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DECISION: The Tribunal remits the matter for reconsideratiotin

the direction that the applicant satisfies s.3&R0f the
Migration Act, being a person to whom Australia has
protection obligations under the Refugees Convantio



STATEMENT OF DECISION AND REASONS
APPLICATION FOR REVIEW

This is an application for review of a decision m&y a delegate of the Minister for
Immigration and Citizenship to refuse to grantdpglicant a Protection (Class XA) visa
under s.65 of th#ligration Act 1958 (the Act).

The applicant, who claims to be a citizen of Lebgraorived in Australia and applied to the
Department of Immigration and Citizenship for ateation (Class XA) visa. The delegate
decided to refuse to grant the visa and notifiedapplicant of the decision and his review
rights by letter.

The delegate refused the visa application on teeslbathe applicant is not a person to
whom Australia has protection obligations underRiedugees Convention.

The applicant applied to the Tribunal for reviewtloé delegate’s decision.

The Tribunal finds that the delegate’s decisioanRRT-reviewable decision under
s.411(1)(c) of the Act. The Tribunal finds that tq@plicant has made a valid application for
review under s.412 of the Act.

RELEVANT LAW

Under s.65(1) a visa may be granted only if thasi@e maker is satisfied that the prescribed
criteria for the visa have been satisfied. In gahé¢he relevant criteria for the grant of a
protection visa are those in force when the vigdiegtion was lodged although some
statutory qualifications enacted since then mag bésrelevant.

Section 36(2)(a) of the Act provides that a crdarfor a protection visa is that the applicant
for the visa is a non-citizen in Australia to whame Minister is satisfied Australia has
protection obligations under 1951 Convention Retatp the Status of Refugees as amended
by the 1967 Protocol Relating to the Status of Be@s (together, the Refugees Convention,
or the Convention).

Further criteria for the grant of a Protection @l&A) visa are set out in Parts 785 and 866
of Schedule 2 to the Migration Regulations 1994.

Definition of ‘refugee’

Australia is a party to the Refugees Conventiongerterally speaking, has protection
obligations to people who are refugees as definegtticle 1 of the Convention. Article
1A(2) relevantly defines a refugee as any persoo: wh

owing to well-founded fear of being persecutedr&asons of race, religion,
nationality, membership of a particular social grau political opinion, is outside the
country of his nationality and is unable or, owtogsuch fear, is unwilling to avalil
himself of the protection of that country; or wimomt having a nationality and being
outside the country of his former habitual residggng unable or, owing to such fear,
is unwilling to return to it.



The High Court has considered this definition muanber of cases, notabBhan Yee Kin v
MIEA (1989) 169 CLR 37%pplicant Av MIEA (1997) 190 CLR 225VIIEA v Guo (1997)
191 CLR 559Chen Shi Hai v MIMA (2000) 201 CLR 293ViIMA v Haji Ibrahim (2000) 204
CLR 1,MIMA v Khawar (2002) 210 CLR 1IMIMA v Respondents S152/2003 (2004) 222
CLR 1 andApplicant Sv MIMA (2004) 217 CLR 387.

Sections 91R and 91S of the Act qualify some aspacArticle 1A(2) for the purposes of
the application of the Act and the regulations fmdicular person.

There are four key elements to the Convention d&fim First, an applicant must be outside
his or her country.

Second, an applicant must fear persecution. Un8&Rg1) of the Act persecution must
involve “serious harm” to the applicant (s.91R(})(land systematic and discriminatory
conduct (s.91R(1)(c)). The expression “serious Aamsiudes, for example, a threat to life or
liberty, significant physical harassment or illaéteent, or significant economic hardship or
denial of access to basic services or denial chafpto earn a livelihood, where such
hardship or denial threatens the applicant’s caypauisubsist: s.91R(2) of the Act. The High
Court has explained that persecution may be diemf)ainst a person as an individual or as a
member of a group. The persecution must have ariadffuality, in the sense that it is
official, or officially tolerated or uncontrollabley the authorities of the country of
nationality. However, the threat of harm need reothe product of government policy; it
may be enough that the government has failed umakle to protect the applicant from
persecution.

