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Constitutional and Other Legal Issues Related to Indefinite and/or Mandatory Detention in 

US Detention 

Kevin COSTELLO (2001). "Without a Country: Indefinite Detention as Constitutional 

Purgatory." University of Pennsylvania Journal of Constitutional Law 3(1): 503 - 539. 

 

In this article, Costello describes the plight of “lifers” – non-citizens who are stuck in indefinite 

detention in the USA, often in prisons or prison-like facilities – and the choices then facing the 

US Supreme Court over how to decide their constitutional rights in a pre-9/11 world.  Costello 

focuses on the troubling legal, historical, and discretionary aspects of the US practice, for 

example noting that, effectually, “low-level INS [now ICE] bureaucrats are using their own 

discretion to determine whether or not the lifer poses a threat to the community.” (528)   

Costello highlights the significant legal differences between “deportable aliens” and 

“excludable aliens” in indefinite detention: the former are people who entered the US on valid 

tourist, work, student, or other visas but were subsequently found in breach of visa conditions, 

and then usually imprisoned for a criminal offence before being transferred to detention; whereas 

the later are people who were never given legal permission to enter the state and must have 

passed through the border without being detected.  The choice facing the courts over deportable 

aliens is complex: “On the one hand, a lifer's release into the United States on immigration 

parole is in tension with her final order of deportation. On the other, prolonged, indefinite 

detention without criminal conviction and supported only by a vacuous administrative purpose 

contradicts our basic notions of liberty for all persons within our borders.” (534 – 535)  

Excludable aliens also present notable legal difficulties, mostly related to the entry fiction: 

namely, the notion that because non-citizens whose legal status does not permit them entry are 

nevertheless arrested inside the territory, the law permits the state to treat them as though they 

were found still standing at the border and requesting permission to enter.  Therefore, “because 

their status of being outside our border leaves them beyond the cloak of constitutional protection, 

courts have allowed for their prolonged detention.” (536)  Since not all “lifers” are excludable 

but rather deportable aliens, however, Costello argues that the state owes a duty to its legal 

permanent residents that includes access to constitutional rights such as substantive due process 

rights that could set limits to their periods of time spent in detention. 

 

Further reading:  

 Anello, F. D. (2012, 15 November). "Toward Temporal Limits on Mandatory 

Immigration Detention." Social Science Research Network. Retrieved 3 Deecmber, 2012, 

from http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2176008. 

 Banias, B. B. (2009). "A 'Substantial Argument' Against Prolonged, Pre-Removal 

Mandatory Detention." Rutgers Race & the Law Review 11(01): 31 - 69. 

 Budhrani, A. (2012). "Regardless of my status, I am a human being: Immigrant detainees 

and recourse to the Alien Tort Statute." University of Pennsylvania Journal of 

Constitutional Law 14(03): 781 - 812. 

 Carey, M. (2003). ""You Don't Know if They'll Let You Out in One Day, One Year, or 

Ten Years..." Indefinite Detention of Immigrants after Zadvydas v. Davis." Chicano-

Latino Law Review 24(1): 12 - 42. 

 Chelgren, W. (2011). "Preventive Detention Distorted: Why It is Unconstitutional to 
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Detain Immigrants without Procedural Protections." Loyola Law Review 44(04): 1477 - 

1528. 

 Cox, L. (2001). "The Legal Limbo of Indefinite Detention: How Low Can You Go?" 

American University Law Review 50(3): 725 - 754 

 Gilman, D. (2012, 24 August). "Realizing Liberty: The Use of International Human 

Rights Law to Realign Immigration Detention in the United States." University of Texas 

School of Law / SSRN. Retrieved 19 September, 2012, from 

http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2144812. 

 Hedman, A. D. (2005). "In the Name of Fear: The Mandatory Detention of Criminal 

Aliens and Denmore v. Kim." Howard Law Journal 48(3): 999 - 1024. 
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