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Open nearly any book on criminological theory or browse criminal justice texts in the library and you are bound to see chapters, sections, and even entire volumes dedicated to feminist theory. However, had you been a student in the same library twenty or thirty years prior, many of these writings would have been mysteriously absent from the shelves. It was not until the mid 1970s that feminist thought began to shape criminological research by introducing important questions and perspectives related to gender. Since that time, the influence of feminist theory has grown at an exponential pace. Still, many scholars do not account for gender in their research, new theories and policies are developed without sufficient attention to gender differences, and the experiences of men continue to dominate our understanding of crime and justice. More generally, others question the importance of feminist theory, arguing that it has little to offer the study of crime and justice, or that it is a tangential field of study related solely to women’s issues.
Those who value feminist theory appreciate the numerous ways that this perspective contributes to our understanding of crime and justice.  Feminist theory not only is concerned with the experiences of women and girls, but also is broadly applicable.  All theory—feminist or otherwise—matters in the social sciences for the ways that it informs the research process.  Theory also guides what we think we ought to do after the research is finished.  More specifically, theory matters in four unique ways.  
First, theory helps us to ask better questions – ones that are meaningful, innovative, and relevant. Theory enables us to take on a certain perspective, or lens, and understand phenomenon in light of this view.  Without well-developed theory, we are less capable of asking questions that build coherent bodies of research connected by a common understanding of a given topic. Feminist theories, in particular, emphasize the influence of gender in social phenomenon.  And, as a consequence, feminist theories lead researchers to ask better questions about gender and gendered patterns. 
Second, theory helps us interpret our observations. The same theoretical lens that helps us ask better research questions can also help us make sense of our data.   Feminist theories provide insight into why gendered patterns occur and help us draw solid inferences about the meaning of these patterns.  
Third, theory can inform the ways that we study questions. Some theoretical traditions value certain methodologies over others, which shapes not only the way that questions are asked, but also how researchers go about answering their questions. In addition, theories are linked to epistemological or ontological traditions – or simply put, ways of knowing and worldviews – and are therefore concerned with the nature of knowledge and our ability to interpret and understand that knowledge. These traditions may also influence the methods used to study questions, or the tools used to interpret findings.  Although there is not one particular method or worldview that is required for feminist scholarship, a number of popular research traditions have emerged that are based on feminist theories, values, and objectives.
Fourth, theory matters because it suggests ways to solve problems. Most researchers are committed to building stronger bodies of knowledge in their specialty or field of interest. Though some research is conducted solely for the sake of understanding the social world, many people conduct research with the hope that their findings will be used to address an existing problem.   There is strong tradition among feminist scholars of activism or praxis—practicing one’s ideals.  As discussed in more detail below, feminists have promoted important criminal justice reforms.  
In all of the ways that theory generally matters in the social sciences, feminist theory matters.  These ideas are explored more fully below.  We begin by considering the definition of feminist theories, noting that this idea is fluid and multifaceted.  Next, we more thoroughly examine the unique ways that feminist theory can be a beneficial resource in asking questions about gender, interpreting gendered differences, studying research questions, and solving crime and justice related problems.  We conclude by revisiting why feminist theory matters and illustrate the wide-ranging influence that feminist scholarship has had on our understanding of crime and justice.

What are Feminist Theories?
Understanding feminist theory begins with an understanding of feminism. The term feminism is frequently associated with the various movements for women’s liberation.  bell hooks, a popular feminist theorist and cultural critic, captured this aspect of feminism when she wrote that, “Feminism is a movement to end sexism, sexist exploitation, and oppression” (hooks, 2000, p. viii). However, what prompted and sprang from these movements was a way of thinking about the social world that people observed around them, particularly as it related to patriarchy, sexism, and gendered differences. Feminism, therefore, was defined by some, not as an action or a specific set of proposition or rules, but as a perspective. For those who identify with feminism, these definitions are not exclusive, but complementary.  This is one of the qualities that makes feminism difficult to define. 
Some individuals, who work to end sexism, sexist exploitation, and oppression, do so because they identify as a feminist.  Daly and Chesney-Lind (1988) noted this idea when they wrote that feminism is “a set of strategies for social change” as well as “a set of theories about women’s oppression” (p. 502). These theories evolved based on shifting societal conditions and the collective intellectual contributions of those who discuss and utilize the theories. For this reason, feminist thought not only changes over time, but also varies from person to person.
