
New Plan for Immigration: Stakeholder questionnaire
	This pdf version of the online questionnaire allows you to download the questions as a whole to help you formulate your responses to the online questionnaire.

	Foreword

	1
	The foreword provides a high level outline of the New Plan for Immigration, including reforms to make the system fair, but firm.

Overall, how far do you support or oppose what is being said here?

Please refer to the foreword of the New Plan for Immigration to support your answer to this question.
	· Strongly support

· Tend to support

· Neither support nor oppose

· Tend to oppose

· Strongly oppose

· Don’t know

	Chapter 1: Overview of the Current System
This question relates to the Overview of the Current System in the New Plan for Immigration, should you wish to refer to this before answering.



	3
	Please use the space below to give further detail for your answer. In particular, if there are any other objectives that the Government should consider as part of their plans to reform the asylum and illegal migration systems.

Points we may wish to include:

· We reject the implication that asylum seekers “should” be claiming asylum in other countries before the UK – not a requirement. Explain reasons why might choose UK e.g. due to colonial history, UK military intervention 

· Reasons why asylum-seekers may be more likely to be male – it doesn’t mean they’re “economic migrants”

· Alternative analysis of statistics on resettlement, appeals and JR etc.

· “Foreign National Offenders” vs. time-served prisoners

~~~ 

Question ‘illegal’ – use irregular or spontaneous

Sudanese who drowned only set off for UK after French asylum application refused’

Treatment of refugees in France, Greece makes it not safe

~~~

· Bullet pt 1: We reject the implication that asylum seekers “should” be claiming asylum in other countries before the UK – not a requirement. Explain reasons why might choose UK e.g. due to colonial history, and so they know the language, expect to be welcomed, see UK as compassionate, UK military intervention, people smugglers bring their ‘clients’ here – they do not have a choice, sometimes other ‘safe’ countries are not safe [Greece has been identified as unsafe at times: In 2011, the landmark case of MSS v Belgium and Greece concluded that conditions in Greece were so dire, asylum seekers’ human rights would be breached if returned https://www.freemovement.org.uk/returns-to-greece/ and again in 2020: https://reliefweb.int/report/greece/issue-brief-blocked-every-pass-how-greece-s-policy-exclusion-harms-asylum-seekers-and .] We take a tiny fraction of people seeking asylum compared to many other countries. 

· Reasons why asylum-seekers may be more likely to be male – it doesn’t mean they’re “economic migrants”

· dangerous for women to travel this way – risky sexually, trafficking; 

· Alternative analysis of statistics on resettlement, appeals and JR etc. 

· The Government’s chosen measure of how many people seeking asylum the UK has offered sanctuary to is very narrow, concentrating on resettlement programmes rather than the breadth of ways in which sanctuary is given. The figures from Amnesty International demonstrate that it is not true to claim that UK is doing ‘more than any other European country’ https://www.amnesty.org/en/what-we-do/refugees-asylum-seekers-and-migrants/global-refugee-crisis-statistics-and-facts/ 

· And this briefing from the Commons Library demonstrates how we have previously fallen well behind other countries: In 2019, there were around 5 asylum applications for every 10,000 people living in the UK. Across the EU28 there were 14 asylum applications for every 10,000 people. The UK was therefore below the average among EU countries for asylum applications per head of population, ranking 17th among EU28 countries on this measure.https://commonslibrary.parliament.uk/research-briefings/sn01403/ 

· People seeking asylum are not involved in ‘illegal immigration’ – they have a legal right to seek asylum.

· The report talks of ‘repeated unmeritorious appeals and claims’. We are talking about people’s lives,  and must consider the risk of being returned to danger in the country they left. In the year ending June 2020 2,932 people had an appeal allowed following an initial refusal of asylum. https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/immigration-statistics-year-ending-june-2020/how-many-people-do-we-grant-asylum-or-protection-to 
· This proposed system is unjust and unfair in seeking to close down options people have to take their case through the appeal system.
· It would be fair and just to enable people to be properly heard in a climate of trust not disbelief, by enabling them to present a full case when they were psychologically and physically ready and able to do so, fully supported by an effective legal aid system.
· In relation to claims of concern about criminal activity of people smugglers, this would not be such a successful business if there were safe pathways to seeking asylum in UK. By not creating reasonable safe pathways for those in transit already, we are throwing people into the arms of people smugglers, and danger.

· Kurds from Syria for example do not feel safe in Turkey – they have been refouled back to Syria whilst awaiting a UNHCR assessment.

