
1 March 2022 

Dear Mrs Pow MP 

I hope you are well. I would like to thank you and your colleagues for the actions being taken to try to 

bring the war in Ukraine to an end.  

Please can you urge the Home Secretary and other relevant ministers to do more to offer protection 

to refugees and asylum seekers from the Ukraine and elsewhere, including granting full refugee family 

reunion rights to child refugees in the UK, so that they can be reunited with their parents and siblings. 

The images of families being separated in Europe has brought home just how horrific forced 

separation is, and I hope the UK can do more to help all those refugees already here to be reunited 

with their families.  

I am pleased to hear that the Home Secretary has announced today a further extension of 

humanitarian support for Ukrainian families.  

You will no doubt recall our zoom meeting about the Nationality and Borders Bill back in November, 

which is currently being considered in the House of Lords. I understand that the Lords’ amendments 

will come back to the House of Commons later this week, and I urge you and your government 

colleagues to reconsider some of these measures in light of the amendments. 

After our meeting, I wrote to you about the Home Secretary’s comments in Parliament that 70% of 

individuals arriving on small boats were not genuine asylum seekers. I believe this statement and the 

sentiment behind it was inaccurate and was distorting the government’s asylum policy.  

You kindly forwarded my letter to the Home Office and sent me the detailed reply of Tom Pursglove 

MP, the Minister for Justice and Tackling Illegal Immigration, dated 17 January.  

In response to my question, Mr Pursglove, wrote that:  

 “in my view, the Home Secretary’s comments are self-evident. We do not disaggregate our 

published data to say what the specific outcomes are for people who have arrived by small boat, and I 

would also say that due to the length of time it can take for claims to be finalised, some cases will not 

be concluded within the space of one calendar year.” 

I find it disconcerting to be told by a minister that a statement of fact on such a crucial point, in relation 

to legislation that will have profound life and death implications for thousands if not tens of thousands 

of people, is “self-evident”.  

Why would the Home Secretary’s statement be self-evident? If the minister believes that men on small 

boats arriving in the UK are “self-evidently” not genuine asylum seekers, then he fundamentally 

misunderstands the concept of asylum in international law.   

For the minister to go on to say that they do not disaggregate the published data for small boats, 

means that the Home Secretary’s statement not only does not need to be explained in his view, but it 

cannot be verified in the published data. That cannot be acceptable.  

Finally, the minister acknowledges that some cases will not be concluded within one calendar year. In 

fact, I understand the average waiting time for an initial asylum decision is now between 1 and 3 years. 

On what basis then does the Home Office claim that 70% of these claims will not be genuine? The 

European Council on Refugees and Exiles (ECRE) wrote in September 2021 that the number of people 

waiting for an initial decision is up 73% with 70,905 people with pending asylum cases.  



According to the Refugee Council, 91% of the people who took small boat journeys across the channel 

(based on Home Office FOI data for Jan-May 2020) came from just ten countries where human rights 

abuses and persecution are rife, including Afghanistan Syria and Yemen. Of these 10 countries, 8 have 

a significantly higher rate of granted asylum claims than the average of all nationalities.  

According to their research, more than six out of 10 initial decisions from the top 10 countries of origin 

arriving by small boat made in the 18 months to June 2021 would have resulted in refugee protection 

(61%). This compares to just over half decisions made for all nationalities in the same period (52%).  

Not only does the available evidence therefore suggest that the Home Secretary’s statement was false, 

but it suggests her premise is the opposite of the true position. Individuals arriving on small boats 

appear statistically significantly more likely to be granted asylum.  

At the very heart of the new Nationality and Borders Bill is the intention to treat those arriving 

“illegally” by small boats less favourably. This is contrary to our obligations under international law 

and is based on the Home Secretary’s false premise. That is why it has been rejected in the House of 

Lords. Those people who are unable or unwilling to return to their country of origin because of a well-

founded fear of persecution for reasons of race, religion, nationality, membership of a particular social 

group, or political opinion are under the terms of the 1951 Refugee Convention, genuine asylum 

seekers. The means of transport they used to get to the UK to claim asylum is entirely irrelevant.  

In the coming days your ministerial colleagues may ask you to ignore the concerns of organisations 

like Amnesty International and the Refugee Council, and to vote against the amendments of the House 

of Lords. If you do, you will be voting to discriminate between asylum seekers, based not on their 

genuine need, but on the erroneous distinction of the Home Secretary.  

With war now raging in Europe itself, this is the worst possible time to be undermining our asylum 

system. Rhetoric about our fine traditions of supporting refugees has often preceded announcements 

of clamp downs on illegal migration and measures to restrict asylum protection. The crisis in 

Afghanistan and now in Ukraine will test our country’s reputation for being a sanctuary from conflict, 

please do all you can to ensure that history will judge our country favourably.  

Yours sincerely, 

Ben Grant  

Taunton Amnesty Group.       


