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BACKGROUND PAPER ;3
|NTERNAT|0NAL MIGRATION TO NEwW ZEALAND
by

Judith Wright
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Nuclear Impacts Study Tef L G
for a study of the impacts on New Zealar
sources the papers comprised the basis o
by Wren Green, Tony
Planning Council, 1987.
in Background Paper 1,

target, and the variable assumpti ] ]
‘ ption involving an electromagnetic pul - :
an explanation, see Background Paper 5). & oy

papers prepared, in consultation with the
wide range of contributors

_ f the book New Ze
Cairhs®ang i Wright aland After Nuclear War.

The assumptions that the st

After a Nortl}ern Hemisphere nuclear war, it is possible that New Zealand would be
seen as a desirable haven for the lost and homeless. Already, "many migrants who
have: come to Australia and New Zealand in recent decades came to escape from the
tensions and possibilities of nuclear war which hang over the peoples of Europe
and the United States" (Pittock, 1987).

This paper looks at the types of people who may wish to come to New Zealand and
the factors which would affect their ability to arrive, but does not estimate the
numbers involved. It also looks at how New Zealand would. be affected by an influx
of homeless people.

After a nuclear war not all those in search of resettlement would be escaping
political persecution or invasion by warring states. Non-combatant countries
might be affected to such an extent that people would leave their homelands in

search of a better place to live.

For the purpose of this paper all su.rvivors seeking resettlement "(vn.'hether" from
combatant Or non-combatant countries) are referred to as "migrants’, not
"refugees". A refugee is a person who ".. owing to a well-founded fear of being
or reasons of race, religion, n;tlorlxlahty, membe;s};ll.p/}?f a pta_rtncix.ltir

s itical opinion, is outside the country o is/her nationality,
socxal_ gr%‘;%leor ofoi::ving t: such fear, is unwilling to avail him/herself of t.he
e lstioun of ’that country". (United Nations, 1951) The survivors of a major
gfloctli(;r war would be more likely to be escaping starvation and death than

political persecution.

persecuted f

From 1981 to 1986 New Zealand accepted annually less than 800 'hand-piCde refugees
o;? of the 10 million people in need of international protection as refugees, and

just under 10,000 permanent immigrants.

The New Zealand government is not forced to accept refugees - it responds on
humanitarian grounds rather than under legal obligation. The number of refugees
accepted is based on government’s assessment of satisfactory long term settlement

opportunities.

If we assume New Zealand is presently resettling the optimum number of refugees
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ase in these numbers after a nuclear WaffWOuld Straip
ef cater
post-war resources. It would be dlffxcultffo(l; tl’;‘;ac‘?}‘:n::d toweli‘are Oerm:)};?)y;:eds
g : : il are, %
of the immigrants, ie. accommodation, ' ey ‘
spiritual andg emotional support, acceptance into. the comm Yy and ways of |
overcoming language barriers. \

and immigrants, any incre

TYPES OF POTENTIAL MIGRANTS \
o may want to migrate to New Zealand, some of \

to enter. The estimates are of how many
tegories, not how many would, given 5

There are several types of people wh
actually want, or be able, to migrate tq

whom would have the constitutional right
people there are now in each of .these ca
nuclear war in the Northern Hemisphere,

New Zealand.

Foreign nationals already in New Zealand
the foreign nationals already present in New

Although not a migrating group, . ' ¢ .
Zealand at the time of a nuclear war would require spccml' attentxop - housmg,
ld be tourists, business people,

food, employment, reassurance. Among thqm would
students, fishermen, crew of international ships and aircraft, embassy staff.

Unpublished Department of Statistics figures suggest there were up to 45,000
people in New Zealand at the time of the 1986 census whose normal place of

residence was outside New Zealand.

New Zealand citizens abroad
New Zealanders travel a lot - in the year ended 31 March 1986 there were 52,524
long-term and permanent departures by New Zealanders and 389,937 temporary (for

less than 12 months) departures (Department of Statistics, 1986).

The largest group of New Zealand citizens overseas is in Awustralia.  The
Australian census of 1986 recorded a population of 206,400 New Zealand-born
people. ;

1981 British census figures showed 29,108 New Zealand-born residents in Britain
A proportion of these would be married to non-New Zealanders who, with their

dependants, would also have the right to enter New Zealand as permanent residents.

