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Introduction

The situation of girls and women has long been ignored in discussions of law, justice and crime.
That has meant that their experiences both of victimization, and crime and punishment
(sometimes extremely harsh) have been rendered invisible by long-accepted patterns of sexism.

The nature of women’s victimization is increasingly understood as a global phenomenon.
Irrespective of their national, cultural, ethnic, and racial identities, women are violated,
physically, sexually, and mentally across the globe. Under the umbrella of patriarchy, women
are increasingly unlikely to exert control over their own bodies. More often than not, their
victimization is legitimized through religious sanctions and criminal laws, and the silence is
maintained about the true dimensions of the problem by the male religious and political leaders.
As this chapter will document, such a pattern is common, not just in the developing world,
but in the developed one as well. Normalizing female victimization, given its vast nature, is
now increasingly understood – particularly outside of the United States – as a violation of
international human rights.

The global dimensions of women’s victimization have received attention only in recent
decades, and theorizing about the meaning of such a cross-national pattern has lagged behind
awareness. Although women’s rights activists (particularly but not exclusively in the West) have
been working on this issue since before women gained the right to vote, research on the actual
scope of the problem appeared only in the mid-twentieth century. Through the efforts of
international organizations such as the United Nations, Human Rights Watch, Amnesty
International, and researchers worldwide, we have started to gain a more global understanding
of the phenomenon. This chapter summarizes some of the early efforts of the second-wave
feminists as well as some recent efforts to document the extent of the abuse in other countries.
Through this discussion we examine some culturally unique and yet common aspects of
women’s victimization worldwide. We also note that women’s attempts to escape situations of
victimization have often been criminalized by the very systems of justice they should logically
expect to protect them.
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The systematic lack of concern about abuse of such a vast swath of the population produces
in girls and women a despair and cynicism about the broader criminal justice enterprise. If the
goal of criminal justice systems is public safety, it has failed girls and women spectacularly.

Bringing in women’s voices, documenting their victimizations, and challenging misogynistic
narratives, policies, and laws have been important contributions of feminist criminology. Such
a perspective is much needed in the area of violence against women since the problem is so
vast. A World Health Organization study revealed that at least one in every three women has
been beaten, coerced into sex, or otherwise abused during her lifetime by her partner (Heise
et al. 1999). International works have also consistently found that despite the serious nature of
their victimization, the overwhelming number of women, irrespective of their nationality, cultural
and religious practices, prefer to remain silent about their problems. As we shall show, the fear
of stigmatization, re-victimization, lack of social support, denial of justice, and even
criminalization of victims themselves pose serious threats to women’s help-seeking behaviors.
Again, while some might expect that these problems would be found only in certain international
contexts, we shall document that the problems actually exist worldwide.

Early twentieth-century feminists also fought to establish a woman’s right to control her
own body through proposing laws that decriminalized and legalized family planning and later
abortion. Conservative politicians and religious fundamentalists, both in the USA and elsewhere,
have fought these advances by seeking to roll back and recriminalize birth control and abortion
services around the globe. Once again, through the collaboration of international feminist activists
and researchers, data now exist to document the alarming health consequences women from
the developing world face, as a result of being denied of access to legal and safe birth control
or safe abortion. An estimated 68,000 women die every year from unsafe abortions, and millions
more are injured, many permanently (Grimes et al. 2006). Ironically, these same politicians and
religious leaders who remain silent about women’s victimization are very vocal about seeking
to explicitly control women’s sexual and reproductive choices often in the name of protecting
“life.”

Finally, feminist scholars have been instrumental in exploring the degree to which the criminal
justice system is complicit in the enforcement of male privilege. Stark examples of this can be
found in certain international investigations, such as those conducted by Human Rights Watch.
That said, even in countries where the feminist movement has had some notable successes –
think of the Violence against Women Act in the United States – problems remain. Girls are
still arrested and detained for running away from home in the United States. The increasing
numbers of women arrested for minor crimes of violence is explained, not by women’s crime
more closely resembling male offending patterns (as the US corporate media would have it),
but rather by the arrest of increasing numbers of domestic violence victims as “offenders.” Hence,
the combination of silence and lack of concern (about the real victimizations and issues of women)
coupled with intense concern about controlling women’s “wildness” and sexuality, are important
cornerstones of modern patriarchal control of women globally. It falls to feminist criminology
to illuminate these connections.

Breaking the silence surrounding violence against women

The inclusion of women in criminological research was catalyzed by the second wave of the
feminist movement in the late 1960s and early 1970s (Chesney-Lind and Morash 2011). A first
task of the earliest feminists was to direct attention to important areas neglected by prior scholarly
literature. Many feminist criminologists of this period brought attention to women’s oppression
as a key cause of injustice and victimization. As the international feminist movement began to
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gain momentum in the 1970s, the United Nations General Assembly declared 1975 as the
International Women’s Year and organized the first World Conference on Women, held in
Mexico City (United Nations 2012). At the urging of the Conference, the years 1976–1985
was subsequently declared the UN Decade for Women. These were important landmarks,
stimulating the attention of researchers, scholars, and activists not just in the West but worldwide
to examine and prevent women’s oppression and victimization.

Feminist thought can most clearly be seen in the earliest analysis of wife abuse. Some of the
important works include: Martin’s Battered Wives (1976), Dobash and Dobash’s (1978) Wives:
The “Appropriate” Victims of Marital Violence, Schechter’s (1982) Women and Male Violence: The
Visions and Struggles of the Battered Women’s Movement, and Walker’s (1979) Battered Women. All
these authors commonly expressed their concerns regarding the vulnerability of women in
intimate relationships within a social, religious, political, and cultural system that does not provide
women adequate support and justice and illustrated the failure of earlier scholars and researchers
to bring out the actual nature of women’s victimization.

Inspired by the work of British feminist Erin Pizzey, author of Scream Quietly or the Neighbors
Will Hear, who was conducting a campaign on behalf of battered wives in England, Martin
(1976) published her book Battered Wives in the USA (Bergen et al. 2005). In her book, Martin
indicated that women might be more vulnerable in their homes to being physically victimized
than on the streets. In her words, “Evidence of wife-beating exists wherever one cares to look
for it” (Martin 1976: 161). However, statistics on the dimensions of the problem were still
scarce in the USA and decades after its discovery, the US Federal Bureau of Investigation still
has no specific category for this offense. Likewise, at the time Martin was writing, wife-abuse
was not even necessarily regarded as a crime. Incidents of abuse against women in the home
were often simply reported as “domestic disturbance,” with police neglecting to file a report
unless severe injuries or homicide were involved. Moreover, women were sometimes reluctant
to reveal their victimization, because of the impact that might have on their marriage, particularly
given the reluctance of the society to interfere in matters between a “husband and wife.”

