasinghe 

 

What is vital now is making every effort to spare 
Rizana's life. One wonders whether enough 
attention has been given to the likelihood that 
Rizana was in a seriously traumatized state herself? 
Bad enough that she was the eldest child of a family 
living in the direst poverty in Mutur, a small multi-
ethnic town in the Trincomalee District of North 
East Sri Lanka.  
 
 
(November 21, Colombo, Sri Lanka Guardian)  

The sparing of young Rizana Nafeek from beheading in Saudi Arabia, and her return home to her family in 
eastern Sri Lanka, is all we need now to complement our relief and joy at the release of Aung San Suu Kyi 
in Myanmar. It is heartening to read reports that the King of Saudi Arabia has, subsequent to world-wide 
appeals, including from our own President Rajapakse and reportedly Prince Charles of the UK, asked Saudi 
officials to hold talks with the bereaved Saudi family, whose four month old infant died after the 17 year 
old maid was asked to bottle-feed it. This tragedy took place less than three weeks after young Rizana's 
arrival in Saudi Arabia in May 2005.  
 
Though this case may raise larger issues, these have to be addressed later. What is vital now is making every 
effort to spare Rizana's life. One wonders whether enough attention has been given to the likelihood that 
Rizana was in a seriously traumatized state herself? Bad enough that she was the eldest child of a family 
living in the direst poverty in Mutur, a small multi-ethnic town in the Trincomalee District of North East 
Sri Lanka. Their sole income was from wood-collecting in the forest. Do we realize that this under-age girl 
was sent abroad (on a forged birth certificate) less than five months after the tsunami that caused 
particularly appalling devastation on our east coast? How far has it sunk into us that she had suffered living 
in a war torn area all her life? Do we have any conception of the extent to which the society in which she 
grew up has been continuously ravaged by decades of armed conflict? How this started even before she 
was born? (See annex for more information). Have we thought of what it must have been like for her to 
arrive in Saudi Arabia, in a totally alien environment, unable to speak or understand the language, in a 
desperate effort to help her destitute parents and three younger siblings? Have we been sufficiently 
conscious of all these extra factors which require heightened sympathy for her and her desperate family?  
 
Those involved in trying to save Rizana need to be aware of these considerations and emphasise them in 
their efforts. This background must be communicated to the parents of the baby, who most certainly 
deserve and must be told of our sympathy in their bereavement, and who have the power to spare Rizana's 
life. Whatever the outcome, these factors need to be taken to heart by all of us in Sri Lanka, who I fear may 
have failed poor, lonely, Rizana Nafeek now in her fifth year of incarceration with a public beheading her 
very possible fate.  
 
ANNEX  
 
SOME BACKGROUND RE MUTUR  
 
Rizana Nafeek was sent to Saudi Arabia in May 2005. What follows gives some idea of the times she had 
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personally lived through, the horrors starting from before she was born. After she left, Mutur went 
through even more tragedy, which is not gone into here, although it must certainly have affected her 
already distraught family.  
 
Nirupama Subramanian in THE HINDU 21 October 2003  
 
The little fishing town of Mutur in Trincomalee in eastern Sri Lanka presents a clear picture of the current 
dynamic between the Tigers and Muslims. Trincomalee district has an even mix of Tamils, Muslims and 
Sinhalese.  
 
Mutur, a one-hour boat ride from Trincomalee town across the waters of a wide bay, is home to 60,000 
people, some 33,000 are Muslim, 22,000 Tamils and a thousand Sinhalese. Most of the Muslims are settled 
in the main town. Most of the Tamils live in the areas around it. After the ceasefire, Mutur was the scene 
of two major clashes between the two communities. The first incident came within months of the 
ceasefire. A concrete cross outside Mutur town was vandalised. Tamils, led by the Tigers, and Muslims 
clashed over the desecration. There were incidents of stone-throwing. Houses were damaged, a mosque 
was desecrated. The LTTE's office at Mutur, which had just then been opened under the terms of the 
ceasefire accord, came in for some stone-throwing. The violence spread to Valaichenai in Batticaloa where 
it assumed more serious proportions with fully armed Tamils fighting Muslims, resulting in deaths and 
injuries to many.  
 
The tensions from that flare-up simmered till April this year when two Muslim youth from a fishing hamlet 
near Mutur disappeared after putting out to sea. Their families learnt that the two were being held by the 
Tigers in Sambur, an LTTE-controlled area. They visited Sambur every day to plead with the Tigers for the 
boys' release. Two weeks later, after the mother of one committed suicide triggering off riots in Mutur, the 
Tigers denied the boys were in their custody. By then, three people had died, houses and other property 
burnt and destroyed, and the divide between Mutur's Muslims and Tamils complete.  
 
From The Muttur tragedy: A re-examination? by GH Pieris  
 
.......the history of serious clashes between the Muslims and Tamils of Muttur could be traced back to 1987 
when a communal conflagration was ignited by the killing of a Muslim civil servant and the abduction of 
several Muslims, allegedly by LTTE cadres making their presence felt in the area. Thereafter, in the early 
1990s, when the LTTE put into operation its programme of "ethnic cleansing" of the "north-east" (this 
was the era of the large-scale "Mosque massacres" in Batticaloa District and of mass eviction of Muslims 
from Mannar), there were several spells of violence in the Muttur-Sampur-Toppur area which, however, 
did not cause "internal displacement" on the same massive scale witnessed in Batticaloa and Mannar. There 
was, in response, the formation of militias bearing names such as "Jihad" and "Al Fatah" reported from 
some of the main Muslim areas of the east at that time.  
 
The writer, a lawyer, is a founder member (1971) and current (volunteer) Secretary of the Civil Rights 
Movement of Sri Lanka. She is a former Chairperson of the International Executive Committee of 
Amnesty International. 

 

29. The AHRC urges the government of Sri Lanka to immediately enable the family 
of Rizana Nafeek to go to Riyadh 

November 17, 2010 
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Document Type: Statement 
Document ID : AHRC-STM-228-2010 

 

The Asian Human Rights Commission urges the government of Sri Lanka to immediately enable the family 
of Rizana Nafeek to travel to Riyadh to participate in the proceedings of Rizana's case. It is of the highest 
importance that Rizana's family are present in Riyadh during this critical time. Their presence will have an 
essential impact on the diplomatic discussions currently represented by officials from the Sri Lankan 
Embassy in Riyad and will facilitate the appeals to the family of the deceased infant and the Saudi King to 
grant Rizana pardon.  
 
Rizana's family lives in Safi Nagar in the Muttur district in the eastern province of Sri Lanka, 280 
kilometres from Colombo. It is one of the extremely impoverished Muslim villages gravely marked by the 
26-year-long civil war between the Sri Lankan Government and the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam 
(LTTE). Throughout the war Safi Nagar was a border village between a government ruled side and a 
LTTE-controlled part. Rizana's father is a woodcutter and the family relied on Rizana to become the 
breadwinner. Out of desperation the family contacted the Sri Lankan recruitment agency, who altered 
Rizana's date of birth in her passport and sent her for employment in Saudi Arabia. Not long after, the 
family was informed Rizana had been arrested on the charge of murdering an infant.  
 
After Rizana was sentenced to death in 2007, her parents were taken to the prison in Riyadh to see their 
daughter, which was the last time they saw her. When the death sentence was confirmed in October 2010, 
the family was not informed. It was only after a Sri Lankan journalist showed up at the prison in Riyadh, 
that the confirmation was revealed and Rizana's family only came to know about the dreadful news from 
the media.  
 
As it is impossible to understand the feeling of desolation Rizana and her family are going through at the 
moment, it is vital that her family be by her side and take part in the efforts made for her release. The 
United National Party MP for Ratnapura district, Ranjan Ramanayake has allegedly visited her family to 
provide them with financial assistance and is now raising the issues regarding the highly criticisable 
methods of recruitment and exploitation of foreign employment in Sri Lanka in parliament. The AHRC 
strongly urge Ramanayake to push for the family's immediate travel to Riyadh. 

All diplomatic dialogues have been postponed until after the Islamic holiday of Eid Al-Adha, which 
follows the annual Islamic pilgrimage, Hajj to Mount Arafat near Mekka in Saudi Arabia. However, it is 
crucial to maintain the pressure on King Abdullah and the Minister of Interior in Saudi Arabia not to allow 
the Hajj shade the case of Rizana. As the official holidays will end this Friday, it marks both the time for 
possible diplomatic discussion, but also the time for carrying out executions in Saudi Arabia. The holy time 
of the Hajj is considered a time of peace and because of the millions of pilgrims, tourists and the attention 
that Saudi Arabia attracts during this period, executions are generally delayed to after the Eid festival. The 
plea for Rizana is therefore of the utmost urgency as her beheading could be carried out without warning 
in a very near future. 
 
The Sri Lankan External Affairs Ministry's Consular Chief Somadasa Wijeysundera announced this 
Monday that King Abdullah has taken the initial steps to direct officials to meet with the family of the 
deceased infant. The international as well as national community should step up the pressure on the Saudi 
King to ensure that his words will lead to direct action.  
 
Please write to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia appealing to him to grant an 
immediate reprieve to Rizana: AHRC-UAU-041-2010.  
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Please write to Sri Lanka's President Mahinda Rajapakse to urge him to enable the family of Rizana to 
travel to Riyadh immediately:  
 
Mr. Mahinda Rajapakse    
President  
Socialist Democratic Republic of Sri Lanka    
C/- Office of the President    
Temple Trees    
150, Galle Road    
Colombo 3    
SRI LANKA    
 
Fax: +94 11 2472100 / +94 11 2446657    
secretary@presidentsoffice.lk   
 
 
For further information on the case please see: AHRC-STM-226-2010, AHRC-STM-221-2010, AHRC-
STM-219-2010, AHRC-STM-214-2010, STM-003-2009, STM-258-2008, UA-207-2007, UP-097-2007, UP-
093-2007; PL-023-2007, UG-004-2007  

 

 
30. The AHRC urges the government of  Sri Lanka to immediately enable the family 

of  Rizana Nafeek to go to Riyadh  
 
November 16, 2010 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-062-2010 
 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission urges the government of  Sri Lanka to immediately enable the 
family of  Rizana Nafeek to travel to Riyadh to participate in the proceedings of  Rizana's case. It is of  the 
highest importance that Rizana's family are present in Riyadh during this critical time as they will be able to 
appeal to the family of  the deceased infant and the Saudi King to grant Rizana pardon and meet with 
officials from the Sri Lankan Embassy in Riyad. 
 
Meanwhile we wish to share with you the following article from TIME written by Amantha Perera. 
 
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong 
 
 ------------- 
 
An article from TIME forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission 
 
Tuesday, Nov. 16, 2010 
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Sri Lankan Maids Become Victims in Saudi Arabia 
By Amantha Perera / Colombo 
 
Spending five years in a Saudi Arabian jail while facing death by beheading would be traumatic for anyone, 
let alone for a 17-year-old thousands of  miles away from home. 
 
But that's exactly what Rizana Fathima Nafeek, who moved to Riyadh from Sri Lanka to work as a maid, 
has endured since 2005. Nafeek, now 22, has spent the past half  decade in a Riyadh prison facing a death 
sentence in a country, of  which language she does not speak and where she does not have any relatives. 
Her job, obtained through a Sri Lankan recruitment agency, was supposed to be the ticket out of  abysmal 
poverty for her family, says her mother, Razeena Nafeek. The family of  six found it hard to get by on the 
income that Mohammed Nafeek, her father, earned as a woodcutter in the remote village of  Muttur, east 
of  Colombo. "We pinned all our hopes on the job," she adds. 
 
But that opportunity turned into a nightmare just one month after Nafeek" who, at 17, had forged 
documents that she was above the legal working age of  18 â€" began her job in the Saudi household. Her 
employers accused her of  murdering their 4-month-old infant. Nafeek later told her mother that the infant 
accidentally choked while being bottle-fed by her. She had no prior experience taking care of  a young child, 
her mother said. 
 
 Nafeek was found guilty of  the charge and sentenced to death " a conviction that rights groups say was 
based on a confession made under duress and the forged passport that changed her status to that of  an 
adult. But last month, the sentence was upheld by Saudi Arabia's highest court, prompting a fresh wave of  
appeals from Sri Lankan President Mahinda Rajapaksa and international rights groups, such as Amnesty 
International and the Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC), to Saudi's King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz 
al-Saud seeking Nafeek's pardon. The European Union and the U.N. Office of  the High Commissioner of  
Human Rights have indicated that they, too, will be making similar appeals. If  the King ratifies the 
sentence, then execution by beheading would be imminent.  
 
Nafeek's may be the most high-profile case facing a Sri Lankan domestic worker in the Middle East, but it 
is not the first and will not be the last. In 2009, over 77,000 Sri Lankan women went to the Middle East as 
domestic workers, and some 42,000 went to Saudi Arabia, according to that government's statistics. Sri 
Lankan women working abroad play a vital role in the Sri Lankan economy; of  the nation's over 1 million 
overseas workers, women's paychecks accounted for more than half  of  the .4 billion sent back to Sri Lanka 
in foreign remittances last year. 
 
Like Nafeek, most of  these women come from the nation's poorest families and hardly have any prior 
work experience. The unskilled nature of  their work and expectations of  their employers can make for a 
volatile work environment, often complicated further by the lack of  a common language. "Sri Lankan 
migrant workers face a multitude of  obstacles at all stages of  the migration process: predeparture, in 
service, and upon return and reintegration," says Pramodini Weerasekera, a program officer with the 
International Labor Organization, which is advising the Sri Lankan government on enhancing training 
networks and sending more skilled workers abroad. "Many of  these issues stem from the skill-level profile 
of  Sri Lanka's migrant work force where the majority of  workers fall within the low-skilled and housemaid 
categories." 
 
In 2009, there were 4,500 complaints lodged by maids working in Saudi Arabia to Colombo's Foreign 
Employment Bureau. Most complaints were about a lack of  communication, sexual harassment or no 
payment of  wages, but some were much worse. Last week, a domestic worker who returned to central Sri 
Lanka from Jordan reported being forced to swallow at least six nails. Over the weekend, another woman 
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who returned from Kuwait had 14 nails removed from her body at a hospital in the central Sri Lankan 
town of  Kurunegala. These cases follow close on the heels of  yet another gruesome story: in August, 50-
year-old Lahanda Purage Ariyawathie, a grandmother of  two, returned to Sri Lanka from Saudi Arabia five 
months after accepting a job as a maid. Her body was dotted with small, oozing wounds. Doctors later 
removed over 20 nails and needles that had been embedded in her body. Ariyawathie said that hot nails 
were embedded in her body by her Saudi employers who were dissatisfied with her work. Saudi authorities 
have rejected the claim. 
 
Ariyawathie says that language” or the lack of  a common one “was the main cause of  her troubles.”They 
did not understand what I said, and I did not understand what they said. They asked for lime, and I would 
bring tomatoes," she says. Her alleged torture sequence began after about two weeks at the household, 
when her employers' patience ran out. She says that the woman would hold her while the man inserted the 
hot nails into her. Months later, she was released from the job and returned home when her wounds did 
not heal and began to fester.  
 
The inability to communicate appears to be a big factor in Nafeek's case as well. Her family says she does 
not speak Arabic, and they are unsure whether she received any training before her departure. She could 
not understand the court proceedings, according to Basil Fernando, director of  policy and program 
development at the AHRC. The Hong Kongâ€"based advocacy group has been paying for Nafeek's legal 
help during the appeals process. "We just want our daughter back. She has suffered enough," says Nafeek's 
mother. The family spoke to Nafeek during the last week of  October. She sounded frightened and scared, 
still waiting to hear when and if  her sentence would be carried out. "She does not know whether it is likely 
to be any time soon or whether we have some more time," says her mother. "Neither do we." 
 
Fortunately, those who are closely monitoring the case like Fernando say there is still hope for Nafeek. 
Available evidence, including Nafeek's retraction of  her confession made to police, suggests that the infant 
died due to an accident, and the sentence is being evaluated by an adviser to the Saudi King. One 
opposition MP has told Nafeek's family that the Saudis are expected to make a favorable decision after the 
hajj pilgrimage ends later this week, due to international appeals. 
 
But, AHRC's Fernando cautions that Riyadh has carried out sentences without any prior warning in the 
past. As Nafeek's family waits in fear for any news, leniency for their daughter has replaced the wish for a 
better life. "We don't want anything," says her mother, fighting back tears. "We just want her back." 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
 
31. Saudi King responds to the plea for Rizana  
 
November 15, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-226-2010 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission is happy to learn that His Royal Highness King Abdullah bin 
Abdulaziz Al Saud of  Saudi Arabia has taken the initial steps towards a reprieve for Rizana Nafeek, the Sri 
Lankan girl who is currently on the death row in Saudi Arabia convicted for strangling a baby in her care. 
Rizana, who was 17-years old at the time of  the incident, claims it was an accident in which the baby 
choked while being bottle-fed. The Supreme Court in Riyadh confirmed her death sentence in late October 
2010. 



 73

 
The Sri Lankan External Affairs Ministry's Consular Chief  Somadasa Wijeysundera reported this Sunday, 
November 14, 2010, that King Abdullah has directed officials to meet with the parents of  the deceased 
infant for whom Rizana worked. He stated that the King's actions come as a response to the plea from the  
 
Sri Lankan President Rajapakse to grant the girl clemency, emphasizing that discreet diplomatic efforts 
were underway to secure her release. 
  
Wijeysundera further stated that several other diplomatic efforts have been stepped up both in Riyadh and 
internationally to gather support for Rizana's release. "Our envoys in several countries both in the West and 
elsewhere are working closely with those respective countries towards this end. The response is 
encouraging but the process is slow because it needs a lot of  diplomatic patience and understanding," he 
said. 
  
Saudi Arabia's law is based on Sharia, the Islamic Law, which holds certain restrictions. As the Supreme 
Court of  Saudi Arabia recently confirmed her death sentence, the options of  judicial remedies have been 
exhausted. The decision can only be challenged if  new evidence comes to light, if  King Abdullah, who also 
serves as Prime Minister, grants her a pardon or the parents of  the deceased infant withdraw their claim of  
murder or settle for blood money. The King's initiative to let officials meet with the family is therefore 
acknowledged as an important step in granting a reprieve to Rizana. 
  
The Asian Human Rights Commission, Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch among other human 
rights groups and civil society organisations have followed the case closely and worked intensively to put 
continuous pressure on The Saudi King and The Minister of  Interior in Saudi Arabia to grant Rizana 
clemency as well as requesting President Rajapakse to appeal to King Abdullah and request a diplomatic 
dialogue on the case. 
 
While the eyes of  the world currently are on King Abdullah and President Rajapakse, this should also be 
used to address the underlying causes to this disastrous situation and how the young girl from a rural, poor 
family ended up there in the first place. In Sri Lanka there is an urgent need to address the growing 
problem of  illegal operations by the recruitment agencies to send workers overseas. As Sri Lanka's biggest 
source to foreign currency is remittance from workers overseas, the Sri Lankan government has been slow 
and reluctant to put pressure on the Saudi King before the international and national attention forced it to 
intervene. Addressing the problems of  the workers overseas have therefore not been a priority before and 
something President Rajapakse would rather prefer to keep disguised. 
  
In the case of  Rizana it was after all the recruitment agency in Sri Lanka, who illegally altered her birthday 
to be able to employ her in Saudi Arabia. This resulted in Rizana holding a job as a baby caretaker; a job, 
which she was neither mature nor experienced enough to hold and thus led to the tragic death of  a child. 
The current situation should be used genuinely for a call on the Sri Lankan government to take strong 
measures against the exploitation of  underage labour and the implementation of  protection for the 
country's migrant workers. 
  
While the response by the Saudi King to intervene in Rizana's case is encouraging, it is crucial to maintain 
international as well as national pressure on the situation so that Rizana will be released. 
  
Kindly see our urgent appeal on the case and write to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud and the 
Ministry of  Interior in Saudi Arabia: AHRC-UAU-041-2010 
  
For further information on the case please see: AHRC-STM-221-2010, AHRC-STM-219-2010, AHRC-



 74

STM-214-2010, STM-003-2009, STM-258-2008, UA-207-2007, UP-097-2007, UP-093-2007; PL-023-2007, 
UG-004-2007 
 
 
32. Who will take responsibility for Rizana Nafeek?  
 
November 15, 2010 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-061-2010 
 
Dear friends, 
  
We wish to share with you the following article from the Sri Lanka Guardian, written by Dr. Hatoon Ajwad 
AL FASSI (Ph.D). 
  
Asian Human Rights Commission 
Hong Kong 
  
 
An article from the Sri Lanka Guardian forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission 
Sri Lanka: Who will take responsibility for Rizana Nafeek?  
  
"She has come from Mutur in East Sri Lanka, where majority are Tamil people. She belongs to the Muslim 
minority which were caught in the midst of  the Tamil's civil war against the state. She comes from a family 
who has suffered for over 3 decades due to terrorism." 
  
Dr. Hatoon Ajwad AL FASSI (Ph.D) 
  
Source: WLUML networkers 
  
(Translation from the Arabic original) 
  
(November 13, Riyadh, Sri Lanka Guardian) We have the right as human beings to ask about the souls of  
other humans that are being wasted unjustly. And it is our right to in a State of  law and order to ask about 
the rights of  these souls. Follows to that the souls of  all human beings, whether they belong to us or to 
other nations since we belong to the religion of  justice, and since we worship a God who prohibited 
injustice on himself. I bring today the following facts about a death of  a 4 months old infant. He lost his 
right to live due to the fact that those who were in entrusted to keep him safe and healthy did not carry 
their trust as should. Instead, they gave the responsibility to a young girl or in other words, a minor. 
  
This housemaid was only 17 years and her experience or training in that field of  childcare was not certain. 
Though her age was appearing as 23 years in the relevant documents, her actual age is only 17 years. In two 
weeks of  arriving in Dawadmi (a remote Saudi town in central Arabia), from Sri Lanka (May 2005) and 
assuming her duties as housemaid, Rizana Nafeek was given the responsibility of  looking after the said 
infant alone without supervision. However, we are not sure whether she was given any training in that field 
within that short period of  2 weeks, and if  so, in what language. 
  
In consequence, the infant suddenly one day choked, and the housemaid was not aware as to what action 
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of  remedy to be taken she called for help, but unfortunately, the infant had passed away before its mother 
arrived at the scene. What is known about the case afterwards was that the family reported on the maid 
accusing her of  murdering and suffocating their infant. Then in the absence of  a translator, she signed a 
confession admitting the charge. Consequently, she was arrested and jailed in 2005 pending the Court's 
Judgment, until last week, when the High Court has endorsed a death sentence as per news appeared in the 
‘Arab News' newspaper in 25th Oct 2010. 
  
Appeals, since then, were made by the Human Rights Organizations and Sri Lankan Representatives 
requesting His Majesty the King of  Saudi Arabia to pardon her or to reconsider the matter, and to revise 
her sentence in the light of  evidence that was not previously considered. 
  
As the citizens of  this country, we ask if  not the decision on her life was taken in a hurry? And whether 
there were not some responsible parties that were not accused along with her. Or why partial Judgment has 
been taken against her. I also understand that a delegation headed by the Hon Deputy Minister of  Foreign 
Affairs in Sri Lanka appealed to the parties concerned in K.S.A. requesting that this matter be taken up in 
the Appeal Court, in 2007, and that, this also had failed. The family asked a Saudi lawyer to defend the 
maid. 
  
The following doubts arise as a result of  this case that I wish the court will be kind to listen to: 
  
 
* What is the Judgment for the parents of  the infant who also should be held responsible for this incident 
as negligent? 
  
* How do non-Arab workers in the country communicate in court? In what language? Human rights 
groups are objecting to the method and are blaming the Saudis for not providing the right translators to 
translate her defense against the accusations. 
  
* What is the Judgment for the Proprietor of  the Recruiting Agency who arranged her employment 
preparing false documents about the age? 
  
* Nevertheless there is an equal responsibility held against the parents of  the housemaid for the 
preparation of  false documents about her age? 
  
* In consideration of  above questions, how could this housemaid is given such a severe Judgment? 
  
* Why could not the Court consider imposing a fine as this incident had taken place due to ignorance and 
without intention? 
  
We should also find out the background of  the circumstances as to how this young girl of  17 years came to 
be employed as housemaid in the K.S.A. 
  
She has come from Mutur in East Sri Lanka, where majority are Tamil people. She belongs to the Muslim 
minority which were caught in the midst of  the Tamil's civil war against the state. She comes from a family 
who has suffered for over 3 decades due to terrorism. Although the Muslims had no connection with the 
Terrorists in that place, nearly 35,000 Muslims were forced out from their homes by the Terrorists. Several 
thousands of  Muslims were also killed by them mercilessly. They also prohibited the Muslims from 
engaging in Fishing, Cultivation and Fire-wood cutting. As a result, the Muslims faced very serious financial 
problems, without any help or assistance from the Government. This housemaid, Rizana Nafeek, is one of  
those who left for K.S.A. for employment due to the need for a breadwinner. 
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We kindly appeal to the juridical Authorities concerned to reconsider this matter sympathetically and give 
redress to this young poor girl. 
  
We will have to face consequences if  we do not reconsider this matter and do justice. 
  
We also earnestly appeal that all those who are responsible in this matter should be inquired. 
  
May Allah bless the infant, and give strength to its parents to be patient. 
  
Finally, what is the stand or end of  our personal responsibility towards the foreign labor, with whom we 
share our life, for good or for worse? 
  
(The writer is Assistant Professor, Women's History, History Dept., King Saud University) 
  
 

33. SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Continuous appeals needs to be sent to the King 
Abdullah to save the life of Rizana Nafeek 
November 11, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-221-2010 
 

The Asian Human Rights Commission once again wishes to draw your attention to the case of Rizana 
Nafeek, the innocent Sri Lankan girl, who has been sentenced to death by beheading in Riyadh, Saudi 
Arabia after an infant accidentally died in her care while being bottle fed. Rizana, who worked as a 
domestic helper in Saudi Arabia, was 17 years old at the time of the incident. The recruitment bureau 
altered her date of birth in her passport, making her 23-years old in order to employ her. 

 
Women protest in front of the Saudi Arabian Embassy in Colombo urging the Saudi King to withdraw the death sentence on 

the young Sri Lankan girl, Rizana Nafeek.  

There is every probability that the execution of Rizana might be carried out without warning in a very near 
future. Saudi Arabia has an infamous record of having one of the highest executions rates in the world with 
at least 69 executions carried out in 2009, 102 in 2008 and 158 in 2007, an average of almost 2 persons a 
week.  
 
Saudi Arabia ratified the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) in 1996 and is bound not to execute 
people convicted of crimes committed when they were under the age of 18. However, courts in Saudi 
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Arabia have imposed death sentences on children being as young as 13 at the time of the alleged crime. 
Furthermore Saudi Arabia has the highest execution rate of women compared to all other countries 
practicing capital punishment. 40 women have been put to death in Saudi Arabia since 1990, 22 of them 
were foreign workers just like Rizana.  
 
As the past has shown, there is absolutely no reason to believe Rizana will be an exception if there not 
immediate pressure is put on King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia to grant her clemency.  
 
Saudi Arabia rules by the law based on Sharia, the Islamic Law, which holds certain restrictions. As the 
Supreme Court of Saudi Arabia recently confirmed her death sentence, the options of judicial remedies 
have been exhausted. The decision cannot be challenged unless new evidence comes to light, if King 
Abdullah, who also serves as Prime Minister, grants her a pardon or the parents of the deceased infant 
withdraw their claim of murder.  
 
Several aspects of the court proceedings relating to the case were found to be highly alarming. The only 
evidence of wilful murder is the confession made by Rizana herself when she was first brought to the 
police station. The validity of the confession is especially doubtful, as no proper Tamil translator was 
available when Rizana, who is a Tamil speaker, was interrogated at the station. Her confession was 
allegedly taken under duress by a non-authorised translator named Saibo. The lawyers acting for Rizana 
have expressed doubts about the legality of the translation and the translator's language qualifications in 
Tamil. The translator has since left Saudi Arabia and the courts have not been able to locate him and call 
him as a witness to verify the confession. As the Saudi law permits other persons to appear on behalf of 
the absent witness to testify to his integrity and qualifications, two witnesses were called by the court under 
these circumstances. However, both of the witnesses also failed to appear.  
 
Consequently the appeal has not been heard. Nevertheless, the Supreme Court recently confirmed the 
death sentence, known to the public on October 26, 2010.  
 
It appears that the Sri Lankan Ministry of External Affairs and the officers of the Embassy in Riyadh kept 
the confirmation of the death sentence quiet and made no public disclosure. Neither Rizana nor her family 
have been informed after the death sentence was confirmed, and when the Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi 
Arabia was contacted by an international press agency, they apparently stated that the case was still pending. 
The confirmation was only accidentally discovered on a visit by a concerned person.  
 
Many voices have been raised around the world in concern of the tragic and unjust case of the innocent girl. 
Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch among other international bodies have issued appeals to 
King Abdullah and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs to grant Rizana clemency. The Sri Lankan Embassy in 
Riyadh has handed over an appeal by the Sri Lanka's President, Mahinda Rajapaksa to the same authorities. 
The Ministry of External Affairs in Colombo reports that Sri Lankan envoys in Riyadh as well as other 
countries are in constant touch with the respective governments in those countries about Rizana's case.  
 
A prominent Muslim leader in Sri Lanka last week announced that prayers would be offered at the Mosque 
in Sri Lanka on behalf of Rizana. The Sri Lanka Muslim Congress has met with the Saudi Arabian envoy in 
Colombo and plans to write an appeal to the family for whom Rizana worked. A similar call was made by 
Director of Caritas Sri Lanka, Fr. George Sigamony, for all Catholics to pray for Rizana. Together with 
AsiaNews they also launched an appeal to King Abdullah and have urged the Sri Lankan government to 
implement a policy that protects migrant workers.  
 
This Tuesday, November 9, protesters gathered in front of the Saudi Arabian Embassy in Colombo urging 
King Abdullah to grant Rizana clemency.  
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A continuous pressure needs to be put on His Royal Highness King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of 
Saudi Arabia and The Minister of Interior insisting that he grants clemency to Rizana Nafeek and urge for 
a pardon by the employing family. The AHRC earnestly requests your intervention into the case.  
 
Kindly see our urgent appeal on the case and write to the relevant authorities: AHRC-UAU-041-2010.     
 
For further information on the case please see: AHRC-STM-219-2010, AHRC-STM-214-2010, STM-003-
2009, STM-258-2008, UA-207-2007, UP-097-2007, UP-093-2007; PL-023-2007, UG-004-2007. 

 

 

34. Do not let Rizana Nafeek become a victim of  Saudi Arabia's infamous practise 
of  executing juvenile offenders  

 
November 8, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-219-2010 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission once again wishes to draw your attention to the case of  Rizana 
Nafeek, the innocent Sri Lankan girl, who has been sentenced to death in Saudi Arabia.  
 
Coming from a poor and war-torn family Rizana Nafeek went to Saudi Arabia as a maid in May 2005. A 
recruitment agency in Sri Lanka altered her date of  birth in her passport making her 23 years-of-age when 
in fact her birth certificate later confirmed she was 17 at the time. When the infant of  her employers died 
in her care, she was charged with murder and sentenced to death. Under harsh treatment and without a 
proper translator, a confession was drawn from the hapless girl at the police station, where she was also 
made to sign a confession in a language she did not understand. After getting access to a lawyer and being 
able to express the circumstances in her own language, she later retracted the confession. Nafeek explained 
that the incident was an accident where the child suffocated, while being bottle-fed.  
 
Nafeek has already spent 5 years in prison. Her death sentence was confirmed in late October, 2010 after 
the appeal process was complete. The international community has condemned the sentence and many 
voices in the Arabian world as well as in Saudi Arabia have raised their concern over the unjustness of  the 
case and pleading for clemency for the innocent girl.  
 
However, continuous pressure needs to be put on His Royal Highness King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al 
Saud of  Saudi Arabia and The Minister of  Interior to grant her clemency and urge for a pardon by the 
employing family.  
 
Nafeek was neither mature enough nor qualified to be entrusted the job as a care giver, a job which she had 
no choice than accepting. While the death of  the child is extremely tragic and unfortunate, Rizana who was 
also a child at the time should not be held responsible for it.  
 
Saudi Arabia ratified the Convention on the Rights of  the Child (CRC) in 1996 and is bound not to execute 
people convicted of  crimes committed when they were under the age of  18. However, Saudi Arabia still 
has an extensive practise of  imposing death penalty on juveniles.  
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Saudi Arabia has one of  the highest rates of  executions in the world. According to Amnesty International's 
statistics of  death penalties and executions carried out around the world, at least 69 executions were carried 
out in Saudi Arabia in 2009 with 102 in 2008. At the end of  2009, Amnesty International has reported that 
at least 141 people are on death row in Saudi Arabia, including at least 104 foreign nationals, with migrant 
workers from developing countries in Africa, Asia and the Middle East being the main victims.  
 
We earnestly ask for your intervention into the case of  Rizana Nafeek.  
 
Kindly see our urgent appeal on the case and write to the relevant authorities: AHRC-UAU-041-2010.  
 
For further information on the case please see: AHRC-STM-214-2010, STM-003-2009, STM-258-2008, 
UA-207-2007, UP-097-2007, UP-093-2007; PL-023-2007, UG-004-2007. 
 
 

 

35. An appeal to save the life of the young girl facing death sentence in Saudi Arabia  
November 6, 2010 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-059-2010 
 

Dear friends, 

We wish to share with you the following article, A plea for Rizana Nafeek by Paula Fielding published in 
Arab News on November 5th, 2010. 

Please also see the following Urgent Appeals: AHRC-UAU-042-2010; AHRC-UAU-041-2010; UA-207-
2007, UP-097-2007, UP-093-2007; Statements STM-003-2009 and STM-258-2008; and Press Release: PL-
023-2007 

issued by the Asian Human Rights Commission regarding this matter. 

Asian Human Rights Commission 

Hong Kong 

-------------- 

An article from Arab News forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission  
SRI LANKA: An appeal to save the life of the young girl facing death sentence in Saudi Arabia  
 
A plea for Rizana Nafeek 
Paula Fielding 

I commend and greatly appreciate the sentiments of Abdullateef Al-Mulhim and Safra Rahuman who 
wrote (Oct. 31) pleading for clemency for the unfortunate Sri Lankan maid Rizana Nafeek whose death 
sentence was recently endorsed. 

They were only expressing the sentiments of the multitudes here in the Kingdom and outside. 

This poor girl should not be made to pay for the tragic death of the infant who choked in her care. I 
endorse all the points made in Al-Mulhim's article and Rahuman's letter. They were right in emphasizing 
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the fact that Nafeek was to work as a housemaid and should not have been entrusted with the task of 
looking after an infant when she was not mature enough or qualified to do that. 

As a nurse, I can categorically state that young babies can only safely be cared for by experienced and 
qualified personnel and to expect a novice like Nafeek to care for a young baby was very wrong and 
extremely unfair to her. There is no doubt that parents must either care for their children themselves or 
employ suitably qualified staff to do so or otherwise take responsibility and accept the consequences. 

As a housemaid, Nafeek clearly had no choice in accepting this duty and was placed in a very difficult 
position by her employers and it is indeed hugely unjust that she should then be forced to accept 
punishment for the extremely unfortunate and tragic outcome. 

I greatly sympathize with the parents who have lost a child and may, in their grief, seek to blame and bring 
judgment on another in this matter. Regardless of exactly how the infant's death occurred, the facts are 
clear. Nafeek was a housemaid and employed to perform domestic chores and definitely not qualified to 
take care of a young baby. Hard facts yet nevertheless true and as difficult as it may be, the parents must 
accept these and remember that two wrongs do not make a right. 

The loss of their baby is tragedy enough. Do we want a double tragedy? 

Far better to forgive and be merciful and to know that God will honor and bless this gesture of good will 
and heal their grief in time. 

I also send a heartfelt plea requesting the parents to please consider showing forgiveness and clemency 
toward Nafeek and allow her to be released and repatriated to her own country with their blessing and that 
of the Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques King Abdullah. 

