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DECISION: The Tribunal remits the matter for reconsideration

with the direction that the applicant satisfies
s.36(2)(a) of the Migration Act, being a person to
whom Australia has protection obligations under
the Refugees Convention.



STATEMENT OF DECISION AND REASONS
APPLICATION FOR REVIEW

This is an application for review of a decision m&y a delegate of the Minister for
Immigration and Citizenship to refuse to grantdipglicant a Protection (Class XA) visa
under s.65 of th#ligration Act 1958the Act).

The applicant, who claims to be a citizen of Eggptived in Australia [date deleted under
s.431(2) of theMigration Act 1958as this information may identify the applicant]][R005
and applied to the Department of Immigration antiz€nship for a Protection (Class XA)
visa [in] October 2009. The delegate decided toseto grant the visa [in] April 2010 and
notified the applicant of the decision and his egwrights by letter dated [the same day].

The delegate refused the visa application on teeslhat the applicant is not a person to
whom Australia has protection obligations underRedugees Convention.

The applicant applied to the Tribunal [in] May 200 review of the delegate’s decision.

The Tribunal finds that the delegate’s decisioansRRT-reviewable decision under
s.411(1)(c) of the Act. The Tribunal finds that tq@plicant has made a valid application for
review under s.412 of the Act.

RELEVANT LAW

Under s.65(1) a visa may be granted only if thagsi@e maker is satisfied that the prescribed
criteria for the visa have been satisfied. In gahéhe relevant criteria for the grant of a
protection visa are those in force when the vigdieqtion was lodged although some
statutory qualifications enacted since then mag bésrelevant.

Section 36(2)(a) of the Act provides that a crdarfor a protection visa is that the applicant
for the visa is a non-citizen in Australia to whame Minister is satisfied Australia has
protection obligations under the 1951 ConventiofafRg to the Status of Refugees as
amended by the 1967 Protocol Relating to the StaEt&efugees (together, the Refugees
Convention, or the Convention).

Further criteria for the grant of a Protection @laA) visa are set out in Part 866 of
Schedule 2 to the Migration Regulations 1994.

Definition of ‘refugee’

Australia is a party to the Refugees Conventiongerterally speaking, has protection
obligations to people who are refugees as defingktticle 1 of the Convention. Article
1A(2) relevantly defines a refugee as any persoo: wh

owing to well-founded fear of being persecutedré@sons of race, religion,
nationality, membership of a particular social grau political opinion, is outside the
country of his nationality and is unable or, owtngsuch fear, is unwilling to avalil
himself of the protection of that country; or wimot having a nationality and being
outside the country of his former habitual residggng unable or, owing to such fear,
is unwilling to return to it.
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The High Court has considered this definition muanber of cases, notabBhan Yee Kin v
MIEA (1989) 169 CLR 37%pplicant A v MIEA1997) 190 CLR 225JIIEA v Guo(1997)
191 CLR 559Chen Shi Hai v MIMA2000) 201 CLR 293VIIMA v Haji Ibrahim (2000) 204
CLR 1,MIMA v Khawar(2002) 210 CLR IMIMA v Respondents S152/20@804) 222
CLR 1 andApplicant S v MIMA2004) 217 CLR 387.

Sections 91R and 91S of the Act qualify some aspacArticle 1A(2) for the purposes of
the application of the Act and the regulations fmdicular person.

There are four key elements to the Convention d&fim First, an applicant must be outside
his or her country.

Second, an applicant must fear persecution. Un8&Rg1) of the Act persecution must
involve “serious harm” to the applicant (s.91R(})(land systematic and discriminatory
conduct (s.91R(1)(c)). The expression “serious Aamsludes, for example, a threat to life or
liberty, significant physical harassment or illdéteent, or significant economic hardship or
denial of access to basic services or denial chafpto earn a livelihood, where such
hardship or denial threatens the applicant’s cayp&uisubsist: s.91R(2) of the Act. The High
Court has explained that persecution may be diemfiainst a person as an individual or as a
member of a group. The persecution must have ariabffuality, in the sense that it is
official, or officially tolerated or uncontrollabley the authorities of the country of
nationality. However, the threat of harm need reothe product of government policy; it
may be enough that the government has failed umakle to protect the applicant from
persecution.

Further, persecution implies an element of motoratn the part of those who persecute for
the infliction of harm. People are persecuted tonsthing perceived about them or attributed
to them by their persecutors. However the motivatieed not be one of enmity, malignity or
other antipathy towards the victim on the parthef persecutor.

Third, the persecution which the applicant fearsinte for one or more of the reasons
enumerated in the Convention definition - racagreh, nationality, membership of a
particular social group or political opinion. Thierpse “for reasons of” serves to identify the
motivation for the infliction of the persecutionhd@ persecution feared need nosbtely
attributable to a Convention reason. However, mertsen for multiple motivations will not
satisfy the relevant test unless a Convention reasoeasons constitute at least the essential
and significant motivation for the persecution &shrs.91R(1)(a) of the Act.

Fourth, an applicant’s fear of persecution for aagmtion reason must be a “well-founded”
fear. This adds an objective requirement to theirequent that an applicant must in fact hold
such a fear. A person has a “well-founded feap@fsecution under the Convention if they
have genuine fear founded upon a “real chance&odgrution for a Convention stipulated
reason. A fear is well-founded where there is &sebstantial basis for it but not if it is
merely assumed or based on mere speculation. Acin@ace” is one that is not remote or
insubstantial or a far-fetched possibility. A pers@an have a well-founded fear of
persecution even though the possibility of the @arion occurring is well below 50 per
cent.

In addition, an applicant must be unable, or unmglbecause of his or her fear, to avalil
himself or herself of the protection of his or lkeeuntry or countries of nationality or, if
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stateless, unable, or unwilling because of hiseorféar, to return to his or her country of
former habitual residence.

Whether an applicant is a person to whom Austfas protection obligations is to be
assessed upon the facts as they exist when th&ales made and requires a consideration
of the matter in relation to the reasonably forabéefuture.

CLAIMS AND EVIDENCE

The Tribunal has before it the Department’s filatiag to the applicant. The Tribunal also
has had regard to the material referred to in tlegéhte's decision, and other material
available to it from a range of sources.

Theapplicant appeared before the Tribunal on [twoslateJuly 2010 to give evidence and
present arguments. The applicant was representethation to the review by his registered
migration agent.

