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Abstract

This study analyzes in-depth interviews with inesated girls and young women, as well as
contributions from community actors, to assessawersexual environments (CSE) in non-
urban areas. CSEs represent an area of limitedndsthat spotlights spatial disadvantage and
sexual exploitation of at-risk girls, generatingdelasting negative effects for young women
such as sexual harassment, exploitation, and seialahce. Little is known about how CSEs
may increase risk for girls’ involvement in theromal justice system; further, all previous CSE
research has been conducted in urban areas. Tesadtiese voids, the current study takes place
in a primarily rural state, representing socialtcolnmechanisms somewhat different from
cityscapes. Using a multi-pronged conceptual motflgendered pathways, ecological factors,
and feminist criminology, the project relies hegwh stories from incarcerated girls and
women. It identifies gender-specific mechanisms pleapetuate disadvantage and violence,
examining how such apparatus may create a pipgiodghe justice system. Tracing
participants’ community roots, the study furthethgas structural and cultural characteristics of
the locale, assessing social control practicegparted by local professionals. Results confirm
existence of CSEs in rural areas, which may proaacmtive outcomes and establish direct and
indirect connections between young women and thtecgisystem. Non-urban CSEs reveal
origins common to those found in cities; patriarehidentified as accounting for emergence of
CSEs regardless of populous. The maintenance bfresechanisms, however, appear to be
somewhat unique in rural communities; family nambagavily-gendered veneer of idyllic but
[un]safe milieux, and an absence of (and communsityctance to seek) vital services for abused
girls and women are revealed as CSE characteristit® areas of this study. Further, the

current study challenges literature proclaimingesopositive results from high levels of



collective efficacy, finding that strong collectiefficacy in non-urban areas gathers close insider
ties, but “outsiders,” which includes girls idergd in this research, are defined quickly and
deeply, placing them in significant peril. Poli@commendations include trauma-informed
services in rural communities, coupled with edwratn characteristics associated with CSEs.
While this research underscores over-incarceratiairls, it also suggests stop-gap approaches
that address unique needs of young women in thiegusystem. Finally, recommendations for

future CSE studies are offered.
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ties, but “outsiders,” which includes girls idergd in this research, are defined quickly and
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Preface

The title of this study underscores a focus orsgirlrural communities and their
involvement in the juvenile justice system. Thissdirtation offers much more. Chapters 1 and 2
provide a deep dive into life-course histories @fiyg women, specific to their traumas and local
sexualized culture. One must first understand dlo¢srfrom which they grewnspired by
feminist methodology and qualitative research,d dmotionally and interpersonally, interviewing
some of those most oppressed—incarcerated girlsvanten. As Chapter 3 outlines, | attempt to
channel my voice for those who are ignored. | gonidleged white, middle-class, heterosexual,
American-born woman attempting to serve as a csttédy change, referencing horrific stories of
abuse, neglect, outing, abandonment, and betMffat an honor, and, how terrifying.

I hope readers can see the level of care and det¢garticipants offered, showcased in
excerpts within Chapters 4 and 5. | stitched togjetheir stories, along with input from community
stakeholders from frontier, rural, and urban comitnes) to further understand the emergence and
maintenance of coercive sexual environments andhgact. The study employs a focus on Kansas
girls, but these girls represent others—other gieffieated by the heavy hand of patriarchy in atispa
of Kansas, the U.S., and the world. Chapter 6 doéset out to “fix” mechanisms that allow for and
even encourage coercive sexual environments. Raligesignificance begins with recognition of a
systemic issue. The findings, hopefully, will spadaversation, policy change, and hope.

Each chapter begins with a quote, derived from gatam works of literature, excerpts from
prison and community interviews, or song lyricse$é sections detail field notes and the researcher
perspective, all honoring feminist standpoint tlyedihe author’s prefaces are identified usingadtali
and introduce context for each succeeding chapter.

To the sluts, hos, burnouts, and bitches, thisisfer you.
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Chapter 1 - Girls’ pathways into the juvenile justice system

Imagine: You are 15 years old. Your mother, deegriry debt, sends you to give

a strange man $10. But somehow you know he expects— your body. The

world judges you as reckless, promiscuous, andnsiderate of others.

--Kenjdra, in state custody

Author’s preface

As of 2017, the state of Kansas found that an dweiming 80% of youth sent to out-of-
home placements were low or moderate-risk youth¢cating they were incorrectly placed into
a harsh environment deleterious to their develogm®&s extensive research has shown, more
harm than good occurs when the risk-need prinagpleot adequately applied. The current study
explores circumstances of girls who have been irgppately placed into correctional
facilities, examining local influences that maydeage cultural guides into criminal justice
practices and policies, an impoverished area oéagsh.

Kenjdra (above), is an example of a low-risk femalaeth who was placed in the state’s
juvenile correctional facility. (Note: In in thioatext, “low-risk” refers to a youth with few risk
factors known to predict recidivism). Kenjdra wagaauth | worked with while employed as a
psychologist at the state’s only female juvenileaxtional facility. The brief excerpt comes
from one conversation, spurred by a 12-page doctithahrevealed a 10-year timeline of
abusive experiences. She did not enter the fadilig/to a violent crime. Rather, after being
shuffled through more than a dozen out-of-homegntemnts, she was adjudicated for disrespect
for authority, sexual “acting out,” and a series ather minor offenses. Like other girls faced
with a rigid sexual double standard, Kenjdra stepppierough the court’s threshold of patience,
and she was committed to prison for running awaynffan abusive] home.

After being out of the clinical realm for severalys now, my first encounter with

Popkin et al.’s (2015) piece on coercive sexuairenments immediately took me back to my



previous work with girls. | was quickly flooded kvinemories of abuse, neglect, disadvantage,
and oppression. In reflecting on the stories | likarwas as if they were on repeat. Each girl
and her story was unique, but they all found comattynin systems of unfair disadvantage,
community players who seemed not to care, andtaraythat was eager to “lock ‘em up and
throw away the key.”

This personal experience remained a core motivatiagompleting the current study. |
cannot ignore the literature on Smith’s (1987) stpaint theory and the fact that, just like Tilley
(1998), | was unsure if I could complete researchnzarcerated girls and women as | present
as a white, middle-class, heterosexual woman. Eweability to bring in an outside laptop and
recording device gave me additional material poweecognized that my position and
perspective(s) would vary according to each gilavoman | interviewed. To fully involve
myself within the field research, | prepared to @gpg emotionally. As those before us have
observed, a level of emotional response to padiip has furthered the interviewer-participant
relationship. | acknowledge the complexity of iatewing incarcerated girls and women as well
as the ethical tension in establishing an emotidmadd. | fully documented these experiences as
well as my observations and emotional responses.

Given my commitment to standpoint theory and thenist agenda, the reader will see
evidence of the researcher perspective and relahignto the project. Following the tradition of
demystifying the research process and negatingckgn to pure objectivity, | organize my
personal comments through introductions to eachptdrausing italics to set it out for
consideration. In balance, | utilize empirical atigeoretical support situated in firm scholarly

work.



Introduction to the study

Based on previous personal observations as welliasstudies (see Arditti, 2012; Saar,
Epstein, Rosenthal, & Vafa, 2015), the pathwayenjdra and others in similar circumstances
appear to take sharp turns following correctiomahmitment. Studies have found that youth in
out-of-home placements are at a significantly eksvaisk of delinquency than other youth (see
Ryan & Testa, 2005; Snyder & Merritt, 2014), eveaugh many of these youth come from
already-troubled home environments. Regardlesghywith fewer risks to recidivate, based on
the risk-need principle, should be exposed to a&tawsage of correctional intervention. Either
way, greater restriction is rarely the answer, esfilg for female offenders (Sherman & Balck,
2015).

Several characteristics emerge that make Kansestuactive case for evaluating the
risk-need principle as applied to youth. Even tHognsas has a youth crime rate lower than
the national average, the state ranks fifth inndgon for youth confinement. In 2015, the
national average for juvenile incarceration was jLi2nile offenders per 100,000 youth. That
same year, in Kansas, the average was 278 perQDgoith (Juveniles in Corrections, 2015;
KDOC, 2016). Kansas youth crime has decreased thare50 percent in the past ten years, yet
a substantial proportion (around two-thirds) of stete’s juvenile justice budget is spent on out-
of-home placements and juvenile correctional faegi Moreover, overreliance on incarceration
for juvenile offenders is not effective. More thiaalf (54%) of Kansas youth who were sent to
out-of-home placements were not successfully diggthwhile 42% sent to a secure juvenile
correctional facility were incarcerated again witkinree years of their release (Kansans United

for Youth Justice, 2017).



In general, behaviors that lead girls into the ectional system pose no threat to public
safety and thus leave little official justificatidéor incarcerating them (Sherman & Balck, 2015).
Opportunities to divert girls into services rathiean pulling them into the system are available at
many points throughout the justice process (ergstdetention-disposition), but, unfortunately,
gender bias, punitivity, and paternalism channe$ gieeper into the system (Abram, Teplin,
McClelland, & Dulcan, 2003; Espinosa, Sorensen &&x 2013; Sherman & Balck, 2015).
Patriarchy is place and space dependent; it istaga@nd it instills a sense of fear and creates
oppression for girls and women (Enloe, 2017). hntentrance into the juvenile justice system
often predisposes female youth into the adult erahjustice system (Barry, 1995; Peak, 2015;
Rodriguez, 2013; Sickmund, 2004).

Interestingly, many experts agree that keepingttomoderate-risk youth in the
community is a better way to hold youth accountdiEnsans United for Youth Justice, 2017),
and that a developmental approach would be moeetefé (Sherman & Balck, 2015) and more
likely to prevent further offenses (Andrews & Dowdl2006). Although Kenjdra’s home life
created an environment that supported and everueaged her extensive abusive encounters,
her behaviors could have been better addressectamimunity-level interventions. Instead, her
externalizing behaviors (e.g., running away, selfam, and hypersexual activity), products of her
abuse, seemed to catapult her into a pipelinengatirectly to the juvenile justice system. In
turn, the system deepened her trauma-specifiaiegatneeds. Kenjdra is not justy girl;

Kenjdra represents many girls who inadvertentlg filemselves involved with the justice
system.

