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Chapter 7

The Rohingya Refugees in Aceh,
Indonesia: The Challenges and Chances
of De Facto Local Integration

Muhammad Riza Nurdin

Introduction

“Even for 100 years they can sit [stay] here [in Aceh]. No problem.

It’s up to the Indonesian government to accept them

as either guests, illegal migrants,

or..... permanent residents”

[hoping for a harmonious life with the Rohingya]

(Interview with an Acehnese informant, Lhokseumawe on 17 November 2020).

Despite the fact that Indonesia is not a State Party to the 1951
Convention Relating to the Status of the Refugees and 1967 Protocol
Relating to the Status of the Refugees, Indonesia has been a major
refugee destination in Southeast Asia. In search of new homes, perhaps
Australia or nowadays even Malaysia (which is also not a signatory to
the Convention), hundreds of thousands of asylum seekers have landed
in Indonesia over the decades. As of July 2020, Indonesia hosts 13,653
registered refugees (UNHCR Indonesia 2020).

In the past, especially from the late 1970s to the mid-1990s,
Indonesia had accommodated more than a hundred thousand
Indochinese asylum seekers on Galang island (in Batam off Sumatera
island), before sending them, in coordination with the UNHCR, to
third countries. Since the late 2000s, there have been waves of irregular
migrants arriving via the Bay of Bengal and Andaman Sea. The
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Bangladeshi and Rohingya migrants are primarily asylum seekers.
The situation which received the most publicity was the ‘2015 crisis’,
during which thousands of stranded asylum seekers were rejected by
Indonesian, Malaysian and Thai authorities. However, these ‘boat
people’ were received by the people of Acheh, “a rare place of
welcome” (Jones and Walden 2020), a province located in the northwest
of Sumatra island, Indonesia.
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FIGURE 7.1 Map of Indonesia (Wikimedia Commons)

For the Acehnese, hosting asylum seekers, particularly the
Rohingya, is not a new experience. The first recorded arrival of
Rohingyas in Aceh was in January 2009. 193 asylum seekers were
hosted on Sabang island. A month later, 198 asylum seekers were
stranded in Idi Rayeuk, East Aceh. The most recent influx of Rohingya
refugees was in September 2020, when 297 asylum seekers, most of
whom women and children, arrived at Lhokseumawe, the northern part
of Aceh. A total of 3,064 asylum seekers have arrived in Aceh over
the decade (see Table 7.1). As there have been influxes of forced
migrants arriving in Aceh and more are expected to arrive, this study
examines whether Aceh can be a temporary or permanent sanctuary,
particularly for the Rohingya.
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TABLE 7.1 Waves of arrival of asylum seekers in Aceh Province, Indonesia, 2009-2020

Year Date Number Location in Aceh
2009 Jan-07 193 Sabang
Feb-03 198 Idi Rayeuk, East Aceh
May-14 55 Nagan Raya
2011 Feb-16 129 Krueng Raya, Aceh Besar
2012 Feb-01 54 North Aceh
Feb-26 124 North Aceh
2013
Apr-07 76 Pulo Aceh, Aceh Besar
2015 May-10 578 Seuneuddon, North Aceh
May-15 46 Seruway, Aceh Tamiang
May-15 678 Kuala Langsa, Langsa
May-20 433 Julok, East Aceh
2018 Apr-05 5 Kuala Idi, East Aceh
Apr-20 79 Kuala Raja, Bireuen
Dec-04 20 Kuala Idi, East Aceh
2020 Jun-24 99 Seuneuddon, North Aceh
Sep-07 297 Ujong Blang, Lhokseumawe
Total 3064 N/A

Source: Data from different sources, compiled by the author.

Methodology

This qualitative study is based on data gathered from fieldwork
conducted in Aceh in October and November 2020. I conducted
and had informal conversations with

semi-structured

interviews
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20 individuals, including government officials, volunteers, humanitarian
workers and villagers. As some of the interviewees preferred not to be
named, I decided to maintain anonymity for all research participants.
More data was obtained through my participation in a webinar,
“Bridging the gap in refugee response in Southeast Asia”, organized
by the Jakarta Post at 3.00-5.00 pm Jakarta time on 7 October 2020
(hereafter shortened to the JakPost Webinar). The speakers were
prominent figures, namely, Febrian Alphyanto Ruddyard (Multilateral
Cooperation Director General, Indonesian Foreign Ministry),
Achsanul Habib (Director for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs,
Indonesian Foreign Ministry), Haryo Mojopahit (General Manager
for Advocacy of Dompet Dhuafa, one of the largest Indonesian
philanthropic organizations), and Indrika Ratwatte (Director for Asia
and the Pacific, UNHCR).

FIGURE 7.2 A view of a refugee camp at the training centre, Lhokseumawe
Source: Author

On 16 November 2020, I visited and observed a refugee camp
that hosts 336 refugees (most of whom had arrived in 2020, see Table
7.1). The camp is situated at Balai Latihan Kerja (training centre) Mee
Village, Muara Dua District, Lhokseumawe Regency, Aceh Province.
Due to security and ethical issues, I did not interview any refugee.
I also conducted desk research to gather relevant data.



The Rohingya Refugees in Aceh, Indonesia / 107

The research questions are:

1. What are factors that facilitate or hinder the integration of the
Rohingya refugees into Indonesian, particularly Acehnese society?

2. What can we learn from the situation of Rohingya refugees in
Aceh to improve Indonesia’s policy towards refugees?

De Facto Local Integration of
Protracted Transit Refugees

Several factors force asylum seckers and refugees to stay in a transit
country much longer than usual, leading perhaps to ‘permanent’
residency. First, the trend of forced migration is increasing. As of
December 2019, UNHCR statistics indicate that there are 79.5 million
forcibly displaced persons around the world, including 26 million
refugees and 4.2 million asylum seekers (UNHCR 2020). About 85%
of these people are temporarily hosted in transit countries. Second,
funding is getting limited. Third, protracted refugees are increasing
because of border restriction policies by such state party countries
as Australia and the United States of America. Lastly, the current
unprecedented COVID-19 pandemic has affected most countries,
including the developed ones which are now facing economic as well
as public health crises. Welcoming refugees will be a burden for most
countries at the moment. Therefore, the phenomenon of protracted
transit refugees has become increasingly common globally.

Transit can be temporary or permanent, depending on whether
transit countries welcome or reject refugees (Missbach 2015). However,
it is rare for transit countries to welcome refugees. As protracted
refugees are in limbo, they typically have two choices: living in a
state of stuck in-between-ness or coping with the restrictions and
uncertainties (Briskman and Fiske 2016; Rachmah and Pestalozzi 2016;
Sampson et al. 2016; Brown 2017; Harvey 2019).

Theoretically, three options, or “durable solutions”, are available
for refugees, namely voluntary repatriation, local integration, and
resettlement into third countries. In the context of protracted refugees,
“local integration has great potential as a solution when repatriation or
resettlement are not viable options” (Fielden 2008: 1). In Indonesia,
however, where the existing regulations do not permit local integration,
is this even possible?
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I argue that the local integration of refugees is possible in
Indonesia, despite the fact that it is hindered by existing regulations.
However, the integration is not de jure (formal), only de facto
(informal). In this context, I echo Missbach (2018: 201) who argues
that “de facto integration is about to happen in Indonesia and elsewhere
in the region”.

In this study, I use the three interrelated dimensions of local
integration proposed by Crisp (2004), namely legal, economic and
social. The legal aspect of local integration occurs when a host state
grants such rights and entitlement to refugees as access to employment
and public services, e.g., education. Refugees are allowed to stay,
leading to permanent residency or citizenship. The economic aspect
of local integration pertains to the rights of refugees to establish
sustainable livelihoods and become independent, so that, in the long
run, refugees are not reliant on assistance from such external parties
as UN agencies, humanitarian groups or the state. The last dimension,
social, is a process that involves interaction between refugees and the
local population such that refugees become part of the local community
and both parties can live together harmoniously.

=
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FIGURE 7.3 Dimensions of local integration (Crisp 2004)
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The Legal Dimension of Local Integration

As this study examines the practices of de facto, not de jure, local
integration, it is apparent that the legal process is much more
challenging, compared to the economic and social processes. Regarding
de jure integration, the first Indonesian regulation concerning refugees
or asylum seekers was the “Circular Letter of the Prime Minister
No. 11/R.1./1956 of 1956 on Political Refugees”, which was valid for
only three years (Nurdin et al. 2020).

The most recent regulation was the Presidential Regulation
(Perpres) No. 125/2016 on ‘Handling of Refugees from Abroad’. The
Perpres is viewed positively as it partially meets the general principle
of the Refugee Convention (Nurdin et al. 2020). However, the Perpres
is applicable for emergency and humanitarian purposes, not for long
term situations. In particular, the Perpres provides refugees with
temporary shelter and basic needs but does not cover such other
important aspects as employment authorization or access to
education. In Indonesia, the main responsibility for refugee
management falls on UN agencies (UNHCR and IOM), in close
coordination with the Indonesian government.

In the context of the Rohingya in Aceh, the common practice was
that the Indonesian government provides the buildings for shelter, while
UNHCR was responsible for refugee management. The Indonesian
government gave permission for the stranded Rohingya to land in Aceh
and provided assistance, which was deemed for emergency purposes.
Therefore, although the Indonesian government is not a signatory to
the Refugee Convention, the country would act whenever possible to
be humanitarian. In a webinar on the Rohingya, an Indonesian
Government official confirmed this position.

“Regardless of [whether Indonesia is] Party [to the Convention] or not, the work is there,
in front of our eyes... It is about saving lives....... Please note that this Indonesian
generosity should not be abused.” (Febrian A. Ruddyard, Indonesian MoFA, Multilateral
Cooperation Director-General, JakPost Webinar on 7 October 2020).

However, the Indonesian government also seems to be aware that
the possibility of resettlement in a third country would be difficult.
Another Indonesian government representative implied that the
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Indonesian government is willing to host refugees on a longer-term
basis, if there is support from international donors. I interpret the
following statement to mean that, although de jure local integration
is not possible due to legal restrictions, de facto integration is possible
as long as there is sufficient funding, which is a major problem.

“We ask them now [the international community and NGOs] to also contribute to the
long-term management of the refugee in a more durable solution.” (Achsanul Habib,
Indonesian MoFA, Director for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs, JakPost
Webinar on 7 October 2020).

