
Mandates of the Special Rapporteur on adequate housing as a component of the right to an adequate 

standard of living, and on the right to non-discrimination in this context; and the Special Rapporteur 

on the situation of human rights defenders 

 

REFERENCE:  

UA EGY 16/2018 
 

2 November 2018 

 

Excellency, 

 

We have the honour to address you in our capacity as Special Rapporteur on 

adequate housing as a component of the right to an adequate standard of living, and on 

the right to non-discrimination in this context; and Special Rapporteur on the situation of 

human rights defenders, pursuant to Human Rights Council resolutions 34/9, and 34/5. 

 

We are writing to your Excellency’s Government in response to your letter dated 

22 October 2018 asking to provide further information in respect to concerns the Special 

Rapporteur on the right to adequate housing raised earlier by e-mail. We are concerned 

about alleged forced evictions, violations of the rights to physical integrity, liberty and 

security reported to us, in what appears to be acts of intimidation and reprisals against 

individuals who cooperated with the Special Rapporteur on the right to adequate housing 

during her recent visit to Egypt from 24 September to 3 October 2018. The alleged 

violations would also be in breach of the Terms of Reference for country visits by Special 

Procedures mandate holders of the United Nations Human Rights Council1. We are 

disturbed that these acts took place.  

 

 The Terms of Reference for country visits by Special Procedure mandate holders, 

specify that during country visits, mandate holders of the United Nations Human Rights 

Council, as well as United Nations staff accompanying them, should be given the 

following guarantees and facilities by the Government that invited them to visit its 

country: 

 

(a) Freedom of movement in any part of the country, including facilitation of 

transport, particularly to restricted areas; 

 

(b) Freedom of inquiry, in particular as regards: 

(…) 

 

(ii) Private contacts with representatives of civil society, including non-

governmental organizations, other private institutions and the media; 

 

                                                        
1 E/CN.4/1998/45, Appendix V, revised by the 2016 Annual Meeting of Special Procedures, available at: 

https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/HRBodies/SP/ToRs2016.pdf  
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(iii) Confidential and unsupervised contact with witnesses and other 

private persons, including persons deprived of their liberty, considered 

necessary to fulfil the mandate of the mandate holder; 

 

(iv) Access to all prisons, detention centres and places of interrogation as 

considered necessary by the mandate holder to fulfil his or her mandate; 

and 

(...) 

 

(c) Assurance by the Government that no person or group of persons, whether 

acting in their official or individual capacities, who cooperate, seek to 

cooperate, or have cooperated with the mandate holder in relation to the 

mandate, will for this reason suffer intimidation, threats, harassment or 

punishment, be subjected to judicial proceedings or to any other kind of 

reprisals by any means whatsoever; assurance that any measures that could 

deter such cooperation or be perceived as such, will be avoided. These 

assurances should apply before, during and after the conduct of country 

visits. 

 

The Government of Egypt has repeatedly given its full assurances that no one 

would face any intimidation, threats, harassment or punishment, or be subjected to 

judicial proceedings or to any other kind of reprisals before, during and after the visit. 

Such assurances were given to her as Special Rapporteur on the right to adequate 

housing before, during the first day of the visit and at its end. 

  

There were a number of unfortunate infractions of the Terms of Reference 

during the visit, which were already raised in conversations with the Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs during the visit, but which the Special Rapporteur decided not to 

make public, as she wanted to concentrate the end of mission statement on major right 

to housing issues the country is facing. The following infractions occurred: 

 

On the first day of the visit, a visit was planned to a community threatened 

with development-based home demolitions. Upon approaching the site, the delegation 

was stopped by local police and prevented from walking freely in the area. The 

delegation was escorted into a small shop for security identification. After lengthy 

discussions with a police officer, the Special Rapporteur was told that she could stay 

in the community for a few minutes and take two or three pictures only. He indicated 

that this offer was just confidential, not to be spoken of with anyone. 