Further, persecution implies an element of motoratn the part of those who persecute for
the infliction of harm. People are persecuted tonesthing perceived about them or attributed
to them by their persecutors. However the motivatieed not be one of enmity, malignity or
other antipathy towards the victim on the parthef persecutor.

Third, the persecution which the applicant fearsinte for one or more of the reasons
enumerated in the Convention definition - racagreh, nationality, membership of a
particular social group or political opinion. Thierpse “for reasons of” serves to identify the
motivation for the infliction of the persecutionhd persecution feared need nosbiely
attributable to a Convention reason. However, mertsen for multiple motivations will not
satisfy the relevant test unless a Convention reasoeasons constitute at least the essential
and significant motivation for the persecution &shrs.91R(1)(a) of the Act.

Fourth, an applicant’s fear of persecution for aa@@mtion reason must be a “well-founded”
fear. This adds an objective requirement to theireqment that an applicant must in fact hold
such a fear. A person has a “well-founded feap@fsecution under the Convention if they
have genuine fear founded upon a “real chance&odqrution for a Convention stipulated
reason. A fear is well-founded where there is &sebstantial basis for it but not if it is
merely assumed or based on mere speculation. Acin@ace” is one that is not remote or
insubstantial or a far-fetched possibility. A pers@an have a well-founded fear of
persecution even though the possibility of the @arion occurring is well below 50 per
cent.

In addition, an applicant must be unable, or unmglbecause of his or her fear, to avalil
himself or herself of the protection of his or lkeeuntry or countries of nationality or, if



stateless, unable, or unwilling because of hiseprféar, to return to his or her country of
former habitual residence.

Whether an applicant is a person to whom Austfas protection obligations is to be
assessed upon the facts as they exist when th&ales made and requires a consideration
of the matter in relation to the reasonably forabéefuture.

CLAIMS AND EVIDENCE
The Tribunal has before it the Department’s filatiag to the applicant.

In his application, the applicant claimed that reswhreatened by people in his village. They
accused him of being involved with the Syrian NiaélbSocial Party (also known as the
Syrian Social Nationalist Party [SSNP]), which viedieved to have murdered Rafiq Hariri.
The applicant stated that he, of course, had ngtiardo with the murder, but he was accused
and threatened just because he had been involtbdhei SSNP.

He stated that he was injured while he was drivwinigis village. He had no idea who injured
him but he was very frightened. At one stage he staying at sibling A's house because he
was very afraid to remain at his parent's houséileMe was at sibling A's house the house
was burned down. No one was hurt. He did not kv was responsible. His family
moved to a Christian village to try and protectntiselves The Lebanese authorities are
unable to protect him because they cannot pratechselves. There is little law and order in
Lebanon and it is extremely dangerous.

The applicant only became involved with the SSNRaise a friend invited him and told
him that he would be paid to put up posters arehdtmeetings. He was in his late teens at
the time and he did not understand what he wamgédtimself into. He had no idea that it
would lead to all the problems which followed afittariri's death.

He is afraid of being targeted by both proponents@ponents of the SSNP. The SSNP is
still very strong in Lebanon and he is seen adectle of them. On the other hand, he is
seen as a traitor in Lebanon because he was ird/ehth the SSNP. There are many
political groups in Lebanon which oppose Syriaeifdrence.

He fears that if he returns to Lebanon he may tedpped and killed. He is in fear for his
life if he returns. Two of his close friends whens also involved in the SSNP were killed
on the way home from work. They were intentionally over by a vehicle. Another friend
disappeared. He believed that he would be persgdgcause of his political involvement.

