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A stract

No longer can it be confiently assertei that the core legal obligaton of states in connecton  ith  
iniiviiuals falling  ithin the iefniton of frtcle 1f(2)of the Conventon  eeatnn to the Status of 
 efunees, 1951 is expressei  ithin the Conventonns frtcle    non-refoueement principle. fs a 
result of antiterrorism legislaton ani juiicial interpretatonnapplicaton of such legislaton, frtcle 
1F contains the primary obligaton of the Conventon. Before coming to any fniing on the merits of
a claim to refugee status, state signatories are requirei to ietermine  hether an asylumiseeker 
has engagei in actvites  hich renier him or her un orthy of the protecton of the provisions of 
the Conventon.  

Part of a  iier comparatve project, this paper examines successive UK antiterrorism fcts of 
Parliament in orier to argue that iniiviiuals seeking asylum  ithin the UK are presumptvely 
excluiei from the scope of the Conventon.  In partcular, the paper argues that the ability of the 
Special Immigraton fppeals Commission (SIfC) to make use of eviience relatng to maters of 
natonal security  hich cannot be revealei to an appellant or hisnher legal representatves 
efectvely lo ers the thresholi for applying frtcle 1 F.  hhe queston of  hether there are  
“...serious reasons for consiiering ....” that an asylumiseeker has commitei a crime against peace, 
or has commitei a serious nonipolitcal crime is beyoni proper scrutny.

hhe Refugee Conventon  as thought to proviie one important feter on the exercise of a state’s 
sovereignty over its boriers.  No  that Conventon frtcle 1 F has been coioptei to aris the aim 
of iomestc immigraton control, the survival of the regime of protecton establishei in 1951 is 
seriously in ioubt. 
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