· “Foreign National Offenders” vs. time-served prisoners

· Offering immediate indefinite leave to remain in the UK for resettled refugees is welcomed, and this package must include access to public funding in line with the general population.

· There is nothing fair about this: ‘Those who prevail with claims having entered illegally will receive a new temporary protection status rather than an automatic right to settle, will be regularly reassessed for removal from the UK, will have limited family reunion rights and will have no recourse to public funds except in cases of destitution.’

· If age assessments were carried out in on the balance of possibilities, in a culture of belief,  on the understanding that there is no exact measurement, that there are many variables to take into consideration, and there is a leeway of at least +/- 2 years, it will be a positive step to standardise this part of the process: ‘We will also introduce a robust approach to age assessment to ensure we safeguard against adults claiming to be children.’

‘The rapid intake of asylum claims has outstripped any ability to make asylum decisions quickly meaning caseloads are growing to unsustainable levels.’ Backlogs continually build up – this is not new. The Legacy scheme in 2007 was introduced due to backlogs in the system.  If people were given the opportunity to properly present their case and to have a chance of being believed in the initial stages there would be far less of a problem for both the Home Office,  the applicant, the public purse, and the community in general.

~~~
As Quakers we uphold that international human rights standards and the Refugee Convention should be the basis for any just immigration policies and for the humane treatment of all asylum seekers, refugees and migrants.  To refuse the asylum claims of those arriving irregularly into the UK – or those deemed to have passed through a ‘safe 3rd country’, is contrary to both the letter and spirit of the Refugee Convention. Breaching international law in this manner is dangerous for the lives and safely of refugees globally and is an abuse of fundamental human rights. What if other countries simply decided to refuse protection to asylum seekers for narrow nationalistic motives - including countries like Turkey with over 4 million refugees?  It is also foolhardy for the UK to abandon its international responsibilities and alliances in this manner. If the global pandemic has taught us anything it is that we live in a deeply interconnected global world where all our welfare depends on co-operative , shared action and solutions.
I agree with Asylum Matters in their overall assessment of this Immigration Plan:                                                                                                       “We are appalled by these inhumane and unworkable proposals, which threaten to slam the door in the face of people in dire need of protection from persecution. Despite the rhetoric, these divisive plans will do nothing to address the root causes of why people put their lives at risk trying to cross the Channel or the record backlog of people waiting in inhumane conditions for a decision on their claim for asylum. Instead, they threaten the very right to claim asylum in the UK and the safety of people on the move”.
(Ref: https://asylummatters.org/2021/04/01/covid-19-asylum-30th-march/)

The injustice and inhumanity of a plan that discriminates between asylum seekers simply on the basis of how they arrived into the UK seems intolerable to any fair minded person. To further inflict destitution, constant legal insecurity and reassessment for removal, along with the denial of family reunification rights onto those so discriminated against is cruel beyond reason. It is particularly so when we know this Government (and others) have recently closed down ‘safe and legal’ routes to protection (e.g. Dubs, Family Reunification). It is likely that the people punished in this manner will have no knowledge of these rules and regulations in advance of arriving here. The fact that the Home Office /Home Secretary must be aware of this and of the desperate circumstances people are fleeing supports suggestions that serious consideration should now be given to another or new ministry taking over the protection role of the Home Office towards asylum seekers and refugees - or an independent board..

Innumerable enquiries, reviews and reports have outlined repeatedly the causes of the crises in the current asylum system generally and also its accommodation support (for e.g.  Freedom from Torture: Lessons not Learned 2019; Waiting in the Dark, Refugee Action). The ‘Windrush Lessons Learned Review’(2020) put a spotlight not just on the failures of the Government’s ‘Hostile Environment’ policy but also systemic failures within the Home Office’s decision making, it’s culture of disbelief and a pattern of ignoring evidence and expert advice. Given the recent failures and criticisms of Napier and Penally barracks (Inspectors, ICIBI, March ’21) the new plans to expand reception centres over community housing for asylum seekers lacks any evidential basis and compromises the health and safely of future residents. Here again we see the failure of the Home Office to learn from past mistakes and listen to experts and evidence.




	Chapter 2: Protecting those Fleeing Persecution, Oppression and Tyranny
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	Please use the space below to give further feedback on the proposals in chapter 2. In particular, the Government is keen to understand:

(a) If there are any ways in which these proposals could be improved to make sure the objective of providing well maintained and defined safe and legal routes for refugees in genuine need of protection is achieved; and

(b) Whether there are any potential challenges that you can foresee in the approach the Government is taking to help those in genuine need of protection.

Please provide as much detail as you can. Open question
Points we may wish to include:

· Issues with current resettlement schemes

· Comments on workability of plans

· Do we agree with giving Home Secretary discretionary power to help individuals?

· We disagree with distinction between those who come through resettlement schemes and others

~~~

Humanitarian visas 

Application for asylum from outside UK

‘genuine’ unnecessary and loaded word.  

~~~

The government has given no indication of its intention of creating safe legal routes. 

The plans mean that people from the same situation would be treated differently depending on the route they had taken. 