Department file CLF2009/140334

According to his Protection Visa application, thmpkcant is a man who was born in [Town
A], Egypt, on [date deleted: s.431(2)]. He is Mishnd unmarried. His father is deceased.
His mother, a brother and sister are currentlydesdiin Egypt, he has two brothers who are
resident in the USA, and one brother resident ilddd. The applicant says that he lived
from October 1999 to July 2002 [in] Cairo, and frdoly 2002 until he left for Australia in
September 2005 he lived in [Town A]. He says tieattended [Town A] High School from
1983 to 1986 and then from 1986 to 1988 he attetitefeducation provider deleted:
S.431(2)] in Alexandria. He says that from 1992®05 he was a Travel Agency manager
and was self-employed. The applicant says théfh&gypt legally on a Student Visa and
that he had difficulties in obtaining a travel downt. He gives no details of any difficulties.
The applicant attached a copy of his passportd@pplication.

The applicant submitted a statement of claims WwishProtection Visa application. The
claims are summarised below:

* The applicant suffered great hardship dealing #ighinternal security force in
Egypt;

* He was first arrested when he was working as adiaxer in [Town A] in 1995-
99; at that time taxi drivers were expected to mevransport to police who
raided people’s houses to make arrests; the sh#tfrom 10 pm to 4 am and the
drivers did not receive any pay or compensatioremtie applicant raised his
concerns he was arrested and beaten before heelgased;

* The applicant has been the target of constant p&isa since his first arrest;
* While the applicant was not a member of the Mu®imtherhood, he associated
with some of its members, and therefore automdyit@came a danger to the

state;

* The internal forces do not like the applicant'®li&l and open-minded views,
which has led to his being beaten countless times;



» The political situation in Egypt is very strict atite applicant is always being
investigated with no prior notice or reason; ththatities barge into his home and
search his belongings; they pretended to be clmmtsis bus in order to
investigate him; he felt his privacy was constab#yng invaded,;

* The applicant has been arrested more than 5 tiomest least two occasions the
applicant was detained in the Internal Securitytreewith no explanation and
without any court hearing; on two occasions thdiagpt spent more than 5
months in detention, and the second time he wasdstl sure | was dead”; it
seemed he was in detention because of who he ¥ees than because of what he
had done;

» The applicant became sick of the constant strugglead a normal life; he met a
friend who wanted to flee the country and he aplice a student visa;

* The applicant took so long to apply for protectimtause he had very little idea
of immigration policy; when he arrived he realighdt the international student
situation was “very tough and demanding”; he ditlkreow that being on a
student visa did not give him permanent resideheayas reluctant to apply for
protection because he was afraid of being refusdd@ced to leave the
sanctuary Australia provided,;

* The applicant says that he cannot stand the thafgjding back to Egypt; he is
sure things will not have changed there and thatriternal Security will continue
to find and watch him; he fears for his life, esplg when he is detained for
months with no one to help him;

* The applicant was held at the airport in Egyptifours before they cleared him to
board the plane to Australia; he is afraid he wawdtlbe able to go out again.

23. Departmental records indicate that the appliceBitiglent Visa was cancelled [in] December
2005, due to his non-attendance at his coursaudf/st A report from the Australian Federal
Police indicated that the applicant committed a benof [offences deleted: s.431(2)] in
Australia.

24. The applicant was interviewed by the DepartmentNiarch 2010. The interview was
conducted in English. His evidence at interviewusimarised below:

* The applicant had no difficulties in leaving Egytitey were glad to get rid of
him;

» It was clarified that the applicant’s full nameass it appears on his passport, rather
than in his Protection Visa application where laisfly name was omitted;

* The applicant has travelled only to Australia oa ¢thirrent passport;

* The applicant found the course he was enrolled iustralia was a waste of
time, in that it would not lead to permanent rese he had worked in Europe
for several years; he chose to leave Egypt toidetfithe authorities’ pursuit of
him;



The applicant had a certificate gained in 1985fBRletails deleted s.431(2)]; he
lived in Europe from 1988 to 1992; he mainly workeddetails deleted];

The applicant was asked about his statement thabke travel agent for a
period; he said he had a minibus in about 1994-8iswallowed him to carry 25-
30 passengers; he had registered as a travel fagené purposes of running the
minibus;

The applicant had no problems getting a passpoduse he had no criminal
offences; his problems were all with Internal Seguwhich is concerned with
political and religious matters;

The applicant did two years of national service;

The applicant was asked how often he was arresigdetained by security
forces; he said that if a young man seems relighauis watched by internal
security, picked up randomly and arrested; he vidsed up many times by
internal security; sometimes he was picked up frmme and sometimes in the
street and questioned,;

The applicant said he was driving in [Town A] arediad a minor accident in

1995 with two internal security officers who wene @ motorcycle; they beat him
on the street and then that night they contactedtbicome to the office for
guestioning; he spent two nights there; this hapgeseveral times because he had
a record with them;

The applicant in 1996 was trying to help with redigs pamphlets young people
who might have lost their way; the authorities kiejpt in detention for two nights
and sent him to court; this was the wrong courtlamevas sent back to detention
and then sent to the appropriate civil court; adt@sychiatric evaluation he was
told by the judge not to do this kind of thing agand released without charge;

The applicant was asked to clarify how often he piaked up in random searches
as distinct from kept in detention for a period;

The applicant said he would often be picked uphyttaffic authority when he
was driving his minibus; they would take his licemegularly to check it and then
usually give it back when he went to the traffific#; they would take most of the
drivers and keep them for a night or two; wheryth&w the applicant was a
religious person they would keep him longer;

The applicant said that he was picked up twiceoatd)

The applicant said that often the police would tdiesr vehicles to use them for
missions to arrest people; they never paid himuging his minibus, which they
did twice a week; he complained about this; it wasto the applicant that this
affected the whole minibus industry, but they &pkquiet about it, the applicant
said that he could not;

The applicant was asked when the longest deteniisn he said it was 2003; he
said that his bus was unique because as a Muslumédtto try to encourage



people in their religion; he had some small religi®ooks for his passengers
which he tied to the windows; he had cassettesiwimgtd recorded prayers; he
had no political materials; his bus was stoppe@sgttimes because he had
loudspeakers which were broadcasting religious nat® his passengers; he felt
he had the right to do this; it was put to the mapit that it appeared that he was
disturbing the peace by making loud noises whichla/dring him to the

attention of the police; he said this was not thsec

The applicant had to report to police in Cairo oacaonth since 1994;