 

36. An appeal to save the life of the young girl facing death sentence in Saudi Arabia 
November 4, 2010 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-058-2010 
 
It is the nature of  the engagement that makes enemies and friends and therefore some circumspection is 
called for when one reacts to or grapples with things 'foreign', especially in matters that are clearly located, 
politically and geographically on 'foreign soil' 
 
There is a thing called cultural specificity. Different people in different places and different time, made of  
different sensibilities and values, have different preferences. There's been a lot of  intercourse among 
cultures; enough to know that there are commonalities just as there are differences; but still cultural 
specificities do have hard colours and are wont to paint rules and regulations and even laws in starkly 
different hues. This is why the adage 'When in Rome, do as the Romans do' still has currency, so many 
centuries after that empire collapsed. 
 
We have to respect the laws of  other countries, even when they seem ridiculous and inhuman. This is basic. 
This does not mean of  course that we are required to remain silent about the way others go about their 
business, especially if  their 'laws' and 'cultural preferences' impact us in some way. It is the nature of  the 
engagement that makes enemies and friends and therefore some circumspection is called for when one 
reacts to or grapples with things 'foreign', especially in matters that are clearly located, politically and 
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geographically (if  not ethically) on 'foreign soil'. 
 
 
Domestic worker 
I am thinking of  Rizana Nafeek, the Sri Lankan domestic worker who has been sentenced to death by the 
Saudi Arabian courts for the crime of  murdering an infant. Rizana, at the time, was a minor, although this 
is not indicated in her passport for it was forged in order to secure employment. For some that would be a 
technicality whose worth is assessed in terms of  the impact of  this in securing a possible pardon for the 
girl. In a broader sense, the issue of  Rizana's age serves to indict a number of  State institutions that are 
mandated to streamline things pertaining to foreign employment and identification. 
 
There are cracks in the system allowing minors to get passports. We can play blame-someone-else, but we 
must at some point come to terms with the fact that there is a huge systemic flaw that forces parents to 
send their underage children abroad for employment in high-risk situations and encourage them to engage 
in all manner of  wrongdoing in the process. We must admit that for all the efficiency we see at 
Immigration and Emigration Department in processing passport applications, there are thousands of  
people who have more than one passport. 
 
Employment agencies 
We must acknowledge that many employment agencies are not just run by racketeers but crooks enjoying 
political patronage and therefore protection. We know that the system is full of  loopholes where a crack 
down on errant agencies just results in the same crooks setting up office elsewhere under a different name 
for a paltry sum of  money so they can carry on from where they stopped. 
 
None of  this helps Rizana of  course. I am and have always been a strong opponent of  the death penalty 
but that doesnâ€™t help Rizana either. We have our laws, the Saudis have theirs. There is crime and there 
is punishment and we can argue and argue about absence of  a sense of  proportion and the need to take 
cognizance of  all factors including the age of  the accused/guilty. It won't help Rizana. There are moves, I 
am told, at the top end of  political life, the highest in the land and big names in the international 
community. These might bear fruit. I hope. 
 
Islamic faith 
I am thinking of  Rumi. I am thinking of  the Sufi mystics. I am thinking of  Hafiz of  Shiraz, of  Mirza 
Asadullah Khan Ghalib, Khayyam and other poets all inspired one way or another by the Islamic faith. 
 
I am thinking of  human frailty and the error of  assuming interpretive perfection of  things considered 
divine or God-written. 
 
I am remembering a debate on whether or not people should be judged by their peers, a debate that took 
place in the early eighties at a venue I cannot recall at this time. I remember going to that debate convinced 
that judgment should come from those who are well versed in the law and legal procedures. I remember 
listening to two teams of  three persons each debating the matter. I remember only two names, Colvin R 
De Silva and Sarath Muttetuwegama, the first and third speakers respectively from the team insisting that 
people should be judged by their peers.  
 
I am thinking of  Rizana Nafeek, the Sri Lankan domestic worker who has been sentenced to death by the 
Saudi Arabian courts for the crime of  murdering an infant. Rizana, at the time, was a minor, although this 
is not indicated in her passport for it was forged in order to secure employment. For some that would be a 
technicality whose worth is assessed in terms of  the impact of  this in securing a possible pardon for the 
girl. In a broader sense, the issue of  Rizana's age serves to indict a number of  State institutions that are 
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mandated to streamline things pertaining to foreign employment and identification. 
 
There are cracks in the system allowing minors to get passports. We can play blame-someone-else, but we 
must at some point come to terms with the fact that there is a huge systemic flaw that forces parents to 
send their underage children abroad for employment in high-risk situations and encourage them to engage 
in all manner of  wrongdoing in the process. We must admit that for all the efficiency we see at 
Immigration and Emigration Department in processing passport applications, there are thousands of  
people who have more than one passport. 
 
Incomplete creatures 
It wonâ€™t help Rizana, I know. I hope, though, that a culture which produced Rumi, Hafiz, Ghalib and 
which provoked the stoning of  death of  Mansur Al Hallaj and yet revere him as saint would have the few 
drops of  pity and empathy to consider the possibility that this judgment is wrong. 
 
I hope that those who have the power will step back and recognize that while laws there should be, the one 
sentence that cannot be revoked or compensated for if  error is ascertained at a later date should perhaps 
be taken out of  human hand, if  only because we are incomplete creatures, morally and in every other way 
possible. 
 
I am thinking of  Rizana. She's died many deaths already. Punished enough. Taking her eye for the eye she's 
said to have taken doesn't give sight to anyone. It blinds us all, those of  us who execute, who cheer, who 
object, protest, plead and remain silent. We don't end up richer. 
 
We need not impoverish ourselves. 
I am on my knees, before a dead infant and one who might be gone tomorrow; both never to return. I 
plead to those who have the power. There is nothing else I can do. 
 
Please see following Urgent Appeals: AHRC-UAU-042-2010; AHRC-UAU-041-2010; UA-207-2007, UP-
097-2007, UP-093-2007; Statements STM-003-2009 and STM-258-2008; and Press Release: PL-023-2007 
issued by the Asian Human Rights Commission regarding this matter. 
 
 
 
 

37. An Open Letter to the Sri Lankan Ambassador to Saudi Arabia  
November 2, 2010 
 
Document Type: Open Letter 
Document ID: AHRC-OLT-012-2010 
 

An Open Letter to His Excellency the Sri Lankan Ambassador to Saudi Arabia 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission has sent the following letter to His Excellency the Sri Lankan 
Ambassador to Saudi Arabia. We encourage others who are concerned with the life of Rizana Nafeek to 
communicate with the Ambassador and support him in order to achieve this objective. 
 
 
H.E. Mr. Ahmed A. Jawad,  
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Ambassador 
Embassy of Sri Lanka 
P. O. Box 94360,  
Riyadh 11693,  
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia  
 
Fax: +966 1 4608846 
Email: ahmedjawad2004@yahoo.comÂ  
 
Your Excellency, 
 
SRI LANKA: Open letter to the Ambassador in Saudi Arabia regarding the appeal for pardon for 
Rizana Nafeek 
 
As you are well aware the fate of Rizana Nafeek, the young Sri Lankan Muslim girl facing the death 
sentence is very much in your hands as the Ambassador for Sri Lanka, as you are on the ground there 
relating to this case. The lawyer who was arranged by your Embassy to represent Rizana for whom we paid 
the fees wrote to us last week stating thus: 
 
"..........we want to assure you that we are still doing our best in this case and are not sparing any effort, and 
this is being done in coordination with the Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi Arabia, with many concerned 
Saudi Arabian officials hoping to get the parents of the deceased to withdraw their claim. And when blood 
relatives accept to withdraw their claim, then her punishment will be cancelled. On the other hand, the 
Wali al Amar has the authority to cancel the punishment, knowing that such decision cannot be executed 
unless approved by Aali al Amar, which means that we can still contest this decision before the high 
authorities."  
 
According to this letter the lawyer has told us that they are working in "coordination with the Sri Lankan 
Embassy in Saudi Arabia, with many concerned Saudi Arabian officials hoping to get the parents of the 
deceased to withdraw their claim. And when blood relatives accept to withdraw their claim, then her 
punishment will be cancelled." However, a news item which appeared in a reputed web publication, the Sri 
Lanka Guardian yesterday quoting a source from your embassy gives an entirely different impression:  
 
When contacted he wanted us not to mention his name. He said, that it is not allowed according to Saudi 
custom to talk directly to the affected family, "as this country was not like America or Sri Lanka". 
 
The version given by this spokesman for your embassy vary with that of the statement of the lawyer to the 
effect that "in coordination with your embassy, efforts are being made to get the parents of the deceased to 
withdraw their claim". 
 
As the life of a young Sri Lankan citizen depends on the actions that you are able to take to successfully 
negotiate a pardon from the affected family, the statement made by your spokesman is quite disheartening. 
It is therefore the right of the Sri Lankan public to know from you the actual situation in this matter and 
the manner in which you are handling this most sensitive issue.  
 
We urge you to take the following steps immediately.  
 
1. To request assistance through your ministry from the Attorney General's Department to have the have 
the assistance of a senior counsel to discuss with the Saudi lawyers and take appropriate action to ensure 
that proper legal representation is made to the advisor to His Royal Highness the King of Saudi Arabia 
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who is looking into the issue of pardon that his Royal Highness is entitled to grant.  
2. With proper clearance from the ministry take the issue of negotiations with the family on the issue of 
their pardon and request from the Sri Lanka government whatever resources you need for achieving this 
objective. 
3. Ensure proper communication to the concerned persons including the family of Rizana Nafeek on the 
developments regarding this case candidly and in a spirit of accountability as required from a public servant 
representing the state.  
 
We assure you our continued support for this important work. We hope you will be able to prove your 
diplomatic skills in the handling of this important matter.  
 
Thank you. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Basil Fernando 
Director 
Policy & Programmes 
Asian Human Rights Commission, Hong Kong 
 
For further information on this case please see: 
 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: An Appeal to the Muslim World to save the life of Rizana Nafeek, a 
young innocent Sri Lankan girl facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2010statements/2902/  
 
(AHRC Forwarded Articles) SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Continuing appeal on behalf of Rizana 
Nafeek  
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2010statements/2908/ 

 
 
 
38. Continuing appeal on behalf  of  Rizana Nafeek  
 
November 1, 2010 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Article 
Document ID: AHRC-FAT-057-2010 
 
 
We are forwarding two articles which appeared in the Arab News.Com relating to Rizana Nafeek who is 
facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia. The first article is from a prominent citizen of  Saudi Arabia who 
makes an appeal for clemency based on a compassionate humanist perspective. The second is from a Sri 
Lankan presenting the case from a Sri Lankan perspective. Both point to the problems of  justice and the 
need for dealing with the issue based on an understanding of  the problems involved. 
  
Sri Lanka's Sunday Times also reported that Prince Charles the United Kingdom is also likely to write to 
the royalty in Saudi Arabia seeking clemency. 
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The people of  Rizana's home village offered prayers at the mosque and appealed to Allah the Almighty 
begging for mercy. 
  
We express our appreciation to all and urge more persons to appeal to His Royal Highness the King of  
Saudi Arabia and the family of  the deceased infant appealing for their understanding and to exercise their 
power of  pardon. 
  
We wish to share with you the following article from ARAB NEWS, written by ABDULATEEF AL-
MULHIM and SAFRA RAHUMAN respectively. 
  
Asian Human Rights Commission  
Hong Kong 
   
------------- 
  
An article from Arab News forwarded by the Asian Human Rights Commission 
  
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Continuing appeal on behalf  of  Rizana Nafeek  
By ABDULATEEF AL-MULHIM | ARAB NEWS 
  
Nafeek, the Sri Lankan maid, I never met 
  
When I first heard of  the death of  a Saudi infant at the hands of  a Sri Lankan maid named Rizana Nafeek 
about four years ago, I looked at the word "child abuse" and what it meant.  
 
I found out that "child abuse" could come in any form and shape. 
  
A child could be abused by a maid, a stranger or a family member. 
  
I felt so sorry for the parents of  the infant. And no matter how sorry I was and still am, there is no way 
that I could fathom their anger and grief. I hope they get over it. I write not as a Saudi siding with a Saudi 
but as a human being feeling terrible at the loss of  an innocent infant. And I do pray to Allah to give them 
comfort and the infant in heaven. 
  
Later on the tragedy became worse and the court found out that this poor Sri Lankan maid had to put an 
earlier birth date in her passport just to be able to travel and make whatever little money she could make to 
support her family. I cannot imagine how desperate she was to do something like this, but poverty can 
make you do anything. 
 
Of  course, I do not know the details of  the circumstances in which all this happened or the whole story. 
The Sri Lankan maid had spent a very short time in the Kingdom before the death of  the infant and 
because of  her young age, I am sure she had no experience whatsoever of  how to behave in a Saudi society 
or feed an infant. It takes a long time to be adjusted to a life in a different country and with a different 
family. I tasted homesickness when I was going to schools in the US even though I was living in the best 
places and I know this because at that time I did have two Indonesian maids, though my family never called 
them maids. We considered them part of  the family. And when they first came we gave them time to adjust 
and to overcome culture shocks and to get over the homesickness. 
  
When my wife and the two Indonesian ladies felt comfortable with each other and all parties knew how to 
communicate, then we gave them some responsibilities in the house. As for taking care of  infants, it is a 
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totally different story. Raising infants, children and teenagers is not a part-time job. It is a full-time job 
where you should be available at all hours of  the day. 
It is very important that the parents not only love their children, but enjoy being with them and enjoy 
raising them. 
   
Looking at this heart-breaking case with questions about the age of  the young maid and the very short 
time during which all this happened, I would like, as a very humble Saudi, to beg Custodian of  the Two 
Holy Mosques King Abdullah to give pardon to this very young and naive girl from Sri Lanka. Let her be 
free and return home to be reunited with her family. 
  
I would also ask the parents of  the dead infant to forgive this poor young girl of  whatever wrong she did. I 
really do express the deepest and sincere sympathy to you. I pray to Allah to give you comfort and reward 
you with heaven. 
As for the Sri Lanka Bureau of  Foreign Employment (SLBFE), it is very important to be more responsible 
in choosing people to work abroad. They should send the right people. They should also ensure that the 
workers selected possess duly authenticated documents to vouch for their personal details such as age and 
experience. 
 
â€" Abdulateef  Al-Mulhim, commodore (retired), Royal Saudi Navy, is based in Alkhobar. Al-Mulhim can 
be reached at: almulhimnavy@hotmail.com 
  
The original article can be found here: http://arabnews.com/opinion/columns/article176063.ece 
  
The sad plight of  a housemaid  
By SAFRA RAHUMAN, COLOMBO 
  
This is regarding your front-page news item (Oct. 25) about the Sri Lanka housemaid Rizana Nafeek. 
  
It's a shame that the Sri Lankan Embassy in Riyadh did nothing to help this wretched soul. She has been 
sitting in one of  the jail cells for three years and now she has been told that the Supreme Court in Riyadh 
has endorsed the death sentence given to her for murdering a Saudi infant in 2005. 
  
It is with many hopes that these poor women board the flight to the Middle East, leaving behind kith and 
kin, sometimes even little toddlers. Some get lucky, some get nails inched into them, some are left bruised 
and battered and some have acid poured into them by jealous "mamas" if  the maid happens to be young 
and good-looking. I met a badly disfigured maid on a flight, and when inquired told her pitiful tale. Most 
of  them are hardworking, and there's no one to speak on their behalf, embassy or no embassy. 
  
I was in the embassy premises myself  one day to hear desperate calls from maids from different homes. 
They were begging for the embassy's help to get away, only to be told by the officials to go to the police. 
Now how will these poor women who in the first place don't speak Arabic get into a cab and ask the driver 
to take them to the police station? This is assuming that they are able to leave the house undetected. There 
are instances when the police, after a patient hearing, call the "baba" and hand them back to be subjected 
to the fate they want to escape from. 
  
I'm glad the AHRC is involved in Nafeek's case. I hope Executive Director Basil Fernando will be able to 
appeal against this sentence on her behalf. Ironically it is noted that she "confessed" to killing the child. But 
the translator at the time was a non-Sri Lankan, who hardly spoke her tongue, and thus out of  sheer fear 
she confessed to whatever was written in the paper and signed her name. This can't be considered a willing 
confession. The fact that her age was forged and she was six years younger than was written on her travel 
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document should speak volumes for the poverty that forced her parents to let her seek employment 
through a recruiting agency whoâ€™d do anything for a quick buck. 
  
Another point needs to be clarified: How are these women who come to work as housemaids end up doing 
just about anything â€" chief  cook, bottle washer, doing laundry, caretaker for the elderly in the home and 
nanny. They don't have off  days. They have long hours of  work that means less sleep and less rest. Worse 
still, sometimes they are deprived of  their hard-earned wages as well. 
 In the West the word "au pair" has a different meaning, which sets about freedom and many liberties for 
the one employed in such a capacity. In fact, the terms and conditions they demand are met categorically. 
The Al-Othaibi household employed Nafeek as a housemaid. They paid the agency fee to acquire the 
services of  a maid to do just that. And then to ask the maid to be a nanny to an infant was itself  a crime. I 
would never entrust a four-month-old infant to just any maid in the house. In Saudi Arabia it is a common 
practice for the lady of  the house to entrust just about anything to a maid, from household chores to the 
care of  infants. And when the tables turn and the maid is found wanting all hell breaks loose. I have 
witnessed maids carrying babies, while the ladies shop. Sometimes the shopping spree goes on for hours 
on end. Are these women trained for such a task? No wonder some rebel and when they do, they invite the 
wrath of  the abusive "mama". 
  
Enough is enough. Let us stop condemning our poor helpless women to a life of  abuse and torture in 
foreign lands. Let us give our rural women more dignity and find for them other forms of  employment, 
even if  it doesnâ€™t pay well. 
  
Look at India for instance. It is the second largest populated country in the world, yet one does not see its 
women degraded in this manner and subjected to so much brutality. Their women stay put, making ends 
meet in their own land. And when they do venture out for employment abroad it is mostly in a professional 
capacity â€" in offices and hospitals and not in kitchens and bathrooms. 
 I hope justice prevails and clemency will be granted to Nafeek. For a few dollars she has already lost her 
youth and peace of  mind. 
  
This article originally published by the Arab News, which can be read at: 
http://www.allvoices.com/s/event-
7191379/aHR0cDovL2FyYWJuZXdzLmNvbS9vcGluaW9uL2xldHRlcnMvYXJ0aWNsZTE3NjA2NS5lY
2U= 
 
Please see following Urgent Appeals: AHRC-UAU-042-2010; AHRC-UAU-041-2010; UA-207-2007, UP-
097-2007, UP-093-2007; Statements STM-003-2009 and STM-258-2008; and Press Release: PL-023-2007 
issued by the Asian Human Rights Commission regarding this matter. 
 

 

39. Rizana Nafeek death sentence--concerns being expressed in Sri Lanka  

October 29, 2010 

Document Type: Urgent Appeal Update 
Document ID: AHRC-UAU-042-2010 

 

Dear Friends, 
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The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) have been informed of the concerns being expressed 
within Sri Lanka and outside on the issue of death sentence on Razina Nafeek. His Excellency the 
President of Sri Lanka made a special appeal to His Royal Highness the King of Saudi Arabia for granting 
of pardon to her. The Muslims in Sri Lanka is reported to be holding prayer sessions on behalf of her 
praying for a mercy towards her. Given the urgency of the matter we are reissuing our Urgent Appeal and 
request more persons to write to the Saudi authorities requesting pardon for Rizana on grounds stated 
below. 
 
We are reissuing this appeal due to this development.  
 
In our previous appeal (AHRC-UAU-041-2010) we mentioned that Rizana Nafeek, who went to Saudi 
Arabia as a maid when she was 17 years old and was sentenced to death by a Saudi court on the allegation 
that she had killed an infant of her employer. However, she completely denied the charges and explained 
that the death occurred as an accident by suffocation while she was bottle feeding the child. As a result of 
intervention by human rights organisations an appeal was filed on her behalf and the death sentence was 
set aside.  
 
A supreme body in Saudi referred the case back to the original court for reinvestigation. The court called 
for the person who took down her alleged confession. It was found that he was not a competent 
interpreter that carried out the translation and that it was someone who was, in fact, a sheep herder. The 
court issued summons for the person to be brought to the court for examination. It was then found that 
the person concerned was no longer in the country. Thereafter, the case was postponed for several years as 
the witness could not be located.  
 
The Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi Arabia has made statements from time to time stated that the embassy 
was closely following the case and was providing support to the young girl who was in prison. However, 
later it was almost impossible to get anyone to answer questions about the case from the Sri Lankan 
Embassy. Just yesterday, when the Embassy was contacted by an international press agency an Embassy 
spokesman stated that the case was still pending for consideration of pardon by the family.  
 
However, on the same day the Arab News announced that the court in Dawi Dami has confirmed the 
death sentence. The report by Arab News did not give any further details. 
 
The AHRC wrote to the High Commissioner for Human Rights to urgently intervene with the Saudi 
authorities for gaining pardon for the maid.  
 
We once again urge you to intervene urgently and write to His Royal Highness, King Abdullah bin Abdul 
Aziz Al Saud. For previous references to this case, please also see: STM-003-2009, STM-258-2008, UA-
207-2007, UP-097-2007, UP-093-2007; PL-023-2007, UG-004-2007.  
 
CASE DETAILS: 
 
The death sentence has been confirmed in the case of Rizana Nafeek. She was charged with strangling the 
4-month-old child of the family for whom she worked as a housemaid. She was legally allowed only 30 
days from the date of the court order to make her appeal. An appeal was made on her behalf by the 
intervention of human rights groups who paid for the lawyers and her death sentence was set aside 
pending appeal. 
 
Rizana Nafeek was born on February 4, 1988 and comes from a war-torn, impoverished village. Here, 
many families, including those of the Muslim community try to send their under aged children for 
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employment outside the country, as their breadwinners. Some employment agencies exploit the situation of 
the impoverished families to recruit under aged girls for employment. For that purpose they engage in 
obtaining passports by altering the dates of birth of these children to make it appear that they are older 
than they really are. In the case of Rizana Nafeek, the altered date, which is to be found in her passport 
now, is February 2, 1982. It was on the basis of this altered date that the employment agency fixed her 
employment in Saudi Arabia and she went there in May 2005. 
 
She went to work at the house of Mr. Naif Jiziyan Khalaf Al Otaibi whose wife had a new-born baby boy. 
A short time after she started working for this family she was assigned to bottle feed the infant who was by 
then four months old. Rizana Nafeek had no experience of any sort in caring for such a young infant. She 
was left alone when bottle feeding the child. While she was feeding the child the boy started choking, as so 
often happens to babies and Rizana Nafeek panicked and while shouting for help tried to sooth the child 
by feeling the chest, neck and face, doing whatever she could to help him. At her shouting the mother 
arrived but by that time the baby was either unconscious or dead. Unfortunately, misunderstanding the 
situation the family members treated the teenager very harshly and handed her over to the police, accusing 
her of strangling the baby. At the police station also, she was very harshly handled and did not have the 
help of a translator or anyone else to whom she could explain what had happened. She was made to sign a 
confession and later charges were filed in court of murder by strangulation. 
 
On her first appearance in court she was sternly warned by the police to repeat her confession, which she 
did. However, later she was able to talk to an interpreter who was sent by the Sri Lankan embassy and she 
explained in her own language the circumstances of what had happened as stated above. This version was 
also stated in court thereafter. 
 
According to reports, the judges who heard the case requested the father of the child to use his prerogative 
to pardon the young girl. However, the father refused to grant such pardon. On that basis the court 
sentenced her to death by beheading. This sentence was made on June 16, 2007. 
 
The said murder allegedly took place in February 2005 when Rizana Nafeek was only 17 years old. Sources 
said she had modified her age on her passport so that she could enter Saudi Arabia to work. Accordingly, 
she was still considered a minor by the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Child. 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  
Please write to His Royal Highness King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia seeking a 
pardon on behalf of Rizana Nafeek. 
 
------------------------------------------------------ 
 
SAMPLE LETTER 1 (to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia): 
 
Your Royal Highness, 
 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Young girl under death sentence needs clemency  
 
This is to plead for clemency for the life of Rizana Nafeek who death sentence has now been confirmed by 
the courts. 
 
I plead with you to grant clemency to Nafeek Rizana, a young migrant worker who was 17 years old when 
charged with alleged infanticide and sentenced to death by the High Court in Dawi Dami. 
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I trust that Your Excellency will understands that as both a migrant worker and a minor, Rizana would 
have been at best ill-prepared for trial, lacking both legal capability and necessary funds. Therefore, we 
desperately plead for Your Excellency to have mercy on Rizana and pardon her from the impending death 
penalty. 
 
Your Royal Highness has been quoted about human rights by a website "We regard human rights as a gift 
to mankind from the Creator, and not one gratuitously granted by one human being to another. Such 
human rights exist in the roots of every human civilization and are not a monopoly of one culture." 
 
As a believer in Your Excellency's goodness and the compassionate nature of Islam, I sincerely hope that 
Your Excellency will demonstrate mercy toward young Rizana and grant her clemency. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
_______________ 
 
PLEASE SEND YOUR LETTERS TO:  
 
1. King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud 
Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques 
Royal Court, Riyadh 
SAUDI ARABIA 
Fax: +966 1 403 1185 / +966 1 403 3614 
 
2. His Excellency 
Minister of Interior 
PO Box 2933 
Riyadh 11134 
SAUDI ARABIA 
Fax: + 966 1 403 1185 
 
------------------------------------------------------- 
 
SAMPLE LETTER 2 (to The Minister of Interior): 
 
Dear __________, 
 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Young girl under death sentence needs clemency  
 
I am writing to voice my deep concern regarding a young Sri Lankan migrant worker, Nafeek Rizana, who 
was sentenced to the death in Saudi Arabia for allegedly committing infanticide. I am aware that at the time 
of the said crime, Rizana was only 17 years old. The deadline for her appeal is imminent, 30 June 2007, but 
she cannot afford legal aid and the Sri Lanka government has yet to provide necessary legal and financial 
assistance. 
 
I am informed that Nafeek Rizana of Mutter, was charged with strangling the 4-month-old child of the 
family for whom she worked as a housemaid. At the time of the alleged crime, she was 17 years old, only a 
minor, according to the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child. Nevertheless, she has been 
sentenced to a beheading by the Daw Admi High Courts in Saudi Arabia on 30 May 2007. She was legally 
allowed only 30 days from the court decision date to appeal her case however it is reported that she is 
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unable to appeal to the court due to lack of fund. 
 
I am learned that the Sri Lankan Embassy has pointed out that she once plead guilty; however, in a latter 
statement she said that the employer had harassed her to make a confession and therefore, her forced 
confession may not be valid. Moreover, it was apparently the employer who had demanded that she receive 
the death sentence. Given these circumstances, there seems to be reasonable grounds for appeal. Even 
though the Sri Lankan Embassy has made an appeal to the Sri Lankan Foreign Employment Bureau for 
funding the appellate case, the funding has not come and the appeal deadline fast approaches. I believe it is 
the responsibility of the Sri Lankan government to come to the aid of its citizens, especially when they are 
abroad and thereby disadvantaged. 
 
Most emphatically, I plead with you to hastily request the King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi 
Arabia to pardon the death sentence of Nafeek Rizana, especially given that she committed the alleged 
crime when she was only a child. As you well know, the death penalty cannot be reconciled with today's 
international human rights standards. The statement also calls for a "moratorium" on the use of the death 
penalty. 
 
I urge you to intervene in a swift and sincere manner on the behalf of young Rizana. Surely, she would not 
have received such a harsh and inhuman sentence if she were tried in her country. I also urge you to 
directly contact to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia and plead to exercise mercy and 
grant clemency to Nafeek Rizana. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Thank you. 
 
Urgent Appeals Programme 
Asian Human Rights Commission (ua@ahrc.asia) 

 
 

40. Prayers being offered by Muslims in Sri Lanka for Rizana Nafeek, a young 
innocent Sri Lankan girl facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia -- a reissue of 
the appeal to the Muslim world for compassionate intervention  

October 29, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-214-2010 

 

A prominent Muslim leader in Sri Lanka was reported today to have announced that prayers will be offered 
at the Mosque in Sri Lanka on behalf of Rizana Nafeek, a young girl who is facing the death sentence in 
Saudi Arabia. Her case is now before an advisor to the King for consideration of granting a pardon for her. 
His Excellency the President of Sri Lanka has already written to His Royal Highness the King of Saudi 
Arabia, the Guardian of the Two Mosques, to consider granting a pardon to Rizana.  
 
As we have reported earlier the case concerned the accidental death of an infant while being bottle fed by 
Rizana immediately after her arrival from Sri Lanka. She was 17-years-old at the time. All the circumstances 
point to an accidental death where there was no intention of any sort to harm the baby. Rizana as a 17-
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year-old girl is also protected by international law from capital punishment due to her age. Her life now 
depends on the mercy of His Royal Highness the King or the pardon by the parents of the deceased infant.  
 
We reproduce below the appeal made earlier to the Muslim world to intervene on her behalf on 
compassionate grounds.  
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission earnestly requests the kind intervention of all persons of the 
Muslim faith to kindly intervene to save the life of an innocent Sri Lankan girl who went to Saudi Arabia 
when she was only 17-years-old and almost less than a month after her arrival faced the unfortunate 
situation when an infant she was bottle feeding choked and due to her inexperience she was unable to save 
the infant's life. This was unfortunately misunderstood as an intentional act and she was charged in a court 
and sentenced to death by beheading in 2007. Due to appeal filed on her behalf the execution was 
suspended and the Supreme Council, after considering the case, referred the matter for further clarification 
to the original court. Last week the original court reconfirmed the former verdict due to a confession she is 
supposed to have made at a police station which she retracted in court as it had been obtained under 
pressure and without any translation.  
 
The young girl who came from a remote part of Sri Lanka due to the dire poverty of her family had not 
experience of nursing an infant and it is not disputed that the death occurred while she was bottle feeding 
the infant. There was no evidence at any stage that she had any dispute with the family or had any attention 
to deliberately harm the child.  
 
She has already been in jail for five years as the incident happened in 2005 for an unfortunate accident. The 
Saudi Arabian lawyers who have been handling the case on her behalf at the appeal stage has written the 
following description of the present situation. 

"With respect, we inform you that the Supreme Court has upheld the decision of death penalty in the case 
of our client, Miss Rizana Nafeek. And this occurred after the case has been discussed many times in the 
appellate bench and Supreme Court in answer to some observations concerning the translator who 
translated my client's words, considering him as an illegal translator, and after verification of the accused's 
own confession on which the court decision was based. Now, this case will be sent to the higher 
authorities and council of ministers for approval or it may be reviewed by the Wali al Amar.  
 
On the other hand, we want to assure you that we are still doing our best in this case and are not sparing 
any effort, and this is being done in coordination with the Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi Arabia, with many 
concerned Saudi Arabian officials hoping to get the parents of the deceased to withdraw their claim. And 
when blood relatives accept to withdraw their claim, then her punishment will be cancelled. On the other 
hand, the Wali al Amar has the authority to cancel the punishment, knowing that such decision cannot be 
executed unless approved by Aali al Amar, which means that we can still contest this decision before the 
high authorities." 

The Asian Human Rights Commission also understands that His Excellency the President of Sri Lanka has 
written to His Royal Highness the King of Saudi Arabia asking him to grant pardon to this young, 
inexperienced girl.  
 
We urge your intervention because this is a clear case where the tragedy that has happened has been 
misunderstood as a crime. Further the girl involved was only 17 years-old at the time and has already 
served five years in prison relating to this incident. There is all the justification for compassionate 
intervention on behalf of this young girl to save her life.  
 
On an earlier occasion we made an appeal to all Muslim scholars to consider the facts in this case and to 
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intervene on her behalf. We reproduce below this initial appeal. We hope that in a spirit of good will and 
compassion that marks the great religion of Islam you will intervene with His Royal Highness the King as 
well as the family of the infant who unfortunately faced this tragedy to pardon Rizana Nafeek.  
 
Basil Fernando  
Director  
Policy & Programmes  
 
 
WORLD: AHRC requests the assistance of Muslim scholars on the following questions  
July 20, 2007  
 
A Statement by the Asian Human Rights Commission  
 
WORLD: AHRC requests the assistance of Muslim scholars on the following questions  
 
(This is related to the Asian Human Rights Commission's original appeal -- WORLD: An appeal to Muslim 
scholars throughout the world which may be found at: 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1111/)  
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission is very much encouraged by the responses to its appeal to the 
Muslim scholars on July 9, 2007 on the issues relating to Rizana Nafeek's case.  
 
We are also very much encouraged by the many appeals made on her behalf on the basis of compassionate 
understanding.  
 
As the Asian Human Rights Commission is mostly familiar with the operation of Common and Civil Law 
systems and as there are many issues that need to be understood about the operation of Islamic laws 
regarding some fundamental aspects of the case, we request the assistance of the Muslim scholars to kindly 
consider the following issues we have raised and to inform us about their view on these issues. This will 
help a number of persons who are studying these matters in relation to this particular case as well as to 
other cases. These issues are also of general interest.  
 
You may send your responses to the Asian Human Rights Commission which will share them with persons 
who are studying these issues.  
 
The issues of particular importance to us are as follows: 

a. How would the issue of complaints of the use of various methods of causing duress to obtain a 
confession be examined in a court in Saudi Arabia? Both in Common and Civil Law such a complaint 
would be separately examined by the judges. If the court was satisfied that the complaint is true it will not 
attach any importance to the confession. The court will decide the case on the basis of whatever other 
evidence is available.  
 
b. How would a Saudi Arabian court treat new information which could have a significant influence on 
understanding the issues relating to the case? For example, if it is revealed that the actual age of the accused 
is 17 and not 24 as originally claimed, would the court reexamine its verdict taking into consideration 
whatever implications that arise from this new information.  
 
c. How would a Saudi Arabian court examine the issue of mens rea or the mental element in crime? Both 
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in Common and Civil Law intention to cause the crime is an essential ingredient of the crime itself. There 
is extremely sophisticated jurisprudence on this issue. I am sure in the centuries of practice of Islamic Law 
this would have received serious consideration.  
 
d. A further issue of concern is the manner in which guilt is determined and the proportionality of the 
punishment is measured. Again, in both Common and Civil Law there has been centuries of debate on 
these matters and some basic principles have become part of the common practice of all courts.  
 
e. What importance would a Saudi Arabian appeals court attach to the absence of legal representation at 
the stage of the trial? It is now common practice both under Common and Civil Law to consider the issue 
of legal representation, particularly in cases carrying serious sentences such as the death penalty as a very 
essential aspect of a fair trial. A Common or Civil Law appeal court may set aside the decision of a trial 
court if it is found that there had been no legal representation for the accused. More and more the courts 
are also recognising that even if there had been legal representation, if such representation was inadequate, 
for example, if the Lawyer was palpably incompetent, that it is a strong ground to allow an appeal. How are 
such matters considered within the Saudi Arabian legal system?  
 
f. How does a Saudi Arabian trial or appeal court consider the issue of persons who are aliens to the 
country, who are unfamiliar with the culture, laws and legal practices of the country of residence? In both 
Common and Civil Law jurisdiction it is now a recognised duty to deal with such disability on the part of 
aliens and to provide services which enable them to participate in the trial process with full comprehension 
and dignity. The failures in this regard would be considered as a flaw in the trial giving rise to a reasonable 
ground for appeal. 

These and several other matters of principle are of much interest to us and we would very much like to be 
able to have a discussion on these matters with the learned professionals.  
 
Your responses are most welcome.  
 
For further information please also see:  
 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Death sentence on Rizana Nafeek confirmed 
http://www.ahrchk.net/ua/mainfile.php/2010/3589/  

 
 
 
41. An Appeal to the Muslim World to save the life of  Rizana Nafeek, a young 

innocent Sri Lankan girl facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia  
 
October 27, 2010 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-212-2010 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission earnestly requests the kind intervention of  all persons of  the 
Muslim faith to kindly intervene to save the life of  an innocent Sri Lankan girl who went to Saudi Arabia 
when she was only 17-years-old and almost less than a month after her arrival faced the unfortunate 
situation when an infant she was bottle feeding choked and due to her inexperience she was unable to save 
the infant's life. This was unfortunately misunderstood as an intentional act and she was charged in a court 
and sentenced to death by beheading in 2007. Due to appeal filed on her behalf  the execution was 
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suspended and the Supreme Council, after considering the case, referred the matter for further clarification 
to the original court. Last week the original court reconfirmed the former verdict due to a confession she is 
supposed to have made at a police station which she retracted in court as it had been obtained under 
pressure and without any translation.  
 
