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Introduction

Articles 55,56 of the Egyptian Constitution

“Every person who is either arrested, detained, or his freedom is
restricted shall be treated in a manner that maintains his dignity. He/
she may not be tortured, intimidated, coerced, or physically or morally
harmed; and may not be seized or detained except in places designated
for that purpose, which shall be adequate on human and health levels.”
“A prison is a place of correction and rehabilitation.”
“Prisons and places of detention shall be subject to judicial supervision,
where actions inconsistent with human dignity or which endanger
human health shall be prohibited. The Law shall regulate the provisions
of reform and rehabilitation of convicted persons and facilitating decent
lives after their release.”
The prisoners suffer increasing violations in Egypt today, especially in light
of the presisting crisis of the Coronavirus (Covid 19) pandemic, since March
2020, isolated prisoners have been facing the outbreak of Coronavirus inside
prisons, insomuch as the sham precautionary measures announced by the
Ministry of Interior. In addition to the deteriorating health care system
in prisons, and the Ministry of Interior's insistence on the blackout policy
regarding the current status of detainees, which was exacerbated by the
interruption of their communication with the outside world in a scene that is
closer to enforced disappearance, which led to adding new violations to the
list of what they have been already suffering in Egyptian prisons.
The Egyptian authorities are keen on displaying their official version of places
of detention, which denotes that the inmates enjoy all their legal rights,
whether with regard to health care, visitation, exercise and non-degrading
treatment, and even enabling them to read and develop themselves, which
is contrary to the truth, according to independent human rights reports.1
Despite the difficulties that Egyptian human rights organizations encounter,
including even official ones such as the National Council for Human Rights, in
obtaining approvals from the Ministry of Interior to visit places of detention
and to ensure that detainees enjoy their rights which are guaranteed by law,
the testimonies received from the detainees themselves, their families, or
their lawyers reveal a conflicting narration to what the authorities are trying
to promote with the aim of improving their image in front of international
and UN agencies, as the violations inside places of detention vary at the hands
1
* The Egyptian Front for Human Rights. 23 December. Forgotten in Al Qanater: A look at the
violations of rights of women detainees in AlQanter Prison 2019 https://egyptianfront.org/research/
analytical-reports/forgotten-in-al-qanater-violating-rights-of-women-detained-inside-al-qanater-prison/
* Human Rights Watch. September 28, 2016. Serious violations in Scorpion Prisonhttps://www.
hrw.org/news/2016/09/28/egypt-serious-abuses-scorpion-prison
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employees and security personnel, breaching local laws and international
covenants.
It is worth noting that during the universal periodic review at the Human
Rights Council in November 2019, Egypt received 23 recommendations
related to places of detention, 26 recommendations related to torture and
cruel treatment, and in the same session, Egypt received 7 recommendations
related to human rights violations by state officials.2
This report attempts to paint a clear picture of the conditions of places of
detention in Egypt, by shedding light on them in at least seven prisons,3 in
which 1057 defendants were detained in seven cases relating to incidents
of political violence. This report provides an analysis and presentation of
documents that include the testimonies of 300 detainees, as the Egyptian
Front was able to access their verbal testimonies which were documented
in the reports of investigations and detention renewals, which cited their
complaints to the prosecution of the violations they suffered inside places
of detention.
This report is divided into three main sections: The first sheds light on the
data and details of the seven cases of the detainees whose testimonies are
documented, including the progress and final status of the case, as well as the
facts of the case, the number of defendants and the charges against them. The
second section focuses on the role of the prosecution and its interaction with
the conditions of detainees and the response to their demands of improving
prison conditions and holding accountable those involved in violations,
given its role in judicial supervision of places of detention. The third section
reviews the most prominent types of violations that people are subjected
to in prisons, such as medical negligence, inhumane living conditions such
as overcrowding and malnutrition, as well as cruel or degrading treatment,
and intransigence in allowing them the right to visit, exercise, and continue
studying.
This report arrives at several conclusions, the most prominent of which is
that prisoners in Egypt are subjected to widespread and systematic violations
by employees of the Ministry of Interior and with the knowledge of the
Public Prosecution Office, as the testimonies - documented in official papers
- reveal that detainees have been subjected to a large number of violations
at the hands of the prison administration, most notably the lack of health
care and poor living conditions, cruel and degrading treatment, abuse of
basic rights such as the right to visitations and exercise, in addition to other
violations. This is in the absence of judicial supervision to ensure that places
of detention comply with international and legal standards for the rights of
inmates.
2
The Egyptian Front for Human Rights, December 13, 2019, the Egyptian Front's analysis of
human rights issues included in the recommendations of the countries submitted to Egypt in the
UPR on November 13, 2019 https://egyptianfront.org/statments/position-paper/analysis-of-the-november-2019-recommendations-submitted-to-egypt-during-the-universal-periodic-review-on-human-rights-issues/
3
High Security Prison 1, High Security Prison 2, Tora Istikbal, Investigation Torah, Qanater Men,
Kilo 10 and a half, and the Penal Institution for Juveniles in Marg
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Methodology

The report aims at shedding light on the conditions of detainees in several
Egyptian prisons, and drawing a picture of the intransigence practiced
by prison administrations against allowing them their rights which are
guaranteed by international conventions, on top of which are the United
Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners and the
local laws regulating prisons, foremost of which is the Prisons Regulation
Law 396/1956. The report also seeks to present the prosecution’s reaction to
the statements made by the defendants regarding the violations they are
exposed to while held in detention.
This report relies mainly on the official documents of seven cases that
relate to incidents of political violence which were adjudicated by military
and civilian courts, some of which have received verdicts and others are still
pending trial. This is in accordance with a methodology developed by the
Egyptian Front to document the human rights violations that the defendants
are exposed to starting from the instance of their arrests, through analyzing
their statements which are ascertained in the investigation records and
orders of detention renewals before the prosecution.4
The report centers on a focused sample of statements made by 300
defendants out of 1057 people (about 28%) who are divided between
seven prisons during their renewal of detention while being presented to
the prosecution. They were accused in connection to these cases, which is
the duration during which the defendants reveal their conditions of pretrial
imprisonments. The statements document their complaints and present their
demands to the prosecution towards improving them.
N

Case Number

/

*

+

Prisons where they are detained

1

123/2018 East Cairo Military Criminal Court

278

153

78

Maximum Security 2 (Scorpio 2)

2

137/2018 North Cairo Military Criminal Court

555

283

54

Maximum Security 1 (Scorpio 1)

3

Case 148/2017 North Cairo
Military Criminal Court

301

170

9

4

64/2017 North Cairo Military Criminal Court

299

203

96

5

Case 247/2016 East Cairo
Military Criminal Court

170

116

34

6

Case 301/2016 Talbiyah
Criminal Court

26

23

5

7

Case 506/2014 East Cairo
High Court

208

109

24

Admission Prison, Maximum Security
1 (Scorpion 1)

1837 1057

300

7 Prisons

Total

*: Total
number of
Admission Prison, Maximum Security non-fugitive
1 (Scorpion 1), The Penal Institution defendants
Maximum Security 2 (Scorpio 2)
+: Total
statements
Admission Prison
of the
defendants
Torah Admission Prison, Torah
within the
Investigation, Qanater Men
Prison, Kilo 10.5 Prison, The Penal
sample
Institution

4
The Egyptian Front for Human Rights, September 6, 2018. Corroborated by Papers: Evidence
for Documenting Human Rights Violations from Official Case Documents https://egyptianfront.org/
research/analytical-reports/officially-documented/
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First: An overview of
the seven cases under
analysis
This part of the report deals with basic information about the seven cases
under analysis, and presents the most prominent dates and points in this case,
starting from its referral until the verdicts if issued, in addition to shedding
light on the number of defendants in these cases, and the most prominent
facts and charges against them. This is based on the analysis of the referral
orders and the accusations issued by the Public Prosecution Office or the
military to the court.