The applicant was asked again about the incidehisadirrest in 2003; he said that
it was after a private detective got into his bnd aaw the religious materials; he
was told he had to report; he was told to bringrtiaerials he had on the bus; he
spent a few hours waiting to be called; he thoutglibuld be a routine matter;
after he made a routine report he was taken awthetmternal security office; he
was blindfolded and was taken downstairs; he spéeiv hours in a room with
20-25 others; they offered them food which the @&pplk rejected;

The applicant was then questioned in a room; heblead picked up randomly in
the street and his questioners did not know hiis;\ilas the first time he was
tortured; he was beaten continuously for three iadnile they were questioning
him; there were two people, one behind him andther asking questions; he
had been through all this before and he thougltbldd put up with it; the
guestioner was very angry with him, that he hadged the food that was offered;
he was beating him very roughly;

The applicant was then taken in a big truck witbthar 6-8 officers to his place
of residence in Cairo; they thought he was assedtiaith others and wanted to
close down all these activities; the applicant wes up and blindfolded; he lived
in share accommodation in Cairo because his mairehwas elsewhere; there
was only one person there who was a student; lead been more, they would
have looked more like Muslim Brothers;

It was put to the applicant that the governmenthiigave been over-zealous in
pursuing suspected terrorists, but it was not ualysu

The applicant said that he was held for 5 monttdebention; he said that after
they had searched the house and found leaflethwigihad copied in the past,
they took him back to the same place, two levetienground; they ignored him
there; he was kept in a room with some 50 peopleas like a transit place,
where people left for elsewhere; most of the peopteere were connected with
religious opposition groups;

The applicant was not questioned during this tithey told him nothing; in the
last month he was transferred back home, and he apeeek in the local office
station, where they knew him; the officer told Hmhad to have someone come
to get him; the applicant said he had no-one tecbhim; he called his mother to
pick him up; he was afraid of what might happehita or his family if anything
happened again;
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* On his release in 2003, he stopped the cassetidsaets in his bus for a while;
he was randomly checked when he was at the awgoting for his brother the
following year;

* The applicant had to report every month; he haaldid for hours for someone to
speak to him for a few minutes;

» The applicant said that it was only in [Town A] thiae police took over his van
for their use; in Cairo they did not take his bius;mainly worked in Cairo in
1999-2005;

» The local police used his bus in [Town A] from 19841997,

» The applicant said that he was worried that ifdtenned to Egypt, he would be
detained by the police again; he had seen peoplahaefinitely in detention
there; he was worried about his family; the faesiinever knew where they were;

* The applicant said his mother told him that it wannection of the family who
was very highly placed who was responsible fordlisase.

Tribunal file 1003337

The applicant submitted no additional informatiothviis application to the Tribunal for
review. He attached a copy of the Delegate’s dmti® his review application.

Hearing [in] July 2010

The applicant and his adviser presented to theumabfor a hearing [in] July 2010. The
applicant brought with him his current passporte Bpplicant’s adviser presented a written
submission to the Tribunal, the text of which appdselow:

My aim in writing is to clarify for the member inynprofessional capacity the
horrendous circumstances of this applicant whiachrohbed him of the ability to live
a dignified and peaceful life, free from persecutamd constant harassment. What
my client faces can clearly be classified as a-feeinded fear' of being persecuted
for the sole reason of his religious convictions.

As submitted previously to the department, my ¢leas lived and worked in various
European countries for around five years. Theraydeliving under the security,
protection and freedom from harassment and goverhimeervention in his life.

Upon returning to Egypt, the applicant sought emplent in various institutions and
various professions. However, due to the strikirggh unemployment rate of Egypt,
he found it rather troublesome to find a job. Heswaus self-employed, driving
passengers around in [Town A] and thereafter imaGahere he obtained a minivan
for the same purpose.

At this time, my client had various personal expecies which led him to become
more religiously devout and observant. He found thther increasingly he was
finding solace and security in the Islamic religgggachings and had thus become
more devoted. This trend was observed by thosendrbim and it seemed to give
him a positive drive force and meaning to his life.



It must be noted that due to the post-colonial reatdl Egyptian society, religion has
come to assume a rather awkward situation in soci¢tere are the majority who
retain religion in the personal and individualistfgheres of their private life and
continue in their day to day activities in a rateecular way. Religious observance
for them assumes the form of social festivities aochsions.

Then there are others, who have chosen to adaogibied adherence as political and
social tools for change. This group is vocally pposition to the government and its
varying policies. They usually fit under the MuslBrnotherhood banner and its
varying charitable, social and welfare branches.

My client however, was in a rather unique situaidrereby he did not fit into either
category. He was never officially a member of tletBerhood nor did he participate
in their activities. However he was not religioustymplacent either. It can be said
that his religious fervency lead him to form hisrolranch of activism in which he
saw it as a personal obligation to propagate Hisfeewithout fitting under any
established category.

Thus, [the applicant] used his van as the vehmldnis propagation efforts. During

his daily transport rounds, he would distributégieus books and pamphlets to those
who boarded, and he would also play various aualésettes on the sound system.
These constituted various religious admonitions@alied upon people to become
more religious and adopt Islam as a way of lifewery matter they faced. Such
admonitions were made on a theological basis atidna religious discourse. Many
people heeded his advice and their lives were cuesdly altered.

Accordingly, such actions lead to friction with thethorities who are well known to
look upon such activities with disdain and disapptoThey saw him as an
intermediary and an indirect agent in the procesgifassroots change and activism
which they clearly loathe. It was seen that oneectimmunity was made more aware
and religious, then they would look down upon tieadorial and corrupt institutions
in place and fight for change. This has been #madtwith the Muslim Brotherhood
who has proliferated at an exponential rate onsgoass levels.

As a result, in the eyes of the authority, [thel@apt], although a lone trooper, was a
piece in the wider trend of opposition and growieligiosity, which must be
repressed and stopped. As stated, the Intellig8apdces (hence after IS), would
frequently send undercover agents into the vandwoitor and repress his religious
activities. They would rummage through the matdr@propagated and although
there were no direct political association fourid,rbligious fervency and zeal to
help others become more religious, was a directraia them. It is widely accepted,
that in most of the Middle Eastern countries -eggcEgypt - the government
frowns upon religious adherence and persecutes thihem it sees as agents for its
proliferation. This has been documented by the Hdiman Rights Watch and
Amnesty International in various reports.