Another important aspect of the legal process is citizenship.
According to Indonesian Law 12/2006 on Citizenship of the Republic
of Indonesia, citizenship can be obtained through marriage, birth
or meeting certain requirements. As the process is quite complex, there
is no evidence of refugees being granted citizenship by the Indonesian
government.

However, in practice, there is a so-called ‘political’ naturalization
process. This has occurred in the ‘national interest’, even when the
applicant has not met the prerequisites for citizenship (such as the
requirement of residing in Indonesia for a minimum of five consecutive
years). To date, Indonesia has naturalized more than 30 foreign
individuals (Galang 2020).

It is fair to say that conferring citizenship, to some extent, is a
political rather than humanitarian measure. Refugees have not been
a top priority for the Indonesian government. In 2017 it was suggested
that the Indonesian government naturalize refugees, particularly the
Rohingya. Facing the Bay of Bengal and Andaman Sea crisis, Fadli
Zon, in his capacity as Deputy Chair of Indonesian People’s
Representative Council, challenged the government’s political will
for the naturalization of refugees. In a media interview with CNN
Indonesia, he said, “In my opinion, if the government is brave, it
should open itself (naturalization) to refugees” (Sasongko 2017).
He further suggested that the naturalized Rohingya can be settled on
certain islands. He referred to the Indonesian Government’s
experience in settling Indochinese refugees on Galang island.
Unfortunately, there has been no follow up to Fadli Zon’s statement.
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Another legal dimension of local integration is the birth certificate.
As Indonesia has ratified the Convention of Rights of the Child,
children born to refugees should be issued birth certificates, which are
not certificates of citizenship but evidence that a child was born in
Indonesia. In practice, this has not yet happened. Indonesian civil
society organizations (CSOs) have raised this issue with the
government. During the Webinar on the Rohingya, a representative
from Dompet Dhuafa suggested the Indonesian authorities provide
Proofs of Birth for refugee children born in Indonesia as alternatives to
formal birth certificates. (Haryo Mojopahit, Dompet Dhuafa, JakPost
Webinar, 7 October 2020).

Economic Dimension of Local Integration

The economic aspects of local integration have a better chance of
being realized, compared to the legal process. Refugees in Indonesia
do not have the right to work or access to economic opportunities or
entitlements. For many Indonesians, including policymakers, allowing
refugees to work may create competition with the local population.
However, if refugees can work or establish their own businesses, they
can also contribute to the local economy. Such refugees would be
independent and would not become burdens to the host country.

“We hope that the Indonesian government supports the effort to empower refugees
by allowing them to have micro-businesses that can contribute to the local economy.”
(Haryo Mojopahit, Dompet Dhuafa, JakPost Webinar, 7 October 2020).

Hence, Indonesian policymakers need to change their perceptions
of refugees. Instead of viewing refugees as burdensome, particularly
because of budget constraints, the Indonesian government should
view them as opportunities to strengthen the local economy. During
my fieldwork, I came across as an example of such a change in
perspective. An interviewee closely associated with the Mayor of
Lhokseumawe mentioned that the local government was considering
providing capacity building training to the Rohingya refugees and
placing them in workplaces (Interview with a representative of
Indonesian Red Cross Lhokseumawe Chapter, Lhokseumawe on
16 November 2020). While it is still premature to see whether the
Mayor will provide such a training, I would argue it is a good start.
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From casual conversations with local activists, I determined
they already have ideas about how the Indonesian Government can
integrate the Rohingyas into the local economy. One suggestion was
selling traditional Rohingya food or products. The refugees would
require training in such skills as food handling, safety and packaging.
During my interviews and casual conversations, I found that generally
the Acehnese do not view the Rohingya as competitors. Instead, the
Acehnese see the Rohingya as a part of the Muslim family. They
would not object if the Indonesian Government can empower the
Rohingya refugees in the livelihood sector and help them stand on their
own feet. The most important consideration for the local population
is that the Indonesian government should have a clear plan for the
economic integration of the Rohingya, including preventive measures
to ensure that the local population is not disadvantaged.

During my visit to the refugee camp, I observed that informal
economic activities were already taking place. As the refugee camp
in Lhokseumawe is located in Mee village, one of its walls borders
the villagers’ houses. Beside that wall, there were three stalls set up
by the house owners. They sold household items and such daily needs
as vegetables, fruits and fishes. The stalls opened in the early morning
and closed at sunset. In the Indonesian terms, the stalls were like a
pasar kaget (sudden market) as they appeared suddenly and without
prior permission.

Interestingly, this economic activity was permitted by the camp
coordinator (UNHCR) and also particularly welcomed by the Head
of Village. The main reason is that the stalls provide benefits for both
villagers and refugees. The villagers earn extra income from this
livelihood interaction, while the Rohingya’s daily needs are met. The
Rohingya are not allowed to go outside the camp, just as the villagers
cannot go inside the refugee camp for security concerns. In terms of
financial support, the refugees received funds, primarily from their
relatives or spouses in Malaysia.

The stall owners and refugees communicated in Indonesian or the
Malay language. A few refugees were able to speak Malay because
they had been in Malaysia before. Another refugee told me he learned
some words while he was in the camp, which indicates his ability to
learn a foreign language fast. I also observed one refugee, who spoke
fluent Malay, acting as a reseller for one of the stall owners. In return,
his daily needs (food, etc.) were provided for.
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FIGURE 7.4 Economic interaction between Rohingya refugees and a local villager
Source: Author

Social Dimension of Local Integration

Social integration requires the local or host population to have positive
attitudes (Bulcha 1988; Alrababa’h et al. 2021). Bucha (1988: 90)
stated specifically that the social structure of the receiving society and
the attitudes of its members towards immigrants are variables that
determine the speed, the direction and the level of socio-cultural
integration.

For local integration to be successful, a welcoming host society
is important. This study has determined that, generally, the Acehnese
have positive views and attitudes towards the Rohingya. This has been
demonstrated by the acts of the Acehnese people who spontaneously
help stranded Rohingya at sea.

‘Boat people’ have been rejected or turned away elsewhere.
Australia, for instance, is known for its boat “turnback” policy. A
study has shown that, between 2001 and 2003, and between 2013 and
2018, the Australian government rejected 38 boats with a total of 1,424
asylum seekers and returned them to Indonesian waters (Spinks 2018).
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In 2015, dozens of Rohingya died at sea because they had been
rejected by the Indonesian, Malaysian, and Thai authorities. In contrast,
the Acehnese had saved Rohingya at sea brought the Rohingya safely
ashore at Aceh. These actions have been praised by many, including
human rights activists (Corben 2015; Walden 2020).

This study confirms scholarly explanations (Jones and Walden
2020; Missbach 2017; Listriani, Rosmawati and Kadir 2020) that these
humanitarian acts are due to such factors as the indigenous maritime
customary law (Hukum Adat Laot), the culture of welcoming guests
(peumulia jamee), Islamic solidarity, and the shared experiences of
having experienced conflict. Missbach (2017) termed the Acehnese
acts as “facets of hospitality” and claimed that they are short-term.
I propose to term these humanitarian acts as “cultural capital” and,
unlike Missbach (2017), I consider there are some aspects which are
“limited but crucial” and some which are “indefinite”. Both categories
are essential for the social dimensions of local integration.

Let us discuss briefly Acehnese cultural capital. First, we shall
discuss the “limited but crucial” aspects which are demonstrated in
the practice of Hukum Adat Laot and peumulia jamee. The former,
maritime customary laws, have existed for centuries. One of these
unwritten customs is that, at sea, fishermen have to provide assistance
to those who need help. This explains why Acehnese fishermen
spontaneously helped the stranded Rohingya in 2015 and 2020.
Another aspect, peumulia jamee 1is part of Acehnese cultural
traditions, derived from Islamic teachings, to respect guests. This
tradition has been practiced for centuries. For instance, in 1599, the
Aceh King, Sayyid al-Mukammil (who ruled from 1589 to 1604)
warmly welcomed a Dutch adventurer, Frederick de Houtman, who
had just arrived in Banda Aceh. Frederick was served food and drinks,
dance performances and souvenirs, as respect accorded by the King
to a foreign guest (Hadi 2008: 104). Today, the culture of welcoming
guests still takes place in the daily life of the Acehnese. This custom
has become even more formal with the slogan, “peumulia jamee adat
geutanyoe” (“welcoming guests is our tradition”), introduced by
the Aceh government. It is worth noting that the adat laot and
peumulia jamee while crucial, are limited because the former is only
valid at sea (and not anywhere else), while the latter is typically
practiced only for a few days.
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Another category of cultural capital is indefinite, that lasts longer
than the first category. They are manifested in three forms, namely,
Islamic solidarity, the Acehnese expression (hadih maja) about helping
others, and the shared experience of having survived armed conflict.
Islamic solidarity is derived from religious teaching on the importance
of helping others. Islam encourages believers to meet the needs of
others. For instance, the Quran (5:2) advises: “help one another in
acts of piety and righteousness. And do not assist each other in acts
of sinfulness and transgression. And be aware of Allah. Verily, Allah
is severe in punishment”. Likewise, the Prophet’s sayings also echo
the same message, for example, “the believers, in their mutual love,
mercy and compassion, are like one body: if one organ complained, the
rest of the body develops a fever”. Islamic solidarity emphasizes the
unity of all Muslims with different backgrounds under the notion
of ummah (Dar al-Iftaa Al-Missriyyah n.d.).

Another form, the hadih maja, is Acehnese local wisdom, which
“should be followed and be applied by the Acehnese in their daily
life.” (Gusti and Ginting 2016: 458). There are many wise expressions
regarding helping others such as jaroe unen tak, jaroe wie tarek
(right hand chopping left hand pulling) and meutjulok mata wie, meuie
mata uneun (left eye was hit, right eye was teary).

Finally, there is the shared experience of having been refugees.
The Acehnese experienced prolonged armed conflict between 1976 and
2005. The memories of having been displaced or asylum-seekers in the
past were still fresh in the minds of some interviewees. I found many
of the Acehnese expressing the following narrative, “we help the
Rohingya refugees because we have been through this before”, which
indicates the shared feelings and burdens between the former and the
latter. One respondent also said:

“[We helped the Rohingya] because of one bond, because they are Muslims. If they are
for example Christian and eating pork there, we would not welcome them there [in our
village]” (Interview with an Acehnese respondent, Lhokseumawe on 17 November 2020).

