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Abstract—The aim of this paper is to explore some of the
cultural factors that have an impact upon settlement when
forced to leave the place that is called ‘home’ to establish a new
‘home’ in a foreign country. The term ‘diaspora’ is difficult to
define; it begs the question about origin, where people came
from, from the past into the present and into a culture they are
forced into. Terms are often intermingled ‘exile’ foreigner’
migrant’ ‘refugee’ ‘immigrant’ are all used by the media, and
can be misleading and have negative connotations on how the
host country perceives the new arrivals. This paper is an on-
going piece of research and therefore draws no conclusions,
but instead seeks to examine the key factors that make
resettlement difficult for refuges and asylum seekers moving to
the UK.
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|. INTRODUCTION

The experience of being a refugee almost always involves
a buildup of many stressful events. The process of migration
to a foreign country is all too often painful, involving
traumatic pre-migration, transition and re-settlement
experiences. The reasons why a person has to leave the
home country has a profound impact, the way they left, who
they left behind, and the reception of the host country, are
all factors that determine how the re-settlement process
progresses. All too often the ‘host” country has a negative
view of refuges and asylum seekers and this has a
detrimental effect on the well-being of the person seeking
refuge. This has been the case all too often in recent years,
debatably with the global economy suffering, people losing
their jobs and the impact of this can be seen in new
legislation laws in the UK, mostly reducing the rights of
asylum seekers and refuges. The 1951 Geneva Convention
forms the basis for current international law governing
granting of refugee status. To be granted this status a person
must have left his or her own country and be unable to
return to it [1]. The convention gives equal importance to
the social rights of refugees within the country of asylum.
These include residential rights, employment, social welfare,
education and housing, however, this is often not adhered to
in reality, and this paper is just a preface, and more research
into the impact on refuges needs to be carried out.
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II. MAIN BoDY

The refugee problem is worldwide: today no region or
continent lacks refugees; people caught between danger at
home and loss of identity in a strange land. Fear of
persecution has led millions to flee their homes and seek
safety in foreign societies where they often feel isolated,
different and usually improvised. Definitions:

A refugee: a person who owing to a well-founded fear of
being persecuted for reasons of race, religion, nationality,
membership of a particular social group, or political opinion,
is outside the country of his nationality, and is unable to or,
owing to such fear is unwilling to avail himself of the
protection of that country (definition quoted from the 1951
Refugee Convention)

Asylum Seeker: someone who has lodged an application
for protection on the basis of the Refugee Convention or
article 3 of the ECHR

A. Worldwide

There are 42 million forcibly displaced people around the
world. This includes 27.1 million internally displaced
people and 15.6 million refugees, 4 out of 5 refugees are
housed in the developing world

Pakistan takes in the most at 1.7 million, more than the
1.6 million taken by the whole of Europe

The Demoacratic republic of Congo, Burma and Columbia
produce the most refugees [2].

When a person flees his native country and applies for
asylum in the UK, there are three types of legal status that
can be given:

1) Indefinite Leave to Remain (ILR) — a person is given
refugee status and allowed to stay

2) Humanitarian Protection — a person will be allowed to
stay if they face a real risk of danger if they return home.
This is reviewed on a three yearly basis, and after two
renewals a person can apply for ILR

3) Discretionary Leave to Remain — a person will be
allowed to stay if it is impractical for human rights, legal
or practical reasons to return to their own country. This
will be reviewed on a three yearly basis, and after
renewals they can then apply for ILR.

Once they enter the UK, they will be transported to a
detention centre while their case is considered. They could
remain in detention for several weeks, or several years.
Following this they will be ‘disbursed’ and removed to
some part of the UK (they have no right to appeal) where
they will be wait. Depending on what status they are granted
they can then apply for housing, education and medical care.
If they are refused asylum, they can choose to comply and
return to their country of origin, or they can appeal the
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decision — in the meantime they will not be given any
statutory benefit (although this may vary depending on
individual circumstances and whether they have dependants)
and it is usually down to NGO / charities that they are able
to survive. Often they live in cramped conditions, over-
crowding and women are sometimes forced into prostitution
—they are also prey to human trafficking and rape [3].