Moreover, as my client expressed previously andtmor that aggravated this
friction, was the issue with the use of the varthmyofficers in awkward hours
without any pay. This, although seemingly periphavas also a major point in this
case. The use and misuse of the van cannot berssefation as facilitating the
performance of basic civil duties by an under fuhdgstem, but rather an
aggravating factor in the uneasy relationship wialtbady existed between [the
applicant] and the authorities. As stated, his vooeplaints about the practice,
while others refrained from comment, caused a hetatpact in the industry.



Thus, when [the applicant] was consequently ardesiteed and released various
times, these were direct messages sent to hirasedas religious activities, under
the guise of the usual administrative procedurestwe sector he was working in
apparently had to face.

The utter idiocy and arbitrary nature IS's dealiwgs revealed in 1996. Here, [the
applicant] was arrested for distributing thesegrelis flyers and was asked to attend
the office to report. The civil judge sent him tdactor for psychiatric evaluation.
This seems to be a rather foolish thing to do,jttgbes to show the extent to which
the authorities were willing to go through to hdthe applicant] charged with
anything, to arrest and incarcerate him, in amgitgo extinguish his religious
activities. It was revealed later that [the appiitavas of a sound mind and he was
released.

Again, it seems that the judge was bewildered &isg¢ainique role that [the
applicant] came to assume. He neither did fit theocomplacent nor the politically
aligned categories, but seemed to wage a religiefosmation on his own. Such
activity where a person bears on their shouldeesptrden of religious change, was
previously unfounded.

The events reached to their tempestuous climag®d3 2vhen [the applicant] was
arrested, interrogated, tortured and held withoubféicial charge for almost five
months. He was informed that this was due to thgioes sermons he played in his
van and the religious material he distributed. Hes \wuestioned for more than three
hours, beaten and just left for the remaining arhofitime without further actions.
This time was rather horrendous for him as it reagé&he discriminatory and barbaric
power of the authorities. They put his life on helderally- without a legal charge
and did no pursue the legal avenue of the courts.

To humiliate him further, although over [age], upefease, they asked his mother to
pick him up from custody, and taking into accoum& social and cultural norms of a
patriarchal society such a Egypt, this was a siapeé face of his dignity and
independence.

At this point, [the applicant] truly feared for Hife. He could not follow his religious
observance and voice his concerns as any digrifiathn being has the right to.
[The applicant] was only conveying, in a private greaceful matter, his convictions
to others, and did no participate in any act ofvaggovernmental opposition nor
encouraged anarchy or chaos, to require such b pargshment.

[The applicant] felt his life constrained and hkt father suffocated in his own
country. His movement and actions were monitoretlr@nwas not given any respite
or a moment's privacy. He was humiliated and tasitly and self worth crushed.
Most of all, he was denied the basic right to eiserbis religious convictions as any
human is entitled to, but rather victimized andspeuted for holding them.

[The applicant’s] only escape at that time wadde in any way he could, out of the
tyrannical and oppressive country. Surely, sucltiirial government such as
Egypt does not allow information about refugee langhanitarian options to be easily
obtainable by its citizens. Thus, [the applicawi)ldn't risk jeopardizing his only
hope of leaving, by applying onshore, risk rejattiand the persecution if the
authorities ever found out he was attempting tedea

Thus, [the applicant’s] only option to flee the geution was to come on a student
visa to Australia and seek refuge within its sé&ferss. As stated, [the applicant]
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thought that this visa will allow him to flee pernently and that he would finally be
free from discriminatory harassment and arbitragspcution due to his religious
beliefs.

[The applicant] has settled in this country, ang haen a hardworking and
committed member of his community. Every waking daycounts his blessings for
having the privilege to live in such a harmonioosmry, free from religious
harassment and persecution.

The situation in Egypt has exponentially grown veossice [the applicant] left, and
he truly fears that the situation he will havedod upon return will be more
horrendous than what it was when he left. Theafdbe opposition in Egypt has
meant an iron fist crackdown on anyone who espoaisgseligious convictions that
differ from that of the secular-leaning authorities

Moreover, [the applicant] has previous first hargezience and was previously
persecuted at the hands of authorities, so a tfaehim is live and immanent and
not mere speculation.

| thus humbly ask you to consider my client in sadight and appreciate the great
fear and anxiety he harbors at the moment. [Thécgmb] was only beginning to
forget the pain and suffering he faced in Egyptl @ire rejection of his visa have
resurrected genuine concerns and fear in him. H¢ @2en lead a normal life at the
moment as he is constantly worried about going batke suffocating conditions of

Egypt.

The text of the submission has been quoted irbfethuse the very discursive nature of the
applicant’s oral evidence has, in the Tribunalew;j disadvantaged him, and his adviser’s
more succinct presentation is useful.

Although the applicant had indicated on his revagplication form to the Tribunal that he
did not wish to have the services of an interprétertold the Tribunal that he would prefer to
proceed with an interpreter in case he had diffycul understanding and being understood.
The hearing was therefore adjourned until [a ld&ge in] July 2010.

Hearing [later in] July 2010

The applicant and his adviser attended the Tribheafing. At the hearing the applicant said
that he had had another passport prior to his cuo®e. He said that he had travelled out of
Egypt on that passport. In 1989 he hade gone gm¥lavia, but was forced to return to
Egypt He did not know why this was the case. He tlhen gone to Austria where he stayed
for [period deleted: s.431(2)], then to Holland wehbe had stayed for about [period deleted],
and then he lived in Italy for about [period detgte

The applicant said that his sister, brother ancherotvere living in Egypt, and that he had
two brothers who were resident in America. They gane there in 1996 and 1989 seeking
better economic circumstances. He has one brotl¢olland. He speaks to his family in
Egypt about once a month. They have not said arytb him which he considers relevant
to his Protection Visa application.

The applicant said that he lived from 1992 on btsnn to Egypt until 1998 in the town of
[Town A]. Initially he lived in his mother’s housbut after three years he lived by himself.
He drove a minivan in [Town A]. At least twice pa picked him up randomly on the street
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to ask questions and check his licence. In 199dwedriving his van and two plain clothes
security officers on a motorbike attempted to calezthim. He hit the bike by accident and
the security officers stopped his van and beatfbmabout 15 minutes. They told him to
come to the internal security office and he weetélthe following day and was kept there
for two hours being asked questions.

