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News from AVID

AVID and other NGOs are shown around ‘Cedars’, the new detention centre for families near Crawley
AVID was one of several organisations including Gatwick Detainee Welfare Group and other NGOs, government departments and support agencies shown around the new ‘pre departure accommodation’ for families, last week. 

We were given a full tour of the facility, now to be known as ‘Cedars’, by UK Border Agency and Barnardos staff. On first impression, the facility looks entirely different to any other detention centre, with a relatively low perimeter fence, expansive grounds, lots of windows and light, and soft furnishings. It will hold 9 families or up to 44 people. However, there is no hiding the fact that it is of course a secure centre, and will operate under the short term holding facility rules (which are still in development). This means families can be detained against their will for up to 7 days, before being forcibly removed. 

The new family returns process has various stages which families will move through, before  their detention at Cedars which should only be used as a very last resort. This should mean that far fewer families will end up at the centre, although that remains to be seen in practice. The whole process is overseen by the ‘Family Returns Panel’, which is currently recruiting for independent members. 

Conditions for families at Cedars are entirely different than anywhere else in the detention estate. Barnardo’s influence is evident in the layout and design, with each family being allocated a self contained ‘apartment’, fully equipped so that families can cook and eat together and watch TV, etc. Each family will be given ‘key cards’ to enable them to access a gym, games, cafeteria, library and so on. There will therefore be a greater degree of free movement around the centre, with access to the grounds (with play equipment for children) for most of the day. 

Healthcare will be provided at the centre by Saxonbrooke Medical, contractors to G4S, who also run the healthcare at Tinsley House. There will be 24 hour nursing cover and a GP will visit every day. Barnardos staff will provide a whole range of activities, counselling and support. They will be available 24/7, with 6 project workers covering each shift. 

The centre will be inspected by HMIP and will have the same Independent Monitoring Board as Tinsley House. Families may still be held at Tinsley House- there are facilities there for families held at the border or where there is a criminal case. 

AVID visits new self-contained short term holding facility for women at Colnbrook

We had previously reported our concerns that a new ‘self contained facility’ for women, opened earlier this year when the UKBA agreed to end the detention of single women at Tinsley House, would be part of the main detention centre at Colnbrook. This was based on information from DEPMU. However it will in fact operate as a short term holding facility, holding 6- 8 women for up to 7 days. It is situated opposite the main short term holding facility in Colnbrook which will still hold 80 people. 

The facility is a large open plan room with 6 beds, cooking facilities, laundry, TV, internet and books. There are also two separate rooms for women who are very distressed. The facility has everything provided so that women do not have to enter the main IRC if they do not want to: there are cooking facilities and meals can be brought to them from the canteen, to eat at a table and chairs in the suite. They can also access the gym at a time allocated for women only. The suite has been given a greater degree of care than the main STHF, with softer furnishings and female only staff. 

Women will continue to be held in the main STHF (alongside men) if the self-contained facility is full or if a risk assessment deems them unsuitable for the accommodation. 
AVID is still pushing for equality impact assessments to be carried out in all short term holding facilities and IRCs which hold women and men. 
News from members 
Gatwick Detainees Welfare Group: change of address

GDWG have moved offices. Their new contact details are: 

The Orchard

1-2 Gleneagles Court, Brighton Road

Crawley

RH10 6AD

Phone: 01293 657070

Fax: 01293 474001

Freephone detainee line remains the same: 0800 389 4367
Email contacts for staff are unchanged.

Update on the Detention Estate

Three deaths in immigration removal centres 

Sadly there have been three deaths in immigration removal centres in the last month. Two men died of suspected heart attacks at Colnbrook IRC near Heathrow and a third committed suicide at Campsfield House outside Oxford. The deaths have triggered police investigations and concerns about provision of healthcare for those detained. 

It is widely reported that one of the men, a 47-year-old Pakistani detainee, suffered a heart attack in his cell in Colnbrook, despite repeated calls for help from his young cell mate. 

John McDonnell (Labour MP for Hayes and Harlington where Colnbrook is located) said in the Guardian newspaper that he worried there may be further deaths as the detention estate ‘struggles’ to cope with the numbers being detained. NGOs like AVID, BID, Medical Justice, visitors groups and many others working on detention matters have repeatedly raised concerns about the provision of healthcare for detainees which is wholly inadequate. 

Investigations into the deaths are ongoing. Our thoughts are with the friends, families, and fellow detainees of those who died in such tragic circumstances. 

At last- internet access for Dover and Haslar IRCs

There has always been a huge discrepancy in internet provision across the detention estate, with detainees in privately run centres having access to the internet, and those in centres run by the Prison Service being without. Internet access for detainees is an essential means of communicating with friends and family on the outside, but it is much more than that and can be a very empowering source of information on legal advice, visiting schemes, and other supports. AVID has consistently highlighted this in its work to address inconsistencies across the estate. We were very pleased therefore to hear that Dover IRC has been given internet access, as well as Morton Hall IRC. Haslar IRC will also get access later in the year. 