Girls—especially those who have experienced phisitd sexual abuse and neglect—

are vulnerable to local gendered norms (e.g. girtauld not runaway or use drugs) and biases



(e.g. abused girls are damaged), which, couplell théir community’s failure to intervene,
create a pathway for a life behind bars. The jessigstem tends to view girls’ deviant behavior,
which is often different from what is considered/¥adeviance, as a product of poor choices,
delinquent tendencies, and a continual threat ¢eetad norms of femininity (Bishop & Frazier,
1996; Chesney-Lind, 1989; Sherman & Balck, 2018jriBrchal-established gender norms and
deviations from said norms at the local level rssinl reprimanding girls, often in the harshest of
terms. Further, well-established cultural distion8 of non-urban areas, such as a density of
acquaintanceships (Freudenburg, 1986), suggesjj¢inaered effects may be exaggerated in
rural areas.

Most criminological literature has focused on baysl men with an “add women and
stir” approach to understanding the role of girld asomen (Westmarland, 2001). Girls and boys
may share common factors influencing their entrantethe system, but less attention has been
given to understanding pathways and consequenceggt®m We know less about their previous
exposure to trauma, oppression, and unfair gengercgations in schools, at home, and in their
neighborhoods; many experts claim that communitgraare not doing enough to help prevent
female youth from entering into the criminal justgystem (Juhasz, 2013; U.S. Department of
Education, 2014). Some scholars assert that systeamsas education, child welfare, public
health, and mental health also have failed to meetls of girls, instead criminalizing their
misbehavior (Sherman & Balck, 2015). In the dozefigglacements Kenjdra experienced
throughout her life, she was perceived the same Welat's wrong with this kid?” rather than,
“What happened to this kid?” The current study &&sion what happened to these troubled
girls, with a spotlight on local non-metropolitaonemunities, which has received no attention in

scholarly literature.



Coercive sexualized environments

The current study examines coercive sexual enviemsn(CSE), a concept that
spotlights spatial disadvantage and sexual expimitaf at-risk girls in non-urban communities.
Within this context, “at-risk” is used not in measug risk to offend/reoffend, but as a term
describing a compilation of factors applying spieaify to disadvantaged girls (e.g., family-
related issues (including generational communayust), high poverty rates, abuse, and
interpersonal discord) (Anderson Moore, 2006). Apkh et al. (2015) state, CSEs emerge in
communities that are racially segregated, highowepty and crime, and low in collective
efficacy; prior research use these characteristicsfer to urban conditions. In another study,
Popkin et al. (2010) document that youth who grgwrusuch neighborhoods have a variety of
negative experiences, including developmental delsgrious physical and mental health issues,
earlier sexual exploration, teen parenthood, aedtgr risk for delinquency (Popkin et al.,
2010). Related, Sampson, Raudenbush, and Earlg)(18fine collective efficacy as, “social
cohesion among neighbors combined with their wgltiess to intervene on behalf of a common
good (p. 918), a reference somewhat more usefpphying the term to non-urban areas.

Coercive sexual environments are known for harassmdemestic violence, sexual
harassment, and sexual exploitation and violenggrisfand women (Popkin, Acs, & Smith,
2010; Popkin, Leventhal, & Weismann, 2010; PopkiM&Daniel, 2013) in their everyday lives
(Popkin et al., 2016). For girls like Kenjdra, muafitheir involvement in delinquency stems
from trauma associated with abuse. Smith, Leve h&r@berlain (2006) observed that 93% of
girls studied had experienced sexual or physicasepwhile approximately three-fourths of
them experienced at least one of these inciderds torage thirteen. According to Cernkovich,

Lanctot, and Giordano (2008), girls with a sexualse history are three times more likely than



boys to become chronic adult offenders. In the sstuny, the researchers found that girls who
had a history of physical abuse as minors were itiane six times as likely as other girls to
become habitual offenders. For girls who reportéistory of both sexual and physical abuse,
there was an additional elevation (2.6 times) @iooe@ing a serious offender (Cernkovich,
Lanctot, & Giordano, 2008). These findings are ¢steat with recent research in South
Carolina, suggesting that 81% of delinquent gelsarted a history of sexual violence, while
42% reported the abuse as occurring within a rommaglationship (DeHart & Moran, 2015).
Overall, studies have found that more than onedfalomen offenders had a history of sexual
victimization (DeHart & Moran, 2015; Tasca, Zatz R&driguez, 2012). All forms of violence
and abuse at home are strong predictors of juvgrsteece involvement for girls, especially
regarding sexual abuse (Chamberlain, Leve, & De®ag008; Conrad, Tolou-Shams, Rizzo, &
Brown, 2014; Saar, Epstein, Rosenthal, & Vafa, 3015

A relatively new area of study, CSE research has@&atrated exclusively on urban
areas. What remains unknown is whether coerciveaenvironments exist in non-urban
communities, and if so, how they may mimic or dgeefrom characteristics found in studies of
the city. Local place-level effects must inform ergtanding of CSEs and gender-specific
mechanisms that perpetuate disadvantage and vefengirls, and, in turn, how such apparatus
may create a pipeline into the juvenile justiceeys

Kenjdra’s abuse, something outside her controtj hel future captive. To understand
the abuse-justice process, and to help otheryghtsare being groomed or thrust into this
pipeline, the current study captures voices oféhosst directly affected, documenting the
impact of their lived experiences while investiggthow CSEs coincide with juvenile justice

policies and practices in non-urban areas.



The current study folds together feminist crimirgytldogether with an ecological
systems theory and gendered pathways to betterstadd how coercive sexual environments
may disadvantage girls, and whether CSEs coincitlejuvenile justice policies and practices in
non-urban areas. The following sections review grBpective separately. Following, a
conceptual model demonstrates how each is foldede comprehensive framework for this
dissertation.

Theoretical framework

“Theories have real consequences for real peoplatefnoster & Bachman, 2001, p. 9);
a powerful statement which was taken to hearténctirrent research. The role of theory cannot
be underestimated when working with any populatiocluding an underserved and oppressed
population that has received far too little reskattention. The current study explores
correctives for the marginalized lives of incar¢edsgirls and women. The theoretical
perspectives integrated within the current studgegithe conceptual model (outlined at the end
of Chapter 1), as well as the methodological apgr@and overall facilitation of interview
structure with incarcerated girls and young women.

According to Paternoster and Bachman (2001), exagieriminological theory is
important to, “understand crime and what we neethtnge, and leave unchanged, in order to
reduce crime” (p. 1). The current study would rejbe notion that [certain] criminological
theories are useful only in understandanigne; as this study will demonstrate, it is equally
important to understand social mechanisms behirdsonvolvement in the criminal justice
system, which, for female youth, often stems franidtiood victimization (Conrad et al., 2014;

Sherman & Balck, 2015). It is both humbling and emering to have the opportunity to hear



stories of young girls and women to seek out pasithange for real people; this sentiment is
strongly indicated within feminist criminology.

The notion of theory being used to assess whatldlabiange and remain unchanged is
especially relevant to the current study, as ewddrby Paternoster & Bachman’s (2001)
assertion that public policy should be informed godled by theory. The current study provides
insight into active roles that communities playneventing and responding to sexual violence.
The study recognizes exemplary foundational corscepsociological research, such as social
solidarity. A term coined by a pillar of sociologlaesearch, Durkheim, social solidarity refers
to the ties in a society or community that bindgdedogether as one. In relatively simple
societies, the binding agent may be based on kresid shared values. In more complex
societies, cohesion depends on increasingly mareemus and intricate agents, including a
division of labor and interdependence of its congrarparts; this form is typically referred to as
organic solidarity (Durkheim, 1997). Although pasttustrial society, especially in advanced
societies such as the U.S., is commonly describedganized around organic solidarity, some
remnants of mechanical solidarity (based on lowra of population and relatively
homogeneous characteristics) may remain relevanitral and/or isolated communities. For
example, the rural communities studied in Kansdwbitxa prevalence of agreed-upon norms
such as a high premium on religiosity. These caraiibns, combined with the concept of
collective efficacy, partially direct examinatiohrmn-urban cultures. Using a multi-dimensional
approach— informed by ecological studies, literatoin gendered pathways, and feminist
criminology—the current study interprets genderedpemechanisms that perpetuate
disadvantage and violence for female youth andtaduinen in the highest level of state

supervised custody, the secure correctional fgctlite focus is on those from non-urban areas.



Feminist criminology perspective

A recurrent theme in criminological research iseavy emphasis on the studying of boys
and men to the neglect of girls and women (Ack8r,31 Bernard, 1973; Epstein, 1988; Sprague,
2016). When girls and women have been includeterdelinquency literature, it has been
generally viewed as an “add women and stir’ apgrodbis approach sees gender as a variable
instead of a broader social construct (Chesney;L1889). Yet, a plethora of feminist studies
demonstrate that girls experience culture diffefesrh boys (Hand & Sanchez, 2000; Shoop &
Edwards, 1994; Skaine, 1996), and that communidysarcietal responses to boys' and girls'’
deviance is divergent based on the sex of the kedadeviant (Chesney-Lind, 2006; Hunnicutt,
2009; Ross, 1998). Criminology has been wrought wito decided biases: Most studies have
been based on urban areas (Popkin et al., 201%jrPeipal., 2016; Sampson, 2012) and focus
on the male experience and assumptions of a mal@eged world (Belknap & Hoslinger, 2006;
Chesney-Lind, 1989; Irwin & Chesney-Lind, 2008).

