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Abstract
The presence in Spanish prisons of individuals linked with jihadist terrorism has alerted the 
authorities to the risk that these prisoners may pose as agents for radicalization and the 
establishment of organizational structures inside prisons. To address this risk, Spanish authorities 
have used similar policies to those applied to prisoners belonging to the Euskadi Ta Askatasuna 
(ETA) terrorist group, subjecting jihadist prisoners to a restrictive detention regime. Based on 
the data obtained from analysis of the judicial proceedings of 264 individuals imprisoned for 
jihadist acts and information from the questionnaires completed by 60 prison officers in direct 
contact with those persons, this article considers whether it is appropriate to indiscriminately 
apply a high security regime to these types of prisoners.
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Introduction

Jihadist terrorism has led to a growing presence in Spanish prisons of individuals linked 
with this phenomenon, which may be clearly differentiated from ethno-nationalist or 
extreme left terrorism, also known as classic terrorism. Concern that these prisoners may 
contribute to the radicalization of third parties and the establishment of networks for 
recruitment and proselytism purposes has led the authorities to adopt policies similar to 
those employed for prisoners linked to classic terrorism, which are aimed at avoiding 
politicization in prisons through different types of collective action. Even though jihadist 
prisoners do not adopt these behaviour patterns, similar policies have been applied based 
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on generalized use of restrictive confinement regimes. Under Spanish penitentiary law, 
these types of regimes are to be used only for prisoners classed as ‘extremely dangerous’ 
or ‘unsuitable for the ordinary regime’.

The main objective of this article is to analyse to what extent it is necessary to indis-
criminately apply such a restrictive prison regime to individuals held on remand or con-
victed for jihadist terrorist offences, or whether it would be more appropriate to 
individualize decisions regarding the classification of prisoners on the basis that they are 
a very disparate group with major organizational differences compared with inmates 
belonging to classic terrorist groups. More specifically, it seeks to clarify whether it is 
appropriate or necessary to apply penitentiary legislation inspired by experiences with 
prisoners of Euskadi Ta Askatasuna (ETA) to design generalized confinement policies 
for prisoners convicted of jihadist offences. Firstly, this article will analyse how the 
experiences of certain countries in Western Europe with prisoners belonging to classic 
terrorist groups have influenced the penitentiary policy applied by those countries when 
dealing with jihadist inmates. Secondly, it will consider the specific case of Spain and the 
influence that the ETA terrorist group has had on the penitentiary policy and legislation 
currently applied. Thirdly, it will examine the characteristics of jihadist prisoners in 
Spanish prisons, their judicial proceedings, the opinions of the prison officers in the 
prisons where they are incarcerated, the reasons why a high security regime is indis-
criminately applied and the arguments pointing to the need for a review of its generalized 
use. Finally, a series of conclusions will be offered on the nature of recommendations for 
review of the penitentiary policy applied to these types of prisoners.

The methods applied in the research include qualitative methods (review of secondary 
data) and quantitative methods (a questionnaire completed by prison officers). Therefore, 
it may be considered a mixed method study. Finally, in order to achieve the research 
objectives, triangulation has been performed of the data obtained from the different 
methods.

The research is based firstly on data obtained via monitoring during the course of 
2019 of a sample of 264 inmates who were incarcerated in Spanish prisons between 2001 
and 2017 for offences related with jihadist terrorism, distributed across 27 prisons located 
across Spain. Of these 264 cases, 93.19 percent were men (246) and 6.81 percent (18) 
were women. The average age of the men was 30.35 years and for the women it was 
27.56 years. The monitoring of the sample focused in particular on the offence they were 
charged with and the judicial ruling in the corresponding criminal proceedings, and more 
specifically whether the individual was convicted and a sentence imposed or whether 
they were acquitted and the case was dismissed. This monitoring was based on examina-
tion of the judicial rulings and orders available in open sources and the decisions pub-
lished by the Judicial Documentation Centre (Centro de Documentación Judicial 
– CENDOJ) and the General Council of the Judiciary (Consejo General del Poder 
Judicial – CGPJ). Information available in the press on the manner in which each indi-
vidual approached the criminal proceedings was also used to complement the documen-
tation published by the CENDOJ, which does not include any personal data. This 
monitoring of the circumstances of each individual from the moment they are placed on 
remand until the conclusion of the proceedings was of major importance to identify false 
parallelisms with the militants of classic terrorist groups. Such parallelisms can lead to 
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the conclusion that prisoners linked to jihadism follow the traditional model of militants 
of terrorist groups such as ETA and the Irish Republican Army (IRA), who rejected the 
legitimacy of the courts and the Prison Service and for whom penitentiary policies were 
designed that are still largely applied today.

Secondly, during the research stage 60 prison officers (77.43 percent security surveil-
lance staff guards, 19.35 percent treatment officers and 3.22 percent health staff) from 
eight prisons who were in direct contact with jihadist prisoners completed a closed-
ended questionnaire to determine their opinions regarding the conduct of the target group 
in the prison and the appropriateness of keeping them under a high security regime. The 
questionnaire consisted of 13 questions, which were aimed at obtaining data on the indi-
vidual and group behaviour of jihadist prisoners (‘Did you find it more difficult to deal 
with jihadist prisoners than the rest of the prisoners?’ ‘Do they avoid contact with prison 
staff or the rest of the prisoners?’ ‘Are jihadist inmates vehement in their defence of 
certain religious and political ideas?’), vindication of militancy (‘Do they claim to have 
a status that distinguishes them from other prisoners or their terrorist militancy?’), the 
existence of organized structures (‘Do they constitute an organized group as in the case 
of prisoners linked with terrorist organizations such as ETA and GRAPO?’) and the 
existence of parallelisms with the prisoners of other terrorist groups (‘Do they have 
group behaviour similar to the prisoners of ETA?’).

The disruptive nature of groups of prisoners linked with terrorism

The entry of prisoners linked with terrorist groups into European penitentiary systems 
gave rise to the need to develop a differentiated system to manage this sector of the 
prison population. According to Alexander and Pluchinsky (1992: 41), on occasions the 
survival of terrorist organizations is dependent upon the existence of active fronts in 
prisons, converting prisons into a further scenario for clashes with the state. In the case 
of the IRA, the militants in prison imposed a change in the group’s structure to substitute 
the military organization for one based on cells with a long-term strategy. Prisoners 
linked to paramilitary organizations began to constitute a significant percentage of the 
prison population, accounting for as much as 70 percent. This radically transformed the 
nature of the prison population, generating a perfectly organized internal political and 
military structure with important family and community support and making it impossi-
ble to manage them under the ordinary prison regime (Moen, 2000; McEvoy et  al., 
1999). A similar situation occurred following the imprisonment in 1972 of key members 
of the Red Army Faction (RAF), with the prison becoming the main battleground for 
clashes with the German government for this organization during the period from 1972 
to 1977 (Pekelder, 2010).

ETA and the RAF also had important organizational structures in prison, and pushed 
their respective states to adopt penitentiary policies to counteract the attempts by these 
organizations to politicize prisons through disruptive behaviour that these institutions 
were not prepared to deal with. In the case of the RAF, the prison system of the German 
Federal Republic was pushed to its limits, forcing the adoption of custody measures that 
involved isolation of individuals in maximum security prisons or sections and the 
assumption by prison authorities that these individuals introduced ‘a new dimension 
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when defining the danger of subjects under custody’ (Diewald-Kerkmann, 2014: 237). In 
the case of the IRA, McEvoy (2001: 225–226) points out that its organization allowed it 
to dispute and limit institutional control of certain spaces inside prisons.

