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ABSTRACT 
 
The aim of this article is to eǆamine the eǆperiences of feeling and being “stuck” ǁithin the larger carceral 
ǁeb of people and practices associated ǁith monitoring and managing the marginaliǌed in societǇ͘ QualiͲ
tatiǀe interǀieǁs ǁere conducted ǁith ϭϬ prisoners from HMP Edinburgh ǁho eǆperience electronic monͲ
itoring ;EMͿ in Scotland͘ BǇ draǁing upon carceral geographǇ and mobilitǇ͕ I supplement the clarion call 
bǇ researchers for a more detailed and spatial analǇsis of EM ǁhile giǀing ǀoice to an unheard and marͲ
ginaliǌed population͘ Findings suggest that reconsidering these indiǀiduals as being stuck sheds light on 
the issues theǇ face ǁith EM stigma͕ ǁith sticking to the time of the curfeǁ͕ and the pains of being stuck 
in place ǁhile their loǀed ones and their liǀes remain “on the moǀe”. In effect͕ questions must noǁ be 
posed to begin to ameliorate the issues of the eǆcluded-as-stuck͕ as a greater concern for the eǆpansion 
of the carceral state and the ǁidening and diffusion of the “carceral ǁeb” calls for consideration oǀer its 
disentanglement and reduction͘  
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Introduction 
IncreasinglǇ͕ scholars noǁ speak of liǀing in a “carceral age” ;Bosǁorth Θ Kaufman͕ ϮϬϭϭͿ͕ especiallǇ ǁith 
the eǆtensiǀe nature of surǀeillance͕ control and punishment noǁ permeating outside tǇpical spaces of 
incarceration͘ As French and Smith ;ϮϬϭϲ͕ p͘ ϰͿ suggest͕ citiǌens of Western͕ liberal democracies are conͲ
sistentlǇ and routinelǇ managed bǇ ǀarious institutions in our societǇ͕ their bodies profoundlǇ eǆposed to 
surǀeillance͕ and their personal information “scanned͕ recorded and registered multiple times in countͲ
less netǁorked databases” ;French Θ Smith͕ ϮϬϭϲ͕ p͘ ϰͿ͘ Indeed͕ such thinking can illuminate a ǀarietǇ of 
actors͕ institutions͕ practices and spaces͕ all of ǁhich intermesh and circulate ǁithin aspects of carceralitǇ 
and ǀarious netǁorks of surǀeillance ;Gill͕ Conlon͕ Moran͕ Θ Burridge͕ ϮϬϭϲͿ͘ As a result͕ the presence͕  
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proliferation and eǆpansion of the electronic monitoring ;EMͿ of offenders becomes an insightful and creͲ
atiǀe eǆample of the ǁaǇ in ǁhich the normatiǀe nature of the carceral age has taken shape in the West͘ 
 
Yet there is a need to eǆamine EM not merelǇ as a technologǇ implemented ǁithin institutional and comͲ
munitǇ corrections͕ but as one node of surǀeillance entangling people ǁithin aspects of carceralitǇ 
through state-sanctioned penalties͘ While a litanǇ of literature has theoriǌed the far-reaching conseͲ
quences of surǀeillance and control at the national and international leǀel ;HucklesbǇ͕ ϮϬϬϴ͕ ϮϬϬϵ͕ ϮϬϭϯ͖ 
Nellis͕ BeǇens͕ Θ Kaminski͕ ϮϬϭϯͿ͕ there eǆists a research lacuna that eǆamines hoǁ offenders eǆperience 
EM͕ the pains of their eǆclusion and being “stuck” ǁithin a ǁorld foreǀer “on the moǀe” ;Cressǁell͕ ϮϬϬϲͿ͘ 
According to Hage ;ϮϬϬϵ͕ p͘ ϰͿ͕ “stuckedness is bǇ definition a situation ǁhere a person suffers from both 
the absence of choices or alternatiǀes to the situation theǇ are in and an inabilitǇ to grab such alternatiǀes 
eǀen if theǇ present themselǀes”. As Hage suggests͕ ǁe noǁ liǀe ǁithin a ǁorld that fears this state of 
stuckedness caused bǇ ǀarious neoliberal successes ;goǀernmental deregulation͕ priǀatiǌation and maǆimͲ
iǌed fiscal austeritǇ͕ to name a feǁͿ that aim to haǀe us belieǀe that “a ǀiable life” is onlǇ rendered meanͲ
ingful ǁhen it senses that it must be “going someǁhere” ǁhilst adding productiǀe ǀalue to societǇ ;ϮϬϬϵ͕ 
p͘ ϭ͖ for further eǆamples see Wafer͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘ Such people then become anǆious ǁhen theǇ cannot find a 
life “ǁhere theǇ feel theǇ are going someǁhere as opposed to noǁhere” and become afraid of being left 
behind ;Hage͕ ϮϬϬϵ͕ p͘ ϮͿ͘ The eǆtent to ǁhich EM influences the rhǇthms of offenders’ actiǀities suggests 
that such technologǇ can be ǀehicles of punishment that accelerate͕ decelerate͕ interrupt or distort their 
mobilities and liǀes͘ Yet͕ as ǁe ǁill see beloǁ͕ offenders are not merelǇ rendered “stuck” spatiallǇ 
through their homes͖ in fact͕ these indiǀiduals felt stuck temporallǇ͕ sociallǇ ;through their interpersonal 
relationsͿ and through the stigma-based perspectiǀes concerning bodǇ image in their communities͘ Taken 
together͕ offenders are asked to “ǁait out” their states of stuckedness to see their penal situations end͕ 
Ǉet it is this form of ǁaiting that makes EM “a goǀernmental tool that encourages a mode of restraint͕ self
-control and self-goǀernment” all through an imagined eǆistential stuckedness ;Hage͕ ϮϬϬϵ͕ p͘ ϲͿ͘    
 
Moreoǀer͕ EM has become an increasinglǇ compleǆ entitǇ ǁithin the eǆpanding carceral state͕ a notion 
that Villanueǀa rightlǇ refers to here as “a set of institutional configurations and actors that prioritiǌe punͲ
ishment͕ containment͕ detention andͬor incarceration for treating poǀertǇ and marginaliǌation” (Ϯ0ϭϳ, p͘ 
ϭϱϬ͖ see also Beckett Θ Murakaǁa͕ ϮϬϭϮ͖ Sparks Θ Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵ͖ Wacquant͕ ϮϬϬϵͿ͘ As Gottschalk ;ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ 
ϯϰͿ contends͕ the construction of the carceral state resulted from a compleǆ set of deǀelopments͗ “No 
single factor eǆplains its rise͕ and no single factor ǁill bring about its demise͘” Indeed͕ the resiliencǇ of the 
carceral state is ascribed significantlǇ to the elasticitǇ of its ǁeb͕ inasmuch as “the ǀarious permutations 
of the carceral state suggest that it is informed bǇ and contours itself around the ǁaǇs in ǁhich the ecoͲ
nomic͕ political and social structures interrelate ǁith each other at different moments in time” ;Kato͕ 
ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϮϭϳͿ͘ Such structures haǀe the potential to connect to the eǀerǇdaǇ life of marginaliǌed groups 
engaging ǁith surǀeillant technologies͕ therebǇ further spinning the carceral ǁeb͘ In effect͕ EM and other 
technologǇ-driǀen surǀeillance and management innoǀations effectiǀelǇ eǆtend carceral space into eǀerǇ- 
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daǇ life͕ rendering carceralitǇ and surǀeillance commonplace ;Gill͕ ϮϬϭϯ͖ Sparks Θ Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘  
 