 

Once released the Special Rapporteur went to an apartment to interview 

residents at risk of eviction. The interviews with these witnesses were interrupted by a 

police officer, who went to the door of the apartment and asked that all members of 

the delegation produce identification cards. The Special Rapporteur protested against 

this, but the delegation and the witnesses were not allowed to leave the building 

without having their identification cards photographed. 
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Upon leaving the apartment, the Special Rapporteur was confronted by an 

agent of the National Security Services and only allowed to leave the area and 

continue interviews with community members after contacting on officer of the 

Minister of Interior. By this time it was quite late at night.  The Special Rapporteur 

protested about this to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 

 

From that point on, to avoid such encounters, the Special Rapporteur had to 

acquiesce to being accompanied throughout the remaining visit by a security detail of 

approximately five officers – all of whom were armed. As a result, it was challenging 

to conduct the mission according to the methodologies of Special Procedures and as 

the Terms of Reference stipulate, as the Special Rapporteur could not have 

confidential and unsupervised meetings with witnesses in their homes. Though the 

security officers did not enter the homes visited, they were present outside – a fact the 

Special Rapporteur had to tell witnesses. This had a chilling effect on other witnesses 

who feared reprisal. And of course, because of the accompaniment of a security detail 

at all times, she was unable to provide the usual assurances of confidentiality and 

anonymity. 

 

We also regret that she was not able to visit all of the areas deemed relevant to 

the mission. For example, despite providing the Government with timely notice, she 

was not able to visit Warraq Island, located in the middle of the Nile close to Cairo. 

She was told originally that she could not go there for security reasons. Then, she was 

told it would take two full days to arrange a security detail to accompany the 

delegation. After waiting more than two days, she was informed that she could indeed 

visit, but the only possible time was precisely when she was meant to meet with 

Minister of Foreign Affairs. In addition, the request to meet with persons from the 

island, who had been detained by authorities after public demonstrations against 

housing demolitions, was not granted. All of this is suggestive that the Special 

Rapporteur on the right to adequate housing did not fully enjoy “freedom of 

movement in any part of the country”, nor could she meet all relevant stakeholders in 

Egypt “in private and unsupervised contact” as outlined in the Terms of Reference for 

country visits by Special Procedure mandate holders. 

 

Concerning acts of intimidation and reprisals against those who cooperated or 

sought to cooperate with the mandate in connection to the visit, several interlocutors 

contacted decided not to meet the Special Rapporteur. This is due to a culture of fear 

that persists among those who are affected by development based evictions or 

relocation, and among lawyers and human rights defenders working on the right to 

housing. 

 

A number of persons who agreed to meet the Special Rapporteur, said inter 

alia that prior to the visit they had received phone calls by government officials 

enquiring whether they intended to meet the Special Rapporteur. Others whom she 

met received anonymous threats during or after the visit, warning them “not to go too 



4 

far or cause more trouble”. A local expert on the right to housing was summoned to 

report to the General Attorney’s Office a few days before the visit to be charged for 

alleged infractions against law 84 /2002, which was subsequently revised by law 

70/2017 for Regulating the Work of Associations and other Institutions Working in 

the Field of Civil Work, a controversial law which itself is not in conformity with 

international human rights standards as it is widely used to criminalize lawful 

activities of human rights defenders and civil society organizations in Egypt.2 

 

After the visit, interlocutors reported that they were followed by unknown 

persons in a car who also photographed their place of residence. Some interlocutors 

were contacted by the police with respect to issues relating to the visit or have been 

subjected to a travel ban. One witness was attacked by an individual with a metallic 

object in the street two days after meeting the Special Rapporteur. The witness 

sustained injuries to his head and chest. The timing of the attack raises the suspicion 

that the assault may have linked to the interaction with the Special Rapporteur on the 

right to adequate housing. 

 

All of the individuals who reported these acts of intimidation and reprisals 

asked to keep their identities confidential as they fear further retaliation if their 

identity is disclosed to the Egyptian authorities. As we received several allegations of 

intimidation and reprisal after the visit from different sources, we can only conclude 

that there appears to be a pattern of acts of intimidation and reprisals against persons 

who interacted with the Special Rapporteur on the right to adequate housing in her 

capacity as an expert of the United Nations appointed by the Human Rights Council. 