~~~

Comments on workability of plans

· Community sponsorship works for a limited number of selected refugees, which works on one level for those who want to do some good, but it sets up an inequality,  a sense of beholdenness in the recipient,  an expectation of gratitude in the giver, and a raft of problems when it breaks down.  The community should be encouraged to support people in need of sanctuary but should not take the lead role – that is for properly-funded public services to manage.   

· Giving family reunion rights to children under 21 rather than under 18 is a positive step

~~~

Resettlement Schemes: given the praise for ‘official’ resettlement schemes in the plan and the attendant preferential rights for ‘refugees’ it is therefore very disappointing that the plan omits to give any details at all as to how many refugees will be resettled in the future and when? While these schemes are a valuable part of any protection system many people fleeing violence or persecution won’t ever be able to access them and they will only help a small minority of people in need of sanctuary.
~~~

There are currently no safe and legal (in the eyes of this government) routes for asylum seekers to the UK, other than the extremely restricted number allowed on official government resettlement schemes, which as far as I know is only the one for Syrians in refugee camps who are regarded as vulnerable agreed by David Cameron to take up to 20 thousand but only a fraction of that number so far, and I believe they have to be offered a place by a local authority.  

It is completely unjust and irresponsible to insist that first safe countries of arrival must take all asylum seekers as these are inevitably, due to geography, all in southern Europe and hence are already overwhelmed, and are less affluent than the northern European countries. If UK was in southern Europe we would be asking northern countries to take a fair proportion of those who arrive. It is hypocritical to pretend not to recognise this unfairness. As an island and on the northern edge of Europe we are deliberately evading our responsibility which we signed up to in the 1951 Refugee Convention. Furthermore we will be regarded as untrustworthy and unjust by other heavily burdened countries. Working together internationally is the fairest solution.

~~~

Basically there is a complete failure to understand the situation of those fleeing the chaos of war, or persecution. To stand in their shoes How can they wait to find a legal route if their lives are at risk, or there is complete breakdown and chaos in their country? If you have to you walk to the border through snow and ice and so on, and end up in the next country. Lucky are those who can simply get on a plane and arrive direct to UK which is at the far end of a string of countries if you are travelling overland.




	Safe and legal routes including Family reunion for unaccompanied asylum seeking children These questions relate to the separate information sheet (Annex A) on safe and legal routes
including family reunion for unaccompanied asylum seeking children. Please refer to this sheet for more information.
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	Are there any other observations or views you would like to share relating to the UK Government’s future policy on safe and legal routes for unaccompanied asylum-seeking children in the EU wanting to reunite with family members in the UK?

Please write in your answer and provide as much detail as you can.

Compassionate approach, culture of belief Open question
The plans will in effect put a stop to people seeking asylum, therefore there will be nobody for families to be reunited with. This is an example of the deceitful nature of these proposals. 

~~~

Families need to be offered financial and other support once a young person joins them, rather than to be abandoned to their own devises which negatively impacts the young person and the family already here.


	11
	Are there any other observations or views you would like to share relating to the UK Government’s future policy on safe and legal routes for unaccompanied asylum-seeking children in the rest of the world (outside the EU) wanting to reunite with family members in the UK?

Please write in your answer and provide as much detail as you can.
Compassionate approach, culture of belief Open question

As above.

 

	12
	Are there any other observations or views you would like to share relating to the UK Government’s future policy on safe and legal routes to the UK for protection claimants in the EU?

Please write in your answer and provide as much detail as you can.

When you answer please indicate if your views relate to protection claimants who are unaccompanied asylum-

seeking children, adults and/or families (adults and accompanied children) in the EU.

Open question



	13
	Are there any other observations or views you would like to share relating to the UK Government’s future policy on safe and legal routes for protection claimants who are adults and/or families (adults and accompanied children) wanting to reunite with family members in the UK?

Please write in your answer and provide as much detail as you can.
We may wish to comment. Open question

	14
	Are there any further observations or views you would like to share about safe and legal routes to the UK for family reunion or other purposes for protection claimants and/or refugees and/or their families that you have not expressed?