A gendered path into crime for many girls and worstms from an attempt to survive.
They may engage in drug use to numb their abusigespengage in prostitution as a product of
their sexualized pasts, or involve themselves witiminally inclined boys and men (DelLisi,
2002; Surrat, Inciardi, Kurtz, & Kelly, 2004). Theerature is replete with studies that document
entrance into the system as a byproduct of abysses, especially for girls (Popkin, Acs, &
Smith, 2010; Popkin, Leventhal, & Weismann, 2018plen & McDaniel, 2013). Outcomes
typically lead them into status offending behavisush as running away (Chesney-Lind, 2002;
Thornberry, Huizinga, & Loeber, 2004). In some amgtes, once these behaviors are recognized
by the court system, the court may attempt to ‘gotitthem from the evils of the streets, or to

teach them a lesson for diverting from gender nasfromplacency (Bishop & Frazier, 1996;
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Chesney-Lind, 1989; Sherman & Balck, 2015). AltHopgotecting and “teaching them a
lesson” are not the only court alternatives, ouhofe placements, including incarceration, are
often the end result of a line of choices. Onceradle is incarcerated, their symptoms of abuse
and maladaptive coping mechanisms are exacerb@ed, (Epstein, Rosenthal, & Vafa, 2015).
Many scholars who study gender have come to retiletesex differences alone cannot
fully explain forms of oppression. According toeadling expert in the field, Hill Collins (2004),
“Intersectional paradigms view race, class, gengkryality, ethnicity, and age, among others,
as mutually constructing systems of power” (p. Hill. Collins (2009) points out that the
intersectional paradigm helps to shed light on kdowination is organized and structured
differently through diverse local realities (Hilbins, 2009). Rather, systerngpower reflect
certain social beliefs, situations, discourses,fanus of oppression (Acker, 1988; Anderson &
Hill Collins, 2007; Hill Collins, 1999; Hill Collis, 2015; Kane, 2012). Oppression is comprised
of many social dynamics (e.g., gender, race, ardadity). Intersectionality recognizes that it is
not one form of oppression that matters, but thdoams matter; power is embedded in each.
The intersectional paradigm, though complex, depletep interconnectedness of social
inequalities; many argue that acknowledging suchsaacilitates change for the greater good
(Connell, 1987). This means acknowledging formmeguality at the different junctures within
the system. Paik (2017) engaged in ethnograph&arek on the juvenile justice court decision-
making process, finding that race, class, and gedidisions affected how judges described and
dealt with youth. For example, minority youth welescribed as troubled and irresponsible
delinquents who needed to be punished while wiateghywere viewed as having mental health
concerns which required treatment (Paik, 2017yelnanother juvenile justice system study,

focusing on multiple forms of oppression, Ward (2Ddoted that Black girls were viewed as
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less “salvageable” compared to their white courgeggosuggesting that whites are worthier of
rehabilitation (Ward, 2012). When backgrounds alé ksonstant, histories of Black girls do not
lead to viewing them as survivors of their poocemstances, but as failing to adhere to gender
norms (Belknap, 2015).

A feminist criminology perspective stands crucial understanding coercive sexual
environments and how CSEs influence girls’ pathw&y the criminal justice system. As one
example, Miller (2008) found that more than one-ladlgirls she interviewed had experienced
some form of sexual violence or coercion, and yeame-third had experienced repeated sexual
victimization; said study, like most, assumes d¢emiaban context and disadvantage. For instance,
when displacement and urban decay begins to inergesople then invest less stock into the
community, resulting in weakened informal contr®anpson, Raudenbush, & Felton, 1997). A
recent study found that women’s social locationomegal them to various forms of violence
(structural, interpersonal, and symbolic) (Domingu& Menjivar, 2014). The feminist
criminology model draws attention to not only indwal-level interactions, but also socio-
political power associated with gender and othtargectional forms of oppression.

Gendered pathways theory

According to Lawston and Meiners (2014), genderthyways into crime refers to “ways
that physical, mental, and sexual abuse, as weglbasrty and substance abuse, come together so
that young girls and women end up in prison” (p.l6is these factors, and an overall need to
survive violence, that have come to be known aslgest pathways to crime (Belknap, 2001).
Yet, some suggest that this theory of offendingméted to certaingirls and women (e.qg.
targeting communities of color and certain drugdahat disproportionately target Black

women) (Lawston & Meiners, 2014). The current stadgresses the utility of operating under
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the framework of gendered pathways, which incorgsréfe course development. The pathways
framework is also extended by incorporating ditgrand intersectional principles, including
placeas an important influence on individual outcomes.

Sherman and Balck (2015) assert that there are magy that girls’ developmental
experiences, including those associated with almiskence, and deprivation, lead a young girl
into the juvenile justice system. For example,$lievey of Youth in Residential Placement
sampled over 7,000 incarcerated youth and fourtd¢haales reported a rate of physical abuse
twice that of males (42% of females versus 22% ales) (Sedlak & McPherson, 2010).
Researchers also have found that girls living olent homes exhibit a heightened risk for
engaging in delinquent behaviors such as truamcyyad behavior, running away, and substance
abuse (Thornberry, Huizinga, & Loeber, 2004). Shahmful experiences appear to exert a
greater impact on girls’ reentry as well, cleanggesting that sexual abuse has a defining
impact on girls’ involvement in juvenile justice¢@rad et al., 2014).

Scholarship has well established that girls witutnatic experiences tend to become
more deeply involved in the juvenile justice systamd these symptoms are often worsened
because of being involved in the system (Griffia02; Hennessey, Ford, Mahoney, Ko, &
Siegfriend, 2004). Again, much less is known algmrtdered dynamics in non-urban areas,
where informal ties are likely to be much densezBseredy, Donnermeyer, Schwartz, Tunnell,
& Hall, 2007; Popkin et al., 2015; Weisheit & Dommezyer, 2000). A pathways model becomes
useful in investigating its application to gendedstiamics within non-urban locales.

Ecological theory
The ecological systems theory is used to help whaled complex intersections of social

contexts and how those factors shape individuahteh and development (Brofenbrenner,
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1992). Studies supporting how place influences icrfrbehavior have been around since at least
the 1940s with Shaw and McKay's (1942) work on abdisorganization theory. Although
scholars later introduced community-level varialdesh as concentration of poverty (see
Bursik, 1986), many scholars primarily have bypdgsseal locations, producing an urban
ethnocentrism in criminology. Donnermeyer and Dedfedy (2008) suggest that early social
disorganization studies are limited as they assiinaiecrime in rural communities is due to a

lack of cohesion and solidarity, rather than questig whether there are various kinds of social
and normative structures. Pulling from capstonekBeimian concepts, mechanical solidarity
explains the tendency of smaller communities engpgiith one another with a shared sentiment
and responsibility while more specialized or popedacommunities change the
interdependencies between people and a weakecthedl&€onscious. These changes within the
division of labor alter interpersonal relationshgunected through similar work, education,
religion, and general lifestyle (Durkheim, 1997helcurrent study addresses certain similarities
and/or differences in community structure withimagban communities.

Aligned with urban bias, most studies have attechfpgeunderstand lives of girls and
women who reside in densely populated communiiesexample, research consistently
displays the relationship between fear of crime pedeived risk, emphasizing how it is
ecologically patterned (Cobbina, Miller, & Bruns@®08). The ecological position of girls and
women has been studied in a range of criminologittadies (see Cobbina, Miller, & Brunson,
2008; Popkin et al., 2015; Popkin et al., 2016)fbut have considered the spatial positioning of
girls and women in rural communities. Studies hawmd that individual communities are
organized and experienced as gendered, suggestinglace matters (Cobbina, Miller, &

Brunson, 2008; Williams & Craig-Moreland, 2005).tyrural crime and control is one of the
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least studied social problems in critical crimirptqDeKeseredy, Donnermeyer, Schwartz,
Tunnell, & Hall, 2007). If place matters, it seeatss/ious that differences in urban versus rural
environments may result in different community arats, though this is not to imply that rural
communities are in complete opposition to urbameeparts. Donnermeyer and DeKeseredy
(2008) argue that:

Crime within rural places must be understood imteof their own social

organization and culture and is far more complextproximity of cities of

various sizes, population mobility and differentgkociation with gangs and

criminal cliques, although all three remain possinhd legitimate factors in a

larger and more relative milieu of explanatory ahates. (p. 9)
According to Williams and Craig-Moreland (2005)nder norms and expectations in rural
communities may be more traditional than in urb@eas, but also more mixed. For example,
girls may be able to participate in traditional ‘lefaactivities (e.g. driving a tractor) but they
also remain in a culture that is bound by the “lygaand of patriarchy” (Williams & Craig-
Moreland, 2005, p. 2). Their findings also sugdkat rural locale is different from urbanized
areas in several ways. Much like patriarchal baxgaas outlined by Kandiyoti (1988), girls and
women learn the “rules of the game” in dealing viittal patriarchal mechanisms. When girls
deviate from gender norms the response is said,ttntore distilled, assuming overstated
meaning and, in turn, exaggerated reaction” (Wiika& Craig-Moreland, 2005, p. 10). The
following conceptual model illustrates graphicailgw the integration of theories reviewed
inform the current study.

Conceptual model
The conceptual modekrror! Reference source not found, is displayed below. It

depicts the initial process through which this gtugs constructed and serves as the foundation

of research and data analysis procedure. Notetltbahodel assumes (but does not directly
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measure) large historical and structural influertbes are demonstrated in the literature as
exerting effects on life processes. Societal facstwown to be of consequence to girls and
women include the historical core of racial anddggnnequality (Miller, 2002; Miller, 2008),
gendered cultural milieu (Connell, 1987; Popkimlet2015; Popkin et al., 2016; Williams,
2002), an infrastructure of punitivity and massareeration (Abram, Teplin, McClelland, &
Dulcan, 2003; Booth, Farrell, & Varano, 2008; Egsa, Sorensen & Lopez, 2013; Sherman &
Balck, 2015), and federal and state criminal j@spolicies (Kingston, Huizinga, & Elliot, 2009).
The criminal justice box lies outside the purviefahe local community in some respects (e.g.
“deep” end of the system, incarceration) but i¥ stibject to the structural milieu designated as
larger, environmental influences. Again, thesedisplayed as outside the purview of direct
measurement but provide clues to structural inttesn

Figure 1.1: Coercive Sexual Environment Conceptud¥iodel
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Moving inside the model, one can see that the lockdu—referred to here as the
architecture of rural life—sets the environmentathdrop for studying characteristics such as
the rural/urban nature of the community (William<&aig-Moreland, 2005), a density of
informal ties (DeKeseredy, Donnermeyer, Schwartmnell, & Hall, 2007; Popkin et al., 2015;
Weisheit & Donnermeyer, 2005), and local norms @aditions (Connell, 1987; Williams, 2002;
Williams & Craig-Moreland, 2005), all of which acensidered pivotal to understanding
gendered pathways. Next, the model highlightsdderse perspectives, including trajectories
and transitions, as critical to life outcomes afsggand young women (Popkin et al., 2015;
Sherman & Balck, 2015). Finally, the model drawteration to two possible and divergent
outcomes, local interventions (such as treatmengqive programs, and prosocial activities)
and entry into the criminal justice system.

Social supports, while not a major guiding prineipi the current model, carry assumed
influential power throughout the entire model. @al(1994) has pointed out that social forces
are powerful in tearing apart families and commasijtleaving youth in less than ideal
environments. Critically, this study seeks to ustkerd actual supports supplied by families and
communities as well gserceivedsocial supports identified by participating youmgmen
(Cullen, 1994; Matsueda, 1992). Specifically, seh®have recognized the impact of support
from institutions such as schools and faith-basgdmizations as well as from families (Simons,
Simons, Burt, Brody, & Cutrona, 2005), recreaticauadl work experiences, and prosocial peer
involvement (Phillips Smith, Faulk, & Sizer, 2018Yhile families can serve as a social support
for girls, some families may collaborate with thistjce system to threaten or punish girls for

disobedience, sometimes resulting in their remé&reah the home. Such support mechanisms
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vary depending on social location and hierarcheésted to race, ethnicity, and class (Davis,
2007). This study attends to further influencesdasn place-based characteristics.

