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Abstract ]]

This paper is an attempt to understand the sigmitie of qualitative analysis in studies in
the area of women and crime. It explores through different concerns regarding
methodologies in this area of studies in generdllaw are these concerns related with
some of larger theoretical concerns. The choicerathods are inextricably linked with
these theoretical concerns as well as the epistgiwal preferences of the one
conducting research. Within this framework the vaftece of qualitative analysis is
discussed with particular references to studiesehmve made use of them. Some of the
studies already conducted within this field aredssed with regard to the goals of those
research enterprises and how far the methods haee kbiseful in attaining those
objectives. Also significant is the extent to whictethods cater to the new theoretical
configurations especially after the postmodern paststructural turns. A discussion of
attributing agency to women under question in tbetext of crime is undertaken with
reference to the extent to which this needs to besidered while deciding the
methodology. The paper also discusses the advantd#gsome of the tools commonly
deployed in this area of studies.
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Introduction

.. .[T]he body of a condemned woman is a text on whiaapatal power continues to
be mapped in a spectacle that is not literally puiblut which the public cannot fail to
construct in the mind’s eye.

Gray, Frances, 2003, p 20.

Studies about the relationship between gender antkds an area that spans
across a range of themes that include themes efsiiy and difference, the diverging
experiences of men and women in same and diffeseaial contexts, gender roles,
conflicts of roles and role constraints influencitige phenomenon etc. Nevertheless
studies in the area show that the socio-culturedggions and lived experience of crime
and criminal justice system are highly differergghfor men and women. This conceptual
point remains at the core level of any approachatds studying the topic and has been
demonstrated with sufficient clarity in literaturglready available (Silvestri and
Crowther-Dowey, 2008). Silvestri and Crowther-Dowstgites that “an expanding body
of empirical work drawing on qualitative and quéative methodologies, underpinned by
competing epistemologies” have been crucial andigiheuccessful that “academicians,
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policy-makers and practitioners have started toectorterms with the gendered divisions
created through complex processes of differentigfiilvestri and Crowther-Dowey,
2008. pp 14-15). Works considering the issue ofigeim the context of crime, criminal
justice, penal system, female offenders and victias considerably increased in the last
decade. This include works which has touched upenssue of gender and crime from a
rather general perspective (Naffeine, 1997; Wagkl&001) to covering more specific
issues concerned with the penal system (Carlerf;20&rlen and Worrall, 2004) and the
gendered nature of victimisation (Newburn and Stank994; Dobash and Dobash,
2001).Works has also considered and engaged i défst the issue of gendered nature
of criminal justice organisations and those who argrusted with regulating and
controlling them (Heidensohn1992, 2003; Martin dodik, 1996; Brown, 1998; Brown
and Heidensohn, 2000; Silvestri, 2003).

Within the thick descriptions that these works havade available the notable
element has been the significant contribution imgeof the methodology that most of
the works on these lines has followed; that the obla qualitative methodology has been
significant in the whole enterprise of making womeisible within this area of
epistemology.Heimerand Kruttschnittargues that itptale methods find more space
within feminist analyses about women and crime ipedg because on most occasions it
is a rather difficult task to identify the categmi distinctions as quantitative analyses
require. A preference for qualitative methods soatotivated by the fact it contains
more possibilities towards catering to the epistegioal preferences of feminist
scholarship (Heimerand Kruttschnitt2006).

This paper is an attempt towards identifying issolesiethodology in the area of
studies about women and crime and women and imprisat. Whereas the major focus
of the paper shall remain on the different method@s available in order to make
intellectual enquiries in this area fruitful, itsal addresses some of the theoretical
challenges that are raised in this context and dhatinherent within gender sensitive
enquiries in general. By emphasising more uponqgteitative methodology the paper,
however, does not imply that quantitative methaascd no significance in this context.
Part of this paper also undertakes a discussicardew the extent to which both these
methods can mutually complement each other at dheestime as acknowledging the
limitations of quantitative methods. The paperiigd®d into five sections including this
introduction. In the next section | shall discusw the relevance of a qualitative
approach and in the third section specific studresdiscussed in order to understand the
significance of specific methodologies availablenirwithin the spectrum of qualitative
approach. The fourth section initiates a discusaimund some of the larger issues in this
context and the fifth section concludes the paper.