 

We are also seriously concerned about severe violations of human rights and 

reprisals affecting several members of communities visited. Of particular concern are 

the forced evictions that took place in two areas visited. In total, it has been reported 

that as many as 15 multi-floor houses were demolished after the visit, including the 

homes of community leaders the Special Rapporteur met. In one community, police 

forces allegedly entered homes, used excessive force against residents not vacating 

voluntarily their homes and throughout their furniture on the street before destruction 

of their homes. As a consequence, several families were rendered homeless without 

any provision of alternative accommodation or compensation by the Government. 

 

In fact, at the time of writing, we are learning of forced evictions and house 

demolitions at a second site, were demolitions are carried out in lower floors of a 

house, while individuals living in upper floors have not yet vacated the house putting 

their lives in immediate danger. In this case, it is reported again that no alternative 

                                                        
2 See statement of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights “Repressive new NGO law 

deeply damaging for human rights in Egypt” from 1 June 2017 and earlier statements of the Special 

Rapporteur on the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and of association, the Special Rapporteur on the 

promotion and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression and the Special Rapporteur on 

the right to human rights defenders, from 11 October 2016 and 23 November 2016.  
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accommodation has been provided to the concerned individuals, and that they are 

effectively rendered homeless. 

 

We also have learned that community members have been called to police 

stations to sign agreements to vacate their homes after the visit. One resident was held 

in undisclosed detention for two days and only released after signing in detention an 

agreement to have the house belonging to his extended family demolished. The 

agreement did not include any provisions related to relocation, alternative housing or 

compensation for the loss of the homes and property. Community members protesting 

his detention in front of a police station were told by local police that “this should be 

a lesson not to feel empowered by foreigners”. 

 

These reported incidents are not only violations of the right to adequate 

housing, the rights to liberty, security, and to physical integrity; they are also serious 

breaches of the assurances the Special Rapporteur on the right to adequate housing 

was given by the Arab Republic of Egypt at the beginning and end of the official visit 

that nobody would face intimidation or reprisal for meeting her or for providing 

information to her or her mandate. 

 

We therefore call on the Egyptian authorities to immediately stop any forced 

evictions that are contrary to international human rights law, including the targeted 

demolition of homes belonging to residents the Special Rapporteur on the right to 

adequate housing met, and the practise of extortionist relocation agreements in 

detention or at police stations. 

 

Furthermore, any act of reprisals, including prosecution, against those who 

cooperated with the Special Rapporteur in the context of this visit - be it civil society 

representatives, activists or residents - must immediately stop. Relevant authorities 

should ensure accountability for such acts and provide effective remedy to those 

affected. 

 

The above mentioned acts may indicate a pattern of reprisals against those 

seeking to cooperate with Special Procedures as there have been at least two other 

cases of apparent reprisals against individuals for their cooperation with Special 

Procedures mandate holders. These cases have recently been raised by the Special 

Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders and the Working Group on 

Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances in communications EGY 9/2017, 

EGY 14/2017 and EGY 4/2018. 

 

In this context, we would like to recall Human Rights Council resolutions 

12/2, 13/3, 24/24 and 36/21, which reaffirm the right of everyone, individually or in 

association with others, to unhindered access to and communication with international 

bodies, in particular the United Nations, its representatives and mechanisms in the 

field of human rights. In these resolutions, the Human Rights Council calls on States 

to prevent and refrain from all acts of intimidation or reprisals, to take all appropriate 
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measures to prevent the occurrence of such acts. This includes the adopt ion and 

implementation of specific legislation and policies as well as the issuance of 

appropriate guidance to national authorities in order to effectively protect those who 

seek to cooperate, cooperate or have cooperated with the United Nations, its 

representatives and mechanisms in the field of human rights from any act of 

intimidation or reprisal. 

 

In light of the allegations of reprisals for cooperation with the United Nations 

on human rights, we reserve the right to share this communication – and any response 

received from the Government of Egypt - with other United Nations bodies or 

representatives addressing intimidation and reprisals for cooperation with the United 

Nations in the field of human rights, in particular the senior United Nations official 

appointed by the Secretary-General to lead the efforts within the United Nations 

system to address intimidation and reprisals against those cooperating with the UN on 

human rights. 