In an accompanying letter, the applicant reiter&isctlaims in his application, stating that he
had planned to run away from Lebanon but failefin a way out. Then he met an
Australian girl, got engaged to her and came totralia. After his arrival, she attempted to
blackmail him, because of his status in Lebanon.

Theapplicant appeared before the Tribunal to give@we and present arguments. The
Tribunal also received oral evidence from two wéses The Tribunal hearing was
conducted with the assistance of an interpretérenArabic (Lebanese) and English
languages.



The applicant was represented in relation to thieeveby his registered migration agent. The
representative attended the Tribunal hearing.

The applicant gave his personal details. He sthigiche arrived in Australia on a valid
passport in his own name. He left Lebanon in #réye2000s on a valid visa. He is not
working or studying presently, and stated that s doing nothing much. The applicant
lives with sibling B and spouse and sibling C, velupport him. He has sibling D in country
1 who also helps him. He stated that he had sksitangs in Australia and some siblings in
country 1. He has his mother and several othéing#bin Lebanon. [Information about
applicant’s family composition deleted in accordamgth s431 of thdligration Act 1958 as

it may identify the applicant]. The applicant ld/e/ith his mother until the problems
happened in the early 2000s, and then he left tiftme problems. His mother lives in the
family home now and is supported by assistance fienthildren. She has few expenses.

The applicant stated that after the death of hisefahe left school. He reached a certain
level at school and then studied for a periodroktat a technical school, but did not finish
the course. His father died and it cost too maokducate him, so he left school. His father
had been a land owner and when he died in the 2a@@s the applicant's elder sibling took
the land.

The applicant was left with his mother and hisisis to look after. He joined the SSNP.

He stated that his friends saw his financial situaind that he could not get a job, and he
was told that if he joined the SSNP he would bel pavage of a large sum of Lebanese
pounds. He had friends who were members, inclugergon E, person F, person G and
person H. He was asked to put up posters photbgrapd go to meetings regularly. The
applicant joined the SSNP some months after hiefat death, in the early 2000s. Person E
was responsible for the area as organiser of #iesvior the political party. The SSNP stood
for freedom in Syria and the applicant had to attereetings and support the electoral
representatives during the election. He had toygarotos of the representative. The SSNP
mainly supported freedom from Israel and its mairppse was to support its representatives
in elections. It supported the ideology of Synd_ebanon. The applicant received the
posters and other material from person E at theFS&htre in city 2

The applicant worked for the SSNP until the assasisin of Rafiq Hariri in April 2005. The
applicant was still a member of the SSNP when isassination hit like an earthquake.
There were immediate allegations that Syria wagarsible, and parties like the SSNP and
the Baath party were named as being responsibladamssassination. There were threats to
kill members of the SSNP and the Baath party. Rdapew that the applicant was a
member, because he was seen distributing photoplahdg up posters. It was at this time
that he left the SSNP and stopped attending meetikig had a party identification card
which he burned. He stated he had been paid lgesMay person E in cash, and this
stopped. His siblings started to help out finathgi

He was approached to re-join the SSNP, but headfuble was told he must return to the
SSNP He stated that he had no telephone. Heoldhthat if he stayed away from the
SSNP he would be killed either by members of hisypar by a pro-Hariri group. He
refused. He was then shot at. He stated thah#mbers of the SSNP would kill anyone
who leaves the SSNP, as he would be seen as mgt deeal adherent and as a collaborator
with others. He was asked why he anyone wouldatbrehim, given his very low position in
the SSNP. He stated because he was part of thB .S&fter the threatening message,



Person E disappeared. Several days later he relceewes of a vehicle having killed person E
and person F.

In the early 2000s, the applicant was shot atvak late and he was returning from his sibling
A’s home, in his car. The car was damaged. Itmepsrted to the police, but the police said
how could they know who shot him and that they dméver find out. After the shooting,

the applicant went back to sibling A's house. i8(A lives in the same village as his
mother. The applicant then left and went to hiatree I's house and heard that sibling A's
house had been set on fire. The whole house ve&ggied. No one was there, and it was
not known who burned it, but petrol was used. dpglicant then fled and stayed in city 3.
This is a Christian area far away. He did not @tetye town, but in the bush.