The young girl who came from a remote part of  Sri Lanka due to the dire poverty of  her family had not 
experience of  nursing an infant and it is not disputed that the death occurred while she was bottle feeding 
the infant. There was no evidence at any stage that she had any dispute with the family or had any attention 
to deliberately harm the child.  
 
She has already been in jail for five years as the incident happened in 2005 for an unfortunate accident. The 
Saudi Arabian lawyers who have been handling the case on her behalf  at the appeal stage has written the 
following description of  the present situation. 
  
 
"With respect, we inform you that the Supreme Court has upheld the decision of  death penalty in the case 
of  our client, Miss Rizana Nafeek. And this occurred after the case has been discussed many times in the 
appellate bench and Supreme Court in answer to some observations concerning the translator who 
translated my client's words, considering him as an illegal translator, and after verification of  the accused's 
own confession on which the court decision was based. Now, this case will be sent to the higher authorities 
and council of  ministers for approval or it may be reviewed by the Wali al Amar.  
 
On the other hand, we want to assure you that we are still doing our best in this case and are not sparing 
any effort, and this is being done in coordination with the Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi Arabia, with many 
concerned Saudi Arabian officials hoping to get the parents of  the deceased to withdraw their claim. And 
when blood relatives accept to withdraw their claim, then her punishment will be cancelled. On the other 
hand, the Wali al Amar has the authority to cancel the punishment, knowing that such decision cannot be 
executed unless approved by Aali al Amar, which means that we can still contest this decision before the 
high authorities." 
  
The Asian Human Rights Commission also understands that His Excellency the President of  Sri Lanka has 
written to His Royal Highness the King of  Saudi Arabia asking him to grant pardon to this young, 
inexperienced girl.  
 
We urge your intervention because this is a clear case where the tragedy that has happened has been 
misunderstood as a crime. Further the girl involved was only 17 years-old at the time and has already 
served five years in prison relating to this incident. There is all the justification for compassionate 
intervention on behalf  of  this young girl to save her life.  
 
On an earlier occasion we made an appeal to all Muslim scholars to consider the facts in this case and to 
intervene on her behalf. We reproduce below this initial appeal. We hope that in a spirit of  good will and 
compassion that marks the great religion of  Islam you will intervene with His Royal Highness the King as 
well as the family of  the infant who unfortunately faced this tragedy to pardon Rizana Nafeek.  
 
Basil Fernando  
Director  
Policy & Programmes 
  
 
WORLD: AHRC requests the assistance of  Muslim scholars on the following questions 
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July 20, 2007  
 
A Statement by the Asian Human Rights Commission  
 
WORLD: AHRC requests the assistance of  Muslim scholars on the following questions  
 
(This is related to the Asian Human Rights Commission's original appeal – WORLD: An appeal to Muslim 
scholars throughout the world which may be found at: 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1111/)   
 
 The Asian Human Rights Commission is very much encouraged by the responses to its appeal to the 
Muslim scholars on July 9, 2007 on the issues relating to Rizana Nafeek's case.  
 
We are also very much encouraged by the many appeals made on her behalf  on the basis of  compassionate 
understanding.  
 
As the Asian Human Rights Commission is mostly familiar with the operation of  Common and Civil Law 
systems and as there are many issues that need to be understood about the operation of  Islamic laws 
regarding some fundamental aspects of  the case, we request the assistance of  the Muslim scholars to 
kindly consider the following issues we have raised and to inform us about their view on these issues. This 
will help a number of  persons who are studying these matters in relation to this particular case as well as to 
other cases. These issues are also of  general interest.  
 
You may send your responses to the Asian Human Rights Commission which will share them with persons 
who are studying these issues.  
 
The issues of  particular importance to us are as follows: 
  
 
a. How would the issue of  complaints of  the use of  various methods of  causing duress to obtain a 
confession be examined in a court in Saudi Arabia? Both in Common and Civil Law such a complaint 
would be separately examined by the judges. If  the court was satisfied that the complaint is true it will not 
attach any importance to the confession. The court will decide the case on the basis of  whatever other 
evidence is available.  
 
b. How would a Saudi Arabian court treat new information which could have a significant influence on 
understanding the issues relating to the case? For example, if  it is revealed that the actual age of  the 
accused is 17 and not 24 as originally claimed, would the court reexamine its verdict taking into 
consideration whatever implications that arise from this new information.  
 
c. How would a Saudi Arabian court examine the issue of  mens rea or the mental element in crime? Both 
in Common and Civil Law intention to cause the crime is an essential ingredient of  the crime itself. There 
is extremely sophisticated jurisprudence on this issue. I am sure in the centuries of  practice of  Islamic Law 
this would have received serious consideration.  
 
d. A further issue of  concern is the manner in which guilt is determined and the proportionality of  the 
punishment is measured. Again, in both Common and Civil Law there has been centuries of  debate on 
these matters and some basic principles have become part of  the common practice of  all courts.  
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e. What importance would a Saudi Arabian appeals court attach to the absence of  legal representation at 
the stage of  the trial? It is now common practice both under Common and Civil Law to consider the issue 
of  legal representation, particularly in cases carrying serious sentences such as the death penalty as a very 
essential aspect of  a fair trial. A Common or Civil Law appeal court may set aside the decision of  a trial 
court if  it is found that there had been no legal representation for the accused. More and more the courts 
are also recognising that even if  there had been legal representation, if  such representation was inadequate, 
for example, if  the Lawyer was palpably incompetent, that it is a strong ground to allow an appeal. How 
are such matters considered within the Saudi Arabian legal system?  
 
f. How does a Saudi Arabian trial or appeal court consider the issue of  persons who are aliens to the 
country, who are unfamiliar with the culture, laws and legal practices of  the country of  residence? In both 
Common and Civil Law jurisdiction it is now a recognised duty to deal with such disability on the part of  
aliens and to provide services which enable them to participate in the trial process with full comprehension 
and dignity. The failures in this regard would be considered as a flaw in the trial giving rise to a reasonable 
ground for appeal. 
  
These and several other matters of  principle are of  much interest to us and we would very much like to be 
able to have a discussion on these matters with the learned professionals.  
 
Your responses are most welcome.  
 
For further information please also see:  
 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Death sentence on Rizana Nafeek confirmed  
 
 
42. Rizana Nafeek -- Death Sentence confirmed  
 
October 26, 2010 
 
Document Type: Open Letter 
Document ID: AHRC-OLT-011-2010 
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE  
October 26, 2010  
AHRC-OLT-011-2010 
  
An Open Letter to President Mahinda Rajapakse  
 
Mr. Mahinda Rajapakse  
President  
Socialist Democratic Republic of  Sri Lanka  
C/- Office of  the President  
Temple Trees  
150, Galle Road  
Colombo 3  
SRI LANKA  
 
Fax: +94 11 2472100 / +94 11 2446657  
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secretary@presidentsoffice.lk 
  
Your Excellency, 
  
SRI LANKA: Rizana Nafeek -- Death Sentence confirmed  
 
I am writing this to request your intervention to save the life of  a young Sri Lankan Muslim girl, a migrant 
worker who is facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia. The case is well known to you and, in fact, you 
have in the past discussed this case with Sri Lankan Embassy personnel in Saudi Arabia and one of  your 
ministers was also sent to that country to intervene in her case. The matter has been brought to you notice 
since 2007.  
 
As you are aware an appeal was made on her behalf  for which the lawyer's fee was paid by human rights 
organisations and the Embassy personnel arranged the lawyers. After the appeal the Embassy personnel 
informed that they were following up the case before the courts. The appeal was pending for a long time as 
the sole witness who allegedly took the confession from the then 17-year-old Rizana Nafeek was missing. 
To our knowledge the court was unable to locate him. However, the Arab News Agency reported today 
that the court had confirmed her death sentence.  
 
It is disconcerting to note that the officers of  the Ministry of  External Affairs and the officers of  the 
Embassy in Riyadh kept the confirmation of  Rizana's death sentence a secret and made no public 
disclosure on the matter. Had it not been for the accidental visit by a concerned person who discovered the 
confirmation the whole matter may have remained secret and the unfortunate girl may have suffered the 
ultimate punishment before anyone, including her family, knew of  it. I earnestly request you to also look 
into this aspect of  the matter.  
 
As you are well aware a death sentence by beheading can be carried out in Saudi Arabia quite quickly. Now 
the saving of  the life of  this young girl depends on the speedy pardon by His Royal Highness The King. 
There cannot be any quicker way of  doing this than your own direct intervention as the head of  state of  
Sri Lanka with His Royal Highness. King Abdulla has been quoted in his official website as saying, "We 
regard human rights as a gift to mankind from the Creator, and not one gratuitously granted by one human 
being to another. Such human rights exist in the roots of  every human civilization and are not a monopoly 
of  one culture."As this case if  obviously not made on the basis of  any guilt on the part of  this then 17-
year-old girl who was merely trying to feed a child who suffocated due to her inexperience, your 
intervention is needed and is well justified."  
 
I sincerely hope you will personally intervene and do your utmost to save the life of  this young Muslim girl 
who went to work in a foreign country because of  dire poverty. If  the death sentence is to be executed 
your government will be justly held responsible for this unjustifiable death which could have been avoided 
if  the government provided the protection she deserved as a citizen as well as a young migrant worker 
working in an environment where justice is limited.  
 
Thank you.  
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
Basil Fernando  
Director  
Policy & Programmes  
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The details are as follows:  
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) draws your attention to the appeal made in 2007 into the 
case of  Rizana Nafeek, who went to Saudi Arabia as a maid when she was 17 years old and who was 
sentenced to death by a Saudi court on the allegation that she had killed an infant of  her employer. 
However, she completely denied the charges and explained that the death occurred as an accident by 
suffocation while she was bottle feeding the child. As a result of  intervention by human rights 
organisations an appeal was filed on her behalf  and the death sentence was set aside.  
 
A supreme body in Saudi referred the case back to the original court for reinvestigation. The court called 
for the person who took down her alleged confession. It was found that he was not a competent 
interpreter that carried out the translation and that it was someone who was, in fact, a sheep herder. The 
court issued summons for the person to be brought to the court for examination. It was then found that 
the person concerned was no longer in the country. Thereafter, the case was postponed for several years as 
the witness could not be located.  
 
The Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi Arabia has made statements from time to time stated that the embassy 
was closely following the case and was providing support to the young girl who was in prison. However, 
later it was almost impossible to get anyone to answer questions about the case from the Sri Lankan 
Embassy. Just yesterday, when the Embassy was contacted by an international press agency an Embassy 
spokesman stated that the case was still pending for consideration of  pardon by the family.  
 
However, on the same day the Arab News announced that the court in Dawi Dami has confirmed the 
death sentence. The report by Arab News did not give any further details.  
 
The AHRC wrote to the High Commissioner for Human Rights to urgently intervene with the Saudi 
authorities for gaining pardon for the maid.  
 
We once again urge you to intervene urgently and write to His Royal Highness, King Abdullah bin Abdul 
Aziz Al Saud.  
 
DETAILED INFORMATION:  
 
The death sentence has been confirmed in the case of  Rizana Nafeek. She was charged with strangling the 
4-month-old child of  the family for whom she worked as a housemaid. She was legally allowed only 30 
days from the date of  the court order to make her appeal. An appeal was made on her behalf  by the 
intervention of  human rights groups who paid for the lawyers and her death sentence was set aside 
pending appeal. 
  
Rizana Nafeek was born on February 4, 1988 and comes from a war-torn, impoverished village. Here, 
many families, including those of  the Muslim community try to send their under aged children for 
employment outside the country, as their breadwinners. Some employment agencies exploit the situation of  
the impoverished families to recruit under aged girls for employment. For that purpose they engage in 
obtaining passports by altering the dates of  birth of  these children to make it appear that they are older 
than they really are. In the case of  Rizana Nafeek, the altered date, which is to be found in her passport 
now, is February 2, 1982. It was on the basis of  this altered date that the employment agency fixed her 
employment in Saudi Arabia and she went there in May 2005. 
  
She went to work at the house of  Mr. Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al Otaibi whose wife had a new-born baby boy. 
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A short time after she started working for this family she was assigned to bottle feed the infant who was by 
then four months old. Rizana Nafeek had no experience of  any sort in caring for such a young infant. She 
was left alone when bottle feeding the child. While she was feeding the child the boy started choking, as so 
often happens to babies and Rizana Nafeek panicked and while shouting for help tried to sooth the child 
by feeling the chest, neck and face, doing whatever she could to help him. At her shouting the mother 
arrived but by that time the baby was either unconscious or dead. Unfortunately, misunderstanding the 
situation the family members treated the teenager very harshly and handed her over to the police, accusing 
her of  strangling the baby. At the police station also, she was very harshly handled and did not have the 
help of  a translator or anyone else to whom she could explain what had happened. She was made to sign a 
confession and later charges were filed in court of  murder by strangulation. 
  
On her first appearance in court she was sternly warned by the police to repeat her confession, which she 
did. However, later she was able to talk to an interpreter who was sent by the Sri Lankan embassy and she 
explained in her own language the circumstances of  what had happened as stated above. This version was 
also stated in court thereafter. 
  
According to reports, the judges who heard the case requested the father of  the child to use his prerogative 
to pardon the young girl. However, the father refused to grant such pardon. On that basis the court 
sentenced her to death by beheading. This sentence was made on June 16, 2007. 
  
The said murder allegedly took place in February 2005 when Rizana Nafeek was only 17 years old. Sources 
said she had modified her age on her passport so that she could enter Saudi Arabia to work. Accordingly, 
she was still considered a minor by the United Nations Convention on the Rights of  Child. 
 
 
 
43. Death sentence on Rizana Nafeek confirmed  
 
October 26, 2010 
(Hong Kong, October 26, 2010)  
 
Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PRL-022-2010 
 
 
The death sentence of  Rizana Nafeek has been confirmed and her case is now before an advisor to his 
Royal Highness the King who has the power to pardon her. There is good reason to grant her a pardon as 
no real crime is involved when a 17 year-old girl with no experience has to bottle feed an infant and as a 
result there is an accident by way of  the infant choking. At the initial stages of  the case the accused young 
girl did not have legal representation or any assistance from her Embassy and did not even have a proper 
translation of  what was going on. This tragedy which has been taken up as a crime should not lead to 
another tragedy of  a young girl being beheaded for no crime at all.  
 
In order to assist in this campaign the AHRC has created several outlets for information; kindly see the 
following: 
  
(AHRC Open Letter) SRI LANKA: Rizana Nafeek -- Death Sentence confirmed  
  
UPDATE (Saudi Arabia/Sri Lanka): Death sentence on Rizana Nafeek confirmed  
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To explain the matter more clearly there are two short YouTube presentations which can be seen at: 
  
Sinhalese: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2fC0uKD2oAA 
   
English: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1Q3HXmTBig4 
   
Kindly join the campaign and participate in requesting the King and the family of  the deceased infant to 
forgive and pardon Rizana Nafeek 
  
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

44. Death sentence on Rizana Nafeek confirmed 

 
October 26, 2010 
 
Document Type: Urgent Appeal Update 
Document ID: AHRC-UAU-041-2010 
 

Dear friends, 

The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) draws your attention to the appeal made in 2007 into the 
case of Rizana Nafeek, who went to Saudi Arabia as a maid when she was 17 years old and who was 
sentenced to death by a Saudi court on the allegation that she had killed an infant of her employer. 
However, she completely denied the charges and explained that the death occurred as an accident by 
suffocation while she was bottle feeding the child. As a result of intervention by human rights 
organisations an appeal was filed on her behalf and the death sentence was set aside.  

A supreme body in Saudi referred the case back to the original court for reinvestigation. The court called 
for the person who took down her alleged confession. It was found that he was not a competent 
interpreter that carried out the translation and that it was someone who was, in fact, a sheep herder. The 
court issued summons for the person to be brought to the court for examination. It was then found that 
the person concerned was no longer in the country. Thereafter, the case was postponed for several years as 
the witness could not be located.  

The Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi Arabia has made statements from time to time stated that the embassy 
was closely following the case and was providing support to the young girl who was in prison. However, 
later it was almost impossible to get anyone to answer questions about the case from the Sri Lankan 
Embassy. Just yesterday, when the Embassy was contacted by an international press agency an Embassy 
spokesman stated that the case was still pending for consideration of pardon by the family.  

However, on the same day the Arab News announced that the court in Dawi Dami has confirmed the 
death sentence. The report by Arab News did not give any further details.  

The AHRC wrote to the High Commissioner for Human Rights to urgently intervene with the Saudi 
authorities for gaining pardon for the maid.  

We once again urge you to intervene urgently and write to His Royal Highness, King Abdullah bin Abdul 
Aziz Al Saud.  
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For previous references to this case, please see:  

STM-003-2009, STM-258-2008, UA-207-2007, UP-097-2007, UP-093-2007; PL-023-2007, UG-004-
2007. 

 

CASE DETAILS: 

The death sentence has been confirmed in the case of Rizana Nafeek. She was charged with strangling the 
4-month-old child of the family for whom she worked as a housemaid. She was legally allowed only 30 
days from the date of the court order to make her appeal. An appeal was made on her behalf by the 
intervention of human rights groups who paid for the lawyers and her death sentence was set aside 
pending appeal. 

Rizana Nafeek was born on February 4, 1988 and comes from a war-torn, impoverished village. Here, 
many families, including those of the Muslim community try to send their under aged children for 
employment outside the country, as their breadwinners. Some employment agencies exploit the situation of 
the impoverished families to recruit under aged girls for employment. For that purpose they engage in 
obtaining passports by altering the dates of birth of these children to make it appear that they are older 
than they really are. In the case of Rizana Nafeek, the altered date, which is to be found in her passport 
now, is February 2, 1982. It was on the basis of this altered date that the employment agency fixed her 
employment in Saudi Arabia and she went there in May 2005. 

She went to work at the house of Mr. Naif Jiziyan Khalaf Al Otaibi whose wife had a new-born baby boy. 
A short time after she started working for this family she was assigned to bottle feed the infant who was by 
then four months old. Rizana Nafeek had no experience of any sort in caring for such a young infant. She 
was left alone when bottle feeding the child. While she was feeding the child the boy started choking, as so 
often happens to babies and Rizana Nafeek panicked and while shouting for help tried to sooth the child 
by feeling the chest, neck and face, doing whatever she could to help him. At her shouting the mother 
arrived but by that time the baby was either unconscious or dead. Unfortunately, misunderstanding the 
situation the family members treated the teenager very harshly and handed her over to the police, accusing 
her of strangling the baby. At the police station also, she was very harshly handled and did not have the 
help of a translator or anyone else to whom she could explain what had happened. She was made to sign a 
confession and later charges were filed in court of murder by strangulation. 

On her first appearance in court she was sternly warned by the police to repeat her confession, which she 
did. However, later she was able to talk to an interpreter who was sent by the Sri Lankan embassy and she 
explained in her own language the circumstances of what had happened as stated above. This version was 
also stated in court thereafter. 

According to reports, the judges who heard the case requested the father of the child to use his prerogative 
to pardon the young girl. However, the father refused to grant such pardon. On that basis the court 
sentenced her to death by beheading. This sentence was made on June 16, 2007. 

The said murder allegedly took place in February 2005 when Rizana Nafeek was only 17 years old. Sources 
said she had modified her age on her passport so that she could enter Saudi Arabia to work. Accordingly, 
she was still considered a minor by the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Child. 

SUGGESTED ACTION: 
Please write to His Royal Highness King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia seeking a 
pardon on behalf of Rizana Nafeek. 
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------------------------------------------------------ 

SAMPLE LETTER 1 (to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia): 

Your Royal Highness, 

SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Young girl under death sentence needs clemency  

This is to plead for clemency for the life of Rizana Nafeek who death sentence has now been confirmed by 
the courts. 

I plead with you to grant clemency to Nafeek Rizana, a young migrant worker who was 17 years old when 
charged with alleged infanticide and sentenced to death by the High Court in Dawi Dami. 

I trust that Your Excellency will understands that as both a migrant worker and a minor, Rizana would 
have been at best ill-prepared for trial, lacking both legal capability and necessary funds. Therefore, we 
desperately plead for Your Excellency to have mercy on Rizana and pardon her from the impending death 
penalty. 

Your Royal Highness has been quoted about human rights by a website "We regard human rights as a gift 
to mankind from the Creator, and not one gratuitously granted by one human being to another. Such 
human rights exist in the roots of every human civilization and are not a monopoly of one culture." 

As a believer in Your Excellency's goodness and the compassionate nature of Islam, I sincerely hope that 
Your Excellency will demonstrate mercy toward young Rizana and grant her clemency. 

Yours sincerely, 

_______________ 

PLEASE SEND YOUR LETTERS TO: 

1. King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud 
Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques 
Royal Court, Riyadh 
SAUDI ARABIA  
Fax: +966 1 403 1185 / +966 1 403 3614 

2. His Excellency 
Minister of Interior 
PO Box 2933 
Riyadh 11134 
SAUDI ARABIA  
Fax: + 966 1 403 1185 

------------------------------------------------------- 

SAMPLE LETTER 2 (to The Minister of Interior): 

Dear __________, 

SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Young girl under death sentence needs clemency 
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I am writing to voice my deep concern regarding a young Sri Lankan migrant worker, Nafeek Rizana, who 
was sentenced to the death in Saudi Arabia for allegedly committing infanticide. I am aware that at the time 
of the said crime, Rizana was only 17 years old. The deadline for her appeal is imminent, 30 June 2007, but 
she cannot afford legal aid and the Sri Lanka government has yet to provide necessary legal and financial 
assistance. 

I am informed that Nafeek Rizana of Mutter, was charged with strangling the 4-month-old child of the 
family for whom she worked as a housemaid. At the time of the alleged crime, she was 17 years old, only a 
minor, according to the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child. Nevertheless, she has been 
sentenced to a beheading by the Daw Admi High Courts in Saudi Arabia on 30 May 2007. She was legally 
allowed only 30 days from the court decision date to appeal her case however it is reported that she is 
unable to appeal to the court due to lack of fund. 

I am learned that the Sri Lankan Embassy has pointed out that she once plead guilty; however, in a latter 
statement she said that the employer had harassed her to make a confession and therefore, her forced 
confession may not be valid. Moreover, it was apparently the employer who had demanded that she receive 
the death sentence. Given these circumstances, there seems to be reasonable grounds for appeal. Even 
though the Sri Lankan Embassy has made an appeal to the Sri Lankan Foreign Employment Bureau for 
funding the appellate case, the funding has not come and the appeal deadline fast approaches. I believe it is 
the responsibility of the Sri Lankan government to come to the aid of its citizens, especially when they are 
abroad and thereby disadvantaged. 

Most emphatically, I plead with you to hastily request the King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi 
Arabia to pardon the death sentence of Nafeek Rizana, especially given that she committed the alleged 
crime when she was only a child. As you well know, the death penalty cannot be reconciled with today's 
international human rights standards. The statement also calls for a "moratorium" on the use of the death 
penalty. 

I urge you to intervene in a swift and sincere manner on the behalf of young Rizana. Surely, she would not 
have received such a harsh and inhuman sentence if she were tried in her country. I also urge you to 
directly contact to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia and plead to exercise mercy and 
grant clemency to Nafeek Rizana. 

Yours sincerely, 

 
 
45. Rizana Nafeek stated to court that her confession had been taken under duress  
 
October 19, 2009 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-218-2009 
 
According to a report appearing in the Arab News today Rizana Nafeek, who appealed against judgment 
of  a Saudi court that condemned her to death by beheading, gave a statement to the court hearing the 
appeal that her confession had been taken after torture by the police. We reproduce the full article below: 
 
Monday 19 October 2009 (01 Dhul Qa`dah 1430)  
 
I confessed under duress: Lankan maid  
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Mohammad Rasooldeen I Arab News --  
 
RIYADH: Rizana Nafeek, the Sri Lankan maid, who has been in jail for the past four years for allegedly 
killing a Saudi infant in 2005, told a court on Sunday that her first confession was made under duress and 
as a result of  a physical assault.  
 
Nafeek made this statement before a three-member bench headed by Chief  Justice Abdullah Al-Rosaimi at 
a court in Dawadmi. Her statement in court was translated by Abdul Kareem, an Indian electrician who 
acted as her interpreter on Sunday.  
 
Nafeek told the court that she was assaulted and was forced to confess since she feared for her life. Khateb 
Al-Shammary, Nafeek's lawyer, said that the bench would forward the results of  its deliberations to the 
high court in Riyadh which would in turn decide the next course of  action.  
 
For Sunday's hearing, the police investigating officer, the local religious police and Nafeek were summoned 
for questioning. The father of  the deceased infant, Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-Otaibi, who has regularly 
appeared, was not summoned to court on Sunday. Having recorded Nafeek's statement, the judge also took 
a statement from police investigating officer who was present in court.  
 
On recording the statement from the police officer, the judge ordered the police to produce two witnesses 
to vouch at the next hearing for the honesty and integrity of  the officer.  
 
Sarath Kumara, first secretary of  the Sri Lankan Embassy in Riyadh, and Abdul Lateef  Mohammed Jabir, 
mission's coordinator were present at the court to look after the interests of  the accused.  
 
Background information:  
 
Nafeek Rizana of  Muttur, was been sentenced to death by the Dawadami High Courts in Saudi Arabia on 
30 May 2007. She was charged with strangling the 4-month-old child of  the family for whom she worked 
as a housemaid. However, the 17-year-old Rizana who had been recruited as a cleaner stated that she had 
been asked to bottle feed the infant for which job she had no training or experience at all. She stated that 
the infant choked while Rizana was bottle feeding it and Rizana could not find anyone to help. The infant 
fell unconscious and subsequently died. At the time of  the incident Rizana had only been working for two 
weeks in this household and the death was entirely accidental. She was taken to a police station where a 
statement was taken from her by force. At the police station as well as the subsequent trial she did not have 
the assistance of  a lawyer or a translator.  
 
Rizana's came to be known only after the pronouncement of  the death sentence and there was a public 
outcry in Sri Lanka and internationally and there were large scale intervention on her behalf  from around 
the country. Through the intervention of  the AHRC she was provided with the legal assistance from a well 
known legal firm in Saudi Arabia, Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari, Attorneys at Law, who filed an appeal on her 
behalf. Subsequent to the appeal Saudi Arabia's Supreme Council sent the case back to the original court 
for reconsideration of  the verdict.  
 
Through several hearings it has transpired that the ‘translator' named Saibo, who worked with the police 
was, in fact, a shepherd and had no professional training. He has refused to appear in court and last reports 
said that he had left the country. There is therefore, no way to verify his qualifications, if  any. Under these 
circumstances two witnesses were called to testify as to his integrity and qualifications, which is permitted 
under Saudi law. However, these witnesses also failed to appear.  
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The Asian Human Rights Commission notes that there still remains a threat of  the death sentence being 
re-imposed as the Saudi court may believe the statement of  the police officer after two fellow officers give 
evidence on the integrity of  the police investigator. Naturally, within the policing system it will not be 
difficult to obtain such testimony.  
 
For previous information on Rizana's case please see:  
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1116/ 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1118/ 
 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1293/ 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2009statements/1830/ 
  
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
46. Rizana's trial in Saudi takes a new turn  
 
July 31, 2009 
 
Document Type: Forwarded Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-FPR-038-2009 
 
The case of  Rizana Nafeek, the underaged Sri Lankan housemaid who was found guilty of  the death of  a 
Saudi infant in May 2005, has taken a new turn. The court in Dawadmi where Nafeek was initially tried has 
referred the case once again to the Supreme Judicial Council in Riyadh.  
 
The referral is accompanied by a new statement from the police who took Nafeek's alleged confession, 
embassy officials said on Wednesday. No details about the new statement were available.  
 
The case has been bouncing between courts over the past year. It first arrived in the high court in Riyadh 
in March 2008.  
 
In November the high court announced that a key witness to what happened on the day Nafeek allegedly 
made her confession, the Lankan translator, had left the Kingdom and would be unavailable for testimony. 
Nafeek is appealing a death sentence. The parents of  the infant accused her of  murdering the child; she 
claims the infant choked while being bottle-fed.  
 
Nafeek was trafficked into the country to work as a housemaid on a passport that falsely stated her age as 
23. Her original birth certificate indicates she was 17 at the time, which would have barred her from work 
in the Kingdom.  
 
The act not only violated the Kingdom's own laws against utilizing under-age labor, but it also constitutes 
human trafficking on the part of  the recruiter who sent her to the Kingdom.  
 
A court advocate for the accused from the Sri Lanka Embassy expressed concern that Nafeek had been in 
prison for five years while the system sought to dispense justice.  "We visit her often and will console her 
until a final verdict is given," said the official who did not want to be named.  
 
Nafeek was spared execution last year on the last day of  the deadline for appeal when she was assigned a 
lawyer, retained with the help of  the Asian Human Rights Commission and the Lankan community in 
Saudi Arabia. Khateb Al-Shammary, the lawyer, cited several reasons why the maid should not be executed.  
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In addition to the issue of  Nafeek's age, the legal representative says she was assigned the duties of  a 
nanny and assigned the care of  a newborn in addition to her duties as a housekeeper.  
 
The lawyer also says that since Nafeek had only been on the job for seven days, there was not enough time 
for her to harbor ill will that would cause her, as the parents of  the dead baby allege, to murder of  the 
newborn out of  anger and vengeance.  
 
Nafeek maintains that her confession is invalid because it was produced under duress and with inadequate 
translation. Nafeek arrived on May 4, 2005, three months after her 17th birthday, to work for Naif  Jiziyan 
Khalaf  Al-Otaibi and his family in Dawadmi, 390km west of  Riyadh.  
 
The incident in which the infant died occurred around 12:30 p.m. on May 22, 2005, while Nafeek was 
bottle-feeding the child. On the same day, she was in the police station, allegedly confessing that she had 
murdered the child.  
 
Kifaya Ifthikar, a social worker who visited Nafeek last week told Arab News that Nafeek spent her time 
embroidering pillow covers. Nafeek's family has requested the Sri Lankan government to assign a 
negotiator to encourage the Al-Otaibi family to forgive Nafeek during Ramadan. 
  
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
47. President Obama asked to intervene in Rizana Nafeek's case with the Saudi 

Arabian authorities  
 
June 2, 2009 
(Hong Kong, June, 2, 2009) 
 
Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PRL-027-2009 
 
 
As President Obama is to visit the Saudi Arabian authorities tomorrow the Asian Human Rights 
Commission has issued an appeal for him to intervene on behalf  of  Rizana Nafeek whose appeal against 
the death sentence has been pending for several months now. 
  
Rizana Nafeek who was a 17-year-old girl from Sri Lanka was sentenced to death, allegedly for killing an 
infant whose death was, in fact, caused by choking during bottle feeding. 
  
An appeal was filed at the last moment before the execution with the intervention of  the Asian Human 
Rights Commission and supported by several civil society organisations. The case was handled by a well 
known Saudi legal firm, Al Shammari. 
  
After consideration of  the appeal the original court was requested to reopen the case. The original court at 
Dawadami recalled a translator who was supposed to have translated a confession allegedly made by 
Rizana. However, it was then discovered that the translator was not qualified and that he was no longer in 
the country. The case is pending due to the absence of  this person. 
  
Rizana Nafeek's case attracted world-wide attention and the appeals of  hundreds of  thousands of  persons 
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have been sent to the Saudi authorities. 
  
The intervention of  the President of  the United States can be of  great assistance to resolve this 
unfortunate case which has unnecessarily dragged on, said Mr. Basil Fernando, the director of  the Asian 
Human Rights Commission. He further said that the consistent view of  the AHRC and many others has 
been that this was an accidental death and that the teenager, who had no experience of  any sort to nurse an 
infant, has been unfairly accused. 
  
This is a humanitarian issue that deserves urgent attention, said Mr. Fernando. 
  
The updated appeal, UPDATE (Sri Lanka/Saudi Arabia): President Obama urged to take up the case of  a 
young girl facing the death penalty during his visit to Riyadh can be found at: 
http://www.ahrchk.net/ua/mainfile.php/2009/3164/ 
  
For earlier statements on Rizana's case kindly see: 
  
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2009statements/1830/ 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2008statements/1716/ 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1293/ 
 
 
 
48. President Obama urged to take up the case of  a young girl facing the death 

penalty during his visit to Riyadh  
 
June 2, 2009 
 
 
Document Type: Urgent Appeal Update 
Document ID: AHRC-UAU-010-2009 
 
Dear friends,  
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) is concerned to report that a Sri Lankan girl charged with 
the death of  a baby in her care still faces the death penalty in a Saudi prison, despite strong flaws in her 
case and her pardoning by one of  the baby's parents. Rizana Nafeek has now been in prison since 2005, 
when she was 17. Her case is lagging and her health is in question. As President Barack Obama visits His 
Majesty King Abdullah Bin-Abd-al-Aziz Al Saud this week we urge him to bring the girl's situation to the 
attention of  his highness.  
 
UPDATED INFORMATION:  
 
When Rizana's case was first taken up by the Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) in 2007, it was 
heartened to see the international support she was given. Her situation is not uncommon for migrant 
workers, who are often young, inexperienced and have little understanding of  the culture, laws and legal 
practices they fall foul of  in their new country. Without funded legal assistance from the urgent appeal, 
Rizana would have been beheaded in 2007 while 19-years-old, for something that happened when she was 
a minor.  
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Since then, as seen in our statements and appeals (including STM-003-2009, STM-258-2008, UA-207-2007, 
UP-093-2007, PL-023-2007, UG-004-2007) the flaws in the case have seen her death sentence postponed 
but she remains in prison. At the beginning of  the year the case was pending before the Dawadami High 
Court and five months on it lies there still, since various witnesses cannot be located. Jail has taken up the 
remaining years of  Rizana's childhood and the AHRC is concerned that it will extend into her twenties 
through no fault of  her own. It is also concerned for the success of  her appeal, should she fall out of  the 
public eye.  
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  
 
Please write to U.S. President Barack Obama, along with King Abdullah Bin-Abd-al-Aziz Al Saud and the 
Saudi authorities, asking for their attention and their intervention into this case, which has united people 
around the world and deals with issues from the vulnerability of  young domestic workers abroad to the 
strength and power of  the law.  
 
To support this appeal please click here:  
 
SAMPLE LETTER:  
 
Dear ___________,  
 
SRI LANKA/SAUDI ARABIA: President Obama urged to take up the case of  a young girl facing the 
death penalty during his visit to Riyadh  
 
I am writing on behalf  of  Rizana Nafeek, a young Sri Lankan who has been facing the death penalty in 
Saudi Arabia since 2005. As a 17-year-old domestic helper Rizana was sentenced to death by beheading 
when the baby in her care died. International interventions and funding allowed her the legal support to 
make an appeal, but despite strong flaws in her case and her pardoning by one of  the baby's parents, 
Rizana remains in jail, her case lagging and her health in question. As his highness King Abdullah meets 
with President Obama this week, I urge you both to consider her plight.  
 
When Rizana's case was first taken up by the Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) in 2007, it was 
gratified to see the international support she was given. Her kind of  case is not uncommon for migrant 
workers, who are often young, inexperienced and with no understanding of  the culture, laws and legal 
practices they fall foul of. Without funded legal assistance from the appeal, Rizana would have been 
beheaded in 2007.  
 
However since then, as seen in AHRC statements and appeals (including STM-003-2009, STM-258-2008, 
UA-207-2007, UP-093-2007, AHRC-PL-023-2007, UG-004-2007) many flaws in the case have come to 
light. At the beginning of  the year her death sentence had been postponed and her case was pending 
before the Dawadami High Court. It lies there still, since various witnesses cannot be located, and the 
AHRC is concerned that Rizana's time in prison will extend into her twenties, through no fault of  her own. 
It is also concerned for the success of  her appeal, should she fall out of  the public eye.  
 
