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Call by the UN High Commissioner for Refuaees. Antonio Guterres

Nthars Pracsant.
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nd accepis an annual quota of 750 refugees. While many

quota has remained at 750 since 1297. With a global increase

, intemally displaced and stateless people, UNHCR has requested

nd increase its current quota. It has also requested that family

ication places, currently included in the quofa, be taken out of the guota to

ore places for other refugees. The proposed 2009/10 refugee quota has
t to be considered by Ministers, but officials will be recommending that the

: necial impact of any increase makes it untenable in the current economic
limate. It is worth noting in this context that, on a per capita basis,
ew Zealand’s annual refugee quota is still above average.

ent countries have increased their quoias in recent years,.
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Call by the UN High Commissioner for Refugees, Antonio Guterres
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Call by the UN High Commissioner for Refugees, Antonio Guterres

Outcomes Sought

&
G

cial impact of any increase to the refugee quota makes it untenable in the

current economic climate. New Zealand is currently doing its share, however, as .
g? we still accept more refugees per capita than most other countries.

@2111996v1 Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade

< ; . sed] The 2009/2010 refugee quota composition is still being drafted, but the
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PROPOSED REFUGEE QUQ

Purpose :
1  This paper seeks veur eme oposed key priorities and
composition of the 0

ota for resettiement in New
Zealand [SE (87) M 8/ ars]. .

Executive Summ

cangUlfation between the Department of
Ach and the Office of the United Nations High
UNHCR). Apart from the separate category
., New Zealand fills its quota solely from
main benefits of this to New Zealand are the
eas we receive have genuine refugee status in
priority cases (UNHCR is best able to determine
s overview of the entire refugee situation from a

. G e
j v @ Nespynding to giobal priority protection pressures, with a focus on
profYacted situations; _
: litating family reunification;
c settling emergency cases from countries of first asylum; and
ocusing on refugee caseioads where our contribution can make

g;\ the most significant difference at that point in time.

The proposed refugee composition for the 2009/2010 year reflects a
alanced outcome by focusing on- caseloads which have been identified
by UNHCR as most in need of international protection, as well as

:@ " caseloads that match the capabilities of settiement services (including

housing) and communities already in New Zealand.




5 The proposed compeosition of 750 refugees will incl
Myanmar (Rohingyas), Bhutan, Colombia, Iraq,
territories, Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC), Rwa
well as ‘various’ refugee cases from a range of ¢g
information and key considerations of these
Two of this paper. ‘ ’

refugees have access to the informatio ¥ suppo
settling in our communities. 5 .

Background

7 Cabinet agreed to the establishme
(87) M 8/5 refers]. Under thg ees are accepted
annually for resettlement in &i% tely 125 people
gach. The total annual quo minus ten percent. All
refugees will be selected ip ac i ogramme priorities,

in 1987 [SE

8 The Refugee Quota co
the Minister of Forgign
relevant governmen nc

Process

9  The UNHCR

rogramme, the UNCHR then proposes
y the New Zealand Government. UNHCR
commendations from a range-of identified
d for resettlement is high and less than 1% .-

podition of the Refugee Quota from government agencies,
Qent organisations and refugee communities within New -
Mthough all submissions are taken into consideration, the

_ @ p ber of places available means the proposed refugee
Sition is geperally unable to meet all the éxpectations of
' i iduals or groups invited to make submissions.,

ases presented to the Depariment of Labour for inclusion in the
guota composition for 2009/2010 will be interviewed by Refugee Quota

tmeabMf Labour also seeks formal submissions on priorities-



Immigration officers’ and will undergo a comprehe
"screening and assessment process focusing on cre
settlement to ensure that: '

ive selection
ifity, sk a

b New Zealand is the right settlement optio
¢ the person is not a security risk or ch

Zealand. -
12 If the Department of Labour is not satiétr with the ca d in
relation to any of the above considera ) the case clined,
Annex Three sets out in detail the risk i es¥in place

for tHe refugee quota programme.

13 Selection missions will be planne %maximum use
of financial and human resourcg s efhancements will
jew assessments

assessments, to
manage the risk of refug

adverse impact on New Z

14 Since 1987 the guot
However it is considere
- alone does not all C

refugee resettlement.

composition pape

iently strategic approach to
his be the final annual quota

ates (for example Australia, United
¥ moved to multi-year planning for
all of their refugee.programmes. New
ction would therefore be in line with this

15 r the refugee quota programme will - allow

and NGOs to take a strategic approach with
ce provision for quota refugees and will:

ggyernment departments’ and NGOs' long term

/_planning . and. _service_provision,.. and- help -them -to. -
and strengthen resource capacities |

) A E3W
: V . rt work in developing new settlement locations that have
w opriate service provision and welcoming host communities,
padicularly employers willing to employ refugees, and with
O ailable and suitable housing (e.g. preferably Housing New
@ 08 the Department of Labour was instructed to provide the Minister
of Immigration with ‘options for establishing a strategic direction for the

ealand Corporation stock).
ew Zealand Residence Programme (NZRP) and the mechanism for

- ! Or a nominated organisation with the requisite credentials, such as UNHCR in the case of
ergency referrals, where it is not logistically or economically viabie for the Refugee Quota
Officer to travel to intarview the refugees themselves.




delivering muiti—year residence planning’, for a report k to Cabinet
Economic Development Committee (EDC) by May 200 C Min (0
10-4]. Moving the refugee quota to a multi-year plan 0xX@/201

~ in line with this instruction.
Key Priorities . o
17 As stated in paragraph three the proposed k@e for

Quota programme for 2009/2010 are:

a Responding to global priority pr

on pressure
on protracted situations. This relate PGt priotity
cases, in particular those ident UNHCR jori

ng priority

protection, including those return to

their country of origin whe
guaranteed. It also include

from protracted
refugee situations < ations have been

hole generations have
resettlement countries

b Facilitating 1

Zealand. This tslgg i hportant component of the refugee
in € improving the resettlement

3 ito New Zealand society.

ith cases from countries of asylum.

eed to escape from a crisis situation

heir resettlement requires immediate

caseloads where our contribution can make

at any given time. With a limited number
es available globally New Zealand recognises

consists of a general protection catégory of refugees

riofity areas:

st 75 women at risk; and

b to 75 medical/disabled cases (including up to 20 places for
IV/AIDS referrals - as introduced on 4 April 2005).

Up to 300 places for family reunification (includes declared

g\ spouse and dependent children of refugees who arrived in New

Zealand under previous quota intakes and UNHCR referred family

finked cases) _
d up to 35 emergency cases.

@9 The UNHCR is supportive of New Zealand's proposed resettlement

priorities for 2009/2010 as well as New Zealand’s contribution to the

6lloWing “subcategories of réfujeds which aré spread




Four of the main groups proposed in the 2009/2
are from protracted situations.

