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Refugees in Australia— some popular myths
At the beginning of 2002, heated public argument continues about Australia streatment of refugeesand
asylum seekers.

Incidentsand controvers esinvolving refugees continueto flare up. Thefederal government appearsto
have popular support for itsapproach to refugeesand “ border protection”, summed up intheelection
dogan: “Wewill decidewho comesto thiscountry and the circumstancesin which they come.”

Initself, that statement seemsunexceptional. However, public debate suggeststhat support for the
policiesthat the government claimsare necessary to enforceit isat least partly based on mythsand
misconceptions. Some of them areoutlined here.

Thereareseverd publicationsin circulation that purport to debunk mythsand present the facts about
Australia streatment of refugees, and this paper drawsfreely onthose sources. It doesnot claimto be
exhaustive or complete; it doesattempt to provide clear argument and accurate information, essentid if
positive changeisto takeplace.

Background — the global situation

In 2001, the number of people* of concern” to the United NationsHigh Commission for Refugees
(UNHCR) was21.8 million, or onein every 275 personson earth. The UNHCR definesrefugeesas
personswho are outside their country and cannot return for fear of persecution because of their race,
nationality, religion, opinion or membership of asocia or politica group.

Eighty per cent of refugeesarewomen and children. The UN estimatestherearea so 20-25million
internally displaced persons (peopleforced from their homesbut still within their own country)
worldwide.

Under international law anyoneisentitled to apply for refugee asylumif they are escaping persecution,
and Australia, asasignatory to the 1951 United Nations Convention Regarding the Satus of
Refugees, hasan obligationto consider their claim.

A personisentitled ... to make an application for refugee asylum in a country when they allege that they are
escaping persecution or would be persecuted if they returned. That is simply the law.
Former Chief Justice MarcusEinfeld

In September 2001, the Commonweal th amended the Migration Act and Border Protection Act,
alowingittorefusetofulfil itsobligationsto peoplewho makerequestsfor asylumin someAustraian
territory.
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1. Australiais being “invaded” or “flooded” by asylum seekers
Intheearly 1980s, Australiaaccepted 20 000 refugees per year.

Thecurrent official quotais12 000 per year, toinclude:

° peoplewho apply to cometo Australiaasrefugeeswhilein another country (* offshore
goplicants’);

° peoplewho apply for asylum fromwithin Austraia, either after arrivingonavalidvisa
(“authorised onshore applicants’) or after arriving without authorisation (* unauthorised onshore
goplicants’).

In 2001, Australiagave 13 733 peoplevisasunder its Refugee and Humanitarian Program. Inthe
preceding two yearsit did not fill the quotaof 12 000. (1998-99: 11 360; 1999-2000: 9960)

Since 1996, increasing numbersof people havearrivedin Australiawithout authorisation, mainly by
boat. In 200001, 4141 peopl e arrived without authority on 54 boats, compared with 4175 on 74
boatsin 1999-2000.

I'n 2000 alone, 300 000 r efugees sought asylum in Europe.

Inthelast two decades of the 20th century, European countriesreceived 6.3 million requestsfor
asylum, 75 per cent of 8.4 million applicationsto 37 countriesin theindustrialised world. Canadaand
the USreceived 2 million (24%), while Australia, New Zea and and Japan together received 107 000
— just over one per cent.

Therehasbeen anincreaseintherateof arrivasin Australia, largely dueto catastrophesintheMiddle
East and South Asa However, descriptionslike“flood” or “ hordes of refugees’ when applied to the
numbers Australiahashad to deal with, bear no relation toredlity whentheworld Situationis
considered.

(InAustrdia, itisillegal to overstay on avisawithout applying for asylum. Themost recent [ December
2000] immigration department figures show there are over 50 000 overstayersin Australia, most of
themtourists, thelargest proportionsbeing from the United Kingdom, the United Statesand the
Philippines).