One common idea that connects most, if not all, feminist thought is that despite gender being a socially constructed idea, gender matters – politically, socially, culturally, historically, and individually.  Feminist theory, therefore, is theory that takes into account the idea that gender matters. More specifically, a core assumption of feminist theory is that a woman’s experience in the world is not the same as a man’s experience. In the field of criminology and criminal justice, this reality means that questions about gendered differences in offending, criminal justice processes, victimization, and employment in criminal justice professions are at the forefront of feminist theory. Rather than applying a “gender-neutral” approach to theory, feminist theorists tend to inquire about, interpret, and at times seek to resolve, these differences. Depending on the particular theorist, the use of feminist theory or perspective may be subtle or more overt.  As noted above, the theoretical framework employed may influence the question that is asked, the way the findings are interpreted, the method used to study the question, or the approach to addressing the gendered differences highlighted in the research.
This variation can be clearly exemplified by the work of Freda Adler, who was among the first scholars to receive substantial attention for her work on the role of gender in criminological research. Adler’s 1975 book, Sisters in Crime: The Rise of the New Female Criminal, is often the first work cited in any chapter on the history of feminist criminology and is discussed as the first major work to focus on gendered differences and gendered patterns in offending. Although Adler recognized a shift in female offending, and sought to interpret her observations by theorizing about the effect that the Women’s Movement had on gender roles in society, Adler prefers to first be seen as a scientist and does not identify strongly with feminist criminology (Hartman & Sundt, 2011).  In contrast, other scholars, such as Meda Chesney-Lind, who focus on gender or utilize feminist theory in their criminological research, see their work as arising from a feminist perspective and identify strongly as feminist criminologists.  Still other scholars fall somewhere in between these two approaches. Some might see this lack of uniformity as problematic for the development of feminist theory. Yet, it can also be argued that this diversity significantly contributes to the expansion and popularization of feminist theory in criminology and criminal justice, making feminist theory matter in ways that would not be possible with an exclusive or rigid definition of feminism and feminist theory.

Asking Questions about Gender
Prior to the 1970s, there was little mention of women in the criminological literature. When female offenders were discussed, they were often identified as pathological deviants who were simply straying from their expected behavioral and biological roles as meek, passive, and maternal domestics, or that women were inherently cunning due to their need to hide the pain associated with menstruation and to fake orgasm (e.g., Lombroso & Ferrero, 1895/1920; Pollak, 1950; for a critique, see Smart, 1978).  The study of crime and criminal justice was largely the study of why men sometimes committed crimes and how men behaved as actors in the criminal justice system.  The Women’s Movement of the 1960s and 1970s helped bring more women into academia and propelled feminist thought from the margins to a more central position in theoretical debates.  Cultural assumptions that distorted views about women and girls, exaggerated the differences between males and females, or simply ignored gender altogether, were rigorously challenged.
Female criminologists, such as Adler, started to ask questions specifically about women as offenders, victims, and criminal justice professionals drawing on their own gendered experiences and perspectives (Hartman & Sundt, 2011).  Whereas previous research ignored gender, distorted its significance, or simply treated it as a “control variable,” feminist theory focused on the lives of women and placed gender as a social phenomenon at the forefront of research projects--examining the meaning of gender. Adler’s Sisters in Crime, though not specifically informed by feminist theory, gained particular notoriety as an illustration of this burgeoning body of women-centered research. Alternatively, Meda Chesney-Lind, who Adler cited as being a more accurate representation of a feminist criminologist than herself (Hartman & Sundt, 2011), identified her research as political and informed by feminist thought (Belknap, 2004), influencing the questions posed in her research.
One common trait of scholars like Adler and Chesney-Lind, as well as others who took on the study of women, crime, and gender in 1970s (e.g., Dorie Klein, Wilma Scott Heide, Rita Simon, Carol Smart), is that they asked unprecedented research questions that led to new interpretations of crime and the criminal justice system. For example, Freda Adler implicitly began her research by asking the question, “Why are women committing more crimes today than they have in the past?” Indeed, she observed that despite women committing far less crime than men, the female crime rate was increasing. Moreover, women seemed to be committing violent crime at a greater rate than they had in the past. Adler theorized that this change was due to shifting gender roles caused by the Women’s Movement of the 1960s and 1970s. As traditional social and psychological barriers between men and women were being broken down, Adler believed that women would be liberated from traditional feminine identity with its strong prohibition on deviance.  Adler predicted that women’s crime rates would continue to increase as women further redefined their roles in society and encountered more opportunity to commit crime, such as through employment in white-collar careers.
	    Forty years later, we know that Adler’s prediction has not come to fruition and the gender gap is still firmly in root, even with more opportunities for women to engage in offending. However, just because Adler’s conclusions were incorrect does not diminish the importance of her question and what it represented—a fundamental shift in the way offending was interpreted. Further, Adler’s theory is recognized as part of the feminist criminological canon not because Adler identified as a feminist, but because her work pointedly examined why a gendered pattern in offending was occurring, as well as the interpretations associated with that pattern.