Page (1998: 29–30) highlighted that these types of prisoner constituted a group that 
opposed prison authorities through collective actions and whose disciplined and organ-
ized behaviour, together with a tendency to non-compliance with prison rules, gave rise 
to problems that were beyond the normal capabilities of prison systems and forced them 
to grant greater priority to prison security to the detriment of other considerations.

Penitentiary policy in Spain and terrorism: The precedent of ETA

In Spain, for decades now the penitentiary system has had to deal with prisoners linked 
with terrorist organizations such as ETA and GRAPO (Grupos de Resistencia Antifascista 
Primero de Octubre – the First of October Anti-Fascist Resistance Groups). ETA prison-
ers have been the most numerous and united group, pending a collective outcome associ-
ated with an amnesty, and they acted with a single voice, with the majority of them 
forming part of Euskal Preso Politikoen Kolectiboa (EPPK – Basque Political Prisoners 
Collective). These imprisoned militants acted in accordance with a complex structure 
dubbed Hormak Apurtuz Laster Borrokalariak Kalea (‘Breaking the walls, soon street 
fighters’) and a coordination apparatus known as Koordinazio Taldea (Coordination 
Group), which directed the activities inside prisons. In 2008, the year when the greatest 
number of ETA militants were imprisoned in Spanish prisons (615), they represented 
44.41 percent of prisoners classified as first degree.1 The integration of the EPPK in the 
structure of the terrorist organization limited the prisoners’ capacity to adopt individual 
decisions or strategies with a view to their defence or access to prisoner privileges.

The capacity to coordinate collective protests provided the impetus for the policy of 
dispersing prisoners (De Castro Antonio and Álvarez, 2013). Together with the conflict 
that they represented in the prisons, the administration tried to facilitate the acceptance 
of individual exits by the prisoners and considered dispersion necessary as a mechanism 
to circumvent the control that the organization exercised over them. In addition, disper-
sion policy was part of the fight against the ETA political apparatus of which the EPPK 
was part (Domínguez Iribarren, 2016). Exceptional measures were also adopted, such as 
the application of the First Final Provision of the Spanish General Penitentiary Organic 
Law to allow internal surveillance of a Special Section or High Security Facility by 
police officers for reasons of public security. A Central Prison Supervision Court was 
established under Spanish Organic Law 7/2003 to unify the criteria for the application of 
sentences imposed for offences heard by the Spanish National Court. The preamble to 
Spanish Organic Law 7/2003 states that prisoner privileges should not be converted into 
instruments ‘at the service of terrorists’, above all because they were individuals whose 
behaviour in prison was subject to a coordinated strategy. Spanish penitentiary legisla-
tion therefore introduced regulatory measures that led to a generalized classification in 
the first degree of prisoners linked with terrorism, avoiding what had occurred on other 
occasions in relation to the grant of prisoner privileges with criteria contrary to those of 
the Public Prosecution Service and Penitentiary Institutions (Cano Paños, 2012). This 
modification of the penitentiary policy and regulations with which it was intended to 
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break the group of prisoners meant pushing the legislative limits and Ríos Martín (2018: 
4) points out that Spanish prison policy deviated from the constitutional values that had 
inspired it and established a subsystem of exception for prisoners according to the 
charges they faced.

Jihadist terrorism and its influence on penitentiary policy in Spain

The problem posed by prisoners linked to jihadism is different from that of individuals 
linked with classic terrorist organizations operating in Europe. The majority of Western 
penitentiary systems have opted for the application of measures to separate prisoners 
linked with jihadist terrorism in maximum security prisons in the belief that prisons con-
stitute an ideal scenario for radicalization (Rushchenko, 2018).

Jones (2014) questions this policy, considering that it is based on an overestimation 
by prisons of the potential for radicalization and affirming that a generalized application 
of highly restrictive prison regimes could be counter-productive. Jones and Narag (2018: 
7) consider that the application of ordinary prison regimes for inmates linked with jihad-
ist terrorism could be beneficial in order to break the links between these types of prison-
ers, and that the application of security measures involving separation of the prison 
population should be considered only for individuals who persistently cause problems. 
Uniform treatment of these types of prisoner could also be counter-productive, particu-
larly when applied to individuals who have been convicted of minor offences such as 
self-indoctrination or glorification of terrorism, because it only further perpetuates their 
perception of injustice and victimization (Leman, 2019: 143; Rushchenko, 2018).

Characteristics of prisoners linked with jihadist terrorism.  The first arrest for jihadist terror-
ism in Spain took place in 1995 in Barcelona.2 During the 2000s only independent cells 
and lone actors were detected, reflecting a reduction in the importance of complex organ-
izations in jihadist activity (Jordán Enamorado, 2012). This organizational simplicity 
with a more limited operational capacity prevailed during the first half of the second 
decade of the 21st century, and the presence of individuals not linked with overarching 
jihadist organizations began to be more significant than those integrated in more com-
plex structures (Alonso, 2015: 72). Reinares, García-Calvo and Vicente (2019: 134–5) 
found that, in the period between 2012 and 2017, none of the jihadist cells, groups and 
networks operating in Spain were integrated in a higher structure. On the contrary, 84.3 
percent were integrated in cells, groups and networks related via some kind of link and 
only 15.7 percent were integrated in cells, groups and networks directly connected with 
organizations based outside the country. The number of lone actors engaging in jihadist 
activities between 2012 and 2017 accounted for 11.5 percent of the total. This situation 
was also replicated at a European level, with a predominance of activity by lone actors, 
who often maintain ‘loose networks or small unstructured groups, and may receive sup-
port from like-minded individuals’ (Europol, 2019: 32).

The informal nature of most jihadist terrorism structures is one of the factors differen-
tiating them from classic organizations and has led to legislative amendments in the 
Spanish Criminal Code (Codigo Penal). The reform of 2015 introduced new offences for 
other forms of participation in jihadist terrorism activities that do not necessarily involve 
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formal connection of the subject with an organized structure (Carou-García, 2019a).3 
New offences such as recruitment, indoctrination and training with jihadist purposes are 
a preventive response to address the problem of terrorism by individuals, extending the 
scope of the law to include abstract dangerous conduct distanced from the effective exe-
cution of illegal acts (Cano Paños, 2017). These amendments to Spanish legislation have 
resulted in the incarceration of individuals linked with the jihadist cause but without any 
formal links with any organizational structure or with other inmates.

For Spanish prison authorities, the possibility that groups of prisoners linked to terror-
ist organizations could influence other prisoners represented only a temporary concern, 
until it soon became apparent that ETA prisoners sought to differentiate themselves from 
the rest of the prison population. In order to explain the relationship between groups of 
prisoners such as ETA and GRAPO and the rest of the prison population, Rodríguez Yagüe 
and Pastor Comín (2016: 101) described them as ‘differentiated penitentiary universes’ 
because the construction of the identity of political prisoners was in conflict with state 
penitentiary systems and sought to ‘avoid the stigmatising effect of being classed as a 
common prisoner at a cultural and symbolic level’ (Oliver Olmo and Rubio, 2019: 217).

