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Technology as a means of committing a crime.
‘How technology is used to commit domestic abuse and sexual violence crimes’ 
Domestic abuse is defined by the Home Office (2012) as “Any incident or pattern of incidents of controlling, coercive or threatening behaviour, violence or abuse between those aged 16 or over who are or have been intimate partners or family members regardless of gender or sexuality”. This definition has been updated to include coercive behaviour which is a pattern of abuse that is used to frighten their victim and controlling behaviour which is a range of acts designed to make a person subordinate.
Technology can be used to facilitate domestic abuse and stalking which has been researched by Delanie Woodlock (2017) who said “technology—including phones, tablets, computers, and social networking websites—is commonly used in intimate partner stalking”. Woodlock (2017 p.586) also mentions that intimate partner stalking can cause more distress to the victim through threats of violence. 

Evan Stark (2007) coined the term coercive control and described it as a way to deprive “women of autonomy, basic liberty, and equality”. Coercive control is a criminal offence in England and Wales but as Stark and Hester, (2018 p.85) mentions it requires women to demonstrate distress and fear in the courts. It is also mentioned that coercive control can include stalking.
Cuomo and Dolci (2021 p. 224) also mention that “digital technologies are a central feature of everyday life” but are consistently misused to perpetrate domestic abuse. Cuomo and Dolci (2021 p.224) builds on Stark (2007) with the term Technology enabled coercive control (TECC) and has been described as a continuation of the abuse that a victim will experience rather than an entirely new form of domestic abuse. Harris and Woodlock (2019 p.530) builds upon research around “digital coercive control” and has used the term “spaceless” to explain that abuse now occurs in ‘real life’ and also through technology so perpetrators no longer have to be near a victim. Harris and Woodlock (2019 p.541) challenge the view held by many criminal justice agencies where breaches of injunctions are seen as low risk however mention “technology facilitated stalking is a pattern of behaviour linked to intimate partner homicide”.
One item of technology that is used in digital coercive control is mobile phones, Havard and Lefevre (2020 p.223) discusses that mobile phones have become items of “agile technological surveillance”, and this was done through a number of means, including many text messages which is also supported by Woodlock (2017 p.586) who says that these constant messages cause the victims to become distressed and fearful and believe that the abuse will never end. Cuomo and Dolci (2021 p.227) also support this claim however further mention that should constant messages not achieve a desired outcome, perpetrators will use multiple platforms which include phone calls, social media, and media. Yardley (2021) highlights this in research, where one survivor interviewed was subjected to over 100 telephone calls and just short of 180 text messages in a six-hour period.
Another way that mobile phones are used to perpetrate abuse is through applications (apps), Anderson (2020 p.58) mentions that there are apps on the market that are clearly advertised as apps designed for men to monitor their partners, including one which allows men from Saudi Arabia to control their partners which has led to protests in the Western World. Cuomo and Dolci (2021 p.227) write that many abusers use apps in order to disguise their contact numbers in order to continue to abuse their victim even after she has blocked incoming calls. Lopez-Neira, et al., (2019 p.223) mentions that perpetrators are using tools and apps such as spyware to gather information about their victims without their knowledge. 
Another way that technology is used in cases of domestic abuse is through global positioning systems (GPS). GPS is built into many devices and was instrumental in reducing the prison population through electronic monitoring (tag) (Anderson 2020 p.519). Havard and Lefevre (2020 p.228) recognises that GPS was one of the most common tactics used by perpetrators in their study. Douglas, et al., (2019 p. 560) agrees that GPS comes as standard on most devices such as mobile phones and car satellite navigation systems but can be installed secretly on many other devices including toys and devices given to children. These devices are often used as a way for the perpetrator to protect the victim, Yardley (2021 p.5) mentions that during the research some survivors would mention that they had been requested to activate the GPS systems in the form of a location on their mobile phones under the guise of protection.
As a result of GPS, perpetrators can use systems such as “find my friends” to locate victims once they have left the relationship (Cuomo and Dolci 2021). This is a statement that Douglas et al (2019 p.561) agrees with and suggests that “GPS tracking removes the physical boundaries of the abusers control… potentially extending post-seperation”.