To offer a more nuanced understanding of the relationship betǁeen ;ϭͿ the people and practices associatͲ
ed ǁith monitoring and managing the marginaliǌed in societǇ͕ and ;ϮͿ the eǆperiences of feeling and beͲ
ing “stuck” ǁithin the larger carceral ǁeb͕ I first discuss EM as a form of punishment imposed upon 
offenders͘ Folloǁing this͕ I eǆamine EM alongside carceral geographǇ͕ highlighting the significance of this  
interdisciplinarǇ field of research for the paper͘ I then establish the methodologǇ and analǇsis implement-
ed in the studǇ͘ Draǁing upon eǆperiences from ϭϬ prisoners in Scotland͕ mǇ findings suggest that recon-
sidering these indiǀiduals as being “stuck” sheds light on the issues theǇ face ǁith EM stigma͕ ǁith stick-
ing to the time of the EM curfeǁ͕ and the pain of being stuck in place and ǁaiting ǁhile their loǀed ones 
and their liǀes remain “on the moǀe” ;Cressǁell͕ ϮϬϬϲͿ͘ I also address and discuss further implications of 
EM in concert ǁith the current climate of the carceral state͕ and reflect upon prisoners’ eǆperiences in 
conclusion͘ In effect͕ these findings offer a thought-proǀoking entrǇ point for criminologists and carceral 
geographers alike to further inǀestigate and interrogate the ǁidening and diffusion of the carceral ǁeb͘ϭ 

 
 

What is electronic monitoring?  
Nellis et al͘ ;ϮϬϭϯ͕ pp͘ ϰവϱ) define EM as “technologǇ ΀that΁ must be understood as nothing more or less 
than a form of remote surǀeillant control͕ a means of fleǆiblǇ regulating the spatial and temporal schedͲ
ules of an offender’s life”. The technologǇ has a chameleon-like character of a multi-usable deǀice and can 
be presented as a solution to different tǇpes of penal problems͘ As Nellis et al͘ ;ϮϬϭϯ͕ p͘ ϱͿ argue͕ the inͲ
tended effect of monitoring is to remind the offender that “he ΀sic΁ is being ǁatched ;continuouslǇ or hapͲ
haǌardlǇ and regularlǇͿ͕ and that his compliance or otherǁise ǁith the spatial and temporal regulations 
that the court or prison has imposed on him ǁill be relaǇed to a judicial or penal authoritǇ”. Should the 
offender “breach” the conditions imposed on them ǁithin the EM period͕ theǇ ǁill be subject to a more 
seǀere penaltǇ ;or recalled to prisonͿ if a ǀiolation has been deemed to occur͘ There are seǀeral uses of 
EM in criminal justice sǇstems͕ such as during the pre-trial phase͕ during parole͕ as a sentence itself or in 
conjunction ǁith other sanctions ;e͘g͘ imprisonmentͿ͘ In the latter case͕ the offender receiǀes a prison 
sentence and is then placed on the EM sǇstem ǁhen released back into societǇ ;PaǇne Θ GaineǇ͕ ϮϬϬϰͿ͘  

As a relatiǀelǇ neǁ ǁaǇ of controlling ;and punishingͿ offenders in the communitǇ͕ EM has been taken up 
in ǀarǇing degrees ;either as localiǌed eǆperiments or nationǁide schemesͿ in oǀer tǁo doǌen countries 
oǀer the last three decades ;see͕ for eǆample͕ Nellis͕ ϮϬϬϵb͖ see also Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ In its original and pre-
dominant form͕ EM is implemented͕ alongside curfeǁs and home detention͕ as a form of offender superͲ
ǀision in the communitǇ͘ GenerallǇ͕ the offender has a tag attached to their ankle ;and in rare cases͕ the 
tag is ǁorn on the ǁristͿ ;Nellis͕ ϮϬϬϵb͕ ϮϬϭϯͿ͘  EM can eǆist as a generic term or as seǀeral remote loca- 
 

 

ϭ Aspects of this paper build on earlier ǀersions of mǇ ǁork ;for eǆample͕ see Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵ͕ ϮϬϭϴ͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘ Hoǁeǀer͕ this article endeaǀours to 
engage in a discussion that adds substantiallǇ to the findings ǁith neǁer information and theoretical analǇses͘  
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tion-checking technologies that each make possible the micro-management of offenders’ ;or in some casͲ
es pre-trial detainees’) schedules and locations at ǀarious points in the criminal justice process ;Nellis͕ ϮϬϭϯͿ͘  

 

Examining EM through carceral geography  
The term “carceral geographǇ” ǁas coined to describe the relatiǀelǇ neǁ and ǀibrant field of geographical 
research into practices of incarceration͕ ǀieǁing such carceral spaces broadlǇ “as a tǇpe of institution… 
ǁhose distributional geographies͕ and geographies of internal and eǆternal social and spatial relations͕ 
could be eǆplored” ;Moran͕ ϮϬϭϮ͕ p͘ ϯϬϲ͖ Moran͕ Piacentini͕ Θ Pallot͕ ϮϬϭϮͿ͘ Carceral geographǇ has been 
able to account for and critique the so-called “punitiǀe turn” in the West ;Wacquant͕ ϮϬϬϮͿ͕ characteriǌed 
not onlǇ bǇ the groǁth in legal͕ state-sanctioned incarceration sentenced to eǀer-longer prison terms in 
punitiǀe conditions͕ but bǇ “the eǆtra-penal mass superǀision of increasing numbers of people ǁhose liǀes 
are penetrated bǇ the criminal justice sǇstem” ;Moran͕ Turner͕ Θ Schliehe͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϲϲϲͿ͘ This has brought 
about neǁ ǁaǇs of thinking about geographǇ͕ the state͕ and spaces of incarceration͕ detention and capͲ
tiǀitǇ͘ 
 