Different forms of social support may reveal geredecommunity opportunities, which
can include instrumental social supports (e.g. isgek job) and expressive forms of social
support (e.g. close companionship) (Cullen, 19%4n, 1986; Marsh, Evans, & Williams,

2010). Social supports can occur at the micro-léxg). best friend) and informal relations
(Cullen, 1994; Vaux, 1988), or through communitgiabnetworks and formal agencies (e.g.
schools). The current model and interview guidessss all forms of informal and formal social
support prior to incarceration, as well as duritemts of incarceration and post-release. Specific
to juvenile justice involved youth, Craig (2016ufal that although the role of social bonds
reduced rearrests for both boys and girls, theioglship was significant only for girls. For all
incarcerated youth, critical junctures include seddamilial relationships, disruptions and
changes in the school setting, and, at times, ase®in risk to reoffend (due to ignoring the risk-
need principle). Additional family strain results arious members learn to cope and adjust to
the incarceration of their child or sibling (Rodrag, 2013).

The remainder of this chapter continues to proewmigceptual and theoretical explication
for the study of girls and young women involvedhe criminal justice system, framing the
current research for understanding how coerciveaesnvironments may contribute to the
overuse of incarceration. Individual concepts egikd include structural elements relevant to
the conceptual model above and provide a cursceywamw. Chapter Two will more fully

review empirical literature related to such consept
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Community infrastructure

The bulk of literature on life-course and placeedlestudies has been analyzed using male
participants in urban areas. In the current stadgmunity infrastructure focuses on ways in
which girls, primarily from non-urban places, mdaaee their voices regarding their community
culture. The aim is to uncover concepts assochattilife course perspectives (e.g. collective
efficacy) and community structure (e.g. organizagjo Collective efficacy assesses the active
engagement by community members and how commuratylmers are willing to intervene in
youth behavior for the common good (Sampson, Raudsdn & Earls, 1997; Sampson and
Groves, 1989). Literature on collective efficacggests that the regulating of youth behavior
should lead to decreases in delinquency (Kingdtinizinga, & Elliot, 2009; Sampson &
Raudenbush, 1999), and the current study exanteegendered nature of regulating youth
behavior in non-urban places. Although all spaceggandered, the gendering is different from
place to place. The conceptual model allows foagsessment of each girl's community and its
organization as based on gender hierarchy.

The model includes gender power dynamics (e.gagudpparatus and opportunity
structures connected to gendering) specific to camiy. Dorothy Smith is credited with much
of this work and the explanation that social cotggroduce certain experiences with oppression
(Smith, 1987). The series of questions derived ftois part of the conceptual model elicit
responses about the gendered structure within conties a diversity of gender identities,
where girls and boys fit into the fabrics of themmmunity, and how boys and girls share the

same geographic location but different, and limitgghces for opportunity.
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Local gender regime

A major contribution to the conceptual model isog@ition of each community’s local
gender regime. Gender regime is known as a framefeoidentifying specific gender meanings
that are attached to those specific locations (EbntO87; Williams, 2002). The local gender
regime is a product of local media, culture, anéreplace-specific hegemonic masculinity
ideals, and at times, broader culture. Hegemongcaimnity is a concept that refers to the social
practices, which vary by time and place that megage in to retain their dominant position in
society. In highly connected post-modern commusijtiee local gender regime will be
influenced by larger culture. According to Conraeid Messerschmidt (2005), hegemonic
masculinity was originally formulated around theadhat it, “embodied the currently most
honored way of being a man, it required all othenrto position themselves in relation to it, and
it ideologically legitimated the global subordiratiof women and men” (p. 832), all of which is
achieved through, “culture, institutions, and passan” (p. 832). This, along with other
gendered concepts, can readily be seen in diffenexdia outlets (e.g. portraying men in war)
and throughout all institutions (Connell & Messdnsidt, 2005). Within these contexts, violence
has been used as a resource for men in accomgjigter masculinity (Messerschmidt, 1993;
Messerschmidt, 1997). This “resource” allows fa gerpetuation of broader sexualized culture
of girls and women.

Although not all communities, or even all maleg absolute in following the demands
of hegemonic masculinity, men position themselues continuum as it relates to this
ideological construct of being a man; the structtgelf places women in a state of subordination
(Connell, 2005; Connell & Messerschmidt, 2005). Mahthese concepts (e.g. gender regime

and hegemonic masculinity) are time and place §ipenid vary from one community to the
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next, but few have studied the local gender regmraral communities (see Williams & Craig-
Moreland, 2005). It is also the case that faukkdimay be identified within local gender regimes,
giving rise to the possibility of structural vulaility and change (Williams, 2002). Some have
studied rural patriarchy as it does not consisygurtsent in the same manner as patriarchy in
urban areas, but still dominates local gender ndes®s Cohen, 2012; Enloe, 2017).

In the current study, local gender regime focupesifically on how girls and women
experience the local environment and practices avplarticular interest in the awareness and
characteristics of hegemonic masculinity (Conri&87; Smith, 1987). Masculinity, as a
construct, is connected to power but works in waiawvays specific to local culture. Further,
studies have shown that multiple social institusiaccommodate and respond differently to
gendered norms for girls’ and boys’ behavior. Earaeple, sexual harassment in schools
flourish due to school climate (e.g. allowing ineggriate language and behavior), which
negatively affects girls more than boys (BagleylitBo, & Betrand, 1997; Chiodo, Wolfe,
Crooks, Hughes & Jaffe, 2009; Gadin, Hammarstrdd52. Gruber and Fineran (2016) found
that when assessing school outcomes for girls agd, lsexual harassment is a stronger predictor
than bullying, especially for girls. Attention todal gender regime norms elicits discussion on
how individuals or groups treat girls’ behavior wheompared to their male counterparts.
Coercive sexual environments

Most girls and women experience sexism and seXaralsment as everyday
occurrences. According to Gruber and Fireran (20d®ual harassment is directly related to
hegemonic masculinity and its connection to powasnyvell as structural and cultural sanctioned
stereotypes about power relationships. Approxingadak in two women have experienced some

form of sexual harassment during their lifetimen@iGannon, & Saunders, 2009), while
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approximately one in four have experienced somm fofr sexual violence by the age of 18. Girls
under the age of 12 make up 15% of all sexual #ssand rapes, while nearly one-half of all
female rape survivors report their victimizatiomopto the age of 18 (Rennison, 2001; Saar,
Epstein, Rosenthal, & Vafa, 2015). Hand and San¢2@@0) found that girls are more likely to
perceive harassment as harmful when compared ® Bbdydies have found that girls are more
affected by sexual harassment, are sexually hataseee often, and are more likely to attempt
suicide compared to their male counterparts (Badgelitho, & Bertrand, 1997; Chiodo, Wolfe,
Crooks, Hughes, & Jaffe, 2009; Gadin & Hammarstra@@5). Girls’ more frequent experiences
and severity of harassment render them vulnerabgets for physical and sexual harassment
(Hand & Sanchez, 2000); these may occur on a tasys and are perpetuated by cultural
norms.

This section reflects the heart of the currentasdg and the research focuses on local
ideologies toward sexualized norms and genderddnage, especially as perceived by young
women. Inquiries include an exploration of locapesure to sexual violence/coercion. The aim
is to understand how community ideology and/or exjppe to sexual violence/coercion provide a
pipeline from victimization to prison. For many pnile justice-involved girls, participation in
offending behavior is usually a cover-up for otkerious problems experienced by the girl
(Saar, Epstein, Rosenthal, & Vafa, 2015). Thesemized girls then enter the juvenile justice
system, even though they generally pose littleatthneat to public safety (Puzzanchera, 2014).

In most cases, the pipeline-to-prison is a prodfigendered social control. Gendered
social control describes attempts, often on a dabis, to coerce girls and women to conform to
traditional female gender expectations (Ericssalo&, 2006). Research demonstrates that

patriarchal power dynamics result in gender stcatifon within differing institutions (e.qg.
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families and communities), and that these poweravyaos result in gender-specific responses to
social control (Booth, Farrell, & VVarano, 2008).

Literature on sexual environments is new and deltydearrow in participant selection,
targeting youth living in low-income, high poversyricken urban communities. Based on their
research, Popkin et al. (2015) created a modekfxton broader cultural norms around gender-
based abuse, which is combined with elevated lefetbronic violence and poverty and low
levels of collective efficacy. Under such condispsexual harassment, coercion, and other
forms of gender-based violence become normalizedifts and women. Racial segregation
creates neighborhoods rampant with poverty, videaad social disorganization, which is
where the brewing of CSEs emerge (Popkin et al520ret, all studies on CSEs to date neglect
any focus on girls in non-urban communities. Therent study uniquely includes girls and
young women who grew up in rural America and fothmemselves within the highest level of
secure care, secure correctional facilities.

Gendered experiences

“Make me walk, make me talk, do whatever you pleasan act like a star, | can beg on
my knees. Come jump in, bimbo friend, let us dagin. Hit the town, fool around, let's go
party” (Rasted, Norreen, Dif, & Nystrom, 1997). $leixcerpt from a popular pop music song
includes lyrics about undressing the Barbie girllevhving in a Barbie world as long as Barbie
will always belong to Ken. The notion of typicalealled Barbie girls is that they adhere to
mainstream gender norms, norms that encourage glammeauty, and sexual submission to men.
Since West and Zimmerman’s (1987) pivotal work daif\g gender,” an agency-oriented
approach which was introduced thirty years agoglseh have attempted to explain the process

of gendered social interactions. Doing gender songst means owning up to socially prescribed
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gender norms and engaging in expected genderedibeha other instances, it may include
actions of resistance to gender norms. Girls atperence being “sexually policed” for
violating gender roles. These moral violationsraferred to the courts as delinquent acts (Odem
& Schlossman, 1991; Wolters Hinshaw, 2013). Thexditure suggests that girls do gender and
deviance in ways different than boys, and sometimegsys deemed to be against their
expected gendered behavior. The "doing genderppetise, acknowledging ongoing
construction and reconstruction of gender, aff@mi€xcellent tool for including girls'
experiences into research (Miller, 2002; Popkialgt2015; West & Zimmerman, 1987). Such
experiences vary, based on a spectrum of gendersitiv. These gendering processes become
most visible at transitions and points of changgih et al., 2015; Sherman & Balck, 2015),
aligning well with life course perspective.