 

As it is our responsibility, under the mandates provided to us by the Human 

Rights Council, to seek to clarify all cases brought to our attention, we would be 

grateful for your observations on the allegations and concerns raised in this letter.  

 

This communication and any response received from your Excellency’s 

Government will be made public via the communications reporting website within 60 

days. They will also subsequently be made available in the usual report to be 

presented to the Human Rights Council. 

 

We are considering publicly expressing our concerns. The press release will 

indicate that we have been in contact with your Excellency’s Government’s to clarify 

the issues in question. 

 

It is our view that it will only be possible to restore the trust of independent 

human rights mechanisms of the United Nations, if assurances provided by the 

Government of Egypt to the United Nations are upheld on the ground.  

 

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of our highest consideration. 
 

 

Leilani Farha 

Special Rapporteur on adequate housing as a component of the right to an adequate 

standard of living, and on the right to non-discrimination in this context 
 

 

Michel Forst 

Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders 
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 A Joint Communication by the Special Rapporteur on Adequate Housing as 

a Component of the Right to an Adequate Standard of Living and the Special 

Rapporteur on the Situation of Human Rights Defenders was received on 2 

November 2018, concerning allegations of forced evictions, violations of the rights 

to physical integrity, liberty and security, described in the communication as 

appearing to be acts of intimidation and reprisals against individuals who 

cooperated with the Special Rapporteur on the right to Adequate Housing during 

her visit to Egypt from 24 September to 3 October 2018. The following represents 

the response by the Government of the Arab Republic of Egypt within the 60 days 

period, as requested in the communication.  

First, on the Terms of Reference, freedom of movement and freedom of 

inquiry of the Special Rapporteur: 

The Government of the Arab Republic of Egypt is well aware of the Terms 

of Reference for Country Visits by Special Procedures Mandate-Holders of the 

United Nations Human Rights Council, revised in June 2016. The Government 

wishes to confirm that the Special Rapporteur was granted total freedom of 

movement in all parts of the country during her visit, in accordance with the 

mutually agreed programme (Attachment 1). She enjoyed full freedom of inquiry with 

central and local authorities of all branches of Government, including in the 

Governorates she visited, as well as free, confidential and unsupervised contacts 

with representatives of civil society and private persons of the Special Rapporteur’s 

choosing, in addition to full access to all documentary materials relevant to the 

mandate.  

It is ironic that the reference to Article (d) of the Terms of Reference was 

deliberately skipped in the communication. According to this Article, the Host 

Government has the obligation to “provide appropriate security arrangements 

without, however, restricting the freedom of movement and inquiry of the Special 

Procedures Mandate-Holder…” In fulfilling this obligation, the Government 

assigned a team of 3 highly trained personal protection officers to escort her in a 

separate vehicle with their own driver, in order to ensure her personal safety and 

that of her support staff. In a place with over 20 million inhabitants like Greater 

Cairo, personal protection was deemed absolutely necessary, especially that she had 

a private programme which the Government had no prior knowledge of much of its 

segments and turned out to include tours in numerous areas which are known to be 

dangerous for locals to stroll in at night as she did, let alone foreigners.  She should 

know better that the number of team members was not 5 as claimed in the 

communication, given that they accompanied her throughout the entire stay. 
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While the Government was committed to fulfilling its obligation under 

Article (d) of the Terms of Reference to provide appropriate security arrangements, 

it also made sure that the necessary protection measures had the Special 

Rapporteur’s informed consent, and did not infringe on her freedom of movement 

or inquiry. It is worth noting in this respect that at an organisational meeting on the 

first day of the visit at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Special Rapporteur was 

informed of the necessity of having personal protection. Alternatively, she was 

offered the option to sign a Waiver of Personal Protection (Attachment 2), but after 

mulling over the issue for two days, she declined to sign the waiver and agreed to 

have the Personal Protection Team accompany her everywhere.  

On the evening of the first day of the visit, she decided to go with her 

support staff on their own to a number of areas, without prior notification to the 

Government and after dismissing the Personal Protection Team, a matter that put 

her and the four staff accompanying her at risk, given that it was her first time in 

Egypt and she had no idea where they were going. She took photos, stopped people 

in the streets for interviews, and walked in and out of apartment buildings. 

