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16 Lincoln’s Inn Fields London WC2A 3ED 

tel: 0845 313 8449 

email: info@thefundingnetwork.org.uk 

website: www.thefundingnetwork.org.uk 

  

Report back to The Funding Network 
 
1. Name of your organisation and date funded by TFN: 
 

Medical Justice – funded at the 6th September 2011 event for work with children and pregnant 
women in immigration detention. 
 
2. What does your organisation do?  
i.e. What are its aims and objectives? Have these changed since receiving TFN funding?  
 

Medical Justice arranges for independent doctors to visit men, women and children being detained 
arbitrarily and indefinitely in 11 immigration removal centres around the UK.  We assist about 1,000 
detainees a year, most of whom are asylum seekers, and most are later released. Our volunteer 
doctors write medico-legal reports documenting scars of torture and challenge instances of 
inadequate healthcare provision, including denial of medication and access to hospital. We are the 
only organisation in the UK that does this. 
 
Medical evidence from our casework feeds into our research (our latest report is "The Second 
Torture" published last month).  We discuss policy changes with the UK Borders Agency (UKBA) to 
help secure lasting change - where that fails we may undertake strategic litigation.  We provide 
statistics and intelligence for some detainee's judicial reviews about the harm caused by inadequate 
healthcare provision in detention. We raise public and parliamentary awareness about immigration 
detention and what a growing number of high court judges have deemed "inhuman and degrading 
treatment". 
 
Our aims and objectives have not changed since we received the TFN funding. 
 
 
3. When was your organisation first established? 
 

The campaign was formed in 2005, were registered as a company in 2007, employed our first 
member of staff in 2008, and got charity status in 2009. 
 
 
4. Since receiving funding from TFN how has your organisation changed?  
Has your annual turnover changed?  
Has the number of beneficiaries reached changed?  
Can you quantify any other changes? Eg …number of employees, number of projects, geographical 
scope.  
 

Our annual turnover has remained relatively stable.  The overall number of beneficiaries of the 
organisation has also remained stable – we have seen less children in detention but see more parents 
in detention separated from their children. 
 
 
5. Can you describe/measure the impact that the specific TFN funded project/work has had?  
What actual change did the funded project generate? What proportion of the project/work did TFN 
fund (eg all/x%)?  What evidence do you have for the success or failure of the funded project?  
 

The grant from TFN represents about 10% of our income in the last financial year.  We do not have 
any staff specifically allocated exclusively to any one project.  The 10% funding does match the 
workload that dealing with children and pregnant women quite well. 
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Context ; 
 

2010/11 - Less children detained, and for less time, but the damage continues 
Families with children are now are given some notice of deportation so they have some opportunity 
to make fresh representations if appropriate. The number of children detained has reduced from 
1,000 children in 2009, to 400 in 2010, to 91 in 2011. Children can now only be detained for up to 7 
days. 
 
There is medical evidence that even very short periods of detention can cause significant harm. In 
September 2010 Medical Justice published the "‘State Sponsored Cruelty’: Children in immigration 
detention” report based on 141 children in detention who we assisted.  It revealed the extent to 
which detaining children causes harm. Children have attempted to end their own lives, and have 
been left seriously physically and psychologically damaged.  Significant harm was shown to stem 
from violent dawn-raids which continue to happen. 
 
2012 – children imprisoned in detention centres run by G4S and Barnardo’s ramps up 
In the first six months of 2012, 107 children were detained. 
 
Government breaks it’s promise to end the detention of children 
Having branded the immigration detention of children as “State sponsored cruelty”, the Deputy 
Prime Minister, Nick Clegg, promised to end it, but didn’t. The government simply re-branded the 
detention of children ; whilst they shut down the facilities to detain children at the infamous Yarl’s 
Wood Immigration Removal Centre (IRC), they increased facilities to detain children at Tinsley 
House IRC, and opened a new detention facility for detaining children at Pease Pottage in West 
Sussex, a few miles from Gatwick airport.   
 
Barnardo’s surprised many by agreeing to run the detention facility at Pease Pottage, together with 
G4S.  UKBA emphasised that it “has a completely different look and feel to an Immigration Removal 
Centre”.  It certainly looks nice on the surface, but it is a detention facility. As Andrew Flanagan, chief 
executive of the NSPCC, said: “There can be no excuse for detaining children in immigration facilities. 
Locking up children like this is wrong and unacceptable. Better quality detention is still detention, 
however dressed up”. 
 