Warnes and Hannah (2008: 408) concluded that radicalization in prisons does repre-
sent a concern, but there appears to be no solid basis for this assertion. In Australia, a 
study by Brown (2008) demonstrated the hyper-politicization of criminal justice due to 
the threat of terrorism and its influence on the application of increasingly restrictive 
prison regimes as a result of media pressure. In 2009, the Bureau of Prisons of the U.S. 
Department of Justice highlighted that jihadist radicalization and recruitment did not 
constitute a significant problem and there had been no indications of organized recruit-
ment efforts nor any evidence of widespread attempts at radicalization and recruitment 
(U.S. Department of Justice, 2009: 36). Useem (2012: 39) asserted that the idea the US 
prison system was the preferred location for radicalization was false or exaggerated, and 
Khosrokhavar (2013) considered radicalization was occurring in the West on a small 
scale and was due to the conditions of the prisons; accordingly, general theories regard-
ing radicalization are only partially applicable to the prison environment. Rhazzali 
(2017) concluded that the Italian prison system is not characterized by the presence of 
organized groups that may be categorized as radical Islamists.

It seems that the classification of inmates and the choice of confinement model are 
derived from a perception by the authorities that prisoners linked to jihadism constitute 
a real threat. According to Spain’s National Counter-Terrorism Strategy, prisons consti-
tute the ‘ideal environment for recruitment by radical inmates of individuals inclined to 
use violence, and so that some of them may justify their hostility towards the prevailing 
values of democratic states’ (Government of Spain, 2019: 20–38). The strategic lines in 
the field of prevention of radicalization focus on prisons, the detection and neutralization 
of these processes and the development of tools to assess risks. Actuarial logic is present 
in these risk management techniques whose definition does not correspond to their real 
attributes according to empirical evidence. On the contrary, Brandariz García (2014) 
explains that they are the product of collective constructions based on political and cul-
tural elements that in the prison field have conditioned the design of the risk profiles of 
prisoners and their subsequent treatment, so that the neutralization of this supposed risk 
becomes the fundamental end of the penalty.
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In Spain, prisons classify inmates and remand prisoners linked to jihadism as first 
degree prisoners. Of the total prison population managed by the General Secretariat of 
Penitentiary Institutions (50,129 inmates), prisoners imprisoned for jihadist offences 
constituted only 0.29 percent.4 According to the figures of the General Secretariat of 
Penitentiary Institutions, of the 797 inmates classified as first degree or remand prisoners 
subject to the high security regime in 2019, prisoners linked with jihadist offences con-
stituted 16.31 percent of the total and were located in 30 prisons of the Spanish peniten-
tiary system.5 According to data from the Association of Victims of Terrorism (Asociación 
Víctimas del Terrorismo – AVT),6 of a sample of 149 jihadism-related inmates in Spanish 
prisons, 130 were classified as first degree prisoners or were subject to a high security 
regime (87.24 percent) and 19 had been assigned as second degree prisoners (12.76 per-
cent); 59.07 percent of the total were held on remand and 40.93 percent were already 
serving time. No breakdown is offered of prisoner classification according to whether 
they are convicted or on remand. A high security regime is applied in a generalized man-
ner, when it should be applied as an exceptional measure (Freixa Egea, 2014).

Regulation of the high security regime in Spain.  The high security regime is regulated by the 
two main sources of penitentiary law in Spain: the General Penitentiary Organic Law 
1/1979 of 26 September 1979 (Ley Orgánica General Penitenciaria – LOG P) and the 
Penitentiary Regulations (Reglamento Penitenciario – RP) approved by Royal Decree 
190/1996 of 9 February 1996. Owing to concerns regarding the problems posed by jihad-
ist terrorism and the risk of radicalization in prisons, the RP were reformed by Royal 
Decree 419/2011 of 25 March 2011, which introduced measures aimed at establishing 
profiles of inmates who required greater control. The database of prisoners under ‘spe-
cial control’ (Ficheros de Internos de Especial Seguimiento – FIES) was also revised to 
include individuals held on remand and convicted for jihadist offences, and amendments 
were made to section 65 of the RP, which regulates the security measures according to 
the potential risk of inmates and expressly includes inmates belonging to terrorist 
organizations.

Classification of an inmate in the first degree signifies application of a high security 
regime pursuant to section 101(3) of the RP. Meanwhile, section 102(5)(c), which estab-
lishes the criteria and variables to be taken into account for prisoner classification, pro-
vides for the application of the first degree to inmates who are dangerous but are not 
considered to have the status of ‘members of criminal organizations or armed groups, if 
in both cases there are no unequivocal indications of having abandoned the internal dis-
cipline of those organizations or groups’. Classification in the first degree of individuals 
linked with jihadism is therefore a consequence of their supposed membership of terror-
ist organizations. Nonetheless, generalized application of this type of regime to prisoners 
linked to jihadism as if they were a uniform group poses serious issues. Freixa Egea 
(2014: 4) considered that the high security regime should be applied when ‘it is proven 
that there is a link to the internal discipline of organisations or groups’ and that ‘it will be 
necessary to consider their conduct in prison along with the previous criteria’.

The high security regime is also applied for remand prisoners, although it must be 
exceptional and justified, given that, pursuant to section 5 of the LOG P, ‘the principle of 
presumption of innocence will be applied in the remand prison regime’. Generalized 
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application of the high security regime, as is currently done with individuals remanded 
for jihadist terrorist acts, is contrary to the spirit of the law. The high security regime 
involves a series of limitations on the ability of these individuals to interact with the rest 
of the prison population and engage in their everyday lives. Apart from additional control 
measures, they are also incarcerated in special facilities with the highest security level in 
the Spanish penitentiary system.

Article 25(2) of the Spanish Constitution establishes that sentences involving depriva-
tion of liberty are oriented towards the ‘social rehabilitation and reintegration’ of prison-
ers. This constitutional principle is further developed in the LOG P, which provides as 
follows in section 1: ‘The primary aim of Penitentiary Institutions regulated by this Act 
is the social rehabilitation and reintegration of inmates convicted of sentences and penal 
measures involving deprivation of liberty, along with the holding and custody of persons 
arrested, imprisoned and convicted’, and section 2 of the RP provides that ‘the primary 
aim of penitentiary activity is the social rehabilitation and reintegration of persons sen-
tenced to measures involving deprivation of liberty’. Accordingly, the penitentiary 
regime and the issue of security are not considered under Spanish legislation as two 
distinct realities.7 There is an indissoluble connection between the two (López Melero, 
2014: 332). Although Article 62 of the LOG P points out that treatment should be indi-
vidualized based on a scientific, complex and dynamic study, the high security regime is 
applied to individuals linked with terrorism in a quasi-automatic manner. Such a general-
ized approach may be very counter-productive for future the rehabilitation of inmates 
(Castro Liñares, 2019). Concerns regarding proselytism in prisons led the Prison Service 
to issue a series of Instructions. Instruction 4/2008 created specialized groups of prison 
officers for inmates linked with jihadist terrorism, and Instruction 12/2011 of 29 July 
established the details and functioning of the FIES database to subject these inmates to a 
greater degree of control, limiting the sections they could be assigned to and applying a 
more intense surveillance and observation regime. Subsequently, Instruction 8/20148 of 
11 July 2014 on the New Programme for Prevention of Radicalization in Prisons classi-
fied these types of inmates as ‘high danger’ inmates, which once again introduced limita-
tions in terms of the sections they could be assigned to, access to extra activities, 
enjoyment of prisoner privileges, changes of prisoner regime and eligibility for parole.

