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Abstract

Gender-based abuses (GBAs; more frequently referred to as ‘violence 
against women’) have been a concern of current day feminists and their pre-
decessors, dating back centuries, but only came under broader scrutiny in 
the latter half  of the twentieth century. The goal of this chapter is to provide 
a historical overview of the emergence of feminist concerns and activism 
that led to a largely global identification and recognition of the prevalence 
and ramifications of GBA. The chapter includes a range of GBAs, such as 
sexual harassment, stalking, sex trafficking, and forced marriage, but focuss-
es primarily on intimate partner abuse and rape. It is beyond the scope of 
one chapter, or even one book, to adequately address the efforts to respond 
to GBA across the world. Instead, the authors hope to describe the work by 
feminist activists and scholars to identify GBA as a serious and prevalent 
social problem, the various and often overlapping types of GBA, and the 
work to design and implement a range of responses to deter GBA, advo-
cate for GBA survivors, hold gender-based abusers accountable, and provide 
safer communities. In addition to the early attempts to assess and respond 
to GBA, this chapter covers some of the most original and innovative docu-
mentations and responses to GBA from across the globe.
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Introduction
Although violence against women (VAW) has been a historical constant, the most 
successful identification of it as a social problem was with the second wave of 
the women’s/feminist movement in the 1960s and 1970s (e.g., Abrar et al., 2000; 
Charles, 1995; Nichols, 2014; Pandhe, 1988). Since the 1970s, feminist VAW activ-
ists and scholars have documented and expanded the definitions and scope of 
these victimisations. Initially, the focus was on what is commonly called ‘domestic 
violence’ (DV), focussing on (1) husbands’ non-sexual physical violence against 
wives (e.g., hitting, kicking, etc.), and (2) men who raped women they did not 
know (‘stranger rape’) (see Russell, 1984). These VAW categories were followed 
by documenting the prevalence, and in some cases the original labelling, of other 
types of VAW such as child sexual abuse (including incest), sexual harassment 
(first labelled in the 1970s), dating and post-break-up abuses (‘date rape’ was first 
labelled in the 1980s), stalking (first identified as a social problem in the 1990s), 
forced marriage, marital rape, and sex trafficking. Richards and Haglund’s (2016) 
assessment of marital rape laws addresses the uneven development of such leg-
islation globally. Over time, the feminist VAW movement and scholarship docu-
mented and expanded the definitions and scope to include trans individuals and 
more regularly include girls and address the ways in which race, class, (dis)ability, 
and other demographic characteristics were related to victimisation risks.

All along (from naming it VAW to gender-based victimisation) there was a rec-
ognition by feminist scholars and activists that although a person of any gender/sex 
can commit or be victims of these violations, they are most commonly perpetrated 
by men (or boys) against women (or girls). As the range of identified VAW viola-
tions and potential victims expanded, scholars and activists began re-labelling this 
phenomenon ‘gender-based violence’ (see Ferrer-Perez and Bosch-Fiol, 2019). The 
violations/abuses that fall under ‘gender-based violence’, however, are not always 
violent, although they are almost always violating and hurtful, and very often expe-
rienced as traumatic by the victims (see Belknap, 2015; Belknap and Sharma, 2014; 
Russell, 1984). Indeed, the non-violent abuses can sometimes be more traumatic 
than the violent ones. For example, many survivors report that intimate partners’ 
psychological abuses (e.g., threats to kill the victim or her/their children or saying 
hateful things such as ‘you are ugly and stupid’) are more upsetting than their physi-
cal abuses (i.e., hitting, slapping, and kicking). Given that these gendered-based 
victimisations are not always violent, and that some non-violent abuses can be very  
traumatic, degrading, and/or frightening, consistent with some other scholars  
(e.g., Belknap and Sharma, 2014; Charney and Russell, 1994; Zechenter, 1997) we 
advocate for using the term ‘gender-based abuse’ (GBA) in lieu of ‘gender-based 
violence’ (and as a more inclusive term than ‘violence against women’/VAW).

Notably, many GBAs far surpass what is considered an ‘epidemic’. Devries et al. 
(2013: 1527), drawing on data from 81 countries, reported that although there are 
regional variations, overall and ‘globally, in 2010, 30.0% … of women aged 15 and 
over have experienced, during their lifetime, physical and or sexual intimate partner 
violence’. At the same time, analyses of federally collected US data indicate that 
among violent crimes, serious intimate partner violence and sexual assaults are the 
most chronically underreported to the police (Clay-Warner and McMahon-Howard, Co
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2009; Rennison, 2010; Truman and Morgan, 2016). Thus, intimate partner abuse 
(IPA) and sexual assaults are both alarmingly frequent and troublingly invisible in 
terms of being reported to the police. Appropriately, if belatedly, GBA has been 
increasingly viewed as an international human rights violation (e.g., Vaughan et al., 
2019; García-Moreno et al., 2013; Zechenter, 1997) and a significant public health/
medical issue (e.g., Abrahams et al., 2017; Checchi et al., 2017; Fedina et al., 2018; 
Heller et al., 2018; Vaughan et al., 2019; García-Moreno et al., 2013).

