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Abstract

A Comparative Study of the State Policies and Practices towards Urban Asylum

Seekers and Refugees in ASEAN: The Cases of Thailand, Indonesia and Malaysia

In 2016, Southeast Asia alone hosted “a total of 2.8 million people of concern”.
The main countries of origin of refugees and asylum-seekers were Myanmar, Afghanistan,
Pakistan, Sri Lanka, and Somalia. With almost 3 million people of concern, the region has
yet to put in place any regional arrangement to protect their rights and national legal

framework in most ASEAN countries is lacking.

The study aims at studying state laws and policies to manage asylum seekers and
those who are forced to flee their country of origin by comparing three countries namely
Indonesia, Malaysia and Thailand. It also examines the impacts of the said laws and
policies on the rights of asylum seekers and forced migrants, especially right to education,
to employment and to freedom of movement. It attempts to come up with

recommendations for possible rights based migration governance in ASEAN.

The study is based mainly on documentary research. It will also conduct field
visits in the three countries under research as well as visits to communities where asylum
seekers and forced migrants are concentrating . In depth interviews of officers, NGOs staff,

and asylum seekers shall be also conducted.

The study reveals that the three countries are not party to the Convention relating
to the Status of Refugee, and thus their governments primarily use immigration laws to
manage refugees due to there being no clear domestic legal framework. ASEAN as a group
is still hesitant to collectively discuss refugee issues and any regional governance for
migration in general, let alone for refugees and asylum seekers in particular. Urban
refugees are facing human rights challenges in all countries under study. The study

recommends a regional migration governance to address the issues.
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