The applicant was asked whether he had had any ptblelems. He said that after 1995,
every day there would be an office on the strel¢ciing the licences of drivers of minivans.
They were asked to come to the security office @inQafter their shift finished. Two or three
times a week in the period from 1995 to 1998, thaieant would be sent with security
officers to local villages and forced to wait whilee officers performed arrests and the like.
The applicant complained about the loss of timethedoss of income, because the drivers
were not paid. He was kept in the security forodfce on about 10 occasions. On those
occasions he was blindfolded, insulted and keptrogbt in the office, handcuffed to bars.

The applicant said that he got a bigger van, adng,moved to Cairo in 1998. He also
wanted to avoid the harassment in [Town A] by mgwim a bigger place. There were
members of his family who lived in Cairo, but he diot live with them. He shared
accommodation with students. The applicant sathis bus was used for local transport.
He did not work for a company. He said that he toagport to the security office in Cairo
once a month, because he had been required td refpdown A]. The security office in
[Town A] required him to do this. The applicanidstnat [Town A] is about [distance
deleted: s.431(2)] from Cairo, and he used to gk laad forth to visit his family from time
to time. When asked what happened when he reptartgeturity, he said that they would
just ask him questions for 5 minutes, but he hadaib 2-3 hours each time. Apart from
having to report he had no problems at this time.

The applicant said that he wished to explain somgthThe message of Islam requires him
to preach Islam to others. The applicant saidhlikawas not a religious person at first when
he was living overseas. It was when he was iy ttat he met some young Muslim men
who told him he should stop leading a sinful lifelgoray with them. Since then he became
gradually more committed to his religion by prayary reading the Koran. He used to
attend lectures by imams in mosques in [Town A] @ado. He didn’t go to hear particular
people, but attended to those who seemed to begsageful things.

The applicant said that he was financially secar€airo. The encounters with security did
not have an adverse effect on his income. Heestaninking about doing something to help
others, particularly youth who seemed to have aflproblems. He thought that they could
be helped by prayer and practising their religibte got leaflets printed which contained
religious information, such as verses from the Korble indicated at the hearing what the
leaflets looked like, having an Islamic calendamooe side, and religious messages on the
other. He distributed these pamphlets to mosdugdater had something different on his
bus for people. The pamphlets did not have théag’'s name or phone number on them.
There was nothing political in them. The applicsaitd that one time the Sheriff in [Town A]
told him that it was not a good idea to be distiioy leaflets. He was asked by the Tribunal
whether he paid any attention to what he said saie that he did not, because he did not
care. He had an obligation to his religion. Isvpat to him that in many countries the
authorities do not like individuals preaching abthgir religious or political views to other
people, and often stop them from doing so. He seatthis might be all right for politics,
but that there should be no restriction on religida said that he had a library on his bus. He
was asked when he started this.
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The applicant said that when he was in [Town Ajneelld be sent to the Internal Security
building several times because he distributed pdetgphThey would send him on to the
police station when they found that the pamphlet$ tothing to do with politics, and they
sent him to see the doctor. He was asked abowighs to the doctor. He said that they sent
him to the doctor because he was doing these uhilsngs like distributing religious
pamphlets, so they sent him to the doctor in caseds crazy, but the doctor said that he was
normal and sent him back. The applicant saidvlinen he was picked up for distributing
pamphlets he was sometimes kept for 2 to 3 dayswas asked whether the security asked
him whether he belonged to any group or organisatide said that they did not do this until
later. He was not accused of belonging to a grbupthey did not like him distributing
religious material. He said that he later met sameevho was detained for a month for no
other reason than having an Islamic library.

The applicant was asked to describe the religioatenal he had had on his bus for people in
Cairo. He said that he had a smaller bus then thomdo a bigger bus. He got the bigger
bus about 2001-2. He decided that instead of gaimpgople, he would get them to come to
him. He would buy booklets from Islamic bookshagsch contained religious information.
The applicant did not compile them, he bought théte.described how he would put these
booklets in small boxes between the seats, of witiere were more than 30. The applicant
said that he would buy booklets for distributioegito people. At the time he was making
1000 Egyptian pounds a week at a period when argment employee was making 300 a
month. The booklets costs him very little in redatto what he was earning. The booklets
were not exclusively about religion, some were alzooking, some about fruit, some about
Ramadan, about the prophets.

When asked whether he had any other religious rmahter the bus, he said that there were
things to discourage people from smoking, and e laad a cassette which he would play on
the bus. He used only one cassette and it wassatta of Sheikh Mohamed Hussein
explaining the importance of prayer. This Sheikasy important and well-respected and has
good relations with the government. The applicaid that he did not play the cassette
loudly, but everyone on the bus could hear it. sHiel that on one occasion an undercover
internal security officer got on the bus, and tioilch to hand over the cassette and his driver’s
licence. This was in about 2003. It was lateight) and the applicant was told to come into
the office in the city centre the next day becews&vas spreading Islam against their wishes.
He went to the office and was kept there nearlgayl and asked questions about himself.
He was then taken blindfolded to an undergroundiraad kept there for 2-3 hours. They
did not tell him why they were doing this. He wiaen taken to another room for
guestioning. He was held from behind and someof®nt of him asked questions. He was
beaten and kicked for more than two hours. Hethas taken from the city centre to the
outskirts of the city near the airport where hediwith students of the local university. No-
one was there apart from one student. The applchouse and carport were searched and
Islamic literature was taken away. They wantedhieck where he lived and who he
associated with. He was taken in a big truck &edet was also a small van. The main
guestion asked was who he was associated with.

The applicant was asked what he knew about theiM®&lotherhood. According to the
country information available to the Tribunal, stats were drawn to the Brotherhood. The
information also indicated that at this time in Bgthe Muslim Brotherhood was increasing
its influence, and in the 2005 elections gainedmlver of seats. The government was
extremely concerned about the Brotherhood andigparters. The applicant said that he did
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know about the Muslim Brotherhood and he now sugggbeir views strongly. He believed
that they spoke their truth. However at that titheugh he knew that the Brotherhood
existed, he did not seek to find out more aboutthéie did not care about politics, and he
felt that the Muslim Brotherhood mixed religion vpolitics. He carried out his own
activities to promote Islam. The applicant was dskbether he knew anyone associated with
the Brotherhood, or whether he himself associati#ul twe Brotherhood. He said that he did
not know anyone from the Brotherhood. He was askexdit the students he lived with and
he said that they were not interested in politi€eey were moderates who attended the
Islamic university. It was put to the applicarattit was difficult to understand why he was
detained for 5 months when he had no involvemetit politics. He said that he had his own
religious library on his bus, he was doing thingsie own free will and they did not like this
because in future he might act against the govemhnighe point was to scare him off before
he did this.