Please write in your answer and provide as much detail as you can.

When you answer please indicate if your views relate to protection claimants and/or refugees and/or their families in the EU and/or the rest of the world. Open question

	Chapter 3: Ending Anomalies and Delivering Fairness in British Nationality Law
These questions relate to chapter 3 of the New Plan for Immigration. Please refer to this chapter for more information.

	18
	Please use the space below to give further feedback on the proposals in chapter 3. The Government is keen to understand:

(a) If there are any ways in which these proposals could be improved to make sure the objective of correcting historic anomalies in our nationality laws is achieved; and

(b) Whether there are any potential challenges that you can foresee in the approach being taken to reform nationality laws.

Please provide as much detail as you can. Open question

People seeking asylum may have a passport from their originating country, but it is not right to expect them to also apply for the same for their children born in UK.  To make such an application may put someone at increased risk of harm to themselves, and/or to their family back ‘home’.  It would not be right to deprive these children of British nationality on the basis that their parents did not feel able to register them elsewhere.

~~~

People seeking asylum may have a passport from their originating country, but it is not right to expect them to also apply for the same for their children born in UK.  To make such an application may put someone at increased risk of harm to themselves, and/or to their family back ‘home’.  It would not be right to deprive these children of British nationality on the basis that their parents did not feel able to register them elsewhere.




	Chapter 4: Disrupting Criminal Networks and Reforming the Asylum System
These questions relate to chapter 4 of the New Plan for Immigration. Please refer to this chapter for more information.
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	The UK Government intends to create a differentiated approach to asylum claims. For the first time how somebody arrives in the UK will matter for the purposes of their asylum claim.
As the Government seeks to implement this change, what, if any, practical considerations should be taken into account?
Strong rejection of principle
This is possibly illegal and in contravention of the Conventions the UK has ratified. 

~~~

Reject principle and question proposed ‘one stop’ proposal, practical  processing, inadmissible claims

~~~

John O speaks my mind: Why Sticking to the Refugee Convention Still Matters https://www.freemovement.org.uk/why-sticking-to-the-refugee-convention-still-matters/ 

When someone says that refugees should claim asylum in the first safe country they reach, what they really mean is that other countries should look after refugees. They want others to do what they would not do themselves. Their words are really addressed to the countries through which the refugee has passed on their journey to us. France should look after the refugees and take them back from us. If not France, then Greece. If not Greece, then Turkey. If not Turkey, then Iran. And so on. Those countries should “step up” (Shaun Bailey, Conservative MP for West Bromwich West). Not us. They have “a moral duty and a responsibility” (Priti Patel, Home Secretary for the United Kingdom). Not us.

These responses very obviously ignore what other countries are already doing. In 2019 the UK received 52,000 asylum seekers in total, including refugees entering on our resettlement scheme. France received 157,000. Officially Greece received 70,000, although their asylum registration system has broken down. Turkey already hosts 4,000,000 refugees. Iran already hosts close to 1,000,000 refugees. To suggest we are already doing more than we should and these other countries should “step up” is manifestly absurd.

	22
	The UK Government intends on introducing a more rigorous standard for testing the “well-founded fear of persecution” in the Refugee  Convention.

As  the  Government  considers  this  change,  what,  if any, practical considerations should  be taken  into  account? Open question
We may wish to emphasise the need for a culture of belief. 
Incomplete knowledge of decision makers leads to false assumptions about safety in countries and lack of understanding of torture 

