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News from AVID

Meeting with HMIP to review visitors groups input into inspections processes

Earlier this month I met with Her Majesty’s Inspectorate of Prisons Foreign National Team Leader. It has been over a year since AVID and HMIP’s agreement that AVID member groups would feed in to the HMIP inspections of immigration removal centres. The process has been going well, and in the period since April 2010 AVID members taken part in consultations as part of inspections in Dungavel, Haslar, Colnbrook, Tinsley, Brook, Oakington, Lindholme, and others.  HMIP conveyed that the information given by groups was helpful, and also that they are happy to receive input in between inspections, as this can help them make decisions on scheduling and thematic inspection topics. If you have any concerns that you would feel HMIP should be aware of, you can send them directly, or you can send them via AVID – please contact Ali McGinley on the email address above for information or support in doing this. 

The HMIP inspection reports are a useful source of information on human rights and conditions within removal centres. The reports give evidence that can substantiate the concerns that we as visitors may have and as such are useful advocacy resources. For example in 2010, HMIP highlighted issues such as the lack of mental health provision in Brook House, or the prison like culture at Lindholme IRC: two issues of great concern to AVID and visitors groups. 

HMIP inspections are statutory, and as such the UK Border Agency must comment and respond to the reports. This is done via ‘Service Improvement Plans’, which outline the recommendations made by HMIP and whether the UKBA either accepts or rejects them, with reasons. A timescale for any changes is also included. If you are interested in seeing the Service Improvement Plans for the IRC in which you visit, please contact the AVID office. 

All HMIP inspection reports are published on their website: 

http://www.justice.gov.uk/about/hmi-prisons/


Evidence given to the Equality and Human Rights Commission 

The UK Equality and Human Rights Commission is currently working to produce its first Human Rights Review, part of its statutory remit. The review will comment on a range of issues in the UK today and this includes immigration detention amongst many others.  AVID has recently been involved in presenting information and evidence for comment under Article 2 (right to life) and Article 5 (right to liberty). 

Detention Forum Quarterly Meeting

The quarterly meeting of the Detention Forum took place on 14th September at the Barrow Cadbury Trust offices in London. The theme for discussion was forthcoming parliamentary engagement. The Forum is working towards two parliamentary meetings, a small engagement meeting for MPs and a selection of NGOs, and a wider meeting which will focus on the testimonies of people who have been in detention, supported by different organisations. The key ‘ask’ of the meeting is that MPs and Peers should go and visit detainees with these organisations. For more information and to get involved in the Detention Forum visit the website: www.detentionforum.wordpress.com 


Update from the Detention Estate 

Yarl’s Wood new phone system

A new mobile phone telephone system has been initiated by Serco at Yarl’s Wood. On arrival, detainees have their mobile phones taken from them and are given the opportunity to have any numbers transferred to a new phone which is issued by the centre. 

The new phones have the backs superglued on so that alternative SIMs cannot be inserted, and the phones are tied to an 02 contract. 

We are awaiting further information and confirmation about the details of the new scheme. However, it appears this will remove the detainees right to choose their own tariffs to suit their own needs. AVID is very concerned about any changes which restrict detainees ability to communicate with the outside world, and in light of the recent controversial Tinsley House mobile phone pilot, we will be looking into this further.

 At the moment we know of no other plans to commence similar schemes at other centres, but if you know of any changes planned in the centre in which you visit please contact the office to let us know. 

Contacting detainees at Morton Hall IRC, Lincolnshire

The fax and phone numbers have all changed since switchover to an IRC earlier this year. To contact a detainee by phone/fax, contact the Welfare Dept on: 

(T) 01522 666809  or 01522 666875 
(F) 01522 666895

To contact UKBA based at Morton Hall: 
(T) 01522 666746 
(F) 01522 666741

Various incidents at Morton Hall IRC, near Lincolnshire

Morton Hall IRC near Newark in Lincoln opened earlier this year. In July, local press reported that two detainees escaped, by climbing over the perimeter fence. This month it was also reported in local press that around 25 Afghan nationals began a peaceful ‘sit down’ protest at the centre on the 16th September. 18 men also refused to eat during this period. The protest apparently ended ‘quietly’ on the 18th September. 