This is a case that has spanned continents and united people across the globe; both over the fate of  Rizana 
herself  and over what her case symbolises: the vulnerability of  the young and the poor; the hope that can 
be derived from the law; and the need for it to be within reach of  every person, whether they understand it 
or not. It is certainly an issue worthy of  your attention and I hope it can be raised during the meeting this 
month between the American and Saudi heads of  state.  
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Yours sincerely,  
 
----------------  
 
 
PLEASE SEND YOUR LETTERS TO:  
 
President Barack Obama  
Address:  
The White House  
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW  
Washington, DC 20500  
USA  
Tel: (1-202) 456-1414       
Fax: (1-202) 456-2461  
E-mail: president@whitehouse.gov  
 
King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud  
Custodian of  the Two Holy Mosques  
Royal Court, Riyadh  
SAUDI ARABIA  
 
HRH Prince Naif  bin Abdul Aziz Al-Saud  
Minister of  Interior  
PO Box 2933  
Riyadh 11134  
SAUDI ARABIA  
Fax: +(966) 1-403 1185  
 
 
 
49. The Rizana Nafeek appeal postponed indefinitely  
 
January 5, 2009 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-003-2009 
 
The case of  Rizana Nafeek, a young girl from Sri Lanka who went to Saudi Arabia as a domestic helper 
when a 17 year-old teenager, and who was within a very short time accused of  the murder of  a infant 
under her charge, has been pending before the Dawadami High Court. Rizana's defense has always been 
that the death was accidental. This case was again postponed because the witnesses who were called to 
testify about the authenticity of  the translator, who has left the country, were not present in court on 
January 4, 2009. Previously the case has been called on November 6, 2008, October 5, 2008 and August 31, 
2008. The case was sent to the Dawadami High Court by the Supreme Judicial Council on August 19 2008. 
The alleged incident of  murder happened in May 2005 and ever since Rizana has been in jail.  
 
According to reports she is at present unwell and is expected to undergo surgery in February this year. In 
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the meantime, the appeal has been postponed indefinitely.  
 
The appeal in this case was filed by a firm of  lawyers, Kateb Al-Shammari, with funds raised by the Asian 
Human Rights Commission.  
 
Rizana Nafeek is now indefinitely confined to jail due to the alleged translator, named Saibo, having left 
Saudi Arabia. The lawyers acting for Rizana have expressed doubts about the credentials and the validity of  
the translation which is supposed to be a confession by Rizana, who is a Tamil language speaker. Doubt 
has been expressed about the translator's knowledge of  the Tamil language.  
 
As the translator is out of  Saudi Arabia the court has no way to verify his qualifications and the credibility 
of  his translation. Under these circumstances two witnesses were called to testify as to his integrity and 
qualifications, which is permitted under Saudi law. However, these witnesses also failed to appear. The 
result is that the appeal is not being heard and Rizana continues to remain in jail through no fault of  her 
own.  
 
Perhaps attempts should be made to alert the Supreme Judicial Council about this situation and also to 
draw the attention of  His Majesty, King Abdullah Bin-Abd-al-Aziz Al Saud, in order to bring this impasse 
to an end. We reproduce below the report published in the Arab News, on January 4 which was written by 
Mohammed Rasooldeen.  
 
 
RIYADH: The Dawadmi High Court indefinitely postponed yesterday the case of  Rizana Nafeek, the Sri 
Lankan maid sentenced to death in 2007 for death of  an infant in her care. The fate of  the young woman, 
who is fighting a death sentence, at this point depends largely on the alleged confession she made.  
 
Two witnesses who were to vouch for the character of  the Tamil translator of  the confession — who has  
 
since left the country — did not appear in court, which led to the postponement.  
 
A three-member bench headed by Chief  Justice Abdullah Al-Rosaimi took up the case yesterday to hear 
the two witnesses to vouch for the Mustaffa Saibo's honesty, integrity and ability to translate from Tamil.  
 
During the last hearing, which took place on Nov. 4, Nafeek's lawyer Kateb Al-Shammari said Saibo should 
be questioned in court for clarifications regarding accuracy of  his translation.  
The lawyer said the court couldn't come to a conclusion without questioning the veracity of  Saibo's 
statements on which the death sentence was based.  
 
Shammari said that the police in the area also were expected to present two witnesses who knew Saibo to 
the local court in Jezmi, which in turn will present them to the Dawadmi High Court.  
The Dawadmi high court reviewed the case yesterday on the instructions of  the Supreme Judicial Council. 
The case has bounced between these courts and through the Court of  Cassation numerous times.  
 
The father of  the deceased infant, Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-Otaibi, who has regularly appeared for these 
hearings, was not seen in court this time. Prison authorities also did not bring Nafeek.  
Sri Lankan Ambassador Abdul Ageed Mohamed Marleen said that Nafeek had to wait till the case is taken 
up again. The date for the next hearing is unknown.  
 
He said some reconciliatory efforts with Al-Otaibi would prevent the maid languishing in jail for a longer 
term. He did not elaborate.  
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Kifaya Ifhtikar, a social worker who met Nafeek yesterday in the prison, said the maid looked sick and the 
doctors had advised her to undergo a surgery for hernia. Nafeek told Ifhtikar that the surgery might take 
place in early February after her health improved.  
 
Nafeek arrived in Riyadh on May 4, 2005, and quickly began work as a housemaid in the Al-Otaibi 
household in Dawadami, 390 km west of  the capital. Apart from performing the daily household chores, 
Rizana had also been entrusted with the responsibility of  looking after her employer's four-month old 
infant son, which she was not trained to do.  
 
The incident that led to the death of  the infant occurred around 12:30 p.m. on May 22, 2005, while the 
accused maid was bottle-feeding the infant.  
 
Rizana claims the baby accidentally choked and that she tried to get help; the parents claim she committed 
premeditated murder.  
 
Further complicating the case is the fact that Rizana came to Saudi Arabia prior to her 18th birthday on a 
passport that had faked her date of  birth. It is illegal for people under the age of  18 to travel to Saudi 
Arabia to work and sending minors (as defined by persons under the age of  18) to work is a human 
trafficking crime. To this day the recruiter involved with forging a Lankan passport and facilitating Nafeek's 
move to the Kingdom has not been arrested, identified or charged with this violation of  international and 
national laws regarding the exploitation of  minors.  
 

 

50. Imminent execution of three Sri Lankans on Saudi Arabian death row can be 
prevented only by the Sri Lankan government providing legal fees for their appeals 
in time 
October 16, 2008 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-266-2008 
 

The only way to prevent the three convicted Sri Lankans in Saudi Arabia from facing public execution by 
beheading is to lodge an appeal within 30 days from the date of conviction and this can only be done if the 
Sri Lankan government provides legal fees for lodging appeals on their behalf through the Sri Lankan 
Consulate General in Jeddah.  

However, there are conflicting reports about what the Sri Lankan government will do regarding the three 
Sri Lankans who have been sentenced to death. The Daily News states that the foreign ministry has 
directed the Consulate General to ‘facilitate the filing' of the appeals. However, the Arab News, quoted 
Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs Hussein Bhaila, as saying "It is up to the convicts to appeal their 
sentences." While it is difficult to decide who is stating the official government position it can be said that 
Daily News reports are usually unreliable as the paper in recent times has a reputation for creating 
misinformation and not even publishing disclaimers when made by the affected parties. On the other hand 
Minister Hussien Bhaila's statement is more in conformity with the policy of the Sri Lankan government so 
far in not providing legal fees for cases for foreign workers facing trials abroad. In the famous case of 
Rizana Nafeek also, the Sri Lankan government refused to pay the legal fees to the lawyers. 
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Two main questions arise regarding the death sentences. While the charges are grave ones of murder and 
robbery did the convicted persons have a fair trial? Further, the issue of the death sentence itself, whatever 
are the justifiability of the verdict and also the practice of beheading in a public place, are further issues.  

On the issue of the nature of the trial the public have had no access to any information. It is the duty of 
the Sri Lankan consulate in Jeddah to provide that information. However, judging from earlier experience 
it is not unsafe to conclude that there could have been serious defects in the trial procedure. Did the 
accused get proper translations at all of the stages of the investigations and trial? In the case of Rizana 
Nafeek serious doubts have arisen about the translation of her alleged confession. Whether there was a 
translator at all or whether the translator knew Tamil, which was Rizana's language, has left serious doubts. 
In this case judging by the names, as all the three persons are Sinhalese, it is fair to question as to whether 
there was a Sinhala translator at the time of the investigation as well as at the trial. If there was no such 
translation that is a fundamental issue that will vitiate the verdict. On the earlier occasions where Sri 
Lankans were tried in Saudi Arabia no legal assistance was provided by the Sri Lankan or Saudi 
governments for the accused. If there was no legal representation this is also a fundamental flaw and a 
denial of fair trial.  

It is the duty of the Sri Lankan government to inform the families of the accused, as well as the public, as 
to how the due process rights of these three persons have been respected in this trial. It is the duty of the 
Sri Lankan government to ensure fair trial for Sri Lankan citizens wherever they face the trial. The Sri 
Lankan government is a party to the Vienna Convention of Consular Relations, as is Saudi Arabia. (Please 
see the following link: http://untreaty.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/9_2_1963.pdf). 
Under this treaty the government of the sending country has a right to request the government where such 
trials take place to ensure the legal rights of the accused. Therefore the main burden of ensuring a fair trial 
lies with the Sri Lankan government. 

If the Sri Lankan government has failed to ensure a fair trial by carrying out state obligations then it is their 
duty to pay the legal fees for the appeal. To fail in ensuring a fair trial would be further worsened if it were 
to be followed by the refusal to pay the legal fees for the appeal. The duty to provide legal fees should also 
be looked at from the point of view of the rights of migrant workers. Migrant workers are one of the main 
earners of foreign exchange for the country. They work under very harsh conditions and are very 
vulnerable to abuse. They have hardly any legal rights or recognition in the countries in which they work. 
That is a greater reason for the Sri Lankan government to take responsibility on their behalf.  

The further issue is the death sentence and the manner in which it is carried out. The United Nations have 
agreed on a global moratorium on the death sentence. The Sri Lankan government, though it keeps the 
death sentence on the book has the practice of not carrying it out and usually a presidential pardon is 
granted and the death sentence is commuted to life imprisonment. Sri Lankan has a duty to make 
representation to the government of Saudi Arabia in order to ensure that the death sentences are not 
carried out. It has been revealed that such requests for clemency should be made by the head of the Sri 
Lankan government, the Executive President to His Royal Highness the King of Saudi Arabia. 

The people in Sri Lanka and elsewhere should write to the Sri Lankan government about its obligations 
and the government of Saudi Arabia calling for clemency to be exercised in this case. Letters may be sent 
to: 

Mr. Mahinda Rajapakse 
President 
Socialist Democratic Republic of Sri Lanka 
C/- Office of the President 
Temple Trees 
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150, Galle Road 
Colombo 3 
SRI LANKA 

Fax: +94 11 2472100 / +94 11 2446657 
E-mail: secretary@presidentsoffice.lk 

King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud 
Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques 
Royal Court, Riyadh 
SAUDI ARABIA  

HRH Prince Naif bin Abdul Aziz Al-Saud 
Minister of Interior 
PO Box 2933 
Riyadh 11134 
SAUDI ARABIA  

Fax: +(966) 1-403 1185 

 
 
51. Hope in the case of  Rizana Nafeek  
 
October 6, 2008 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AHRC-STM-258-2008 
 
 
To the recipients of  communications through the AHRC network, Rizana Nafeek is a familiar name. The 
17-year-old girl from a poor family from a conflict ridden area with a passport indicating her age as 18 
arrived in Saudi Arabia as a domestic helper. Within two weeks this young girl was accused of  the murder 
of  an infant which she denied, claiming that the death was the result of  accidental choking. However, by 
the time the news reached the outside world she had already been sentenced to death by beheading by a 
Saudi court and she had only 20 days remaining to make an appeal. The BBC Sinhala Service broadcast this 
news and expressed the fear that, like four Sri Lankans who had been beheaded earlier, she might face a 
similar fate.  
 
At this stage the Asian Human Rights Commission wrote twice to the Sri Lankan Foreign Ministry urging 
intervention to provide legal assistance to the girl. However, it was then learned that it is not the policy of  
the Sri Lankan Foreign Ministry to provide financial assistance for legal fees. On this basis the Asian 
Human Rights Commission launched an appeal for raising SR 150,000 which amounted to around US$ 
40,000 as legal fees for a very competent legal firm, Al Shammary. With the quick responses received from 
local as well as outside sources the appeal was launched in the nick of  time and the death sentence was 
suspended until the final hearing of  the appeal.  
 
Due to the untiring efforts of  Al Shammary the case was taken up and the Supreme Council which sent 
the case back to the original court of  Dawadami. During these proceedings it was discovered that the 
person who authenticated Rizana's alleged confession was not a qualified translator and may not even have 
known the Tamil language properly. As the case proceeded with the likelihood that the court may quash 
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the earlier sentence, the happy news has reached us that the parents of  the deceased baby may take steps to 
forgive Rizana, which according to Saudi law brings the matter to an end. 
 
Mohammad Rasooldeen who has reported this case regularly has published the following article on 
October 5.  
 
 
Nafeek case: Father willing to forgive  
Md Rasooldeen | Arab News  
 
RIYADH: The Kingdom's Human Rights Commission will attempt to persuade the mother of  an infant 
who died in the care of  a Sri Lankan woman hired as a house cleaner but given nanny duties to cease 
pursuit of  the death penalty. 
 
The father, according to the mediators, has expressed his desire to forgive the maid.  
 
HRC President Turki Al-Sudairy conveyed the latest information in this much-publicized case to Sri 
Lankan Ambassador Abdul Ageed Mohammed Marleen at a recent meeting at the HRC headquarters in 
Riyadh. 
 
Al-Sudairy said that HRC officials met the father, Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-Otaibi, and he expressed w 
illingness to pardon 20-year-old Rizana Nafeek. However, the mother still claims her private right in the 
case and is not ready to forgive the maid.  
 
Al-Sudairy told Marleen that the HRC will meet the father and mother together and persuade them to 
pardon the maid at the next hearing on Nov. 5 before a judicial tribunal headed by Chief  Justice Sheikh 
Abdullah Al-Rosaimi. 
 
The local court in Dawadmi found Nafeek guilty in June 2007. Since then her appeals process has bounced 
a number of  times between the local court and the Supreme Judicial Council via the Cassation Court. Her 
case is still in this appeals process after the Hong Kong-based Asian Human Rights Commission retained 
legal representation for Nafeek, with the help of  contributions from the Lankan community in Saudi 
Arabia. 
 
Prior to the first verdict that sentenced her to death, Nafeek did not have any legal representation.  
 
Nafeek allegedly signed a confession, but her lawyers argue that the confession was made under duress 
and, more importantly, Nafeek had no access to a translator during the initial questioning after she was 
arrested in 2005. Confessions are typically written in Arabic and signed by fingerprint.  
 
It later came to light that Nafeek was recruited illegally as a minor and trafficked to Saudi Arabia on a 
forged passport. 
 
Her birth certificate says she was 17 at the time she began working for the Saudi family, but her passport 
states she was not a minor at the time.  
 
It is illegal to bring in foreign workers to Saudi Arabia under the age of  18. An unscrupulous recruitment 
agent in Colombo may have committed the forgery, thus violating Sri Lankan law and engaging in the 
trafficking of  minors and racketeering. Nobody has been named a suspect in this crime.  
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Putting to death a person who committed a crime under the age of  18 would violate Article 37 of  the UN 
Convention of  the Rights of  the Child that Saudi Arabia voluntarily si gned in February 1996.  
 
Marleen said he told Al-Sudairy that whenever there are trials involving Sri Lankan nationals, it is absolutely 
necessary for Sri Lankan Embassy officials to know the progress of  the case in order to avoid 
"misrepresentations and misgivings." 
 
Embassy officials should be allowed as observers at the hearings, he added, pointing out that an official 
representative of  the Sri Lankan government was not allowed to be present at Nafeek's hearing at the 
Dawadmi court.  
 
"An effective mechanism must be in place to ensure that the arrests of  Sri Lankan nationals are reported to 
the embassy on a priority basis so that we can provide consular assistance to the detained (suspect)," 
Marleen told Arab News.  
 
Meanwhile, in a letter addressed to her parents, Nafeek said that this would be her last Eid in the Kingdom 
since she would either be released and sent home or executed before Eid 2009. 
 
 
Campaign for Rizana Nafeek 
 
The campaign launched for Rizana Nafeek found overwhelming local and international report is summed 
up in an article published in Ethics in Action: 
 
Campaigning for the right to life: The case of  17-year-old Rizana Nafeek  
 
Asian Human Rights Commission 
 
On 16 June 2007, 17-year-old Rizana Nafeek, a Sri Lankan migrant worker, was sentenced to death by a 
Saudi Arabian high court, for the death of  a four-month-old infant in her care. The baby died from 
choking while being bottle fed by Rizana on 22 May 2005. Rizana was arrested by the Saudi police on the 
same day and allegedly confessed to the crime; however, in February 2007 she retracted this confession, 
saying the police obtained it under duress. Moreover, at no time was Rizana given translators or legal 
assistance. In subsequent hearings the three-judge panel noted that if  the dead baby's family were to 
pardon Rizana, the case would be closed and Rizana would be free. The family refused, leading to Rizana's 
sentencing in June. Under Saudi law, Rizana could file an appeal against the death sentence within one 
month; by 16 July 2007. 
 
Surprisingly, this case was barely reported in the Sri Lankan or international press. For this reason, when it 
initially came to the attention of  the Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC), it came as a sketchy tale. 
However, the AHRC took up the case purely on the basis of  a 17-year-old being sentenced to death, and 
issued its first urgent appeal. Only later were more details uncovered, through communication with a 
number of  different persons, including the Sri Lankan ambassador to Saudi Arabia. 
 
Eventually it was realized that the crux of  the case came down to filing an appeal against the death 
sentence; if  Rizana was to be saved, the next legal step had to be taken. Amongst all the letter writing to 
the Saudi Arabian government as well as the family of  the dead child, it was necessary that concrete steps 
be taken within the system; filing an appeal. The deadline was looming, and Rizana was unable to lodge an 
appeal without financial and legal assistance. The AHRC had written to the Sri Lankan government to 
assist Rizana in making an appeal, which the government claimed it could not do, as it had ‘no policy' 
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regarding such matters. When this was made public, several groups contacted the AHRC and expressed an 
interest in partially covering the legal cost. The AHRC immediately wrote to the Sri Lankan government 
asking them to engage lawyers, whose fees would be paid through the AHRC. The AHRC then requested 
persons to donate. Within a short time the fees were collected and legal representation was attained for 
Rizana, ensuring that she was able to make the deadline of  July 16 for the appeal. 
 
This interest indicated that when people are asked specifically to do things, they are more likely to take an 
interest in cases. It is therefore useful for human rights groups to move beyond certain self  imposed 
boundaries when attempting to garner support for cases. 
 
It was also important to note that throughout the two weeks in which these events occurred, there was a 
lot of  media support. From the BBC to the International Herald Tribune, from Al Jazeera to local Sri 
Lankan media, correspondents called up the AHRC and asked for information on Rizana. Other 
individuals and groups wrote to the AHRC expressing their support. Within a short time, there were 30 
000 signatures to an online petition requesting pardon for Rizana. A local petition was later handed over to 
the Saudi Arabian embassy in Colombo, Sri Lanka with 100 000 signatures. While there was a lot of  
attention specifically on Rizana, there was just as much attention on the issues of  migrant workers and the 
use of  the death penalty. Discussion focused around the Convention on the Protection of  All Migrant 
Workers and Members of  their Families, the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations and its Optional 
Protocol, and previous beheadings of  Sri Lankan citizens in Saudi Arabia. 
 
This interest and discussion is ongoing, and the AHRC continues to receive expressions of  support 
towards Rizana. 
 
An appeal to Muslim scholars 
 
(Edited text of  two statements issued by the AHRC: AS-155-2007 & AS-169-2007) 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) is writing to Muslim scholars worldwide regarding the 
death sentence of  a 17-year-old Sri Lankan girl, Rizana Nafeek, in Saudi Arabia. 
 
In the course of  Rizana bottle feeding a four-month-old infant, the infant choked to death even as the 
teenage girl desperately tried to help by way of  soothing and stroking the baby's chest, face and neck. Due 
to misunderstandings, the case was presented as the murder of  a baby by strangulation. Subsequently, the 
judges hearing the case requested the baby's father, Mr Naif  Jiziyan Khklafal Otaibi, to use his prerogative 
to pardon Rizana, but he refused. On this basis, Rizana was sentenced to death by a Saudi Arabian court 
on 16 June 2007. 
 
After careful consideration of  all the facts, the AHRC is of  the view that the baby's death was a terrible 
tragedy, but current events are leading to a further tragedy: the execution of  an innocent, inexperienced 
teenager. 
 
Scholarly considerations can help to make the necessary reflections distinguishing a tragedy from a crime, 
and from such reflections interventions can be made to prevent a further tragedy. We encourage Muslim 
scholars to communicate with this unfortunate family and provide them with the necessary counsel and 
support so they may deal wisely with the case. 
 
While the AHRC is experienced in common and civil law jurisdictions, the same cannot be said of  the 
Islamic legal system. To deepen our knowledge and understanding regarding the operation of  Islamic laws 
in Rizana's case as well as overall, we request Muslim scholars to consider the following issues: 
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a. How would complaints of  causing duress to obtain a confession be examined in a Saudi Arabian court? 
Under both common and civil law procedures, such a complaint would be separately examined, and if  the 
court was satisfied that the complaint is true, no importance is attached to the confession. The court will 
then decide the case on the basis of  whatever other evidence is available. 
 
b. How would a Saudi Arabian court treat new information which could have a significant influence on 
understanding the issues relating to the case? For instance, if  it is revealed that the actual age of  the 
accused is 17, and not 24 as originally claimed, would the court re-consider its verdict, taking into account 
any implications arising from this new information? 
 
c. How would mens rea, or the mental element in crime be examined in a Saudi Arabian court? According 
to both common and civil law systems, the intention to cause the crime is an essential ingredient of  the 
crime itself, and sophisticated jurisprudence regarding this exists. What is the counterpart in Islamic law? 
 
d. What is the manner in which guilt is determined and the proportionality of  the punishment measured 
under Islamic law? Again, common and civil law jurisdictions have seen centuries of  debate on these 
matters and certain basic principles have become the norm in all courts. 
 
e. What importance would a Saudi Arabian appeals court attach to the absence of  legal representation 
during trial? It is now customary in common and civil law systems to consider the issue of  legal 
representation as an essential element of  a fair trial, particularly in cases carrying serious sentences such as 
the death penalty. An appeal court in either system may set aside the decision of  a trial court if  the accused 
was not provided legal representation. In fact, courts are also taking the stance that if  legal representation 
was provided but it was inadequate - for instance the lawyer was patently incompetent - there is a strong 
ground for appeal. How are such matters considered within the Saudi Arabian legal system? 
 
f. How does a Saudi Arabian trial or appeal court consider the issue of  persons who are aliens to the 
country, who are unfamiliar with the culture, laws and legal practices of  the country of  residence? In 
common and civil law jurisdictions it is now a recognized duty to provide services which enable such 
persons to participate in the trial process with full comprehension and dignity. Any failures in this regard 
would be considered as flaws in the trial, giving rise to reasonable grounds for appeal. 
 
The AHRC invites scholars and practitioners to express their views on these matters by writing to 
ahrc@ahrc.asia. Those wishing to offer their advice to the family of  the deceased child may do so through 
the following address c/o the Sri Lankan Embassy in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia: 
 
Mr Naif  Jiziyan Khklafal Otaibi 
Ministry of  Finance, Riyadh 
C/O Sri Lankan Embassy 
PO Box 94360 
Riyadh 19693 
Saudi Arabia 
Email: lankaemb@shabakah.net.sa, amjsadiqu@hotmail.com 
 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
52. An appeal for continuous intervention with the Saudi Arabian authorities on 

Rizana Nafeek's case  
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December 11, 2007 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AS-284-2007 
 
 
 
The appeal case of  Rizana Nafeek is continuing to be heard in the Appellate Court in Saudi Arabia. Rizana 
Nafeek, who was 17 years old at the time when she was accused of  murdering a baby of  four months, was 
sentenced to death by the Dawadami Court, despite her claim of  innocence. Rizana claimed that she was 
an inexperienced teenager who came to work as a cleaner and in other household chores but was assigned 
the duty of  feeding and looking after the infant, for which job she had no experience or training at all. She 
claimed that while she was trying to bottle feed the infant without any assistance from any adult, the child 
choked which resulted in the death. There was no intentional killing and she had only been working in the 
household for just a few days before the incident happened. 
  
After the passing of  the death sentence an appeal was filed on her behalf  by the legal firm of  Kateb Fahad 
Al-Shammari within the period of  appeal and thereafter she has continued to be held in the Dawadami 
prison while awaiting the outcome; the appeal hearing began last Saturday (8th December). 
  
While the appeal is being heard there is still reason for concern as Saudi Arabian law places high value on 
confessions and whether the confession is obtained through duress does not become the subject matter of  
a separate inquiry. Under this system a confession obtained through duress is not regarded as inadmissible 
evidence. 
  
Rizana Nafeek was handed over to the police immediately after the alleged incident and a confession was 
obtained from her by the use of  torture. She later retracted this confession in court and explained the 
circumstances of  the incident, explaining that it was an accident rather than a crime. However, the original 
court sentenced her to death on the basis of  the confession she made at the police station as under this 
system, such confessions are given greater weight than any subsequent explanations. 
  
Therefore there is still the possibility that this legal principle may be applied even at the appeal stage 
despite of  there being no collaborative evidence of  any sort to indicate that there was any intentional 
murder. There are many persons in Saudi Arabia itself  who have made representation in favour of  Rizana 
Nafeek in this case and have stated many principles within Shariah Law to the effect that under the 
circumstances of  the present case there is good reason not to attach undue weight to the confession but 
that all the circumstances should be taken in their totality in dealing with the case. 
  
Rizana Nafeek's case drew global attention and tens of  thousands of  persons have written letters to His 
Majesty, King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud. The global media has also highlighted the case 
consistently. In Sri Lanka too, there is high mass alert over this case. 
  
The Asian Human Rights Commission urges all concerned persons to continue to appeal on behalf  of  
Rizana Nafeek to His Majesty, King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud for clemency and pardon. We also 
urge the media and the human rights community to keep up a continuous vigil on this case. It was the 
support of  many persons that made it possible for the Asian Human Rights Commission to assist in the 
financing of  the legal fees for the appeal on her behalf  to higher courts in Saudi Arabia. 
  
The continuous appeal to His Majesty the King, is necessary despite of  the legal efforts being made on 
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behalf  of  Rizana as His Majesty has the authority to pardon her. 
  
(For reference to our earlier appeals please see: http://www.ahrchk.net/ua/mainfile.php/2007/2463/) 
   
 
 
 
53. Ms. Rizana Nafeek's appeal still pending at the Saudi Court  
 
October 12, 2007 
 
Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PL-044-2007 
 
 
According to the law firm Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari, the appeal filed on behalf  of  Ms. Rizana Nafeek 
who was sentenced to capital punishment by a Saudi Court is still pending and it will take some time before 
the appeal is heard. The firm is representing Ms. Rizana in the appeal. 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) was briefed by the law firm yesterday, October 11, 2007. 
Razina is a 17-year-old Sri Lankan who was sentenced for capital punishment in Saudi Arabia. 
 
"The AHRC has contacted the lawyers in Saudi Arabia after being alerted about some false rumours spread 
by some persons in Sri Lanka about this case..." said Mr. Basil Fernando, the Executive Director of  the 
AHRC.  
 
The lawyers have made a detailed appeal with many grounds which they believe are very strong reasons for 
the lower court sentence to be reversed, he added. 
 
"Several Muslim scholars who were contacted by the AHRC has also confirmed that even under the Sharia 
law, the death sentence is erroneous on many grounds. Many principles are available within the Shariah law 
to provide substantive and procedural justice of  persons facing criminal trial..."  Mr. Fernando said.  
 
Rizana was sentenced to death by a Saudi Court due to some allegations of  causing death of  a four-month-
old baby of  her employer while in fact she was in no way responsible for the accidental death which has 
occurred while the baby was being bottle-fed.  
 
Many agencies have made several appeals to the Saudi authorities to exercise clemency and to pardon 
Rizana Nafeek.  
 
 

54. Sri Lanka must ratify the Optional Protocol to the Vienna Convention on 
Consular Relations 

 

25 July 2007 

Document Type: Urgent Appeal Update 
Document ID: UP-104-2007 
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Dear friends, 

The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) has previously informed you through several appeals 
regarding the case of Ms. Rizana Nafeek who is facing the death sentence by beheading in Saudi Arabia 
and who has now succeed in filing an appeal before the Supreme Court in Saudi Arabia with the help of 
several financial donors. Even though the initial stage for her appeal before the Court has been launched, 
the possibilities of other Sri Lankan migrant workers facing similar situations such as the death sentence or 
rigorous imprisonment still exist because the legal protection that should be provided by their government 
is not guaranteed due to the government's failure to ratify the international law able to protect its citizen. 

As many appeals are proceeding on behalf of Ms. Rizana Nafeek and also as an appeal has been lodged in 
the Dawadami Court, several other important matters regarding the protection of migrant workers, like 
Rizana, have come to the forefront of the public debate.  

One such issue is the need for the Sri Lankan government to ratify the Optional Protocol concerning the 
Compulsory Settlement of Disputes associated with the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations. While 
many countries in a similar situation as Sri Lanka have signed this Optional Protocol, including Sri Lanka's 
neighbouring countries of India, Pakistan and Nepal, Sri Lanka has not yet done so. 

Ratification of this Optional Protocol will bring many benefits to Sri Lanka and in particular, the migrant 
workers who are in employed in countries where certain laws and procedures may not be in conformity 
with international norms and standards, thereby permitting disputes to arise that require compulsory 
settlement. The beheading the four Sri Lankan earlier, the situation faced by Rizana Nafeek at present, and 
many other persons in many places in the Middle East in particular, raises the need for protective measures 
to be taken. One such measure is the signing of this particular protocol. 

Sri Lanka acceded to the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations in May, 2006. During this time there 
was a public outcry arising out the problem faced by three Sri Lankan who were facing the death sentence 
and another facing 15 years of rigorous imprisonment in Saudi Arabia. As a result of this outcry the 
government acceded to the Convention but did not proceed at the same time to ratify the Optional 
Protocol concerning Compulsory Settlement of Disputes, which would have provided the government 
with several advantages in dealing with these cases. 

Though the government has acceded to the Vienna Convention, it has not yet put in place a system to 
exercise its rights under this convention to promptly arrange for the legal representation of its nationals in 
foreign custody. Such right to intervene for legal representation already exists as Sri Lanka now is a 
signatory to the convention.  

To gain further advantage Sri Lanka should promptly ratify the Optional Protocol mentioned above. 

For further information on the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations please see these links: 
http://www.dailymirror.lk/2005/04/08/opinion/1.asp 
http://www.dailymirror.lk/2007/07/23/opinion/02.asp 

For details of the case, please see: UA-207-2007, UP-093-2007, AHRC-OL-022-2007, UG-004-2007, AS-
155-2007, AS-156-2007, UP-097-2007, AS-158-2007, AS-160-2007, AS-163-2007, AS-162-2007, AS-165-
2007, AS-169-2007, AHRC-OL-023-2007. 

__________________________ 

SUGGESTED ACTION: 
Please write a letter to the Sri Lankan authorities requesting the urgent ratification of the Optional Protocol 
to the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations concerning the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes. 
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Suggested letter: 

Dear ___________, 

SRI LANKA: Sri Lanka must ratify the Optional Protocol to the Vienna Convention on Consular 
Relations 

I am writing to bring to your notice the need to ratify the Optional Protocol to the Vienna Convention on 
Consular Relations concerning the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes. This need is very much highlighted 
by the four Sri Lankans who were beheaded and the teenager who is facing the death sentence in Saudi 
Arabia, Rizana Nafeek.  

I urge the government to ratify the said protocol and make available to itself the provisions within the 
Protocol for intervention on matters of national interest and particularly on matters relating to the lives and 
liberties of all Sri Lankans. 

Yours sincerely, 

---------------- 

PLEASE SEND YOUR LETTERS TO: 

1. His Excellency the Hon. Mr. Mahinda Rajapakse 
President Socialist Democratic Republic of  Sri Lanka 
C/- Office of the President 
Temple Trees, 150, Galle Road 
Colombo 3 
SRI LANKA 
Fax: +94 11 2472100 / 2446657 
Email: secretary@presidentsoffice.lk 

2. Dr. Palitha T.B. Kohona  
Secretary / Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Republic Building  
Colombo 01 
Sri Lanka 
Fax: 94-11-5357407 / 2446091 / 2333450 
Email: sfa@formin.gov.lk 

3. Mr. C.R. De Silva  
Attorney General  
Attorney General's Department  
Colombo 12  
SRI LANKA  
Fax: +94 11 2 436421 
Email: attorney@sri.lanka.net 

 
 

55. An Open Letter to His Excellency the President of Sri Lankan on matters 
relating to the case of Rizana Nafeek and an appreciation of the role of the Sri 
Lankan Ambassador in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia  
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July 23, 2007 
 
Document Type: Open Letter 
Document ID: AHRC-OL-023-2007 
 

His Excellency the Hon. Mr. Mahinda Rajapakse 
President Socialist Democratic Republic of Sri Lanka 
C/- Office of the President 
Temple Trees, 150, Galle Road 
Colombo 3 
SRI LANKA 

Fax: +94 11 2472100 / +94 11 2446657 
Email: secretary@presidentsoffice.lk  

Your Excellency, 

Re: Matters relating to the case of Rizana Nafeek and an appreciation of the role of the Sri Lankan  

I am writing to you regarding several matters relating to the case of Rizana Nafeek, who is facing the death 
sentence in Saudi Arabia and on whose behalf an appeal has now been lodged. 

I am happy to inform you that the Asian Human Rights Commission received overwhelming support from 
persons and organisations, both in Sri Lanka and outside, who have contributed to the legal fees needed to 
retain Messers Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari – Attorneys-at-Law, to represent Rizana Nafeek in the 
Dawadami Courts. The legal firm has acted promptly after being retained; they visited the Dawadami 
Prison and obtained the power of attorney from Rizana and filed the preliminary papers for her appeal. 
Thus, her death sentence will now remain suspended until the final outcome of the appeal. 

Messers Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari are now preparing a more detailed appeal, taking into consideration all 
the circumstances of this case from every possible angle. There is good reason to hope that this appeal will 
succeed and that Rizana Nafeek will be able to return, safely to her home. 

The Asian Human Rights Commission has also sought advice from Muslim scholars from around the 
world on several issues relating to this appeal. They are: the value attached to a confession obtained under 
duress; the legal implications of the accused being a minor at the time of the alleged commission of the 
offense; the manner in which the mental element of a crime is assessed under Islamic law in general and in 
particular in the circumstances of this case; the right of an accused to legal representation at a trial in which 
the alleged crime carries the possibility of capital punishment; the rights of an alien who is unaware of the 
law, the language and the culture of the receiving country to have assistance in order that he or she may 
participate in the trial with adequate comprehension of what is going on and the issue of proportionality of 
punishment as compared to the offense. We are hopeful that we will get feedback on these issues, which, 
hopefully, will help in her appeal. 

I am also happy to inform you that globally, the plea on behalf of this teenager received overwhelming 
support. Literally, thousands of letters have been written, seeking clemency on her behalf, to the Saudi 
Arabian government as well as to the family of the deceased infant, who have the preeminent right to 
pardon Rizana Nafeek. The global media has also given extensive and sympathetic coverage to the plight 
of this young girl. 

The Asian Human Rights Commission takes this opportunity to compliment and to express appreciation 
of the excellent intervention of the Ambassador of Sri Lanka in Riyadh, the Hon. A.M.J. Sadiq for making 
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it possible for us to contribute the legal fees in this case and in other ways to help in the case of this young 
Sri Lankan teenager. 

On July 9, 2007 the Asian Human Rights Commission wrote to the Ambassador expressing the AHRC's 
willingness to undertake the cost of this appeal, which the Sri Lankan Ambassador had taken up with Your 
Excellency's government and we received the following reply from him on the very same day: 

I forwarded the letter immediately to the Foreign Ministry in Colombo and sought their advice. The Ministry has informed 
that there is no objection to the AHRC undertaking the legal expenses to file the judicial appeal on behalf of Sri Lankan 
national Rizana Nafeek, who has been sentenced to death by the Dawadami High Court last month. The Ministry has 
further instructed this Mission to facilitate this endeavour. 

On the basis of the Ambassador's letter to us, referred to above, the very next day the Asian Human Rights 
Commission deposited the required initial fees in favour of Messers Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari and the 
legal firm immediately took steps to file the appeal. In recognising the Ambassador's role in this matter the 
Asian Human Rights Commission wrote to the Ambassador stating our appreciation thus: 

I am also taking this opportunity to express my appreciation of your handling of a very complex and delicate situation so 
competently. You have managed to combine conscience with diplomacy and been able to harness the support of various elements 
that, unfortunately, do not often get the chance to collaborate constructively for the common good. While Rizana Nafeek's case 
is very important in saving her life, I am sure it will also go towards establishing a principle of the duties owed to migrant 
workers, not only by the government, but also civil society. 