In 2016, the new ‘Guidelines for prison and probation services regarding radicalisa-
tion and violent extremism’ were adopted by the Committee of Ministers on 2 March 
(Council of Europe, 2016). These guidelines formed the basis for Instruction 2/2016 of 
25 October, which introduced the Framework Programme for Intervention in Cases of 
Violent Radicalization of Islamist Inmates (Spanish Ministry of the Interior, 2016). This 
programme developed individualized levels of intervention, avoiding general approaches 
that do not take into account the personal circumstances of each inmate and in particular 
inmates linked to terrorism who reject violence and are not associated with recognized 
criminal organizations. The new guidelines establish mechanisms to adapt the restrictive 
measures applied to prisoners according to the real risk they pose, limiting their use so as 
not to foster feelings of victimization. They are also noteworthy in that they encourage 
the establishment of relationships of trust between prison staff and inmates. However, in 
reality it is very difficult for these recommendations to be followed in a maximum 
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security regime and, in the case of Spain, the concerns regarding jihadist radicalization 
in prisons have intensified the application of restrictive measures.

The need to review the generalized application of the high security regime 
for jihadist prisoners

As highlighted by Carou-García (2019b), the application of a restrictive penitentiary 
regime is considered to be justified in the case of prisoners linked with terrorism, because 
the existence of prisoners linked with terrorist organizations in prisons could potentially 
pose a threat to the order and security of those prisons. Application of the high security 
regime to jihadist terrorists is justified if the threat they pose is sufficiently large and 
appreciable in a generalized manner, and for this reason Rushchenko (2019: 308) quali-
fies his support for the argument that separation and isolation of prisoners should be 
applied to the most conflictive inmates. However, in light of the data obtained via moni-
toring of the judicial proceedings of the sample of 264 prisoners, the closed-ended ques-
tionnaire completed by 60 prison officials and the information on the different police 
operations carried out in these prisons, we have come to a series of conclusions regarding 
whether these prisoners meet the fundamental conditions for indiscriminate and dispro-
portionate application of the high security regime. The first of these conditions is that 
they must act as radicalization agents and form solid jihadist structures engaging in pros-
elytism. The second condition is related to the terrorist offences it has been proven these 
individuals have actually committed and for which they have been convicted.

Risk of radicalization and development of organizational structures.  The majority of inmates 
linked to jihadism are concentrated in a limited number of prisons, mainly those with the 
highest security conditions (Acaip, 2017). The scale of radicalization and the risk that 
prisoners linked with terrorism represent have been the object of profound debate. Cuth-
bertson (2004: 15) has referred to prisons as ‘universities for terrorists’ and Brandon 
(2009: 1) has a similar opinion. However, prison does not appear to be the preferred 
vehicle for radicalization and recruitment, and the ‘Guidelines for prison and probation 
services regarding radicalisation and violent extremism’ (Council of Europe, 2016) rec-
ognize that the risk of radicalization in prisons of the European Union is small. In Spain, 
in order to determine the scale of this phenomenon and the need to apply the high secu-
rity regime to prisoners linked with jihadism, it is necessary to ascertain whether an 
organized group is behind the process and establish the existence of possible radicaliza-
tion networks.

Penitentiary institutions have identified two groups of individuals. The first group 
consists of individuals classified as subjects who have undergone a radicalization pro-
cess and may be agents for the radicalization of other prisoners (Group B). The second 
group comprises prisoners in the process of radicalization or susceptible to radicalization 
owing to their vulnerability, even though they are in custody for crimes not related to 
terrorism (Group C). In 2019, the General Secretariat of Penitentiary Institutions identi-
fied 49 prisoners in Group B as possible recruiters owing to their leadership role or 
proselytism and 76 inmates in Group C as susceptible to radicalization. This made a total 

594 European Journal of Criminology 20(2)



of 125 inmates, a very small percentage compared with the general prison population 
(0.26 percent) and of the Muslim prison population in particular (2.84 percent).9

Although the Prison Service has established a series of criteria for the inclusion of 
individuals in these categories, it is also true that there is a certain degree of subjective 
assessment when evaluating radical behaviour. In Spain, there is no reference to a pos-
sible abuse of power or a lack of guarantees in the reports relating to possible cases of 
radicalization, although the Annual Report on the Status of Religious Freedom in Spain 
in 2017 (Spanish Ministry of Justice, 2018: 71), when referring to religious assistance in 
prisons, highlights the concern of the Islamic Commission of Spain regarding identifica-
tion of requests for Muslim religious assistance ‘with potential radicalization of the 
inmate’. At the same time, the Islamic Commission of Spain criticized the fact that, 
‘when a Muslim inmate requests assistance, it is seen as being suspicious and is subject 
to a regime of special monitoring’. Accordingly, the possibility exists that the number of 
cases of radicalization detected may be subject to a margin of error as a result of a lack 
of knowledge or subjective interpretations by the staff responsible for monitoring 
inmates. In this area, the criteria of the supervisory bodies themselves are vague in rela-
tion to jihadist terrorism. For example, the Council of Europe (2017: 33–9) refers in the 
conclusions of its report on Spain to the difficulties that prisoners linked to jihadism have 
in obtaining religious assistance. However, as regards doubts as to the use of this type of 
regime, these concern not the specific case of jihadist prisoners but the lack of individu-
alized case reviews and its automated extension for the general prison population, in 
particular, for those who under Article 91.2 and 91.3 of the RP were considered misfits 
in the ordinary regime or had seriously assaulted prison staff or other inmates.

This suspicion is corroborated by the results of the questionnaires completed by prison 
officers during this research. In terms of risk of radicalization, 73 percent of prison offic-
ers indicated that prisoners linked to jihadist terrorism were different from the rest of the 
prison population. However, these differences referred to matters such as more frequent 
religious activity, better social skills and better personal habits in terms of health, hygiene 
and sports activity. According to 51.85 percent of the staff who answered the question-
naire, the religious practices of these prisoners did not give rise to problems of coexistence 
with the rest of the prison population or the prison staff. The 48.14 percent who stated that 
the religious practices of these prisoners did give rise to problems mentioned minor issues 
such as not answering during prisoner counts if they were praying or the fact that during 
searches of cells they objected to anyone touching certain objects. Of the prison officers 
surveyed, 72.72 percent indicated that they had not seen radical material at any time, and 
those who thought they had seen such material identified certain verses of the Koran or 
prayer timetables as ‘radical material’. This shows there is a certain degree of ambiguity 
when defining the radical content of these items. It is also equally concerning that, whereas 
60 percent categorically affirmed they were incapable of identifying radical material, 
some of those who affirmed that they knew how to identify such material with total cer-
tainty could not base their opinion on reasons justifying why that material was radical.

Although one of the reasons justifying application of the high security regime to pris-
oners linked with jihadist terrorism is the supposed risk of radicalization of third parties, 
Torres Soriano (2014: 246–7) concluded that jihadist prisoners deny being militant or 
having any link with other prisoners jailed for the same type of offence. Veldhuis (2016: 
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97–101) also highlighted the scarcity of conflict situations arising with these types of 
inmates and the limited concern of the personnel responsible for their custody regarding 
the risk of radicalization of third parties. The conclusion was even reached that some of 
them were perfectly adapted to the ordinary regime and that the policy of concentrating 
these prisoners in the same prisons also had an adverse effect, given that it facilitated 
attempts by supposedly radicalized inmates to influence the others.

The perceptions of Spanish prison staff support Veldhuis’s conclusions because they 
indicate that these types of prisoners do not present a source of conflict. Of the staff we 
surveyed, 63.63 percent considered that jihadist prisoners do not constitute an organized 
group and 84.61 percent stated that these prisoners do not admit to being militant; 88.46 
percent affirmed that they did not constitute a problem for order and coexistence in the 
prison, and 73.07 percent denied that they acted in an organized manner to achieve dif-
ferential treatment as special prisoners; 55.55 percent considered that dealing with these 
types of prisoners was easier than dealing with those linked to other terrorist organizations 
and even common prisoners. However, the prison officers did mention the fact that, when 
various individuals coincided (as tends to happen in high security regimes), it led to the 
establishment of a hierarchy, which seems to suggest that perhaps it is more appropriate 
to locate them in ordinary regimes mixed with the rest of the prison population. Although 
73 percent of prison officers considered that these prisoners had a precarious status, with 
no strong social or family support, and this was said to generate a certain degree of group 
solidarity, there was no evidence of an organized system of external support.

