Rallarat Refugee Support Network

% Committee o Enguire into the
igration act

“This submmission is mads on behal of the Ballarai Refugse Suppert Mepwork, BRSN 15
20 apolitical bady of some 350+ Ballarat citizens of all ages, religious and non-
seligious persuasions. Members share g sIONg ConcoTn for the weli-being of feilow
human beings whe seek refage in Australia, BRSN came it being in 2001 at the
sime of the Tampa affair and is now affiliated 1o RAR. From the very beginmmg
members of BRSN have made it their business to keep in tompch with Asylum Seekers
snct to give them support. For the fast four yeaws the membership bas sought t©
Lecome as well informed as possible abomt issues that affect Asylum Seckers.
Members belive that this dissemination of infunmation is essential for ackieving &
meuliural chense” i the comppunity. Until that is done govermment and opposition are
unlikely fo that it is "politically” worthwiiie to make more than token changes
in any aitempt io repair serous flaws the mumigration detention system,

BRSN scuepts that this can be a dillicalt and sensitive issue for both government and
. opposition. Consequenily, BRSN doss not eppess mandstory detention of asylum
poakers when they First arrive in Anstralia provided it 15 for a Teni

peried of time and that they are noi solbpected, as ol prosent, crmel prison Hke
conditions.

Criginafhy the Patmer Inquiry's Terms of Reference were speifically restricted to the
circamstances vf Corpelia Raw's detention from March 2004 - Febyunry 20035 On
Bay 2003 the circumsiances surrounding the removal from Asstralia of Ms. Vovian
Advarez/Solan Y oung were added to the terms of referance. &M no stage were the
circumstances of non Australian asyhun seckers included. Farther, Mr. Palmer was
not empowered to call wilnesses Bor Was amy witness prolection ven 1o Persons
wishing 1 give cvilence.

FCOETH

Motwithstsnding these limitations the findings and meeommendaiions of the Palmer
Inquiry meake it sbundanty clear that DIVIAS performance has very defects i regard
it Dietention Centres in goncal 2nd Asyham Seekers in pasticular. The Report simply
confirms, but only in part, BRSN's worst fewrs concerning the freatment weted out 10
those secking refage in this country and reinforces the nnpressions gaimed by
members of BRIN in visits to Maribyrnong, Port Hedland and Baxter.

The so wgently required "ealtural change” referred to above will be achieved only
when these is full and public disclosurs of the administrative praciwes winch
flagrantly ignore basic humans nghts and have af least the tacit appeovel of
SOVerTInent.

ek 2 disclosere will be made onty to a fell and open Judicial Inguiry with the
powers of a Roval Commission to subpoena, question and protect wilresses
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The RRYM has o numnber of specific issues which capse concers; these welade:
i. The pusitive pature of detention.

T some chroumsiances, these may be need for a period of ascessment for hesdth and
security checks. However, notwithsianding govemment claims to the conirary,
detention as curently practised is clearly punstive and intended as 2 defonent to
others seeking asylum. A letier from Sesator Vanstone, Januery 2000, attachd to this
suhmission, mekes this claim among 2 nuraber of others which recont events have
shawn to be absurd, inclading an assurance that ber department “1akes the vimost care
10 address any health or developmenta! concerns of people Ie immigration datention.”

BRIN members who have visited the Baxter Detention Cenbre agree absolutely with
the Bnding of the Palmer Report that “there is much wrong with Baxter”. I
particular, the environment is 50 barsh and physically restrictive as 1o suggest that
there has heen a deliberate atiempt 1o place this and ofher centres in isolated areas i»
erder to prevent media seretiny and so limit public concers.

The Palnser enguity finds that there is “no razor wire a1 Baxter™. This appears o us 10
fe true but there is a high voltage electric fonce, there ave cages with securrty Joors at
each end Gwough which one passes 1 MOV from one ares to znother, the anly view
the putside world is a patch of sky above the exercise yard and,

: s prevent even.a view of this sky, Peychistrists clearly

The snicide mis among deteiness is ten fimes that of the national average { Julian
Basrnside GO, Compasy 247 Fuly 05 )

The deprivation of iherty is & profound and miense pumsioneat and this kas been
endared by many for long periods of time with no indication of date of relesse.

B whom we know and vist is 2 stateless person who has been in detention fur nearly
five vears. He has commitied no crime. An attempt 1 depart him Frilod because he
wat nol bom in his countzy of ethaicity, a fact that he has abways explamed.