• The Three Pyramids (Case 301/2016 Talbiyah
Criminal Court)

According to the referral order, the case included charges of gathering
outside the Three Pyramids Hotel on Al-Haram Street whilst carrying firearms
and incendiary materials on the morning of January 7, 2016 and carrying out
violent acts in conjunction with the departure of a tourist group from the
hotel concluding by shooting at a police corporal. Days later, the security
forces arrested 24 of the 26 people whom the National Security Agency had
attributed to this incident, while two defendants remained on the run.
In April 2016, the Public Prosecution ordered the referral of the defendants
to the Criminal Court headed by Counselor Nagi Shehata, where they were
charged with “establishing and assuming leadership of a group that violates
the provisions of law and the constitution, the Brotherhood's specific
committees in Giza,” and supplying the group’s members with weapons,
ammunition, incendiary devices, and fireworks, as well as gathering in front
of The Three Pyramids hotel, showering it with a barrage of bullets, and
throwing incendiary devices at it, during the departure of a tourist group
from the hotel whilst taking a bus, which endangered their lives, in addition
to the shooting of a police corporal who was present in front of the bus, and
the possession of unlicensed shotguns, individual birdshot, and pistols and
explosives intended to be used in activities that disturb public security."
In February 2019, The Giza Criminal Court, headed by Counselor Nagi
Shehata, issued its verdict by referring six defendants to the Mufti of the
Republic to express their opinion on giving them the death sentence, namely:
Abdel-Al Ali, Ahmed Mohamed Hassan, Hassan Ibrahim Helmy, Youssef AbdelAl, Moussa Desouky, and Abdel Al-Rahman Ali. It was reported that the child
defendant Karim Hamida was also handed down the death sentence, but
the court later excluded him and sentenced him to ten years imprisonment.
In October 2019, the court issued its verdict on the remaining defendants,
penalizing eight defendants with life imprisonment and obligating them to
9
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pay expenses, namely Karim Montaser, Ahmed Khaled, Mustafa Mahmoud,
Muhammad Khalaf, Ahmad Badawi, Mahmoud Mustafa, Ahmed Saleh and
Mahmoud Abdel Qader, in addition to sentencing 12 children to ten years
imprisonment.
Case Number
Court Type
Date of referring the case
to the court
Date of Verdict
Number of defendants in
the case
Verdicts in the case

Case 301/2016 Criminal Court Talbiyah
Civil - Terrorist Chambers
April 2016
February & October 2019
26

Death sentence, Life Imprisonment, 10 years
imprisonment

• Case 148/2017 North Cairo Military Court
In November 2016, Nabil Sadik, the former Public Prosecutor, referred 301
defendants to the military judiciary on charges of forming 22 terrorist cells
affiliated with the "Sinai State" organization. The investigations continued
for more than a year until the case was referred to the Military Court, and
the first trial sessions began in August 2017.
The East Cairo Military Prosecution charged the defendants with the
assassination of judges in Arish, targeting their hotel residence. The judges
were supervising the parliamentary elections in North Sinai Governorate.
Two judges were killed, 4 policemen and a citizen. In addition to attacking
the army’s 101st Brigade in North Sinai with mortar shells several times. The
defendants are also accused of explosive devices on the road to Al-Arish
airport targeting the armed forces and the police, as well as targeting of the
third division of Al-Arish and the administration of Al-Arish security forces
using a car bomb, the civil protection building, and the electricity company
in Al-Arish, and stealing their movable property. As well as monitoring and
planning to assassinate the President of the Republic twice, as investigations
stated that the planning was carried out between two cells, one of them in
Saudi Arabia, in order to target him during his Umrah rituals, and the second
attempt was through a cell of separated police officers "among the bearded
officers."
The accusations also included; shooting at the Central Security camp,
targeting the forces checkpoint stationed in the Az-zuhour in North Sinai, as
well as firing at and targeting other armed forces' checkpoints in the areas
of Al-Wafa, Al-Shallaq, Al-Qombz, Qabr-Omair and Al-Kharouba.
In June 12, 2019, The North Cairo Military Court issued its verdict in the case,
sentencing 32 defendants to life imprisonment, 29 defendants to 15 years in
prison, 36 defendants to rigorous prison for 10 years, and one defendant
to seven years of rigorous prison. Also, 81 defendants were sentenced to
5 years of rigorous imprisonment and 117 defendants were sentenced to 3
10

Systematic Violations & Overlooked Complaints

years of rigorous imprisonment. Two defendants were found innocent and
the court ruled with the expiration of the lawsuit against one defendant for
his death, it also declared a child defendant outside its jurisdiction.5
Case Number
Court Type
Date of referring the case
to the court
Date of Verdict
Number of defendants in
the case
Verdicts in the case

Case 148/2017 North Cairo Military Court
Military
5 July 2016
June 2019
301

Death Sentence, Life Imprisonment, 15 years of
Rigorous Prison, 10 years, 7 years, 5 years, 3 years,
Acquittal, Expiration of the Lawsuit, Jurisdiction
Incompetence for a Child Defendant

• “Photography of Belbeis Air Base” Case
247/2016 East Cairo Criminal Military Court
The Supreme State Security Prosecution transferred the case 247/2016 to the
Northern Criminal Military Court, which it has registered as Case 672/2015,
through a memorandum to the military judiciary in August 20166 to continue
their investigations in this case.
In January 2017, the Military Prosecution referred the case 247 to the North
Cairo Military in which 170 persons were accused, and the first session of
the trial was set in February 2017, charging them with several accusations,
including “leading a group that aims at disrupting the provisions of the
constitution and laws and preventing state institutions from practicing their
work, joining a group established in contravention of the law, joining the
ISIS terrorist group at its headquarters outside the country, and obtaining, by
illegal means, one of the secrets of defending the country by taking pictures
of Belbeis Air Base and delivering them to a foreign country.”
In May 2018, the court reserved the case for pronouncing its verdict on
June 12, but delayed pronouncing it several times before finally issuing it in
October 2018. The court ruled with life imprisonment for 9 defendants, one
of them in absentia, and 15 years imprisonment for 4 defendants, one of
them in absentia, and 10 years for 4 other defendants along with fining one
of them to 10 thousand pounds, and 5 years for 5 defendants, and ruling
for the innocence and lack of jurisdiction over other defendants. The court
decided to exempt defendant no.(35) in the case from punishment and ruled
that there was no jurisdiction over 145 other defendants. Defendant (35)
was exempted for agreeing to lead them to more culprits in the case.
In January 2019, the Military Judgment Ratification Authority decided to
5
Akhbar Al-Youm, June 12, 2019, deterrent sentences for 300 accused of "attempting to assassinate Sisi" https://bit.ly/3kDOQzD
6
AlYoum AlSabea, August 20, 2016, the Public Prosecution Office takes a new decision regarding the defendants in the "ISIS Egypt" case ... http://www.youm7.com/2849743
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refuse to ratify the verdict in the case and to cancel all judgments issued against
all defendants in it, and to re-try them again before another department in
the Police Institute in Torah7. The first retrial session began in January 2019
and the trial procedures continued until the Second Terrorism Circuit decided
to reserve the case for the September 10, 2020 for pronouncing the verdict.
Case Number
Court Type
Date of referring the case
to the court
Date of Verdict
Number of defendants in
the case
Verdicts in the case