~~~ 

People who arrive here are traumatised and are therefore not in a position to explain their situation coherently in front of strangers in a system which is intimidating. It is essential that appeals are allowed as the initial decision is frequently wrong, the Home Office also “loses” documents or claims that there is no evidence when there clearly is.

~~~

The standards for testing the UN Refugee Convention ‘well-founded fear of prosecution’ adopted by the Home Office have led to appeals overturning the decisions made by caseowners,  and for those who do not have the physical and/or psychological means to appeal it has cast them into a life of destitution, danger and fear. The test needs to be considered in a climate of belief.  The culture of our hostile system needs to be completely dismantled.



	25
	Please use the space below to give further feedback on the proposals in chapter 4. In particular, the Government is keen to understand:

(a) If there are any ways in which these proposals could be improved to make sure the objective of overhauling our domestic asylum framework is achieved; and

(b) Whether there are any potential challenges that you can foresee in the approach being taken around asylum reform.

Please provide as much detail as you can. Open question

We may wish to include these points:

· Reject the rhetoric that links “illegal immigration” with drug and firearms trading and serious violent crimes

· Reject the implication that all those who come via illegal means do not have genuine reasons for claiming asylum. Many persecuted people do not have access to safe and legal routes.

· Reject implication that asylum claims have “outstripped any ability” to make the system work effectively

· Impact of deeming claims “inadmissible” and unworkability of returning people to other safe countries

· Impact of new “temporary protection status” 

· Impact of expanding “the Government’s asylum estate” – introducing “reception centres” and maintaining detention centres

· Concern about processing asylum claims “outside the UK” – are they going to put people on an island somewhere? 

· Concern about ability to remove people from UK while asylum claim or appeal is pending

· Impact of reducing criminality threshold

· Impact of introducing higher standard for testing whether a fear of persecution is well-founded – importance of compassion and culture of belief


	Chapter 5: Streamlining Asylum Claims and Appeals
These questions relate to chapter 5 of the New Plan for Immigration. Please refer to this chapter for more information.

	29
	The Government propose an amended ‘one-stop process’ for all protection claimants. This means supporting individuals to present all protection-related issues at the start of the process. The objective of this process is to avoid sequential and last-minute claims being made, resulting in quicker and more effective decision making for claimants.
Are there other measures not set out in the proposals for a ‘one-stop process’ that the Government could take to speed up the immigration and asylum appeals process, while upholding access to justice? Please give data (where applicable) and detailed reasons. Open question
One stop process appears not to take into account the reality of claimants’ lives. Presenting ‘all protection related issues at the start’ can be difficult for all who have undergone trauma, and particularly women (Freedom form Torture and Medical Justice must have material to reference)

~~~

· People are in no fit state to disclose intimate and personal  facts when they first arrive in a state of confusion, after a journey that may well have started with danger in their country, and left them traumatised and in poor psychological condition. Why should they trust anyone at that time with information. 

· They need effective legal advice, and to be supported so that they are able to put forward their story in a coherent form.

‘Reception centres’ have been shown to create and enhance mental health problems for those detained there, on many levels. People need to feel safe, to be able to form friendships with local people, to have contact with others who share their language, food and culture, and not to be treated like criminals.  The experiences of those held in Napier and Penally camps, and in hotels are evidence that the Home Office makes very poor decisions about how to accommodate people in reception centres. This duty should be properly funded and undertaken by Local Authorities. It is immoral that private individuals seek to make money from the deprivations of people in the asylum system.

~~~

Fast track interviews: All interviews are nerve wracking so to take someone confused, vulnerable, afraid to an interview is totally impractical if you intend to be fair and compassionate. 
~~~ 

The other complete failure is to understand the nature of trauma. The following would be confirmed by any psychologist working in the field: 

All the stuff about submitting all the evidence at the first one stop point. In traumatised people their memories may well be completely inaccessible until a long time after they have found a safe haven. Or too painful to revisit. We do not provide the safe haven where they can rebuild their lives to a point where they are able to go back and make enough sense of their traumatic experiences to present a case. To be forced to revisit as I said before, especially in a hostile environment is to retraumatise. yes to assuming claim is valid until proven otherwise, especially in cases of non provable (ie no physical signs of torture etc) cases of trauma and so on. Innocent until proven guilty.

	30
	Please use the space below to give further feedback on the proposals in chapter 5. In particular, the Government is keen to understand:

(a) If there are any ways in which these proposals could be improved to make sure the asylum and appeals system is faster, fairer, and concludes cases more effectively;

(b) Whether there are any potential challenges that you can foresee in the approach the Government are taking around streamlining appeals.

Please provide as much detail as you can. Open question

We may wish to comment on how these proposals will affect people’s ability to access justice. 

We support a system that provides access to justice and a transparent process.