Related, group consciousness refers to the awa@hesmmonalities and shared
histories of girls and women, based on their powelack of, and position in society. Lack of
power, equality, and equity of opportunities neggti affects self-efficacy and is an unfortunate
reality for many women. Though an elusive conctps, study chooses indirect ways to measure
the influence, and lack thereof, of ways in which tocal community encourages or discourages
girls and their goals, especially in ways thatggahd women access and practice agency in such
environments. A lack of group consciousness oféflects a mounting vulnerability to multiple
forms of abuse (Blessinger, 2015).

Victimization is an unfortunate but common charaste& among the population of
study. Poly-victimization refers to a constellatimirways in which girls and women are often
victimized, establishing the gendered pipeline tht criminal justice system (Sherman &

Balck, 2015; Smith, Leve, & Chamberlain, 2006)tum, histories bring to light details such as
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long-endured dysfunctional home lives (Levenson|i¥yi& Prescott, 2014). Complex trauma
typically refers to the simultaneous or sequermtcaurrence of child maltreatment. The
maltreatment can consist of emotional abuse/negegual and/or physical abuse, and even the
witnessing of domestic violence (DeHart, Lynch, ielp, Dass-Brailsford, & Green, 2014;
NCTSN, 2017). The nature of these forms of malineait is typically chronic in nature and
occurs during early childhood. Complex trauma ugues long-term consequences that are
wide-ranging in nature and invasive (NCTSN, 201fecomes important first to recognize the
face of trauma. Trauma is not just abuse or vi@dnat also witnessing violence as well as
trauma associated with different forms of stignetian (e.g., racism, incarceration and sexual
orientation) (Bloom & Covington, 1995; DeHart et, 2014).
Adaptations

Young women respond to various gendered experieasctdsey are deeply embedded
within the community infrastructure, local gendegime, and at times, coercive sexual
environment. For many girls, their responses ineladgaging in status offenses such as running
away and truancy (Sherman & Balck, 2015; Thornhédfiizinga, & Loeber, 2004). At times,
they engage in sexual deviance and drug/alcohofRmekin et al., 2015; Popkin et al., 2016;
SAMHSA, 2017). Often, such behaviors violate mor@ms and are referred to the courts as
delinquent acts (Odem & Schlossman, 1991). Withtéichavailability or accessibility to local
interventions, girls may engage in self-harmingayetr as well as other forms of maladaptive
coping (Popkin et al., 2010; The National Crittentoundation, 2017).

Imprisoning girls for status offenses is part draader historical development where
institutions monitor the social and moral behawbtroubled girls (Davis, 2007). Boys and men

engage in crime at much higher rates than girlsvemden, and when girls do offend in serious
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crime, it is usually as an accomplice to a mamméanmy cases, girls and women are further
exploited by a male accomplice through the sexetrddug trade, and other criminal enterprises
(Steffensmeier & Allan, 1996). Within the court 8%, some judges have reported detaining
girls who run away or commit other status offers&s means of “protecting” them (Bishop &
Frazier, 1996; Sherman & Balck, 2015); the resulflmost always harmful and, at best,
paternalistic and demeaning.

Exposure to trauma has been known to create aa@wehtal pathway for girls into
involvement within the justice system. Some belithie accounts for the fact that juvenile crime
rates are declining while the involvement of ginghe system is increasing (Bloom &
Covington, 1995; Walker, Muno, Sullivan-Colglaz&15), referring to this link as the
victimization-to-imprisonment pipeline (see Sagsstein, Rosenthal, & Vafa, 2015). For
example, studies have found that girls who rep&atedaway are, in turn, at much greater risk
for sexual and physical victimization (Feitel, Matgpn, Chamas, & Lipman, 1992; Welsh,
Archambault, Janus, & Brown, 1995). Many runawaysranning away from forms of
victimization, which, in turn, involve them with gstitution and drug use (Zahn et al., 2010;
Fagan, Wright, and Pinchevsky, 2013). These schédamnd a positive relationship between
victimization and substance use when controllingighborhood collective efficacy.

Literature on the victim-offender overlap suggektt it is often difficult to draw a
dividing line (Berg & Loeber, 2011; Berg, Stewathreck, & Simons, 2012). For example,
Daly’s (1992; 1994) research with women found fhethways to offending can be lumped into
typologies of street women (25%), harmed-and-hagmiomen (38%), drug-connected women
(15%), battered women (13%) and other (10%), inmgthat many women offend due to

survival needs. In studying female juvenile offersgstudies have also found a relationship
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between sexual assault and subsequent delinquieaibe and substance abuse for girls within
the juvenile justice system (Dembo, Williams, Wahkschmeidler, & Brown, 1992; Jackson,
Hanson, Amstadter, Saunders, & Kilpatrick, 2013ing a set of female youth on probation,
Yeater, Montanaro, and Bryan (2015) uncovered gteat order with increases in substance
abuse following sexual assault; this suggests d teeeope with violence. Six-month follow-ups
also found that this group was at an increasedfoisiurther sexual coercion, suggesting a need
for early intervention.
Local interventions

As the body of literature demonstrates, at-risksgend to engage in self-harming
behaviors, sexual deviance, drugs and/or alcolelarsstatus offenses (e.g. running away) due
to a lack ofcommunity resources (Arditti, 2012; Cobbina, MiJl& Brunson, 2008; Bryant-
Davis, Ullman, Tsong, Tillman, & Smith, 2010; Shemg& Balck, 2015); they tend to
experience multiple systems of abuse, drawing @étteno institutional failures. For example,
DeHart (2009) found that girls located in group lesnor long-term commitment placements had
been victimized multiple times. They also experahseveral adverse childhood events (e.g.
caregiver incarcerationpany scholars conclude that institutions such agation, child
welfare, public health, and mental health havesthtb meet needs of girls and instead
criminalize their misbehavior (Popkin et al., 208ickmund, Sladky, & Kang, 2013); typically,
these girls are blamed for circumstances beyonddbatrol (Sherman & Balck, 2015).
Neighborhoods known for characteristics associatiéitl cumulative disadvantage (e.g. low
income) are theorized to then have a decreaseaifahbility for adequate social supports

(Zuravin, 1989). In such environments, the “undasst is truly set at significant disadvantage.
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Disadvantaged communities offer little means faogmizing these systems of abuse or
in doing anything to help address the trauma. &utstgirls are lost within the fabric of society.
They are viewed as deviant, out-of-line, and nonfaoning. Their behaviors, left unaddressed,
lead them into the court system (Feitel, Marget&ramas, & Lipman, 1992; Welsh,
Archambault, Janus, & Brown, 1995; Zahn et al.,®0In turn, some communities embrace
many opportunities to prevent girls from enterihg juvenile justice system but even when
present, resources are underutilized (Abram, TepuoClelland, & Dulcan, 2003; Espinosa,
Sorensen & Lopez, 2013; Sherman & Balck, 2015).

Privatization of services can also be problematiicientifying at-risk girls. Service
availability varies from place to place, and ruralnmunities often suffer from an additional
barrier due to geographic location. In July of 199 state of Kansas contracted out services
such as family preservation, foster care, and adopervices. This followed a 1993 settlement
agreement resulting in a 1989 class action swithich child advocates claimed that victims of
abuse and neglect were receiving inadequate clalthwe services (LDPA, 2001; Unruh &
Hodgkin, 2004). Unruh and Hodgkin (2004) studiesgtization of child welfare services
specific to Kansas, which pioneered this appro@blough some support was found (Unruh &
Hodgkin, 2004), more than 25 state child welfarerages were sued or placed under federal
court order between 1979 and 2005 (Kosanovich &@les2005). In Kansas, one could go to
www.ks.dcf.org (short for Kansas Department forl@iein and Families) to file a complaint. In
2016, the Kansas Department for Children and Faswias questioned for being a, “Kids for
Cash” type of enterprise, citing financial inceeti&s a motivation for keeping youth in foster
care rather than integrating them back into treginifies (Moore, 2016). At other points in time,

the system has also been criticized for lack ofgit@ent options (Fox, 2018) and for returning
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children too quickly as providers are paid not ldady rate but a lump sum. Results of the
current study will aid local public agencies, statel federal child welfare agencies, legislators,
advocacy groups, and courts (Testa & Poertner, 284 Btate holders shape child welfare (Scott,
2001).

Criminal justice system

As mentioned, judges have reported detaining gins commit status offenses as a
means of “protecting” them (Bishop & Frazier, 1998ierman & Balck, 2015). In fact, scholars
argue that detaining runaway girls represents famtddy the patriarchal system to control girls’
sexuality (MacDonald & Chesney-Lind, 2001; Mahad)2), something that does not occur for
boys. Further, if a youth under supervision oftbarts runs away, it becomes a violation of
probation and ultimately a crime (Davis, 2007).

To combat some of the above-mentioned issuesetterdl Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act (JJDPA) has prohibitedges from locking girls up for status
offenses; however, it does not prohibit them fracking the girls up for not complying with
their court orders (e.g. obeying curfew) (OfficeJafvenile Justice, 2015). In a 2012 national
study, girls represented 29% of youth who wereséece Their arrests were generally for
offenses that posdittle or no threat to public safety (e.g. theft) (Puzzanch2d4).
Researchers have documented such trend. In 20&6, Baber, Beaudry-Cyr, and Toman
utilized data on court referrals from two Mid-Atlamstates and found that female youth were
more likely to be adjudicated as a delinquent wtmmpared to their male counterparts. Girls
were more likely to be deemed delinquent due tolvement in probation violations,

misdemeanor property offenses and person offeasdgselony person offenses than were their
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male counterparts (Peck, Leiber, Beaudry-Cyr, & &an2016). Their findings further support
the notion that girls are judged more harshly fa&irtinvolvement than their male counterparts.
Concluding remarks on the conceptual model

The body of feminist research on youth and coersesaial environments has made
significant strides in understanding impacts onngpgirls. However, current scholars continue
to call for further exploration into the characstigs of CSEs and whether they are common
among all neighborhoods and contexts, or if CSEspecific to only certain areas and
conditions. Little is known about the severity asmeighborhoods and whether the range of
severity differentially affects girls and womenid#sg in those environments, especially in non-
urban areas. Thus, to further understand the nafUL&ES, studying different neighborhoods of
concentrated disadvantage, and with various kimdlscal regimes, becomes a critical next step
(Popkin et al., 2015). A system of unhealthy relaships, poor or failed social supports, and
interconnected institutions of oppression drivésglvehavior, which is oftentimes perceived as
undesirable and/or troublesome to their famili@nmunities, and society (Sherman & Balck,
2015); these characteristics are likely to varxbmmunity size and culture. A combination of
social control and social supports (Cullen, 199¢)accounted for within the conceptual model.