The applicant was asked whether he was questioresg day while he was in detention. He
said that he was questioned from time to time ahmuaffiliations with groups, and about his
views on the government. He said that there weoerdboms in which about 50-70 people
were held in transit to other places. Everyonectheas held because of political reasons, and
people came and went. He talked with the detaioeesthe period, but the effect was not to
make him more political but to make him more cdrdfacause he saw how people were
kept for long periods for doing very little. Thpmicant said that from time to time he was
kicked and hit casually by the guards. He saitlaftar 4 months he was called, and he was
transferred to [Town A] in an Internal Securitydku He spent a few days in the building in
[Town A], then transferred to the local police &iatfor 48 hours. It was only when he was
sent to the police station that he was aware thatds going to be released. The staff at
[Town A] knew the applicant. The sheriff thereddlim that someone had to pick him up.
He could not find anyone to collect him and findigd to get his mother to come for him.

He was released to [Town A] in about July or Augefs2003.

After a short adjournment, the applicant was askeether he had been questioned about the
Muslim Brotherhood directly. He said that he had lmeen, though they had asked whether
he was connected with any groups. They would at&dchim frequently about why he went

to Europe and what he was doing in Europe. Hetkaithe realised when they asked these
guestions that if he had been connected with aniengould be in gaol for the rest of his

life.

The applicant said that after his release he wack ko Cairo and continued to drive his bus
for a year. He took everything related to religionaterial out of the bus. At that time he did
not have it in mind to leave Egypt. Up to 6 morttke$ore he left Egypt, he was intending to
get married, buy a flat and settle in Cairo. Hogrewe was still having problems with the
internal security. On one occasion, his brothene#o visit from the US. The applicant
went to meet him at the airport and he was kephioffice there for 2-3 hours and
guestioned. His brother had already gone homédyime he got out. He was insulted by a
boy whose father was a policeman when he was dyivite had to keep reporting to Internal
Security in Cairo. When he moved between Cairo[&od/n A] he would be harassed
because he has a beard like the Muslim Brotherhoadbers.

The applicant said he started to think about leatgypt to avoid harassment. He met a
student who had residence in Germany, and then teesge a friend who knew how to get
residence in Germany. He was told that he hae t@Wery good German speaker in order to
do this. The applicant is not very fluent in Germade began to worry what might happen
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to his family if he continued in Egypt. It was g@gted to the applicant by a contact that
because he knew English well he might go to AustraHe therefore got a visa for Australia.

The applicant said that when he came to Austraithbught that the student visa would give
him residence. He was told he had to do a diplanget a skill which was in demand, but he
did not have the money to do that, to get the reguiiploma. It was put to the applicant at
the hearing that he did not apply for protectionrfearly five years after he arrived. He said
he did not at first know about protection visag, teeithen thought that if he applied and
failed he would be sent back to Egypt and he wasdabf it. He said that if he had had
$20,000 he would have done the required diplomatshé did not have the money. The
applicant said that it was not until he met higent adviser that he thought he could
successfully apply for protection.

The applicant was asked whether he attended aplartimosque in Sydney. He said that he
prayed everywhere five times a day and went toouarmosques in Sydney. He was asked
whether anyone could support his claim to be a citt@dhMuslim. He said that there were a
number of people who could do that.

When asked what he feared if he returned to Eglgptapplicant said that he would be
guestioned at the airport. They might let him god while, but then the same thing would
start again, of being harassed and questionedegudar basis.

The applicant was asked whether he needed metkeatent after his detention because of
any injuries or mistreatment he had received. &ié that he was physically tough The
applicant was asked whether he experienced anyhpwgical problems as a result of
detention. He said that he was very concerned laiffeexperiences in detention and talking
to people there because he realised that if hahadonnection with a group he would be in
great trouble. He was asked how he thought hetrhigée changed because of detention.
He said that he was greatly changed because heematearful. He was asked whether his
family were concerned about him. He said his fatiibught he was a trouble-maker. The
applicant said that he was not really close toairyis family. He was asked whether there
was anyone in Egypt who could write something albigiexperiences there. It was put to
him that because he has given different detailsiahis experiences over time it would be
helpful to have some supporting evidence for hasnts.

The applicant was asked to provide a Statutory &atibn from a person from the Muslim
community in Australia attesting to his commitmaata Muslim, and a statement from a

member of his family or a friend in Egypt about dxperiences there. It was agreed that
statements would be submitted within 2 weeks.

The applicant’s adviser said that he himself haohgbe applicant many times praying at the
[suburb deleted] mosque before the applicant becaatient.

It was put to the applicant that the major diffiguhat the Tribunal had with his claims was
that there appeared to be no obvious reason wihtad have been harassed and detained
for 5 months. He was asked why he thought theoaitits harassed him. He said that there
were many divisions in Egypt. There was envy betwéch and poor. Once an officer in
[Town A] expressed surprise at how much he wasiegrand he had a similar experience in
Cairo. He thought the main thing was that he lodkes a Muslim Brotherhood member.

The applicant said that his mother asked him a fadhtimes to shave his beard. He said that



51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

he refused to bend to their opinions. He had lae@ifferent person who was irreligious, but
then he became committed to his religion and haeép to his opinions.

[In] August 2010, the Tribunal received from thebgant’'s adviser a Statutory Declaration
from [Mr A], a prominent religious cleric in the monunity in Sydney, and a letter from the
applicant’s sister, [Mrs B] in Arabic. Mail receégpfor this letter have also been attached.
The adviser states that the letter from the sistbeing translated, but gives a summary of its
content.

The Statutory Declaration from [Mr A] was signed][August 2010 at [suburb deleted] and
states that [Mr A] has known the applicant for fgaars, during which time he has witnessed
the applicant’s “unparalleled passion and zeahfsreligion and personal beliefs”. [Mr A]
states that the applicant is a “strict adherenhefislamic faith” and a spiritual person. He
goes on to state that the applicant is a frequéendee at all the religious services and
activities which take place in the local Muslim aoomity. He says he has not known the
applicant to “miss one important prayer servicallrthis time.” He then states:

More strikingly, [the applicant] is rather diffetteinom other regular adherents due to
his passion and desire to inform and educate o#i®st the treasures and benefits
he perceives he has received from leading a sgitife. [The applicant] constantly
calls and propagates to others to reap the beméfitseligious centred life.