As for the risk of these prisoners generating terrorist structures in prison, between 
2004 and 2019 eight police operations were carried out in Spanish prisons involving a 
total of 61 inmates. The organizational structures associated with radicalization pro-
cesses in Spanish prisons involved lone actors or non-permanent groups of between two 
and five individuals developing inside the prison but with not contacts or solid organiza-
tional apparatus on the outside. During this period only two organizational structures of 
a more complex nature were detected. The first of these was dismantled by Operation 
Nova and involved as many as 32 individuals, 21 of whom had met each other in prison.10 
However, the Spanish Supreme Court convicted only six of them, one of whom was not 
part of the nucleus of the cell created in prison.11 In 2018, under Operation Escribano, the 
Guardia Civil dismantled another supposed network devoted to recruitment in prisons 
(López-Fonseca, 2018). According to the investigation by the Guardia Civil, the purpose 
of this network was to establish itself as an organization to demand differential treatment 
as political prisoners linked to jihadism in Spain. Based on the information released by 
the Guardia Civil, all those involved in this supposed network had significant prior con-
nections that facilitated the maintenance of contact between them even though they were 
dispersed to different prisons.

Judicial background of prisoners linked to jihadism in Spain.  In Spain there is a significant 
discrepancy between the criminological assessment of Islamist radicalization processes 
and the assessment by National Court judges. Cano Paños and Castro Toledo (2018: 15) 
even assert that ‘Spanish courts tend to see much more than there really is, leading to use 
of categories such as “radicalized” or “member of a terrorist organization” for certain 
subjects when in reality it could be a question of merely sympathizing with these causes’. 
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In fact, a high percentage of cases have concluded with agreements with the Public Pros-
ecution Service involving admission of facts and confessions that resulted in a consider-
able reduction in the sentence, although, according to Cano Paños and Castro Toledo 
(2018: 31), in practice this involved ‘admitting and/or confessing to terrorist offences 
that from a criminological perspective they had not actually committed’.

The analysis of the case law by Núñez Fernández (2019) regarding late confession as 
a mitigating factor in cases of jihadist terrorism concluded that the fact that, over the 
previous five years, numerous rulings had applied late confession as a mitigating factor 
could act as an incentive to abandon terrorist activity; it also showed that acts such as the 
severing of links, confessions and cooperation with the authorities are not uncommon 
and lead to a greater likelihood of social rehabilitation of those people. In the majority of 
cases these individuals are not dedicated militants. This facilitates the severing of links 
with terrorism and constitutes an argument in favour of the introduction of changes in the 
policies applied for controlling these subjects.

If we consider the result of the judicial proceedings for the sample of 264 inmates in 
Spanish prisons, whether convicted or on remand, during the period from 1995 through 
to 2018 the application of the high security regime to the majority of these individuals 
was justified under section 10(1) of the LOG P owing to their ‘extreme danger’ and their 
links to criminal organizations or armed groups (section 102(5)(c) of the RP). However, 
of the total of 264 prisoners, 108 were distanced from any type of terrorist activity, deny-
ing the facts alleged or their participation and even condemning violence of a jihadist 
nature. This attitude reveals a lack of the discipline found in organizations such as ETA 
or the IRA. In addition, it has also been demonstrated that individuals charged with 
jihadist terrorism in Spain act in different ways, with 47 of them eventually reaching a 
plea bargain.12 This implies acceptance by the accused of the facts, the judgment and the 
criminal liability attributed (Sánchez Gómez, 2014: 32). On occasions, cooperation by 
the accused with the Court led to the application of mitigating circumstances under the 
Spanish Criminal Code, which in the case of 18 individuals allowed them to reduce their 
sentence.13 Their repentance during the trial and their acceptance of the sentence pro-
posed is contradictory to the terms of section 102(5)(c) of the RP, which provides for the 
application of the high security regime and the first degree category for these prisoners, 
because they do not appear to be subject to the discipline of terrorist organizations.

It is also important to take into account the high percentage of individuals who are 
acquitted by the National Court or subsequently by the Supreme Court: 75 individuals 
were acquitted and 23 were released after the case was dismissed by the National Court.14 
This suggests that these individuals had been in a high security regime while on remand 
and they had subsequently been acquitted or the case had been dismissed owing to a lack 
of evidence of commission of an offence. In addition, there are also cases in which, 
owing to excessively long judicial proceedings, dysfunctions have arisen that have led to 
the application of the high security regime for a longer period than the sentence imposed 
on the individual. Such was the case of F.M.M.A., for whom the Spanish Supreme Court 
reduced the sentence imposed from four to two years (Ruling 750/2019 of 13 March 
2019), but the time spent on remand exceeded the actual length of the sentence. Another 
case in question is that of S.M.M. and B.M.A.L., who were held on remand for making 
terrorist threats and were subsequently convicted for an offence of public disorder,15 
which in principle precludes application of the high security regime. The effect of this 
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has been the disproportionate and unjust application of a stricter penitentiary regime for 
people who were subsequently declared innocent or whose criminal liability did not meet 
the standard required for terrorist charges.

The potential risk of these prisoners as agents of violent radicalization in the prison 
context is more the result of the information and messages disseminated by a variety of 
social and political organizations and institutions, which generate a climate of fear and 
alarm (Gray and Ropeik, 2002; Moreras, 2015). As a consequence, the neutralization of 
this supposed risk becomes the fundamental aim of the sentence (Fernández Abad, 2020). 
It is for this reason that the instrument for assessing jihadist risk in Spanish prisons is not 
based on the search for psychological causes or cognitive dissonances that explain the 
phenomenon of violent radicalization, as is inferred from Article 64 of the Penitentiary 
Regulations. In practice, the authorities seek to detect a series of variables based on 
political and cultural elements that take into account gender, ethnic or class considera-
tions in the prison environment, which condition the design of risk profiles of prisoners 
and their subsequent treatment without a solid scientific basis or an individualized study 
(Altheide, 2006). New criminal policies have been established based on a conception of 
prisoners that does not correspond to their actual attributes shown by the empirical evi-
dence. The assessment of the risk of jihadist radicalization has been built on religious 
behaviour that conflicts with the hegemonic perception in Europe that religion should 
belong exclusively to the individual camp (López Bargados, 2016).

Conclusions

The Spanish Prison Service has applied the high security regime in a generalized manner 
for prisoners linked to jihadist terrorism. This measure has been justified on the basis of 
the supposed danger posed by the link these individuals have to a terrorist structure or the 
risk of proselytism and recruitment of third parties. However, following an analysis of 
the questionnaires completed by prison officers, it may be concluded that such prisoners 
are not perceived as a real threat and their conduct may be compatible with an ordinary 
detention regime. The fact that a regime intended for prisoners linked with terrorist struc-
tures has been applied to individuals whose guilt has not been established during the 
criminal proceedings poses serious problems. The absence of links with violence and 
terrorist organizations in the case of many of these individuals should be taken into 
account when determining their prisoner category and the regime applicable to them, 
particularly when in many cases they have admitted the facts and even confessed to the 
crime. In cases in which a sentence has not been imposed, the principle of exceptionality 
should be applied when applying regimes that are stricter than the ordinary regime.