Case 247/2016 East Cairo Criminal Military Court
Military
January 2017
October 2018
170

Life sentence, 15 years, 10 years, 5 years, Acquittal,
Lack of jurisdiction.

• “Attempt to assassinate the Public Prosecutor”
Case 64/2017 North Cairo Military Criminal
Court
On October 12, 2017, the North Cairo Military Prosecution referred 299
defendants in Case 64/2017 to the North Cairo Military Criminal Court. The
case is known to the media as , known in the media as the “Assistant Public
Prosecutor” or “Hasm Movement” Case.8
The Military Prosecution received the case file from the Supreme State
Security Prosecution in March 2017 after investigations revealed that the
“Hasm Movement” planned targeting a number of facilities belonging to
the armed forces, police and foreign embassies.
The trial sessions were headed by Colonel Hani Rami, and the verdict was
issued onMarch 9, 2020, nearly two and a half years after being referred
to the trial. The verdict sentenced 112 defendants to life imprisonment, 3
defendants to rigorous imprisonment of 15 years, 7 defendants to 15 years
imprisonment, and 17 defendants to rigorous imprisonment of 10 years. The
court also sentenced 22 defendants to 5 years rigorous imprisonment, 5 more
defendants to 5 years imprisonment, 44 defendants to 3 years imprisonment,
6 defendants to 3 years imprisonment, while acquitting 80 defendants, and
the expiry of the criminal case for one defendant for death.
The prosecution accused the defendants of 34 charges, most of them
divided between murder, attempted murder and being accomplices through
an agreement and incitement in incidents that took place between 20142016 between 6 different governorates: Beheira, Fayoum, Gharbia, Cairo,
Damietta, and Giza. The facts of the case are summarized in the murder of
7
Akhbar AlYoum January 6, 2019, Military Court abolishes the sentences issued against «Belbeis Air Force Base» defendants https://bit.ly/3kIOUhq
8
The Egyptian Front for Human Rights, July 2, 2020, Report monitoring violations of the trial
phase in Case 64, Military https://egyptianfront.org/ar/2020/07/64court-violations
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16 people and the attempted murder of 15 others, the majority of whom are
officers and police personnel, and a number of members of the armed forces,
headed by the commander of the 9th Armored Division Brigadier General
Adel Ragaei, in addition to an attempt to assinante Assistant Attorney
General Zakaria Abdel Aziz and Adviser Ahmed Abul Fotouh. And finally, an
assassination attempt of Ali Gomaa, the former Mufti of the Republic.
Case Number
Court Type
Date of referring the case
to the court
Date of Verdict
Number of defendants in
the case
Verdicts in the case

Case 64/2017 North Cairo Criminal Military Court
Military
October 2017
March 2020
299

Life imprisonment, Rigorous Imprisonment for 15
years, 10 years, 5 years, 10 years, 5 years, 3 years,
acquittal.

• “Ansar Bayt Al-Maqdis” Case 506/2014 East
Cairo High Court & Case 432/2013 High State
Security Inventory
The first trial sessions in the case began in February 2015 headed by
Counselor Hassan Farid, That was about 9 months after the prosecution
referred 200 defendants to the Cairo Criminal Court in May 2014. More
defendants were later included in the case, bringing the total number of
defendants pending the case to 208, 101 of which are fugitives. According
to the referral decision, the prosecution has charged the defendants with
crimes related to committing 54 terrorist operations, in which more than 60
citizens were killed, most of them policemen.9
The prosecution charged them with murder and attempted murder,
damaging public facilities, theft, possession and use of weapons and
explosives,as well as divulging military secrets and leading, financing and
joining a terrorist group. On March 2, 2020, after more than 6 years of
referring the case to it, the court ruled death sentences for 37 people, life
imprisonment for 61 people, 15 years imprisonment for 15 people, 10 years
imprisonment for 21 people, 5 years imprisonment for 52 people, and the
lapse of Criminal lawsuit for 22 people.10

9
Egyptian Front for Human Rights, September 2, 2020, Verdict before deliberation: Report on
violations of fair trial guarantees in Case 506/2014 East Cairo and Case 432/2013 High State Security Inventory, known in the media as the “Ansar Bayt al-Maqdis” case https://egyptianfront.org/ar/2019/09/
432year2013-ansar/

10
AlMasry AlYoum, March 2, 2020. The Egypt Front Frot Human Rights, Death by Hanging for
“Ashmawy” and 36 others in the “Ansar Bayt al-Maqdis” case https://www.almasryalyoum.com/news/
details/1476652
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Case Number
Court Type
Date of referring the case
to the court
Date of Verdict
Number of defendants in
the case
Verdicts in the case

Case 506/2014 East Cairo High Court
Civil
May 2014
March 2020
208

Life Imprisonment, 15 years in prison, 10 years in
prison , 5 years in prison, Expiration of Criminal
Proceedings

• “Second State of Sinai” Case 137/2018 North
Cairo Criminal Military Court
The Supreme State Security Prosecution had earlier considered Cases 79/2017
& 1000/2017, in which 555 people were accused, and referred the two cases
to the military court under Case 137/2018 North Military Criminal Court.11
Then, in December 2018, the Military Prosecution referred the defendants
to the Military Criminal Court, after accusing them of a number of charges,
including “establishing 43 cluster cells affiliated with ISIS” and committing
terrorist crimes, which are crimes of murder, attempted murder, vandalism of
property belonging to the armed forces and the police, and possessing and
acquiring firearms, ammunition and explosives with the intent to use them
in activities that disturb public order and security. In January 2019, Torah
Military Court began the first session of the case.12 Until the time of writing
the report, the case is still pending trial, and no verdict has yet been issued.
Case Number
Court Type
Date of referring the case
to the court
Date of Verdict
Number of defendants in
the case
Verdicts in the case

Case 137/2018 Criminal Military North of Cairo
Military
December 2018
Not issued yet
555