2. Opponents of current policy want unrestricted entry of refugees, which will
allow terrorists into Australia

“... the sanctimonious preachers, who tell usthat we should take in the poor of the world.”
P. P. McGuiness, Sydney Morning Herald, Aug. 30, 2001

“The people who want usto let ‘refugees’ into this country without any form of system ...”
“... let’'s not write open cheques for them to waltz in through our borders until we have done some real research on

their backgrounds.”
Contributorsto Margo Kingston’sWeb Diary, Sept. 14 & 18, 2001

! For example, the Afghan people have suffered continual war and repression for the last 20 years, since the Soviet invasion in
1979. In that time the country has been devastated, producing the world’s largest-ever single refugee case load, at times as high
as 6.2 million persons.
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No-onewho speaks on behalf of refugees advocatesapolicy of unrestricted entry.

Austradiadoesnot allow, and has never adlowed, unrestricted entry of Mudlims, or anyoneelse. People
who arrive without authorisation are detained, and their claimsfor asylum scrutinised at length. Most are
found to begenuinerefugees.

Any well-organised, well-resourced terrorists planning to cometo Austraiaare unlikely to makealong,
dangerousjourney by land and sea, with the certainty of detention when they arrive.

The subsequent refugee determination processinvolveslengthy security checks, whichwould aso
discourageterroristsfrom attempting to enter by that route.

They would dmogt certainly arrivewith falsedocumentsand enter through conventiona channes—a
security problem, but not onelikely to be solved by harshnesstowardsasylum seekers. Thereisno
evidencethat any asylum seekerswho have arrived in Australiaby boat have connectionsto terrorism.

3. Refugees are too “culturally different” to fit in with the Australian way of life
That accusation hasbeenlevelled at just about every immigrant minority group Sncewhitesettlementin
Austrdiabegan, from the Catholic Irish and the Chinese, to Jewish refugeesfromtheNazis, Greeks,
Italiansand Viethamese.

All of those groups have settled successfully in Australia. The process has not always been smooth or
easy, but compared with the strifeand hatred el sewhere, Australian multiculturaismisademonstrable
SUCCESS.

At present theemphasisison Mudimsandther “reigiousfanaticism”.

Mudimsarenot typicdly “fanatica”. They liveaccording to many different interpretationsof their faith
which has, historicaly, had easily asmuch, or more, concern with justice, tolerance and humane conduct
asWesternreligiousand philosophical traditions.

Afghan people, asit happens, have had apresencein Australiafor over acentury, and played an
important rolein the opening up of trade routesthrough some of the country’ smost inhospitable aress.

4. Muslim refugees should go to Indonesia and stay there
Indonesiahasnot signed the 1951 UN Refugee Convention or therelated Protocol, which obliges
signatoriesto consder claimsfor asylum.

Thecountry isracked by interna strifeand economicingtability. It dready hasamillioninternaly
displaced people.

The Refugee Review Tribunal hasrepeatedly stated that asylum seekers should not be sent to
Indonesia, asIndonesiaislikely to send them back to their home country regardless of the danger they
may facethere.
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5. Australiais one of the most generous countries in the world to refugees
Both thegovernment and the opposition?, have repeatedly claimed that Australiais second only to
Canadainitsgenerosity torefugees.

That assertionisbased onthefact that Australiaisone of only ninecountrieswhoseimmigration
program specifiesan annual quotafor resettling refugees. Per capita, Australia squotaof 12 000isthe
second highest, but other countries, such as Germany and the UK, which allow similar limited
resettlement, also havelarge refugee accommodation and protection programsoutside their
resettlement quotas.

In contrast, the 12 000 quota constitutesthetotal number of refugeesof al typesthat Australiawill
accept per year, whether offshore applicants, authori sed onshore applicants, and unauthorised onshore
gpplicants (mainly boat people).

Audtralia sarrangementsdo not reflect any particular generosity compared to other countries, many of
which haveto dea with hundreds of thousands of refugees.

Audtraliaisabletoimposeitsall-inclusive quotabecause so few asylum seekers actualy come here.