Technologies of surǀeillance and control to track offenders are a prime eǆample of this carceral turn in 
academia͕ as such EM technologies “enable a carceral ‘fiǆ’ to operate beǇond conǀentional carceral spacͲ
es”, permitting people to remain mobile in their communities relatiǀe to the curfeǁs imposed upon them 
at sentencing ;Moran et al͕͘ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϲϲϲͿ͘ Scholars haǀe become increasinglǇ mindful of hoǁ the 
“carceral” is conceptualiǌed ǁithin anǇ research project undertaken͕ and the trajectories through ǁhich 
the “carceral turn” ǁill lead future research ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵ͖ see also Gill et al͕͘ ϮϬϭϲ͖ Gutiérreǌ Riǀera͕ ϮϬϭϳ͖ 
Moran et al͕͘ ϮϬϭϳ͖ Peters Θ Turner͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘ Indeed͕ scholars haǀe criticallǇ discussed Goffman’s ;ϭϵϲϭͿ 
notion of the “total institution” in order to call attention to the interconnectedness of prisons and other 
carceral spaces ;for eǆample͕ see Moran͕ ϮϬϭϱ͖ hoǁeǀer͕ for an oǀerǀieǁ of this critique and a recoǀerǇ 
of Goffman’s ǁork in terms of ;reͿpresenting eǆperiences of solitarǇ confinement͕ see Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϴͿ͘ The 
intention of this attention has been to counter the imagination of the cloistered carceral institution͕ disͲ
cussing instead the liminal͕ carceral spaces “betǁiǆt and betǁeen” the inside and outside of prison 
;Moran͕ ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ ϵϬͿ͘ The EM of offenders proǀides us ǁith a unique penal method ǁith ǁhich to attend 
to the multi-scalar conteǆts ǁitnessed ǁithin carceral and non-carceral spaces͕ as these technologies and 
techniques of confinement and restricted mobilitǇ “leach into eǀerǇdaǇ domestic͕ street and institutional 
spaces ǁith ǁhich both former ΀prisoners΁ and their loǀed ones…come into contact” ;Moran et al͕͘ ϮϬϭϳ͕ 
p͘ ϲϳϬͿ͘   
 
What this “mobilitǇ thinking” has accomplished is a re-eǆamination of hoǁ one might consider and studǇ 
a ǁorld that is alǁaǇs “on the moǀe” in late modernitǇ ;Cressǁell͕ ϮϬϬϲͿ͘ While the notion of mobilitǇ has 
generallǇ been linked to autonomǇ͕ moǀement͕ freedom and transgression͕ it did not alǁaǇs haǀe these    
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meanings ;for a reǀieǁ͕ see Cressǁell͕ ϮϬϬϲͿ͘ Current representations of mobilitǇ are connected to WestͲ
ern modernitǇ͕ the eǆpansion of global capitalism and the rise of technologies ;Gutiérreǌ Riǀera͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘  
 
Aside from such representational meanings͕ mobilitǇ is also phǇsical͖ in other ǁords͕ mobilitǇ is 
“practised͕ eǆperienced ΀and΁ embodied” ;Cressǁell͕ ϮϬϬϲ͕ p͘ ϮͿ͘ Yet mobilitǇ is also not ǀalue-neutral͖ it 
can be an instrument of poǁer͕ but not all people haǀe equal access to its operation or implementation 
;Fishǁick Θ Wearing͕ ϮϬϭϳ͖ Gutiérreǌ Riǀera͕ ϮϬϭϳ͖ Moran et al͕͘ ϮϬϭϮͿ͘ As indicated aboǀe͕ neoliberal 
capitalism is decidedlǇ characteriǌed bǇ and eǆperienced as “left-behind-ness͕ and a simultaneous fear of 
missing out” ;Wafer͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϰϬϲ͖ italics addedͿ͘ SimilarlǇ͕ EM is not ǀalue-neutral͖ as Bƺloǁ ;ϮϬϭϰͿ reͲ
minds us͕ the technological design of EM͕ coupled ǁith its potential technological functions͕ can haǀe ethͲ
ical implications for tagged indiǀiduals ;for a greater discussion and eǆamples͕ see Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ Certain 
indiǀiduals undergoing EM maǇ haǀe restricted moǀement or limited access to a place or area͕ ǁhile othͲ
ers maǇ be forced to moǀe ;Nellis et al͕͘ ϮϬϭϯͿ͘ In anǇ case͕ ǁe must remain mindful that mobilitǇ and 
punishment are eǆperienced differentlǇ among indiǀiduals and groups ;PaǇne Θ GaineǇ͕ ϮϬϬϰͿ͗ ǁhile 
some maǇ not be affected bǇ the sanction͕ others maǇ be unfairlǇ punished through EM͕ such as placing a 
burden upon an offender’s mobilitǇ through eǆperiences of stuckedness and left-behind-ness in a ǁorld 
constantlǇ on the moǀe͘ 
 
Taken together͕ such carceral scholarship also highlights ǀarious forms of confinement and mobilitǇ͕ eǆͲ
amining hoǁ theǇ join together in particular ǁaǇs ǁithin the shadoǁs of the carceral state ;Beckett Θ MuͲ
rakaǁa͕ ϮϬϭϮͿ͘ For instance͕ the use of the priǀate securitǇ firm GϰS Scotland bǇ the Scottish goǀernment 
to monitor offenders in the communitǇ through EM could be seen as one tool in the carceral state’s arseͲ
nal വ put simplǇ͕ the penal arm of the state͕ ǁhich is charged ǁith the task of “containing the surplus popͲ
ulations constantlǇ ;reͿproduced bǇ the neoliberal paradigm of capitalist deǀelopment” ;De Giorgi Θ FleuͲ
rǇ-Steiner͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϯͿ͘ Draǁing upon carceral geographǇ and EM͕ this paper eǆtends the critique of the 
carceral state in a direction that supplements the academic clarion call for greater recognition toǁards 
the eǆtension of carceral logics outside of prison ǁalls and the larger “punitiǀe goǀernance of social marͲ
ginalitǇ through carceral eǆpansion” ;De Giorgi Θ FleurǇ-Steiner͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϮͿ͘ Indeed͕ the multi-scalar 
effects of the carceral state noǁ include not onlǇ a countrǇ’s “ǀast archipelago of jails and prisons but also 
the far-reaching and groǁing range of penal punishments and controls that lie in the neǀer-neǀer land 
betǁeen the gate of the prison and full citiǌenship” for the eǆcluded of societǇ ;Gottschalk͕ ϮϬϭϰ͕ p͘ ϮϴϵͿ͘ 
While notable scholars anticipated these penal deǀelopments ;Cohen͕ ϭϵϳϵ͕ ϭϵϴϱ͖ FeeleǇ Θ Simon͕ ϭϵϵϮͿ͕ 
continued interest in carceral ǁeb-ǁidening must remain paramount͘ 
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Methodology 
This paper draǁs upon semi-structured interǀieǁs conducted ǁith ϭϬ prisoners ;eight men͕ tǁo ǁomenͿ 
at Her MajestǇ’s Prison ;HMPͿ Edinburgh͕ located in Scotlandϸ͘ Prisoners ǁere identified and recruited for 
interǀieǁs using snoǁball sampling͕ and these interǀieǁs ǁere audio-recorded and then later transcribed͘ 
Furthermore͕ I recogniǌe this tǇpe of sampling strategǇ “as conǀenience ;based on contacts aǀailableͿ͕ 
non-random and non-probabilitǇ ;not necessarilǇ reflectiǀe of a broader population͕ making ǁider infe-
rences difficultͿ and often purposiǀe ;targeting certain groups or tǇpesͿ”, so of course the usual caǀeats 
ǁill applǇ ;Geddes͕ Parker͕ Θ Scott͕ ϮϬϭϴ͕ pp͘ ϯϰϳവϯϰϴ).   Notǁithstanding͕ this method of sampling can 
be beneficial to qualitatiǀe research͕ as it creates and deǀelops a unique tǇpe of social knoǁledge that is 
emergent͕ interactional and potentiallǇ political ;NoǇ͕ ϮϬϬϴ͕ p͘ ϯϮϳͿ͘  
 
