




The idea of double deviance was first introduced by the feminist sociologist and criminologist Frances Heidensohn in her paper, “The deviance of women: a critique and an enquiry, which was published in 1968 by the British Journal of Sociology. The concept of double deviance refers to the fact that women are treated more harshly than men for committing crimes – first, for breaking the social normalities and expectations of how women should behave, and secondly, for breaking the law/ legal rules. (Heidensohn,1996). 
Upon the influences of Talcott Parsons, (1902 – 1979) sociologists proffered different studies which were geared towards the explanation of juvenile crimes. The studies for the most part of these (with exception to the one of Cohen, 1955) stated that the problem of this type of crime was a problem of male juvenile crime. In earlier works by Millman (1975) and Naffine (1987) it was said “The overwhelming impression created by the sociological canon on deviance is that men alone can stand up for their rights and defying convention, particularly when social rebellion is interpreted in term of the heroic qualities of bravery and loyalty to the oppressed. Deviant women on the other hand are regarded as anaemic, as politically uninspired. Females where not fully absent from these studies, it was just that boys collected stamps, whereas girls collected boys. (Walklate, 2004).
There are seven key concepts of feminist criminology, these would be as follows: sex, gender, race, discrimination, equality, difference and choice. There are structures and symptoms that are in place that will work against individuals, these are based on those qualities and against equality and equity. The main aim of feminist criminology focuses on crime, girls, and women. The characteristics of this type of criminology would emphasis on the social structures of how this would affect men and women differently, also the relationship between research and activism. Plus, the interrelatedness between offending women and victimization. Within criminology we need a feminist approach or perspective because most guises of criminology have been to ignore women and their voices to a very large degree over the years. If women are noted, they are only viewed through the eyes, comments and reflections of men or male youths. (Scraton, 1990).
According to Heidensohn (1989), women offenders appear in all categories of crime, from the most serious to the least serious. Some crimes are or seem to be more dominated by men more than other types of crimes. Heidensohn suggested that only feminist critique of criminology has only focused so far on the women being invisible or are studied in a limited and very distorted type of fashion. (Heidensohn,1996).
Heidensohn was correct to point out there being issues for feminist concern, much of the early work of Carol Smart, Women, crime and criminology (1977), was concerned, by documenting both areas as neglect. Smart was aware that if forging a niche which was called Women and crime could perpetuate any. Marginalisation of the issues which may simultaneously draw attention to any phenomenon. This would be especially among all policy makers, but not always in the interests of women. Smart went on to develop more fully the idea of this in her later work. (Smart, 1989).
The criminological imbalance was to be readdressed by Leonard (1982), Naffine (1987) and Morris (1987). All of the above writers were trying to render the issue of women and crime in their own different way. When these issues are viewed from a recent vantage point, the feminist influences with the understanding and the relationship of women to that of crime has been made more diverse, subtle and also more fundamental than just making women visible. The work of Pollak (1950), was concerned with understanding influences of chivalry and how this could take some play within the understanding of the under documenting of the criminality of women. There is a presumption that all women are discriminated against, this could be favorably or unfavorably within the criminal justice system that has gone on to form a wealth of research in criminology. (Walklate, (2004).
Gelsthorpe (1989), was to discover that there are organizational influences that can affect the way females are being dealt with by most practitioners. These were found to be rather difficult to attribute to discriminatory or even sexist practices alone. He then went on to discuss any of the key drawbacks of this anti-discriminatory theme which runs through criminological work. The first of the drawbacks went on to document that women have been disregarded systematically in criminology, it could be accurate to say that criminological concerns have developed erratically over the years which is more than this presumes. Woman have been a focus of some of the earliest work within criminology. Women were apparently not the only blind spot in criminology, but they where to be others like race as an example. The second of these drawbacks would be the focus of sexism. This presumed that if criminological theory or practices could be emptied of sexism, then the practices and the theories could prove to be in themselves sound. This may return to one of the key problems of liberal feminism, this fact leaves anything unchallenged with what the yardsticks of the understandings that we may be. Thirdly, the majority of the work would assume that sexism can and may still apply to women. Gelsthorpe (1989), was to state that it was an untenable assumption about men. The complexity of any findings within this area would make it rather difficult to put into place which or any of the outcomes are down to a result of direct discrimination. (Walklate, 2004).