The applicant visited his mother later that yedrtbare was a problem. He lived in the bush
near city 3 for several months. He visited his reoind someone saw him and knocked on
the door. He jumped from the window and heardrdosher scream. This would have been
in the early 2000s. He rang his mother when he&met to the bush, and his mother said that
some people came to the house and told her thaipiblecant could escape this time but
never again. He did not know who they were. Téepbe were not in uniform. Asked how
the applicant called her, he stated that he spmkert from a neighbour's house in the bush.
He stated that the person he worked for had a housty 3. He would ring and then return
to where he lived. There was mobile coverage eétlish, but at that time he did not have a
mobile phone. It was too expensive.

He stayed in the bush near city 3, but regularlykat to town. On one night he met his
flancée. He met her in the mountains in city 3 sameeks prior to visiting his mother. She
was dancing when they met and he went to sit weth They talked to each other and she
introduced him to her mother, and he took her phrameber and later rang her. They met
again and went to the beach near city 3. They wehtogether and discussed matters of
love and she gave him her address in city 4. Higed her in city 4 and took her to visit his
mother. This was very difficult, but they visitats mother’s village twice. They only stayed
for a very short period of time and left straightag. They visited his mother at sibling A's
house in the bush, not at his mother’s house, Isecthiere were too many people around who
might inform on him. They did no sightseeing is killage. Following a request from her
family, they had a celebration, and he went tovihage. A small celebration was held. He
stayed for a while and then went to city 4 and negturned to his village again. His fiancée
put in an application to sponsor him for a visa, leinever told her any of his problems.

The applicant’'s mother and his siblings had no f@mls with the authorities or other persons,
and he stayed underground until he came to Auatrédie kept in contact with his family and
his mother. After he and his fiancée were engasfeel pbtained a mobile phone for him and
called him from time to time. After they met sle¢urned to Australia and later returned to
Lebanon and stayed with him for a few weeks. Heebed that she left Lebanon in the early
2000s, then returned to Lebanon after a few moatlkddeft again. She was forced to go with
her mother who was sick. The applicant fearedilbatould be assassinated or kidnapped
either by members of his own party or other grougs.stated that that if the government
could not protect others who had already been sissdsd, it could not protect him. He went
to the police to report the house burning and Ho®8ng, and the police took it as a joke.

He was asked if there were any other incidentshenstated that he was the victim of an
attempted assassination, and when he visited hisenbe fled through a window and hid for
his life. The applicant came to Australia becauséoved his fiancée. When he was in



Australia someone told her about the problems klamaebanon and that he was wanted in
Lebanon. She stated that she needed money tmuaerit sponsor him. He stated that he
loved her, but she realised what was happeninghedlid not want to run the risk of having
problems in Lebanon. The relationship ended anf@mths after he arrived in Australia. He
waited until the end of the visa period to seekaqztion visa because he hoped they would
reconcile, and even now he had hope of reconahatit was submitted that he was very
young and naive when he joined the SSNP.

Witness J stated that he/she and the applicant gpei@wgether. They lived next door to each
other in Lebanon and have known each other siregewkere children. Witness J came to
Australia in late 1990s and knew of the applicatitsumstances because he/she had contact
with him and his family in Lebanon. He/she knewattthe applicant was working for the
SSNP to make money during the elections, puttingagters. Since the Hariri execution
his/her relatives and friends told him/her in thelyy2000s that the applicant had run away
and that he had guys blackmailing him and sayiagjltke was a bad person. Witness J's
relative worked for the same party, and was killed vehicle accident. Two others were
killed in a vehicle crash, but he/she thought iswat an accident because all three deaths
involved the same party. The vehicle crash wasualy because the other vehicle which the
vehicle hit was parked far from the road and theedy who was Syrian, was uninjured. The
applicant's sibling A's house was burned in thé/&£00s and he/she knew that someone
had tried to shoot at the applicant.