According to the Egyptian law, only journalists and media workers are entitled to 

carry out public interviews, and they hold cards issued by the relevant syndicates 

showing their identity and profession. Conducting surveys on the other hand 

requires a written permission from the Central Agency for Public Mobilization and 

Statistics. Therefore, it was not surprising that she and her staff were asked by a 

police personnel who happened to be in the vicinity to provide relevant papers, 

which of course they failed to do. As a precautionary measure ordained by the law 

and for the sake of public safety, the officer had to check the validity of their 

identification documents. This is a standard police procedure all over the world. He 

had no idea who she was, and probably does not know to this very day what a 

Special Procedure Mandate-Holder of the Human Rights Council means. 

When the Special Rapporteur was spotted again by another police personnel 

in another area for the same obvious reasons, she called up the Head of the 

Personal Protection Team assigned to her for help, a matter that was deliberately 

omitted from the communication. The Special Rapporteur was never confronted 

throughout her visit by any agent of the National Security Services as claimed in 

the communication. Apart of course from the Personal Protection Team, all those 

that she met on these occasions were General Security Police personnel on patrol, 

responsible for maintaining public order and crime prevention. 

Throughout the visit, the Special Rapporteur called on various people at their 

homes in different parts of the country, without prior notification to the 
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Government. The Personal Protection Team never entered any of the premises with 

her as stated in the communication, and there was no way that the police could have 

known whom she visited in a given apartment building, or who was present there. 

The role of the Personal Protection Team is restricted to one job only, and that is 

her safety. They always kept their distance and never prevented her from meeting 

anyone or interfered in any of her conversations, otherwise she would have not 

spared an effort to spell it out in the communication. Accordingly, claims that the 

Special Rapporteur could not have confidential and unsupervised meetings with 

individuals are groundless, to say the least. 

The Government committed to granting the Special Rapporteur full freedom 

of movement and contacts with individuals without any restriction, despite the fact 

that the Special Rapporteur’s private programme was not mutually discussed , 

agreed or shared beforehand, as it should have been. This private programme was 

never disclosed to the Government despite repeated requests, and in the instances 

when she did inform of her intention to visit an area, it was done on the same day, 

and often a couple of hours beforehand, let alone the repeated spontaneous plan 

changes. It goes without saying that the Government could not have possibly 

fettered the Special Rapporteur’s freedom to meet whomever she wanted, as it had 

not been informed well in advance about where she was going, or whom she was 

planning to meet.  

Furthermore, the Government regrets that the communication contained false 

claims, such as that the Special Rapporteur was unable to visit all of the areas 

deemed relevant to the visit, implying that she was denied visits to a number of 

areas. Al-Warraq Island was the only area which the Government advised her that it 

needs prior special security arrangements, as the Personal Protection Team was not 

sufficient, to ensure her safety and that of her staff, a matter that requires 48 hour 

notice. It is untrue that she was told at first not to go there for security reasons. In 

fact, email correspondences between her support staff and a Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs staff, dated 26 September 2018, clearly show that it was her decision not to 

go, not because of security restrictions (Attachemnt 3). 

When the Special Rapporteur indicated again her wish to visit the Island, she 

received a phone call the following working day, which was 1 October 2018, by a 

senior Foreign Ministry official, in which he relayed an offer for two alternative 

timings by the relevant authorities. The first coincided with a scheduled meeting on 

2 October 2018 with H.E. the Minister of Foreign Affairs, and the second was in 

the early morning of 3 October 2018, the last day of her visit. She eliminated the 
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first option as she expressed her keenness on meeting the Minister, and declined the 

second because she needed to prepare for the end-of-visit press conference. 