Furthermore, to the best of this researcher’s eaptm, nostudies have examined the
link between CSE and involvement in the juvenilgtige system. There are studies focused
on a rural population of female youth and their@syre to CSEs. Nstudies assessed these
issues beyontken years. That is, no prior research has aimeddsrstanding the role of CSEs
in girls’ eventual entrance into the adult crimipgdtice system, and with no understanding at all
of dynamics within rural communities. The femim&rspective demands that we include girls'

and women's voices as participants in researchjging direct insight and hopefully
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discovering ways to divert most girls from enteraagrectional facilities. With close attention to
experiences of girls and young women, the curreentysseeks to discover whether CSEs can
and do exist in a less populated state, one knowitsf abundance of rural communities.
Working research questions

The following working questions guide the currezgearch:

1. Do coercive sexual environments exist within-nooan communities? If so, what is

the effect on girls and young women?

2. Do coercive sexual environments encoudggp(incarceration) involvement of girls

into the juvenile justice system?

3. Can we identify a pathway from coercive sexmim®nments into the juvenile justice

system and, ultimately, involvement in the aduitnanal justice system?

4. Regarding community resources and practicepedueptions differ between justice-

involved girls and women and those of communitket@lders?

Summary and organization

The evidence is clear on many systemic issuegd, Kirs well known that greater
restriction for offenders is rarely the answer,ezsally for female offenders (Sherman & Balck,
2015). It is also widely accepted that pathwaygrison, for girls, is usually a byproduct of their
past traumatic experiences (Popkin, Acs, & Smifli,& Popkin, Leventhal, & Weismann, 2010;
Popkin & McDaniel, 2013). According to Popkin et @015), broad cultural norms around
gender-based abuse combine with elevated levelsrohic violence and poverty and low levels
of collective efficacy. Under such conditions, saoarassment, coercion, and other forms of
gender-based violence become normalized for gidsveomen and coercive sexual

environments emerge and flourish (Popkin et alLle20With the failure of the education system,
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child welfare, public health, and mental healthedar meet the needs of girls, their behaviors are,
instead, criminalized (Sherman & Balck, 2015). Ehdsparities have been well established
within the literature while studying girls who tgailly live in low-income housing in densely
populated cities (e.g. see Popkin et al., 2015kPogt al., 2016).

Still, I am concerned by the compounded genderedmhcs that continue to oppress
girls and women. Rather than helping them up whew aire down, a patriarchal society exerts
its male-dominated stance, further pushing gifls cumulative disadvantage. | am aware of the
collective markers of CSEs and continue interesixiploring influences based on rural or urban
locality, cultural beliefs, systems and instituspspecific neighborhood characteristics (e.g. low
income and other disadvantage), and socially cocistd inequalities (e.g., low social class,
minority status, and sexuality) as they affectsgahd women, and their pathways—as utilized by
and integrated into state policies—into the crirhjoatice system.

The current study utilizes a multi-dimensional aggmh, informed by feminist
criminology as infused with ecological studies éitetature on collective efficacy and social
control. Literature in these areas are reviewathtterstand gender-specific mechanisms that
perpetuate disadvantage and violence for both giitsyoung adult women who have been
committed to the highest level of state supervaestody, secure correctional facilities. Finally,
but most important, the study hears stories, péisrex and experiences of girls and young
women who have borne the brunt of cumulative diaathge perpetuated by the integration of
CSEs and punitive state policies.

In turn, the study aims toward a deep understanalinghat occurs at the state and local
level about local cultural influence on female pedlys into the correctional system. The broader

aim of this project is to inform Kansas stakehatdafrits findings. | will provide
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recommendations for communities on issues relatéactl culture that may help to combat
sexualized coercion, all of which often resultsiifair disadvantages for girls and young
women. The current study, through a feminist-irsgiconcept of collective efficacy, establishes
a foundation for reexamining local relationshipssial inequalities (e.g. racial and sex
disparities), and the potential impact on its youth

Beyond this introductory chapter, the remaindethefdissertation includes five chapters.
Chapter two provides a literature review, organiagdhe theoretical framework that guides the
study: principles of feminist criminology, whichmeentrates on the social construction of
gender, agency, and power dynamics; gendered pgsh¥aeusing on a development approach;
and an ecological approach with a focus on commuentel factors (e.g. local gender regimes
and collective efficacy). All are, of course, inteined. This project relies heavily on exploratory
gualitative analysis, using a theoretically grouhdenceptual model for guidance, of a highly
vulnerable but critical population, incarceratechée offenders. Following principles
established by feminist scholarship, the study eregged participants to let their voices be
heard, to share their stories of strife and triupgid to provide those interested in an outlet
within which to potentially and significantly chamgtate policies. Chapters four and five
provide results at two levels, personal/individaatl community/structural, respectively. Finally,
a concluding chapter reflects on the full studynmarizing findings, drawing conclusions, and

offering recommendations.
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Chapter 2 - Literature review

Sarah, a girl from rural Kansas, spent her teenrgdzeyond bars. After a history

of status offenses, she exceeded the patience lafddl judiciary and was sent to

the secure correctional facility for a misdemeanbarge. She was released as a

young adult with minimal social and independennbyskills, and few supports.

As local scholars observed, “Some of the worstuiesst of the traditional model

of juvenile justice can be seen in a Kansas cagaving a female juvenile

offender.”

Author’s preface

Craig-Moreland and Haliburton (2004) shared the abastory of Sarah while reviewing
implications of a juvenile sentencing matrix in ksas. As noted in the case above, Sarah was
required to remain behind bars for most of her @oknce due to a misdemeanor charge.
During the same time, Michael (pseudonym) was cttexinio the juvenile correctional facility,
stemming from a spree of crimes including battérgroelderly woman. While Sarah’s
misdemeanor kept her behind bars for five yearshisi!'s felony resulted in a sentence of less
than six months. Staff at the facility stated thatoutcome was due to overcrowding and also
the belief that Michael’s brother was the actuatigator (Craig-Moreland & Haliburton,

2004).

Stories such as Sarah’s are crucial to understagdire lives of young girls and women.
| take seriously the feminist criminology posittbat demands inclusion of those most
oppressed; Sarah and girls like her certainly liat depiction. From the feminist criminologist
standpoint, Chapter 2 provides a brief overviewhefjuvenile justice system nationally as well
as within Kansas. Patriarchy and the institutiozalion of privilege offers a historical review of
criminological literature conducted by white, midettlass men and the need for feminist work.

Girls like Sarah, from rural communities, remairtlnaut a voice. These studies suggest that

victimization creates a pipeline into the juvenilstice system, but primarily for girls. A review
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of the intersectional paradigm is covered, notirgmstudies of poor, minority girls living in
urban communities of disadvantage. Neverthelesapteh 2 includes a review of what is known
about girls residing in rural areas within the U.&d how non-metropolitan culture differs in
the dealings of girls’ behavior. Coercive sexualiemnments create a culture that supports this
victimization, but again, this has only been resbad in urban domains. While tedious at times,
| have found much support for the idea of victimadjustice pipelines for girls, with the
curious and obvious neglect of girls from smallgals. | hope to remedy this excluded niche in
some small way. Finally, the chapter expands uperfaur working research questions.
Juvenile justice and gender as context

Juvenile facilities were first introduced in theitéwl States in 1825 with what were
referred to as houses of refuge (Barry, 1995; P2@Lk5). These facilities were founded to strike
a balance between those who wanted to see yowhdsfs brought to justice, and those who
resisted incarceration for youth (Peak, 2015). dieeorrections began to grow significantly in
the latter half of the nineteenth century. Thet fieform school for juveniles, the Lyman School,
opened in 1846. By 1876, there were 51 reform deshmroplacements open around the United
States. Youth were admitted to these facilitiesafoariety of behavioral concerns including
status behaviors, delinquency, and criminal offense this time, the length of stay was
determined by the facility administrator(s) (Bart§95; McCarthy, Schiraldi, & Shark, 2016).
Some citizens were taking note of behaviors leagimgh into institutions. Many of these youth
were runaways, prostitutes, children believed ¢& ontrol by their parents, or children of
parents who seemed to lack concern (Gluck, 199Was around this time that a movement
began by individuals referred to as the child ssayBarry, 1995; Craig-Moreland & Haliburton,

2004). Child savers pushed for advocacy of youth@evention services in cities (Barry, 1995;
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Davis, 2007). They also advocated for a separatg sgstem for juvenile offenders to help
authorities intervene in lives of youth and thaimilies (Davis, 2007; Platt, 1969). The first
juvenile court was established in Cook County (@ba; IL) in 1899 (Davis, 2007; Wolcott,
2001) and was said to serve as a surrogate paréoiubled youth (Mears, 2006).

The child savers were also concerned with moraawiehn of girls (Belknap & Holsinger,
1998; Chesney-Lind & Shelden, 2004). As white meddiass reformers, they were concerned
about morals of white working-class girls as wslimmigrant girls (Chesney-Lind & Shelden,
2004). Girls who did not adhere to appropriate baira were labeled as wayward and said to
need supervision and control of the juvenile cquaBrmatories, and training schools
(Chesney-Lind & Shelden, 2004; Odem, 1995). Foipidmst several decades, scholars have
revealed the juvenile court’s preoccupation withuse activity and other labeled forms of
immorality (Chesney-Lind & Shelden, 2004; Odem,3;99dem & Schlossman, 1991;
Schlossman & Wallach, 1978; Shelden, 1981). Imgwortant move, the federal government
enacted the 1974 Juvenile Justice and DelinquereyeRtion Act (JJDPA) recognizing a
separate group of offenders known as status offesntiewever, the decline in incarceration
rates for girls leveled off between 1979 and 198Resney-Lind & Shelden, 1998; Chesney-
Lind & Shelden, 2004). According to the literatumethis area, little has changed within the
juvenile justice system and its preoccupation wahtrolling girls’ so-called wayward behavior.

In the early years of the 2@entury, the juvenile court movement grew sigaifitty.
The ruling ideology at that time was that youthlddee reformed. By the early 1970s, the
Lyman School closed and was replaced by smallerrsdacilities focused on community-based
services that were seen as more humane than psawistitutions. The JJDPA, a landmark piece

of legislation, offered grants to states who weiléng to remove status offenders from secure
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custody (Barry, 1995; Peak, 2015). Status offetis&s became a separate category, including
youthful concerns such as running away and beurantr as well as other acts that would not be
criminal if committed by an adult (Peak, 2015).