In addition 36,384 temporary (less than one vyear) visits were made by New
Zealanders to Great Britain during 1984-85. Since the majority of those visits
(28,356) were for a period of one to six months, there could be up to 20,000

short-term New Zealand visitors in Great Britain at any one time.

The American census does not provide a category for New Zealand-born residents in
the USA. However it can be estimated (US Census, 1984) that during the years 1951
-19§O, 10,200 New Zealand born immigrants were admitted to the US for permanent
;csxdence. Spouses and dependants would increase the number allowed entry to New
7~aland; deaths and permanent returns to New Zealand would decrease the number.

i addition, there could be 15,000 short-term visitors in the USA at any one time.
This estimate is based on the 1984-85 figures stating that 35,220 New Zealanders
returned from the USA after an absence of less than one year. Since these visits
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Epidemiologist Janet Sceats estimates "if 5.000 N

, ew Z
left the country' and not returned over, say, the lastcgz)anydeearrss 0: gvg;age ol
them haYe. married and.had children overseas, there may be as,m:n ; H;OSt -
persons living overseas with the right to return to New Zealand." L Sl i

Another group of New Zealand citizens abroad are the 1,500 T

. ) okelau Islanders,
2,000 Niuean Islanders, and 18,000 Cook Islanders who have constitutional riog\;i;
to enter New Zealand.

Civilian migrants

There is already one category of civilian migrants here: those who have come to
New Zealand to escape the tensions and possibilities of nuclear war which hang
over the people of the Northern Hemisphere. In a pre-war build-up there may be
many more who could "read the signs" and escape from the Northern Hemisphere.

A second group of civilians would be those in transit at the time of a war.
Analysis of shipping statistics (Ministry of Transport, 1987) shows that of the
world’s cargo fleet of over 5,000 deadweight tonnes, there could be on any one day
1,650 ships entering or crossing the Pacific Ocean in the course of.mternatlor_xal
trade regardless of where those ships are owned or registered, 950 in the Indian
Ocean, and 1,400 in the Atlantic Ocean (excluding ships trading between Canada and

the United States).

w aboard, could if so desired
p has sufficient fuel bunkers
he end of a long voyage,
d up in the course of a
y low bunkers.

Most of these ships, with an average of say 30 cre
divert to New Zealand. An average ocean-going shi
for 50 days’ sailing which, unless a ship were near t
would allow for a diversion. In practice bunkers are toppe
voyage so it would be uncommon for a ship at sea to be on Ver

reach New Zealand, as they
mplete lengthy unbroken
1.000 passengers anq CTEW
Fic would be within the
New Zealand ports are

Cruise liners are less likely than merchant vessels to
bunker frequently and do not have the range to €O
diversions. However, any that might arrive could have !
aboard. Vessels in the Indian Ocean and the South Pacif
range of New Zealand. During the 1987-88 southern summer,
expecting 19 visits from cruise vessels.
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each' week b:::,a total of 47 flights 1nto New z?alandf;:.achht wen route 2ny oge
services oper d be an average of 12 international ights ¢ s 0 New
;ayiax:gcri%nc}?l:mmber of these, with 400 or sO passengers cach; TG CLVEIEMGREE
ea . :

Zealand (assuming they survived blast and EMP effects).

. : : " < le" category of migrants. There
certainty lies with the ant people” :

Zohuidggiazsatnyur;cople W)}IIO have escaped direct targeting In search of somewhere tq

live and grow food.

indi ially as mediated by disruption
" fects of a nuclear war, especially -
i e e uch more extensive than the direct effects,

. lionle %> d Be m '
in food availability, coul countricsy yatot R

i i i i batant
This risk is especially severe for noncom . : :
billion or so humans expected to survive the immediate period after 3

nuclear war relatively physically unharmed ... [for example] 25 percent.of
current grain production could keep only about 15 percent of the population

alive in Japan.." (Harwell, 1986.)

Boat-loads of survivors from India, Asia, Japan, and Indo-china, for example,
might set out in search of somewhere else to live.

Armed migrants

New Zealand would have to face the possibility of armed invaders, both military
and civilian. Military vessels at sea not directly involved with the conflict
might prefer the relative safety of the Southern Hemishpere to the war-torn
Northern Hemisphere. It is hard to imagine they would give up their arms easily.