These prisoners ǁere serǀing a sentence and all technicallǇ in the custodǇ of the Scottish Prison Serǀice 
;SPSͿ͘ This sample of prisoners comprised indiǀiduals ǁho had breached Home Detention Curfeǁ ;HDCͿ͕ a 
scheme in Scotland ;as ǁell as in England and WalesͿ in ǁhich prisoners gain release from prison ostensiͲ
blǇ as part of a reintegratiǀe transition back to the communitǇ but also functionallǇ used to manage the 
prison population and croǁding ;Armstrong͕ Malloch͕ Nellis͕ Θ Norris͕ ϮϬϭϭͿ͘ The studǇ participants ǁere 
all indiǀiduals ǁho had breached the conditions imposed on them ǁithin the EM period and had been 
sent back into the SPS͘Ϲ  
 
While participants had been held in different prisons before being released to EM ;including HMP EdinͲ
burgh͕ HMP Polmont͕ HMP Addieǁell and HMP Corton ValeͿ͕ breaching had resulted in their reimprisonͲ
ment at HMP Edinburgh͕ ǁhere interǀieǁs took placeϰ͘ 
 
HMP Edinburgh proǀided a small room inside the prison ǁhere these meetings betǁeen the men and mǇͲ
self could take place͘ Giǀen the personal nature of the prisoners’ eǆperiences͕ and coupled ǁith the highlǇ 
controlled prison enǀironment in ǁhich access for me to interǀieǁ prisoners in their cells ǁas unobtainaͲ
ble͕ interǀieǁs ǁere carried out off-ǁing ;i͘e͘ aǁaǇ from prisoners’ accommodationͿ͘ Interǀieǁs ǁere 
conducted in priǀate interǀieǁ rooms ǁithin the “Agent’s Visit” area of the prison ;i͘e͘ in spaces reserǀed 
for priǀate consultation ǁith legal representatiǀes͕ social ǁorkers and psǇchologistsͿ͘  
 
 
Ϯ Ethical approǀal ǁas receiǀed from the Scottish Prison Serǀice as ǁell as the Research Ethics and IntegritǇ͘  
ϯ Recollections of time serǀed in the SPS ǁere approǆimations at best͘ Participants found it difficult to remember eǆactlǇ the amount of time 
spent for each prison sentence theǇ had receiǀed͕ or the total number of months or Ǉears spent ǁithin a particular prison͘ Neǀertheless͕ the 
incorporation of the prisoners’ narratiǀes into the studǇ remains  significant͕ particularlǇ ǁhen connected ǁith an understanding of ǁhat the 
narratiǀes are trǇing to saǇ about carceral eǆperiences in their oǁn ǁords͘ As alǁaǇs͕ acknoǁledging the ǀerǇ real human aspects that eǆist 
ǁithin data collection and analǇsis must remain the gold standard for qualitatiǀe research͘ 
ϰ It is important to note that there are additional prisons ǁithin Scotland that house prisoners͘ Hoǁeǀer͕ the sample interǀieǁed at HMP 
Edinburgh did not mention these additional prisons ǁhen theǇ recalled their eǆperiences in the interǀieǁs͘ In effect͕ these additional prisons 
are not included in the discussion presented here͘  
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Although for securitǇ reasons HMP Edinburgh staff ǁere present in the corridor outside the interǀieǁ 
rooms͕ the interǀieǁs could not be oǀerheard ϱ͘  
 
Once collected͕ the contents from the interǀieǁs ǁere coded to facilitate the analǇsis process͘ I impleͲ
mented a tǇpe of coding that CoffeǇ and Atkinson ;ϭϵϵϲ͕ p͘ ϮϵͿ refer to as “coding as an analǇtic strateͲ
gǇ”. Each piece of data ǁas ;reͿread to eǆamine broader assumptions͕ themes and meanings underpinͲ
ning ǁhat ǁas articulated ǁithin the teǆt ;CoffeǇ Θ Atkinson͕ ϭϵϵϲͿ͘ Instead of focusing on specific quanͲ
tities of ǁords or phrases͕ this strategǇ emphasiǌes the presence and absence of information ǁithin the 
data͘ This coding process is significant for prisoner interǀieǁs as it can make the data more manageable͕ 
ǁhile simultaneouslǇ alloǁing for a more comprehensiǀe analǇsis of mǇ sample’s eǆperiences ;CoffeǇ Θ 
Atkinson͕ ϭϵϵϲ͕ p͘ ϯϬ͖ see also Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ 
 
AdditionallǇ͕ I recogniǌe that a bias in snoǁball sampling maǇ eǆist in the studǇ͕ insofar as prisoners interͲ
ǀieǁed could haǀe similar ideas and eǆperiences and giǀe each other’s references to SPS operations manͲ
agement or to the researcher himself ;Flick͕ ϮϬϬϵ͕ p͘ ϭϭϬͿ͘ Notǁithstanding͕ the studǇ generates “conteǆt
-dependent knoǁledge” pertaining to the impact of incarceration through the eǆperiences chosen bǇ the 
sample to be shared ;FlǇǀbjerg͕ ϮϬϬϲ͕ p͘ ϮϮϮͿ͘ Recogniǌing mǇ priǀileged position as researcher͕ aspects of 
Bourdieu and Wacquant’s ;ϭϵϵϮͿ self-refleǆiǀe sociologǇ ǁere introduced in the studǇ to understand hoǁ 
to position mǇself in relation to the respondents at HMP Edinburgh͕ the research encounter and the anaͲ
lǇtical themes that arose from the data͘ Doing so alloǁed me to engage in a critical and refleǆiǀe analǇsis 
of mǇ oǁn positionalitǇ and social location alongside mǇ obserǀations of͕ and interactions and conǀersaͲ
tions ǁith͕ those interǀieǁed ;Bourdieu Θ Wacquant͕ ϭϵϵϮͿ͘  
 
