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REASONS FOR JUDGMENT AND JUDGMENT

[1] The applicants seek judicid review of anegative decison madein relation to their
application for a Pre-removal Risk Assessment. They have not persuaded me that the PRRA Officer
erred in analyzing their application. Consequently, the application for judicial review will be

dismissed.
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Analysis
[2] The applicants sought refugee protection in Canada, claiming to fear aviolent criminal who
had serioudly injured a member of their family in St. Vincent, and who had threatened to kill the

applicants.

[3] The Refugee Protection Division of the Immigration and Refugee Board had already
assessed the risk faced by the family in St. Vincent and the Grenadines, finding that adequate state
protection was available for them in that country. An Application for Leave and for Judicial

Review of this decision was dismissed by this Court.

[4] The applicants provided a number of documentsin support of their PRRA application. The
PRRA Officer quite properly disregarded several of them, as they pre-dated the Refugee Protection
Division’s decision and were not “new evidence” within the meaning of subsection 113(a) of the

Immigration and Refugee Protection Act, S.C. 2001, c. 27.

[5] Some documents did, however, satisfy the statutory test for new evidence. Thisevidence
demonstrated that the threats from the applicants' agent of persecution were ongoing. New
evidence was also provided with respect to country conditionswithin St. Vincent, particularly as

they related to victims of family violence.

[6] This documentation was duly considered by the Officer, who observed that the threats from

the agent of persecution had already been addressed by the Refugee Protection Division, and that
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evidence that the threats were ongoing did not amount to anew risk development. Thiswasa

reasonable finding in the circumstances.

[7] Insofar as the country condition information was concerned, the Officer determined that the
new documentation submitted by the applicants did not demonstrate that there had been a
significant change in conditions for victims of family violence since the Refugee Protection
Divison made its finding that adequate state protection was available to the applicants. Having
reviewed the new country condition information, | am satisfied that this was afinding that was

reasonably open to the PRRA Officer.

[8] Having failed to establish areviewable error on the part of the PRRA Officer, it follows that

the application for judicia review isdismissed. No question arisesfor certification.



JUDGMENT

THISCOURT ORDERS AND ADJUDGES that:

1 This application for judicia review is dismissed; and

2. No serious question of general importanceis certified.

“Anne Mactavish”
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Judge
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