Dobash and Dobash (1978) put forward a historical analysis which exposed the legal,
religious, and cultural legacies that supported a marital hierarchy designed to subordinate
women, and legalize violence against them. They noted:

All the legal systems of Europe, England and early America supported a husband’s rights
to beat his wife and so did the community norms. In 18th century France, for example,
it was appropriate for a husband to chastise his wife for reasons such as assertion of her
independence, wanting to retain control of her property after marriage, adultery, or even
suspected infidelity . . . the chastisement of wives, like that of children was to be restricted
to “blows, thumps, kicks or punches on the back . . . which did not leave any marks.”

(ibid.: 172)

Dobash and Dobash concluded, although domestic chastisement is no longer legal:

Most of the ideologies and social arrangement which formed the underpinnings of this
violence still exist and are inextricably intertwined in our present legal, religious, political
and economic practices. Wives may no longer be the legitimate victims of marital violence,
but in social terms they are still the “appropriate” victims.

(ibid.: 179)

Schechter (1982) documented that battered women face not only brutality from their
husbands, but also indifference from social institutions they turn to for help in addressing their
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problems. She noted that police and courts often denied women justice, ignoring the brutality
they experienced which both isolated and stigmatized the women and lent indirect support to
their husbands. Women were even harassed if they tried to leave their husbands. Schechter
noted, “In Chicago in the early 1970s, as in many cities, battered women who left were denied
welfare. Still legally married, their husbands’ income made them ineligible for assistance” (ibid.:
199). Walker echoed, “Cultural conditions, marriage laws, economic realities, physical
inferiority – all these teach women that they have no direct control over the circumstances of
their lives” (1979: 225). Lacking the sense of control over their lives, women often perceive
themselves as weak, dependent, and ultimately somehow responsible for their own victimization.
The extremely unsupportive social and legal system made help-seeking difficult for the victims,
often resulting in their silence.

While earlier US feminists analyzed wife abuse against the backdrop of a patriarchal social,
economic, political, and legal system that legitimized women’s victimization within marriage,
later feminists examined relationships outside marriage. In a study examining the factors behind
women’s victimization in dating or casual relationships in the US college and university
fraternities, Martin and Hummer (1989) explained that these fraternities are often populated by
men whose beliefs and attitudes are strongly patriarchal, upholding “masculinity” as superior,
and treating “femininity” as inferior. These groups often treat women as commodities, use them
as prey, and abuse them; often as a part of a “game” that men like to play. Fisher, Sloan, Cullen
and Lu (1998) echoed in a later study that college students’ somewhat “deviant lifestyle,” such
as exposure to crimes, alcohol and drug abuse, and lack of capable guardianships are factors that
influence their victimization in intimate relationships. The “partying,” alcohol and drug abuse
are often justifications behind women’s victimization because no one “knew her” and she was
drunk (Cepeda and Valdez 2003). Thus, irrespective of their traditional role as a wife or as a
deviant dating partner, women are victimized by men, often with society’s approval to “control”
or “correct” them.

On a related problem, feminist researchers like Mary Koss (1988), Peggy Sanday (1990),
Martin Schwartz and Walter DeKeseredy (1997) did path-breaking work on the extensiveness
and significance of campus sexual assault. When study after study found that roughly between
15 and 25 percent of young women had been the victims of sexual assault while in college
(ibid.: 13), the question then became, why do so few campuses develop robust prevention and
intervention strategies? Part of the explanation may lie in the fact that those who commit sexual
assaults on campus are not the lurking hulks of the “stranger danger” myths, but instead members
of exclusive, prestigious and powerful groups on campus, including fraternities and sports teams
(ibid.: 136). Added to this is the fact that the most common campus responses, that of starting
sexual assault awareness and prevention programs, are largely ineffective (Bordon et al. 1988).

In 1979, the UN General Assembly adopted the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms
of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) (United Nations 2012). This action is often described
as an International Bill of Rights for Women since it inspired scholars around the world to explore
the ways in which culture and tradition worked to shape inequitable gender roles and family
relations. The work of early 1970s feminist scholars on women’s victimization, along with
international exposure of the social problem through UN efforts, have motivated researchers
all over the world to examine the social problem through their own cultural lenses.

Since then, research on the subject of violence against women has grown tremendously.
Solid research on the extent of women’s victimization, not only in the US context, but
worldwide, is increasingly available. According to Krug et al. (2002), in a World Health
Organization Report on Violence, 10–69 percent of women in 48 population-based surveys
from around the world reported being physically assaulted by an intimate male partner at some

Syeda Tonima Hadi and Meda Chesney-Lind

36

5957 HBK INT CRIME A-cg_246x174 mm  01/05/2013  13:31  Page 36

1S
T 

PR
O

O
FS

 

NO
T 

FO
R 

DI
ST

RI
BU

TI
O

N



point in their lives. As noted above, another statistic on intimate partner violence around the
world revealed that at least one in every three women has been beaten, coerced into sex, or
otherwise abused during her lifetime by her partner (Heise et al. 1999).

Recent surveys in the USA examining trends in domestic violence show an encouraging
downward trend. According to national crime victimization data, between 1993 and 2005, the
rate of non-fatal, intimate partner violence reported by women declined steeply, with the female
rate of simple assault victimization declining by two-thirds and the female rate of aggravated assault
declining by two-thirds (Catalano 2007). By contrast, male rates of non-fatal intimate partner
violence remained relatively stable – 1.6 victimizations per 1,000 males 12 years old and older
in 1993, compared to 1.3 per 1,000 in 2004. Recall, though, far more of women’s victimizations
than men’s are explained by intimate partner violence; IPV accounted for over a fifth (21.5 percent)
of all women’s victimizations but only 3.6 percent of men’s victimizations (ibid.).

Turning to lethal domestic violence rates, a different pattern emerges. While the number of
intimate partner homicide victims has declined since 1993, the decline was far greater among
male victims. During 1993, the number of females murdered by intimates was 1571, compared
to 1159 during 2004 – a 26 percent decline. The number of males murdered by partners during
1993 was 698, compared to 385 – a 45 percent decline. There is considerable debate about the
sources of these declines, but many credit the provision of legal and social services to victims
(particularly services related to protective orders) as well as increasing women’s educational
attainment, for at least part of the trend (Dugan et al. 1999; Farmer and Tiefenthaler 2004).