Not issued yet

• “Hasm 1” Case 123/2018 East Cairo Criminal
Military
The first session of the trial in Case 123/2018 began on January 16, 2019,
which ensued from merging Case 420/2017 - known in the media as the
Hasm 2 case - and Case 1074/2017 - known in the media as the Revolution
Brigade case-.13 As for the arrest of the defendants, it began in the first half
11
Shorouk News. April 16, 2019, Postponing the trial of 555 defendants in the case of “Sinai
State 4 to April 30 https://www.shorouknews.com/news/view.aspx?cdate=16042019&id=b0e60d79-99
c0-40d5-992e-add732a46f02
12
AlYoum AlSabea, January 31, 2019. “Soon.. the first trial session of 555 defendants in the case
of terrorist organizations in Sinai”. http://www.youm7.com/4124245
13
AlYoum AlSabea, January 16, 2019, Postponing the first hearing of the trial of 271 defendants
in the case of "Hasm 2 and Liwa al-Thawra" was postponed to January 30th https://bit.ly/3gYAojc
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of 2017 and continued into the first half of 2018. The charges brought by the
prosecution against them were the assassination of Captain Ibrahim Azazi
Sharif, and participation in the attack on a security checkpoint in Nasr City,
which resulted in the killing of 7 individuals from the police. They were also
accused of attacking a police car on Fayoum Road. As for the defendants in
the "Revolution Brigade" case, the prosecutor charged them with joining a
terrorist organization that targets Coptic places of worship, the army, the
police and the judiciary.
The defendants in the case face charges of joining a terrorist group, inciting
violence, possessing weapons in violation of the law, as well as possessing
explosives, gathering unsupported information, financing a terrorist group,
as well as charges of murder, attempted murder, the use of violence, and
participation in a criminal agreement. The case is still pending trial until the
moment of issuing this report, and no verdict has been issued yet.
Case Number
Court Type
Date of referring the case
to the court
Date of Verdict
Number of defendants in
the case
Verdicts in the case

Case 123/2018 Criminal East Cairo Military
Military
May 2018
Not issued yet
278

Not issued yet
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Second: The prosecution
ignores the defendants’
complaints about their
detention conditions
This part of the report seeks to shed light on the role of the Public
Prosecution, especially the Supreme State Security Prosecution, in responding
to the demands and complaints of prisoners to improve their conditions and
to stop the violations they are exposed to, as well as to hold accountable
those who violate their rights, which is at the core of the competence of
the Public Prosecution Office as one of the elements of the judicial authority
entrusted with overseeing places of detention in accordance with Article 42
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which may raise questions about the
prosecution’s prejudice towards the defendants.
A prisoner has the right to submit any complaint regarding violations or
claim to claim his rights, according to Article 43 of the Criminal Procedure
Law, which states that: “Every prisoner has the right to submit at any time
to the Prison Officer a written or verbal complaint. The Prison Officer is
required to report it to the Public Prosecution, he must accept and inform it
immediately after documenting it in a register prepared for that in prison.”
The constitution and law have empowered the Public Prosecution Office to
have judicial supervision over prisons. According to Article 42 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure and Articles 85 and 86 of the Prisons Organization Law,
the area of jurisdiction of the Public Prosecutor and his deputies, presidents
and of appeals courts and primary courts and their deputies as well as
investigative judges includes the right to enter all places of imprisonment at
any time to verify compliance with the requirements of laws and regulations
and to take the necessary action regarding the violations that occur. Their
jurisdiction also includes verifying that the orders of the prosecution and the
investigating judge as well as the decisions of the courts are implemented
in the manner indicated in the cases. They are to ascertain that there aren’t
any detainees who are unlawfully detained as well as not employing a
prisoner whose sentence does not maintain his employment. They are also to
maintain that each category of prisoners is isolated from the other and that
the regulations imposed by the law are in order. They also have the right to
accept prisoners' complaints and examine records and judicial papers.
The law gave judicial authorities oversight, but did not oblige them to
periodically supervise prisons and ensure that the prison administration
observes and complies with laws and regulations. Nevertheless, the Public
Prosecution has the power to consider complaints and demands submitted
16
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to it by prisoners, visit prisons, and seek a fair system that does not waste or
violate prisoners' rights, and in light of the poor conditions in prisons and
the unceasing violations against prisoners, the responsibility of the Public
Prosecution in the current situation and its indirect involvement in it cannot
be ignored as it is not taking serious steps to protect detainees and prisoners.
Article 42 of Criminal Procedural Law 150/1950

“Each of the members of the Public Prosecution Office, presidents and
agents of the primary and appellate courts, may visit the public and
central prisons in their respective areas of jurisdiction and make sure
that there are no illegally imprisoned persons. They have the right to
examine the prison book, arrest and detention orders and to photocopy
them as well as to contact any prisoner and hear any complaint he wishes
to express to them and the prison director and staff must give them all
assistance in obtaining the information they request.”
Defendant Helal Omar Mohamed Ahmed Nasr in North Cairo Military Case
64/2017 said on February 28, 2017, during the renewal of his detention, “I
want to announce that I have been on food strike since last Thursday because of maltreatment and the violations that occur in prison in breach of
law and the constitution. I accuse the authorities of systematic violations
and that they discounted the prosecution’s decisions regarding the visitations permits”
Based on the analysis of the statements of 300 defendants in the investigation
reports and the detention renewal orders supporting their complaints before
the prosecution, the prosecution did not respond to them except in incidents
that are limited to their health status and their demands to be brought before
a doctor. But when it came to other violations, the prosecution disregarded
them, even if they were clearly recurring among the prisoners.
This led to 33 of the 300 defendants going on hunger strike whilst informing
the prosecution about the strike and explaining their reasons, which were
related to the violations they were subjected to inside their places of
detention. One prisoner said that their hunger strike was met with violence
and assault. Most of the striking prisoners were defendants in Case 64/2017.
“I want to say that the police deprived me of food, private clothing,
coversand medication. They threatened to beat and assault us because
we announced going on a food strike,” said AbdelRahman Ali Mohamed,
defendant in the Ansar Bayt Al-Maqdis Case during one of his detention
renewal sessions dated February 1, 2014.
Some of the prisoners don’t have an alternative but to go on hunger strike in
reaction to the violations practiced upon them by the prison administration,
as all the other means to attain their rights have proven obsolete. Going
on strike is a human right that goes under freedom of expression, which
is legitimate for prisoners as a means to demand their rights. The prison
regulation law does not stipulate anything regarding this right but it is binding
to the prison administration to respect it and file a report to the prosecution
of it as well as provide the necessary medical care and professional follow up
of the striking prisoners.
17
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The Public Prosecution office is still receiving statements and complaints
by the prisoners regarding their poor conditions and the violations they
are subjected to, which are still met with no initiative of investigation and
accountability, or even exercising of its competence in judicial supervision
of prisons and examining the complaints and demands of prisoners. There
was no mechanism left for the prisoners except their hunger strike, which
exposes them to double violations. Many prisoners have resorted to this over
the past years, while maintaining that the prosecution is informed, but the
prosecution is still complicit in ignoring their complaints instead of using
their powers to interfere.
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Third: How does the
prison administration
violate the rights of
detainees

This part of the report outlines the most important outcomes that were
concluded from analyzing the investigation records and the detention
renewal orders for 300 defendants, in the 7 cases relating to incidents of
political violence, divided between at least 7 different prisons and places
of detention, where a large number of the defendants were subjected to
violations related to their right to humane treatment, health care, continuing
education, visitations, exercising, etc., in violation of their rights guaranteed
by law and international covenants.