This chapter provides a brief  history and summary of some of the feminist 
GBA activism and scholarship which helped (1) define and document the vari-
ous GBA phenomena as serious, and often frequent (some types of GBA are 
more common than others), social problems; (2) broaden the violations GBA 
encompasses; (3) provide a more intersectional approach to identifying GBA vic-
tims and perpetrators; (4) challenge the community and legal system responses 
to GBA; (5) document the remarkable increase in GBA research; and (6) iden-
tify some of the exciting and innovative programmes to deter GBA, and more 
appropriately respond to GBA victims, offenders, and the larger communities. 
Notably, although feminist GBA activism and scholarship is associated with the 
global North (e.g., North America and Europe), a vast amount of this feminist 
activism has been from the global South (e.g., Africa, Southeast Asia, and South 
America).1 Unfortunately, although it occurred, less is documented about the 
beginning stages of feminist activism and resistance to GBA in the global South. 
Finally, given that most of the GBA research is on IPA and sexual assault/rape, 
these are the GBAs that are most thoroughly addressed in this chapter.

Identifying and Expanding GBAs
As feminist GBA scholarship and activism has grown, so too has the labelling 
of behaviours deemed GBAs, including the varied tactics or means of perpetrat-
ing GBAs. An example of the latter is cyberstalking used by many abusive inti-
mate partners to keep tabs on and/or harass their victims through text messages, 
emails, social media, and so on (e.g., see Belknap et al., 2012). An example of the 
former is what is now labelled ‘coercive control’, a tactic of IPA that likely always 
existed but was first documented by the late IPA feminist scholar and activist 
Ellen Pence with Michael Paymar in 1993, when working with IPA women sur-
vivors to develop the now well-known ‘Power and Control Wheel’. The wheel 
included physical and sexual violence but also identified the controlling/coercive 
behaviours such as intimidation, emotional abuse, isolation, economic abuse, 
using children, and minimising, denying, and blaming (Pence and Paymar, 1993). 
In 2007, Evan Stark detailed this IPA tactic more fully in his book Coercive Con-
trol: How Men Entrap Women in Personal Life.

We will briefly define some of the types of GBAs. It is useful to note the over-
lapping among the types of GBA, for example, sexual abuse and stalking is often 
committed by a current or former intimate partner. IPA includes any physical 

1A perusal of the references for this chapter highlights feminist GBA activism and 
scholarship as a global phenomenon.Co
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(e.g., hitting, slapping, punching, stabbing, and shooting), sexual (e.g., oral, vagi-
nal, and anal rape), or emotional/psychological (e.g., threatening and degrading 
words or behaviours, social media shaming and harassment, etc.) abuses perpe-
trated by a current or former intimate partner. The relationships between the 
victim and the current or former partner include spouse, date, lover, girlfriend/
boyfriend, or any type of intimate/romantic relationship. At its most extreme, 
IPA is intimate partner homicide, whereby someone purposely kills a current or 
former intimate partner.

In this chapter, we define rape (one type of sexual abuse) as forced or coerced 
oral, anal, or vaginal penetration, whether the abuser uses a penis, a finger, or a 
foreign object (e.g., a non-body part) to penetrate. Clearly, what constitutes ‘rape’ 
has varied over time and across countries, and even across jurisdictions of the 
same country. In addition to rape, physical sexual abuses can also include grab-
bing or touching genitals or breasts without consent. Notably, sexual abuse also 
includes non-physical abuses such as demeaning sexual comments or threats, post-
ing nude photos, or sexual acts without the victim’s consent on social media or in 
a workplace or other venues. Many of these violations fall into the legal definitions 
of sexual harassment if  conducted in a place of employment or education. How-
ever, they could clearly occur in non-work or non-educational spaces and places, 
although laws are less clear on some of these locations, such as sexual harassment 
in a public library, on the street, at a party, while camping/hiking, and so on. Sexual 
harassment legal definitions typically include unwanted non-verbal/physical, ver-
bal, and printed or electronic materials that are sexual in nature and can humiliate, 
degrade, and frighten the victim (see O’Reilly and Garret, 2019). Now turning to 
defining stalking, Miglietta and Acquadro Maran (2017: 563) draw on a large body 
of research when stating that most legal definitions of stalking ‘agree in describing 
stalking as behaviors that involve repeated harassment by an individual toward 
another such that the victim fears for her or his safety’. Importantly, most stalking 
is committed by a current or former intimate partner (e.g., Cattaneo et al., 2011).

