
T H E   D E T E N T I O N   F O R U M 
 

1 
 

Report on the Parliamentary Meeting on Detention Reform 
4pm to 6pm, 8th November 2010, Grand Committee Room, Westminster Palace 

 
 

1) General information & background 

2) Summary observation and possible next steps 

3) Brief note on the speeches 

4) Questions/comments from the floor  

5) Parliamentarians’ comments 

Appendix 

 
 
1) General information & background 
 
This Parliamentary meeting was called for by 26 organizations who believe that the 
detention system needs reform (Appendix 1).  The purpose of the meeting was to start an 
open dialogue on this issue with politicians.  Some NGOs began having conversations about 
how to push for a fundamental rethink of the detention system in June 2010 when 
Association of Visitors to Immigration Detainees, Gatwick Detainee Welfare Group and 
London Detainee Support Group organized a joint letter to Damian Green, the Home Office 
Minister responsible for Immigration, calling for detention reform.   
 
The Detention Forum and its Steering Group organized the Parliamentary meeting.  The 
Detention Forum would like to thank Fran Smith, Geoffrey Duncan and staff and volunteers 
of London Detainee Support Group for providing extra assistance during the meeting.   
 
Over 130 delegates from around 40 organisations and groups attended the meeting on the 
day.   
 
Julian Huppert MP (Liberal Democrat MP for Cambridge) kindly chaired the meeting.  Julian 
is the Chair of All Party Parliamentary Group on Refugees, and sits on both the Home Affairs 
Committee and the Joint Committee on Human Rights.  
 
 
2) Summary observation and possible next steps 
 
Good attendance by the Parliamentarians:  A total of 13 Parliamentarians were present in 
the audience (see the box below for the full list), exceeding our expectation.  Many of them 
stayed for a substantial part of the meeting and offered their views and opinions.  In 
addition, Lord Ramsbotham, Henry Smith MP and Lisa Nandy MP also delivered their 
speeches (see the next section 3) for more information).  Unfortunately one of the speakers, 
Diane Abbott MP, was unable to attend the meeting.  
 

 Nicola Blackwood MP, Con, Oxford West and Abingdon  

 Rehman Chishti MP, Con, Gillingham and Rainham 

 Caroline Dinenage MP, Con, Gosport 

 Richard Fuller MP, Con, Bedford 



T H E   D E T E N T I O N   F O R U M 
 

2 
 

 Ben Gummer MP, Con, Ipswich 

 Julian Huppert MP, LibDem, Cambridge (Chair) 

 Lisa Nandy MP, Lab, Wigan (speaker) 

 Gavin Shuker MP, Lab, Leyton and Wanstead 

 Henry Smith MP, Con, Crawley (speaker) 

 Lord Dholakia 

 Lord Dubs 

 Lord Hylton 

 Lord Ramsbotham (speaker) 
 
Many MPs who have Immigration Removal Centres in their constituent area, or neighboring 
area, were at the meeting.  The constituencies of Nicola Blackwood MP and Caroline 
Dinenage MP include Campsfield House IRC and Haslar IRC respectively.  Crawley, the 
constituency of Henry Smith MP, has two IRCs: Tinsley House and Brook House.  Julian 
Huppert MP’s constituency is near to the recently closed Oakington IRC and Richard Fuller 
MP covers Bedford, which neighbours Yarl’s Wood IRC.   
 
Open tone of the meeting and themes that emerged as a result:  The tone of the meeting 
was open and collaborative throughout, which was mutually beneficial to the 
Parliamentarians and the NGO attendees.   This enabled the participants to find some 
common ground on which more work could be done as listed below: 
 

 Cross-party meetings/network on immigrant detention?  Many Parliamentarians 
present – particularly, but not exclusively, those who have IRCs in their 
constituencies or nearby – expressed an interest and willingness to start talking to 
each other about their shared concerns arising from their casework on a regular 
basis.   

 Lobbying the Home Affairs Committee about ending child detention and unlawful 
detention?  Responding to some of the questions and comments from the NGO 
representatives, some MPs appeared to be willing to explore the possibility of asking 
the Home Affairs Committee (HAC) to look into child detention, unlawful detention 
(detention of vulnerable people) and indefinite detention.    

 Backbench debate on immigration detention?  Julian Huppert concluded the 
meeting by stressing the need to ask the ‘why’ of immigration detention: why we are 
detaining people and why we are pursuing this issue. He suggested a backbench 
debate on detention reform and reminded NGOs and individuals to keep the 
pressure on MPs and other Parliamentarians.   