I also encountered some Acehnese who have negative perceptions
towards the Rohingya. This is particularly in the case of Bireuen
(Rohingya refugees who arrived in 2018, see Table 7.1). The Acehnese
had the impression that the Rohingya were dirty, lazy, violent, had an
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entitlement mentality, took advantage and were ungrateful. Some of
these negative perceptions were highlighted by Missbach (2017). One
Acehnese informant expressed concerns that:

“We can’t accept their [bad] behavior. I want to know what their culture is. We the
Acehnese [were also refugees in the past] but not like them...... Even in Malaysia they
are considered as troublemakers” (Interviewed with an Acehnese respondent, Bireuen
on 20 November 2020).

However, although some Acehnese locals could not accept the bad
behavior of the Rohingya, it does not mean that they reject the arrival
of the Rohingya. The Acehnese believe that the behavior of the
Rohingya can be changed through education and intensive
cross-cultural interaction. From my interviews, all of the Acehnese
agree to host the Rohingya and welcome them to be part of the local
community, if permitted to do so by the Indonesian government.

During fieldwork, I encountered an interviewee, who managed a
pesantren (boarding school) in North Aceh who wanted to admit some
Rohingya children into his school. Unfortunately, he was unable to
obtain permission from the authorities. Another interviewee said:

“Even for 100 years they can sit [stay] here [in Aceh]. No problem. It’s up to the
Indonesian government to accept them as either guest, illegal migrants, or... permanent
resident” [hoping for a harmonious life with the Rohingya] (Interview with an
Acehnese interviewee, Lhokseumawe on 17 November 2020).

The statement above demonstrates that Aceh can be not only a
temporary but also long-term or permanent sanctuary for the Rohingya,
who share a similar religious identity with the Acehnese. However,
local integration requires equal interaction from both sides. Despite
the warm welcome and positive attitudes of the Acehnese, most, if
not all of the Rohingya, do not wish to remain in Aceh. As I could not
interview the refugees directly because of security issues, I obtained
this information from social workers in Lhokseumawe. It has
become an “open secret” (rahasia umum) that most, if not all, of
the refugees wish to be reunited with their relatives or spouses in
Malaysia. They also prefer Malaysia because they believe they would
be able to work and earn money there. As a result, many refugees
escaped from their camps in Aceh. For instance, in 2015, most of
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the 319 refugees in a temporary camp in the North Aceh district
escaped through the neighboring province, North Sumatera, and finally
reached Malaysia (Bonasir 2016). The UNHCR Representative in
Malaysia, Richard Towle, confirmed this 2015 escape through his
statement that “a considerable percentage of the people who finished
up in Indonesia have drifted across, under their own devices, towards
Malaysia.” (Vit 2016).

Malaysia, like Indonesia, is not a state party to the Refugee
Convention. In the past, Malaysia had welcomed the Rohingya out of
Islamic solidarity. Today, there are currently around 100,000 Rohingya
in Malaysia (UNHCR Malaysia 2020). However, this ‘soft policy’ has
changed, driven by concern of uncontrolled transmission of COVID-19
within the refugee community. Xenophobic treatment and arrests of
‘illegal migrants’ are now common in Malaysia (Kim 2020; Kipgen
2020)especially in recent years. Government leaders have spoken out
through different platforms, including the Association of Southeast
Asian Nations (Asean. The Rohingya in Aceh seem to be unaware
of these changes. With the 2020 arrivals, there were also reports of
refugees who managed to escape from the camp. It is still unknown
whether they reached Malaysia successfully.

Adding to these complexities is the issue of human trafficking,
which involves international networks and actors, including individuals
within the Rohingya community (France24 2020; The Jakarta Post
2020). These two issues — pull factors in Malaysia and trafficking —
are the main challenges for the social dimension of local integration in
Indonesia. Therefore, an enabling environment for local integration is
important.

Studies (Briskman and Fiske 2016; Rachmah and Pestalozzi 2016;
Sampson, Gifford and Taylor 2016; Brown 2017; Harvey 2019) of
other cases of refugee settlement in Indonesia have suggested that,
to some extent, the refugees are able to cope with restrictions,
uncertainty and precariousness. This research confirms the findings
from the above studies that de facto local integration is happening in
Indonesia. The extensive discussion of the social dimension indicates
that the chance of de facto social integration is far greater than legal
and economic integration.
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Conclusion

This chapter provides narrative evidence that, although Indonesia
does not allow (de jure) local integration, de facto local integration is
happening, at least partially. This study does not ignore the challenges
of local integration, particularly in the legal and economic dimensions.
However, from the perspective of the local population, there is a
possibility for de facto local integration, thanks to the Acehnese
‘cultural capital’ mentioned earlier. Contrary to Missbach (2017),
hospitality is not temporary and, indeed, it can be the basis for policy
improvements by the Indonesian government to ensure that these
refugees are not left behind, which is consistent with the mandate of
the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).

This study shows contradictions between the Indonesian
government and the local community and NGOs. This is particularly
evident in the aspects of legal and economic integration. For local
integration to happen, the Indonesian government should soften their
policies towards refugees, while ensuring that the same policies are
not pull factors attracting other refugees. Small steps such as providing
proofs of birth to Rohingya children born in Indonesia, temporary
employment authorization, issuing permits for small businesses and
teaching Indonesian language and culture can be readily taken to help
the Rohingya.

The local Acehnese also have different views towards the Rohingya
refugees. Negative perceptions of the locals towards the Rohingya
can be changed through inclusive or comprehensive humanitarian
intervention that focus on medium to longer term objectives such as
language, culture, skills and changing the mindset of the Rohingya
so that they consider Aceh as their sanctuary instead of Malaysia.
Therefore, creating an enabling environment is important.

Finally, as durable solutions, particularly resettlement, are getting
more complicated due to the COVID-19 pandemic and accompanying
shifts in policies, Indonesia’s hospitality needs to be supported through
regional cooperation and international funding. Last but not least, it
is also important to ensure that Indonesia’s hospitality is not abused.






References

Abdullah. A. (2014). Diaspora Rohingya di Malaysia: pengekalan identiti dan
survival masyarakat minoriti. Sarjana, 29(1), 107-122.

Abdullah, A. 2019. The Myanmar Rohingyas: Challenges faced by the ‘refugee’
community in Malaysia, 2014-2016. (Unpublished doctoral dissertation).
University of Malaya, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia.

Abdullah, A., Dali, M, A. & Razak, A, R, M. (2018). Surviving stateless
refugees: the uncertain future of Rohingya’s children in Malaysia.
Malaysian Journal of History, Politics & Strategic Studies, 45(1), 177-195.

Afriansyah, A. and Zulfa, E. 2018. Refugees Resettlement: A Review of
Indonesian Laws and Practices. Indonesia Law Review, 2(2018): 203-220.

Ager, A. and Strang, A. 2004. Indicators of Integration. A Final Report
submitted to Home Office Development and Practice Report, London.

Ager, A. and Strang, A. 2004. Indicators of Integration. A Final Report
submitted to Home Office Development and Practice Report, London.
https://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20110218141321/http://rds.
homeoffice.gov.uk/rds/pdfs04/dpr28.pdf (last accessed on 23 March 2021).

Ager, A. and Strang. A. 2004. Indicators of Integration: Final Report. Home
Office Development and Practice Report 28. Home Office, London.

2008. Understanding Integration: A Conceptual
Framework. Journal of Refugee Studies, 21(2): 166-191.

Ahmad, A, A., Rahim, A, Z. & Mohamed, B, H, M, A. (2016). The refugee
crisis in Southeast Asia: The Malaysian experience. International Journal of
Novel Research in Humanity and Social Sciences, 3(6), 80-90.

Aizat Khairi. 2015. Who cares? We do! The social responsibility of Peace Unit,
USM for Rohingya refugees in Penang Island. Pasai: International Journal
of Social Sciences and Humanities 9(2): 15-34.

Aizat Khairi and Andika Ab. Wahab. 2018. The smuggling activity and irreg-
ular migration to Malaysia: A case study of the Muslim Rohingya from
Myanmar. Global Journal Al-Thaqafah: GJAT 8(1): 73-82.

Aizat Khairi, Andika Ab. Wabab and Kamarulzaman Askandar. 2018. From
Myanmar to Malaysia: protracted refugee situations of Rohingya people.
International Journal of Engineering and Technology (IJEET) 7(3.25):
192-196.

Aizat Khairi and Phaison Da-oh. 2017. Refugees and human security: The
case of the Rohingya in Malaysia. Journal of Asian Review 29(2): 85-100.




158 / Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

Aizat Khairi, Suyatno and Sarah Nadiah. 2020. Lesson learned of Rohingya
persecution in Myanmar for sustainable development and policy
transformation in Malaysia. Journal of Public Administration and
Government 2(2): 72-78.

Alencar, A. and Tsagkroni. V. 2019. Prospects of Refugee Integration in the
Netherlands: Social Capital, Information Practices and Digital Media.
Media and Communication 7(2): 184-194.

Ali, M. 2017. Asylum Seekers and Refugees in Indonesia: Problems and
Potentials. Cosmopolitan Civil Societies Journal, 8(2): 4883.

Ali, N. (2014). Cabaran-cabaran pelarian Rohingya Muslim: Kajian kes di
Pulau Pinang. Social Sciences Postgraduate International Seminar (SSPIS).
ISBN 978-967-11473-1-3. 265-274.

Alrababa’h, A., Dillon, A., Williamson, S., Hainmueller, J., Hangartner, D.
and Weinstein, J. 2021. Attitudes Toward Migrants in a Highly Impacted
Economy: Evidence From the Syrian Refugee Crisis in Jordan.
Comparative Political Studies 54 (1): 33-76.

Altrichter, H., Posch, P., & Somekh, B. (2013). Teachers Investigate Their
Work: A Introduction To the Methods of Action Research (Investigating
Schooling). Routledge.

Al-Vizki, H. 2019. Hak Pendidikan Pengungsi Terbatas Bukan Dilarang. https://
www.republika.co.id/berita/pudixn2 16/hak-pendidikan-pengungsi-terba-
tas-bukan-dilarang (last accessed on 31 March 2021).

Amy (pseudonym). 15 May 2015. Comment on BBC News Thai, “Unit-
ed Nations Urges Thailand, Indonesia, and Malaysia Not to Push Out the
Displaced  Persons”.  https://www.facebook.com/BBCnewsThai/photos
/a.1527194487501586/1655129708041396/ (last accessed on 31 March
2021).

