
Currently, Poland has a dual border policy towards refugees. On the one hand, the country 

implements the policy of deterrence from its territory, initiated in 2015, which also utilizes the 

“pushback” procedure (Klaus et. al., 2018, Klaus, 2020,). On the other hand, as part of 

simplified procedures, Poland allows entry of millions of refugees from Ukraine as it 

struggles to cope with the Russian invasion. This prompted us to start a scholarly discussion 

on border criminology in the world in the pages of the Bialystok Legal Studies.  

Border criminology focuses on how states put the criminal justice system to work in 

managing mass mobility (Bosworth 2017). In the discussions of the legal changes that 

criminalize immigration violations, the new policing responsibilities at the border and within, 

and the changing numbers and treatment of foreign nationals in prison, border criminologists 

reveal how the criminal justice system has been systematically reoriented around matters of 

citizenship (Bosworth 2017, Bosworth 2016, Aliverti 2013, Stupmpf 2006, Kaufman and 

Bosworth 2014).   

The mass influx of migrants in 2015 revealed the different approaches of the member states of 

the European Union to refugees. With a few exceptions (Germany, Austria, and Sweden), EU 

member states did not rise to the challenge of hosting refugees or, like Poland, Hungary, and 

the Czech Republic, refused to accept refugees who were supposed to be relocated 

(Perkowska 2020). Mass migration results not only in state responses at the diplomatic level. 

It also leads to changes in criminal law, such as introduction of new criminal offences for 

immigration-law violations (Aliverti 2013, Stumpf 2006), as well as changes in administrative 

law that involve increased powers for police and border services. Police-type agencies that 

operate based on orders are starting to play an important role in national migration policies. 

Another area of administrative law is detention, which is primarily intended to identify the 

alien and then remove him or her from the host country (Bosworth 2014) and constitutes a 

deprivation of liberty.   

The contemporary border is delocalized and can be better understood through the notion of 

“bordering” (Muller, 2010). Driven by identification and surveillance techniques, states 

increasingly rely on practices of internal border control. In this way, the relationship between 

borders and territory has disappeared, or diminished at least, although in recent years there 

has been a renewed focus on actual physical borders and a proliferation of tall fences, walls, 

and barbed wire (Leun 2018). However, especially within the European Union, new borders 

materialize for people whose citizenship is questioned or who are otherwise deemed a risk, 

which makes questions of identity particularly important (Blackwood et al., 2015; Shamir, 



2005). The distinction between the “bona fide travelers” and “crimmigrant others” is based 

not only on citizenship, but also on alleged criminal status (Aas 2011). This makes the border 

encounter an important time for questioning someone’s membership or ascribing one 

disreputable, dangerous, or criminal identities (Muller, 2010; Villegas, 2015). 

 

 

 

 

 

  