Witness K stated that he/she was from Lebanon addkhown the applicant a long time.
They lived in the same village. He/she asked brsfblatives about the applicant, and was
told that during the elections the applicant pugtpos on walls until the assassination of
Hariri, when he left the SSNP He/she statedhik&the had a sibling who was a government
official and he/she had siblings in the army. Wherfshe would ring Lebanon they would

tell him/her what was happening, and he/she walsthalt after the Hariri assassination there
were explosions in Lebanon.

He/she heard that the applicant left the SSNP laaickhe SSNP was looking for him. He/she
found out because he/she calls Lebanon and onie/bEhsiblings is in the Lebanese army.
He/she said that he/she also had problems theraube he/she knows the SSNP and Baath
party. He/she rings his/her sibling and he/she whl that people were asking about and
waiting for the applicant. The applicant disapeéarom the village, and Witness K’s
mother said that people were asking about the @qgli believing that he had information
regarding the SSNP and he might give it away.

When witness K was young they pulled out his/hésndle/she went to buy bread and
flour, and he/she knew the parties sell these #hihg/she was caught buying for another
party and they pulled out his/her nalils.

He/she knows what is happening to the applicans/hir siblings work in the bush and
he/she spoke to them and was told that the appheas living in the bush and scared
because of the SSNP. He/she stated he/she knetheéhapplicant's sibling A's house had
been burned completely down using petrol. Some ago his/her teen relative and his/her
relative's sibling-in-law by marriage were killeg & vehicle on the road. His/her sibling saw
it, and their car was totally disintegrated. He/shated that he/she has a lot of information
regarding the parties.



He/she stated that he/she knew that the SSNP exgaout the applicant. He/she knew
the applicant had been engaged, and that he wepgtthis mother once or so at night
secretly, he stayed a short time and then lefttHersame day as the celebration was held in
the village, a person was killed on the road iraa.vThe applicant’s sibling A and family
were there, and they left the celebration immedtjiaed the applicant returned to the bush.
The applicant was engaged and came to Australe. applicant’s fiancée tried to extort
money from him, which he refused to pay. He/shethad to help the applicant.

The visa applicant was sent a letter pursuant tbic@e424A of the Act, asking him to
comment on the following information:

[Information about the Tribunal’s letter amendedatordance with s.431 as it may identify
the applicant].

-In your application for a visa, you indicated yoelephone and mobile number.
Telstra records provided in support of the applicaindicate that calls were made to
both numbers in the early 2000s. The country éodieates calls made to City 2.

At hearing you stated that you were in the bush @&g 3 during this time.

-In your Departmental interview for a valid visauwstated that you and your fiancée
held a large engagement party with a large numbguests on (a particular date),
and that you read the fatiha at home. You toleepddtmental officer that your
fiancée returned to Australia a month before aedfficer's notes indicate that she
departed Australia for Lebanon again the followingnth.

In your submission to the Tribunal it was stateat frou were at home on (a
particular date) when men banged on the door ammogithat they were from the
SNSP, whereupon you jumped out of the window.

At hearing you stated that this incident occurradaalifferent date, and you did not
know who the assailants were. You also state@atitg that a small celebration
with your fiancée was held on (a different datéhiat stated at the Departmental
interview), at which you only stayed for a shomei.

-In your Departmental interview for a valid visauwstated that you and your fiancée
went out a lot together, including in your villagéhich she liked.

At hearing you stated that you and your fiancéiedsyour village a few times for a
very short period of time, left straight away and o sightseeing.

-At hearing you stated that Mr Hariri was assadshan April 2005.

Information obtained by the Tribunal indicates thtatHariri was assassinated in
February 2005.

