


Critically evaluate the idea that women face issues of double deviance.

[bookmark: _Int_zoRYJ29F]In the criminal justice system, the term double deviance refers to the theory that women face not only the crime of which they have perpetrated or fallen victim too, but also discrimination and societal stigma for not complying with the social norms and expectations assigned to their gender by society.  The phrase double deviance is developed from the idea that females are punished for two crimes, breaking the law, and breaking social norms, which is potentially double that of a man (Mason and Booth, 2022).  Feminist criminology aims to study ideas such as double deviance alongside a range of other issues surrounding female offending and victimisation, as the feminist belief is that gender is built into society through social interactions and processes of everyday life.  Feminist criminology is the focus on females as victims and perpetrators of crime and studies how females are treated within the criminal justice system (Renzetti, 2013).  The issue of double deviance is brought about by the stereotypes and social norms of females and female offenders, for example, it is a common belief that women are less violent than men. Society also created the stereotype that when a woman has committed a crime, it was either perpetrated as a self defence mechanism as a result of oppression caused by her own victimisation or that they are criminal deviants whose behaviour has gone against what is considered typical female behaviour (Russel, 2013).
[bookmark: _Int_g06bbsWH]Early criminology has shaped the double deviance of female offenders into what it is today.  The early work of Lombroso (1985) suggested that females were less likely to commit crime as they were less evolved than their male counterparts and that if a women was to commit crime, they had an excess of male characteristics, meaning that they had reverted away from the typical gender norms of traditional women, hence the theory of double deviance.  Although such work has been since discredited, limited research into female offending since has led to this theory having a significant impact on modern criminology.  On top of this, Thomas (1923) added that female criminals had failed to adhere to appropriate gender roles and therefore, required greater control over (Newburn, 2017).  At the time of these studies, female offending would mostly consist of prostitution, whereas today females can be found committing any crime, although statistics highlight the differences between male and female offending.  The latest statistics for the year 2021 show that despite a fairly even representation of both males and females in the population of individuals throughout the criminal justice system, males are responsible for a significantly larger proportion of arrests, prosecutions and make up a larger percentage of prison population in the UK.  Data also implies that males are mostly responsible for the indictable offences that occur in the UK, whereas the levels of offending are more even in summary and either way offences (Ministry of Justice, 2023).  This can lead to female offenders experiencing double deviance due to male offending being more normalised as it is more common in society, leading to the bias that female offenders are worse, as people are not conditioned to seeing it as often. 
[bookmark: _Int_unCT2CGN]Biological and social learning theories can be held accountable for the double deviance faced by criminal offenders today, for example the deviance theory, in which puts forward the argument that deviance is developed from biological and psychological urges which are considered rare amongst the average female (Smart, 1977), this theory is likely to be responsible for the belief that female offenders are abnormal and should be punished as such.  Furthermore, there are also studies that associate higher levels of testosterone with aggression that leads to crime (Portnoy et al, 2014), testosterone is a male hormone and therefore would be considered peculiar if associated with females.  However, the opportunity theory disregards and biological differences as the reasoning for crime and suggests that male crime rates are higher due to the fact that they have greater opportunities to commit such crimes (Banarjee, Islam and Khatun, 2015).  Bandura’s social learning theory argues that humans observe the behaviours of others and imitate such behaviours, especially if it induces positive feedback or reward (Nabavi, 2012).  Therefore, as female offending is less common that male offending, young females may observe this as well as the punishments associated with offending, making them less likely to offend and further create a stigma surrounding female offending. However, the effect men have on women in relation to crime cannot be ignored, after analysis of female offenders, it was noted that when co offending with men, the criminal involvement of females were broadened, this means that females are more likely to commit serious offences such as robbery and murder, when co-offending with a male associate (Becker and McCorkel, 2011).  It is also important to note that there are countless women who have experienced emotional neglect and abuse as children which can lead to them becoming violent and potentially criminal themselves (Hume, 2019).
[bookmark: _Int_O6DoyR9q]Double deviance stems from the idea of women’s behaviours drifting away from traditional gender roles, norms and stereotypes.  Stereotypically, feminist characteristics often portray women as incapable of protecting themselves, whereas men are believed to be more likely to resist an attack (Howard, 1984).  This then creates the general belief that women are generally the victims of crime and men are the perpetrators of it.  Furthermore, this can contribute to the stigma surrounding male victims of crime as weak and that female offenders are more delinquent.  On top of this, gender stereotypes often argue that women are not as agentic as males in relation to leadership (Eagly and Sczesny, 2019), therefore should a female lead in a criminal activity, they may be seen as doubly deviant for taking up a role often associated with a male, or even more responsible, should the female led operation fail.  This also ties into coercion and how it is increasingly being seen as a pathway into crime for female offenders, often when in a relationship with a male who is violent, abusive and controlling (Barlow, 2016).  Likely to be caused by the Stockholm syndrome.
