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Consultation on the Asylum and Immigration Tribunal (Procedure) (Amendment) Rules 2008 and (Fast Track Procedure) (Amendment) Rules 2008 

List of questions for response

We would welcome responses to the following questions set out in this consultation paper. Please email your completed form to: ait.rules.consultation@tribunals.gsi.gov.uk or send to: Noreen Razvi, c/o Ross Nisbet, Asylum and Immigration Tribunal, PO Box 6987, Leicester LE1 6ZX. Thank you!

Question 1. Do you support the proposed amendment, and the introduction of a requirement to give reasons for not including the notice of decision? 

Comments:          

Question 2. Do you agree with the proposal to include provisions relating to the Case Management Review process within the Procedure Rules? If not please state why.

Comments:          

Question 3. Do you support the introduction of a provision enabling the Tribunal to deal with appeals on papers where the representative is overseas? If not please give reasons why.

Comments:          

Question 4. Do you support the proposal to consider appeals on paper where no notice of decision has been provided and no reasons given, or those reasons are not deemed satisfactory by the Tribunal? If not please give reasons why.

Comments:          

Question 5. Do you support the proposed amendment to Rule 17 2(A)(b)? If you have any alternative suggestions please elaborate. 

Comments:          

Question 6. What is your view on the proposal to clarify the purpose of a reply under Rule 30? Do you think that the proposal achieves that aim? If not, please state why.

Comments:          

Question 7. What is your view on the proposal to clarify that the content of the reply will be considered when determining whether an error of law is material? Do you think that the proposal achieves that aim? If not, please state why.

Comments:          

Question 8. Please give your views on the proposal to amalgamate the funding and appeal decision determinations.  

Comments:          

Question 9. Do you agree with the proposal to introduce this power to the AIT Rules?  Please explain your views.

Comments:          

Question 10. Do you agree with the proposed amendment? If not please state why.

Comments:          

Question 11. What is your view on our proposal to amend Rule 51? Do you agree with the proposed definition of evidence submitted in support of and at the time of the original decision? Please explain why.

Comments:          

Question 12. Do you support the proposed amendment requiring the respondent to notify the Tribunal in writing if they are aware that the appellant has changed their address? If not please state why.

Comments:          

Question 13. Do you support the proposal to allow claimants to be held in a site not specified in Schedule 2, in exceptional circumstances, without the Fast Track process ceasing to apply? Please give reasons.

Comments:          

Question 14. Do you believe the detention period allowed outside Fast Track sites should be five days or ten?

Comments:          

Question 15. Do you support the amendment to bring the Fast Track Rules in line with the Principal Rules so that two or more appeals can be heard together where appropriate? If not, please explain why.

Comments:          

Question 16. Do you agree to the proposal to add Oakington Reception Centre to the list of specified sites? If not please state why.

Comments:          
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