Anderson, A., Hofmann, J., and Hyll-Larsen, P. 2011. The Right to Education
for Children in Emergencies. Journal of International Humanitarian Legal
Studies, 2(1), 84-126.

Andika Ab. Wahab. 2017. Rethinking Refugees as Economically Isolated: The
Rohingyas Participation in Informal Economy in Klang Valley, Malaysia.
Journal of ASEAN Studies 5(1): 100-118.

2018. The Colours of Exploitation: Smuggling of
Rohingyas from Myanmar to Malaysia. Akademika 88(1): 5-16.

Andika Ab. Wahab and Aizat Khairi. 2020. Right to justice and legal aid
barriers to the vulnerable non-citizens in Malaysia. GEOGRAFIA Online:
Malaysian Journal of Society and Space 16(1): 13-23.

Anggoro, F. 2019. Menyekolahkan anak imigran dinilai langgar Perpres tentang
Pengungsi. Antara News.

Anon. 2009. Protecting refugees and the role of UNHCR. https://www.
refworld.org/pdfid/49f1d3e92.pdf (last accessed on 31 March 2021).




References / 159

Anon. 2015. Sustainable development goal 4 and refugee education. Published
by the Education Unit, Division of International Protection, UNHCR.
https://www.refworld.org/docid/59¢368ed4.html (last accessed on 29 March
2021).

Anon. 2017. Facets of Hospitality: Rohingya Refugees’ Temporary Stay in
Aceh. Indonesia (104): 41-64.

Anon. 2018. Leaving no one behind (UNHCR Global). https://www.un.org/
development/desa/en/news/sustainable/leaving-no-one-behind.html
(last accessed on 28 March 2021).

Anon. 2019. UNHCR engagement with the sustainable development goals.
Geneva: UNHCR.

Anon. 2020, September. UNHCR — Education in Malaysia. https://www.unhcr.
org/en-my/education-in-malaysia.html (last accessed on 28 March 2021).

Anon. Biaya Pendidikan Anak Imigran Ditanggung IOM. 2019. Haluan Riau.
https://riau.haluan.co/2019/10/03/biaya-pendidikan-anak-imigran-ditanggu-
ng-iom/ (last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Anon. Perhatian Komnas HAM atas Hak Pendidikan Para Pengungsi. 2019.
Komnas HAM. https://www.komnasham.go.id/index.php/news/2019/3/27/
770/perhatian-komnas-ham-atas-hak-pendidikan-para-pengungsi.html
(last accessed on 29 March 2021)

Ansems de Vries, L. 2016. Politics of (in)visibility: Governance-resistance
and the constitution of refugee subjectivities in Malaysia. Review of
International Studies, 42(5), 876-894.

Arendt, H. 1994. The origins of totalitarianism: Harcourt Books.

Azizah Kassim. 2010. Muslim refugees in Malaysia: An analysis of the status
of Rohingya from Myanmar. Institute for Language and Cultures of
Southeast Asia (ILCAA). Tokyo: Tokyo University of Foreign Studies.

Azlinariah Abdullah, Azharudin Mohamed Dali, and Mohamad Rodzi Abd
Razak. 2018. Surviving Stateless Refugees: The Uncertain Future of
Rohingya’s Children in Malaysia. Jebat: Malaysian Journal of History,
Politics and Strategic Studies 45(1): 177-195.

Baharuddin, A, S. & Enh, M, A. (2018). Pelarian Vietnam: satu isu global
dalam sejarah hubungan luar Malaysia. Journal of Nusantara Studies,
3(1), 1-18.

BBC News Thai. 2015. United Nations Urges Thailand, Indonesia, and
Malaysia Not to Push Out the Displaced Persons.

Beamon, M.B., & Balcik, B. (2008). Performance measurement in
humanitarian relief chains. International Journal of Public Sector
Management, 21(1), 4-25.

Béque, M. 2007. Qui sont les nouveaux bénéficiaires d’un titre de séjour en
France? Etudes et résultats, 612. The article is referenced from UNHCR’s
publication titled “A New Beginning: Refugee Integration in Europe”, see
reference UNHCR (2013).



160/ Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

Bernama. 2020. Gardenia increases production by five percent to meet high
demand. Bernama.

Betts, A. and Collier. P. 2017a. Refuge: Rethinking Refugee Policy in a
Changing World. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Betts, A. and Collier. P. 2017b. Why Denying Refugees the Right to Work Is a
Catastrophic Error. The Guardian.

Betts, A., Bloom, L., Kaplan, J. D., and Omata, N. 2016. Refugee Economies.
Forced Displacement and Development (1st ed.). Oxford, England: Oxford
University Press.

Bidinger, S. 2015. Syrian refugees and the right to work: Developing temporary
protection in Turkey. Boston University International Law Journal 33,
224-249.

Bonasir, R. 2016. Pengungsi Rohingya ‘kabur’ dari Aceh ke Malaysia.
BBC News Indonesia.

Breem, Y. 2011. Reception of Beneficiaries of the Iraq and Malta Programmes.
Infos Migrations, 24. The article is referenced from UNHCR’s publication,
see reference UNHCR (2013).

Briskman, L. and Fiske, L. 2016. Asylum Seekers and Refugees in Indonesia:
Problems and Potentials. Cosmopolitan Civil Societies: An Interdisciplinary
Journal 8 (2): 22-42.

Brown, T. 2017. After the Boats Stopped: Refugees Managing a Life of
Protracted Limbo in Indonesia. Antropologi Indonesia 38 (1): 34-50.

Brown, T. 2018. Refugee-led education in Indonesia. Forced Migration Review,
June (2018). https://www.fmreview.org/economies/brown (last accessed on
31 March 2021).

Bulcha, M. 1988. Flight and Integration: Causes of Mass Exodus from Ethiopia
and Problems of Integration in the Sudan. Uppsala: Scandinavian Institute
of African Studies.

Byman, D., Lesser, 1., Pirnie, B., Benard, C., & Waxman, M. (2000).
Strengthening the Partnership: Improving Military Coordination with Relief
Agencies. RAND Project Air Force. RAND.

Carr-Hill, R. 2013. Missing millions and measuring development progress.
World Development, 46, 30-44.

“CHAMALIIN.” 2020. Facebook. https://www.facebook.com/Chamaliin/
(last accessed on 31 March 2021).

Chantavanich, S. and Rabe, P. 1990. Thailand and the Indochinese Refugees:
Fifteen Years of Compromise and Uncertainty. Southeast Asian Journal of
Social Science 18(1): 66-80.

Cherti, M. and McNeil, C. 2012. Rethinking Integration. UK’s Institute of
Public Policy Research - IPPR Briefing Paper (October 2012).
https://www.ippr.org/files/images/media/files/publication/2012/10/re-
thinking-integration_Oct2012 9761.pdf?noredirect=1 (last accessed on
23 March 2021).



References / 161

Cheung, S. 2011. Migration control and the solutions impasse in south and
southeast Asia: implications from the Rohingya experience. Journal of
Refugee Studies, 25(1), 50-70.

Circular Letter of the Secretary General of the Ministry of Health Malaysia
(MOH) No. 1 2017.

Coddington, K. 2020. Producing Thailand as a Transit Country: Borders,
Advocacy, and Destitution. Mobilities 15 (4): 588-60.

Collett, E., Clewett, P., and Fratzke, S. 2016. No way out? Making additional
migration channels work for refugees.

Committee for Coordination of Services to Displaced Persons in Thailand.
1982. The CCSDPT Handbook: Refugee Services in Thailand. Bangkok:
Craftsman Press.

Corben, R. 2015. Indonesia’s Aceh Offering Temporary Shelter to Boat People.
VOA News, June 16.

Crisp, J. 2004. The local integration and local settlement of refugees:
a conceptual and historical analysis.

Crisp, J. 2004. The Local Integration and Local Settlement of Refugees:
A Conceptual and Historical Analysis. Geneva: UNHCR.

Dapice, D. 2014. Fatal distraction from federalism: Religious conflict in
Rakhine. Harvard: Harvard Ash Center.

Dar al-Iftaa Al-Missriyyah. n.d. The Concept of “The Ummah”. Dar Al-Ifta al
Misriyyah.

Davies, S. E. 2008. Legitimising Rejection. Martinus Nijhoff Publishers.

Dean, M. and Nagashima, M. 2007. Sharing the Burden: The Role of
Government and NGOs in Protecting and Providing for Asylum Seekers
and Refugees in Japan. Journal of Refugee Studies, 20(3): 481-508

Descolonges, M.J. and Laurens, V. 2008. Chemins d’Espoir: parcours de
formation de demandeurs d’asile et de réfugiés en Ile-de-France. Ci-
made. The article is referenced from UNHCR’s publication, see reference
UNHCR (2013).

Diah Triceseria, A. A. 1., Azizah Zayda, N., and Fiani Prabaningtyas, R. 2015.
A New Approach to Refugee’s Welfare through the Role of Community:
Case Study of Refugee’s Community Centre in Sewon. Indonesian Journal
of International Studies 2(1): 1.

Divaghar Voothayakumar and Khadijah Alavi. 2019. Meneroka Kesejahteraan
Sosial Karen dan Rohingya di Sekolah Pelarian Myanmar di Chow Kit.
Asian People Journal 2(1): 1-11.

Driscoll, L. D. (2011). Introduction to primary research: observations, surveys,
and interviews. Writing Spaces: Readings on Writing, 2, 153-174.

Dubus, N. 2020. Once arrived: A qualitative study of refugees and service
providers in the first six months of resettlement. Journal of Social Work,
1-19.



162 / Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

Easton-Calabria, E., and Omata, N. 2016. Micro-finance in refugee contexts:
current scholarship and research gaps.

El-Khani, A., Ulph, F., Peters, S. & Calam, R. (2018). Syria: refugee parents’
experiences and need for parenting support in camps and humanitarian
settings. Vulnerable Children and Youth Studies, 13(1), 19-29.

Equal Rights Trust. 2010. Trapped in a cycle of flight: stateless Rohingya in
Malaysia. Equal Rights Trust.

Equal Rights Trust. 2014. Equal only in name: the human rights of stateless
Rohingya in Malaysia. https://www.refworld.org/docid/5444d3024.html
(last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Esser, H. 2006. Does the ‘“New” Immigration Require a ‘“New” Theory of
Intergenerational Integration?. International Migration Review 38(3):
1126-1159.

Fabrick, E. (2011) Psychotherapeutische Versorgung von Fliichtlingen in
Osterreich. Master’s thesis, University of Vienna, July 2011. The article is
referenced from UNHCR’s publication, see reference UNHCR (2013).