 
The Detention Forum Steering Group members will consider these themes as possible next 
steps, and will following them up.  In the meantime, they will be meeting with Julian 
Huppert in January 2011 to discuss these.   
 
 
3) Brief note on the speeches 
 
The meeting was divided into three 30 minute sessions: the current state of immigration 
detention, daily reality of immigration detention and how do we achieve a change?  Each 
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session started with short speeches, followed by questions/comments and responses from 
the Parliamentarians.  Below are short summaries of the speeches.   
 
First session  The current state of immigration detention 
 

Jerome Phelps, Director, London Detainee Support Group  
‘Indefinite detention - an extreme example of a broken detention system’ 
 
Jerome Phelps described indefinite detention as a practice that had developed by accident, 
without clear policy decisions or meaningful oversight.  The Joint Committee on Human 
Rights in 2007 expressed concern at the growth of prolonged detention without prospect of 
imminent deportation; the situation has become far more severe in the three years since.  
Detainees, in particular ex-offenders, are routinely held for years when there is little 
prospect of deportation becoming possible, either because of legal barriers or because their 
country of origin will not issue travel documents.   As a part of their ongoing Detained Lives 
campaign to end indefinite detention, LDSG has recently published a new report, “No 
Return No Release No Reason,” which showed that only one in three of a sample group of 
long-term detainees were ultimately deported.  Detention in a high-security centre costs 
over £68,000 per year, and serves no purpose if the detainee is ultimately released anyway. 
  
However, there have also been increasing challenges to indefinite detention.  The High 
Court has found in a series of cases that long-term detention without prospect of removal is 
unlawful.  Attendance at this meeting demonstrated the depth of concern amongst NGOs 
and the increasing interest of Parliamentarians.  It will be vital for this dialogue to continue 
if the practice is to be changed.  A good starting point would be for the Home Affairs 
Committee to investigate the scale of unlawful detention, and for JCHR to revisit the 
findings of its 2007 report. 

 
Second Session  Daily reality of immigration detention 
 

Ali McGinley, Director, Association of Visitors to Immigration Detainees 
‘Joint letter and collective working through the Detention Forum’ 
 
Ali McGinley outlined the background to the setting up of the Detention Forum.  The Forum 
emerged in response to a gap between what organisations at the grassroots were doing 
separately at the operational level and what was indeed needed to effect a change 
collectively at a much higher level of national policy.  The Forum has enabled over 26 
organisations to come together in supporting this meeting, which is evidence of an 
unprecedented call for change.  
  
Through the Detention Forum, AVID, LDSG and GDWG coordinated a joint letter to Damian 
Green and Theresa May in June 2010, which outlined concerns about the current use of 
detention as expensive, ineffective and damaging to UK’s civil liberties tradition. The letter 
was signed by 28 organisations from a wide range of backgrounds, and was a real boost to 
our collective work. The response from this letter, from UKBA rather than the Minister, 
outlined UKBA’s commitment not only to continue using detention but also to expansion of 
the detention estate. This was disappointing and led to many of us pushing for this meeting 
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with Parliamentarians.  
  
Recent announcements about Larne Short-Term Holding Facility and expansion of 
Lindholme are evidence that this expansion is continuing despite the huge costs involved. At 
a time when the UKBA are carrying out an ‘Asylum Improvement Project’(AIP), which aims 
to enhance efficiency and productivity in the system, the omission of detention within this 
seems an oversight. Those Parliamentarians present in the audience are asked to consider 
urging Damian Green to include detention within the review of the AIP, as a first step to 
ensuring that the detention system gets the critical review it desperately needs. 

 

Morteza Shirazi, Detained Lives Ex-Detainees Forum 
‘Why politicians should think about cost, efficiency and human impact of indefinite 
detention’ 
 
Morteza Shirazi shared his experience of immigration detention in the UK and argued that 
an alternative to detention must be found.  Having spent 4.5 years in various IRCs, Morteza 
has found the practice of immigration detention undemocratic and unjustifiable, particularly 
for those who cannot be deported or return to their country of origin.   