Sex trafficking, a form of human trafficking, was defined by the US Traffick-
ing Victims Protection Act of 2000 as when ‘a commercial sex act is induced by 
force, fraud, or coercion, or in which the person induced to perform sex acts is 
under the age of 18’ (Logan et al., 2009: 4). Importantly, sex trafficking is often 
portrayed as something that occurs to victims transported across countries, but 
much of sex trafficking occurs domestically (within a country) where it is often 
ignored when the victims are marginalised in society (i.e., poor women and girls 
of colour). Similar to most other GBAs, this has occurred for centuries and is not 
a new phenomenon, although it is only more recently identified as a serious prob-
lem (Logan et al., 2009; Segrave et al., 2009). Another type of GBA, which is less 
well known, is forced marriage, whereby marriage is coerced or forced through 
such tactics as kidnapping, threatening to kill, and other similar emotional or 
physical behaviours that force or coerce the victim into marriage (Chantler, 2012). 
Forced marriage is a form of rape due to victims’ inability to consent to sex with 
their husbands who they have been forced to marry. Often forced marriages are 
of girls as young as 9 with men old enough to be their fathers and grandfathers 
(e.g., Roka et al., 2013).

Co
py
ri
gh
t 
©
 2
02
0.
 E
me
ra
ld
 P
ub
li
sh
in
g 
Li
mi
te
d.
 A
ll
 r
ig
ht
s 
re
se
rv
ed
. 
Ma
y 
no
t 
be
 r
ep
ro
du
ce
d 
in
 a
ny
 f
or
m 
wi
th
ou
t 
pe
rm
is
si
on
 f
ro
m 
th
e 
pu
bl
is
he
r,
 e
xc
ep
t 
fa
ir
 u
se
s 
pe
rm
it
te
d

un
de
r 
U.
S.
 o
r 
ap
pl
ic
ab
le
 c
op
yr
ig
ht
 l
aw
.

EBSCO Publishing : eBook Collection (EBSCOhost) - printed on 7/11/2021 10:31 AM via QUEENSLAND
UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY
AN: 2376100 ; Sandra Walklate, Kate Fitz-Gibbon, Jude McCulloch, JaneMaree Maher.; The Emerald
Handbook of Feminism, Criminology and Social Change
Account: qut



Feminist Activism and Scholarship     55

History
Men abusing their wives and men/boys sexually abusing girls/women has been a 
historical constant (e.g., Brownmiller, 1975; Clark, 1987; Dobash and Dobash, 
1979; Gordon, 1988; Pleck, 1983; Schwendinger and Schwendinger, 1983). Cer-
tainly, over the centuries, individuals have resisted physically and through legal 
systems (when they existed), but many of these actions were not even offences 
(such as marital rape and sexual harassment) until the 1970s and later. Although 
there are historical instances of feminists attempting to hold gender-based abus-
ers accountable in more organised ways, these were not hugely successful until the 
second wave of the feminist/women’s movement, in the 1970s and since. Thus femi-
nist advocacy and organising on GBA has been vital to the beginning of the activ-
ism and scholarship that has drastically changed the visibility of GBA, reduced 
victim blaming, and motivated criminal legal system changes and responses that 
are successful in ways that are more community based, and less racist, classist, 
and homophobic, as well as less sexist and misogynistic (see, e.g., Schechter, 1982; 
Wagers et al., 2017). Evidence of successful feminist GBA activism includes the 
extensive changes in awareness about the dynamics and prevalence of GBAs, the 
implementation of safehouses (also known as ‘battered women’s shelters’ and ‘ref-
uges’), and other community advocacy. Changing awareness about and responses 
to men abusing current and former women partners – and to the women abused 
by such men – is largely due to feminist activist and scholars, such as Shamita 
Dasgupta, Anne DePrince, Del Martin, Ellen Pence, Julia Perrilla, Erin Pizzey, 
Beth E. Richie, Susan Schecter, Cris Sullivan, Roberta Villalón, and many others, 
who mostly started (and continued) as GBA activists/advocates in their own 
and other communities before they were GBA scholars. Notably, many of these 
women were/are women of colour and/or lesbians.2

Thus, feminist activism has been essential not only in GBA becoming identi-
fied as a social problem, but feminist activism and scholarship have had profound 
impacts on the implementation of both community and criminal legal system 
GBA responses. In addition to implementing the first safehouses and rape crisis 
centres in the 1970s (e.g., Dobash and Dobash, 1979; Donat and D’Emilio, 1992; 
Nichols, 2014; Pizzey, 1977), feminists were successful in changing laws and police 
and court responses to the GBA abusers and victims. Similarly, ‘[l]egal reform 
has been a priority throughout the history of feminist organizing against rape in 
the United States’ and other countries (Levine, 2018: 323). Some of the primary 
movements in rape law reform were to change it from a property crime whereby 
raped women and girls were viewed as damage to men’s property – married 
women were their husbands’ property and unmarried women were their fathers’ 
property – and thus the damage was to these men’s property (see Brownmiller, 
1975; Clark, 1987; Levine, 2018). With the second wave of the feminist movement 
in the 1970s, there were major changes in rape law, more specifically recognising 