Significance of a qualitative approach

The significance of a qualitative approach lieshimtits ability to take into
account the larger social and cultural context mitihich the studied phenomenon has
an existence. Apart from making a cross cultunass social comparison of the studied
phenomenon possible, a qualitative approach al&stmto account such factors that are
crucial in the fashioning of subjects’/agents’ ¢éaiee and the reality surrounding that
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existence.This especially gathers significancehim ¢ontext of studies on gender and
related phenomena since gendered consequenceshandumerous channels that
contribute towards the construction and even thecation of gender within particular

social contexts are not something that could bédyeeaptured with a mere quantitative

approach.

This has remained so in the field of gender ancheras well. Heimer and
Kruttschnitt observes that “A more complete underding of the complexities
underlying the gendered nature of crime could lpgurad only through an understanding
of women as active agents despite their being stégjeo social and personal constraints
and restrictions than their male counterparts” (kiand Kruttschnitt2006. p 12). Thus,
within criminological research, principles such asiminogenic need, risk and
responsivity have emerged from quantitative enteeprthat are definite explanations of
some of most general patterns in this regard. Neelss they are not helpful to the
extent they can capture the nuanced complexitiesedded within the interactions
between the subject/agent and the social stru(@a@in, 2007. p 374).

In Ruth Zaplin (2007) we find certain comparisorenly made between these
dominant approaches, with respect to the limitatiand advantages of each of them, in
studies. The inherent differences that use of tpiale methodologies can yield are
admitted although, at the same time, one shouldwkare of its limitations as well.
Although Zaplin’s own account is much more orientedvards making qualitative
interpretations certain caveats areoffered in thgpect. One, because it is difficult to
involve great numbers in qualitative analysis ifiso difficult to make generalisations.
Second, there are rarely comparison groups tosacomatrols. Third, qualitative methods
do not involve long term assessments. Fourth, tdawot capture general patterns and
finally that its subjective interpretations cantbased (Zaplin, 2007. pp 374-375). On the
last point Zaplin admits that interpretations arevitable despite the approach towards
the study.

Although in the next section | have attempted tsg@ssues surrounding some of
these points in the context of specific studieseHeshall make a brief attempt to deal
with them to see the possibilities of neutraliziifgyotgetting rid of altogether, some of
these points, especially, the third and fifth on@&ke possibilities of long term
assessments, the third point, is more for a quiaktaapproach since it enables one to
make use of a range of materials including prirdads from different periods of time.
This shall enable one to account for the phenomemater study in different historic
periods despite the availability of formal statistiFor instance the occurrence of crime,
the active or passive involvement of women, if amithin it, the factors and conditions
that have led to such occurrences and involvemént would be available from
materials such as stories, novels, autobiogragndsso on. Since the history of print is
much longer than the history of statistics thisldouell be true. These portrayals could
have resulted from unconscious or conscious at®iot nevertheless their use for the
aforementioned purpose cannot be questioned. Thes raakes a comparison of the
phenomenon under study in different periods of timstances for studies in thigenre
would be Gray (2003) and Walker (2003). Both thegelies evaluates the multiple
relationships between gender and crime in diffecemitexts and in Gray one identifies
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the emergence of such prototypes as the condemoextny cruel mother etc., and their
cultural grounding within specific contexts.

Although Zaplin admits that any study is subjectri@rpretations, the point still
survives as interpretations that are subjectivefedifon several respects from
interpretations that are objective. Beyond the maich and still continuing, debates on
objectivism and subjectivismthe point is also ralevto the extent it invokes questions
with regard to the nature of enquiries of made tedlarger objectives of the research
being conducted. Also true is the fact that intetgions are always necessarily
subjective although questions might be asked ath@uextent to which one’s subjective
position has influenced the interpretations madegdérschmidt, James W. 1997).Zaplin
also admits that interpretations that are entiredjue free is an impossible thing in
academia.

Although qualitative and quantitative methodologésl approaches are complementary
to each other to the extent they can, togethenigeoa larger and deeper understanding
of gender, women and crime than either of thematane tools of qualitative methods
and analyses needs special attention to the exteyt provide a wide range of
possibilities to analyse, interpret, draw resuieréof and to include the complexities and
dynamics of the topic under study.Qualitative rededas a particular significance for
studies on gender within criminology and other feisti enterprises exploring issues of
crime and women, race, class and criminal justsee (Miller, 1998, 2001; Miller and
White, 2003; Kruttschnitt, et al., 2000); this iarficularly due to the skepticism that
surrounds the use of analytical statistics (Arndtdgsborne, 1999. p 11). Social
historians in this field now opt more for a quélita approach combining analytical and
hermeneutic approaches with an extensive use trinal anthropology, micro history,
discourse analysis etc. This is in addition to rtinenber of works which have deployed
in-depth interviews, observation and sampling tegpnes, content analysis, archival
research etc. In the next section | shall payifipesttempt towards understanding the
different possibilities of qualitative analysestwregard to the different tools available in
the context of studies on women and crime.