 

Henry Smith MP for Crawley  
‘Immigration detention casework for a local Immigration Removal Centre’ 
 
Henry Smith MP, who has two IRCs in his constituency, explained his particular interest in 
the issue of immigration detention.  As an MP, he considers his constituents to be all those 
people residing within his constituency, not just those who can vote.  Referring to his recent 
visit to Brook House following its damning HMIP report, he acknowledged that while a lot 
has been done by the IRC to improve the situation more needs to be done to address the 
needs of those who are held there.   
 
Mr Smith talked about the futility of indefinite detention.  He believes that it is not a good 
use of public money to detain people indefinitely, and would like to work on some of these 
issues. Despite some recent High Court rulings on indefinite detention, he thinks that it 
remains a grey area and argued that clearer legislation is required.  He has come across 
cases where his constituents have been detained for years when they actually wish to 
return to their country of origin but are prevented from doing so by bureaucracy.  These 
people are in limbo, neither able to return nor able to contribute to our country either.  He 
questioned the lengthy period of time that some people spend in IRCs and argued that, 
ideally, people should only spend a limited period of time in detention.  He is also concerned 
that many have no right to work upon release and can become a great drain on public funds 
or become destitute when unable to rely on the state.   

 
Third session   What next and how do we achieve a change? 
 

Lord Ramsbotham 
‘The Independent Asylum Commission’s recommendation: an independent inquiry into 
immigration detention’ 
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Drawing on his work as one of the Commissioners of the Independent Asylum Commission, 
Lord Ramsbotham said that there should be a comprehensive root and branch review of 
detention.  This was one of the recommendations made in the IAC’s final report. Such an 
inquiry must look at costs and the anticipated need for detention places after 2012. We 
need better safeguards and accountability for the length of time people spend in detention. 
There needs to be judicial oversight that checks if detention is justified, and detention 
should clearly only be a last resort when people are a threat to society. He explained that, 
frequently, he has encountered UKBA’s culture of disbelief and argued that this must stop if 
any significant change is to happen in immigration.   
 
Lord Rambotham also shared the work he has been doing with Citizens UK, as part of the 
reference group that looks into ending child detention.  Accepting that alternatives have to 
be found to hold families before they are deported, the reference group suggests that 
Family Panels be tasked to make recommendations about how best to proceed with family 
removals that take into account the children’s welfare.   

 

Lisa Nandy MP for Wigan 
‘Can politicians be helpful for NGOs and vice versa?’ 
 
Drawing on her previous experience of working for the Children’s Society, Lisa Nandy MP, 
provided tips and suggestions to NGOs on how they might work with politicians.    
 

 While asylum and immigration is a very unpopular cause, many MPs could be feeling 
morally troubled with its practice.  Yet, they might not know how to respond to it 
practically or what the solutions could look like.  NGOs need to make sure to include 
and welcome as many politicians as possible into the conversation – even those who 
might not be 100% sympathetic to the cause - and avoid talking only to the already-
converted.   

 Ultimately, the impetus for change has to come from outside, not from within the 
Parliament.  However, when communicating with politicians, NGOs must be aware 
that politicians are pulled into all directions, and are unlikely to act unless the issue 
affects their constituencies.  NGOs and campaigners also need to ensure creating a 
collective buzz around the issue that cannot be ignored.  It is important to keep the 
pressure on.   

 Parliamentarians, who stand up and make the right noise, are often met with silence.  
NGOs and campaigners should support and encourage them.  They could also 
consider getting tactical advice from them and utilise their knowledge on how the 
Parliament works.  But they will need to be provided with hard, concrete evidence 
that they can rely on, when making a case.   

 

 
 
4) Questions/comments from the floor 
 
Some organisations who supported the meeting prepared questions and comments in 
advance in order to facilitate active discussion during the meeting.  They are reproduced in 
full below.   
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Others also provided comments and questions on the day from the floor.  There might be 
some questions which are not listed here: if your contributions are not listed, please email 
them to asylumrights@gmail.com so that they can be added on the Detention Forum 
webpage where this report is available.   
 

Q1 – Said Harrak, Detained Lives Ex-Detainee Forum  
A lot of detainees are denied bail just because the representatives of UKBA keep on 
misleading the judges at the Asylum and Immigration Tribunal about Emergency Travel 
Documents.  Maybe the politicians do not know this but the UKBA are not forced to back 
their claim about Emergency Travel Documents by written evidence from the Embassies.  I 
would like the politicians to investigate this, because this keeps people in detention longer 
when it is not their fault that they can’t go back.  