This information is relevant because it indicates@me inconsistent account in
relation to these aspects of your claims and evidea at different stages of the
proceedings. Subject to the comments you make thAeibunal may decide that
certain events may not have happened and may decitieat there are credibility
issues, which may be the reason or part of the reas for deciding that you are
not entitled to a protection visa.

The visa applicant provided a detailed responspamreding to all the issues raised in the
invitation.



Evidence from other sources

Primary source information has indicated that thenee been reported incidents of animosity
between pro-Syrian groups and anti-Syrian factidnsone report, it is stated that a large
arsenal of weapons was recovered and connectad ®3SNP, but the SSNP leadership
denied that this was for use by the SSNP, but rdtinghe security of individual members:

The Syrian Saocial Nationalist Party (SSNP) saicGanday that weapons confiscated from
one of its members over the weekend were privaes &ought for protection due to the lack
of security in areas controlled by the "state militThe SSNP's response came after
Lebanese customs officials stopped a car on theaBams-Beirut highway on Saturday
carrying automatic weapons and ammunition in tihection of the capital, the Internal
Security Forces (ISF) said. Twenty-five Kalashnikifes and six cases of ammunition and
ammunition clips were found from the trunk of thehicle, officials said.

ISF director Ashraf Rifi told The Daily Star on Qlay that the driver of the car, which was
stopped near the mountain resort town of Bhamdeas,a member of the SSNP.

In December, police seized explosives, fuses atahd#ors in raids on homes that resulted in
the arrest of seven SSNP members.

"We see the purchase of the confiscated riflesigyaf our members who transported them

in his private car as a precautionary action,"38&P said in a statement, "especially in areas
controlled by the 'state militia," areas that wisia worrying breakdown of security."

(Bathish, H. ‘Customs police seize 25 assaultgiffem SSNP member’ 200Daily Sar, 5
March).

During recent protests, several SSNP supporters aterged to have been attacked:

One man was killed and four were wounded durinigedight between opposition and pro-
government crowds in the northern village of Hakecurity sources said.

They said the clash involved members of the preeguwment Future movement and the
Syrian Social Nationalist Party (SSNP). In otherlemce, a gunman fired on protesters in the
ancient Christian town of Byblos, wounding threegle before soldiers arrested him.

An SSNP member was hit in the head by a bullet titmamountain village of Sofar. At least
a dozen people were hurt in scuffles elsewheresagaify in Christian areas.

The demonstration escalates a campaign by Hizhdhatradical Islamist movement which

is backed by Syria and Iran, to replace the goventrand hold early parliamentary elections.
(Hirst, M. ‘Beirut is paralysed by demonstratio@§07,The Telegraph, 24 January,
http://lwww.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/re¢2007/01/23/wlebanon123.xml -
Accessed 6th August 2007).

And following the assassination of Walid Eido, tiisewere made against SSNP supporters:

As soon as the bomb went off, dozens of young mehed to the scene, and soldiers had to
push them back from the burning cars. They gatharednd two fire trucks, picking through
twisted wreckage. Naim Chebbo, a 33-year-old waiter for a half-mile from his restaurant,
following the cloud of black smoke. Drenched in atvend hyperventilating, he screamed,
"Look at what the Syrians are doing to us! Dorkt m& why this bombing happened. Ask the
Syrians!" He pointed up a hill, toward the headtgrarof the Syrian Social Nationalist Party.
"I'm going to get the SSNP. I'm going to fuck thept" he shrieked. "They're just sitting up



there laughing." His friends restrained him fronramng up the hill. (Bazzi, M. ‘Sectarian
tension puts Lebanon on knife edge’ 2007 Nation, 11 July,
http://yalibnan.com/site/archives/2007/07/sectariansi.php - Accessed 30 July 2007).