Barnardo’s have said that the new detention facility is a “regrettable necessity” and a “price worth 
paying for the closing of Yarl’s Wood [for detaining children]”. The Pease Pottage detention facility is 
a revenue stream for Barnardo’s who hired 26 people to work there and is being paid for its services 
by the UKBA.  
 
We made our views known to Barnardo’s ; they ruined the campaign to end the detention of children, 
which campaigners felt was achievable as the government had already promised it.  And, by 
facilitating the government’s re-branding of the detention of children, Barnardo’s handed them a 
pretext to carry on doing it. 
 
According to a March 2011 article in the Times, “The Home Office allowed Barnardo’s to “manage” 
the announcement [plans for the new detention facility] because the charity was concerned about 
how the media would react to its involvement.” The detention facility opened on 1st September 2011. 
There are 44 bed spaces in 9 self-contained accommodation units.  One unit is reserved for families 
at risk of suicide, and one for keeping difficult family members in isolation. Both have observation 
points. CCTV is everywhere. 
 
The detention facility was named “CEDARS”, which according to UKBA “stands for the principles staff 
will work to - compassion, empathy, dignity, approachability, respect and support.”  These principles 
were not evident for one family who were reportedly refused help to use a fax machine to contact 
their lawyer by Barnardo’s staff who said they were unable to help unless permission had been 
received to do so from UKBA.  The family’s support group left messages for Barnardo’s staff but 
hadn’t had a reply. Medical Justice has never been able to contact Barnardo’s staff concerning any 
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family’s welfare issues either.  Barnardo’s refuse to provide any contact details for operational staff 
at the detention facility, saying we must communicate via their policy department and press office in 
London, which has not been effective. Barnardo’s staff told us that they strive for a “joined up 
approach” with G4S, who have been under threat of prosecution for corporate manslaughter 
regarding a deportee who died at the hands of three G4S guards. 
 
Barnardo’s is now part of a detention regime that for some children has started with a door being 
broken down in a dawn raid on their home, some witnessing their parents being handcuffed, floored, 
injured, and separated from them.  Some children have been deported to a country that they have 
never been to, and some have been deported without one of their parents. 
 
Barnardo’s and G4S’ performance were observed during the HM Inspector of Prisons inspection of 
the detention facility in May 2012.  The inspection report is due to be published mid September. 
 

Case-studies 
 
Officers in riot-gear to isolate the father in Pease Pottage detention facility 

The mother became distressed and suffered a panic attack.  She describes being held down by 3 
female officers and suffered bruising as a result. 4 male officers tried to forcibly remove her husband 
from her. At the Pease Pottage detention facility, the mother experienced abdominal paid and a 
further panic attack. She and her husband were distressed and agitated. A number of officers came in 
wearing helmets and carrying shields and forcefully dragged the father away.  The mother was 
placed in a wheelchair and separated from her child with whom she was only reunited in the van 
taking them to the airport for removal. 
 
Mother says she was assaulted in front of her children – UKBA hired private jet to remove 
them 

One mother – Faith – said that six of the eight escorts on the flight beat her on the arms and legs, 
twisted her hand and put hands around her neck. She said she was left spitting blood. Faith and her 
three children, aged four, six and eight, were taken by surprise when they were arrested by a group 
of 10 to 12 uniformed officers in a 5.30am raid at their home.  Faith and children were subjected to a 
number of removal attempts.  As the 7-day limit approached, UKBA hired a private jet to remove the 
family to a European country.   

Medical Justice hooked Faith up with a solicitor who obtained a high court injunction stopping the 
removal as it was deemed unlawful, begging the question why she and her children were detained in 
the first place. We helped Faith raise pubic awareness in an article in the Guardian. Julian Huppert 
MP wrote to the Immigration Minister about this case on 26th September 2011 and has not been able 
to provide any response yet.  
 
“Family Removal Panel” approves deportation of a mother and daughter without the 
father  
Parents from two different African countries were subjected to a dawn-raid. UKBA’s response to a 
complaint acknowledges that officers broke down their door because it was likely that the father, 
mother and daughter would be asleep in one bed, and said the purpose was to ”prevent self-harm”. 
Also, that both parents were restrained and their child carried away by officers in order to “shield the 
child from any use of forced on her parents” and to prevent her from “witnessing the disruption of 
her parents”.  The father was handcuffed, and carried out of his house by 4 officers and pushed to the 
ground.  His underwear came off in the process. He was put in leg restrains. UKBA’s explanation of 
the injuries he sustained was that he was causing injury to himself.  
 
