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ABOUT THE WOMEN'S JUSTICE COMMISSION ABOUT THE COUNCIL on criminal justice

The Women’s Justice Commission is a multi-year research, policy, and communications
initiative that documents and raises awareness of the unique challenges facing women in the
justice system and builds consensus for evidence-based reforms that enhance safety, health,
and justice. The project spans the full scope of the adult justice system—from arrest and
diversion through prosecution, incarceration, release, and community supervision—with a
particular focus on trauma-informed and gender-responsive prevention and intervention
strategies.

Chaired by former U.S. Attorney General Loretta Lynch, the Commission includes 15 other
high-profile, ideologically diverse leaders representing law enforcement, courts, corrections,
medicine, research, and advocacy. Oklahoma First Lady Sarah Stitt is Senior Adviser, and the
Commission also consults with a team of experts with decades of experience in women’s
justice issues. This report is a preliminary assessment to inform the Commission’s work,
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which will further examine the challenges facing justice-involved women and develop
proposed solutions for policy and practice.

Press Release

The Council on Criminal Justice is an invitational membership organization and think tank.
Independent and nonpartisan, the Council advances understanding of the criminal justice
policy choices facing the nation and builds consensus for solutions that enhance safety and
justice for all.

The Council does not take policy positions. As part of its array of activities, the Council
conducts research and convenes task forces composed of Council members who produce
reports with findings and policy recommendations on matters of concern. The findings and
conclusions in this report were not subject to the approval of the Council’s Board of Directors,
its Board of Trustees, or funders. For more information about the Council, visit
counciloncj.org.

Key Takeaways

* The incarceration rate for women in U.S. prisons and jails has trended upward over
the past several decades.

e While there are significantly more men than women incarcerated in the U.S., women in
the criminal justice system face distinct challenges and have a unique set of
needs that frequently go unaddressed.

 Women'’s pathways to criminal justice system involvement differ from those of men.
Most system-involved women have experienced some form of childhood abuse or
trauma. Many are at high risk for experiencing violent victimization by an
intimate partner, and women in jails and prisons consistently report higher rates of
mental health and substance use disorders than their male counterparts.

e While racial disparity in imprisonment persists, the gap between Black and White
women shrunk considerably between 2000 and 2020, largely due to increased
admissions for White women for drug offenses.

* Women are four times more likely than men to self-report sexual victimization
by other incarcerated people in prisons and more than twice as likely in jails.
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* Lesbian, gay, and bisexual women are overrepresented in the criminal justice
system and are far more likely than their heterosexual counterparts to report sexual
victimization during confinement.

e Women in prison are disciplined at higher rates than men, often for small infractions
such as disrespect, disobedience, and being disruptive.

e More than half of women in prisons are parents to minor children, and estimates
suggest that at least three out of four women in jails are mothers. Prior to their
incarceration, mothers were more than twice as likely as fathers to be the sole or
primary caretaker of their children.

* Women have specific health-related needs that prisons and jails struggle to address,
ranging from the provision of menstruation supplies to pregnancy and menopausal care
and the treatment of women’s higher reported rates of mental health and substance
use disorders.

* Gender-responsive programs, services, and diversion strategies exist, but
more research is needed to establish their effectiveness.

e During the reentry process, women face distinct parenting, health, and financial
challenges that affect their success after release.
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Read more about key trends related to women in the criminal justice system in a companion
publication, Women'’s Justice: By the Numbers.

Introduction

The incarceration rate for women in U.S. prisons and jails increased dramatically from 1982
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through 2007, growing 431%, and then flattened as the number of incarcerated men began
to fall.! In 2020, the size of the total incarcerated population experienced an historic drop due
to responses to the COVID-19 pandemic, but growth resumed in 2021. In 2021 and 2022, the
increase of the female population in jails and federal prisons outpaced that of males. In 2022,
there were about 181,000 incarcerated women in local jails and state and federal prisons
across the U.S.?

Given the far greater size of the male incarcerated population, criminal justice processes and
facilities in this country have been predominantly designed around the needs of men. This
exacerbates a unique set of obstacles faced by women in the criminal justice system. Most
have experienced poverty and trauma, and they are more likely than justice-involved men to
be victims of intimate partner violence and sexual abuse, be diagnosed with mental health
and substance use disorders, and to have experienced homelessness in the year prior to
incarceration.” Many incarcerated women are also entangled in other systems—from child
welfare to immigration and housing court—and these processes can compound and
complicate their interactions with the criminal justice system. Because women are typically
the primary caretakers of their children, their incarceration is more likely than men’s
incarceration to destabilize families and create ripple effects throughout communities. These
factors also intersect with broader social inequities, often resulting in disproportionately
negative impacts on women of color and those who identify as LGBTQ+.

This assessment is a review of existing research about the factors that drive women'’s justice
system involvement and the unique needs they experience upon making contact with the
system. It pays special attention to women’s risk factors for criminal offending and their
distinct challenges throughout all stages of the system, from arrest to sentencing,
confinement, and reentry. Each section of the report describes additional considerations by
demographic characteristics (e.g., race, ethnicity, and sexual orientation) where data are
available, and identifies gaps in current knowledge.
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Women's Risk Factors

Research conducted over the past two decades has explored women’s risk factors and
identified common pathways that bring women into the criminal justice system. Taken
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together, the research suggests that many women and girls engage in crime due to factors
that are uncommon for men (including sex work and retaliation against abusive family
members or partners), factors that are more prevalent among women than men (such as
child sexual abuse and other forms of sexual victimization), or factors that occur during
women’s intimate relationships (including emotional, physical, and financial coercion).*
Although the relationships correlated with their offending are typically with men, women may
also experience financial coercion or coercion to engage in substance use or criminal
behavior from family members and other close connections. While men also experience
childhood abuse and other forms of interpersonal victimization,” these risk factors function
differently in the lives of women and increase their risk for mental health challenges,
substance use disorders, and intimate partner violence, all of which can contribute to their
involvement in the criminal justice system.

Women often engage in crime differently than men, committing offenses in different
proportions and for different reasons than their male counterparts. Women face distinct
parenting, health, and economic challenges that affect their experience of incarceration and
influence their success during reentry after release.® Women also differ from men in how they
use drugs and alcohol to cope with experiences of violence and trauma, and in the
prevalence and scope of the mental health symptoms they experience.’

Child Abuse and Adversity

Childhood abuse plays a significant role in women’s pathways to prison. More than 90% of
women with criminal justice system involvement have experienced some form of childhood
trauma, such as physical or sexual violence, bullying, gang attacks, dating violence, or
witnessing extreme violence, including murder.? Available evidence is mixed on whether
incarcerated men experience childhood physical abuse at rates similar to or greater than
rates for incarcerated women, but women consistently report higher rates of childhood
sexual abuse.’ Although national data do not exist, in samples of incarcerated women,
between half and three-quarters report experiences of sexual violence.’’ In addition, while
incarcerated men indicate that their experiences of violent victimization by peers and
caretakers decrease throughout adolescence and into adulthood, many women suggest that
their abuse increases as they enter intimate partner relationships later in life.™*

90%
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of women with criminal justice system involvement have experienced some form of
childhood trauma.

Studies of people with no history of incarceration show that exposure to multiple forms of
childhood abuse and adversity are strongly associated with a range of negative adult
outcomes, from chronic disease to overdose fatality.”” These associations are amplified
among justice-involved women. Justice-involved women report higher numbers of Adverse
Childhood Experiences (ACEs), which include childhood abuse and neglect, family instability
factors, and witnessing violence in the home,** compared to justice-involved men and women
in the community. Increased ACEs are associated with higher rates of arrest, especially for
women with mental health conditions.™ For example, in a study of 500 women in California
prisons and roughly 4,700 women enrolled in a Health Maintenance Organization in the
community, 84% of the incarcerated women reported a history of ACEs compared to 69% of
women in the community.” The incarcerated women were 1.7 times more likely than women
in the community to have experienced four or more ACEs (32% compared to 19%).

Childhood abuse and adversity are also strongly associated with women’s use of violence in
their relationships.’® In a study of roughly 1,100 women incarcerated in California, each
additional type of childhood abuse a woman had experienced was associated with a 17%
increase in her use of threats and intimidation and a 13% increase in her perpetration of
severe physical violence (physically restraining, kicking, punching, or stabbing) in her
intimate relationships.”’

Intimate Partner Violence

Women in the criminal justice system are at high risk for experiencing violent victimization by
an intimate partner, and their romantic relationships often function as a key pathway into
crime and substance use.’® More than 70% of women incarcerated in prisons and jails report
prior experiences of intimate partner violence victimization, ranging from threats and
intimidation to physical or sexual assault.”’ For example, in a study of 115 women in jail, 77%
had experienced intimate partner violence; 93% of women who reported intimate partner
violence reported physical abuse, 32% reported partner rape, and 63% reported that the
incident involved use of a weapon.” Research suggests that these estimates may be an
undercount, given that prolonged experiences of violence across multiple relationships (from
parents and caregivers to intimate partners) may result in some women not recognizing
behaviors such as threats and other fear tactics, hitting, kicking, or coercive sex as intimate
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partner violence.”
More than
70%

of women incarcerated in prisons and jails report experiences of intimate partner
violence victimization.

Research indicates that law enforcement officers, judges, and other stakeholders who
interact with justice-involved women and have authority over the outcomes of their cases
rarely understand the impact of violence and abuse on women’s criminal behavior. For
example, some women report being coerced or threatened into engaging in or covering up
criminal activity, while others say they claimed a larger role in a crime during their arrest and
sentencing to protect an abusive intimate partner or to keep the partner from receiving a
harsher prison term.”” For many, such tactics were deployed in an attempt to prevent future
abuse. Other women may resort to violence in self-defense. These behaviors are typically not
well understood by system stakeholders, resulting in stigmatization, especially for women
with mental health or substance use disorders.”

Criminal justice system proceedings seldom address intimate partner violence as a pathway
into the system or explore how these experiences contribute to women’s use of violence in
self-defense or to protect their children or other loved ones.* One analysis based on more
than 600 survey responses of women in prisons found that at least 30% of those serving time
for murder or manslaughter—including many serving life sentences—were protecting
themselves or a loved one during the crime that led to their conviction (see “Women Serving
Life Sentences” below).”

Research suggests that for many justice system-involved women, troubling interpersonal
relationships often precede a range of negative outcomes, including re-victimization, criminal
behavior, engaging in sex work, and homelessness.’® The transformation of “victims” into
“offenders” can be attributed to several factors, including the coercive actions of abusers and
a lack of understanding about the dynamics of interpersonal violence from system
stakeholders.”’” For many women experiencing intimate partner violence, these forces
exacerbate or result in poverty and housing instability, both of which increase risk for
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substance use and crimes related to survival for both women and their children. For example,
in 2016, the most recent year for which data were available, 1 in 5 women in state and
federal prisons reported that they were homeless at some point in the year prior to their
arrest compared to 13% of men.”®

Traumatic Brain Injury

Traumatic Brain Injury (TBI) is defined as an injury to the brain, such as blunt object impact or
other kinds of trauma from pressure or injury, that alters brain function.” The effects of TBI
on brain function vary widely depending on the severity of the injury, and symptoms may
include changes in consciousness and behavior, headache, fatigue, insomnia, dizziness, and
seizures, as well as motor, sensory, and cognitive deficits. TBI often results in psychiatric
changes, such as mood disorders and reduced anger regulation.”’ Individuals also may
experience increased irritability and difficulties with emotional control. These changes can
strain relationships and affect daily functioning. Interpersonal violence causes roughly a
quarter of all TBIs, many of which have mild symptoms.”*

While much is known about TBI and its impacts, existing research is heavily focused on
men.”” In community and military samples, men have higher rates of TBI than women;> in
samples of incarcerated people, however, women have slightly higher rates of TBI than
men.> For example, a meta-analysis of 33 studies published in 2010 identified four that
explored TBI among incarcerated women.”” Comparative gender analysis suggested that
women had a higher overall prevalence of history of TBI than men (70% of incarcerated
women compared to 64% of men). Additionally, a study of about 400 people in jails,
detention centers, or on probation—a third of whom were female—found that women were
twice as likely as men to have sustained multiple TBIs and six times as likely to have
sustained multiple violence-related TBIs.*®

Research on TBIs caused by intimate partner violence has increased dramatically over the
past decade.” Estimates suggest that the number of TBIs due to intimate partner violence
sustained by women is 11 to 12 times higher than the number of TBIs experienced by
military personnel and athletes combined.” Estimates of the prevalence of TBI among women
who experience intimate partner violence vary widely (from 50% to 92%) due to challenges
in measurement and sampling.”® Most research focuses on women who seek treatment at
emergency departments or enter emergency shelters, which may under- or overcount the
problem’s scope.*
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TBIs related to intimate partner violence can be caused by aggressive shaking, strangulation,
a blow to the head (with a fist or heavy object), and being pushed or thrown to the floor.* In
a study of 900 Black women aged 18 to 55 in Maryland and the U.S. Virgin Islands, half of the
540 women who self-reported intimate partner violence had sustained a TBI.* More than a
third (36%) had experienced strangulation and half had sustained significant injuries to their
face, including 4% of women who had their jaw broken or dislocated. Findings from a
narrative review of existing research conducted in 2017 indicated that TBI and intimate
partner violence often function as risk factors for each other, perpetuating a dangerous cycle.
Without treatment, those who sustain a TBI from abuse can experience cognitive dysfunction,
memory loss, and mood irregularities, which increase their risk for repeated abuse and
additional head injuries.”

Mental Health and Substance Use Disorders

In samples of incarcerated people, women consistently report higher rates of mental health
disorders than men, regardless of whether this is measured as a generic condition or a
specific diagnostic category. For example, in 2011-2012, the most recent year for which
national data were available, 66% of women in prison and 68% of women in jail were
diagnosed with a mental health disorder, compared to 35% of men in prison and 41% of men
in jail.* Women were also more likely to meet the threshold for serious psychological distress
(20% of women in prison and 32% of women in jail, compared to 14% of men in prison and
26% of men in jail),” and women in prison report much higher rates of post-traumatic stress
disorder (PTSD; 21% of women versus 6% of men) than their male counterparts.*

66%

of women in prison diagnosed with a mental health disorder

68%

of women in jail diagnosed with a mental health disorder

35%
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of men in prison diagnosed with a mental health disorder
41%
of men in jail diagnosed with a mental health disorder

Justice-involved women are also more likely than men to be diagnosed with a substance use
disorder and to have been intoxicated at the time of their offense. For example, 69% to 72%
of women meet criteria for a substance use disorder, compared to 57% of men.*’ Nearly half
(46% to 49%) of women in prison were using drugs at the time of their offense, compared to
36% to 41% of men,* and women were much more likely to have used methamphetamines in
the month before incarceration (15% to 17%) than men (10%).”

69%-72%
of justice-involved women meet the criteria for a substanceuse disorder
57%

of justice-involved men meet the criteria for a substance
use disorder

While the prevalence of co-occurring mental health and substance use disorders hovers
around 3% in the general population, the prevalence among people incarcerated in jails is
estimated to be as high as 10% for men and 22% for women.> Experiences of childhood
abuse and intimate partner violence increase risk for substance misuse and substance use
disorders, as many women suggest that they use substances, in some measure, to manage
the aftereffects of trauma and the symptoms of untreated mental health conditions.”

Few studies explore mental health and substance use disorders among special populations of
justice-involved women, including female veterans.”” Meta-analyses and other research
syntheses conducted on veterans in correctional settings note that samples are majority or
exclusively male. In one comparative study of roughly 31,000 incarcerated veterans,
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however, female veterans were 89% more likely to be diagnosed with a mood disorder than
male veterans, although incarcerated female and male veterans had equivalent rates of PTSD
that was directly tied to combat exposure.”

Failure-to-Protect Laws

Although many women make contact with the criminal justice system for their direct
engagement in criminal offending, others are prosecuted for witnessing the abuse of their
children and “failing to protect” them, despite not being the perpetrator of that abuse. Forty-
seven states have failure-to-protect laws that impose criminal penalties on those who fail to
report child abuse.”

While such laws are commonplace across the U.S., the potential consequences imposed by
these laws vary.” In some states, children identified as victims in such cases can be removed
from the home and brought into the child welfare system, while in others, the non-offending
parent—more often, a woman—can be criminally charged.”® Seven states—Oklahoma,
Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, South Carolina, West Virginia, and Texas—allow life sentences or
sentences of 99 years for the parent who did not commit the offense, but either witnessed it
or was suspected to have known about it.”” A recent examination of roughly 320 failure-to-
protect cases prosecuted in Oklahoma found that 90% of the cases with a female defendant
resulted in her imprisonment, although the average length of the prison sentence imposed
was not specified.”® National data on the number of people who are convicted and
incarcerated due to failure-to-protect laws were not identified.

While intended to protect children from abuse, failure-to-protect laws disproportionately
impact women who also are experiencing abuse in the home.”® Under these laws, any person
who knows about or suspects that a child is being abused and fails to report this abuse can
be prosecuted, regardless of whether or not they are victims of abuse themselves and do not
report due to coercion, fear of retaliation, or other factors stemming from their experience of
intimate partner violence or domestic abuse.”® In many states, failure-to-protect charges can
also be introduced for allowing children to witness one parent abusing the other.* Findings
from many research studies indicate a strong relationship between child maltreatment and
intimate partner violence, with co-occurrence estimated in 30% to 60% of cases.” In a meta-
analysis of 38 studies representing about 100,000 families, families who reported intimate
partner violence were nearly four times more likely to have child abuse or neglect reported at
a later stage.”
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Note: Failure-to-Protect laws, which are enforced in the criminal justice system, can also
interact with civil cases managed by family courts. For example, failure to protect may be
added to charges of parental alienation, defined as allegations by one parent that the other
parent has manipulated or caused fear in a child that causes the child to reject or distance
from the parent making the allegations.” Parental alienation has been deemed a “pseudo-
concept” by the United Nations, but it is still introduced in family court by parents (most
often, fathers) as a response to allegations of intimate partner violence.” An analysis of
2,000 court opinions found that one in four women who alleged they were being abused or
that their child or children were abused by the father lost their custody case, often due to
charges of parental alienation, and custody was granted to the father.”® Roughly 19% of
family court cases where allegations of child abuse were substantiated resulted in the father
being awarded custody. Courts were nearly four times as likely to disbelieve the mother’s
claim of child abuse when the allegedly abusive father made a cross-claim of parental
alienation. Some women who are undergoing abuse by their partner, or whose children are
being abused by that partner, may choose not to report for fear of losing custody, which
would prevent them from intervening or distracting the abuser away from the children.

Sex Work

The criminalization of sex work disproportionately impacts young women and transgender
people. Young women are the primary targets of sex trafficking, and even when men are
involved as clients or traffickers, women and transgender people are often the main focus for
arrests.”’” In 2019, the most recent year for which data were available, females comprised
63% of the roughly 20,000 arrests made for prostitution.”® A focus on sex work, however,
underestimates the prevalence of women exchanging sex for money or drugs. Recent studies
of women in prisons and jails suggest that roughly half (45% to 54%) of incarcerated women
have engaged in sex exchange.”

Note: The interaction of sex trafficking and sex work is complex, and a clear understanding
of the scope of sex trafficking is limited by a lack of comprehensive national and international
data.”’ Data on how many victims of sex trafficking become involved with the criminal justice
system were not identified.

Two primary perspectives are used to explain women’s engagement in sex work. The
oppression paradigm highlights how childhood abuse, family instability, poverty,
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homelessness, and drug use push some women into sex work; the empowerment paradigm
suggests that some women choose sex work to meet immediate economic needs in the
context of limited employment opportunities.”* Research indicates that these perspectives
have substantial overlap. For example, a study of more than 200 sex workers found that both
immediate circumstances and negative experiences from early life were related to current
sex work.”

Juvenile Justice System Involvement

While the focus of the Commission is on women entering the adult criminal justice system, an
understanding of trends among girls involved in the juvenile justice system is essential. There
are no official data on number or rates of girls involved in the juvenile justice system who
later move into or have further contact with the adult criminal justice system. But data from
the 2016 Survey of Prison Inmates show that nearly half (45%) of incarcerated women self-
reported that they were arrested at least once before age 18.” Scholars suggest that many
of the risk factors underlying women’s involvement with the system also overlap with girls’
involvement in the juvenile justice system; these include experiences of abuse and domestic
violence, housing and economic instability, and struggles with mental and physical health.”

Juvenile Arrests and Sentencing

The overall juvenile arrest rate has trended sharply downward since the mid-1990s.” For
boys, the arrest rate rose from 1980 to its peak in 1996 at 5,704 per 100,000 male youth
residents, before beginning a general downward trend.”® From 1996 to 2019, the arrest rate
dropped 78%; from 2019 to 2020, the rate fell 37% due to responses to the COVID-19
pandemic. In 2020, the most recent year for which data were available, the boys arrest rate
was 809, reflecting a drop of 86% from the peak. The arrest rate for girls peaked in 1997 at
1,802 per 100,000 female youth residents. From there, the rate decreased slowly until 2012
before falling more rapidly. From 1997 to 2019, the girls arrest rate dropped 68%. From 2019
to 2020, qirls’ arrest rates dropped 41% due to responses to the COVID-19 pandemic,
reflecting an 81% drop from peak to 2020. Girls’ share of all juvenile arrests has grown
steadily and incrementally over time. Girls accounted for 15% of all juvenile arrests in 1980
and 23% in 2020.
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Juvenile Arrest Rates by Sex, 1980-2020

The types of offenses for which girls were arrested has also changed over time. For example,
the proportion of girls arrested for violent crimes nearly doubled from 1980 to 2020, rising
from 10% to 19% of total arrests.”” Similarly, girls’ share of arrests for property crimes
increased from 18% in 1980 to a peak of 38% in 2010 before decreasing to 29% in 2020. The
share of girls’ drug offense arrests has had more variability than their arrests for violent and
property crimes. In the early 1980s, girls accounted for about 15% of all arrests for drug
offenses. This share fell to a low of 11% in the mid-1990s before slowly rising again. In 2020,
girls made up a quarter of all drug offense arrests.

In 2022, there were roughly 366,000 juvenile arrests for serious violent and property crimes’®
reported to the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) through the National Incident-Based
Reporting System (NIBRS) that included information about the race and ethnicity of the
person arrested.”” Just under a third (32%) of these arrests—about 115,000—were of juvenile
girls. Nearly half (45%) of the girls who were arrested were White, 34% were Black, 17% were
Hispanic, 3% were American Indian/Alaska Native, 1% were Asian, and less than one percent
were Native Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander. Information was not provided on how many
girls identified as multiracial or for whom race and ethnicity were unknown.

The raw number of arrests within a race or ethnic group may obscure important information
about racial disproportionality, as larger numbers of arrests are expected among larger race
and ethnic groups (and vice versa). Arrest rates cannot be extracted from available NIBRS
data. Juvenile arrest rate data were identified for 2020 for all juvenile arrests, although these
data were not broken down by sex. Black (2,481 per 100,000) and American Indian/Alaska
Native (1,815 per 100,000) youth had significantly higher rates than their White peers (1,080
per 100,000).%

While the number of girls who are prosecuted as adults is small compared to boys (194 qirls
compared to 2,537 boys in 2020),* research suggests that Black girls are more than twice as
likely as White girls to be charged as adults and be transferred to the adult criminal justice
system.®

Girls in Residential Custody

The number of girls in residential custody fell from about 14,500 in 1999 to roughly 3,500 in
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2021, a drop of 75%.% The number of boys fell 76% over the same time period, from roughly
93,000 to 21,000. Girls consistently accounted for about 14% of all youth in custody.

In 2021, 44% of the roughly 3,550 girls in residential custody were convicted of violent
crimes, 18% with property crimes, 6% with drug offenses, and 9% with public order
offenses.®* About 16% were being held for a technical violation of their supervision and 8%
were being held for status offenses. Girls made up 13% of all youth held for violent offenses,
14% of youth held for property crimes, and 22% of youth held for drug offenses. Girls
accounted for 37% of all youth being held for status offenses, including 57% of those who
were running away, 30% of those who were truant, and 39% held for “incorrigibility.”

Black and Native American girls are much more likely to be in residential custody than Asian,
Hispanic, and White girls. While the overall placement rate in 2020 was 35 per 100,000 girls
aged 10 to 17, Native American girls (112 per 100,000) were four times as likely and Black
girls (77 per 100,000) were more than three times as likely to be in custody as their White
peers (24 per 100,000).” The rate of residential placements for Hispanic girls (27 per
100,000) was roughly equivalent to the rate for White girls; the rate for Asian girls (4 per
100,000) was 83% lower.*®

Girls in Residential Custody by Race, 2020

Girls who identify as lesbian, gay, or bisexual are also disproportionately represented in
juvenile residential custody (40%) compared to youth in the general public (7% to 9%).? Risk
for making contact with the juvenile justice system is amplified among LGBTQ+ youth due to
their increased risk for bullying and abuse from peers or family members, family rejection,
and homelessness.”

In a sample of juvenile justice system-involved youth, 45% of girls reported five or more
ACEs, nearly twice the rate reported by boys (27%). Nearly a third (31%) of girls reported
sexual abuse, compared to 7% of boys.” Compared to boys, girls account for a higher
proportion of youth incarcerated for low-level offenses. In 2019, 34% of all youth held for
status offenses (e.g., truancy and curfew violations) were girls. More than half of youth in
residential placements for running away were girls. Early abuse has been identified as a key
driver of girls’ school-based discipline and subsequent juvenile justice system involvement.”

Although much is known about how girls interact with the juvenile justice system, effective
prevention and intervention measures to interrupt their engagement with the adult criminal
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justice system remain elusive. In addition, little is known about how increasing social media
use and pandemic-related school and social interruptions have affected youths’ interactions
with the criminal justice system. More research is needed to explore how these factors affect
girls” mental and physical health, relationships with family and peers, and school
success—and to identify how these factors relate to substance misuse, intimate partner
violence, criminal behavior, arrest, and incarceration. Enhancing understanding of girls’
trajectories can support the development and testing of targeted programs to address girls’
evolving risks and needs and prevent their contact with the criminal justice system as adults.

Non-Citizens in the Criminal Justice System

In 2016, 7% of all people in state and federal prisons were non-citizens—3% of women and
7% of men.”* Non-citizens often face language barriers when engaging with law enforcement
and other criminal justice system stakeholders. Research suggests that undocumented
women and other female non-citizens seldom seek help from law enforcement when they are
victims of intimate partner violence or other domestic abuse, citing lack of knowledge about
community resources and fears of deportation.”” As a result, they may be further victimized
and exploited, heightening their risk for experiencing serious injury or death, developing
mental health and substance use disorders, living in poverty, or engaging in criminal
behavior.

Front End: Arrest Through Sentencing

Contact with Law Enforcement

In 2020, more than 20% of all women in the U.S. had encounters with the police.” This
proportion has held consistent in recent years; 23% of women had contact with police in
2018, and 20% had contact in 2015.> Overall, encounters with police are evenly split
between women and men. But unlike men, whose interactions with the police are often
initiated by law enforcement, women’s encounters are significantly more likely than men’s to
be self-initiated.

Although the reasons behind women'’s calls for service from police are unclear due to data
limitations, some proportion stems from situations of abuse or violence within intimate
relationships. Policies on how law enforcement officers handle these calls vary across states,
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and in some cases, inadvertently exacerbate the risks faced by victims—primarily women—in
abusive relationships.” For example, some states have implemented mandatory arrest
policies for domestic violence incidents, while others grant officers discretion or mandate the
arrest of all parties involved, including the alleged victim.” The mandatory arrest of alleged
abusers—intended to ensure accountability and deter further violence—may trigger
retaliatory violence against victims, placing them in even greater jeopardy.” The fear of
arrest may dissuade victims from seeking police intervention in the future, thereby
perpetuating cycles of abuse and endangerment.

A 2021 community survey of roughly 1,500 victims and survivors of domestic violence (93%
female, 4% male, 3% transgender, non-binary, or other) found that 82% had called law
enforcement for assistance. Of those who contacted the police, 20% reported feeling safer
after calling, 39% felt less safe, and 40% reported that calling had not made a difference in
how they perceived their own safety.” Most of these respondents (71%) would have
preferred to report their domestic violence incident through avenues other than law
enforcement. More than half of the victims and survivors who had contacted the police (55%)
reported negative interactions with law enforcement, including feeling discrimination for
having experienced domestic violence; 25% of respondents were threatened with arrest, and
12% were arrested. Most (92%) of the people who did not call the police reported that they
had been concerned about how law enforcement would react to them.

In some instances, people may also be physically or sexually abused by law enforcement
officers, although official statistics are not publicly available, little research empirically
examines these experiences, and what is known focuses on women without providing context
about abuse that men or transgender people experience.” In a study of roughly 900 women
in four major cities in the eastern U.S., roughly 40 women (4%), half of whom were Black,
reported having experienced physical assault from a police officer.’” About 30 women (3%),
roughly a quarter of whom were Black, experienced sexual violence from an officer.
Additionally, in a study of about 550 cases where police officers were arrested for engaging in
sexual crimes, more than half involved sexual misconduct while the officer was on duty.'*

Arrests and Convictions

The arrest rate for men increased from 1980 to its peak in 1989 at 11,426 per 100,000 adult
male residents. It then began a general downward trend.” From 1989 to 2019, the arrest
rate dropped 52%; from 2019 to 2020, the rate fell 23% due to responses to the COVID-19
pandemic. In 2020, the most recent year for which data were available, men’s arrest rate was
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4,244 per 100,000, reflecting a drop of 63% from the peak. Over the same time period, the
arrest rate for women gradually increased. From 1980 to its peak in 2009, it rose 74% (from
1,386 per 100,000 adult female residents to 2,404 per 100,000). Beginning in 2010, women’s
arrest rate gradually declined, falling 17% from 2009 to 2019. From 2019 to 2020, women’s
arrest rates dropped 26% due to responses to the COVID-19 pandemic, reflecting a 40% drop
from peak to 2020. Women'’s share of all adult arrests has grown steadily and incrementally
over time. Women accounted for 13% of all adult arrests in 1980 and 21% in 2020.

Adult Arrest Rates by Sex, 1980-2020

There has also been a shift in the types of offenses for which women were arrested. For
example, from 1980 to 2020, the proportion of women arrested for violent crimes more than
doubled, reaching 21% by 2020.2”

Women's disproportionate experiences of childhood abuse and adversity, intimate partner
violence, and higher reported rates of mental health and substance use disorders may
contribute to their offending behavior. For example, fewer women than men are convicted of
violent crimes but a higher proportion of women are convicted of property crimes and drug
offenses. In 2022, the most recent year for which data were available, far fewer women were
convicted of violent crimes (46%) than men (64%).2** More women, however, were convicted
of property crimes (19% of women compared to 13% of men) and more than twice as many
women were convicted of drug offenses (25% of women compared to 12% of men).'®

Women’s Share of Arrests by Offense Type, 1980-2020

In 2022, there were about five million adult arrests reported to the FBI through NIBRS that
included information about the race and ethnicity of the person who was arrested.'® Just over
a quarter (27%) of these arrests-about 1.3 million-were of adult women. Most of the women
who were arrested (60%) were White, 24% were Black, 11% were Hispanic, 3% were
American Indian/Alaska Native, 1% were Asian, and less than one percent were Native
Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander. Information was not provided on how many women
identified as multiracial or for whom race and ethnicity were unknown.

As noted in the discussion of girls’ arrests, the raw number of arrests within a race or ethnic
group may obscure important information about racial disproportionality, as larger numbers
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of arrests are expected among larger race and ethnic groups (and vice versa). Arrest rates
cannot be extracted from available NIBRS data. Arrest rate data from 1980 to 2020 were
identified for all females (juvenile and adult); these data were not broken down by race.

Pre-Trial Detention and Bail

In 1982, there were roughly 13,700 females in jail."”” Over the next several decades this

number increased, peaking in 2018 at more than 115,000 women, an increase of 635%.
During the COVID-19 pandemic, the number dropped, decreasing by 37% from 2019 to 2020.
The number then rose 33% from 2020 to 2022. In 2022, there were about 93,000 women in
jail on a given day and the average stay for women was 19 days, compared to 36 days for
men.'®

Almost two-thirds (60%) of women in local jails are held pre-trial, meaning they have not
been convicted of a crime and are in jail pending their trial.’”® A small number of people are
held pre-trial without the ability to await their trial in the community due to the nature or
severity of their offense; the overwhelming majority, however, are offered the opportunity to
pay cash bail (or have a third party post bond on their behalf) in order to secure their release
prior to trial.”® Bail is intended to increase the likelihood that a defendant will appear at trial.
Early research indicated that Black females were 85% more likely than White females to be
held on bail; significant differences were not identified between Hispanic and White
females.'! More recent research that breaks down outcomes by sex and race was not

available.'?

The relationship between sex and the ability to pay bail—therefore avoiding pretrial
detention—is complex, as men are more likely to commit serious crimes that result in higher
bonds, but also more likely to be able to pay. A 2006 study found that women were likely to
be offered significantly lower bail amounts than men, on average, by about $3,600. However,
these results were not significant after controlling for the seriousness of the crime and
criminal history.'*’

Justice-involved women have, on average, lower incomes than system-involved men, which
increases their likelihood of remaining in jail pre-trial. For example, in 2015, median annual
income for men held in jail was about $11,000 for women and $15,600 for men.** Women in
jail who were unable to post bail also reported annual incomes roughly half those of non-
incarcerated women of the same age.'™ While income disparity was higher for men in jail

who were unable to post bail compared to their non-incarcerated peers (roughly 60% lower),
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men had higher incomes overall and across all races than women.
Deflection and Diversion

Deflection and diversion are two strategies used as “off-ramps” to help individuals avoid
further criminal justice system involvement. Typically, these programs target people who
have little to no criminal history and have been charged with nonviolent crimes.™*® Deflection
programs that occur prior to arrest are led by police, while diversion programs implemented
after arrest but before incarceration are managed by prosecutors or judges.™’ Diversion
programs may shift people away from incarceration before they are formally charged (pre-
charge), after they are formally charged but before they enter a plea (pre-plea), or after they
have entered a guilty plea (post-plea).** These programs are designed to address underlying
needs and behaviors of participants that were key factors in their criminal offense, often
connecting people with community-based treatment and services (e.g., mental health and

substance use disorder treatment, employment services, and case management).

Several states and judicial districts have implemented programs for women. These often
target women with nonviolent offenses and substance use disorders to address the root
causes of their involvement in the justice system and pursue pathways to financial security,
rehabilitation, and community stability."® While gender-responsive diversion programs do
exist, however, the majority of deflection and diversion efforts use generalized approaches
regardless of sex or have tailored their programming to address the needs and behaviors of

justice-involved men.

Sentencing and Courts

Men and women have different arrest rates and are charged and convicted of crimes in
different proportions, which makes exploring gender disparities in plea deals challenging.’*
Although research conducted in the 1980s and 1990s found no associations between gender
and the use of plea bargaining, more recent analyses indicate that women may be more
likely to receive a plea deal or other more lenient treatment than men. For example, among
cases adjudicated in Wisconsin from 2000 to 2006, female defendants were 20% more likely
than men to have their most serious criminal charges reduced or dismissed, particularly in
cases involving misdemeanor or low-level felony convictions.””! Likewise, female defendants
with no prior convictions had their charges reduced more often than similarly situated males.
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For cases involving more serious felonies and when both female and male defendants had
previous convictions, no gender disparities were identified.

Research in the 1980s on sentencing disparities between men and women suggested that
women tended to receive more lenient sentencing outcomes, even after controlling for legal,
extralegal, and contextual factors, including criminal history.*”” But evidence from research
conducted in the past decade indicates that these differences have diminished over time.
Specifically, findings suggest that women are less likely than their male counterparts to be
sentenced to prison, but equally likely to be sentenced to jail or probation, holding
criminological factors like crime type and criminal history constant.”?

Recent analyses on the impact of race on women'’s sentencing are mixed, with some data
suggesting that White women were less likely to be sentenced to prison and more likely to
receive shorter sentences when they were sentenced than their Black and Hispanic
counterparts,’* and other data indicating that White women were more likely to be
incarcerated than Black and Hispanic women and to receive longer sentences than Hispanic

women.'”

It is also unclear whether sentencing disparities between men and women are indicative of
judicial discretion or reflect differences in women’s involvement with crime.’”® In many cases,
mitigating factors—such as a woman’s role in the offense—are undervalued while
aggravating factors—such as the quantity of drugs involved—are overvalued in women’s
sentencing determinations.'”’ This disparity can result in women receiving harsher sentencing

outcomes than warranted by the circumstances.'*

When leniency is extended to women in the form of suspended or community-based
sentences, many justice-involved women, like their male counterparts, lack the stable
housing, employment, and strong social supports in the community necessary for success.'”
This shortfall in resources and support undermines the effectiveness of alternatives to
incarceration, and often results in women engaging in a cycle of incarceration, release, and
reincarceration.