While the information obtained from the sample is in no ǁaǇ generaliǌable to the prison population in 
Scotland generallǇ͕ the inherent importance of qualitatiǀe research suggests that eǀen a sample siǌe of 
one interǀieǁ or one narratiǀe is meaningful͖ such research supplements the ongoing knoǁledge mobiliͲ
ǌation inherent ǁithin criminological and carceral geographical inquirǇ and the minute Ǉet compleǆ intriͲ
cacies of eǀerǇdaǇ life͘ In effect͕ the capacitǇ of research to proǀide understanding͕ giǀe ǀoice to unheard 
populations and to eǀen potentiallǇ eǀoke positiǀe social change demonstrates the need for continued 
“carceral ǁork” ;Peters Θ Turner͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘  
 
 
 
ϱ AnǇ information that could identifǇ the participants personallǇ ǁas kept confidential bǇ the researcher͘  
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Findings  
Struggles with sticking  
Through a carceral geographical lens͕ it becomes clear that there is more to the carceral than a mere anͲ
chorage to the prison ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ Indeed͕ Gill ;ϮϬϭϯ͕ p͘ ϮϲͿ eǆplored the use of EM as a natural eǆtenͲ
sion of͕ or an alternatiǀe to͕ mainstream carceral enǀironments͕ suggesting that confinement can be indeͲ
pendent of phǇsical restriction͘ Gill ;ϮϬϭϯͿ obserǀed that forms of punishment that are not eǆplicitlǇ prisͲ
on-based can be just as constraining͕ in a different sense͕ as traditional spaces of incarceration͘  
 
The constraint and risk of stigmatiǌation ǁas a theme that emerged from mǇ respondents’ eǆperiences͘ 
As Bƺloǁ ;ϮϬϭϰ͕ p͘ ϱϭϭͿ indicates͕ “the EM deǀice is not onlǇ a technological artefact͕ but also has social 
and cultural content that maǇ lead to stigmatiǌation of the indiǀidual ǁearing it”. As EM can lead to stigͲ
matiǌation͕ people ǁho meet indiǀiduals undergoing EM “maǇ ascribe normatiǀe eǆpectations to that 
person͕ ǁhich maǇ result in both social disadǀantages and social eǆclusion” ;Bƺloǁ͕ ϮϬϭϰ͕ p͘ ϱϭϮͿ͕ espeͲ
ciallǇ if one considers hoǁ the stigmatiǌation can relate to future emploǇabilitǇ ;see͕ for eǆample͕ Nellis͕ 
ϮϬϬϵaͿ͘ Perceptions of ǁhether respondents ǁould hide the fact that theǇ ǁere tagged ǁere similar in 
this regard͗  
 

I used to get kind of anǆious about people seeing me ǁearing a tag͘ Because dealing ǁith it͕ or 
out in the communitǇ anǇǁaǇ͕ it’s easǇ for people to be judgmental of those that had a brush 
ǁith the laǁ͘ So it ǁas just another͕ Ǉou got to sort of deal ǁith once tagged͘  
 
And it ǁasn’t easǇ to ǁear͕ as I ǁas tagged in the summer͕ and that ǁasn’t easǇ വ I ended up 
ǁalking around ǁith long trousers on͕ and eǀen that ǁould be suspicious͕ Ǉou knoǁ͍ I do get 
quite anǆious about being seen ǁith the tag͘ But noǁ being back in the prison it’s just someͲ
thing I just ǁant to put it in mǇ past͘ Noǁ that I’m back͕ ǁould I hide it͍ No͘ But ǁould I ǁillͲ
inglǇ disclose it͍ No͘ ;DanikaͿϲ 

 
No͕ but obǀiouslǇ I don’t ǁant people knoǁing͘ If I ǁear skinnǇ jeans͕ then it’s hard ǁith mǇ 
bodǇ being pumped͕ and people are gonna notice͘ But if theǇ notice͕ theǇ notice͘ ;CarlͿ  
 
I mean I ǁouldn’t ǁalk around in shorts ǁith it on͘ I ǁould be embarrassed͘ So aǇe͕ I ǁould 
hide it͕ aǇe͕ eǀen if I ǁas roasting in the summer months͕ I ǁould hide it͘ ;IsaacͿ  
 

 
 
 
ϲ  PseudonǇms ǁere assigned to ensure confidentialitǇ͘  
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So these respondents ǁould hide the fact that theǇ ǁere tagged͕ but onlǇ in particular conteǆts and certain 
situations͘ For instance͕ being tagged in the summer months for respondents ǁas particularlǇ  difficult as it 
ǁould indicate to others in the communitǇ that theǇ had had “a brush ǁith the laǁ” and theǇ did not ǁant 
people in their communities “to be judgmental” of them ;DanikaͿ͘  
In addition͕ Danika reframed her thoughts to indicate that rather than hiding the tag she ǁould not disͲ
close this knoǁledge to others͕ potentiallǇ for further anǆietǇ of judgment͘ And hopefullǇ͕ ǁith the passage 
of time͕ the stickiness of the stigma ǁould rub off and be less noticeable in the communitǇ͘ While Carl sugͲ
gested that he ǁould not hide the tag͕ he felt similarlǇ to Danika about disclosure͗ that “obǀiouslǇ” he 
ǁould not ǁant people to knoǁ͖ hoǁeǀer͕ should the communitǇ notice him ǁearing a tag͕ then so be it͕ 
but it ǁould not be because he had disclosed this information from the outset͘  
 
Besides the focus of stigma sticking to them͕ respondents also indicated that the hardest thing to deal ǁith 
once released ǁas “sticking” to the time͕ or monitoring the time theǇ had before their curfeǁs began͗  
 

The time ǁas the hardest to deal ǁith͕ Ǉeah͘ There ǁere some times I ǁas late getting in͕ but 
sometimes it ǁas just the initial looking at the ǁatch͕ sometimes from like half siǆ͕ quarter to 
seǀen͕ constantlǇ looking at the ǁatch and asking mǇself “Am I going to make it͍ Am I going to 
make it͍ Am I going to be ϭϬ minutes late͍” So it ǁas reallǇ “watch time” that ǁas the onlǇ isͲ
sue͘ ;AaronͿ  
 
When Ǉou get tagged͕ Ǉou’ǀe got to figure out hoǁ much time Ǉou could do things before the 
curfeǁ͕ and that put a strain on mǇ relationship ǁith mǇ girlfriend͘ And ǁhen I ǁas in here it 
ǁas hard for her to see me͕ as there’s not manǇ buses that ǁill take her from Dunbar to here͕ 
so that also added to the strain͘ ;BillǇͿ  
 
Sticking to the time͘ AǇe͕ sticking to the ϳpm to ϳam time͘ I’m a nighthaǁk͕ and I like being out 
of the house if I can͘ EspeciallǇ if I’m taking mǇ dogs for a ǁalk and it’s hard to collect them͘ 
You can lose track of time without even realizing it͘ ;George͖ italics addedͿ 