1t 1s recognised by many experienced professionals, including D Smeiding, 2
cousultant psychiatrist who bas assessed many people in detention, that the policy of
detaining asylum seckers indefinilely is a form of psychological crachly, cxacerbating
disiress in peopbe who have alveady experienced severs Uauma, dislocation and loss.
This leads mumy 0 absoluls depression and despair. (ABC Latedine 15th July 03}

2. Manry and Cheistmas Islaed

Ta Australis’s shame the “Pacific Solution”™ and the “Christimas Island Solutron”™ are
cruel ways of isolating from public attention some of our most vuleerable fellow
fyrran beings. The Gact that the waajority of these peopls have cventually been
recognised as refugees raises the question, “How is their long detention fustitied 7
Whils the Australian Government plans to send more rougs o restore order and basic
services in Afhanistan, detainees on Naure are being pressursd 10 reflar o fhat




conrtry. How can this be fustified? These are people who, afler enduring vears in
detention, could he I serious denger If returned to their war ravaged countyy.

3. Privatisation of Detention facilities

The Palmer Report indicates that there an clear problems of accountabaliy e having
privaic companics fun detention centres, Further, the previous experience of
companies employed by the Australian Government has heon entinely conctrned
running peivatised penal institations. Public scconntabiiity iy caseniial and fust one
reason for public accountability is the experience of 3 solitary woman being boused
with men at the Curtis Detention centre. Puriber Jotainees have boen left in solitary
contingment for Tong periods, foar gas hat been used against groups containing
children, people have been diagnesed as nceding hospitalisation for peEychistric
westment but have not been fansfiored 10 an apgropriate hospital

4. The cost of keeping penple in detention

The Awe Bditorial of 20tk July 05 stes that, since July 1999, the cost of keeping
senple in detention contres in Australia bas been $1.1 allon doflars, To this, we must
acet the cost of the Pacific Solution which Julian Burnside QC siated to be ong
thousand million doliars and fhis to prevent about 1500 asylem seckers reaching
Australia { Julfan Buraside, address 1o Rotary 17.2.04 ). In addition there 1s the cost of
constructing and sustatning the 800 bed facility on Christmas Istand

Beparied inte danger g Thews: s evid people have been
depored to their destl. { Deportation into Davger - vesearch study oy Dawid Corielt
and FEdmund Rice centre. }

6. The Plisht of these on Bridging visas.

Some Bridging Visas, such as Bridging visa E, do not allow the holder to wiprk, to
receive sooial secarity of o hmve medicare. Some of the people with those visas have
children to suppor. it should be 5 matter of grest concern that the basic tivelihood of
these people totally depends on charity.

it should be recognised that the majarity of pevple on Bridging Visas could muake 2
real contribedion 1o our society. Tnstead, they am placed in a situation where thoy
cannot support Seemselves or family, 2 siiuation which is damaging both mientatly and
ohvsically.

7, Temporary protection Visas saust be abolished

The tempurary prodection visa resulls in great bardsup, Jeaving peonie B & siate of
insecurity with & constant fear of the future and causing tragric family sepprations.
¥or exanpie, M, whons we know, spent 2 172 years in detendion, was reoogmised 1o
e a refugee and altowed to five inthe comavamty. He could not practese his
profession as an engincer bt he managed (o estabiish a business in home
aintenance. Te varely contacts his wife or two children in Trar because he fears thal
this will endanger their safety. He has not scen bis children for five years amet fias no
right 10 seek family reunion visas for them




mp other country Tmids profechion o " ISmpenary paection’.

Migeation is a difficult precess tov any person sl pur wigration policies have fora
fong time recogaised this fact, providing assistance for people from muny lands.

For the refuges, ofien severely tranmpatised, without financial support, often alone and
aften having sper o Jong period u defention, the process is Sar more diffioelt.

This group is deprived of settlement Support services.

Finding work can be partcnlarly diffcult when smployers are wade aware of the
semporary natre of the visa.

8, The Return Pending Visa

The Retum Pending Wisa was recently introduced as & solution to the pr Yolern of long
term detention, However, it seeras that lile sccount was taken of the consegygent
snsieties For detainees. It is difficult and stressful for detainees to decide whether o
nnt 10 sige an acosptance of this visa because, by signing they risk makeing i easicr
for the govermnent to deport them and especially © countries e s Iran with which

the governmesnt has made agreements.
The Return Pending Viss offers no scourily and for people already sufforing serious

effects of long tonn deterdion thds can be very Jdamaging.

