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Introduction:
 

The term refugee refers to a person who has been
forcefully displaced from their place of origin, however for
them to be officially recognised as such, they must be granted
the refugee status by the country they have fled to. The status
of “refugee” may be granted to somebody who meets the
above definition and who is of humanitarian concern to the
state they have come to. It is determined by either
governments or the United Nations High Commission for
Refugees (UNHCR). As a result of obtaining such a status,
many nations will support the refugee through entitling them
to work in that country, as well as to potentially gain a
Jobseeker’s Allowance and/or Income Support. However,
some believe that providing those in need with Refugee
Status’ will allow for them to manipulate the system and it
will ultimately cost countries too much to support others on
top of their own citizens.
 
The Issue:
 

Benefits

Once a person has been granted refugee status, they will
have permission to study and work in that state. Additionally,
it allows them to seek family reunion with family members
who have been left behind in a place of conflict. Where this is
possible, refugees are also given access to free healthcare
services, altogether giving the asylum seeker the opportunity
to have a better quality of life. With all of this in
consideration, the benefits of assuring refugee status in a
country, for an individual are clear. However, some feel that
through granting refugee status to people, it also assists
countries in becoming more diverse and globally aware.
 



Criteria

Currently, in most states, there is a criteria you must meet
in order to receive refugee status protection. While this
standard is not universally identical, it mostly agrees on the
fact that you must have fled your home country as a result of
conflict, and you must be of humanitarian concern to the state
you have arrived in. While analysing the question of assuring
refugee status protection for those fleeing conflict, it is vital to
question if this criteria is too harsh or not strict enough, and
what can be done to solve this.
 
Dependency on States and the Response of States in Conflict
 

Over the last few years, specifically during the European
Migrant Crisis, there were a situations where people had
pretended to be refugees in the hopes of claiming the benefits
of that status. While the obvious solution to this may be
extensive background checks, these can often be time
consuming and so it would be important to consider any other
possible solutions to this issue. Additionally, while somebody
who has acquired refugee status is capable of working, we
must remember that living and fleeing from a place of conflict
can result various mental health issues, such as post-traumatic
stress disorder, and therefore many people may not be in the
correct state of mind to be working in the country they have
come to. With this in mind, you should evaluate whether it is
considered acceptable for someone to be dependent on a
government, without contributing to the economy of the state.
Finally, some claim that assuring refugee status for those
fleeing conflict may send the wrong message to the parties at
war, as it shows that if they continue others will house their
civilians, so there may be no rush to stop.
 
Sovereignty
 

A nation’s sovereignty is its right to govern itself. While
it may be simple to say that all states should simply grant
refugee status to those who seek it, it is not an entirely
pragmatic approach. This is due to the fact that many
countries have different laws and attitudes surrounding
refugees, and so it is extremely important to find a common
ground that does not breech national sovereignty when
approaching a question as controversial as this one.
 
UN Commissions and NGOs



 
Within the United Nations, a High Commission already

exists to deal with the question. It is known as the United
Nations High Commission for Refugees (UNHCR) and it acts
as an agency for asylum seekers, which strives to protect and
assist refugees all around the world. It is important to consider
whether the Commission is doing enough, and if not what else
they could do. As well as this, many Non-Governmental
Organisations act to protect the rights and safety of refugees.
One example of this is the Refugee Council (based in the
United Kingdom), that promises to research issues, question
policies and generally be an advocate for equality. Another
example is Refugees International. This organisation aims to
promote solutions to the displacement crisis around the world,
however does so entirely separately and without funding from
governments or the UN, in order to be independent and reduce
the risk of a biased approach.
 
Cost
 

A common opinion is that taking in and housing refugees
may cost states more money than they can spend. Just think
about how most countries are already struggling to provide for
their own citizens, and also the homelessness epidemic all
around the world.
 