 

Indeed͕ the theme of sticking to or beingͬfeeling stuck is a significant theme that spans the eǆperiences of 
mǇ respondents͘ In a sense͕ the sample of prisoners͕ like most prisoners post-release͕ is goǀerned bǇ 
“unrulǇ mobilities” ;Fishǁick Θ Wearing͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘  Therefore͕ the state imposes time restraints on them ;i͘e͘ 
like sticking time to prisoners post-releaseͿ or responsibiliǌes prisoners post-release to stick to time ;and 
self-monitorͿ themselǀes͘ This grants the state the abilitǇ to further manage post-release prisoners’ 
“unruliness” and monitor their ǁhereabouts across a range of geographies ;for a further discussion on indiͲ
ǀidualitǇ and self-goǀernance͕ see Rose͕ ϮϬϬϬͿ͘  
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Guiding the eǆcluded toǁards indiǀidual choice and responsibilitǇ has the poǁer to shift the burden of 
compliance onto their shoulders͖ hoǁeǀer͕ such guidance has the potential to maintain “a particular͕  
state-defined subjugation in ǁhich the indiǀidual ǁho takes responsibilitǇ for herself ends up paradoǆicalͲ
lǇ folloǁing the directions giǀen bǇ others”, most notablǇ the carceral state ;Moore Θ Hirai͕ ϮϬϭϰ͕ p͘ ϴͿ͘  
 
Along parallel lines͕ I concur ǁith Gill ;ϮϬϭϯͿ here and elseǁhere ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ that ǁhile imprisonment 
does cast a long shadoǁ͕ one that maǇ start from the prison and eǆtend outǁard into societǇ͕ EM as a 
form of punishment imposes a particular pain of confinement വ a pain that is imposed ǁithin a state of 
stuckedness͘ Like glue͕ the adherence to stigma and time leaǀes behind a residue that eǆacerbates the 
detriment these marginaliǌed indiǀiduals are alreadǇ eǆperiencing in their liǀes in the communitǇ ;Gacek͕ 
ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ In particular͕ the feelings and eǆperiences of being in a state of stuckedness parallels the feelings 
associated ǁith the carceral͕ particularlǇ the detriment of social eǆclusion͖ the aggraǀation and frustration 
of isolation from the communitǇ͖ the shame and embarrassment of becoming incarcerated or electroniͲ
callǇ monitored͖ and in terms of EM͕ the annoǇance attributed to micro-managing times and schedules 
before and after curfeǁs ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ Constellated together͕ the stickiness of stigma and time reǀeals 
hoǁ EM plaǇs its part in enforcing offender compliance and ensuring that͕ to ǀarǇing degrees͕ the offendͲ
er feels punished͕ eǀen ǁithin the comfort and the confines of their oǁn communitǇ͘   
 
 

Waiting and wanting to get unstuck  
Imprisonment͕ regardless of ǁhether it takes place in a prison or at home͕ “is the eǆemplarǇ sǇmbol of 
ǁaiting͕ of being stuck in a space and for a time not of our choosing” ;Armstrong͕ ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ ϭϯϯͿ͘ It is not a 
far crǇ to suggest that home maǇ be a space ǁhere ǁe choose to be “stuck”, especiallǇ ǁhen passing the 
time ǁith loǀed ones͘ Home is also a place ǁhere ǁe can engage in a diǀerse range of actiǀities that might 
haǀe productiǀe ǀalue ;e͘g͘ houseǁork and cooking ǀersus checking social media͕ ǁatching DVDs͕ etc͘Ϳ͘ To 
this end͕ I remain cogniǌant that the insideͬoutside dichotomǇ of the home has been analǇsed and criͲ
tiqued͕ “ǁith feminist scholars pointing out the patriarchal character of the association betǁeen mascuͲ
linitǇ and the public͕ and femininitǇ and the priǀateͬdomestic͕ in the light of the fact that the domestic 
can be the locus of oppression rather than freedom” ;Moran͕ ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ ϯϭͿ͘ 
 
Yet spatialiǌed through the home͕ the punishment of time imposed bǇ EM giǀes us a ǀieǁ of imprisonͲ
ment in ǁhich ǁe obserǀe post-release prisoners coping ǁith passing the time͕ alloǁing both them and 
ourselǀes to understand penal time and penal ǁaiting as sitting around͘ While not phǇsicallǇ trapped in 
their homes͕ EM proǀides the insightful perspectiǀe of ǀieǁing these indiǀiduals as penal “ǁaiters” imͲ
mersed in their oǁn dǇsfunctional͕ marginaliǌed and “suspended” liǀes ;Medlicott͕ ϭϵϵϵͿ and ǁanting to 
be liberated from ǁaiting͘ In terms of the struggles post-release prisoners and their loǀed ones face durͲ
ing the EM period͕ focusing upon this ǁaiting proǀides a crucial insight  into hoǁ EM as a penaltǇ sub - 
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 sumes the personal territories and lifestǇles of those ǁho come into contact ǁith it͘ Indeed͕ “the analǇtiͲ
cal poǁer of ǁaiting…deriǀes from its capacitǇ to highlight certain features of the social process that 
might haǀe been hitherto foreshadoǁed bǇ others or entirelǇ hidden” ;Hage͕ ϮϬϬϵ͕ p͘ ϰͿ͘  
 
When asked about ǁhat actiǀities theǇ engaged in ǁhile the EM curfeǁ ǁas in place͕ respondents shared 
hoǁ theǇ attempt to pass the time͗ 
 

It ǁas mostlǇ plaǇing Xboǆ͕ or ǁatching TV͕ but Ǉou get bored of ǁatching TV after being in 
here ΀prison΁ for so long͕ because that’s all Ǉou can reallǇ do to pass the time͘ Outside͕ I’d go 
on social media and talk to people͘ But otherǁise it’s plaǇing Xboǆ and that’s prettǇ much it͘ 
;BillǇ͖ italics addedͿ  
 
Just ǁatching TV͕ plaǇing on the computer and ǁatching DVDs͘ MaǇbe I’d read books too͘ 
These actiǀities helped Ǉeah͕ light reading ǁould help me take my mind off of stuff͘ Finding a 
room in the hostel and getting into a book helped time pass͘ ;Fred͖ italics addedͿ  
 
I neǀer reallǇ had manǇ actiǀities͕ to be honest ǁith Ǉou͘ I ǁas staǇing at mǇ mum’s place͕ and 
there’s not much to do there in the eǀening͘ So ǁhen I ǁas on curfeǁ͕ I ǁould just go to 
sleep͕ basicallǇ͘ I kneǁ I would hate to be awake and missing out on being out ǁith pals͕ so I 
figured I should just go to sleep͘ Other times͕ I ǁould sit in mǇ room and ǁatch TV͕ but sleepͲ
ing ǁas it most of the time͘ ;Isaac͖ italics addedͿ  
 