        	The areas in which researchers have utilized feminist theory to interpret gendered differences and patterns now go well beyond the work of Freda Adler.  Below, we consider four areas that are particularly rich: feminist interpretations of offending, criminal justice processes, the criminal justice profession, and victimization.

 Interpreting Offending
	Feminist theories of offending begin with the idea that women and men, girls and boys, have fundamentally different life experiences that facilitate delinquent and offending behavior. The concept of gender itself is at the forefront in explaining why women commit far less crime and violence than men, why girls and women require more provocation than boys and men before committing violent acts, and why women’s criminality is often related to prior traumatic experiences and unhealthy, abusive relationships. Indeed, feminist theories recognize the intersection between victimization and offending among justice-involved girls and women.
 	Feminist criminologists have focused primarily on a perspective of offending that recognizes the social, psychological, biological, cultural, and historical distinctions across gender. This approach, known as the pathways perspective, integrates the cumulative knowledge from feminist psychology (e.g., Jean Baker Miller, Carol Gilligan, Stephanie Covington), feminist sociology (e.g., Betty Friedan), feminist philosophy (e.g., Simone de Beauvoir), and gendered addiction research (e.g., Yih-Ing Hser, Nena Messina) into the understanding of female offending.  By listening to female offenders’ own stories about how they became involved in the criminal justice system, feminist criminologists began to see a pattern of experiences that was qualitatively different than the dominant, male-based etiological explanations of crime.
Consistently, data have shown that criminally involved women have life histories plagued with physical and sexual abuse, poverty, unhealthy intimate relationships, mental illness (i.e., depression, anxiety, Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder), and substance abuse. The feminist pathways approach seeks to explain how women often find themselves in a cycle of victimization that leads to offending behavior. One research study of women probationers in Missouri (Salisbury & Van Voorhis, 2009) found support for three commonly described pathways by women offenders in prior studies: (1) a “child abuse” pathway, which demonstrated that abuse during childhood led to mental illness and substance abuse; (2) a “relational” pathway, revealing that intimate relationships, characterized by a loss of personal power, were associated to women probationers’ diminished self-efficacy, increased intimate partner victimization, mental illness and substance abuse; and (3) a “social and human capital” pathway that emphasized women probationers’ lack of social support, dysfunctional intimate relationships, and low educational achievement. Each pathway increased the chances of women probationers’ failure on community supervision and further penetration of the system through incarceration.
	Importantly, feminist interpretations of offending are not limited to only understanding the experiences of girls and women. Indeed, if we are to understand how sex roles and gender norms influence the behavior of women through femininity, we must similarly understand how they affect the behavior of men through masculinity. More broadly, feminist scholars seek to explore how patriarchy influences the cultural forces surrounding femininity and masculinity. Although patriarchy is frequently referred to as the oppression of women by men, Carol Gilligan (2002) provides a deeper meaning, suggesting that patriarchy oppresses not only girls and women, but also boys and men, though in different ways.
Patriarchy...literally means a hierarchy—a rule of priests—in which the priest, the hieros, is a father. It describes an order of living that elevates fathers, separating fathers from sons (the men from the boys) and placing both sons and women under a father’s authority. (pp. 4-5, emphasis in the original)
Within this framework, Gilligan (2002) further argues that sons do not become fathers (and part of the patriarchal order) until they embrace their masculinity while also letting go of their inherent femininity. Daughters, on the other hand, cannot elevate beyond their femininity regardless of how much they might embrace their masculinity over their femininity. There is no elevation from daughter to mother in a patriarchal order since this transition is still from woman to woman (perhaps the reason why Gilligan excludes daughters from her definition altogether). In either the case of son or daughter, a profound sense of loss occurs: For the son, a loss of part of himself; for the daughter, a loss in having to hide part of herself. Thus, feminism is “understood not as a battle in the war between the sexes but rather a movement to transform a world in which both men and women suffer losses that constrain their ability to love” (Gilligan, 2002, p. 46). What it means to be a man versus what it means to be a woman are central ideas to the feminist approach of understanding both women’s and men’s offending and the distinctions that exist between them.
Interpreting Criminal Justice Processing
            Feminist theory is often invoked when interpreting criminal justice responses to offending in two ways: when examining and explaining how the criminal justice system has traditionally responded to female crime, and when theorizing and implementing gender-informed methods for responding to offending. The two interpretations are intertwined given that the shortcomings of a system that ignores gender have prompted the development of procedures and programs that place gendered differences and patterns at the forefront.