By redtricting itstotal annua intaketo 12 000 offshore and onshore applicants, the government reduces
the number of quotaplacesavailableto offshore gpplicants by the number it grantsto onshore
applicants. It promotestheideathat off shore applicantsaremore“deserving” of resettlement but are
having their opportunitiesrestricted asthe number of boat peopleincreases— part of an apparent
campaign to demonise boat people, not only inthe eyesof the genera public, but alsointheeyesof
other refugees.

Thegovernment should ceasetryingto stir upiill-will towardsboat people and publicly promotethe UN
Refugee Convention principlethat refugees’ claimsshould not beinfluenced by how they enter a
country to seek protection. Assessment should be purely according to thelegitimacy of thoseclaims.

Inany case, sincelegidative changesin September 2001, most onshore applicantsare granted only
Temporary Protection Visas, and may actualy never beallowed permanent protectionin Australia, a
trend which further compromisesthealeged “ generosity” of the quota.

2“We maintain a policy of generosity towards the entry of refugees into Australia. If you look at the UNHCR’s list of those who are
engaged in this process, | think we run second. That is of course a position that was achieved under the previous Labor
government, but it's been sustained on a bipartisan basis since then.” Kim Beazley, National Press Club Address, Nov 7, 2001.
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Of 71 countriesthat accommodate refugeesand asylum seekers, Australiaisranked 32nd in termsof
total numbersaccepted. Per capita, Austraiais 38th, dightly behind Kazakhstan, Guinea, Djibouti and
Syria. Of the 29 devel oped countriesthat accept refugeesand asylum seekers, Australiaisranked 14th.

Theheaviest burden of hosting refugeesisborne by poor nations.

Therearenearly four million Afghansin refugee campsin Pakistan and Iran.

Tanzaniaishosting 680 000 refugees, Yugosavia484 000, Guinea433 139 and Sudan 401 000. Of
industrialised nations, only Germany (906 000) and the United States (507 290) host large numbers.
° Tanzaniahostsonerefugeefor every 76 Tanzanian people(1:76)

° Britain hostsonerefugeefor every 530 British people. (1:530)

° Australiahostsonerefugeefor every 1583 Australian people. (1:1583)

Thewebsitewww.illywhacker.net/asylum provides statistica anaysisthat challengesthe claimthat boat
peopleare* queuejumpers’, and thelegitimacy of assertionsthat boat people place pressureon
Audrdiashumanitarian program.
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6. People who arrive unauthorised are not “genuine” refugees

Most of the obligationsthat Australiahas accepted by becoming asignatory tothe UN Refugee
Convention concern proper treatment of peoplewho seek asylum, regardless of themeansby which
they arriveinacountry toask for it.

The Convention statesthat assessment of refugees’ claimsshould not beinfluenced by how they enter a
country to seek protection. Assessment should be purely according to thelegitimacy of thoseclaims.

However, Audtralian Government promotestheideathat those applying for asylum offshore, under its
Humanitarian Program, aremore“deserving” of refugee status than thosewho arrive unauthorised, and
pursuesthedectoraly popular courseof “ getting tough” with unauthorised arrivals.

Tojustify thestrategy, it insiststhat unauthorised arriva sare, collectively, not “ genuine” refugees.®

Nonethel ess, theimmigration department’ sfiguresindicatethat around 84 per cent of thosewho arrive
in Australiaseeking asylum arefound to belegitimate refugees.

In order to be granted refugee status asylum seekershaveto prove they would be under real threat of
persecution, asdefined by the Convention, if they wereto returnto their home country — that to send
them back could mean death, imprisonment or torture.

3 For example: “In the main, people who have sought to come to Australia and make asylum claims do not come from a situation of
persecution ; they come from a situation of safety and security. They may not be able to go back to their countries of origin but
they are making a lifestyle choice.” Philip Ruddock, Minister for Immigration, reported in The Australian, January 8 2002.
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Anyoneinthat Stuationisagenuinerefugee.