B. UK Figures:2010

The number of applicants was 24,485,
dependants

. 17% were granted asylum and recognised as a refugee

. 1% was granted humanitarian protection

. 10% were granted discretionary leave

. 72% were refusals

While the possibility remains that some asylum seekers
will be granted refugee status, the chance of that happening
under new legislation is ever decreasing. For example,
section 55 of the Nationality, Immigration and Asylum Act
2010 reintroduced the ‘white list of safe countries of origin.
This list assumes that countries on the list are safe and
democratic, and therefore nobody coming from these
countries can be a ‘real’ refugee. The current British
Government has recently proposed further measures to curb
the tide of applications further. The organisation ‘state
watch’ notes that in: “ one of the first legal challenges under
the new regime, the Court of Appeal upheld the Secretary of
State’s contention that rape of a Roma woman by Czech
police was not enough to rebut the presumption that her
asylum claim was ill-founded (The Worst Law Yet’ 2006).

However, at any time until ILR has been granted a
refugee is under threat of deportation, and the ‘not knowing’
can be devastating. With children this can be particularly
upsetting, and under The Asylum and Immigration Act 2008,
basic support for asylum families was withdrawn:

In the event of a child’s welfare being compromised
support under section 20 of the Children’s Act 1989 help
may be provided, but only to children under 18. Local
authorities will not be able to provide accommodation and
subsistence to any other members of the household. If
necessary, children will be separated from their families.

Many argue that the UK disregards the spirit of the UN
Convention, and on the ‘Rights of the Child 1989" that
states:

. Article 2 — The right to be protected from discrimination

. Article 3 — The right to judgments by the judiciary,

welfare agencies and government that are taken in the

best interests of the child

. Article 10 — The right to family unity and reunion.

Considering it is widely accepted that separating children
from their parents is not beneficial, the legislation would
therefore seem to contradict basic human rights. Indeed, as
Agamben (1998) suggests, the law affirms itself with the
greatest possible force precisely at the point at which it no
longer prescribes anything. This open suspension of human
rights within allegedly democratic nations such as the UK
raises a series of critical questions about the very meaning
of ‘democracy’ and ‘rights’ [4].

Nevertheless, media portraits of asylum are so negative
and often the cries of “we don’t want them here, these are
our streets, streets for us, the whites, ‘they’ get free mobile
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phones, and cars, they eat our swans from our parks, they
take our jobs, our women, our daughters, they don’t want to
work, they come here for the benefits, they work too hard,
and open their shops all day long, they smell, they watch
our women, they traffic, they get our daughters pregnant,
the list is endless. It is through the production of the
imaginary figure of the asylum seeker as an ‘illegal’ threat
to ‘our ‘sense of national belonging that ‘we’ demand their
expulsion. Research suggests that UK nationals feel
threatened for two main reasons:
1) The financial crisis, local economics and fear of losing
out on jobs given to refugees or immigrants
2) Culturally, feeling threatened — 9/11 and 7/7 — loss of
“Britishness” common language, heritage, and ethnicity.
False reports in the media. In other words; fear of ‘the
other’

The British Government further legitimises these negative
reactions, and as PM David Cameron has recently suggested
in a response to current political controversy, ‘we will
deport failed asylum seekers immediately, and they can then
appeal the decision from their country of origin”. This kind
of rhetoric from the leader of the government only further
adds weight to the negativity of asylum. The securitisations
of immigration is grounded in the idea of the nation state as
a body under threat — news media and hate speeches that
asylum seekers pose a threat to our security and happiness
for example: The Sun says: “Way of Life at Stake: Halt the
Asylum Tide Now: Shock New Sun Poll (cited ICAR Jan
2008). “Scrounger Asylum seekers”; “an orgy of violence
involving refugee migrants”; “fraudulent claims” These
kinds of dehumanised depictions of asylum-seekers
threatening our national borders, is almost akin WW?2
propaganda slogans, and sadly they are playing an ever-
increasing role in structuring the national imagery. The
figure of the asylum seeker has become entangled with
monstrous qualities that provoke fear, anger and disgust
amongst ‘native’ communities. It is the repetition of these
imagined a quality that shapes public perceptions of asylum
seekers [5].

