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Conceptualizing and Identifying Modern Regimes of Detention 

Alison MOUNTZ, Kate CODDINGTON, R. Tina CATANIA, and Jenna LOYD. (2013). 

"Conceptualizing detention: Mobility, containment, bordering, and exclusion." Progress in 

Human Geography 37(4): 520 – 539. 

 

The four authors of this article use a geographic lens to attempt to make sense of the multi-sited, 

multi-purposed, and multi-scalar practices of detention.  Mountz, Coddington, Catania, and Loyd 

are interested in how detention plays out in acts, issues, and meanings of entrapment, isolation, 

identity formation, state power, extra-legal and extra-territorial control, and security.  They are 

fundamentally interested in the paradox of detention, mobility, and containment: “Detention 

requires both containing the individual and making mobile the collective threat that the 

individual represents.” (8)  To meet this ambitious research agenda, the authors survey and 

interrogate the logics, discourses, and regulatory functions of detention in Australia, the United 

States, and the European Union, in particular.  As this précis suggests, the article is magisterial in 

its ambition and provides an impressive overview of the complexity inherent to ascertaining 

what, exactly, is being referred to as “detention.” 

 Mountz, Coddington, Catania, and Loyd introduce the geography of detention by noting 

its key influences of privatization and capital, prisons, institutional fixing of identities, and the 

work already done by feminist analyses in bringing mobility, bordering, and exclusion to 

academic attention.  They astutely note the tautology of criminalizing migrants through 

detention: “migrants might be criminals, necessitating detention; migrants must be criminals, 

because they are detained.” (6)  The authors argue that “the geography of detention shapes how 

its paradoxical underpinnings take form and reveals the need for more research on detention 

processes and practices.” (9) Detention is intricately related to the “racialized entrapment” of 

imprisonment that, together “rely on commonsense binaries between the innocent citizen and 

violent, criminal, or guilty person.” (13)  Mountz, Coddington, Catania, and Loyd conclude that 

detention cannot fulfill its promise of security and safety but only begets “containment, borders, 

and exclusion” and more detention.  (16) 

 

Further reading: 

 Coleman, M. and A. Kocher (2011). "Detention, deportation, devolution and immigrant 

incapacitation in the US, post 9/11." The Geographical Journal 177(3): 228 - 237. 

 Kalhan, A. (2010). "Rethinking Immigration Detention." Columbia Law Review 110: 42 

- 58. 

 Flynn, M. and C. Cannon (2009). The Privatization of Immigration Detention: Towards a 

Global View. Global Detention Project Working Papers. Geneva, The Graduate Institute: 

25. 

 Gill, N. (2009). "Governmental mobility: The power effects of the movement of detained 

asylum seekers around Britain's detention estate." Political Geography 28(1): 186 - 196. 

 Groves, M. (2004). "Immigration Detention versus Imprisonment: Differences Explored." 

Alternative Law Journal 29(5): 228 220 234. 

 Guild, E. (2005). A Typology of Different Types of Centres in Europe. Report for the 

European Parliament: Directorate General Internal Policies of the Union. Geneva, The 

European Parliament: 19. 



September 2013 Draft 

2 

 

 Hall, A. (2012). Border Watch: Cultures of Immigration, Detention, and Control. 

London, Pluto Press. 

 Hubbard, P. (2005). "Accommodating Otherness: anti-asylum centre protest and the 

maintenance of white privilege." Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers 

30(01): 52 - 65. 

 Levitan, R., E. Kaytaz, et al. (2009). "Unwelcome Guests: The Detention of Refugees in 

Turkey's "Foreigners' Guesthouses"'." Refuge 26(1): 77 - 90. 

 Martin, L. and M. L. Mitchelson (2009). "Geographies of Detention and Imprisonment: 

Interrogating Spatial Practices of Confinement, Discipline, Law, and State Power." 

Geography Compass 3(1): 459 - 477. 

 Mountz, A. and L. Briskman (2012). "Introducing Island Detentions: The Placement of 

Asylum Seekers and Migrants on Islands." Shima: The International Journal of Research 

into Island Cultures 6(02): 21 - 26. 

 Pugliese, J. (2008). "The Tutelary Architecture of Immigration Detention Prisons and the 

Spectacle of 'Necessary Suffering'." Architectural Theory Review 13(2): 206 - 221. 

 Silverman, S. J. and E. Massa (2012). "Why Immigration Detention is Unique." 

Population, Space and Place 18(06): 677 - 686. 

 