The claim that a request to meet with persons from the Al-Warraq Island 

allegedly detained was not granted is blatantly dishonest. The Special Rapporteur 

indicated at the organisational meeting on 24 September 2018 at the beginning of 

the visit that she might make such a request. She was told by a senior Foreign 

Ministry official that it should have been made early on in order to allow enough 

time for coordination; however, she was assured that the Ministry would do its best 

to accommodate the request, pending the receipt of the full names and case 

numbers. She promised to send these details in a few hours, yet the names of the 

said persons were provided by one of her support staff by email three days after 

(Attachment 4). The names were received in English, hence could be mistaken in 

Arabic, and the case numbers were not provided. A Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

staff responded with an email, urging the Special Rapporteur and her team to 

provide the necessary information by the morning of 30 September 2018 at the 

latest, in order to follow through with the request, given the limited time hitherto 

remaining (Attachment 5). To date, this information has not been provided.  

Second, concerning the alleged acts of intimidation and reprisals against those 

who cooperated or sought to cooperate with the Mandate-Holder in connexion 

to the visit: 

The Government of the Arab Republic of Egypt wishes to confirm its full 

respect and observance of the assurances given that no person or group of persons 

who cooperated or sought to cooperate with the Mandate-Holder will be subject to 

intimidation or any act of reprisals in relation to visit, by any branch of the 

Government, in accordance with Article (c) of the Terms of Reference for country 

visits by Special Procedures Mandate-Holders of the United Nations Human Rights 

Council.  

In this context, the Government wishes to draw attention to the fact that the 

Special Rapporteur communicated by email with a senior Foreign Ministry official 

on 18 October 2018 at the afternoon, claiming that a resident of Doweiqah whom 

she had met during her visit had disappeared, alleging that he was detained for two 

days by the police (Attachment 6). She indicated that she was going to send an urgent 

appeal regarding this issue and other concerns via the Permanent Mission in 

Geneva. The message did not provide any information on the said person, or even 

address the crucial issue of establishing that the alleged detention was in relation to 

interaction with the Mandate-Holder, not due to charges on a non-relevant issue. 

However, the senior official replied immediately affirming that urgent contacts 
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were underway to verify the issue, and requested the full name and ID number of 

that person in order to follow through with the issue (Attachment 7).  

Within 90 minutes, the Special Rapporteur replied that the person had been 

released and returned to his home, and signalled that she was going to send a 

communication once she received more detailed information on his detention and 

release and his subsequent well-being, while keeping herself abreast of 

developments affecting the community of Doweiqah and its members (Attachment 8). 

The senior official reply urgently requested the Special Rapporteur to provide the 

full name and ID number, given the seriousness of the allegations, highlighting that 

the Ministry of Interior had to mobilize personnel and resources, that could have 

been otherwise allocated, to investigate the matter, and expressing hope that it does 

not turn out to be that someone was playing the Special Rapporteur into a false 

report case (Attachment 9). A further letter from the Permanent Mission of the Arab 

Republic of Egypt in Geneva was sent out to the Head of the Special Procedures 

Branch at the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights requesting the 

same information, but to no avail (Attachment 10). To date, the Special Rapporteur 

has not provided the requested information. 

In addition, the communication contained numerous unfounded allegations, 

including intimidations and demolition of homes, without any details about the 

individuals in question or the areas in which the said demolitions took place. One 

allegation was that there were demolitions of as many as 15 multi-floor apartment 

buildings after the visit in two areas, without naming these areas. The Government 

of Egypt wishes in this regard to inform that no demolitions whatsoever took place 

after the visit in any area under or planned for development. Another allegation was 

that demolitions were carried out in lower floors of a building, while individuals 

living in upper floors had not vacated the building, a matter that defies logic as the 

building would have collapsed had it been the case. As explained to the Special 

Rapporteur during her visit, all inhabitants of areas under or planned for 

development are offered to choose one of three options: 1) immediate relocation to 

a home in another newly developed area; 2) financial remuneration to find 

alternative housing for the duration of the development of their area in which they 

will be allocated a comparable unit; or 3) negotiated financial compensation. No 

individuals are forced to evict their homes. 

