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EASO COI QUERY 

FINAL ANSWER 

Algeria 

Date of the query 29/06/2017 

Completion date 16/08/2017 

 

Question/Subject  

 
1. Is there information available on the practices of the Algerian authorities towards returned 

Algerian nationals who have been investigated abroad for alleged / unproven links with 
terrorism?  

2. Is there information on the practices by the Algerian authorities regarding surveillance, risk 
of arrest, risk of detention and possible treatment of these persons? 

3. Is there information in regards to the availability / possibility of fair trial to such individuals? 

 
Context /Background 
An Algerian national, irregularly staying in a EU+ country was at a certain moment investigated by 
the authorities regarding possible links with radical Islam, foreign fighters, terrorism, etc. The case 
was internationally mediatised, including in Algeria, where it appeared in the press. Suspicions were 
never proven and hence the individual was never officially charged (neither in EU+ nor Algeria). He 
eventually filled an asylum application on the basis that he is (falsely) perceived as a terrorist by the 
Algerian authorities and fears persecution upon return. 
 

Disclaimer 
The response to this COI query has been elaborated according to the EASO COI Query User Guide, 
the Common EU Guidelines for Processing COI and the EASO COI Report Methodology. The 
information provided has been researched, evaluated and processed with utmost care within a 
limited time frame. However, this document does not pretend to be exhaustive neither conclusive as 
to the merit of any particular claim to international protection status. If a certain event, person or 
organisation is not mentioned in the response, this does not mean that the event has not taken 
place or that the person or organisation does not exist.  
Terminology used should not be regarded as indicative of a particular legal position.  
The information in the report does not necessarily reflect the opinion of EASO and makes no political 
statement whatsoever. 
The target audience is case workers, COI researchers, policy makers, and decision making 
authorities. 
The answer was finalised in Malta on 16 August 2017. Any event taking place after this date is not 
included in this answer. 

 

Contributing Countries 

The final answer is based on information provided by COI specialists/units from DE, FR, LU, PT, SI, SK, 
UK  
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Answer  

 

1. Is there information available on the practices of the Algerian authorities towards 
returned Algerian nationals who have been investigated abroad for alleged / unproven 
links with terrorism?  

We are not aware of specific COI recently published on the treatment by the Algerian authorities 
towards returned Algerian nationals investigated abroad in connection to terrorist activities. 

Amnesty International in its Annual report on Algeria 2016/17 notes: 

‘The authorities continued to restrict the rights to freedom of expression, association, 
assembly and religion, and prosecuted peaceful critics, including human rights defenders, in 
unfair trials. Refugees and migrants were arbitrarily expelled. Impunity for past serious 
abuses continued to prevail. Courts handed down death sentences; no executions were 
carried out. (…) 

The authorities continued to block access to Algeria by UN human rights mechanisms, 
including those with mandates on torture and other ill-treatment, counter-terrorism, 
enforced disappearance and freedoms of association and peaceful assembly. The authorities 
also continued to prevent international organizations, including Amnesty International, from 
conducting human rights fact-finding visits.1 

A 2015 report by Refugee Legal Aid Information noted that:  

‘Deportees can face risks in the hands of state agents upon return. Algerian, Egyptian, 
Eritrean, Nigerian and Tunisian authorities have reportedly subject deportees to physical 
violence. (…)There is no information on deportees in general. Yet according to Amnesty 
International [a report from 2007], returnees suspected of involvement in terrorism-related 
activities can be subject to imprisonment and/or detention’2. 

A 2014 IRB query response on treatment of failed refugee claimants returned to Algeria says: 

‘In correspondence sent to the Research Directorate, a senior fellow at the Centre of 
International Studies of the University of Cambridge [1] noted that "[a] returnee, therefore, 
faces a six month prison sentence on these grounds alone if he or she is returned, unless he 
or she has a valid passport with a valid exit visa stamp in it" (21 July 2014). (…) 

The Senior Fellow also added that "additional penalties exist for those connected with 
armed or terrorist groups," but did not provide details (ibid.). In a 2009 report, the Australia 
Refugee Review Tribunal (RRT) stated that, according to its sources, "failed asylum seekers 
may draw the attention of the Algerian authorities," noting that [p]articular concerns have 
been raised about persons suspected of having links to Islamic movements facing hostile 
treatment on return to Algeria. It has also been reported that a returnee may face hostile 

                                                           

1 Amnesty International Report 2016/17 - Algeria, 22 February 2017 https://www.amnesty.org/en/countries/middle-east-
and-north-africa/algeria/report-algeria/ 
2 Refugee Legal Aid Information, Post-deportation risks: Criminalized departure and risks for returnees in countries of 
origin, May 2015. 
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treatment on return due to the authorities' perception that the person may have been 
involved in terrorism. (Australia 18 Nov. 2009, 23)’ 3.  