Violating the Right to Humane Living Conditions
The prison administration is obligated to respect the rights of prisoners
and reduce the gap between the living situation inside prison, including
adequate food and water in sufficient quantities, and ensuring adequate
ventilation and lighting and the prisoners’ ability to administer them. As
well as considering the weather changes in matters of proving adequate
ventilation, clothes covers. Also, every prisoner must have a single bed and
a space for sufficient and comfortable movement. In addition, care must be
taken to provide hygiene tools and that the toilets are clean, healthy and
mindful of privacy.
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Rule 22 of the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners (Nelson Mandela)

1. Every prisoner shall be provided by the prison administration at the
usual hours with food of nutritional value adequate for health and
strength, of wholesome quality and well prepared and served.
2. Drinking water shall be available to every prisoner whenever he or she
needs it.

Poor Diet and Malnutrition
By analyzing and counting the statements of
the defendants in the investigation records, it
was found that 62 people out of 300 defendants
- whose papers were scrutinized by the
Egyptian Front - submitted complaints about
malnutrition and lack of food and water.

“I need to say that the situation in prison is terrible, there are no means to live,
eat or drink,” Mohamed Salem Saleh Salem,
Defendant in Military Case 64/2017 said during
the renewal of his detention on January 4, 2017.
Complaints
While Alhassan Mohamed Mousa, defendant
because of poor
diet
in case 137/2018 demanded improving the food quality
if his detention was renewed, that was on his renewal session dated January
9, 2018, “If my detention will be renewed, I want them to improve the quality
of the food we get, we get remains of food and it is only one meal per day.”
Adel Goma Saleh, defendant in case 64/2017 said during the renewal of his
detention on May 2, 2015 “They only let in one bottle of water a day and for
a whole day we may get only one loaf of bread.” Mohamed Ahmed AlEseily
told the prosecution that he had not eaten for two days, he is a defendant
on cases 506/2014 and he said during his detention renewal on January 26,
2014 “I haven’t eaten for two days”. In case 247/2016, defendant Ahmed
Bashar Ibrahim said “There is not enough food to quench our hunger”.

Ventilation and Lighting Problems
Rules 13, 14 of the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of
Prisoners (Nelson Mandela)

“All accommodation provided for the use of prisoners and in particular
all sleeping accommodation shall meet all requirements of health, due
regard being paid to climatic conditions and particularly to cubic content
of air, minimum floor space, lighting, heating and ventilation.”In all
places where prisoners are required to live or work:
(a) The windows shall be large enough to enable the prisoners to read or
work by natural light and shall be so constructed that they can allow the
entrance of fresh air whether or not there is artificial ventilation;
(b) Artificial light shall be provided sufficient for the prisoners to read or
work without injury to eyesight.
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By analyzing and counting the statements of
the prosecution’s investigation reports and the
detention renewal orders, it was revealed
that 11 of the 300 defendants had lodged
complaints about poor ventilation and
lighting inside the cells.
Hamdy tah AbdelHalim ElAbsi, defendant
in case 64/2017, demanded in his detention
renewal dated January 2, 2017 that there
should be “Enough lighting in prison and all
my rights as a prisoner”, which was also pointed
Complaints
because of
out by Abdallah Mohamed Hemdan Soliman in
Ventilation and Lighting
case 137/2018 during the renewal of his detention on
June 4, 2017 “There is no light”. Defendant in case 247/2016 Ahmed Bashar
Ibrahim Ahmed said “There are no facilities or ventilation”, something that
also Mohamed Magdi Abdel Sadek, defendant in case 123/2018 complained
from in his renewal session dated August 13, 2017, “I get air from underneath the door in order to breathe.”

Congestion inside Prisons

Article 83 of the Internal
Regulations of Prison

Rule 13 and 21 of the United Nations
Standard Minimum Rules for the
Treatment of Prisoners (Nelson
Mandela) affirms the necessity of the
existence of a minimum space for
each prisoner, and the commitment of
the prison administration to provide
a single bed and all the necessary
clean tools. Whereas, overcrowding
in the number of prisoners in one
cell threatens the prisoner's right to
provide a healthy environment and
does not respect his right to a human
livelihood.

“The furniture set for the detainees who
are allowed to stay in furnished rooms
shall be as follows: a hospital-style bed,
a mattress, a pillow, 2 pillow cases, 2
bed sheets, a wool blanket in summer,
2 in the winter, a leaf mat, a wood chair,
an iron rack, a greased iron basin and a
greased jug and a soap bowl, and that
is in the absence of a sink and faucet in
the room, a small table, a mirror, a bowl
and dish for drinking water, a hairbrush,
a comb, a fork, a spoon, a cup and a
bottle and a small plate of metal.”
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Through analysing the statements of the
defendants in the investigation reports,
we found that 4 out of 300 defendants
whose papers were examined, had filed
complaints regarding overcrowding in the
cells. Defendant in Case 247/2016 Hazem
Mahmoud Abdel Latif, said in the renewal
of his detention on November 16, 2015:
“The cell in which I am is 2 meters and we are
4 persons in it and nothing bars the bathroom
.” A defendant in the same case, Ahmed
Complaints
Bashar Ibrahim, said during the renewal of his
because of
congestion
imprisonment on January 13, 2016: “I want to move
out of Scorpion Prison because life in it is inhuman and the place of detention
is a three-meter by three-meter room and approximately three people are
being held in it and the room's bathroom without a barrier.” The defendant
in Case 137/2018 Abdul Rahman Nasreddin mentioned in the renewal of his
detention on March 14, 2017: “I want to say that I am imprisoned in the
Torah admission ward and it is very bad because of the large numbers.”
Defendant Amr Muhammad Shaaban in Case 64/2017, explained in renewal
of his detention on February 16, 2017: “They put each six prisoners in one
small room.”