Spanish prison authorities have developed a perception of risk in the case of jihadist 
prisoners that is not based on empirical data, subjecting them to a situation of confinement 
that may foster a feeling of victimization and reinforce the hierarchization of these sub-
jects, even though at a small scale within the limits of the high security regime. Accordingly, 
equating these jihadist prisoners to prisoners of classic terrorist organizations linked to 
terrorist structures that continue to operate from prisons may not only lead to mistreat-
ment of these individuals and a contradictory application of the constitutional principles 
governing the Spanish penitentiary system, but also lead to results that are contrary to 
those sought. The detention regime for jihadist prisoners in Spanish prisons must be 
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assessed and determined individually, based on the real danger that each of them poses to 
coexistence and security in Spanish prisons.

In short, it is necessary for the Spanish authorities to mitigate the subjective factors in 
the processes of assessing radicalization. This requires distinguishing between the pre-
vention of radicalization and intervention in radicalized subjects, as well as rethinking 
this intervention in radicalized inmates with more effective measures that do not neces-
sarily include the use of the closed regime. Likewise, the authorities should avoid alarm-
ist interpretations by delimiting the concept of the jihadist narrative by disassociating it 
from an amalgamation of concepts of indeterminate content, such as ‘jihadist’, ‘Islamist’ 
or ‘radical Islamist’, and also by allowing the person being assessed to understand the 
reasons for considering them to be radicalized and to have the opportunity to refute their 
inclusion in that categorization.
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Notes

  1.	 We have estimated this percentage assuming that the first degree category applied to 76 per-
cent of ETA prisoners convicted also applied to those on remand in an identical proportion. 
This meant that in some high security sections they could even represent 36 percent of the 
population in the section.

  2.	 An Algerian arrested in Barcelona was attempting to deliver weapons to an Islamic terrorist. 
El País, 15 March 1995. URL (accessed 6 May 2021): https://elpais.com/diario/1995/03/15/
espana/795222007_850215.html.

  3.	 The reform of the Spanish Criminal Code under Spanish Organic Law 2/2015 of 30 March 
2015 included major amendments to Chapter VII of section XXII of Book II of the Code 
(‘On terrorist organizations and groups and terrorist offences’). This resulted in the drafting 
of section 571 of the Criminal Code regulating the definition of terrorist organizations and of 
section 572, which establishes the sentences to be imposed depending on the type of integra-
tion of individuals in the terrorist organization. In addition, a new definition of the crime of 
terrorism was established in section 573. Section 575 also prohibits training to commit acts 
of terrorism through either receipt of training from third parties or self-training, and con-
templates the possibility of obtaining training via the Internet. Another variation included is 
acquisition or possession of documents designed to incite membership in or cooperation with 
terrorist organizations.

  4.	 These figures refer to December 2019. However, the figures remain largely the same over 
the course of the year. See the website of the General Secretariat of Penitentiary Institutions, 
URL (accessed 13 May 2021): http://www.interior.gob.es/web/archivos-y-documentacion/
instituciones-penitenciarias3.

  5.	 These figures refer to December 2019 and are available on the website of the General 
Secretariat of Penitentiary Institutions. URL (accessed 13 May 2021): http://www.interior.
gob.es/web/archivos-y-documentacion/instituciones-penitenciarias3.
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  6.	 These figures are included in the quarterly publication of the AVT on the regime 
applied to prisoners linked to terrorism in Spanish prisons and refers to the period from 
September to December 2019. URL (accessed 7 May 2021): https://avt.org/es/n/1641/
obseyvatoyio-de-situacin-penitenciayia.

  7.	 Section 41(1) of the LOG P provides that the purpose of the regime is to ‘guarantee security 
and ensure orderly coexistence’.

  8.	 URL (accessed 13 May 2021): http://www.interior.gob.es/web/archivos-y-documentacion/
instituciones-penitenciarias3.

  9.	 These percentages are calculated in two ways. With respect to the general prison population, 
we have cross-referenced prison data relating to individuals classified in Groups B and C and 
the total number of inmates under the General Secretariat according to the official website. 
The percentage with respect to the Muslim prison population is achieved based on the number 
of inmates who consider themselves to be Muslim (4400 inmates) based on the 2017 Annual 
Report on the Status of Religious Freedom in Spain (Spanish Ministry of Justice, 2018: 69).

10.	 The Judgment of the Spanish Supreme Court of 7 July 2008 justified its reasoning on this 
basis: ‘The police action in this case was correct, and the judicial authorities have tried them 
based on sound reasoning. This does not mean that in a democratic state that guarantees the 
rights of all citizens; religious outbursts of any kind which incite hatred of those different 
from us may be categorized as a criminal offence. . . The ideas may be contagious, but that 
does not necessarily make them illegal [and] manifestation of the intent to commit a crime 
requires the individual to have crossed the line of glorification to commit a measurable and 
verifiable intentional act.’

11.	 Subsequently, the Spanish Constitutional Court upheld the appeal brought by one of those 
involved in the network who was held on remand for three years and five months, considering 
that his right to the presumption of innocence had been breached by the Spanish Ministry of 
Justice. Ruling 10/2017 of the Spanish Constitutional Court of 30 January. URL (accessed 7 
May 2021): http://hj.tribunalconstitucional.es/es-ES/Resolucion/Show/25236.

12.	 Plea bargaining is regulated by section 655 of the Spanish Criminal Procedure Act (LEcrim) 
for ordinary proceedings, ss. 784(3) and 787 LEcrim for summary proceedings and ss. 800(2) 
and 801 LEcrim for fast-track trials applicable to certain offences.

13.	 This was application of the mitigating factor of confession contemplated in section 21(4) 
of the Criminal Code, which states as follows: ‘The guilty party, before being aware of the 
judicial proceedings brought against them, has confessed to committing the crime to the 
authorities.’

14.	 The stay of proceedings can lead to early termination of criminal proceedings and may also 
suspend the proceedings until new evidence is available, allowing the proceedings to be rein-
stated, which will depend on the type of stay of proceedings – whether general or totally or 
partially provisional.

15.	 The change in the offence they were convicted of meant they were no longer subject to the 
application of section 102(5)(c) of the RP, which justified application of the high security 
regime. This meant that a priori they should have been dealt with under the ordinary regime.

References

Acaip (Agrupación de los Cuerpos de la Administración de Instituciones Penitenciarias) (2017) 
Prisiones en cifras. URL (accessed 13 May 2021): https://www.acaip.es/images/docs/
ACAIP.%20PRISIONES%20EN%20CIFRAS.%20YIHADISMO.%20CUANTOS%20
PRESOS%20HAY%20POR%20YIHADISMO%20Y%20CUAL%20ES%20SU%20
DISTRIBUCION%20POR%20CENTROS.pdf.