Inthelast two yearsthe government has made various claimsto support itsargument that boat people,
collectively, arenot redly refugees, including that:

7. Boat people are “queue jumpers”, stealing the places of “genuine” refugees
waiting patiently in camps for their turn at orderly processing by the UNHCR
8. Boat people are rich because they can afford to pay people smugglers

“ ... onthe Afghan-Pakistan border, afamily sit hopelessly in awretched refugee camp. No chancefor them to start a
new life because agroup of selfish, relatively rich illegal immigrants made alifestyle choice, passed through at |east
three countries where they could have applied for asylum, and tried to barge their way through Australia’s back
door.”

L etter to Sydney Morning Herald, Jan 17 2002

Many boat people have themselves comefrom refugee camps.

A gueueisanorderly linewith an eventua end— conditionsin many refugee campsthroughout the
world aresuch that the chancesof survival, et alone getting out, are poor. The situation for refugeesis
morelikealottery than aqueue, evenif they do manageto find their way into the officia processing
system. For example, inthelast threeyears, of 535 certified refugees processed by the UNHCR in
Jakarta, only 31 have been resettled, and only two taken by Augtralia.

There have been numerousdetail ed accounts of conditionsin refugee camps, and explanations of the
circumstancesthat lead refugeesto seek methods of getting to countrieswherethey can seek asylum.

Among themaost commonly madepoints:

° Inmany of the countriesgenerating high numbersof refugees, including Irag and Afghanistan,
thereisno Australian diplomatic presence and no “queue’ for would-beemigrantstojoin. Even
to expressadesireor intention to leave can be dangerous.

° Refugeesin the camps often haveto pay large bribesto processing officials, to havethelr claims
assessed.

° Increasingly, many refugeeswill try to avoid taking refugein acamp, asthey don’t believedoing
sowill increasetheir chances of escape, or even survival. Peoplein campsin countrieswhose
governmentssupport regimesfrom whichthe camp inmateshavefled arelikely to experience
hodtility and violence.

° Familiesingtrife-torn areasmay sdll everything they haveto buy apassage out from smugglers.
Extended familiesmay pool resourcesto send one person to the West, with the expectation that
that personwill work hard to send money hometo enable other family membersto makethetrip.

° Many familiesend up with large debtsto the smugglers. A study by the French agency Medecins
SansFrontieres, in refugee campson the lranian border, found that nearly al familieswerein
debt, with membersheld hostage by smugglersuntil the debt waspaid.

4 Those two are the mothers of children drowned when their refugee boat sank on its way from Indonesia. They have been
accepted to come to Australia to be with family already here. The government refused to countenance allowing the women’s
husbands, who have temporary protection in Australia, being allowed to return to this country if they went back to Indonesia to
be with their wives in the aftermath of the sinking.

It's important to note that both women were recognised as genuine refugees by the UNHCR yet still felt driven to become boat
people.
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° A truly well-off person can afford other methods of getting to Australiathan by making aperilous
seajourney inanunrdliablecraft.

° Thereis, inany case, no reason why possession of wealth should disqualify aperson from being
considered arefugee. Material prosperity isunlikely to save peoplefrom persecution if ahostile
regime, or asociety inwhichthey areaminority, serioudy targetstheir ethnic or religiousgroup.
Therelative prosperity of many Jewsin pre-war Germany made them more of atarget of

resentment.
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9. Refugee detention centres are like holiday camps
Liberty isafundamental human right, like asylum. Asageneral rule, detention of asylum-seekersis not
acceptable. It is particularly undesirable when those detained include the very vulnerable — children, single
women, and people with special medical or psychological needs, such astorture victims. They are not
criminals; they have already suffered great hardship and jailing them iswrong.
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees

“... | prefer to go back and bekilled. ... You die and suffer for oneday and it’sall over. Every singleday herel
feel | andying gradually.”
Asylum seeker, after two yearsin detention

During 2000-2001, 8401 peoplewereheldin six immigration detention centresin Austrdia, thelargest
number (1288) in Woomera, aremoteregion of South Australia.

