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Senator Allison (L&C 147) asked, “What is the rationale behind visitors, including lawyers, not being permitted to take in their own writing equipment and documentation at the Maribyrnong detention centre?  If documentation or material is taken in to detainees, it is opened and treated like mail before it is handed over.  Why is this kind of security necessary?  What are the rules at the other detention centres?”

Answer:

At Maribyrnong Immigration Detention Centre legal advisers make appointments to visit their clients privately and do so in interview rooms in the administrative part of the complex.  They may bring in documents and writing equipment for a professional visit when it is done through the professional visitor arrangements and appropriate procedures are in place to check these items upon entry.  It is expected that persons making use of the limited capacity in the visits area are in attendance for the purpose of social, rather than professional, visits.  If lawyers choose to attend the centre as visitors in this way then they must comply with the centre’s visitor policies.

The rationale behind general visitors not being permitted to take their own writing equipment and documentation into the Maribyrnong detention centre is because this has been proven to be a method of introducing contraband items.  The gifts and documentation brought in by visitors must be checked as per the procedure for normal mail for the good order and security of the centre.

The same rules apply at several Immigration Detention Facilities.  Writing materials are provided in the visits area by the Department’s contracted services provider.  DIMIA and ACM are currently developing a nationwide visitors policy that will enhance consistency of approach on such matters.
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Senator Kirk (L&C 153) asked in relation to the alleged sexual assault of an Iranian female detainee at the Curtin detention centre:

a) Can you tell me what occurred surrounding this alleged incident?

b) Did the woman who made the complaint continue to be accommodated in the same compound as her alleged attacker?

Answer:

a) The Department is aware of media reports regarding an alleged attempted sexual assault at Curtin IRPC in June 2002.  To understand the context in which the alleged incident was raised, two separate allegations are referred to in this response.

The Department can confirm that on 20 June 2002, a female detainee at the Curtin IRPC alleged that a male detainee at the centre had attempted to sexually assault her “on or about 10 June 2002”.  The ACM Operations Manager spoke with the female detainee about the allegation and advised her that the best course of action was to refer the matter to the police for further action.  The detainee agreed to this and the matter was referred to the Australian Federal Police (AFP) for investigation.

On 9 July 2002, the AFP advised that they were not able to accept the matter for investigation.  The matter was then referred by DIMIA to the Western Australian Police Service (WAPS) at Derby.

The Sabean Mandaean Association submitted the allegation to both Amnesty International and the Commonwealth Ombudsman’s office.  However, they claimed that the allegation was of sexual assault, rather than attempted sexual assault as initially claimed by the detainee.

On Sunday 28 July 2002, the female detainee alleged that a detainee had assaulted both her and her daughter.  The female detainee and her daughter were escorted to the medical clinic for examination.  The female detainee was found to have a swollen and bruised right ring finger and her daughter was found to have a small reddened area on her left upper arm.  Both detainees received appropriate medical treatment.  On 2 August 2002, the female detainee attended the Derby Regional Hospital and had x-rays on her right ring finger.  The x-rays confirmed a transverse fracture of the finger.  Nursing staff at the Curtin IRPC continued to provide treatment to her.

The detainee who was alleged to have assaulted the female detainee and her daughter stated that he had hit the female detainee only in retaliation after she had accosted him.  He denied touching the female detainee’s daughter.

The ACM Operations Manager spoke with the female detainee on 

29 July 2002 when she repeated her claims and requested the matter be referred to the police.  The alleged assailant also reiterated his statement that he had only retaliated against the female detainee and had not hit the detainee’s daughter.

As the incident involved a minor, the Western Australia Department of Community Development was informed of the allegation on 29 July 2002.

The female detainee and the alleged assailant submitted written reports on the alleged incident on 30 July 2002.  Two other detainees who stated they had witnessed the altercation also submitted written reports.  The incident was then referred to the AFP for investigation.  They conducted preliminary enquiries and advised DIMIA on 12 August 2002 that they would not be undertaking a formal investigation as “successful prosecution would be highly unlikely”.

On 7 September 2002, the female detainee and her family were transferred to the Baxter IDF.

The allegation of sexual assault arising in June 2002 was raised in the media on 27 January 2003.  It was claimed that the AFP and WAPS failed to investigate the allegation when it was reported.

In February 2003 the AFP advised DIMIA that they were re-investigating the allegation and they attended the Baxter IDF on 17 and 18 February 2003 to conduct interviews.

On 25 February 2003 the AFP in Perth were contacted to obtain an update in relation to the investigation.  An assessment process is being undertaken to determine if they will proceed with possible prosecution.  A decision will be made from the National Office in Canberra.  As yet no decision has been made as to whether the investigation will continue with a view to prosecution or not.

b) Yes, the woman remained in the same compound following the allegation of attempted sexual assault.  DIMIA at Curtin IRPC offered the female detainee different accommodation within the family compounds on numerous occasions.  The female detainee declined all these offers and elected to remain in her accommodation in ‘Charlie’ compound, which housed single male detainees.
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Senator Allison (L&C 154) asked, “In relation to Baxter detention centre, confirm that when someone moves from White 1 compound or White 2 compound to where property is dispensed – that is, parcels are received – there is a need to go through strip searching on two occasions to do that.”

Answer:

Strip searches are not carried out as a matter of routine, nor are detainees strip searched whenever they move from White 1 compound to where property is dispensed.  Each detainee of White 1 compound was only strip searched in a private room once on 5 January 2003, when the entire group was relocated from White 2 compound to White 1.  No detainees have been accommodated in White 2 compound since that time.
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Senator Kirk (L&C 154) asked how many people who have made Protection Visa claims have absconded from detention in the period 1993-2002?  Provide a breakdown as to which detention centres these persons absconded from.

Answer:

Details on the number of persons who absconded and who made protection visa claims in the period specified are not readily available as escapes information is not recorded in conjunction with detainee visa claims.  To collate this information manually in order to respond to the request would result in a substantial diversion of the resources of the agency from its other operations.

Changes in systems over the last decade also mean that reliable data on the total number of escapes from each of the immigration detention facilities is not available prior to 1999-2000.

	Persons who have escaped from immigration detention facilities

	(Provides details of the number of persons who escaped for the last four financial years, by centre (to 7 February 2003))

	As at 7 February 2003


	Detention Centre
	1999-00
	2000-01
	2001-02
	2002-03
	Total

	Curtin IRPC
	11
	3
	2
	0
	16

	Woomera IRPC
	2
	11
	93
	7
	113

	Port Hedland IRPC
	26
	9
	0
	1
	36

	Villawood IDC
	12
	23
	49
	4
	88

	Maribyrnong IDC
	6
	10
	1
	0
	17

	Perth IDC
	0
	1
	0
	2
	3

	Baxter IDF
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Cocos Island 
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Christmas Island
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Total
	57
	57
	145
	14
	273
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Senator Allison (L&C 154) asked, “How many women who are brought to Australia for prostitution are currently in detention centres and how many were in that category over the 12 months of 2002?”

Answer:

DIMIA detention centres and Australasian Correctional Management (which manages detention services) do not keep statistics in relation to the industry in which a person in detention has worked.  
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Senator Allison (L&C 156) asked for a copy of the 1996 DIMIA report titled Trafficking of Women into the Australian Sex Industry.

Answer:

A copy of the report is attached.  Please note that the definition of ‘people trafficking’ in this report differs from the definition used in the United Nations Protocol.