Qualitative methodologies

In the context of the “reverse-gender” paradigntases of statutory rape cases,
where women, especially adult women, turns outetthie offenders, and men, especially
adolescent ones, turns out to be the victims aesgzpto the conventional imagination of
women remaining in the victims position and menthe offenders’ Levine (2008)
provides an insightful account with the help of & analysis and in depth interviews.In
fact she has gone much beyond the clinical mod®kys and studies in this context that
have based themselves more on the prison/sex effenddels.Her content analysis has
considered over hundreds of articles, newspapertespecial reports on the topic etc.,
all mainly available in electronic formats in magmd minor news outlets across the US.
The vastness of her database has derived “fromatienal (rather than regional or solo-
jurisdictional) character and from its threshold faclusion as news stories capture
incidences of statutory rape well before the pahttherapy or incarceration of the
offender” (368). Through a widened electronic skdrevine has managed to capture
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hundreds more observations than any of the prewwtuies. Hence her study offers both
a breadth — in terms of the population it coverexhd depth — in terms of it analysis and
crime focus since it exclusively pays attentiontiiass phenomenon only. The study
sufficiently crecognises the multiple dimensionsvaftim and offender behaviour and
claims to add nuance to our understanding of betidgr hierarchies and criminal justice
as institutions of agency and control (363).

Nevertheless the paper fails to add agency toghele offenders and does not
fully capture the subtleties involved in the sturetagent interactions. This is primarily
associated with the method that have been deplayéch evidently misses not only the
historical content but also the dynamics that deflme structure-agent relations. In other
words, the methods deployed in the study, on theelmand, captures the contemporary
situation including the social and cultural facttirat contribute to a larger understanding
of the conditions under which such offenses aren seel understood, not only in a
popular level but also at the level of the jurythwspecial reflections upon the gendered
nature of it. On the other handit ignores the largenditions that has led to the
fashioning of offenders’ sense of self — both pdétg and succeeding her committing of
the offense, and her own perception of her actiditee conditioning of the self is
primarily an indication of the process of constmgtthe subject, including her sexual
self identification, which is then transformed intbe position of an agent. This
transformation is crucial since subjectivity anemagy function at entirely different levels
for women from that of men.The methods adopted lyy author do not help to
sufficiently address this aspect without which aeuld not claim to have captured the
agency behind female offenders.

Another significant aspect in this context is thekl of any case studies. This is
especially so because the paper is particularlyiveted by objectives that would
eventually lead the author to making insightfulalations about the conditions that have
led to the commitment of the offense.The absencangfcase studies remains stark in
this context. Another dimension in this regard lsoaclosely related with one of the
objectives of the paper which is to understandrltersectional aspect of the subjectivity
of the offenders. For instance the paper provithes dthnic/racial composition of the
offenders but without adding any cultural or so@ment to it. The intersectionality of
the subjects could not be captured as the extemhicch the class, race, ethnic and gender
backgrounds have been crucial in the constitutfathe offenders’ self is not sufficiently
explored. Case histories would have been a vemjalraomponent in this respect. This,
along with other methodological tools like intemve and/or observation, would have
considerably helped the analysis to throw lightruplee rates of occurrence of crimes
among certain communities. For instance it is Uguwddserved, just as in this paper, that
sex offense, especially involving female offendensas a higher frequency among
Caucasians living in the US. The paper could havihér investigated into this issue in
order to bring to the understanding of the reatergarticular conditions under which
such a higher frequency is constantly recordeds ©halso true with regard to the other
major category that is highlighted, that is, class.

In another essay by Leigh Goodmark (2007) on jasiic battered women who
killwe find the full potentials of case study coméd with in depth interviews, content
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analysis and the survey method. Concerned withaicedeep issues in the realm of
criminal justice with regard to penalising womenonkill due to constant abuses this
paper is more oriented towards bringing sufficidminges in this legal context. Although
all the issues addressed in the paper are in theextoof law the paper is an attempt
towards identifying certain stark gaps that exstween law and certain social realities.
The paper as such deals with a single case of aaw@ixie Schrieber, who has turned
out to be a killer of her husband, Scott Shanah#er several years of experiencing cruel
torturing at his hands. Dixie Schrieber was sergdrfor fifty years of imprisonment by
the jury. The paper analyses the different aspaictse case at its disposal and draws a
logical relation of these details with the judgmenhte author goes to the foundational
principles that constitute the US legal system, elgm retribution, deterrence,
rehabilitation and incapacitation. He approachesttipic under study from the vantage
of four questions that has a moral resonance asdnee time as fully relevant to the
details of this and other similar cases. The furetsal questions that he raise in this
context are “would punishing Dixie Shanahan detgure crime—either by her or by
other battered women? Does her punishment serve satnibutive function? Will Dixie
Shanahan be rehabilitated as a result of her pomaist? Is Dixie Shanahan’s
incapacitation for thirty-five years just?” (Goodrka2007. p 271).