Violating the Right to Continue Education
Prisons are obligated to work on enabling inmates, including prisoners and
detainees, to continue their studies and education, especially students in
different school stages, which includes enabling them to study and allowing
them books and materials related to the educational process and enabling
them to take their examinations, and to ensure that prisons do not turn into
an obstacle to the development of the self.
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Article 31 of Prison Regulation Law 396/1956

"The Prison Administration must encourage prisoners to read and learn
and facilitate studying for prisoners who wish to pursue their education as
well as allow them to take their examination at the assigned committees.”
Based on the analysis of the investigation reports
and the detention renewal orders before the
prosecution, it was found that 28 out of 300
defendants whose papers were examined,
complained during the renewal of their
detention before the prosecution about the
obstinacy of the prison administration in
enabling them to continue their studies. The
majority of these defendants demanded the
prosecution to enable them to take exams.
The analysis of the minutes of the defendants
Complaints
’complaints to the prosecution reveals that prison
about the right
to continue education
administrations prevented some of them from taking
exams, and refused to implement the prosecution’s orders to enable them to
take academic exams, in addition to refusing the entry of textbooks during
visits by their relatives, which impedes their academic and educational
careers.
Abdullah Usama Mustafa Ashmawi, one of the defendants in Military Case
64, said in one of his detention renewal sessions on February 20, 2017 that the
prison administration was intransigent in enabling him to take his exams: “I
have exams, I am in the fourth year, I took a permit from the prosecution for
the term that has passed, and the prison didn’t allow it. I am requesting a
permit for the next term and wishing to implement it." As for the defendant
in Military Case 64, Ahmed Muhammad Hosni Tawfik, he said during one of
his detention renewal sessions on January 3, 2017: “I want take my exams.
I took approval from the prosecution, and the prison refused to allow me,
that was my first my exam”
Hussein Muhammad Yusr Ibrahim Al-Sayed Abu Al-Leif, defendant in
Militart Case 123, says about the prison’s intersingence in allowing materials
and textbooks into priso during the renewal of his detention December 24,
2017: “I want notes allowed inside so that I can study, and the prison does
not allow me to books and tools,” which seems to be a recurring problem, as
the defendant in the same case, Ali Mahmoud Ibrahim Mahmoud, demanded
in his complaint to the prosecution during his detention renewal hearing on
April 29, 2018: “I want books to be allowed inside as I have exams.”

Violating the right to healthcare

Prisons must provide healthcare to all prisoners, enable them to obtain health
services and provide an appropriate environment for their care, to ensure
that infection and disease are not transmitted, and to ensure improvement
of their health conditions, whether inside or outside the prison hospital.
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Article 33 of Prison Regulation
Through analysing the complaints of the
Law 396/1956
defendants, 106 out of 300 defendants
confirmed that they underwent varying "In each prison there should be a
healthcare problems during their detention doctor or more who is responsible
and that they asked the prosecution to for healthcare according to
enable them to see doctors whether in what is outlined by the internal
regulations. The Central Prison
the prison hospital or external hospitals so has a doctor assigned to it, if
that they can run the necessary tests. Some not, then a governmental doctor
testimonies revealed the reduced level of should be employed to undertake
healthcare inside prison alongside with the the duties of the Prison Doctor.”
administration’s intersingence in allowing
medication or making referrals to the competent medical authorities.
In an indication of the poor healthcare provided towards inmates suffering
chronic diseases, Hamdy Taha AbdelHalim AlAbasi, defendant in Military
Case 64, said on December 18, 2016 in one of his detention renewal sessions
“Diabetes treatment is not made available regularly.” Meanwhile, another
defendant in the same case, Mahmoud Hammouda Muhammad Mustafa,
also said in one of his detention renewal sessions on December 14, 2016: “I
am complaining about the thyroid gland and I didn’t need treatment for 42
days.” As for the defendant in Military Case 148, Salah El-Din Suleiman Ali
Suleiman hassaid in the session to renew his detention on July 25, 2015: “I
demand going to an external hospital as I suffer from medical negligence in
my place of detention in Torah Admission Prison
due to a swelling of my teeth.”

Complaints
about
healthcare

Regarding the administration’s intransigence
in administering the necessary medicines
or presenting prisoners to the competent
medical authorities, the defendant in Military
Case 64, Hasan Khattaba Khattaba, said in
the detention renewal session on November
22, 2016: “No medicines administered to us.”
Meanwhile, the defendant in Military Case
247, Mahmoud Muhammad al-Sayed Gharbawi,
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Article 27 of Interior
Minister Decision
79/1961 (Internal
Prisons Regulations)

"A doctor must inspect every prisoner as soon as he is
imprisoned, provided that this is not
later than the next
morning."

said in the hearing renewal of his imprisonment on
February 23, 2016: “I have a heart disease and need a
necessary operation, and I took a referral from the prosecution more than once before, so that I was exposed
to a hospital and there was no response from the prison administration.” As for the defendant in the same
case, Ahmad Abd al-Rahman Mahmoud Ahmad, he said
in the session renewing his imprisonment on December
28, 2015: “I asked to be provided with healthcare in
prison because I have a tumor in the glands and no one
responded to me.”

It is feared that the deterioration of the status of the defendants in light
of the poor health care conditions and the absence of certain specialties in
prison hospitals, which is confirmed by the defendant in Case 123 Abdullah
Muhammad Ismail Ayyad, who said during the renewal of his detention on
February 19, 2018, “I want to see an orthopedic doctor in Lehman Prison
Hospital, because I was told that this speciality is not here in this prison
and in order to go to the Lyman Hospital, a decision from the prosecution is
required.”
The Prosecution papers also show that there are defendants who have
asked the prosecution to provide them with psychological health care. One
of the defendants in Military Case 64 Military says: “I had a mental illness
that I have suffered from for about 8 years, it makes me unable to speak,
which I have recovered from after six months, but then it came back again
while I was in prison, and I forgot the medication I was taking. "
Another defendant in the Military Case 137 said: “I have a psychological
condition, and I receive psychological and neurological treatment, and I
have suffered an episode while in prison and I had convulsions.”

Cruel and degrading treatment

According to official documents, 101 out of 300
defendants have been subjected to degrading
treatment by the prison administration and
demanded that the prosecution improve
their conditions of detention. Their
statements reveal different patterns of
degrading treatment, on top of which
being assaulted and humiliated, and the
administration's intransigence in providing
them with weather-convenient covers, shoes
and clothes. In addition to ignoring matters
Complaints
because of cruel
such as personal hygiene, which has led some
treatment
of the prisoners to hold a food strike protesting
against these conditions and other violations, which the administration has
reacted to violently numerous times.
A large number of detainees confirmed that they were beaten and insulted
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by the prison administration, and according to the documents of Military
Case 64, defendant Abdul Rahman Fathi Abdul Rahman Khalifa said in one
of detention renewal session on January 14, 2017: “Inside prison, they beat
me and hit me against the door until I fell on the ground, I had bruises, but
they healed, except for an injury in my north arm.” As for the defendant
Omar Muhammad Abdel-Wahab Abdel-Rahman Shendi, he said: "I want to
say that I get beaten in prison for no reason." As for defendant, Ahmed
Abdel Rahim Hanafi Abdel Rahim, he also said in one his renewal detention
session on January 15, 2017: “I want to say that we are beaten every day in
prison,” which is confirmed by a defendant in the same case, Nabil Ibrahim
Al-Desouki, saying: “I want to complain of the administration of a maximum
security prison because they beat me with sticks.”
Rule 1 of the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules
for the Treatment of Prisoners (Nelson Mandela)