20 For the 2009/2010 quota composition the U
that New Zealand consider removing non-U
cases from the 750 places in the Refugee Qudta a
in addition fo the Refugee Quota. It has also request
increase its overall resettlement guot
numbers of refugees in need of resettlg

21 For example, in 2008, around
available, less than 50% of globd
raised with you in briefing pa
Commissioner for Refugees, #
26 and 27 February.

the UN High
New Zealand on

22 New Zealands quota

ce 1997, while other
resettlement states ha

gip quotas., With asylum
2 past 10 years it may be

~arimber of new resettiement states have
pisistent with the expectation that the burden
enly across the developed world (e.g. the
eveloping a resettlement scheme which,
refugees and Japan recenfly announced a

4 ed that pending cases from the 2008/2009 quota year be
anskéyréd and included in the 2009/2010 refugee guota composition.

ota programme, but were unable to come to New Zealand by the

se/ dre cases that have been previously approved for inclusion under
Q%of the 2008/2009 year due to logistical barriers.

25 Taking into account the key priorities listed above, the proposed
composition of the Refugee Quota for 2009/2010 is outlined below.

g%osed Quota Composition



Tables One to Three brsak down the total number ofypeople in the& :
composition by nationality, country of refuge and categgty.

Nationality -

Fas

Table One: Quota Composition by Nationality % @

Myaﬁméfése Iin Ban"g:i‘adesh.(@O) an.d Thailréﬁ‘él (
carryover from 2008/2009)

Myanmarese in Malaysia . 80—/
Bhutanese in Nepal /N DO
Iragis and Palestinians in Syria (75) and 4réaf {30  //T90% ~
Colombians in Ecuador AN W19
'DRC, Rwandans and Burundians _in UggAd&y > (\\‘ 1)
Various family reunion (UNHCR and rieg™ refgf?\e 90
including 60 carryover) /‘\\{Wﬁ . B\\)
Various emergency /728NN YINDN I35
TOTAL o~/ 7 [750
N 7/~
Table Two: Quota Compogiti ou of Refuge
~ AN
Bangladesh
Thailand 60
Malaysia 80
Nepal L 120
Syria /S5 ON 75
Jordan SN S\~ 30
Ecuador N/ //  // /> 120
Uganda 5 N/ Y/ 100
Various BDefaehcy AN\ 35
Various famfly/réuniopLUNHCR and non-UNHCR referred) 90
TOTAL-— ~— N>~ 750
BN/
Z@?T e: Quota Composition by categories?®
AN, = —
, Padbity. N S e R - PNumberof .|

S

1'People

%j@(HCR Pr}st\ o’ cases (including UNHCR referred family | 645
u m\céses)

nifidasio

7Fan'|/‘uﬁb§eu\ﬁﬁ)e’ation cases (non-UNHCR referred)®

70

35

750

/" [UNHER Efergency Protection cases
TOTAL // '
@proposed refugee quota for 2009/2010 is considered to provide a

balanced composition of cases with the highest protection needs, the
best prospects of good settlement outcomes (taking into account lessons
learnt from the New Zealand refugee quota programme and also those

All subcategories may inciude meadical/disabled and women at risk cases.
Declared spouse and dependent children of previously settled quota refugess.




Protection and Settiement Balance

27

28

29

30

o

from other resettlement countries), and the least potentjal risk to New
Zealand. - Key considerations of each group are sum sed in Anne
Two of this paper.

As stated above, the proposed refugee composftio the 2009
year reflects the need to focus on caseloads hawe’ been ident
by UNHCR as most pressing, as well as m aseloafg™ith the

capabilities of settlement services and communities alpe
Zealand, to achieve a balanced outcome. 2009/2010
also aimed at strengthening refugee co ies whick

resettlement process. Many of the
guota composition are recently,
{Bhutanese, Rohingya and Colom

»009/2010
e—communities
ing growth to

The Department of Labo
and non-government
ensure refugees have
when settling in our

resettlement.
New Zealand y

gss, the humanitarian basis of the
refugee quo

sramount. . :

Labour will continue to develop the
ment information to quota refugees during
ensure that all réfugees approved under

ith unaccompanied married refugees (i.e. where

t attempts be made to restrict the number of
ed married refugees to five percent of the quota
38 refugees annually).

biS]

an~firds it increasingly difficult to find appropriate houses for refugee
intgkes. Housing New Zealand currently houses around 2400 refugee

amilies. There is therefore a need to attempt to restrict the number of
large families, as it is difficult for agencies such as Housing New Zealand
orporation and Refugee Services Aotearoa New Zealand to find suitabie
accommodation for such families, Attempts will also be made to limit
the number of language groups per intake in order to ensure the most

ained in the country of origin or country of refuge), it =~~~



B efficient use of interpreters during the orientation programme at &
Mangere Refugee Resettlement Centre.

33 Constraints on Housing New Zealand Corporations’. dition@
settiement areas such as Auckland and Christchurch fraye ssitated a
consideration of new refugee settiement locations AW} part
Labour as the lead, work is underway to explore giopment o
settlement areas and alternate housing solutigns wand for Hou
New Zealand houses is set to increase as une ant rises(duging t
current recession.

Financial Implications

34 The table belowl sefs out the esti
2009/2010 intake over the next thr
within existing baselines.

35 The annual Income Related
resulting from the refugee r
have reached approximatel
on-going long term cost
state tenants for the ve
New Zealand of the 20
at between $20 to $48.mil

Table Four: Total estimat

next three years/\
&

~——"0,000

é 5.728000

Immigration . ™~ /7 .

Vote: SOciaL/V\\/zm Os\b 1.815900 1.385900 5.279700
)

Developme

Vote: Health™ ~/ 3@ 2.345200 2.391400 8.199400
f 5.708043 5.428043 18.481134 |-

0.000

4.000000 4.000000 12.000000
13.86914 13.20534 49.68823

I
éar minus Mangere Refugee Reseftlement Centre costs.
i1 \nlsp be costs incurred by Vote: Inland Revenue.
' ons fio
37 artment of Labour has consulted with the Ministry of Foreign
g; is and Trade in preparing this submission. The Department of
' a

bYur also sought formal submissions from the UNCHR, government
agencies, non-government organisations and refugee communities.



Recommendations
38 It is recommended that you
a agree the key priorities for the Refugee Quota i0a

i, responding to global priority protecti ressugés, with a
on protracted situations;
ii. facilitating family reunification; -

i,
iv,

cases previously include
paper and .are already
programme.

