American Civil Liberties Union - Texas

Background on Family Detention at T. Don Hutto Facility

The Policy Behind Detaining Families

· The T. Don Hutto Family Detention Center is a prison run by Corrections Corporation of America (CCA).
  CCA is a for-profit private prison corporation located in Nashville, TN.
  The prison was reopened in May 2006 and detains immigrant families who have been apprehended by Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), part of the Department of Homeland Security.  

· ICE publicity states that the Hutto family detention center is necessary because “alien families caught illegally crossing the border were often released with “Notices to Appear” before federal immigration judges.  However, they rarely appeared for these hearings.”
  To remedy this situation, ICE has shifted to the opposite extreme with Hutto: punishing children for the acts of their parents by putting them behind bars.  Furthermore, not all families in Hutto were detained at the border. Some were taken from their private homes after years in the United States.
  

· ICE publicity further explains: “This ‘catch and release’ policy created a border vulnerability that alien smugglers sought to exploit by bringing children across the border along with groups of smuggled strangers, attempting to pass the groups off as family units.  By bringing the children, the smugglers hoped to avoid detention if captured.”
  This is a red-herring issue.  Hutto does nothing to remedy the problem of child smuggling by non-relatives.  Only children and their parents are imprisoned in the facility.  

Alternatives to Detaining Families

· The Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Bill in 2006 and 2007 “encourages ICE to work with reputable non-profit organizations to consider allowing family units to participate in the Intensive Supervision Appearance Program, where appropriate, or if detention is necessary, to house these families together in non-penal, homelike environments until the conclusion of their immigration proceedings.”
  

· ICE publicity from 2004 describes the pilot Intensive Supervision Appearance Program (ISAP): “Case specialists are assigned a limited caseload of participants and are responsible for monitoring those participants in the community by using tools such as electronic monitoring (bracelets), home visits, work visits and reporting by telephone. Case specialists will also assist participants in obtaining pro-bono counsel for their hearings and help them to receive other types of assistance to which they may be entitled. The ISAP pilot has the capacity to supervise up to 200 aliens in each of eight cities: Baltimore, Philadelphia, Miami, St. Paul, Denver, Kansas City, San Francisco and Portland, Oregon.”
 

· Inexplicably, ICE is now paying a private penal institution to imprison immigrant families, when it has an explicit mandate from Congress to implement the Intensive Supervision and Appearance Program and other less-restrictive alternatives.  

· ICE has a clear responsibility to find less restrictive alternatives to detention; however, the T. Don Hutto Family Detention Center does not meet the standard set forth by Congress.  Housing immigrants and their children in a for-profit penal institution violates the policy Congress has delineated.  Immigrant families could be housed together in environments more humane than prisons while complying with the requirements of immigration proceedings. 

Conditions at Hutto

· The conditions at T. Don Hutto Family Detention Center are sub-standard and violate the basic human rights of the individuals detained there.

· Children are housed in small converted prison cells with their parents.  Cells are fitted with one set of twin-sized bunk beds.  These are inappropriate living conditions for families.  For example, because families larger than two people are kept in separate cells, in some cases small children must sleep away from their parents.
  Parents have also expressed fear for the safety of children assigned to top bunks.

· All children and their parents wear prison-like uniforms.  When children’s uniforms become soiled before laundry day, they are required to wear them anyway.
  Until recently, children and adults were provided only one hour of education and one hour of recreation a day. Thanks to community pressure, education has expanded to four hours per day, which still does not meet the requirements of the State of Texas.

· Food served at the prison is of low quality, oily, and nutritionally inadequate.  Parents have expressed concern about their children’s weight loss due to improper nutrition.  Incidents of post-meal vomiting have been reported in some children.
  

· Pregnant women do not receive adequate prenatal care at Hutto.  Infants have not received medical treatment for conditions such as skin rashes and failure to gain weight, and some have not received necessary first-year vaccinations.
  

· Most families in Hutto are in expedited removal, which means they have no right to release on bond.  These families usually stay inside the facility for two to three months awaiting deportation.  Families who are eligible for bond but unable to pay the high cost could stay in Hutto for longer pending the outcome of their cases.  

� CCA Facility Locations: http://www.correctionscorp.com/facilitylist.cfm


� CCA at a Glance: http://www.correctionscorp.com/aboutcca.html


� ICE Fact Sheets: “The T. Don Hutto Family Residential Facility: maintaining family unity, enforcing immigration laws,” January 2007. http://www.ice.gov/pi/news/factsheets/huttodetentionfac.htm


� “Court asked to free Palestinian family” WFAA News Dallas/Fort Worth, February 2, 2007.  � HYPERLINK "http://www.wfaa.com/sharedcontent/dws/news/localnews/tv/stories/DN-palfamilyfolo_02met.ART.West.Edition1.29ec662.html" ��http://www.wfaa.com/sharedcontent/dws/news/localnews/tv/stories/DN-palfamilyfolo_02met.ART.West.Edition1.29ec662.html�. Callers to UT Law Clinic also report surprise detention from their homes.  


� ICE Fact Sheet January 2007, Id.


� See Background Materials


� ICE Fact Sheets: “Detention and Removal Operations: Alternatives to Detention”.  July 14, 2004.
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