The US Department of State’s Country Report on Human Rights Practices for 2016 says:  

‘Police may hold a suspect for no more than 48 hours. (…) If authorities require time beyond 
the authorized 48-hour period for gathering additional evidence, they may extend a 
suspect’s authorized time in police detention with the prosecutor’s authorization in the 
following cases: once, if charges pertain to an attack on data processing systems; twice, if 
charges relate to state security; three times, for charges concerning drug trafficking, 
organized and transnational crime, money laundering, and other currency-related crimes; 
and five times (for a maximum of 12 days), for charges related to terrorism and other 
subversive activities. (…) 

In non-felony cases and in cases of individuals held on charges of terrorism and other 
subversive activities that exceed a 12-day period plus any authorized extension, the law calls 
for the release of suspects on provisional liberty, referred to as “judicial control,” while 
awaiting trial. Under provisional liberty status, authorities subjected suspects to 
requirements such as reporting periodically to the police station in their district, stopping 
professional activities related to the alleged offense committed, surrendering all travel 
documents required to leave the country, and, in some terrorism-related cases, residing at 
an agreed-upon address’4. 

Several court judgements indicate a concern with ill-treatment of terrorism suspects by Algerian 
authorities.  

The European Court for Human Rights’ (ECtHR) in a 2012 judgment, has, inter alia, emphasised: 

‘125. Thirdly, as regards the receiving State’s practices, it is particularly relevant that a 
number of international documents highlighted a real risk of ill-treatment to which 
individuals suspected of terrorist activities were exposed while in the hands of the DRS. That 
authority was reported to have detained people incommunicado and beyond the control of 
judicial authorities for a period from twelve days up to more than one year. Specific cases of 
torture or other forms of ill-treatment were reported to have occurred during such 
detention (see paragraphs 78, 79, 87, 92 and 93 above). (…) 

126. In the judgment Daoudi v. France (no. 19576/08, §§ 67-73, 3 December 2009) delivered 
only several months before the present applicant’s expulsion, the Court based its conclusion 
that there had been a breach of Article 3 as a result of Mr Daoudi’s expulsion to Algeria on 
the existence of such practices of the DRS. Although it had not been shown that such 
practices were systematic, the Court found no indication that they had stopped or had 
diminished at the material time. It was further relevant that persons detained by the DRS 
were deprived of appropriate guarantees against torture and of the possibility of seeking 
redress before national courts or international bodies. 

                                                           

3 IRB - Immigration and Refugee Board of Canada: Algeria: Treatment of failed refugee claimants returned to Algeria; 
whether low-ranking police officers or members of the security forces would be subject to any reprisals from state 
authorities (2007-July 2014) [DZA104922.E], 11 August 2014, (http://www.irb-
cisr.gc.ca/Eng/ResRec/RirRdi/Pages/index.aspx?doc=455454&pls=1), accessed 16 August 2017. 
4 US Department of State, Country Report on Human Rights Practice for 2016 – Algeria, (3 March 2017. 

http://www.irb-cisr.gc.ca/Eng/ResRec/RirRdi/Pages/index.aspx?doc=455454&pls=1
http://www.irb-cisr.gc.ca/Eng/ResRec/RirRdi/Pages/index.aspx?doc=455454&pls=1
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127. Similarly, in H.R. v. France (no. 64780/09, §§ 49-65, 22 September 2011) the Court 
concluded that there was a serious risk of the applicant being subjected to treatment 
contrary to Article 3 of the Convention in the event of his removal to Algeria. In that case the 
Algerian authorities had convicted the applicant in absentia of having founded a terrorist 
group and had imposed a life sentence on him. The risk of treatment contrary to Article 3 
resulted, in particular, from the continued practice of the DRS of gathering information from 
people suspected or convicted of terrorist activities using methods which had been 
denounced by a number of international reports. The Court further noted that there had 
been no significant developments as regards the situation in Algeria between the delivery of 
the Daoudi judgment on 3 December 2009 and February 2011’5. 

On 18 April 2016, the UK government was barred to deport six Algerian nationals who are accused of 
having links to Al Qaeda ‘because there is a “real risk” they could be tortured there’, according to the 
judges6. All six individuals had been found by the courts to be a threat to the UK’s national security, 
although as of January 2013 none were known to have done anything thought harmful to the 
security of Algeria for at least 9 years7. The court considered whether the individuals if returned to 
Algeria with assurances from the Algerian government would face ill-treatment on return. It 
concluded, having considered a range of open and closed evidence, in paragraph 116 that: 

‘Our conclusions can be simply stated. Viewing the evidence as a whole we are not 
convinced that the improvements in conditions in Algeria are so marked or so entrenched as 
to obviate the need for effective verification that the authorities will adhere to the 
assurances given. It is not inconceivable that these Appellants, if returned to Algeria, would 
be subjected to ill-treatment infringing Article 3. There is a real risk of such a breach. The 
different means of verification of adherence advanced by the Respondent do not, taken 
together, amount to a robust system of verification.’8 

In a letter dated 5 May 2017, the UK Foreign Office observed in regard to the circumstances of an 
individual case that: 

‘(…) we understand that Algeria’s main areas of concern for terrorist returnees are Libya, 
Mali and the wider Sahel. We consider there to be no specific reason why the Algerian 
authorities would be overly suspicious of an Algerian national simply because they were 
returning from the UK. (…) 

As to the risk of mistreatment, we cannot speculate [… if the person is detained for 
questioning… ] but would note that in 2016 Algeria formed a National Council of Human 
Rights to, among other things, find, and investigate human rights violations. They 
commission research, can make recommendations and visit detention centres. Their 
conclusions are advisory, but the Council demonstrates an administration willing to include 
civil society in the inspection of places of detention and open to recommendations to 
improve human rights in practice. 