[Mr A] says that the applicant is not associatethvainy sect or political group overseas or in
Australia and says that he “will face threats, peusion, unnecessary disturbance and
possible incarceration if he were ever to retureggpt for the sole reason of his religious
convictions and activities”.

In his summary of the content of the letter frora #pplicant’s sister, the adviser states that
the sister “briefly outlines the family situatioftbe [applicant’s family] and the predicament
[the applicant] finds himself in due to his religgfervency. She outlines that during the
time he spent in Egypt, [the applicant] was subjedonstant harassment and persecution
due to his religious appearance, beliefs and lipggation efforts. She strongly believes that
[the applicant] should be given protection as themo way for him to go back and live
overseas.”

Country Information

The US State Department’s Country Report for 20€i@¢ased 11 March 2010, states in part:

The government's respect for human rights remgioed, and serious abuses
continued in many areas. The government limitddegis' right to change their
government and continued a state of emergencyhdsabeen in place almost
continuously since 1967 Security forces used uramed lethal force and tortured
and abused prisoners and detainees, in most cétbdsmpunity. Prison and

detention center conditions were poor. Securitgdsrarbitrarily arrested and
detained individuals, in some cases for politicaigoses, and kept them in prolonged
pretrial detention...

Political Prisoners and Detainees
The government held detainees, including many Miiats, for several weeks to

several months or longer and did not permit intéonal humanitarian organizations
access to political prisoners.
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The government arrested and detained hundreds ahitBbers and supporters
without formal charge or trial. According to thevwgonment, it arrested MB members
because of their "illegitimate actions and commatins with foreign parties
relevant to security and public order." Accordingpublic statements by the MB,
approximately 217 of their leaders and members ireedan prison at year's end.

The official English language website of the MusBmotherhood gives a history of the group
since its founding by Hassan Al Banna in 1928(ikhwab.com/SectionsPage.asp?Section
ID=115). Its current leader is Mohammed Badie, hischew deputy is Mahmoud Ezzat.
Both were elected in January 2010 (see for exaniple Examineof 8 February 2010,

“Egypt arrests 3 top Muslim Brotherhood leadersiyw.examiner.com/printa-
2464399~Egypt_arrests-3-top-Muslim_Brotherhood_desthtm)

The International Crisis GroUppCG) reports that the surprise success of the MBie¢ 2005
parliamentary elections “sent shockwaves througypEg political system” and the regime
has engaged in a renewed crackdown on the movesimeiet According to ICG, the security
crackdown occurs most especially around electimesior anytime when the group engages
in public protests. Large-scale public protestyamous issues by MB activists continue to
be reported. An article in the Spring 2009 ediwdThe Middle East Repo(MER) reports
that on 9 January 2009 “some 200,000 Muslim Bratlstaiged over 90 demonstrations”
around Egypt to protest the long-standing inteamatti blockade of Gaza. The
demonstrations resulted again in large-scale atrestcording to théMER report, the
authorities pre-empted demonstrations in Cairo withassive security presence in the
capital. The report states that “[i]n the restha tountry, the regime allowed the
demonstrations, but then carried out mass arréste garticipants. No group felt the
regime’s hammer blow as acutely as the Society w$livh Brothers. According to the
group’s official website, nearly 1,700 Brothers warrested” (International Crisis Group
2008,Egypt’s Muslim Brothers: Confrontation or Integrati?, Middle East/North Africa
Report no.76, 18 June; Stacher, J. 2009, ‘The Bretand the WarsMiddle East Report
vol. 250, Springhttp://www.merip.org/mer/mer250/stacher.hyml

In The Examineof 8 February 2010, quoted above at para 45, ticdeastates that the police
arrested three of the Brotherhood'’s top leadecudting the newly appointed deputy, on 8
February 2010. A Brotherhood spokesman said heatitrests would not alter the
Brotherhood’s plans to field candidates in the ®etd2010 parliamentary elections in Egypt.
Presidential elections are scheduled for 2011. BE®@s of 8 February 2010 also reported
the arrest of senior Brotherhood figures, and saatlthe total number of those arrested was
13. It quotes a spokesman for the Muslim Brothedhas saying that “the arrests were an
attempt by the authorities to thwart its preparaitor elections later in the year.”
(news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/middle_east/8503695.htm)

The Us State Departmentisternational Religious Freedom Report 20@@iblished October
2009) for Egypt includes the following:

The Government outlawed the Muslim Brotherhoodistammist party that operates
missionary, charitable, and political activitieatlthreaten NDP rule--in 1954 but has
tolerated its operations with varying levels okifierence. Muslim Brothers speak
openly and publicly about their views and identtigmselves as members of the
organization, although they remain subject to eabjtdetention and pressure from
the Government.
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The Government at times prosecutes members of relaus groups whose
practices are deemed to deviate from mainstream ksic beliefs and whose
activities are alleged to jeopardize communal harmuy... (emphasis added)

An estimated several thousand persons remainedsiomgd during the reporting
period because of alleged support for or membeiisHglamist groups seeking to
overthrow the Government. The Government statetilese persons were in
detention because of membership in or activitiebamalf of violent extremist
groups, without regard to their religious affil@ti Internal security services monitor
groups and individuals suspected of involvememriplanning for extremist activity.
Internal security agencies regularly detain suaisges, and the ongoing state of
emergency allows them to renew periods of "adnitiisie detention” indefinitely.

FINDINGS AND REASONS

On the evidence before it, including the evidenicéhe applicant’s passport which he
brought with him to the Tribunal hearing, the Tmialiaccepts that he is an Egyptian
national.

The Tribunal formed the opinion that the applicarda highly volatile and somewhat
eccentric individual who has very strong views argtrong commitment to his religion. His
manner of giving evidence at the Tribunal hearirag woluble and at times lacking in focus
and coherence, but in the Tribunal’s view the agapit is an intelligent and rational
individual who was able to give evidence and preaeguments in support of his claims.
The Tribunal formed the view that the applicant wasedible witness. His essential claims
have remained consistent over time, and he vedilygarovided details of his claims when
asked. The Tribunal also accepts as credibleuppasting evidence given by a Muslim
cleric in Sydney who knows the applicant, and tsydister in Egypt (as summarised by the
applicant’s adviser).