FACTORS DETERMINING THE FLOW OF MIGRANTS TO NEW ZEALAND

It .is'not easy to estimate whether New Zealand would be flooded by migrants
arriving in ships, planes and small boats from Australia and the Northern
Hf:mxsphere, or whether New Zealand would remain relatively isolated from wandering
migrants. During the Vietnamese migration 2,000 Vietnamese refugees made the
Journey by. boat to Australia (Viviani, 1984, p. 51) though Gunn says "few if any
refugees will land in New Zealand by accident, and the prospect of fleets of boat-

people from south i SR : -
condides™ East Asia randomly finding their way here is too remote to

It is, however possibl i
) g € to discuss the factors
any migrants arriving in New Zealand. s ———

Before leavi .

e :;le}rgmgrr:teivcountry n search of a new life elsewhere, the migrant has to

governmental controle 3 eus gainst the irisks of the journey, the deterrents of
and the chances of finding a better life elsewhere
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applies to some Pacific countries.

The extent of a war would effect the flow of migration. A "small" war could result

in more survivors, with greater pressures among the surviving populations, and
more resources to enable them to leave.

A badly destroyed country may not have retained the amount of organization
required for mass migration. A high degree of sophistication is required for air
travel for example. Apart from the availability of craft in working order, and
fuel, flying requires trained pilots, ground crew, and operable airports. Mass
migration by ship also requires craft, fuel and port facilities.

On the other hand, a less badly destroyed country may have a government with the

" power to prevent people from leaving, and taking with them valuable resources,

including the craft and fuel.

One major deterrent would be the distance required to travel to New Zealand. See
appended map (from Review of Defence Policy, 1987) which shows the boundgry of the
hemisphere centred on Wellington. New Zealand’s half of t.he globe is most_ly
water. Australia and Antarctica are the only continents with:q the circle, while
Hong Kong, Tokyo and Buenos Aires are on the fringe of the hemisphere.

However, "if there is one lesson to be learned from the various experlmel;ual
voyages that have been undertaken in a wide variety of archaic craft, as well as
from the numerous transoceanic efforts of small boat sailors, it is that no voyage
can be safely declared impossible." (Finney, 1987.)

, . 2= n
The time of year of migration would affect szjulmg boats. SEV";;Y Egt);::lc::iral
Hemisphere summer the prevailing southeast trade winds, and the Sou

Current, weaken and are often replaced by westerly winds. B T
Nino effect. (Finney, 1987 p. 11.)

Very few voyagers to New Zealand could sail (or fly) here without having to
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|d be a clear passage only from the west coasts of
e wou

negotiate land masses. Ther the east coast of Australia. People from Asia, Japan,
or

i i ach Australia fj
North and South America, ) more likely to re ;  firsy
nd East Africa ared N tounEgpiats cither$iATiice 0;

China, Indonesia, India a :
i from Europe woul ated on a trip to New Zealang

while ships and aircraft s to be negoti Ne
South America. Any of the . r;'nniagsrs:nts leaving their waters, Orf enticing enough

could be either hostile tovyards :
for the migrants to end thelr travels.

MIGRANTS TO NEW ZEALAND

THE IMPACT OF AN INFLOW OF
ated coastline have "important strategic

¥ stretches of unpopul .
.Ne“;. Z:?olr?;.d(sNi?gzcaland Government, 1987), 1.c. would :;lee);tfregi?;oﬁ?rd o
;I:ScfaThc present immigration procedures may not be cap e

increase in immigration.
ognize the need to regulate immigration in the

Immigration policies tend to rec
: for example, to

best interests of the host country,
in so far as this is practicable, will be
controlled as to numbers within New Zealand’s capac.lt}): l:o provide
employment, housing and community services and ad.mltted...wn the objective
of assisting the promotion of stable grow.th. rates in the economy, and a_lso
maintaining reasonable increases in living standards for a growing

population.

".and to ensure that those ad‘mitted as immigrants can be absorbed without
undue social strain so that the policy will be generally acceptable to the

New Zealand community." (Farmer, 1979.)

" ensure that immigrants,

No matter how many, or how few migrants were to arrive in New Zealand post-
nuclear war, the country’s resources would be stretched to such a level that not
even the basic requirements of food and health-care could be guaranteed. Housing,
employment and community services would be equally unobtainable. The voluntary
agencies and the government organisations that usually assist new immigrants and
refugees might not be able to offer adequate support, thus forcing the migrants to

fend for themselves.