2Sadly, some of these women have died: Del Martin (b. 1921– d. 2008), Ellen Pence 
(1948–2012), and Susan Schecter (1946–2004).
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that penile–vaginal rape is not the only type of rape (i.e., oral and anal rapes), 
rape can be committed by any gender/sex, any gender/sex can be victimised by 
rape, and that rapes can be coercive in nature even when physical force is not 
evident (see Belknap, 2015).

Wood’s (1973) classic treatise on rape reform emphasises the uniqueness of 
these cases. First, she reports:

The most curious thing about forcible rape cases, despite common 
misconceptions, is the amount of sympathy which is afforded the 
offender, and the callousness, or even hostility in some cases, which 
is felt for the victim. Because of the assumption that jurors are likely 
to feel sympathy for the victim and convict the assailant without 
adequate evidence, many states have more stringent proof require-
ments than would be necessary for other crimes. (Wood, 1973: 335)

Second, she addresses the hypervigilant belief  in the myth that women/girls 
frequently make-up rape victimisations and innocent men are arrested, or even 
go to jail or prison for rapes they did not commit. Wood (1973: 335) notes: ‘The 
law of rape is such that it is highly unlikely to produce an inordinate number of 
false convictions’. This has been verified by others, as well (see Belknap, 2010).

GBA is still very prevalent and community and legal system responses still 
have room for significant improvement. Additionally, these successes did not come 
without backlash, and nowhere is this more apparent than the implementation of 
law enforcement pro-arrest ‘DV’ policies in the 1980s and 1990s. These laws and 
policies served to hold more abusers accountable and helped many women and 
their children, resulting in DV cases reaching the courts at unprecedented rates. 
However, the backlash by some police who begrudged having their discretion 
in DV arrests removed, was seen in arrests of women for DV, very often when 
they appeared to be the victims. And this has been an ongoing problem (e.g., 
DeLeon-Granados et al., 2006; Durfee, 2012; Hirschel et al., 2007; Miller, 2005; 
Muftić et al., 2015). Perhaps not surprisingly, scholars found that like police who 
resisted pro-arrest policies, court officials, typically district attorneys and judges, 
also became reluctant to prosecute and convict DV defendants, with many openly 
holding victim-blaming attitudes (e.g., Corsilles, 1994; Erez and Belknap, 1998; 
Hartman and Belknap, 2003; Melton, 2004; Ptacek, 1999).

Walklate et al. (2018) highlight the complex history of feminist scholars and 
activists advocating for legal reform in responding to GBA. Although, ‘recourse 
to the law remains one of the central planks of policy responses on the highly 
debated issue of how best to prevent and respond to violence against women’, 
feminists engaging with the historically patriarchal criminal legal system to imple-
ment or modify sexist policies and laws is challenging (Walklate et al., 2018: 116). 
Indeed, their preliminary analysis of The Home Office’s addition of Stark’s (2007) 
‘coercive control’ as an IPA tactic (in addition to outright IP violence) to laws in 
England and Wales in 2015, ‘concludes that, in the case of coercive control, more 
law is not the answer to improving responses to intimate partner violence’ (Walk-
late et al., 2018: 115). They explain how the coercive control tactics, particularly 
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unending surveillance and isolation, make it difficult for the victims to have the 
autonomy to seek social and systemic help (i.e., help from friends, family, neigh-
bours, police, courts, etc.), and how difficult such tactics are to explain to the 
police or prove in court (Walklate et al., 2018: 121–122).

The first shelters/safehouses for IPA survivors were developed with collabo-
rative, non-hierarchical (as opposed to bureaucratic) models in efforts to resist 
patriarchal approaches (Kubiak et al., 2011; Nichols, 2014; Schechter, 1982). They 
were also designed to be survivor-centered with social change activism, advocating 
for women’s agency and educating systems and communities (Nichols, 2014: 11). 
Although the first safehouses/shelters were grassroots and struggling for funding 
and facilities, they ultimately were more feminist in not having to adapt to funders’ 
requirements (see Nichols, 2014; Sullivan, 2011). More recently, in the last dec-
ade, efforts have been to get back to collaboration with what are typically called 
community-based or community-coordinated responses (Cattaneo and Good-
man, 2005; Cattaneo et al., 2009; Koss et al., 2017; Nichols, 2014; Sullivan, 2011).