Thefacilitiesresemble medium-security prisons. Thegovernment’slmmigration Detention Advisory
Group hasdescribed the detention centre at Woomeraas* harsh and intimidating”, and has
recommended it beclosed.®

Thedetention centresare managed by Austraasian Correctiona Management, asubsidiary of
Wackenhut Correctiona Services, aUS private prison manager. Wackenhut isfacing severa lawsuitsin
the US, for failureto meet contractsand over deaths of its“clients’ (prisoners) in detention.®

Length of detention variesfrom personto person. Over half aredetained for longer than three months,
whilesomeremainindetention for aslong assix years. Itisnot unusual for peopleto bedetained for
longer than ayear.

Refugees often exhibit chronic and acute hedl th problems, originating in experiencesof tortureand
trauma, or yearsin refugee camps. Emerging medical evidence showsthat the experienceof beinginan
Australian detention centre often exacerbates such problems.

Doctorsand workersreport poor record keeping and misdiagnosisarecommonin Australia’ sdetention
centres.

8 Edwards, N. 2002, “Financial Analysis of Detention Centre Costs” Sydney Morning Herald, smh-online, 24 Jan.
5 Funnell, R. 2002, “Humane solution for refugees can still win the day”, Sydney Morning Herald, Jan. 29.
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Nojourndistsareallowed into the centres. Peoplewho arealowed in, such asdoctors, nursesand
lawyers, are often reluctant to speak to themediafor fear of jeopardising future accessto refugeesor
future contractswith either the Department of Immigration and Multiculturd Affairsor Austrdasian
Correctionad Management.

Several government and other reports have rai sed questions about the running of the centres, including
reportsby Parliamentary Committees, Amnesty I nternational, The Commonwea th ombudsman and the
Human Rights Commission. Thegovernment’ sresponse on each occasion hasbeen dismissive.

It has said that the disturbances, riots, hunger strikes, self-mutilation and alegations of poor treatment
that have occurred in the detention centresreflect only the poor moral character of the asylum seekers,
and have nothing to do with the conditions under which they arebeing held.

In early 2002, afresh wave of hunger strikesand protests, took place, involving between 200 and 400
inmates’ protesting the length of time taken to process asylum requests, conditionsin the centresand
the government’ sapparent hostility towardsthem. Some sewed their lipstogether, severa havedrunk
poi sonous substances, onethrew himself onto razor wire.

In responsesto the end of January 2002:

° Thegovernment initially refused to ater policy or practicein responseto such “inappropriate
behaviour”.

° Medical practitionersworking in detention centres stated that they were considering breaking
their confidentidity agreementswith Australasian Correctiona Management in an attempt to
expose poor healthcare practicesin the centres. The announcement was supported by the
AusgtralianMedica Association.

° NevilleRoach, Chair of the Council for Multicultural Australia, res gned becausethe
government’sasylum seeker policy was* inflexible’ and“tearing at Austrdia smulticultural
fabric”. He said the Government had deliberately demonised the asylum seekersand given
“comfort to the prejudiced side of human nature’, causing an upsurgein public hostility not only to
refugees, but all Australiansof “Middle-Eastern appearance’.

° The Catholic Archbishop of Sydney, supporting callsby other churchmen, said that the
government should urgently reassessitspolicy to stop the situation going “from bad to something
infinitdly worseg’.

° Thelmmigration Detention Advisory Group managed to broker adeal that ended theworst of the
hunger strikes, based on undertakingsthat the protesters' concernswould be met. Thegroup
recommended that Woomeranot be used asaprocessing centrefor asylum seekersand said the
present situation had “the potentia to create ahuman tragedy of unknowableproportions”. It
denied that detaineeswere“ barbarians’ or are* deviousand clever manipulators seekingto
change Augtrdianimmigration policy”, characterising them ashumaneand caring peoplewho had
been pushed to extremes®

Thestuation continuesto evolve.