Some women face additional complications because of their entanglement with civil courts,
especially child dependency and family courts.”® Although data on the scope of this problem
were not identified, such overlapping demands add complexity to all cases, and lack of
communication and shared documentation between courts likely limits the identification of
key contextual factors and potential resources for women and their children.
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Problem-Solving, Treatment, and Specialty Courts

Problem-solving, treatment, and specialty courts refer to courts designed to provide an
alternative to typical adjudication through the court system; such courts often divert
participants away from incarceration and connecting them to community-based treatment
and services. Treatment courts have been implemented for both adults and juveniles and
target specific types of charges (Drug Court, DWI/DUI Court, Opioid Court, Domestic Violence
Court), issues (Mental Health Court, Family Court, Reentry Court), or populations (Veterans
Treatment Court).”! Other specialty courts include Community Courts that work within
neighborhoods or tribal governments.’>* As of 2022, there were more than 4,000 treatment

courts in the U.S., nearly half of which were Drug Courts.™

A third of adults and 30% of juveniles who participated in treatment courts nationally in 2019
were female, totaling nearly 30,000 active female participants that year.”* Successful
program completion rates were similar for women (59%) and men (62%). Data on
participation by race was not broken down by sex. The share of adult female participants was
highest in Family Courts (75%), Mental Health Courts (37%), and Drug Courts (34%) and
lowest in DWI/DUI Courts (25%) and Veterans Treatment Courts (7%). A meta-analysis of 142
treatment courts found that females were overrepresented as participants of treatment
courts (by 9%) compared to the general probation population.*® The analysis found no
meaningful differences in successful completion rates by sex. While not broken down by sex,
the review also suggested that Black participants had lower completion rates than
Hispanic/Latino and White participants. Completion rates for White participants were about
55%, compared to 49% for Hispanic/Latino participants, and 38% for Black participants.

Qualitative interviews with women who completed a Drug Court program suggest that while
there was a general sense of gratitude among the women for avoiding prison, cultural and
gender-responsiveness could be improved.”*®* Women described the court as highly invasive
and described feeling intensely surveilled, noting how legal control over their lives
superseded their other relationships. Women also discussed feelings of shame and
marginalization as female participants, describing how they felt perceived as bad mothers
and women due to their substance use.

One evaluation of a Drug Court designed specifically for women found significantly reduced
recidivism for high-risk women compared to matched probation cases, although this finding
was not replicated for low- to moderate-risk women.”’ Among the population of high-risk

participants who successfully completed the program, recidivism was reduced by 45%
compared to those on traditional probation. However, outcomes were not compared to
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traditional Drug Courts (which service both men and women) to determine the importance of
the gender-specific design.

Probation

At the end of 2022, the most recent year for which data were available, roughly 720,000
women were on probation, making up the majority (74%) of women under correctional
control.”*

Correctional Control by Sex, 2022

Probation

Probation refers to a court-ordered period of community supervision, often used instead of
incarceration; some people may serve probation sentences after their release from jail or
prison. People typically remain under probation supervision for one to three years; some
jurisdictions may allow up to five years. The conditions of probation vary. Common
requirements are to abstain from drugs and alcohol and submit for regular drug testing,
obtain employment, complete community service hours, attend court dates and regular
meetings with a probation officer, and refrain from criminal activity. Failing to meet the terms
of probation often results in incarceration.

Parole

Parole is a release mechanism available to people in state prisons in 34 states. Granted by a
board often appointed by a governor or legislature, parole enables an individual to reenter
the community prior to the end of the maximum judicial sentence. Individuals who are
granted parole serve out the rest of their sentence in the community under the supervision of
a parole officer. Common parole requirements are to remain in a certain geographic area,
avoid people and places related to the criminal conviction, abstain from drugs and alcohol
and submit for regular drug and alcohol testing, secure and maintain employment, attend
regular meetings with a parole officer, and refrain from engaging in criminal activity. Failure
to meet the terms of parole results in a return to prison for the remainder of the maximum
judicial sentence; conviction for new criminal activity during parole results in a new prison
sentence. More information on parole can be found in the Release section of this report.
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In 2016, a third of women in state prisons were on probation immediately prior to their
arrests, underscoring how an alternative to incarceration often serves as a pathway to
prison.” The costs and logistics associated with probation, which often require people to
meet regularly with probation officers, attend court, engage in mental health or substance
use disorder treatment, and secure out-of-home employment, often disproportionately
burden women. Justice-involved women are more likely to be the primary caretakers of
children or other adults and have lower rates of employment compared to system-involved
men. In an analysis of data from 2015 to 2019, women on probation were twice as likely as
men to be diagnosed with a mental health disorder—31% compared to 16%.*

31%
of women on probation were diagnosed with a mentalhealth disorder.
16%
of men on probation were diagnosed with a mentalhealth disorder.

Women’s higher rates of caretaking, lower employment prospects, and high rates of mental
health disorder reduce their financial security and may result in their engagement in non-
criminal behavior that conflicts with terms of supervision.*! For example, failure to pay the
fees associated with probation may result in a technical violation and subsequent
incarceration. Caring for children and other family members can also lead to scheduling
commitments that conflict with probation-related appointments or other supervision
requirements. Leaving an unsafe home or location, or experiencing homelessness, may be
grounds for revocation. A study of a graduated sanctions model for probation (which involves
short, incremental periods of incarceration for noncompliance) implemented in Kansas in
2013 analyzed outcomes by gender through 2018.* Results indicate that the roughly 11,000
women on probation in Kansas had less serious offenses and less extensive criminal histories
than the 34,000 men; after a technical violation, women were less likely to be sentenced to
incarceration than men (36% of women compared to 43% of men). However, after the
passage of the graduated sanction model, women were more likely to be sentenced to
incarceration for a technical violation than they had been before, a finding not replicated for
men.
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Supervising officers also face challenges when working with women on probation. In a survey
of more than 200 probation officers (51% female), respondents indicated that women on
probation had different needs than men and required different supervision strategies.'*
Officers reported that the women on their caseloads were more likely than the men to have
multiple, complex problems; seven out of ten officers said their female supervisees were
“more emotional” than males, placing greater demands on the officers’ time, energy, and
skills. For these reasons, many of the probation officers surveyed-especially female probation

officers-believed that supervising women was more difficult than supervising men.

Stigma and Stereotypes

Gender-based stigma and stereotypes significantly affect women’s experiences within the
criminal justice system at every point of contact.** Many of these biases can lead to
differential treatment and outcomes for women. For example, women may be perceived as
less culpable or threatening due to societal perceptions of femininity, leading to more lenient
sentencing in certain cases.* However, the intersection of race and gender may complicate
these dynamics, with non-White women often experiencing less favorable treatment.'*

Sentencing disparities for women have been attributed to multiple factors, from the
prioritization of a defendant’s blameworthiness to public safety issues and the pragmatic
consequences of sentencing.’*’ For example, a female defendant convicted of a non-violent
drug offense may receive a more lenient sentence than a male defendant if she is perceived
as less blameworthy and less of a threat to public safety. Additionally, judges may act as
protectors, especially toward women, which can result in both lenient or punitive sentencing
outcomes.™® To avoid disrupting the family unit, for example, a judge may opt for a lenient
sentence, like probation or a community-based program, for a woman with young children.
Alternatively, a judge concerned that a woman is a risk to herself or her children due to
substance use or domestic violence may impose a harsher sentence as a form of intervention
or family protection. Gender-based leniency tends to be extended to women charged with
non-violent crimes who conform to traditional gender roles; that may explain racial disparities
in sentencing, as women of color who deviate from these norms may face harsher sentences
than their White counterparts.**

Corrections
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This section describes the distinct needs and experiences of women during their
incarceration in jails and prisons. Women report higher rates of abuse and assault during
custody, and targeted programs tailored to their needs are seldom available. These factors
can exacerbate preexisting mental health symptoms and chronic health conditions and
create new challenges for women as they adjust to confinement.

The number of women held in prisons and jails increased 617% from 1982 to its peak in
2018, before falling slightly in 2019 and dropping more significantly in 2020 due to responses
to the COVID-19 pandemic. In 2021 and 2022, the number of incarcerated women began
climbing again. In 1982, there were roughly 31,500 incarcerated women. The majority of
these women were being held in state prison (51%), 44% were in local jails, and 5% were in
federal prison.” In 2022, the most recent year for which data were available, there were
about 181,000 incarcerated women. More than half (51%) were held in local jails, and of
those, roughly 60% were being held pre-trial.”>* The remainder of those incarcerated were
held in state prisons (43%) and federal prisons (6%).

Incarcerated Women, 1982-2022

To address the dramatic increase of women in confinement, several assessments have been
developed to better understand their needs and guide policy and practice to create better
outcomes. The Women'’s Correctional Safety Scales toolkit measures women'’s perceptions of
safety in prisons and jails and explores their likelihood of reporting abuse given those
perceptions.> This information can help correctional facilities address safety concerns and
ensure that when violence or abuse occurs, these behaviors are reported and responded to
quickly and appropriately. Another tool, the Gender Informed Practices Assessment, was
designed to help prison administrators understand what gender-responsive principles are,
whether and how facility policy and practice adhere to these principles, and how to move

toward the development and implementation of gender-responsive policy and practice.

In 2010, the United Nations General Assembly adopted the United Nations Rules for the
Treatment of Women Prisoners and Non-Custodial Measures for Women Offenders (or the
“Bangkok Rules”), to fill a gap in international standards and address gender-specific needs
in confinement settings.” The 70 rules set a global model for policymakers and corrections
agencies to shift women to non-custodial setting when possible and improve practices related
to security procedures and searches of women’s bodies, visitation from children and families,
and gender-specific healthcare. Implementation of the Bangkok Rules-in the U.S. and
internationally-has been limited.>



CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Racial Disparities

From 1990 to 2000, the population of incarcerated women more than doubled.”® By 2000,
Black women were six times more likely to be incarcerated than White women, and three
times more likely than Hispanic women (data on women who identified with other racial
groups were not collected).” From 2000 to 2020, imprisonment disparity between Black and
White women fell 71%, decreasing from 6.3-to-1 to 1.8-to-1.*° This reduction in disparity was
larger than that observed among men; for men, Black-White imprisonment rate disparity
decreased 36% during the time period, from 8.3-to-1 to 5.3-to-1." Since 2010, imprisonment
disparity between Hispanic and White women has been at or below parity (1-to-1), dropping
63% from 1.6 in 2000 to 0.6 in 2020, meaning that White women were more likely to be
imprisoned than Hispanic women.**

Female Imprisonment Rate Disparity, 2000-2020

Changes in admissions over time have driven these reductions in disparity. For example,
from 2000 to 2020, admissions dropped 47% for Black females, increased 15% for Hispanic
females, and rose 200% for White females.'®* Women who identify as American Indian or
Alaska Native, however, remain significantly over-represented in the prison population. In
2022, American Indian and Alaska Native women were incarcerated at a rate 4.3 times higher

than White women.'®

An analysis of trends in women’s offenses suggests that increasing numbers of White women
in state prisons for drug crimes has fueled the decreasing disparity.**> From 2000 to 2020,
imprisonment rate disparity for drug offenses between Black and White women fell steadily,
reaching parity in 2016. In 2020, the ratio had dropped to 0.6, meaning that White women
were more likely to be imprisoned for drug offenses than Black women. From 2000 to 2019,
the Black female drug offense imprisonment rate decreased by 86%, while the White female
rate increased by 68%.

To read more about trends in racial disparities among the incarcerated women’s population,
read CCJ’s report, Racial and Ethnic Disparities in Female Imprisonment in the U.S.

Comprehensive, national trend data on race and ethnicity for women incarcerated in local
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jails are not available, although a review of localized studies suggests disproportionate
representation relative to the resident population.’® For example, in Cook County, IL
(Chicago)—in which the largest racial demographic among residents is White—81% of female
jail admissions in 2011 were Black or Hispanic. Similar overrepresentation of women of color
in jails was identified in Miami-Dade County, across New Jersey, and in Baltimore.*®

Risk and Needs Assessment

Risk and Needs Assessments are tools used to determine an individual’s risk for engaging in
criminal behavior and identify any programs or services needed to promote reentry success.
During early contact with the justice system, risk and needs assessment tools function as
navigational aids, guiding decisions regarding pretrial detention or sentencing severity.'*

During confinement, risk and needs assessments may be used to determine custody levels
and prioritize prison-based programs and services.

The vast majority of risk and needs assessments were developed using the principles of the
Risk-Need-Responsivity (RNR) model.*” This model, developed in the 1990s, emphasizes the
identification of a person’s risk level and specific criminogenic needs, as well as the
appropriate responsive interventions. Recent research, however, has critiqued the RNR
model’s applicability to justice-involved women.'*® Although women’s distinct pathways into
the criminal justice system and unique needs during arrest and confinement have been well
documented, the conventional RNR model does not accommodate these distinctions.*®
Therefore, the relationship between level of risk and recidivism is weaker for females than
males, which in turn suggests that the criminogenic needs of women may differ from men
and imply different prison-based programming strategies to reduce risk.'”® The application of
RNR may result in women'’s over-classification to higher security levels, resulting in their
exclusion from educational and vocational programming and some types of pretrial release
and reentry programs.'”

To address this gap, alternative assessment models have been developed and tailored to
address women’s gender-specific risks and socioeconomic needs. Notable examples include
the Women's Risk Needs Assessment, a full assessment of both gender-neutral and gender-
responsive factors,”* and the Gender Informed Needs Assessment,”> which was designed for
use pre-trial and incorporates considerations such as childcare responsibilities and trauma
exposure into the evaluative framework. Despite the availability of these alternative models,
however, the integration of gender-responsive assessments into mainstream criminal justice
practices has been limited.”’* A 2021 evaluation indicated that roughly a third (37%) of states
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used gender-responsive risk and needs assessments, despite evidence suggesting that
existing tools may not be universally applicable or effective.'”

Sexual Assault in Prisons and Jails

In 2003, the Prison Rape Elimination Act (PREA) was signed into law, intended to eradicate
rape and sexual abuse in all federal, state, and local correctional facilities.’” PREA provides
funding for data collection, the development of recommendations to ensure safety for all
incarcerated people, and to ensure that local or annual budgets do not impede sexual assault
prevention measures. Still, sexual abuse and sexual assault occur in prisons and

jails’”’ —sometimes perpetrated by other incarcerated people and sometimes by correctional
staff—and this abuse disproportionately affects women.

Reported Sexual Victimization in State and Federal Prisons by Sex, 2011-2012

In 2011 and 2012, women were four times more likely than men*’® to self-report sexual

victimization by other incarcerated people during incarceration in prisons—6.9% compared to
1.7%—and more than twice as likely in jails—3.6% compared to 1.4%."” A three-year analysis
ending in 2018 of state and federal prisons and representative jail samples identified nearly
5,400 victims of sexual violence perpetrated by staff (46%) or other incarcerated people
(54%)."* Nearly 30% of the victims of substantiated incidents of sexual misconduct
perpetrated by staff were female; 25% of victims of substantiated sexual victimization by
other incarcerated people were female.'® These figures represent significant
disproportionality, given that women comprise just 10% of the total incarcerated
population.’*’

A study using data from roughly 800 women who experienced sexual misconduct from male
staff in Michigan did not find significant differences by race when comparing the type of
victimization, reporting behaviors, and retaliation by staff."> However, prison staff were more
likely to investigate abuse reported by White women; 66% of the White women included in
the study had at least one of their reports investigated, compared to 42% of Black women.
Additionally, reports by Black women were almost twice as likely to be found
“unsubstantiated” by prison staff than reports from White women (60% vs. 31%).
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A senate subcommittee report published in 2022 found that correctional employees had
sexually abused incarcerated women in at least two-thirds of federal facilities—19 out of
29—within the previous 10 years.'* The report noted that the Federal Bureau of Prisons
(BOP) had not successfully implemented PREA mandates, a shortcoming that perpetuated
abuse and culminated in a backlog of hundreds of sexual abuse-related internal affairs cases.
In at least four federal facilities, staff were found to have sexually abused numerous
incarcerated women over months or years.

FCI Dublin

In one federal women'’s facility, California’s FCI Dublin, eight employees—including the
warden and chaplain—were charged with sexual abuse of multiple women in custody, and at
least 15 additional staff members were under investigation as of 2022.'* The report
concluded that the BOP failed to systemically analyze complaint data to address problematic
employees and institutions.’® In April 2024, BOP officials announced the closure of FCI Dublin
in response to the pattern of abuse and misconduct. But the closure was widely
criticized—including by the judge overseeing the case—as “ill-conceived,” in part because
roughly 600 women were quickly transferred to other federal women'’s facilities across the
nation, moving them farther from their families.**’

Physical Assault in Prisons and Jails

While women experience disproportionate risk for sexual abuse and assault during
confinement compared to men, they have a similar risk for experiencing physical abuse and
assault. Although national data about physical victimization that occurs in state or federal
prisons were not identified, a 2009 study examining physical violence in one state prison
system found that 21% of incarcerated women and men had experienced physical violence
from another incarcerated person during the previous six months.*® Incarcerated women
were less likely than men to experience physical violence from staff (8% compared to 25%).
Data on the prevalence of physical assault for women in jails were not identified.

LGBTQ+ People

Data on LGBTQ+ people involved in the justice system are scarce, largely because most
correctional systems have only recently begun to track sexual orientation and gender
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identity. Existing data are limited by variation in how these identities are defined and
measured across location and likely exclude some LGBTQ+ people who may not self-identify
due to fear of discrimination or retaliation in custodial settings. Data do suggest, however,
that lesbian and bisexual women are significantly overrepresented in the female incarcerated
population. An analysis of data drawn from the National Inmate Survey, conducted in 2011
and 2012, found that one third of women in prison and a quarter (26%) of women in jail
identified as lesbian, gay, or bisexual.® These figures were much higher than those reported
among men; 6% of men in prisons and 3% in jails identified as gay or bisexual. Of the women
who identified as lesbian or bisexual, 39% were White, 24% were Black, 20% were Hispanic,
and 17% identified with another racial identity.

Women who identify as LGBTQ+ often have unique experiences prior to confinement and
take different pathways to prison than their heterosexual counterparts. As noted above, girls
who identify lesbian, gay, or bisexual are more than four times as likely to be involved in the
juvenile justice system than heterosexual girls, due to higher rates of bullying and abuse

from peers or family members, family rejection, and homelessness.'*!

Adult women who identify as LGBTQ+ face similar stigmatization in their families, schools,
and workplaces. This increases risk for abuse and the development of mental health and
substance use disorders, all of which increase their risk for criminal justice system
involvement.'” For example, from 2017 to 2020, the rate of violent victimization was twice as
high for lesbian and gay people, and more than eight times as high for bisexual females
compared to their heterosexual counterparts.'® In 2019, lesbian and bisexual women were

four times more likely to be arrested than heterosexual women.*

The culture of prison environments and biases from staff and other incarcerated people can
lead to stigmatization, rejection, and trauma for women who identify as LGBTQ+.'* Prison-
based programs often do not address the distinctive needs of lesbian, gay, and bisexual
women. Even gender-responsive programs typically target heterosexual women and their
intimate relationships with men; a focus on male-perpetuated violence may not resonate with

lesbian, gay, and bisexual women, resulting in their alienation from programming.™

Women who do not identify as heterosexual are also two to three times more likely to report
sexual victimization during confinement. Data from the 2011-2012 National Inmate Survey
indicate that 9% of non-heterosexual women reported sexual victimization from other
incarcerated women and 3% reported sexual victimization from staff.”’ In comparison, 4% of
heterosexual women reported sexual victimization from other incarcerated women and 1% of
heterosexual women reported sexual victimization from staff during the same time period.
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Transgender people have distinct interactions with and mistrust in law enforcement, different
pathways to criminal justice involvement, and differing needs during confinement than their
cisgender counterparts. In 2016, roughly 4,000 (0.3%) people in state prisons self-identified
as transgender.*® In 2024, 2,000 transgender people were estimated to be in federal prisons
(approximately 1,400 transgender women, and 700 transgender men).**

More than half of transgender people (58%) report some kind of mistreatment from
interactions with law enforcement, and 57% say they would feel uncomfortable asking the
police for help.”” In 2011, 16% of transgender people reported being imprisoned at some
point in their lives, compared to 3% of the general public.”” Rates were highest among Black
(47%) and Native American transgender respondents (30%), and higher for male-to-female
transgender people (21%) than for female-to-male transgender people (10%).

Though policies vary by state, most states incarcerate transgender people in facilities based
on their sex assigned at birth. There are some exceptions. In California, for example,
transgender, non-binary, and intersex people can request to be housed based on their
gender identity, a policy that took effect in 2021.>”” In Colorado, housing units for transgender
people are planned for 2024-one within a men’s prison and the other within a women’s.””
Some other state prison systems and county jails permit for housing by gender identity on a

case-by-case basis.

Transgender incarcerated people face unique challenges during confinement, and they are
more likely to spend time in restrictive housing, often cited by correctional staff as a way to
protect them from abuse. Almost half (42%) of transgender people who have been
incarcerated reported being held in solitary confinement.””* More than a third of transgender
people who had experienced incarceration reported harassment from other incarcerated
people (35%) and correctional staff (37%).2% Approximately 16% reported physical assault
and 15% reported sexual assault from other incarcerated people or correctional staff. Rates
were highest for Black transgender women; 38% reported being sexually assaulted by other
incarcerated people or staff.

Transgender incarcerated people often do not receive comprehensive, targeted healthcare
while incarcerated.”® In 2015, more than a third (37%) of transgender incarcerated people
were denied the hormone therapy they had been taking prior to incarceration.””’ In recent
years, many transgender women, backed by advocacy groups, have sued their state
departments of corrections for not providing transgender-responsive healthcare.”®
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Disciplinary Infractions

Incarcerated women'’s behavior is often interpreted by staff through a negative gendered
lens, in which they are seen as “needy,” “overly emotional,” or “defiant.””” Despite the fact
that women’s prisons have lower levels of violence than men’s prisons, women are
disciplined at higher rates than incarcerated men; citations are often issued for small
infractions tied to these gender-based perceptions, such as disrespect, disobedience, and
being disruptive. An analysis of 15 state correctional systems found that women were two to
three times more likely to be disciplined for small infractions than men.”™ For example, in
lowa, women were nearly three times more likely than men to receive violations for being
“disruptive.” In Vermont, women were more than three times as likely to be disciplined for
making “derogatory comments” about other incarcerated women or prison staff than men.

Women were 40% more likely to receive “defiance infractions”—defined
as minor violations for disrespect or disobedience, or even for one’s
appearance or hygiene—compared to men.

Another study, which analyzed records of approximately 23,000 men and women released
between 2010 and 2013 from prisons in a large western state, found that women were 40%
more likely to receive “defiance infractions”—defined as minor violations for disrespect or
disobedience, or even for one’s appearance or hygiene—compared to men.”*! In Illinois in

2018, rates of disciplinary tickets were 155% higher for women than for men.”*

Minor disciplinary infractions can result in substantial consequences, including restricted
movement throughout the facility, the withdrawal of privileges like visitation or commissary
purchases, the loss of good conduct credits that would otherwise reduce time served, and in
some cases, solitary confinement.””> From 2016 to 2018, women in California prisons lost the
equivalent of 1,483 years of good time credits due to disciplinary infractions, exceeding rates
of credit losses for men during the same period.

In 2020, the U.S. Commission on Human Rights issued a report highlighting disparities in
disciplinary actions by gender in prisons, a surprising finding given that rates of violence
within women'’s facilities are lower than in men’s.”* The authors indicated that disparities in
disciplinary actions were often fueled by the emotion and annoyance of staff rather than
policy, as women in custody are more likely than men to talk to staff, ask questions, and
verbally challenge staff decision-making.’*> For example, one formerly incarcerated woman
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recounted having received a disciplinary infraction for “reckless eye-balling,” and a Gender-
Informed Practices Assessment of lllinois’ largest women'’s prison showed that women were
five times more likely than men to receive infractions for an offense titled “minor
insolence.””*® The former warden of the lllinois prison explained that with women, “we
discipline based on emotion rather than on safety and security.”*”

The use of solitary confinement—arguably the most severe disciplinary action taken against
incarcerated people—is disproportionately used on people of color, people with mental
iliness, and LGBTQ+ people in prison.’* Most research, however, focuses on the experiences
of men in solitary confinement or segregation, as they make up more of the incarcerated
population and are more likely to be placed in solitary confinement.””® National statistics on
solitary confinement broken down by both sex and race were not identified, creating a gap in
understanding. However, a report from the U.S. Commission on Human Rights on the general
population of incarcerated people found that 21% of Black people and 20% of both Native
American and multiracial people had spent time in restrictive housing, compared to 16% of
White people.””’ People who identified as transgender were also significantly more likely to be
placed in restrictive housing compared to their cisgender peers, although the use of solitary
confinement is sometimes considered a protective measure to ensure these individuals are
not victimized during confinement.””! An analysis of federal data from the BOP found that
transgender people were two to three times more likely to be in solitary confinement in any
given month from 2017 to 2022 than cisgender people.””

As for women with mental health disorders, there is existing research showing that they are
more likely to spend time in solitary confinement than women who do not have mental health
disorders. A review of lllinois from a 25-month period between 2013 and 2015 found that the
state’s largest women’s prison had issued more than 127,000 days of segregation to about
1,100 women. Of the 38 women with the most days (ranging from about 500 to 5,300 days),
74% had been identified as “seriously mentally ill.”*> Another study found that incarcerated
women in Pennsylvania with mental health disorders received more than two and a half times
the misconduct charges than women without such disorders, and had a 48% increase in
likelihood of receiving time in solitary confinement.”*

Parenting During Confinement and the Impact on Children and
Families

More than half (58%) of women in prisons are parents to minor children, compared to 47% of
men.”” Estimates suggest that at least three out of four of women in jails are mothers,
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although a comparable figure for men could not be identified.”* More than half of mothers
(55%) in state and federal prison, compared to 36% of fathers, lived with their children prior
to incarceration. Mothers were more than twice as likely as fathers to be the sole or primary
caretaker of their children before entering jail or prison.””’

Given that mothers are more likely than fathers to have had custody of their children when
they were incarcerated, mothers are also more often subject to the termination of parental
rights, which can push their children into the child welfare system. For example, a felony
conviction that results in long-term incarceration and requires a child to enter foster care due
to a lack of alternatives results in the termination of parental rights in 27 states.””® Rights are
terminated when incarcerated mothers do not have alternative kinship placements identified
for their existing children or for any baby born during their incarceration.

While the children of incarcerated fathers are likely to stay in the community with their
mothers, the termination of parental rights and reduced kinship support often push the
children of incarcerated mothers into foster care. Nearly nine in 10 incarcerated fathers
(88%) reported that their children were living with their other parent during their
incarceration, compared to 37% of incarcerated mothers.”” The primary caretaker of
incarcerated mothers’ children was a grandparent (45%), followed by other relatives (23%).
Mothers in prison are five times more likely to have a child placed in foster care than fathers
(10% versus 2%).”° Because there are fewer women’s prisons than men’s (only one or two in
many states),””* women tend to be incarcerated farther away than men from their homes. On

average, women are incarcerated 160 miles from home, which means that most incarcerated
mothers never receive a visit from their children.”*

As a result, the incarceration of mothers has powerful ripple effects on children and families.
Children of incarcerated parents are at high risk for experiencing a range of social, economic,
educational, criminal justice, and behavioral health challenges.””> Although most research
focuses on the children of incarcerated fathers, key differences between the children of
incarcerated mothers and fathers have been identified. For example, children of incarcerated
mothers are 12 times more likely to be in foster care as other children; by contrast, children

of incarcerated fathers are about twice as likely to be in foster care as other children.”*

Recent analyses suggest, however, that children’s behavioral problems are more strongly
linked to paternal incarceration, indicating that poor outcomes may be driven by factors
preceding maternal incarceration rather than being caused by maternal incarceration.””
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Children of incarcerated mothers are 12 times more likely to be in
foster care.

A study of Black families found that children of incarcerated mothers are also more likely to
be arrested at some point in their lives (53% compared to 42% of those with an incarcerated
father and 46% of those with both parents incarcerated), have a younger age of first arrest,
and experience significantly more lifetime arrests.”® For example, children with an
incarcerated mother had an average of 5.6 arrests as juveniles, compared to three for those
with an incarcerated father, 5.1 for those with both parents incarcerated, and 2.4 for those
with neither parent incarcerated.

Some prison systems have identified the importance of connecting incarcerated mothers with
their children; they have developed targeted programs to enhance in-person visitation and
foster connection between mothers and their children from afar. For example, the Mothers
and Their Children program in one North Carolina prison provides a home-like setting for
visitation, parenting, and education on healthy family relationships for mothers.”’ Kids-A-
Part, operated in Vermont’'s women'’s correctional facility, provides support to pregnant
women and parents and facilitates visits and communication between mothers and their
children.””®

Other programs are more widely implemented. For example, in at least 23 states, Girl Scouts
Beyond Bars arranges for twice-monthly prison visits and delivers organized programming
between daughters age 5 to 17 and their incarcerated mothers.””® One evaluation of the
program found that participation resulted in positive outcomes for the children, including
improved relationships with their mothers, better behavior and school performance, and
more involvement in community activities and helping others.>*° Other programs help create
connection between incarcerated parents and their children through reading and recording
children’s books. The Storybook Project—which has chapters in multiple states, such as
Texas, lllinois, Alabama, and Arkansas—sends recordings from incarcerated mothers along

with books to their children to maintain their connection.**!

Women Serving Life Sentences

Women represent a small but growing share of all people serving life sentences. The number
of women serving a life sentence (either with or without the possibility of parole) increased
19% from 2008 to 2020, and the growth of this population has outpaced the growth among
men serving life sentences.”” By 2020, about 6,600—or one in 15—incarcerated women were
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serving a term of life imprisonment.”” The increase was even higher for women serving life

without the possibility of parole (LWOP); from 2008 to 2020, there was a 43% increase in the
number of women serving LWOP, compared to a 29% increase among men.>** The number of
women sentenced to death peaked in 1990 and has declined since that time. Currently,
roughly 50 women are awaiting execution nationally.”*

1 in 15 incarcerated women were serving a term of life imprisonment
in 2020.

Women serving long prison sentences—including life sentences—are at high risk for
developing depression and attempting suicide, especially upon prison admission and after
serving extended periods of time. Research suggests that risk for suicide is heightened
among women serving long sentences who experienced severe abuse prior to
incarceration.**

Women of color are disproportionately represented among women serving life sentences,
although it is unclear how crime type and criminal history influence the numbers. Nationally,
one in 39 Black incarcerated women was serving life without parole in 2020, compared to one
in 59 White incarcerated women.?"’

Few studies focus exclusively on the population of women serving life sentences, partly
because of the small size of this population. The most recent comprehensive examination of
data on women serving life sentences relied on the Survey of Prison Inmates in 2004 (the
2016 Survey of Prison Inmates did not include these variables).”* The study indicated that
78% of women serving life sentences had experienced prior physical abuse and 60% had
experienced sexual abuse.

Women serving life sentences were more likely to have experienced childhood abuse and
adult intimate partner violence compared to men serving life sentences and women serving
sentences shorter than life. Specifically, compared to women serving less than life, women
serving life sentences were more likely to have experienced sexual (23% vs. 15%) and
physical intimate partner violence (55% vs. 42%) in adulthood. When compared to men
serving life sentences, women were over seven times more likely to report sexual assault
(60% vs. 8%) and nearly 14 times more likely to have been physically assaulted in their adult
intimate relationships (55% vs. 4%).°*

Even less is known about the population of women who have been sentenced to death in the
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U.S. A study of the trial transcripts of 48 women on death row suggests that nearly all (96%)
of these women experienced severe and prolonged physical, sexual, and psychological abuse
throughout their lives.”® Roughly 80% experienced severe abuse prior to age 18, typically
inflicted by known individuals, including family members or caregivers (79%) and intimate
partners (74%). These rates were higher among the subsample of women of color on death
row; nine of the 10 Black women and every one of the nine Latina, American Indian/Native
Alaskan, and Asian women in the sample survived multiple incidents of violence. The analysis
indicated that defense attorneys often failed to effectively present evidence of interpersonal
violence in women'’s capital trials, while prosecutors use gendered tropes to discredit these
experiences, demonstrating a lack of understanding of the women’s extensive trauma and its
relevance to their culpability among criminal justice system stakeholders.

Health and Healthcare

The Constitution’s Eighth Amendment ensures the right to health care for incarcerated
people.” However, women have specific health and healthcare needs that prison- and jail-
based healthcare systems struggle to address. Along with limited access to menstrual
supplies during confinement and the distinct healthcare needs of pregnant and postpartum
women behind bars, incarcerated women face a range of other physical health challenges
during confinement, including inadequate nutrition and higher rates of cervical cancer and

many chronic illnesses.
Chronic Medical Conditions

Research suggests that there is a disproportionate prevalence of many physical health issues
among incarcerated women compared to incarcerated men and to women in the general
population.” In a study of about 7,000 people incarcerated in jails, 57% of the women had a
chronic medical condition compared to 40% of the men.” Chronic conditions that were
higher among incarcerated women included cancer (8% of women compared to 1% of men),
hypertension (22% compared to 17%), diabetes (7% compared to 3%), arthritis (20%

compared to 13%), asthma (24% compared to 14%), and hepatitis (10% compared to 5%).

254

Chronic conditions that were higher among incarcerated women
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included cancer hypertension diabetes arthritis asthma hepatitis .

Many chronic medical conditions may be exacerbated by inadequate nutrition; incarcerated
people often do not have access to nutritious or balanced diets during custody.” Research
indicates that meals provided in most prisons and jails are high in cholesterol, low in
necessary vitamins and minerals, and include large amounts of sugar. A study found that one
state’s prison facilities were serving food with double the department’s intended target for
sugar content for men, and more than triple the target for women.””®* Common chronic
medical conditions among incarcerated populations, including hypertension and diabetes,
can be exacerbated by a diet high in fat, sugar, and sodium.”’

Chronic Medical Conditions by Sex
Cancer Screening, Diagnosis, and Treatment

Rates of cervical and breast cancer are significantly higher among women who have
experienced incarceration compared to women who have never been incarcerated, which
may be attributed to lower rates of preventive screening among this population both prior to
and during custody.”® Lower rates of cervical, breast, and colorectal cancer screenings have
been associated with experiences of sexual assault in childhood, adolescence, and adulthood,
as screenings are invasive and may be triggering to some survivors. In a sample of roughly
11,000 adults in Kansas, experiences of sexual assault were associated with 31% lower odds
of receiving a Papanicolaou (Pap) test to screen for cervical cancer and 30% lower odds of
receiving a mammogram to screen for breast cancer; sexual assault was not associated with
the likelihood of colonoscopy screening for colorectal cancer.”®

Women under correctional supervision are four to five times more likely to develop cervical
cancer than women who are not in custody or under correctional supervision.”* Specifically,
among women aged 34 to 49 (the highest risk years for cervical cancer to develop), roughly
6% of those in prison and jail were diagnosed with cervical cancer, compared to 1% of
women in the community.” In all correctional settings, preventive cancer screenings are
available by patient or provider request, although few people access them. Some people are
released prior to obtaining services, others decline services, and most are never seen by a
provider for the services to be ordered.””
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Women under correctional control are four to five times more likely to
develop cervical cancer than women not in custody or under
supervision.

Cancer Screening

In a qualitative study of 45 women incarcerated in jail, respondents possessed varying levels
of cervical health literacy. Many expressed difficulties navigating the stigma of criminal
justice system involvement when accessing healthcare more generally, but specifically when
accessing cancer prevention services.”” In a survey conducted among roughly 80 women in
jail, however, screening rates for Pap tests and mammograms were relatively high. For
example, 90% of women reported having had a Pap test within the past three years, and 94%
were willing to be screened in jail. Among a subsample of 32 women eligible for a
mammogram (aged 40 years and older), 41% reported having had a mammogram within two
years, and 88% were willing to have one. Among respondents, knowledge about cancer
screening was significantly associated with being White and having had insurance prior to
incarceration.”*

Challenges accessing screening and treatment—both in the community and during
custody—can have dire consequences. One study found that for both men and women,
incarceration and recent release from prison were associated with a significantly higher risk
of cancer-related mortality compared to the risk among peers who were never
incarcerated.” The risk for cancer-related death five years after diagnosis was 39% higher
among those diagnosed while incarcerated and 82% higher among those recently released
from prison compared to their never-incarcerated peers, after controlling for demographics,
type of cancer, and stage of cancer at diagnosis. Nearly 40% of the women diagnosed with
breast cancer during incarceration died within five years, compared to 18% of those
diagnosed the year following release and 10% of those who had never been incarcerated.
Correctional healthcare facilities are not equipped to ensure incarcerated people have routine
access to preventive care, and financial and logistical barriers decrease access to effective
treatments.