The father was taken to Colnbrook IRC while and the mother and daughter were taken to the 
detention facility at Pease Pottage.  The mother says that her daughter was not given appropriate 
anti-malarials.  They were deported to an African country while the father was still held in Colnbook.  
He says his daughter developed malaria. Medical Justice provided a medical report and helped the 
father find legal representation.  He has since been released.  UKBA claim that the Family Removal 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/uk/2011/oct/03/police-investigate-nigerian-mother-deportation
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Panel approved the methods for the dawn-raid and sanctioned the use of force, and the family being 
split up. 
 

Issues Medical Justice has identified 

 
Children have less rights now than had when they were banged up at Yarl’s Wood 

Children detained at the Pease Pottage detention facility are in a regulatory vacuum with even less 
rights than they did at Yarl’s Wood.  UKBA opened the new detention facility in September 2011, 
saying that the Detention Centre Rules would not apply but that Short Term Holding Facility Rules 
would, expect they had been “in draft” for a number of years.  Now, after a year of children being 
detained there, no Short Term Holding Facility Rules have been published. This means there are no 
rules about the use of force on adults or children, putting detainees in isolation, and detainees’ rights 
to access an independent doctor. Operating Standards for have been put out for and now include a 
Healthcare but the Non-Compliance section is still missing. 
 
Port cases : UKBA detain many hundreds after promising to detain “a few dozen”  

UKBA said they would only detain a “few dozen families each year” at ports. But statistics reveal that 
697 under 18s were detained between May and August 2011 at ports. Almost a third were 
unaccompanied children.   
 
The “Family Removals Panel” advice to UKBA is not an adequate safeguard 

 Neither the detained families nor their legal representative (if they have one) get visibility of the 
information the Family Returns Panel are given from UKBA about the family, so they cannot 
challenge any factual errors.  The Panel only gets a summary of information and does not 
routinely have access to the family’s immigration documents and medical information.  The 
occurrence of inaccurate UKBA summaries is well documented. 

 If a removal attempt fails, the family’s case is not necessarily remitted back to the Family 
Removals Panel for advice on any subsequent removal attempt.  The 7-day limit on detention may 
mean UKBA resort to use increasingly non-standard methods to remove the family (e.g hiring a 
private plane). Each failed removal may increases the family's vulnerability. 

 The Panel’s advice can and has been overruled by UKBA. 

 The Panel sanctions plans to carry out dawn-raids, use of force, and split families up between 
continents. 

 
Misleading claims by UKBA and MPs to have ended the detention of children 

As their ‘right of reply’ statement in a Guardian article about the Ay family children getting 
compensation for damage by detention in the UK 8 years ago, UKBA said they have ended the 
detention of children.  On 3rd April 2012 there was a letter in the Guardian signed by 15 Liberal 
Democrat MPs about a number of achievements they wanted to highlight, including that they “ended 
child detention for immigration purposes”.  When challenged, one of the signatories admitted that he 
knew full well that child detention had not ended. 

 
 

What Medical Justice is doing about it 
 

Casework with 15 detained children  
We has assisted 15 children from 8 families, including 11 parents, detained in the Pease Pottage 
detention facility.  5 of the children were removed and 10 were released.   It’s been impossible to get 
our volunteer doctors into the Pease Pottage detention facility within the 7-day limit, but we are still 
trying.  Knowledge of Medical Justice usually spreads within a detention centre by word-of-mouth.  
But due to the time limits in the Pease Pottage detention facility, families get to meet up far less.  We 
are proactively seeking contact with detained families through visitors groups and community 
support groups. 
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Casework with parents in detention without their children 
We help mothers in Yarl’s Wood and fathers elsewhere who have been detained on their own 
 
Legal challenges – with evidence from our casework 
With a much reduced number of detained families that we have been able to get contact with, and the 
fact that its been impossible to get our doctors inside, the necessary accumulation of knowledge and 
evidence has been slowed.  But we are actively working on challenging the detention of children at 
the Pease Pottage detention facility, at a policy level, as fast as we can. Meanwhile, we are referring 
detained families for civil action challenges where appropriate. 
 