        	Feminist theorists have long pointed to patriarchy as the driving theoretical force in the criminal justice processing of women and girls. Patriarchy, the institutionalization of male dominance, is theorized to explain why women and girls are arrested for certain crimes more frequently than men and boys (e.g., Chesney-Lind, 1989; Kurshan, 1992). Under this approach, the criminal justice system is conceptualized as a social control mechanism that acts in place of an absent or defective form of familial control, especially targeting women for crimes that are sexual (e.g., prostitution), “unladylike” (e.g., drug use, theft), or resistant to male control (e.g., assault). Mandatory arrest policies, for example, often involve women in the criminal justice system for “assaults” that were committed in defense of abuse by a male intimate partner (S. L. Miller, 2005). These arrests increased assault rates amongst women, leading the public and media to view women and girls as increasingly violent, and in need of enhanced social control.
Theories of patriarchy have influenced theories of judicial paternalism. One side of judicial paternalism theory proposes that judges may seek to monitor and punish girls who deviate from gendered norms under the façade of benevolence or fatherly care by criminalizing status offenses (Chesney-Lind, 1977). Oppositely, judicial paternalism has also been theorized to be responsible for leniency in the sentencing of female offenders. Daly (1989) found that the issue of parenthood complicates judicial paternalism. Judges may provide more lenient sentences to female offenders; however, this leniency is granted to women who are mothers so that their ability to act as a caretaker to their family is uninterrupted. Gruhl, Welch, and Spohn (1984) also found evidence of judicial leniency toward women, theorizing that parental role and head-of-household status may affect judicial decision-making. The Gruhl et al. study also took the important consideration of race into perspective, acknowledging that gender may interact with race to produce different outcomes for women and men of different races. Race, gender, and class are the foundation of intersectional theories, which also predominate in interpretations of gender differences in criminal justice processing. Intersectionalities have become an important theoretical framework in the study of gender, especially when seeking to understand the unique disadvantage faced by poor, Black women (e.g. Christian & Thomas, 2009; Richie, 1996; Sudbury, 2004).
        	Based on gendered differences and patterns, feminist theory has also informed interpretations of correctional policies, procedures, and programming. These interpretations are highly connected to interpretations of offending, given that a gendered interpretation of why someone offends is necessary to address gender differences among offenders. Theorists who seek to interpret the unique needs of men and women with feminist theory frequently turn to one of several theoretical traditions for guidance. Relational theories, developed by Gilligan (1982) and Miller (1976), suggest that women tend to find identity and self-worth through personal affiliations and relationships. Consequently, efforts to reduce offending in women would work toward “development of relationships that are mutual, caring and empowering” (Bloom, 1999, p. 23). Trauma theories acknowledge that women and girls experience and process trauma differently than men and boys, while holistic addiction theories interpret gender differences in substance abuse (Van Voorhis & Salisbury, 2013). Each of these theories has been instrumental in the development of correctional responses to crime that are gender-informed and gender-responsive, such as the use of gender-responsive risk/needs assessment, and programs that address trauma and addiction in female offenders. 

Interpreting Experiences of Criminal Justice Professionals
	Beyond influencing views on offending and responses to female crime, feminist perspectives have also begun to change the landscape of professionalism in criminal justice. Although the traditional, masculine culture still exists in most areas of the criminal justice system, with the exception of victim and non-profit services, there has been a shift toward recognizing the benefits of a more feminized profession. 
	A clear illustration can be found in the legal mandates surrounding cross-gender supervision of male and female inmates. Despite the increased access to correctional employment opportunities for women throughout the 1970s, female officers were primarily limited to positions that supervised other women. As a result, female staff often lacked the work experience considered necessary to earn promotion to administrative positions. In 1982, female officers filed suit against the Michigan Department of Corrections alleging employment discrimination through restriction of duties based on gender. The U.S. District Court ruled in favor of the female officers by stating that inmates had no right to privacy by being observed unclothed or undressing by correctional staff, regardless of gender (Griffin v. Michigan Department of Corrections, 654 F. Supp. 690, 1982). 
While this case created opportunities for women to work in male facilities, men had long-since been permitted to supervise female inmates without reservation. However, new case law supports the designation of exclusively female staff in positions that require pat downs, strip searches, urinalysis, and observation of women inmates in varying states of undress. In Teamsters Local Union No. 117 v. Washington State Department of Corrections, a U.S. District Court ruled a summary judgment in favor of the Washington State Department of Corrections that established 84 female-only staff positions at the two women’s correctional institutions. The judgment was informed by feminist research uncovering the high rates of trauma and victimization experienced by women inmates, as well as the disproportionate number of male staff sexual assaults against female inmates.