Mental Health and Substance Use Disorders

As noted in “Pathways,” incarcerated women consistently report higher rates of mental
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health disorders than men, regardless of whether they are measured as a generic “mental
health condition” or using specific diagnostic categories.”®®

For example, in 2011-2012, the most recent year for which national data were available, two-
thirds of women in prison and 68% of women in jail were diagnosed with a mental health
disorder, compared to just over a third (35%) of men in prison and 41% of men in jail.”*’
Women are twice as likely as men to be identified as experiencing serious psychological
distress,”® and are three times as likely to be diagnosed with PTSD.** Women are also more
likely than their male counterparts to be identified as having “serious mental illness.” In a
study of 8,500 people in lowa state prisons (9% female), women were more likely to be
diagnosed with a mental health disorder than men (60% compared to 47%) and a greater
share of women were identified as having “serious mental illness” than men (41% compared
to 27%).””°

Justice-involved women are also more likely than men to be diagnosed with a substance use
disorder and to have been intoxicated at the time of their offense. For example, nearly three-
quarters of women in prison (69% to 72%) meet criteria for a substance use disorder,
compared to 57% of men,””* and half of women in prison were using drugs at the time of their
offense, compared to roughly 40% of men.?”

Although mental health and substance use disorders increase risk for criminal behavior and
making contact with the justice system, these disorders also create obstacles for many
affected women as they adjust to their lives in confinement.””> For example, women with
mental health and substance use disorders are often less able than other incarcerated
women to follow facility procedures and navigate social interactions.”’”* These women are also
more likely to be disciplined or placed in isolation, to self-injure, and to be physically or
sexually assaulted while in custody.”” In a study of about 7500 incarcerated people (7%
female), women with a mental health disorder were three times more likely to report sexual
victimization than men with a mental health disorder (23% of women compared to 8% of
men) and they were 1.7 times more likely to report being physically victimized by another
incarcerated person than incarcerated women with no mental health disorder.””

Many justice-involved women with mental health and substance use disorders struggle to
access treatment in prisons and jails and their perceptions of that treatment are not well
explored. For example, a meta-analysis of women'’s perceptions of prison-based mental
health treatment only identified one study conducted in the U.S.””

Mental health treatment in confinement settings often focuses on medication management,
rather than the provision of psychotherapy. Interviews with 50 women who accessed prison-
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based mental health services indicated that many women felt that service providers were not
interested in listening to them about their symptoms, adverse effects of the medication, and
other struggles related to their mental health.””®* Some women noted how mental health staff
and correctional staff shared information about those who accessed treatment, resulting in
women experiencing stigma from correctional staff and often withdrawing from treatment
services. Wait lists for mental health, and especially substance use disorder, treatment in
prisons and jails are common.

Additionally, as the majority of incarcerated people are male, existing services were designed
in response to their needs. Few gender-responsive and trauma-informed programs have been
developed to meet the needs of incarcerated women with mental health and substance use
disorders, and existing programs are not widely implemented. Learn more in “Gender-
Responsive and Trauma-Informed Programming.”

Reproductive Health

A committee opinion from the American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists published
in 2021 stated:

There has been limited attention to addressing incarcerated women'’s gender-specific
health care needs, which may be in part due to the smaller proportion of the
incarcerated population that they represent, facilitating their neglect. However, it also
relates to the inherently male focus of the system that has allowed women’s needs to
be eclipsed or conflated with those of males who are incarcerated.””

This limited focus on gender-specific health needs is reflected in the lack of data and policy
related to menstruation, pregnancy, prenatal care, and birth outcomes for incarcerated
women.

Menstruation

As of 2023, half of state correctional systems and the federal prison system required the
provision of free menstrual supplies upon request to incarcerated women, although
interpretation and enforcement of these policies varies widely.”®® The lack of access to
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menstrual supplies and uneven enforcement of policies create difficulties for incarcerated
women, in part because evidence suggests they have higher rates of abnormal menstrual
bleeding than women in the general population—a condition believed to be associated with
increased levels of stress among this population.”® One study found that one in three of
incarcerated women experienced abnormal bleeding during menstruation, compared to
about 13% of the general population and roughly 16% of women who were not incarcerated

but were living under the federal poverty level or had not completed high school.”*

Even in the states with policies mandating access to menstrual supplies, women typically
must request products from staff, which may result in uneven enforcement, intrusive medical
examinations, or other humiliating or abusive practices.”® For example, a 2014 Department
of Justice report found that some women in an Alabama prison were coerced into sexual
contact with staff to obtain necessities, including menstrual supplies.”*® While some states
provide women with a set number of pads or tampons per month, women may have to
remove pads and tampons during strip searches, further depleting this supply.”*® Purchasing
additional supplies also can be prohibitively expensive; a box of tampons often costs twice as
much in prisons as in community settings.”®® In Missouri, before a policy was passed to
mandate free access to menstrual supplies, one box of brand-name tampons was estimated

to cost 70% to 80% of an incarcerated woman'’s monthly wages.?”’

Without adequate access to menstrual supplies, women are left to generate alternative
solutions, which have resulted in unsanitary and unsafe outcomes.”®® A 2018 study surveyed
incarcerated women in a state where free menstrual supplies were not supplied and found
that eight out of ten of respondents had resorted to homemade tampons, and 23% reported
having had a vaginal infection within the previous six months.’*® There were no infections
reported by those who had not used homemade tampons.

Pregnancy Behind Bars

Most women in custody are of childbearing age, and some are pregnant when they enter
prison or jail. Comprehensive statistics estimating the number of pregnant individuals in
prisons and jails, however, are lacking.

Data on the number of pregnant women admitted to state prisons or jails, and the outcomes
of their pregnancies, are not routinely collected by the government. Data from the 2016
Survey of Prison Inmates indicate that 4% of women in state prisons and 3% of women in
federal prisons self-reported being pregnant when they were admitted to prison.”” In 2023,
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the Bureau of Justice Statistics conducted a feasibility study to explore the potential for
collecting these data from all state prison systems, and concluded that it was possible.”**
Data collection is scheduled to begin in 2024.

4% of women in state prisons and

3% of women in federal prisons self-reported being pregnant when
admitted to prison.

In 2018, the First Step Act mandated that federal prisons collect data on pregnancy and birth
outcomes among women in their custody (roughly 6% of all incarcerated women in 2022
were in federal custody).”” According to the data, in 2022, 96 of the just over 10,000 women
incarcerated in federal prisons (0.9%) were pregnant at their time of admission. A majority
(55%) of these pregnancies resulted in a live birth during confinement, 8% ended in
miscarriage, 6% resulted in abortion, and 1% resulted in stillbirth.”> Outcomes for the
remaining 29% were unknown as the mother was released from federal prison prior to the
end of her pregnancy.

While full national statistics are not collected, the Pregnancy in Prison Statistics Project
gathered data on pregnancy outcomes from all federal prisons and a sample of state prisons
and jails across the U.S. in 2016 and 2017.”* Data collected for the project represented 57%
of women in state and federal prisons and 5% of women in local jails. Among the facilities
surveyed, roughly 4% of women in state and federal prisons and 3% of women in jails were
pregnant upon admission, leading to a rough estimate of 3,000 admissions of pregnant
women to prison and 55,000 to jail annually.”” These values account for the higher number
of annual jail admissions (in 2022, there were 7.3 million jail admissions**® compared to
470,000 state and federal prison admissions’”’) and the shorter average length of stay in
local jails.

Pregnancy outcomes differed slightly for pregnant women in prisons and jails.”*® Just under

half (42%) of pregnant women admitted to prison and 86% of women admitted to jail were
released prior to the end of their pregnancy. Just over half of pregnancies in prison (54%)
resulted in live birth, 3% resulted in miscarriage, less than 1% resulted in abortion, and less
than 1% resulted in stillbirth. Due to the shorter stays of women in jails, only 9% of
pregnancies resulted in a live birth during confinement. Just under 3% of pregnancies in jail
resulted in miscarriage, 2% resulted in abortion, and less than 1% resulted in stillbirth.
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Some prisons and jails restrict access to abortions during custody or do not have written
policies detailing access to abortion. Others permit the procedure, but financial and logistical
barriers may prevent access. National data on abortion policies in prisons and jails were not
identified.

The Pregnancy in Prison Statistics Project also collected data about incarcerated women'’s
access to abortion in 2016 and 2017. Results from a sample of 22 state prison systems and
six jail systems indicated that 19 of the sampled prisons permitted women to obtain an
abortion and three did not. Four of the six jails permitted abortions and two did not. The
availability of abortion access and any time limitations imposed on the procedure were
roughly conversant with state-level policy.””® The authors noted that abortion rates in the four
jails that allowed the procedure were higher (33%) than for those observed among the
general U.S. population (18%). Two-thirds of the state prisons and one of the jails that
permitted women to obtain an abortion required women to pay for it themselves. More
research is needed to understand whether and how incarcerated women can access abortion
services in line with state policy.

Many prisons and jails lack established policies about women'’s access to contraception
during incarceration, leading to subjective provision of contraceptive medication and
variability of access. In addition to gathering information about pregnancy outcomes and
abortion access, the Pregnancy in Prison Statistics Project in collected data on women’s
access to contraception from a sample of 22 state prison systems, six jail systems, and three
juvenile facilities in 2016. Overall, 65% of sample sites had formal written policies about
contraception.”® The authors noted that some sites provided contraception without a formal
policy. Nearly all (94%) sample sites allowed incarcerated people to initiate contraception
during custody (all jails and juvenile detention systems as well as 19 of the 22 prisons in the
sample). One prison provided prescriptions for contraception if women requested them prior
to their release.

All sites allowed women to continue at least one form of contraception they were already
taking upon admission (exclusions by type of contraceptive method and medical
necessity-whether the medication was treating a medical condition and not being used solely
to prevent pregnancy-were common). The contraceptive patch and ring methods were the
least available methods for adult women. Two of the three juvenile detention systems
allowed incarcerated girls to continue all forms contraception for either birth control or
medical purposes. The shorter average stays for women in jails and girls in detention
underscore the necessity of allowing continuation of these medications during confinement to
prevent disruption and reduce unintended pregnancies after release. More research is
needed to understand whether the policies of sample sites are representative of prisons, jails,
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and juvenile detention systems nationally and how these policies relate to pregnancy and
medical outcomes for incarcerated women and girls. Additionally, given that 45% of facilities
made continuation of contraception available only when it was deemed “medically
necessary,” research is needed to evaluate how those determinations are made.

Prenatal Care

Prisons and jails are required by the Eighth Amendment to provide prenatal care to
incarcerated pregnant women. But few standards detailing the required level of care exist
and it is unclear whether prenatal care policies are uniformly enforced in prisons and jails. For
example, 12 states have no official policy about the provision of prenatal care, and 31 states
make no dietary adjustments for pregnant women.>* Self-reported data drawn from the 2016
Survey of Prison Inmates indicate that roughly nine out of every 10 pregnant women in state
or federal prisons report having received at least one obstetric exam during custody (91% of
women in state prisons and 87% of women in federal prisons),>”” a drop from the 2004
estimate of 94%.>* In 2016, about half of pregnant women in state (50%) and federal (46%)
prison reported receiving some other form of prenatal care, including education, exercises, a
special diet, medication, or special testing from a medical professional.

The inconsistent attention given to prenatal care can result in negative birth outcomes. While
the Pregnancy in Prison Statistics Project estimated an average miscarriage rate of 6% in
prisons in 2016 and 2017, lower than a national average of 10%,’* the miscarriage rate was

between 17% and 22% in five of the 22 states that provided data, indicating critical state-
level differences in pregnancy screening and prenatal care.’®

Incarcerated women often have preexisting risk factors, including chronic iliness and
substance use disorders, that result in their pregnancies being identified as high-risk.>®®
However, the federal prison system and 22 of the 48 states (46%) had no policy to identify or
manage high-risk pregnancies.’ In a cohort of about 175,000 women who gave birth in
Massachusetts between 2012 and 2014, women who had been incarcerated during
pregnancy or the postpartum period were 21% more likely to be diagnosed with an opioid
use disorder than other women in the sample.>”® Data collected in 2016 and 2017 indicated
that more than a quarter (26%) of pregnant women admitted to state prisons and 14%
admitted to local jails had an opioid use disorder.>” Opioid exposure during pregnancy is
associated with premature birth, and babies born to opioid-using mothers are twice as likely
to require intensive care.’® Although medications for opioid use disorder are the standard of

care, especially during pregnancy, not all correctional settings provide them.’** In a survey of
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836 jail medical facilities conducted in 2019, 60% initiated or continued medications for
opioid use disorder and 23% put opioid-using pregnant women through a withdrawal
protocol.”” The Pregnancy in Prison Statistics Project found that while more than 80% of
prisons continued medications for opioid use disorder during a woman'’s pregnancy, fewer
than one in five would initiate medication.’*

Many pregnant women who become justice-involved lack consistent access to food, shelter,
and healthcare in the community.”** For example, a meta-analysis of 28 studies representing
nearly 2,000 women in prison found that while incarcerated women were more likely to
deliver prematurely or have a low-birth-weight baby compared to women in the community
generally, they had better outcomes when compared to similarly disadvantaged women in
the community.””

Shackling During Pregnancy and Birth

Many medical professional societies, including the American College of Obstetricians and
Gynecologists, the American Medical Association, the Association of Women’s Health,
Obstetric and Neonatal Nurses, and the National Commission on Correctional Health Care,
strongly oppose the use of restraints on pregnant women prior to birth, during labor, and
during the postpartum period.>® Shackling prevents comprehensive medical examinations
and is associated with an increased risk of falling—sometimes resulting in miscarriage—and
birth complications.””’

While over time corrections officials have cited security protocols to explain the shackling of
pregnant women, lawmakers around the country have gradually taken action to ban the
practice. As of early 2024, 41 states and the federal prison system have laws that prohibit
the shackling of women during labor and delivery; some states also prohibit the shackling of
women at other points during pregnancy and the postpartum period,’*® although anecdotal
evidence suggests that these practices still occur.”® The Pregnancy in Prison Statistics Project
found that despite near universal correctional facility policies prohibiting shackling, half of the
22 prisons and four of the six jails in the sample (which included the five largest jails in the
U.S.) used restraints during pregnancy, birth, or the postpartum period in 2016 and 2017.%*°
Specifically, three prisons and two jails across four states that had anti-shackling statutes and
a mandate to not restrain women in transport to the hospital for delivery, still reported
restraining pregnant women under these circumstances. Data on the number of women who
are shackled during their pregnancies were not available.
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Inconsistencies in compliance persist due to correctional decision-making about security as
well as some hospital policies.” For example, a 2017 survey of healthcare providers found
that 83% of providers who had cared for incarcerated pregnant and postpartum women
reported that their patients were shackled some or all of the time.*”

Postpartum Care

Although some incarcerated mothers can remain with their newborns in specialized prison
nursery programs, most are separated from their babies 24 to 72 hours after giving birth.
Many incarcerated women struggle during the postpartum period to recover physically and
emotionally from the birth experience. In a longitudinal study of 58 women who were
pregnant and gave birth during custody, more than a third met the criteria for moderate to
severe postpartum depression, with higher rates seen among women with longer sentences
and women separated from their newborns.” About 14% of women in the community
develop postpartum depression.”* While separation from one’s newborn is associated with
increased mental health challenges, it also disrupts or fully prevents breastfeeding. Many
prisons and jails do not have policies about breastfeeding or pumping breast milk, or enforce
them, despite a large body of research on the health and developmental benefits of
breastfeeding for infant development.’”

Among women diagnosed with an opioid disorder, those with a history
of incarceration were 4x more likely to overdose in the year following
the birth of a child.

The management of opioid use disorder during pregnancy and the postpartum period poses
unique challenges for women in prisons and jails. Pregnant women with opioid use disorders
are disproportionately represented in correctional facilities, and while some pregnant women
are allowed to start or continue medications for treatment during incarceration, few
standards exist to continue their access after birth. During the postpartum period,
medications for opioid use disorder are discontinued for most women, despite their continued
benefits to reduce the risk of overdose for mothers.”*® For example, half of prisons and more
than three-quarters of jails discontinued medications for opioid use disorder immediately
after birth, forcing women into a withdrawal protocol.”” Scholars note that discontinuation of
these medications upon birth suggests that the fetus, rather than the mother, was the

treatment target.”” This is especially problematic given that medication is standard practice
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for the chronic disease management of opioid use disorder and that postpartum
discontinuation increases the risk of fatal and nonfatal overdose. For example, among women
diagnosed with an opioid use disorder, those with a history of incarceration were four times
more likely to overdose in the year following the birth of a child.””

Prison Nursery Programs

Although separating mothers from their newborns is associated with increased health risks
for both women and infants, just eight states—Illinois, Indiana, Nebraska, New York, Ohio,
South Dakota, Washington, and West Virginia—allow for newborns to stay with their
incarcerated mothers after birth.** Two additional prison nursery programs are under
development; Missouri plans to open a program in July 2025>" and Utah has approval to open
a program but has faced funding challenges.>”

Prison nursery programs typically permit mothers and babies to remain together for a period
of 12 to 30 months and provide education on child development and structured parenting
classes, as well as employment and educational supports to help mothers after release.
These programs are associated with positive outcomes for babies, including the development
of resiliency and secure attachment observed by preschool age, compared to a group of
similarly high-risk babies of incarcerated mothers who did not participate in prison nursery
programs.” Anecdotally, mothers who participate in prison nursery programs report feeling
more connected to their young children during critical stages of bonding and development.”**

Prison nursery programs are also associated with reduced recidivism for mothers after
release. An evaluation of all women who participated in the Mother Offspring Development
Program, housed at the Nebraska Correctional Center for Women, from 1994 to 2012 found
that program participants had a 28% reduction in the three-year return to custody rate than
other women incarcerated and released during the same time period.>® These recidivism
reductions were estimated to have saved the state $6 million over the study period in both
reduced recidivism and foster care utilization.”® Other studies of prison nursery programs
have produced similar findings. In a study of 139 mothers who participated in the Bedford
Hills or Taconic Prison Nursery Programs in New York, 14% of participants were re-
incarcerated, compared to 29% of women residing in the prisons in the general population

during the same years.”

Prison nursery programs have strict eligibility criteria that make many women ineligible. As
recidivism and other outcomes are based on comparing women in prison nursery programs to
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women in the general population of the facility, analyses may overstate the effects of these
programs.” Put another way, women who are admitted to prison during their pregnancy and
who choose or are selected to participate in a prison nursery program likely differ from other
women in prison in ways that influence their post-release behaviors. Program participants
also receive individualized attention and reentry preparation not provided other incarcerated
women. All of these factors could result in reduced recidivism among program participants.

Aging and Menopause

Older adults represent the fastest-growing demographic in prison settings. In 2011, the
incarcerated population aged 55 and older was 14 times larger than it was 30 years earlier.
Estimates suggest that by 2030, incarcerated older adults will make up more than a third of
the nation’s prison population.””® While the aging process poses significant challenges to all
incarcerated people, women’s aging has unique facets; many of the impacts are not well
understood, given that incarcerated women are underrepresented in research on aging in
prison. One meta-analysis of studies published from 2007 to 2017 that explored the health of
the aging prison population identified 21 studies in all, only two of which had a female
sample.”*® One of these studies examined obesity among older incarcerated women;>*" while
the other examined the relationship between physical and mental health issues and death
anxiety.”* Therefore, little is known about women’s experience of aging behind bars, and
whether and how their health needs are met. Still, some authors use existing research
conducted on younger incarcerated women and older women in the community to estimate

the health needs of this population.’

The physical and emotional symptoms of menopause are seldom addressed or effectively
managed in correctional facilities. Qualitative interviews with women who experienced
menopause in prison or jail suggest that women were unable to access common remedies
used to manage menopause symptoms in the community (e.g., showers, air conditioning,
homeopathic remedies, and hormonal medication) which increased their physical and
emotional distress.>* During interviews, women said they struggled to access adequate
menstrual supplies, clothing, and bedding to manage heavy bleeding; many also said they
were unable to pay for medical visits to address their symptoms or pursue pain relief. Some
described the discomfort of experiencing hot flashes during the summer in facilities without
air conditioning. Overall, women reported that their menopause symptoms were largely
dismissed by staff, and noted that it was difficult for them to access information about

menopause, their symptoms, and potential interventions during confinement.>*®
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Programs and Services in Women's Prisons and Jails

A range of programs are provided in women’s and men’s prisons, with typical offerings
addressing needs related to education, employment and vocation, parenting, violence and
crime prevention, and religion and spirituality.>*® These so-called “gender-neutral” programs
were designed based on the known risks and needs of incarcerated men, and few existing
programs have been designed specifically for incarcerated women.>”’

Some prisons—about 35%—also offer college courses, though they serve a small part of the
total prison population.>*® A recent report found that while 15% of those enrolled in college
courses under the Second Chance Pell program in the 2020-2021 financial aid year were
female, men earned 93% of all degrees and other credentials.”*® This suggests that although
women are enrolling in higher education programs at nearly twice the rate as their presence
in the prison population, they are less likely than men to complete the program and earn the
degrees or credential.™ It is unclear how the length of women’s sentences and other factors
influence their completion rates.

Program implementation and access are not distributed equally between women’s and men'’s
prisons. For example, women in Texas prisons can pursue an Associate’s degree or
certification in just two occupations—office administration and culinary arts/hospitality—while
men have access to Bachelor’'s and Master’s programs and certifications in 21 occupations.”*
Many prison systems provide similarly gendered offerings; women have access to more
traditionally “feminine” and domestic-focused programs, such as cooking, cosmetology, and
hospitality, while men have access to a wider range of programs, from HVAC repair to
computer science.””

The fact that there are more men in prison and that, on average, women serve shorter
sentences than men has been used to explain these differences in program access. However,
in 2020, the U.S. Commission on Human Rights highlighted a national trend of prison systems
consistently providing lower-level and highly gendered programs to women.>* Research
suggests that prison programs prepare men for work and economic mobility while focusing
on women as caretakers and in roles deemed more domestic and feminine, such as
administration, hospitality, and beauty work.” These program offerings do little to address
the higher rates of mental health and substance use disorders in the female prison
population and have been criticized for failing to prepare women for high-paying jobs upon
release.”

The observed disparities in incarcerated women’s completion of higher education during
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confinement affects their likelihood for success during reentry. Completion of prison-based
programing is associated with lower rates of recidivism after release, although results are
seldom broken down by the sex of program participants.” However, in a meta-analysis of 37
studies examining the relationship between prison-based program completion and recidivism,
women had equivalent reductions in recidivism when compared to similar analyses of men
(women who completed programs were 22% to 35% less likely to recidivate than those who
did not).””” The effects were strongest for the studies that examined the impact of
participation in gender-responsive programming, rather than all prison-based programming
that might be available.”®

Gender-Responsive and Trauma-Informed Programming

Several gender-responsive and trauma-informed programs have been developed and
implemented to address women’s risk factors and needs during confinement.”® These prison-
based programs often focus on experiences of trauma and PTSD, co-occurring mental health
and substance use disorders, and the challenges of parenting during incarceration.’® One
identified program also explores how trauma and substance use influence women'’s use of

violence in the community and during confinement.”*

Gender-responsive and trauma-informed programs are typically conducted in small or large
groups, and program content is designed to help women identify problematic behaviors,
whether in themselves or within their relationships, and make changes using strengths-based
and empowerment approaches.> The majority of these programs are grounded in Cognitive
Behavioral Theory techniques and enhanced with additional modalities. Most also focus
content on what is happening currently rather than asking women to recount previous
traumatic events and specifically address the link between PTSD and substance misuse.’®

Evaluations show that completion of gender-responsive and trauma-informed programs is
associated with statistically significant pre- to post-intervention decreases in mental health
symptoms and in-prison behavioral infractions, as well as increases in self-reported coping
and wellness.* Programs that follow these designs have been associated with significantly
lower rates of depression, strong reductions in PTSD symptoms, improved emotional
regulation and coping, and decreases in anger.* For example, among 42 women in a state
prison assigned to receive one of two gender-responsive and trauma-informed programs, raw
scores on standardized measures of mental health dropped significantly from pre-to-post
intervention.>® Specifically, women had a 15-point average decline in PSTD scores (from 43
to 28), dropping the average score below the clinical threshold of 31 to 33 for diagnosis.
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Participants also had a 9-point average drop in depression symptoms (from 29 to 20), which
brought average scores closer to the clinical threshold of 16 for a depression diagnosis.
Additionally, in a pilot study of 19 incarcerated women convicted of violent offenses and
randomly assigned to receive a gender-responsive and trauma-informed anger reduction
program or a gender-neutral program, anxiety scores dropped significantly for women in the
gender-responsive and trauma-informed group, but not for women in the gender-neutral
group.’®” Average scores for women in the gender-responsive and trauma-informed group fell
from 5.3 (mild anxiety disorder) to 2.2 (no anxiety disorder). Women in the gender-

responsive and trauma-informed group also had significant drops on an anger scale.

Long-term recidivism analyses also indicate statistically significant decreases in recidivism
for those who complete these programs, especially when analyses were limited to studies
that used rigorous methods such as randomization to create groups.’® For example, women
who participated in a residential gender-responsive and trauma-informed program were
significantly less likely to return to prison in the year after release compared to women in a
gender-neutral therapeutic community (an intensive prison-based residential substance use
disorder treatment program).>*® Significantly fewer women in the gender-responsive and
trauma-informed program group returned to prison compared to women in the gender-
neutral program group (31% compared to 45%). Specifically, the odds of returning to prison
were 67% lower for women in the gender-responsive and trauma-informed group,
representing a small to medium effect size (d = 0.28). Women in the gender-responsive and
trauma-informed program also took longer to return to prison than women in the gender-
neutral program-eight months, on average, compared to six months, representing a medium
to large effect size (d = 0.61).

Additionally, women who were randomly assigned to receive a gender-responsive and
trauma-informed anger reduction program had significant reductions in 12-month recidivism
compared to women assigned to a gender-neutral program.’® Eleven percent of women in
the gender-responsive and trauma-informed group had any arrest and 16% had any jail time
in the year post-release, compared to 38% and 50% of women in the gender-neutral group,
respectively. Taken together, these findings suggest that women who participate in gender-
responsive and trauma-informed program are more successful in the community after their
release.

Despite such evidence, gender-based and trauma-informed programs are not widely
implemented in correctional settings, which means that few high-quality evaluations of such
programs have been conducted. The majority of programs are implemented by academic
researchers; program evaluations are also limited by the use of small, predominantly White
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samples, short follow-up periods during which symptoms and behaviors are assessed, and a
limited number of studies that explore recidivism or other community stability outcomes after
release.””

The “gender-responsive” approach has been critiqued as stereotyping women as less capable
and culpable for their actions, conceptualizing women'’s criminal offending as a consequence
of abuse or trauma.””? An additional critique of this approach is that it positions the criminal
justice system (arrest and incarceration) as the primary source of women'’s access to services
and treatment, which, scholars suggest, may fuel women'’s incarceration in lieu of
alternatives to incarceration.’”” An additional criticism of many gender-responsive and
trauma-informed programs is that they may not address the unique traumatic experiences
and needs of women of color and those who identify as LGBTQ+.”"* As most evaluations have
been conducted on White samples that lack information about participants’ sexual
orientation, cultural adaptation is likely needed to better meet the needs of women of color

and LGBTQ+ people in prison.’”

Release and Reentry

Release

An analysis conducted in 2014 suggested that about 22% of people in state prisons serve the
entirety of their judicial sentence prior to release, although results were not broken down by
sex.”’”® There are several ways people can leave prison prior to the end of their maximum
court-ordered sentence. Parole is a common release mechanism available to people
incarcerated in state prisons in 34 states. Good time and earned time sentence credits allow
people in some states and the federal prison system to advance their release date.””” These
credits typically accrue when people engage in educational and therapeutic programming
and remain free from disciplinary infractions, but they can be revoked by the prison warden

based on behavior (see section on “Disciplinary Infractions”).

No national analyses appear to examine the accrual or revocation of sentence credits by sex.
A review of lllinois” women’s prison population found that in 2015, women lost a combined 93
years of good time sentence credits due to disciplinary infractions.>”® Additionally, although
most women (85%) in state prisons in lllinois were eligible to participate in prison-based
programming to receive sentence credits in 2018, fewer than a quarter (24%) participated in
programs; that proportion was down from 45% in 2011, reflecting reduced availability and
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accessibility of programs in women'’s facilities.

Other release mechanisms, including prosecutor-initiated resentencing and Second Look
policies, allow for prosecutors to adjust the original imposed sentence on a case-by-case
basis. No analyses were identified that examined these policies by sex.

Parole

At the end of 2022, the most recent year for which data were available, about 77,000 women
were on parole.”” Little is known about women’s experiences with the parole process; the
majority of studies conducted in this area examine a single state (which obscures state
variation in parole processes), focus on the experiences of men, or do not include the
perspectives of women on parole.”*

One review of nearly 100 transcripts from parole board hearings for women with murder
convictions in California found that more than 90% of women had a history of trauma and
roughly a quarter explicitly linked their crime to experiences of violent victimization involving
an intimate partner.’® Language used by some of the women indicated that a history of
assault or strangulation may have resulted in a traumatic brain injury (TBI) in the months or
years preceding their crime.’® Parole board members often based their release decisions on
nebulous factors about a woman’s history and character. For example, whether a woman had
an “unstable social history,” a concept that was not defined, guided some release decisions.
In another example, one commissioner described how one woman'’s history of dysfunctional
relationships might result in her committing future violence.

Not all parole board members are provided with specialized education or training about
trauma, intimate partner violence, behavioral health, or other common experiences of
incarcerated populations. Board members bring their own biases about how the person in
front of them should dress, behave, speak, and especially, express remorse.>”

For example, in a national survey of parole board members conducted in 45 states in 2015,
only 44% of releasing authorities used parole guidelines or sequential models to guide
release decisions.”® Respondents identified the five most important factors in the decision-
making process as input from the prosecutor, judge, and the incarcerated person’s family;
testimony from the person up for parole; and a person’s demeanor at the hearing. A
synthesis of literature mostly published in the 1980s and 1990s highlighted four additional
factors as the primary influences on parole decisions: a person’s behavior during
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incarceration; their crime severity, sentence length and criminal history; whether the person
has been diagnosed with a mental health disorder; and input from the victim.*®

Qualitative interviews with women up for parole underscore the importance of testimony and
demeanor to release decisions.”®® Many women noted that they felt the need to change their
appearance for hearings to look how they thought members of the parole board would want
them to look, and some—especially Black women—felt the need to speak differently, “code
switch,” or adopt “prep girl [White girl] talk” to make themselves seem more worthy of

parole.
Reentry

The reentry period—typically defined as the six months prior to prison release through the
first year post-release—can be a challenging and stressful time for those whose sentences
are coming to an end. Typically, people must find housing and employment while
reconnecting with their loved ones, meeting the terms of post-release supervision, managing
any pending child welfare cases, and paying fines, fees, or restitution. Many people face
barriers to accomplishing these goals. They range from physical or mental illness to lack of
transportation, difficulty accessing public benefits and navigating government systems,
housing instability, and financial insecurity. For some, living in rural areas presents additional
challenges, as employment opportunities, social services, and transportation are generally
more limited than they are in urban areas.’® The collateral consequences of a criminal
record—which can restrict people with criminal convictions from accessing public housing,
obtaining federal or state benefits, voting, accessing higher education, qualifying for financial
aid, volunteering at a child’s school, or serving as a chaperone—affect all formerly
incarcerated people.” In addition to these common barriers to successful reentry, women

experience several specific challenges during this transitional time.”*

Parenting

Because women are more likely to have been the primary or sole caretaker for their children
prior to their incarceration,” many common reentry challenges are exacerbated by
caretaking responsibilities and financial need. Women must often navigate childcare in
addition to finding employment, securing housing for themselves and their children, and

juggling the demands of any post-release supervision.””* Some mothers must navigate the
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child welfare system to attempt to regain custody. Others must navigate relationships with
those who cared for their children during incarceration—often their own mothers or female
relatives. This can create stress for all involved, especially when the relationship between an
incarcerated mother and her children’s caretaker(s) was emotionally tumultuous prior to her
incarceration.”” For some women, family commitments and reuniting with children may also
conflict with the terms of supervision, which typically require women to obtain out-of-home
employment, attend mental health or substance use disorder treatment in the community,
and avoid contact with people with criminal convictions—even when those people are
immediate family.>*

Housing and Homelessness

Women who experienced abusive or unstable housing prior to incarceration often struggle to
find stable housing in the community upon their release. A lack of reliable housing may lead
some women to return to abusive relationships or to unhealthy environments with friends or
family members in order to find shelter.”® These women are at high-risk of becoming
homeless. While little data exists on rates of homelessness among formerly incarcerated
people, the 2008 National Former Prisoner Survey indicated that formerly incarcerated
people were ten times more likely to experience homelessness than those who had never
been incarcerated.”® The findings show clear racial and gender disparities in who became
homeless after prison. The rate of homelessness (both sheltered and unsheltered) among
formerly incarcerated women (264 per 10,000 population) was 35% higher than the rate for
formerly incarcerated men (195 per 10,000 population). Rates among unsheltered women
were not broken down by sex and race, but the rate of sheltered homeless Black women (203
per 10,000 population) was 60% higher than the rate for White women (127 per 10,000

population).**

Financial Instability

Financial instability, coupled with the need to obtain stable housing for oneself and one’s
children, may also result in some women engaging in criminal behavior.”®’ A nine-year
longitudinal study of more than 300 women with felony convictions who were on probation or
parole found that recidivism was significantly related to poverty, with higher rates of
recidivism associated with changes in financial stability.”*® The authors note that new crimes

were often directly tied to poverty (e.qg., theft, selling drugs, or writing bad checks) and
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sometimes indirectly related through measures taken to manage financial stress (e.qg., drug
use or use of violence).

Employment

Formerly incarcerated women often struggle to find employment during reentry due to
prohibitive daycare costs and their tendency to have less extensive work histories than
formerly incarcerated men. Criminal convictions may also pose barriers to obtaining licenses
and certifications in fast-growing and in-demand industries that tend to be female-
dominated, such as health care, home support, and personal care.”

Women consistently made, on average, $3,200 to $7,200 less per year
than men.

Contemporary national data on post-release employment outcomes, however, are lacking,
and results from analyses using older data show mixed findings. For example, analyses using
data from the 2008 National Former Prisoner Survey found that 38% to 51% of formerly
incarcerated women were unemployed, compared to 27% to 41% of formerly incarcerated
men.*” In contrast, a four-year longitudinal study of 51,500 people released from federal
prison in 2010 (12% female) found that women were more likely to be employed than men at
all post-release periods.””* The study showed that nearly half (41% to 46%) of women were
employed, compared to just over a third (34-37%) of men. However, despite higher levels of
employment, women had lower incomes. Women consistently made, on average, $3,200 to
$7,200 less per year than men.*” This suggests that the gender pay gap may contribute to

disproportionate economic disadvantage for women with justice system involvement.*”

Food Insecurity

Formerly incarcerated women are more likely to be the primary caretakers for children and
other adults, which means they are more likely to rely on government benefits like
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) and Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program (SNAP).*** Most people with felony convictions are banned from enrolling in these
emergency programs, although recent law changes have extended eligibility to people
convicted of some drug offenses.” Therefore, while restrictions placed on access to food
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stamps and other emergency services, subsidized housing, education, and school
engagement affect both men and women, they disproportionately impact women and their
families, often fueling poverty and increasing risk for homelessness, food insecurity, and
criminal behavior.

Analyses of long-term effects from imposed bans on SNAP and TANF for those with some
felony convictions detail long-term negative effects on children, including higher rates of
cognitive difficulty and stress, and lower rates of high school completion. For example, an
economic analysis of two major national datasets found lower rates of employment among
adults who became ineligible for SNAP benefits due to their conviction history.*” This implies
that for some, losing access to benefits does not result in workforce participation, but rather
results in making their financial situation more precarious. Outcomes for the children of those
who lost access to SNAP benefits were similarly concerning. Analyses of American
Community Survey data from 2008 to 2019 showed that children who lost benefits had
higher rates of cognitive difficulty and stress, which resulted in lower rates of high school
completion.®” These effects were amplified for children who were younger when their family
lost access to benefits.

Health and Healthcare

Many women enter prison with significant untreated physical and mental health conditions,
yet few receive relevant treatment options during or after incarceration.’”® The untreated
symptoms of chronic illness, infectious disease, traumatic brain injury, and mental health and
substance use disorders often present additional challenges for women during reentry.*®
While much is known about the impact of health on men'’s reentry experiences,* little is
known about how health and healthcare needs affect the reentry experiences of women and

their likelihood for success after incarceration.