A 2016 article estimated that by 2020, the absorption of
refugees may increase public debt by almost €69 billion (£58
billion). However, interestingly enough, the same article
found that in 2015, most refugees that had arrived in Europe,
that same year, could repay the money spent on them by
almost double within just 5 years. Additionally, it is estimated
that by 2020, refugees will help grow the average GDP of
Europe by €126.6 billion. Therefore, there are economic
arguments for and against assuring refugee status protection
for all those fleeing conflict.
 
Countries Significant to the Issue
 
United States
 

While US refugee laws had remained similar to most
other Western states for quite some time, recently changes
have been made. Executive Order 13780 was signed by the
US President on the 6th of March 2017, and was published 3
days later. The order places limits on travel into the United



States from 7 countries (Iran, Libya, Syria, Yemen, Somalia,
North Korea and Venezuela). In addition to this, it bans the
entry of refugees who do not possess either a visa or travel
documents that are deemed valid. Although the Executive
Order had some of its key elements prohibited for a large
portion of 2017, it still is a good example of the shift in
attitude towards refugees, within the US government.
 
United Kingdom

In 2016, the government of the United Kingdom pledged
to take in 20,000 Syrian refugees by 2020. However, this topic
is one that divides most of the country. As a direct result of
the European Migrant Crisis, some people began to feel as if
asylum seekers and refugees were stealing job opportunities
and taking advantage of the state, this sentiment still remains
amongst a few individuals. It was such a controversial debate
that securely controlled borders was one of the leading
arguments promoting the vote for Brexit in the 2016
referendum. However, many NGOs that emphasise the need
to protect the civil and political rights of refugees have been
established in the UK. An example of one of these is the
Refugee Council, already discussed in this briefing paper.

Hungary

Hungary is an example of a country that is very
unwelcoming to refugees. This stems from the nation’s strong
religious views and traditions, arguing that hosting refugees,
let alone granting them refugee status protection would, in
some people’s belief, destroy the idea of Christian Europe.
When discussing asylum seekers from the Middle East, the
current Prime Minister of Hungary, Viktor Orbán said

“We don’t see these people as Muslim refugees. We see them
as Muslim invaders”

From this it is apparent that some states are opposed to
improving the rights and protection of refugees, due to a rise
in islamophobia, and so it would be valuable to consider how
to constructively cooperate with all to reach a comprehensive
solution. 

 

 

 



Syria, South Sudan and Afghanistan

In 2017, it was estimated that around 55% of all refuges
worldwide had come from Syria, South Sudan and
Afghanistan. The conflicts in these 3 areas have been ongoing
and tense for a number of years. It may be beneficial to assess
whether tackling the issue from the root cause may be a better
idea than trying to assure refugee status for all people who are
fleeing conflict, and how this may be done.

Turkey

Currently, Turkey has taken in approximately 3.5 million
Syrian refugees, although millions have also fled to Egypt,
Iraq, Jordan and Lebanon. As a result of this, a lot of
intolerance for refugees, amongst Turkish citizens has spread,
with a majority feeling that asylum seekers have pushed up
living costs and reduced employment opportunities.  Also,
many would argue that the Turkish government has spent too
much money on supporting refugees. When approaching the
question of assuring refugee status protection for those fleeing
conflict, it would be advantageous to consider how to tackle
the discrimination of refugees by civilians.

Key Events
 
 
Date Explanation
14 December 1950 The United Nations Commission for

Refugees (UNHCR) is established.
7 October 2001 The Start of the War in Afghanistan
15 March 2011 The Start of the Syrian Civil War
14 December 2013 The Start of the South Sudanese Civil War
2015 The Beginning of the European Migrant

Crisis
6 March 2017 President Trump signs Executive Order

13780
9 March 2017 Executive Order 13780 is published

 
 
Possible Solutions
 
●  Promote the idea that all states, not in conflict, must

provide asylum seekers with refugee status protection
●  Countries should accept all refugees that pass extensive

background checks, and then provide those individuals
with protection

●  States should not be forced to grant anyone refugee
status, if they do not wish to do so
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