This leaves Lindholme IRC, outside Doncaster, as the only centre without the internet. UKBA have confirmed they do not have plans to change this ‘in the current financial year’. Detainees at Lindholme IRC are already disadvantaged by the location and facilities which are amongst the worst in the whole estate. AVID will continue to push for detainees held there to have equal access to the internet in the future. 

AVID is collating a list of useful internet sites that detainees cannot access in various centres. This includes access to legal information, visiting schemes, support organisations, news and country of origin information etc. If a detainee you are visiting tells you of a blocked site please let AVID know. 
HMIP inspection of Tinsley House 
HMIP have published their latest report on Tinsley House after an announced inspection in February 2011. Gatwick Detainee Welfare Group were consulted as stakeholders during the inspection and able to feed in their concerns. 

While the report highlights various improvements (for example a reduction in bullying, and improved relationships between staff and detainees), there were a number of concerns. These included the worrying practice of ‘reserves’, where overseas escort staff would take additional detainees to the airport for charter flights in case illness or appeal prevented removal. The report calls this practice ‘inhumane’. Other areas of concern included late night transfers and mental health provision. 

Worryingly, the report also notes that children and families will continue to be detained at Tinsley, with facilities for 8 families detained at the border or with criminal cases and therefore deemed unsuitable for the accommodation at Cedars (above). You can access the report here. 
GEO Group to take over running Dungavel IRC next month

G4S lost the contract to manage Dungavel IRC in Lanarkshire, Scotland. The new provider at the centre will be GEO Group who had previously managed Campsfield before it passed to Mitie Plc. This will commence in September. 

News, statistics and reports

Latest Home Office immigration statistics 

The new statistics for second quarter of 2011 (April- June 2011) have been released. The statistics are produced in a new format, which includes a briefing on detention (available here) and various excel tables on detention in that quarter and for 2010 (available here). 
Key findings for between April and June 2011 include: 

· A total of 6,362 people entered detention, 45% were asylum detainees

· 18 children entered detention in that period

· 6,337 people left detention, 60% were removed from the UK. 40% were therefore released into the community
UK Charter flights, March to July 2011

Source: FOI request by John O/Freemovement

During the period March and July 2011, there were 19 charter flights from the UK:  
	Number of flights
	Country 

	4
	Nigeria

	1
	Nigeria and DRC

	2
	Iraq

	10
	Afghanistan

	1
	Jamaica

	1
	Sri Lanka


In total, 772 male passengers were removed, 57 female passengers and 3 children. 

UKBA expenditure on Charter flights, financial year 2010/2011

Source: FOI request by John O/Freemovement
In the period April 2010 to March 2011 there were 53 charter flight operations. The total cost of charter operation in the same period was £8,338,387.87
New report by Welsh Refugee Council on Age Disputed Young Asylum Seekers

A recent report by the Welsh Refugee Council describes the experience of children and young people whose lives are left in limbo, outside of society’s protective mechanisms because their age is disputed by the UK Border Agency or local authorities. Young Lives in Limbo: the protection of age disputed young people in Wales is available here. 
Parliamentary Monitoring/ Law and Policy update

Longest length of detention as at 31st March 2011

Source: FOI request by John O/Freemovement

Management information on 31/03/2011 shows that of the 2,655 held solely under immigration act powers, the longest length of detention was 5.4 years. The full breakdown is: 
5.4 years (1,975 days)  1 person
4.3 years (1,577 days)  1 person
3.8 years (1,420 days)  1 person
3.8 years (1,396 days)  1 person
3.7 years (1,357 days)  1 person
3.6 years (1,322 days)  1 person
3.5 years (1,297 days)  1 person
3.5 years (1,291 days)  1 person
3.3 years (1,231 days)  1 person
3.3 years (1,213 days)  1 person
3.3 years  (1,205 days)  2 persons
3.2 years  (1,193 days)  1 person
3.1 years  (1,163 days)  1 person
3.1 years  (1,141 days)  1 person
3.0 years  (1,125 days)  1 person
3.0 years  (1,123 days)  1 person
3.0 years  (1,115 days)  1 person
3.0 years  (1,114 days)  1 person
3.0 years  (1,107 days)  1 person
Landmark decision on Article 3 - immigration detention and mental illness
SvSSHD (2011) EWHC 2120 (Admin)
 An important judgment was handed down in the High Court this month, concerning the detention of an individual with mental illness. 

The case determined that the detention (between April and September 2010) of an Indian national with serious mental illness was unlawful. The circumstances of his detention were found to breach Article 3 of the European Convention on Human Rights (the right not to be subjected to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment). 

The UKBA had taken the decision to detain the person having found ‘no evidence’ that he was mentally unwell. This is despite well evidenced documentation from his time in prison and psychiatric hospital that detention had caused deterioration in his mental health. 
The High Court found that UKBA had failed to understand and take cognisance of the nature of the mental illness, and also to apply its own policy guidance on the detention of people with serious mental illness. 