                                                           

5 European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR), Case of LABSI v. Slovakia (application No. 33809/08, judgment 15 May 2012 
(Third Section), Final 24 September 2012. 
6 Independent (The) [UK], Theresa May barred from deporting six men to Algeria over torture concerns, 18 April 2016. 
7 UK Special Immigration Appeals Commission, Case of U, G, Y, W, Z, BB, and PP, heard 11-18 December 2012, judgement 
25 January 2013. 
8 UK Special Immigration Appeals Commission, Case of BB, PP, W, U, Y AND Z, heard 5-13 November 2015, judgment 18 
April 2016. 
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In recent meetings human rights organisations have told our embassy in Algiers they have no 
evidence of treatment that breaches Article 3. The International Committee of the Red Cross 
(ICRC) is used by the Algerians to provide independent, confidential reports on places of 
detention and operating regimes within them.[…] Under Article 36 of the Algerian Penal 
Code (as revised) a Procurator must visit places of garde à vue in his jurisdiction at least once 
every three months.’ 9 

In March 2017, a Germany-born Algerian man was to be deported to Algeria on accusation of 
involvement of terrorist plans. His actual deportation depends on the guarantees by the Algerian 
government: 

‘Two men who police believe planned an attack in the city of Göttingen have failed in their 
bid to avoid deportation. The Algerian and Nigerian will be repatriated to Africa despite both 
being born in Germany. (…) In the case of the Algerian, the court made his deportation 
conditional on assurances from the Algerian government that he would not be tortured or 
subjected to any inhuman treatment’10. 

In June 2017, an Irish court ruled: 

‘An Algerian man who was recently arrested by gardaí on suspicion of being involved in 
terrorism has secured a temporary High Court order preventing his deportation from the 
State [of Ireland]. The man, who has been living in Ireland since 2012, has challenged the 
deportation made against him over fears he may be tortured and subjected to inhuman and 
degrading treatment in Algeria, due to his "imputed political opinion". This would be 
contrary to Article 3 of the European Convention of Human Rights, it is claimed. (…) It was 
also argued that the minister did not properly examine the risks that might be faced by the 
man upon his return to Algeria. He also sought an injunction preventing his deportation on 
the basis he fears he will be tortured if returned to Algeria. His action is against the minister 
and the State. Mr Justice Tony O'Connor in his ruling dismissed the application to challenge 
the minister's decision. (…) The judge granted the man a temporary injunction preventing 
the State from deporting him11.  

The accused’s appeal was later that month dismissed and he was deported to Algeria 12. 

On the other hand, in another case of an Algerian man with alleged links to Islamic terrorism, 
Ireland’s Supreme Court ruled in July 2017 that  

‘there was “no reasonable basis” upon which any Minister could conclude there was no real 
risk of a breach of Article 3 of the European Convention on Human Rights’ . (…)The judge 
said it was not sufficiently clear why the Minister came to the conclusion that the man could 
be deported to Algeria without a real risk of torture, or inhuman or degrading treatment and 
why the Minister considered such a decision ought not to be revoked’13.  

 

                                                           

9 UK Foreign and Commonwealth Office, Official correspondence with UK Home Office, 5 May 2017, copy on request. 
10 Deutsche Welle, Two German-born terror suspects to be deported from country, 22 March 2017. 
11 Independent (The) [Ireland], Injunction halts deportation of Algerian terrorism suspect, 10 June 2017. 
12 The Irish Sun, ISIS terror suspect roaring ‘I can’t go back’ terrifies Aer Lingus passengers on packed flight as he’s deported 
from Ireland, 21 June 2017. 
13 The Journal.ie, Supreme Court blocks State from deporting Algerian man linked to terrorism, 27 July 2017.  



 
 

6 

2. Is there information on the practices by the Algerian authorities regarding surveillance, 
risk of arrest, risk of detention and possible treatment of these persons? 

The US DoS Country report 2016 says the following about surveillance, in particular of suspected 
terrorists: ‘According to human rights activists, citizens widely believed the government conducted 
frequent electronic surveillance of a range of citizens, including (…) suspected terrorists. Security 
officials reportedly searched homes without a warrant. Security forces conducted unannounced 
home visits’. 

We are not aware of specific information in regard to persons with a terrorist profile. 

 

3. Is there information in regards to the availability / possibility of fair trial to such 
individuals? 

We are not aware of information about fair trial specifically in regard to persons with a terrorist 
profile. 
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