The Sunday Times on July 22, 2007, reported that the Ambassador has been recalled. It is not our intention 
to comment on the internal matters of the government; however, we are concerned that the case of Rizana 
Nafeek can be adversely affected in the circumstances. It has become possible on this occasion; unlike in 
the situation of the four persons who were beheaded earlier, to take some appropriate legal action and, in 
fact, this occasion should be used as a lesson on how to deal with similar situations in the future. We 
understand that there are other Sri Lankans facing rather serious problems before Saudi Arabian courts. 

Under these circumstances we would suggest the government of Sri Lanka to review its policy regarding 
the legal protection that should be available to Sri Lankan citizens who work as migrant workers abroad. 
Already, several suggestions have been made from many sources that the relevant international agreements 
should be signed between Saudi Arabia and Sri Lanka (as well as in other countries where Sri Lankan 
migrant workers are employed), to secure their rights once they face criminal charges or punishments. Such 
agreements can make it possible for the Sri Lankan government to prosecute or punish these cases under 
Sri Lankan law and, in case they are tried in a foreign land, to ensure that they get proper legal 
representation through the services of the receiving country. Until such agreements are arrived at the Sri 
Lankan government should provide such services and seek, if necessary, the services of other citizens and 
organisations, local or international to assist the government in this regard.  

We hope that the case of Rizana Nafeek will awaken the government, as well as the citizens and all persons 
concerned with the welfare of the migrant workers and their human rights, to take the necessary action to 
be able to provide effective services for persons who may face difficult problems abroad in the future. 

Assuring you of our highest cooperation on all matters relating to the protection and promotion of human 
rights, of all Sri Lankan citizens, I remain, 

Yours sincerely, 

Basil Fernando 
Executive Director 
Asian Human Rights Commission 
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cc: The Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Sri Lanka  

 
 
 
56. AHRC thanks those who have contributed to raise the legal fees the appeal of  

Rizana Nafeek  
 
July 23, 2007 
 
Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PL-027-2007 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission is happy to announce that the money needed for the legal fees have 
now been received and wishes to thank all contributors, as well as those who took an active part in 
canvassing of  support for this case. 
 
The required sum of  US$ 40,000 was received within a very short time from a number of  concerned 
organisations and persons. The AHRC sees in this spontaneous reaction of  concerned persons, an 
international understanding of  the gravity of  the problems involved in this case, as well as an active 
opposition to the continued use of  the death sentence as a punishment, in Saudi Arabia and elsewhere. 
 
The appeal on behalf  of  Rizana Nafeek has also received overwhelming response and the AHRC further 
calls upon everyone to continue with their efforts to make appeals, both to the government of  Saudi 
Arabia and to the family of  the deceased child for clemency. The references to appeals are given below. 
 
The AHRC has also appealed to the Muslim scholars on the issues involved in this case and we are 
confident that there will be serious reflections on these issues. For the issues raised please see: 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1122/ 
 
We take this opportunity to particularly thank the Honourable Ambassador of  Sri Lanka to Saudi Arabia, 
Mr. A.M.J. Sadiq, for the very proactive role he has played in securing legal assistance in this case and his 
attempts to secure freedom for the Sri Lankan teenaged facing this problem. We have written to the Sri 
Lankan government on this issue and you may kindly see this Open Letter at: 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2006statements/1127/ 
 
The AHRC will keep the global community updated on the developments in this case. 
 
For information on this appeal: 
 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1116/ 
http://www.ahrchk.net/ua/mainfile.php/2007/2477/ 
http://web.amnesty.org/library/Index/ENGMDE230262007 
http://www.petitiononline.com/rizana1/ 
 
 
 

57. Rizana Nafeek's appeal -- lawyers file initial papers – a call for further appeals to 
the family and King and financial support for legal costs 
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July 16, 2007 

 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AS-165-2007 

 

The AHRC is happy to announce that the representative of the legal firm of Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari, 
Attorneys at Law has traveled to Dawadimi Jailhouse and was permitted by the Jail Administration to meet 
with Rizana Nafeek and escort her to a Notary Public and in order to issue a power of attorney in the 
name of the legal firm Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari, Attorneys at Law. The power of attorney has now been 
obtained. 

Furthermore, the legal firm has submitted an appeal to court as required by the regulations. The legal firm 
will submit additional justification for the appeal once it receives the Deed of Judgement which has not yet 
been handed over to them by the Jail Administration. The Jail Administration has promised to pass this 
judgement after they receive approval from the Ministry of the Interior. The legal firm is pursuing the case. 

By the filing of these papers it has been possible to meet the deadline of the appeal which is today (July 16). 
This gives time for pursuit of the appeal in court through the legal firm as well as to make further appeals 
to the family of the deceased baby for pardon as well as appeals to His Royal Highness the King, in Saudi 
Arabia. 

We have learned that large numbers of appeals have been received from all over the world at the Sri 
Lankan embassy in Saudi Arabia and these will be handed over to the father of the deceased baby. 

In order to better facilitate further appeals being made we request that the appeals be sent to the following 
facsimile and postal address of the embassy: 

Mr. Naif Jiziyan Khalaf Otaibi 
Ministry of Finance, Riyadh 
C/O Sri Lankan Embassy 
P.O. Box 94360 
Riyadh 11693 
Saudi Arabia - Fax No.00- 966 -1- 4609492 

An appeal for donations for the fees of the legal firm handling the appeal 

The Asian Human Rights Commission has in its earlier communications announced that as the Sri Lankan 
government is not undertaking the legal costs of this appeal, and as the deadline was approaching, the 
AHRC will undertake the obligation of payment of these costs by channeling the assistance of many well 
wishers who called upon the AHRC expressing their willingness to help. 

The total cost of the appeal is SAR 150,000 (US$ 40,000), one third of this amount had to be paid for the 
firm to be retained and for that purpose US$ 13,333 was deposited by the AHRC on behalf of the legal 
firm on July 11, 2007. The second installment of a similar amount has to be paid once the appeal papers 
have been finalized after the legal firm receives the relevant documents from the Ministry of the Interior. 
The third installment has to be paid if the action succeeds or the death sentence is altered. 

The Asian Human Rights Commission has so far received donations from two Sri Lankan workers in the 
Middle East who contributed US$ 1,000 and US$ 1,500 respectively. The AHRC also has an agreement 
from the Nona Foundation in the Netherlands for the payment of the equivalent of Rs. 600,000 which is 
approximately US$ 5,400. 
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We request any other persons, groups or organisations that are willing to contribute to the cost of this 
appeal to make the donations to the bank account given below: 

Name of the Bank: Hang Seng Bank Ltd. 
Address of the Bank: Hankow Road Branch 
4 Hankow Road 
Tsim Sha Tsui 
Kowloon 
Hong Kong  
Account no.: 295-9-077849 (HKD saving) 
Account holder: Asian Human Rights Commission Ltd. 
Swift code:   HASEHKHH 

All receipts will be acknowledged and full disclosure will be made of all donations received as soon as the 
matter is completed. If any money is received in excess of the amount required it will be used for the 
purpose of helping persons in similar circumstances. 

For making of further appeals kindly see the following web references: 

http://www.ahrchk.net/ua/mainfile.php/2007/2477/ 
http://web.amnesty.org/library/Index/ENGMDE230262007 
http://www.petitiononline.com/rizana1/ 

 

 
58. A teenager facing beheading in Saudi Arabia will be a test for Shariah law  
 
July 12, 2007 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AS-163-2007 
 
 
For a related article please see: http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1108/ 
 
The plight of  a teen aged girl facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia, due to an incident that according 
to her happened while she was trying bottle feed an infant child of  four months has received the 
sympathetic attention of  the global media during the last week. 
 
Rizana Nafeek, a 17 year-old girl from a village affected both by civil conflict and the tsunami disaster of  
December, 2004, went to Saudi Arabia for employment as a domestic worker to support her family, who 
live in dire poverty. Within 18 days of  her arrival she met with the tragic incident in which the infant 
choked as she was trying to bottle feed him and from that time she has been in Dawadami prison. 
 
On June 16, she was sentenced to death by beheading by a Saudi court after a trial in which she had no 
legal representation. Her work assignments had been cleaning and other general domestic work but did not 
include nursing and infant care. However, she was given the task of  bottle feeding the child all alone and 
when she tried to do this, the unfortunate incident took place and she did not have the experience to deal 
with it. 
 
By the time the family members arrived due to her cries for help, the child was either unconscious or dead. 
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The family blamed the tragedy on the teenager and handed her over to the police who, according to her, ill-
treated her and forced her to confess that she had strangled the infant. She was made to repeat the 
confession at the first hearing of  the trial by the police who threatened her. However, after being able to 
talk to an interpreter sent from the Sri Lankan embassy in Riyadh, she made a second statement to the 
court, narrating her version of  what had really happened. The court sentenced her to death on the strength 
of  her first confession. She was given 30 days to file an appeal but she had no one to help her do this.  
 
The Sri Lankan embassy in Saudi Arabia reported the case to the Sri Lankan government and requested 
authorization of  funds for the filing of  the appeal. The Sri Lankan government failed to respond and 
probably the matter would have gone unattended if  not for the media, particularly the BBC Sinhala 
Service, who broke the news of  her situation. Ever since floods of  appeals have been made, including 
appeals from Amnesty International and the Asian Human Rights Commission. 
 
On July 11, the AHRC, on behalf  of  several persons who have taken interest in the appeal, deposited 
monies with Messers Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari, Attorneys-at-Law for the filing of  the appeal in court. 
The firm of  lawyers is now pursuing the matter and the Sri Lankan embassy in Saudi Arabia is providing 
the necessary assistance for the filing of  the appeal. The spontaneous reaction of  the mass media and 
human rights organisations across the globe manifested an enormous interest. Now the death sentence on 
the accused, who was herself  a child, at the time of  the alleged crime, is raising serious legal, as well as 
moral issues, not only for Saudi Arabia and Sri Lanka but for the whole world.  
 
The story of  this case brings to mind Victor Hugo's Les Misérables. It is utter poverty that brought the 17 
year old to Saudi Arabia for employment. However, within 18 days she was placed in a situation where the 
legal systems of  the country of  domicile and the country of  origin were unable to help her in any way. 
Saudi Arabia provided her with no legal assistance during the trial. The Sri Lankan government does not 
consider it to be an obligation to provide legal assistance to anyone charged with a crime in any place 
outside the country. Four Sri Lankans were recently executed in Saudi Arabia. They too were not provided 
with legal assistance during their trials, either by the Saudi authorities or the Sri Lankan authorities.  
 
What is really being tested here is the merit of  a trial without legal representation. However, this is not a 
new issue. The poor are, for most of  the time, denied legal assistance and there are many instances in 
which ‘fair trial' is the privilege of  those who can pay the legal fees for good and reputable lawyers. The 
poverty that drives a young girl, who should have been going to school, into employment, has also now 
created the possibility of  her being beheaded. Such is the way that justice and poverty stand in 
contradiction to each other.  
 
Saudi Arabia is a rich country. There is no dearth of  material resources for it to be unable to provide legal 
aid to persons facing criminal trials, particularly those cases which have the possibility of  carrying the death 
sentence. However, the Saudi government does not consider it an obligation to provide legal assistance 
even in such cases. Similarly, Sri Lanka is not so destitute as to be unable to afford legal costs in such a 
case. There are around 400,000 migrant workers from Sri Lanka working in Saudi Arabia who contribute to 
a considerable part of  the foreign exchange of  the country. Despite this the government is unwilling to 
meet the legal fees of  a trial. The pretext seems to be that, if  costs are paid in one case it will set a 
precedent in which in which it will also have to be paid in others.  
 
The purpose of  legal systems is to ensure justice. Ensuring justice requires that all the parties to the case be 
given a fair hearing before any punishments are imposed. Imposing punishment without ensuring justice 
cannot be called humane. It is inhumane systems of  justice that create the distrust between the rulers and 
the ruled. The outcome of  cases such as that of  Rizana Nafeek is that it will generate further distrust of  
the justice system in Saudi Arabia as well as that of  Sri Lanka. 
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The Asian Human Rights Commission issued an urgent appeal this week to the Muslim scholars 
throughout the world to reflect on, and intervene, in Rizana Nafeek's case. Muslim scholars are now faced 
with a similar situation as the one that Victor Hugo dealt with in Les Misérables. It is an occasion for these 
scholars to reflect, gravely, on all the issues of  justice and humanity involved in this case. Rizana Nafeek's 
case will test the justice system in Saudi Arabia and Shariah law in general, for better or for worse. 
 
For further information please also see: 
 
http://www.ahrchk.net/ua/mainfile.php/2006/2477/ 
http://web.amnesty.org/library/Index/ENGMDE230262007 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
 

59. The AHRC protests against inaccurate reporting on Rizana Nafeek's case by the 
Daily News, Sri Lanka 

 
July 12, 2007 

Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AS-162-2007 

(We reproduce below a letter written to the editor of  the Daily News of  Sri Lanka pointing out the 
inaccurate and misleading information published in two articles on the case of  Rizana Nafeek) 

The Editor 
The Daily News 
The Associated Newspapers of Ceylon 
35 D.R. Wijewardena Mawatha, 
Colombo 10 
Sri Lanka 

Fax: 94 11 242 9325/9329 

Dear Sir, 

I refer to the two articles published in the Daily News: ‘Bhaila off on mercy mission to save Lankan girl', 
(July 11), and ‘Parents of Rizana to leave for Saudi on Friday' (July 12), which contain inaccurate and 
misleading information and statements which can be extremely damaging to the appeal that has been made 
on behalf of Rizana Nafeek. 

The statement in your articles to the affect that under Saudi Arabian law only an appeal on compassionate 
grounds can be made is completely wrong.  

An appeal from the death sentence of the original court may be made to a higher court on any grounds as 
is customary in any other legal system. In fact, the firm of Messers Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari, Attorneys at 
Law, is now in the process of filing a comprehensive appeal and the initial payment of Rs. 1.5 Million has 
been paid for the preparation of this appeal by the Asian Human Rights Commission. 

The appeal, among other things, will take up the issue of the age of Rizana Nafeek, who was 17 years of 
age at the time of the alleged incident in May 2005. The evidence of Rizana to the effect that what 
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happened was the accidental choking of the infant who was being bottle fed and that this was an accident 
and not a crime, will be further ground for an appeal. Besides this, Amnesty International has also brought 
to notice that the Saudi Arabian government is a party to the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC). 
The obligations of the government of Saudi Arabia, as a party to the CRC is that they will not execute 
anyone for a crime committed while they were under the age of 18 years. The relevant passage from 
Amnesty International's report is quoted here: 

"Saudi Arabia assured the Committee on the Rights of the Child (who monitor states' implementation of 
the CRC) in January 2006 that no children had been executed in the country since the CRC came into force 
in Saudi Arabia in 1997. This is a weaker commitment than is required by the CRC, which demands that no 
one is executed for crimes committed when they were under 18, no matter how old they are now." 

There are many extensive grounds on which the appeal can be made including the fact that she had no 
legal representation at the time of the trial. In commenting on the legal system of any country it is 
necessary to be accurate on facts and not to create the impression in the minds of the readers that once a 
court has decided on the death sentence nothing can be done to change it. 

Already four Sri Lankans have been executed in Saudi Arabia whose lives may have been saved if legal 
representation had been made at their initial trials and the appeals stage.  

Your news item mentions that Minister Hussain Bhaila will be visiting Saudi Arabia on Friday 13th to make 
an appeal on compassionate grounds before the deadline of the 16th. In fact there is no deadline for 
making an appeal on compassionate grounds, either to the family of the deceased infant or to the King of 
Saudi Arabia.  

In any event, if Minister Bhaila is leaving Sri Lanka on Friday 13th, there is nothing he can do to ensure the 
filing of an appeal before the 16th since when he arrives it will be the Muslim Holy Day followed by the 
normal Saudi weekend of Saturday. Besides this, there is no guarantee at all that the family of the deceased 
infant wants to meet with him. We understand that the Sri Lankan embassy's attempts to meet the family 
have so far failed.  

The news item on the 11th mentions the payment of blood money which is a completely baseless story. 
The family of the deceased infant have at no stage made any request for this and publication of such news, 
if it came to the notice of this family can be extremely counterproductive to the efforts of thousands of 
people who have been writing to them to grant pardon for Rizana on compassionate grounds. An appeal 
has also been made to Muslim scholars throughout the world to intervene in this matter on the basis of 
compassionate understanding of an accident, which happened due to the inexperience of a person who was 
herself a child, who was ordered to look after a four month old infant. 

It is sad to see that your newspaper is trying to create a completely false picture of what is happening to the 
case and the appeal, while the world media including the World Service of the BBC and many leading 
media channels have given very accurate accounts of this case. The BBC Sinhala Service must also be 
credited for accurate reporting on this case on several occasions during the last few weeks. In fact, it was 
the BBC Sinhala Service that brought the news about the death sentence to public notice in the first 
instance. Sadly, it is well known newspapers like the Daily News that should have been providing such 
information to the Sri Lankan public to create an awareness about the need to protect the migrant workers 
of Sri Lanka. In fact, what your paper has done is the very opposite of what is to be expected from a 
newspaper adhering to norms and standards of accurate reporting and sharing of information to the 
country. 

Thank you. 
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Yours faithfully, 

John Sloan 
PS to Executive Director 
Asian Human Rights Commission 

 
 
60. AHRC makes the initial deposit of  the legal fees for the appeal of  Rizana 

Nafeek against the death sentence in Saudi Arabia  
 
July 11, 2007 
 
Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PL-025-2007 
 
Dutch | Sinhalese 
(Hong Kong, July 11, 2007) 
  
'As the deadline for the filing of  the appeal, which is July 16, is approaching rapidly, and as the Sri Lankan 
government has not lived up to its obligation of  defending the rights of  its citizens to a fair trial by 
providing funds for the appeal, the Asian Human Rights Commission has deposited the initial legal fees for 
the filing of  the appeal, which is Rs. 1.5 Million, the equivalent of  Saudi Riyals (SAR) 50,000 with the firm 
of  Kateb Fahad Al-Shammari, Attorneys at Law. We hope that this firm can now proceed to file the papers 
before the deadline,' stated Mr. Basil Fernando, Executive Director of  the Asian Human Rights 
Commission. 
  
Mr. Fernando further stated that the AHRC is doing this on behalf  of  the many groups and persons who 
have taken an active interest in this appeal and who want to assist. 
  
He further stated that payments were made after receiving a letter from the Honourable Ambassador for 
Sri Lanka in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia, which stated as follows: 
  
 
I refer to the letter from AHRC dated 9th July on the above subject. 
  
I forwarded the letter immediately to the Foreign Ministry in Colombo and sought their advice. The 
Ministry has informed that there is no objection to the AHRC undertaking the legal expenses to file the 
judicial appeal on behalf  of  Sri Lankan national Rizana Nafeek, who has been sentenced to death by the 
Dawadami High Court last month. The Ministry has further instructed this Mission to facilitate this 
endeavour. 
  
Fernando further said that although this action was taken in order to prevent the desperate situation that 
might arise in the event of  the non filing of  the appeal, the failure of  the Sri Lankan government to live up 
to its obligations towards the basic protection of  its migrant workers in the Middle East and elsewhere, 
needs to be questioned and the government should be pressurised into changing its policy relating to such 
protection. 
  
Fernando went on to say that it is tremendously depressing and counterproductive to read some of  the 
statements attributed to ministers of  the government and published in several Sri Lankan newspapers. 
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Some of  these statements have referred to the payment of  blood money for the family of  the deceased 
infant. In fact, at no stage has there been any request from this family for any such payment. These 
statements regarding blood money are not based on fact and are pure fabrications. In fact, such statements 
can be extremely counterproductive to the appeals made by thousands of  persons from around the world 
to this family to grant pardon to the teenager on compassionate grounds. A large number of  appeals have 
been sent to the Sri Lankan embassy in Riyadh to be presented to the family. An appeal has also been made 
to the Muslim scholars across the globe to make their intervention in this case on the basis of  
compassionate understanding. 
  
The Asian Human Rights Commission encourages everyone to participate in the campaign against the 
death sentence of  Rizana Nafeek. 
  
For further details please follow these links: 
  
http://www.ahrchk.net/ua/mainfile.php/2006/2477/ 
http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2006statements/1111/ 
 
  
Related contentWELT: AHRC zahlt Anwaltsgebühr für Rizana Nafeek damit Einspruch gegen 
die Todesstrafe in Saudi Arabien erhoben werden kannAHRC-PL-025-2007-SI.pdf 
 
 
 
61. Death sentence case in Saudi -- a protest against unfair reporting by the Island 

Newspaper  
 
July 10, 2007 
 
Document Type: Statement 
Document ID: AS-160-2007 
 
 
The Sri Lankan government has not yet decided to pay the legal fees for the appeal from the death 
sentence of  Rizana Nafeek while the deadline for the appeal is on July 16, 2007; nor has the government 
made any arrangements to facilitate the many offers of  the payment of  the legal fees by others. 
  
Meanwhile the Asian Human Rights Commission has received several requests from concerned persons 
who want to assist in this case. A Sri Lankan employee in Dubai telephoned the AHRC office this 
afternoon, and stated that he is willing to offer his entire salary to assist in this case. Many others have been 
sending appeals to the Sri Lankan embassy in Riyadh. 
  
Two news agencies based in Saudi Arabia itself  have given fair and extensive coverage regarding the case 
and the problems relating to the appeal. 
  
Meanwhile, the Island, a newspaper published in Sri Lanka, issued an article on the case today (July 10). 
The AHRC has sent a letter to the editor protesting this news item as a piece of  unfair reporting. The 
protest letter sent to the editor is reproduced below. 
  
July 10, 2007 
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The Editor 
The Island Newspaper 
Upali Newspapers Limited 
223, Bloemendhal Road,  
Colombo 13 
Sri Lanka 
  
Dear Sir, 
  
Re: Your article "Lankan Embassy in Saudi battles for teenager's life" 
  
I refer to the article "Lankan Embassy in Saudi battles for teenager's life" which appeared in today's edition 
of  the Island which unfortunately is not a piece of  fair reporting. 
  
Contrary to your report the factual situation is that due to the non-payment of  the fees of  the legal firm 
no appeal has yet been filed on behalf  of  Rizana Nafeek, despite of  the deadline for the appeal being July 
16. 
  
Your article has also omitted many parts of  relevant information from the media release of  the Sri Lankan 
embassy in Saudi Arabia, which has clearly stated that they have not been able to get the documents 
relating to this case, and are therefore not in a position to file the appeal before the deadline. A further 
omission is that it is the claim of  the 17 year-old Nafeek that she was ordered to bottle feed a four month 
old infant, for which job she had no experience, and that the death was caused due to choking, which was 
misunderstood by the family. The actual situation of  the case, as reported correctly by several media 
agencies, including those in Saudi Arabia itself, is that the government of  Sri Lanka has not approved the 
payment of  the lawyer's fees in this case and therefore despite of  the efforts of  the Sri Lankan embassy in 
Saudi Arabia to contact a legal firm, the work for the appeal has not yet begun due to the legal fees not 
being paid and the documents not being obtained. 
  
Many media channels including the BBC Sinhala Service have reported that several agencies have 
volunteered to help with the legal fees if  the government takes the responsibility for facilitating the appeal, 
and this too has been ignored. 
  
The result of  such information regarding this case being suppressed may prevent interventions on the part 
of  readers when in fact the possibility of  another execution of  a migrant worker is quite possible unless 
some urgent action is taken within the coming five to six days. 
  
Thank you. 
  
Yours faithfully, 
  
John Sloan 
Asian Human Rights Commission 
  
 
Those who wish to learn more about the appeal on behalf  of  Razina Nafeek and may wish to participate 
by writing letters may refer to the following web references. 
  
http://www.ahrchk.net/ua/mainfile.php/2006/2477/ 
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http://www.ahrchk.net/statements/mainfile.php/2007statements/1111/ 
  
 
 
62. Your urgent intervention is needed to save Rizana Nafeek who must appeal 

against the death sentence before 16 July 2007  
 
July 9, 2007 
 
Document Type: Urgent Appeal Update 
Document ID: UP-097-2007 
 
 
(UG-004-2007: SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: A Special Appeal under Extraordinary Circumstances for 
Nafeek Rizana; UP-093-2007: SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Please immediately write to the Sri Lankan 
Ministry of  Foreign Affairs to save the life of  its citizen; RE: UA-207-2007: SAUDI ARABIA/SRI 
LANKA: Death sentence to young girl requires urgent intervention by the Sri Lankan government) 
 
Dear friends, 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) has received updated information regarding the death 
sentence of  a Rizana Nafeek whose appeal will be finalized on 16 July 2007. This information is also with 
some corrections including legal costs and additional information. While the Sri Lankan government in 
Colombo has not approved the payment of  legal costs, the father of  Rizana Nafeek has sought the pardon 
of  the father of  the deceased baby. We seek your support in also writing to the father. (For previous 
references to this case, please see UA-207-2007, UP-093-2007, AHRC-PL-023-2007, UG-004-2007) 
 
UPDATE INFORMATION: 
 
According to the information received, Rizana Nafeek has to file her appeal against the death sentence 
before July 16, 2007. However, the Sri Lankan embassy in Saudi Arabia (SA) has not been given the 
judgment and other documents relating to the case, which are necessary for the filing of  the appeal. 
Meanwhile, the Sri Lankan government in Colombo has not approved the payment of  legal costs which, 
according to a communiqué issued by the embassy is Saudi Riyals (SAR) 150,000 (US$ 40,000). (For details, 
kindly see the Embassy's Media Release dated July 8, 2007)   
 
Meanwhile, the father of  Rizana Nafeek has appealed to the father of  the deceased baby seeking for a 
pardon. (For details, kindly see an English translation of  the appeal)  
 
REMINDER OF THE CASE:  
 
A Special Appeal Under extraordinary circumstances 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) is making this special appeal, choosing a mode of  appeal 
which is exceptional as compared to our usual appeals due to the extraordinary circumstances of  this case. 
 
This case concerns Rizana Nafeek who is facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia, allegedly for the 
strangulation of  a four month old baby. Through close study of  the case the AHRC is satisfied that, in fact, 
what has taken place was the tragic death of  a baby in the process of  being fed by an inexperienced 
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teenager.  
 
Rizana Nafeek was born on February 4, 1988 and comes from a war-torn, impoverished village. Here, 
many families, including those of  the Muslim community try to send their under aged children for 
employment outside the country, as their breadwinners. Some employment agencies exploit the situation of  
the impoverished families to recruit under aged girls for employment. For that purpose they engage in 
obtaining passports by altering the dates of  birth of  these children to make it appear that they are older 
than they really are. In the case of  Rizana Nafeek, the altered date, which is to be found in her passport 
now, is February 2, 1982. It was on the basis of  this altered date that the employment agency fixed her 
employment in Saudi Arabia and she went there in May 2005. 
 
She went to work at the house of  Mr. Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al Otaibi whose wife had a new-born baby boy. 
A short time after she started working for this family she was assigned to bottle feed the infant who was by 
then four months old. Rizana Nafeek had no experience of  any sort in caring for such a young infant. She 
was left alone when bottle feeding the child. While she was feeding the child the boy started choking, as so 
often happens to babies and Rizana Nafeek panicked and while shouting for help tried to sooth the child 
by feeling the chest, neck and face, doing whatever she could to help him. At her shouting the mother 
arrived but by that time the baby was either unconscious or dead. Unfortunately, misunderstanding the 
situation the family members treated the teenager very harshly and handed her over to the police, accusing 
her of  strangling the baby. At the police station also, she was very harshly handled and did not have the 
help of  a translator or anyone else to whom she could explain what had happened. She was made to sign a 
confession and later charges were filed in court of  murder by strangulation. 
 
On her first appearance in court she was sternly warned by the police to repeat her confession, which she 
did. However, later she was able to talk to an interpreter who was sent by the Sri Lankan embassy and she 
explained in her own language the circumstances of  what had happened as stated above. This version was 
also stated in court thereafter.  
 
According to reports, the judges who heard the case requested the father of  the child to use his prerogative 
to pardon the young girl. However, the father refused to grant such pardon. On that basis the court 
sentenced her to death by beheading. This sentence was made on June 16, 2007. 
 
There is a period of  one month for the lodging of  an appeal. However, an appeal has not yet been lodged. 
The initiative for lodging the appeal is with the Sri Lankan government. The AHRC also understands that 
the Sri Lankan embassy in Saudi Arabia has sought the help of  a legal firm which had initially demanded 
the equivalent of  Saudi Riyals (SAR) 250,000 (US$ 66,666) which the embassy has now been able to reduce 
after negotiation to SAR 150,000 (US$ 40,000), according to a communiqué issued by the embassy on July 
8. However, the Sri Lankan Foreign Ministry in Colombo has not authorised the payment of  any money in 
legal fees. 
 
However, under Saudi Arabian law it is the prerogative of  the family of  the victim, in this case the parents 
of  the baby that has the right to pardon the teenaged, Rizana Nafeek. Such pardon will be valid in law 
under the Saudi Arabian legal system. 
 
The AHRC is of  the view that was has happened is a tragedy and not a crime. At no stage was any 
allegation made of  any animosity between the teenaged helper and the family. If  such animosity existed it 
is very unlikely that a four month old infant would have been handed over to her care. The inexperience of  
the helper, as well as the difficulties of  communication due to the language problems have ended up in an 
extremely unfortunate situation being misunderstood as a crime. If  the nature of  this tragedy is not dealt 
with within a matter of  days from now there will be a further tragedy of  a teenaged, inexperienced helper 
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being given capital punishment for a crime she did not commit or intend to commit. 
 
Under these circumstances the AHRC is of  the view that there is justification to appeal for compassionate 
understanding, mercy and pardon from the head of  the family, who has lost their baby. In taking this 
approach we do not wish to blame or to harass this unfortunate family which has already faced the tragedy. 
Our sole approach is, to very respectfully, appeal to their compassionate understanding. 
 
As we do not wish to harass the family in any way we propose that all appeals to the family should be made 
through the Sri Lankan Embassy in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. We do not wish to write directly to the family or 
to bombard them with letters. Instead our request is for concerned persons to write to the contact address 
of  the Sri Lankan Embassy which we believe will hand over the letters to the family. We give below a draft 
letter which we encourage all concerned persons throughout the world to send through the contact address 
provided. If  anyone wishes change the language of  the appeal we urge that in every possible way 
understanding of  the sufferings of  this family should be shown and the family should be treated with the 
utmost respect. 
 
(Writing of  letters in Arabic is also encouraged) 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION: 
The AHRC encourages everyone to write similar letters through the Sri Lankan embassy in Saudi Arabia.  
 
 
Suggested letter: 
 
Mr. Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al Otaibi 
Ministry of  Finance, Riyadh 
C/O Sri Lankan Embassy 
P.O. Box 94360 
Riyadh 19693 
Saudi Arabia 
 
Email: lankaemb@shabakah.net.sa 
 
Request a Pardon for Rizana Nafeek 
 
Dear Mr. Otaibi, 
 
May the peace of  God be upon you during this time of  grief  in your family. I wish to express my heartfelt 
condolences to you and your wife over the loss of  your child. 
 
The loss of  any life is a tragedy, and it is in this spirit that I share with you my concerns for the life of  the 
teenage girl Rizana Nafeek. 
 
Rizana Nafeek comes from an extremely poor family in the war-torn eastern part of  Sri Lanka where many 
people, including the Muslim community, are facing grave economic and other daily hardships. Due to this, 
many underage young people are sent to other countries for employment in order to feed their 
impoverished families. 
 
Rizana Nafeek was born on February 4, 1988. The individuals who recruited her for employment in your 
country altered her date of  birth to February 2, 1982, and obtained a passport for her to travel to Saudi 
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Arabia. At the time of  her employment in your household, she was therefore still a teenager without any 
experience of  looking after a baby. My understanding is that her inexperience resulted in the accidental 
death of  your child and that this was not an intentional act to harm your family. 
 
I am therefore writing this letter to appeal to your compassion to pardon and forgive the teenage girl 
Rizana Nafeek who is now facing a death sentence. It is to your compassion and understanding that I 
appeal in the hope that you will find it in your heart to forgive this unfortunate girl.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
_________ 
 
 
 

63. Government has not approved payment of legal fees for the appeal of Rizana 
Naffeek facing a death sentence in Saudi Arabia 

 
July 9, 2007 
 
Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PL-024-2007 
 

The Asian Human Rights Commission wrote to the Sri Lankan ambassador in Saudi Arabia requesting him 
to urge the Sri Lankan government to make payment for the filing of the appeal on behalf of Rizana 
Naffeek, the deadline for which is July 16, 2007. 

Moon Jeong Ho, programme coordinator of the Urgent Appeals programme of the Asian Human Rights 
Commission stated, "There is ground for concern as the deadline for filing the appeal is approaching. The 
Sri Lankan government has not made a decision to pay the legal costs, nor has it replied to others who 
have volunteered to help in this matter. Given the past experience of four other Sri Lankan who faced the 
without any legal assistance being given to them, there is good reason for worry." 

The AHRC in its letter mentioned that in the Sri Lankan embassy's Media Release it is stated that: 

"….the amount of the fees demanded by the Saudi Arabian legal firm as SAR 150,000 (US$ 40,000). While 
you have demanded an extension of the deadline for the filing of the appeal from the date of your embassy 
receiving all relevant documents for the appeal form the Saudi court, the legally due date for filing remains 
as July 16. Since there has not yet been an official confirmation of any extension, legally speaking the 
possibility of carrying out the execution, if the appeal is not filed on July 16, remains. As such a more 
cautious approach would be to request the legal firm, which is to handle this appeal, also to undertake the 
obtaining of papers and doing whatever is needed to get an extension through the courts. However, the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Colombo has not yet clarified the matter regarding the payment of the legal 
fees of the firm by the government. There have been some media reports in Sri Lanka in which some 
ministers have stated that the government is still considering the matter. Even despite of the approaching 
deadline there has not been any attempt on the part of the Sri Lankan government to deal with this 
matter." 

The letter further states that despite of communications to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs to take steps to 
enable others who have volunteered to help with finances, no response has been received the ministry in 
Colombo. 
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"We therefore urge your embassy to settle this matter with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and to let us 
know if you will request for financial assistance from other sources. I am giving you the assurance that, on 
receipt of confirmation of this matter, the AHRC will deposit the initial sum of SAR 50,000 in favour of 
the legal firm so that they can begin their work forthwith." 
 
 
 
64. A Special Appeal under Extraordinary Circumstances for Nafeek Rizana  
 
July 6, 2007 
 
Document Type: Urgent Appeal General 
Document ID: UG-004-2007 
 
French | German 
 
Dear friends, 
  
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) is making this special appeal, choosing a mode of  appeal 
which is exceptional as compared to our usual appeals due to the extraordinary circumstances of  this case. 
For previous references to this case, please see: UA-207-2007, UP-093-2007, AHRC-PL-023-2007. 
  
PURPOSE OF A SPECIAL APPEAL: 
  
This case concerns Nafeek Rizana who is facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia, allegedly for the 
strangulation of  a four month old baby. Through close study of  the case the AHRC is satisfied that, in fact, 
what has taken place was the tragic death of  a baby in the process of  being fed by an inexperienced 
teenager.  
 
Nafeek Rizana was born on February 4, 1988 and comes from a war-torn, impoverished village. Here, 
many families, including those of  the Muslim community try to send their under aged children for 
employment outside the country, as their breadwinners. Some employment agencies exploit the situation of  
the impoverished families to recruit under aged girls for employment. For that purpose they engage in 
obtaining passports by altering the dates of  birth of  these children to make it appear that they are older 
than they really are. In the case of  Nafeek Rizana, the altered date, which is to be found in her passport 
now, is February 2, 1982. It was on the basis of  this altered date that the employment agency fixed her 
employment in Saudi Arabia and she went there in May 2005. 
  