Just as the policy pendulum swings, so does th@adg surrounding corrections.
Through most of the 1980s and 1990s, a generdbggti-on-crime era became prevalent,
especially promoted through political means, amdphiblic’s views shifted to a much less
sympathetic stance regarding juvenile offendersr{B4a995). Incarceration rates rose for both
adults and juveniles (Sickmund, 2004), and legistateforms emerged, designed to make it
easier to adjudicate youth within the adult crinhjngtice system (Barry, 1995). Increasingly,
more youth were admitted to facilities, leadingptson overcrowding (Gluck, 1997). Research
has also shown that increases in juvenile incatioeraubsequently leads to adult mass
incarceration (Rodriguez, 2013).

As with the adult system, significant shifts ivéumile incarceration rates emerge as a
product of policy choices. Many incarcerated yowttesbehind bars not for serious violent
offenses, but for offenses such as drug and prppdarhes, probation violations (technical
violations) as well as status offenses (Officewfehile Justice and Delinquency Prevention,
2013). For many minority girls and women, changelsw enforcement, sentencing, and policy
have resulted in a “culture of control” that purastgirls and women for deviating from expected
norms associated with femininity (Garland, 200Efféhsmeier, Schwartz, Zhong, & Ackerman,
2005).

Systemic contradictions
During the 1990s, state legislatures began to rzegroblems within the juvenile

justice system. Community-based services (typiaatiger the umbrella of community
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corrections) were in subpar condition and remamedkd with child welfare services. Further
debates occurred regarding sentencing guidelin@ss&s was one of six states that operated
their juvenile justice system with determinatefired, sentencing. Some argue that determinate
sentencing is the product of increased suppor foore punitive approach to juvenile justice
(see Craig-Moreland & Haliburton, 2004) with theadof, “same crime, same time” justice. This
philosophy contradicts the competing ideology fbaénile offenders often exhibit unique,
individual needs.

It was during this era that Sarah, the girl merdgobat the beginning of this chapter, spent
her teen years behind bars. It was shortly afteaf8a sentencing that the Kansas Youth
Authority recommended adoption of a sentencing im&trestablish criteria for admission into a
juvenile correctional facility. Craig-Moreland ahthliburton (2004) analyzed the admission data
before and after implementation of the sentenciagyrimnfor juvenile offenders in Kansas (years
1999-2001). In the three years prior to implemeotedf the matrix, they found a “substantial”
number of females admitted to the juvenile coroedl facilities in Kansas, representing 13
percent of all admissions. However, after impleragah of the matrix, female referrals to the
juvenile correctional facility dropped substantallalling to eight percent of all admissions
(Craig-Moreland & Haliburton, 2004). They furtheund that 23% of admissions fell below the
standards of admission per the matrix; these adnissvere slightly more female and slightly
more minority than the entire admissions populatidmrese findings suggest that without hard
policy implementation, girls were being incarceda#e higher rates and for lower level offenses
than their male counterparts. Although the aboudysbbserved a decline in female youth
admission rates, the informal but firm patriarctedé of the juvenile justice court still holds a

strong presence today.
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Despite increased rates of girls’ arrests and geration, data indicate no evidence of an
increase in female criminal activity (Espinosa,&sen, & Lopez, 2013; Zahn et al., 2010).
Ironically, girls and women represent the fastestwing population of inmates (Bosworth &
Kaufman, 2012; Burgess-Proctor, 2006; Chesney-12006), even though girls’ delinquent acts
occur less frequently and to a less serious debesethose of boys (Snyder & Sickmund, 2006;
Zahn et al., 2008). Further, an increase in vioteime convictions for female offenders is not a
reflection of increases in violent behavior, budlige to changes in laws and official action
(Chesney-Lind, 2003). According to Puzzanchera420dany arrests are connected to poverty,
as well as issues regarding abusive homes, re&diips, and community responses.

In addition to abusive histories and paternalisome sources cite lack of police training
as a partial explanation for how some youth becmwaved in the criminal justice system. One
2011 study revealed that only two states utilip®kce training component that included a focus
on youth development, while only eight states ptedia best-practices training when interacting
with adolescents (Strategies, 2013). These findsuggest that those working with youth on the
front end are ill-equipped with knowledge regarduagises of youth delinquency amalwvto
successfully intervene.

State-level juvenile justice: One Midwestern state

Kansas, where the current study was located, acoalat®es several paths that may
determine direction once a youth offender entezgukienile justice system. Following a
disposition hearing, a youth can be located tonatgan house or detention, processed through
court services, placed in Intensive Supervised &rob (ISP) or Case Management (CM), or be
sent to any number of out-of-home placement. Ind@anthese placements include Psychiatric

Residential Treatment Facilities (PRTF), Transiloiving Programs (TLP), Juvenile Justice
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Foster Care (JJFC), Specialized Family Foster Hq®EBEH), Therapeutic Family Foster
Homes (TFFH), Emergency Shelter (ES), Communitgdration Program (CIP), Youth
Residential Center Il (YRC), or the Juvenile Cotiatal Facility (JCF). As of 2016, the YRCs
were reported as the most commonly utilized optf8014 cost study of the state’s Youth
Residential Centers revealed that such placemestts eostly to operate, with approximately
one-third of the budget going towards administetests. They also found that more than one-
half (54%) of youth who were discharged from thiesdities did so unsuccessfully (Cost Study,
2015). Unsuccessful disposition was measured biiadal sanctions, increased supervision, or
additional periods of incarceration. Even more exite, commitment to the secure juvenile
facility in Kansas costs taxpayers approximatel@GQ00 to retain a juvenile for a year (Cost
Study, 2015). Based on these findings and otheass&s began significant changes to juvenile
services.

Kansas has reported that juvenile arrests hadrmecby 50% since 2004 but that youth
cycled through more facilities. From 2009 throu@li 2, the state observed a 23% decline in the
number of youth that went through the juvenile letand assessment by law enforcement.
Similar deductions were also found in the percemtagourt case filings and youth referred to
Intensive Supervised Probation (ISP) (Cost Stu@¢52. Yet, during the same time period,
commitment to correctional facilities increasedhnabout one-fourth of admissions being due to
technical violations (Weber & Arrigona, 2015). Natal data throughout the 1990s (from 1997
to 1999) reported a one percent juvenile incarcarahcrease while 20 state rates declined or
remained stable (Sickmund, 2004).

Still, in Kansas, despite a 50% decline in arrests the past few years, youth were still

spending more time on supervision and cycling thhoa greater number of facilities, averaging
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8.3 out-of-home placements. Youth in Kansas spengdr periods of time under supervision,
run from placements more, and spend greater lengtitse away from home, despite a 50%
decline in juvenile arrests (year 2004). Althoughalvement with law enforcement and the
courts decreased for youth, admissions into therjie correctional facilities increased (Christie
& Bowman, 2016).

As part of an extensive revamping of juvenile cotimns in Kansas, one of the last two
juvenile correctional facilities was closed in 20Rpproximately a decade previously, the state
closed two other juvenile facilities (one male oahd one female only). As of 2018, all juvenile
offenders within Kansas were housed at one maxiserurity juvenile correctional facility with
a 270-bed capacity. The facility houses both matefamale offenders between the ages of 10
and 22 (Blessinger, 2015).

In 2015, a taskforce, charged with issues relaigdveniles who remain in the
community, recommended legislation to address jileervices. The resulting Senate Bill 367
was supported by a variety of stakeholders, indggidges, legislators, prosecution and defense
attorneys, and juvenile justice practitioners. fat@f 28 organizations signed in support of
Senate Bill 367 (Kansans United for Youth Just&®¥7), which provided for an increase in
evidence-based services and changes to the deamrsikimg process (e.g., referrals into the
system, transfers into the adult system, and lengftilsupervision) (Christie & Bowman, 2016).
SB367 promoted use of objective structured assedsane decision-making tools to then match
placement, supervision, and treatment needs tdydiie end goal is to invest in evidence-
based programs targeting supervision and servicaté highest risk offenders while doing no

harm to low-risk youth.
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Some feel that Senate Bill 367 may potentially fetronize the juvenile justice system
in Kansas. As one juvenile justice administratatesd, it is, “forward-thinking, innovative...and
is challenging us on many different levels.” Mudtttee proposed change will lie within
communities, with more services available and fesygrortunities to send misdemeanants to the
juvenile facility, purportedly to reduce the juvieniacility population long term. Though
funding additional services remains uncertain, 8eBdl 367 promises to use savings from
reductions in secure commitments to provide eviddrmsed community programs (Kansans
United for Youth Justice, 2017).

None of these correctives directly address gengeardics. For example, we know that
female offenders have higher rates of abuse arategreeed for mental health treatment. Yet, as
one Kansas corrections staff member indicated, tildrealth treatment and placements are not
available, so kids are placed inappropriately aild-épeatedly” (Weber & Arrigona, 2015, p.

38). Shortage of resources is especially prevatentral communities. In a study including
Kansas youth, Thrane, Hoyt, Whitbeck, and Yord@0@) studied family factors and

community size differences on youth behaviors sagchunning away, deviant subsistence
strategies, and street victimization. They fourat #ibused and neglected youth spent more time
at home before running away. The authors concldagkural environments offered them fewer
needed social services than urban communities (Ehtdoyt, Whitbeck, & Yoder, 2006).

Further, psychiatric disorders among youth offea@ee linked to poorer outcomes following
release. These outcomes include increased recitigigicidality, substance use problems, and
further need of psychiatric services (Vermeireispées, & Moffitt, 2006). Especially for girls

like Sarah, the gendered pathway can turn quickly & downward spiral.
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Patriarchy and the institutionalization of privileg e

Following a long history of patriarchal controljrainological theory has largely been
based on observations of male offenders by mididiesanale scholars. Most early theorists have
attempted to explain female criminality by usingims&ream criminological findings based on
such data. Yet, profiles of female and male offesdary in many regards (e.g. abuse histories
and nature of offending) (Bloom, Covington, 199R)e typical female offender, to a greater
extent than males, is socially and economicallygimalized with a history of sexual and/or
physical abuse which appears to be an instigatatdtinquency (Pollock, 1998).