The adoption of such female-only staff positions is also consistent with the broader effort by the U.S. Department of Justice, the National Institute of Corrections, and the Center for Effective Public Policy to support gender-responsive correctional practices in institutional settings. The Gender-Informed Program Assessment (GIPA) is designed to assist correctional facilities with a structured method of adhering to the principles of effective correctional intervention and gender-responsive practices. Broadly, the purpose of the assessment focuses on fostering the success of women inmate populations through creating a culture of safety and respect among inmates and staff. Facilities that choose to go through the GIPA process will discover the importance of embracing the realities of women offenders, beginning with its leadership to the line staff. As more agencies begin to adopt gender-informed practices, the correctional profession and culture itself will likely shift further toward greater recognition that gender matters, not only for how we view offending and offenders, but also for how we view the correctional profession itself.

Interpreting Victimization
	The victimization of women continues to be an important area of inquiry within feminist criminology. Traditional criminology never prioritized the victimization of women as a major line of study, in part, because for much of the 20th century a woman was legally viewed as the property of her father or husband. Today, much of the knowledge amassed on intimate partner abuse, stalking, domestic violence, rape, and sexual assault, and sex trafficking are the result of feminist scholarly research.
	For instance, one of the most recent advances in feminist interpretations of victimization is the redefinition of “rape” in the Uniform Crime Reports published by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Feminist criminologists worked for decades to gain a more accurate definition--one that recognizes that rape does not require use of physical force and that victims and assailants could be either gender, or the same gender. In 2012, the FBI adopted the modern version, defining rape as, “penetration, no matter how slight, of the vagina or anus with any body part or object or oral penetration by a sex organ of another person, without the consent of the victim” (Federal Bureau of Investigation, 2012).
	Other interpretations of women’s victimization place race at the center of study rather than solely gender. Potter (2006) proposed a Black Feminist Criminology to demonstrate that Black women’s victimizations and offenses cannot be fully understood by classic feminist criminological theory because it was largely developed through the experiences of White women. Using intimate partner abuse as an illustration, Potter argues that to truly grasp Black women’s victimizations (and those of other minority and immigrant women), one must first learn how the sources of the abuse and reactions to it are affected by African American women’s “place” in society. “Being at the least valued end of the spectrum for both race and gender places these women in a peculiar position not faced by Black men or White women” (Potter, 2006, p. 110).
            As a result, Potter (2006) argued that the identities of African American women should be understood as complex and multidimensional around multiplicative forms of oppression as a result of their race, ethnicity, gender, class, nationality, and sexuality. Her efforts are not to “pathologize” Black women by recognizing the insidious traumas they face, but to highlight that not doing so only serves to deny the realities of Black women. For researchers to gain a true representation of Black women’s victimization, we must realize that some African American women will choose to stay in abusive relationships out of fear of losing a father figure for their children (a reality in light of the over-incarceration of young Black men in the U.S.) or to avoid stereotypical characterizations as just another single Black mother (Potter, 2004).
        	Potter’s (2006) Black Feminist Criminology represented an effort to push both traditional (gender-neutral) and feminist explanations of victimization and offending forward. Her analytical strategy to construct knowledge in these areas by first beginning with conceptualizations of Black culture helps the discipline take on a fresh perspective. In turn, her work will likely inspire new research questions and interpretations beyond race and gender to include the culture of sexuality and sexual orientation. 
Ways of Knowing
Among the important contributions of feminism is the way it has challenged traditional, male-centric models of knowing.  Belenky, Clinchy, Goldberger, and Tarule (1986) were among the first to advance a model of cognitive development specifically informed by the experiences and views of girls and women.  Their influential work, titled Women’s Ways of Knowing, argued that the cognitive development of girls and women, and specifically views about the sources, authority, and nature of knowledge, was different than that experienced by boys and men.  Based on their interviews with 135 girls and women between the ages of 16 and 60, they identified five categories of cognitive development experienced by women: silence, received knowledge, subjective knowledge, procedural knowledge, and constructed knowledge.  Each category represents a different belief about the relationship between the self and sources of knowledge or truth (Hofer & Pintrich, 1997).  
Although the orientations toward knowledge identified by Belenky et al. had parallels with stages of cognitive development proposed by Perry (1970) based on a study of mostly male college students, they emphasized that women’s ways of knowing—the sources of knowledge identified by women—were tied to self-concept and relationships with others.  In particular, Belenky et al. drew a distinction between “connected knowing,” truth based on empathy and care, and “separate knowledge,” detached and impersonal truth based, for example, on critical thinking.  As Belenky et al. assert, at the most advanced mode of thinking “[a]ll knowledge is constructed and the knower is an innate part of the known” (p. 137).  According to this view, knowledge is contextual and is an integration of both objective and subjective experiences. 
Works like those by Belenky and her colleagues helps us think about where knowledge comes from, how we know, what counts as truth, and how our beliefs shape our answers to these questions.  They also sensitize us to the ways that our experiences as “knowers” are shaped by our gender and self-concept.  Theorists’ self-concepts and their beliefs about where knowledge originates similarly influences how they conduct research.  Research, after all, is one way that knowledge is created.