The main method adopted by the author, that i sagly, leads him to explore
the multiple dimensions of cases that come undergegmericlabel of battered women
who kill. It studies in detail the biographical sée of both the Shanahans and couple’s
life together collected from all possible sourc&scording to the author Shanahan’s case
represents cases under this label. In depth is@ssiare conducted with those who
remained close to the husband and wife and theoabtings to the notice of the reader
the enormous amount of pain suffered by Schriebarb she committed the crime. The
author also takes into sufficient account the stte differences in the penal system in
the US by reflecting upon similar incidences inestbontexts within country.

Although the paper raises some important questpertaining to generalising
from the study of a single case, it neverthelegstucas the potentials of the social
conditions under which a crime is committed. Thedgtdemonstrates the potential of
case study and qualitative methodological toolthtoextent they can sufficiently assist
in addressing the multiple dimensions of the sassed. It also does full justice to the
issue of agency in identifying the woman subjech@asng acted upon the determination
of saving her children as also to save herself.fimerous details made available by the
author in this context signifies her transformatimm the position of a subject to that of
an agent. In the next section | shall briefly dsisome of the major methodological
tools deployed in some of the qualitative studies #ihe some larger theoretical issues to
be addressed in this context

Theoretical framewor ks and methodological tools

Through acknowledging the subtleties surroundingnayg and structure, or the
individual and the social conditions defining hecdtion, the dynamics of women’s and
girls’ relations with their status as offendersctvns and/or convicts can better be
articulated. Such an analysis adds insights not ahbut criminal activities committed
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by women by considering the gendered aspects cfahme but also about the conditions
that give shape and form to certain abstract thisughd ideas. The “structured action
theory” proposed by Messerschmidt (1997) gathegmifstance in this context.
According to him the structure and action are ineably linked to each other through
categories of race, gender and class relations Why crime can be understood as an
activity that occurs under “specific social strueduconstraints” (p 6). At this crucial
juncture the analysis moves away from a view ofnerias irrational, pathological and
centred on individual personalities towards a mdyeamic approach that considers
crime as emerging from the interaction betweerctire and agency. Such an approach
also challenges the liberal notion of free will tttessumes that criminal actions are
chosen by free will. On the contrary it heps usearathnd the intersection between
different human categories including gender, ckass race. This is also significant as it
denies accepting acts of crime committed by womeaheu the shadows of oppression
since that would considerably abbreviate the agboater of female offenders to effect
change.

Only through deploying a qualitative analysis ofe tiphenomenon under
investigation can the larger epistemological armbgi embedded within such theoretical
complexities, could be achieved. This is also ta¢he extent results of investigations
can influence the planning and execution of programd evaluations in these lines. For
instance Heidensohn, F. (1992) suggests that praggaamd evaluations that focus entirely
on women’s and girl's personalities as the causkecane of crime obscures the impact of
structure and overestimates the potentials of pragrto rehabilitate and prevent crime.
A structured action perspective suggests that cgreeention measures must target both
the structure and individuals. It also suggesteatife programs are ones that assist
women in challenging and even changing their stmattlocation. Finally, structured
action theory help us to see the multiple and eamli¢ttor easy in which programs can be
subverted and enhanced.

Thus a combination of methodological tools combimetth keeping in mind the
larger goals of the research is essential for #iesfactory conduct of investigations.
From the above discussion it come to vicinity tisaimpling, in-depth interviews,
observation techniques, case study and analysmempanalysis and archival research
are tools that are, to a great extent, inevitabtele successful completion of studies in
this spectrum.

Conclusion

The methods used in study are primarily relatetth Wie epistemological choices
one has made prior to the conduct of that rese&¥ttile this remains so there are also
certain larger theoretical concerns involved whate inescapable while choosing
between various methods.Qualitative methods sutistes those attempts considerably
that aspires to capture the complexities of theasitn being investigated with sufficient
attention paid to the subtleties involved. In tlssnse methodology become a very
important aspect of any study and one needs t@atefut while making decisions in this
regard. This is especially the case with studies #tempt to explore the links between
women’s position within a society and its relatiovith the different aspects of crime.
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