Intersectionality and GBA
Intersectionality and cumulative disadvantage are key to understanding GBA. 
That is, the more one is marginalised in society by race, ethnicity, class, disabil-
ity, immigrant status, and sexual identity, as well as gender, the greater the risk 
of GBA victimisation (e.g., Cribb and Barnett, 1999; Fedina et al., 2018). Early 
activism on GBA in the 1970s rarely addressed intersectional risks and has been 
‘criticized for marginalizing women of color, lesbian women, and lower class 
women’ (Nichols, 2014: 3).

IPA research by and about women of colour has been a key to untangling the 
varying experiences by and responses to IPA victims and abusers of colour and 
intersecting marginalisations, such as undocumented survivors. Koyama (2016) 
stresses the women excluded from safehouses for being substance addicted, home-
less, mentally ill, HIV-positive, and so on highlighting the larger institutionalised 
problem of the DV movement’s reliance upon the state which too often results in 
these women’s exclusion from services.

Beth E. Richie’s (1996) Compelled to Crime and other work, including her 
2000 article Black Feminist Reflection on the Antiviolence Movement, and her 
2012 book Arrested Justice, which addresses the complex intersections of sexism, 
racism, and homophobia/heterosexism, as well as the criminalising of African 
American women and victims. Roberta Villalón’s (2010) book Violence Against 
Latina Immigrants: Citizenship, Inequality, and Community details US Latina 
immigrant women’s challenges to navigate DV services and support under threat 
from their partners and deportation, manifested in the state rhetoric and action 
against undocumented immigrants. Despite seemingly helpful laws for undocu-
mented women experiencing DV, many are doubly burdened by the systematic 
abuse represented in institutionalised responses. Margaret Abraham’s (2000) 
book Speaking the Unspeakable: Marital Violence among South Asian Immigrants 
in the United States similarly addressed the unique challenges of these immigrant 
women victims of DV, and also grappled with feminist advocacy groups hoping 
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to assist but facing serious hurdles within their feminist organisations in how best 
to do so. A 1990s study of IPA among Western Samoan women living in Samoa 
and as immigrants in New Zealand found ‘that women from ethnic minorities 
and recent immigrant groups tend not to use support services provided by the 
community’ for IPA victims (Cribb and Barnett, 1999: 61).

INCITE! is a US grassroots, national, activist organisation of women, gen-
der non-conforming, and trans people of colour against violence, who promote a 
far more structural means of addressing ‘violence against women of color’ which 
they identify as ‘“violence directed at communities”, such as police violence, war, 
and colonialism, and “violence within communities”, such as sexual and domes-
tic violence’ (downloaded from their website 10/20/17 http://www.incite-national.
org/page/about-incite). INCITE! leadership and members include prolific scholars 
such as Beth E. Richie and Angela Y. Davis, and their work through scholar-
ship and organising (e.g., conferences, radio shows, etc.), is directed at the state 
to address gender-, race-, and colonial-based violence, including how the United 
States is structured to victimise communities of colour. INCITE began in 2000 by 
‘a small group of impassioned women of colour activists who were fed up with 
existing organisations that couldn’t (or wouldn’t) address violence faced by women 
of colour’ (http://mail.incite-national.org/page/history, downloaded 10/20/17). 
INCITE! has published two edited books: Color of Violence: The INCITE! Anthol-
ogy (2006, 2016) and The Revolution Will Not Be Funded: Beyond the Non-Profit 
Industrial Complex (2007, 2017). Women of colour feminisms have built a femi-
nist analysis that exposes relative inequitable social structures that significantly 
contribute to the exposure of intimate violence and coercive state interventions 
(Roberts, 2016).

The contributions of women of colour feminists through movements such as 
INCITE! revealed the complexities women of colour face when experiencing both 
intimate and structural violence, and how these are related. Clearly, with changes 
in IPA arrest and court policies and the growth of shelters and abuser interven-
tion, huge strides have been made in the visibility and seriousness of IPA as a 
societal, institutional, structural, and individual problem. But it is also clear that 
the structural problems of sexism, misogyny, racism, classism, anti-immigrant/
nationalism, and so on must be key in fruitful moves forward to deter and better 
respond to DV structurally, institutionally, through communities, and individually.