Later in 2005 she went to work at the house of  Mr. Naif  Jiziyan Khklafal Otaibi whose wife had a new-
born baby boy. A short time after she started working for this family she was assigned to bottle feed the 
infant who was by then four months old. Nafeek Rizana had no experience of  any sort in caring for such a 
young infant. She was left alone when bottle feeding the child. While she was feeding the child the boy 
started choking, as so often happens to babies, and Nafeek Rizana panicked and while shouting for help 
tried to sooth the child by feeling the chest, neck and face, doing whatever she could to help him. At her 
shouting the mother arrived but by that time the baby was either unconscious or dead. Unfortunately, 
misunderstanding the situation the family members treated the teenager very harshly and handed her over 
to the police, accusing her of  strangling the baby. At the police station also, she was very harshly handled 
and did not have the help of  a translator or anyone else to whom she could explain what had happened. 
She was made to sign a confession and later charges were filed in court of  murder by strangulation. 
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On her first appearance in court she was sternly warned by the police to repeat her confession, which she 
did. However, later she was able to talk to an interpreter who was sent by the Sri Lankan embassy and she 
explained in her own language the circumstances of  what had happened as stated above. This version was 
also stated in court thereafter.  
 
According to reports, the judges who heard the case requested the father of  the child to use his prerogative 
to pardon the young girl. However, the father refused to grant such pardon. On that basis the court 
sentenced her to death by beheading. This sentence was made on June 16, 2007. 
  
There is a period of  one month for the lodging of  an appeal. However, an appeal has not yet been lodged. 
The initiative for lodging the appeal is with the Sri Lankan government. The AHRC also understands that 
the Sri Lankan authorities have sought the help of  a legal firm which had initially demanded the equivalent 
of  US$ 160,000. In the initially reports in the media there were different figures quoted. However, this 
matter has now been clarified. The Foreign Ministry in Colombo, Sri Lanka has not authorised such money 
and the family of  Nafeek Rizana is of  course unable to raise any funds for her appeal. This matter of  legal 
assistance is being pursued with the government at the moment.  
 
However, under Saudi Arabian law it is the prerogative of  the family of  the victim, in this case the parents 
of  the baby that has the right to pardon the teenaged, Nafeek Rizana. Such pardon will be valid in law 
under the Saudi Arabian legal system. 
  
The AHRC is of  the view that was has happened is a tragedy and not a crime. At no stage was any 
allegation made of  any animosity between the teenaged helper and the family. If  such animosity existed it 
is very unlikely that a four month old infant would have been handed over to her care. The inexperience of  
the helper, as well as the difficulties of  communication due to the language problems have ended up in an 
extremely unfortunate situation being misunderstood as a crime. If  the nature of  this tragedy is not dealt 
with within a matter of  days from now there will be a further tragedy of  a teenaged, inexperienced helper 
being given capital punishment for a crime she did not commit or intend to commit. 
  
Under these circumstances the AHRC is of  the view that there is justification to appeal for compassionate 
understanding, mercy and pardon from the head of  the family, who has lost their baby. In taking this 
approach we do not wish to blame or to harass this unfortunate family which has already faced the tragedy. 
Our sole approach is, to very respectfully, appeal to their compassionate understanding. 
  
As we do not wish to harass the family in any way, we propose that all appeals to the family should be 
made through the Sri Lankan Embassy in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. We do not wish to write directly to the 
family or to bombard them with letters. Instead our request is for concerned persons to write to the 
contact address of  the Sri Lankan Embassy which we believe will hand over the letters to the family. We 
give below a draft letter which we encourage all concerned persons throughout the world to send through 
the contact address provided. If  anyone wishes change the language of  the appeal we urge that in every 
possible way understanding of  the sufferings of  this family should be shown and the family should be 
treated with the utmost respect. 
  
(Writing of  letters in Arabic is also encouraged) 
  
------------------------------- 
 
SAMPLE LETTER: 
  
Mr. Naif  Jiziyan Khklafal Otaibi 
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Ministry of  Finance, Riyadh 
C/O Sri Lankan Embassy 
P.O. Box 94360 
Riyadh 19693 
Saudi Arabia 
  
Fax: +966 1 460 8846 
Email: lankaemb@shabakah.net.sa or amjsadiqu@hotmail.com 
  
 
Dear Mr. Otaibi, 
  
May the peace of  God be upon you during this time of  grief  in your family. I wish to express my heartfelt 
condolences to you and your wife over the loss of  your child. 
  
The loss of  any life is a tragedy, and it is in this spirit that I share with you my concerns for the life of  the 
teenage girl Nafeek Rizana. 
  
Nafeek Rizana comes from an extremely poor family in the war-torn eastern part of  Sri Lanka where many 
people, including the Muslim community, are facing grave economic and other daily hardships. Due to this, 
many underage young people are sent to other countries for employment in order to feed their 
impoverished families. 
  
Nafeek Rizana was born on February 4, 1988. The individuals who recruited her for employment in your 
country altered her date of  birth to February 2, 1982, and obtained a passport for her to travel to Saudi 
Arabia. At the time of  her employment in your household, she was therefore still a teenager without any 
experience of  looking after a baby. My understanding is that her inexperience resulted in the accidental 
death of  your child and that this was not an intentional act to harm your family. 
  
I am therefore writing this letter to appeal to your compassion to pardon and forgive the teenage girl 
Nafeek Rizana who is now facing a death sentence. It is to your compassion and understanding that I 
appeal in the hope that you will find it in your heart to forgive this unfortunate girl.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
  
--------------------------- 
  
Related content 
•SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Un appel urgent, vu la situation extraordinaire dans laquelle se trouve 
Naffeek Rizana 
•Saudi Arabien / Sri Lanka: Ein spezieller Aufruf  auf  Grund außergewöhnlichen Umständen für Naffeek 
Rizana 
 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

65. Young girl facing death sentence by beheading seeks urgent govt. intervention 
 
July 4, 2007 
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Document Type: Press Release 
Document ID: AHRC-PL-023-2007 
 

"The government of Sri Lanka must clearly state its position regarding providing legal assistance to young 
Nasik who is facing death sentence by beheading in Saudi Arabia" said Basil Fernando, the Executive 
Director of the Asian Human Rights Commission. 

He said, "The government is fully aware that there are only a few days left for filing an appeal but this will 
require retaining Saudi legal advisors".  

Mr. Fernando said, that "the Sri Lankan embassy in Saudi has already requested funds from the Sri Lankan 
government for the appeal. However, the government is still to make a clear decision".  He further said 
that a letter was sent to Dr. Palitha Kohona, Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, regarding this matter. 

"Subsequently the AHRC had been contacted by parties who have come forward to offer assistance in this 
matter if the government is not willing to take responsibility. However, since the victim can be contacted 
only through the Sri Lankan embassy or and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, these persons are unable to 
help if the government does not indicate what its decision on the issue is.  

Mr. Fernando also added that "the AHRC will do its utmost to assist in this case if the government 
indicates the manner in which any assistance needs to be channelled for this purpose". 

Finally Mr. Fernando said he regretted the execution of four Sri Lankans earlier this year who did not 
receive proper legal assistance at any stage of their case or even when trying to seek a pardon.  

As such an unfortunate outcome should be prevented at all costs; Mr. Fernando on behalf of the AHRC 
urged the government to act quickly on this matter and spare the life a young 17-year-old Sri Lankan girl. 

 

 

66. Please immediately write to the Sri Lankan Ministry of Foreign Affairs to save 
the life of its citizen  

July 3, 2007 

Document Type: Urgent Appeal Update 
Document ID: UP-093-2007 

 

Dear friends, 

The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) urgently requests you to write to the Sri Lankan 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs to save one Sri Lankan girl Nafeek Rizana, who is facing the death 
sentence in Saudi Arabia. For details of the original case, please see: UA-207-2007.  

Rizana's family could not file an appeal before the Supreme Court of Saudi Arabia because they were 
unable to meet the cost of litigation which amounts to Rs. 600,000 (approximately 5,400 US dollars). 
Although the deadline for the appeal will expire soon, the Sri Lankan government hesitates to provide 
financial support for legal assistance. If she looses the chance of appeal, Rizana will face execution. Please 
strongly urge the Sri Lankan government to bear the cost of litigation so that she can file an appeal to the 
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Supreme Court in time. The contact information of the Ministry of the Foreign Affairs and the sample 
letter have been attached below.  

For your information, we have reproduced our open letter to Dr. Palitha T.B. Kohona, the Secretary of 
Ministry of the Foreign Affairs of the Sri Lankan government relating to this matter.  

(AHRC OPEN LETTER) 

Dr. Palitha T.B. Kohona  
Secretary / Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Republic Building  
Colombo 01 
Sri Lanka 
Fax: 94-11-5357407, 2446091, 2333450 
Email: sfa@formin.gov.lk 

Dear Dr. Kohona, 

Re: Rizana Nasik of Mutur - the young girl facing death sentence by beheading:   
Matter relating to legal assistance for her appeal 

I am sure you are aware of the death sentence pronounced on Nafeek Rizana of Mutur by a Court in Saudi 
Arabia and who is now awaiting the death sentence. She still has time for filing an appeal which has to be 
done soon. We have been informed that the Ministry of Foreign Affairs has been in contact with Nafeek 
Rizana's family in Mutur. This family belongs to the lower income group and is totally unable to meet the 
cost of litigation which according to your embassy sources in Saudi Arabia amounts to about Rs. 
600,000.  We also understand that the father of Nafeek Rizana has met Foreign Ministry officials in 
Colombo and has already explained to them that the family does not have means to contribute to this 
appeal.  

We also understand that the Sri Lankan embassy in Saudi Arabia has already made representations to the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs requesting funds to enable filing of this appeal. There also seems to be good 
grounds for appeal since the entire case had been conducted in a language not understood by her and also 
without any meaningful interpretation provided to her. She had also not been legally represented at the 
trial. She is also quite young and is said to have left for employment a few months ago when she was only 
about 17 years of age. Furthermore the totality of evidence against her is supposed to be a confession 
which she had later withdrawn. In a foreign country under such circumstances and being of such young 
age, it is quite possible that she may have made the confession under duress. 

Nonetheless, such defenses are hardly of much use within the legal system of Saudi Arabia. A Sri Lankan 
citizen—particularly of that young age—facing a criminal trial carrying the possibility of the death sentence 
which within the particular jurisdiction is carried out rapidly Rizana Nasik would have deserved legal 
assistance from the embassy of her country from the very beginning. However, even at this late stage, the 
Government of Sri Lanka owes it to this young Sri Lankan citizen to rapidly intervene and assist her. 
According to interviews in the media, it appears that what prevents granting her legal redress is some rule, 
regulation or policy that seems to deny legal assistance by the Sri Lankan Government to Sri Lankans 
migrating to other countries who are accused of criminal charges. I am sure you would agree that there is 
no legal basis to withdraw the protection that the government of a particular country owes to its citizens in 
this manner. Particularly, migrant workers who leave their countries for employment should not be 
deprived of legal protection merely because they are accused of some crime. As you are aware, the Sri 
Lankan Constitution recognizes the presumption of innocence of a person until proven guilty.   
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It is hardly necessary to remind you of the fate of 4 other Sri Lankans who were beheaded recently—one 
of whom was in fact sentenced only for 15 years of rigorous imprisonment. Even when that matter was 
being publicly discussed, Sri Lankan embassy officials in Saudi Arabia made promises to provide legal 
assistance to enable these 4 persons to reviews their cases even at that last stage. The President of the 
country at the time, Chandrika Kumaratunga made a public statement, which was published on the front 
page of some newspapers, that she will directly intervene with His Royal Highness of Saudi Arabia to seek 
pardon on behalf of these 4 persons. The present President as Prime Minister then and later as President 
also made several public statements assuring that all attempts would be made to assist the 4 persons facing 
death sentence. However, when the death sentence was in fact carried out, no one—including embassy 
officials in Saudi Arabia—was aware of it.  

We are writing this to bring to your kind notice the pitiful plight of this young woman and to urge you to 
take all appropriate actions to ensure that she will be provided with legal assistance to enable her to file this 
appeal. We also urge you to review any rule, regulation or policy that may exist obstructing the granting of 
protection owing to such a citizen. 

We hope that you will graciously and expeditiously intervene in this matter.  

Thank you, 

Yours faithfully, 

 
SUGGESTED ACTION: 
Please immediately write to the Secretary of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and demand the Sri Lankan 
government's immediate financial support for the ligitagion cost so that Rizana can file an appeal before 
the Supreme Court.   

Sample letter:  

Dr. Palitha T.B. Kohona  
Secretary / Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Republic Building  
Colombo 01 
Sri Lanka 
Fax: 94-11-5357407, 2446091, 2333450 
Email: sfa@formin.gov.lk 

Dear Dr. Kohona, 

SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Please immediately provide financial assistance to Rizana Nafeek 
for filing an appeal before the Supreme Court  

I urgently request the Government of Sri Lanka to bear the litigation cost of your citizen, Nafeek Rizana, 
who is facing the death sentence in Saudi Arabia.  

I am informed that Rizana's family could not file an appeal before the Supreme Court of Saudi Arabia 
because they were unable to meet the cost of litigation which amounts to Rs. 600,000 (approximately 5,400 
US dollars). I am concerned to hear that your government hesitates to provide financial support for legal 
assistance, although the deadline for appeal will expire soon.  

Under the Constitution of Sri Lanka, your government has an obligation to protect the rights of your 
citizens. Please also consider that if she looses the chance of appeal, Rizana will face execution.  
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I therefore request your ministry to provide legal assistance to enable her to file her appeal without delay. I 
also urge you to review any rule, regulation or policy that may obstruct the granting of protection owed to 
such a citizen. 

I hope that you will immediately intervene in this matter.  

Thank you, 

Yours faithfully, 

---------------- 

 

 
67. Death sentence to young girl requires urgent intervention by the Sri Lankan 

government  
 
June 27, 2007 
 
Document Type: Urgent Appeal Case 
Document ID: UA-207-2007 
 
Dear friends, 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) needs your immediate intervention in the case of  a Sri 
Lankan migrant worker, Nafeek Rizana, who has been sentenced to death in Saudi Arabia for allegedly 
killing a 4-month-old child. The deadline for her appeal has been set for June 30, but she cannot afford 
legal aid and the government of  Sri Lanka has yet to provide necessary aid. With the appeal deadline fast-
approaching and the death sentence impending, we are desperately pleading to the Custodian of  the Two 
Holy Mosques King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of  Saudi Arabia for clemency.  
 
DETAILED INFORMATION: 
 
Nafeek Rizana of  Muttur, has been sentenced to death by the Daw Admi High Courts in Saudi Arabia on 
30 May. She has been charged with strangling the 4-month-old child of  the family for whom she worked as 
a housemaid. She is legally allowed only 30 days from the date of  the court order to make her appeal. The 
Sri Lankan Embassy points out that she had previously pleaded guilty, but in a latter statement, she claimed 
that the employer had been harassing her to make a confession. The Embassy has made an appeal to the 
Sri Lankan Foreign Employment Bureau for funding for the case, but the funding has yet to come. 
 
The said murder allegedly took place in February 2005 when Nafeek Rizana was only 17 years old. Sources 
said she had modified her age on her passport so that she could enter Saudi Arabia to work. Accordingly, 
she was still considered a minor by the United Nations Convention on the Rights of  Child. 
 
As the deadline for the appeal is imminent, the AHRC urges the Sri Lankan government to provide legal 
aid to Nafeek Rizana without further delay. It is the duty of  the Sri Lankan government to protect its 
citizens who are working abroad, and the government should take special care to assist in Nafeek Rizana's 
case, as she was only a minor in the labor force.  
 
The AHRC pleads for clemency for the life of  Nafeek Rizana to the Custodian of  the Two Holy Mosques 



 145

King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of  Saudi Arabia, especially given that she committed the alleged 
crime when she was 17 years old. We also kindly request that His Excellency take into account the 
international human rights standards, which seek to abolish the death penalty. 
 
The AHRC also asks the President of  Sri Lanka to take part in seeking clemency for Rizana by directly 
writing to King Abdullah and exhausting all diplomatic and legal means available to help the young woman 
in her dire time of  need. 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION: 
Please send letters to the Sri Lanka government asking for immediate legal aid and other necessary 
assistance on behalf  of  Nafeek Rizana so that her appeal made proceed. Please also write to the Custodian 
of  the Two Holy Mosques King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of  Saudi Arabia seeking clemency for 
Rizana Nasik. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------ 
 
SAMPLE LETTER 1 (to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of  Saudi Arabia): 
 
Your Royal Highness, 
 
This is to plead for clemency for the life of  Nafeek Rizana, who has been sentenced to death by the High 
Court in Daw Admi. 
 
I plead with you to grant clemency to Nafeek Rizana, a young migrant worker who was 17 years old when 
charged with alleged infanticide and sentenced to death by the High Court in Daw Admi. 
 
I trust that Your Excellency will understands that as both a migrant worker and a minor, Rizana would 
have been at best ill-prepared for trial, lacking both legal capability and necessary funds. Therefore, we 
desperately plead for Your Excellency to have mercy on Rizana and pardon her from the impending death 
penalty.  
 
As a believer in Your Excellency's goodness and the compassionate nature of  Islam, I sincerely hope that 
Your Excellency will demonstrate mercy toward young Rizana and grant her clemency. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
_______________ 
 
 
PLEASE SEND YOUR LETTERS TO: 
 
1. King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud 
Custodian of  the Two Holy Mosques 
Royal Court, Riyadh 
SAUDI ARABIA  
 
2. HRH Prince Naif  bin Abdul Aziz Al-Saud 
Minister of  Interior 
PO Box 2933 



 146

Riyadh 11134 
SAUDI ARABIA  
Fax: +(966) 1-403 1185 
 
------------------------------------------------------- 
 
SAMPLE LETTER 2 (to Sri Lankan authorities):  
 
Dear __________, 
 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Death sentence to young girl requires urgent intervention by the 
Sri Lankan government 
 
I am writing to voice my deep concern regarding a young Sri Lankan migrant worker, Nafeek Rizana, who 
was sentenced to the death in Saudi Arabia for allegedly committing infanticide. I am aware that at the time 
of  the said crime, Rizana was only 17 years old. The deadline for her appeal is imminent, 30 June 2007, but 
she cannot afford legal aid and the Sri Lanka government has yet to provide necessary legal and financial 
assistance.  
 
I am informed that Nafeek Rizana of  Mutter, was charged with strangling the 4-month-old child of  the 
family for whom she worked as a housemaid. At the time of  the alleged crime, she was 17 years old, only a 
minor, according to the United Nations Convention on the Rights of  the Child. Nevertheless, she has been 
sentenced to a beheading by the Daw Admi High Courts in Saudi Arabia on 30 May 2007. She was legally 
allowed only 30 days from the court decision date to appeal her case however it is reported that she is 
unable to appeal to the court due to lack of  fund.  
 
I am learned that the Sri Lankan Embassy has pointed out that she once plead guilty; however, in a latter 
statement she said that the employer had harassed her to make a confession and therefore, her forced 
confession may not be valid. Moreover, it was apparently the employer who had demanded that she receive 
the death sentence. Given these circumstances, there seems to be reasonable grounds for appeal. Even 
though the Sri Lankan Embassy has made an appeal to the Sri Lankan Foreign Employment Bureau for 
funding the appellate case, the funding has not come and the appeal deadline fast approaches. I believe it is 
the responsibility of  the Sri Lankan government to come to the aid of  its citizens, especially when they are 
abroad and thereby disadvantaged. 
 
Most emphatically, I plead with you to hastily request the King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of  Saudi 
Arabia to pardon the death sentence of  Nafeek Rizana, especially given that she committed the alleged 
crime when she was only a child. As you well know, the death penalty cannot be reconciled with today's 
international human rights standards. The statement also calls for a "moratorium" on the use of  the death 
penalty. 
 
I urge you to intervene in a swift and sincere manner on the behalf  of  young Rizana. Surely, she would not 
have received such a harsh and inhuman sentence if  she were tried in her country. I also urge you to 
directly contact to King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of  Saudi Arabia and plead to exercise mercy and 
grant clemency to Nafeek Rizana. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
______________ 
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PLEASE SEND YOUR LETTERS TO: 
 
1. Mr. Mahinda Rajapakse 
President  
Socialist Democratic Republic of  Sri Lanka 
C/- Office of  the President 
Temple Trees 
150, Galle Road 
Colombo 3 
SRI LANKA 
Fax: +94 11 2472100 / +94 11 2446657 
Email: secretary@presidentsoffice.lk 
 
2. Mr. Ratnasiri Wickremanayake 
Prime Minister  
Temple Trees 
Galle Road, Colombo 03 
SRI LANKA 
Tel: +94 11 2 575317-8 or 370 737-8 
Fax: +94 11 2 575454 
 
3. Hon. Amarasiri Dodangoda, MP  
Minister of  Justice  
Ministry of  Justice and Law Reforms  
Superior Courts Complex, 
Colombo 12 
Tel: 94-11-2384837, 2324681, 2392932 
Fax: 94-11-2325354, 2445446 
 
4. Hon. Rohitha Bogollagama, MP 
Minister of  Foreign Affairs 
Mnistry of  Foreign Affairs  
Republic Building, Colombo 01,  
Sri Lanka  
Tel:+94-11-2325371/ 5  
Fax: +94-11-2446091  
Email: publicity@formin.gov.lk 
 
5. Secretary 
Human Rights Commission  
No. 36, Kynsey Road  
Colombo 8  
SRI LANKA  
Tel: +94 11 2 694 925 / 673 806  
Fax: +94 11 2 694 924 / 696 470  
E-mail: sechrc@sltnet.lk 
----------------------------------------------------------- 
 
SAMPLE LETTER 3 (to relevant Embassies and other authorities): 
 



 148

 
Dear __________, 
 
SAUDI ARABIA/SRI LANKA: Death sentence to young girl requires urgent intervention by the 
Sri Lankan government 
 
I am writing to voice my deep concern regarding a young Sri Lankan migrant worker, Nafeek Rizana, who 
was sentenced to the death in Saudi Arabia for allegedly committing infanticide. At the time of  the said 
crime, Rizana was only a child in the eyes of  the United Nations. The deadline for her appeal is imminent, 
30 June 2007, but she cannot afford legal aid and the Sri Lanka government has yet to provide necessary 
legal assistance.  
 
I am informed that Nafeek Rizana of  Muttur, was charged with strangling the 4-month-old child of  the 
family for whom she worked as a housemaid. At the time of  the alleged crime, she was 17 years old, only a 
minor, according to the United Nations Convention on the Rights of  the Child. Nevertheless, she has been 
sentenced to a beheading by the Daw Admi High Courts in Saudi Arabia on 30 May 2007. She was legally 
allowed only 30 days from the court decision date to appeal her case however it is reported that she is 
unable to appeal to the court due to lack of  fund.  
 
The Sri Lankan Embassy has pointed out that she once plead guilty; however, in a latter statement she said 
that the employer had harassed her to make a confession and therefore, her forced confession may not be 
valid. Moreover, it was apparently the employer who had demanded that she receive the death sentence. 
Given these circumstances, there seems to be reasonable grounds for appeal. The Sri Lankan Embassy has 
made an appeal to the Sri Lankan Foreign Employment Bureau for funding the appellate case, but the 
funding has not come and the deadline fast approaches. 
 
Most emphatically, I plead with you to hastily request the King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of  Saudi 
Arabia to pardon the death sentence of  Rizana Nasik, especially given that she committed the alleged 
crime when she was only a child. As you well know, the death penalty cannot be reconciled with today's 
international human rights standards. The statement also calls for a "moratorium" on the use of  the death 
penalty. 
 
 
I ask you to intervene in a swift and sincere manner on the behalf  of  young Rizana. Please pressure the Sri 
Lankan President and relevant authorities to intercede for their fellow citizen. Moreover, please request 
King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of  Saudi Arabia to exercise mercy and grant clemency to Rizana 
Nasik. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
---------------- 
 
PLEASE SEND YOUR LETTERS TO: 
 
1. Mr. Ban Ki-moon  
Secretary-General 
United Nations Room S-3800  
New York NY 10017  
U.S.A. 

Fax: +1 212 963 4879/2155 
 
2. Ms. Louise Arbour 
United Nations High Commissioner for Human 
Rights 



 149

Office of  the UN High Commissioner for Human 
Rights 
1211 Geneva 10, 
Switzerland 
Fax: +41 22 917 9012 / 0213 
 
3. United Kingdom Embassy 
PO Box 94351  
Riyadh 11693 
SAUDI ARABIA 
Tel: +966 1 488 0077       
Fax: +966 1 488 2373 
 
4. United States Embassy 
PO Box 94309  
Riyadh 11693  
SAUDI ARABIA 
Tel: +966 1 488 3800       
Fax: +966 1 488 7360 
 
 
5. Japan Embassy 
P.O. Box 4095  
Riyadh 11491  
SAUDI ARABIA 

Tel: +966 1 488 1100       
Fax: +966 1 488 0189 
 
 
 
 
6. Korean Embassy  
PO Box 94399  
Riyadh 11693  
SAUDI ARABIA 
Tel: +966 1 488 2211       
Fax: +966 1 488 1317 
 
 
 
7. France Embassy 
PO Box 94367  
Riyadh 11693  
SAUDI ARABIA 
Tel: +966 1 488 1255       
Fax: +966 1 488 2882 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 150

 
C. News Articles quoting AHRC on Rizana Nafeeq's case 
 
 

 
http://www.dailymirror.lk/index.php/news/7338-rizanas-death-sentence-confirmed.html 
Tuesday, 5th June 2012 

 
Rizana's death sentence confirmed 
 
The Supreme Court in Riyadh has endorsed the death sentence given to a Sri Lankan maid who murdered 
a Saudi infant in 2005, sources from Sri Lanka's External Affairs Ministry told Arab News. 
 
A three-member panel of  judges from the Dawadami High Court headed by Chief  Justice Abdullah Al-
Rosaimi found Rizana Nafeek guilty of  murdering the four-month-old son of  Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-
Otaibi and sentenced her to death on June 16, 2007. 
 
The court heard that Nafeek killed the child after she was asked to bottle-feed him by the sponsor's wife. 
 
The court informed Nafeek that she could file an appeal against her death sentence, which she did. When 
the maid's case was referred to the Supreme Court via the Court of  Cassation, the Hong Kong-based 
Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) assigned Saudi law firm Khateb Al-Shammary on a reported 
SR150,000 contract to defend her. 
 
The Supreme Court referred the case again to the Dawadami court for further clarification on the appeal 
made by Al-Shammary before issuing its verdict. 
 
Nafeek arrived in Riyadh on May 4, 2005 to work as a housemaid for Al-Otaibi. According to Nafeek's 
passport, her date of  birth is Feb. 2, 1982, while her birth certificate indicates her actual date of  birth as 
Feb. 4, 1988. 
 
She killed the baby on the afternoon of  May 22, 2005. She was arrested by Dawadami police officers the 
same day, and allegedly confessed to killing the child. 
 
AHRC Executive Director Basil Fernando told Arab News by telephone from Hong Kong Sunday that he 
would seek the help of  the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights to resolve the case. 
 
He also appealed to Al-Otaibi to consider sparing Nafeek's life on humanitarian grounds and give her 
clemency. 
 
"At the moment, we have no comment on the verdict of  the Supreme Court," a senior diplomat from the 
Sri Lankan Embassy in Riyadh said. 
 
In Sri Lanka, the Rupavahini and MTV Sirasa televisions channels also reported the outcome of  Nafeek's 
case. 



 151

 
A social worker who visited Nafeek in jail during the weekend told Arab News that the maid was fine and 
desperate to see her parents and family. 
 
"Although the prison authorities are aware of  the final verdict, they have not told her, nor have I," the 
social worker said. 
 
 
 

 
http://www.sundayobserver.lk/2011/03/27/new22.asp 
 
Rizana Nafeek's fate still in the balance 
Sunday, 27 March 2011 

    
Kitchen open to the elements        Rizana's mother 

  

Her wattle and daub house           Rizana's father   

A journey to earn money to help poverty stricken parents eventually turned into a tragic story. This is the 
tragic story of Rizana Nafeek, sentenced to death in Saudi Arabia for allegedly strangling a four-month-old 
baby to death while bottle-feeding.  
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Rizana Nafeek of Muttur left the country for Saudi Arabia as a housemaid with thousands of hopes and 
desires of earning money to free her ly from the bondage of poverty. She was employed as a housemaid by 
Nafi Jiziyan Khalal Al-Otaibi to look after his four-month-old baby.  

She was doing her assigned job well. The inexperienced young Rizana used to bottle-feed the baby. One 
day, she was bottle-feeding the baby as usual, unfortunately the baby choked on the milk and for her bad 
luck the finger-print on the baby's neck became evidence to suggest that Rizana had strangled the baby, 
even though Rizana had no motive whatsoever to do so. It was her inexperience that caused this situation. 
But Rizana was convicted of killing the baby.  

Now the innocent young Rizana who went abroad to safeguard the family from hunger is in limbo. The 
only sign of calmness in this sea of turbulence is the fact that Rizana's death sentence has been withheld by 
Saudi Arabian Authorities. The life of Rizana is hanging by a thread, though.  

Rizana's family is living in a small wattle and daub hut with minimal facilities. Their economic condition is 
perilous.  

Hearing the message that their daughter Rizana has been sentenced to death for killing a four-month baby, 
the dreams of Rizana's parents were shattered.  

They approached the Government and relevant authorities. They consoled Rizana's parents and started a 
humanitarian operation to protect Rizana from the death penalty.  

The Sri Lanka Government held top level discussions with the Saudi Arabian authorities to safeguard 
young Rizana. The Asian Human Rights Commission joined hands with the Human Rights Commission of 
Sri Lanka in the endeavour to protect Rizana from being beheaded.  

The Sri Lankan Government is taking utmost care to protect innocent Rizana.  

Meanwhile, Foreign Employment Promotion Minister Dilan Perera has assured that the Sri Lankan 
Government was prepared to pay blood money to the parents of the deceased Saudi Child at any moment 
in order to seek a release for Rizana Nafeek.  

The nineteen-year-old Sri Lankan born Rizana Nafeek of Muttur was sentenced to death by a Saudi Court 
in February 2005 for strangling a four-month-old baby to death while bottle-feeding.  

But international human rights organizations point out that persons are not executed for crimes committed 
when they are minors. Following a request made by President Mahinda Rajapaksa the Saudi King has 
withheld the death sentence granted by the High Court in Saudi Arabia.  

In addition the Sri Lankan Government has also secured a special pardon from the custodian of the two 
Holy mosques, King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of Saudi Arabia.  

Rizana's parents' wish is that their daughter should comeback to Sri Lanka one day.  

Rizana's father Muhammad Nafeek told the Sunday Observer that they do not know anything about the 
latest developments concerning their daughter.  

However, they know that the death sentence has been suspended. They have no way of corresponding 
with Rizana.  

Rizana's house in Shafi Nagar, Muttur, can easily be spotted by anyone as it is the only wattle and daub 
house there. Rizana's father sells firewood for a living. His earnings are insufficient to meet day-to-day 
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living costs. And now due to mental depression caused by Rizana's plight, Muhammad Nafeek is unable to 
do his job as before.  

Now the family is going through an even more difficult period.  

Nafeek said that he is unable to concentrate on work, until his daughter is released. He says, he is unable to 
'breathe' freely, thinking of Rizana day and night.  

Rizana's mother said there is nothing greater for them other than the life of their daughter Rizana. "We are 
begging the authorities to come forward to protect our daughter from being beheaded." She said that they 
are confident she would be released. Their only property comprises two bulls and a damaged cart. They are 
looking after three children with the earnings from this bullock cart. Now the bulls are also sickly.  

"We believe in Almighty Allah. He will never give up on them," she says. They have four children including 
Rizana. The other three children are schooling now. One son is studying for his G.C.E. (O/L) 
examination, the other son is studying in Grade 10 and the fourth one is a girl and she is in Grade Eight.  

Rizana's mother said their daily earnings are insufficient to cover the expenditure for books, food and 
stationery.  

After the floods our economy collapsed further. We were severely affected by the floods. Covering the 
daily expenditure is a huge burden.  

"We are begging the King of Saudi Arabia, parents of the deceased baby and other relevant authorities to 
pardon our daughter Rizana and release her." That is our last hope. There is no doubt that all Sri Lankans 
share their sentiments and feel the pain of Rizana's parents.  

Pix: Mohammed Naalir  

 

 

http://sundaytimes.lk/110619/News/nws_22.html 
Sunday June 19, 2011 

 
Rights group calls for full probe on housemaid Rizana case 
An international human rights group yesterday called on the government to conduct a full probe in the 
case involving Sri Lankan housemaid Rizana Nafeek, who is on death row in a Saudi jail. Rizana has been 
in jail since 2005, after being convicted on a charge of  strangling her employer's infant during a milk feed. 
She has appealed against the death penalty. 
 
The Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) claims the conviction was carried out without a post-
mortem on the victim, and that the Sri Lankan mission in Riyadh should have brought the matter up at the 
time, when the case was in progress. 
 
The AHRC says the housemaid signed a statement two years after the incident, saying she was forced to 
admit to the killing after being beaten up by the local police, and that she signed a confession under duress. 
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The AHRC claims the Sri Lanka mission in Riyadh was aware of  the affidavit, but did not make it public. 
 
Foreign Employment Minister Dilan Perera said the government was ready to provide the compensation 
money in exchange for the release of  the maid. 
 
"One parent of  the dead child has pardoned the maid, but this is not enough. Both parents must agree if  
the maid is to be released," Mr. Perera said. Several rights groups have appealed to the Saudi monarchy to 
intervene on behalf  of  the housemaid, while Sri Lankan envoys in several foreign capitals have engaged in 
diplomatic efforts towards this end.  
 
The Saudi Arabia National Association for Recruitment Companies Organisation (SANARCO), which has 
called for a total ban on domestic workers from Sri Lanka, has also pleaded on behalf  of  the housemaid 
Rizana.  
 
 

 
http://www.sundayobserver.lk/2010/11/28/new04.asp 
Sunday, 28 November 2010 

 
Reprieve for Rizana likely - Minister Dilan Perera  

by Ananda KANNANGARA  
 
The new Foreign Employment Minister Dilan Perera said that Sri Lankan 
housemaid Rizana Nasik who was sentenced to death by the Daw Admi 
High Courts in Saudi Arabia is likely to win a reprieve by the King of  
Saudi Arabia.  
 
Nineteen-year-old Rizana Nasik of  Mutur was sentenced to death in Saudi 
Arabia for allegedly committing the murder of  her employer's four-month 
old baby in February 2005.  
 
Minister Perera said that according to the Sharia Law in Saudi Arabia, 

Rizana could be released if  the dead child's parents pardon the victim.  
 
According to some reports Rizana who is facing the death penalty will be released soon following a pardon 
granted by the dead child's father Naif  Jiziyan Khalal Al-Otaibi.  
 
Sri Lanka's Ambassador in Saudi Arabia, Abdul Ageed Mohammed Marleen said that when the case was 
taken up for hearing at the Daw Admi High Courts, the father of  the deceased child was summoned 
before the courts.  
 
Sri Lanka Bureau of  Foreign Employment (SLBFE) Chairman Kingsley Ranawaka said that the Sri Lankan 
government had discussed this matter extensively with labour officials in Saudi Arabia, Foreign Ministry 
officials and legal professionals here to save Rizana's life.  
 
The Sri Lankan Government sought a special pardon from the custodian of  the two Holy Mosques, King 
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Abdullah Bin Abdul Asir Al Saud of  Saudi Arabia and also directed the Asian Human Rights Commission 
(AHRC) to intervene in the matter.  
 
Chairman Ranawaka said that the SLBFE had also appealed to the Saudi Arabian Government for 
clemency for Rizana Nasik's life saying that she had committed the alleged crime when she was 17 years.  
 
 

 
 
http://www.island.lk/index.php?page_cat=article-details&page=article-details&code_title=11179 
November 13, 2010, 6:22 pm 
 
Saudi Arabia might execute Rizana without warning in the very near 
future, warns AHRC 
The Asian Human Rights Commission last week drew attention again to the case of  Rizana Nafeek, the Sri 
Lankan girl, who has been sentenced to death by beheading in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia after an infant 
accidentally died in her care while being bottle fed. Rizana, who worked as a domestic helper in Saudi 
Arabia, was 17 years old at the time of  the incident. The recruitment bureau altered her date of  birth in her 
passport, making her 23-years old in order to employ her. 
 
There is every probability that the execution of  Rizana might be carried out without warning in the very 
near future. Saudi Arabia has an infamous record of  having one of  the highest executions rates in the 
world with at least 69 executions carried out in 2009, 102 in 2008 and 158 in 2007, an average of  almost 2 
persons a week., the nhuman rights watchdog said in a statement. 
 