In a comparative study of nearly 12,000 older adults (8% of whom were formerly
incarcerated), poorer mental and physical health were noted among those with a history of
incarceration, regardless of sex or race and ethnicity.”! These results persisted when
childhood abuse and adversity and other early-life factors were controlled for in the models.
Specifically, formerly incarcerated women had worse mental and physical health compared to
both formerly incarcerated men and people who had never been in prison, regardless of
gender. These results were amplified among formerly incarcerated women of color, who
reported the highest levels of depression and physical limitations. These women reported
more symptoms of depression than formerly incarcerated White women (3.4 symptoms, on
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average, compared to 2.5), nearly twice as many symptoms of depression compared to
never-incarcerated women (1.9 symptoms, on average), and more than twice as many
symptoms as never-incarcerated White women (1.3 symptoms, on average). These same
patterns were replicated in analyses examining physical limitations.

During interviews, women suggested that incarceration compounded issues related to
accessing healthcare in the community, resulting in poor outcomes and limited options
during reentry.**? Interviews with formerly incarcerated Black women suggest that during
incarceration, medical care was hampered by long wait times and lack of follow-up from
providers, misdiagnoses and issues with health claims not being taken seriously, and
inaccessible and expensive healthcare options.*” After release, women were unsure where to
begin or what type of provider they needed to see. Many lacked trust in the medical system.
Given the trend of women'’s rising incarceration in prison and jail settings over the past
several decades, a growing number of older women in the community are likely to face
health challenges linked to their time in prison.

Formerly incarcerated women were
5.5x

more likely to die by overdose in the two years after their release compared to women who
had never been incarcerated.

Formerly incarcerated men were
3.3x

more likely to die by overdose in the two years after their release than men who had never
been incarcerated.

As women leave prison and return home during reentry, they are also at significant risk for
overdose fatality.”* Research suggests that the first two weeks following release are critical;
specifically, incarcerated men and women are estimated to be 12 times more likely to die by
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overdose immediately after release than their never-incarcerated peers.*” Over time,

however, women are at greater risk of overdose fatality compared to women in the
community. Formerly incarcerated women were 5.5 times more likely to die by overdose in
the two years after their release compared to their never-incarcerated female peers.**® This
risk outpaced that observed among men; formerly incarcerated men were 3.3 times more
likely to die by overdose in the two years after their release than men who had never been
incarcerated.*’

Incarcerated men and women are estimated to be 12x more likely to
die by overdose immediately after release than their never-incarcerated
peers.

Recidivism

Whether recidivism is defined as rearrest, reconviction, or reincarceration, rates are
consistently lower for women than for men. For example, in the most recent national analysis
examining long-term outcomes of people released from state prisons between 2012 and
2017, 63% of women were rearrested or reincarcerated within five years of release compared
to 72% of men.*"® Women were less likely to return to prison for violent crimes than men
(16% women, 30% men), drug crimes (29% women, 33% men), and public order offenses
(45% women, 55% men), and equally as likely to return for property crimes (36%).*"

Factors influencing women'’s recidivism are linked to mental health and substance use
disorders, low educational attainment, unemployment prior to incarceration, and returning to
disadvantaged communities with few resources to support the reentry transition. Research
also suggests, however, that race and ethnicity influence post-release success for women. In
an analysis of more than 500 women on parole, recidivism was significantly associated with
substance use disorders for all women, but the relationship between substance use disorders
and recidivism was stronger for women of color.*”® White women with substance use
disorders were more than twice as likely to recidivate than White women without substance
use disorders; women of color with substance use disorders were six times more likely to
recidivate. Additionally, substance use disorders were more common among women of color,
with 28% of women of color diagnosed as substance dependent compared to 17% of White
women. Women of color in the sample were less likely to be diagnosed with a mental health
disorder (7%) than White women (13%) and more likely to return to a disadvantaged
community. A third (33%) of the women of color in the sample returned to disadvantaged
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communities, compared to 5% of White women.

Most research on post-incarceration outcomes focuses on whether people return to prison
following release. It is important to note that there are significant markers for successful
community reintegration for women other than whether or not they are re-arrested or return
to prison. These can include positive health outcomes and well-being, high levels of
connection with and support from friends and family, ability to access crucial resources like
stable housing and employment, and community involvement.***

Recidivism by Sex and Offense Type

Conclusion and Next Steps

Although all people experience significant challenges before, during, and after their
involvement with the criminal justice system, women encounter distinct barriers that remain
unaddressed by a system designed to manage the needs of men. Women who make contact
with the criminal justice system are more likely than their male counterparts to have
experienced trauma and abuse, have mental health and substance use disorders, be living in
poverty, have custody of minor children, and have engaged in crime in the context of their
relationships with intimate male partners. Women'’s roles as caretakers add special
complexity to how they navigate the system, and many of the negative effects of system
involvement reverberate for their children, families, and communities.

While in prison or jail, women'’s specific healthcare needs—especially needs related to
reproductive health—are often neglected, leading to a range of negative physical and mental
health outcomes. Women'’s access to educational and vocational programs responsive to
their needs and experiences is limited, potentially affecting their ability to succeed during
reentry. Finally, when women return home from incarceration, their preexisting challenges
are exacerbated by stressors associated with family reunification and childcare, difficulty
finding safe and affordable housing, barriers to accessing benefits, and economic
marginalization.



CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Acknowledgements

We are grateful to the numerous collaborators who made this preliminary assessment
possible, including lead authors Liza Bayless, Stephanie Kennedy, and Cameryn Farrow of the
C(CJ staff; Commission members Dr. Emily Salisbury, Brenda V. Smith, and Dr. Carolyn Sufrin;
and, Expert Advisers Alyssa Benedict, Deanne Benos, Dr. Janaé Bonsu-Love, Marium Durrani,
Erica King, and Andie Moss. We would also like to thank Abigail Cook for her research
assistance and Commission Director Stephanie Akhter and Research Specialists Kathy
Sanchez and Ernesto Lopez for their contributions. This work would not have been possible
without guidance, editing, and other support from Adam Gelb, Abby Walsh, and Jenifer
Warren. Thank you also to Rachel Yen and Brian Edsall for their support in the design and
communications efforts for the Commission.



https://counciloncj.org/team/liza-bayless/
https://counciloncj.org/team/stephanie-kennedy/
https://counciloncj.org/team/cameryn-farrow/
https://counciloncj.org/team/stephanie-akhter/
https://counciloncj.org/team/kathy-sanchez/
https://counciloncj.org/team/kathy-sanchez/
https://counciloncj.org/team/ernesto-lopez/
https://counciloncj.org/team/adam-gelb/
https://counciloncj.org/team/abby-walsh/
https://counciloncj.org/team/jenifer-warren/
https://counciloncj.org/team/jenifer-warren/
https://counciloncj.org/team/rachel-yen/
https://counciloncj.org/team/brian-edsall/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Support for the Women'’s Justice Commission comes from Ford Foundation, George Kaiser
Family Foundation, the Joan Ganz Cooney & Holly Peterson Fund, The Just Trust, Ms.
Foundation for Women, the Navigation Fund, the National Football League, Charles and Lynn
Schusterman Family Philanthropies, Southern Company Foundation, and the Tow Foundation.
The Commission also receives support from the John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur
Foundation and other CC] general operating contributors.

Suggested Citation

Council on Criminal Justice. (2024). Women'’s justice: A preliminary assessment of women in
the criminal justice system.
https://counciloncj.org/womens-justice-a-preliminary-assessment-of-women-in-the-criminal-ju

stice-system/

Endnotes


https://counciloncj.org/about-us/#supporters
https://counciloncj.org/womens-justice-a-preliminary-assessment-of-women-in-the-criminal-justice-system/
https://counciloncj.org/womens-justice-a-preliminary-assessment-of-women-in-the-criminal-justice-system/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System




CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

' Council on Criminal Justice. (2023). The footprint: Tracking the size of America’s criminal
justice system.
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-
population/the-footprint/

*Sanchez, K., Farrow, C., & Kennedy, S. (2024). Women'’s justice: By the numbers. Council on
Criminal Justice. https://counciloncj.org/womens-justice-by-the-numbers/

® Carson, E. A. (2022). Prisoners in 2021-statistical tables (NCJ 305125). Bureau of Justice
Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/p21st.pdf;
Maruschak, L. M. & Bronson, J. (2021). Indicators of mental health problems reported by
prisoners (NCJ 252643). Bureau of Justice Statistics.



https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-population/the-footprint/
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-population/the-footprint/
https://counciloncj.org/womens-justice-by-the-numbers/
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/p21st.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/imhprpspil6st.pdf; Travis, J.,
Western, B., & Redburn, F. S. (2014). The growth of incarceration in the United States:
Exploring causes and consequences. National Academies Press.
https://nap.nationalacademies.org/read/18613/chapter/1#v

* Belknap, J. (2020). The invisible woman: Gender, crime, and justice. Sage Publications.;
Brennan, T., Breitenbach, M., Dieterich, W., Salisbury, E. J., & Van Voorhis, P. (2012).
Women'’s pathways to serious and habitual crime: A person-centered analysis incorporating
gender responsive factors. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 39(11), 1481-1508.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812456777; Covington, S. (1998). The relational theory of
women'’s psychological development: Implications for the criminal justice system. Presented
at the 50th Annual Meeting of the American Society of Criminology.
https://www.centerforgenderandjustice.org/site/assets/files/1545/relationaltheory.pdf; Daly,
K., & Chesney-Lind, M. (1988). Feminism and criminology. Justice Quarterly, 5, 497-538.
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418828800089871; Daly, K. (1992). Women's pathways to felony
court: Feminist theories of lawbreaking and problems of representation. Southern California
Review of Law & Women’s Studies, 2, 11.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/scws2&div=8&id=&page=;
DeHart, D. D. (2008). Pathways to prison: Impact of victimization in the lives of incarcerated
women. Violence Against Women, 14, 1362-1381.
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018; DeHart, D. D., & Moran, R. (2015). Poly-
victimization among girls in the justice system: Trajectories of risk and associations to
juvenile offending. Violence Against Women, 21(3), 291-312.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214568355; Kennedy, S. C., Mennicke, A., & Paul, R. (2021).
Childhood polyvictimization and mental health issues among incarcerated women. Journal of
Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma, 30(3), 410-427.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2020.1774693; Richie, B. (1996). Compelled to crime: The
gender entrapment of battered black women. Taylor & Francis.; Salisbury, E., & Van Voorhis,
P. (2009). Gendered pathways: A quantitative investigation of women probationers’ paths to
incarceration. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 36, 541 566.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076

®Morrison, M., Pettus-Davis, C., Renn, T., Veeh, C., & Weatherly, C. (2019). What trauma looks
like for incarcerated men: A study of men’s lifetime trauma exposure in two state prisons.
Journal of Traumatic Stress Disorders & Treatment, 8(1).
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7377264/; Wolff, N., Shi, J., & Siegel, J. A.
(2009). Patterns of victimization among male and female inmates: Evidence of an enduring



https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/imhprpspi16st.pdf
https://nap.nationalacademies.org/read/18613/chapter/1#v
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812456777
https://www.centerforgenderandjustice.org/site/assets/files/1545/relationaltheory.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418828800089871
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/scws2&div=8&id=&page=
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214568355
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2020.1774693
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7377264/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

legacy. Violence & Victims, 24, 469-484. https://www.doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469

®Belknap, J. (2020). The invisible woman: Gender, crime, and justice. Sage Publications.;
Covington, S. (1998). The relational theory of women’s psychological development:
Implications for the criminal justice system. Presented at the 50th Annual Meeting of the
American Society of Criminology.
https://www.centerforgenderandjustice.org/site/assets/files/1545/relationaltheory.pdf; Daly,
K., & Chesney-Lind, M. (1988). Feminism and criminology. Justice Quarterly, 5, 497-538.
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418828800089871; Wattanaporn, K. A., & Holtfreter, K. (2014). The
impact of feminist pathways research on gender-responsive policy and practice. Feminist
Criminology, 9, 191-207. https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1557085113519491

"DeHart, D. D. (2008). Pathways to prison: Impact of victimization in the lives of incarcerated
women. Violence Against Women, 14, 1362-1381.
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018; Komarovskaya, I. A., Loper, A. B., Warren,
J., &Jackson, S. (2011). Exploring gender differences in trauma exposure and the emergence
of symptoms of PTSD among incarcerated men and women. The Journal of Forensic
Psychiatry & Psychology, 22, 395-410. https://doi.org/10.1080/14789949.2011.572989;
McClellan, D. S., Farabee, D., & Crouch, B. M. (1997). Early victimization, drug use, and
criminality: A comparison of male and female prisoners. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 24,
455-476. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854897024004004; Salisbury, E., & Van Voorhis, P.
(2009). Gendered pathways: A quantitative investigation of women probationers’ paths to
incarceration. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 36, 541 566.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076; Wolff, N., Shi, J., & Siegel, J. A.
(2009). Patterns of victimization among male and female inmates: Evidence of an enduring

legacy. Violence & Victims, 24, 469-484. https://www.doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469

®Bowles, M. A., DeHart, D., & Webb, J. R. (2012). Family influences on female offenders’
substance use: The role of adverse childhood events among incarcerated women. Journal of
Family Violence, 27, 681-686. https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10896-012-9450-4;
DeHart, D. D. (2008). Pathways to prison: Impact of victimization in the lives of incarcerated
women. Violence Against Women, 14, 1362-1381.
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018; DeHart, D. D., & Moran, R. (2015). Poly-
victimization among girls in the justice system: Trajectories of risk and associations to
juvenile offending. Violence Against Women, 21(3), 291-312.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214568355; Messina, N., Grella, C., Burdon, W., &



https://www.doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469
https://www.centerforgenderandjustice.org/site/assets/files/1545/relationaltheory.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418828800089871
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1557085113519491
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018
https://doi.org/10.1080/14789949.2011.572989
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854897024004004
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076
https://www.doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10896-012-9450-4
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214568355

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Prendergast, M. (2007). Childhood adverse events and current traumatic distress: A
comparison of men and women drug dependent prisoners. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 34,
1385-1401. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854807305150; Office of the Inspector General U.S.
Department of Justice. (2018). Review of the federal bureau of prisons’ management of its
female inmate population. https://oig.justice.gov/reports/2018/e1805.pdf; Owen, B. (1998). In
the mix: Struggle and survival in a women’s prison. Albany: State University of New York
Press.; The United States Commission on Civil Rights. (2020). Women in prison: Seeking
justice behind bars. https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf

®Komarovskaya, I. A., Loper, A. B., Warren, J., & Jackson, S. (2011). Exploring gender
differences in trauma exposure and the emergence of symptoms of PTSD among
incarcerated men and women. The Journal of Forensic Psychiatry & Psychology, 22, 395-410.
https://doi.org/10.1080/14789949.2011.572989; McClellan, D. S., Farabee, D., & Crouch, B.
M. (1997). Early victimization, drug use, and criminality: A comparison of male and female
prisoners. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 24, 455-476.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854897024004004; Wolff, N., Shi, J., & Siegel, J. A. (2009).
Patterns of victimization among male and female inmates: Evidence of an enduring legacy.
Violence & Victims, 24, 469-484. https://www.doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469

*“Kennedy, S. C., Tripodi, S. J., Pettus-Davis, C., & Ayers, . (2016). Examining dose-response
relationships between childhood victimization, depression, symptoms of psychosis, and
substance misuse for incarcerated women. Women & Criminal Justice, 26(2), 77-98.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2015.1023486; Komarovskaya, I. A., Loper, A. B.,
Warren, J., & Jackson, S. (2011). Exploring gender differences in trauma exposure and the
emergence of symptoms of PTSD among incarcerated men and women. The Journal of
Forensic Psychiatry & Psychology, 22, 395-410.
https://doi.org/10.1080/14789949.2011.572989; Messina, N., Grella, C., Burdon, W., &
Prendergast, M. (2007). Childhood adverse events and current traumatic distress: A
comparison of men and women drug dependent prisoners. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 34,
1385-1401. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854807305150; McClellan, D. S., Farabee, D., &
Crouch, B. M. (1997). Early victimization, drug use, and criminality: A comparison of male and
female prisoners. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 24, 455-476.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854897024004004; Wolff, N., Shi, J., & Siegel, J. A. (2009).
Patterns of victimization among male and female inmates: Evidence of an enduring legacy.

Violence & Victims, 24, 469-484. https://www.doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469



https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854807305150
https://oig.justice.gov/reports/2018/e1805.pdf
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/14789949.2011.572989
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854897024004004
https://www.doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2015.1023486
https://doi.org/10.1080/14789949.2011.572989
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854807305150
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854897024004004
https://www.doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

"' DeHart, D. D. (2008). Pathways to prison: Impact of victimization in the lives of incarcerated
women. Violence Against Women, 14, 1362-1381.
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018; DeHart, D. D., & Moran, R. (2015). Poly-
victimization among girls in the justice system: Trajectories of risk and associations to
juvenile offending. Violence Against Women, 21(3), 291-312.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214568355; Morrison, M., Pettus-Davis, C., Renn, T., Veeh,
C., & Weatherly, C. (2019). What trauma looks like for incarcerated men: A study of men’s
lifetime trauma exposure in two state prisons. Journal of Traumatic Stress Disorders &
Treatment, 8(1). https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7377264/

"2 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2023). Adverse childhood experiences (ACEs).
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/aces/index.html; Greene, C. A., Ford, J. D., Wakefield,
D. B., & Barry, L. C. (2014). Posttraumatic stress mediates the relationship between childhood
victimization and current mental health burden in newly incarcerated adults. Child Abuse &
Neglect, 38(10), 1569-1580. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2014.07.006; Messina, N., &
Grella, C. (2006). Childhood trauma and women’s health outcomes in a California prison
population. American Journal of Public Health, 96(10), 1842-1848.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1586137/; Messina, N., Marinelli-Casey, P.,
Hillhouse, M., Rawson, R., Hunter, J., & Ang, A. (2008). Childhood adverse events and
methamphetamine use among men and women. Journal of Psychoactive Drugs, 40(sup5),
399-409. https://doi.org/10.1080/02791072.2008.10400667

“ Bowles, M. A., DeHart, D., & Webb, J. R. (2012). Family influences on female offenders’
substance use: The role of adverse childhood events among incarcerated women. Journal of
Family Violence, 27, 681-686. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-012-9450-4; Kennedy, S. C.,
Mennicke, A., & Paul, R. (2021). Childhood polyvictimization and mental health issues among
incarcerated women. Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma, 30(3), 410-427.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2020.1774693; Lehrer, D. (2021). Trauma-informed care:
The importance of understanding the incarcerated woman. Journal of Correctional Health
Care, 27(2), 121-126. https://doi.org/10.1089/jchc.20.07.0060; Messina, N., & Grella, C.
(2006). Childhood trauma and women'’s health outcomes in a California prison population.
American Journal of Public Health, 96(10), 1842-1848.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1586137/

* Ashekun, O., Zern, A., Langlois, S., & Compton, M.T. (2023). Adverse childhood experiences
and arrest rates among individuals with serious mental illnesses. Journal of the American


https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214568355
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7377264/
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/aces/index.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2014.07.006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1586137/
https://doi.org/10.1080/02791072.2008.10400667
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-012-9450-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2020.1774693
https://doi.org/10.1089/jchc.20.07.0060
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1586137/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Academy of Psychiatry & the Law Online.
https://jaapl.org/content/early/2023/06/05/JAAPL.220096-22

> Messina, N., & Grella, C. (2006). Childhood trauma and women’s health outcomes in a
California prison population. American Journal of Public Health, 96(10), 1842-1848.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1586137/

**McGrath, A., Mackay, J., & Baguley, T. (2024). The impact of childhood adversity on female-
perpetrated intimate partner violence in young adulthood. Legal & Criminological Psychology.
https://doi.org/10.1111/lcrp.12259

"Saxena, P., & Messina, N. (2021). Trajectories of victimization to violence among
incarcerated women. Health & Justice, 9, 1-12.
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s40352-021-00144-8

*Brennan, T., Breitenbach, M., Dieterich, W., Salisbury, E. J., & Van Voorhis, P. (2012).
Women'’s pathways to serious and habitual crime: A person-centered analysis incorporating
gender responsive factors. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 39(11), 1481-1508.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812456777; Daly, K. (1992). Women's pathways to felony
court: Feminist theories of lawbreaking and problems of representation. Southern California
Review of Law & Women’s Studies, 2, 11.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/scws2&div=8&id=&page=;
DeHart, D. D. (2008). Pathways to prison: Impact of victimization in the lives of incarcerated
women. Violence Against Women, 14, 1362-1381.
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018; Kennedy, S. C., Mennicke, A., & Paul, R.
(2021). Childhood polyvictimization and mental health issues among incarcerated women.
Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma, 30(3), 410-427.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2020.1774693; Richie, B. (1996). Compelled to crime: The
gender entrapment of battered black women. Taylor & Francis.; Salisbury, E., & Van Voorhis,
P. (2009). Gendered pathways: A quantitative investigation of women probationers’ paths to
incarceration. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 36, 541 566.

https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076

“Daly, K. (1992). Women'’s pathways to felony court: Feminist theories of lawbreaking and
problems of representation. Southern California Review of Law & Women'’s Studies, 2, 11.


https://jaapl.org/content/early/2023/06/05/JAAPL.220096-22
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1586137/
https://doi.org/10.1111/lcrp.12259
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s40352-021-00144-8
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812456777
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/scws2&div=8&id=&page=
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2020.1774693
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/scws2&div=8&id=&page=;
DeHart, D. D. (2008). Pathways to prison: Impact of victimization in the lives of incarcerated
women. Violence Against Women, 14, 1362-1381.
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018; DeHart, D., Lynch, S., Belknap, J., Dass-
Brailsford, P., & Green, B. (2014). Life history models of female offending: The roles of serious
mental illness and trauma in women's pathways to jail. Psychology of Women Quarterly,
38(1), 138-151. https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684313494357; Golder, S., Engstrom, M., Hall,
M. T., Higgins, G. E., & Logan, T. K. (2015). Psychological distress among victimized women
on probation and parole: A latent class analysis. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 85(4),
382. https://doi.org/10.1037/0rt0000057; Kennedy, S. C., Mennicke, A. M., Feely, M., &
Tripodi, S. J. (2018). The relationship between interpersonal victimization and women'’s
criminal sentencing: A latent class analysis. Women & Criminal Justice, 28(3), 212-232.
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774; Richie, B. (1996). Compelled to crime: The
gender entrapment of battered black women. Taylor & Francis.; Salisbury, E., & Van Voorhis,
P. (2009). Gendered pathways: A quantitative investigation of women probationers’ paths to
incarceration. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 36, 541 566.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076; Salisbury, E. J., & Van
Voorhis, P. (2012). Women’s pathways to serious and habitual crime: A person-centered
analysis incorporating gender responsive factors. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 39(11),
1481-1508. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812456777; Severson, M., Postmus, J. L., &
Berry, M. (2005). Incarcerated women: Consequences and contributions of victimization and
intervention. International Journal of Prisoner Health, 1(2/3/4), 223-240.

https://doi.org/10.1080/17449200600554611

**DeHart, D., Lynch, S., Belknap, J., Dass-Brailsford, P., & Green, B. (2014). Life history models
of female offending: The roles of serious mental illness and trauma in women'’s pathways to
jail. Psychology of Women Quarterly, 38(1), 138-151.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684313494357

*'Evans, M., Gregory, A., Feder, G., Howarth, E., & Hegarty, K. (2016). “Even ‘daily’ is not
enough”: How well do we measure domestic violence and abuse?—a think-aloud study of a
commonly used self-report scale. Violence & Victims, 31(1), 3-26.
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-15-00024; Follingstad, D. R., & Rogers, M. J. (2013).
Validity concerns in the measurement of women’s and men'’s report of intimate partner
violence. Sex Roles, 69, 149-167.
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11199-013-0264-5



https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/scws2&div=8&id=&page=
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018
https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684313494357
https://doi.org/10.1037/ort0000057
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812456777
https://doi.org/10.1080/17449200600554611
https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684313494357
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-15-00024
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11199-013-0264-5

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

*Dichter, M. (2015). Women's experiences of abuse as a risk factor for incarceration: A
research update. National Online Resource Center on Violence Against Women.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/281784283 Women's Experiences of Abuse as a_
Risk _Factor for_Incarceration A _Research Update; Kennedy, S. C., & Mennicke, A. M. (2018).
“Behind every woman in prison is a man”: Incarcerated women'’s perceptions of how we can
better help them in the context of interpersonal victimization. Journal of Progressive Human
Services, 29(3), 206-229. https://doi.org/10.1080/10428232.2017.1399034

?*Simonsson, P., Berryessa, C. M., & Solomon, P. L. (2022). Violence and stigma: A qualitative
exploration of judicial perceptions of defendants with psychiatric disorders. Psychology,

Crime & Law, 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2022.2161545

*Dichter, M. (2015). Women's experiences of abuse as a risk factor for incarceration: A
research update. National Online Resource Center on Violence Against Women.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/281784283 Women's _Experiences of Abuse as a_
Risk_Factor for_Incarceration A _Research Update; Kennedy, S. C., & Mennicke, A. M. (2018).
“Behind every woman in prison is a man”: Incarcerated women'’s perceptions of how we can
better help them in the context of interpersonal victimization. Journal of Progressive Human

Services, 29(3), 206-229. https://doi.org/10.1080/10428232.2017.1399034

®van der Leun, J. (2020, December 17). “No choice but to do it”: Why women go to prison.
The New Republic.
https://newrepublic.com/article/160589/women-prison-domestic-violence-survivors

*®Covington, S. (1998). The relational theory of women'’s psychological development:
Implications for the criminal justice system. Presented at the 50th Annual Meeting of the
American Society of Criminology,
https://www.centerforgenderandjustice.org/site/assets/files/1545/relationaltheory.pdf;
DeHart, D. D. (2008). Pathways to prison. impact of victimization in the lives of incarcerated
women. Violence Against Women, 14, 1362-1381.
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018; Salisbury, E., & Van Voorhis, P. (2009).
Gendered pathways: A quantitative investigation of women probationers’ paths to
incarceration. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 36, 541 566.

https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update
https://doi.org/10.1080/10428232.2017.1399034
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2022.2161545
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update
https://doi.org/10.1080/10428232.2017.1399034
https://newrepublic.com/article/160589/women-prison-domestic-violence-survivors
https://www.centerforgenderandjustice.org/site/assets/files/1545/relationaltheory.pdf
https://www.doi.org/10.1177/1077801208327018
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854809334076

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

*’Dichter, M. E. (2015). Women'’s experiences of abuse as a risk factor for incarceration: A
research update. National Resource Center on Domestic

Violence. https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Melissa-Dichter/publication/281784283 Wome
n’'s Experiences of Abuse as a Risk Factor for Incarceration A Research Update/links/55f8

6ca’708aeafc8ac0f2e23/Womens-Experiences-of-Abuse-as-a-Risk-Factor-for-Incarceration-A-

Research-Update.pdf

* Bureau of Justice Statistics. (n.d.). Survey of prison inmates data analysis tool (SPI DAT):
Custom charts. https://spi-data.bjs.ojp.gov/

**See Chapter 2: National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine. (2019).
Evaluation of the disability determination process for traumatic brain injury in veterans.
https://doi.org/10.17226/25317; National Institutes of Health. (2023). Traumatic brain injury
(TBI). https://www.ninds.nih.gov/health-information/disorders/traumatic-brain-injury-tbi

**Torregrossa, W., Raciti, L., Rifici, C., Rizzo, G., Raciti, G., Casella, C., ... & Calabro, R. S.
(2023). Behavioral and psychiatric symptoms in patients with severe traumatic brain injury: A
comprehensive overview. Biomedicines, 11(5), 1449.
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines11051449

*! Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2015). Traumatic brain injury in the United
States: A report to congress

*Durand, E., Chevignard, M., Ruet, A., Dereix, A., Jourdan, C., & Pradat-Diehl, P. (2017).
History of traumatic brain injury in prison populations: A systematic review. Annals of Physical
& Rehabilitation Medicine, 60(2), 95-101. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rehab.2017.02.003

*|verson, K. M., Pogoda, T. K., Gradus, J. L., & Street, A. E. (2013). Psychiatric diagnoses and
neurobehavioral symptom severity among OEF/OIF VA patients with deployment-related
traumatic brain injury: A gender comparison. Journal of Women’s Health, 22(3), 267-275.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2011.04.019


https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Melissa-Dichter/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update/links/55f86ca708aeafc8ac0f2e23/Womens-Experiences-of-Abuse-as-a-Risk-Factor-for-Incarceration-A-Research-Update.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Melissa-Dichter/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update/links/55f86ca708aeafc8ac0f2e23/Womens-Experiences-of-Abuse-as-a-Risk-Factor-for-Incarceration-A-Research-Update.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Melissa-Dichter/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update/links/55f86ca708aeafc8ac0f2e23/Womens-Experiences-of-Abuse-as-a-Risk-Factor-for-Incarceration-A-Research-Update.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Melissa-Dichter/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update/links/55f86ca708aeafc8ac0f2e23/Womens-Experiences-of-Abuse-as-a-Risk-Factor-for-Incarceration-A-Research-Update.pdf
https://spi-data.bjs.ojp.gov/
https://doi.org/10.17226/25317
https://www.ninds.nih.gov/health-information/disorders/traumatic-brain-injury-tbi
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines11051449
https://www.cdc.gov/traumaticbraininjury/pdf/tbi_report_to_congress_epi_and_rehab-a.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rehab.2017.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2011.04.019

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

**Diamond, P. M., Harzke, A. J., Magaletta, P. R., Cummins, A. G., & Frankowski, R. (2007).
Screening for traumatic brain injury in an offender sample: A first look at the reliability and
validity of the Traumatic Brain Injury Questionnaire. Journal of Head Trauma Rehabilitation,
22, 330-338. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.HTR.0000300228.05867.5¢; Durand, E., Chevignard,
M., Ruet, A., Dereix, A., Jourdan, C., & Pradat-Diehl, P. (2017). History of traumatic brain
injury in prison populations: A systematic review. Annals of Physical & Rehabilitation
Medicine, 60(2), 95-101. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rehab.2017.02.003; Durand, E., Watier, L.,
Lecu, A., Fix, M., Weiss, J. J., Chevignard, M., & Pradat-Diehl, P. (2017). Traumatic brain injury
among female offenders in a prison population: Results of the Fleury TBI study. Brain &
Behavior, 7(1), e00535. https://doi.org/10.1002/brb3.535

*Shiroma, E. J., Ferguson, P. L., & Pickelsimer, E. E. (2010). Prevalence of traumatic brain
injury in an offender population: A meta-analysis. Journal of Correctional Health Care, 16(2),
147-159. https://doi.org/10.1177/1078345809356538

*Wall, K., Gorgens, K., Dettmer, J., Davis, T. M., & Gafford, . (2018). Violence-related
traumatic brain injury in justice-involved women. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 45(10),
1588-1605. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854818778082

*Wall, K., Gorgens, K., Dettmer, J., Davis, T. M., & Gafford, J. (2018). Violence-related
traumatic brain injury in justice-involved women. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 45(10),
1588-1605. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854818778082

*’ Costello, K., & Greenwald, B. D. (2022). Update on domestic violence and traumatic brain
injury: A narrative review. Brain Sciences, 12(1), 122.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8773525/#B11-brainsci-12-00122

*Lifshitz, J., Crabtree-Nelson, S., & Kozlowski, D. A. (2019). Traumatic brain injury in victims
of domestic violence. Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma, 28(6), 655-659.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2019.1644693

**Campbell, J. C., Anderson, J. C., McFadgion, A., Gill, J., Zink, E., Patch, M., ... & Campbell, D.
(2018). The effects of intimate partner violence and probable traumatic brain injury on
central nervous system symptoms. Journal of Women’s Health, 27(6), 761-767.


https://doi.org/10.1097/01.HTR.0000300228.05867.5c
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rehab.2017.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/brb3.535
https://doi.org/10.1177/1078345809356538
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854818778082
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854818778082
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8773525/#B11-brainsci-12-00122
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2019.1644693

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

https://doi.org/10.1089/jwh.2016.6311; Ivany, A. S., & Schminkey, D. (2016). Intimate partner
violence and traumatic brain injury: state of the science and next steps. Family & Community

Health, 39(2), 129-137. https://doi.org.10.1097/FCH.0000000000000094

“*Kwako, L. E., Glass, N., Campbell, J., Melvin, K. C., Barr, T., & Gill, J. M. (2011). Traumatic
brain injury in intimate partner violence: A critical review of outcomes and mechanisms.
Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 12(3), 115-126. https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838011404251

“'Ralston, B., Rable, ., Larson, T., Handmaker, H., & Lifshitz, J. (2019). Forensic nursing
examination to screen for traumatic brain injury following intimate partner violence. Journal
of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma, 28(6), 732-743.

https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2019.1637988

*Campbell, J. C., Anderson, . C., McFadgion, A., Gill, ]., Zink, E., Patch, M., ... & Campbell, D.
(2018). The effects of intimate partner violence and probable traumatic brain injury on
central nervous system symptoms. Journal of Women’s Health, 27(6), 761-767.
https://doi.org/10.1089/jwh.2016.6311

*Costello, K., & Greenwald, B. D. (2022). Update on domestic violence and traumatic brain
injury: A narrative review. Brain Sciences, 12(1), 122.
https://www.ncbi.nIlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8773525/#B11-brainsci-12-00122

“Bronson, J. & Berzofsky, M. (2017). Indicators of mental health problems reported by
prisoners and jail inmates, 2011-12 (NCJ 250612). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Rep

orted-by.pdf

*Bronson, J. & Berzofsky, M. (2017). Indicators of mental health problems reported by
prisoners and jail inmates, 2011-12 (NC) 250612). Bureau of Justice Statistics.

https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Rep
orted-by.pdf

*Baranyi, G., Cassidy, M., Fazel, S., Priebe, S., & Mundt, A. P. (2018). Prevalence of


https://doi.org/10.1089/jwh.2016.6311
https://doi.org.10.1097/FCH.0000000000000094
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838011404251
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2019.1637988
https://doi.org/10.1089/jwh.2016.6311
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8773525/#B11-brainsci-12-00122
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

posttraumatic stress disorder in prisoners. Epidemiologic Reviews, 40(1), 134-145.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5982805/

*’Bronson, J., Stroop, J., Zimmer, S., & Berzofsky, M. (2017). Drug use, dependence, and
abuse among state prisoners and jail inmates, 2007-2009 (NC) 250546). Bureau of Justice

Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf

*Bronson, J., Stroop, J., Zimmer, S., & Berzofsky, M. (2017). Drug use, dependence, and
abuse among state prisoners and jail inmates, 2007-2009 (NCJ 250546). Bureau of Justice
Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf

*Mumola, C. J., & Karberg, J. C. (2007). Drug use and dependence, state and federal
prisoners, 2004 (NCJ 213530). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudsfp04.pdf

**Robertson, A.G., Easter, M.M,, Lin, H., Khoury, D. Pierce, )., Swanson, J., & Swartz, M. (2020).
Gender-specific participation and outcomes among jail diversion clients with co-occurring
substance use and mental health disorders. Journal of Substance Abuse Treatment, 115.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S074054721930697X; Steadman, H. J.,
Osher, F. C., Robbins, P. C., Case, B., & Samuels, S. (2009). Prevalence of serious mental
illness among jail inmates. Psychiatric Services, 60(6), 761-765.
https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.2009.60.6.761

*'Belknap, J. (2020). The invisible woman: Gender, crime, and justice. Sage Publications.;
Dichter, M. (2015). Women’s experiences of abuse as a risk factor for incarceration: A
research update. National Online Resource Center on Violence Against Women.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/281784283 Women's _Experiences of Abuse as a_
Risk_Factor for Incarceration A Research Update

*Taylor, E. N., Timko, C., Nash, A., Owens, M. D., Harris, A. H., & Finlay, A. K. (2020).
Posttraumatic stress disorder and justice involvement among military veterans: A systematic
review and meta-analysis. Journal of Traumatic Stress, 33(5), 804-812.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8288507/



https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudsfp04.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S074054721930697X
https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.2009.60.6.761
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/281784283_Women's_Experiences_of_Abuse_as_a_Risk_Factor_for_Incarceration_A_Research_Update
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8288507/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

>*McCall, ). D., & Tsai, J. (2018). Characteristics and health needs of veterans in jails and
prisons: What we know and do not know about incarcerated women veterans. Women'’s
Health Issues, 28(2), 172-180. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2017.10.009

**Brico, E. (2019, October 25). State laws can punish parents living in abusive households.
Talk Poverty. https://talkpoverty.org/2019/10/25/failure-protect-child-welfare/index.html;
Mink, C. (2023, December 7). California can take kids from abused moms. Why the
separation can harm both. Cal Matters.
https://calmatters.org/justice/2023/12/failure-to-protect/#:~:text=In%20California%2C%20ne
glect%20is%20usually,maximum%20penalty%20is%2099%20years

>>National Center for Prosecution of Child Abuse & National District Attorneys Association.
(2014). Child endangerment/failure to protect laws.
https://ndaa.org/wp-content/uploads/Child-Endangerment-2014 -8 25 2014 FINAL.pdf

