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Political Asylum Research

and Documentation Service (PARDS) LLC 
145 Witherspoon Street

Princeton, New Jersey 08542

Phone and Fax: 1 (609) 497 - 7663

re: Critique of the Department of State’s Profile of Asylum Claims and 
      Country Conditions (rev. September 17, 2003) 

Source: Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor,

              Department of State
              Washington, D.C. 20520
Stated Purpose: By regulation, the Department of State may provide information on country conditions to help adjudicators assess the accuracy of asylum applicants’ assertions about country conditions and their own experiences; likely treatment were the applicants to return; whether persons similarly situated are known to be persecuted; whether grounds for denial are known to exist; other information  relevant to determining the status of a refugee under the grounds specified in section 101(a)(42) of  the Immigration and Nationality Act.

Actual Purpose: Pursuant to a request of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, and in light of their mutually shared objective – a significant reduction in the number of viable asylum claims, the Department of State has crafted a series of country-specific, inter-agency memoranda, collectively known as the Profile of Asylum Claims and Country Conditions. The series is primarily designed to undermine the credibility of asylum applicants and call into question the basis, and thus meritorious nature, of their claims. Past experiences and repatriation concerns, are at best dismissed as moot due to `changed country conditions,’ or worse motivated by economic hardship.    
A couple of footnotes

1. The Department of State is a political, not an academic institution.

2. State’s publications reflect the political views of the administration in 

    power at the time of their release.  

3. State’s reports fall short of the minimally accepted, contemporary 
    standards of a junior high school term paper. 

4. The identity and country-specific credentials of State’s writers are 
    withheld from the asylum officers and immigration judges they were 

    intended to guide.
5. State’s writers reference few, if any authoritative sources to support their 

    opinions. Noticeably absent from any report are footnotes, endnotes, or a 

    bibliography, fundamental components of a basic term paper and skills 
    typically acquired in an eighth grade English composition course.        

6. State’s writers fail to encourage asylum officers and immigration judges 
    to consult, either on a regular basis, or otherwise, with the nation’s 
    foremost country- and issue-specific experts for guidance in 
    understanding and appreciating the significance of recent developments 
    (past 90 days) and current country conditions.   

7. Neither the Department of State, nor its writers represent their opinions, 

    either as true, accurate, objective, devoid of political spin, or the product 
    of intellectually honesty, diligent, scholarly, duplicateable research.
8. Unlike expert witnesses presenting written affidavits to, and/or testimony 
    in support of a claim before an immigration judge, State’s writers are not 
    subject to testifying under oath, cross examination, or held 
    accountable for the distortions written into, and/or significant omissions 
    written out of it’s Profiles.
9. A fundamental assumption of asylum officers and immigration judges in 
    discerning the meritorious nature of a claim is that disparities between 
    State’s Country Reports and Profile of Asylum Claims, and statements 
    attributable to an applicant, warrant the dismissal of the later.

10. Unless and until authoritative evidence is presented, either in the form of 
      documentation, and/or the guidance of an expert, to serve as a corrective 
      lens for claim-relevant distortions written into, and significant omissions 
      written out of State’s reports, the assumption of the asylum officer and 
      immigration judge is that State’s versions of reality, as manifest in the 
      Country Report and Profile of Asylum Claims, are embraced, both by the 
      applicant and their attorney, as full, complete and authoritatively  

      accurate.                 

11. Following careful examination of State’s Country Reports on Human 

      Rights Practices and Profiles of Asylum Claims and Country Conditions, 
      country-specific scholars express profound reservations regarding their 
      accuracy and reliability (distortions written into, and significant 
      omissions written out of the reports), and the degree to which they 

      mislead naïve or uninformed asylum officers and immigration judges 
      in the process of discerning the meritorious nature of a claim. 
12. Unlike the annual Country Reports on Human Rights Practices, State 
      releases country-specific Profiles every two (2) to seven (7) years. While 
      fine wine may improve with age, State’s Profiles do not. Incomplete and 
      inherently unreliable from the date of their release, State continues to 
      peddle its Profiles to asylum officers and immigration judges as 
      authoritatively accurate until updated.
13. State’s Profiles dated in excess of one (1) year, assuming them accurate 
      at the time of their release, merit a shelf life no greater than State’s 
      Country Report on Human Rights Practices. If a Country Report dated 
      two (2) or more years ago proved more favorable to a claim than the 
      current edition, but is excluded in favor of a successor version released 
      within the past twelve (12) months, by what logic does a Profile released 
      two (2) or more years before warrant any greater consideration? The 
      reality is, most asylum officers and immigration judges defer to State’s 
      Profiles irrespective of their date and all too many immigration attorneys 
      fail to, either to appreciate, or take advantage of their vulnerability. 
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