The Tribunal accepts that the applicant duringime travelling out of Egypt, when he was
in Italy in about 1992, became interested in Island since then has become increasingly
committed to his religion and to sharing his religs views.

The Tribunal accepts that the applicant came tattemtion of the local police and security
in [Town A], his home town, as a result of a numbkclashes between himself and security
and police officers between 1992 and 1998. Thet sersous of these conflicts was in
relation to his complaints about taxi drivers beiaguired to assist the security forces in their
raids on surrounding areas in order to performctes and arrests. He complained to
security about the loss of time and income thiaitad for himself as a taxi driver. As a
result of his antagonistic attitude to the authesiin his home town, he was regularly
harassed by being questioned, sometimes kept giiini detention, and having to report to
the authorities on a regular basis. The Tribuaal ¢onsidered the account of this harassment
by the authorities carefully, but is not satisftedt the harassment was at that time for a
Convention reason. While it might be argued thatttarassment was inflicted on the
applicant for reasons of his imputed political apimas an opponent of the government, it is
the Tribunal’s view that this argument would ovatstthe authorities’ motivation at this
stage in reacting to what they appeared to per@sw@ntinuing provocative and
troublesome behaviour on the part of the applicant.

The Tribunal accepts that the applicant moved tiooGa about 1998 in part to escape
harassment by the local authorities, but also mxhe wished to expand his driving
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business. It accepts that he was required to repgularly to the authorities in Cairo
because of the requirements of the authoritieSanvh A]. It further accepts that this
continued reporting requirement constituted harassrof the applicant.

The Tribunal accepts that the applicant was sutesashis bus business in Cairo, and that
he devoted more time and attention to his religibnparticular it accepts that he undertook
to encourage adherence to Islam by his passeragetdhat in order to do this he made
religious material available to passengers, angeplaeligious sermons on his bus. The
Tribunal accepts that in about 2003 he was questiomad his home searched, and was
subsequently detained for a period of five mon#salise of his activities in propagating
Islam on his bus. It accepts that he suffered spmysical mistreatment when being
guestioned by security, in addition to the deproradf liberty for a substantial period of
time. It accepts that he was questioned abouffiigtion to political and religious groups.

It accepts that the applicant was not in fact euer of any of these groups, though he
supports the religious ideas of the Muslim Brotloexth The Tribunal accepts the applicant’s
account of his experiences subsequent to his eefea® detention. It accepts that the
authorities continued to harass the applicantdryekample, questioning him at length when
he went to the airport to meet his brother retugrirom the USA, and by having to report to
the authorities in Cairo on a regular basis.

On the evidence before it, the Tribunal acceptsttimapplicant suffered harm which was
serious enough to amount to persecution in a Cdroresense from 2003 in Cairo at the
hands of the internal security authorities. Therhencluded a substantial period of
detention, as well as continuing harassment bygogirestioned on a regular basis over a
period of several years. The Tribunal further ate¢hat this harm was inflicted on the
applicant for reason of his religious opinion, realmputed, as an Islamist or Islamic
extremist, and for his political opinion, real arputed, as opposed to the Egyptian
authorities.

The Tribunal has considered whether there is actelce that the applicant will be
persecuted if he returns to Egypt in the foresexefllre. A primary consideration for the
Tribunal is the applicant’s personality, which @monated and outspoken, as well as his
commitment to his own interpretation of religion;laaracteristic confirmed by the evidence
of his witnesses. These characteristics, as Welllang history of harassment by the
authorities in Egypt, at least some of which (feample, his five-month detention by
security) is likely to have been recorded and daented, have given him a profile which is
likely to draw adverse attention to him by the awitiies, in the Tribunal's view.

In making these findings, the Tribunal has takéa actcount the country information set out
above. While the authorities have especially tiegethe Muslim Brotherhood, and have
taken and continue to take repressive measuressaglaeir members and supporters, the
independent information also makes it clear, inthHbunal’'s view, that the authorities are
intolerant of those whose religious practices appeadeviate from mainstream Islamic
beliefs and whose activities are alleged to jeagardommunal harmony” (para 58). In
addition, the authorities are said to arbitrarilseat and detain individuals whom they may
keep in prolonged detention (para 54). The applisdearded appearance, as well as his
outspoken commitment to and propagation of Islaaken it likely, in the Tribunal’s view,
that the authorities would impute him with supdortthe Muslim Brotherhood, hundreds of
whose members and supporters continue to be atrastedetained (para 54).
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The Tribunal has considered the fact that the apptihad been in Australia for over four
years before he applied for protection, togethdin Wwis explanation for the delay in applying
for a Protection Visa. It accepts as plausibl¢ tihe applicant initially thought that the
completion of a course would allow him to obtaimpanent residence. However, he
abandoned this course very quickly after his atrivée says that he did not know how he
could apply for protection, and was also then veatthat he might apply, be refused and be
sent back to Egypt. The Tribunal is not able t&ena finding on the reason for the
applicant’s delay in applying for protection. Hoxee, it accepts that he continued to be
afraid of what might happen to him if he returnedgypt, and does not believe that the
delay indicated, in his case, that he did not teafesar of being persecuted in Egypt.

The Tribunal finds that the applicant would notatde to avoid persecution by relocating to
an area of Egypt outside Cairo or [Town A] for tkasons indicated above, namely his own
commitment to Islam and his urge to propagate iews, and his profile with the Egyptian
authorities because of his detention and the durati their harassment of him. It is satisfied
that there is a real chance that he will be petséeldm Egypt within the foreseeable future for
reason of his religion and political views, realmputed. It is satisfied that the applicant has
a well-founded fear of persecution in Egypt witttie meaning of the Convention.

CONCLUSIONS

The Tribunal is satisfied that the applicant issespn to whom Australia has protection
obligations under the Refugees Convention. Theeefue applicant satisfies the criterion set
out ins.36(2)(a) for a protection visa.

DECISION

The Tribunal remits the matter for reconsideratioth the direction that the applicant
satisfies s.36(2)(a) of the Migration Act, beingeason to whom Australia has protection
obligations under the Refugees Convention.

| certify that this decision contains no inforneetiwhich might identify
the applicant or any relative or dependant of fy@ieant or that is the
subject of a direction pursuant to section 44theMigration Act 1958

Sealing Officer’s I.D. PRMHSE