There are many delays that are not related to appeals process  (eg  processing applications for leave to remain, and then, when the decision has been made, the further wait by the applicant for their biometric card) 
Not the best example but one I met again two weeks ago

~~~

· ‘We want to ensure that people are able to bring all relevant evidence upfront … Provide more generous access to advice, including legal advice, to support people to raise issues, provide evidence as early as possible and avoid last minute claims’ – the system needs a drastic overhaul, reversing the culture of disbelief and the hostile environment, and the input of access to effective legal aid that enables people to properly put their cases.  It has to be acknowledged that it is not as simple as turning up with a bag of evidence, and people need properly resourced legal aid, and expert reports to be enabled to make as full a case as possible, as early as possible.  

· ‘Introduce an expedited process for claims and appeals made from detention, providing access to justice while quickly disposing of any unmeritorious claims’ – see above regarding the hostile environment, culture of disbelief. Without these substantial changes, how can the Home Office be sure of what is or is not an ‘unmeritorious’  case? I suggest we can have confidence in such a  system only when it can be demonstrated that the appeal system deals with people compassionately and fairly, and there are no overturned Home Office decisions.

· ‘Expand the fixed recoverable costs regime to cover immigration judicial reviews (JRs) and encourage the increased use of wasted costs orders in asylum and immigration matters’: wasted costs orders are just another way of closing down access to justice. 

A Government-appointed panel of experts is fine, but they should be chosen by an organisation or body that is respected as being fair and compassionate, and knowledgeable in this area, not Government-appointed.


	Chapter 6: Supporting Victims of Modern Slavery
These questions relate to chapter 6 of the New Plan for Immigration. Please refer to this chapter for more information.

	32
	Please use the space below to give further feedback on the proposals in chapter 6. In particular, the Government is keen to understand:

(a) If there are any ways in which these proposals could be improved to make sure the objective of building a resilient system which accurately identifies possible victims of modern slavery as quickly as possible and ensures that support is provided to genuine victims who need it is achieved; and

(b) Whether there are any potential challenges that you can foresee in the approach the Government are taking around modern slavery.

Please provide as much detail as you can. Open question

We may wish to advocate for a culture of belief. 

It is not clear to me how the victims of modern slavery are treated when they have been trafficked into illegal activities.  One such victim who had been forced to work in a cannabis factory was detained and deported.  His fear of the repercussions from the traffickers led to mental collapse.

~~~

‘Introduce a new fast-track appeal process. This will be for cases that are deemed to be manifestly unfounded or new claims, made late. This will include late referrals for modern slavery insofar as they prevent removal or deportation.’ Against a backdrop of the need for a radical change away from the hostile environment, towards a culture of belief, we know that for example, in UK people who are experiencing domestic violence or other forms of abuse do not feel able to disclose their story at an early stage. We have to recognise that the same applies to people subjected to modern slavery, human trafficking, sexual assaults (a weapon of war) – we cannot be surprised by late claims as their stories will come slowly, and any system must take account of this.

People subjected to modern slavery and human trafficking need a place of safety to recover and then to make decisions, and should be given indefinite leave to remain, nothing less, especially not the notion of further assaults on their own judgements about what is safe and not. 

ECPAT raises the following concern: It remains unclear as to why proposals on modern slavery are included in a plan for immigration reform at all, given victim identification is not an immigration matter but rather a child protection issue in the case of children. Whilst we welcome the government’s stated intention to improve support for child victims, this seems incompatible with their plans as set out https://www.ecpat.org.uk/News/government-immigration-reforms-set-back-child-victims-trafficking 



	Chapter 7: Disrupting Criminal Networks Behind People Smuggling
These questions relate to chapter 7 of the New Plan for Immigration. Please refer to this chapter for more information.

	37
	Please use the space below to give further feedback on the proposals in chapter 7. In particular, the Government is keen to understand Open question

	
	(a) If there are any ways in which these proposals could be improved to make sure the objective of defending the UK border and preventing illegal entry is achieved; and

(b) Whether there are any potential challenges that you can foresee in the approach the Government are taking to defend the border.

Please provide as much detail as you can.

We may wish to include these points:

· Our concern about the further criminalisation and harm of vulnerable migrants

· Punishment doesn’t deter wrongful behaviour

People who have previous criminal convictions shouldn’t be prevented from entering the UK if they have served their time. 

It is unfair of the government to use people's concern about the danger of the journeys many people are forced to take as a reason to support its proposals.

Sometimes the person charged with “trafficking” is just somebody who is looking for safety but has taken on the responsibility of ensure the safety of the  group as a whole. 

~~~

I hope that, in answering this question, we can avoid tacit agreement that borders need to be defended in the way described in this document. 

I will see if I can find something in Teresa Hayter’s book on open borders

It may not be appropriate to reference this event.  https://www.borderabolition2021.com/
~~~

There is much mention of ‘illegal’ immigration, which must accept that people are acting legally when they seek asylum

The UK will break the mould that creates the industry for people smugglers when the hostile environment has gone,  the culture of belief prevails, and there are safe routes to the UK for those who need it whether they have already arrived in Europe or not.

In the meantime,  leaving people to die in the sea and creating other forms of ‘deterrent’ will not be successful, people will perish, and that will be on our conscience.




	Chapter 8: Enforcing Removals including Foreign National Offenders (FNOs)
These questions relate to chapter 8 of the New Plan for Immigration. Please refer to this chapter for more information.