Pathways Theory and the Criminalisation of GBA Survivors
Pathways Theory was developed to address how adverse life events such as trau-
matic victimisation place individuals, including youth, at an increased likelihood of 
offending (see Belknap, 2015). Research documenting the tenets of pathways theory 
dates back to the 1970s (although the term ‘pathways’ was not used until 1992, 
Daly, 1992), and was conducted primarily on incarcerated girls and women, docu-
menting the high rates of sexual abuse (particularly incest) victimisations that led to 
them running away from home and engaging in crimes (primarily drug/alcohol use/
selling and sex work). Current research continues to find these links (e.g., DeHart 
et al., 2014; Shdaimah and Leon, 2015). As noted previously, a major backlash  
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that occurred from the increased criminalising of IPA was the implementation of 
pro-arrest ‘DV’ laws and policies in the 1980s and 1990s, whereby women were 
arrested in unprecedented numbers. Thus, there was the criminalising of these vic-
tims as offenders if they resisted in any way or even if their abusers simply reported 
they resisted. The increased arrest and prosecution of women as IPA perpetrators has 
resulted in an extraordinary number of women in jails and prisons for DV as offend-
ers. Significantly, these changes have affected poor women and women of colour the 
most (e.g., Kubiak et al., 2011; Miller, 2005; Richie, 2012). Other research notes a 
pattern whereby if women’s onset of offending is not as youth, it is strongly linked to 
adulthood IPA victimisation (e.g., Simpson et al., 2008). For example, a large study 
of jailed women in the United States found that violence by a partner (which was 
typically when the women were adults) increased a woman’s likelihood, including 
onset, of sex work, property crime, and/or drug offending (DeHart et al., 2014).

The ‘Explosion’ in GBA Research over Time
This section documents the remarkable growth in GBA research over time (see 
Table 1). To do this, we conducted searches for publications on five specific GBA 
topics – IPA, sexual assault/rape, stalking, sexual harassment, and sex-trafficking. 
We used the ISI Web of Science ‘Core Collection’ ISIWSCC search, using a range 
of definitions for these seven types of GBAs, while controlling for six time periods: 
1900–1969, 1970–1979, 1980–1989, 1990–1999, and 2000–2018.3 Finally, we report 
the year of the first publication on the type of GBA found in the ISI Web of Science.

Table 1 summarises the findings (with footnotes that explain the wording we 
used to conduct the searches) of the GBAs we included. The five GBA types are 
listed in the columns in order of the most to the least number of publications: 
there are many obvious themes in Table 1. First, the increase in GBA publications, 

3Given that we conducted this data collection and analysis in February 2019, we 
stopped with publications in 2018. The numbers can change for years as the Web of 
Science sometimes adds new journals to its existing database over time, which is why it 
is necessary to collect the data on one day. (We finalised our methods and collected the 
final data on 24 February 2019). This is not a fool proof method; there are likely some 
publications we missed, and others are perhaps in here that are very tangentially related 
to the specific GBA topics. ISI Web of Science is also biased towards journals published 
in English, although this appears to have improved as they have added more journals to 
their base. When they add new journals, they go back and add all the articles, not only 
the ones published since the journal was added to ISI Web of Science. Clearly, some 
publications could fall into more than one of the GBA categories in Table 1 (e.g., date 
rape and marital rape research could fall under both sexual assault/rape and IPA; or a 
study could potentially be generally on GBA/VAW and include all the six topics). We 
deleted some articles that our search process identified that were unrelated to GBA, 
such as the three additional articles on IPA prior to 1970, but the label ‘domestic distur-
bance’ in these cases was used for ‘civil unrest’ and the police and military responding 
to ‘domestic’ protests (i.e., political protests in the United States) (see the two articles 
in the references with ‘Anonymous’ (1936, 1966) authors and the article by Poe [1968]).
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particularly from the onset of the second wave of the feminist/women’s movement, 
is remarkable. Only 32 GBA publications were prior to 1970, while from 2010 to 
2018, there were 24,190 GBA publications. Second, almost 3 in 5 (58.5%, n = 
24,190) of the GBA articles were published in the most recent (and shortest) time 
period, from 2010 to 2018, and over a quarter (27.1%) of the GBA articles were 
published in the preceding time period, from 2000 to 2009. Stated alternatively, 
85.6% (n = 35,415) of all of the GBA publications were since 2000. By GBA type, 
90% of the sex-trafficking, 63% of the IPA, 59% of the stalking, 53% of the sexual 
assault/rape, and 44% of the sexual harassment articles were published from 2010 
to 2018 (the most recent time period). For every time period, the overall increase 
in GBA publications was at least 2.2 times, with the biggest rate increases in the 
1970s, 1990s, and 1980s, respectively. Third, from 1900 to 1918, there is a clear 
order in the number of publications across the five categories of GBA. From most 
to least publications, over half (56.4%) were on IPA (n = 23,349), 29.4% were on 
sexual assault/rape (n = 12,143), 11.0% were on sexual harassment (n = 4,535), 
1.7% were on sex-trafficking (n = 714), and 1.5% were on stalking (n = 622).