¢ note the total ann

Noted

Agree [ Disagree

intakes may be subject to change in
and logistics issues in the proposed

Noted

#tAnt with the proposed quota composition, the office of

Noted

%@ the estimated impact for Votes: Immigration, Social

velopment, Health, Housing and Education of the 2009/2010 intake

Q over the next three yesars are covered by existing baselines;
Q ' Noted

i0

¢ agreed that the number of married upnaccompanied .. ..



h note the composition of the Refugee Quota for 2009/2810 has been
the subject of formal submissions, -and bilateral con nAbetwe
the Department of Labour and the UNHCR; and

i note that this is the final annual quota ifion pa

2010/2011 paper will be a multi-year quota co ition_paperyhich
will cover 2010/2011 to 2012/2013.

Andrew -Annakin
for Secretary of Labour

Hon Dr Jonathan Calem §on M ull{/

Minister of Immigr

11




Annex One: Proposed Refug‘ee Quota Composition for/2005/2010

e g

Intake - | ‘Nationality.. . | Cchemarn /. M
Jul 2009 Bhutanese NINAZR Protectigne ——,
(3 Jul to 14 |[Myanmarese Thailand ANINECR Protectioh
Aug 2009) and
Malaysia _/\\ ONG
Myanmarese Bangladesh | 20 TWHCR Prgte\gg‘!ﬁ
{Rohingya) L
_ Various | various 5 /1) Emergenqy
Sep 2009 | Iragi and Palestinians | Jordan and 4% UNﬁm\fc\ﬁon
(28 Aug to Syria
9 Oct 2009) | Colombians Ecuador 7 Y | ONQeRPretection
: | Various Various \YW NH%referred dossier cases
' k . and farhily reunification
Various Vanou{( )q ~ gency
Nov. 2009 | Bhutanese Nep '/60 \v‘"‘_gylHCR Protection
(23 0ctto 4 ~
Dec 2009) | DRC, Burundi, and 50 \} UNHCR Protection
Rwandans ,..\\
Various S UNHCR referred dossier cases
\}33 /{\\> .| and family reunification
Various wbus // Jd—~ Emergency
Jan 2010 Colombians Ecuador N\ VB0 UNHCR Protection
(15Janto !Iraqgi and Pal @) Jord;?éﬁ\\\ﬁﬁ UNHCR Protection
26 Feb Syri
2010) Various /@\/ 1%]/ 14 UNHCR referred dossier cases
/> /} and family reunification

Various._~ N/ (Vé\/ods 6 Emergancy
Mar 2010 DRC ndnd q W 50 UNHCR Protection
(12 Mar to' | Rwahldns) .

23 Apr Myanmafesd %ﬁﬂ’and 60 UNHCR Protection
2010) nd '
: @ %ﬁalaysia

@/}JWS ~Various 9 UNHCR referred dossier cases
[

A . and family reunification
épfous LN\ /7 | Various 6 Emergency
, May 2010 “NJréoiand Patesifyfans | Jordan and . | 20 .. _ ..} UNHCR Protection.
H Syria
Myanm\sgsé){" Bangladesh | 20 UNHCR Protection
Thailand 40 UNHCR Protection
, and
Dj ﬂ Malaysia
Q ST Various 39 UNHCR referred dossier cases
b N and family reunification
ious Various I Emergeancy
OWN { _ - 750
Y,

1z
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" Annex Two:

Background Information on Groups Proposed in

Bhutanese - in Nepal

1 At the start of 2007, Nepal was host to
refugees. Majority arrived in Nepal in the ear
predominantly in seven camps in the Jhapa region of E
Following the establishment of a “Corg
committed to identifying durable so
of Bhutanese refugees in Nepal, t

efugees have
¥ nada, Denmark,

1 Nov er 2008, 57,913
refugees have expressed™ i t and UNHCR has

referred over 27,000 perso i o various resettlement
countries since Octob

3 It is proposed thaf Nev anhi te assist in the resettlement
of the Bhutan r

consideraticn of a oribyrsettlement cases (Women at
Risk, Survivor 3=
links to refu

Ivagi hafjonals represent the overwh'elmirig majority of refugees

Arotection in Syria and Jordan and comprise the largest

: @ refugee caseload in recent years. It is estimated that the total
Ira

refugee population habitually residing in Syria ranges from

00 to 1 million persons. This amounts to approximately 10% of

%Se number of refugees worldwide. Numbers of Iragi refugees in
rdan are similar to those in Syria. This is putting huge pressure on

Syria and Jordan as host countries which are struggling to cope with
meeting the needs of their own populations let alone the influx of

refugees. The risk of forcible return of refugees to Iraq in these
circumstances is high.

i3




7  With such a large population In vulnerable circumstan UNHCR has
been pressing all resettlement states to include a co t of Iragj
in their guotas. The other large resettlement s ( Unit
States, Australia and Canada} have committe ing Ira
refugees in their quota programmes but as qur i
ahead of theirs actua! numbers have not yet b
have signalled to resettlement countries thely fte
identify Iraqgi refugees with heightened pr
individuals who have been targeted in Iraf du

8 In New Zealand there are exi
variety of different ethnic a#
support is readily available for na

9 Refugee Quota Branch i
inclusion under the ref
enhancements are also

ering Iragis for
mprovements and

manage the risks ide

10 UNHCR note tha

gpace for Palestinians in Irag and
ntries to allow their entry, there are

he Iraq/Syria border.

Inerabiiity, their inability to return to Irag
no immediate possibility of return to
ack of ocal integration prospects iri Syria this

nma% Bangladesh, Thailand and Malaysia
1 ese refugees in Thailand included in the caseload proposed
for R009/2010 were previously approved in the 2008/09 quota year
re being carried over into the 2009/2010 quota year.

@) of the remaining refugees from Myanmar proposed for inclusion in

the 2009/2010 quota are located in Malaysia and 40 are located in

Bangladesh and are from the Rohingya ethnic minority group.
Bangladesh has been identified by UNHCR as a country with a
protracted refugee situation. 28,000 Rohingya refugees from
Myanmar reside in two camps in Bangladesh. Rohingya Myanmarese

14



are an ethnic, linguistic and 'religious minority fromathe Northern
Rakhine State of Myanmar, that are de jure statele ccordancg
with the laws of Myanmar.

15 Resettlement is being conside r%ose @ who are

particularly at risk in the camp

aggtades or physical,
legal or other protection concg ding Avngmem~ghd children at
risk) or for medical conditig i limited medical
facilities available to refugeés [ of ref

. Resettlement is

restrictions placed upon t - 70 develop their skills,
(osit fo their community.

16 Small numbers of Roh angladesh were included
in the 2007/08 a 00 qifotas, Despite some initial
challenges around il oreters for this ethnic group,

settlement of

S, & re deveiopment of a sustainable
communi C i hriic group. New Zealand’s ongoing

| refugees is part of a giobal response ;
er key resettlement countries (includingi

Aus and Finiand) are also involved. i
Colbmbian uad ‘ ' .