7 Precise figures were disputed by the government and lawyers representing inmates.

8 “Despite their poor physical condition (hungry, dehydrated, tired, emotional), in their discussions with us they have been
invariably calm and courteous. They have turned their protest in on themselves, as many people do in similar circumstances,
where they feel trapped in a pervasive sense of hopelessness because of the circumstances in which they now find
themselves. They have lost all hope and any real control over their lives. They are, however, taking the best care they can of
those on hunger strike. To characterise them as other than humane and caring is simply not accurate.” Ray Funnell, A/Chairman
of the Immigration Detention Advisory Group, Sydney Morning Herald, Jan. 29.
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10. Detention Centre costs
Mandatory detention isthe most expensiveway of dealing with asylum seekers. The high security and
remote | ocations of the centresadd considerably to the cost.

Thereispotentid for large savingsif asylum seekerswereallowed to livein thecommunity while
awaitingther hearing.

Estimates of the cost per day per asylum seeker vary. The Department of Immigration and Multicultural

Affairsestimates $104.00. Accountant Naomi Edwards, in the Sydney Morning Herald on 24 January
2002, estimated $117 per day, with the cost of housing an averagetotal of 3500 people per year $150

million.®

¢ Edwards calculates the profit margin for Wackenhut Correctional Services, the US private prison manager that that runs the
detention centres, is around $8.5 million. She writes: “While DIMA have downplayed and even denied Wackenhut's involvement
with the detention centres, it is clear from the Wackenhut filings and annual reports that their relationship with DIMA is extremely
important and they are very anxious to both increase numbers in the Detention Centres and to increase their profit margin on the
relationship.”"Edwards, N. 2002, “Financial Analysis of Detention Centre Costs” Sydney Morning Herald, 24 January.
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Edwardsestimated that alowing asylum seekersto livein thecommunity and paying them theequivaent
of thesingle person’sdisability allowancewould reducethe cost to $63 per day, saving the taxpayer
$80 million per year.

Community-based dternativesto mandatory detention can befoundinternationaly and withinthe
current Australian parole system.

A select committee of the NSW Parliament has costed aternativesto incarceration, including home
detention and transitiona housing. The average costs of community-based programsare (per person,
per day): Parole: $5.39. Probation: $3.94. Home Detention: $58.83. Those optionsareclearly more
economicdly efficient, and much morehumane.

Thereislittleevidencefor clamsthat mandatory detentionisadeterrent to thosethinking of coming to
Austrdia. Despite ever-harsher deterrent measures, in 2000 the decrease in thetotal number of
refugeesarriving, compared with the 1999 total, was 34. M ost refugees do not know about the
conditionsin Australiauntil they get here, and most arefleeing even worse conditionsintheir home
countries.

On 24 January 2002, The Sydney Morning Herald reported that | eaked Cabinet documentsrevea ed
that the* Pacific Solution” whereby Australiapays nelghbouring nationsto process asylum seekerson
their territory, had cost d most twice asmuch — $285 million— asthe government had originally
projected.
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11. Itis not safe to let asylum seekers into the community
Many fear that if asylum seekersarealowed to stay inthe community they will commit crimes, spread
diseaseand disappear from view without being cleared by the authorities.

Those concernsare expressed around theworld, however Australiaisthe only Western country that
mandatorily detainsasylum seekerswhiletheir clamsarebeing heard.

Countriesthat do not have mandatory detention have not seen crimewaves, the spread of disease or
other socia problems, indeed in some countriesthe rules are becoming more humane.

Sweden receivessimilar numbersof asylum seekersto Australia, despite having lessthan haf the
population. Detentionisused only to establishidentity and to conduct criminal screening. Most
detaineesarereleased withinavery short time, particularly if they haverdativesor friendslivingin
Sweden. Of the 17 000 asylum seekers currently in Sweden, 10 000 live outside the detention centres.
Children are detained for amaximum of six days.
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12. Australiais a “soft touch” because of its “generosity” to refugees
Lifein Austraiafor many refugeesishard even after their statushasbeen officialy endorsed.