[bookmark: _Int_dqFzWOLy][bookmark: _Int_fiZ6YwMx][bookmark: _Int_fYOG5g1C]To explore double deviance, it is important to understand how female offending is seen.  In society, females are heavily linked to their roles as mothers and partners.  Therefore, should a female offend, there is a greater sense of shame than that of a man due to them being seen as failing to achieve the role of motherhood, in line with what society refers to as a ‘good woman.’  This results in women facing higher levels of societal stigmatisation and also leads to a higher number of female offenders’ associating their behaviour with a profound sense of guilt and shame at greater levels than that of a male (Rutter, 2021).  On top of this, cultural expectations caused by the female’s greater biological role in childbearing have led to different parenting roles between genders.  Females are generally expected to take primary care of children while the male is often labelled as the breadwinner (Katz-Wise, Priess and Hyde, 2010).  This often causes great debate as to whether single mothers who have committed a criminal act such as theft in order to provide for their child have a greater right to sympathy.  This is because, despite the act of criminality, the female offender has acted in a way that is still adhering to the appropriate gender norms as a mother and someone in need of protection, and therefore potentially less deviant.
[bookmark: _Int_E6pxpzHU][bookmark: _Int_q6xx2xKK][bookmark: _Int_fsdzXWJT]Double deviance presents the idea that female offenders may be punished more severely due to the additional crime of breaking gender norms.  Therefore, to assess the validity of this statement, it is valuable to evaluate how women offenders are treated by the criminal justice system.  Firstly, it is important to note that women appear to be generally underrepresented throughout the criminal justice system.  This argument stems from Susan Edwards in 1984, when she proposed that female defendants are processed for both the crime they have committed and their deviance from their assigned gender roles.  In relation to intoxication related offences and sentencing by the Crown Court, it is noted that cases involving female intoxication are more likely to be taken seriously than cases of male intoxication, this is possibly due to the belief that alcohol related violence goes against traditional conceptions of womanhood or that it was noticeable that alcohol related offending by women was on the rise, resulting in more serious sentencing to counter this issue (Lightowlers, 2018).  However, there is also the argument against this and that female offenders actually experience more favourable treatment from the criminal justice system.  This is set out in the chivalry theory, in which suggests that female offenders may be awarded more lenient sentences due to their biological weaknesses as female, the theory suggests that this is as a result of their increased need of protection as both offenders and victims in comparison to males (Franklin and Fearn, 2008).  This can be suggested by statistics that show that in 2021, the number of individuals who self-harmed in UK prisons was higher amongst women, as per 1000 prisoners, 350 women had self-harmed compared to 135 males.  Statistics for the year 2021 show that the average custodial sentence length faced by male offenders was 22.7 months in comparison to an average of 14.5 months for a female offender.  However, it is important to note that more males had be convicted of indictable offences which is likely to increase their sentences.  To address the theory that women are weaker and in need of more protection than men, Embry and Phillip looked into the sentencing of both male and female sex offenders and discovered that on average, sentences given to males were between 6% and 31% longer than females who had committed the same or similar crimes, supporting the idea that the criminal justice system treats female offenders more leniently than male offenders (Embry and Lyons, 2012).    Observations at Hillbury Magistrates Court in 1980 found that court processes involving female defendants were different to that of a male due to the reinforcement of social norms that subordinate women. The study concluded that court actions were heavily influenced by the significant role of women in the family structure and led to more lenient sentences due to the view that they are more dependent in the family compared to that of a male (Eaton, 1986).  
To conclude, it is evident that female offenders face issues regarding their crimes brought about by the gender roles and norms constructed by society, although not all are negative.  It can be argued that the reasoning for this is the lack of criminology with a focus on females.  From this, there have been calls for greater knowledge of the sociology of female deviance and more inclusion of women in modern criminology.  Frances Heidensohn believes that research into female deviance needs to be conducted at a level comparable to that of male delinquency, as there is not even a natural history of female deviance, only autobiographical accounts of prostitutes which had not been analysed on the same level as that of males (Heidensohn, 1968).  Further research could potentially limit the double deviance faced by female offenders as society moves away from typical gender roles and norms.
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