Fazel, M., and Betancourt, T. S. 2017. Preventive mental health interventions
for refugee children and adolescents in high-income settings. The Lancet
Child and Adolescent Health, 2(2), 121.

Fielden, A. 2008. Local Integration: An under-Reported Solution to Protracted
Refugee Situations, Alexandra Fielden.” Geneva: UNHCR.

France24. 2020. Rohingya Trafficking Network Sells Dreams, Delivers
Violence and Extortion. France 24, December 15.

Galang, N. 2020. Pemain Naturalisasi Indonesia Capai 33 Nama, Sayang
Mayoritas Jauh Dari Asa. April 22.

Galbreath, J. (2012). Are boards on board? a model of corporate board
influence on sustainability performance. Journal of Management &
Organization, 18(4), 445-460.

Galtung, H. (1986). A new era for nongovernmental organizationsin the UN?’.
Transnational Associations, 3, 183-186.

General Comment No. 6 on Treatment of Unaccompanied and Separated
Children Outside Their Country of Origin, Pub. L. No. UN Doc. CRC/
GC/2005/6 (2005).

Government of Malaysia. 1957/1963. Immigration Act (Act 155) (Malaysia).

GPM. n.d. About us. https://gpm.com.my/about-us/ (last accessed on 12 April
2021).

Guo, Shibao, and Yan Guo. 2017. Immigration, Integration and Welcoming
Communities: Neighbourhood-Based Initiative to Facilitate the Integration
of Newcomers in Calgary. Canadian Ethnic Studies 48(3): 45-67.

Gusti, E. and Ginting, S.A. 2016. The Fading of Hadih Maja in the Vernacular
Language among Acehnese Teenagers in Banda Aceh. Proceedings of EEIC
1 (2): 457-61.



References / 163

Hadi, A. 2008. Menguak Beberapa Dimensi Budaya Kerajaan Aceh (Sebuah
Kajian Historis). MIQOT: Jurnal llmu-Ilmu Keislaman 32 (1).

Hamling, A. 2015. Rohingya people: The most persecuted refugees in the
world. Melbourne: Amnesty International.

Hamzah, S, 1., Daud, S., Idris, A, N. & Azzis, A, S, M. (2016) .Migrasi Rentas
Sempadan Etnik Rohingya dan Implikasi Terhadap Malaysia. Jurnal Sains
Insani, 1, 36-43.

Harvey, G. 2019. Beyond Limbo, Building Lives: Livelihood Strategies of
Refugees and Asylum Seekers in Java, Indonesia. Working paper in
Human Rights Consortium.

Haut Conseil a I’Integration (2012) Intégrer dans une Economie de Sous
Emploi. Avis a Monsieur le Premier Ministre. The article is referenced
from UNHCR’s publication, see reference UNHCR (2013).

Hjerm, M. and Bohman, A. (2012) Framlingsfientlighet: hundra ar av forskning.
Framtider 2, Special Issue on Integration. Institutet for framtidsstudier. The
article is referenced from UNHCR’s publication, see reference UNHCR
(2013).

Hoffstaedter, G. 2014. Place-making: Chin refugees, citizenship and the state in
Malaysia. Citizenship Studies, 18(8), 871-884.

Hoffstaedter, G. 2016. Is working legally a win-win for refugees in Malaysia?
Pilot scheme a step in the right direction. APPS Policy Forum.
https://www.policyforum.net/working-legally-win-win-refugees-malaysia/
(last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Hoffstaedter, G. 2017. Dominant discourses of refugees, recognition, and
othering in Malaysia. Situations: Cultural Studies in the Asian Context,
10(2), 27-44.

Huennekes, J. 2018. Emotional Remittances in the Transnational Lives of
Rohingya Families Living in Malaysia. Journal of Refugee Studies 31(3):
353-370.

Hughes, N., and Beirens, H. 2007. Enhancing educational support: Towards
holistic, responsive and strength-based services for young refugees and
asylum-seekers. Children and Society, 21(4), 261-272.

Hynie, M. 2018. Refugee Integration: Research and Policy. Peace and Conflict
Journal of Peace Psychology, 24(3): 265-276.

Hynie, M. 2018. Refugee Integration: Research and Policy. Peace and Conflict:
Journal of Peace Psychology 24(3): 265-276.

Immigration (Exemption) (Asylum Seekers) Order 2011, Attorney General’s
Chambers of Malaysia 2011.

Immigration Policy Lab. 2019. Five Things You Need to Know About: The
Science of Refugee Integration. A paper published by the European
Commission’s Research and Innovation Hub (EU Horizon). https://
horizon-magazine.eu/article/five-things-you-need-know-about-science-
refugee-integration.html (last accessed on 23 March 2021).



164 / Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

International Labour Organization (ILO). 2016a. Decent work for migrants and
refugees.  https://www.ilo.org/global/topics/labour-migration/publications/
WCMS_524995/lang--en/index.htm (last accessed on 28 March 2021)

. 2020. Decent work. https://www.ilo.
org/global/topics/decent-work/lang--en/index.htm (last accessed on 28
March 2021)

International Organization for Migration (IOM). 2018. Indonesian City Admits
Migrant Children to Public Schools. https://www.iom.int/news/indo-
nesian-city-admits-migrant-children-public-schools  (last accessed on
31 March 2021).

International Organization for Migration (IOM). 2019. Sekolas Informasi
pendidikan Anak Pengungsi dan Pencari Suaka di Indonesia.

IRC. 2019. Sustainable Development Goals, in crisis. https://www.rescue.org/
resource/sustainable-development-goals-crisis (last accessed on 29 March
2021)

Jaafar, S. S. 2020. Malaysia’s absolute poverty rate at 5.6% - chief statistician.
The Edge Markets.

Jacobsen, K. 2001. The forgotten solution: local integration for refugees in
developing countries. New Issues in Refugee Research, (45).

. 2005. The economic life of refugees. Bloomfield, CT: Kumarian

Press.

. 2006. Refugees and asylum seekers in urban areas: A livelihoods
perspective. Journal of Refugee Studies, 19(3), 273-286.

. 2012. The economic security of refugees: Social capital,
remittances, and humanitarian assistance. In K. R. Khory (Ed.), Global
Migration. 65-85. New York, NY: Palgrave Marchmillan.

Jacobsen, K., and Fratzke, S. 2016 . Building livelihood opportunities for
refugee populations: lessons from past practice. https://www.migrationpol-
icy.org/research/building-livelihood-opportunities-refugee-populations-les-
sons-past-practice (last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Jalil, A. A. 2020. ‘Malaysian Malaysia’: The Rise of Xenophobia. https://
shapesea.com/op-ed/malaysian-malaysia-the-rise-of-xenophobia/
(last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Japan Association for Refugees. (n.d.). n.d. Refugees in Japan. https://www.
refugee.or.jp/en/refugee/ (last accessed on 12 April 2021).

Japan Kantei. 19 September 2016. Statement by Prime Minister Shinzo Abe
at the United Nations Summit for Refugees and Migrants (Speeches and
Statements by the Prime Minister) https://japan.kantei.go.jp/97 abe/
statement/201609/1219187 11015.html (last accessed on 21 March 2021).

Jeffrey, A., and Afzan, A. 2019. Disruptions in Rakhine state and its
implications to Malaysia. In M. Caballero-Anthony and M. Sembiring
(Eds.), Resilience in the face of disruptions. 106-114. Singapore:
S. Rajaratnam School of International Studies.



References / 165

Jones, B. and Walden, M. 2020. Why Aceh Is a Rare Place of Welcome for
Rohingya Refugees. The Conversation. August 25.

Jordan, L. & Tuijl, P. V. (1998). Political Responsibility in NGO Advocacy
Exploring Emerging Shapes of Global Democracy. Global Forum Policy:
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/176/31355.html

JREC (Persatuan Jaringan Global Islam Masa Depan). 2020, January. About us.
https://jrecmalaysia.com/background/ (last accessed on 28 March 2021).

Junichi, A. 2006. Challenging Japan’s Refugee Policies. Asian and Pacific
Migration Journal, 15(2): 219-238.

Jun, S. W. 2020. Told not to hire migrant workers, market traders in KL
struggle to handle business on their own. Malay Mail.

Kamarulzaman Askandar. 2020. Personal communication. Tape recording.
Penang. October 18, 2020.

Kamat, S. (2003). NGOs and the new democracy: the false saviors of
international development. Harvard International Relations Council, 25(1),
65-69.

Kanbur, R. (2001). Economic policy, distribution and poverty: the nature of
disagreements. World Development, 29(6), 1083-1094.

Kassim, A. 2009. Filipino refugees in Sabah: State responses , public
stereotypes and the dilemma over their future. Southeast Asian Studies,
47(1), 52-88.

. 2015. Transnational marriages among Muslim refugees and their
implications on their status and identity — the case of the Rohingyas in
Malaysia. In 1. Tokoro (Ed.), Islam and Cultural Diversity in Southeast
Asia. 175-202. Tokyo: Institute for Languages and Cultures of Asia and
Africa.

Kazi Fahmida Farzan, Siti Darwinda Mohamed Pero and Muhammad Fuad
Othman. 2020. The Dream’s Door: Educational Marginalization of
Rohingya Children in Malaysia. South Asian Journal of Business and
Management Cases 1-10.

Kellow, A. 2011. Refugee Community Organisations: A Social Capital
Analysis. A Phd Thesis submitted to University of Southampton. Further
information available here https://eprints.soton.ac.uk/192895/ (last accessed
on 23 March 2021).

Kennerberg, L. and Aslund, O. 2010. Sfi och Arbetsmarknaden, Rapport 2010.
Institutet for Arbetsmarknadspolitisk Utvdrdering (IFAU). The article is
referenced from UNHCR’s publication, see reference UNHCR (2013).

Kersch, A. & Mishtal, J. (2016). Asylum in crisis: migrant policy, entrapment,
and the role of Non-governmental organizations in Siracusa, Italy. Refugee
Survey Quarterly 35, (4), 97-121.

Kibreab, G. 1989. Local Settlements in Africa: A Misconceived Option?
Journal of Refugee Studies, 2(4), 468-490.



166 / Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

Kim, C. H. 2020. Challenges to the Rohingya Population in Malaysia.” CSIS.
October 7.

Kipgen, N. 2020. Malaysia’s Changing Policy on Rohingya Refugees. Bangkok
Post, November 7.