Two predominant scientific philosophies that guide research in criminology are positivism and social constructivism.  Positivism is a belief that reality exists apart from human perceptions of that reality and that this knowledge can be acquired and understood through the human senses and objective research practices. This particular philosophy is associated with quantitative research methodologies.  In contrast, social constructivism focuses on the subjective meaning of experiences.  According to this view, knowledge develops through social interactions with others and is shaped by our cultural and historical backgrounds.  Social constructivism is associated with qualitative research methodologies.  Feminist scholars have challenged both views.
For example, feminists observed that the “truth” promoted in much of the positivist research was missing a key consideration – women – and therefore, was not generalizable or objective knowledge. Feminist theorists such as Harding (1987) proposed the concept of “strong objectivity” as a way of reimagining objectivity to include an acknowledgement of social position as well as inclusion of the marginalized individuals and groups as research practitioner and subjects (Hirsch & Olson, 1995).  Researchers who saw the merits of this approach and valued many aspects of the positivist framework, particularly those who had gender or woman-centered research agendas, began to identify as “feminist empiricists” (Leckenby, 2007).
Feminist empiricism has certainly not gone without critique, especially its continued use of positivist epistemology. Some critics are concerned that feminist empiricism is simply “adding women” to a faulty epistemology and “stirring.” This argument assumes that true objectivity is not possible, especially when founded in a framework developed by a dominant group (i.e., male intellectuals). In response to these critiques, feminist-informed epistemologies have emerged. Similar to the notion that history is written by the victors, feminist standpoint epistemology is an “alternative way of knowing” (Smith, 1990, p. 20) that focuses primarily on understanding the world from the position of the oppressed (Brooks, 2007).
Feminist standpoint epistemology does not seek to reduce or control the influence of the social position of the researcher or research subjects, but seeks to use subjective experience to achieve greater understanding of the research topic. Particular attention is paid to interpreting the research topic from the position of those who experience it directly, especially those who may be disadvantaged by a specific social dynamic. The knowledge generated by this process is arguably more authentic than that which seeks to remove the lived experiences of those involved in the research project. This perspective maintains that the lived experience is a truer representation of how society operates than a “value-free,” numerical analysis. For this reason, Harding (1987) describes feminist standpoint epistemology not as a perspective, but as an achievement. By this, Harding means that an action must occur – namely, an intellectual and political action – that shifts the understanding of the social world from the dominant perspective to the perspective of the oppressed. 
Harding (1987) is quick to point out that although feminist empiricism and feminist standpoint epistemology have unique appeal, they are not inherently in conflict with one another. In fact, Harding emphasizes that it is not necessary to choose one epistemology or another, but to appreciate that they are in “dialogue with each other” (p. 186). Although these two epistemologies are discussed in great depth in feminist research texts, other epistemologies such as feminist postmodernism epistemology and culture-specific epistemologies also offer unique feminist-informed frameworks for understanding knowledge with important implications for research in the field of criminology and criminal justice.
Epistemologies, though interesting in their own right, also serve to influence methodologies, or the way that research is carried out, which are connected to the methods that are used in a study. Sprague (2005, p. 5) describes methodology as “the terrain where philosophy and action meet,” or the link between epistemology and method. A given epistemology will lead to decisions about what questions are asked, and how data are collected, analyzed, interpreted, and presented, which are all based in one’s beliefs about the discovery or creation of knowledge.  For example, feminist empiricists tend toward a quantifiable research methodology in which an attempt is made to understand the social world through a research process that is representative of the population under study. This affects, for example, how the research sample is selected (randomly), what methods are used (quantitative), and how the results are analyzed (statistically). Alternatively, feminist standpoint epistemologists are more likely to favor a methodology that values contextual knowledge, and therefore, uses a non-random and theoretically driven sample, qualitative method, and open-ended data coding and interpretation. 
In practice, scholars who conduct feminist-informed research may not adhere strictly to a specific scientific ideology or methodology, but take a pragmatic approach that allows the needs of the research project to dictate the most appropriate methodology. Frequently, researchers who have feminist-informed research practices integrate qualitative and quantitative methods into one research project. Mixed methods, as this strategy is often referred, exists to use the strengths of one method to supplement the weaknesses of another (Morgan, 2014). Integrating methods is not inherently a feminist action, but can be one way of expressing feminist theory in the research process when used to addresses the weaknesses in any given epistemology (Leckenby & Hesse-Biber, 2007).  Researchers who integrate methods in a single study, or who use both qualitative and quantitative methods independently in their work, may not identify strongly with one ideology, but value the ability to look at their research topic from a variety of angles. For these researchers, the research topic is the most influential factor in selecting the appropriate method, or methods, rather than a theory of knowledge (Creswell, 2013).