The following country information also receivedrframur post in Lebanon and dated
12 March 2007:

In the aftermath of the July-August conflict betwdsrael and Hizballah,
sectarianism and the pro- vs anti-Syrian dividerggthened. Although there is
considerable anti-Syrian sentiment on the Lebastset, there are also a large
number of pro-Syrians.

FINDINGS AND REASONS

In order to be a refugee under the Conventioss, rieicessary for the applicant to be outside
his country of nationality and for him to hold aliseunded fear of persecution for reasons
of at least one of the five grounds listed in t@ahvention. The applicant has claimed that
he is in need of protection for reasons of histpali belief (being his adherence to the Syrian
Social Nationalist Party [SSNP]).

The applicant has claimed to be a national of Lehand of no other country. He claimed
to have travelled to Australia on a Lebanese passpbis own name. He has not made
claims against any other country. The Tribunaheréby satisfied that he is outside his
country of nationality and that is Lebanon.

The Tribunal’'s task is to consider whether the @pplt’s claimed fear of persecution for
reasons of his political belief (being his membagrsif the SSNP and his subsequent
departure from the SSNP), is well-founded. Tolds,tthe particular claims he has raised
and the information he has advanced must be examine

The applicant claims that he seeks protection tsrha is a member of the SSNP who has
since left the party, and he will be persecutdtkifeturns to Lebanon.

The applicant’s evidence at hearing was consistéhtthat on his protection application,
and his evidence was corroborated by that of hisesses. There is nothing before the
Tribunal to lead it to the conclusion that the a&mpit was an unreliable witness. The
Tribunal accepts that the applicant was a membtdreoSSNP.

The applicant claimed that he was targeted by bogiporters and opponents of the SSNP.
Although he is uncertain of the identity of thosgponsible for the incidents he described in
his evidence, he claims that the incidents followedats made by supporters and opponents
of the SSNP. There is little objective informatitmnsupport the applicant’s assertions that he
is being targeted by SSNP members for having heftSSNP, however, there have been
incidents against persons seen to be pro- as wealhé&Syrian. On the evidence overall, the
Tribunal accepts that the applicant has been patesgt@n the past for reasons of his political
beliefs As to whether the applicant now has d-feeinded fear of being persecuted because
of his membership of the SSNP, the Tribunal hasrbgdrd to the aforementioned country
information. The Tribunal accepts that the appiicaas threatened and he and his family
members attacked for having been a member of thPSS

Further, as to the reasonably foreseeable futiee] tibunal accepts that the authorities are
unable to offer protection. The Tribunal accept Lebanon is a relatively unsafe



environment, that many of its citizens have beewolwed, wittingly or unwittingly, in violent
incidents or episodes, and that the Lebanese piareauthorities may often fail to provide
adequate protection to Lebanese citizens

The Tribunal finds that there is a real chance tthaiapplicant may face serious physical
abuse now and in the reasonably foreseeable fighioeld he return to Lebanon, which the
Tribunal considers sufficiently serious to amounpersecution.

The applicant would not be able to fully avoid gergion by relocating within Lebanon as
the attacks on pro- and anti-SSNP sympathiserotappear to be centred in any particular
region There is no evidence that he has effechivd tountry protection or that section 36(3)
of the Act applies to him.

The Tribunal is therefore satisfied, and findst tha applicant has a well-founded fear of
being persecuted for the Convention reason ofipalibelief.

CONCLUSIONS

The Tribunal is satisfied that the applicant issespn to whom Australia has protection
obligations under the Refugees Convention. Theeefue applicant satisfies the criterion set
out in s.36(2) for a protection visa

DECISION

The Tribunal remits the matter for reconsideratioth the direction that the applicant
satisfies s.36(2)(a) of the Migration Act, beingeason to whom Australia has protection
obligations under the Refugees Convention.

| certify that this decision contains no informatiwhich might identify
the applicant or any relative or dependant of fhy@ieant or that is the
subject of a direction pursuant to section 44theMigration Act 1958.

Sealing Officer's I.D: PRRTZB