17 o u e noted a dramatic increase in the number of
ons seeking m in Ecuador, as the conflict in Colombia has
iorated and violence and human rights violations have increased.

g

olombian refugees in Ecuador is endangered: by
d forces, wWhose présence in the country has increased
és. Those identified as particularly at risk by UNHCR are
of sexual and gender-based violence and refugee women

N T _
V_In recedt/
syrwWyo
, er support networks and who are particularly vulnerable to
g u ploitation and persecution by armed groups.
ealand has included small caseioads of Colombian refugees

%m Ecuador in the 2007/2008 and 2008/2009 refugee quotas. Both
vernment and community groups working to support settlement of

this new community have reported positive feedback to date.
20 Consideration of 120 Colombian refugees from Ecuador in 2005/2010

will allow New Zealand to be part of a global effort to continue to
assist UNHCR to find durable solutions for the most vulnerable of this

15



caseload, as well as continue to grow the Colombian community in

New Zealand. :
Congolese, Burundian and Rwandans - in Uganda

21 As of the end of 2007 Uganda hosted just under
from a variety of African nationalities. Man
from protracted refugee situations, mea th

voluntary repatriation or local integration
limited.

22 In 2008/2009 100 refugees in UgandA X
in New Zealand. Inclusion of this dgsa{g

perspective of Refugee Quota Bra as
number of relatively small Africa i
Zealand. '

23 As Refugee Quota Branch i :-
the African nationalities,. hafag

established in order to m &
group.
24 As such, it is pr@ Ne consider a further 100

rising a mixture of cases
di and Rwanda.

refugees from Ugarda My, 2009/20

from Democratic R id pf C

16




Ainnex Three:

Risk Management Processes for the Refugee Quot
Purpose .
1. This annex sets out an ovarview of systems ea
to check individuals and manage risk when™Mro j ‘
under the Refugee Quota Programme.

2,  The purpose of this annex is to progi linisfers
regard to risk assessments an aeyr
processed under the Refugee Qu Pfggraphme.

the 8uota' Programme

ocess. Only those
e accepted under the

Executive Summary

3. All cases which are accep
undergo a thorough screen
cases that pass all sty
programme.

o5 hence )
re %ee Quota Branch undergo an interview
N

trred
U to being referred for resettlement in New
erview with New Zealand Quota Immigration
% | Organisation for Migration - IOM or UNHCR in
or dossier referrals).

»a rdust and well established system to combat fraud and

Vde t Y
2
A 8

efuyde Quota Branch has identified persbns processed under the

ee Quota Programme may pose a range of risks which can be
. mmarised in three main categories.

a. Security and reputational risk
b. Credibility
¢, Resettlement _

17

/within. the refugee population. While there have been . .. . ...



Types of risks

9, Security risk and risk to New Zsaland's reputation — 4
referred for resettlement to New Zealand may
refugee, but is undeserving or excluded from tHs{ prdtedtion stat
due to his/her past acts or membership of a pagsquigrgrpup; o
the person poses a risk to the New Zea

lapg™s erests; or
his/her acceptance may have an adverse ifp&ct o e New Zea
government’s reputation nationally or intergafhagally.

10. Credibility Risks - where the refugee pé

t to New
rovides

fraudulent and misleading inform he claims

refugee status.

11. Risk of resettlement difficuliie

Systems and measures used

Security and ReDutat@wa!

IS

14, Th alys ent is carried out both in the pre-selection
THss] ; ction mission phases. Decisions on whether to
i not through the “Risk Analyst stage” are made

s Risk Analyst and the Refugee Quotd Branch case

WV

18
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L

17,

18.

15,

20.

~ especially designed to gather information fro

@ number of single persons is limited to no more than five

In addition to the general Immigration Application fogr, Consideration
under the Refugee Quota Programme in the intervi
Immigration Officers use a number of forms and

documents have been developed so the risk fro
other types of fraud is minimised or eliminated

Refugee Quota Branch has a close reldifon
constantly encourages any developments and initiatives

finalisation of the application,

Credibility

Refugee Quota Immigratign
any credibility issues are 3
this process Refugee Q%
Best Practice Guid
Resettlement.

Sed and challenged. In
are guided by Branch
Guidelines of Refugee

Resettlem ént .

mber of steps in several phases of

e s selected for resettlement in New

ahageable resettlement challenges:

cating their opinion on groups, ethnicities or

ent s
(]
would be recommended for resettlement in a

particula

As successful refugee settlement is dependent on suitable

¢ in New Zealand. This includes a preliminary assessment of
ip medical and mental health needs.

ercent so the need for chain migration at latter stages is

manageable and housing stock is utilised in the most efficient
manner,

Refugee Quota Branch participates in global and regional
refugee resettlement fora. Experiences and lessons learnt by
other resettlement countries attending these fora are shared.

19




»

to manage resettiement expgsta .
Fraud '
21.

22.

23.

24,

@

+ When an actual intake list is composed Refugee Quota Branch
takes into consideration settlement timing s@dgggstions frorm
other agencies in the refugee process such a
Aotearoa New Zealand, Housing New Zeal
AUT - School of Refugee Education.

« Family size is limited to the housing
Housing New Zealand Corporation.

s+ Refugees are informed at the & f intervie
available and challenges they-

In the past Refugee Quota B,
gained access to New Zeals

@s come
e th
through the use of false ¢ dulgnt infory
The number of suc i
number of refugees
in

compared to the total
hese cases are historical

and were resettl
assessment system

info
ha

and permanent residence status can be
d, is identified after the refugee arrives in New

uota Branch has referral systems in place to enable

tentially fraudulent cases to the Refugee Division
% ancellation téam and the Immigration Fraud Branch.

. hilg Jmprovements are constant and ongoing, Refugee Quota Branch

% | equipped with experience, expertise, systems and networks to

ure that risks associated with the refugee resettiement programme
are managed and minimised.

20

veral years ago when the.