Ways of Solving Problems
Feminist theory not only informs the process of posing questions about, interpreting, and studying a given topic, but for many scholars, implies action. Even for researchers whose work is primarily concerned with understanding the social world as it relates to women and the construction of gender, the ultimate goal of such research is not simply to understand, but to change, the social conditions that create disadvantage and oppression. The connection between feminist theory and action is so prevalent that it is frequently acknowledged as being closely aligned with an advocacy or participatory worldview (e.g., Creswell, 2013). The personal values that each researcher brings to his or her work will influence how action-oriented research is described – as applied research, advocacy, activism, or something else – and such descriptions surely vary across the field. Additionally, the action that the researcher elicits varies by the individual or research project, resulting in a wide range of outcomes. Evaluation research, the creation of gender-informed policies and programs, the provisions of expert knowledge to organizations and governmental entities, and the dissemination of knowledge related to gendered patterns and differences are a sampling of the ways in which feminist theory is used to solve problems within and outside the criminal justice system.
        	Each year, the American Society of Criminology’s (ASC) Division on Women and Crime (DWC) publishes a list of sessions of interest to be presented at the ASC Annual Meeting. These sessions, which each have an emphasis on women or gender, encompass a wide variety of topics across the spectrum of criminological and criminal justice research.  At the 2013 Annual Meeting, the DWC promoted over 120 sessions. Based on session titles alone, it appears that 27% of the sessions contained at least one presentation that was action-oriented. This number is likely slightly higher, given that an applied or advocacy angle was at the center of certain research projects but not made apparent in the title. Sessions focused on problem solving in the area of victimization—such as domestic violence, human trafficking, and preventing and responding to sexual violence—were most common among the problem-solving oriented sessions. A smaller number of sessions addressed criminal justice responses to female offenders, and several discussed strategies for teaching gender and sensitive topics in the classroom. For one quarter of all gender-based presentations at a research-heavy conference to be action-oriented is one way of demonstrating just how relevant feminist theory is to the field of criminology and criminal justice.
        	Examples of the use of feminist theory to solve justice-related problems are as vast and unique as the scholars and practitioners who seek to put gender at the center of their work. Though an endless number of illustrations are available, several recent and ongoing projects are notable for their scale and effect. The work of Stephanie Covington and Barbara Bloom at the Center for Gender and Justice, for example, is concerned with promoting and enhancing gender-responsive policies and programs in the criminal justice system (“The Center for Gender and Justice,” 2014). These women and their colleagues conduct research, provide training to practitioners and administrators in criminal justice settings in gender-related topics and treatment models, offer assessment of gender-responsive programming, and consult on a wide variety of gender-related topics. Although the Center is a powerful example of this kind of problem-solving, countless feminist-informed scholars offer these types of action-oriented services in their own states and communities.
        	The provision of expert testimony in the development and evaluation of policy is, though common across the field, especially significant in regards to feminist theory. For many feminist scholars, feminism to be inherently action-oriented and the desire to share knowledge and create meaningful change is an integral part of the research process. Barbara Owen and her testimonials regarding prison rape and the treatment of female prisoners provide a noteworthy model of the effort to problem solve through education. On multiple occasions, Owen testified before the U.S. Department of Justice Office of Justice Program’s Review Panel on Prison Rape (Office of Justice Programs, 2006; 2011). This panel, which convenes annually, is concerned with hearing evidence on the status of prison rape, in accordance with the Prison Rape Elimination Act of 2003 (PREA). Owen’s testimony as a prison sociologist, PREA expert, and scholar of gender-responsive programs and policies, provided a credible source of knowledge on how prison culture and staff training can influence the incidence of rape in prisons and jails that incarcerate women and girls, as well as how incarcerated women experience intimate relationships and victimization. Additionally, Owen acted as an expert consultant in the development of the United Nations Rules for the Treatment of Female Prisoners and Non-Custodial Measures for Women Offenders, also known as the Bangkok Rules, which were implemented in 2010 (United Nations Office of Drugs and Crime, 2009). These Rules are informed by a feminist perspective and acknowledge that the needs of prisoners are gender-specific and should be treated accordingly. The Bangkok Rules and PREA are themselves clear examples of how feminist-theory can enhance the ability of individuals and organizations to solve problems.  Owen’s work toward both of these measures stands as an illustration of the actions that an individual can take to promote change.
