Report on short scrutiny visits to

Prisons holding women

by HM Chief Inspector of Prisons

19 May 2020

INQ000662053_0001



Section |, Safety

those who were new to custody and those who could not read the written information
provided.

1.9 At all sites there were enhanced cleaning procedures in place for cells and communal areas
on the RCU. Prisoners continued to be provided with the equipment and clothing they
needed. A shorter induction was taking place at all three sites but delivery differed between
sites; at Bronzefield a brief induction was delivered in small groups whereas the other sites
relied on written information which was problematic for those who could not read.

1.10  New arrivals at all three sites were meant to receive the same restricted regime as the rest
of the population. While this was the case at Bronzefield and Foston Hall, new arrivals at
Eastwood Park received fifteen to thirty minutes less time out of cell than those living on the
other wings. At each site, prisoners arriving on the same day could be unlocked together,
keeping a two-metre distance from each other. These procedures were designed to prevent
COVID-19 spreading to the main population. However, we found staff on the RCU at
Eastwood Park were taking prisoners who had arrived on different days to the exercise area.
We found an example of a prisoner who was about to move into the main population
exercising in a group with a prisoner who had arrived the day before. This was a potentially
serious oversight that managers needed to rectify.

Support for the most vulnerable prisoners, including those
at risk of self-harm

1.1l All sites had accommodation in which to isolate prisoners with symptoms of, or those who
had been confirmed as currently having, COVID-19. We had concerns about how
symptomatic prisoners were treated at Bronzefield and Eastwood Park. Initially at
Bronzefield the regime for any prisoner who developed symptoms had been poor, with no
time in the open air and a shower only every three days, though this had recently begun to
improve. However, at Eastwood Park, while symptomatic prisoners had a shower in their
cell they did not spend time out of their cell or in the open air for up to seven days.

1.12  In addition, all three sites had identified prisoners who were vulnerable to infection and
needed to be shielded (see Glossary of terms). Bronzefield and Eastwood Park had
designated shielding units. At Bronzefield most prisoners who had been asked to shield for
medical vulnerabilities had agreed to do so. These prisoners had in-cell showers and daily
access to time in the prison’s gardens. At Eastwood Park, cells on the shielding unit did not
have in-cell showers, which made prisoners living on other units more reluctant to move to
this unit. Around half of the prisoners initially identified had declined to shield. The lack of in-
cell showers made it more difficult to deliver a consistent regime for these prisoners.
Managers at Eastwood Park planned to move shielding prisoners to a unit where prisoners
had a shower in their cell.

1.13  In contrast, at Foston Hall there was no discreet shielding unit but most of the shielding
women exercised together, separately from the general population.

1.14  Levels of bullying and violence against prisoners had reduced at Eastwood Park and Foston
Hall. However, there had initially been an increase in assaults on staff and prisoners at
Bronzefield after the imposition of the restricted regime. It was positive that managers at all
three sites had continued oversight meetings and investigations into bullying and incidents of
violence.

1.15  Self-harm had risen since the start of the restrictions at Bronzefield and Foston Hall. The
number of incidents was beginning to reduce at Foston Hall in May but remained above the
level seen before the restricted regime was implemented. The number of incidents remained
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