Parliamentary Question

Immigration: Deportation 

(Hansard: HL, 20th July 2011, cWA322) 

Lord Hylton asked whether the government would undertake a review of the ways in which private security companies carry out forced removals, in light of the complaints that have arisen. Minister of State, Home Office (Baroness Browning) replied that: 
‘Private sector escorting companies operate within a clear framework set out in legislation and in a set of operating standards and instructions which are published on the UK Border Agency's website. The role of escorts is also subject to oversight by Her Majesty's Chief Inspector of Prisons, who undertakes both announced and unannounced inspections.

The UK Border Agency expects escorts to carry out their work with the utmost professionalism and sensitivity and has, over the past few years, introduced a number of measures to ensure the protection of staff and detainees. These include the use of contract monitors at the main airports used for departures, and an independent monitoring board at Heathrow Airport.

Detainee custody officers (DCOs) are accredited by the UK Border Agency to fulfil their functions, which includes using reasonable force as a last resort to ensure an individual complies with their removal. All DCOs are trained in control and restraint techniques accredited by the National Offender Management Service (NOMS), and receive refresher training every 12 months as a condition of their individual accreditation to work as a DCO. Restraint training is delivered by professionals and we are satisfied that the techniques are safe. We have, however, asked NOMS to conduct a fundamental review of the techniques used in order to see whether they can be made even safer. This review is ongoing.

We are satisfied that private sector escorting companies have acted professionally, ensuring that those in their custody are treated with dignity and care. Where detainees complain that the use of force has been excessive, the matter is investigated by the UK Border Agency's professional standards unit. If a complainant is unhappy with the response they can ask for the issue to be re-examined by the Prisons and Probation Ombudsman, whose role was extended in 2006 to investigate complaints by immigration detainees.’
Job Vacancies 
Asylum Support Appeals Project (ASAP) Vacancy Duty Scheme Coordinator/Legal Adviser (Maternity Cover/6 month contract)
ASAP is looking to recruit an experienced legal adviser to coordinate the work of their duty scheme at the asylum support tribunal. Candidates should have knowledge of the asylum support system, strong project management skills and be able to support and coordinate a growing number of skilled pro bono advocates. For more information and to download an application pack, click here. Closing date for applications is 12 noon, Friday 9 September 2011.
Guest Article:

How long is Indefinite? The story of detention that has to be told

by
Alexis Wood

During my time at Detention Action there was a continual thorn in the side of any campaign; media representations of our clients. Journalists would often request unrealistic profiles from well known ‘refugee countries’ and of course the stories needed ‘a hook’ because people being detained indefinitely simply wasn’t news. But of course it was, and still is, news and it became clear to me that broadcast journalism was not the medium to communicate the enormity and complexity of the issue of immigration detention. I decided that the stories of our clients needed to be more visual and longer than a media sound bite. Consequently I started on my first documentary film ‘How Long is Indefinite?’ with the help of Hackney production company Glocal and many AVID members!

I decided to focus my film on indefinite detention as an aspect of the system that has never been tackled in film, yet lies inherent to the detention of every person incarcerated by the UK Borders Agency. Many of you have read Detention Action's 'Detained Lives' reports documenting increasing lengths of detention and exposing a futile practice used as a first resort for hundreds of people whose deportations cannot, in actuality take place; at least within a 'reasonable time period'.

‘How Long is Indefinite?’ explores the detention of three people: Fouad, an Iranian political dissident who the Iranian embassy refuses to acknowledge as a national; Saleh an African Darfuri Doctor whose identity is in dispute and Aissata, a failed asylum seeker from Guinea who the Home Office tried to deport six times only to have her returned by the Guinean authorities for providing the wrong travel document. In all three cases, the Home Office had no means of documentation to deport them, or in the Fouad and Saleh cases, the prospect of obtaining it. The film asks why these people are detained in these centres designed only 'for the purposes of removal'.

All of the people featured in the documentary have now been released and are living in the UK. Fouad has also been given indefinite leave to remain. Nearly all of the detainees featured in the first 'Detained Lives' report have also been released, some winning unlawful detention cases against their incarceration. There is mounting evidence that indefinite detention is redundant to facilitate removal and is illegal by its own definition. The fact that those featured in ‘How Long is Indefinite?’ are out after three years detained collectively and at a cost of around £204,000 only highlights this redundancy. 

When released Aissata told me “the worst thing is not when you are in detention, it’s the fear of going back”. The severe mental health implications of indefinite detention are touched upon in this film along with Aissata’s 28-day hunger strike in response to her repeated removal directions. Her chilling words to me close the film but open up the discussion to all migrants who are subject to immigration powers and this inhumane practice. As the self-proclaimed purveyor of human rights currently in the Middle East it is imperative that the British government is held to account on its abuse of migrants on its own shores. I hope ‘How Long is Indefinite?’ inspires people to make their own contribution to this end. 

‘How Long is Indefinite?’ is 25 minutes long and will be available on DVD in September 2011. If you would like a copy or to find out more, e-mail Alexis at howlonginsindefinite@hotmail.co.uk and visit the facebook film page.
AVID, August 2011  
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