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Analysis of “Safe Third Country” in the International Practice of Refugee Protection

XIA Ting
(People's Public Security University of China Beijing 100038)

Abstract: Since The Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees (Geneva Convention) entered in to force in 1951, faced
with the growing refugee crisis worldwide, more and more countries have tended to seek cooperation in the field of refugee
protection to perform their international obligations and share responsibility with other countries. As a result, the “Safe Third
Country” conception came into being. This concept was created in Europe first and applied in the United States, Canada and
Australia to different extent subsequently. This paper takes the position that the “Safe Third Country” regimes established by
bilateral agreements or multilateral regulations between countries or regional organizations have essentially violated the
“non-refoulment principle”, which is the most important pillar of the Geneva Convention. Therefore, the inevitable expansion of its
application must take effective guarantees to the rights of refugees as premise. There also are refugees flowing in at the borders of
China sometimes, however, the regional cooperation mechanisms for refugee protection in the Asia-Pacific Region is undeveloped.
The clarification of this problem is helpful to guide the regional cooperation of refugee protection to a right direction in the future.
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