The question remains however, what, in today’s ever
increasing condemnation against asylum seekers, and
refuges what, can be done to question and challenge this?
Humanitarian organisations such as International No
Borders Network, has suggested that by making individual
asylum seeker cases public we can help take away the de-
humanised face, and challenge pre-conceived public opinion.
For example, the recent case of the 18 year old man from
Afghanistan, who had lived with a foster family in the UK
for the past 8 years, as he had been granted asylum as a lone
minor with no family. Under current legislation, he is now
facing forced return to Afghanistan, despite the fact that he
has no family there, and his life would be in danger. He is
facing possible deportation, although the local community
where he lives are rallying his case to MPs. The law
regarding unaccompanied minors is particularly difficult,
and those who enter the UK without immigration
documentation can even be prosecuted. Similarly if a child
‘fails to cooperate’ with removal can also face prosecution.
Furthermore (as the above case), questions asked when they
are under age, will be taken into consideration when they
apply for asylum in their own rights once they reach the age
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of 18. Although guidance suggests that age and maturity
should be taken into consideration, there is no guidance on
age disputes [6].

However, by invoking the exceptional circumstances of
the few, does this approach then legitimise the exclusion of
asylum seekers per se? This is an ongoing debate, but one
thing is, arguably true, that is if a person becomes a larger
part of the community in general then attitudes of
acceptance will be challenged. On the other hand, this is
largely a question of chicken and egg: if the asylum seeker /
refugee feels threatened, he /she will not feel able to become
a part of the community at large, and as such will stay
within the relatively safe boundaries of his ethnic
community [7].

In summary, the current situation for asylum seekers in
the UK looks bleak at best, and if proposed legislation is
passed through parliament it can only get worse. However,
as Arundhati Roy reminds us, there is no such thing as the
“voiceless”. There are only the deliberately silenced or the
preferably unheard”. Perhaps in the media hyped politics of
asylum what is forgotten are the people who might be said
to matter [8].

One man came with his son; they were both refused
asylum and due to be deported. Knowing they would both
face certain death if they were returned, the man Kkilled
himself so that his son could remain — an unaccompanied
minor, he would be safe, at least until he was 18.

Kd is from Iran, she has worked as a volunteer for 10
years, and lived below the breadline, but she has now
received refugee status, and can at last seek paid
employment. Sammy has been in the UK 5 years. She was
born in South Africa and has endured some horrific
experiences because of her family’s faith and ethnicity, but
the Home Office has rejected the evidence presented to it
five years ago when she came here in distress. She is only
19, her food vouchers have been withdrawn, and she is
living off food provided by a local NGO organisation, her
appeal is currently under review. If David Cameron’s
proposal were to go ahead, she would have already been
deported [9].
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I1l. CONCLUSION

Sadly, the situation for asylum seekers continues to
decline, and many (if not most) refuse to look beyond the
media, and see the asylum seeker as a real person and not
just a ‘made up’ statistic or negative image — claiming
benefits, getting free mobile phones etc. The recession has
hit government services hard, and support agencies are
struggling to secure funds to help those in need. Statutory
funding has declined steeply and it is down to local charities
and NGO’s to help [10]. Moreover, it is the way that asylum
is perceived by society that is making the situation even
worse. In conclusion, by making the people who are seeking
asylum ‘real’ and not just a government statistic there may
be some hope for the future (11).
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