The scope of US research has expanded from the early 1970s focus on wife abuse to all
forms of partner abuse, including dating or casual partners and same sex partners. All forms of
abuse including physical, emotional, and sexual, are research problems now. Medical, legal, and
mental health services to the survivors of violence are much better. However, in many cultures
around the world, violence against women is still very much an accepted practice.

Yoshioka, Gilbert, El-Bassel, and Baig-Amin (2003), in their study comparing South Asian,
Hispanic, and African American women, noted that despite cultural differences between these
communities, they share a sense of familism and collectivism. By familism, the researchers referred
to identification with and attachment to the nuclear and extended family characterized by strong
feelings of loyalty, reciprocity, and solidarity. There are norms within each of these communities
to rely on informal support networks in times of family crises. Thus, it is no surprise that Yoshioka
et al. found that the majority of the women in their study disclosed incidents of victimization
to informal social networks, such as friends and family. However, for South Asian battered
women, adherence to traditional gender roles appeared to be more of a barrier to help-seeking
than in other communities. Yoshioka et al. indicated that oftentimes South Asian women fear
that by speaking about the abuse they feared they would be seen as too “westernized.” Also,
there is stigma attached to the concept of divorce in the South Asian community. Thus, in the
study, comparatively fewer South Asian women were instructed to leave their husbands. More
of the South Asian women were advised to stay in their marriages and to put up with the abuse.
Although Hispanic and African American women were advised more by informal sources to
leave violent relationships, the researchers expressed concern regarding factors such as lack of
financial resources and racial discriminations as barriers to their help-seeking behavior.

Rani and Bonu (2008) in their research using demographic and health surveys conducted
between 1998 and 2001 in seven Asian countries (Armenia, Bangladesh, Cambodia, India,
Kazakhstan, Nepal, and Turkey) noted that wife beating is frequently viewed as physical
chastisement: the husband’s right to “correct” an erring wife. The study found that acceptance
of wife beating ranged from 29 percent in Nepal to 57 percent in India and from 26 percent
in Kazakhstan to 56 percent in Turkey.
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A study by the Centre for Health and Population Research, Bangladesh (ICDDR,B 2005)
indicated that women suffer more from poverty and discrimination than men, especially in South
Asia. Looking further at the case of Bangladesh, a South Asian nation, on average, 40 percent
of women are abused by their husbands in both the rural and urban areas of Bangladesh (ibid.).
Violence against women, especially in marriages, is usually accepted by Bangladeshi society.
Revealing sensitive information regarding spouse violence may lead abused women to be socially
stigmatized and later to be exposed to more violence; thus the study found 66 percent of women
never report the violence (ibid.).

Cultural acceptance of wife beating in Bangladesh is often supported by norms and regulations,
both religious and legal (Hadi 2011). The Constitution of Bangladesh (Article 28[2]) states:
“Women shall have equal rights with men in all spheres of the State and of the public life”
(Bangladesh Women Lawyers’ Association 2003). However, the emphasis of equality only within
“the State and public life” establishes that the government will not exert its authority in the
“personal” sphere. In Bangladesh, these laws govern matters in the personal/private sphere and
are dependent on a citizen’s social and religious community. The majority of Bangladeshi citizens
are Muslims, and thus, the Muslim personal laws determine the rights of many women in
Bangladesh. The Muslim personal law (Sharia) perpetuates gender inequality by placing women
under the control of men. Under the Muslim law of inheritance, men always end up inheriting
more, putting women in an economically dependent and socially vulnerable position. Men are
given the unilateral right to divorce, whereas women seeking divorce must go through extensive
and complicated legal processes. In addition, women are often deprived of justice in cases of
rape, molestation, and abduction, if they end up seeking legal help. In most cases, however,
they do not seek justice because of the social stigma associated with their victimization.

The same is observed in another Muslim majority nation of South Asia: Pakistan. In Pakistan,
the vast majority of cases of domestic violence are not reported to any official body (Andersson
et al. 2010). Even the handful of cases reported where women were abused by husbands or in-
laws are often termed as “accidents.” The incidents of abuse against women that are reported
officially are mostly the extreme cases where the victim is burnt, disfigured, raped, tortured, or
murdered. Pakistan does not have any specific laws that protect victims of domestic violence
except an ordinance based on Islamic criminal laws, where evidentiary requirements are very
strict. This ordinance broadly penalizes all acts of causing intentional or unintentional physical
harm to another including murder, attempted murder, or hurt. However, the ordinance treats
an offense as a crime committed against an individual, rather than one against the state – a crime
which can be revoked if the victim chooses to take money or decides to reconcile. Therefore,
once a crime has been registered under this ordinance, an abused woman can face tremendous
pressure to forgive her perpetrator. Due to this lack of formal recognition of violence against
women as a criminal act, the judicial system tends to view domestic violence as a private affair
and not open to legal scrutiny.

Haj-Yahia (2002), in a study conducted among 291 Arab women, examined their attitudes
toward varying patterns of coping with wife abuse. The findings revealed that the more the
participants were characterized by negative and traditional perceptions of women, stereotyped
attitudes toward gender roles, high levels of religiosity and strong orientations toward familism,
the greater their tendency to expect battered wives to resist seeking help from formal agencies
or break up the family unit.

April Chiung-Tao Shen (2010), a Chinese researcher, exploring a different territory of partner
violence in a qualitative study, examined dating females and their help-seeking behavior. She
noted that, in the patriarchal Chinese culture, women are subordinate to men and violence by
male partners is often accepted. Shen’s findings indicated that Taiwanese dating-violence victims

Syeda Tonima Hadi and Meda Chesney-Lind

38

5957 HBK INT CRIME A-cg_246x174 mm  01/05/2013  13:31  Page 38

1S
T 

PR
O

O
FS

 

NO
T 

FO
R 

DI
ST

RI
BU

TI
O

N



tend to seek informal help rather than formal help. Culturally structured help-seeking experiences
centered around six primary themes: (1) self-reliant culture – participants in the study decided
to rely on themselves and did not reveal their dating-violence experiences to any member of
their family because they did not want to burden their family; (2) personal and family shame
– participants thought revealing their relationships problems would bring shame to the family;
(3) secretive and sexual dating relationships – sexual relationships before marriage being taboo,
participants decided to be secretive about this; (4) fear of negative reactions from others –
participants were afraid that the abusive partner might hurt a family member as well as them if
their parents were informed; (5) unfamiliarity with available resources – participants simply did
not know where to seek help; and (6) re-victimization in seeking help – participants were
victimized repeatedly for seeking help from others.