Saudi Arabia ratified the Convention on the Rights of  the Child (CRC) in 1996 and is bound not to execute 
people convicted of  crimes committed when they were under the age of  18. However, courts in Saudi 
Arabia have imposed death sentences on children being as young as 13 at the time of  the alleged crime. 
Furthermore, Saudi Arabia has the highest execution rate of  women compared to all other countries 
practicing capital punishment. 40 women have been put to death in Saudi Arabia since 1990, 22 of  them 
were foreign workers just like Rizana., AHRC said. 
 
"As the past has shown, there is absolutely no reason to believe Rizana will be an exception if  there not 
immediate pressure is put on King Abdullah bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud of  Saudi Arabia to grant her 
clemency". 
 
Saudi Arabia rules by the law based on Sharia, the Islamic Law, which holds certain restrictions. As the 
Supreme Court of  Saudi Arabia recently confirmed her death sentence, the options of  judicial remedies 
have been exhausted. The decision cannot be challenged unless new evidence comes to light, if  King 
Abdullah, who also serves as Prime Minister, grants her a pardon or the parents of  the deceased infant 
withdraw their claim of  murder., the statement noted. 
 
"Several aspects of  the court proceedings relating to the case were found to be highly alarming. The only 
evidence of  willful murder is the confession made by Rizana herself  when she was first brought to the 
police station. The validity of  the confession is especially doubtful, as no proper Tamil translator was 
available when Rizana, who is a Tamil speaker, was interrogated at the station", it pointed out. 
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Her confession was allegedly taken under duress by a non-authorised translator named Saibo. The lawyers 
acting for Rizana have expressed doubts about the legality of  the translation and the translator's language 
qualifications in Tamil. The translator has since left Saudi Arabia and the courts have not been able to 
locate him and call him as a witness to verify the confession. As the Saudi law permits other persons to 
appear on behalf  of  the absent witness to testify to his integrity and qualifications, two witnesses were 
called by the court under these circumstances. However, both of  these witnesses also failed to appear, 
AHRC said. 
 
"Consequently the appeal has not been heard. Nevertheless, the Supreme Court recently confirmed the 
death sentence, known to the public on October 26, 2010". 
 
It appears that the Sri Lankan Ministry of  External Affairs and the officers of  the Embassy in Riyadh kept 
the confirmation of  the death sentence quiet and made no public disclosure. Neither Rizana nor her family 
have been informed after the death sentence was confirmed, and when the Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi 
Arabia was contacted by an international press agency, they apparently stated that the case was still 
pending. The confirmation was only accidentally discovered on a visit by a concerned person, it asserted. 
 
Many voices have been raised around the world in concern of  the tragic and unjust case of  the innocent 
girl. Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch among other international bodies have issued appeals 
to King Abdullah and the Ministry of  Foreign Affairs to grant Rizana clemency. The Sri Lankan Embassy 
in Riyadh has handed over an appeal by the Sri Lanka's President, Mahinda Rajapaksa to the same 
authorities. The Ministry of  External Affairs in Colombo reports that Sri Lankan envoys in Riyadh as well 
as other countries are in constant touch with the respective governments in those countries about Rizana's 
case, it said. 
 
A prominent Muslim leader in Sri Lanka last week announced that prayers would be offered at the Mosque 
in Sri Lanka on behalf  of  Rizana. The Sri Lanka Muslim Congress has met with the Saudi Arabian envoy 
in Colombo and plans to write an appeal to the family for whom Rizana worked. A similar call was made 
by Director of  Caritas Sri Lanka, Fr. George Sigamony, for all Catholics to pray for Rizana. Together with 
AsiaNews they also launched an appeal to King Abdullah and have urged the Sri Lankan government to 
implement a policy that protects migrant workers, the statement noted. 
 
 

 
31 October 2010 
http://www.thesundayleader.lk/2010/10/31/rising-concern-over-rizana%E2%80%99s-fate/ 

 
Rising Concern Over Rizana's Fate 
By Ranee Mohamed 
Another Friday passed as Sri Lankans, the international community and Rizana's parents eagerly await the 
decision of  Saudi Arabian authorities regarding the fate of  Rizana Nafeek after two appeals for clemency 
have been sent to the highest authorities in Saudi Arabia. 
 
The greatest hope is pinned on the letter sent by President Mahinda Rajapaksa. "We have sent the letter 
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which was signed by our President to the King of  Saudi Arabia. A copy was also sent o the Saudi Arabian 
Embassy in Sri Lanka and we believe that both these letters have now reached Saudi Arabia," said Director 
General for Communication, Ministry of  External Affairs, Bandula Jayasekera when contacted by The 
Sunday Leader. 
 
Meanwhile, the Saudi-based Arab News has reported that diplomats and officials had said on Tuesday that, 
"Sri Lankan President Mahinda Rajapaksa has made an appeal to the Custodian of  the Two Holy Mosques 
King Abdullah to spare the life of  a housemaid convicted of  killing an infant." 
 
Sri Lankan housemaid Rizana Nafeek was found guilty of  killing a four-month-old baby boy when she was 
asked to bottlefeed the baby by the wife of  the sponsor in 2005 in Dawadmi, a town west of  Riyadh. 
Rizana Nafeek was sentenced to death by a three-member panel of  judges headed by Chief  Justice of  
Dawadmi High Court Abdullah Al-Rosaimi on June 16, 2007. 
 
Newspaper reports originating in Saudi Arabia report that the mother of  the baby was never seen in court. 
The father of  the child, Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-Otaibi who comes to court has reportedly remained 
‘unapproachable,' it is stated. It is believed that only the parents – her sponsor – Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-
Otaibi and his wife can grant Nafeek a pardon. 
 
The Supreme Court in Riyadh recently upheld the death sentence issued by the Dawadmi court. The Hong 
Kong-based Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) appealed the case through the Sri Lankan 
Embassy in Riyadh, after hiring a Saudi law firm to defend Rizana.Based on the appeal made by lawyer 
Khateb Al-Shammary, the Supreme Court referred the case again to the Dawadmi court for further 
clarifications. 
 
Confirming the Supreme Court's endorsement of  the verdict, Al-Shammary in a letter addressed to AHRC 
said the final ruling has been based on the confessions made by the accused maid. According to the 
verdict, Rizana Nafeek murdered the infant when she was asked to bottle-feed the baby by the wife of  her 
sponsor. Nafeek, who was 17 at that time, has maintained that the death was an accident. It is also stated 
that there has been a problem with understanding and translating what Rizana was saying and what was 
being said to her. 
 
Meanwhile Rizana's mother Saiyath Ahammed Fareena and father Mohammed Sultan Nafeek in what they 
call ‘a humble appeal begging for clemency' addressed to His Royal Highness Prince Salman bin Abdul 
Azeez Al-Saud have pleaded Saudi Royalty to save their daughter. The letter states: "Rizana could not bear 
to see her little brother and sisters go hungry for some days and also they do not have the essential things 
school children usually have. Our daughter who was a clever student in school sacrificed her education to 
leave for Saudi in order to construct a house and educate her brother and sisters. 
 
Rizana is a very kind, loving and soft spoken girl, even in the school she was a good student. When she was 
first accused of  murder we were shocked and shaken. We don't understand what exactly had happened. 
Man's forgetfulness and making mistakes is also the creation of  the Almighty Allah." Rizana Nafeek and 
her family live in a hut and live amidst great hardship. They have survived by collecting firewood from the 
jungles of  Muttur. Rizana is the oldest of  four children. She has one brother and two younger sisters 
Fathima Rushda and Fathima Ruzna. They are residents of  Safi Nagar, Muttur 5. 
 
Meanwhile, a Sri Lankan speaking to The Sunday Leader from Saudi Arabia on Friday said that there were 
no signs of  any punishment being meted out that Friday. "When such punishments are expected to take 
place, there is cleaning of  the areas and water bowsers in the vicinity. But there is no such thing happening 
today," he said. 
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http://www.lakbimanews.lk/archvi/lakbimanews_10_10_31/special/spe5.htm 
 
31st October 2010 
 
Rizana's days are numbered... 
Will the Saudi king respond to the President's call? 
By Gayan Kumara Weerasinghe 

Rizana Nafeeq has once more come into the 
national spotlight due to the death sentence 
handed down on her by a Saudi Arabian court 
which has now been approved by the country's 
Supreme Court. 
 
The Supreme Court of  Saudi Arabia approved 
the death sentence on the Sri Lankan woman on 
October 21, and that too after a lengthy 
deliberation over the petition forwarded by her 
against her conviction. 
The reason for Rizana Nafeeq to be handed 
down this death sentence was a five-month old 
infant who was in her care allegedly being choked 

to death by her, when she was employed in a Saudi household as a housemaid. 
 
Though there had been several other Sri Lankans who had been handed down the death penalty in Saudi 
Arabia in the past, none of  them were in the spotlight. A single reason that has been attributed for that 
prominence is that the infant died when he was in Rizana's care when Nafeeq herself  was a teenager. 
 
Hence, most of  the people were of  the view that the conviction handed down to Rizana Nafeeq was unfair 
and unjust taking into consideration her age. 
 
Saudi Arabia handed down the death sentence to Nafeeq notwithstanding the fact that Riyadh has already 
committed to protect the rights of  children (including those who are underage) -- thus this incident also hit  
international headlines in another news dimension. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Rizana Nafeeq in death row 
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Rizana Nafeeq who was born on 1988 February 4, hails from Muttur, Sri Lanka.  
However, the passport used by her to leave for Riyadh states her date of  birth as February 2, 1982 because 
her true age at the time she emplaned was 17. 
 
At 17 Rizana Nafeeq would not have been able to gain employment overseas either as a housemaid or in 
any other capacity. 
 
Hence despite being 17-years-old at the time Nafeeq had forged her age and passed as a 23-year-old in 
order to get employment in Saudi Arabia. She secured employment through an agency in Dehiwela. 
According to information, Nafeeq had left for Riyadh on May 1, 2005. 
Her employer has been a government servant in a family comprising no less than 10 persons and Nafeeq 
was forced to attend to household chores all by herself, being the only housemaid in the home. 
She had to wake up as early as 3.00 am and go to bed only after 11.00 pm after finishing her household 
chores, and at the age of  17 it is a mystery as to how she had managed such a heavy workload day in and 
day out. 
She was compelled to undergo this misery as she had no other alternative considering her plight back 
home. 
It was at this stage that Nafeeq was asked by her employers to tend to the home-owner's new-born child 
despite the fact she had to attend to the rest of  the chores all by herself. 
It is this new- born child who allegedly died at the hands of  Rizana Nafeeq, precisely 40 days after her 
arrival in Saudi Arabia. 
It is also said that the child had in factchoked on the milk that had been fed him, being unable to digest it. 
Nafeeq who in a state of  shock had attempted to shake the child violently in order to force it to vomit the 
milk but that had led to the child's death, it has been revealed. 
This has directly resulted in the allegation being levelled at her as having strangled the toddler to death, for 
which she was later arrested and detained. 
This allegation and charge was first directed to her by her government servant employer. 
After she was detained the death sentence was first passed on her on June 16 2007, by a Sharia court in 
Arabia. 
 
Till that sentence was handed down to her no one from her own country intervened on her behalf, which 
could have indirectly contributed to her conviction in Riyadh. 
However, the details with regard to her forged date of  birth and that she was an underage woman emerged 
only after the conviction, and that too only after several NGOs had decided to intervene on her behalf  
almost at the 11th hour. 
 
It has also been disclosed that while being detained by police, she had not even been provided the services 
of  a translator, which goes to show that her side of  the story might not have been heard by the Saudi law 
enforcement authorities at all. 
 
According to what she has said, the Saudi police had forced her to sign a confession. It leads to serious 
questions as to whether she was in a proper frame of  mind to relate the truth with the kind of  pressure 
brought on her by the Saudi officials. 
 
From 2005 onwards the Sharia courts in Saudi Arabia had heard her case, but the sad part is that she had 
no legal representation at any of  these hearings. 
She had not even been given the chance to plead her innocence as the hearings had taken place in  
Arabic, in a language she barely understood. 
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After this, Rizana had about a month's time to appeal for clemency to the Supreme Court of  Saudi Arabia. 
 
But, she was faced with a massive financial bill -- to the tune of  Saudi Riyal 150,000 (over 45 lakhs of  
rupees) -- to hire lawyers to appear on her behalf  and to continue the whole legal process. 
For Rizana's father who had to look after four other children back home in Muttur doing odd jobs, finding 
such a huge sum was only a dream and Rizana's life was in grave danger at this stage. 
It was at this point that the Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC) had intervened on her behalf  as if  
by a godsend, by locating a law firm in Riyadh to hire lawyers to prepare her appeal to the country's 
Supreme Court. 
 
As a result of  all this the Saudi Arabian SC took up her case on December 8 2007, and it was heard by a 
three-member panel of  judges. 
 
It was also revealed that the case had not been heard in keeping with the country's labour laws but had 
been heard by a Sharia Court and the sentence had been handed down according to Sharia law. 
Meanwhile, the law firm hired by the AHRC pleaded that the death sentence be overturned and that a five-
year prison term be handed down or that she be absolved of  the crime. 
 
In the meantime, the external affairs ministry of  Sri Lanka decided to take the matter up internationally 
and do their utmost to free the Sri Lankan housemaid. 
However, all those measures turned out to be of  no use as the SC of  Saudi Arabia approved the death 
sentence on her recently. 
 
At the moment Rizana Nafeeq is in death row in Saudi Arabia. 
According to information from Saudi Arabia, Nafeek is not the only Sri Lankan facing death sentence in 
Saudi Arabia. 
 
There have been many Sri Lankans who have been beheaded in the recent past for various offences 
committed while in that country. 
 
Meanwhile, President Mahinda Rajapaksa on October 26 wrote through the Sri Lankan embassy in Riyadh 
pleading for clemency on behalf  of  Nafeeq, to King Abdulla of  Saudi Arabia. 
A copy of  that letter has also been sent to the Saudi Arabian Embassy here in Colombo. 
The outcome would determine the fate of  Nafeeq, and a nation awaits a fellow citizen's acquital.  

 
Employment agency not blacklisted 
By Padmini Matharage 

 
 
UNP MP for Ratnapura district Ranjan Ramanayake's efforts to seek freedom 
for Rizana Nafeeq are noteworthy. Speaking to Lakbimanews on the Rizana 
Nafeeq issue he said, "This is truly sad considering the many housemaids who 
have gone to the Middle East for employment". 
She has suffered terribly at the hands of  her employer in Saudi Arabia.  
 
In fact when she was only 17 years of  age she has gone there due to the 
extreme poverty faced by her own family. 
 
So far no effort has been made either by the government or the Foreign 
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Employment Bureau to blacklist the employment agency in Dehiwela which was responsible for compiling 
forged documents to send Rizana to Saudi Arabia. 
 
But, the irony is that she will possibly be forced to pay with her life for the sins committed in her name by 
others. 
 
I brought this up in parliament as well and asked President Mahinda Rajapaksa to save Rizana's life.'' He 
had already assured the UNP MP that the only recourse is to plead for clemency from the King of  Saudi 
Arabia. Ramanayake said that he has informed the president about the employment agency responsible for 
sending Rizana to Riyad, and has brought the matter to the notice of  the Chairman of  the Foreign 
Employment Bureau Kingsley Ranawaka as well. 
 
Chairman Ranawaka had told Ramanayake that the issue was under the purview of  the Department of  
Emigration and Immigration. Investigations were continuing in this regard and if  the employment agency 
was truly at fault it would be blacklisted. 
Ranjan Ramanayake stated that according to a clause adopted in the UN Childrens' Charter no child under 
the age of  18 could be subject to the death sentence. 
 
He observed that at the time the punishment was handed down to her, Rizana was only 17, hence it is a 
flagrant violation of  the UN Charter. 
 
In the meantime, the Director General of  the Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC), Basil Fernando 
has reprimanded the local authorities for sending an underaged child for employment.According to him 
the Sri Lankan authorities had failed to take up the issue of  the death sentence when it was handed down. 
Fernando has said that once the Commission had come to know of  the conviction they had managed to 
secure the 40,000 US $ needed to proceed with the legal case -- and the government had only stepped in to 
file objections against Nafeeq's sentence. 
 
 
He charged that untill the Supreme Court of  Saudi Arabia passed the death sentence on the victim, not a 
single Sri Lankan government official had intervened on her behalf. 
 
 

 
http://www.sundayobserver.lk/2008/03/09/new24.asp 
Sunday, 9 March 2008 

 
AHRC hopeful of  reversing judgment on Rizana 
The Cassation court in Riyadh has sent Rizana Nafeek’s case to the Supreme Judiciary Council, which is 
the final court of  appeal in the Kingdom. After reviewing the case, the council is empowered to reverse the 
judgment or give the final signal for execution.  
 
"Our lawyers, Khateb Al Shammary has filed further submissions to the Supreme Judiciary Council," Basil 
Fernando , executive director of  Hong Kong based Asian Human Rights Commission, told Daily News 
yesterday. He added that the organization is still hopeful that it could reverse the judgment even at the final 
stage at the supreme council.  
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On June 16 last year, Rizana was sentenced to death for killing a four-month-old infant in her care here in 
the urban city of  Dawadmi, 270 kms from the Saudi capital.  
 
The verdict was given by a three member-bench headed by Abdullah Abdulaziz Al-Rosaimi, chief  judge of  
the High Court in Dawadmi. On July 15, on an initiative from the Hong Kong-based Asian Human Rights 
Commission (AHRC), an appeal was filed by Khateb Al-Shammary, a law firm based in Riyadh. On Dec. 6, 
the Cassation court in Riyadh referred the case to the Dawadmi High Court, seeking further clarifications 
on Rizana's confession at the police station.  
 
The Hong King based AHRC has already paid SR 100,000 out of  the total legal fees of  SR150,000. 
Fernando said that the balance SR 50,000 will be paid to the lawyers only if  there is a positive verdict in 
favor of  Rizana.  
 
Fernando said that a Paris-based international human rights organization is to forward an appeal to the 
Custodian of  the Two Holy Mosques King Abdullah for a royal pardon. He appealed to all those who are 
concerned with Rizana either to be a party for a royal pardon and persuade the father of  the deceased child 
to save Rizana from the sword. “We like to make a humanitarian appeal to the bereaved family to pardon 
this maid, who was a victim of  circumstances.", Fernando said.  
Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-Otaibi, 32, who lost his baby as a result of  this incident works in the Finance 
Ministry in Riyadh.  
 
Rizana allegedly confessed to her crime shortly after her arrest, but she has since retracted this confession 
she said was a misunderstanding related to the language barrier and her duress.  
 
 

 
http://www.dailynews.lk/2008/03/10/news11.asp 
Monday, 10 March 2008 

 
Rizana case before Supreme Judiciary Council  
Mohammed RASOOLDEEN  
 
DAWADMI: The Cassation Court in Riyadh has sent Rizana Nafeek's case to the Supreme Judiciary 
Council, which is the final Court of  Appeal in the Kingdom. After reviewing the case, the council is 
empowered to reverse the judgment or give the final signal for execution.  
 
"Our lawyers, Khateb Al Shammary has filed further submissions to the Supreme Judiciary Council," Basil 
Fernando, executive director of  the Hong Kong based Asian Human Rights Commission, told the Daily 
News yesterday. He added that the organisation is still hopeful that it could reverse the judgement even at 
the final stage at the supreme council.  
 
Rizana was sentenced to death on June 16 last year for allegedly killing a four-month-old infant in her care 
in Dawadmi, 270 kms from the Saudi capital.  
 
The verdict was given by a three member-Bench headed by Abdullah Abdulaziz Al-Rosaimi Chief  Judge of  
the High Court in Dawadmi.  
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On July 15, on an initiative from the Hong Kong-based Asian Human Rights Commission (AHRC), an 
appeal was filed by Khateb Al-Shammary, a law firm based in Riyadh. On December 6, the Cassation court 
in Riyadh referred the case to the Dawadmi High Court, seeking further clarifications on Rizana's 
confession at the police station.  
 
The Hong Kong based AHRC has already paid SR 100,000 out of  the total legal fees of  SR 150,000. 
Fernando said the balance SR 50,000 will be paid to the lawyers only if  there is a positive verdict in 
Rizana's favor.  
 
Fernando said a Paris-based international human rights organisation is to forward an appeal to the 
Custodian of  the Two Holy Mosques, King Abdullah for a royal pardon. He appealed to all concerned with 
Rizana either to be a party for a royal pardon and persuade the deceased child's father to save Rizana from 
the sword.  
 
"We like to make a humanitarian appeal to the bereaved family to pardon this maid who was a victim of  
circumstances," Fernando said. Naif  Jiziyan Khalaf  Al-Otaibi, 32, who lost his baby in this incident works 
in the Finance Ministry in Riyadh.  
 
Rizana allegedly confessed to her crime shortly after her arrest, but she has since retracted this  
confession saying it was a misunderstanding related to the language barrier and her duress.  
Retreating from her confession at the police, Rizana made a statement to court, saying that at the time of  
her arrival in Saudi Arabia, she was 17 years and a recruitment agent had falsified her documents and 
obtained her passport by overstating her actual age by six years.  
 
According to Rizana's passport, her date of  birth is February 2, 1982, whilst a copy of  her birth certificate 
indicates her actual date of  birth is February 4, 1988. In its submissions during the appeal, Khateb Al 
Shammary, the law firm cited several reasons why the maid should not be punished for her alleged actions.  
 
It claimed that the maid was under-aged at the time of  the offense and it also pointed out that Nafeek was 
brought into the Kingdom as a housemaid and not as a nanny to look after the baby.  
Furthermore, the petition claimed that Nafeek need not have harboured any vengeance on the parents 
since she had been working in the household only for seven days. Arab News  
 
 
 

 
http://sundaytimes.lk/071111/News/news00023.html 
Sunday November 11, 2007 
 
Rizana's fate still in the balance 
By Nalaka Nonis 

The Government and human rights organisations are waiting until the appeal filed in the Saudi Arabian 
courts seeking a pardon for Rizana Nafeek will be called, while the victim's family has continuously refused 
to consider clemency for the Sri Lankan housemaid. 
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Human rights activists who have intervened on behalf of Rizana who was convicted by a Saudi Arabian 
court for allegedly strangling an infant who was under her care, stated that while initiating a legal battle to 
release the 19-year old girl they have also made appeals to the Saudi government through well-known 
human rights organisations to conduct a proper hearing into the case.A spokesman for a human rights 
organisation said a strong appeal has been made in Saudi courts with the hope of seeking Rizana's freedom. 
He said the lawyer who is appearing for the housemaid has gathered reasonable evidence to prove the 
accused's innocence in case the appeal is heard. 

He said an effort was made to approach the victim's family through a tribe leader who could persuade the 
family to consider clemency for the girl. Rizana's lawyer has written to the Asian Human Rights 
Commission's president Basil Fernando saying that sureties at the Saudi Arabian courts with regard to 
Rizana's appeal have been approved and therefore there must not be any worry as his client's case should 
pass necessary stages and court sessions according to the Saudi Arabian laws and regulations. 

He has also stated that if the death sentence was confirmed (presently not confirmed), there were some 
other ways to protect his client from the sentence by obtaining relinquishment from the heirs of the victim 
either in God's name or by paying blood money to the heirs.  

Mohammed Maharoof  consultant for Cordaid a donor organisation, said a few days ago he was able to 
speak to Rizana and she pleaded with him to get her released soon."She said that she is ok and the prison 
authorities treat her well. She asked me to pray to Allah, so that she could come back to Sri Lanka soon," 
he said. She has also told him that she wasn't too scared to be in prison but had been worried how she 
would be looked upon if  she was able to return home. 
 
 
 

 
http://www.dailynews.lk/2007/08/28/news16.asp 
Tuesday, 28 August 2007 

 
Rizana confident  
Mohammed Rasooldeen in Riyadh  
 
Riyadh: Rizana Nafeek whose death sentence is currently reviewed in an appeal court in the Kingdom, 
looks confident and says Almighty Allah will protect her, a senior Sri Lankan Embassy official who visited 
the maid in Dawadmi jail last Saturday, told the Daily News yesterday.  
 
Nafeek was convicted of  murdering an infant while under her care, by a three-member bench in a high 
court in Dawadmi on June 16. She had migrated to Saudi Arabia as an under-aged girl.  
An appeal was filed against the judgment on July 15, a day before the deadline set out by the court.  
"She was poise and calm and never showed any qualms about her death sentence," W. S. M. S. Wijesundera 
told the Daily News. Rizana had told the official that she is being well-looked after by the prison officials 
and she had learnt her Sinhalese through a jail colleague who had taught her the island's official language 
during her two year stay in jail.  
 
Her colleague who taught her Sinhalese inside the bars was released last week and was repatriated to the 
island three days ago.  
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"This would have given more confidence to Rizana."  
 
At the time of  the meeting Rizana was wearing a black 'Abaya' and looked serene, the diplomat said.  
Although the visitors are not expected to give food for prisoners, Wijesundera said he gave a slab of  
chocolate to Rizana with the permission of  the chief  jailor, who was present throughout the meeting with 
Rizana. K. B. G. Premadasa, Labour Secretary of  the Sri Lankan Embassy was also present during the 
conversation with Rizana. Saturday's meeting was arranged by the Saudi Foreign Ministry on a request 
made by the mission to see Rizana, Wijesundera said.  
 
He thanked the Saudi officials who were instrumental in making this meeting a reality. He said he would 
send a detailed report of  this meeting to Rizana's parents through the Foreign Ministry, which will console 
them a great deal at this crucial period.  
 
Speaking to the Daily News, Executive Director of  Hong Kong based Asian Human Rights Commission 
Basil Fernando, said he had found the balance fund of  US$ 100,000 mainly from Sri Lankan 
philanthropists to pay for the lawyers. "We have already paid US$ 50,000 and the balance in two 
instalments depending on the progress of  the case."  
 
He said two third of  the total legal fees were contributed by a Sri Lankan business organisation in 
Colombo and the balance by individual well-wishers and by a Dutch organisation formed by two Sri 
Lankans who were adopted by a Dutch family in the Netherlands.  
 
 

 
http://sundaytimes.lk/070722/News/nws3.html 
Sunday, July 22, 2007 

 
Rizana's case: Govt. recalls its envoy in Riyadh 
By Nalaka Nonis 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appeal made, legal fee paid 

An appeal seeking a pardon for Rizana Nafeek has been filed. 
The Asian Human Rights Commission said it had paid the initial legal fees of  Rs. 1.4 million to 
support the appeal and it was ready to pay the full fee of  Rs. 4.4 million. 
Local and international organizations have appealed for a pardon of  Rizana who has made a 
statement that while she was trying to bottle feed the four month old infant the child had 
choked and that she did not strangle the baby.  
Meanwhile, the Foreign Employment Bureau (FEB) has tracked down the job agency which sent 
the underaged girl to Saudi Arabia. 
FEB chairman Kingsley Ranawaka said they could not take action against the agency because 
there was no evidence to show that it was involved in getting the girl a passport on a forged 
birth certificate. 
He said the CID had been called in for further inquiries.  
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Sri Lanka's Ambassador, A.M.J. Sadiq has been recalled by the Foreign Ministry two months prior to the 
completion of his tour of duty in Saudi Arabia. He is set to arrive in Colombo later this month.The Sunday 
Times learns that the Foreign Ministry on Tuesday informed the Ambassador to return without giving 
reasons for Mr. Sadiq's early removal. 

The decision to remove him follows the ambassador's failure to obtain any official appointment for the 
visiting Deputy Foreign Minister Hussein Bhaila who left on Friday for Riyadh to discuss the possibility of 
securing a pardon for teenage Sri Lankan housemaid Fathima Rizana Nafeek who has been sentenced to 
death on charges of killing a four month old infant in her care. 

As a result of the failure to obtain any official appointments, the deputy minister's trip would be reduced to 
a private visit and until the time of his departure from Colombo only appointments with two chief priests 
in Mecca and Medina were confirmed. 

Mr. Bhaila left for Riyadh on Friday with the parents of Rizana Nafeek, almost a week after they originally 
planned to leave the country. Foreign Ministry's Regional Director General Ibrahim Ansar is accompanying 
them.  

Mr. Bhaila before going to Riyadh said they had not been granted permission to visit Rizana who is in a 
prison in Diawadami, 400 kilometers off Riyadh and that continuous attempts to get an appointment with 
the victim's family also had failed. But Mr. Bhaila said they would make another effort to meet the baby's 
family which had the power to give a pardon. 

The family has so far not demanded any so-called ‘blood money', according to Saudi law to pardon the girl, 
but two ministers told parliament the the government was ready to pay the money. 

 

 

 
http://sundaytimes.lk/070708/News/nws10.html 
Sunday, July 8, 2007 

 
Last minute efforts to save Rizana's life 
By Nalaka Nonis  

With only eight days left to make an appeal to the Saudi Arabian Government on behalf of the 19-year-old 
girl who has been sentenced to death for killing an infant, the Foreign Ministry is yet to receive a copy of 
the judgment.  

Rizana Nafeek whose home town was Mutur had gone to Saudi Arabia in May 2005 at the age of 
seventeen, giving a false age on her passport.She was sentenced to death on June 16 by the Saudi Arabian 
High Court. A period of one month starting from the date the judgment was delivered has been made 
available for an appeal. 

Foreign Employment Promotion Minister Keheliya Rambukwella is supposed to meet Foreign Ministry 
officials tomorrow to discuss whether Rizana's case could be taken up as a special one and thus provide her 
with legal redress. 
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Minister Rambukwella said he would discuss tomorrow with the authorities at the Foreign Ministry 
including Deputy Foreign Minister Hussein Bhaila about the measures that could be taken to extend legal 
assistance to the girl. 

There is an urgent need for the Government or any wellwishers to provide a sum of Rs. 4.5 million which 
is needed for her appeal to be processed in Saudi Arabia. Minister Rambukwella said the monetary aspect 
could be looked into as the case was different from others as Rizana had been under age at the time of the 
incident.  

However, he said, according to lawyers in Saudi Arabia, there was a slim hope that the appeal would 
succeed as the girl had confessed to the deed. 

Minister Bhaila said the Foreign Ministry had given the girl whatever consular assistance it could but it was 
up to the Foreign Employment Bureau to arrange monetary assistance for her. 

He said it was planned to make an appeal through the housemaid's parents to the Saudi King and also the 
family of the infant baby who had allegedly been strangled to death by the girl. 

Meanwhile the Asian Human Rights Commission has made an appeal to Muslim scholars around the world 
and suggested that they could communicate with the unfortunate family in Saudi Arabia faced with this 
situation and provide the family with wise advice to help deal with this issue. 
  
 

News items related to EU Monitoring on Rizana's case 

 
http://www.thesundayleader.lk/2012/05/13/eu-monitoring-rizanas-case/ 

Sunday, May 13, 2012 

 
EU Monitoring Rizana's Case 
The European Union (EU) says it is monitoring the case of  Sri Lankan maid, Rizana Nafeek, who is on 
death row in Saudi Arabia. 
 
In a written response to a question to the European Parliament on Rizana, EU High Representative and 
Vice President Catherine Ashton said that discussions about human rights issues and individual cases 
between the EU and local authorities take place regularly using all suitable channels and the EU makes full 
use of  these opportunities to convey appropriate messages to Saudi Arabia. 
 
"According to the Saudi authorities, Ms. Nafeek's case is not yet closed. The EU will continue to follow it 
very attentively, in close coordination with the authorities of  her home country, Sri Lanka," the EU quoted 
Ashton as saying. 
 
Meanwhile the government has launched a fresh bid to secure the release of  Rizana Nafeek. 
Foreign Employment Minister Dilan Perera said last week that a delegation had visited the grandparents of  
the infant who the Sri Lankan maid has been accused of  killing. 



 168

 
Nafeek, was sentenced to death in 2007 by a Saudi court after being found guilty of  killing her employer's 
baby. 
 
The murder had taken place in 2005 but Nafeek, who was 17 at the time, maintains her innocence and 
claims the baby's death was accidental. 
 
Perera said that Nafeek's execution had been suspended despite the death sentence being issued in 2007 
following an appeal by Sri Lankan President Mahinda Rajapaksa. 
 
He said that since then several attempts had been made to seek pardon from the family of  the victim and a 
fresh attempt has now been made by a delegation sent to Saudi Arabia. 
Sri Lankan authorities have yet to obtain the pardon of  both parents of  the victim in order to secure the 
release of  the maid on death row. 
 
A foreign employment agent in Sri Lanka was arrested and charged last year for sending Nafeek to Saudi 
Arabia for employment by altering her age and using forged documents. (ER) 
 
 
 
 

 
http://english.srilankamirror.com/2012/05/eu-to-monitor-rizanas-case/ 

May 10, 2012 7:31 am 

 

EU to monitor Rizana's case 
(Srilankamirror) – The European Union (EU) is to monitor the case of  the Sri Lankan maid on death row 
in Saudi Arabia, Rizana Nafeek. 
 
In a written response to a question posed to the European Parliament on Rizana, EU High Representative 
and Vice President Catherine Ashton has said that discussions about human rights issues and individual 
cases between the EU and local authorities take place regularly using all suitable channels and the EU 
makes full use of  these opportunities to convey appropriate messages to Saudi Arabia. 
 
"According to the Saudi authorities, Ms Nafeek's case is not yet closed. The EU will continue to follow it 
very attentively, in close coordination with the authorities of  her home country, Sri Lanka," the EU has 
quoted Ashton as saying. 
 
Meanwhile the government has launched a fresh bid to secure Rizana's release and Foreign Employment 
Minister Dilan Perera has said a delegation had visited the grandparents of  an infant who the Sri Lankan 
maid has been accused of  killing. 
Rizana was sentenced to death in 2007 by a Saudi court. 
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D. "Asian Tribune" News Articles 
 

 
 
Rizana Nafeeq – Palestinians appeal for Mercy 
http://www.asiantribune.se/news/2011/07/04/rizana-nafeeq-%E2%80%93-palestinians-appeal-mercy 
 
Mon, 2011-07-04 17:04 
By Dr. T. Jayasinghe  
Ramallah – Palestine, 04 July, (Asiantribune.com):  

Engineer Mahmoud Abdullah, President of Palestine - Sri Lanka Assembly for Friendship and Cooperation 
has sent an appeal to the Palestinian Ambassador in Saudi Arabia requesting him to present the case of 
Miss Rizana Nafeeq to the Saudi Arabian Authorities and appeal for mercy. 

In its appeal the Assembly has stated that based on humanistic spirit and understanding the Palestinian 
community is in solidarity with Sri Lanka seeking mercy from Saudi authorities to release the poor Sri 
Lankan girl who was only looking for basic means of life in Saudi Arabia. 

The appeal further states that "Islamic and Arabic morals carry enough compassion and mercy to pardon 
this innocent girl specially when she did not have any motives for the alleged murder. It is very clear that 
she stands to benefit only if the child is alive and healthy. Her only interest is the wellbeing of the child". 

"Perhaps being an underage child herself lack of experience in the art of handling infant and also lack of 
knowledge of motherhood care brought about this unfortunate situation and as such Rizana Nafeeq 
cannot be held responsible. In every respect it appears the cause of this death was incorrect method of 
handling the child and there was no intention on the part of Rizana Nafeeq to harm this child and as we 
believe it was the child's destiny". 

- Asian Tribune - 

 
 
"My Actual Age is 19 Years Old" – Rizana Nafeek 
http://www.asiantribune.se/news/2011/07/02/%E2%80%9Cmy-actual-age-19-years-old%E2%80%9D-
%E2%80%93-rizana-nafeek 
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Sun, 2011-07-03 01:52 
By K.T.Rajasingham  
Riyadh, 03 July, (Asiantribune.com):  

"My Actual Age is 19 Years Old" – Rizana Nafeek has said in her statement dated 3 February 2007 to the 
Dawdami High Court, when retracting her earlier confession accepting to the killing of the 4 month old 
baby. 

This very statement of her age has caused her the misery, pointed out Mr. Abdul Qader A, Al-Mashoor, a 
Sri Lankan born Saudi businessman.  

Al-Mashoor talking to Asian Tribune said that the Tamil statement dated 30 January was prepared by the 
Sri Lankan Embassy in Riyad. 

In that statement, it has been clearly stated that "My Actual Age is 19 Years Old." Nobody knows under 
what context this detail regarding Rizana Nafeek's so called "My Actual Age is 19 Years Old" was included. 

After that sentence, it further states "My date of birth is 02.02.1988".  

