Clear breaches
of Swedish laws
in Nouri’s trial

MIZAN

Why, according to Thomas
Bodstrom, Hamid Nouri's
Swedish lawyer and the
former minister of justice,
has his case tarnished the
reputation of Sweden and
the Swedish judicial sys-
tem?

® Violation of fair trial
rights

® Breach of the principle
of equal arms

® Arbitrary detention of
the defendant

® Disregard for the pre-
sumption of innocence

® Ignoring the principle
of in dubio pro reo (inter-
preting doubt in favor of
the accused)

® Violation of the basic
rights of the accused

® Breach of privacy

® Blocking access to ex-
culpatory evidence for the
defendant’s lawyers

® Not removing detention
restrictions after the com-
pletion of interrogation
and court sessions

® Blocking the defendant’s
access to medical care

® Violation of the right
of the prisoner to be safe
from assault

® Prosecutor’s disregard
for exculpatory evidence
® Lack of field investiga-
tions by the prosecutor

® Police torture and vio-
lence towards the accused
® Violation of the princi-
ple of equality of rights
between complainant and
accused, supporting hu-
man rights violators and
terrorists

® Abduction and assis-
tance in setting a trap

® Neglect of fundamental
rights and freedoms of the
accused

® Violation of the rules
governing evidence gath-
ering for self-defense
(violation of the right of
access)

@ Failure to preserve and
disclose the defendant’s
secrets and making at-
tempts to prevent the
dissemination of the de-
fendant’s image and other
details and information

® Denial of the right to
choose a proficient and
impartial translator for
the accurate conveyance
of legal concepts

® Not documenting accu-
satory evidence

® Violation of Article 9.1 of
the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights
® Disregard for human
rights and dignity

® Violation of the right to
inform the family of the
accused of the state of his
detention

® Failure of the prosecu-
tors to examine the crime
scene and discover the
truth

® Failure of the judge to
hear the accused’s rights
violation in prison

® Disregard for the right of
the prisoner to meet with
his family

® Failure to observe the
principle of judicial secu-
rity

® Detaining the accused
on baseless, specula-
tive charges for a re-
cord-breaking period
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Whattroubles
Bodstromis not
the conviction
of hisclientbut
the disregard
forfundamental
principles of
due processand
theviolation
oftherights of
the accused by
prosecutorsand
the police.

On Thursday, November 8, Hamid
Nouri’s final appellate court ses-
sion was held in Stockholm, Swe-
den, and the court’s verdict will
be announced in approximately
40 days.

To assess the trial process and its
events, we need only to look at
the statements of one of Nouri’s
two attorneys, Thomas Bodstrom.
He is an experienced Swedish
lawyer who previously held the
position of Minister of Justice
in Sweden, making him familiar
with the Swedish judicial system.
Hanna Larsson, another attorney
for Nouri, also supports Bod-
stréom’s opinions, expressing seri-
ous criticisms of the judicial pro-
cess in Hamid Nouri’s case. The
defense lawyers, through a de-
tailed examination of the charges
and the handling process, have
repeatedly stated, “You have com-
promised the honor of Sweden
and the Swedish judicial system
with this case.” They provided
numerous pieces of evidence to
the court, asserting that the case
was formed under the influence
of terrorist groups and that the
Swedish judicial system was nei-
ther independent nor impartial in
the proceedings.

According to Bodstréom, Nouri's
case is “unique” and “a part of
our legal history”. He believes the
case has no similarities to previ-
ous ones in terms of the court’s
independence and thoroughness.
Given that the prosecutor did not
face any difficulties in conduct-
ing investigations and relied on
the complainants’ statements
and witnesses’ testimonies as ev-
idence, the defense’s task of de-
fending their client, conducting
investigations, and presenting ro-
bust evidence became challeng-