**Fugate J. A. (2001). Who's failing whom? A critical look at failure-to-protect laws. New York
University Law Review, 76, 272-308.
https://www.nyulawreview.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/08/NYULawReview-76-1-Fugate.pdf;
Mahoney, A. (2019). How failure to protect laws punish the vulnerable. Health Matrix, 29,
429-461. https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol29/iss1/12; National Center
for Prosecution of Child Abuse & National District Attorneys Association. (2014). Child
endangerment/failure to protect laws.
https://ndaa.org/wp-content/uploads/Child-Endangerment-2014 -8 25 2014 FINAL.pdf; Panko
L. J. (1995). Legal backlash: The expanding liability of women who fail to protect their
children from their male partner’s abuse. Hastings Women’s Law Journal, 6, 67-92.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/haswo6&div=9&id=&page=

*"Brico, E. (2019, October 25). State laws can punish parents living in abusive households.
Talk Poverty. https://talkpoverty.org/2019/10/25/failure-protect-child-welfare/

**Michaels, S. (2022, August 9). She never hurt her kids. So why is a mother serving more
time than the man who abused her daughter? Mother Jones.
https://www.motherjones.com/criminal-justice/2022/08/failure-to-protect-domestic-abuse-chil
d-oklahoma-women-inequality-prison/



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2017.10.009
https://talkpoverty.org/2019/10/25/failure-protect-child-welfare/index.html
https://calmatters.org/justice/2023/12/failure-to-protect/#:~:text=In%20California%2C%20neglect%20is%20usually,maximum%20penalty%20is%2099%20years
https://calmatters.org/justice/2023/12/failure-to-protect/#:~:text=In%20California%2C%20neglect%20is%20usually,maximum%20penalty%20is%2099%20years
https://ndaa.org/wp-content/uploads/Child-Endangerment-2014_-8_25_2014_FINAL.pdf
https://www.nyulawreview.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/08/NYULawReview-76-1-Fugate.pdf
https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol29/iss1/12
https://ndaa.org/wp-content/uploads/Child-Endangerment-2014_-8_25_2014_FINAL.pdf
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/haswo6&div=9&id=&page=
https://talkpoverty.org/2019/10/25/failure-protect-child-welfare/
https://www.motherjones.com/criminal-justice/2022/08/failure-to-protect-domestic-abuse-child-oklahoma-women-inequality-prison/
https://www.motherjones.com/criminal-justice/2022/08/failure-to-protect-domestic-abuse-child-oklahoma-women-inequality-prison/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

*Fugate J. A. (2001). Who's failing whom? A critical look at failure-to-protect laws. New York
University Law Review, 76, 272-308.
https://www.nyulawreview.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/08/NYULawReview-76-1-Fugate.pdf;
Mahoney, A. (2019). How failure to protect laws punish the vulnerable. Health Matrix, 29,
429-461. https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol29/iss1/12; National Center
for Prosecution of Child Abuse & National District Attorneys Association. (2014). Child
endangerment/failure to protect laws.
https://ndaa.org/wp-content/uploads/Child-Endangerment-2014 -8 25 2014 FINAL.pdf; Panko
L. J. (1995). Legal backlash: The expanding liability of women who fail to protect their
children from their male partner’s abuse. Hastings Women’s Law Journal, 6, 67-92.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/haswo6&div=9&id=&page=

®*Mahoney, A. (2019). How failure to protect laws punish the vulnerable. Health Matrix, 29,
429-461. https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol29/iss1/12

®* Mahoney, A. (2019). How failure to protect laws punish the vulnerable. Health Matrix, 29,
429-461. https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol29/iss1/12

®*Hazen, A. L., Connelly, C. D., Kelleher, K., Landsverk, J., & Barth, R. (2004). Intimate partner
violence among female caregivers of children reported for child maltreatment. Child Abuse &
Neglect, 28(3), 301-319. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2003.09.016; Taylor, C. A.,
Guterman, N. B., Lee, S. J., & Rathouz, P. J. (2009). Intimate partner violence, maternal stress,
nativity, and risk for maternal maltreatment of young children. American Journal of Public
Health, 99(1), 175-183. https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2007.126722;
Zolotor, A. ., Theodore, A. D., Coyne-Beasley, T., & Runyan, D. K. (2007). Intimate partner
violence and child maltreatment: Overlapping risk. Brief Treatment & Crisis Intervention,
7(4), 305. https://www.doi.org/10.1093/brief-treatment/mhm021

®Chan, K. L., Chen, Q., & Chen, M. (2021). Prevalence and correlates of the co-occurrence of
family violence: A meta-analysis on family polyvictimization. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse,

22(2), 289-305. https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838019841601

*Meier, J.S., Dickson, S. O’Sullivan, C., Rosen, L., and Hayes, . (2019). Child custody
outcomes in cases involving parental alienation and abuse allegations. George Washington


https://www.nyulawreview.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/08/NYULawReview-76-1-Fugate.pdf
https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol29/iss1/12
https://ndaa.org/wp-content/uploads/Child-Endangerment-2014_-8_25_2014_FINAL.pdf
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/haswo6&div=9&id=&page=
https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol29/iss1/12
https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol29/iss1/12
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2003.09.016
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2007.126722
https://www.doi.org/10.1093/brief-treatment/mhm021
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838019841601

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Law School. Public Law Research Paper No. 2019-56, http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3448062

® Alsalem, R. (2023, April). Custody, violence against women and violence against children.
United Nations General Assembly, Human Rights Council: Fifty-third Session.
https://www.ohchr.org/en/documents/thematic-reports/ahrc5336-custody-violence-against-wo
men-and-violence-against-children

*®Meier, J.S., Dickson, S. O'Sullivan, C., Rosen, L., & Hayes, |. (2019). Child custody outcomes
in cases involving parental alienation and abuse allegations (No. 2019-56). George
Washington Law School. http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3448062

®’Barrick, K., Sharkey, T. C., Maass, K. L., Song, Y., & Martin, L. (2023). Expanding our
understanding of traffickers and their operations: A review of the literature and path forward.
Trauma, Violence, & Abuse. https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380231210937; Clark, M., Sharkey,
T. C., Ayler, T., Forliti, T., Friedman, J., Mariotti, M., Nelson, C., & Martin, L. (2023). Modeling
disruptions to sex trafficking networks with other forced illegal activities. Journal of Human
Trafficking, 1-27. https://doi.org/10.1080/23322705.2023.2277103; Fitzgerald, E., Patterson,
W. E., Hickey, D., Biko, C., & Tobin, H. J. (2015). Meaningful work: Transgender experiences in
the sex trade.
https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/Meaningful%20Work-Full%20Report_FINAL_3.pdf;
Unger, L. D., Doychak, K., & Raghavan, C. (2023). Isolation and Support Dynamics among
Women in a Pimp-Based Commercial Sex Ring. Journal of Human Trafficking, 9(3), 328-347.

https://doi.org/10.1080/23322705.2021.1918966

*Federal Bureau of Investigation. (n.d.). Crime In the United States: Table 42-arrests by sex,
20109.
https://ucr.fbi.gov/crime-in-the-u.s/2019/crime-in-the-u.s.-2019/topic-pages/tables/table-42

*Binswanger, |., Mueller, S., Beaty, B., Min, S.-J., & Corsi, K. (2014). Gender and risk
behaviors for HIV and sexually transmitted infections among recently released inmates: A
prospective cohort study. AIDS Care, 26(7), 872-881.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2013.859650; Kim, S., Johnson, T. P., Goswami, S., & Puisis,
M. (2011). Risk factors for homelessness and sex trade among incarcerated women: A
structural equation model. Journal of International Women’s Studies, 12(1), 128-148.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3233202/


http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3448062
https://www.ohchr.org/en/documents/thematic-reports/ahrc5336-custody-violence-against-women-and-violence-against-children
https://www.ohchr.org/en/documents/thematic-reports/ahrc5336-custody-violence-against-women-and-violence-against-children
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3448062
https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380231210937
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322705.2023.2277103
https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/Meaningful%20Work-Full%20Report_FINAL_3.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322705.2021.1918966
https://ucr.fbi.gov/crime-in-the-u.s/2019/crime-in-the-u.s.-2019/topic-pages/tables/table-42
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2013.859650
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3233202/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

"*Human trafficking is defined by the U.S. Department of State as labor induced by force,
fraud, or coercion; sex trafficking is defined as a commercial sex act induced by force, fraud,
or coercion, or in which the person induced to perform such an act is under 18 years old. See:
U.S. Department of State. (2014). Trafficking in Persons (TIP) Report.
http://www.state.gov/j/tip/ris/tiprpt/2014/index.htm; See also: Greeson, J. K., Treglia, D.,
Wolfe, D. S., & Wasch, S. (2019). Prevalence and correlates of sex trafficking among
homeless and runaway youths presenting for shelter services. Social Work Research, 43(2),
91-100. https://doi.org/10.1093/swr/svz001; Weitzer, R. (2011). Sex trafficking and the sex
industry: The need for evidence-based theory and legislation. Journal of Criminal Law &
Criminology, 101, 1337.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/jclc101&div=38&id=&page=

"' McCarthy, B., Benoit, C., & Jansson, M. (2014). Sex work: A comparative study. Archives of
Sexual Behavior, 43, 1379-1390.
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10508-014-0281-7; Weitzer, R. (2010). The
movement to criminalize sex work in the United States. Journal of Law & Society, 37(1),
61-84. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6478.2010.00495.x

> McCarthy, B., Benoit, C., & Jansson, M. (2014). Sex work: A comparative study. Archives of
Sexual Behavior, 43(7), 1379-1390. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-014-0281-7

?See Appendix E: Wang, L., Sawyer, W., Herring, T., & Widra, E. (2022). Beyond the count: A
deep dive into state prison populations. Prison Policy Initiative.
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/beyondthecount.htmi

"Sherman, F.T. & Balck, A. (2015). Gender injustice: System-level juvenile justice reforms for
girls. The National Crittenton Foundation & National Women’s Law Center.
https://justiceandjoynatl.org/resource/gender-injustice-system-level-juvenile-justice-reforms-f

or-girls/

" Council on Criminal Justice. (2023). The footprint: Tracking the size of America’s criminal
justice system.
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-

population/the-footprint/



http://www.state.gov/j/tip/rls/tiprpt/2014/index.htm
https://doi.org/10.1093/swr/svz001
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/jclc101&div=38&id=&page=
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10508-014-0281-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-014-0281-7
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/beyondthecount.html
https://justiceandjoynatl.org/resource/gender-injustice-system-level-juvenile-justice-reforms-for-girls/
https://justiceandjoynatl.org/resource/gender-injustice-system-level-juvenile-justice-reforms-for-girls/
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-population/the-footprint/
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-population/the-footprint/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

’® Authors’ analysis of data from: Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency and Prevention.
(n.d). Statistical briefing book.
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefing-book/data-analysis-tools

7 Authors’ analysis of data from: Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency and Prevention.
(n.d). Statistical briefing book.
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefing-book/data-analysis-tools

"® Bureau of Justice Statistics. (2024). Group “A” offenses, group “B” offenses.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/offensea_offenseb.pdf

 Authors’ analysis of the Arrest-Level File: Bureau of Justice Statistics. National Incident-
Based Reporting System, 2022: Extract Files. Inter-university Consortium for Political and

Social Research [distributor], 2023-12-14. https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR38925.v1

* Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. (2022). Youth arrest rates by offense
and race, 2020.
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefing-book/special_topics/fags_fairness/qall1501

¥ Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. (2024). Youth in the adult criminal
justice system. Literature review: A product of the model programs guide.
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/model-programs-guide/literature-reviews/youth-in-the-adult-criminal-justi

ce-system

®Bryson, S. L., & Peck, J. H. (2020). Understanding the subgroup complexities of transfer: The
impact of juvenile race and gender on waiver decisions. Youth Violence & Juvenile Justice,
18(2), 135-155. https://doi.org/10.1177/1541204019869398

¥ Puzzanchera, C., Sladky, T.J., & Kang, W. (2023). Easy access to the census of juveniles in
residential placement. Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention.
https://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/



https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefing-book/data-analysis-tools
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefing-book/data-analysis-tools
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/offensea_offenseb.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR38925.v1
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefing-book/special_topics/faqs_fairness/qa11501
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/model-programs-guide/literature-reviews/youth-in-the-adult-criminal-justice-system
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/model-programs-guide/literature-reviews/youth-in-the-adult-criminal-justice-system
https://doi.org/10.1177/1541204019869398
https://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

* Puzzanchera, C., Sladky, T.J., & Kang, W. (2023). Detailed offense profile by sex for United
States, 2021. Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention.
https://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/asp/Offense_Sex.asp

¥ Monazzam, N., & Budd, K. (2023). Incarcerated women and girls. The Sentencing Project.
https://www.sentencingproject.org/fact-sheet/incarcerated-women-and-girls/#footnote-ref-5

% Monazzam, N., & Budd, K. (2023). Incarcerated women and girls. The Sentencing Project.
https://www.sentencingproject.org/fact-sheet/incarcerated-women-and-girls/#footnote-ref-5

¥ Center for American Progress, Movement Advancement Project, & Youth First. (2017).
Unjust: LGBTQ youth incarcerated in the juvenile justice system.
https://www.lgbtmap.org/file/Igbtg-incarcerated-youth.pdf

% Carlino, R. (2018). Out of sight: LGBTQ youth and adults in Texas’ justice systems. Texas
Criminal Justice Coalition.

https://texascje.org/system/files/publications/Out%200f%20Sight%20LGBTQ%20Youth%20an
d%20Adults%20in%20Texas%20]ustice%20Systems.pdf

®Baglivio, M. T., Epps, N., Swartz, K., Hug, M. S., Sheer, A., & Hardt, N. S. (2014). The
prevalence of adverse childhood experiences (ACE) in the lives of juvenile offenders. Journal
of Juvenile Justice, 3(2).

https://staticl.squarespace.com/static/63814a32e86ac444e02b316e/t/6387fa3ce873f17¢552
2616f/1669855806114/Prevalence of ACE.pdf

**Simkins, S. B., Hirsh, A. E., Horvat, E. M., & Moss, M. B. (2004). The school to prison pipeline
for girls: The role of physical and sexual abuse. Children’s Legal Rights Journal, 24, 56.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/clrj24&div=38&id=&page=

*' Bureau of Justice Statistics. (n.d.). Survey of prison inmates data analysis tool (SPI DAT):
Custom charts. https://spi-data.bjs.ojp.gov/



https://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/asp/Offense_Sex.asp
https://www.sentencingproject.org/fact-sheet/incarcerated-women-and-girls/#footnote-ref-5
https://www.sentencingproject.org/fact-sheet/incarcerated-women-and-girls/#footnote-ref-5
https://www.lgbtmap.org/file/lgbtq-incarcerated-youth.pdf
https://texascje.org/system/files/publications/Out%20of%20Sight%20LGBTQ%20Youth%20and%20Adults%20in%20Texas%20Justice%20Systems.pdf
https://texascje.org/system/files/publications/Out%20of%20Sight%20LGBTQ%20Youth%20and%20Adults%20in%20Texas%20Justice%20Systems.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/63814a32e86ac444e02b316e/t/6387fa3ce873f17c5522616f/1669855806114/Prevalence_of_ACE.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/63814a32e86ac444e02b316e/t/6387fa3ce873f17c5522616f/1669855806114/Prevalence_of_ACE.pdf
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/clrj24&div=38&id=&page=
https://spi-data.bjs.ojp.gov/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

*Engelbrecht, C. (2018, June). Fewer immigrants are reporting domestic abuse. Police blame
fear of deportation. New York Times.
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/03/us/immigrants-houston-domestic-violence.html;
Moynihan, B., Gaboury, M. T., & Onken, K. J. (2008). Undocumented and unprotected
immigrant women and children in harm’s way. Journal of Forensic Nursing, 4(3), 123-129.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1939-3938.2008.00020.x; WomensLaw.org. (2020). Abuse in
immigrant communities.
https://www.womenslaw.org/about-abuse/abuse-specific-communities/abuse-immigrant-com
munities

*Tapp, S. N., & Davis, E. J. (2022). Contacts between police and the public, 2020 (NC)
304527). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/cbpp20.pdf

**Harrell, E., & Davis, E. (2020). Contacts between police and the public, 2018-statistical
tables (NC) 255730).
https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/contacts-between-police-and-public-2018-statistical-ta
bles; David, E., & Langton, L. (2018). Contacts between police and the public, 2015 (NCJ
251145). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/contacts-between-police-and-public-2015

*Bailey, A., Gonzalez, C., Isaacs, E., Komar, L., Mogulescu, K., & SSzlekovics, M. (2023, April
19). Sentencing reform for criminalized survivors: Learning from New York’s Domestic
Violence Survivors justlcce Act The Sentencing Project.

Survwors odf Bridgett, A. (2020) Mandatory-arrest laws and domestic violence: How

mandatory-arrest laws hurt survivors of domestic violence rather than help them. Health
Matrix: The Journal of Law-Medicine, 30(1), 437-473.
https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol30/iss1/11/

*®Bridgett, A. (2020). Mandatory-arrest laws and domestic violence: How mandatory-arrest
laws hurt survivors of domestic violence rather than help them. Health Matrix: The Journal of
Law-Medicine, 30(1), 437-473.

https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol30/iss1/11/


https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/03/us/immigrants-houston-domestic-violence.html
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1939-3938.2008.00020.x
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/cbpp20.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/contacts-between-police-and-public-2018-statistical-tables
https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/contacts-between-police-and-public-2018-statistical-tables
https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/contacts-between-police-and-public-2015
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2023/04/Sentencing-Reform-for-Criminalized-Survivors.pdf
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2023/04/Sentencing-Reform-for-Criminalized-Survivors.pdf
https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol30/iss1/11/
https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol30/iss1/11/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

*’Bridgett, A. (2020). Mandatory-arrest laws and domestic violence: How mandatory-arrest
laws hurt survivors of domestic violence rather than help them. Health Matrix: The Journal of
Law-Medicine, 30(1), 437-473.
https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol30/iss1/11/

*® Goodmark, L. (2021). Law enforcement experience report: Domestic violence survivors’
survey regarding interaction with law enforcement. The National Domestic Violence Hotline.
https://www.thehotline.org/wp-content/uploads/media/2022/09/2209-Hotline-LES_FINAL.pdf

*Bonsu, ). E. (2021). Re-conceptualizing safety: Examining the intersections of patriarchal
violence and survivor empowerment. Dissertation.
https://indigo.uic.edu/articles/thesis/Re-Conceptualizing_Safety Examining the Intersections_
of Patriarchal Violence and Survivors Empowerment/17026190/1

*“Fedina, L., Backes, B. L., Jun, H. J., Shah, R., Nam, B., Link, B. G., & DeVylder, |. E. (2018).
Police violence among women in four U.S. cities. Preventive Medicine, 106, 150-156.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2017.10.037

" Stinson, P. M., Liederbach, J., Brewer, S. L., & Mathna, B. E. (2015). Police sexual
misconduct: A national scale study of arrested officers. Criminal Justice Policy Review, 26(7),
665-690. https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403414526231

12 Authors’ analysis of data from: Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency and Prevention.
(n.d). Statistical briefing book.
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefing-book/data-analysis-tools

' Authors’ analysis of data from: Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency and Prevention.
(n.d). Statistical briefing book.
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefin

-book/data-analysis-tools

% Carson, E.A., & Kluckow, R. (2023). Prisoners in 2022-statistical tables (NCJ 307149).
Bureau of Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/p22st.pdf


https://scholarlycommons.law.case.edu/healthmatrix/vol30/iss1/11/
https://www.thehotline.org/wp-content/uploads/media/2022/09/2209-Hotline-LES_FINAL.pdf
https://indigo.uic.edu/articles/thesis/Re-Conceptualizing_Safety_Examining_the_Intersections_of_Patriarchal_Violence_and_Survivors_Empowerment/17026190/1
https://indigo.uic.edu/articles/thesis/Re-Conceptualizing_Safety_Examining_the_Intersections_of_Patriarchal_Violence_and_Survivors_Empowerment/17026190/1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2017.10.037
https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403414526231
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefing-book/data-analysis-tools
https://ojjdp.ojp.gov/statistical-briefing-book/data-analysis-tools
https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/p22st.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

' Carson, E.A., & Kluckow, R. (2023). Prisoners in 2022-statistical tables (NCJ 307149).
Bureau of Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/p22st.pdf

% Authors’ analysis of the Arrest-Level File: Bureau of Justice Statistics. National Incident-
Based Reporting System, 2022: Extract Files. Inter-university Consortium for Political and
Social Research [distributor], 2023-12-14. https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR38925.v1

%" Council on Criminal Justice. (2023). The footprint: Tracking the size of America’s criminal
justice system.
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-

population/the-footprint/

% Zeng, Z. (2023). Jail lnmates in 2022— stat/stlcal tables(NCJ 307086) Bureau of Justice
Statistics. https://bjs.oj

"% Kajstura, ). & Sawyer, W. (2024). Women’s mass incarceration: The whole pie 2024. Prison

Policy Initiative. https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2024women.html

"9Kenney, J. L., & Dolliver, M. J. (2022). Time to bail out: Examining gender differences in the
length of pretrial detention using survival analysis. The Justice System Journal, 43(2),
203-217. https://www.jstor.org/stable/27224806; Schnacke, T. R. (2018). A brief history of

bail. Judges Journal, 57(3), 4-10.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/judgej57&div=32&id=&page=

"Demuth, S., & Steffensmeier, D. (2004). The impact of gender and race-ethnicity in the
pretrial release process. Social Problems, 51(2), 222-242.
https://doi.org/10.1525/sp.2004.51.2.222

"2 Cohen, T. H., & Reaves, B. A. (2007). State court processing statistics, 1990-2004: Pretrial
release of felony defendants in state courts (NCJ 214994). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/prfdsc.pdf; Sacks, M., Sainato, V. A., & Ackerman, A. R.
(2015). Sentenced to pretrial detention: A study of bail decisions and outcomes. American
Journal of Criminal Justice, 40, 661-681.



https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/p22st.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR38925.v1
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-population/the-footprint/
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-population/the-footprint/
https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/jail-inmates-2022-statistical-tables
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2024women.html
https://www.jstor.org/stable/27224806
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/judgej57&div=32&id=&page=
https://doi.org/10.1525/sp.2004.51.2.222
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/prfdsc.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12103-014-9268-0

"“Turner, K.B. & Johnson, J.B. (2006). The effect of gender on the judicial pretrial decision of
bail amount set. Federal Probation 70(1), 56-62.
https://www.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/70 1 8 0.pdf

" Sawyer, W. (2018). How does unaffordable money bail affect families? Prison Policy
Initiative. https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2018/08/15/pretrial/

" Rabuy, B. & Kopf, D. (2016). Detaining the poor: How money bail perpetuates an endless
cycle of poverty and jail time. Prison Policy Initiative.

https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/incomejails.html

" Widgery, A. (2023). The legislative primer series for front-end justice: Deflection and
diversion. National Conference of State Legislatures.
https://documents.ncsl.org/wwwncsl/Criminal-Justice/Deflection-Diversion-f02.pdf

“"Harmon-Darrow, C., Afkinich, )., Franke, N. D., & Betz, G. (2023). Police diversion at arrest:
A systematic review of the literature. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 50(3), 307-329.
https://doi.org/10.1177/00938548221131965; The National Conference of State Legislatures.
(2023). The legislative primer series on front-end justice: Deflection and diversion.
https://www.ncsl.org/civil-and-criminal-justice/the-legislative-primer-series-on-front-end-justic
e-deflection-and-diversion

18 Ali-Smith, M., & Johnston, A. (2022). Diversion programs, explained. Vera Institute of
Justice.
https://www.vera.org/diversion-programs-explained#:~:text=Diversion%20is%20a%20broad

%20term,and%20a%20life%20behind%20bars; Collateral Consequences Resource Center.

(2022). Judicial diversion and deferred adjudication: A national survey.
https://ccresourcecenter.org/2022/03/01/judicial-diversion-and-deferred-adjudication-a-nation

al-survey/; Pettus-Davis, C., Epperson, M., Grier, A., Kraatz, M., Sawh, L, & Kennedy, S.
(2020). Deferred prosecution programs: An implementation guide. Institute for Justice
Research and Development.
https://ijrd.csw.fsu.edu/sites/qg/files/upcbnul766/files/media/images/publication_pdfs/deferred



https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12103-014-9268-0
https://www.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/70_1_8_0.pdf
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2018/08/15/pretrial/
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/incomejails.html
https://documents.ncsl.org/wwwncsl/Criminal-Justice/Deflection-Diversion-f02.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/00938548221131965
https://www.ncsl.org/civil-and-criminal-justice/the-legislative-primer-series-on-front-end-justice-deflection-and-diversion
https://www.ncsl.org/civil-and-criminal-justice/the-legislative-primer-series-on-front-end-justice-deflection-and-diversion
https://www.vera.org/diversion-programs-explained#:~:text=Diversion%20is%20a%20broad%20term,and%20a%20life%20behind%20bars
https://www.vera.org/diversion-programs-explained#:~:text=Diversion%20is%20a%20broad%20term,and%20a%20life%20behind%20bars
https://ccresourcecenter.org/2022/03/01/judicial-diversion-and-deferred-adjudication-a-national-survey/
https://ccresourcecenter.org/2022/03/01/judicial-diversion-and-deferred-adjudication-a-national-survey/
https://ijrd.csw.fsu.edu/sites/g/files/upcbnu1766/files/media/images/publication_pdfs/deferred_prosecution_programs_implementation_guide.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

_prosecution_programs_implementation_guide.pdf

" See, for example: CASES. (2024). Women'’s services. https://www.cases.org/womens/;
Family and Children’s Services. (n.d.). Women in recovery.
https://www.fcsok.org/services/women-in-recovery/; The Red Tent Women'’s Inititaive. (n.d.).
Announcing project redirect.
https://redtentwomensinitiative.org/what-we-do/diversion-program#: ~:text=1t%20is%20offer
ed%20to%20women,and%20behaviors%20including%20substance%20abuse

**Subramanian, R., Digard, L., Washington, M., & Sorage, S. (2020). In the shadows: A review
of the research on plea bargaining. Vera Instltute of Justice.

2 Johnston, ). B., Kennedy, T. D., & Shuman, |. G. (1987). Gender differences in the
sentencing of felony offenders. Federal Probation, 51(1), 49-55.
https://www.ojp.gov/pdffiles1/Digitization/105796NCJRS.pdf

2 Bontrager, S., Barrick, K., & Stupi, E. (2013). Gender and sentencing: A meta-analysis of
contemporary research. Journal of Gender Race & Justice, 16, 349.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/jgrj16&div=16&id=&page=;
Nowacki, J. S. (2020). Gender equality and sentencing outcomes: An examination of state
courts. Criminal Justice Policy Review, 31(5), 673-695.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403419840804

**Blackwell, K., Reedt, L., & Schmitt, G. R. (2017). Demographic differences in sentencing: An
update to the 2012 Booker Report. United States Sentencing Commission.
https://www.ussc.gov/sites/default/files/pdf/research-and-publications/research-publications/2

017/20171114 Demographics.pdf; Koons-Witt, B. A., Sevigny, E. L., Burrow, J. D., & Hester, R.
(2014). Gender and sentencing outcomes in South Carolina: Examining the interactions with
race, age, and offense type. Criminal Justice Policy Review, 25(3), 299-324.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403412468884



https://ijrd.csw.fsu.edu/sites/g/files/upcbnu1766/files/media/images/publication_pdfs/deferred_prosecution_programs_implementation_guide.pdf
https://www.cases.org/womens/
https://www.fcsok.org/services/women-in-recovery/
https://redtentwomensinitiative.org/what-we-do/diversion-program#:~:text=It%20is%20offered%20to%20women,and%20behaviors%20including%20substance%20abuse
https://redtentwomensinitiative.org/what-we-do/diversion-program#:~:text=It%20is%20offered%20to%20women,and%20behaviors%20including%20substance%20abuse
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/in-the-shadows-plea-bargaining.pdf
https://www.repository.law.indiana.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=11345&context=ilj
https://www.ojp.gov/pdffiles1/Digitization/105796NCJRS.pdf
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/jgrj16&div=16&id=&page=
https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403419840804
https://www.ussc.gov/sites/default/files/pdf/research-and-publications/research-publications/2017/20171114_Demographics.pdf
https://www.ussc.gov/sites/default/files/pdf/research-and-publications/research-publications/2017/20171114_Demographics.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403412468884

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

' Doerner, |. K. (2015). The joint effects of gender and race/ethnicity on sentencing
outcomes in federal courts. Women & Criminal Justice, 25(5), 313-338.
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2014.989298

% Gertner, N. (2020). Women and sentencing. American Criminal Law Review, 57(4).
https://www.law.georgetown.edu/american-criminal-law-review/wp-content/uploads/sites/15/2
020/05/57-4-Gertner-Women-and-Sentencing.pdf; Kennedy, S. C., Mennicke, A. M., Feely M.,
& Tripodi S. J. (2018) The relationship between interpersonal victimization and women’s
criminal sentencing: A latent class analysis. Women & Criminal Justice, 28(3), 212-232.
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774; Mayfield, M. (2018). Gender responsivity
for mitigating factors: An analysis of North Carolina policy. Presented at the University of
North Carolina at Charlotte. Available from the authors.

»’ Gertner, N. (2020). Women and sentencing. American Criminal Law Review, 57(4).
https://www.law.georgetown.edu/american-criminal-law-review/wp-content/uploads/sites/15/2
020/05/57-4-Gertner-Women-and-Sentencing.pdf; Kennedy, S. C., Mennicke, A. M., Feely M.,
& Tripodi S. J. (2018) The relationship between interpersonal victimization and women’s
criminal sentencing: A latent class analysis. Women & Criminal Justice, 28(3), 212-232.
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774; Mayfield, M. (2018). Gender responsivity
for mitigating factors: An analysis of North Carolina policy. Presented at the University of
North Carolina at Charlotte. Available from the authors.

Kennedy, S. C., Mennicke, A. M., Feely, M., & Tripodi, S. J. (2018). The relationship between
interpersonal victimization and women’s criminal sentencing: A latent class analysis. Women
& Criminal Justice, 28(3), 212-232. https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774;

*Swavola, E., Riley, K., & Subramanian, R. (2016). Overlooked: Women and jails in an era of
reform. Vera Institute of Justice.
https://www.vera.org/publications/overlooked-women-and-jails-report; Tripodi, S. J., Kennedy,
S. C., Miller, F., Renn, T., Veeh, C., Pettus, C. & Schelbe, L. (2023). “I feel like | have ‘prison’
tattooed on my forehead”: Women'’s trajectories after release from incarceration. Women &
Criminal Justice. https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2023.2297019

B9Schoonmaker, S. V. (2010). Criminal law or family law: The overlapping issues. Family Law


https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2014.989298
https://www.law.georgetown.edu/american-criminal-law-review/wp-content/uploads/sites/15/2020/05/57-4-Gertner-Women-and-Sentencing.pdf
https://www.law.georgetown.edu/american-criminal-law-review/wp-content/uploads/sites/15/2020/05/57-4-Gertner-Women-and-Sentencing.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774
https://www.law.georgetown.edu/american-criminal-law-review/wp-content/uploads/sites/15/2020/05/57-4-Gertner-Women-and-Sentencing.pdf
https://www.law.georgetown.edu/american-criminal-law-review/wp-content/uploads/sites/15/2020/05/57-4-Gertner-Women-and-Sentencing.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774
https://www.vera.org/publications/overlooked-women-and-jails-report
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2023.2297019

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Quarterly, 44(2), 155-167. http://www.jstor.org/stable/25740740

P! National Treatment Court Resource Center. (2022). Treatment courts across US
states/territories, 2022.
https://ntcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/2022_NTCRC TreatmentCourt Count Table.pdf;
National Alliance on Mental lliness.(n.d.). Problem-Solving Courts/Specialty Courts.
https://www.nami.org/Advocacy/Policy-Priorities/Supporting-Community-Inclusion-and-Non-Di
scrimination/Problem-Solving-Courts-Specialty-Courts

2 National Institute of Justice. (2020). Problem-solving courts.

https://nij.ojp.gov/topics/articles/problem-solving-courts; Bureau of Justice Assistance. (2019).

Community courts initiative. https://bja.ojp.gov/program/community-courts/overview

33 National Treatment Court Resource Center. (2022). Treatment courts across US
states/territories, 2022.
https://ntcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/2022_NTCRC TreatmentCourt Count Table.pdf

BDeVall, K., Lanier, C. & Baker, L. J. (2022). Painting the current picture: A national report on
treatment courts in the United States. National Treatment Court Resource Center.
https://ntcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/PCP_2022 Highlightsinsights DigitalRelease.pdf

“*Ho, T., Carey, S. M., Malsch, A. M. (2018). Racial and gender disparities in treatment courts:
Do they exist and is there anything we can do to change them? Journal for Advancing Justice,
National Association of Drug Court Professionals.
https://advancejustice.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/AJ-Journal.pdf

“®Datchi, C. C., & Ancis, ). R. (2017). Gender, psychology, and justice: The mental health of
women and girls in the legal system. NYU Press.

“"Myer, A. . & Buchholz, M. M. (2018). Examining the impact of a gender-specific drug court
on recidivism. Journal of Crime & Justice, 41(2), 206-221.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0735648X.2016.1246260



http://www.jstor.org/stable/25740740
https://ntcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/2022_NTCRC_TreatmentCourt_Count_Table.pdf
https://www.nami.org/Advocacy/Policy-Priorities/Supporting-Community-Inclusion-and-Non-Discrimination/Problem-Solving-Courts-Specialty-Courts
https://www.nami.org/Advocacy/Policy-Priorities/Supporting-Community-Inclusion-and-Non-Discrimination/Problem-Solving-Courts-Specialty-Courts
https://nij.ojp.gov/topics/articles/problem-solving-courts
https://bja.ojp.gov/program/community-courts/overview
https://ntcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/2022_NTCRC_TreatmentCourt_Count_Table.pdf
https://ntcrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/PCP_2022_HighlightsInsights_DigitalRelease.pdf
https://advancejustice.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/AJ-Journal.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/0735648X.2016.1246260

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

B8 Carson, E. A., & Kluckow, R. (2023). Correctional populations in the United States,
2021—statistical tables (NCJ 305542). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/cpus21stB.pdf

¥ Kajstura, A., & Sawyer, W. (2023). Women’s mass incarceration: The whole pie 2023.
Prison Policy Initiative. https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2023women.html

“9pew Charitable Trusts. (2024, January). Adults with mental illness are overrepresented in
probation population.
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/reports/2024/01/adults-with-mental-iline

ss-are-overrepresented-in-probation-population

“'Benos, D. & Benedict, A. (2021). Redefining the narrative. Women'’s Justice Institute.
https://redefine.womensjusticeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/W|I-Redefining-the-N

arrative-Bro-L01.pdf

“?Browne, G. E., Melander, L., Boppre, B., Edwards, M. (2022). The gendered effects of a
graduated sanctions model on probations outcomes in Kansas. Criminal Justice Policy Review
33(4), 373-398. https://doi.org/10.1177/08874034221080188

*Seng, M., & Lurigio, A. J. (2005). Probation officers’ views on supervising women
probationers. Women & Criminal Justice, 16(1/2), 65-85.

https://doi.org/10.1300/J012v16n01 03

“Kennedy, S. C., Mennicke, A. M., Feely, M., & Tripodi, S. J. (2018). The relationship between
interpersonal victimization and women'’s criminal sentencing: A latent class analysis. Women
& Criminal Justice, 28(3), 212-232. https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774; Tetlow,

T. (2009). Discriminatory acquittal. The William and Mary Bill of Rights Journal, 18(1), 75-129.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/wmbrts18&div=6&id=&page=

“>Doerner, |. K., & Demuth, S. (2014). Gender and sentencing in the federal courts: Are
women treated more leniently? Criminal Justice Policy Review, 25(2), 242-269.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403412466877



https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/cpus21stB.pdf
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2023women.html
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/reports/2024/01/adults-with-mental-illness-are-overrepresented-in-probation-population
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/reports/2024/01/adults-with-mental-illness-are-overrepresented-in-probation-population
https://redefine.womensjusticeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/WJI-Redefining-the-Narrative-Bro-L01.pdf
https://redefine.womensjusticeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/WJI-Redefining-the-Narrative-Bro-L01.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/08874034221080188
https://doi.org/10.1300/J012v16n01_03
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2018.1441774
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/wmbrts18&div=6&id=&page=
https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403412466877

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

“°Ropes Berry, K., Kennedy, S. C., Lloyd, M., Veeh, C. A., & Tripodi, S. J. (2020). The
intersectional effects of race and gender on time to reincarceration. Justice Quarterly, 37(1),
132-160. https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2018.1524508

“Kramer, J., Steffensmeier, D., & Ulmer, . (2006). The interaction of race, gender, and age in
criminal sentencing: The punishment cost of being young, black, and male. Criminology,
36(4), 763-798. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.1998.tb01265.x

“$Daly, K. (1989). Rethinking judicial paternalism: Gender, work-family relations, and
sentencing. Gender & Society, 3(1), 9-36. https://doi.org/10.1177/089124389003001002

"“IBickle G. S., & Peterson R. D. (1991). The impact of gender-based family roles on criminal
sentencing. Social Problems, 38, 372-394. https://www.doi.org/10.2307/800605; Curry, T. R.,
Fernando Rodriguez, S., & Lee, G. (2006). Gender differences in criminal sentencing: Do
effects vary across violent, property, and drug offenses. Social Science Quarterly, 87(2),
318-339. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6237.2006.00383.x; Visher C. A. (1983). Gender,
police arrest decisions, and notions of Chivalry. Criminology, 21(1), 5-28.
https://www.doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.1983.tb00248.x

°Sanchez, K., Farrow, C., & Kennedy, S. (2024). Women'’s justice: By the numbers. Council
on Criminal Justice. https://counciloncj.org/womens-justice-by-the-numbers/

“lKajstura, A., & Sawyer, W. (2023). Women’s mass incarceration: The whole pie 2023.
Prison Policy Initiative. https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2023women.html

2 National Institute of Corrections. (n.d.). Women'’s correctional safety scales toolkit.
https://nicic.gov/resources/nic-library/webinars-broadcasts/womens-correctional-safety-scales
-toolkit

3 National Institute of Corrections. (n.d.). Gender-informed practices assessment.
https://cjinvolvedwomen.org/gender-informed-practices-assessment/



https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2018.1524508
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.1998.tb01265.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/089124389003001002
https://www.doi.org/10.2307/800605
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6237.2006.00383.x
https://www.doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.1983.tb00248.x
https://counciloncj.org/womens-justice-by-the-numbers/
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2023women.html
https://nicic.gov/resources/nic-library/webinars-broadcasts/womens-correctional-safety-scales-toolkit
https://nicic.gov/resources/nic-library/webinars-broadcasts/womens-correctional-safety-scales-toolkit
https://cjinvolvedwomen.org/gender-informed-practices-assessment/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

**United Nations Office on Drugs and Crlme (2011) The Bangkok Rules.

pdf; Penal Reform International. (n.d.). UN Bangkok rules.
https://www.penalreform.org/issues/women/bangkok-rules/.

