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Discretion? Interrogating Decisions to Detain Non-Citizens
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University of Essex.
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Weber builds on her coauthored research in the “Deciding to Detain” reports to make an early
case in 20 Reasons for increasing criminological attention on the international policing of
immigration. In the “Deciding to Detain” works, Weber and her coauthors conduct qualitative
research amongst UK immigration officers to discover how they employ their discretionary
powers of detention. In 20 Reasons, Weber argues that *“ 'criminal justice-like' powers are
escaping from the confines of the criminal justice system” (24) and that criminologists interested
in accountability should follow them, even if immigration enforcement is not a traditional area of
scholarship.

Weber identifies a number of themes that she sees as animating the literature on
immigration control that should resonate with criminologists. These themes include:
immigration control as the new purview of state-based social control; the pattern of criminalizing
migrants that may be following a familiar cycle of deviancy amplification; the state’s rhetorical
linking of “refugee problem” with “transnational organized crime”, and concurrent denial of any
roles in creating an international marker in people smuggling and trafficking; the public’s
perception that dangerousness and insecurity can be stopped at the border; the drift towards
preventive detention; and the perils of discretionary powers. Each of these themes are linked to
the growth of detention in the UK and elsewhere. In presenting these arguments for the
professional incorporation of immigration as a field of criminological study, Weber makes a
compelling argument for the importance of contextualising the growth of detention in a wide,
interdisciplinary context.
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