 

Q2 – Sonya Sceats, The Medical Foundation for the Care of Victims of Torture 
In its 2007 report on ‘the Treatment of Asylum Seekers’, the JCHR expressed ‘deep concern’ 
about the current gap between policy and practice in relation to the detention of vulnerable 
adults including torture victims.  In its reply, the UKBA pointed to the Rule 35 system which 
triggers a review of the decision to detain anyone whom IRC doctors consider may be a 
torture victim or otherwise unfit for detention. It is meant to ensure that torture victims are 
released. We have known for a long time that Rule 35 is chronically dysfunctional. After a lot 
of pressure from NGOs, UKBA finally agreed to conduct an audit of it last year but they have 
repeatedly refused to release the results. NGOs feel that we have hit a brick wall.  Could the 
Home Affairs Committee launch an inquiry into unlawful detention as a way of (1) holding 
UKBA accountable for detention of vulnerable groups contrary to policy, and (2) exposing 
the huge sums of public money that are being wasted each year in damages awards and 
confidential settlements? 

 

Q3 – Eike Muller – Association of Visitors to Immigration Detainees 
We are concerned about general accountability for how detention centres and regimes are 
run and managed.  Involvement of private companies in the management and running of 
the detention estate obscures the lines of accountability.  Is it something that the existing 
scrutiny bodies composed of politicians within the government can look into?   

 

Q4 – Tarin Brokenshire, Cambridge Migrant Solidarity 
We would like to address the general issue of UKBA paying private companies to supply 
escorts on removals/deportations as follows: 
 1) Does UKBA accept that the consequence of this is pressure on escorts to ensure that 
removals proceed at all costs regardless of safety concerns as they will be paid a lot less if a 
removal fails? 
 2) Given that concerns have been raised about the conduct of G4S escorts, is the level of 
complaints against G4S comparable to that of the other escort company being used by 
UKBA? 
 3) What training, if any, is given to escorts? Is there a standardised level of training 
expected for all escorts, if so, what evidence is given to ensure this is the case? How is the 
information audited by the Home Office? 

 

mailto:asylumrights@gmail.com
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Q5 – Alexis Wood, London Detainee Support Group 
We are pleased to welcome many Parliamentarians who carry out casework for immigration 
detainees.  I would like to know whether you share information and experiences of carrying 
out such casework with each other?  How do you keep abreast of what is happening to 
immigration detainees and national detention policy, and how each of you are dealing with 
this issue?  Would you find it useful if you meet with each other and share such information 
and good practice? 

 

Q6 – Luka Phiri, Zimbabwe Association 
Has any consideration been given to exploring alternatives to administrative immigration 
detention such as the release of detainees into the care and responsibility of their 
community?  If detention is a short-term measure, then surely the release of those detained 
for over a month, into the care of their respective community (accepting that monitoring 
and reporting conditions would accompany such a release) until such time as removal is 
imminent, would be a more humane and cost-effective way of dealing with the situation? 

 

Q7 – Sarah Hayward, CABIRC  
CABIRC was formed in the wake of Government plans announced in May 2008 to expand 
the number of detention centres including Bullingdon near Bicester.  These plans are now 
on hold as they are deemed unaffordable but we remain concerned that the idea of 
increasing the “detention estate” has not gone away. We argue there is a strong case for 
detention reform and question the evidence for extending the detention estate.  It is 
suggested by Governments that detaining people leads to increased removals but Home 
Office statistics suggests that increasing the number of detention bed spaces in recent years 
has not had this result.  So what is this policy based upon?  We are told that policy must be 
“evidence based” but can Parliamentarians find out how the Home Office is currently setting 
its policy objectives and ensure that these are being informed by robust statistics and 
evidence? 

 

Q8 – Amal de Chickera, Equal Rights Trust 
There are currently hundreds – if not thousands – of stateless people held in immigration 
detention across the UK for months and in some cases years. These people are in detention 
through no fault of their own, but because there is nowhere to return them to. Keeping 
stateless persons in detention when it is clear they cannot be removed is a violation of their 
human rights and a waste of public funds; it is also a violation of the UK’s obligations under 
a range of human rights institutions, including the 1954 Convention on the Status of 
Stateless Persons. Many countries have recognised this problem and have imposed a cap on 
immigration detention to prevent stateless people remaining in immigration detention 
indefinitely. Would the panel support our efforts to raise awareness of this problem and call 
on the government to review the immigration detention regime with a view to introducing 
such a cap? 