Peoplearriving without authori sation, who are detained and subsequently found to berefugees, are
givenaTemporary Protection Visa(TPV).

Under thetemporary protection regime, they are:

° indigiblefor dl federdly funded employment programs, English languagetuition and for the
settlement services provided to entrants under the Humanitarian Program, such asassistancewith
orientation, accommodation etc.

° completely denied accessto thefamily reunion program, even being unableto travel to another
safecountry tovigt their family without relinquishing Austrdian protection.

Denid of Englishlanguagetuition and employment assistanceisamajor barrier totheir participationin

Society.

Until September 2001, TPV holdershad theright to apply for permanent protection after 30 months.

That isno longer the case after seven amendmentsto the Border Protection Act and Migration Act

thet:

° excluderefugeeswho arrivewithout authorisation from ever gaining permanent protectionin
Augrdig

° place peoplewho apply from Indonesiaor Nauru ona4.5 year temporary protection visabefore
they aredligibleto apply for permanent protectionin Australia;

° limit asylum seekers’ accessto Audtralia scourtsif they wish to seek review of immigration
department decisons,

° provideimmunity from any futurelega action for the Commonwedth Government and al
Commonwedyth officersinvolvedinthe Tampa/Nauru efforts;

° excisekey Audrdianterritories, including Ashmore Reef, the Cocosldands, Christmasidand,
andthe Cartier Idands, from Augtralia simmigration Zone,

° narrow thedefinition of arefugee.

Thethrust of the changesisto restrict entry, not only for boat people but for any refugeewho hasleft a
supposedly “ safe’ country outsidetheir country of originto cometo Audtrdia

Thechangesarecomplex and still being andysed. They involvefundamenta changein thedirection of
the government’s Refugee and Special Humanitarian program, in effect making it nolonger amigrant
program. Permanent protection isnot guaranteed and many will havetolivetheir livesin Austrdiaona
succession of temporary visas.

Community agenciesreport that the Federal government isdiscouraging them from offering any support
to TPV holders, telling themthey risk losing Federal settlement fundsif they do s0.2° They also report
greatly increased tenson and divisoninthe affected communities. The stressflowsonto affect service
providers, including theloca government councils, state governments, and thevarioussmall, under-
resourced, community-based organi sationsthat providerefugeeswith help that rangesfrom housing and
employment assistanceto medica and psychological counselling for the effectsof tortureand trauma.

I ncreased uncertainty and insecurity among refugeesisleading to increased demandson services. In
turn, serviceproviders resourcesare stretched, sometimesto breaking point, reducing their ability to
help.

10 Mann, R. Temporary Protection Visa Holders in Australia, Queensland Government, February 2001

Myths and facts about refugees

11



12

References

Refugee Council of Australia, Fact Sheet 10: Refugee Settlement.

Journey of Desperation: Sydney Morning Herald series of articles on world refugee situation smh.com.au/
news/specialg/intl/refugees

University of New South Wales Centre for Refugee Research, Policy Position on Asylum Seekers &
Mandatory Detention.

The Parliament of the Commonwealth of Australia, House of Representatives Migration Legislation
Amendment Bill (no. 6) 2001; Explanatory Memorandum.

Mann, R. 2001, Temporary Protection Visa Holdersin Queensland, Multicultural Affairs Queensland.
South Brisbane Immigration & Community Legal Service, “ Temporary Protection: The New Cornerstone of
Australia sRefugee and Humanitarian Response” Oct. 23, 2001.

South Brisbane Immigration & Community Legal Service, “ The Future of Judicial Review in Migration and
RefugeeLaw” Oct. 23, 2001.

South Brishane Immigration & Community Legal Service, “ Asylum Seekersin the Community”.

Thisreport wascompiled by JamesHar per, Brishane City Council, September 2001. Jamesmay be contacted on
(07) 34035412, or email cdoc@brisbane.qld.gov.au

Myths and facts about refugees