"All prisoners shall be treated with the respect due to their inherent
dignity and value as human beings. No prisoner shall be subjected to, and
all prisoners shall be protected from, torture and other cruel, inhuman
or degrading treatment or punishment, for which no circumstances
whatsoever may be invoked as a justification. The safety and security
of prisoners, staff, service providers and visitors shall be ensured at all
times."
On a different front, the Prison Administration is intersingent in allowing
the prisoners suitable shoes, blankets and clothes or to enable them to have
personal hygiene. In Military Case 64, Muhammad Ashraf Sayed Ahmed said
in one of his detention renewal sessions on November 1, 2016: “I want to document that I came here barefoot to the prosecution office because they took
away the slippers.” Meanwhile, defendant Amr Hassan Mohamed Abdel-Aal
said in one of his detention renewal sessions on November 28, 2016, “I want
to complain that we are cold in prison with no cover or clothes and that we
are barefoot. ” While the defendant in the Ansar Beit al-Maqdis case, Sherif
Mahmoud Muhammad Ashour, said in one of his detention renewal sessions
on December 9, 2013: “I want to say that the conditions of the cell in which
I am in are inhumane and I do not have anything to sleep on.” Another
defendant in the Military Case 64 Muhammad Ahmad Abu al-Naja Hamed
said in one of the sessions to renew his detention on January 8, 2017: “They
banned the use of soap and even slippers when we have a deportation to
the prosecution. They make us stand in a row and raise our hands to the
top and while facing the wall and anyone who refuses to do that, they beat
him, and I myself got struck before in my back because I refused.” Ayman
Mostafa Mohamed, defendant in Military Case 64, said during his detention
renewal on December 19, 2016, “I complain from ill-treatment in prison and
from the lack of clothing especially since we are in winter, and from not
being allowed visits.” As for the defendant in Military Case 137, Ahmed
Saeed Farhat Salameh, he said in one of his detention renewal sessions on
March 12, 2014: “I want to say that I have been threatened in prison and
that they stripped me of my clothes.” As the defendant in Military Case
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137, Muhammad Ahmad Muhammad al-Eisili, said during one of the sessions
renewing his detention on January 26, 2014, “I want to say that there is ill
treatment in prison. They took away our clothes, covers and swore at us,
they treat us in a non-human way” and defendant in Military Case 64, Abd
al-Rahman Ali Muhammad Ali, said in one of his detention renewal sessions
on January 8, 2017: “We are forbidden from cutting our hair or nails, and are
forbidden from visitations, in addition to cutting off the light on us at night
we stay in bleakness.”
The maximum security prison 2 receives a large share of the defendants
’complaints of the administration’s abuse of them, it is the prison in which
defendants of cases 64 and 123 are being held. Exemplifying this, defendant
in Military Case 123 Adel Gomaa said in one of the renewal sessions of his
detention, “In prison, and specifically the Scorpion Prison in which I am,
they give us the worst treatment and I am usually blindfolded there.”

“I want to say that the treatment in High Security Prison is terrible as I was
treated better when I was detained in the State Security, when I went to
prison they received me with what they call a reception party where one
of the people in prison held me from my neck and dragged me from it like
an animal, he threatened me that if I didn’t run, he would bring a dog to
rape me. In addition to that, they placed me in solitary confinement for the
first week in prison. In checks, they had to make us stand facing the wall
while raising our hands up, once I was sleeping and there was a round-up,
so one of the people in prison attacked me, held my head and hit repeatedly against the wall, thankfully I was not injured,” those were the words of
AbdelRahman Ali Mohamed Ali, defendant in Military case 64, during one of
the sessions renewing his detention on January 8, 2017.

Violating the right to visitations
By monitoring the statements of the defendants in the investigation reports
and the detention renewal orders before the prosecution, it was found
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that 190 out of 300 defendants whose statements
were tracked by the Egyptian Front, complained
during the renewal of their detention about
the obstinacy of the prison administration
in enabling them to see their relatives
and communicate with them during their
detention.

Complaints
about the right
tovisitations

The defendants complained that prison
administrations prevented many of them
from the right to visitation, and refused
to implement the prosecution’s orders to
enable the visit or communicate by letters or phone

calls and according to the detention renewal sessions the prison administration
tears the prosecution’s authorization of visits. Some reported refusing the
entry of “I’ashat” - living supplies provided by the family of the prisoner and that visits are made from behind a glass screen. Ahmed Mustafa Ahmed
Hussein, defendant in Case 64/2017 stated during his detention renewal on
February 27, 2013, “I am complaining about the lack of a visit despite my obtaining a permit from the prosecution and that the prison teared off the permit and no one was allowed to visit”. A defendant in the same case, Abd alRahman Muhammad Abd al-Fattah, said during the renewal of his detention
on January 11, 2017, “Visits are banned in addition to preventing the entry
of food and clothing that are brought to us during our presence on the prosecution.” Defendant Abdel Razek Mahmoud Abdel Mageed said during the
renewal of his detention on May 4, 2014: “The visits are now from behind
a glass barrier,” and in Case 148/2017, the defendant Muhammad Fahmy
Abdel Latif, asked the prosecution to enable him to visitation rights during
the session to renew his detention on May 31, 2016.
Article 38 of the Prisons Regulation Law 396/1956

"Every convicted person shall have the right to correspondence and
telephone calls for a fee, and his relatives may visit him twice a month
under the observation and supervision of the prison administration."

Violating the right to exercise
According to the investigation reports and
renewal detention orders, 29 out of 300
defendants complained in their statements
before the prosecution of being prevented
from exercising or the lack of hours for
exercise, and some also complained about
how the lack of exposure to the sun impacts
them physically.
Abd al-Rahman Muhammad, defendant in
Military Case 247/2016, said in his detention
renewal on February 7, 2017: “I have acne on my
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Rule 23 of the United Nations Standard
back because of not being exposed
Minimum Rules for the Treatment of
to the sun.” Muhammad al-Sayed
Prisoners (Nelson Mandela)
Hijazi also demanded being exposed
"Every prisoner who is not
to the sun, he is a defendant in Case
employed in outdoor work
506/2014, “I demand increasing our
shall have at least one hour of
time of exercise and exposure to the
suitable exercise in the open air
sun, I am starting to suffer from physdaily if the weather permits."
ical damage because of lacking both”
during the renewal on of his detention
on February 17, 2013. While Hassan Muhammad Hassan, defendant in case
137/2018 said during the renewal of his imprisonment on January 23, 2018
that he suffers from “lack of exercise,” Ayyad Suleiman Hassan, a defendant
in the same case said in the renewal of his detention on May 4, 2017, that
the prison administration, “bans exercise.” This is also what the defendant
in Case 148/2017, Ibrahim Salama Ayyash Omar said during the renewal
of his detention on July 24, 2016, “We do not go out to exercise.” Imam
Fathi Sayed Ahmed, the accused in Case 64/2017, said in the renewal of his
detention on January 28, 2016, “I suffer from my confinement, no exercise,
and no personal hygiene supplies”. In Military Case 123/2018, the defendant
Asem Abdel Muttalib stated while renewing his detention on October 2,
2017, that he was “prohibited from exercising.”

Expansion of solitary confinement

Complaints
about solitary
confinement

Of the 300 defendants, 18 people have filed
complaints to the prosecution for their
prolonged
solitary
confinement,
and
some have stated that they have been in
solitary confinement since their arrest. It is
noteworthy that the duration of the solitary
confinement was not made elaborate for
most of the defendants, and whether it
was a disciplinary punishment according to
the law or if the prison administration was
intransigent, as the case is with a large number
of prisoners in Egypt, especially political prisoners.