        	A final example of how feminist theory has informed the way that problems related to crime and justice are solved is the invention and implementation of Girls Courts. Girls Courts are specialized courts that were developed with the intention of meeting the unique needs of female juveniles, and were implemented in the State of Hawaii in 2004, Orange County, California in 2009, and in Harris County, Texas in 2011 (Annie E. Casey Foundation, 2011; Makanui-Lopes, 2013; Superior Court of Orange County, 2013).  In 2009, the Superior Court of California in Orange County also established a Boys Court, which is gender-responsive to at-risk boys.  Each of the aforementioned court uses theories related to trauma, victimization, addiction, relationship, and empowerment, to respond to delinquency, consistent with criminological and criminal justice feminist literature and theory. Similarly, criminal justice professionals, such as Judge Christine Carpenter of the Circuit Judge of Division One in the 13th Judicial Circuit, bring a trauma-informed perspective to her supervisory role in the Alternative Sentencing Courts in Columbia, Missouri (GAINS Center for Behavioral Health and Justice Transformation, 2013). The work of feminist scholars to integrate gender-informed and feminist theory into the research literature has certainly influenced the creation of these courts, while the work of individuals, such as that of Meda Chesney-Lind who consulted on the Hawaii Girls Court, provided a direct connection to the project (Chesney-Lind, 2014). 

Conclusion: Does Feminist Theory Matter?
    	Social psychologists define mattering as “the extent to which we make a difference in the world around us” (Elliott, Kao, & Grant, 2004, p. 339).  People matter when others attend to them, invest in them, or rely on them.  If this definition is applied to an idea, it is possible to ask whether feminist theory has made a difference, whether others are aware of the idea, think it is important, and rely on it. As demonstrated throughout this chapter, feminist theories have certainly mattered in the ways that scholars have asked questions about gender, interpreted their findings, studied questions, and solved problems. Freda Adler and her contemporaries brought issues surrounding gender into the study of crime and justice, prompting a wide range of scholarship across the criminological and criminal justice literature. Heidensohn (2012) goes so far as to say that given their scope, resiliency, and robustness, feminist theories are the most successful developments in the study of crime and justice in the second half of the 20th century.
To illustrate the extent to which feminist theory matters to criminology, we conducted an analysis of the influence of Adler’s (1975) Sisters in Crime on the discipline.  As one of the first studies to propose a social, rather than a biological, account of gender differences in criminal offending, Adler’s work was a bellwether that signaled a new, vibrant area of inquiry.  Today we can observe the wide-ranging influence of feminist criminology and questions about gender by exploring the frequency and location of citations to Sisters in Crime. 
When scholars write about a topic, they provide citation to works that they drew upon or quoted.  These works appear in the bibliographies of research articles, books, and reports.  Databases such as Google Scholar cross-reference academic studies and make it possible to view the list of works that cite a particular study.  Conducting a citation analysis of Sisters in Crime using Google Scholar revealed 1,070 citations.  We exported these citations to a spreadsheet that made it possible to examine some basic patterns about when and where references were made to Sisters in Crime.  Figure 14.1 presents the annual number of times that Sisters in Crime was cited from 1976 to 2013, excluding citations to websites.  Sisters in Crime was cited an average of 25 times per year.  These citations appeared in 331 books, book chapters, theses, and dissertations and 634 research articles, government reports, and conference papers. 
-----Insert Figure 14.1 About Here-----
The influence of feminist criminology can also be estimated by examining the range of journals where citations to Sisters in Crime have appeared.  Although Sisters in Crime has been widely referenced in criminal justice and criminological journals, Adler’s study has also significantly influenced the study of sociology as indicated by the number of citations that appear in sociological journals.  The reach of the work extends far beyond these disciplinary borders.  Sisters in Crime has been cited in journals from a range of academic disciplines including economics, education, gender studies, history, international studies, law, literary criticism, political science, psychiatry, and psychology.  The influence of Sisters in Crime has crossed international borders as well, with citations appearing in Canadian, British, Australian, German, Korean, Spanish-language, French, Chinese, Russian, Italian, and Swedish publications.
To place these numbers in context, a research article appearing in one of the top 20 journals in the discipline will be cited an average of 23 times over a 5 year period (Google Scholar Metrics, 2014).  Both the number of citations and the longevity of the influence of Sisters in Crime points to the sustained and widespread interest in and effect of feminist criminology.
Without doubt, feminist theory has made a difference in the scholarship and practice of crime and justice.  And, a book or a course on criminology would be incomplete without feminist theories of crime.  Whether feminist theory is widely valued and relied upon by academics, students, and members of the public is less clear, but this orientation has a strong and active set of champions.  Perhaps the most important measure of whether a particular theory matters, however, is whether it continues to inspire new questions, stimulate debate, and even generate controversy.  In this respect, feminist theory matters a great deal.
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Figure 14.1  Annual number of citations to Sisters in Crime, 1976-2013 (n = 964) 
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