New operating standards for the pre-departure accommodation at Cedars, near Crawley

The UKBA has issued its interim operating standards for Cedars, the centre which will hold families outside Crawley. The standards are in place for a period of six months and will be reviewed after this date. The standards can be accessed on the UKBA website here. 

Yarl’s Wood IRC: new Serco website

Serco, the private company which runs the Yarl’s Wood removal centre in Bedfordshire, have set up a new website for the centre (www.yarlswood.co.uk). As far as we know this is the first such endeavour by an IRC to publicise its work. Concerns have been raised, with suggestions that some aspects of the site are misrepresentative. 

Yarl's Wood Befrienders also have a new website for their work (www.ywbefrienders.org). Have a look at both and see which you prefer.

News, statistics and reports

HMIP annual report 2010-11 

HMIP has published their annual report for 2010-11 which details the national perspective on their inspections of immigration removal centres, short term holding facilities and prisons. They highlight that the last year has seen both their highest rating for an IRC  (Dungavel, which rated ‘good’ across all four ‘healthy establishment tests’) and their lowest (Brook House). 

You can read the report here. 

HMIP Inspection Reports: Removals to UK and Nigeria 

For the first time, HMIP have undertaken two inspections of the removal process. HMIP inspectors accompanied two flights – one to Nigeria and the other to Jamaica, and the reports contain a wealth of criticism of the conduct of UKBA deportation staff. This includes a comment from Nick Hardwick, the Chief Inspector, that 
"Inspectors were very concerned at the highly offensive and sometimes racist language they heard staff use between themselves."
Other concerns raised include the use of handcuffs on detainees ‘who appeared upset, or who were moving too slowly, despite there being no signs of any violent behaviour which might have justified the use of such restraints’. The reports also note the lack of training for use of force in ‘small spaces’ (such as aircraft). 
Inspections of the removal processes will now take place as part of the HMIP inspection schedule on a more regular basis. This development comes in the aftermath of fierce criticism of the use of force during removals, for example by Medical Justice in their ‘Outsourcing Abuse’ dossier, and also in particular since the death of Jimmy Mubenga last year during a forced removal from the UK. The Independent Monitoring Boards (IMBs) will also begin to inspect removals in the future. Many of us working with detainees have been horrified by reports of ill treatment during a removal and have expressed serious concerns about the use of force during the process. 

Both reports are available on the HMIP website, available here. 




Migration Observatory: New Briefing ‘Deportation, Removal and Voluntary Return from the UK’

This latest briefing uses a range of evidence to examine the number of people deported, removed, voluntarily returned or forcibly removed from the UK. Crucially, it looks at the costs involved as and the methods used. 

The full briefing is available here. Key points include: 

· UKBA pays around £11,000 per enforced removal of a rejected asylum claimant 
· UKBA paid more than £28 million for removal flights in the financial year 2009-10 
· In 2010 39,030 foreign nationals were removed under immigration law from the UK

Parliamentary Monitoring/ Law and Policy update
[bookmark: column_711W]
Parliamentary Questions