	40
	This question relates to the proposals around providing prior notice of a set period (known as the notice period) before the individual is removed. This notice period provides the opportunity to seek legal advice and bring legal challenges ahead of removal.

In your view, should this notice period be:

1. A minimum of 72 hours, as is currently the case

2. 5 working days

3. 7 calendar days

4. Other length of time (please specify and explain your answer)

Open question

I would argue for the longer period but defer to the expertise of others.  I have known two occasions where the minimum 72 hours notice was not given.  I expect there are many more


	41
	Please use the space below to give further feedback on the proposals in chapter 8. In particular, the Government is keen to understand

(a) If there are any ways in which these proposals could be improved to make sure the objective of enforcing and promoting compliance with immigration laws, ensuring the swift return of those not entitled to be in the UK is achieved; and

(b) Whether there are any potential challenges that you can foresee in the approach the Government is taking around removals.

Please write in your answer in full, providing as much detail as you can.

Open question

Not sure what we can say about these proposals except a general principle that people who have harmed should be rehabilitated and not punished. 

We do not know enough about the fate of those who are returned.   The MoJ representative who spoke at a Social Justice meeting talked of the high mortality rate of those returned to Jamaica.  

Surely the government would wish to be assured that they are not returning people to destitution, and death.    

	Public Sector Equality Duty (and other general questions)

	42
	Below is a list of protected characteristics under the Equalities Act:
· Age

· Disability

· Gender reassignment

· Marriage and civil partnership

· Pregnancy and maternity

· Race

· Religion or belief

· Sex

· Sexual orientation

From the list of areas below, please select any areas where you feel intended reforms present disproportionate impacts on individuals protected by the Equalities Act.

Please expand on your answer for any areas you have selected, providing data (where applicable), further information and detailed reasons.

· Protecting those Fleeing Persecution, Oppression and Tyranny (Chapter 2)

· Ending Anomalies and Delivering Fairness in British Nationality Law (Chapter 3)

· Disrupting Criminal Networks and Reforming the Asylum System (Chapter 4)

· Streamlining Asylum Claims and Appeals (Chapter 5)

· Supporting Victims of Modern Slavery (Chapter 6)

· Disrupting Criminal Networks Behind People Smuggling (Chapter 7)

· Enforcing Removals including Foreign National Offenders (FNOs) (Chapter 8)
· None of these

Please expand on your answer, providing data (where applicable) and further information

Multiple choice Open question

	43
	And in which areas, if any, of the intended reforms do you feel there are likely to be the greatest potential equalities considerations against the listed protected characteristics? (tick all that apply)
· Protecting those Fleeing Persecution, Oppression and Tyranny (Chapter 2)

· Ending Anomalies and Delivering Fairness in British Nationality Law (Chapter 3)

· Disrupting Criminal Networks and Reforming the Asylum System (Chapter 4)

· Streamlining Asylum Claims and Appeals (Chapter 5)

· Supporting Victims of Modern Slavery (Chapter 6)

· Disrupting Criminal Networks Behind People Smuggling (Chapter 7)

· Enforcing Removals including Foreign National Offenders (FNOs) (Chapter 8)
· None of these
Please expand on your answer, providing data (where applicable) and further information Multiple choice Open question

	44
	Thinking about any potential equality considerations for the intended reforms in each of the areas, are there any mitigations you feel the Government should consider? Please give data (where applicable) and detailed reasons. Open question

There are issues around gender and sexual orientation.  Same sex relationships are punishable, sometimes by death, in 70 countries around the world.  Organisations with a focus on this area may have the data

~~~

For example, on the issue of physically preventing boats from landing, we can tick that it is going to be ineffective (without at that point being free to state why. But on the open section we can say that it is unethical and unlawful, etc, as it places lives at risk and is against the law of the sea. 

	45
	Is there any other feedback on the New Plan for Immigration content that you would like to submit as part of this consultation? Open question 

This will be an opportunity to make general points about why these proposals are incompatible with our Quaker faith. 

 I found this document very difficult to read.  It claims that we are an open and welcoming country and then devotes most of the document to describing ways of keeping people out.  The emphasis on the use of the word ‘genuine’ suggests the culture of disbelief which the Independent Asylum Commission said pervaded the system (IAC and Ramsbotham 2015) 

It is difficult to talk about our Quaker faith without sounding self righteous or naïve but I do think our testimonies are challenged- truth and equality in particular.  

You may not want to quote Exodus 12.49 as you can find other bits of the Bible to gainsay it.  Matthew25.35 has been much used 