"To admit all comers could severely burden an already very strained economy as
well as the food production and distribution systems; further threaten the health
of the resident population; and would place the political and social fabrics of
the country under additional stress. Moreover, a substantial number of the
refugees could be surviving remnants of the comabant forces, ie New Zealand
har})ours could be filled with submarines and surface vessels drawn from various
nations, many perhaps with residual munitions." (Health Dept, 1986.)

Despite the 1987 food surpluses (when New Zealand will produce enough meat, dairy
product§, cereals, fruit and vegetables to feed several times its present
populan’on), after a nuclear war there might not be sufficient food to feed New
Zealand’s population. Shortages of essential seeds, fuels, agricultural chemicals
apd Spare parts for machinery and severe disruptions in food proce sing and
distribution would decimate food production.

pArrzarsilckncs; among incoming migrants would tip the balance of the predicted
ous health resources. All vaccination material for human use (i€
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n, an anticoagulant). (Background

The chance of infectioys diseases
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susceptibility to infection for two

nuclear weapons and the subsequent D
and von Kaenel, 1981.)

The condition of migrants op arrival in N ‘
severe problems of malnutrit; T e oW Zealand "could pe very bad, with

scurvy), dehydration, communicapje diseases (co
reduced immune defence Systems), and despair., The communicable disease problem on

rrival and thereafter coyj
a d Severely tax New Zealand’s health System, e.g. the

prevalence of tuberculosis among Vietnamese .
cholera." (Health Department, 1986.) refugees has been very high, plus

diseases present.ly of low incidence among the world’s populations and includes
cholera, Malarla, plague, shigellosis, smallpox, typhoid fever, typhus, yellow
fevcr, polio and leprosy. The second category contains diseases already present
in -New Zealand, though not in epedemic proportions. Any increase in the
mcxc_ien.cg of these (for’ instance diarrhea, diptheria, hepatitis, influenza,
meningitis, pneumonia, tuberculosis, whooping cough, salmonella, dysentry and
AIDS) would be disastrous for a depleted post-nuclear war health system.

There would be very limited resources with which to treat migrants suffering from
radiation sickness.

Migrants forced to live in "resettlement camps" would probably be subjected to
overcrowding, poor nutrition and poor hygiene, causing tuberculosis and
respiratory diseases such as viral pneumonia and influenza to spread rapidly

(Background Paper 10).

New Zealand’s transport, energy and urban systems would also be severely strained
by incoming migrants.

New Zealand would have to face the possibility that armed migrants, invaders, or
remnants of combatant forces could arrive.

POST-WAR ADJUSTMENTS

The adjustments required by New Zealand if faced by an .inflow of migrants would
depend on the decisions made about accepting them or turning them away.

If migrants were accepted into New Zealand, scarce resources (particularly _medical
aid) would have to be shared, and the newcomers v_vou.ld have to be absorbed into the
structure of the post-nuclear war society. Or.ga'msatlons would havc' to be set up
to help them, as the agencies current!y aiding rcfugaes and migrants would
probably not be able to cope with massive influxes. ngh In priority wpuld be
housing (either in "migrant camps",. in accommodat{on vacated l?y m.te.rnal
migration, or with New Zealand families), food, clothing, medical aid, spiritual

7
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the incoming migran ith
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: have to be
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. w S & .
e, awayftem?oriireliy’wiil:ihegrobably be intact. New Zealand CIHZENs returning
and their family

from a lengthy absence would not adjust as easily. |

; ionals who had b t in New Zealand for some nn;(;:,hw},o hee
Foreign natl,Ona s W ho had become accustomed to the local society, wou “have fevj/cr
accommodation and yvto and short-term visitors. Lack of a<.:c.urate informatiop
problems thanht0““:I:misphel”e would affect all the _forelgn visitors. Some of the
g(r)gilgxtmhinaI:Ii(z)rntalZ”}'trappcd by circumstance" may wish to leave, and attempt tq

hijack aircraft, boats, crew and fuel.

and emotional counselling,

een residen

The New Zealand government, and the people, might decide to prcveltllt some ordall'of
the intending migrants from landing. There would b}(: preﬁsuwa atsxotmzref‘:fsa uring
. iti defend hearth an ; rural
the 1939-45 war, "for a citizen army tO : :
militia to guard the coast" (Taylor, 1986), particularly as dopbtof.éxsts about the
military’s ability to defend the country. Defence reporter Kevin ONNOr suggests
"ammunition stocks held by the army fall badly short of the levels needed to cope
with any serious threat." (Dominion, 1987.)