Article 44 of the Prisons Regulation Law 396/1956

The prison warden may impose a penalty of solitary confinement for a
period not exceeding fifteen days, and he shall impose these penalties
after the prisoner has announced the act attributed to him, and his
statements were heard and the defence fulfilled. The decision of the
prison warden to impose the penalty shall be final.
As for the other penalties, they are imposed by the Assistant Minister for
the Prison Authority Sector upon the request of the prison warden, after
writing a report containing the prisoner's statements, investigating his
defense and the testimony of witnesses.
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“I want to say that I was placed in solitary confinement,” said Ahmed
Muhammad Qasim, defendant in Case 301/2016 Talbiah Criminal Court while
renewing his detention on April 5, 2016. Defendant Muhammad al-Sayed
Fateh al-Din, in Case 64/2017 North Cairo Criminal Military Court said in the
renewal of his detention on December 27, 2016: “I have been held in solitary confinement since my arrest.” Also Defendant Abdullah Muhammad on
Case 137/2018 North Cairo Military Criminal Court stated in the renewal of
his detention on July 4, 2017: “I want it to be documented that I am in solitary confinement”. Zakaria Fahmy Ali asked the prosecution to transfer him
from solitary confinement, he is accused in Case 123/2018 East Cairo Military
Criminal Court in renewing his detention on July 3, 2017: “I request being
transferred from solitary confinement.”
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Conclusion and
Recommendations

Aside from the involvement of the prison administrations in directly violating
the rights of the prisoners, the prosecution’s failure to take responsibility for
its role in judicial supervision of detention places clearly impacts the continuity
and length of the violations by the Interior Ministry. Even if prisoners report
the violations they are subjected to, it negatively affects them as the legal
reporting mechanisms for their demands and complaints are defective, which
makes resorting to hunger strikes the only viable solution for them, as an
attempt to pressure prison administrations, authorities and public opinion
to take action against the violations they are subjected to, and to also hold
those involved in these violations accountable.
It is worth mentioning that waves of hunger strikes took place repeatedly
in various prisons on a nationwide level in Egypt throughout the past years,
given the persistence of violations against them. Prisoners have held hunger
strikes to protest against the deterioration of prison conditions and the
absence of any mechanism to demand or implement their rights. The prison
administration did not commit itself to providing the necessary medical
care to the hunger strikers, thus threatening the health of many of them
and causing the death of Mustafa Kasim, who went on a hunger strike
demanding his release.14 He remained under arrest despite demands for his
release that continued for several months due to his deteriorating health,
especially after beginning the strike as he suffered from diabetes and other
diseases. Alaa Abdel Fattah also went on a hunger strike in April 2020 after
the visits were suspended in the precautionary measures taken against the
Coronavirus pandemic in Egypt.15 He had previously went on a hunger strike
demanding his release in August 2014.16 Esraa Abdel Fattah also announced
starting her hunger strike in October 2019,17 following her arrest and she also
demanded opening an investigation in being subjected to torture right after
her arrest and before being prestented to the prosecution office, but no such
investigation took place until now.
Accordingly, the Egyptian Front addresses the Public Prosecution, the
Ministry of Interior, the Prisons Authority and the National Council for Human
14
The Egyptian Front for Human Rights and other organizations. January 19, 2020. Human
rights organizations urge the Red Cross to inspect prison conditions in Egypt: After the death of Mostafa Qassem and others in Egyptian prisons https://egyptianfront.org/statments/joint-statement/
rights-groups-renew-demand-for-red-cross-oversight-of-prisons/
15
Daarb. April 15, 2020. Alaa Abdel Fattah's hunger strike ... Mona Seif: The prosecution refused to allow the lawyers to view the report https://bit.ly/2PWzKad

16
AlMasry AlYoum. August 19, 2014. Alaa Abdel Fattah on hunger strike ... his family: Seeing
his father on his sick bed is a cut-off point https://www.almasryalyoum.com/news/details/504898
17
The Egyptian Front for Human Rights and other organizations. January 24, 2020. Human
rights organizations: We call for dismissing case 488 and for the immediate release of all those accused
in it: 100 days of imprisonment of Israa Abdel Fattah, and renewing the imprisonment of journalists
Sulafa Magdi, Husam Al-Sayyad and Khaled Daoud https://bit.ly/2VmXE1B
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Rights with the following recommendations:

First: To the Public Prosecution
• Setting in motion a mechanism for judicial inspection and
monitoring places of detention, as well as ensuring that prisoners
obtain their rights and are not violated by the prison administration.
In addition to opening an immediate investigation into violations
against detainees and pursuing those involved in them.
• Immediately initiating independent investigations into allegations
of detainees regarding the violations they are subjected to in
places of detention, including complaints regarding people dying
in detention centers. As well as setting specific rules and standards
that enable victims of these violations to obtain justice and receive
reparation.

Second: To the Interior Ministry and the Prison
Administration
• Adhering to Article 8 bis of the Prisons Regulation Law, which
rectifies informing prisoners of their rights, duties, prohibited
actions, and the penalties imposed upon them when violating laws
and regulations upon admission. As well as advising on how to file
complaints, and updating them on the procedures that have been
taken in it.
• Receiving complaints from prisoners and registering them for
consideration, review, and submission to the Public Prosecution
Office.
• Providing the necessary health care to detainees, and setting in
motion Article 27 of the Prisons Regulations, which provides for a
medical examination for any new prisoner, to ensure knowledge
of their medical history and facilitate the process of following up
on their health conditions.
• Providing human livelihoods of food, water, ventilation, and an
appropriate number of prisoners within a single cell, and enabling
the detainee's right to exercise.
• Stopping intransigence in enabling prisoners to communicate with
the outside world, whether through visitation, correspondence, or
even phone calls.
• Committing to decent, non-cruel treatment, not violating laws
and regulations when applying disciplinary measures, and not
using them as a tool to abuse prisoners.
• Stopping the use of solitary confinement as an additional
punishment for prisoners, especially political opponents. And
adhering to international standards that prohibit the expansion
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of the use of solitary confinement as well as only permitting it in
exceptional cases and for the shortest possible period.

Third: To the National Council for Human Rights
• Setting in motion Law 197/2017, which entails following up on
the implementation of international conventions and covenants
related to human rights that are ratified by Egypt, as well as
submitting the needed proposals and recommendations in this
regard to the concerned authorities.
• Serious consideration of complaints issued by the victims, their
families and lawyers on the violations they were subjected to
inside places of detention as well as following up with them. Also,
submitting the necessary recommendations to the competent
authorities, and including them in the periodic reports issued by
them.
• Visiting places of detention and correctional institutions,
receiving complaints and testimonies of prisoners and detainees
in these places, and preparing detailed reports on each visit that
includes their observations and recommendations as well as
submitting them to the Attorney General and Parliament, away
from embellishing the image of the government and revealing the
obstacles and challenges they face in order to complete / prevent
them these visits.
• Serious networking between civil society organizations and
independent human rights organizations that includes circulating
information on prison conditions inside and pressuring for
improvement.
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