In sum, researchers, scholars and activists have been analyzing women’s victimization now
for decades and across a wide range of cultures and countries. The conclusion regarding the
abuse of women is inescapable: regardless of the relationship type, social, cultural, economic,
and political background, women report extensive victimization and find little recourse in the
legal systems of their various countries. Despite the severity and the extent of violence faced
by women worldwide, they often decide to remain silent and not seek help. Fear of re-
victimization, social stigmatization followed by harassment, lack of economic resources, ignorance
regarding existing source of support, neglect or worse from the law enforcement personnel,
and an overall unsupportive community that essentially approves, either implicitly or explicitly,
of male violence towards women, make it difficult for girls and women to escape their abusers.
That said, if a country decides to take domestic violence seriously, as the United States arguably
has, the evidence is that it can be reduced rather substantially.

The sexual and reproductive health of women worldwide

Efforts to criminalize (or re-criminalize) family planning and abortion place the criminal justice
system firmly at the center of patriarchal control of girls’ and women’s behavior, particularly
since women’s sexual and reproductive health is a matter of grave concern worldwide. The
World Health Organization estimates that 19 million unsafe abortions take place every year
(Ahman and Shah 2002). About 78,000 women die from unsafe and illegal abortions (UNFPA
figures) each year and countless women are injured or left infertile (Mishra 2001). Despite the
adverse impact on women’s health, roughly one-third of the world’s women live in countries
with strict abortion legislation that do not allow women to opt for abortion under any
circumstances or only in extreme cases of rape, incest, or where the woman’s health is in serious
danger (ibid.). Moreover, whether legal or illegal, induced abortion is usually stigmatized and
frequently opposed by political and/or religious leaders (Grimes et al. 2006). As a result, many
women suffering complications from unsafe abortions are afraid to come in for medical
treatment, often dying without ever being counted as an abortion-related fatality (Mishra 2001).
Today, despite all sorts of medical advances, women worldwide still do not have the power to
make their own sexual and reproductive choices without government interference.

The social control over women’s sexuality, sexual expression, and reproduction is arguably
as old as human civilization, and it is a central feature of the patriarchal sex/gender system
(Renzetti et al. 2012). Insistence that women be virgins at marriage (and harsh punishments for
those found not to be virgins), the express legal prohibition of women’s prostitution, and harsh
punishments for women’s (and generally not men’s) adultery are cornerstones of male dominance
(Lerner 1986). The history of contraception and abortion is a bit more convoluted (largely because
of centuries of confusion about when the fetus was viable) (Luker 1985), but in recent years,
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as this chapter will document, the issue of reproductive rights, and specifically access to abortion
services, has become a crucial battleground for women’s health and women’s rights.

The battle to establish woman’s right to control her own sexuality and reproduction started
at the beginning of the twentieth century (Sinding 2007). Two of the important feminist figures
among the initial innovators are Margaret Sanger and Marie Stopes. These feminist health workers
were concerned primarily with women’s right to avoid unwanted pregnancies, focusing on the
individual woman and her well-being. During that time, the term “birth control” did not even
exist in the USA and “prevention of conception” was a taboo (Mlitt 1980). Two million illegal
abortions took place annually, many fatal; 25,000 women were dying in childbirth; many pregnant
women decided to end their constant suffering through committing suicide (ibid.). Margaret
Sanger’s own mother died very early in her forties out of the complications arising from 18
pregnancies she had. With the aim to change women’s conditions, one of Sanger’s revolutionary
first steps during that time was the establishment of the first birth control clinic in New York
in the year 1916 and her organization Planned Parenthood (Mlitt 1980; Sinding 2007).

Simultaneously, with her controversial book Married Love, published in 1918 in Britain, Marie
Stopes advocated for women’s sexual rights within marriage and their right to contraception
(Copeland 2009).

Many found it completely shocking that women should admit to sexual desires and
recognize the need for their own sexual satisfaction. Yet a frank admission of this reality
was at the heart of Stopes’s mission. She mocked the view that “nice women were immune
to sexual passion and that only the ‘depraved’ had physical yearning.”

(ibid.: 49)

Later in 1918 Stopes wrote a birth control manual, “Wise Parenthood” and in 1921, she and
her husband founded the Holloway Clinic, the first birth control clinic in Britain. It was the
forerunner of the National Birth Control Association, renamed the Family Planning Association
in 1939 (ibid.).

While feminist activists like Sanger and Stopes were making significant progress in challenging
the criminalization of contraception at the beginning of twentieth century, the family planning
movement gained further ground due to the second-wave feminist activists and their efforts to
decriminalize abortion. Their use of the phrase “Reproductive Politics” emerged in the mid-
twentieth century, and signaled that the movement no longer dealt with just women’s right to
avoid unwanted pregnancies. Instead, it expanded the struggle over contraception to include
abortion, race and sterilization, class and adoption, women and sexuality, and other related subjects
(Solinger 2005). One of the central questions these feminist advocates struggled with then was:
Who has the power to make decisions about keeping or ending a pregnancy? The pregnant
woman, a physician or a state legislator?

Among many of the second-wave feminist groups fighting for the decriminalization of abortion
were the Redstockings (formerly the New York Radical Feminists). Founded in 1967 by Pam
Allen, who had been active in the civil rights movement, the group argued that the sexual
revolution was incomplete unless women could seek medically safe abortion services without
fear of arrest or other forms of social shaming (Nelson 2003). Many prominent feminist
advocates were involved in New York Radical Feminists, including Kathie Sarachild, a Harvard
peace activist and veteran of the civil rights movement, Anne Koedt, previously of Students
for a Democratic Society, Kate Millett, author of the famous Sexual Politics, and Robin Morgan,
who gained her experience in the anti-war movement (Nelson 2003).
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Two related goals shaped the Redstockings’ movement: First, they wanted to make legal
abortion available to all women, not just the “appropriate” ones deemed by the physician (ibid.).
Second, they criticized the “sexual revolution” as incomplete as long as women lacked both
reproductive control and social equality with men. Redstockings feminists explained that
women needed both economic power and access to reproductive control in order to begin to
enjoy their sexuality fully.