 

The point underscoring this form of confinement is that for a particular time slot ;for eǆample͕ ϳpm ʹ ϳam 
ǁithin a phǇsical residenceͿ͕ ǁhat ǁe maǇ actuallǇ eǆperience are feelings of being trapped or “locked 
up” ǁithin a particular area͕ all the ǁhile preferring the relatiǀe freedom of just “being out” ;IsaacͿ͘ While 
prison ǁaiting maǇ be eǆperienced as particularlǇ burdensome because it stops time ;for the prisonerͿ 
ǁhile the rest of the ǁorld remains “on the moǀe” ;Cressǁell͕ ϮϬϬϲͿ͕ this tǇpe of ǁaiting produces the 
particular pain of “time standing still but passing aǁaǇ” ;Armstrong͕ ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ ϭϯϰ͕ citing Wahidin͕ ϮϬϬϲ͕ 
para͘ ϲ͘ϰͿ͕ a pain that is ǁitnessed from mǇ respondents’ eǆperiences͘ 
 
GenerallǇ͕ the temporalitǇ of imprisonment finds its spatial translation in the prison cell ;an arguablǇ cruͲ
cial space of imprisonmentͿ͕ in ǁhich “time itself ΀is΁ compartmentaliǌed through space” ;Mattheǁs͕ 
ϮϬϬϵ͕ p͘ ϯϳͿ͘  Hoǁeǀer͕ to understand penal ǁaiting͕ as Armstrong ;ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ ϭϯϰͿ rightlǇ contends͕ ǁe 
should not solelǇ consider it as “a form of stopped time and stilled moǀement” that focuses on particular 
moments and populations and constructs their needs in particular ǁaǇs͘ We must recogniǌe the mobilitǇ 
embedded ǁithin eǆperiences of imprisonment͕ eǆamining hoǁ “ǁaiting can be a mobile eǆperiͲ
ence” ;Armstrong͕ ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ ϭϯϱͿ  that makes ǀisible the prisoner as a “ǁaiter” ( or in the conteǆt of EM͕  
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the offender released to their home andͬor phǇsical residence in the communitǇͿ and other “ǁaiters” 
feeling similar pains ;the loǀed ones of the tagged offendersͿ͘ MǇ earlier ǁork suggests that prisoners ǁill 
attempt to lessen the impact of carceral regimes bǇ engaging in actiǀities that take their minds off or help 
them forget their carceral enǀironments for short periods of time ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘ Indeed͕ the mobilitǇ of 
prisoners “to psǇchologicallǇ enter the inner spaces of their minds to aǀoid and distance themselǀes 
from…prison life” ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϳϯͿ eǆisting outside their anatomical control can be similarlǇ compared 
to the actiǀities engaged in bǇ these respondents ;i͘e͘ ǁatching teleǀision͕ plaǇing ǀideo games͕ going on 
social media͕ drinking͕ etc͘Ϳ͘ Notǁithstanding͕ once the EM curfeǁ begins͕ “the sǁirling floǁ of life is broͲ
ken up…into boǆes of time” in ǁhich particular actiǀities and moǀements are authoriǌed or not͕ much like 
ǁhat is seen in the prison ;Armstrong͕ ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ ϭϯϳͿ͘ BǇ slicing up life into spatio-temporal boǆes͕ this logͲ
ic of control through EM reǀeals a Foucauldian penal poǁer in ǁhich “[ǁ΁e…become disciplined through 
the ǁaiting process” ;Kohn͕ ϮϬϬϵ͕ p͘ ϮϮϱͿ͘ 
 
This adherence to a space renders a particular ǀisibilitǇ to the offender andͬor former prisoner͕ rendering 
them “stuck” in a particular space to be further managed and monitored bǇ both GϰS Scotland specificallǇ 
and criminal justice authorities generallǇ͘ In effect͕ multi-agencǇ collaboration and public-priǀate organiͲ
ǌational relationships are forged through the eǆcluded-as-stuck͕ all the ǁhile ensuring that the mainteͲ
nance of offender monitoring proceeds as planned͕ managing and containing offenders-as-risks along the 
ǁaǇ and for the foreseeable future ;Garland͕ ϮϬϬϭ͖ Rose͕ ϮϬϬϬ͖ Sparks Θ Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ 
 
 

Discussion and implications  
The carceral states in the USA and the UK haǀe become ǁorrisome leǀiathans of confinement͕ and to reͲ
solǀe this situation one could argue that EM has been legitimated as a ǀiable alternatiǀe to increase diǀerͲ
sion and decarceration and to decrease incarceration rates and costs ;for further discussion and debate͕ 
see Graham Θ McIǀor͕ ϮϬϭϲ͖ Nellis͕ ϮϬϭϯ͕ ϮϬϭϱ͖ Nellis et al͕͘ ϮϬϭϯͿ͘ While I acknoǁledge this argument as 
a fruitful attempt to deal ǁith mass incarceration in the West͕ I querǇ ǁhether a focus upon population 
rates and costs of prison on the one hand͕ and EM on the other͕ simplǇ obscures the culture of control 
perǀading our understanding of punishment ;Garland͕ ϮϬϬϭͿ͘ As Kato ;ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϭϵϴͿ contends͕ ǁhile deͲ
mands in the West to dismantle mass incarceration “are increasinglǇ gaining traction͕ it ǁill not necessariͲ
lǇ lead to a reduction of the carceral state”. Kato ;ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϭϵϴͿ suggests that emerging trends that centre 
on surǀeillance and securitǇ͕ as ǁell as the processes bǇ ǁhich policǇmaking is negotiated and social upͲ
heaǀals are managed͕ “put more of the burden upon the controlling aspects associated ǁith the carceral 
state and less upon the enclosing characteristics of traditional incarceration”.  Therefore͕ declines in inͲ
carceration and increases in EM “should be seen as more of a realignment than an end to the carceral 
state” ;Kato͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϭϵϴͿ͕ and ǁhile people maǇ elude incarceration it is through EM that “theǇ are neǀͲ
ertheless enmeshed within a carceral web that is more widening and diffuse” ;Kato͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ Ϯϭϳ͖ italics 
addedͿ͘ Noǁ is the time to reconsider cognitiǀe assumptions͕ normatiǀe commitments  and emotional  
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 sensibilities that guide and coordinate crime and social control of our societǇ ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵ͖ Sparks Θ 
Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ We must reshape hoǁ ǁe feel about marginaliǌed groups͕ specificallǇ hoǁ theǇ are made 
to feel punished͕ eǆcluded͕ isolated͕ mobile͕ immobile or stuck ǁithin the carceral ǁeb in numerous ǁaǇs 
;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ Whether ǁe are debating the use of prison ǀersus the use of EM͕ such penalties merelǇ 
represent tǁo different ǁaǇs of understanding and managing the same situation͕ that is͕ the legitimation 
of the carceral state’s continued management of impoǀerished and marginaliǌed groups ǁith little to no 
consideration of ameliorating these social issues outright ;Sparks Θ Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ In the end͕ EM repreͲ
sents a form of confinement similar to prison ǁhile simultaneouslǇ ǁidening the carceral ǁeb across a 
diǀerse range of geographic scales͖ it does nothing to assist or support the eǆcluded in a meaningful ǁaǇ 
that could lead to their actual inclusion in our societǇ͕ nor does it redress the collateral effects of imprisͲ
onment imposed upon the loǀed ones of the offender ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘ While it maǇ be the case that such 
redress is neither ǁithin the nature of the technologǇ nor the outlines of its use ;Bƺloǁ͕ ϮϬϭϰͿ͕ releasing 
the offender to their communitǇ to ǁait and to be rendered stuck ǁithout proper support in place hardlǇ 
sutures a ǁound that requires greater attention͕ assistance and resources͘ Should ǁe decide that EM be 
alloǁed to eǆpand further ;both in technological proǁess and punitiǀe meansͿ͕ appropriate social policies 
and programmes must be paired ǁith EM to directlǇ redress the actual needs of the offender and assist 
them in unsticking from the carceral ǁeb and ameliorating their particular social circumstances ;Sparks Θ 
Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘  
 