Since the age of time, any experiences of women are known to have been reduced to either just a slight glance or have been made completely absent. All sorts of gender justice has been prevailed within all aspects of the criminal justice system. The historical experiences of all women have been ignored for centuries, and also for the victims, offenders and any women who have worked within its walls, this tends to be a gendered experience too. The participation of the women within this system keeps on multiplying, and these women do make up the majority of the victims for certain crimes, where normally you would expect it to be the males that are known to be classed as the primary offenders towards these particular crimes. Such gendered experiences of victimization, within the criminal realm are known to be things such as sexual assault, rape, harassment or intimate partner violence. This goes on to demonstrate that nearly all women would suffer disproportionately from these crimes. The cries of help from these women are just ignored by an out – of – date system that most of society think was mapped out for the use of victims only. (Chesney, Lind, Pasko,2004).
Going back to the idea that women face issues of double deviance is rule breaking behaviour of a kind which tends to fall out of normality within the society we live or within any of our social groups. Deviance is more commonly crime related, which as we already know is a behaviour that is law breaking. This is known as deviant behaviour, but not all deviant behaviour is or has to be criminal. Deviance would be harder to understand than crime itself, this is because it consists of both criminal and non-criminal acts. It has been found to be rather difficult as to what people in society or within groups define as deviant behaviour. The key to rule breaking was defined by Downes and Rock (2007), by stating that the law of rule breaking can be found within ambiguity, as people are becoming more unsure as to whether a certain episode can be really deviant or what deviance actually means. The judgement which this would be based upon depends upon the context. This occurs in who that person would be, also what is known about them and what if any motives there may be. Deviance would simply refer to an idea that is socially constructed as to whether or not an act of most sorts is seen as being deviant. This mostly has to depend upon the place, the group who has witnessed this particular act and of course its historical period. (Thompson, 2020).
Merton’s strain theory (1938) is a deviant behaviour which is brought about by a certain outcome of distress which is believed to be experienced when an individual is deprived of ways in which they are able to obtain any sort of valued goals within their life. The concept behind this would be connected to both the functionalist perspective within deviance as well as Emile Durkheim’s theory of anomie (1893). Merton discovered that societies can be brought together by two core aspects. These two core aspects are known as cultural and social structure. Within the cultural aspect, the values, identities, goals and beliefs are developed. These then form to become our social structures that can give a means for the public to be able to achieve goals and to also live within a positive identity. Deviant behaviour is brought about by the lack of means for people to achieve any or all of their culturally valued goals within their life. (Crossman, 2019).
Major social movements are born into obscurity at the sight of any awareness of the public, then they suddenly burst into public view and then tend to fade into the distance. This is not because they have vanished, but because they have become a fixture of our experiences and of our perceptions too. This was foretold in the song “I am woman” Helen Reddy (1975), it was to be foreshadowed in a unisexual style of attitude, dress and of hair all before it was made known to the police. Antiquated male domination was to remain sacred during this time. The word social movement is useful to describe the innumerable events when which placed together would form what is known as a trend. Others would state that there is no such thing as social movement, and that it is just individuals who react to the immediacy of their own experiences in life.
Women in today’s society have decided to step over what is the imaginary boundary line, which at one time would have separated crimes into masculine and feminine categories. This could well be known as a new “liberation movement”, which in time would spread through the nation’s female offenders. The majority of all incarcerated women tend to have a lower socioeconomic level, and this can identify with a value code which then embraces a “traditional” image of women. (Adler, 1975). 
Though there has been much debate on whether women on the whole are doubly deviant still remains to be proven there doesn’t seem to be much to agree with to state that they are. Women are seen to be loving, care givers according to tradition or what is perceived by others, but once that has been taken away from them by committing a serious crime then they are known to be doubly deviant. Would it be right to say that a mother who steals food to feed her children is doubly deviant? No, as she is still giving care to her children by feeding them. This can be seen as a double-edged sword which is an action that has both positive and negative effects upon society. The woman is only trying to be positive by thinking that a big company or business wouldn’t miss a bit of groceries so she can feed her children/ family, but the court system sees this as negative. Things need to be done to prevent this from happening now and in the future, the court system needs to re address how they deal with women by finding the root cause of this negativity within them and dealing with it in a more sensitive and appropriate manor to all who are involved. When all said and done, we are only human, we are strong woman who really need to be listened to in the first instance and not just told that we have broken what society calls a norm as this varies from place to place. 
I am woman, hear me roar,
In numbers too big to ignore,
And I know too much
To go back and pretend.
(Helen Reddy, “I am woman”, 1975).
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