While this sexual and reproductive revolution was ongoing in the USA and England, in the
international arena the first formal declaration of reproductive rights appeared in the United
Nations International Conference on Human Rights in Teheran, Iran in 1968 (Pillai and Wang
1999). The declaration granted parents the right to decide on the number and spacing of their
births and the right to have adequate education and information in this respect, reaffirmed in
the World Population Plan of Action, adopted in Bucharest six years later (ibid.). The six-day
debates at the 1994 Cairo Conference extended the definition of reproductive rights to include
the rights of women to have freedom of choice and control over their bodies, and in the 1995
Fourth World Conference on Women held in Beijing, human rights advocates called for the
removal of political, social, and economic inequalities imposed on women (ibid.).

Women’s right to control their sexuality and reproduction has become an international
struggle, with strong opposition emerging from organized religious groups like the Catholic
Church and other sexually conservative religions. Maguire, analyzing the case of contraception
and abortion in the international arena, stated:

What is not notoriously difficult to say is that religions seriously affect national and
international policy on contraception and abortion. The Vatican from its unduly privileged
perch in the United Nations along with the “Catholic” nations, newly allied with
conservative Muslim nations, blocked reference to contraception and family planning at
the United Nations conference in Rio de Janeiro in 1992. This alliance also disrupted
proceedings at the 1994 UN conference in Cairo and impeded any reasonable discussion
of abortion. As the then Prime Minister Brundtland of Norway said of the Rio conference:
“States that do not have any population problem—in one particular case, even no births
at all [the Vatican]—are doing their best, their utmost, to prevent the world from making
sensible decisions regarding family planning.”

(2003: 13)

Maguire argued that most of the world’s religions originated at a time when the global
population was 50–450 million people, in comparison to the six billion at the beginning of the
second millennium and thus, “Are the laws and edicts articulated at that time to guide (control)
human behavior applicable now?”

More recently, in the United States, leading candidates for the Republican presidential
nomination seriously talked about not only re-criminalizing abortion, but also seeking to seriously
restrict women’s access to contraception. Mitt Romney, a prominent Mormon and the eventual
nominee, argued that he would “get rid” of Planned Parenthood to balance the federal budget
(Peoples 2012). Rick Santorum, another Republican candidate said,

One of the things I will talk about, that no president has talked about before, is I think
the dangers of contraception in this country . . . It’s not okay. It’s a license to do things in
a sexual realm that is counter to how things are supposed to be.

(Mataconis 2012)
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Santorum, in these remarks, makes a crucial shift in discourse. By linking his reservations about
contraception to sexuality, he is implicitly suggesting that the sexual freedom made possible by
access to safe methods of contraception is morally objectionable. Since virtually all of these
methods are female methods, the implications of these remarks about women’s sexual freedom
are ominous and mark a new willingness to use the criminal justice system to force women to
carry unwanted pregnancies to term.

Rick Santorum, along with other Republican politicians including the current nominee from
the Republican Party, Mitt Romney, stand ready to restrict a woman’s right to make her own
child-bearing decisions and deny essential health care to millions of women by ending
government payments to Planned Parenthood for family planning services, cancer screening
and other important health services provided to low-income women (The New York Times 2012).
The candidates also want to reinstate the Global Gag Rule policy that denies US funding to
any foreign non-government organization that provides abortion services, counseling or referrals
(Mishra 2001; The New York Times 2012). This policy was first announced under the Reagan
Administration, remaining in effect until the beginning of 1993 (Crane and Dusenberry 2004).
The policy was rescinded under the Clinton administration, until the Republican-dominated
Congress adopted a version of it in 1999 legislation. When President George W. Bush took
office in January 2001, he reinstated it (ibid.). Mishra, in her article on the consequences of
such policies on women’s health and social status worldwide, stated:

The Global Gag Rule is not only anti-women, but also restricts free speech, as it is a ban
on lobbying. If it were applied in the US, it would violate the Constitution by denying
individuals and organizations the right to lobby on the issues that are most vital to them
without jeopardizing their public funding. Coming from the so-called “liberal democratic
state” this rule adversely affects several NGOs working across the world on reproductive
rights of women.

(2001: 3817)

More women suffer and die from unsafe abortion and poor health services in the developing
nations compared to the developed nations. In Latin America almost one unsafe abortion take
place for every three live births; in Asia almost one unsafe abortion per every seven live births;
in Africa, one unsafe abortion per seven live births. In contrast, there is one unsafe abortion
per 25 live births in developed countries. In this scenario, a policy such as the Global Gag Rule
can impact in further deteriorating the situation in the developing world.

In addition to policies on international platforms that restrict women’s rights, laws and policies
at national level also add to their misery. For example, in Nepal, abortion is a criminal act under
any circumstance, even in cases of rape or incest or failure of contraception (Mishra 2001). It
is also punishable by imprisonment for both the woman undergoing the abortion as well as the
abortion service provider.

In India, the Medical Termination of Pregnancy Act (MTP Act) of 1972 allows women
access to abortion in a few limited circumstances, but does not see abortion as a right (ibid.).
The MTP Act permits termination of pregnancy on the grounds that the continuance of
pregnancy involves risk to the life of the woman or of grave injury to her physical and mental
health and where substantial risk exists of the child being born with serious physical or mental
abnormality. The Act restricts abortions to be only performed at government hospitals and only
by their registered medical practitioner. While providing women with the legal option for
abortion, the MTP Act grants the decision-making power to the government medical personnel,
not women.
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In Bangladesh, although population control is a major national objective, abortion is still
illegal except when the pregnancy results from rape or threatens the life of the mother (Islam
1982). In such cases, the decision to terminate the pregnancy must be made by three licensed
medical practitioners; yet again, taking away all decision-making power from women. To provide
women with a safer option, the World Health Organization (WHO) launched a program for
menstrual regulation in Bangladesh (Singson 2008). Menstrual regulation, also known as
“menstrual extraction” (ME), is a family planning method for women who missed their regular
menstrual period and strongly suspect that they are pregnant but cannot or do not want to wait
for the results of a pregnancy test (ibid.). However, given the conservative social, cultural, and
religious norms in Bangladesh, the ME program is much criticized.

Apart from the policies and laws restricting women’s access to reproductive health services,
other social and cultural factors are important. A study (Casterline et al. 2001) on Pakistani
married couples revealed two principal obstacles to using a contraceptive. First, woman’s
perception that such behavior would conflict with her husband’s fertility preferences and his
attitudes toward family planning; second, her perception of the social or cultural unacceptability
of contraception.