Kok Jin Kuan, Lee Mah Ngee and Low Sew Kim. 2017. Coping Abilities and
Social Support of Myanmar Teenage Refugees in Malaysia. Vulnerable
Children and Youth Studies 12(1): 71-80.

Kondo, A. 2015. Migration and Law in Japan. Asia and the Pacific Policy
Studies, 2(1), 155-168.

Kraler, A., Hollomey, C., Hurich, C., Konig, A., Muzak G. 2013. Family
Reunification Requirements: A Barrier or Facilitator to Integration:
Country Report Austria. International Centre for Migration Policy
Development. Brussels: European Commission DG Home Affairs.
https://ec.europa.cu/migrant-integration/librarydoc/family-reunification-
requirements-a-barrier-of-facilitator-of-integration-country-report-austria
(last accessed on 23 March 2021).

Kuhlman, T. 1991. The Economic Integration of Refugees in Developing
Countries: A Research Model. Journal of Refugee Studies, 4(1), 1-20.

Kumar, S., Kumar, N., and Vivekadhish, S. 2016. Millennium Development
Goals (MDGs) to Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs): Addressing
Unfinished Agenda and Strengthening Sustainable Development and
Partnership. Indian Journal of Community Medicine : Official Publication
of Indian Association of Preventive & Social Medicine, 41(1), 1-4.

Kumssa, A., Williams, J. H., Jones, J. F., & Des Marais, E. A. (2014). Conflict
and migration: the case of Somali refugees in Northeastern Kenya. Global
Social Welfare, 1(4), 145-156.

Kyodo News. 26 June 2020. Asylum Seekers in Japan Face Battle for Survival in
Time of Coronavirus. https://english.kyodonews.net/news/2020/06/c1643e-
f5a7bl-feature-asylum-seekers-face-battle-for-survival-in-time-of-coronavi-
rus.html (last accessed on 23 March 2021).

Lam, M. 2018. “We Can’t Paint Them with One Brush”: Creating
Opportunities for Learning about Refugee Integration. Refuge 34(2):
103-112.

Law No. 35/2014 Amending Law on Child Protection.

Law No. 39/1999 concerning Human Rights.

Lee, L., and Latiff, R. 2020. Malaysian glove maker denies its workers are
living in shipping containers. Reuters.

Lego, J. B. H. 2012. Protecting and assisting refugees and asylum-seekers in
Malaysia: The role of the UNHCR, informal mechanisms, and the
’humanitarian exception’. Journal of Political Science and Sociology, (17).

Letchamanan, H. (2013). Myanmar’s Rohingya refugees in Malaysia: education
and the way forward. Journal of International and Comparative Education,
2(2), 86-97.



References / 167

Letchamanan, H. 2013. Myanmar’s Rohingya refugees in Malaysia: Education
and the way forward. Journal of International and Comparative Education
2(2): 86-97.

Letchamanan, H. 2013. Myanmar’s Rohingya Refugees in Malaysia: Education
and the Way Forward. Journal of International and Comparative Education,
2: 86-97.

Lewis, D. (2009). International development and the ‘perpetual present’:
anthropological approaches to the re-historicization of policy. The
European Journal of Development Research, 21(1), 32-46.

Listriani, S., Rosmawati, and M. Ya’kub Aiyub Kadir. 2020. Toward a New
Legal Framework for Settling Rohingya’s Refugee Crisis in Indonesia:
A Lesson Learned from Aceh Province. Proceedings of the International
Conference on Law, Governance and Islamic Society (ICOLGIS 2019),
277-85.

MacTavish, E. (2016). Barriers of reporting sexual violence in Syrian refugee
camps. A Master thesis submitted to the Royal Roads University.

Malaysiakini. August, 2020. Rohingya refugees have ‘no rights’, but children
can access education — minister. https://www.malaysiakini.com/news/
537222 (last accessed on 29 March 2021)

Mason, B. 2018. Finding a Place for Refugees.” Stanford Social Innovation
Review. https://ssir.org/books/reviews/entry/finding_a place for refugees
(last accessed on 31 March 2021).

Mathew, P., and Harley, T. 2014. Refugee protection and regional cooperation
in  southeast Asia. https://openresearch-repository.anu.edu.au/handle/
1885/11662 (last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Mautanha, R. J. 2017. Indonesia Gives Refugee Children Hope for A Brighter
Future.  https://www.unhcr.org/id/en/10568-indonesia-gives-refugee-chil-
dren-hope-for-a-brighter-future.html (last accessed on 23 March 2021).

McBeth, J. 2015. The Rohingya crisis: A regional perspective. Barton, Deakin:
The Australian Strategic Policy Institute.

McEwan, C. 2008. Postcolonialism and Development. Abingdon: Routledge.

Melucci, A. (1984). An end to social movements? introductory paper to the
sessions on “new movements and change in organizational forms.” Social
Science Information, 23(4-5), 819-835.

Mercy Corps. 2020. The world’s 5 biggest refugee crises. https://www.
mercycorps.org/blog/worlds-5-biggest-refugee-crises  (last accessed on
28 October 28 2020).

Migrationsverket. 2012. Tillfilliga Boenden for Asylsékande. Swedish
Migration Board. The article is referenced from UNHCR’s publication,
see reference UNHCR (2013).

Min, H. 1992. Political situation of Myanmar and its role in the region.
Rangoon: Office of Strategic Studies, Ministry of Defence, Union of
Myanmar.



168 / Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

Minutes of Special Coordination Meeting on Education Rights Policy for
Foreign Refugees in Indonesia (Unpublished Report), 2019.

Missbach, A. 2015. Troubled Transit: Asylum Seekers Stuck in Indonesia.
Singapore: ISEAS — Yusof Ishak Institute. https://bookshop.iseas.edu.sg/
publication/2103 (last accessed on 29 March 2021)

Missbach, A., Yunizar Adiputera, and Atin Prabandari. 2018. Is Makassar a
‘Sanctuary City’? Migration Governance in Indonesia After the ‘Local
Turn. Austrian Journal of South-East Asian Studies. 199-216.

Mitarai, S. (2000). A historical analysis of the traditional Japanese decision-
making process in contrast with the U.S. system and implications for
intercultural deliberations. MA Master thesis submitted to the Portland
State University. Fully accessible here https://doi.org/10.15760/etd.2358
(last accessed on 21 March 2021).

Mohseni, C. 2001. Réfugiéset Insertion Professionnelle: difficultés et enjeux.
France Terre d’Asile. The article is referenced from UNHCR’s publication,
see reference UNHCR (2013).

Monteith, W., and Lwasa, S. 2017. The participation of urban displaced
populations in (in)formal markets: contrasting experiences in Kampala,
Uganda. Environment and Urbanization, 29(2), 383-402.

Muhammad Nor. 2020. Personal communication. Tape recording. Penang.
17 October 2020.

Muniandy, P. 2018. From the pasar to the mamak stall: refugees and migrants
as surplus ghost labor in Malaysia’s food service industry. Journal of
Ethnic and Migration Studies, 1-16.

Murtaza, N., & Austin, M. J. (2011). Strategic management of NGOs in
developing countries. Journal of Nonprofit Education and Leadership, 2(1),
7-30.

Nah, A. M. 2014. Seeking refuge in Kuala Lumpur: Self-help strategies to
reduce vulnerability amongst refugees. In SG Yeoh (Ed.), The other Kua-
la Lumpur: Living in the shadows of a globalising southeast Asian city.
164-185. New York, NY: Routledge.

Nahmias, P. and Baal, N. K. 2019. Including forced displacement in the SDGs:
A New Refugee Indicator. UNHCR Blog (2 December 2019). https://
www.unhcr.org/blogs/including-forced-displacement-in-the-sdgs-a-new-
refugee-indicator/ (last accessed on 30 March 2021).

Nazri, S, A., Khalid, T, A, K. & Sulaiman, N. (2019). Syrian Muslim refugees
in Malaysia: the narratives and survivability. Islam Realitas, (5)2, 130-144.

Newland, K. and Capps, R. 2017. Why Hide the Facts About Refugee Costs
and Benefits?” Migration Policy Institute.

Nikkei Asia. May 13 2020. Japan’s Refugee Conundrum: Open Wallet, Closed
Borders. https://asia.nikkei.com/Spotlight/The-Big-Story/Japan-s-refu-
gee-conundrum-open-wallet-closed-borders (last accessed on 23 March
2021).



References / 169

Norazira Ali. 2014. Challenges of Rohingya Muslim Refugees: A Case Study
in Penang. Social Sciences Postgraduate International Seminar (SSPIS)
Seminar Working Paper. Islamic Development Management Research
Center, School of Social Sciences, Universiti Sains Malaysia. Pulau Pinang.

Norazlina. 2020. Personal communication. Tape recording. Penang. 16 October
2020.

Nurdin, Muhammad Riza, Mala Rajo Sathian, and Hanafi Hussin. 2020. Forced
Migration Governance in Southeast Asian Countries: ‘Same but Different’?
Otoritas : Jurnal Illmu Pemerintahan 10 (1): 58-78.

Nursyazwani Jamaludin. 2020. Moral Refugees, Malaysia and COVID-19.
https://anthrocovid.com/2020/07/01/moral-refugees-malaysia-and-covid-19/
(last accessed on 15 November 2020).

Nur Syazwani Muzafarkamal and Ishtiaq Hossain. 2019. Malaysia’s Policy
towards the Rohingya Refugees. Journal of Islam In Asia 16(3): 436-453.

O’Connell, P. J. and McGinnity, F. 2008. Immigrants at Work. Ethnicity and
Nationality in the Irish Labour Market. Dublin: Equality Authority and
ESRI. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/5019263 Immigrants_
at Work Ethnicity and Nationality in the Irish Labour Market
(last accessed on 23 March 2021).

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR). n.d. “Leave no
one behind” — Don’t forget your commitments in your response to the
COVID-19 crises, UN expert urges States. https://www.ohchr.org/EN/
NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=25786&LangID=E
(last accessed on 3 April 2021).

Omata, N. 2012. Refugee livelihoods and the private sector: Ugandan case
study. 86.

Omata, N. 2015. Open Wallet, Closed Door: Exploring Japan’s Low Accep-
tance of Asylum Seekers. A short article published by the Migration Policy
Institute (MPI), 7 October 2015. https://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/
open-wallet-closed-doors-exploring-japan’s-low-acceptance-asylum-seekers
(last accessed on 28 March 2021).