>Van Hout, M. C., FleiRner, S., & Stéver, H. (2023). #Metoo-Global progress in tackling
continued custodial violence against women: The 10-year anniversary of the Bangkok Rules.

Trauma, Violence & Abuse, 24(2), 515-529. https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380211036067

*Beck, A. J. & Harrison, P. M. (2001). Prisoners in 2000 (NC) 188207). Bureau of Justice
Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/p00.pdf

“"Beck, A. J. & Harrison, P. M. (2001). Prisoners in 2000 (NC) 188207). Bureau of Justice
Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/p00.pdf

“%Sabol, W. J., Wallace, A., & Johnson, T.L. (2024). Racial and ethnic disparities in female
imprisonment in the U.S. Council on Criminal Justice.
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief

?Sabol, W. J., Wallace, A., & Johnson, T.L. (2024). Racial and ethnic disparities in female
imprisonment in the U.S. Council on Criminal Justice.
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief

*Sabol, W. J., Wallace, A., & Johnson, T.L. (2024). Racial and ethnic disparities in female
imprisonment in the U.S. Council on Criminal Justice.
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief

' Sabol, W. J., Wallace, A., & Johnson, T.L. (2024). Racial and ethnic disparities in female
imprisonment in the U.S. Council on Criminal Justice.
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief

2 Carson, E. A. & Kluckow, R. (2023). Prisoners in 2022—statistical tables (NC) 307149).


https://www.unodc.org/documents/justice-and-prison-reform/Bangkok_Rules_ENG_22032015.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/justice-and-prison-reform/Bangkok_Rules_ENG_22032015.pdf
https://www.penalreform.org/issues/women/bangkok-rules/
https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380211036067
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/p00.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/p00.pdf
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Bureau of Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/p22st.pdf

' Sabol, W. J., Wallace, A., & Johnson, T.L. (2024). Racial and ethnic disparities in female
imprisonment in the U.S. Council on Criminal Justice.
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief

***Heimer, K., Malone, S. E., & De Coster, S. (2023). Trends in women’s incarceration rates in
US Prisons and Jails: A Tale of Inequalities. Annual Review of Criminology, 6, 85-106.
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/full/10.1146/annurev-criminol-030421-041559; Olson, D.
E., & Taheri, S. (2012). Population dynamics and the characteristics of inmates in the Cook
County Jail. Cook County Sheriff’'s Reentry Council Research Bulletin.
https://ecommons.luc.edu/criminaljustice facpubs/1/; Swavola, E., Riley, K., & Subramanian,
R. (2016). Overlooked: Women and jails in an era of reform. Vera Institute of Justice.
https://www.vera.org/publications/overlooked-women-and-jails-report

' Swavola, E., Riley, K., & Subramanian, R. (2016). Overlooked: Women and jails in an era of
reform. Vera Institute of Justice.
https://www.vera.org/publications/overlooked-women-and-jails-report

*The Pew Center on the States. (2011). Risk/needs assessment 101: Science reveals new
tools to manage offenders. The Pew Charitable Trusts.
https://www.pewtrusts.org/~/media/legacy/uploadedfiles/pcs_assets/2011/pewriskassessmen

tbriefpdf.pdf

" Andrews, D. A., Bonta, J., & Hoge, R. D. (1990). Classification for effective rehabilitation:
Rediscovering psychology. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 17(1), 19-52.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854890017001004

*®Esparza, P., & Messina, N. P. (2022). Poking the bear: The inapplicability of the RNR
principles for justice-involved women. Journal of Substance Abuse Treatment, 140.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2022.108798; Van Voorhis, P., & Presser, L. (2001).
Classification of women offenders: A national assessment of current practices. National
Institute of Corrections.
https://www.ojp.gov/ncjrs/virtual-library/abstracts/classification-women-offenders-national-ass



https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/p22st.pdf
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/reports/racial-disparities/female-brief
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/full/10.1146/annurev-criminol-030421-041559
https://ecommons.luc.edu/criminaljustice_facpubs/1/
https://www.vera.org/publications/overlooked-women-and-jails-report
https://www.vera.org/publications/overlooked-women-and-jails-report
https://www.pewtrusts.org/~/media/legacy/uploadedfiles/pcs_assets/2011/pewriskassessmentbriefpdf.pdf
https://www.pewtrusts.org/~/media/legacy/uploadedfiles/pcs_assets/2011/pewriskassessmentbriefpdf.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854890017001004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2022.108798
https://www.ojp.gov/ncjrs/virtual-library/abstracts/classification-women-offenders-national-assessment-current

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

essment-current; Van Voorhis, P., Wright, E. M., Salisbury, E., & Bauman, A. (2010). Women'’s
risk factors and their contributions to existing risk/needs assessment: The current status of a
gender-responsive supplement. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 37(3), 261-288.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854809357442

**Van Voorhis, P., Wright, E. M., Salisbury, E., & Bauman, A. (2010). Women'’s risk factors and
their contributions to existing risk/needs assessment: The current status of a gender-
responsive supplement. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 37(3), 261-288.

https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854809357442

Y°Salisbury, E. S. (2016). When gender-neutral is not good enough in working with justice
involved women: Transcript. 2016 Virtual Conference: Leading With Innovation. National
Institute of Corrections.
https://info.nicic.gov/virt/sites/info.nicic.gov.virt/files/Gender%20Neutral%20is%20Not%20Go
0d%20Enough%20Transcript.pdf; Smith, P., Cullen, F. T., & Latessa, E. J. (2009). Can 14,737
women be wrong? A meta-analysis of the LSI-R and recidivism for female offenders.

Criminology & Public Policy, 8(1), 183-208. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9133.2009.00551.x

“*Van Voorhis, P., Salisbury, E., Wright, E., & Bauman, A. (2008). Achieving accurate pictures
of risk and identifying gender responsive needs: Two new assessments for women offenders.
U.S. Department of Justice National Institute of Corrections.
https://s3.amazonaws.com/static.nicic.gov/Library/022844.pdf; Swavola, E., Riley, K., &
Subramanian, R. (2016). Overlooked: Women and jails in an era of reform. Vera Institute of
Justice.
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/overlooked-women-and-jails-report-updated.pdf
; Miller, H.V. (2021). Female reentry and gender-responsive programming. National Institute
of Justice.
https://nij.ojp.gov/topics/articles/female-reentry-and-gender-responsive-programming

Y2Van Voorhis, P., Salisbury, E., Wright, E., & Bauman, A. (2008). Achieving accurate pictures
of risk and identifying gender responsive needs: Two new assessments for women offenders.
U.S. Department of Justice National Institute of Corrections.
https://s3.amazonaws.com/static.nicic.gov/Library/022844.pdf; Van Voorhis, P., Wright, E. M.,
Salisbury, E., & Bauman, A. (2010). Women'’s risk factors and their contributions to existing
risk/needs assessment: The current status of a gender-responsive supplement. Criminal



https://www.ojp.gov/ncjrs/virtual-library/abstracts/classification-women-offenders-national-assessment-current
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854809357442
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854809357442
https://info.nicic.gov/virt/sites/info.nicic.gov.virt/files/Gender%20Neutral%20is%20Not%20Good%20Enough%20Transcript.pdf
https://info.nicic.gov/virt/sites/info.nicic.gov.virt/files/Gender%20Neutral%20is%20Not%20Good%20Enough%20Transcript.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9133.2009.00551.x
https://s3.amazonaws.com/static.nicic.gov/Library/022844.pdf
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/overlooked-women-and-jails-report-updated.pdf
https://nij.ojp.gov/topics/articles/female-reentry-and-gender-responsive-programming
https://s3.amazonaws.com/static.nicic.gov/Library/022844.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Justice & Behavior, 37(3), 261-288. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854809357442

"“Fleming, E., Lopez Wright, F., Ney, B., Upton, A., & Wurzburg, S. (2021, August). Adopting a
gender-responsive approach for women in the justice system: A resource guide. The Council
of State Governments Justice Center.

https://csgjusticecenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Adopting-Gender-Responsive-Appro
ach-for-Women-in-Justice-System.pdf

"*James, S. & Van Gundy, A. (2022). The history, evolution, and current state of female

offenders: Recommendations for advancing the field. Routledge.

> Willison, J. B., Zweig, J., Ervin, S., McCoy, E., Jagannath, )., & Langness, M. (2021).
Evaluation of in-prison programming for incarcerated women: Addressing trauma and prior
victimization, ﬁnal report (NC) 256003) Office ofJustlce Programs.

addressmq trauma and-prior

¢ Office of Justice Programs. Prison Rape Elimination Act (PREA).
https://bja.ojp.gov/program/prea/overview

Y7 Smith, B. V. (2020). Promise amid peril: PREA’s efforts to regulate an end to prison rape.
American Criminal Law Review, 57(1599).
https://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1025&context=prisonr

ape-articles

8 Although sexual assault is underreported by both women and men, men are less likely
than women to report sexual abuse, assault, or harassment. Men’s underreporting is
hypothesized to result from societal views of masculinity and the expectation that all sexual
contact is wanted and consensual for men and boys. See: Smith, B. V. (2012). Uncomfortable
places, close spaces: Theorizing female correctional workers’ sexual interactions with men
and boys in custody. UCLA Law Review 59(6).
https://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1019&context=prisonr

ape-articles



https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854809357442
https://csgjusticecenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Adopting-Gender-Responsive-Approach-for-Women-in-Justice-System.pdf
https://csgjusticecenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Adopting-Gender-Responsive-Approach-for-Women-in-Justice-System.pdf
https://www.ojp.gov/library/publications/evaluation-prison-programming-incarcerated-women-addressing-trauma-and-prior
https://www.ojp.gov/library/publications/evaluation-prison-programming-incarcerated-women-addressing-trauma-and-prior
https://bja.ojp.gov/program/prea/overview
https://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1025&context=prisonrape-articles
https://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1025&context=prisonrape-articles
https://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1019&context=prisonrape-articles
https://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1019&context=prisonrape-articles

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

"Beck, A. )., Berzofsky, M., Caspar, R., & Krebs, C. (2013). Sexual victimization in prisons
and jails reported by inmates, 2011-12 (NCJ 241399). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/svpjril112.pdf

' Buehler, E. D. (2023). Substantiated incidents of sexual victimization reported by adult
correctional authorities (NCJ 304834). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/sisvracal618.pdf

' Buehler, E. D. (2023). Substantiated incidents of sexual victimization reported by adult
correctional authorities (NCJ 304834). Bureau of Justice Statistics.

https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/sisvracal618.pdf

2 Victims’ race was not broken down by sex. However, among all substantiated staff-

perpetrated sexual victimization, just over half (51%) of victims were White, 36% were Black,
11% were Hispanic, and 3% identified with another race. Nearly three-quarters (70%) of
victims of sexual violence perpetrated by other incarcerated people were White, 17% were
Black, 11% were Hispanic, and 3% identified with another race. People who identified as
transgender or intersex accounted for 1.2% of all victims of staff-perpetrated sexual
victimization and 2.4% of victims of sexual victimization perpetrated by another incarcerated
person. See: Buehler, E. D. (2023). Substantiated incidents of sexual victimization reported
by adult correctional authorities (NCJ 304834). Bureau of Justice Statistics.

https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/sisvracal618.pdf

**Fedock, G., Cummings, C., Kubiak, S., Bybee, D., Campbell, R., & Darcy, K. (2019).
Incarcerated women's experiences of staff-perpetrated rape: Racial disparities and justice
gaps in institutional responses. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 36(17-18), 8668-8692.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519850531

% United States Senate Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations. (2022). Sexual abuse of
female inmates in federal prisons.
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PS1%20Sta
ff%20Report%20-
%20Sexual%20Abuse%200f%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf



https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/svpjri1112.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/sisvraca1618.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/sisvraca1618.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/sisvraca1618.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519850531
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PSI%20Staff%20Report%20-%20Sexual%20Abuse%20of%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PSI%20Staff%20Report%20-%20Sexual%20Abuse%20of%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PSI%20Staff%20Report%20-%20Sexual%20Abuse%20of%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

% 1.S. Attorney’s Office, Northern District of California. (2023). Two more Dublin federal
correctional officers to plead guilty to sexually abusing multiple female inmates.
https://www.justice.gov/usao-ndca/pr/two-more-dublin-federal-correctional-officers-plead-quilt
y-sexually-abusing-multiple; United States Senate Permanent Subcommittee on
Investigations. (2022). Sexual abuse of female inmates in federal prisons.
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PS1%205ta
ff%20Report%20-

%20Sexual%20Abuse%200f%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf

% United States Senate Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations. (2022). Sexual abuse of
female inmates in federal prisons.
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PS1%20Sta
ff%20Report%20-
%20Sexual%20Abuse%200f%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf

®"Weber, C. (2024, May 9). Closure of California federal prison was poorly planned, judge
says in ordering further monitoring. The Associated Press.
https://apnews.com/article/bureau-of-prisons-california-fci-dublin-2211d3b9a5ef3524f055226
9e7263f49

S \Wolff, N., Shi, J., & Siegel, J. A. (2009). Patterns of victimization among male and female
inmates: Evidence of an enduring legacy. Violence & Victims, 24(4), 469-484.
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469

' Meyer, I. H., Flores, A. R., Stemple, L., Romero, A. P., Wilson, B. D., & Herman, J. L. (2017).
Incarceration rates and traits of sexual minorities in the United States: National inmate
survey, 2011-2012. American Journal of Public Health, 107(2), 267-273.

https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2016.303576

* Center for American Progress, Movement Advancement Project, & Youth First. (2017).
Unjust: LGBTQ youth incarcerated in the juvenile justice system.
https://www.lgbtmap.org/file/lgbtg-incarcerated-youth.pdf

¥ Carlino, R. (2018). Out of sight: LGBTQ youth and adults in Texas’ justice systems. Texas


https://www.justice.gov/usao-ndca/pr/two-more-dublin-federal-correctional-officers-plead-guilty-sexually-abusing-multiple
https://www.justice.gov/usao-ndca/pr/two-more-dublin-federal-correctional-officers-plead-guilty-sexually-abusing-multiple
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PSI%20Staff%20Report%20-%20Sexual%20Abuse%20of%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PSI%20Staff%20Report%20-%20Sexual%20Abuse%20of%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PSI%20Staff%20Report%20-%20Sexual%20Abuse%20of%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PSI%20Staff%20Report%20-%20Sexual%20Abuse%20of%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PSI%20Staff%20Report%20-%20Sexual%20Abuse%20of%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.hsgac.senate.gov/wp-content/uploads/imo/media/doc/2022-12-13%20PSI%20Staff%20Report%20-%20Sexual%20Abuse%20of%20Female%20Inmates%20in%20Federal%20Prisons.pdf
https://apnews.com/article/bureau-of-prisons-california-fci-dublin-2211d3b9a5ef3524f0552269e7263f49
https://apnews.com/article/bureau-of-prisons-california-fci-dublin-2211d3b9a5ef3524f0552269e7263f49
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.24.4.469
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2016.303576
https://www.lgbtmap.org/file/lgbtq-incarcerated-youth.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Criminal Justice Coalition.
https://texascje.org/system/files/publications/Out%200f%20Sight%20LGBTQ%20Youth%20an

d%20Adults%20in%20Texas%20Justice%20Systems.pdf

“?Hereth, . (2022). Overrepresentation of people who identify as LGBTQ+ in the criminal
legal system. Safety and Justice Challenge.
https://safetyandjusticechallenge.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/LQBTQOverrepresentation

Report-1.pdf

193

Truman, J. L., & Morgan, R. E. (2022). Violent victimization by sex and gender identity,
2017-2022 (NCJ 304277). Bureau of Justice Statistics.

https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/vvsoqil720.pdf

“*Jones, A. (2021). Visualizing the unequal treatment of LGBTQ people in the criminal justice

system. Prison Policy Initiative. https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2021/03/02/Igbtq

*Hereth, . (2022). Overrepresentation of people who identify as LGBTQ+ in the criminal
legal system. Safety and Justice Challenge.
https://safetyandjusticechallenge.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/LQBTQOverrepresentation

Report-1.pdf

*Kahle, L. L. & Rosenbaum, J. (2021) What staff need to know: Using elements of gender-
responsive programming to create safer environments for system-involved LGBTQ girls and

women. Criminal Justice Studies, 34:1, 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1080/1478601X.2020.1786281

“"Beck, A. )., Berzofsky, M., Caspar, R., & Krebs, C. (2013). Sexual victimization in prisons
and jails reported by inmates, 2011-12 (NCJ 241399). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/svpjril112.pdf

®Beatty, L.G. & Snell, T.L. (2021). Profile of prison inmates, 2016 (NCJ 255037). Bureau of
Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/ppil6.pdf



https://texascje.org/system/files/publications/Out%20of%20Sight%20LGBTQ%20Youth%20and%20Adults%20in%20Texas%20Justice%20Systems.pdf
https://texascje.org/system/files/publications/Out%20of%20Sight%20LGBTQ%20Youth%20and%20Adults%20in%20Texas%20Justice%20Systems.pdf
https://safetyandjusticechallenge.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/LQBTQOverrepresentationReport-1.pdf
https://safetyandjusticechallenge.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/LQBTQOverrepresentationReport-1.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/vvsogi1720.pdf
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2021/03/02/lgbtq
https://safetyandjusticechallenge.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/LQBTQOverrepresentationReport-1.pdf
https://safetyandjusticechallenge.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/LQBTQOverrepresentationReport-1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/1478601X.2020.1786281
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/svpjri1112.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/ppi16.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

“?Federal Bureau of Prisons. (2024). Inmate gender.
https://www.bop.gov/about/statistics/statistics inmate gender.js

*®James, S. E., Herman, J. L., Rankin, S., Keisling, M., Mottet, L., & Anafi, M. (2016). The report
of the 2015 U.S. transgender survey. National Center for Transgender Equality.
https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/usts/USTS-Full-Report-Decl17.pdf

*Grant, J.M., Mottet, L.A., Tanis, |., Harrison, J., Herman, J.L., & Keisling, M. (2011). Injustice
at every turn: A report of the National Transgender Discrimination Survey. National Center for
Transgender Equality and National Gay and Lesbian Task Force.

https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/resources/NTDS_Report.pdf

*2 California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation. (n.d.). Senate bill 132 FAQs:
Housing and searching incarcerated people consistent with their gender identity.
https://www.cdcr.ca.gov/prea/sb-132-fags/

*Richardson, K. (2024). Colorado judge approves groundbreaking consent decree in
transgender rights class action. Transgender Law Center.
https://transgenderlawcenter.org/colorado-judge-approves-groundbreaking-consent-decree-in

-transgender-rights-class-action/

**James, S. E., Herman, J. L., Rankin, S., Keisling, M., Mottet, L., & Anafi, M. (2016). The report
of the 2015 U.S. transgender survey. National Center for Transgender Equality.
https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/usts/USTS-Full-Report-Decl17.pdf

*®Grant, J.M., Mottet, L.A., Tanis, |., Harrison, J., Herman, J.L., & Keisling, M. (2011). Injustice
at every turn: A report of the National Transgender Discrimination Survey. National Center for
Transgender Equality and National Gay and Lesbian Task Force.

https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/resources/NTDS_Report.pdf

*®Sevelius, ., & Jenness, V. (2017). Challenges and opportunities for gender-affirming
healthcare for transgender women in prison. International Journal of Prisoner Health, 13(1),
32-40. https://doi.org/10.1108/IJPH-08-2016-0046; Aldrich, J., Kant, J., & Gramszlo, E. (2023).



https://www.bop.gov/about/statistics/statistics_inmate_gender.jsp
https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/usts/USTS-Full-Report-Dec17.pdf
https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/resources/NTDS_Report.pdf
https://www.cdcr.ca.gov/prea/sb-132-faqs/
https://transgenderlawcenter.org/colorado-judge-approves-groundbreaking-consent-decree-in-transgender-rights-class-action/
https://transgenderlawcenter.org/colorado-judge-approves-groundbreaking-consent-decree-in-transgender-rights-class-action/
https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/usts/USTS-Full-Report-Dec17.pdf
https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/resources/NTDS_Report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJPH-08-2016-0046

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

Gender-affirming care, incarceration, and the eighth amendment. AMA Journal of Ethics,
25(6), E407-413. https://doi.org/10.1001/amajethics.2023.407

*’James, S. E., Herman, J. L., Rankin, S., Keisling, M., Mottet, L., & Anafi, M. (2016). The report
of the 2015 U.S. transgender survey. National Center for Transgender Equality.

https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/usts/USTS-Full-Report-Decl7.pdf

*®Diaz, ). (2022, October). Trans inmates need access to gender-affirming care. Often they
have to sue to get it. National Public Radio.
https://www.npr.org/2022/10/25/1130146647/transgender-inmates-gender-affirming-health-c
are-lawsuits-prison

*®Benedict, A., Ney, B., Ramirez, R. (2015). Gender responsive discipline and sanctions policy
guide for women’s facilities. National Resource Center on Justice Involved Women.
https://cjinvolvedwomen.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/Combined-Discipline-Guide-031518

.pdf

*®Shapiro, J., Pupovac, J., & Lyderson, K. (2018, Oct 15). In prison, discipline comes down
hardest on women. National Public Radio.
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-wom
en

*"'Tasca, M, Orrick, E. A., and Butler, H.D. (2023) Assessing gender differences in prison rule
enforcement: a focus on defiance, Justice Quarterly.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/07418825.2023.22643567?src=

*?Benos, D. & Benedict, A. (2021). Redefining the narrative. Women'’s Justice Institute.
https://redefine.womensjusticeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/W]I-Redefining-the-N
arrative-Bro-L01.pdf

*YShapiro, J., Pupovac, J., & Lyderson, K. (2018, October 15). In prison, discipline comes down
hardest on women. National Public Radio.
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-wom



https://doi.org/10.1001/amajethics.2023.407
https://transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/usts/USTS-Full-Report-Dec17.pdf
https://www.npr.org/2022/10/25/1130146647/transgender-inmates-gender-affirming-health-care-lawsuits-prison
https://www.npr.org/2022/10/25/1130146647/transgender-inmates-gender-affirming-health-care-lawsuits-prison
https://cjinvolvedwomen.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/Combined-Discipline-Guide-031518.pdf
https://cjinvolvedwomen.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/Combined-Discipline-Guide-031518.pdf
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/07418825.2023.2264356?src=
https://redefine.womensjusticeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/WJI-Redefining-the-Narrative-Bro-L01.pdf
https://redefine.womensjusticeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/WJI-Redefining-the-Narrative-Bro-L01.pdf
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

"*U.S. Commission on Human Rights (2020). Women in prison: Seeking justice behind bars.
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf

*>Shapiro, J., Pupovac, J., & Lyderson, K. (2018, Oct 15). In prison, discipline comes down
hardest on women. National Public Radio.
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-wom
en; U.S. Commission on Human Rights (2020). Women in prison: seeking justice behind bars.
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf

*®Shapiro, J., Pupovac, . & Lyderson, K. (2018, Oct 15). In prison, discipline comes down
hardest on women. National Public Radio.
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-wom
en; Benedict, A. & Benos, D. (2016). The Gender Informed Practice Assessment (GIPA):
Summary of findings and recommendations. National Resource Center on Justice Involved
Women and Women’s Justice Institute.
https://staticl.squarespace.com/static/5beab48285edelf7e8102102/t/5d30cb775729f30001e
813ac/1563478904419/GIPA+Logan+CC+Nov+2016+.pdf

*’Shapiro, J., Pupovac, J., & Lyderson, K. (2018, Oct 15). In prison, discipline comes down
hardest on women. National Public Radio.
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-wom
en

*®®*Henry B. F. (2022). Disparities in use of disciplinary solitary confinement by mental health
diagnosis, race, sexual orientation and sex: Results from a national survey in the United
States of America. Criminal Behaviour & Mental Health, 32(2), 114-123.
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbm.2240; U.S. Commission on Human Rights (2020). Women in
prison: Seeking justice behind bars.
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf

*Henry B. F. (2022). Disparities in use of disciplinary solitary confinement by mental health
diagnosis, race, sexual orientation and sex: Results from a national survey in the United


https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women;
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women;
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5beab48285ede1f7e8102102/t/5d30cb775729f30001e813ac/1563478904419/GIPA+Logan+CC+Nov+2016+.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5beab48285ede1f7e8102102/t/5d30cb775729f30001e813ac/1563478904419/GIPA+Logan+CC+Nov+2016+.pdf
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women
https://www.npr.org/2018/10/15/647874342/in-prison-discipline-comes-down-hardest-on-women
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbm.2240
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

States of America. Criminal Behaviour & Mental Health, 32(2), 114-123.
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbm.2240

*%Beck, A. ). (2015), Use of restrictive housing in US prisons and jails, 2011-2012 (NC)
249209). Bureau of Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/urhuspj1112.pdf;
U.S. Commission on Human Rights (2020). Women in prison: Seeking justice behind bars.
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf

1 U.S. Commission on Human Rights (2020). Women in prison: Seeking justice behind bars.
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf

*The Nation. (2017, February 4). Transgender inmate report.
https://www.thenation.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/07/Copy-of-Transgender-Inmate-Report
s-2017-2022-Redacted-2-1.pdf

**Benedict, A. & Benos, D. (2016). The Gender Informed Practice Assessment (GIPA):
Summary of findings and recommendations. National Resource Center on Justice Involved
Women and Women'’s Justice Institute.
https://staticl.squarespace.com/static/5beab48285edelf7e8102102/t/5d30cb775729f30001e
813ac/1563478904419/GIPA+Logan+CC+Nov+2016+.pdf

***Simes, ). T., Western, B., & Lee, A. (2022). Mental health disparities in solitary confinement.
Criminology 60(3), 538-575. https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9125.12315

»Maruschak, L. M., Bronson, J., & Alper, M. (2021). Parents in prison and their minor children
(NCJ 252645). Bureau of Justice Statistics.

https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/pptmcspil6bst.pdf

?*Lynch, S. M., DeHart, D. D., Belknap, J.E., Green, B.L., Dass-Brailsford, P., Johnson, K.A. &
Whalley, E. (2014). A multisite study of the prevalence of serious mental iliness, PTSD, and
substance use disorders of women in jail. Psychiatric Services, 65(5), 670-674.
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201300172

https://ps.psychiatryonline.org/doi/epdf/10.1176/appi.ps.201300172



https://doi.org/10.1002/cbm.2240
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/urhuspj1112.pdf
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf
https://www.thenation.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/07/Copy-of-Transgender-Inmate-Reports-2017-2022-Redacted-2-1.pdf
https://www.thenation.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/07/Copy-of-Transgender-Inmate-Reports-2017-2022-Redacted-2-1.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5beab48285ede1f7e8102102/t/5d30cb775729f30001e813ac/1563478904419/GIPA+Logan+CC+Nov+2016+.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5beab48285ede1f7e8102102/t/5d30cb775729f30001e813ac/1563478904419/GIPA+Logan+CC+Nov+2016+.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9125.12315
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/pptmcspi16st.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201300172
https://ps.psychiatryonline.org/doi/epdf/10.1176/appi.ps.201300172

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

?"Wang, L. (2022). Both sides of the bars: How mass incarceration punishes families. Prison

Policy Initiative. https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2022/08/11/parental_incarceration/

**The Adoption and Safe Families Act (ASFA) requires states to file a petition to terminate
parental rights when a child has been in foster care for 15 of the most recent 22 months, the
child is an abandoned infant, or the parent committed murder or voluntary manslaughter of
another child of the parent, aided or abetted another in such a crime, or committed a felony
assault that resulted in serious bodily injury to the child or another child of the parent. See:
Child Welfare Information Gateway. (2021). Grounds for involuntary termination of parental

*Glaze, L. E., & Maruschak, L. M. (2010). Parents in prison and their minor children (NC)
222984). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://biblioteca.cejamericas.org/bitstream/handle/2015/2976/Parents_Prison_Minor_Children

.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y

> National Resource Center on Children & Families of the Incarcerated. (2014). Children and

families of the incarcerated fact sheet.
https://nrccfi.camden.rutgers.edu/files/nrccfi-fact-sheet-2014.pdf

! Advocacy and Research on Reproductive Wellness of Incarcerated People. (2022). Federal

and state prisons housing women in the US.
https://arrwip.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Federal-and-State-Prisons-Housing-Women-in-

the-US.pdf

**Glaze, L. E., & Maruschak, L. M. (2010). Parents in prison and their minor children (NC)
222984). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://biblioteca.cejamericas.org/bitstream/handle/2015/2976/Parents Prison_Minor_Children
.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y; Mignon, S. I., & Ransford, P. (2012). Mothers in prison:
Maintaining connections with children. Social Work in Public Health, 27(1-2), 69-88.

https://doi.org/10.1080/19371918.2012.630965

***Kjellstrand, J. M., & Eddy, J. M. (2011). Parental incarceration during childhood, family


https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2022/08/11/parental_incarceration/
https://www.childwelfare.gov/resources/grounds-involuntary-termination-parental-rights/
https://biblioteca.cejamericas.org/bitstream/handle/2015/2976/Parents_Prison_Minor_Children.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://biblioteca.cejamericas.org/bitstream/handle/2015/2976/Parents_Prison_Minor_Children.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://nrccfi.camden.rutgers.edu/files/nrccfi-fact-sheet-2014.pdf
https://arrwip.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Federal-and-State-Prisons-Housing-Women-in-the-US.pdf
https://arrwip.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Federal-and-State-Prisons-Housing-Women-in-the-US.pdf
https://biblioteca.cejamericas.org/bitstream/handle/2015/2976/Parents_Prison_Minor_Children.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://biblioteca.cejamericas.org/bitstream/handle/2015/2976/Parents_Prison_Minor_Children.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://doi.org/10.1080/19371918.2012.630965

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

context, and youth problem behavior across adolescence. Journal of Offender Rehabilitation,
50(1), 18-36. https://doi.org/10.1080/10509674.2011.536720; Wildeman, C., Goldman, A. W.,
& Turney, K. (2018). Parental incarceration and child health in the United States.
Epidemiologic reviews, 40(1), 146-156. https://doi.org/10.1093/epirev/mxx013;

“*Wildeman, C., Goldman, A. W., & Turney, K. (2018). Parental incarceration and child health
in the United States. Epidemiologic Reviews, 40(1), 146-156.
https://doi.org/10.1093/epirev/mxx013

**Wildeman, C., & Turney, K. (2014). Positive, negative, or null? The effects of maternal

incarceration on children’s behavioral problems. Demography, 51(3), 1041-1068.
https://www.doi.org/10.1007/s13524-014-0291-z

**Kopak, A. M., & Smith-Ruiz, D. (2016). Criminal justice involvement, drug use, and
depression among African American children of incarcerated parents. Race & Justice, 6(2),
89-116. https://doi.org/10.1177/2153368715586633

»"Mothers and Their Children. (n.d.). About us.
http://www.mothersandtheirchildren.org/about us.aspx

*%Lund. (n.d.). Program highlight: Kids-A-Part.
https://lundvt.org/program-highlight-kids-a-part/; 7D Brand Studio. (2021, September 29).
Maklng connections: How Lund supports Vermont S famllles Seven Days.

amllles 33922409

** National Institute of Corrections. (n.d.). Girl scouts beyond bars.
https://nicic.gov/weblink/girl-scouts-beyond-bars

*%Soltes, F. (2012). Girl scouts beyond bars: providing a better path. Girl Scouts of the USA.
https://www.ojp.gov/pdffiles1/ojjdp/249001.pdf



https://doi.org/10.1080/10509674.2011.536720
https://doi.org/10.1093/epirev/mxx013
https://doi.org/10.1093/epirev/mxx013
https://www.doi.org/10.1007/s13524-014-0291-z
https://doi.org/10.1177/2153368715586633
http://www.mothersandtheirchildren.org/about_us.aspx
https://lundvt.org/program-highlight-kids-a-part/
https://www.sevendaysvt.com/arts-culture/making-connections-how-lund-supports-vermonts-families-33922409
https://www.sevendaysvt.com/arts-culture/making-connections-how-lund-supports-vermonts-families-33922409
https://nicic.gov/weblink/girl-scouts-beyond-bars
https://www.ojp.gov/pdffiles1/ojjdp/249001.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

*Women'’s Storybook Project of Texas. (n.d.). Our mission. https://storybookproject.org/.

*?The Sentencing Project. (2021). In the extreme: Women serving life without parole and
death sentences in the Unlted States.

W|thout Parole and-Death- Sentences in-the-United-States.pdf

*3Nellis, A. (2021). No end in sight: America’s enduring reliance on life imprisonment. The
Sentencing Project.
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/No-End-in-Sight-Americas-Enduring-
Reliance-on-Life-Imprisonment.pdf

**Nellis, A. (2021). No end in sight: America’s enduring reliance on life imprisonment. The
Sentencing Project.
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/No-End-in-Sight-Americas-Enduring-
Reliance-on-Life-Imprisonment.pdf

**The Sentencing Project. (2021). In the extreme: Women serving life without parole and
death sentences in the United States.