While restrictive abortion laws or laws criminalizing abortion, poor maternal and reproductive
health services, and, social, cultural and religious obstacles appear to be the factors keeping women
from taking control over their own bodies, especially in the developing world, one might expect
that the situation would be better in the developed world where abortion and contraception
use have been legalized for decades with decent health care services available. For example,
from a public health perspective, if one looks at the statistics comparing maternal mortality in
the USA to countries where abortion remains illegal and unsafe, the situation in the USA 
looks positive (Fried 2000). Abortion has been legal since 1973 in the USA with between 1.2
and 1.4 million abortions taking place annually. There are virtually no mortality or health
complications from abortion. However, Fried stated, “Activists worldwide have learned that
the legalization of abortion is necessary but not sufficient to insure the availability of safe abortion
to all women who seek it” (2000: 177). Women in prison, young women, women who have
been raped, “undocumented” women, and women with few economic resources, are often
denied abortion services. Federal funding does not cover abortions, except in extreme circum-
stances such as rape, incest, or if the woman’s life is in danger (and not every state complies
with exceptions). Because of the constant efforts of anti-choice groups, abortion providers are
marginalized within the medical profession, often threatened and physically attacked, and
women who have abortions are stigmatized, stereotyped as selfish, or portrayed as hapless victims
incapable of making their own decisions (ibid.). Beyond this, in recent years the US Republican
takeovers of state legislatures in many parts of the country have signaled a stunning roll-back
in the availability of safe abortion procedures by placing hostile restrictions on those seeking
abortion services. The Guttmacher Institute, which tracks these changes, recently reported:

In 2000, the country was almost evenly divided, with nearly a third of American women
of reproductive age living in states solidly hostile to abortion rights, slightly more than a
third in states supportive of abortion rights and close to a third in middle-ground states.
By 2011, however, more than half of women of reproductive age lived in hostile states.
This growth came largely at the expense of the states in the middle, and the women who
live in them; in 2011, only one in 10 American women of reproductive age lived in a
middle-ground state.

(Gold and Nash 2012: 1)
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Social cultural barriers are also present in the more affluent of the developed nations. In a 
survey conducted on women in British Columbia, Canada, regarding the use of emergency
contraceptives to avoid unwanted pregnancies, participants reported that they worried the health
care providers would consider them irresponsible or promiscuous for requesting it. Presenting
an Asian woman’s experience with a female pharmacist, the researchers of the study (Shoveller
et al. 2007) stated,

This 20-year-old student, who had used the method twice, said she had felt “judged” and
was “scolded” when requesting it. She reported having felt that the pharmacist was
thinking: “Oh you’re another one of those who don’t use a condom, and now you might
have a baby, and you have to come and get your emergency contraception pill, and you’re
not being safe.”

(ibid.: 16)

The struggle to establish women’s rights to control their sexuality and reproduction, in both
developing and developed world, is far from over. The efforts of anti-choice religious and political
groups hinder decades of feminist advocates’ efforts to prevent the re-criminalization of
contraception and abortion. Despite the statistics revealing thousands of women dying worldwide
from abortion complications because safe and legal services were not available to them, national
policies, laws, and conservative social and community groups still do not permit women to
make healthy life choices. Women’s power over their own bodies, in short, is under attack
worldwide.

Criminalizing women’s victimization: a worldwide problem

Given the history that has just been reviewed, it should come as little surprise that girls and
women cannot count on the criminal justice system to provide them with justice or safety, let
alone stay out of the endorsement of male privilege in patriarchy. Indeed, criminalizing women
and punishing them if they threaten male hegemony has been a common strategy to control
girls and women. Women are often punished as criminals when in reality they are the victims.
In Afghanistan, for example, approximately 400 women and girls are imprisoned for “moral
crimes,” according to a report by the Human Rights Watch (HRW 2012). The report indicated
that almost all the girls in juvenile detention and about half of the women in Afghan prisons
had been arrested for “moral crimes.” These “crimes” usually involved flight from unlawful
forced marriage, domestic violence, or an alleged relationship outside of marriage where in reality
the women had been raped or forced into prostitution.

The HRW (2012) study reported that when the victims – the women – went to the police
in need of immediate help or protection, they were arrested instead. Running away from an
abusive relationship, physical violence, rape, or forced prostitution are not criminal acts, but
police promptly arrest the women solely on the complaints of the husbands or relatives.
Prosecutors ignore evidence that support women’s innocence. Judges often convict solely on
the basis of “confessions” given by the women in the absence of their lawyers and “signed”
without having been read to the women who cannot read or write. After conviction, women
routinely face long prison sentences, in some cases more than 10 years (ibid.).

While some might assume that these are extreme examples from atypical societies, it should
be recalled that until very recently, the only two offenses in the United States where the arrests
of females exceeded the arrest of males were “running away from home” and prostitution.
Looking more closely at “running away,” scholars have found that many girls who were running
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away from home, which is technically a “status offense”, were in fact running from sexual and
physical abuse at home (see Chesney-Lind and Shelden 2004). Criminalized for attempting to
escape domestic violence, these girls are forced to miss school, and are often arrested and held
in detention centers as “offenders” for seeking to escape their abusers. Sadly, the Federal Bureau
of Investigation in the United States has recently discontinued reporting runaway arrests, so
such information will be more difficult to obtain in the future (Shelden 2012).

While in Afghanistan women are imprisoned for their desperate efforts to escape physical
abuse, in Nepal, women are criminalized for attempting abortion, even when their pregnancies
are the result of rape or incest. In 1997, a nationwide prison study conducted by CREHPA,
an NGO in Nepal, revealed that approximately 20 percent of women prisoners were in custody
on charges of abortion (Mishra 2001). In Nepal, abortion is a criminal act under any
circumstances – be it rape or incest or failure of contraception – and is punishable by
imprisonment for both the woman undergoing the abortion as well as the abortion service
provider (ibid.). Moreover, the existing law in Nepal does not draw a clear distinction between
abortion and infanticide. Thus, while abortion has a maximum punishment of one and a half
years, infanticide would expose a woman to punishment for murder, which includes life
imprisonment and confiscation of all her property (ibid.). Oftentimes this gap in law is misused
by neighbors and/or family members with designs on the women’s property, or those 
seeking revenge. The CREHPA study revealed that out of the 80 women incarcerated on these
grounds, 62 women were imprisoned for infanticide (78 percent) and only 15 for abortion (19
percent); the remaining were still in police custody (ibid.). Furthermore, there is a gender
dimension to the imprisonment. While 20 percent of women inmates are in prisons on charges
of abortion, the corresponding figure for male inmates is only 0.3 percent, despite the fact that
the male partners are equally, if not more, responsible for the unwanted pregnancies or the
factors leading to abortion.