 

Q9 – Clifton Cameron, Detained Lives Ex-Detainee Forum  
My first question is: In this time of economic meltdown why is the government wasting so 
much money on indefinite detention?  My second question, from another member of the 
Detained Lives Ex-Detainees Forum is: we are in recession and the Government is making 
cuts in public services. Why don’t they invest the money spent on detention instead on a 
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project which allows detainees to work and contribute to the system? 

 

Q10 – Maurice Wren, Asylum Aid 
The Detention Forum was established to provide a platform for NGOs working on detention 
to go beyond operational matters and to question the legitimacy of the use of detention for 
immigration purposes in the UK. How might we best work with Parliamentarians to raise 
this fundamental issue in ways that avoid provoking the Government into a knee jerk and 
unconditional defence of the continued use of detention?  

 

Q11 – Liz Peretz, Barbed Wire Britain 
Many NGOs are under-resourced and are not professional lobbyists, so we welcome advice 
from you.  It seems from this meeting that, in fact, many politicians do have an interest in 
immigration detention.   It is also clear not just from this meeting, but from our day-to-day 
encounter with detention policy that this is a very harmful and dysfunctional area of British 
immigration system.  Is there any way that NGOs can help you so that you can have a good 
debate on this issue?  May I suggest that there is at least one Parliamentary meeting on 
immigration detention every year where, together, we can debate on this issue?  I would 
also urge Mr Huppert and all the guests from the Parliament here to keep on talking to us.  
Would you agree? 

 
Other comments: 

 People should not be detained for minor infringements, such as working too many 
hours.  

 Is it right to detain people who have been in the UK for a very long time?  People 
have been detained, then released and detained again.   

 Detention often takes fathers away from their families.  Creating fatherless children 
cannot be good for society. 

 It is not appropriate for the Home Office to make healthcare arrangements within 
IRCs: this should be done independently.   

 It is not stressed strongly enough that immigration detention has a long-lasting 
impact on people’s mental health.   

 Independent Monitoring Boards (IMBs) also produce monitoring reports, which can 
be used by NGOs to lobby for a change.   

 
 
5) Parliamentarians’ comments 
 
Julian Huppert MP: 
 

On Rule 35 
 
Alongside Nicola Blackwood, has asked for the audit report on Rule 35. They want 
the Home Affairs Select Committee to look at it, possibly alongside their current 
commitment to looking into Child Detention. 
 
On Individual Casework and Experience Sharing 
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While MPs have experience through casework for their constituents and do from 
time to time share practice with their colleagues, they admitted they could do this 
more systematically. 
 
On Ending Child Detention 
 
Delighted by the promises which were made in the Coalition Agreement regarding 
ending child detention however this practice has not yet fully ended and there are 
fears of these promises being reneged upon. We must put pressure on this issue to 
ensure this doesn’t happen. 
 
Alternatives are currently being looked at which show some signs of hope but some 
fears also. We will have to await the outcome before passing judgment. 
 
Breaking up families should never happen. I have heard stories where such 
separations have happened by accident, which is absurd. 
 
There needs to be more research done into how children’s legislation can be 
changed in order to protect them from being detained. 

 
On the Independent Asylum Commission report 
 
Very disappointed that the previous government’s response was to reject this 
report, however we have a new government now and so we should ask Damian 
Green for his response. 
 
On Enforced Removals 
 
There is a full transcript of the Home Affairs Select Committee’s findings in the wake 
of Jimmy Mubenga’s death. It is a disturbing read, featuring chilling descriptions of 
the kinds of restraint techniques which have been being used, however I will say no 
more and urge everyone to read it. 

 
Other Comments 
 
People that we can’t get rid of simply shouldn’t be detained. 
 
There are big problems with the asylum system in general, that there are so many 
people left destitute is a clear indicator of this. 
 
We need to ask ourselves why we are pursuing this issue. A back bench debate is 
needed on detention reform and it is essential for NGO’s and individuals to keep the 
pressure on MPs.   

 
Lisa Nandy MP: 

 
On Private Security Companies and their approach to children 
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Such companies operate with target driven incentives, there is no focus on children 
and their needs. Many of those in the room have tried to get changes in children’s 
legislation in order for their needs to be considered first, in order to counter profit 
driven motives. 
 
On alternatives to detention 
 
People shouldn’t be released into alternative schemes - talking about such 
alternatives legitimises seeing these people as having no right to be here. This whole 
practice should just stop. 
 