IN CONFIDENCE

Cabinet Paper for ERD — Briefing for Ministers @ >
Title of THE REFUGEE QUOTA 2010/11 TO 2012/13: ING
Cabinet paper PRESSURES IN THE ASIA-PACIFIC REG @
(/% ~ AV,

Lead The MFAT division(s), NZAID group(s) and officer(s), or ment
division(s)/ agency(ies) responsible for drafiing prgoordinating n this
group(s)/ paper are: :
agency . CT

s Lead government agency: Rent of La

& Lead division MFAT: UN Y

NN

Key issues

@me year intervals rather

e quota from its current broad
Middle East, Africa, Asia, the
nd the Pacific, either partially or

¢ Whethertos
geographical sp
Pacific an
completely.

e SXpan Emergency Situations” sub-category to SQ)(”“)'

. ; . XN
a masy & bn our own shores, to be absorbed into C”)L .

s and/or groups consulted in preparing this paper

Labour consulted with the Ministries of Education, Health,
opment..and. Justice,. the Treasury, the Department. of -
irs, Housing’ New Zealand Corporation and MFAT. The.
of Prime Minister and Cabinet was informed.

lof3 27/05/2010



Views

Risks

IN CONFIDENCE

Issues of difference or problems raised by other govgrpsnent ageng ‘\’

or departments with the paper were:
¢ Housing Corporation has concerns about tH on housing

stock posed by intakes of single males

lssues or points of differences that were
submitted are:

¢ The paper recommends that the artment of 15
number of single males and lg i o
quota.

@

MFAT's views are %
= No particular interest in )

S AN
——

Actual or potential risksden{jfled i elay to the policy prbposai are:

g(,@

T0f3 27/05/2010
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Qffice of the Mini of Immigrati
Office of the Mini opgign AfiGuS

CABINET EXTERNAL RELATIONS AND DEFENCE COMMITTEE

THE REFUGEE QUOTA 2010/i1 TO &3: 'MANAGING
PRESSURES IN THE ASIA-PACIFIC REGION

1 This paper seeks Cabinet’s agreement to:

. the composition of a rolling three-y Re
increasad focus on the Asia-Pac r

Situations Sub-Category

gee Quot
orrsand gl

Executive summary

2 Refugee pressures in the Asid ea3ing. Proposals in this paper

. It is proposed that:

3 Cabinet is edl /to consi ther the- composition of the quota should be
i etely, % on refugees from the Asia-Pacific region. Cost
. g fr% e travel, broad security concerns and general

s facing the regio pport a refocus. This would, however, be a significant
ik, It would take away some refugees’ ability fo access family reunion

o
wn
-
S
2

S

= fit-ad L,
is crucial to the implementation of the Refugee Quota.

@merﬁtons could include - QC (p\)
0

New Zealand experiencing its
at arrival. If the Emergency Situations Sub-Category is not required,

es es would be filled by UNHCR referrals in line with Cabinet’s decision about
ppropriate composition of the quota. The overall annual quota of 750 refugees

or minus ten percent) would remain,
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New Zealand has operated a Refugee Q
annual Iintake of refugees and a
consuitation with the Minister of Forg

987 /vih binet endorsed an
e er of Immigration, in
cific nationalities [SE

plus or minus {en percent.

The Refugee Quofa is mad on Category as well as the
following sub-categories:

» Women at Risk — 75 plac

is for women without the support of their
unity who are at risk in their country of refuge.
is for refugees with medical, physical or social
tside the normal criteria for acceptance by
ees  are only accepted if New Zealand has the
assist th The international community highly praises New
pmmitment to this sub-category., Under the Emergency Sub-Category,
refer~efugegs who need urgent resettlement because o
e risks t i ghysical safety?.

Background: the Refugee Quota E @
DHL h

f, for example,

es accepted are based on UNHCR's global resettlement -
¥ presents its priorities in June each year at the Annual Tripartite

ON yRefugee Resettlement in Geneva and then proposes specific
for Zealand. From this process, the Ministers of Immigration and

N
o200 placas for HIV/AIDS referrals.

eclared spouse and dependent children of previous refugees and UNHCR-referred family-linked

UNHCR submits around two or three emergency cases per year, These are drawn from countries
ide and are not limited to areas where giobal or regional priorities have been zllocated.
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Foreign Affairs agree on a broad plan. In principle, UNHCR ommends tha
receiving countries take refugees from across the world.’

10 Pressure is likely to increase on New Zealand to provide
" refugee situations. Australia is experiencing an influ
seekers. These boats are primarily operated by peopl

12 ..

i3 ' New Z
intelligence, border
mass arrival by boali

anised peop!e smuggling ventures. These
large sea going vessels

t venture carried just two potential illegal immigrants
» largest carried 193, In 2010, 33 boats have already arrived or been

pted March alone
Tarcp-2009 0 SFi Lamikan-Duma “vessel Was intercepted i the Torres -

e he M

Q0

2009, the Ocean Lady cargo vessel carried Sri Lankan asytum
o the west coast of Canada. This was a large, seaworthy steel hulied
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For our part, New Zealand contributes to the regi

nal Bali Proce
initiated by Australia to curb people smuggling®.

)
15 , o Lla)(-
The Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet developed th
Immigrants - Response Strategy Plan in 2005. The pla
Eesponsibilities to ensure a coordinated approach.
about how New Zealand would provide refugee s should

asylum seekers arrive resulting in significant number® bei anted re status.

Proposal: A revised Refugee Quota

16 Cabinet’s agreement is sought to the following

as been set on an annual basis.
3 approach to selection missions,
ptafining. UNHCR supports long-term
Gement options for both recent and

planning because iy WEips
protracied refugee & % \

18 A key advantage/is thgivproje g remains flexible. A thrée—year plan
would not bin Zgatand pt certain caseloads. The overall quota of 750
: refugees (p o us t cent) would remain, with the three-year plan

serving as jc forec for government,

19 The Departme ould 0 strategically plan selection missions to fill the

Refu Immigration Officers will continue to interview all
prehensive selection screening and assessment to

a pépticular case is In line with New Zealand'’s priorities

d right settisment option Tof that person, and

sddggered throughout the year with enfrants accommodated at the
2 Resettlement Centre for six weeks to undergo orientation.

as established in February 2002. It provides a regional farum to address fllegal migration,

plind~end trafficking in persons in the Asia-Pacific reglon. Forty-three member countries, including

Zedkng and Australia (and a number of observer countries and international organisations) are involved.

5 t of emergency referrals, it is sometimes not logistically or economically viable for the Refugee
t

fficer to travel to interview the refugees themselves. In this case, the UNHCR interviews the refugees
Zealand's behalf. '
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Re-focusing the composition of the quota to the Asia-Paciflc

21 It is proposed that the composition of the Refugee Quota h
refugees in the Asia-Pacific region. Until recently, refugee

places, with some places allocated to the Americas as,9
emphasis on refugees from the Asia-Pacific region, is a

a the Asia-Pacific region continues to experience/re
protracted situations such as the Burmese refugees” in
Bhutanese refugees in Nepal, and

b  itsupports the anti-people smuggling work preBali Fro

22 A re-focusing of the cquota would incregsy’ ¢ entribug viating these
regional pressures, This may be seen as<|ppf@pi i
: e

galand’s relatively
limited exposure to the region’s refugee hem S

/our geographical

buffer fr i boat arrivals. A re-

mnt to the Asia-Pacific region.

