Attachment B
Recommendations
The “no advantage” policy is justified by a purported intention to stop asylum seeker deaths at
sea. I have given evidence in this submission that policies of deterrence contribute to an
increase in deaths, they do not reduce them.
Here are some suggestions towards reducing deaths of asylum seekers:
i.

End Mandatory Detention. As the President of the Australian Medical Association in
the Northern Territory, Dr Paul Bauret, said in response to long-term detention in 2012:
“once again, it looks as though we’re producing a cohort of Australian citizens who can
be permanently damaged because of what we are doing to them.”63

ii.

Create safe legal pathways for refugees by increasing Australia’s refugee
resettlement intake and investing in a serious regional protection framework.

iii.

Discontinue the policy of confiscating asylum seeker boats. These policies only
motivate asylum seekers to use boats that are unseaworthy, overcrowded and manned
by inexperienced, uninformed and often desperate and underage Indonesians,
altogether increasing the risk of a tragedy at sea.

iv.

Improve Australia’s search and rescue procedures. Even over a decade since the
SIEV X disaster and multiple governmental inquiries, mistakes continue to be repeated
time and again.

If mandatory detention continues, the following steps should be taken:
v.

Establish an exit interview to be conducted by an independent legal agency for each
asylum seeker exiting detention.

vi.

Conduct an audit of deaths in immigration custody.

vii.

Expand the National Deaths In Custody Program to include:
a) Deaths within immigration detention centres operated under Australian legal authority
(whether located onshore or offshore).
b) Deaths while under escort during deportation, or while designated authorities (such as
police or immigration department compliance field officers) are attempting to take
individuals into custody under the Migration Act.
c) Deaths that occur during operations in Australian territorial waters once individuals or
vessels have come under the surveillance or control of Australian border authorities.
All of these circumstances generate a duty of care that falls on Australian law enforcement
and border officials. Official designation as a “death in custody” would mean the deaths that
occur in detention be brought before a Coroner’s Court.
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ABC interview by Fran Kelly with Dr Paul Bauret, President Australian Medical Association,
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