The 1987 Government White Paper on the review of defence policy is not reas_suring
"New Zealand is not

about New Zealand’s defence capability. It concluc;les:'
threatened by invasion or large scale attack and no likelihood of such an attack

is foreseen in the next decade. Indeed, the contingency of invasion is so remote
that it meed not form the basis of our defence strategy." (New Zealand Government,

1987.)

If New Zealand could prevent unwanted migrants from landing, a quota system might
be set in place, with decisions made on who would be accepted into the country,

and who would be turned away.

Those able to control the inflow of migrants may give preference to people from
Australia and the South Pacific, or to people with skills deemed useful to New
Zealand, or those who have least medical problems and the greatest resources. This
could mean turning away boatloads of unwanted migrants, as occurred after the

Vietnam war:

"..by the end of 1977 the practice of pushing boats out to sea was already
well established. None of the ASEAN countries was willing to grant boat
pco_ple.the status of refugees, which would have meant incurring specific
obh.gatlons‘under international law, and their classification of boat people
as illegal 1mmigran.ts in their view justified expulsion .. From the Ffirst
(r:r;c;x:t}}s of f1975, Smgapore.had refused to allow refugee boats or boats
counytxrng rg ?}?e;s;l to land without grior guarantee of settlement by a third
= scay'l 0 ailand and Malaysia had pushed some would-be arrivals out

» largely as a deterrent to others, but this course was unsuccessful
at that time." (Viviani, 1984, pp. 45,46.)

Consideri i {

i (r[;:iitchuialﬁl)?a::'n?:chw Z)ea}land if an excessive number of migrants were to
9. ones) the ability to regulat i

critical challenge to New Zealand’s continued existencge ® the.inflow scaulAdEE
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gefore any Pre-war planning coy)
pasic ethicalhd11¢mma l?f whether to aiee

ind that there are those who believe v
gﬂ;eedy will survive." (Sociologist, Upj only “the wealthy, tp away, b

these people .. I regard this
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: € Sscenario i
crucial because the civilisati fe0 ay

Alternatively (as expressed by a senior Church official):

"The most important areas for officials of the Church and officials in
refugee organisations would be .. to alert our people and through them the
whole community, that the tragedy which has occurred is going to require us
to be prepared for a large, but certainly uncertain, number of refugees ..
The whole crisis of a possible nuclear war also moves me to think that
church people at least should plug away at some basic social justice
teachings, i.e. the dignity of every human person, no matter their race,
colour or creed; the need for compassion toward anybody who is sick, poor or
homeless; our responsibiltiy for all our sisters and brothers in this world.

Basically I am talking about promoting unselfishness - thinking about the
other."

The government might consider revising immigration poli.cy to include a list gf
"peoples to be rescued and brought to New Zealand". Decisions would have to be

made about who would be "useful" to New Zealand, and to whom New Zealand owes an
obligation.

: 1d cope with
The government might want to assess how many migrants New }‘Z_eal:nc;:;tlnclildezr i
(i.e. assess the carrying capacity of different systems within
society) in order to know when to start turning migrants away.

: ility to do so, it
If New Zealand decided to turn people away, and it l_lad t[lenc‘i’%i?é lb}e, A
would have to be decided under what circumstances this actio

. i by a
The question of responsibility towards a military alhanccd:'a:bof;tlsige i
political scientist: "a political decision would have to be ma t our ‘gatekeeper’
of military violence we would be willing to sustain to prOIZC our policy be to
function. If [armed] allied military forces did enter, Wou

9



stores and munitions? Would these forc.es have
Would hospitals be requisitioneq

ur?
o labv?/ould New Zealand police have vig.,.
h forces have the power of life apg
threatened? Would there be the diversion ot
lear survivors in ‘allied’ zones abroad?"

allow the positioning of fuel,

available to them impressed New 1
for foreign personnel? What powers, if any,
vis foreign military pcrsox_mcl. Would suc
death where their installations were
New Zealand food stocks to feed nuc

SUMMARY
There is a great debate as to whether New Zealand would be seen as a popular havep

of wandering migrants after a Northern Hemisphere nuclear war, of
h Pacific, and fewer still would survijye

for boat loads
whether few would want to come to the Sout

the great distances required to travel.
What can be said is that if all the 500,000 New Zealands presently overseas, ang

the 20,000 Pacific Islanders with statutory rights to enter New Zealand, dig
return, the 17% increase in the population would severely strain the country’s

resources.
Before any migrants were to arrive on the horizon, the New Zealand government and
people would have to answer the ethical questions:

Should New Zealand welcome the homeless, and share with them the country’s

1.
limited resources?