600 European Journal of Criminology 20(2)

https://avt.org/es/n/1641/obseyvatoyio-de-situacin-penitenciayia
https://avt.org/es/n/1641/obseyvatoyio-de-situacin-penitenciayia
http://www.interior.gob.es/web/archivos-y-documentacion/instituciones-penitenciarias3
http://www.interior.gob.es/web/archivos-y-documentacion/instituciones-penitenciarias3
http://hj.tribunalconstitucional.es/es-ES/Resolucion/Show/25236
https://www.acaip.es/images/docs/ACAIP.%20PRISIONES%20EN%20CIFRAS.%20YIHADISMO.%20CUANTOS%20PRESOS%20HAY%20POR%20YIHADISMO%20Y%20CUAL%20ES%20SU%20DISTRIBUCION%20POR%20CENTROS.pdf
https://www.acaip.es/images/docs/ACAIP.%20PRISIONES%20EN%20CIFRAS.%20YIHADISMO.%20CUANTOS%20PRESOS%20HAY%20POR%20YIHADISMO%20Y%20CUAL%20ES%20SU%20DISTRIBUCION%20POR%20CENTROS.pdf
https://www.acaip.es/images/docs/ACAIP.%20PRISIONES%20EN%20CIFRAS.%20YIHADISMO.%20CUANTOS%20PRESOS%20HAY%20POR%20YIHADISMO%20Y%20CUAL%20ES%20SU%20DISTRIBUCION%20POR%20CENTROS.pdf
https://www.acaip.es/images/docs/ACAIP.%20PRISIONES%20EN%20CIFRAS.%20YIHADISMO.%20CUANTOS%20PRESOS%20HAY%20POR%20YIHADISMO%20Y%20CUAL%20ES%20SU%20DISTRIBUCION%20POR%20CENTROS.pdf


Alexander Y and Pluchinsky DA (1992) Europe’s Red Terrorists: The Fighting Communist 
Organizations. Oxon: Frank Cass.

Altheide D (2006) Terrorism and the politics of fear. Cultural Studies? Critical Methodologies 
6(4): 415–439.

Alonso R (2015) El terrorismo yihadista: una amenaza híbrida. Cuadernos de Pensamiento 
Político FAES, January–March.

Brandariz García J (2014) La difusión de lógicas actuariales y gerenciales en las políticas puniti-
vas. Dret Revista para el análisis del Derecho 2: 1–27.

Brandon J (2009) The danger of prison radicalization in the West. CTC Sentinel 2(12). URL 
(accessed 7 May 2021): https://ctc.usma.edu/wp-content/uploads/2010/08/CTCSentinel-
Vol2Iss12-art1.pdf.

Brown D (2008) The effect of terrorism and terrorist trials on Australian prison regimes. In: 
Proceedings of the 2nd Australian & New Zealand Critical Criminology Conference. 19–20 
June 2008. Sydney, Australia. Sydney: The Crime & Justice Research Network, University 
of New South Wales, 61–70. URL (accessed 7 May 2021): https://researchoutput.csu.edu.au/
ws/portalfiles/portal/9702639.

Cano Paños MA (2012) Régimen penitenciario de los terroristas en España: la prisión como arma 
para combatir a ETA. Madrid: Dykinson, 30–33.

Cano Paños MA (2017) La nueva amenaza terrorista y sus (negativas) repercusiones en el orde-
namiento penal y constitucional. Comentario a la sentencia de la audiencia nacional núm. 
39/2016, de 30 de noviembre. Revista de derecho constitucional europeo 27: 9.

Cano Paños MA and Castro Toledo FJ (2018) El camino hacia la (Ciber) Yihad. Revista Electrónica 
de Ciencia Penal y Criminología 20(15): 15–31.

Carou-García S (2019a) Yihadismo y Derecho Penitenciario. La prevención del extremismo 
violento en prisión desde una perspectiva tratamental. Anuario de derecho penal y ciencias 
penales 72(1): 528–529.

Carou-García S (2019b) El papel de la Institución Penitenciaria en materia de seguridad nacional. 
Revista del Instituto Español de Estudios Estratégicos 14: 83–86.

Castro Liñares D (2019) El primer grado penitenciario: Consideraciones político-criminales a 
propósito del 40 aniversario de la LOGP. Crítica Penal y Poder 17: 140.

Council of Europe (2016) Guidelines for prison and probation services regarding radicalisation 
and violent extremism. Adopted by the Committee of Ministers on 2 March 2016, at the 
1249th meeting of the Ministers’ Deputies. URL (accessed 6 May 2021): https://rm.coe.
int/16806f3d51.

Council of Europe (2017) Report to the Spanish Government on the visit to Spain carried out by 
the European Committee for the Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or Degrading Treatment 
or Punishment (CPT) from 27 September to 10 October 2016. CPT/Inf (2017) 34. Strasbourg, 
16 November. URL (accessed 6 May 2021): https://rm.coe.int/pdf/168076696b.

Cuthbertson IM (2004) Prisons and the education of terrorists. World Policy Journal 21(3).
De Castro Antonio JL and Álvarez IV (2013) Tratamiento penitenciario en casos de terrorismo: 

aspectos sustantivos y procesales. El nuevo panorama del terrorismo en España: perspectiva 
penal, penitenciaria y social. Alicante: Servicio de Publicaciones Universidad de Alicante, 
124–125.

Diewald-Kerkmann G (2014) The Red Army Faction prisoners in West Germany: Equal treatment 
or unfairly tough? In: Silke A (ed.) Prisons, Terrorism and Extremism. London: Routledge, 
230–242.

Domínguez Iribarren F (2016) Las operaciones contra el entorno político de ETA: claves de una 
derrota. Cuadernos de la Guardia Civil: Revista de seguridad pública 1: 54.

601Marrero and Berdún Carrión 

https://ctc.usma.edu/wp-content/uploads/2010/08/CTCSentinel-Vol2Iss12-art1.pdf
https://ctc.usma.edu/wp-content/uploads/2010/08/CTCSentinel-Vol2Iss12-art1.pdf
https://researchoutput.csu.edu.au/ws/portalfiles/portal/9702639
https://researchoutput.csu.edu.au/ws/portalfiles/portal/9702639
https://rm.coe.int/16806f3d51
https://rm.coe.int/16806f3d51
https://rm.coe.int/pdf/168076696b


Europol (2019) European Union Terrorism Situation and Trend Report 2019. URL (accessed 7 
May 2021): https://www.europol.europa.eu/activities-services/main-reports/terrorism-situa-
tion-and-trend-report-2019-te-sat.

Fernández Abad C (2020) La doble problemática del terrorismo yihadista en prisión. InDret. 
Revista para el análisis del Derecho 3: 333.

Freixa Egea G (2014) Análisis del régimen cerrado desde una perspectiva jurídica y criminológica. 
InDret. Revista para el análisis del Derecho 1: 4–11.

Government of Spain (2019) Estrategia Nacional contra el Terrorismo. Madrid: Government of 
Spain, Ministry of the Presidency, Relations with the Cortes and Equality. URL (accessed 
7 May 2021): https://www.dsn.gob.es/sites/dsn/files/Estrategia%20contra%20Terrorismo_
SP.pdf.pdf.

Gray GM and Ropeik DP (2000) Dealing with the dangers of fear: The role of risk communication. 
Health Affairs 21(6): 106–116.

Jones C (2014) Are prisons really schools for terrorism? Challenging the rhetoric on prison radi-
calization. Punishment & Society 16(1): 74–75.

Jones C and Narag RE (2018) Inmate Radicalisation and Recruitment in Prisons. London: 
Routledge.

Jordán Enamorado J (2012) Una aportación empírica al debate teórico sobre la naturaleza organi-
zativa del terrorismo yihadista en Europa Occidental. Revista española de ciencia política 
28: 103–106.

Khosrokhavar F (2013) Radicalization in prison: The French case. Politics, Religion & Ideology 
14(2): 288–290.

Leman J (2019) Jihadists in Belgian prisons. In: Pektas S and Leman J (eds) Militant Jihadism: 
Today and Tomorrow. Leuven: Leuven University Press.

López Bargados A (2016) La amenaza yihadista en España: viejos y nuevos orientalismos. Revista 
de Estudios Internacionales Mediterráneos 21: 73–80.