Fourth, prior to 1970, there were a total of 32 publications across the five types 
of GBAs, and all but one of these were on rape/sexual assault (N = 31) and the 
remaining one was on IPA (N = 1). Interestingly, sexual assault/rape publications 
remained more frequent than IPA publications, but with a decreasing gap, until 
the 1990s, and for each of the last three time periods the gap between IPA and 
sexual assault/rape publications increased culminating in the final period (2010–
2018) where the number IPA publications (N = 14,725) was 2.3 as many as the 
sexual assault/rape publications (N = 6,470) (see Table 1). In order of their first 
appearance in the ISI Web of Science among the six GBA types, the earliest was 
on sexual assault/rape in 1925, followed over four decades later by the first on IPA 
in 1967, and nine years later the first on sexual harassment in 1976. There was an 
almost two-decade lag before the next original GBA type, stalking, was published 
in 1993, followed two years later by the first sex-trafficking article in 1995 (see Table 
1). Taken together, the findings summarised in Table 1 indicate that most GBA 
research is on IPA, followed by sexual assault/rape, but that the sex-trafficking 
research is the most quickly growing body of GBA research in recent decades.

Overall Table 1 suggest: an extraordinary growth in GBA research, but also 
suggests the grassroots, community, and feminist origination of identifying GBA 
as a social problem. This massive increase in publications is in no small part due to 
passage of the federal Violence Against Women Act in 1994 (and the Act’s subse-
quent re-authorisations) that has included unprecedented funding for research on 
IPA, rape/sexual abuse, stalking, and sex-trafficking. But this explosion in GBA 
research is very likely also related to more women and feminists in the academy 
and the growth of the feminist movement, which has been very key in challenging 
the invisibility of and responses to GBA.

Innovative Programmes Addressing GBAs
Once again, it is beyond the scope of this chapter to list all of the promising and 
sometimes proven programming and policies to deter and respond to GBA but is 
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important to list some of these. Earlier, we reported the increasing and relatively 
recent global awareness of GBA as international human rights and public health 
problems. Checchi et al. (2017: 2298) underscore the necessity and challenges that 
humanitarian and public health responders face in responding to GBA in areas 
of crisis, often called by wars and disasters, such as unplanned displacement and 
exposure to armed conflict, yet note some success in these challenges. Devries 
et al.’s (2013: 1527) global report on IPA stated that although the ‘prevention 
field is still in its nascence, emerging evidence suggests several promising areas 
of intervention’. They include improved intervention with children who witness 
IPA, improving women’s and girls’ educational attainment, and challenging the 
social norms that identify IPA as a private matter, the condoning of men’s/boys’ 
control of women/girls, and engaging men/boys in violence prevention, encour-
aging bystander (such as neighbours’) taking action when IPA occurs, and using 
media to promote gender equity and non-violent relationships (Devries et al., 
2013: 1528). An example of the power of social context in deterring IPA are seen 
in a study of Samoan women IPA survivors, some living in Samoa and some liv-
ing as immigrants in New Zealand (Cribb and Barnett, 1999). Strong extended 
family networks aided women’s efforts to leave abusive men, while more tradition-
ally ‘nuclear households’ replacing these extended family arrangements served to 
isolate the women and keep the IPA a private matter (Cribb and Barnett, 1999).

Given that research indicates the type of GBA that is most prevalent is IPA it 
is not surprising that it has by far the most research conducted on it (see Table 1), 
and that the most GBA-related programming and policies address IPA. British 
feminists Abrar et al. (2000: 246) point out that there have been significant IPA 
policy changes since the 1970s, and that it is important to remember:

There is no single public organization with responsibility for 
domestic violence policy; responsibility spreads across a wide 
range of agencies spanning central and local tiers of government 
and public, private and quasi-governmental sectors.

As noted previously, as the original, feminist-based grassroots safehouses became 
more accepted and funded by governmental bodies and others, the organisations 
tended to lose their feminist approaches. Nichols (2014: 10) notes that these grass-
roots advocacy organisations have evolved from feminist ‘into professionalized, 
specialized, and collaborative organizations’.

Encouragingly, research assessing collaborations between the more feminist 
safehouses and victim-advocates with the more traditional police departments 
and courts has been effective in bringing about real change (e.g., Cerulli et al., 
2015; DePrince et al. 2012). The successful collaborations are typically ones that 
are survivor centered (e.g., Koss et al., 2017; Nichols, 2014). One example is 
DePrince et al.’s (2012) work with feminists and criminal legal system key play-
ers to implement and study a community which found that IPA survivors who 
were randomly assigned to the coordinated community responses were more 
likely to engage with the process, and this was particularly true for poorer women 
and women of colour. Finally, to address the criminalising of IPA survivors, the 
Michigan Coalition Against Domestic and Sexual Violence funded a project to Co
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provide such women with resources and tools to assist, and what resulted is a 
free on-line document, Best Practice Toolkit for Working with Domestic Violence 
Survivors with Criminal Histories (Kubiak et al., 2011).

