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Date – 

To:  

Constituency MP NAME

Address:

House of Commons,

London,

SW1A 0AA

Re: Immigration Bill - HC Bill 110 
I, (your name) constituent of yours living at (your full postal address). I am writing to you to express my deep concern regarding the Immigration Bill - HC Bill 110, now progressing its way through Parliament. I am apprehensive that this Bill, if enacted in its present form, will cause innumerable hardships and unnecessary complications for immigrants, and as well as British citizens, and their families in the UK. Overall, I contend that this Bill is unnecessary and is mainly politically motivated and is against the basic principles of fair play and justice. 

Some critical issues with the Immigration Bill (the Bill) are;
1. Denial of appeal rights:  The government wants to deny appeal rights to migrants and their families. Clause 11, part 2 of the Bill will result in a blanket removal of appeal rights concerned with refusals of leave to enter and leave to remain, and even for decisions concerned with removals and deportations. This will give the Home Office absolute power and make them unaccountable. If this is allowed then the parliament will be as much responsible for awarding such arbitrary powers to the Home Office which will be unchallengeable in the tribunals / courts. As per the Bill, the appeal rights will only be available for limited matters of humanitarian protection or refusal of human rights claim. The migrants and their families will not be allowed to appeal under the immigration rules. 
The removal of appeal rights is very unfair for immigrants in circumstances where despite having a good case, and poor decision making of the Home Office, they may need to opt for an expensive judicial review to challenge a refusal. As a result, it may lead to long delay in obtaining justice and discourage a large proportion of those affected from seeking justice. The government has already removed legal aid for immigration matters in April 2013. The current proposals to remove appeal rights altogether can only confirm that the government wants to remove the immigrants’ access to justice. Access to justice should not depend on a person’s immigration or social status instead be made available to all equally in a civilised society. 
2. Access to services: Part 3 of the Bill deals with access to services. The government introduced new terms (Clauses 16 to 18) concerned with migrants’ ‘right to rent’. Clause 16 states that a person does not have a right to rent if the person ‘requires leave to enter or remain in the United Kingdom but does not have it, or if the leave to enter or remain in the United Kingdom is subject to a condition preventing a person from occupying the premises’. Clause 17 further states, ‘a landlord must not authorise an adult to occupy premises under a residential tenancy agreement if the adult is disqualified as a result of their immigration status’. At clause 18, it imposes a penalty on the landlord of up to £ 3000 if the landlord rents premises to the person against the law. 
This is particularly onerous since a landlord cannot be expected to know about automatic extensions of leave when an in time application to extend leave is made to the Home Office or if an appeal is in process (section 3C or section or 3D of the Immigration Act 1971). Therefore, legitimate migrants whose leave to remain (extension) is under consideration by the Home Office will be penalised and forced out by the landlords. Some landlords may be too scared to offer accommodation to immigrants and / or ethnic minorities due to this law. Others may exploit the situation and seek more rent and may not offer an agreement to non-European migrants and therefore, deny their legitimate rights. I am also concerned that this new law, if it comes into force, will cause a large scale discrimination against ethnic minority residents in the UK including those who are British citizens. 
Further, Clause 42 awards the Home Secretary with arbitrary powers to revoke driving license where it just “appears” to her that the license holder is not lawfully resident in the UK. This is clearly unfair and unjustified and can unnecessarily cause inconvenience and disruptions in the lives of law abiding citizens. In all fairness, the Home Secretary needs to be absolutely “certain” that someone is not lawfully resident before deciding to revoke a driving license. 
3. Marriage and civil partnership: Clause 43 of the Bill requires marriage registrar to notify the Home Secretary if one of the partners does not have a valid leave to remain or if it is considered of suspicious nature. This can potentially make every marriage, where one of the partners is a non-European country national, subject to investigation. This will be an attack on basic liberties of a person. 
It is important for my family and many other people that you pursue and debate this bill in the Parliament and convey your disagreement to applying such changes which gives arbitrary powers to the Home Office and is against the basic principles of fair play and justice. My family, friends and I would eagerly wait to see for the action you would take in the parliament. I would also request you to get in touch with the not-for-profit immigrant support organisation the HSMP Forum at info@hsmpforum.org / www.hsmpforum.org to confirm your support and to further liaise with them in the cause of many affected people.  

Thanking you

Yours truly,

Your name