dsia-Pacific region
e Quota wouid allocate 50 per cent of
Pa egion, 15 per cent to the Middle East, 17

endix One. The General Protection component
nese, Burmese (Myanmar), Columbians, Iraqis,
Middle Eastern refugees would be selected under the
tegory. Background information on -the proposed

per cent to Af

25 A full ove
would be
and Sii Lan

s sfghificant pollcy change. 1t involves a partial re-focusing
¢ region.. Key advantages include maintaining an avenue for

Some of the proposed Family Reunification Sub-

amily members overseas is consistently identified as a barrier to
2 ugee resettlement '

7 Sachial_ré-focus would be more in line with UNHCR’s mandate and cause less

. ﬁ%c with countries with refugee challenges outside of the Asia-Pacific region

W Reunification Sub-Category typically includes “family reunion’ cases involving immediate family

ers and ‘family-linked’ cases involving UNHCR priority protection cases with relatives in New Zealand
as a cousin or a sibling).

munities from non-Asia-Pacific regions to access family



Option two: a complete re-focus of 100 percent to the Asfa-Pacific

28

29

30

31
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than the c'omp]ete re-focusing in option two below. Option one al
of damaging New Zealand’s international reputation regarding
international burden sharing.

carries less ris
rssentributio

A complete re-focus to the Asia-Pacific regi
contribution to easing regional pressures.
security concerns.

Key disadvantages include the increa international

CR. This opiion

East. The UNHCR has already sig
that falled to give due weight to
East.

region would effectively re

communities) ability be reunited gdiate and other family members.
Settlement outcomes B Vage it it. While these individuals could still

, % vily reunification purposes, the cost and
gtapdard avenues extremely difficult.
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Managing constraints and resource pressures

43 The process of forced migration means that refugees almost e high
needs in terms of resettlement support. They i 2, DEQ ong-term

a4

45

~small apaual ghots, it i

tenants of state housing and benefit recipig

e housing is
citled, creating

o limit the number of

ingle refugees. These
Housing New Zealand

The Department will also s
under the Refugee Quota.

settlement areas And™s ;
Rid ]

i) =
t =
Housing New {
current econo z

>~ Work is underway to consider new
tions within New Zealand. Demands on
owever, likely to increase during the

st be balanced against our commitment to
ith UNHCR priorities. In light of our relatively
ant to avoid the impression that New Zealand is

Successful
internation d

These
inst UNHCR's global objective to only offer resettlement to
¢ dreatest need. the majority of which are currently in Africa and the

etght percent of Housing Corporation dwellings are tenantad by refugees and this percentage is
to“ige to the low to mid teens by 2020. i

< 6(@)

5!

O
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43

r T o C . UNHCR cur, @Iy 75,
resettiement places for around 750,000 refugees requiring {&fment glcba
and therefore any decrease in resettiement places is vie atively. - v




New Zealand Eyes Only
RESTRICTED

A

52 In developing a revised Refugee Quota, the Department inVited s j

from a
range of organisations and refugee communities—A total of 29 SSIONs were
recelved, including from refugee communities rrrent de 7 and non-

government organisations.

53 A range of views were expressed, includin asIsing th&¥wpo
opportunities for family reunification an
existing communities and contribute settl
communities highlighted ongoing re
Amnesty International encouraged

gice of retaining
would strengthen
outcomes, Refugee
sures invthel ntries of origin-and
able refugees.

54 The Ministries of Education, He
the Department of Internal A
consulted in the preparation i
Cabinet was informed.

fql Dev meny and Justice, the Treasury,
Hous ealand Corporation were
per. ' ment of Prime Minister and

Financial implications

eZommendations in this paper.

idgred the proposals in this paper. An increased
d be seen to discriminate indirectly on the basis
stry advises that the proposal could be justified
s Act on the basis that the proposal reflects the
well as New Zealand's geographical location. The
her advisas fifs justification is more difficult to maintain in respect
e, propysal for 100 perdent of the Refugee Quota to be filled from the Asia-
egivn begayse of e potential disadvantage created for refugees from other

of discrimination include limiting the numbers of

ompnie rried and single individuals and farge families. Given there
ear topgpra 'ca[ limitations on settiement services, these proposals appear to
justfiaple wagder Section 5 of the Bill of Rights Act.

10
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Publicity
50 The Ministers of Immigration and Foreign Affairs would agre proaclf 4G
managing any communications required as a result of CabinetA tion of

paper. If Cabinet agrees that the Refugee Quota should be

Refugee Quota should be completely refocused
two abové), a more comprehensive communica

Recommendations

60 The Ministers of Immiaration and Foret
Ext_ernal Relations and Defence Commitiee:

i note that Cabinet agreed to the esig
and that places under the Qu
Immigration, in consultation with th

2 note that the Refugee Q
component and four sub-c

ugee quota in 1987
by the Minister of

_3 agree to the Iintroduction roili
composition agreed 3 ally by the

unless significant ¢ .
4  agree that the Degltidy
: region; and

EITHER

Year Refugee Quota, with the
of Foreign Affairs and Immigration,
propgstEd th rrant a Cabinet decision;

2 =- Quota be refocused to the Asia-Pacific

rtially re-focused so that 50 percent of places
» Asia-Pacific region and 50 percent of places are

5 agree tha

ocused Refugee Quota would include opportunities for
or onshore African and Middle Eastern refugee

ed to refugees from the Asia-Pacific region; and

e a completely re-focused Refugee Quota would not include
po ities for family reunification for onshore African and Middle Eastern

communities; and

-- that if Cabinet agrees to recommendation € above, the Ministers of

Immigration and Foreign Affairs would agree on a revised composition of the
Refugee Quota for 2010/11 to 2012/13;

LT

gee Quota be completely re-focused so that 100 percent of
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note that the Refugee Quota would continue to include the following su

categories: Women-At-Risk and Medical/Disabled, 75 place a and Fa
Reunification, 300 places

| Lo

note that, in order to manage r, SSur at;épts will be made to:

12.1 limit the number of un jed, b refugees to five percent of
the total Refugee Quota;

12.2 limit the number of si ifclvidua d e family groups accepted under

the Refugee Quota;