% Detention Debty

We arc aware of an adminisirative decision thai, for those on TPV
owever, there are other asviom seekers who have schieved release ffom dew

other ways og. 8 pennenent visa as o refogee, and who have been presered with a
bill for the accommodation costs of their years in dewenhion.
An Tranian asvivm seeker knows W us, spont 4 372 years in detention snd Hrslly was
released on & spouse visa. He has g bill for over $220.000. He must hewin to pay this
account if be secks permanent residency in this country.
It ix 2 serious injustics to charge for sccommodation in Ausirelian deteniion centres.

Conclusion: The writers of this submission have drawn an the experizeces of buth
TRYM members snd Mr. folien Burnside QC as weil a3 on infwmation provided by
the Brigidine Fostice Commmmty.

Bearing in mind the recent disclosure of the distressing experiences of the Whang
family whe, apart from the Jess fhan sensitive arvest of the childen, wst have been
travrpatised by witnessing an atiempied seicide the Senate iy is most tmely.

We make this submission in fhe hopes that the inguiry will both lead 10 3 Roval

¢ ommission and o immediate improvements in the way Refugees and Asylum
Jeekers gre treated ths cnsuring that Australia in sll respects ahides by both the
iptermational Covenant on Civil and Polftical Rights and the Universal Declaration of
Hman Rights to which our souniry is a8 sigastony,

¥

Signed gu beliall of the Ballatat Refupee Support Network

[Feml pudith Houston




sar the Fon Amanda Vansions Pariiament House, Canberra ALT 2840

v fnr imnigradion and Mudticutural ;
ganous Affals Telephane. (12} G277 7880

Minister Asisting the Prime Minister for Reconcilirtion Faosimile: (077 8275 4144

Dear Mr & Ms Diyer

thank you for your recent posteard concerning the A R fonily.

| can sesure vou that my depariment fakes the wmost care 1o address any bealth or
developmental concerns of people in. i memgration detention. My department has regulac
ussions with agencies such as the South Australian child welfare agency, Family and Youlh
wvices, 1o sddeess child protection and welfare issucs.

Aupstralia has strict privacy rules which permit the disclosure of information held on individuals
oy my department enly in very Hmited cirenmstances. Adthough the Privacy Adei prevents me
fromn discussing the personal details relating to the AR W Cunily, [would like to correct the
misinformation contained in your posteard message. -

atery @stention of nolawinl non-cltizens was introduced by the Labor Government in 1
maintained strong bi-partisan suppaort in the Parliament. 1§ is pot the case that people in
immigration detention have been labelled “oriminals”. They are not imnrisoned, nor s their

)

detention a Ysentence”,

Anyone can leave detention by returnisg 10 his or her homeland. The government will assis
the return of foreign pationals, including the payment of airfares and ayrangerment of travel
doouments where these have been destroyed or fost.

Faosle are detained for the shortest possibie time while their claims for protoction as refugaes is
henw extablished  Omee refuges status is positively determined 8 protection visa 1% wssued,
enbioct to characier of security concerns, You may be interested fo know that of the Y88 people
i imigration detention (oo ¢ January 2004), ouly 10 were awaiting o primary decision on an
ppplication for a protection visa. This includes two detained as Unauthorised Akr Arrivals and
eight detained as a resulf of compliance activities. There were no Unauthorised Boat Arvivals
gwatting o primary declston.

¢ neople who have spent lengthy periods in detention have chosen 1ot o seeept the ovigingl
“ision (e they are not eligible to enter Australia lawfully. They have decided mstead fo

sontest these decisions in Australian tribunals and courts, as is their right. While these appe
are underway, the law reguires that unlawiul non-citizens be detained,
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silegations of abuse in lmmigration detention are completely unsubsiantiated,
feet to ful

s are snblect fo both administrative and §udra:za review, and are H}“}‘hﬂ-u
pility. Tn fact, the immigration detention process s among

Pietention iﬁﬁ'!w_i
nrlamnaniory *A}mumw angd nocounia
the most closely sorutinised of government Programs.

Thank vou for bring ring this matier o atteniion.

Yinaes sincerely
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AMANDA VANSTONE
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