O’Rourke, J. 2014. Education for Syrian Refugees: The Failure of Second-
Generation Human Rights During Extraordinary Crises. Albany Law
Review, 78(2), 711-738.

Palansamy, Y. 2015. Malaysia will not sign UN convention on refugees, says min-
ister.  http://www.themalaymailonline.com/malaysia/article/malaysia-will-
not-sign-un-convention-on-refugees-says-minister#sthash.vDqkVkgj.dpuf
(last accessed on 21 March 2021).

Palik, J. 2020. Education for Rohingya Refugee Children in Malaysia.
A Policy Brief No.2, Peace Research Institute of Oslo (PRIO). https:/www.
prio.org/Publications/Publication/?x=12325 (last accessed on 23 March
2021).



170/ Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

Pappusamy, P. 1. D. 2014. Migrant Workers Contribution towards the
Malaysian Economic Transformation. Paper presented at the Asian
Conference on Globalization and Labor Administration: Cross-Border
Labor Mobility, Social Security and Regional Integration Manila,
Philippines.

Parlimen Malaysia. 2010. Penyata Rasmi Parlimen Dewan Rakyat. http://www.
parlimen.gov.my/files/hindex/pdf/DR-08112010.pdf#page=20&zoom=70&-
search=IMM 13 (last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Parlimen Malaysia. 2018. Isu bancian pemegang kad IMMI13. https://www.
parlimen.gov.my/files/hindex/pdf/KKDR-01112018.pdf (last accessed on
28 March 2021)

Parnini, S. N. 2013. The crisis of the Rohingya as a Muslim minority in
Myanmar and bilateral relations with Bangladesh. Journal of Muslim
Minority Affairs 33(2): 281-297.

Parthiban Muniandy. 2020. From the Pasar to the Mamak Stall: Refugees and
Migrants as Surplus Ghost Labor in Malaysia’s Food Service Industry.
Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 46(11): 2293-2308.

Pascucci, E. 2017. Refuge: Transforming a Broken Refugee System. Fennia
195(2): 197-201.

Passport (Exemption) (Asylum Seekers) Order 2011, Attorney General’s
Chambers of Malaysia (2011).

Phelan, H. and Kuol, N. 2005. Integration and Service Provision: Survey of
Persons with Refugee and Leave to Remain Status in Limerick City.
Limerick City Development Board and Department of Justice, Equality
and Law Reform. The article is referenced from UNHCR’s publication, see
reference UNHCR (2013).

Phillimore, J. 2011. Refugees, Acculturation Strategies, Stress and Integration.
Journal of Social Policy 40(3): 575-593.

Phillimore, J. 2020. Refugee-Integration-Opportunity Structures: Shifting the
Focus From Refugees to Context. Journal of Refugee Studies, feaa012
(online first).

Portes, A. and Zhou, M. 1993. The New Second Generation: Segmented
Assimilation and its Variants. The ANNALS of the American Academy of
Political and Social Science 530(1): 74-96.

Presidential Decree No. 125/2016 the Treatment of Refugees and Asylum
Seekers in Indonesia. The 1945 Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia.

Rachmah, R. A., and Pestalozzi, Z. E. 2016. Hidup yang Terabaikan: Laporan
penelitian nasib pengungsi Rohingya di Indonesia. https://suakaindonesia.
files.wordpress.com/2016/12/suaka-laporan-penelitian-pengungsi-rohing-
ya-2016-ind.pdf (last accessed on 31 March 2021).

Rachmah, Rizka Argadianti, and Zico Efraindio Pestalozzi. 2016. Barely
Living: Research on Living Conditions of Rohingya Refugees in Indonesia.
Jakarta: Lembaga Bantuan Hukum (LBH) Jakarta.



References / 171

Refugee Council (United Kingdom). n.d. Supporting and Empowering
Refugees. https://www.refugeecouncil.org.uk/ (last accessed on 23 march
2021).

Robila, M. 2018. Refugees and Social Integration in Europe. United Nations
Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UNDESA) Division for
Social Policy and Development. United Nations Expert Group Meeting.
Queens College, City University of New York.

Ryan, L. 2008. ‘I Had a Sister in England’: Family-Led Migration, Social
Networks and Irish Nurses. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 34(3):
453-470.

Samman, E., Lucci, P., Hagen-Zanker, J., Bhatkal, T., Simunovic, A. T., Nico-
lai, S., . . . Caron, C. 2018. SDG progress: fragility, cirisis and leaving no
one behind. London: https://www.econstor.eu/handle/10419/190853
(last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Sampson, R. C., Gifford, S.M. and Taylor, S. 2016. The Myth of Transit: The
Making of a Life by Asylum Seekers and Refugees in Indonesia. Journal
of Ethnic and Migration Studies 42 (7): 1135-52.

Sasongko, Joko Panji. 2017. Fadli Zon Minta Pengungsi Rohingya Dinaturalisa-
si. CNN Indonesia, July 9, 2017. https://www.cnnindonesia.com/internasi-
onal/20170907190237-106-240209/fadli-zon-minta-pengungsi-rohingya-di-
naturalisasi (last accessed on 29 March 2021).

Sengupta, E., and Blessinger, P. 2018. Chapter 1 Introduction to Refugee
Education: Integration and Acceptance of Refugees in Mainstream Society.
Innovations in Higher Education Teaching and Learning, 11, 3-15.

Shenoy, R. 2020. Families in limbo as refugee resettlement is suspended due to
COVID-19. PRI (The World). https://www.pri.org/stories/2020-03-30/fam-
ilies-limbo-refugee-resettlement-suspended-due-covid-19  (last accessed
1 April 2021).

Siti Munirah Yusoff, Mohd Afandi Salleh and Mohd Mahbubul Haque. 2019.
Malaysian Policy towards Refugees and Asylum Seckers: A Case Study
of Rohingya Refugees. International Journal of Academic Research in
Progressive Education and Development 8(3): 110-117.

Spinks, H. 2018. Boat ‘Turnbacks’ in Australia: A Quick Guide to the Statistics
since 2001. Text Research Paper Series 2018-19. Canberra: Parliament of
Australia. Australia. https://www.aph.gov.au/About Parliament/Parliamen-
tary_Departments/Parliamentary Library/pubs/rp/rp1819/Quick Guides/
BoatTurnbacksSince2001 (last accessed on 29 March 2021)

Spring, J. 2000. The Universal Right to Education: Justification, Definition, and
Guidelines. Routledge: New York.

Strang, A. and Ager, A. 2010. Refugee Integration: Emerging Trends and
Remaining Agendas. Journal of Refugee Studies 23(4): 589-607.



172 / Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

Stubnig, S. and Lackner, G. 2007. Psychotherapeutische und psychosoziale
Arbeit mit Fliichtlingen beim Verein Aspis in Klagenfurt. In, Knapp, G.
and Sting, S. (eds.) (2007) Soziale Arbeit und Professionalitdt im Alpen-
Adria-Raum.  Verlag = Hermagoras/Mohorjeva,  Klagenfurt/Celovec,
S.317-332. The article is referenced from UNHCR’s publication, see
reference UNHCR (2013).

Syahrul. 2019. Internalisasi Pendidikan Multikultural dan Inklusif pada Anak
Pengungsi Internasional di Kota Makassar. Jurnal Pancasila Dan
Kewarganegaraan, 4(3), 25-34.

Takizawa, S. 2017. Japan’s Refugee Policy: Issues and Outlook. https://www2.
jiia.or.jp/en/pdf/digital library/peace/Saburo Takizawa-Japan s Refugee
Policy Issues and Outlook.pdf (last accessed on 23 March 2021).

Tang, Siew Mun, Hoang Thi Ha, Anuthida Saclaow Qian, Glenn Ong and
Pham Thi Phuong Thao. 2020. The State of Southeast Asia. Singapore:
ISEAS — Yusof Ishak Institute.

Tazreiter, C., Pickering, S., and Powell, R. 2017. Rohingya women in
Malaysia: decision-making and information sharing in the course of
irregular migration. Retrieved from Fiesole, Italy: https://cadmus.eui.eu/
bitstream/handle/1814/48624/RSCAS 2017 _55.pdf?sequence=1andisAl-
lowed=y (last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Teegen, H., Doh, J., & Vachani, S. (2004). The importance of non-govern-
mental organizations (NGOs) in global governance and value creation: an
international business research agenda. Journal of International Business
Studie,s 35(6), 463-483.

Testaverde, M., Moroz.H., Hollweg, C.H. and Schmillen, A. 2017. Migrat-
ing to Opportunity: Overcoming Barriers to Labor Mobility in Southeast
Asia. Washington, DC: World Bank.

The Jakarta Post. 2020. Police Name Five Suspects for Alleged Trafficking of
Rohingya Refugees. The Jakarta Post, October 29, 2020. https://www.theja-
kartapost.com/news/2020/10/29/police-name-five-suspects-for-alleged-traf-
ficking-of-rohingya-refugees.html (last accessed on 30 March 2021)

The Japan Times. 19 December 2019. Japan May Ease Ban on Entry from
Thailand, Vietnam, Australia and N.Z. https://www.japantimes.co.jp/
news/2020/06/01/national/japan-entry-ban-vietnam-thailand-austra-
lia-new-zealand/ (last accessed on 4 April 2021).

.23 January 2016. Japan Recognizes Only 27 Refugees, Despite
Rising  Numbers of  Applications. https://www.japantimes.co.jp/
news/2016/01/23/national/social-issues/japan-recognizes-27-refugees-de-
spite-rising-numbers-applications/ (last accessed on 29 March 2021).

The New Humanitarian. 2020. In the news: Coronavirus puts global refugee
resettlement on hold.



References / 173

Todd, L., Amirullah, A., and Wan, Y. S. 2019. The Economic Impact of Granting
Refugees in Malaysia the Right to Work. Policy Paper No.60 published by
the Institute of for Democracy and Economic Affairs (IDEAS), Malaysia.
http://www.ideas.org.my/policy-paper-no-60-economic-impact-of-granting-
refugees-in-malaysia-the-right-to-work/ (last accessed on 22 March 2021).