On Effective Campaigning 
 
This is a cross party issue, there are many talented individuals working behind the 
scenes on detention reform even though it feels like there is little progress being 
made. 
 
The impetus for change in detention policy and practice will never come from inside 
Parliament, it needs to come from outside. The Citizens for Sanctuary campaign was 
great as it went to individual constituencies around the country. Representatives 
cannot ignore things which are brought to them by their own constituents so this 
approach was very clever. 
 
We need to create a buzz and put on pressure for change in order to sustain the 
level of anger there is currently over some of these issues. We also need to bring in 
people whom are not interested in this issue, members of the public and less caring 
MPs rather than shut them out. 
 
Other comments 
 
We only see the shambles at the end of the process of immigration. It is necessary to 
begin a process of unpicking. 
 
If people knew what went on in the courts there would be a greater level of enquiry. 
These issues need to be taken up, I will do but others need to also, this is clearly a 
cross party issue. 

 
 
Nicola Blackwood MP: 

 
Would like a copy of all the questions asked during this meeting in order to give 
them further consideration and have the time to answer them more fully. 
 
I have done work on behalf of individuals and feel that sharing best practice on how 
best to do so would be valuable. 
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Gavin Shuker MP: 
 
There are markedly differing dynamics in different constituencies, including which 
nationalities are most prevalent amongst other factors. Whilst immigration 
detention is a bigger issue in certain constituencies there is certainly scope for more 
to be done all round. More should be done on a party level as well as cross party and 
through the Home Affairs Select Committee.  

 
Caroline Dinenage MP: 

 
I am new to these issues but it is clear we need to share best practice. The issue of 
people not being allowed to work is something I take particularly seriously. Having 
people who want to support themselves denied the right to work is clearly a 
nonsense. 
 
In my constituency the centre is run by HMIP rather than private security companies 
but many of the problems which arise are the same regardless. 
 
I have visited Haslar IRC. The staff seemed generally kind and caring and their care 
would probably be good enough if you were detained for a few weeks but clearly not 
for those that are there indefinitely. It is inhumane to detain people indefinitely and 
we must tackle this. What left the biggest impression on me was seeing children’s 
toys in the visiting room. It was a reminder of the impact that detention has on 
families as well as those detained, which is something perhaps too easily forgotten. 
 

Henry Smith MP: 
 
On the recent HMIP report on Brook House 
 
Visited Brook House on Friday evening due to the damning report recently published 
by HMIP. Brook House has done a lot to address the issues raised by the report but 
these are still matters of concern. 
 
On the futility of Indefinite Detention 
 
It is not a good use of public money to detain people indefinitely and so I want to 
work to address some of these issues. That many such people have no right to work 
upon release is a great drain on public funds and something which needs pursuing. 
 
There have been some High Court rulings on Indefinite Detention but more 
definition in legislation is required. I have come across cases where my constituents 
have been detained for years when they actually wish to return to their country of 
origin but are prevented from doing so by bureaucracy. These people are in limbo, 
neither able to return nor able to contribute to our country either. 
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Richard Fuller MP: 
 
On alternatives to detention 
 
Community care is something which needs to be looked into further as it is clearly a 
far more sensible approach. If these people need looking after, the local community 
should be the guardians to do so. 
 
Am particularly concerned about the situation in Zimbabwe and that returns may 
begin taking place once again. 
 

Lord Ramsbotham: 
 
On the reference group for ending child detention 
 
I am part of the reference group put together by Nick Clegg to look into ending child 
detention. Instead of excluding them, the group decided to work alongside the 
UKBA. Meetings were also held with the Home Office and the Department for 
Education. 
 
The findings of this group were that detention of children is abhorrent but that 
realistically we have to hold people somewhere before they are deported from the 
country and so we need to find alternatives. 
 
One suggestion we make is that Family Panels should be consulted on how best to 
make removals.  One possible option is to have houses specifically for removal. 
These would have set times during the day when removals take place rather than 
the unsavory practice of picking people up in the middle of the night. These houses 
would also provide support and do casework for those staying there and so be far 
removed from the atmosphere of IRC’s.  
 
On the culture of disbelief within the Home Office 
 
For a number of the previous reports I have been involved with, we have asked the 
UKBA for their comments on our findings. Very early on in doing so I found a culture 
of disbelief with the authorities denying that they detain torture victims amongst 
many other findings. This culture within the UKBA must end. 
 