Policy work 
Medical Justice, Bail for Immigration Detainees (BID) and other partners in the Refugee Children’s 
Consortium have had policy discussions with UKBA, Barnardo’s and the Family Removals Panel – we 
have had small successes which have resulted in some practices being somewhat less harmful.  For 
example, it is under consideration that the Family Removals Panel is provided with more 
documentation on a family and that the family gets visibility of it. We will be participating in the 
consultation on the Operating Standards for the Pease Pottage detention facility. 
 
Media work 
Medical Justice was quoted news article about the new Pease Pottage detention facility for children ; 
Morning Star : "'Accommodation centre' rebrand fury" – 10th March 2011 
Guardian : "Barnardo's won't lessen trauma of child detention" – 10th March 2011 
The Times : "Charity will help with ‘pre-departure accommodation’ near airport"  – 11th March 2011 
Guardian : "Is a new asylum facility simply child detention under another name?" – 23rd August 2011 
Guardian : "Police investigate alleged assault on Nigerian mother on deportation flight" – 3rd  Oct 
2011 
Guardian : "Child detention: has the government broken its promise to end it?" – 14th Oct 2011 

 
 

Pregnant women in detention 
 
Our funding application was that we use some funds for work on pregnant women in detention. 
 
During the last year, issues we have documented have included ; 

 Use of force on pregnant women but no guidance documents available from UKBA 

 Pregnant women being placed in wheelchairs for deportation 

 Relatively few pregnant mothers were actually deported, begging the question why they were 
ever detained at all 

 Pregnant women being released but re-detained soon after the baby is born. 
 
Case-study : Sara* was detained at Yarl's Wood in the early stages of her pregnancy 

She had had two early miscarriages in the past. A removal was booked to her home country where 
there is high risk of malaria and she was prescribed mefloquine, an anti-malarial that according to 
home office policy cannot be given to women in the early stages of their pregnancy. Additionally to 
not being appropriate in early pregnancy she was prescribed the medication too late to established 
tolerance. She had also had some bleeding and had not had a scan.   
  
Her removal was stopped by the High Court, but Sara remained in Yarl's Wood until she was 20 
weeks pregnant. At 20 weeks she complained of bleeding and abdominal pain. After some delay she 
was taken to hospital where she had a still birth. A guard was present throughout the birth. She was 
granted Temporary Admission while in hospital and transferred to the psychiatric unit because she 
feeling suicidal. *Name has been changed.   
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What Medical Justice is doing about it 

 Casework – we have been sending doctors to see the pregnant women, most of whom have been 
released 

 Access for independent midwives – After challenging obstruction by UKBA’s private contractor 
at Yarl’s Wood Immigration Removal Centre (Serco), our volunteer midwife was finally allowed in 
and has been doing a limited number of assessments of pregnant women there who we are 
assisting. 

 Research – with medical evidence from casework, we plan to publish a dossier next year.  To 
encourage collaboration between interested organisations and mobilise maternal rights activists, 
we held a public meeting at Garden Court Chambers, which 91 medical professions, lawyers, ex-
detainees and campaigners signed up for. 

 Raising parliamentary awareness – we have been getting parliamentary questions tabled and 
briefing parliamentarians for debates they have initiated on this topic, and feeding outcomes into 
our research. 

  

 
 
 
6. Could you give us an estimate of how many people have been reached by the TFN funded 
project/work and by how much? 
 

In the last 12 months ; 

Families with children in detention - 15 children from 8 families, including 11 parents. 

Parents in detention without their children – 25 mothers and 15 fathers. 

Pregnant women in detention – 20 
 
 
7. Did receiving the money from TFN make positive difference to your organisation? If yes, in 
what way? If no, please specify why not?  
Were there changes in non-financial support/leverage i.e volunteering hours, relationships, contracts, 
trustees or media coverage? Did it help to get other grants/donors? 
 

Yes, there was a positive change in that a number of TFN donors joined our mailing list – some came 
to our events that were not specific to our work with detained children and pregnant woman.  One 
donor is the head of a relevant and influential medical professional body – she invited Medical Justice 
to speak at one of their meetings and ongoing actions have been agreed which will benefit pregnant 
women in detention. 
 
 
8. Do you have any other comments regarding TFN funding?  

 

Thank you so much for your support.  We would love to have the opportunity to continue to be 
supported.  Our work with children in detention has been a bit of slow burner (relative to the pace of 
the rest of our work) while we build up our evidence base.  We need continued support so that we 
can continue to support children in detention and then move on a legal challenge of the whole policy 
of detention children as soon as the time is right in terms of evidence.  We hope that will be still be 
within this calendar year. 

 