The issue here was that when she arrived in Saudi Arabia on 01 April 2005, she was just 17 years and 2 
months. That was the point that has to be made to the Dawdami High Court, as she was underage to 
undertake any employment in Saudi Arabia. 

Just simply pointing out the fact that she was underage – just 17 years and 2 months when she arrived in 
Saudi Arabia, instead that particular sentence very prominently included in the statement clearly pointed 
out, "My Actual Age is 19 Years Old," has created lot of confusion.  

If her actual age was 19 years, then the issue of 17 years and 2 months when she arrived in Saudi Arabia is 
clearly out. 

But it could have been included as, at the time of preparing the Tamil version of her statement on 30 
January 2007, she was 19 years old.  

Anyhow, Mr. Abdul Qader A, Al-Mashoor asked, what was the point in including her "actual age as 19 
years," in her statement. 

He said that this is one of the reasons the Dawdami High Court refused to buy the argument of Rizana 
Nafeek was 17 years and 2 months when she arrived in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Abdul Qader A, Al-Mashoor further said that it was clear that the Saudi Embassy was greatly 
responsible for the three-member panel of judges from the Dawadami High Court headed by Chief Justice 
Abdullah Al-Rosaimi to find Rizana Nafeek guilty of murdering the four-month-old son of Naif Jiziyan 
Khalaf Al-Otaibi and sentenced her to death on June 16, 2007.  

He further said if the Embassy would have thought it fit to include the educational qualification of Rizana 
Nafeek in her statement and it would have made the panel of judges of the Dawdami High Court also to 
consider her lack of knowledge in taking care of infant baby and feeding the baby. 

- Asian Tribune – 
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Unpredictable Fate of  Sri Lankan Maid Rizana Nafeek 
http://www.asiantribune.com/news/2011/07/01/unpredictable-fate-sri-lankan-maid-rizana-nafeek 
 
Fri, 2011-07-01 05:00 
By K.T.Rajasingham  
Riyadh, 01 July, (Asiantribune.com):  

The sudden beheading of the Indonesian housemaid Ruyati binti Sapubi, (54 yrs.), on 18 June in Saudi 
Arabia, without even informing Indonesian Government has caused lot of anxiety over the fate of Sri 
Lankan housemaid Rizana Nafeek who is languishing in the death row for years. 

Suddenly many Sri Lankans have begun to show interest on the uncertain plight of the innocent girl from 
Muthur, in the Trincomalee district.  

Asian Tribune pointed out that when her case was taken up in the Dawdami High Court before a three 
judge's panel, Rizana Nafeek retracted her confession by her statement translated into Arabic, dated 3rd 
February 2007, and informed the court that her original confession of admitting to the killing of the child 
had been obtained by the Police under duress. 

The statement which was translated into Arabic language dated 3rd February 2007, and submitted to the 
High Court that the earlier original confession admitting to the killing of the child had been obtained by 
the Police under threat and intimidation. 

Sources in Saudi Arabia told Asian Tribune that the Arabic translation of Rizana Nafeek statement was the 
true and correct translation of her Tamil statement dated 30 January 2007. The same is also given below 
with the English language translation for the convenience of the Asian Tribune readers. 

Sources said that though the Arabic Language translation was correct textually, but its interpretation of the 
same at the Dawdami High Court was highly questionable.  

Rizana Nafeek in her statement has said that her actual Date of Birth is 02.02.1988, that means when she 
went to Saudi Arabia on 01 April 2005, ("I arrived at Saudi Arabia on 2005.04.01 as my first visit. I was 
employed at the residence of my Saudi Madam for a period of 1 ½ months."), she was just 17 years and 
two months only. She further said, "The sub agent called Bajurdeen deceitfully changed my date of birth as 
02.02.1982 and issued me a passport whereas my actual date of birth is 02.02.1988." 

The sources told Asian Tribune that these are simply statement made by an accuse in the case who retracted 
the earlier statement of accepting the killing of the 4 month old baby boy.  

The same source said Dawdami High Court was not prepared to accept that statement as they were not 
properly "interpreted". 

When asked for the clarification of the usage of the word "interpreted", Asian Tribune was told that there 
were no corroborative evidences placed before the High Court to substantiate those matters which were 
highlighted in the statement made by Rizana Nafeek. 
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Accordingly, what was expected was that the Government of Sri Lanka to take action, when it came to 
know that a young Housemaid has been recruited based on a forged birth certificate, subsequently based 
on that forged birth certificate, the passport was issued and sent to Saudi Arabia for employment when she 
was just 17 years old. 

There should have been some evidences in the form of documents to substantiate her statement. She must 
have provided acceptable documents to the Dawdami High Court as she had ample of time to do so 
between her arrest on 25 May 2005 and on the submission of the new statement on 03 February 2007.  

In fact the Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi Arabia and the Sri Lanka Bureau of Foreign Employment should 
have intervened and arranged for those documents by taking legal actions against all those she has pointed 
out as people who were involved in bringing her to this sorry plight.  

Asian Tribune also learnt that Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi Arabia has to date failed to contact through the 
the Foreign Ministry, the Attorney General's Department and also failed to obtain advice on the subject of 
providing legal assistance to Rizana Nafeek.  

Even up to now, no action has been taken on the recruitment agent who was responsible for recruiting the 
teenager and sending her to Saudi Arabia. It is still not clear why the alleged recruitment agent who was 
responsible for recruiting and sending Rizana Nafeek was spared without any action by the Sri Lanka 
Bureau of Foreign Employment.  

Furthermore, it was revealed that when Rizana Nafeek left for Saudi Arabia, she paid Rs. 11,000 as 
premium for insuring her against any employment hazards while she remains in Saudi Arabia.  

When Asian Tribune contacted and asked the Sri Lanka Bureau of Foreign Employment, as to why they did 
not come forward to retain a lawyer right from the inception when she was arrested and produced before 
the Dawdami High Court and tried for homicide.  

When this question was raised, Sri Lanka Bureau of Foreign Employment told that the Bureau has spent 
money for the air ticket and other incidental expenses of her mother, father and the Deputy Minister of 
Foreign Affairs to visit Saudi Arabia to meet Rizana Nafeek after she was sentenced to death by the 
Dawdami High Court. 

When Dawdami High Court allowed Rizana Nafeek to appeal against their verdict, it was Asian Human 
Rights Commission based in Hong Kong that came forward to pay for the lawyer retained by the Sri Lanka 
Embassy in Saudi Arabia? 

Sri Lanka Bureau of Foreign Employment said that AHRC voluntarily came forward to make the necessary 
arrangements of retaining a Lawyer, and the Bureau agreed to accept the offer.  

There are few more unanswered questions pending from Sri Lanka Bureau of Foreign Employment 
Bureau.  

They are – 

Can you tell us the total amount spent on this journey to Saudi Arabia by Rizana's parents and the Deputy 
Foreign Minister, incurred by Sri Lanka Bureau of Foreign Employment? 

Do you know that Rizana Nafeek is now suffering from loss of memory and she is said to be insane. What 
action has been taken about her serious mental condition called medically Schizophrenia which causes 
constant hallucination, and suppose to result in her being induced unconsciously to commit suicide? 
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While awaiting for the response from the Sri Lanka Bureau of Foreign Employment, the SMS news item 
that was recently delivered to mobile phone owners that "Media Reports says death sentence imposed on Sri 
Lankan housemaid Rizana Nafeek has been confirmed by the Saudi Court: She will be executed by beheading – local 
media," has suddenly created uncertainties about the fate of Rizana Nafeek.  

As far as Asian Tribune is concerned that the Sri Lankan Embassy in Saudi Arabia has no clue about Rizana 
Nafeek's fate.  

But Asian Tribune learns that as pressure mounts and suddenly Embassy has started calling some Sri Lankan 
businessmen living in Saudi Arabia and requesting them how it is possible to safe this Sri Lankan house 
maid. 

Earlier, this was the same Embassy, through External Affairs Ministry, advised Minister Rishad Badiyudeen 
not to get involved in the Razina Nafeek's case, when he wrote that he wanted to meet the tribal leaders 
and urge them to talk with the father and mother of the deceased 4 month old baby for a settlement and 
pardon and blood money.  

Later Asian Tribune learnt that the Head of Sri Lanka Mission has briefed the Minister Rishad Badiyudeen 
when he went to meet Prince Salman bin Abdul-Aziz Al Saud, the Governor of the Riyadh Province on 17 
May, not to take up with the Riyadh Governor Prince Salman issues connected with the young Rizana 
Nafeek.  

We live in a funny world. 
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English translation of the Rizana Nafeek statement made on 03 February 2007:  

Al Dhawadhimi Prisons, 

Al Dhawadhimi. 

I, Rizana Nafeeq, - who is presently confined in Al Dhawadhimi Prisons on the allegation of homicide - 
state as follows: 

I have already made a first statement to the officials of High Commission of Sri Lanka on the above 
mentioned allegation. 

I am making this statement instead of the statement given to the officials of High Commission of Sri 
Lanka on this allegation. I am making this statement as I am in good mental condition. 

My address in Sri Lanka is – M.S.Nafeeq, Shafi Nagar, Muttur. 

My actual age is 19 years old. 

My date of birth is 02.02.1988. 

The sub agent called Bajurdeen deceitfully changed my date of birth as 02.02.1982 and issued me a 
passport whereas my actual date of birth is 02.02.1988. 
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I arrived at Saudi Arabia on 2005.04.01 as my first visit. I was employed at the residence of my Saudi 
Madam for a period of 1 ½ months. There was no problem to narrate of. I was assigned to do cooking, 
washing and looking after a four months infant. 

As soon as I was brought to this house, I was employed to look after this infant. I had been amenable and 
maintained good rapport with the house people. 

The inadvertent incident, I could not recollect the date of the incident, happened at about 12.30 p.m on 
one Sunday. The house people whosoever was not at home at that time. In addition to the four months old 
infant, there were male and female children as well. Usually, I am the one who used to feed milk to that 
four month-old infant. The day of the incident too, I fed the infant with milk.  

When I was feeding the infant, I noticed that the milk was oozing through the mouth and nose of the 
infant. I stroke the throat of the infant gently. As the infant was seen having its eyelids closed, I thought 
that it was snoozing. 

The madam came home at about 1.30 p.m. and after having seen the infant, she assaulted me with slippers 
and hands and took the infant away. Blood oozed from my nose. Thereafter police came and took me into 
their custody. I was assaulted at the police station too. They assaulted me with belt and coerced me for a 
statement stating that I had strangled the infant. They intimidated me that I would have been killed in the 
event I was adamant not to give a statement to the effect that I strangled the infant and electrocuted, I 
would be killed.  

In these circumstances, I under duress placed my signature on the written paper they gave to me. They 
took me to another place and asked a question, As I was virtually in a state with loss of memory and in fear 
and frightened mood, I had happened to tell them that I strangled the infant. In the name of Allah, I swear 
and aver that I never strangled the infant. 

I hereby place my signature after having read this statement. 
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Rizana Nafeek Sentence to Death Without a Postmortem Report 
http://www.asiantribune.com/news/2011/06/16/rizana-nafeek-sentence-death-without-postmortem-
report 
 
Thu, 2011-06-16 05:48  
By K.T.Rajasingham  
Riyadh, 17 June, (Asiantribune.com):  
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The newly obtained signed statement of Rizana Nafeek of Muthur, 
Sri Lanka, the housemaid who is now languishing in the Death Row 
in Saudi Arabia has shed new light in her case and how her case was 
badly handled by the Sri Lankan Embassy Officials in Saudi Arabia, 
as well as by the lawyer who has been retained on her behalf. 

According to the available information, Rizana Nafeek , retracted 
her confession at the court hearing, on 3rd February 2007, and 
informed the court that her original confession admitting to the 
killing of the child had been obtained by the Police under duress. 

Asian Tribune is now in possession of the new statement prepared in 
the Tamil language by the Sri Lanka Embassy in Saudi Arabia and 
subsequently it was taken to Dawadami Prison where she was 
locked up and obtained her signature and her thump impression on 
the document. 

The same statement in Tamil which was approved and signed by Rizana Nafeek is given below and also the 
English translation of the same. The English translation was made by the staff of the Asian Tribune.  

The Arabic translation of the document was done by a Third Secretary of the Sri Lanka Embassy.  

When one goes through the statement signed by Rizana Nafeek dated 2007. 01.30, at Al Dhawadhimi 
Prisons, there was so many important points in favour of Rizana and saving her from executioner's blade, 
but unfortunately those points were not taken into serious consideration. 

They are as follows:  

1. "The sub agent called Bajurdeen deceitfully changed my date of birth as 02.02.1982 and issued me a 
passport whereas my actual date of birth is 02.02.1988." 

She has made an allegation that one sub agent called Bajurdeen has "deceitfully changed my date of birth 
and obtained a passport stating her date of birth as 02.02. 1982." 

One wonders whether Sri Lanka Government has taken any action in this regard. 

Even it is not too late now for the Sri Lankan Police to take appropriate action against the sub-agent, and 
the recruitment agent who were involved in changing Rizana's date of birth and obtaining a passport and 
sending her to Saudi Arabia, as a House Maid and put her in this precarious plight. 

Also, the Sri Lankan police has to investigate how the recruitment agency has managed to obtain a forged 
Birth Certificate and also the role of the Immigration Department in issuing a Passport bearing No. N. 
0331835 based on forged birth certificate. 

Asian Tribune learnt the copy of the original passport is with the Sri Lanka Embassy in Saudi Arabia and the 
police can obtain a photocopy of the same to initiate investigation.  

2. "I arrived at Saudi Arabia on 2005.04.01 as my first visit. I was employed at the residence of my Saudi 
Madam for a period of 1 ½ months." 

Rizana Nafeek's statement reveals that she arrived in Saudi Arabia on 2005. 04.01. But according to media 
reports, and so far it was reported that she arrived in Riyadh, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia on 4th May, 2005, 

Rizana Nafeek 
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to work as a housemaid in the household of her sponsor, Naif Jiziyan Khalaf Al Otaibi, whose wife had a 
new-born baby boy. 

A few days after her arrival in Riyadh, Rizana Nafeek had been transferred by her sponsor to work in his 
family household in Dawadami, about 390 km west of Riyad. 

While she was bottle-feeding the infant around 12.30 p.m.(on 25th May, 2005), the baby-boy started 
choking, as so often happens to babies and Rizana panicked and shouted for help, while tried to sooth the 
child by stroking the it's throat, neck and face, doing whatever she could to help him. At her shouting the 
mother arrived, but by that time the baby was either unconscious or dead. 

3. But according to Rizana Nafeek statement: "When I was feeding the infant, I noticed that the milk was 
oozing through the mouth and nose of the infant. I stroke the throat of the infant gently. As the infant was 
seen having its eyelids closed, I thought that it was snoozing. 

She states that , "When I was feeding the infant, I noticed that the milk was oozing through the mouth and 
nose of the infant." 

According to her version, when she was bottle feeding, "I noticed that the milk was oozing through the 
mouth and nose of the infant." This clearly reveals the question of choking while feeding does not arise. 

Asian Tribune contacted a leading Doctor in Sweden and sought clarification from him regarding milk 
oozing out through the nose and mouth of the infant.  

The Swedish Doctor explained that there could have been a "Stop" anywhere between the oral cavity and 
Esophagus, (Latin – œsophagus).( Swedish -Oesophagoes) 

When there is a ‘Stop', the milk will not go into the stomach, but will ooze out. This might also be a 
symptom, that it may be either due congenital or existence of a tumor. Therefore it can be also assumed 
that when the milk the house maid bottle-fed oozed out, the child might have already passed away.  

When the milk oozed out of the nose and mouth of the 4 month old baby, Rizana in her statement says 
that "I stroke the throat of the infant gently." When she stated, stroking the infant's throat, there might 
have been an impression, a red mark in the infant throat due to stroking, which might have made others to 
come at a wrong conclusion that Rizana must have squeezed the infant child's throat to death.  

See those images attached about the oral cavity, and the nasal cavity all joining the Esophagus and once 
there is a ‘Stop' in Esophagus there is a tendency for the bottle-fed milk to ooze out through mouth and 
nose.  
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4. She further states that the madam -, the mother of the 4 month old infant child, "The madam came 
home at about 1.30 p.m. and after having seen the infant, she assaulted me with slippers and hands and 
took the infant away. Blood oozed from my nose. Thereafter police came and took me into their custody.  

5. She further states "I was assaulted at the police station too. They assaulted me with belt and coerced me 
for a statement stating that I had strangled the infant. 

6. She concludes her statement that, "In these circumstances, I under duress placed my signature on the 
written paper they gave to me. They took me to another place and asked a question, As I was virtually in a 
state with loss of memory and in fear and frightened mood, I had happened to tell them that I strangled 
the infant. 

7. In the name of Allah, I swear and aver that I never strangled the infant baby. 

The Dawadami Police who arrested Rizana Nafeek has threatened and intimidated her and obtained a 
statement accepting that she killed the child.  

But the police have failed to take the dead infant for a postmortem to find out the cause of the death of 
the infant - a serious lapse on the part of the Dawdami Police.  

The High Court of Dhawdami it is learnt has decided on a murder case without a post mortem report to 
determined the cause of death and has simply gone on the police evidence and on the earlier statement of 
the accuse - Rizana Nafeek and passed a judgement of death on 16 June 2007. 

Furthermore, it is not known whether Saudi law firm Khateb Al-Shammary who represented Rizana in the 
Supreme Court took up the issue of the "postmortem".  

It was unfortunate that Dawdami High Court and the Saudi Supreme Court have overlooked the most 
important information – the cause death – the absence of a postmortem report – the scientific evidence of 
the cause of death, before sentencing an innocent teenage Muslim Girl to death.  

This statement made without any prejudice on anyone.  

English translation of the Rizana Nafeek statement made on 30 January 2007:  

 

2007.01.30 
Al Dhawadhimi Prisons, 
Al Dhawadhimi. 

I, Rizana Nafeeq, - who is presently confined in Al Dhawadhimi Prisons on the allegation of homicide - 
state as follows: 

I have already made a first statement to the officials of High Commission of Sri Lanka on the above 
mentioned allegation. 

I am making this statement instead of the statement given to the officials of High Commission of Sri 
Lanka on this allegation. I am making this statement as I am in good mental condition. 
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My address in Sri Lanka is – M.S.Nafeeq, Shafi Nagar, Muttur. 
My actual age is 19 years old. 
My date of birth is 02.02.1988. 

The sub agent called Bajurdeen deceitfully changed my date of birth as 02.02.1982 and issued me a 
passport whereas my actual date of birth is 02.02.1988. 

I arrived at Saudi Arabia on 2005.04.01 as my first visit. I was employed at the residence of my Saudi 
Madam for a period of 1 ½ months. There was no problem to narrate of. I was assigned to do cooking, 
washing and looking after a four months infant. 

As soon as I was brought to this house, I was employed to look after this infant. I had been amenable and 
maintained good rapport with the house people. 

The inadvertent incident, I could not recollect the date of the incident, happened at about 12.30 p.m on 
one Sunday. The house people whosoever was not at home at that time. In addition to the four months old 
infant, there were male and female children as well. Usually, I am the one who used to feed milk to that 
four month-old infant. The day of the incident too, I fed the infant with milk.  

When I was feeding the infant, I noticed that the milk was oozing through the mouth and nose of the 
infant. I stroke the throat of the infant gently. As the infant was seen having its eyelids closed, I thought 
that it was snoozing.. 

The madam came home at about 1.30 p.m. and after having seen the infant, she assaulted me with slippers 
and hands and took the infant away. Blood oozed from my nose. Thereafter police came and took me into 
their custody. I was assaulted at the police station too. They assaulted me with belt and coerced me for a 
statement stating that I had strangled the infant. They intimidated me that I would have been killed in the 
event I was adamant not to give a statement to the effect that I strangled the infant and electrocuted, I 
would be killed.  

In these circumstances, I under duress placed my signature on the written paper they gave to me. They 
took me to another place and asked a question, As I was virtually in a state with loss of memory and in fear 
and frightened mood, I had happened to tell them that I strangled the infant. In the name of Allah, I swear 
and aver that I never strangled the infant. 

I hereby place my signature after having read this statement. 
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Sri Lanka Housemaid Rizana's case back again to the High Court of  Dawadmi for 
review on 30th June 
http://www.asiantribune.com/node/12957  
 
Thu, 2008-08-28 04:30 — admin 
Colombo, 28 August, (Asiantribune.com): Sri Lanka Housemaid Rizana Nafeek's case is coming up 
again on the 30th of  this month at the High Court of  Dawadmi 
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.Hussein Bhaila, Deputy Minister of  Foreign Affairs said that 
this is a good development and it is viewed as a positive 
development.  

Hussein Bhaila, Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs speaking to 
Asian Tribune, said that the Supreme Judicial Council has directed 
the High Court of Dawadmi to inquire into the objections of the 
lawyers of Rizana, into the first alleged confession made through (a) 
interpreter/s.  

Deputy Minister said the lawyers of Rizana wanted to know the 
details of the translator/s and on what basis that the interpreter /s 
name has not been disclosed. 

He said that the High Court of Dawadmi has been asked to look 
into the objections regarding the statement made by the interpreter who translated Rizana's initial 
statement to the police from Tamil into Arabic. 

He said that High Court of Dawadmi has made its decision based on this statement only. 

He said that the High Court of Dawadmi has given a date for 30th August, for the lawyers to make their 
submission regarding the interpreter/s. 

The Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs Hussein Bhaila told Asian Tribune that this is a good development 
and it is viewed as a positive development.  

Earlier on June 9, Chief Justice of the High Court of Dawadmi, Sheikh Abdullah Al-Rosaimi ruled that 
Rizana's lawyer, Kateb Al-Shammary, must file any objections directly to the Supreme Judicial Council. 

In response to the objections filed at the Supreme Judicial Council, the case has once again been referred 
to the High Court of Dawadmit which issued the original verdict to behead Rizana.  

Razina who is now 20, was arrested on May 22, 2005, shortly after an infant in her care died. She had been 
working for the family for less than two weeks when, she claims, the baby choked during bottle-feeding. 
But the father Naif Jiziyan Khalaf Al-Otaibi, alleged that she murdered the child. She was taken to the 
Dawadmi police station on that day. Later, In June 2007 Rizana was sentenced to public beheading in 
Dawdami by a three-member panel of judges. 

A month later, lawyers hired by the Hong Kong-based Asian Human Rights Commission with the partial 
financial support of Sri Lankan donors appealed the verdict to the Court of Cassation. 

In December 2007, the case was sent back to High Court of Dawdami to review its death penalty verdict. 
By March 2008, the case moved to the Supreme Judicial Council, which the following month sent the case 
back to the High Court of Dawdami. The High Court of Dawdami sent the case back to the Supreme 
Judicial Council. Then the Supreme Judicial Council once again bounced the case back to Dawdami. 

Trials are held under closed doors and court documents are not available to the public, so the reason for 
the back-and-forth between the courts is not clear. 

Kateb Al-Shammary, Rizana's attorney, argues that Rizana, who was underage at the time she came to 
Saudi Arabia, was never hired to be a nanny and that the death occurred due to her inexperience with 
newborns. The Al-Otaibi family rejects this claim and insists she committed pre-meditated murder. 
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Further complicating the issue is that Rizana came to Saudi Arabia to work through a placement agency 
that forged the age on her passport to make it appear that she was 23 years old.  

Her birth certificate states that she was born on Feb. 4, 1988, which means she was 17 when she came to 
Saudi Arabia to work as a maid and then given the task by the family — who believed she was 23 — of 
caring for a newborn baby. 

Saudi Arabia prohibits minors (defined in this case as persons under the age of 18) from entering the 
Kingdom to work as part of its efforts to adhere to international rules against child labor and trafficking of 
minors. 

- Asian Tribune –  

-  

 

 
 
A three judges bench s Shariah court at Dawadami to review Sri Lanka housemaid 
Rizana's case 
http://www.asiantribune.com/node/8607 
 
Fri, 2007-12-07 06:43  
Colombo, 07 December, (Asiantribune.com):  
 
The teenaged Sri Lanka housemaid Rizana Nafeek's case is to be taken up by a three judges bench 
Shariah court at Dawadami, to review the court's earlier decision of beheading.  

Hussain Bhaila, Sri Lanka's Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs told Asian Tribune that already Dawadami 
High Court went through the appeal filed by lawyers retained on behalf of Rizana and instructed the 
Shariah court at Dawadami to review its earlier sentence, condemning Rizana to death by beheading. 

When speaking to Asian Tribune, Hussain Bhaila expressed cautious optimism that according to lawyers 
retained in this case, there is every possibility of Rizana being acquitted and for her to be free from this 
case once and for all.  

He added if there is going to be a worst scenario of the outcome of the review process; it is highly possible 
that her death sentence would be revoked.  

Earlier Rizana was found guilty by a panel of three Shariah judges on June 16 without legal representation, 
which is not required under Shariah law and was sentenced to death by beheading.  

Under Saudi Arabian law the victim's family is entitled to pardon a person accused of a crime and spare the 
life from being beheaded. 
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Accordingly, Mohamed Sultan Nafeek the father of the 19 year old Sri Lankan girl, appealed to Naif Jiziyan 
Khalafal Otaibi, the father of the 4 month old baby who died when Rizana was bottle feeding him. So far 
Naif Jiziyan Khalafal Otaibi and his wife have not come forward to pardon the Sri Lankan housemaid. 

In the meantime on behalf Rizana, lawyers retained on her behalf have successfully filed an appeal against 
the sentence on 15 July and the court accepted it. 

Last month, the Dawadami High Court referred back the case to the three judge bench Shariah court at 
Dawadami to review the case and report. 

- Asian Tribune –  

-  

 

 
 
Young Sri Lankan maid faces execution in Saudi Arabia 
http://www.asiantribune.com/node/6516 
 
Sat, 2007-07-14 00:51 
By Vilani Peiris – World Socialist Web Site  

Rizana Nafeek, a 19-year-old Sri Lankan female worker, was sentenced to death by a three-member panel 
of judges in Dawadami High Court in Saudi Arabia on June 16. Nafeek's case is another instance of the 
barbaric conditions facing hundreds of thousands of immigrant workers in the Middle East, and the Sri 
Lankan government's callous disregard toward them. 

Nafeek was convicted of killing a four-month-old infant who was put in her care. She arrived in Riyadh in 
May 2005 to work as a housemaid and was sent by her employer, Naif Jiziyan Khalaf Al Otaibi, to his 
family household in Dawadami. Shortly after that, she was assigned to look after the family's baby although 
she had no experience or training in child care. 

On May 22, 2005 she was left alone to bottle-feed the baby. Around 12.30 p.m. the boy started choking. 
Nafeek panicked, tried to sooth the child by patting his chest, neck and face, and shouted out for help. By 
the time baby's mother arrived, the baby was either unconscious or dead. Without finding out what 
happened, the Otaibi family handed Nafeek to the Dawadami police, accusing her of strangling the baby. 

As is usual practice with foreign workers, the Saudi police sided with the employer and did not provide 
Nafeek with an interpreter to explain what had happened. She was charged with murder by strangulation 
and forced to sign a confession. She made a similar confession during initial court proceedings, apparently 
under police duress. 

Nafeek was only able to explain her side of the story with the aid of a translator at the Sri Lankan embassy 
in Riyadh. During the court hearing on February 3, she retracted her confession, telling the court she had 
been under threat from the police. The Dawadami court ignored the allegations of police intimidation, 
found her guilty and sentenced her to be beheaded. 
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Nafeek has until July 16 to file an appeal but she and her family cannot afford the legal fees. A Saudi law 
firm is demanding 250,000 Riyal ($US67,000)—an astronomical sum for working people in Sri Lanka—to 
take the case. Nafeek's father has appealed to the Sri Lankan government to pay the legal fees, but it has so 
far refused. According to the state-owned Daily News, the Sri Lankan embassy in Riyadh is busy negotiating 
"a reduction in the fee demanded by the law firm in Riyadh." 

L.K. Ruhunuge, deputy general manager of the Sri Lanka Foreign Employment Bureau (SLFEB), told 
Lakbima the appeal was unnecessary as the case against Nafeek was so strong. When the WSWS rang the 
SLFEB, Ruhunuge was unavailable but another officer, who refused to identify himself, defended 
Ruhunuge's statement saying that it was not "worth spending such an amount because the legal firm in 
Saudi Arabia had not fully promised to free the girl." 

From the outset, the Sri Lankan government has abandoned Nafeek to her fate. Embassy officials in Saudi 
Arabia have confirmed they knew about the case, spoke to Saudi authorities in Dawadami and even 
attended court hearings, but have provided no assistance. After local and international human rights 
organizations criticized the Sri Lankan government, the July 9 issue of the Daily News reported the 
embassy's excuse: it has been unable to obtain the legal documents to file an appeal. 

The reality is that the Colombo government is unwilling to do anything that might upset the lucrative trade 
in Sri Lankan cheap labor to the Middle East. The government's refusal to defend Nafeek is simply a 
particularly sharp example of its failure to prevent the gross exploitation of tens of thousands of contract 
workers. 

In oil-rich Saudi Arabia, almost one third of the population of 24 million is foreigners, most of whom are 
from Asia and employed in menial labour. They have few rights under Saudi law, live in fear that their 
contracts will be terminated and are often ill-treated or not paid. Young women in particular are employed 
as domestic servants and treated as little more than slaves. 

Nafeek is a case in point. A young Muslim from the eastern town of Muttur, she was desperate to escape 
and find a job. As emerged in court, she was only 17 when she arrived in Saudi Arabia. Her recruitment 
agent falsified her documents and obtained a passport overstating her age by six years. Once in Saudi 
Arabia, Nafeek was at the beck and call of her employer 24 hours a day. As well as a huge workload of 
daily chores including cleaning, cooking, washing and ironing, she had to look after the baby. 

A family member Farina Nasik told the BBC: "Twenty eight days after Rizana left Sri Lanka, we received a 
letter from her saying that she had to look after ten children... She was not happy and wanted to change 
her employer." She had to get up at three in the morning and work until late at night. It was her only letter. 

Farina insisted on Nafeek's innocence: "We could not believe this. We sent her to work because we do not 
have money. She is not a criminal, she is innocent." Thaslim Muhammed Nishber, a Muttur resident, told 
the BBC: "The government should stop turning a blind eye to this and they should step in to stop these 
scandals." 

According to Amnesty International, nearly 100 people have been executed in Saudi Arabia in the first six 
months of this year, including three women. Half were foreign nationals, mostly from poor countries like 
Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Afghanistan and Iraq. 

Last February four Sri Lankans—Victor Corea, Ranjith De Silva, Santhosh Kumar and Sharmila Sangeeth 
Kumar—were beheaded for robbery and possession of firearms. In a grotesque attempt to intimidate other 
foreign contract workers, Saudi authorities put the bodies of the executed men on public display. 
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Amnesty International repeatedly appealed against three death penalties, believing the fourth man had been 
sentenced to 15 years jail. The Sri Lankan government did nothing to defend the men. Sri Lanka Welfare 
Minister Keheliya Rambukwella defended the executions, telling the media it was important not to violate 
Saudi Arabia's domestic laws. 

Amid growing anger in Sri Lanka over the treatment of foreign contract workers, the government has 
decided at the last minute to send Nafeek's parents to Saudi Arabia along with Deputy Minister of Foreign 
Affairs Hussein Bhaila and a legal consultant. The trip is not to mount a legal defence of Nafeez but to 
make a personal appeal for clemency to the Saudi authorities and the family of the dead baby. As 
government spokesman Rambukwella explained to the Asian Tribune: "(T)he appeal is only a formality. It is 
not a form of an argument but only a form of a plea." 

The government's main concern remains to prevent any rupture in the trade in contract labour. Last year 
remittances from overseas contract workers brought in $2.3 billion, making it Sri Lanka's top foreign 
exchange earner. 

- World Socialist Web Site –  

-  

 

 
Minor Sri Lankan Muslim Girl was sentenced to death by three Saudi judges on a 
confession under duress 
http://www.asiantribune.com/node/6463 
 
Tue, 2007-07-10 00:51 
By Walter Jayawardhana  

Los Angeles, 10 July, (Asiantribune.com): Miss Rizana Nafeek, a 17 year old Muslim house maid from 
Sri Lanka has been sentenced to death by a Saudi Arabian court of three judges on a confession obtained 
under duress by the Saudi Arabian police, the girl has complained. 

The poor Muslim girl had been sent to Saudi Arabia misstating her age by a crooked job agency that added 
six years to her age to make her a house maid to do household chores and her master wanted her to baby 
sit their four months old infant in addition to the other endless work, for which task she had been never 
trained, it has been also revealed. 

The infant died while the teenager was bottle feeding the baby and the police coerced Nafeek to give a 
confession that she killed the baby, under which the three Saudi judges sentenced her to death, she has 
revealed, to Sri Lankan embassy officials.  

Obtaining confessions from the accused under duress has become routine work and this is not the first 
time such confessions have been obtained by the mostly uneducated Police, of the law, of the oil rich 
medieval desert kingdom, many organizations and governments have complained. 

The closest ally of Saudi Arabia, the United States in a human rights reports by the State Department said 
in 2002, ‘confessions before a judge almost always are required for criminal conviction- a situation that 
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repeatedly has led prosecuting authorities to coerce confessions from suspects by threats and abuses, " in 
Saudi Arabia.  

This is not the first time a Sri Lankan citizen is threatened with her life due to the corrupt system of justice 
in Saudi Arabia. On February 19 2007 Saudi Arabia beheaded four Sri Lankans in a public market square 
and later crucified the blood soaked dead bodies in a macabre act for others to see. One out of the four 
was not even convicted to a death sentence while the others were. D.D. Ranjith de Silva, F. J. Victor Corea, 
Sanath Pushpakumara and Sharmila Sangeeth Kumar were the four who were put to death by the "one of 
the cruelest and unjustifiable justice systems in the world". The all powerful arbitrary oil rich royal 
government did not listen to the Sri Lanka government and the rest of the world to spare their lives as it 
was seen the judgments to behead the three were reached after obtaining coerced confessions by the Saudi 
Police from them.  

Amnesty International USA in a statement dated February 19 2007 said (in Saudi Arabia) "defendants may 
be convicted solely on the basis of "confessions obtained under duress including torture and other ill 
treatment and trials invariably fall short of international standards of fair trial." 

Amnesty International in Asia and Pacific referring to Rizana Nafeek said, "She had no access to lawyers 
either during interrogation or at her trial. She has since retracted her confession. She had never given an 
opportunity to produce her birth certificate to show she was born only in 1988." 

Under international legal obligations of the Saudi government they are expressly prohibited to execute a 
juvenile since 1997 and the Muslim girl had been convicted two years ago when she was a minor at the age 
of 17 years. More than that , she had put her signature to a confession written in Arabic, not understood by 
her.  

A press statement issued by the Sri Lanka embassy in Saudi Arabia said, "Miss Rizana Nafeek, holder of 
Passport No. N. 0331835, arrived in Riyadh, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia on 4th May, 2005 to work as a 
housemaid in the household, of her sponsor, Naif Jiziyan Khalaf Al Otaibi," and admitted that the passport 
had been falsified by the job agents and her real date of birth is 4th February, 1988, according to a certified 
copy of her birth certificate. 

The girls parents are unable to retain lawyers to fight the girl's case in a Saudi court. The embassy release 
commented on the issue: “A three-member panel of judges of the Dawadami High Court had found Miss 
Nafeek guilty of murder of the four-month old infant son of Mr. Al Otaibi and sentenced her to death on 
16th June, 2007.  

The court had informed that Miss Nafeek could file an appeal against her death sentence, within 1 month 
of delivery of the judgment.  

Since the certified copy of the judgment, as well as copies of the forensic medical report, criminal 
investigation report and the statements of Miss. Nafeek given to the Police and the Court have not yet 
been made available to the Embassy, an urgent request has been made to the Saudi authorities, to grant a 
one month period for filing the appeal against the death sentence on behalf of Miss Nafeek, commencing 
from the date on which these documents are furnished to the Embassy.  

The Embassy has been able to negotiate a reduction in the fee demanded by the law firm in Riyadh, which 
has agreed to handle the appeal, from Saudi Riyal 250,000 (SL Rs. 7.5 million) to Saudi Riyal 150,000 (SL 
Rs. 4.5 million). The Embassy of Sri Lanka, which is looking after the interests of Miss Nafeek, is actively 
pursuing all possible avenues, including the judicial appeal against the death sentence, to save her life." 

- Asian Tribune -  
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