On the need for a comprehensive review of detention 
 
I fully support the Independent Asylum Commission (IAC) report and feel there 
should now be a comprehensive root and branch review of detention. It must look at 
costs and the anticipated need for so many places in detention after 2012. We need 
better safeguards and accountability for the length of time people spend in 
detention. This needs judicial oversight with good reasoning necessary to justify why 
detention is necessary. It should clearly only be a last resort when people are a clear 
threat to the society. 
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That the government rejected the IAC report and found its language excessive and 
emotional is very disappointing. 
 
On the outcome of Jimmy Mubenga’s death 
 
The result of Mr Mubenga’s tragic death is that G4S lost their contract. The new 
contractor is the company Reliance. The big questions following this are whether the 
requirements for the use of the force have changed now? Will there be more judicial 
oversight of the new security company in charge? We need to maintain pressure to 
ensure that oversight of Reliance is far better than it was previously. 
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Appendix 
 

Parliamentary Meeting on Detention Reform  
Monday 8th November 2010, 4pm to 6pm, Grand Committee Room 
Chair: Julian Huppert MP  Organised by The Detention Forum 

 
3:30 Registration desk opens 
 
 
4:10 Welcome from the Chair, Julian Huppert MP 
 
4:20 - 4:50 The current state of immigration detention 
 

Jerome Phelps, Director, London Detainee Support Group  
‘Indefinite detention - an extreme example of a broken detention system’ 

 
Diane Abbott MP ‘Is it time to call for detention reform?’ 

 
Questions and contributions from the floor 

 
4:50 - 5:20 Daily reality of immigration detention 
 

Ali McGinley, Director, Association of Visitors to Immigration Detainees 
‘Joint letter and collective working through the Detention Forum’ 

 
Morteza Shirazi, Detained Lives Ex-Detainees Forum 
‘Why politicians should think about cost, efficiency and human impact of indefinite 
detention’ 

 
Henry Smith MP for Crawley  
‘Immigration detention casework for a local Immigration Removal Centre’ 

 
Questions and contributions from the floor 

 
5:20 - 5:50 What next and how do we achieve a change? 
 

Lord Ramsbotham 
‘The Independent Asylum Commission’s recommendation: an independent inquiry into 
immigration detention’ 

 
Lisa Nandy MP for Wigan 
‘Can politicians be helpful for NGOs and vice versa?’ 

 
Questions and contributions from the floor 

 
5:50 Closing remark from the Chair, Julian Huppert MP  
 
 
 
For more information, please contact Eiri Ohtani, Facilitator for The Detention Forum at 
asylumrights@gmail.com or on 07906 813 715.   
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Thank you: 
 
This Parliamentary meeting is supported by the following groups and organisations.   
 

 Barbed Wire Britain 
 Association of Visitors to Immigration Detainees 
 Gatwick Detainee Welfare Group 
 London Detainee Support Group 

 Asylum Aid 

 Migrants Rights Network 
 Churches Refugee Network 
 Dover Detainee Visitor Group 
 Coalition Against Bullingdon Immigration Removal Centre 
 Southampton and Winchester Visitors’ Group 

 Migrant & Refugee Communities Forum 
 Kent Refugee Help 
 Haslar Visitors Group 
 Religious Society of Friends (Quakers) 
 Zimbabwe Association 
 United Reformed Church 

 Brighton Voices in Exile 

 Glasgow Campaign to Welcome Refugees 
 Yarl’s Wood Befrienders 
 African Peoples Advocacy 
 Asylum Welcome 
 Cambridge Migrant Solidarity 
 Scottish Detainee Visitors 

 Norwich Justice and Peace Group 
 Campaign to Close Campsfield 
 Equal Rights Trust 

 
The Detention Forum would like to thank those volunteers and staff members of London Detainee 
Support Group who are looking after the guests at the meeting today.   
 
The work of the Detention Forum is supported by The LankellyChase Foundation.   The Steering 
Group members of the Detention Forum are: Asylum Aid, Association of Visitors to Immigration 
Detainees, Barbed Wire Britain, Coalition Against Bullingdon Immigration Removal Centre, 
Gatwick Detainee Welfare Group and London Detainee Support Group.   
 
For more information about the Detention Forum, please contact Eiri Ohtani at 
asylumrights@gmail.com.    
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