_appendix One: Proposed Refugee Quota Composition

Table One: Proposed High-Level Quota Plan Over Three Years

| y~
Region/ Nationalities Totals .| 2010/ / 201%&
country 2011 20
ASIA . - S ,\};’ S|
Bangladesh . | Burmese 45 15 0
{dossier) /7 \ \V/ZCV
Nepal Bhutanese 370 AN Y 115 \2115
Indonesia Sri Lankan, Iragi, 150 Vso\Q Eg\b 65
Afghani -
' /N ~_
Malaysia Burmese 235 1 // )55 /B8N 80
Thailand Burmese Y 98 0
Sub total . 280
'MIDDLE EAST: .| R
R NE L D e Lal Lt canEoE
Jordan Irag, Palestinian 75°
Turkey Iragi, Iranian 30
Sub total ) 105
AFRICA 7 o o™i o - o8 OSOSTS o
Southern DRC, Ethiopian,  ( ——_ 30 0
Africa Eritrean, _
Zimbabwean Q\ /
Sudan Eritrean N 3 ) 40
Uganda DRC, Somall N\ 30
Somalia Ethiopian ™ 50
Sub total Q 120
'AMERICAS- S TNYE R
| Ecuador Colombk\\// 95
Unallocatea Var&(ﬂ 150 150 150
* %
TOTAL //-’/\\/ (\\ 52250 , 750 750 750

*  Only fami

ion /-

ed cases from the Middle East and Africa would

009/18, Refugee Quota is provided for comparlson purposes

; 9/-10 Ré uota Composrtton T
atlonal‘ty" (’Q/ T Total
mffése in BahQaﬂfn"(dm) and Thailand (60 - carryover from 100
(E) AN
4 yafipnarese in“Mataydia - 80
Bhlivanesedn Nepa\. ) : 120
Nrafis and Halestfikns in Syria (75) and Jordan (30) 105
*fio!omma:\s‘TmE ddor 120
"DRC, Kwandtans-#hd Burundians in Uganda 100
V:Pr;f/ﬁs F%m@'eumon (UNHCR and non-UNHCR referred - including 60 | 90
){%mfds(emergency 35
Z?:rlﬂ\\ 750

S fo("“?
Sq@q-



Table Three: 2010/11 Proposed Composition by Selection Mission / Mode

" Selection Nationalities “Number for é
Mission ' ﬂ 2010/11 *

' Indonesia St Lankaﬁ, Iraqi, Afghan. 4 \/</

June 2010 , Q

Malaysia ' Burmese ’\7 v
June 2010 : /Z ‘

"Ecuador Colombian . . 35

July 2010 /L :§

/) //,-..\
Uganda DRC, Somali ™~ 15
July 2010 (famiiy reunion / fapifiylinke

‘{';{'j AN

90

Thaﬂand
Cctober 2010

Nepal

140
Qctober 2010

Jordan/Turkey* 55

December 2010

B “: 7, i : IS e .. R . 'N/:_'l- 1:'.." R o R

No selection Kc,ig-\ opiany f ﬁ*/Zlmbabwean 15
mission®** y ify re @ aymily Imked)
Q/éurmese R

600

A,

No selection
mission

im0 | <6(%) \
ON__ 0 SacLy;

&y selection mission will cover cases for 2010/2011 and 201172012

is too dangerous or expensive for Refugee Quota Immigration
on a selection rmssnon the UNHCR sends cases directly to the

[



_appendix Two: Characteristics of non-family |
cases

Bhutanese refugees living in Nepal

Colombian refugees living in Ecuador

Burmese refugees in Malays@
This group will consist of varioUds ethnig

inked General Protection

This is a relatively new and small comm

Has increased due
afety of Colombian

particularly vulnerable refugee

ding Rohingya, from Myanmar but
Government. .

i o@- refugees who are at risk in refugee
i kiigs, educated their children and contributed to their

gha raqis in Indonesia

as identifie ees of different nationalities currently in Indonesia.

ese refugees shows that legitimate UNHCR resettlement programmes
orts the anti-people smuggling work of the Bali Process.

fghans maintains continuity in_resettlement ip_previous_ _ ... ...
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Copiad to Hon Kate Wilkigson, §
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For referral to - N/A @ /N
Acencies consulted Ministry reigh Affairs a

Ministry of

f Ed ucatlon

Contact information kha M -
Man E
fon Unit (_a
[-—) enior AdVis ugee and Protection Unit '
Authorlsmg ‘manager Stepke \w%;
GeneraMyamader, Settlement, Protection and
Attraction
Tracker numb@(ﬁ \N'QOWS ‘
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Department of Labour |

TE TARL MARE
11/102708 ' A g@
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g

27 May 201t

Minister of Immigration

Minister of Foreign Affairs

Cc Associate Ministe_r of Immigration

PROPOSED REFUGEE QUOTA COMPI@ 2&%

Purpose

1 This paper seeks your agreement positio 011/12 refugee quota

for resettlement in New Zealand [SE 8/5 and 383 refers].
Executive Sumimary
2 The composition of the 2p41/1 fuges been subject to consultation
with government agencies ; gencies engaged in providing

refugee resettlement services brimgsions and consuitation with the
Office of the United Na : High Comim er tor Refugees (UNHCR).

(D,

reflects the Government’s priorities
ia-Pacific region and family-linked cases.
yities focusing on categories agreed by
e—Ttesettlement service providers (including

~/given the ongoing impact of the February 2011
resettlement service providers and the needs of
and displaced by the earthquake.

Quota -

d a refugee quota-since 1987 ([SE-(87)-M-8/5] refers}. - -.-
S50 Fefigees per year under the gquota in six infakes of ~

Au % abinet agreed to the establishment of a rolling three year refugee
quoty f10/ refers), which enables a more strategic approach to refugee gquota
en

rvice planning and dellvery.

7 I 2d that the categories that make up the quota would be changed fo the
: Il

General Protection - 450 places, including up to 300 family-linked and up to 35
ergency places, '
e Women at risk - at least 75 places, _
. @ Medical/Disabled - up to 75 places, and



9

10 If was also agreed that the quota will be comp e UNHCR-
referred places to the Asia-Pacific region, 15 pgrgey ~7 percent
to Africa and 18 percent to the Americas. 5 lon the Asia-

Pacific region reflects New Zealand’s focu

offering 750 gquota refugees per year
can provide, within finite resources. f
and the Middle East.!

11 The gquota composition is jointly_re
Immigration and the Minister oft <

12 The composition of the gu s ~dEvelop consultation with refugee
resettlement service prowders d it I d by the UNHCR’s global

ree nually by the Minister of

resettlement priorities.

13 The Department of Labour (th& Dep
government and no
sector to ensure q

1 will continue to work closely with

s, support they need to resettle into our
3 quickly contribute to New Zealand.

AZR for inclusion in the annual refugee quota
interviewed by Refugee Quota Immigration
aensive onshore and offshore selection screening
credibility, risk and settlement to ensyre that:

is in i ithNew Zealand's priorities,
ealand is the t settlement option for that person, and

is not a.security risk or character of concern to New Zealand.

the’case will be declined.

fon missions will be planned strategically to ensure maximum
d human resources available.

{nvolved in the refugee resettiement -

satisfied with té case in relation t6 any of the above | . ..