In Pakistan, the existing law can literally punish women for being raped. In Pakistan, rape
is dealt with under the strict Islamic law known as the Hudud Ordinances (Plett 2006). These
criminalize all sex outside marriage, known as Zina (Plett 2006; Amnesty International in Asia
and Pacific n.d.) However, the Ordinance excludes marital rape from the definition of that
offense.

The Hudud law puts all the burden of proof on the rape victims, the women who report
that they have been raped. The victims could be charged for false accusation and incarcerated
if unable to provide proof, which involves producing four male witnesses of the rape. The inability
of the rape victims to produce four male witnesses will result in the presumption of them
committing Zina while the rapists go free. In these cases, women and people of other faiths
than Islam cannot be called as witnesses. According to the Human Rights Commission of Pakistan,
every two hours a woman is raped in Pakistan and every eight hours a woman is subjected to
gang rape (Amnesty International in Asia and Pacific n.d.; Plett, 2006). In such circumstances,
a combination of social taboos, discriminatory laws such the Hudud, and victimization at the
hands of the police are key reasons in Pakistan for many rapes remaining unreported (Amnesty
International in Asia and Pacific n.d.).

In addition to Pakistan, the Hudud law functions in some other parts of the world, such as
in Iran and Saudi Arabia (Hardy 2005). In Iran, under the strict Islamic law, sex before marriage
is punishable by one hundred lashes, but married offenders are sentenced to death by stoning
(BBC News Middle East 2010). In May 2006, a criminal court in East Azerbaijan province
found a 43-year-old mother of two, Ms Sakineh Mohammadi Ashtiani, guilty of having had
an “illicit relationship” with two men following the death of her husband, despite her denial
of the accusation. She was given 99 lashes after being charged and has been in prison since
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2006. She was later sentenced to death by stoning. Though Ms. Ashtiani still remains in prison
as of January 2011, her stoning sentence has been “suspended” amidst the protests of various
human rights groups and international community.

Sometimes, the matter of punishing women for a “crime” as perceived by the society does
not even get reported to the legal authorities. The local community takes matters in their own
hands. In Bangladesh, despite the banning of Fatwa, a form of religious sanction issued by informal
village councils to resolve local disputes, local authorities can still enforce women to be publicly
beaten when accused of adultery or having a child out of wedlock (BBC News South Asia
2011). Recent incidents include the public lashing of a 14-year-old girl and a 40-year-old woman,
both accused of adultery in two different villages of Bangladesh (BBC News South Asia). Both
the victims died after as a result of the severe injuries caused by their beatings.

In north-eastern Afghanistan a woman was strangled and killed by her mother-in-law for
the “crime” of giving birth to a third daughter (Sarwary 2012). The birth of a boy is usually a
cause for celebration in Afghanistan but girls are generally seen as a burden. Many times women
in Afghanistan are abused if they fail to give birth to boys. Another high profile media story of
Aisha in Afghanistan revealed that her nose and ears were cut off – with the approval of a Taliban
commander – by her abusive husband as punishment for running away (BBC News, South
Asia, 2010). The 18-year-old was reportedly given away by her family in childhood and was
subsequently married to a Taliban fighter. His family abused her, and she ran away but was
recaptured and mutilated by her husband.

More recently, in the United States, the criminal justice system is involved in criminalizing
women’s victimization, though through a more circuitous route than the direct arrest and
detention of runaway girls, which has long been controversial (see Chesney-Lind and Shelden
2004 for an overview). Over the last decade, arrests of girls and women for crimes of “violence,”
have been surging, while male arrests for these types of offenses have dropped (Chesney-Lind
2002). Consider the case of young girls whose arrests are about one juvenile arrest in five, but
in 2010, they constituted a third of juvenile arrests (Federal Bureau of Investigation 2011). Much
of this increase has been due, not to girls’ arrests for running away from home, which used to
dominate girls’ arrests in the USA, but instead to arrests of girls for “violent” offenses like simple
assault. These offenses are now among the most common reasons to arrest girls; and not because
girls are getting “meaner” and “wilder” as the corporate media would have it (Chesney-Lind
and Irwin 2008). Instead, research has shown that girls are increasingly likely to be arrested in
the context of domestic violence, often arguing with their family members (see Buzawa and
Hotaling 2006). Likewise, arrests of adult women for “crimes” of domestic violence have soared;
a California study found that adult women constituted 5 percent of arrests for domestic violence
in 1987 and 18 percent of domestic violence arrests in 2000 (DeLeon-Granados et al. 2006).
An earlier study in Canada found that of the women arrested as perpetrators of domestic violence,
over a third had called the police for protection (Comack et al. 2000).

Again, compared to beating, killing, public humiliation, imprisonment, or mutilating women
as form of punishment in the countries reviewed earlier in this section, the practices in the USA
and Canada seem less extreme. Yet, from a human rights perspective, it is likely that all these
women are victims not criminals. Yet, criminal justice systems appear to have long been enmeshed
in the normalization of even extreme forms of male violence, and at a minimum, complicit in
the legal enforcement of traditional gender norms (including sexual constraints). Interventions
of human rights groups, NGOs, international communities and media are much needed to save
the lives of thousands of women from being inappropriately criminalized for attempting to leave
abusive families and households.
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Research and policy implications

Violence against women and the criminalization of girls and women’s survival strategies are
related and are crucial global problems. The emergence of global feminist criminology makes
clear the vital necessity for international pressure on the most extreme forms of governmental
complicity with patriarchal practices that harm girls and women. We must resist efforts to
encapsulate such extreme misogynistic practices as “cultural” or “religious” differences, and
continue to re-frame them as human rights violations. We must also continue to gather data
on the dimensions of male violence against women and we must understand that in virtually
all countries the criminal justice system provides girls and women with virtually no justice or
safety and instead is often complicit in the further victimization of girls and women.

As to what a global feminist criminology might look like. It will clearly be informed by
various strands of feminist thought. Feminist theory calls attention to “what’s missing” (Sprague
2005). In criminology, what has traditionally been “missing” from conversations about crime
is the fact that the vast majority of serious violent crimes are committed by men. That
advantaged (e.g., racially, economically, nationally) men have for centuries used systems of male
privilege to access the criminal justice system to enforce male dominance has incredible
relevance not only to feminist criminology but also to the entire field of criminology. Feminist
work additionally calls attention to male violence and also documents the ways in which
masculinity, itself, could be seen as criminogenic.