~~~

Fast track interviews: All interviews are nerve wracking so to take someone confused, vulnerable, afraid to an interview is totally impractical if you intend to be fair and compassionate. 

~~~
Some suggestions to the Home Office:-

· Governments that have their employees commit torture or that condone torture in their territory should be subject to legal repercussions.  The damages might pay for the resettlement of refugees from their countries.

· International agreements that Britain has signed include a right for refugees and asylum seekers to have legal representation.  The Home Office plans to make this very difficult.

· The Global Compact on Refugees – (see below)  is an effort to have nations collaborate better and improve practice on resettlement of refugees.  Britain does not appear to be playing its part in this.

~~~

This problem is going to get worse as long as conflict, due to insecurity and unjust sharing of resources, continues globally. An end to the arms trade and the damaging effects of climate change would work to solve the causes of people fleeing their homelands in desperation. No one wants to leave their home and endanger their lives unless staying is a greater risk. We need to work collaboratively with other nations and within nations to share resources more equitably. We need to recognise that our own actions, in the past and now, are often behind the reasons for their flight. Sales of arms, stripping of natural resources and exploitative practices by large corporations supported by governments, manipulation of internal and regional politics, colonisation,  massive use of fossil fuels causing climate change etc are all causes of the current wave of migration, and for which the UK has been responsible, and happy to exploit to its advantage.

If we do not learn to recognise and act within our common humanity, we will perish, for climate change will not recognise borders.

~~~

My main feeling so far is that this is more of the same whitewash where figures are used misleadingly, "good intentions' apparently made, but that is not what is happening on the ground, appalling behaviour somehow justified. Pulling the wool over many readers eyes who do not have direct experience of the system,

I have come to the conclusion that one of the things that we need to fight most against is the outsourcing of Asylum services to big companies (I have been told some at least of these are international companies) who are making billions out of vulnerable people. Home Office interviews by Serco. Arrrrgggghhhhh!

Basically the government can say what it likes about its intentions, but basically people are not getting a fair chance of seeking justifiable claims for asylum: because they do not understand the system (who can, it is so complex), do not get given information on how to navigate it, information they do get is not in their own language, the majority speak limited or no English so need interpretation right through the whole process at every stage and do not get that. They need advocacy and support to get through the system.

Legal aid solicitors are  not easy to find. 

Claimants are treated in Home Office interviews as if they are lying - unbelievably cruel for the majority, who are forced to retell traumatic events to a sceptical interviewer not a trusted counsellor, re traumatising them etc. How about innocent until proven guilty approach so flaunted in our Criminal Justice System?

They are NOT getting access to medical care: registration with GPs is almost impossible when you are given no information on how to do it, let alone information in your own language and when the moves are so frequent, say every couple of weeks or you are placed in a rurally located facility and the gatekeeper for access to medical advice is not a trained medical receptionist, but an antagonistic Clearsprings, hotel or similar manager.

The traumatising effect of constant dislocations on those who by nature of leaving their country of original are already dislocated from all they know.

Treatment of time served prisoners, and immigration detention and how it is used, what it is like, how inmates are treated is tantamount to mental torture, not just of those who get detained but the fear of detention all asylum seekers must experience. As a country we should be deeply ashamed.

I will try and get all that into the form somehow, either for QARN or at least on my own account but I thought I should pass on those few thoughts at least in time for the qarn deadline.

My attendance at the medico legal consortium meetings is very revealing. They bring together a wide range of experiences and I have learnt a great deal about how the system is working IN PRACTICE.

~~~

The Government claims to aspire to removing a broken asylum system and replacing it with this new plan for immigration. The report uses the words 'fair' and 'unfair' twenty-three times.

The overwhelming conclusion that we draw from this New Plan for Immigration is that the current Government has no inclination to create a system that is ‘fair’ to all, and every intention to continue and even increase the level of hostility in the political and social environment towards those seeking asylum or who are otherwise undocumented in UK.

In order to create a fair and just system, the hostile environment would need to be completely deconstructed, and replaced by a compassionate approach to those who need a place of sanctuary. 

This needs to be sincerely held within a culture of belief and support, so that we as a society do not abandon those who come in need. 

We need to work wherever we can, alongside others, to create a balance between those who have what they need, and those who have not, and so build a more secure, and equal world where geo- politics and humanity combine to address many of the problems currently driving people to leave their home. This includes circumstances created by politics, war, greed, unequal sharing of the world’s resources, and the effects of climate change. 
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