Temporary Protection Visas
The reintroduction of Temporary Protection Visas (TPVs) was a key preelection policy of the Government. They were last used from 1999 to 2007
for those arriving by boat as a way to deny asylum seekers the opportunity
of permanent resettlement. The Government believes that TPVs will be an
effective “deterrent” for those who undertake the journey to Australia by
boat. There is no evidence to support this claim. When TPVs were last used,
the fact that refugees were denied the right to apply for family reunification
visas meant that we saw an increase in the numbers of women and children
undertaking the perilous boat journeys to Australia.

What are Temporary Protection
Visas (TPVs)?
TPVs are given in lieu of full protection
visas to those who are given a positive
refugee determination.
They will be the only visa
for which asylum seekers
who have arrived by
boat will be eligible
if they are found to
be in need of refugee
protection.
Those who are issued
a TPV will have limited
right to work, limited medical and
welfare access, no right to family
reunification, no right to apply for
permanent residency and they cannot
leave the country. We do not know
whether they will be provided with
access to English classes.
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The visa will last for three years, and
then they must apply for protection
all over again. If there has been even
a small change in the DFAT cables
regarding the safety
of their country of
origin,
they can be
repatriated. The TPV
may be renewed for
two additional years at
the Minister’s discretion.
This change will impact
around 30,000 people
currently in Australia.
The reintroduction of TPVs will be
applied retrospectively, which means
that some asylum seekers who have
been awaiting determination since
2010 will be placed on a TPV.
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What was the impact of TPVs
when they were last used?
Studies consistently found that TPV
holders had dramatically higher levels
of depression, anxiety and posttraumatic stress disorder, than those
refugees who were given permanent
protection visas. Many were found to
live in a state of chronic stress caused
by ongoing uncertainty over their visa
status.
TPV holders were unable to put down
roots, and described their status as an
ongoing limbo:
“we feel that our life is destroyed
because it’s without hope. We don’t
plan anything for the future”.
The impacts of TPVs are especially
bad on children:
“A teacher asked one of my children
about his hopes and wishes for the
future in Australia. My son told her that
he doesn’t wish for anything, because
he only lives temporarily in Australia.”
Refugees trying to build
a new life in Australia
while living on a TPV felt
that being denied hope
and living in constant
limbo was an extended
form of the persecution
they faced in their home
country.
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TPV holders also found welfare
dependence very difficult:
“every refugee hopes to work, and the
allowance from Centrelink is like an
illness, it kills us slowly, makes us reliant
on others; we lose the spirit of living,
building, and hoping.”
When last used, over 90% of those
on TPVs were eventually granted a
permanent protection visa. This was
after they had endured years of
additional and unnecessary suffering
under the guise of “deterrence”.
TPVs created a “second-class” of
refugee, by pitting those who arrive
by boat against others who also
have a valid claim for protection. It
exascerbated the feelings of frustration
and hopelessness experienced by
refugees.
The
Australian
Human
Rights
Commission also found that TPVs were
a breach the Convention on the Rights
of the Child by failing to ensure that
children released from
immigration detention
could enjoy their rights
to
mental
health,
development, recovery
from past trauma and
family unity.

www . unitingjustice . org . au

unitingjustice @ nat . uca . org . au

| T witter @U niting J ustice