Beyond the idea of the centrality of gender, which Sprague contends is the other core
assumption of feminist thought (Sprague 2005), there is a continuing need to better theorize
feminist notions of patriarchy, particularly for critical feminist criminology. Borrowing from
the work of feminist political scientists like Walby (1990), which early on identified that liberal
notions of “public” and “private” greatly disadvantaged women, we must begin to systematically
think about the links between the observed patterns of women’s victimization, women’s
offending, and women’s experience with the criminal justice system within the context of
patriarchy.

We must also think about how feminist theorizing assists us in building a less violent and
more just world, and include systems of crime control that take us out of the penal regimes of
the past century. Notions of reconciliation, truth telling (that includes gender) and social responses
to law violating that heal rather than punish and incapacitate will not only better reduce crime
but also will humanize the current systems of punitive juvenile courts and institutions, jails and
prisons that oppress and destroy not only those held within them, but also those who are employed
to serve as guards and wardens.

Theory as a tool to fuel the disassembly and replacement of destructive processes in the name
of crime control and prevention is long over-due both in the United States and in all the countries
that are tempted to emulate the penal regimes that the United States has become so reliant
upon. Does the new century offer any hopeful signs for such a conversion in theory? The very
fact that progressive criminology, and particularly feminist criminology, have survived two decades
of furious backlash politics gives us reason for hope. Beyond that, there is the vitality of our
field. To do feminist criminology, this volume has posited, does not necessarily mean that one
is restricted to what was once the standard trilogy: women as offender, victims, and workers in
the criminal justice system. Instead, the whole of the field can fruitfully be re-thought from a
feminist perspective. Moreover, as this chapter has clearly documented, there is a growing body
of international research, particularly in the area of the victimization of women, that allows us
to hope that feminist criminology will become globally relevant in the decades to come. As it
does so, the field will do more than simply “document and count” women’s victimizations;
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instead it will begin to act across “national” boundaries to name the problem and to re-frame
it in ways that make clear the centrality of the human rights of girls and women and also to
find ways to take action on behalf of victimized and criminalized women.

Writing about the multiple schools of feminist thought embedded in numerous academic
disciplines, Joey Sprague (2005) reinforces a crucial point that is directly relevant to a core aspect
of feminist criminology. She argues that there is virtual consensus that across disciplines, feminist
theory and research are characterized by a commitment to social justice. Echoing Jane Addams,
she notes that “understanding how things work is not enough – we need to take action to
make the social world more equitable” (ibid.: 3). Said slightly differently, we as feminist scholars
shoulder many burdens, but perhaps the most daunting is the one articulated by British
researcher on sexualized violence Liz Kelly: “Feminist research investigates aspects of women’s
oppression while seeking at the same time to be a part of the struggle against it” (Kelly 1988:
107). Feminist theorizing in criminology is ultimately about addressing the twin intellectual
deficiencies – the failure to create and use knowledge to promote social justice and the
exclusion of gender as a central focus of the discipline.

We must break the silence surrounding these problems while also understanding the power
of the political forces of backlash in all parts of the world that seek to roll back the meager
victories some women in a few countries have achieved.

Conclusion

Despite the mounting efforts of the agents of patriarchal societies around the world to silence
the voices of the women who suffer violence, criminalize the victims’ efforts to escape, and
deny them even the basic right to control their own bodies, there are reasons to hope. Women
are now speaking out more forcefully, often using new media as well as old to challenge repressive
and patriarchal regimes. Adding to the notable protests, such as the Suffrage Movement (1913),
the “Bra Burning” Miss America Protest (1968), the Equal Rights Amendment Marches (1976),
the March for Women’s Lives (2004), and many more where Western feminists demanded
women’s right to vote and for equality, protested against strict abortion laws and violence against
women (Time 2012); women worldwide – particularly in the recent times – are also coming
forward to protest. Recently, 3000 women staged the largest protest at a square in Istanbul’s
Kadikoy district against plans by Turkey’s Islamic-rooted government to ban abortion (Hacaoglu
2012). The women belonged to ages ranging from 20 to 60 years and many were accompanied
by their husbands and boyfriends. One of the women held a placard saying, “State, take your
hands off my body,” while a man waved a slogan reading “My darling’s body, my darling’s
choice.” While the large number of women protesters in Turkey brought a lot of attention to
the cause, in June 2011 a few dozen women in Saudi Arabia defiantly demonstrating with their
cars got worldwide attention. Saudi Arabia is the last remaining country in the world that forbids
women from driving and the women protesting risked their lives by getting behind their wheels
(Gibson 2011). The protest seemed to achieve some success as one woman pulled over by the
authorities was issued a traffic ticket instead of being arrested. On July 2011, led by the head
of Human Rights Commission, over one hundred Afghan women protested a recent public
execution of a young woman for alleged adultery (Reuters 2011).

In the United States, when the presidential race seemed to be taking a distinctly anti-woman
tone, women organized a one-day rally entitled “Unite against the War on Women” in cities
across the country (Teegarden 2012). In those demonstrations, organized by key women’s and
labor groups, the centrality of the issues discussed in this chapter was clear. The failure of the
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US Congress to renew the Violence against Women Act and other gender-related issues could
well be a deciding factor in what is emerging as a close election.

The feminist movement of the 1960s, once very focused on US or UK issues, is now becoming
an international and a more multi-faceted struggle. Feminist research, including critical feminist
criminology, is also beginning to recognize the importance of listening to the narratives of diverse
groups of girls and women and showcasing these in our research and our activism. Finally, feminist
criminologists are understanding the importance of doing research that is global in scope,
recognizing that data gathered from across national boundaries allows us to more clearly see the
crucial ways in which patriarchal systems function to maintain male privilege. We would like
to imagine a critical feminist criminology that will be inclusive of this struggle and the diversity
of the problem of women’s oppression worldwide in the decades to come.

Discussion questions

1 Given the high levels of documented violence against women globally, why do you think
it took the field of criminology so long to become interested in women’s victimization?

2 Why are women so reluctant to seek help from the criminal justice system as they attempt
to escape abusive relationships?

3 Why is reproductive health so important to women’s status globally? Why have these rights
been eroded in recent decades?

4 Why are so many girls and women running away from home?

Websites
Amnesty International: http://www.amnestyusa.org/.
BBC: http://www.bbc.co.uk.
Human Rights Watch: http://www.hrw.org/.
United Nations: http://www.un.org/en/globalissues/women/.
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