W|thout Parole and-Death- Sentences in-the-United-States.pdf

***Clements-Nolle, K., Wolden, M., & Bargmann-Losche, . (2009). Childhood trauma and risk
for past and future suicide attempts among women in prison. Women’s Health Issues, 19,
185-192. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2009.02.002; Dye, M. H., & Aday, R. H. (2013). “I just
wanted to die”: Preprison and current suicide ideation among women serving life sentences.
Criminal Justice & Behavior, 40, 832-849. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854813476266;
Leigey, M. E., & Reed, K. L. (2010). A woman'’s life before serving life: Examining the negative
preincarceration life events of female life-sentenced inmates. Women & Criminal Justice, 20,
302-322. https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2010.512229

*’The Sentencing Project. (2021). In the extreme: Women serving life without parole and
death sentences in the United States.


https://storybookproject.org/
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/In-the-Extreme-Women-Serving-Life-without-Parole-and-Death-Sentences-in-the-United-States.pdf
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/In-the-Extreme-Women-Serving-Life-without-Parole-and-Death-Sentences-in-the-United-States.pdf
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/No-End-in-Sight-Americas-Enduring-Reliance-on-Life-Imprisonment.pdf
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/No-End-in-Sight-Americas-Enduring-Reliance-on-Life-Imprisonment.pdf
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/No-End-in-Sight-Americas-Enduring-Reliance-on-Life-Imprisonment.pdf
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/No-End-in-Sight-Americas-Enduring-Reliance-on-Life-Imprisonment.pdf
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/In-the-Extreme-Women-Serving-Life-without-Parole-and-Death-Sentences-in-the-United-States.pdf
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/In-the-Extreme-Women-Serving-Life-without-Parole-and-Death-Sentences-in-the-United-States.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2009.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854813476266
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2010.512229

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/In-the-Extreme-Women-Serving-Life-
without-Parole-and-Death-Sentences-in-the-United-States.pdf

*Leigey, M. E., & Reed, K. L. (2010). A woman'’s life before serving life: Examining the
negative preincarceration life events of female life-sentenced inmates. Women & Criminal

Justice, 20, 302-322. https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2010.512229

*?Leigey, M. E., & Reed, K. L. (2010). A woman'’s life before serving life: Examining the
negative preincarceration life events of female life-sentenced inmates. Women & Criminal
Justice, 20, 302-322. https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2010.512229

*%Babcock, S., & Greenfield, N. (2023). Gender, Violence, and the Death Penalty. California
Western International Law Journal, 53(2), 327-403.
https://scholarlycommons.law.cwsl.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2044&context=cwilj

»!Brownstein, R., & Rovner, L. (2022). Litigating for improved medical care. Public Health
Behind Bars. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-0716-1807-3 3

®?Harner, H.M., & Riley, S. (2013). Factors contributing to poor physical health in
incarcerated women. Journal of Health Care for the Poor & Underserved 24(2), 788-801.

https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2013.0059

»3Binswanger, I. A., Merrill, J. O., Krueger, P. M., White, M. C., Booth, R. E., & Elmore, J. G.
(2010). Gender differences in chronic medical, psychiatric, and substance-dependence
disorders among jail inmates. American Journal of Public Health, 100(3), 476-482.
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2008.149591

**Binswanger, I. A., Merrill, ). 0., Krueger, P. M., White, M. C., Booth, R. E., & Elmore, ). G.
(2010). Gender differences in chronic medical, psychiatric, and substance-dependence
disorders among jail inmates. American Journal of Public Health, 100(3), 476-482.
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2008.149591



https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/In-the-Extreme-Women-Serving-Life-without-Parole-and-Death-Sentences-in-the-United-States.pdf
https://www.sentencingproject.org/app/uploads/2022/08/In-the-Extreme-Women-Serving-Life-without-Parole-and-Death-Sentences-in-the-United-States.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2010.512229
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2010.512229
https://scholarlycommons.law.cwsl.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2044&context=cwilj
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-0716-1807-3_3
https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2013.0059
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2008.149591
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2008.149591

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

*>Soble, L., Stroud, K., & Weinstein, M. (2020). Eating behind bars: Ending the hidden
punishment of food in prison. Impact Justice.
https://impactjustice.org/wp-content/uploads/lJ-Eating-Behind-Bars-Releasel.pdf

**Collins, S.A., & Thompson, S.H. (2012, July). What are we feeding our inmates? Journal of
Correctional Health Care. http://doi.org/10.1177/1078345812444875; Soble, L., Stroud, K., &
Weinstein, M. (2020). Eating behind bars: ending the hidden punishment of food in prison.
Impact Justice.
https://impactjustice.org/wp-content/uploads/l]-Eating-Behind-Bars-Releasel.pdf

*"Maruschak, L. M., Berzofsky, M., & Unangst, ). (2015). Special report: Medical problems of
state and federal prisoners and jail inmates, 2011-12 (NCJ 248491). Bureau of Justice
Statistics. https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/mpsfpjil112.pdf; National Commission on
Correctional Healthcare (2020). NCCHC position statement: women’s healthcare in
correctional settings.
https://www.ncchc.org/wp-content/uploads/Womens-Health-Care-in-Correctional-Settings-202

0.pdf

**Brousseau, E. C., Ahn, S., & Matteson, K. A. (2019). Cervical cancer screening access,
outcomes, and prevalence of dysplasia in correctional facilities: A systematic review. Journal
of Women'’s Health, 28(12), 1661-1669. https://doi.org/10.1089/jwh.2018.7440; Downey, G.
P., Gabriel, G., Deery, A. R. S., Crow, J., & Walker, P. G. (1994). Management of female
prisoners with abnormal cervical cytology. British Medical Journal, 308(6941), 1412-1414.
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.308.6941.1412; National Commission on Correctional Healthcare.
(2020). NCCHC position statement: Women’s healthcare in correctional settings.
https://www.ncchc.org/wp-content/uploads/Womens-Health-Care-in-Correctional-Settings-202

0.pdf

*? Alcald, H. E., Keim-Malpass, J., & Mitchell, E. M. (2021). Sexual assault and cancer
screening among men and women. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 36(11-12), NP6243-

NP6259. https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0886260518812797

*“Binswanger, I. A., Krueger, P. M., & Steiner, ). F. (2009). Prevalence of chronic medical
conditions among jail and prison inmates in the United States compared with the general


https://impactjustice.org/wp-content/uploads/IJ-Eating-Behind-Bars-Release1.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1177/1078345812444875
https://impactjustice.org/wp-content/uploads/IJ-Eating-Behind-Bars-Release1.pdf
https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/mpsfpji1112.pdf
https://www.ncchc.org/wp-content/uploads/Womens-Health-Care-in-Correctional-Settings-2020.pdf
https://www.ncchc.org/wp-content/uploads/Womens-Health-Care-in-Correctional-Settings-2020.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1089/jwh.2018.7440
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.308.6941.1412
https://www.ncchc.org/wp-content/uploads/Womens-Health-Care-in-Correctional-Settings-2020.pdf
https://www.ncchc.org/wp-content/uploads/Womens-Health-Care-in-Correctional-Settings-2020.pdf
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0886260518812797

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

population. Journal of Epidemiology & Community Health.
http://www.antoniocasella.eu/salute/Binswanger_2009.pdf

' Binswanger, I. A., Krueger, P. M., & Steiner, J. F. (2009). Prevalence of chronic medical
conditions among jail and prison inmates in the United States compared with the general
population. Journal of Epidemiology & Community Health.
http://www.antoniocasella.eu/salute/Binswanger_2009.pdf

*?Binswanger, |. A., White, M. C., Pérez-Stable, E. J., Goldenson, J., & Tulsky, J. P. (2005).
Cancer screening among jail inmates: frequency, knowledge, and willingness. American
Journal of Public Health, 95(10), 1781-1787.

https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2004.052498

**See: Ramaswamy, M., & Kelly, P.]. (2015). “The vagina is a very tricky little thing down
there”: Cervical health literacy among incarcerated women. Journal of Health Care for the
Poor & Underserved, 26(4), 1265-1285. https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2015.0130

***See: Binswanger, |. A., White, M. C., Pérez-Stable, E. ]., Goldenson, J., & Tulsky, J. P. (2005).
Cancer screening among jail inmates: Frequency, knowledge, and willingness. American
Journal of Public Health, 95(10), 1781-1787.

https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2004.052498

**0Qladeru, O. T., Aminawung, J. A., Lin, H-J, Gonsalves, L., Puglisi, L., Mun, S., Gallagher, C.,
Soulos, P., Gross, C. P., & Wang, E. (2022). Incarceration status and cancer mortality: A
population-based study. PLoS ONE 17(9):e0274703.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.Pone.0274703

**Baranyi, G., Cassidy, M., Fazel, S., Priebe, S., & Mundt, A. P. (2018). Prevalence of
posttraumatic stress disorder in prisoners. Epidemiologic Reviews, 40(1), 134-145.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5982805/; Bronson, J. & Berzofsky, M. (2017).
Indicators of mental health problems reported by prisoners and jail inmates, 2011-12 (NCJ
250612). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Rep
orted-by.pdf; Bronson, J., Stroop, J., Zimmer, S., & Berzofsky, M. (2017). Drug use,



http://www.antoniocasella.eu/salute/Binswanger_2009.pdf
http://www.antoniocasella.eu/salute/Binswanger_2009.pdf
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2004.052498
https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2015.0130
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2004.052498
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.Pone.0274703
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

dependence, and abuse among state prisoners and jail inmates, 2007-2009 (NC) 250546).
Bureau of Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf; Mumola, C.
J., & Karberg, J. C. (2007). Drug use and dependence, state and federal prisoners, 2004 (NCJ
213530). Bureau of Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudsfp04.pdf

**’Bronson, ). & Berzofsky, M. (2017). Indicators of mental health problems reported by
prisoners and jail inmates, 2011-12 (NCJ 250612). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Rep

orted-by.pdf

**Bronson, ). & Berzofsky, M. (2017). Indicators of mental health problems reported by
prisoners and jail inmates, 2011-12 (NCJ 250612). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Rep

orted-by.pdf

**Baranyi, G., Cassidy, M., Fazel, S., Priebe, S., & Mundt, A. P. (2018). Prevalence of
posttraumatic stress disorder in prisoners. Epidemiologic Reviews, 40(1), 134-145.
https://www.ncbi.nIm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5982805/

" Al-Rousan, T., Rubenstein, L., Sieleni, B., Deol, H., & Wallace, R. B. (2017). Inside the
nation’s largest mental health institution: A prevalence study in a state prison system. BMC
Public Health, 17, 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-017-4257-0

' Bronson, J., Stroop, J., Zimmer, S., & Berzofsky, M. (2017). Drug use, dependence, and
abuse among state prisoners and jail inmates, 2007-2009 (NC) 250546). Bureau of Justice
Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf

272

Bronson, J., Stroop, J., Zimmer, S., & Berzofsky, M. (2017). Drug use, dependence, and
abuse among state prisoners and jail inmates, 2007-2009 (NC) 250546). Bureau of Justice

Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf

*“Fedock, G. L. (2017). Women'’s psychological adjustment to prison: A review for future
social work directions. Social Work Research, 41(1), 31-42.


https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudsfp04.pdf
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf
https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/3872819/Indicators-of-Mental-Health-Problems-Reported-by.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-017-4257-0
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/dudaspji0709.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

https://doi.org/10.1093/swr/svw031

“*Jacobs, L. A., & Giordano, S. N. (2018). “It's Not Like Therapy”: Patient-inmate perspectives
on jail psychiatric services. Administration and Policy in Mental Health and Mental Health
Services Research, 45, 265-275. https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10488-017-0821-2

*"Jacobs, L. A., & Giordano, S. N. (2018). “It's Not Like Therapy”: Patient-inmate perspectives
on jail psychiatric services. Administration and Policy in Mental Health and Mental Health
Services Research, 45, 265-275.
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10488-017-0821-2; Kaba, F., Lewis, A., Glowa-
Kollisch, S., Hadler, J., Lee, D., Alper, H., ... & Venters, H. (2014). Solitary confinement and
risk of self-harm among jail inmates. American Journal of Public Health, 104(3), 442-447.
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2013.301742; Simes, J. T., Western,
B., & Lee, A. (2022). Mental health disparities in solitary confinement. Criminology 60(3),
538-575. https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9125.12315

**Blitz, C. L., Wolff, N., & Shi, J. (2008). Physical victimization in prison: The role of mental
illness. International Journal of Law & Psychiatry, 31(5), 385-393.
https://doi.org/10.1016/}.ijlp.2008.08.005; Wolff, N., Blitz, C. L., & Shi, J. (2007). Rates of
sexual victimization in prison for inmates with and without mental disorders. Psychiatric
Services, 58(8), 1087-1094.
https://ps.psychiatryonline.org/doi/full/10.1176/ps.2007.58.8.1087

*"Bright, A. M., Higgins, A., & Grealish, A. (2023). Women's experiences of prison-based
mental healthcare: a systematic review of qualitative literature. International Journal of
Prisoner Health, 19(2), 181-198.
https://www.emerald.com/insight/content/doi/10.1108/IJPH-09-2021-0091/full/html; Jacobs, L.
A., & Giordano, S. N. (2018). “It's Not Like Therapy”: Patient-inmate perspectives on jail
psychiatric services. Administration and Policy in Mental Health and Mental Health Services
Research, 45, 265-275. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-017-0821-2

*®Fedock, G. L., Shankar, S., Doria, C., & Malcome, M. (2024). “You have to take care of your
own mental status”: Incarcerated women seeking care within and beyond mental health
treatment. Affilia, 39(2), 302-319. https://doi.org/10.1177/08861099231196223



https://doi.org/10.1093/swr/svw031
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10488-017-0821-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10488-017-0821-2
https://ajph.aphapublications.org/doi/full/10.2105/AJPH.2013.301742
https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9125.12315
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijlp.2008.08.005
https://ps.psychiatryonline.org/doi/full/10.1176/ps.2007.58.8.1087
https://www.emerald.com/insight/content/doi/10.1108/IJPH-09-2021-0091/full/html
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-017-0821-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/08861099231196223

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

" Sufrin, C. & the American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists’ Committee on Health
Care for Underserved Women. (2021, July). Reproductive health care for incarcerated
pregnant, postpartum, and nonpregnant individuals. The American College of Obstetricians
and Gynecologlsts Comm|ttee on Health Care, Number 830

ve- health -care- for incarcerated-pregnant-postpartum-and-nonpregnant-individuals

*®%Vishniac, M. (2023). State laws around menstrual products in prisons. The Prison Flow
Project. https://theprisonflowproject.com/state-laws-around-access/; Federal Bureau of
Prisons. (2020, July 29). Provision of feminine hygiene products.

https://www.bop.gov/policy/om/003_2020.pdf

*® National Commission on Correctional Healthcare. (2020). NCCHC position statement:

Women'’s healthcare in correctional settings.
https://www.ncchc.org/wp-content/uploads/Womens-Health-Care-in-Correctional-Settings-202

0.pdf

*2 Allsworth, J. E., Clarke, )., Peipert, ). F., Hebert, M. R., Cooper, A., & Boardman, L. A. (2007).
The influence of stress on the menstrual cycle among newly incarcerated women. Women’s

Health Issues, 17, 202-209. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2007.02.002

*3 Council on State Governments. (2023). Period poverty: Barriers to safe and equitable
menstrual hygiene.
https://www.csg.org/2023/03/06/period-poverty-barriers-to-safe-and-equitable-menstrual-hyqi
ene/#:~:text=Just%2025%20states%20(Map%202,in%20sufficient%20quantity%20to%20pri
soners; Tapp, K., & Henson, A. (2024). “For men, by men”: Menstrual victimization and the
weaponization of period products in carceral settings. Women’s Health, 20.

https://doi.org/10.1177/17455057241240931

284

U.S. Department of Justice Civil Rights Division. (2014, January 17). Investigation of the
Julia Tutwiler prison for women and notice of expanded investigation.
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/crt/legacy/2014/01/23/tutwiler_findings 1-17-14.pdf

%8> Kauder Nalebuff, R. & Law, V. (2023, March 29). Prisons use menstruation as a form of


https://www.acog.org/clinical/clinical-guidance/committee-opinion/articles/2021/07/reproductive-health-care-for-incarcerated-pregnant-postpartum-and-nonpregnant-individuals
https://www.acog.org/clinical/clinical-guidance/committee-opinion/articles/2021/07/reproductive-health-care-for-incarcerated-pregnant-postpartum-and-nonpregnant-individuals
https://theprisonflowproject.com/state-laws-around-access/
https://www.bop.gov/policy/om/003_2020.pdf
https://www.ncchc.org/wp-content/uploads/Womens-Health-Care-in-Correctional-Settings-2020.pdf
https://www.ncchc.org/wp-content/uploads/Womens-Health-Care-in-Correctional-Settings-2020.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2007.02.002
https://www.csg.org/2023/03/06/period-poverty-barriers-to-safe-and-equitable-menstrual-hygiene/#:~:text=Just%2025%20states%20(Map%202,in%20sufficient%20quantity%20to%20prisoners
https://www.csg.org/2023/03/06/period-poverty-barriers-to-safe-and-equitable-menstrual-hygiene/#:~:text=Just%2025%20states%20(Map%202,in%20sufficient%20quantity%20to%20prisoners
https://www.csg.org/2023/03/06/period-poverty-barriers-to-safe-and-equitable-menstrual-hygiene/#:~:text=Just%2025%20states%20(Map%202,in%20sufficient%20quantity%20to%20prisoners
https://doi.org/10.1177/17455057241240931
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/crt/legacy/2014/01/23/tutwiler_findings_1-17-14.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

punishment. TIME. https://time.com/6265653/prison-menstruation-punishment/

286 Kauder Nalebuff, R. & Law, V. (2023, March 29). Prisons use menstruation as a form of
punishment. TIME. https://time.com/6265653/prison-menstruation-punishment/

*’Barnas, ). (2022). Prison commissaries and services. MOST Policy Initiative.
https://mostpolicyinitiative.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/Prison_Commissaries_and_Servic

es_Final.pdf

**Tapp, K., & Henson, A. (2024). “For men, by men”: Menstrual victimization and the
weaponization of period products in carceral settings. Women’s Health, 20.

https://doi.org/10.1177/17455057241240931

***Missouri Appleseed. (2018). Access to feminine hygiene products in Missouri prisons.

https://missouriappleseed.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/research-summary-access-to-femi

nine-hygiene-products-in-missouri-prisons.pdf

**Maruschak, L. M., Bronson, J., & Alper, M (2021). Medical problems reported by prisoners
(NCJ 252644). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/mprpspil6st.pdf

*'Irazola, S., Maruschak, L.M., & Bronson, J. (2024). Data on maternal health and pregnancy
outcomes from prisons and jails: Results from a feasibility study (NC) 307326). Bureau of

Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/dmhpopj.pdf

2 Council on Criminal Justice. (2023). The footprint: Tracking the size of America’s criminal
justice system.
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-
population/the-footprint/

**Bureau of Justice Statistics. (2023). Federal prisoner statistics collected under the First
Step Act, 2023 (NCJ 307305). https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/fpscufsa23.pdf



https://time.com/6265653/prison-menstruation-punishment/
https://time.com/6265653/prison-menstruation-punishment/
https://mostpolicyinitiative.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/Prison_Commissaries_and_Services_Final.pdf
https://mostpolicyinitiative.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/Prison_Commissaries_and_Services_Final.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/17455057241240931
https://missouriappleseed.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/research-summary-access-to-feminine-hygiene-products-in-missouri-prisons.pdf
https://missouriappleseed.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/research-summary-access-to-feminine-hygiene-products-in-missouri-prisons.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/mprpspi16st.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/dmhpopj.pdf
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-population/the-footprint/
https://counciloncj.foleon.com/the-footprint-trends-in-crime-arrests-and-the-total-correctional-population/the-footprint/
https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/fpscufsa23.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

** Advocacy and Research on Reproductive Wellness of Incarcerated People. (2017).

Pregnancy in prison statistics (PIPS) project.
https://arrwip.org/projects/pregnancy-in-prison-statistics-pips-project/

*% Advocacy and Research on Reproductive Wellness of Incarcerated People. (2017).
Pregnancy in prison statistics (PIPS) project.
https://arrwip.org/projects/pregnancy-in-prison-statistics-pips-project/

*®See Table 1: Zeng, Z. (2023). Jail inmates in 2022—statistical tables (NC) 307086). Bureau
of Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/jail-inmates-2022-statistical-tables

*’See Table 8: Carson, E.A., & Kluckow, R. (2023). Prisoners in 2022-statistical tables (NCJ
307149). Bureau of Justice Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/p22st.pdf

% Advocacy and Research on Reproductive Wellness of Incarcerated People. (2017).
Pregnancy in prison statlstlcs (PIPS) prOJect

**Sufrin, C., Jones, R.K., Beal, L., Mosher, W.D., & Bell, S. (2021). Abortion access for
incarcerated people: Incidence of abortion and policies at U.S. prisons and jails. Obstetrics &
Gynecology 138(3): 330-337. https://doi.org/10.1097/A0G.0000000000004497

*® Cheedalla, A., & Sufrin, C. B. (2021). Contraception policies in U.S. jails, prisons, and
juvenile detention systems: A national survey. Journal of Correctional Health Care, 27(4),
226-231. https://doi.org/10.1089/jchc.19.07.0060

**Daniel, R. (2019). Prisons neglect pregnant women in their healthcare policies. Prison
Policy Initiative. https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2019/12/05/pregnancy/

*®Maruschak, L. M., Bronson, J., & Alper, M (2021). Medical problems reported by prisoners
(NC) 252644) Bureau ofJustlce Statistics.



https://arrwip.org/projects/pregnancy-in-prison-statistics-pips-project/
https://arrwip.org/projects/pregnancy-in-prison-statistics-pips-project/
https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/jail-inmates-2022-statistical-tables
https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/p22st.pdf
https://arrwip.org/projects/pregnancy-in-prison-statistics-pips-project/
https://doi.org/10.1097/AOG.0000000000004497
https://doi.org/10.1089/jchc.19.07.0060
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2019/12/05/pregnancy/
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/mprpspi16st.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

303See TabIe 10: Marushak L. M. (2008) Medlca/ problems ofpnsoners(NCJ 221740).

**Sufrin, C., Beal, L., Clarke, J., Jones, R., Mosher, W. D. (2019). Pregnancy outcomes in U.S.
prisons, 2016-2017. American Journal of Public Health 109, 5, 799-805.
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2019.305006

*®Sufrin, C., Beal, L., Clarke, J., Jones, R., Mosher, W. D. (2019). Pregnancy outcomes in U.S.
prisons, 2016-2017. American Journal of Public Health 109, 5, 799-805.
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2019.305006

**Hotelling B. A. (2008). Perinatal needs of pregnant, incarcerated women. The Journal of
Perinatal Education, 17(2), 37-44. https://doi.org/10.1624/105812408X298372

*Daniel, R. (2019). Prisons neglect pregnant women in their healthcare policies. Prison
Policy Initiative. https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2019/12/05/pregnancy/

*®Nielsen, T., Bernson, D., Terplan, M., Wakeman, S. E., Yule, A. M., Mehta, P. K., Bharel, M.,
Diop, H., Taveras, E. M., Wilens, T. E., & Schiff, D. M. (2020). Maternal and infant
characteristics associated with maternal opioid overdose in the year following delivery.
Addiction, 115(2), 291-301. https://doi.org/10.1111/add.14825

*®Sufrin, C., Sutherland, L., Beal, L., Terplan, M., Latkin, C., Clarke, J. (2020). Opioid use
disorder incidence and treatment among incarcerated pregnant women in the United States:
Results from a national surveillance study. Society for the Study of Addiction.

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/add.15030

*"®Gandhi, K. D., Schak, K. M., Voort, J. L. V., Shekunov, J., Lynch, B. A., Rummans, T. A,, ... &
Romanowicz, M. (2021). The negative impact of maternal perinatal opioid use on neonatal
outcomes. The Primary Care Companion for CNS Disorders, 23(3), 34223.
https://www.psychiatrist.com/pcc/negative-impact-maternal-perinatal-opioid-use-neonatal-out
comes



https://bjs.ojp.gov/library/publications/medical-problems-prisoners
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2019.305006
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2019.305006
https://doi.org/10.1624/105812408X298372
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/blog/2019/12/05/pregnancy/
https://doi.org/10.1111/add.14825
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/add.15030
https://www.psychiatrist.com/pcc/negative-impact-maternal-perinatal-opioid-use-neonatal-outcomes/
https://www.psychiatrist.com/pcc/negative-impact-maternal-perinatal-opioid-use-neonatal-outcomes/

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

*Knittel, A. K., Swartzwelder, R. A., Zarnick, S., Tsujimoto, T. H. M., Horne, T., Lin, F. C., ... &
Jones, H. E. (2022). Medications for opioid use disorder during pregnancy: Access and
continuity in a state women’s prison facility, 2016-2019. Drug & Alcohol Dependence, 232,
109308. https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S037687162200045X

*?Sufrin, C., Kramer, C. T., Terplan, M., Fiscella, K., Olson, S., Voegtline, K., & Latkin, C.
(2022). Availability of medications for the treatment of opioid use disorder among pregnant
and postpartum individuals in US Jails. JAMA Network Open, 5(1):e2144369.
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2021.44369

*Y Advocacy and Research on Reproductive Wellness of Incarcerated People. (2017).
Pregnancy in prison statistics (PIPS) project.
https://arrwip.org/projects/pregnancy-in-prison-statistics-pips-project/

**Baker, B. (2019). Perinatal outcomes of incarcerated pregnant women: An integrative
review. Journal of Correctional Health Care, 25(2),
92-104.http://doi.org/10.1177/1078345819832366; Knight, M., & Plugge, E. (2005). The
outcomes of pregnancy among imprisoned women: A systematic review. BJOG: An
International Journal of Obstetrics & Gynaecology, 112(11), 1467-1474.
https://obgyn.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1471-0528.2005.00749.x; Martin, S.
L., Rieger, R. H., Kupper, L. L., Meyer, R. E., & Qaqish, B. F. (1997). The effect of incarceration
during pregnancy on birth outcomes. Public Health Reports, 112(4), 340-346.
https://www.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1381975

*Knight, M., & Plugge, E. (2005). The outcomes of pregnancy among imprisoned women: A
systematic review. BJOG: An International Journal of Obstetrics & Gynaecology, 112(11),
1467-1474. https://obgyn.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1471-0528.2005.00749.x;

*® Committee on Health Care for Underserved Women. (2021). Committee opinion:
Reproductive health care for incarcerated pregnant, postpartum, and nonpregnant
individuals. The American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists.
https://www.acog.org/clinical/clinical-guidance/committee-opinion/articles/2021/07/reproducti
ve-health-care-for-incarcerated-pregnant-postpartum-and-nonpregnant-individuals; American
Medical Association. (2015). An “Act to prohibit the shackling of pregnant prisoners” model



https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S037687162200045X
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2021.44369
https://arrwip.org/projects/pregnancy-in-prison-statistics-pips-project/
http://doi.org/10.1177/1078345819832366
https://obgyn.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1471-0528.2005.00749.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1381975/#:~:text=After%20controlling%20for%20important%20covariates,with%20higher%20infant%20birth%20weight
https://obgyn.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1471-0528.2005.00749.x
https://www.acog.org/clinical/clinical-guidance/committee-opinion/articles/2021/07/reproductive-health-care-for-incarcerated-pregnant-postpartum-and-nonpregnant-individuals
https://www.acog.org/clinical/clinical-guidance/committee-opinion/articles/2021/07/reproductive-health-care-for-incarcerated-pregnant-postpartum-and-nonpregnant-individuals

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

state legislation.
https://www.ama-assn.org/sites/ama-assn.org/files/corp/media-browser/specialty%20group/ar

c/shackling-pregnant-prisoners-issue-brief.pdf

*" Committee on Health Care for Underserved Women. (2021 Committee opinion:
Reproductive health care for incarcerated pregnant, postpartum, and nonpregnant
individuals. The American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists.
https://www.acog.org/clinical/clinical-guidance/committee-opinion/articles/2021/07/reproducti

ve-health-care-for-incarcerated-pregnant-postpartum-and-nonpregnant-individuals

*® Krishnamoorthi, M, Moss, A., Kramer, C., & Sufrin, C. (2023). States with laws addressing
shackling of pregnant people in custody. Advocacy and Research on Reproductive Wellness
of Incarcerated People. https://arrwip.org/anti-shackling-laws/

*Rayasam, R. (2023, November 17). Most states ban shackling pregnant women in custody,
yet many report being restrained. KFF Health News.
https://kffhealthnews.org/news/article/pregnant-women-prison-handcuffs-restraints-laws/;
Stahl, B., Lagoe, A.J., & Eckert, S. (2021, October 28). KARE 11 investigates: Jailed, innocent,
in labor - and shackled. KARE 11.
https://www.karell.com/article/news/investigations/jailed-innocent-in-labor-and-shackled/89-
185601ee-702c-4ec3-a6c¢c7-5ed3f7266b03

***Kramer, C., Thomas, K., Patil, A., Hayes, C. M., & Sufrin, C. B. (2023). Shackling and
pregnancy care policies in US prisons and jails. Maternal & Child Health Journal, 27(1),
186-196. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10995-022-03526-y

**Goshin, L. S., Sissoko, D. G., Neumann, G., Sufrin, C., & Byrnes, L. (2019). Perinatal nurses’
experiences with and knowledge of the care of incarcerated women during pregnancy and
the postpartum period. Journal of Obstetric, Gynecologic & Neonatal Nursing, 48(1), 27-36.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jogn.2018.11.002; Grundy, S. J., Peterson, M., & Brinkley-Rubinstein,
L. (2022). Comprehensive Reform Urgently Needed in Hospital Shackling Policy for
Incarcerated Patients in the United States. Journal of Correctional Health Care, 28(6),
384-390. https://doi.org/10.1089/jchc.21.07.0070



https://www.ama-assn.org/sites/ama-assn.org/files/corp/media-browser/specialty%20group/arc/shackling-pregnant-prisoners-issue-brief.pdf
https://www.ama-assn.org/sites/ama-assn.org/files/corp/media-browser/specialty%20group/arc/shackling-pregnant-prisoners-issue-brief.pdf
https://www.acog.org/clinical/clinical-guidance/committee-opinion/articles/2021/07/reproductive-health-care-for-incarcerated-pregnant-postpartum-and-nonpregnant-individuals
https://www.acog.org/clinical/clinical-guidance/committee-opinion/articles/2021/07/reproductive-health-care-for-incarcerated-pregnant-postpartum-and-nonpregnant-individuals
https://arrwip.org/anti-shackling-laws/
https://kffhealthnews.org/news/article/pregnant-women-prison-handcuffs-restraints-laws/
https://www.kare11.com/article/news/investigations/jailed-innocent-in-labor-and-shackled/89-185601ee-702c-4ec3-a6c7-5ed3f7266b03
https://www.kare11.com/article/news/investigations/jailed-innocent-in-labor-and-shackled/89-185601ee-702c-4ec3-a6c7-5ed3f7266b03
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10995-022-03526-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jogn.2018.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1089/jchc.21.07.0070

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

*2 Goshin, L.S., Sissoko, G., Neumann, G., Sufrin, C., & Byrnes, L. (2018). Perinatal nurses’

experiences with and knowledge of the care of incarcerated women during pregnancy and
the postpartum period. Journal of Obstetric, Gynecologic & Neonatal Nursing, 48(1), 27-36.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jogn.2018.11.002

***Howland, M. A., Kotlar, B., Davis, L., & Shlafer, R. J. (2021). Depressive symptoms among
pregnant and postpartum women in prison. Journal of Midwifery & Women’s Health, 66(4),

494-502. https://doi.org/10.1111/jmwh.13239

***Getahun, D., Oyelese, Y., Peltier, M., Yeh, M., Chiu, V. Y., Takhar, H., ... & Fassett, M. |.
(2023). Trends in postpartum depression by race/ethnicity and pre-pregnancy body mass
index. American Journal of Obstetrics & Gynecology, 228(1), S122-S123.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajog.2022.11.248

** Asiodu, I. V., Beal, L., & Sufrin, C. (2021). Breastfeeding in incarcerated settings in the
United States: A national survey of frequency and policies. Breastfeeding Medicine, 16(9),

710-716. https://doi.org/10.1089/bfm.2020.0410

*?°Sufrin, C., Sutherland, L., Beal, L., Terplan, M., Latkin, C., Clarke, J. (2020). Opioid use
disorder incidence and treatment among incarcerated pregnant women in the United States:
Results from a national surveillance study. Society for the Study of Addiction, 115(11),
2057-2065. https://doi.org/10.1111/add.15030; Sufrin, C., Kramer, C. T., Terplan, M., Fiscella,
K., Olson, S., Voegtline, K., & Latkin, C. (2022). Availability of medications for the treatment of
opioid use disorder among pregnant and postpartum individuals in US jails. JAMA Network
Open, 5(1), e2144369-e2144369.
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2788243

**"Sufrin, C., Kramer, C. T., Terplan, M., Fiscella, K., Olson, S., Voegtline, K., & Latkin, C.
(2022). Availability of medications for the treatment of opioid use disorder among pregnant
and postpartum individuals in US jails. JAMA Network Open, 5(1), e2144369-e2144369.
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2788243

**¥Sufrin, C., Kramer, C. T., Terplan, M., Fiscella, K., Olson, S., Voegtline, K., & Latkin, C.
(2022). Availability of medications for the treatment of opioid use disorder among pregnant


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jogn.2018.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/jmwh.13239
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajog.2022.11.248
https://doi.org/10.1089/bfm.2020.0410
https://doi.org/10.1111/add.15030
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2788243
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2788243

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

and postpartum individuals in US jails. JAMA Network Open, 5(1), e2144369-e2144369.
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2788243

**Nielsen, T., Bernson, D., Terplan, M., Wakeman, S. E., Yule, A. M., Mehta, P. K., Bharel, M.,
Diop, H., Taveras, E. M., Wilens, T. E., & Schiff, D. M. (2020). Maternal and infant
characteristics associated with maternal opioid overdose in the year following delivery.
Addiction, 115(2), 291-301. https://doi.org/10.1111/add.14825

*%Barnas, ). (2021). Prison Nursery Programs. MOST Policy Initiative.
https://mostpolicyinitiative.org/science-note/prison-nursery-programs/

*! Missouri Department of Corrections. (n.d.). Prison nursery programs.
https://doc.mo.gov/initiatives/prison-nursery-program

*2Gtern, E. A. (2023, April 27). The Utah legislature didn’t fund Utah’s prison nursery. Here's
why. The Salt Lake Tribune.
https://www.sltrib.com/news/politics/2023/04/27/utahs-prison-is-trying-launch/

**Goshin, L. S., Byrne, M. W., & Blanchard-Lewis, B. (2014). Preschool outcomes of children
who lived as infants in a prison nursery. The Prison Journal, 94(2), 139-158.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4655430/

**D’'Ambrosio, L. (2023). Nurturing bonds behind bars: Washington state’s residential
parenting program. Washington Department of Corrections.
https://www.doc.wa.gov/news/2023/08232023.htm; O’Sullivan, J. (2023, November 8). New

mothers can stay with thelr babies at this Washlngton prison. Cascade PBS.