An ongoing feminist challenge has been raised by some feminists who are con-
cerned with how to promote feminist advocacy for victims of GBA at the same 
time that many criminal legal systems, in addition to being sexist, are highly and 
disproportionately punitive to GBA defendants when they are poor, of colour, 
and otherwise marginalised (Bernstein, 2012; Harris, 2011; Whittier, 2016).

We need an analysis that furthers neither the conservative project of sequester-
ing millions of men of colour in accordance with the contemporary dictates of 
globalised capital and its prison industrial complex, nor the equally conservative 
project of abandoning poor women of colour to a continuum of violence that 
extends from the sweatshops through the prisons, to shelters, and into bedrooms 
at home. How do we develop analyses and organising strategies against VAW that 
acknowledge the race of gender and the gender of race? (Harris, 2011: 13).

Conclusions
This chapter reported on the history of identifying and defining different types of, 
raising awareness about, documenting and researching, and responding to GBA. 
Although GBA has always existed, feminist activists and scholars, often one-in-
the-same, have been highly successful in massive changes in scholarship on and 
responses to GBA since the 1970s. The data we presented in Table 1 evidence 
the massive increase in scholarship on GBA since the 1970s: GBA publications 
increased from 32 between 1900 and 1969 to over 24,000 from 2010 through 2018. 
As this research and activism evolved and expanded, there has been growing rec-
ognition of the need to address GBA responses and scholarship from an inter-
sectional perspective; such as how race/ethnicity and class intersect with gender 
in understanding the dynamics behind GBA and how to better navigate both the 
community and legal system responses to it. Feminist activism and scholarship 
has also recognised how much of GBAs, including very serious forms, are not 
always violent per se, yet can be very traumatic for the victims. Although the focus 
of GBA is often on the United States and England, feminist activists and scholars 
from all over the world have contributed to awareness about and resistance to 
GBA. What was lost in some of the grassroots feminist organisations responding 
to GBA (e.g., more patriarchal oversight by governmental, funding, and criminal 
legal system agencies) in the 1970s has been aided in more recent years by more 
victim-centered and community-coordinated responses. Although this chapter 
highlights the power of feminism in advancing the awareness of and responses 
to GBA, it remains a far to frequent phenomenon that deserves ongoing feminist 
research and activism and innovative responses.
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Chapter 5

Feminist Criminology in a Time of ‘Digital 
Feminism’: Can the #MeToo Movement 
Create Fundamental Cultural Change?
Annie Cossins

Abstract

One of  the key contributions of  feminist criminology has been to recognise 
the cultural significance of  the concepts of  sex and gender, bodies and 
social practices in order to conceptualise men’s engagement with crime, 
including the dominance of  men as perpetrators of  crimes of  violence 
against women.

This chapter focusses on the #MeToo movement which has revealed the 
stark contrast between women’s experiences of  sexual assault and sexual 
harassment, and the extent of  men’s perceived entitlement to women’s bod-
ies. By theorising the regulatory processes by which different bodies are 
‘moralised’, it is possible to see how cultures are created by reference to 
the values ascribed to different bodies as well as what different bodies do. 
The author considers the applicability of  moral regulation theory to show 
how processes of  sexualisation, including sexual assault and harassment, 
constitute identity formation and considers whether resistance in the form 
of  the #MeToo movement amounts to a powerful enough challenge to 
introduce cultural and structural changes.

Keywords: #MeToo movement; sex, race and class; intersectionalities; 
sexualisation; moral regulation; bodies 

The Emerald Handbook of Feminism, Criminology and Social Change, 69–94
Copyright © 2020 by Emerald Publishing Limited
All rights of reproduction in any form reserved
doi:10.1108/978-1-78769-955-720201007

Co
py
ri
gh
t 
©
 2
02
0.
 E
me
ra
ld
 P
ub
li
sh
in
g 
Li
mi
te
d.
 A
ll
 r
ig
ht
s 
re
se
rv
ed
. 
Ma
y 
no
t 
be
 r
ep
ro
du
ce
d 
in
 a
ny
 f
or
m 
wi
th
ou
t 
pe
rm
is
si
on
 f
ro
m 
th
e 
pu
bl
is
he
r,
 e
xc
ep
t 
fa
ir
 u
se
s 
pe
rm
it
te
d

un
de
r 
U.
S.
 o
r 
ap
pl
ic
ab
le
 c
op
yr
ig
ht
 l
aw
.

EBSCO Publishing : eBook Collection (EBSCOhost) - printed on 7/11/2021 10:31 AM via QUEENSLAND
UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY
AN: 2376100 ; Sandra Walklate, Kate Fitz-Gibbon, Jude McCulloch, JaneMaree Maher.; The Emerald
Handbook of Feminism, Criminology and Social Change
Account: qut

http://doi.org/10.1108/978-1-78769-955-720201007