A third allegation in the communication was that some interlocutors reported 

that that they were subject to a travel ban, but the communication did not specify 

when the judicial decision to impose a travel ban on them was enacted, or in which 

cases, so as to establish the relationship with the visit. A further allegation was that 
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a person was attacked in the street by an individual with a metallic object two days 

after meeting the Mandate-Holder and sustained injuries, claiming that the timing 

of attack raises suspicion that the assault may have been linked to the interaction 

with the Special Rapporteur, in a flagrant circumstantial speculation and without 

even establishing the identity of the said attacker and his/her relationship to the 

Government. The communication went on and on to make similar anecdotal 

allegations, without providing any details, so as to allow the competent authorities 

to verify the information and initiate investigations into the violations, if any, 

within the due course of law. The Government regrets that the Special Rapporteur 

on the Situation of Human Rights Defenders was dragged into signing the 

communication. 

Conclusion: 

The Government of the Arab Republic of Egypt would like to highlight that 

when it extended the invitation to the Special Rapporteur on Adequate Housing to 

make an official visit to the country, it was cognisant that she would seek all sorts 

of information from various other sources before, during and after the visit. Plenty 

of information is readily available on the internet anyway. The Government had no 

reason to hide anything, but had every reason to show everything, assuming that the 

Special Rapporteur would make an enlightened judgement on validity of the 

information she receives and the reliability of her unofficial sources.  

Obviously, the Mandate-Holder came into the country with certain 

prejudgements and inhibitions, and was unable to act objectively or overcome 

them. This was evident from the photos she posted on her Instagram account during 

the visit, along with negative comments, even before she heard what the 

Government had to say about these issues. It is clear that she has a habit of jumping 

into conclusions. In fact, serious questions arise about the compatibility of making 

postings on social media during the visit with the mandate. 

The Government of the Arab Republic of Egypt wishes also to reiterate that 

by withholding information necessary to thoroughly investigate the allegations 

contained in the communication by the competent authorities, the Special 

Rapporteur is in fact obstructing justice, hence depriving victims of the said 

violations –if true- from applicable redress, while also encouraging impunity for 

the perpetrators, once again, if true.   

The Government is keen on fulfilling its commitment to the promotion and 

protection of human rights, and to the realisation of its obligation under Article 78 

of the 2014 Constitution to provide “adequate, safe and healthy housing to all 
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citizens, so as to secure human dignity and uphold social justice”. The Government 

is more keen on the well-being of its citizens than any outsider; after all it is 

responsible first and foremost before its people. The culture of fear that the Special 

Rapporteur referred to in press statements and the communication exists only in her 

head. 

The Government deeply regrets that the Special Rapporteur on Adequate 

Housing rushed without justification to issue a press statement on 4 December 

2018, containing the same unfounded allegations, before the lapse of the 60 days 

given to the Government in the said communication to respond. This action on her 

part comes in stark violation of paragraphs 6 (a), and 8 (c) & (d), of the Code of 

Conduct for Special Procedures Mandate-holders of the Human Rights Council, 

adopted by Council Resolution 5/2 of 18 June 2007. Moreover, the Mandate-Holder 

appeared on the same day on a televised broadcast by Al Jazeerah Media Network, 

repeating the same unfounded allegations. The said network is a tabloid journalism 

agent of a foreign government, famous for its politically motivated media 

campaigns against Egypt, and has well-known affiliations with terrorists and 

terrorist groups, such as Bin Laden and ISIS. 

Finally, the Government of the Arab Republic of Egypt would like to stress 

that the Special Rapporteur on Adequate Housing would do a much better job in the 

discharge of her mandate if she focuses on examining the heap of information 

provided to her during and after the visit about the efforts underway in the area of 

housing, more than her focus on talking to the media about unverified allegations. 

If she had done so, she perhaps could have fulfilled the promise she made during 

the meeting in Cairo with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs on 2 October 2018 to 

send an advance copy of the visit report by the beginning of December 2018, for 

review by the Government within a period of one month, in order to make the 

necessary factual corrections, so that the report could be submitted as scheduled to 

the fortieth session of the Human Rights Council in late February 2019. Had she 

had sincere dedication to the cause of providing adequate housing to people around 

the world, it would have helped her overcome the craving for media lights glamour. 

After all, Special Procedures Mandate-Holders of the United Nations Human 

Rights Council have an integrity to preserve. 

 

Cairo, 31 December 2018 
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