Or should New Zealand actively discourage migrants from lariding?

2;

3 How much force should be employed in resisting the entry of migrants? Would
New Zealand resort to sinking boats?

4. Should a priority list of acceptable peoples be made up and adhered to?

5. How much support would be given to remnant military forces, either allied or

belligerent?

FUTURE RESEARCH

It wou{d be more beneficial to establish how many extra people New Zealand could
cope with post.-nuclcar war, rather than to ascertain how many people might want to
:voonl:;z(.i f?ldetanled study gf the c.arrying capacity of post-nuclear war New Zealand
detrimeitot‘z tl}:oul' mzlmy international migrants the country could absorb without
e ¢ local population. For example, how many people could New Zealand

© Jow many sick people could the health system care for? How many jobs might

there be?

10



| I
Ter A s

\adivostoh -~
. |
3 ohyo
g‘)"‘sc." P,
R\u\“i’) 5 i
// 2
) o
s = -l
Z ¥
0 *
(_“or\i“"ﬂ’ b . :
. y| e : ‘
Fa H m,'lh.//
b '._,_ : » . | . s,
S o - N K
i % 1w :V s 16 170" mhf'
\ :' X3 ) 5()3 A - lomon T
PN o e i top e
O E B3 & ——
q.{"o / \ 2 “: - - 3 3
| / 3
\ L .ve"' (L GY Vanultu":_f yrt
WO, N \ -i 7 ® -
i 2
|

Frisomne
i o Jivis
19 sydney
g Cu:tcrr;ﬂ o
ou
7 o2
[ $ 5
] U .
| &
0, q
\ N
N \
)
> "
Y
S

]
Yo

-
So

&/
L

J S S

S L /

A , Ll

\% . 3 2
¥ \"{l > > 2 e g
> {
& 4 3 7 J
\ 2, Sy
. , 2 S| L
‘\ o /' \_I"
& &
= &
2 S
~ -~
<
~ S ’/
~
== iy PR %
1} -

Source: Review of Defence Policy, 1987



"Special report, Medical Problems of

REFERENCES
rnal of Medicine, Nov. 12.

Abrams, H. and Von Kaenel, W, l981.J
Survivors of Nuclear war". The New England Jot
1986, Nuclear War Health Sector Contingency Plan, Draf,

Department of Health, ¢
5 d Action. Unpublished.

Protocol for Study an

Department of Statistics,
Printer, Wellington.

1986. Monthly Abstract of Statistics. Government

Dominion, March 235 1987. K. O’Connor.
In Neville, RJ.W and O’Nejj

1979, "International Migration".
f New Zealand. Longman Paul, Auckland.

El Nino, and

Farmer, R.S.J.,

C.J. (eds), The Population o
the Colonization of

Finney, B., 1987. "Anomalous Westerlies,

Polynesia". American Anthropologist 1, 9-26.
C., 1986. "Nuclear Famine: The Indirect Effects of

M. and Harwell,
of Nuclear War, Institute of

Harwell,
In The Medical Implications

Nuclear War".

Medicine, 1986
to Nuclear Impact Study", unpublished

Ministry of Transport, 1987. "Letter

research.
New Zealand Government White Paper, G.4a 1987. Defence of New Zealand. Review of
De fence Policy. Government Printer, Wellington.

New Zealand Health Department, unpublished, 1986. "Nuclear War Health Sector
contingency Plan". Draft Protocol for Study and Action. October 31, 1986.

in Nuclear Winter in Australia and New

Pittock, B. 1987. "Beyond Darkness"
Zealand. Sun Books, Melbourne.

Taylor, N., 1986. The Home Front. Government Printer, Wellington.

United Nations Convention relating to the status of refugees, 1951. Geneva

United States Census, 1984.  Statistical Abstract of the United States, 104th

Edition.
Viviani, N., 1984. The Long Journey. Melbourne University Press.

12