Senior lawyer for Nouri speaks out

Nouri case
exposed

Swedish
gov t's lack of
transparency

ing. On the other hand, “prosecu-
tors found it easy to say whatever
they wanted, and it couldn’t be
disproven.” The ruling of the first
instance court clearly supports
Bodstréom’s statements, indicat-
ing that the initial evidence was
hastily accepted. Hence, the first
instance court “had an easy job”".
What troubles Bodstrém is not
the conviction of his client but the
disregard for fundamental princi-
ples of due process and the viola-
tion of the rights of the accused
by prosecutors and the police. He
states that contrary to the basic
principles of due process, “the
burden of proof has been shifted
from the shoulders of the prose-
cutors to the defense attorneys.”
He points out the fundamental
principle that in criminal cases,
the presumption of innocence
lies with the suspect or accused,
and it is the prosecutor’s respon-
sibility to prove the occurrence
of the crime and attribute it to
the accused beyond reasonable
doubt. However, in Nouri’s case,
this fundamental principle was
overlooked in the initial stage.
In the appellate stage, the prose-
cutor shifted their duty towards
the defense attorneys, making
it very difficult and worrisome
for Bodstrom. Consequently, he
stood against the prosecutors in
various appeal hearings.
Bodstrom is also critical of the
behavior of the first instance
court in Nouri’s case, claiming
that they took proof lightly. He
questions how the first instance
court accepted the evidence
when the 200-page ruling pro-
vided no explanation of how
Nouri committed the crime and
the accusations were never prov-
en. This raises a serious and un-
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Thomas Bodstrém, Hamid Nouri’s
Swedish lawyer and the former
minister of justice

Hamid Nouri, an Iranian citizen
detained in Sweden

equivocal question in our minds:
How did the first instance court
accept this? When we see a court
in Sweden behaving in this way,
“our hair stands on end.”

It is regrettable that the prosecu-
tor changed the description of the
crime just a few days before their
final statements, despite having
written it for over two years, in-
fluencing the choice of imprison-
ment. In response to this action,
defense lawyers naturally need
more time. Bodstrom says, “If we
request more time, they say we
are obstructing the judicial pro-
cess.” While defense attorneys
need sufficient opportunity to
defend their clients against the
changed description of the crime,
the prosecutor warns, “Do not say
these things; it will tarnish Swe-
den’s image.” The mission of de-
fense attorneys is clear: to defend
the rights of the accused.
Additionally, defense attorneys
say the prosecutor must be im-
partial, not just in words but in
action. Another firm point raised
by defense attorneys is, “A police
officer with personal interests
has entered the case and con-
ducted preliminary investiga-
tions, and extraordinary miscon-
duct has occurred with Nouri,
especially in the detention center,
in the Swedish judicial system.”
These positions and criticisms
of defense attorneys towards the
prosecutor and the police have
caused them to be the subjects of
“anger and wrath” from the pros-
ecutor and the police.

Bodstrom says, “The prosecutor
and the police have lost the judi-
cial compass.” Although the pros-
ecutor accuses defense attorneys
of “being unprofessional, damag-
ing the Swedish judicial system,
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lying, and lacking integrity,” Bod-
strom states, “A gentleman is nev-
er undisciplined and responds
politely to impoliteness.”
“Global attention has been
drawn to this case. We are now
like an elephant in a dark room
not knowing what we are doing.
The flaws made by the prosecu-
tors and the police should not be
overlooked. We are supposed to
be an example to the world. Is it
helpful for a police officer with
personal interests to come and
worsen the situation in this case?
Should defense attorneys remain
silent? What does the world
say? For how long do we want to
sweep the shortcomings under
the rug?”

Careful consideration of Bod-
strom’s professional and prin-
cipled statements leads to the
conclusion that in Nouri’s case,
not only has a political maneu-
ver been executed, but also the
conduct of the prosecutors and
the police has been unethical,
unprofessional, and inhumane.
Bodstrom is right to be con-
cerned about the credibility and
dignity of his country’s judicial
system, which presents itself as
a model of justice and human
rights. Nouri’s case is a good
yardstick for evaluating the
Swedish judicial system. Can the
appellate court restore the hon-
or of the Swedish judicial sys-
tem that was lost as a result of
the actions of the first instance
court? Can the appellate court
alleviate the former minister of
justice’s concerns about the dig-
nity of his country’s judicial sys-
tem? It remains uncertain how
long the Swedish government
intends to “sweep the ugliness
under the rug”.