2019. The economic impact of
granting refugees in Malaysia the right to work. Retrieved from
http://www.ideas.org.my/policy-paper-no-60-economic-impact-of-granting-
refugees-in-malaysia-the-right-to-work/ (last accessed on 29 March 2021)

UNHCR. 2020. UNHCR Global Trends Forced Displacement in 2019.
UNHCR. 2020. https://www.unhcr.org/statistics/unhcrstats/5ee200e37/un-
her-global-trends-2019.html (last accessed on 29 March 2021)

UNHCR Indonesia. 2020. Figures at a Glance. UNHCR Indonesia. 2020.
https://www.unhcr.org/id/en/figures-at-a-glance (last accessed on 31 March
2021)

UNHCR Malaysia. 2020. Figures at a Glance in Malaysia. UNHCR. 2020.
https://www.unhcr.org/figures-at-a-glance-in-malaysia.html (last accessed
on 31 March 2021)

UNHCR-Refugee Higher Education Program (UNHCR-RHEP). n.d.4. About
RHEP Programme. http://rhep-japanforunhcr.org/en/ (last accessed on
21 March 2021).

United Nations. 1948. Universal Declaration of Human Rights. https://www.
un.org/en/about-us/universal-declaration-of-human-rights (last accessed on
12 April 2021).

. 2015. Transforming our world: The 2030 agenda for sustainable
development. New York: United Nations.

United Nations Development Programme (UNDP). 2020. Goal 8: Decent work
and economic growth.

United Nations General Assembly. 1987. Report of the world commission on
environment and development: Our common future. Oslo, Norway: United
Nations General Assembly, Development, and International Co-operation:
Environment.

United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR). 2002. Educating
Refugees Around the World.

2004. Guiding
principles on internal displacement. Geneva: United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR).

. 2010. Convention
and Protocol Relating to the Status of Refugees. https://www.unhcr.org/
en-my/3b66c2aal0 (last accessed on 28 October 2020).




174 / Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

. 2011. The Benefits
of Belonging: Local Integration Options and Opportunities for Host
Countries, Communities and Refugees 42(5).

2013a. A New
Beginning: Refugee Integration in Europe. Geneva: UNHCR.

2013. A New
Beginning: Refugee Integration in Europe (September 2013). https://www.
unhcr.org/52403d389.pdf (last accessed on 22 March 2021).

. 2013b. The Labour

Market Integration of Resettled Refugees. Geneva: Policy Development and
Evaluation Service, UNHCR.

. 2014. Global Strategy

for Livelihoods: A UNHCR Strategy 2014-2018.

2016. Aiming
Higher - the Other One Percent. https://www.unhcr.org/aiming-higher.html
(last accessed on 6 April 2021).

2016. Progress
report mid-2016. Beyond detention: A global strategy to support
governments to end the detention of asylum-seeker and refugees,
2014-2019. Retrieved from https://www.refworld.org/docid/57b850dba.html
(last accessed on 27 March 2021)

. 2018. Culture, context
and mental health of Rohingya refugees; a review for staff in mental health
and psychosocial support programmes for Rohingya refugees. Retrieved
from https://www.unhcr.org/5bbc6f014.pdf (last accessed on 31 March 2021)

. 2019a. Global Focus:
Malaysia. https://reporting.unhcr.org/node/2532 (last accessed on 28 March
2021)

. 2019a. Global Funding
Overview 2019. https://www.unhcr.org/publications/brochures/5eddeb394/
global-funding-overview-2019.html (last accessed on 23 March 2021).

. 2019b. Global Focus:
Thailand. https://reporting.unhcr.org/thailand (last accessed on 31 March
2021)

. 2019b. UNHCR
Global Trends 2019. https://www.unhcr.org/statistics/unhcrstats/5ee200e37/
unhcr-global-trends-2019.html (last accessed on 12 April 2021).
. 2019c. Laporan

Statistik Bulanan Maret 2019 (unpublished data).
. 2020a. Figures at
A Glance in Malaysia. https://www.unhcr.org/en-my/figures-at-a-glance-in-
malaysia.html (last accessed on 22 March 2021).




References / 175

. 2020b. Figures at
A Glance in Indonesia. https://www.unhcr.org/id/en/figures-at-a-glance
(last accessed on 23 March 2021).

. 2020c. Figures at
A Glance in Thailand. https://www.unhcr.org/th/en/ (last accessed on 23
March 2021)

2020. Figures
at a glance. https://www.unhcr.org/en-my/figures-at-a-glance.html (last
accessed on 29 March 2021).

. 2020. Figures at
a Glance in Malaysia. https://www.unhcr.org/en-my/figures-at-a-glance-in-
malaysia.html (last accessed on 28 October 2020).

. 2020. Figures at a
Glance in Malaysia. Retrieved from https://www.unhcr.org/en-my/figures-at-
a-glance-in-malaysia.html (last accessed on 31 March 2021)

. 2020. Thailand:
Fact Sheet. https://www.unhcr.org/en-my/protection/operations/50001¢019/
thailand-fact-sheet.html (last accessed on 1 April 2021).

.n.d.1. States Parties
to the 1951 Convention and its 1967 Protocol. https://www.unhcr.org/
protection/basic/3b73b0d63/states-parties-1951-convention-its-1967-
protocol.html (last accessed on 10 April 2021).

. n.d.2. Stepping
up Refugee Education in Crisis. https://www.unhcr.org/steppingup/wp-
content/uploads/sites/76/2019/08/Education-Report-2019-Final-web-3.pdf
(last accessed on 3 April 2021).

.1n.d.3. The Sustainable
Development Goals and the Global Compact on Refugees. https://www.
unhcr.org/5efcb5004.pdf (last accessed on 1 April 2021).

USA for UNHCR. 2020. Protracted refugee situations explained. https://www.
unrefugees.org/news/protracted-refugee-situations-explained/ (last accessed
on 28 March 2021)

Vandenhole, W., De Wiart, E. C., De Clerck, H. M. Lou, Mabhieu, P., Ryngaert,
J., Timmerman, C., and Verhoeven, M. 2011. Undocumented children and
the right to education: Illusory right or empowering lever? International
Journal of Children's Rights, 19(4), 613—639.

Vit, J. 2016. Where are the Rohingya boat survivors now?. The New
Humanitarian, April 15, 2016. https://www.thenewhumanitarian.org/fr/
node/256167 (last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Wahab, A. 2018. The Colours of Exploitation: Smuggling of Rohingyas from
Myanmar to Malaysia, Journal of Southeast Asia Social Sciences and
Humanities, 88(1): 5-16.




176 / Reimagining Refugee Integration, Realizing Sustainable Development Goals

Wahab, A, A. (2018). The colours of exploitation: smuggling of Rohingyas
from Myanmar to Malaysia. Journal of Southeast Asia Social Sciences and
Humanities 88(1), 5-16.

Wahab, A, A. & Khairi, A. (2020). Right to justice and legal aid barriers to
the vulnerable non-citizens in Malaysia. Malaysian Journal of Society and
Space, 16(1), 13-23.

Wahab, A. and Khairi, A. 2019. Moving Onward: Transnationalism and Factors
Influencing Rohingya’ Migration from Bangladesh to Malaysia. Journal of
Nusantara Studies, 4(1): 49-68.

Wake, C. 2016. ‘Turning a Blind Eye’: The Policy Response to Rohingya
Refugees in Malaysia. https://www.odi.org/publications/10648-rohingya-
refugees-unhcr-livelihood (last accessed on 30 October 2020).

Wake, C. and Barbelet,V. 2020. Towards a Refugee Livelihoods Approach:
Findings from Cameroon, Jordan, Malaysia and Turkey. Journal of Refugee
Studies 33(1): 125-142.

. 2020. Towards a Refugee Livelihoods Approach:
Findings from Cameroon, Jordan, Malaysia and Turkey. Journal of Refugee
Studies, 33(1), 125-142.

Wake, C. and Cheung, T. (2016). Livelihood Strategies of Rohingya Refugees
in Malaysia: ‘We Want to Live in Dignity. Humanitarian Policy Group’s
Working Paper (June 2016). https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/162463958.pdf
(last accessed on 23 March 2021).

. 2016. Livelihood strategies of Rohingya refugees in
Malaysia: ' We want to live in dignity’. https://www.refworld.org/
pdfid/57922bbb4.pdf (last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Walden, M. 2020. Coronavirus crisis sees Rohingya face growing hostility in
Malaysia. https://www.abc.net.au/news/2020-04-27/coronavirus-sees-
rohingya-face-growing-hostility-in-malaysia/12185296 (last accessed on
31 March 2021)

. 2020. Indonesian Fishermen Praised for Rescuing Rohingya
Travellers as Pressure Grows on ASEAN States to Assist. ABC News,
June 27, 2020. https://www.abc.net.au/news/2020-06-27/aceh-fisher-
men-praised-rohingya-refugees-indonesia-australia/12400268 (last accessed
on 31 March 2021)

World Bank Group. 2019. Toward better economic opportunities for women in
Malaysia.

Wright, L., and Plasterer, R. 2010. Beyond Basic Education: Exploring
Opportunities for Higher Learning in Kenyan Refugee Camps. Refuge:
Canada's Journal on Refugees, 27(2), 42-56.

Yaghmaian, B. How Not to Fix the Refugee Crisis—A Response to ‘Refuge’.
2017.The New Humanitarian.




References / 177

Yasmin, N. 2019. Refugees go home... or wait years for resettlement. Jakarta
Globe. https://jakartaglobe.id/news/refugees-go-home-or-wait-years-for-
resettlement/ (last accessed on 28 March 2021)

Yi, B. L. 2016. Denied work, Rohingya trapped in limbo in Malaysia.
http://news.trust.org/item/20160830030159-sjx0j/ (last accessed on 30
March 2021).

Zeender, G. 2018. The Sustainable Development Goals and IDPs.
A working paper published by the Forced Migration Review (FMR),
October 2018. https://www.fmreview.org/sites/fmr/files/FMRdownloads/en/
zeender.pdf (last accessed on 31 March 2021).

Zulfadli. 2020. Personal communication. Tape recording. Penang. October 15,

2020.



REIMAGINING REFUGEE INTEGRATION, REALIZING
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS

Progress and Barriers in Malaysia, Indonesia,
Thailand and Japan

Refugee populations play an important role in realizing the Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs). When refugee populations are highly integrated
into a host country’s societal structure, they serve as facilitators and/or
actors in fulfilling the SDGs, both within their own communities and in the
hosting society at large. In countries where refugee populations are not
officially recognized, they are often left behind. This book presents empirical
and conceptual studies of current refugee integration and SDG-related
initiatives in Malaysia, Indonesia, Thailand and Japan. We collectively argue
that, while refugee integration is still viable, challenges and barriers remain
systemic. This necessitates the reimagining of current refugee integration
initiatives and leveraging the collective vision of the SDGs.
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