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TheuTamﬂs tesfc an
unappealmg system

SRILANKA is involved ina
low-intensity . !: civil', war.
marked by atrocities on both |
sides, That does not, how-:'
cver, mean that each and ev-
cry member of the Sri Lan--

A

kan Tamil® minority’ has a.

“personal and well-founded
fear of persecution™ which.
would entitle him or her to -
automatic refugee status un-
der g series of international !,
conventions and agreements
to which this country and the
rest of Europe subscribe. '
' Further, there are, in vari-~

|

T

ous Third World nations, fix-

ers who make a great deal of !
money out of providing peo- -

ple with forged:documents -

and: visas -which would e~
able them to enter this coun-*
iry- illegally . and - ahead of :

others: with genume docu-~

ments and genuine felation- ¥
1sh1ps “which* would . permit ;;
‘them quite properly to enter -
the United Kilngdom or to :
settle here,. -i¥7

- That: is the- background
agamst which 64 Tamils ar-..
rived in this country last Fri-, .,
day with suspect documents -
lor with; none at- all.- The -
‘lome Office examined their ;
}cases indmdually, but se- -
cretly and in some haste, and *

’\’

then decided to deport 10

Bangladesh — from whence
all but six:
of them. At.which point a‘
High Cousrt judge granted an:
cmergency injunction order-
. “should not apply. Yet people

There are those who think " under pressure will grasp at

they had arrived —

ing a stay of execution.

that this couniry should have

no immigration. i controls .
whatsoever. There are oth- '

R

ers who believe that all those _

who claim ' refugee - status
should be granted it auto~

" tempting to reach some

matically. Such views are not "

held by the Government or . t

by any of the major political -

parties, nor are they held by;_‘

‘most ordinary people.’

; Britain’s arbitrary and secre-
i tive procedures are unat-
As a result it falls upon the | tractive in themselves and

-ister David Waddington, to
" decide upon procedures for
sortmg sheep from goats
. which are tolerably open,
: fair and predictable..Other<
‘wise contentious decisions
are taken as a result of last
-minute dashes to the High
- Court and distressing scenes
i at Heathrow, when those re-
jected struggle to buy time

! mac or fightmg to reclease
'their seat belis in order to
 delay  the departure - of
", scheduled ﬂ:ghts

People arriving in this
-country without proper pa-
pers and seeking refugee sta-.

tus have no automatic right |

: of appeal against ‘the arbi- |
* trary and secret’ rulings of !
- the Home Office — rulings |

. which are often made at a%
relatwely low level of exper- |
: tise and at an evem lower
“level of political sensibility. {
- In the past the Home Office

- has argued that a formal ap-

peals system is not necessary }
. hecause dispuied cases can |
' be referred to the indepen-

' dent United Kingdom Immi-

gratlon Advisory Service.

Mr Waddmgton s fault on’
.this occasion was his failure{.
.to consult the UKIAS on the
' flimsy ground that the Sri}
Lankans weie 8O obvmuslyz
in possession of false papers
and s0 obviously customers
of some dubious Mr Fixit | |

“that the referral procedure :

* any -escape. route open to |

them.

- This country and its Euro-
pean neighbours, now facing
similar problems, are at-

common pohcy to cope with
the growing flood of refu-
gees and would-be refugees.

ome Office and, in particu-~"" 2 * unlikely to provide any basis |
of understanding. ‘ .

ar, upon Hame Office Min-
f
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Deporting of Srl Lankan Tamils

Dear Six,
We, the undersigned, are wntmg

t0 express our serious concern at
" the UK Government’s proposal

to remove 58 Sii Lankan Tamals,

, by stripping off on the tar- ;:t" Dhaka, Bangladesh.

" The individuals conceried at-
rived in the UK on 13 February
1987 from Malaysia, via Dhaka,

where they spent four hours in

transit. They spent periods of
time in Malaysia tanging from

one week to two months. Upon -

arrival in the UK, all made appli~
cations for political asylum.

Bangladesh authorities. We fur-

ther believe that it is not posmblc :

to guimantes protection b from 5o-
turn to Sri Lanka by the Malay-
sian authorities, We are aware of
the case of four Tamils, who hav-
ing come to the UK from Malay-
sia via Singapore, were removed
to Singapore on 12 December

Malaysia and then returned to Sri
Lanka against their will.
We believe that, if returned to

Sri Lanka, Tamil cmhans not in- .

volved in combat would be at Director; British Refugee Council |

grave risk of becoming the victims .

of human rights violations.

. 'We are most concerned that, .
. from the time of their azrival in :
the UK, the Tamils were denied §
<18 Febma%

access to a l'egal representatwe
Y B R I B LA L okt

We believe that, if removed to
Dhaka, the Tamils az¢ most likely -
to be temoved to Malaysia by the

We are also concerned that the
applications were not referred to
the UK Immigrants Advmnry Ser-
vice hefore the removai directions
were issued, and that MPs re-

. quests for a stop on the removals
" were refused — a breach of the. |"

Home Office’s own guidelines on
representations by MPs.’

We belicve that the UK gov-
ernment should either seek to ob-
tain assurances from both the

Bangladesh and Malaysia au-~
thorities that the Tamils will not |

be returned to Sri Lanka from
both countrics against their will,
or allow the Tamils o remam in
the UK.

We contmue to utge, in the
strongest possible terms, that the
~58-Femits-noi-ve-Temoved -from

. the UK, that further conmsider-

ation be given to their applica-

* tions for asylum and that time be

allowed for interested parties to
make representauons to the

. Home Office on their behalf,
1986, subsequently removed to ° ‘

Yours faithfully,

JANET JOHNSTONE
Dizector, Amnesty International
\ British Section
MARTIN BARBER

ANNE OWERS
Genesral Secretary, Joint Council
- for the Welfare of lmmlgrants

1London, EC1" ’3‘
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