D)

R




2011/12 Refugee Quota

17 The February 2011 earthquake in Christchurch continues to ha
ability of refugee resettlement agencies to provide the necessa
quota refugees, given the needs of those New Zealanders wiyd
by the earthquake. :

18 The ongoing impact of the earthquake means that it i
around 675 quota refugees will be resettled in New Zeaa di ;
the annual quota of 750. This is within minus tery partant of the
threshold. The Department has consulted with governmen
resettlement providers about their capacity to provide serviceg
composition of the refugee quota for 2011/12
refugee resettiement providers and the availabili
or three smaller refugee quota intakes willnpe
2011/12 year.

19 As outlined in the earlier briefing on the
(11/101534 refers), Housing New Zea
being made available on a short ang

be placed on the use

of private housing for quota inta b iZnce on HNZC housing

e will be housed in private

accommodation. This is coRrgid i esettlement Strategy (the
Strategy) currently under de 9

20 ment providers have been

quota. 1In addition a formal
egarding the resettlement needs

21
e the following nationalities:

number of Sri Lankans

owever, this mission has been delayed because of the

ad that we include family-linked cases from Turkey instead of

he
Y

t x A at Apperidix One outline the proposed refugee quota composition
onalt h addition to the proposed refugee quota composition by region,
) cou of
. r%

fuge and selection missions. Appendix Two outlines the high level
010 (10/93383 refers).
24( 2;?

a plan over three years (2010-13), which was agreed to by Cabinet in

proposed that the composition of the

Aa. The ability.to undertake_a missign to the Middle Fast = . .
ad-ir-September-2011,If the situation has-not-improved-by = =

$ G Cd)
C4C2) &Y



Refugee Resettlement Strategy , @
25 The Strategyis a whole of governn‘ient framework that gsOn improvi

outcomes more quickly for refugees so they can mov
minimal state intervention and support. It will also ppo

services in & more cost effective and coordinated

priorities.

26 The Strategy aims to achieve improved refugee settlement outc e kay
areas {employment, participation, health and y d housing)
by better targeting current funding to service refugees’
ability to resettle.

27 Key success indicators will be used to meg
outcomes. Action plans for the first year
initiatives that will help drive the expe
including increasing emplioyment and
will be included in the business plans
deliverad within current budgets th

28 A paper will be prepared for the
Cabinet for decisions on the St
key success indicators and t )
inciuding proposed governapce

‘ Update on the 2010/11 Refu uo

29 In March 2011 an update ugee quota highlighted that the quota .
we~erfects of the February earthquake in

30 Although up to
through place
resettled in

resettled in New Zealand in May 2011
ousing, the total number of quota refugees
ear is likely to be around 525 compared to the

ten percent). This is below the minus ten




Recommendation

31 It is recommended that you:

« note it is likely around 675 quota refugees will be res w Zea
within the 2011/12 refugee quota, which is within mi rcent of
annual quota of 750 places. -

: ed
» agree to the proposed composition of the ZOIII%e quotals in
Appendix Cne. '

« note the interagency work being unde
Refugee Resettlement Strategy to imprn

« note the update on the 2010/1
refugees resettled in that financig

Noted

Affairs and Trade

Nige! Bickle @ , Gerard van Bohemen
for Secretary of Lab g ; for Secretary of Foreign

Hon Murray McCully

.. _ _._Minister of Foreign Affairs. . = ...
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appendix One

Table One: Quota Composition by Nationality’ ‘ ﬁ ~
Nationality y
: : ~N
Burmese, Bhutanese and Sri Lankans JZ/ESQ <v
Tragi (family-linked cases) - /Z \% )

/|

Africa (family-linked cases) 115 '
Colombian (/\\%0 $\?
“ ST s A, TS
N TR

~—/
Table Two: Quota Composition by Region, Cougt 7 Refy, %oposed Selection

Missions

(=TS

D

Region . .| Country of Refuge \\g ber Ryoposed
— - : _ }Selection
L | : . /3 . Missions "
Asia Pacific Nepal, P January 2012
Malaysia (Indonesia)
. and March
Q 2012 (Nepal)
Middle East Syria  (or \I‘!ﬁ'key Late 2011
Leb d Jorden

Africa S ca, ‘5 November
udan and 2011
| d% /7
Americas clﬁad T % 90 February
2012
i\ AN |

150

A (%
faga) ‘\ /\

£
/.

675

==
TOTAL \\//~
Y

di %
0 i Lev efugi¢e Quota Plan over Three Years 2010-13 (10/93383 refers)

bq?\\-l-/Natlonahtles | Totals | 20107/ [ 2011/ [ 2012/- |

TS
</

rnedlcat/dlsabled and women at risk cases.

glection mission may include Turkey instead of Syria depending on the security situation in Syria.




country 2011 2012 2013 "/
ASIA ~

Bangladesh Burmese 45 15 /0? /2}7
{dossier) A

Nepal Bhutanese 370 140 | ~AONIN/ /4 i\é&
Indonesia Sri Lankan, Iragi, 190 0

Afghani { % G

Malaysia. Burmese 235 135N N 80 \ VA0
Thailand ' Burmese 90 20 ~ 0 N\ O

Sub total 930 gEONIN. 2708 280
MIDDLE - ‘ N

EAST¥* 2 . TN T_‘\ “
Jordan Iraq, Palestinian 160 | // ) L3 55 N7 75
Turkey Iraqi, Iranian 80 |\, 25 {{ 23\ 30

Sub total 240/ N 55 | \\_ 88/ 105
AFRICA* . ] Sl N ]
Southern DRC, Ethiopian, ?D\‘ é// Z? \\35 0
Africa Eritrean, y

Zimbabwean //_\\ \ §

Sudan Eritrean 80/) el " 40 40
Uganda DRC, Somali AN/ \Y7 1+~ 30 30
Somalia Ethiopian ——100 \ 50 50

Sub total AN 305 [ N3y 155 120
AMERICAS s W ERNNYE I
| Ecuador Colombian A NY 325 K X~.235 95 95 gé(«)
. NS NSNS —
Unallocated | Various N0 ) 150 150 150 | ¢4¢2) ty)
TOTAL - T = 22RO . 750 750 - 750 - $4
® Only family reuni n@‘u ly-lin @s om the Middle East and Africa would

be considered ?
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Refugee Quota Paper

provi inisters on 30 April with a request for feedback by 13
Minigte ouse provides an opportunity fo discuss that fesdback.

; 4 < :;i gee Quota Programme for the next three years, and; {ii)
that New Zealagd will resetile up fo 150 transferees annually from Australia (as

isters also discussed the family-link criterion. The draft paper reflects the N ( D
-view that priority should be given to resettling family-linked refugees, gti(z) 5) /

er also notes that the use by New Zealand of Australia’s offshore processing
ains a future option.
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