UnfortunatelǇ͕ mounting fiscal pressures alone ǁill not be enough to spur communities and goǀernments 
to make significant shifts in hoǁ theǇ perceiǀe punishment in nature͕ form and function͘ The “carceral 
claǁback” remains persistent ;Carlen͕ ϮϬϬϮͿ͕ and as the carceral ǁeb ǁidens so does “the political clout 
and political acumen of groups͕ institutions and organiǌations ǁith ǀested economic interests in maintainͲ
ing ΀it΁” ;Gottschalk͕ ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ ϯϱͿ͘ While each maǇ haǀe their oǁn ǀested interests in the carceral state͕ 
and ǁhile such interests ǁere not the main catalǇsts for the origins of the carceral state͕ theǇ haǀe cerͲ
tainlǇ become major impediments to reducing prison populations significantlǇ and to reconsidering ǁhǇ 
certain forms of punishment in our societǇ are alloǁed to persist ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵ͖ Gottschalk͕ ϮϬϭϱ͖ Sparks 
Θ Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘  
 
FinallǇ͕ EM as a creatiǀe carceral eǆtension could also be described in part as “pre-emptiǀe”; that is͕ EM͕ 
ǁhether it be through the priǀate or public sector͕ represents one measure or method among manǇ ǁithͲ
in the shift from preǀention of crime to pre-emption of crime and future risk ;for a discussion on this shift͕ 
see Zedner͕ ϮϬϬϳͿ͘  This shift is indicatiǀe of a unique set of social ordering practices͕ creating͕ deǀeloping  
and  maintaining “liminal carceral spaces and neǁ forms of mobilities that engage communities…and indiͲ
ǀiduals” ;Fishǁick Θ Wearing͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϱϭͿ͘  In this light͕ techniques of incarceration that manifest themͲ
selǀes in the local communitǇ and in ǁider societǇ “are noǁ possible in unprecedented ǁaǇs that ǁere 
not feasible in earlier periods due to a lack of infrastructure and technologǇ for securitǇ” ;Fishǁick Θ 
Wearing͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϰϵͿ͘  Such techniques could eǆpand  and include technologies like  “DNA analǇsis͖ high- 
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-poǁered satellite surǀeillance cameras͖ taser guns͖ electronic tracking deǀices͖ Internet surǀeillance͖ and 
neǁ securitǇ forces…introduced to police migration and ‘terrorism’” ;Fishǁick Θ Wearing͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ p͘ ϰϵͿ͘ 
Notǁithstanding͕ a geographicallǇ eǆpansiǀe understanding of the carceral opens up incarceration as a 
multi-institutional͕ fluid and indeterminate practice͘ Further scholarship needs to continue to engage ǁith 
these eǆtensions of the carceral state as theǇ come into contact ǁith those stuck and entangled ǁithin 
the ǁidening carceral ǁeb beǇond traditional spaces of incarceration ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͘  
 
 

Concluding remarks  
This paper reconsiders both the micro-scale compleǆities of dailǇ life for EM offenders and the macro 
shifts in carceralitǇ spreading across societǇ͘ Taking into consideration the shadoǁǇ auspices of the carͲ
ceral state͕ this paper galǀaniǌes attention toǁards reproduction of the carceral beǇond the anchorage to 
the prison and the current climate of the carceral state͘  
 
While mǇ oǁn research attempts to inǀestigate the meanings͕ interpretations and representations of carͲ
ceralitǇ in its ǀarious forms ;Gacek͕ ϮϬϭϳ͕ ϮϬϭϴ͕ ϮϬϭϵͿ͕ it cannot be accomplished ǁithout the eǆperiences 
mǇ respondents haǀe chosen to share͘ The eǆcerpts of eǆperiences presented here are the respondents’ 
stories͕ and theǇ deserǀe to be shared and discussed͕ rather than discredited͕ neglected or silenced͘ In 
concert ǁith this studǇ͕ these eǆcerpts are not just a contribution to carceral scholarship and ǁider disͲ
cussions about EM͕ but also to the groǁing and pressing desire to ameliorate the unfortunate circumͲ
stances of the eǆcluded-as-stuck വ in other ǁords͕ the marginaliǌed͕ monitored andͬor incarcerated in our 
societǇ͘ Moreoǀer͕ ǁhile the carceral state maǇ be eǆceptional in its siǌe and tenacitǇ͕ “manǇ of the politiͲ
cal͕ economic and social forces that sustain it and stand in the ǁaǇ of genuine penal reform are 
not” ;Gottschalk͕ ϮϬϭϱ͕ p͘ ϯϵͿ͘ Going forǁard͕ research and policǇ need to continue to criticallǇ querǇ and 
eǆamine hoǁ particular forms of punishment are legitimated through societǇ’s “deep attachment to 
΀punishment΁ and its centralitǇ ǁithin our culture͕ ǀocabularǇ and sensibilities” ;Sparks͕ ϭϵϵϰ͕ p͘ ϭϵͿ͘ OnlǇ 
then can ǁe reconsider EM’s place ǁithin the carceral state’s arsenal of penalties to impose͘ We must 
redress the state’s tendencǇ to couple carceral logics ǁith carceral eǆpansions͘ With the aid of studies 
such as this one͕ ǁe can hear more clearlǇ marginaliǌed ǀoices͘ This claritǇ can aid researchers in disenͲ
tangling the carceral ǁeb that is being spun throughout our communities͕ toǁnships and nation states͘   
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