López-Fonseca O (2018) Cae una red de radicalización en las cárceles con 25 presos yihadis-
tas implicados, El País, 2 October. URL (accessed 6 May 2021): https://elpais.com/polit-
ica/2018/10/01/actualidad/1538422805_284974.html.

López Melero M (2014) Cuestiones sobre el régimen y el tratamiento penitenciario. Anuario de 
derecho penal y ciencias penales 67(1).

McEvoy K (2001) Paramilitary Imprisonment in Northern Ireland: Resistance, Management, and 
Release. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

McEvoy K, O’Mahony D, Horner C et al (1999) The home front. The families of politically moti-
vated prisoners in Northern Ireland. British Journal of Criminology 39(2): 175–178.

Moen D (2000) Irish political prisoners and post hunger-strike resistance to criminalisation. In: 
Mair G and Tarling R (eds) British Criminology Conference: Selected Proceedings. Volume 
3. URL (accessed 7 May 2021): http://www.lboro.ac.uk/departments/ss/bsc/bccsp/vol03/
moen.html.

Moreras J (2015) Políticas de prevención de la radicalización. Afkar ideas: Revista trimestral para 
el diálogo entre el Magreb, España y Europa 45: 30.

Núñez Fernández J (2019) La atenuante analógica de confesión tardía en casos de terrorismo 
yihadista: Un rayo de esperanza para las denostadas medidas premiales? La ley penal: revista 
de derecho penal, procesal y penitenciario 141: 5–11.

Oliver Olmo P and Rubio CL (2019) La construcción histórica de los conceptos de ‘preso político’ 
y ‘preso social’ en la España contemporánea. Millars. Espaii Història 28(46).

Page M (1998) Prisons, Peace and Terrorism: Penal Policy in the Reduction of Political Violence 
in Northern Ireland, Italy and the Spanish Basque Country, 1968–97. London: Macmillan.

602 European Journal of Criminology 20(2)

https://www.europol.europa.eu/activities-services/main-reports/terrorism-situation-and-trend-report-2019-te-sat
https://www.europol.europa.eu/activities-services/main-reports/terrorism-situation-and-trend-report-2019-te-sat
https://www.dsn.gob.es/sites/dsn/files/Estrategia%20contra%20Terrorismo_SP.pdf.pdf
https://www.dsn.gob.es/sites/dsn/files/Estrategia%20contra%20Terrorismo_SP.pdf.pdf
https://elpais.com/politica/2018/10/01/actualidad/1538422805_284974.html
https://elpais.com/politica/2018/10/01/actualidad/1538422805_284974.html
http://www.lboro.ac.uk/departments/ss/bsc/bccsp/vol03/moen.html
http://www.lboro.ac.uk/departments/ss/bsc/bccsp/vol03/moen.html


Pekelder J (2010) The end of the Baader Meinhof group: The long goodbye of the RAF between 
1977 and 1998. IV Jornadas internacionales sobre terrorismo los finales del terrorismo: 
lecciones desde la perspectiva comparada. Madrid, 16 November 2010. Fundación Manuel 
Giménez Abad de Estudios Parlamentarios y del Estado Autonómico, 1–20.

Reinares F, García-Calvo C and Vicente A (2019) Yihadismo y yihadistas en España. Quince años 
después del 11-M. Madrid: Real Instituto Elcano.

Rhazzali MK (2017) Instancias religiosas y negociación de la diferencia: los musulmanes en las 
cárceles italianas. Transl. Zaros A. Sociedad y Religión: Sociología, Antropología e Historia 
de la Religión en el Cono Sur 27(48): 261–286.

Ríos Martín JC (2018) La política penitenciaria para presos de ETA: legalidad constitucional 
frente a interpretación vindicativa. InDret. Revista para el análisis del Derecho 4.

Rodríguez Yagüe C and Pastor Comín JJ (2016) Expresión artística e ideología: la política peni-
tenciaria antiterrorista en Celda 211 de Pérez Gandul (2004) y Daniel Monzón (2009). In: 
Álvarez Marín MJ, López Santos M and Sánchez Villadangos N (eds) El arte frente al terror. 
León: University of León.

Rushchenko J (2018) Prison management of terrorism-related offenders: Is separation effec-
tive? Centre for the Response to Radicalisation and Terrorism. London: The Henry Jackson 
Society, 17–22.

Rushchenko J (2019) Terrorist recruitment and prison radicalization: Assessing the UK experi-
ment of ‘separation centres’. European Journal of Criminology 16(3).

Sánchez Gómez R (2014) Terrorismo y derecho de defensa: de la garantía de los derechos fun-
damentales a la investigación penal contraterrorista. Doctoral thesis, Carlos III University of 
Madrid.

Spanish Ministry of Justice (2018) Annual Report on the Status of Religious Freedom in 
Spain: 2017. Madrid: Government of Spain, Ministry of Justice, General Technical 
Secretariat URL (accessed 7 May 2021): https://www.mjusticia.gob.es/es/AreaTematica/
DocumentacionPublicaciones/InstListDownload/Annual_report_on_the_status_of_reli-
gious_freedom_in_Spain_2017.PDF.

Spanish Ministry of the Interior (2016) Programa Marco de intervención en radicalizatión violenta 
con internos islamistas. URL (accessed 7 May 2021): https://www.csif.es/sites/default/files/
field/file/Circular_I-2-2016.-_Programa_Marco_de_intervencixn_en_radicalizacixn_con_
internos_islamistas.pdf.

Torres Soriano MR (2014) Prison policy as an anti-terrorist tool: Lessons from Spain. In: Silke A 
(ed.) Prisons, Terrorism and Extremism: Critical Issues in Management, Radicalisation and 
Reform. London: Routledge, 243–255.

US Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Prisons (2009) State of the Bureau 2009. URL 
(accessed 6 May 2021): https://www.bop.gov/resources/pdfs/sob09.pdf.

Useem B (2012) US prisons and the myth of Islamic terrorism. Contexts 11(2).
Veldhuis TM (2016) Prisoner Radicalization and Terrorism Detention Policy: Institutionalized 

Fear or Evidence-Based Policy Making? London: Routledge.
Warnes R and Hannah G (2008) Meeting the challenge of extremist and radicalized prisoners: The 

experiences of the United Kingdom and Spain. Policing: A Journal of Policy and Practice 2(4).

603Marrero and Berdún Carrión 

https://www.mjusticia.gob.es/es/AreaTematica/DocumentacionPublicaciones/InstListDownload/Annual_report_on_the_status_of_religious_freedom_in_Spain_2017.PDF
https://www.mjusticia.gob.es/es/AreaTematica/DocumentacionPublicaciones/InstListDownload/Annual_report_on_the_status_of_religious_freedom_in_Spain_2017.PDF
https://www.mjusticia.gob.es/es/AreaTematica/DocumentacionPublicaciones/InstListDownload/Annual_report_on_the_status_of_religious_freedom_in_Spain_2017.PDF
https://www.csif.es/sites/default/files/field/file/Circular_I-2-2016.-_Programa_Marco_de_intervencixn_en_radicalizacixn_con_internos_islamistas.pdf
https://www.csif.es/sites/default/files/field/file/Circular_I-2-2016.-_Programa_Marco_de_intervencixn_en_radicalizacixn_con_internos_islamistas.pdf
https://www.csif.es/sites/default/files/field/file/Circular_I-2-2016.-_Programa_Marco_de_intervencixn_en_radicalizacixn_con_internos_islamistas.pdf
https://www.bop.gov/resources/pdfs/sob09.pdf