Immigration: Detainees/transfers
(Hansard: HC, 5th September 2011, 68579, 68580 & 68599)
In a three-part written question Dr Julian Huppert asked: 
[bookmark: qnpa_68][bookmark: 11090680000906](1) what the cost to the public purse was of transferring detainees between immigration removal centres and other immigration detention facilities in the last 12 months for which figures are available; 
[bookmark: qnpa_69][bookmark: 11090680000907](2) what the most frequent reason for the transfer of detainees between immigration removal centres and other immigration detention facilities was in the last 12 months for which figures are available; 
(3) how many detainees have been transferred between immigration removal centres and other immigration detention facilities in each year since 2006. 
The Minister for Immigration, Damian Green, responded: 
‘The escorting contract provides the transfer of detainees both within the UK and overseas and the management of both residential and non-residential short-term holding facilities around the country. It was held by G4S Care and Justice Services Ltd until 30 April with the use of alternative suppliers to meet peaks in demand for the service. All Services transferred to Reliance at midnight on 30 April.
[bookmark: stpa_725][bookmark: 110905w0009.htm_para8][bookmark: 11090680000909]Prior to 30 April, the UK Border Agency paid a fixed fee for most elements of the escorting contract. We do not therefore hold sufficiently detailed information which demonstrates the cost of transferring detainees between places of detention. Although the agency now pays for each individual journey undertaken, it would be at disproportionate cost to examine individual invoices to provide the information since the contract changed.
[bookmark: stpa_726][bookmark: 110905w0009.htm_para9][bookmark: 11090680000910]Around 80,000 journeys were undertaken in the year ending 30 April. These include transferring detainees from police stations, prisons and other places of detention into immigration removal centres, taking them to ports and airports for removal, to hospitals for medical appointments, courts for appeal hearings and embassies for documentation interviews. It also includes the transfer of detainees between different immigration removal centres.
[bookmark: stpa_727][bookmark: 110905w0009.htm_para10][bookmark: 11090680000911]The UK Border Agency keeps the number of transfers to a minimum, but inevitably detainees are sometimes moved for operational reasons. These include where their behaviour requires them to be held in a more secure environment, because they are required for an interview at a particular centre, or because they are being moved close to an airport for their removal from the UK.’
Deportation: Offenders
(Hansard: HC, 13th September 2011, 63853)

Priti Patel submitted a written question: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department with reference to the judgment of the European Court of Human Rights in the case of Sufi and Elmi v. the United Kingdom, what steps she plans to take to protect the public from foreign offenders living in the UK who cannot be deported. The Minister for Immigration, Damian Green, responded: 
‘During their custodial sentence foreign national prisoners are managed in the same way as other prisoners. They are referred to the UK Border Agency by the National Offender Management Service to establish their immigration status near to the start of their sentence.
[bookmark: stpa_527][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_para47][bookmark: 1109142000374]The UK Border Agency seeks to deport from the UK foreign national offenders who meet the following criteria:
· [bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_brev13][bookmark: 1109142000906]A court recommendation.
· [bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_brev14][bookmark: 1109142000907]For non-EEA nationals—a custodial sentence of 12 months or more either in one sentence or as an aggregate of two or three sentences over a period of five years, or a custodial sentence of any length for a drug offence (other than possession).
· [bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_brev15][bookmark: 1109142000908]For EEA nationals—a custodial sentence of 12 months or more for an offence involving drugs, violent or sexual crimes or a custodial sentence of 24 months or more for other offences.
· [bookmark: stpa_528][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_para48][bookmark: 1109142000375]Deportation is pursued where possible.
· [bookmark: stpa_529][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_para49][bookmark: 1109142000376]Where deportation is pursued, but delayed due to documentation and other issues, at the end of an individual's custodial sentence the UK Border Agency will decide if detention under immigration powers is appropriate.
Every detention decision is made on a case by case basis. The criminal history is considered in terms of the potential risk of harm to the public if a foreign criminal is released. Those who are detained have always been able to apply to an independent immigration judge for bail. Where the UK Border Agency believe there is a risk to the public we will vigorously oppose bail applications or ask the court to impose reporting and electronic tagging restrictions if bail is granted.
[bookmark: stpa_530][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_para50][bookmark: 1109142000377]In terms of managing the risk of reoffending in the community foreign offenders are treated in the same way as British offenders.
[bookmark: stpa_531][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_para51][bookmark: 1109142000378]Foreign offenders who are eligible for Multi-Agency Public Protection Arrangements (MAPPA), by the nature of the offence they have committed and sentence received, are managed in the same way as British MAPPA eligible offenders. All MAPPA eligible offenders are identified following sentence. Information is shared with relevant agencies and a risk assessment conducted to ensure an appropriate risk management plan is in place for the offenders management in the community.’