**Carlson, J. R. (2018). Prison nurseries: A way to reduce recidivism. The Prison Journal,

98(6), 760-775. https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885518812694

***Carlson, J. R. (2018). Prison nurseries: A way to reduce recidivism. The Prison Journal,


https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2788243
https://doi.org/10.1111/add.14825
https://mostpolicyinitiative.org/science-note/prison-nursery-programs/
https://doc.mo.gov/initiatives/prison-nursery-program
https://www.sltrib.com/news/politics/2023/04/27/utahs-prison-is-trying-launch/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4655430/
https://www.doc.wa.gov/news/2023/08232023.htm
https://crosscut.com/politics/2023/11/new-mothers-can-stay-their-babies-washington-prison
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885518812694

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

98(6), 760-775. https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885518812694

*’Goshin, L. S., Byrne, M. W., & Henninger, A. M. (2014). Recidivism after release from a
prison nursery program. Public Health Nursing, 31(2), 109-117.
https://doi.org/10.1111/phn.12072

**Dodson, K. D., Cabage, L. N., & McMillan, S. M. (2019). Mothering behind bars: Evaluating
the effectiveness of prison nursery programs on recidivism reduction. The Prison Journal,

99(5), 572-592. https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885519875037

9 Aday, R. H. (2003). Aging prisoners: crisis in American corrections. Penn State Press;
Chettiar, I. M., Bunting, W. C., & Schotter, G. (2012). At America’s expense: The mass
incarceration of the elderly. American Civil Liberties Union.
https://www.prisonlegalnews.org/media/publications/aclu_report on_mass_incarceration of el
derly 2012.pdf; Fellner, J., & Vinck, P. (2012). OIld behind bars: The aging prison population in
the United States. Human Rights Watch.
https://www.hrw.org/report/2012/01/28/old-behind-bars/aging-prison-population-united-
states; Skarupski, K. A., Gross, A., Schrack, J. A., Deal, J. A., & Eber, G. B. (2018). The health
of America’s aging prison population. Epidemiologic Reviews, 40(1), 157-165.

https://doi.org/10.1093/epirev/mxx020

**%Skarupski, K. A., Gross, A., Schrack, J. A., Deal, J. A., & Eber, G. B. (2018). The health of
America’s aging prison population. Epidemiologic Reviews, 40(1), 157-165.
https://doi.org/10.1093/epirev/mxx020

*Leigey, M. E., & Johnston, M. E. (2015). The prevalence of overweight and obesity among
aging female inmates. Journal of Correctional Health Care, 21(3), 276-285.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1078345815588171

**Deaton, D., Aday, R. H., & Wahidin, A. (2010). The effect of health and penal harm on aging
female prisoners’ views of dying in prison. Omega-Journal of Death and Dying, 60(1), 51-70.

https://doi.org/10.2190/0M.60.1.c


https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885518812694
https://doi.org/10.1111/phn.12072
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885519875037
https://www.prisonlegalnews.org/media/publications/aclu_report_on_mass_incarceration_of_elderly_2012.pdf
https://www.prisonlegalnews.org/media/publications/aclu_report_on_mass_incarceration_of_elderly_2012.pdf
https://www.hrw.org/report/2012/01/28/old-behind-bars/aging-prison-population-united-states
https://www.hrw.org/report/2012/01/28/old-behind-bars/aging-prison-population-united-states
https://doi.org/10.1093/epirev/mxx020
https://doi.org/10.1093/epirev/mxx020
https://doi.org/10.1177/1078345815588171
https://doi.org/10.2190/OM.60.1.c

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

**Bedard, R., Metzger, L., & Williams, B. (2016). Ageing prisoners: An introduction to geriatric
health-care challenges in correctional facilities. International Review of the Red Cross,
98(903), 917-939. https://international-review.icrc.org/sites/default/files/irrc-903-12.pdf

**Jaffe, E. F., Palmquist, A. E. L., & Knittel, A. K. (2021). Experiences of menopause during
incarceration. Menopause, 28(7), 829-832. https://doi.org/10.1097/GME.0000000000001762

**Jaffe, E. F., Palmquist, A. E. L., & Knittel, A. K. (2021). Experiences of menopause during
incarceration. Menopause, 28(7), 829-832. https://doi.org/10.1097/GME.0000000000001762

**Duwe, G. (2017). The use and impact of correctional programming for inmates on pre- and
post-release outcomes. National Institute of Justice.
https://www.ojp.gov/pdffiles1/nij/250476.pdf

**'Belknap, J. (2020). The invisible woman: Gender, crime, and justice. Sage Publications.

**Delaney, R., Subramanian, R., & Patrick, F. (2016). Making the grade: Developing quality
postsecondary education programs in prison. Vera Institute of Justice.
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/making-the-grade-postsecondary-education-pro
grams-in-prison.pdf

** Chesnut, K., Taber, N., & Quintana, J. (2022). Second chance pell: Five years of expanding
higher education programs in prisons, 2016-2021. Vera Institute of Justice.
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/second-chance-pell-five-years-of-expanding-acc
ess-to-education-in-prison-2016-2021.pdf

*%Chesnut, K., Taber, N., & Quintana, J. (2022). Second chance pell: Five years of expanding
higher education programs in prisons, 2016-2021. Vera Institute of Justice.
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/second-chance-pell-five-years-of-expanding-acc

ess-to-education-in-prison-2016-2021.pdf

*!Linder, L. (2018). An unsupported population: The treatment of women in Texas’ criminal


https://international-review.icrc.org/sites/default/files/irrc-903-12.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1097/GME.0000000000001762
https://doi.org/10.1097/GME.0000000000001762
https://www.ojp.gov/pdffiles1/nij/250476.pdf
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/making-the-grade-postsecondary-education-programs-in-prison.pdf
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/making-the-grade-postsecondary-education-programs-in-prison.pdf
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/second-chance-pell-five-years-of-expanding-access-to-education-in-prison-2016-2021.pdf
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/second-chance-pell-five-years-of-expanding-access-to-education-in-prison-2016-2021.pdf
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/second-chance-pell-five-years-of-expanding-access-to-education-in-prison-2016-2021.pdf
https://www.vera.org/downloads/publications/second-chance-pell-five-years-of-expanding-access-to-education-in-prison-2016-2021.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

justice system. Texas Criminal Justice Coalition.
https://www.texascjc.org/system/files?file=publications/TCJC%20Womens%20Report%20Part
%202.pdf; The Education Trust. (2022). Beyond the Ban: A toolkit for advancing college
opportunity for justice-impacted students.
https://edtrust.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/Texas-Beyond-the-Ban-A-Toolkit-for-Advancin
g-College-Opportunity-for-Justice-Impacted-Students-March-2022.pdf

2 Crittenden, C. A. (2013). Gender and programming: A comparison of program availability
and participation in US Prisons for men and women (Doctoral dissertation, University of South
Carolina). https://scholarcommons.sc.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1610&context=etd

*3.S. Commission on Human Rights. (2020). Women in prison: Seeking justice behind bars.
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf

4 Crittenden, C.A., & Koons-Witt, B.A. (2017). Gender and programming. International Journal
of Offender Therapy & Comparative Criminology, 61(6), 611-644.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X15601432; Morash, M., Haarr, R. N., & Rucker, L. (1994). A
comparison of programming for women and men in U.S. prisons in the 1980s. Crime &
Delinquency, 40(2), 197-221. https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128794040002004; U.S.
Commission on Human Rights. (2020). Women in prison: seeking justice behind bars.
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf

> Crittenden, C.A., & Koons-Witt, B.A. (2017). Gender and programming. International Journal
of Offender Therapy & Comparative Criminology, 61(6), 611-644.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X15601432; Morash, M., Haarr, R. N., & Rucker, L. (1994). A
comparison of programming for women and men in U.S. prisons in the 1980s. Crime &
Delinquency, 40(2), 197-221. https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128794040002004

**For example, a meta-analysis of 58 studies published between 1980 and 2011 found that
those who participated in educational programming while in prison were 43% less likely to
return to prison upon release than those who didn’t, and those who received vocational
programming were 28% more likely to find employment upon release than those who didn't
receive it. The analysis projected that every dollar invested into prison education would result
in four to five dollars in cost savings. Results were not broken down by sex. Davis, L., Bozick,
R., Steele, J., Saunders, J. and Miles, J. (2013). Evaluating the effectiveness of correctional


https://www.texascjc.org/system/files?file=publications/TCJC%20Womens%20Report%20Part%202.pdf
https://www.texascjc.org/system/files?file=publications/TCJC%20Womens%20Report%20Part%202.pdf
https://edtrust.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/Texas-Beyond-the-Ban-A-Toolkit-for-Advancing-College-Opportunity-for-Justice-Impacted-Students-March-2022.pdf
https://edtrust.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/Texas-Beyond-the-Ban-A-Toolkit-for-Advancing-College-Opportunity-for-Justice-Impacted-Students-March-2022.pdf
https://scholarcommons.sc.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1610&context=etd
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X15601432
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128794040002004
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2020/02-26-Women-in-Prison.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X15601432
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128794040002004

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

education: A meta-analysis of programs that provide education to incarcerated adults. RAND
Corporation. https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_reports/RR266.html

*”Gobeil, R., Blanchette, K., and Stewart, L. (2016). A meta-analytic review of correctional
interventions for women offenders: Gender-neutral versus gender-informed approaches.
Criminal Justice & Behavior, 43(3), 301-322.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854815621100

*%Gobeil, R., Blanchette, K., and Stewart, L. (2016). A meta-analytic review of correctional
interventions for women offenders: Gender-neutral versus gender-informed approaches.
Criminal Justice & Behavior, 43(3), 301-322.

https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854815621100

*?Bloom, B. E., & Covington, S .S. (2008). Addressing the mental health needs of women
offenders. In R. Gido & L. Dalley (Eds.), Women’s Mental Health Issues Across the Criminal
Justice System, pp. 160-176.
https://mronline.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/FinalAddressingtheMentalHealthNeeds.pdf;
Bloom, B. E., Owen, B.,& Covington, S. S. (2003). Gender-responsive strategies: Research,
practice, and guiding principles for women offenders (NCJ 201301). National Institute of
Corrections. https://s3.amazonaws.com/static.nicic.gov/Library/018017.pdf; Brennan, T.,
Breitenbach, M., Dieterich, W., Salisbury, E. J., and van Voorhis, P. (2012). Women’s pathways
to serious and habitual crime: A person-centered analysis incorporating gender responsive
factors. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 39(11), 1,481-508.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812456777; Covington, S. (2007). The relational theory of
women’s psychological development: Implications for the criminal justice system. In R. Zaplin
(Ed.), Female Offenders: Critical Perspectives and Effective Interventions (2nd Ed.).
https://www.stephaniecovington.com/site/assets/files/1530/finaltherelationaltheorychapter20
07.pdf; Gobeil, R., Blanchette, K., & Stewart, L. (2016). A meta-analytic review of correctional
interventions for women offenders: Gender-neutral versus gender-informed approaches.
Criminal Justice & Behavior, 43(3), 301-322. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854815621100;
Stuart, O., & McCoy, E.F. (2023). Gender-responsive programming in women’s prisons. Urban
Institute.
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/2023-04/Gender-Responsive%20Programming%20in
%20Womens%20Prisons.pdf



https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_reports/RR266.html
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854815621100
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0093854815621100
https://mronline.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/FinalAddressingtheMentalHealthNeeds.pdf
https://s3.amazonaws.com/static.nicic.gov/Library/018017.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812456777
https://www.stephaniecovington.com/site/assets/files/1530/finaltherelationaltheorychapter2007.pdf
https://www.stephaniecovington.com/site/assets/files/1530/finaltherelationaltheorychapter2007.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854815621100
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/2023-04/Gender-Responsive%20Programming%20in%20Womens%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/2023-04/Gender-Responsive%20Programming%20in%20Womens%20Prisons.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

**%Covington, S. (2003). Beyond trauma. Center City, MN: Hazeldon.; Covington, S. S. (2008).
Helping women recover: A program for treating substance abuse (Criminal justice edition).
San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.; Najavits, L. M. (2002). Seeking safety, a treatment manual
for PTSD and substance abuse. New York Guilford Press.

**! Covington, S. S. (2015). Beyond violence: A prevention program for criminal justice-
involved women. John Wiley & Sons.

*%2Stuart, 0., and McCoy, E.F. (2023). Gender-responsive programming in women'’s prisons.
Urban Institute.
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/2023-04/Gender-Responsive%20Programming%20in
%20Womens%20Prisons.pdf; CSG Justice Center. (2021). Gender-responsive programming.
https://csgjusticecenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Adopting-GR-Approach_Gender-Res
ponsive-Programming.pdf

*3 Covington, S. S. (2008). Helping women recover: A program for treating substance abuse
(Criminal justice edition). San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.; Najavits, L. M. (2002). Seeking
safety, a treatment manual for PTSD and substance abuse. New York Guilford Press.

***Messina, N., Grella, C. E., Cartier, )., & Torres, S. (2010). A randomized experimental study
of gender-responsive substance abuse treatment for women in prison. Journal of Substance
Abuse Treatment, 38, 97-107. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2009.09.004; Tripodi, S. J.,
Killian, M. O., Gilmour, M., Curley, E., & Herod, L. (2022). Trauma-informed care groups with
incarcerated women: An alternative treatment design comparing seeking safety and STAIR.
Journal of the Society for Social Work & Research, 13(3), 511-531.
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/pdf/10.1086/712732; Tripodi, S. J., Mennicke, A. M.,
McCarter, S. A., & Ropes, K. (2019). Evaluating seeking safety for women in prison: A
randomized controlled trial. Research on Social Work Practice, 29(3), 281-290.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731517706550;

Wolff, N., Frueh, B. C., Shi, J., & Schumann, B. E. (2012). Effectiveness of cognitive-behavioral
trauma treatment for incarcerated women with mental illnesses and substance abuse
disorders. Journal of Anxiety Disorders, 26, 703-710.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.janxdis.2012.06.001; Zlotnick, C., Johnson, J., & Najavits, L. M.
(2009). Randomized controlled pilot study of cognitive-behavioral therapy in a sample of



https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/2023-04/Gender-Responsive%20Programming%20in%20Womens%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/2023-04/Gender-Responsive%20Programming%20in%20Womens%20Prisons.pdf
https://csgjusticecenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Adopting-GR-Approach_Gender-Responsive-Programming.pdf
https://csgjusticecenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Adopting-GR-Approach_Gender-Responsive-Programming.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2009.09.004
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/pdf/10.1086/712732
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731517706550
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.janxdis.2012.06.001

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

incarcerated women with substance use disorder and PTSD. Behavior Therapy, 40, 325-336.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.beth.2008.09.004

**Fedock, G., Kubiak, S., & Bybee, D. (2019). Testing a new intervention with incarcerated
women serving life sentences. Research on Social Work Practice, 29(3), 256-267.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731517700272; Petrillo, M. (2021). ‘We’ve all got a big story’:
Experiences of a trauma-informed intervention in prison. The Howard Journal of Crime &
Justice 60 (2): 232-50. https://doi.org/10.1111/h0jo.12408; Petrillo, M., Thomas, M., &
Hanspal, S. (2019). Healing trauma: Evaluation report. One Small Thing.
https://pure.port.ac.uk/ws/portalfiles/portal/14351866/HT evaluation full report June 2019.p
df; Saxena, P., Messina, N., & Grella, C.E. (2014). Who benefits from gender-responsive
treatment?: Accounting for abuse history on longitudinal outcomes for women in prison.
Criminal Justice & Behavior 41(4): 417-32. https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0093854813514405;
Tripodi, S. J., Mennicke, A. M., McCarter, S. A., & Ropes, K. (2019). Evaluating seeking safety
for women in prison: A randomized controlled trial. Research on Social Work Practice, 29(3),
281-290. https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731517706550; Zlotnick, C, Najavits, L. M., Rohsenow,
D. J., & Johnson, D. M. (2003). A cognitive-behavioral treatment for incarcerated women with
substance abuse disorder and posttraumatic stress disorder: Findings from a pilot study.
Journal of Substance Abuse Treatment, 25(2), 99-105.
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0740-5472(03)00106-5

**Tripodi, S. J., Killian, M. O., Gilmour, M., Curley, E., & Herod, L. (2022). Trauma-informed
care groups with incarcerated women: An alternative treatment design comparing seeking
safety and STAIR. Journal of the Society for Social Work & Research, 13(3), 511-531.
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/pdf/10.1086/712732;

**"Kubiak, S. P., Kim, W. J., Fedock, G., & Bybee, D. (2015). Testing a violence-prevention
intervention for incarcerated women using a randomized control trial. Research on Social

Work Practice, 25(3), 334-348. https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731514534300

**®Gobeil, R., Blanchette, K., & Stewart, L. (2016). A meta-analytic review of correctional
interventions for women offenders: Gender-neutral versus gender-informed approaches.
Criminal Justice & Behavior, 43(3), 301-322. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854815621100

***Messina, N., Grella, C. E., Cartier, )., & Torres, S. (2010). A randomized experimental study


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.beth.2008.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731517700272
https://doi.org/10.1111/hojo.12408
https://pure.port.ac.uk/ws/portalfiles/portal/14351866/HT_evaluation_full_report_June_2019.pdf
https://pure.port.ac.uk/ws/portalfiles/portal/14351866/HT_evaluation_full_report_June_2019.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0093854813514405
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731517706550
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0740-5472(03)00106-5
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/pdf/10.1086/712732
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731514534300
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854815621100

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

of gender-responsive substance abuse treatment for women in prison. Journal of Substance
Abuse Treatment, 38, 97-107. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2009.09.004

*®Kubiak, S., Fedock, G., Kim, W. J., & Bybee, D. (2016). Long-term outcomes of a RCT
intervention study for women with violent crimes. Journal of the Society for Social Work and

Research, 7(4), 661-679. https://doi.org/10.1086/689356

 Agarwal, I., & Draheim, A. A. (2023). Seeking Safety for women in incarceration: A

systematic review. Archives of Women’s Mental Health, 1-11.
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00737-023-01411-3

*?Heiner, B. T., & Tyson, S. K. (2017). Feminism and the carceral state: Gender-responsive
justice, community accountability, and the epistemology of antiviolence. Feminist Philosophy
Quarterly, 3(1). https://doi.org/10.5206/fpa/2016.3.3; Shaylor, C. (2008). Neither kind nor
gentle: The perils of ‘gender responsive justice’. In P. Scraton & J. McCulloch (Eds.), The
Violence of Incarceration (pp. 145-163). Routledge.

*ZHeiner, B. T., & Tyson, S. K. (2017). Feminism and the carceral state: Gender-responsive
justice, community accountability, and the epistemology of antiviolence. Feminist Philosophy
Quarterly, 3(1). https://doi.org/10.5206/fpa/2016.3.3; Shaylor, C. (2008). Neither kind nor
gentle: The perils of ‘gender responsive justice’. In P. Scraton & J. McCulloch (Eds.), The
Violence of Incarceration (pp. 145-163). Routledge.

“*Kahle, L. L. & Rosenbaum, J. (2021) What staff need to know: Using elements of gender-
responsive programming to create safer environments for system-involved LGBTQ girls and
women. Criminal Justice Studies, 34(1), 1-15,
https://doi.org/10.1080/1478601X.2020.1786281; Stuart, O., & McCoy, E. F. (2023). Gender-
responsive programming in women'’s prisons. Urban Institute.
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/2023-04/Gender-Responsive%20Programming%20in
%20Womens%20Prisons.pdf

> Agarwal, |., & Draheim, A. A. (2023). Seeking Safety for women in incarceration: A
systematic review. Archives of Women’s Mental Health, 1-11.
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00737-023-01411-3



http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2009.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1086/689356
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00737-023-01411-3
https://doi.org/10.5206/fpq/2016.3.3
https://doi.org/10.5206/fpq/2016.3.3
https://doi.org/10.1080/1478601X.2020.1786281
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/2023-04/Gender-Responsive%20Programming%20in%20Womens%20Prisons.pdf
https://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/2023-04/Gender-Responsive%20Programming%20in%20Womens%20Prisons.pdf
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00737-023-01411-3

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

®Pew. (2014). Max out: The rise in prison inmates released without supervision.
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/reports/2014/06/04/max-out#:~:text=Be

tween%201990%20and%202012%2C%20the,0f%20all%20releases%2C%20in%202012

*’"National Conference of State Legislatures. (2021). State good time and earned time laws.
https://www.ncsl.org/civil-and-criminal-justice/state-good-time-and-earned-time-laws#: ~:text
=This%20chart%20highlights%20sentence%20credit,Kentucky

®Benos, D. & Benedict, A. (2021). Redefining the narrative. Women'’s Justice Institute.
https://redefine.womensjusticeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/W]I-Redefining-the-N

arrative-Bro-LO1.pdf

*Carson, E. A., and Kluckow, R. (2023). Correctional populations in the United States,
2021—statistical tables (NCJ 305542). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/cpus21stB.pdf

***Hannah-Moffat, K., & Yule, C. (2011). Gaining insight, changing attitudes and managing
‘risk’: Parole release decisions for women convicted of violent crimes. Punishment & Society,
13(2), 149-175. https://doi.org/10.1177/1462474510394961; Sanders, K. (2023). The "second
sentencing”: A qualitative exploration of women going up for parole. Feminist
Criminology,18(2) 91-113.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/15570851221120357

**1 Courtney, L., Halper, )., Henderson, H., Salovaara, K., & Vaughan, E. (2023). Great weight:
A review of California board of parole hearing transcripts to assess frequency and
consideration of intimate partner violence among women convicted of homicide offenses.
Stanford Law School Criminal Justice Center.
https://law.stanford.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/Great-Weight-June-2023.pdf

**2 Courtney, L., Halper, J., Henderson, H., Salovaara, K., & Vaughan, E. (2023). Great weight:
A review of California board of parole hearing transcripts to assess frequency and
consideration of intimate partner violence among women convicted of homicide offenses.
Stanford Law School Criminal Justice Center.
https://law.stanford.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/Great-Weight-June-2023.pdf



https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/reports/2014/06/04/max-out#:~:text=Between%201990%20and%202012%2C%20the,of%20all%20releases%2C%20in%202012
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/reports/2014/06/04/max-out#:~:text=Between%201990%20and%202012%2C%20the,of%20all%20releases%2C%20in%202012
https://www.ncsl.org/civil-and-criminal-justice/state-good-time-and-earned-time-laws#:~:text=This%20chart%20highlights%20sentence%20credit,Kentucky
https://www.ncsl.org/civil-and-criminal-justice/state-good-time-and-earned-time-laws#:~:text=This%20chart%20highlights%20sentence%20credit,Kentucky
https://redefine.womensjusticeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/WJI-Redefining-the-Narrative-Bro-L01.pdf
https://redefine.womensjusticeinstitute.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/WJI-Redefining-the-Narrative-Bro-L01.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/cpus21stB.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/1462474510394961
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/15570851221120357
https://law.stanford.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/Great-Weight-June-2023.pdf
https://law.stanford.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/Great-Weight-June-2023.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

**Erez, E. (1992) Dangerous men, evil women: Gender and parole decisionmaking. Justice
Quarterly, 9:1, 105-126. https://www.doi.org/10.1080/07418829200091271; Richman, K.D.
(2023). Mass incarceration and the collateral problems of parole. InK. M. Budd, D. C. Lane, G.
W. Muschert, & J. A. Smith (Eds.), Beyond Bars (pp. 43-54). Policy Press.
https://bristoluniversitypressdigital.com/edcollchap-oa/book/9781447370130/ch005.xml;
Hancock, K., Brown, P., Hadgis, A., Hollander, M., & Shrider, M. (2018). Parole board
personality and decision making using bias-based reasoning. In Augmented Cognition: Users
and Contexts: 12th International Conference. Held as Part of HCI International 2018, Las
Vegas, NV, Proceedings, Part Il (pp. 255-272). Springer International Publishing.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-91467-1 21

**Ruhland, E., Rhine, E., Robey, J., & Mitchell, K. L. (2016). The continuing leverage of
releasing authorities: Findings from a national survey. Robina Institute of Criminal Law and
Criminal Justice.
https://robinainstitute.umn.edu/sites/robinainstitute.umn.edu/files/2022-02/parole_executive

summary web 11-15.pdf

* Caplan, J. M. (2007). What factors affect parole a review of empirical research. Federal
Probation, 71(3), 16-19.
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/fedpro71&div=29&id=&page=

**¢Sanders, K. (2023). The “second sentencing”: A qualitative exploration of women going up
for parole. Feminist Criminology,18(2) 91-113.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/15570851221120357

*Wodahl, E. (2006). The challenges of prisoner reentry from a rural perspective. Western
Crlm/nology Rev:ew 7(2), 32-47.

87598e3cdfd22bb863

**.S. Commission on Civil Rights. (2019). The crossroads of punishment, redemption, and
the effects on communities.
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2019/06-13-Collateral-Consequences.pdf



https://www.doi.org/10.1080/07418829200091271
https://bristoluniversitypressdigital.com/edcollchap-oa/book/9781447370130/ch005.xml
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-91467-1_21
https://robinainstitute.umn.edu/sites/robinainstitute.umn.edu/files/2022-02/parole_executive_summary_web_11-15.pdf
https://robinainstitute.umn.edu/sites/robinainstitute.umn.edu/files/2022-02/parole_executive_summary_web_11-15.pdf
https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/fedpro71&div=29&id=&page=
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/15570851221120357
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/document?repid=rep1&type=pdf&doi=5aff0d15cc7ada7cf2e26087598e3cdfd22bb863
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/document?repid=rep1&type=pdf&doi=5aff0d15cc7ada7cf2e26087598e3cdfd22bb863
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2019/06-13-Collateral-Consequences.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

**Hersch, ). & Meyers, E.E. (2018). The gendered burdens of conviction and collateral
consequences on employment. Notre Dame Law School Journal of Legislation, 45(2), 171-193.
https://scholarship.law.nd.edu/jleg/vol45/iss2/2

**Maruschak, L. M., Bronson, |., & Alper, M. (2021). Parents in prison and their minor children
(NCJ 252645). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/pptmcspil6st.pdf

*'Tripodi, S. J., Kennedy, S. C., Miller, F., Renn, T., Veeh, C., Pettus, C. & Schelbe, L. (2023). “I
feel like | have ‘prison’ tattooed on my forehead”: Women'’s trajectories after release from
incarceration. Women & Criminal Justice. https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2023.2297019;
Kennedy, S .C., Mennicke, A. & Allen, C. (2020). ‘Il took care of my kids’: Mothering while
incarcerated. Health & Justice 8, 12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40352-020-00109-3

*2Kennedy, S. C., Mennicke, A. & Allen, C. (2020). ‘| took care of my kids": Mothering while
incarcerated. Health & Justice 8, 12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40352-020-00109-3

**Banks, E. (2022). Redefining motherhood: How formerly incarcerated Black mothers frame
mothering choices. Feminist Criminology, 17(4), 450-470.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/15570851221098374; Tripodi, S. J., Kennedy,
S. C., Miller, F., Renn, T., Veeh, C., Pettus, C. & Schelbe, L. (2023). “I feel like | have ‘prison’
tattooed on my forehead”: Women'’s trajectories after release from incarceration. Women &

Criminal Justice. https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2023.2297019

**Kennedy, S.C., & Mennicke, A.M. (2017). "Behind every woman in prison is a man”:
Incarcerated women'’s perceptions of how we can better help them in the context of
interpersonal victimization. Journal of Progressive Human Services.
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/10428232.2017.1399034

**See Methodology, Appendix Table 2: Couloute, L. (2018). Nowhere to Go: Homelessness
among formerly incarcerated people. Prison Policy Initiative.

https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/housing.html#methodology


https://scholarship.law.nd.edu/jleg/vol45/iss2/2
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/pptmcspi16st.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2023.2297019
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40352-020-00109-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40352-020-00109-3
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/15570851221098374
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2023.2297019
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/10428232.2017.1399034
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/housing.html#methodology

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

**See Methodology, Appendix Table 2: Couloute, L. (2018). Nowhere to Go: Homelessness
among formerly incarcerated people. Prison Policy Initiative.
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/housing.html#methodology

*"Bakken, N. W., & Visher, C. A. (2018). Successful reintegration and mental health: An
examination of gender differences among reentering offenders. Criminal Justice & Behavior,
45,1121-1135. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854818774384; Morash, M., & Kashy, D. A.
(2022). The relevance of women’s economic marginalization to recidivism. Criminal Justice &
Behavior, 49, 330-349. https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/00938548211039545

**Morash, M., & Kashy, D. A. (2022). The relevance of women’s economic marginalization to
recidivism. Criminal Justice & Behavior, 49, 330-349.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/00938548211039545

*? Amaning, A. (2024). Supporting women affected by the criminal legal system. Center for
American Progress.
https://www.americanprogress.org/article/playbook-for-the-advancement-of-women-in-the-ec
onomy/supporting-women-affected-by-the-criminal-legal-system/; Umez, C. & Pirius, R.
(2018). Barriers to work: Improving employment in licensed occupations for individuals with
criminal records. National Conference of State Legislatures.
https://compacts.csg.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/criminalRecords v06 web.pdf

“%See Table 3: Couloute, L. & Kopf, D. (2018). Out of prison & out of work: Unemployment
among formerly incarcerated people. Prison Policy Initiative.
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/outofwork.html

“Carson, E. A., Sandler, D. H., Bhaskar, R., Fernandez, L.E., & Porter, S. R. (2021).
Employment of persons released from federal prison in 2010 (NC) 303147). Bureau of Justice

Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/eprfpl0.pdf

“2Carson, E. A., Sandler, D. H., Bhaskar, R., Fernandez, L.E., & Porter, S. R. (2021).
Employment of persons released from federal prison in 2010 (NC) 303147). Bureau of Justice
Statistics. https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/eprfpl0.pdf



https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/housing.html#methodology
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854818774384
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/00938548211039545
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/00938548211039545
https://www.americanprogress.org/article/playbook-for-the-advancement-of-women-in-the-economy/supporting-women-affected-by-the-criminal-legal-system/
https://www.americanprogress.org/article/playbook-for-the-advancement-of-women-in-the-economy/supporting-women-affected-by-the-criminal-legal-system/
https://compacts.csg.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/criminalRecords_v06_web.pdf
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/outofwork.html
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/eprfp10.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/eprfp10.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

“®U.S. Commission on Civil Rights. (2019). The crossroads of punishment, redemption, and
the effects on communities.
https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2019/06-13-Collateral-Consequences.pdf; Hersch, J. &
Meyers, E. E. (2018). The gendered burdens of conviction and collateral consequences on
employment. Notre Dame Law School Journal of Legislation, 45(2), 171-193.
https://scholarship.law.nd.edu/jleg/vol45/iss2/2

“*U.S. Department of Agriculture. (n.d.). Characteristics of SNAP households: FY 2020 and
early months of the COVID-19 pandemic.
https://www.fns.usda.gov/snap/characteristics-snap-households-fy-2020-and-early-months-co
vid-19-pandemic-characteristics; U.S. Department of Health & Human Services Office of
Family Assistance. (n.d.). Characteristics and financial circumstances of TANF recipients, FY
2022.
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/ofa/data/characteristics-and-financial-circumstances-tanf-recipients-
fiscal-year-2022

*% Collateral Consequences Resource Center. (2023). Accessing SNAP and TANF benefits after
a drug conviction: A survey of state laws.
https://ccresourcecenter.org/2023/12/06/accessing-snap-and-tanf-benefits-after-a-drug-convi

ction-a-survey-of-state-
laws/#:~:text=As%200f%20December%205%2C%202023,imposed%20pursuant%20to%20fe
deral%20law

“*Mueller-Smith, M. G., Reeves, J. M., Schnepel, K., & Walker, C. (2023). The direct and
intergenerational effects of criminal history-based safety net bans in the US (No. w31983).
National Bureau of Economic Research.
https://sites.Isa.umich.edu/mgms/wp-content/uploads/sites/283/2024/01/CJARS Safety Net B
ans 20231215.pdf

“"Mueller-Smith, M. G., Reeves, J. M., Schnepel, K., & Walker, C. (2023). The direct and
intergenerational effects of criminal history-based safety net bans in the US (No. w31983).
National Bureau of Economic Research.
https://sites.Isa.umich.edu/mgms/wp-content/uploads/sites/283/2024/01/CJARS Safety Net B
ans 20231215.pdf



https://www.usccr.gov/files/pubs/2019/06-13-Collateral-Consequences.pdf
https://scholarship.law.nd.edu/jleg/vol45/iss2/2
https://www.fns.usda.gov/snap/characteristics-snap-households-fy-2020-and-early-months-covid-19-pandemic-characteristics
https://www.fns.usda.gov/snap/characteristics-snap-households-fy-2020-and-early-months-covid-19-pandemic-characteristics
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/ofa/data/characteristics-and-financial-circumstances-tanf-recipients-fiscal-year-2022
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/ofa/data/characteristics-and-financial-circumstances-tanf-recipients-fiscal-year-2022
https://ccresourcecenter.org/2023/12/06/accessing-snap-and-tanf-benefits-after-a-drug-conviction-a-survey-of-state-laws/#:~:text=As%20of%20December%205%2C%202023,imposed%20pursuant%20to%20federal%20law
https://ccresourcecenter.org/2023/12/06/accessing-snap-and-tanf-benefits-after-a-drug-conviction-a-survey-of-state-laws/#:~:text=As%20of%20December%205%2C%202023,imposed%20pursuant%20to%20federal%20law
https://ccresourcecenter.org/2023/12/06/accessing-snap-and-tanf-benefits-after-a-drug-conviction-a-survey-of-state-laws/#:~:text=As%20of%20December%205%2C%202023,imposed%20pursuant%20to%20federal%20law
https://ccresourcecenter.org/2023/12/06/accessing-snap-and-tanf-benefits-after-a-drug-conviction-a-survey-of-state-laws/#:~:text=As%20of%20December%205%2C%202023,imposed%20pursuant%20to%20federal%20law
https://sites.lsa.umich.edu/mgms/wp-content/uploads/sites/283/2024/01/CJARS_Safety_Net_Bans_20231215.pdf
https://sites.lsa.umich.edu/mgms/wp-content/uploads/sites/283/2024/01/CJARS_Safety_Net_Bans_20231215.pdf
https://sites.lsa.umich.edu/mgms/wp-content/uploads/sites/283/2024/01/CJARS_Safety_Net_Bans_20231215.pdf
https://sites.lsa.umich.edu/mgms/wp-content/uploads/sites/283/2024/01/CJARS_Safety_Net_Bans_20231215.pdf

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

“%® Cuddeback, G. S., Scheyett, A., Pettus-Davis, C., & Morrissey, J. P. (2010). General medical
problems of incarcerated persons with severe and persistent mental illness: A population-
based study. Psychiatric Services, 61(1), 45-49. https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.2010.61.1.45

“*® Anderson, V. R., & Javdani, S. (2017). Physical health needs and treatment for female
offenders returning to society. In L. M. Carter & C. D. Marcum (Eds.), Female offenders and
reentry: Pathways and barriers to returning to society (pp. 28-44). Routledge.
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9781315155142-3/physical-health-need

s-treatment-female-offenders-returning-society-valerie-anderson-shabnam-javdani

“YLink, N. W., Ward, . T., & Stansfield, R. (2019). Consequences of mental and physical
health for reentry and recidivism: Toward a health-based model of desistance. Criminology,
57(3), 544-573. https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9125.12213; Visher, C. A., & Mallik-Kane, K.
(2007). Reentry experiences of men with health problems. In R. Greifinger, Public Health
Behind Bars: From Prisons to Communities (pp. 434-460). New York, NY: Springer.

“! Latham-Mintus, K., Deck, M. M., & Nelson, E. (2023). Aging with incarceration histories: An
intersectional examination of incarceration and health outcomes among older adults. The
Journals of Gerontology: Series B, 78(5), 853-865.

https://scholarworks.iupui.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/13793d87-237d-47b9-acee-29e451
elad35/content

“?Thomas, K., Wilson, J. L., Bedell, P., & Morse, D. S. (2019). “They didn’t give up on me”: A
women'’s transitions clinic from the perspective of re-entering women. Addiction Science &
Clinical Practice, 14, 1-11. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13722-019-0142-8

“*Bonsu-Love, J., & McKinney, S. (2023). Pathways to wellness: Health needs of Black women

after incarceration. National Black Women’s Justice Institute.
https://www.nbwji.org/ files/ugd/0c71ee c82a62a84d4a4f9d9dd54f4076dc5e58.pdf

““*Merrall, E.L., Kariminia, A., Binswanger, .A., Hobbs, M.S., Farrell, M., Marsden, .,

Hutchinson, S.J., Bird, S.M. (2010). Meta-analysis of drug-related deaths soon after release
from prison. Addiction. 105 (9): 1545-1554.
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/d0i/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2010.02990.x



https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.2010.61.1.45
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9781315155142-3/physical-health-needs-treatment-female-offenders-returning-society-valerie-anderson-shabnam-javdani
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9781315155142-3/physical-health-needs-treatment-female-offenders-returning-society-valerie-anderson-shabnam-javdani
https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9125.12213
https://scholarworks.iupui.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/13793d87-237d-47b9-acee-29e451e1a435/content
https://scholarworks.iupui.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/13793d87-237d-47b9-acee-29e451e1a435/content
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13722-019-0142-8
https://www.nbwji.org/_files/ugd/0c71ee_c82a62a84d4a4f9d9dd54f4076dc5e58.pdf
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2010.02990.x

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System

“Binswanger, I. A., Stern, M. F., Deyo, R. A., Heagerty, P. ., Cheadle, A., EImore, J. G., &
Koepsell, T. D. (2007). Release from prison-a high risk of death for former inmates. The New
England Journal of Medicine, 356(2), 157-165. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMsa064115

“®Binswanger, I. A., Stern, M. F., Deyo, R. A., Heagerty, P. J., Cheadle, A., Eimore, |. G., &
Koepsell, T. D. (2007). Release from prison-a high risk of death for former inmates. The New
England Journal of Medicine, 356(2), 157-165. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMsa064115

“7Binswanger, I. A., Stern, M. F., Deyo, R. A., Heagerty, P. J., Cheadle, A., EImore, . G., &
Koepsell, T. D. (2007). Release from prison-a high risk of death for former inmates. The New
England Journal of Medicine, 356(2), 157-165. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMsa064115

“®Durose, M. R., & Antenangeli, L. (2023). Recidivism of females released from state prison,
2012-2017 (NC) 306141). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/rfrsp1217.pdf

“*Durose, M. R., & Antenangeli, L. (2023). Recidivism of females released from state prison,
2012-2017 (NCJ 306141). Bureau of Justice Statistics.
https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/rfrsp1217.pdf

“Huebner, B. M., Dejong, C., & Cobbina, J. (2010). Women coming home: Long-term patterns
of recidivism. Justice Quarterly, 27(2), 225-254.

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/07418820902870486

“!'Boswell, S. (2022). They can’t quit recidivism: A new vision for evaluating community

safety work. Center for Court Innovation.
https://www.innovatingjustice.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2022/Recidivism_Cant_
Quit 101322.pdf; Pettus-Davis, C., Veeh, C. A,, Renn, T., & Kennedy, S. C. (2021). The well-
being development model: A theoretical model to improve outcomes among criminal justice-
system involved individuals. Social Service Review, 5, 413-468.
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/10.1086/715852; Tripodi, S., Kennedy, S. Miller, F.,
Renn, T., Veeh, C., Pettus, C., & Schelbe, L. (2023). “I feel like | have ‘prison’ tattooed on my
forehead”: Women's trajectories after release from incarceration. Women & Criminal Justice.
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2023.2297019



https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMsa064115
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMsa064115
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMsa064115
https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/rfrsp1217.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/rfrsp1217.pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/07418820902870486
https://www.innovatingjustice.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2022/Recidivism_Cant_Quit_101322.pdf
https://www.innovatingjustice.org/sites/default/files/media/document/2022/Recidivism_Cant_Quit_101322.pdf
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/10.1086/715852
https://doi.org/10.1080/08974454.2023.2297019

CCJ Women's Justice: A Preliminary Assessment of Women in the
Criminal Justice System