‘Internet of things’ (IOT) refers to smart devices that connect to the internet, for example a smart pet camera or baby monitors that can be accessed by an app on a smartphone. These devices are set to make life easier and save time for the users, (Gillis, 2021). Stewart (2020) writes that these devices increase domestic abuse rates and discusses examples of abusers manipulating networks and devices in order to continue the abuse once the relationship is over. Wang (2020 p.4) does mention that courts fail to include communication and harassment through IOT devices in injunction orders.
Lopez-Neira, et al., (2019 p224) discusses the term ‘gaslighting’ which is a term used when a victim is manipulated and their sense of the environment is questioned by “behaviour [that] can happen through the touch of a mobile phone screen, whether it is to adjust the temperature of a room from miles away, or to boil a kettle” (Lopez-Neira, et al., 2019). Wang (2020 p.4) also discusses how IOT devices are available which are designed to increased safety such as IOT door locks are being manipulated away from the home which makes the victims question their reality.
Douglas et al (2019 p. 562) suggests that perpetrators are using internet enabled baby monitors and cameras, usually under the pretext to check on the children but is used to abuse the victim. Cuomo and Dolci (2019 p228) support this notion by suggesting devices used to control heating, baby monitors and even pet cameras can be used to live stream video and sound from victims in their own home which would restrict them seeking help in their own homes. Both Wang (2020 p.4) and Cuomo and Dolci (2019 p229) discuss that perpetrators have used videos taken from IOT devices, such as baby monitors and pet cameras can be distributed without consent under the banner of ‘revenge porn’.

Revenge Porn is defined as “the sharing of private, sexual materials… of another person without their consent and with the purpose of causing embarrassment or distress” and became criminal offence in England and Wales in 2015 (Home office, 2015). In 2021, the Home office amended the legislation to ensure that the threat of domestic abuse is now a criminal offence.
Eaton et al (2021 p.1140) wrote about non-consensual pornography as this can encompass the terms, revenge pornography, cyber rape and involuntary porn which could be generated from the IOT devices. Lageson et al (2019 p.561) shares the same view, but believes that the term pornography minimises the harm done to victims. Lageson et al (2019 p.562) suggest that world-wide, there are over 3, 000 websites dedicated to ‘revenge porn’ which are often accompanied by the victim’s contact information. Citron & Franks, (2014 p.350) also argues that “The Internet provides a staggering means of amplification, extending the reach of content in unimaginable ways.” Henry, et al., (2019 p.1933) agrees with this statement and shares that there is a concern with speed of the internet which makes it impossible to remove images once they have been circulated and supported by Dodge, (2019 p. 133).
In conclusion, while the Home Office (2012) has defined domestic abuse, it has covered abuse in general and has failed to include how technology can impact domestic abuse rates. Woodlock (2017) discusses how the use of technology such as smartphones, tablets and other devices can cause distress amongst victims of domestic abuse.
Stark (2007) developed the term coercive control prior to the advent of technology, however Cuomo & Dolci, (2021) developed the term technology-enabled coercive control, where perpetrators can abuse their victims through “spaceless” means, which can include using tools such as GPS pre-programmed into phones under the guise of protection. This can also include stalking and harassment through contact by sending numerous telephone calls, text messages and social media messages which are often to excess (Yardley 2021)
‘Internet of Things’ devices can also exacerbate domestic abuse, by devices such as baby monitors or pet cameras connected to the internet as these can be accessed away from the home, again under the guise of protection, but the images sourced from these cameras can be used in form of ‘revenge porn’ it is also worth noting that these devices can ‘gas-light’ victims by them being activated away from home. (Lopez-Neira, et al., 2019)
Finally, ‘revenge porn’ is the sharing of intimate imagery between partners, which can be used to further abuse victims, which includes images being shared with contact information (Lageson, et al., 2019)
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