Detention Centres: Deaths in detention 
(Hansard: HC, 13th September 2011, 70818 & 70820)
[bookmark: qnpa_24][bookmark: 1109142000380]Jeremy Corbyn submitted two written questions: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department (1) what investigations she has undertaken into deaths in immigration detention which occurred during August 2011; and if she will publish the findings of any such investigation; (2) what deaths occurred in immigration detention in each month of each of the last five years. The Minister for Immigration, Damian Green, responded: 
‘The Prisons and Probation Ombudsman (PPO) is currently investigating a death that occurred in immigration detention in August 2011. Upon completion the findings of the investigation will be published on the PPO website.
[bookmark: stpa_532][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_para52][bookmark: 1109142000382]The police are informed of any deaths that occur of individuals detained in, or travelling to or from, an immigration removal centre in the care of UK Border Agency staff or its contractors. They take a decision independent of the UK Border Agency as to whether or not a police investigation is appropriate. All deaths are also referred to the independent Prisons and Probation Ombudsman who conduct a separate investigation in to the circumstances of the death.
[bookmark: stpa_533][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_para53][bookmark: 1109142000383]Following the conclusion of the investigation, the office of the PPO publishes an anonymised report on its website.
[bookmark: stpa_534][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_para54][bookmark: 1109142000384]Five deaths have occurred in the last five years of individuals detained in, or travelling to or from, an immigration removal centre as follows:
[bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_brev16][bookmark: 1109142000909][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_brev17][bookmark: 1109142000910]April 2010
October 2010
[bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_brev18][bookmark: 1109142000911]July 2011—two unrelated incidents
[bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_brev19][bookmark: 1109142000912]August 2011.
[bookmark: stpa_535][bookmark: 110913w0003.htm_para55][bookmark: 1109142000385]It would be inappropriate to comment on the details of these deaths whilst they are the subject of ongoing investigations by the PPO. When concluded, the Ombudsman's report of his investigation is published on the PPO website.’

Events

Seminars for legal representatives on ‘How To Challenge the Conclusions Reached in UKBA’s Operational Guidance notes using Country of Origin Information’
The Still Human Still Here Coalition, Asylum Aid and the Asylum Research Consultancy is running a series of free seminars which will provide some useful techniques and tips on conducting COI research. The sessions will be held in Newcastle (27th September), Glasgow (27th September), Manchester (28th September), Birmingham (28th September). For more information visit the Still Human, Still Here website: 
http://stillhumanstillhere.wordpress.com
Training course in Manchester: Section 4 support
The Asylum Support Appeal Project is running a training course on Section 4 support for advice workers in Manchester. The half-day event will look at how to make effective support applications and the appeals process. It is being held on 22 September in Friends Meetings House in central Manchester between 1.30 and 4.30. For more details and to book a place email Sinead@asaproject.org.uk (places are limited to two per organisation).

Refugee Community Organisations National Conference: 29th November
National Conference, Basis Project, 29 November 2011 Macdonald Burlington Hotel, 126 New Street, Birmingham, B2 4JQ
Collaboration, peer support, and "what next" for refugee communities, funders and infrastructure support will be among a range of themes up for discussion, as well as time to network. 

Register your interest now - send you name and email to Carole Barker at carol.barker@refugeecouncil.org.uk. 


Jobs

Islington Refugee Forum: Coordinator (part time, 14 hours)

Islington Refugee Forum is looking for an individual with organizational development, fundraising and project management skills, as well as experience of working with refugees and asylum seekers. The closing date is 3rd October 2011 and you can find more information by contacting info@islingtonrefugeeforum.org

AVID, September 2011  
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