Feminist criminologists continue to develop a digant body of research on gendered
contexts, which provides an important critiquelte traditional work of criminology, while also
centering on women's experiences, a gendered actistr of power, and women's voices
(DeHart, Lynch, Belknap, Dass-Brailsford, & Gre2A14; DeVault, 1996; Hill Collins, 2004;
Reinharz, 1992; Sprague, 2016). Historically, thetétl States has been a patriarchal society,
one that supports existence of male dominance emdrbhy within social, legal, and political
environments. As recently as 2017, scholars (sé@efER017) still call into action the
recognition of patriarchy. The ruling ideology dadtparchy considers masculinity as more
valuable than femininity, wherein its system ugbzan array of social control policies to keep
girls and women subordinate to men (Chesney-Lif062Renzetti & Curran, 1999). When a
woman is defined as an exceptional woman, it isbse men have labeled her as an “honorary
male” (Heisch, 1980). Violence is said to be mam@nmunent in countries that allow for
patriarchal masculine ideals (Hattery & Smith, 2012

Feminist scholars recognize that gender is a pgimmeachanism for constructing social

difference; in turn, difference and “othering” aftencourage violence. As one outcome,
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interpersonal violence exists along gender liney women overwhelmingly the victims.
However, feminist scholars underscore that gersiaotianother variable of interest; it is
instead, a centralizing agent of defining differeand power. According to Hunnicutt (2009),
women’s place in social contexts can be developgyllmy a merged understanding of how
patriarchy combines with other forms of hierarchg @omination, including those in local
venues. Patriarchy, while existing in all culturaries from place and space (Kandityoti, 1988).
Such a system creates and maintains a cycle o&pial systems of power, which then
organizes and even encourages violence against mv@fumnicutt, 2009).

When victimization is criminalized

Much of girls’ involvement in delinquency stemsrfrarauma associated with abuse, and
their experiences are different from that of bdyspinosa, Sorensen, and Lopez (2013) found
gender differences in the impact of exposure tonr@ and mental health needs on the
developmental pathways of youth and their subsdgoealvement in the justice system.
Trauma for girls is more often, more severe, astslbonger.

Further, involvement in the criminal justice systsnoften associated with deeper
embeddedness within the system. Espinosa, Soremseéhopez (2013) examined influence of
gender, mental health needs, and trauma on thefreskuvenile offender being placed out of
home. Their sample included youth who receivecgtesnandated mental health screening
between 2007 and 2008 (n=34,222) and came frore tim@an juvenile probation departments
located in Texas. Approximately one-third of thenpée was female. They found that for both
boys and girls, an elevated score on the mentdthheareening, especially if it was related to a
previous traumatic experience, influenced how deppeniles entered into the criminal justice

system (Espinosa, Sorensen, & Lopez, 2013). Aduitlg, Abram, Teplin, McClelland, and
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Dulcan (2003) found that female youth were 1.4 smwre likely than males to have at least
one mental health disorder. Other studies haveddliat 75% of incarcerated females meet the
criteria for at least one major psychiatric diser@@auffman, 2004; Russell & Marston, 2009).
Although contradictory to most findings, Davis, lkés, Gershenson, Grudzinskas, and Banks
(2009) found that female youth who received sess/icem a community mental health system
were arrested at a younger age and more frequibiatygirls not receiving such treatment. Their
explanation is based on a deficit of communicahetween mental health agencies and the
criminal justice system. Either way, girls end wsiped further into the system because of
underutilized opportunities to reduce the use ¢ékgon and incarceration (Sherman & Balck,
2015).

Girls who experience sexual abuse are often raht@digh the juvenile justice system
because of their owvictimization (Conrad et al., 2014). Such practizeletain and/or arrest
girls is due, at least in part, to the perceptlat girls violate conventional norms and
stereotypes of “appropriate” feminine behavior (@&t al., 2008); often they are deemed to
need either protection or correction. Though sparsetion in the literature, some common
behaviors have been found to lead girls into thenile justice system, including fighting with
parents, poor relationships with peers and teachassubstance use. Many status offenses such
as running away and truancy from school are alsggbent in these groups. Further, girls who
engage with older/antisocial romantic partnerstwode who have early sex are more likely to
enter into the juvenile justice system. The abasted behaviors are primarily related to trauma
and may represent an effort to reassert contral et chaotic environments (Sherman &

Balck, 2015).
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Girls are often “othered” and portrayed as desgrainuse and violence (Miller, 2008).
Girls are often blamed and punished for their “innattbbehaviors, and literally labeled with
such terms as “ho” (Smith et al., 2014). Bienectt Krahe (2011) found that when
undergraduates were provided with scenarios, fadameworthiness of the victim was much
higher in rape scenarios than in robbery scenattey; conclude bias is due to cultural
stereotypes about sexual assault (Bieneck & KraD&]). The presence of violence in
disadvantaged neighborhoods also increased thefreletim-blaming (Miller, 2008).

Although each form of victimization may be somewhiaique, widespread patterns
reveal that a large percentage of girls and womemegatively impacted by experiences of
sexism. Victim-blaming often results in girls andmen being locked up; their trauma
experiences follow them. A living situation thainsensitive to their environmental triggers,
with periods of isolation, sterile surroundingsgdaaven the threat of constant violence, re-
victimizes the already-traumatized young women (Bitky, Schiraldi, & Shark, 2016).

Policy and “kinder, gentler cages”

Increasingly, scholars incorporate the genderegreatf crime, especially in responses to
girls’ outcomes. Chesney-Lind (2001) argues thagmmming for girls remains centered on
stereotypical female issues such as teenage pregaad sexual abuse for those alreedthe
system rather than focusing on preventative neadgifis at risk. According to Braz (2006),
gender responsive programming assumes that prcamssder realities of women'’s lives, hence
“kinder, gentler, gender responsive cages” (p. 8g term also refers to the idea that regardless
of good intent, incarcerated girls and women renraprisoned, with virtually every facet of
their humanity compromised. Rather, most femirskioéars agree that gender-responsive

programming is a reactive attempt to provide asstst to female offenders but fails to address
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overuse of imprisonment for girls and women. Raatses should be addressed within
communities, targeting culture and agency, andnagpwiay for policy changes that intervene
before “cages” are utilized.

One obvious but largely neglected area of studiypig imprisonment curtails and often
destroys relationships. Many adult female offendep®rt pain and loss with interpersonal
relationships—uwith family, significant others, afigtnds—all of which underscores need for
therapeutic interventions aimed at women'’s relaims (Chesney-Lind, 1997; Owen, 1998;
Owen & Bloom, 1995; Pollock, 1998). Family suppmidy lower depression for incarcerated
youth overall, but support is a stronger predictodepression for girls than boys (Johnson et al.,
2010). According to Bloom and Covington (1995), demnresponsive treatment should
incorporate the role of racism, sexism, and otben§ of oppression that intersect in daily lives
of girls and women, realities to which most of thesti return. One promising area includes
treatment focusing on empowerment (Bloom & Covingtt995).

Proactive policies such as empowerment may heleptehe kind of secure
commitments for girls that occur due to a lack\ddikable resources but also the lack of
recognition and reporting of abuses incurred withitoercive sexual environment (Arditti,
2012; Bryant-Davis, Ullman, Tsong, Tillman, & Smi®010; Cobbina, Miller, & Brunson,
2008; Sherman & Balck, 2015). Chesney-Lind (20@4fes that successful policies and
programs must be designed to protect girls fromessuch as physical and sexual abuse to
reduce trauma and subsequent issues that occumidife. Acknowledgement of abuse can, and
should, then create a process of protective meshamnihat prevent revictimization (Hamilton &
Browne, 1998). Unfortunately, most governmentalamd resources are funneled into reactive

programs that focus on after-the-fact treatmemd|.P001; Weber & Arrigona, 2015). Although
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research is strong on need for gender respongaément, most state budget cuts have directly
reduced treatment and programming for youth wheranto the criminal justice system (King

& Mauer, 2002; Mountjoy, 2004) and almost neverradd proactive measures.

The face of childhood abuse

It was not until the 1990s that medical professimha&gan to look at the connection
between complex childhood trauma and health outsomadverse Childhood Experiences
(ACE) are described as stressful or traumatic ewahich include abuse and neglect. The first
ACE study was conducted in 1998 with an adult samfl that time, ten forms of childhood
adversity were identified as being correlated twnolt disease in adulthood (Felitti et al., 1998).
This led to the grouping of the ACEs into threeeyahcategories: abuse, neglect, and household
dysfunction. Overall, researchers found that as ACG&es increased, so did risk; ACEs are
strongly related to development of youth as wekhaange of health-related problems
throughout the lifespan (Craig, Baglivio, Wolff,gaero, & Epps, 2016). The Substance Abuse
and Mental Health Services Association (SAMHSA) tiasated a life perspective of this
process; their research (2017) demonstrates agstetationship between one’s ACE score,
substance use disorders, and behavioral problems.

It becomes clear that girls in the juvenile jussgstem demonstrate a profile of
childhood abuse, particularly sexual abuse andpetsonal victimization. Juvenile justice-
involved girls exhibit a rate of complex traumavéfior more on the Adverse Childhood
Experiences scale) two times that of their malentenparts (Saar, Epstein, Rosenthal, & Vafa,
2015). Those with higher ACE scores are more likelge serious, violent, and chronic
offenders (Baglivio, Wolff, Piquero, & Epps, 201X, Perez, Cass, Baglivio, & Epps, 2015).

In a 2014 study, 60,000 youth in Florida’s juversiestem were reported to have experienced
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ACEs. Nearly half of girls scored higher in teneggiries of trauma and abuse while less than
27% of boys reported the same number (Baglivid.e2@14). These findings are consistent with
previous studies assessing justice-involved yoaothhagh rates of trauma (see Berlinger &
Elliot, 2002; Espinosa, Sorensen, & Lopez, 2018)diRgs also confirm the well-established
link between child neglect and risk of juvenileidguency (Chapple, Tyler, & Bersani, 2005;
Kazemian, Widom, & Farrington, 2011).

Since the first ACE studies, scholars continuartd that “[t]he literature is clear that
girls in the justice system have experienced abusknce, adversity, and deprivation across
many of the domains in their lives-family, peergjmate partners, and community” (Sherman &
Balck, 2015, p. 3). Juvenile justice-involved youtith exposure to multiple adverse and
negative events also increases risk to reoffentdviBaet al., 2014; Baglivio et al., 2015; Fox et
al., 2015). Very few studies address females’ AC& e and subsequent involvement in the
adult criminal justice system (see DeHart et &114), and none examines depth of involvement
in the system.

Belknap and Holsinger (2006) encourage resear¢chenombination of interpersonal
violence and adverse events. Related, Craig €2@lL6) discovered that ACEs were found to
increase both boys’ and girls’ chance of rearrestd,that lower ACE scores, coupled with
strong social ties, could reduce rearrests. Howevieen ACEs surpassed six, the protective
nature of social bonds was overruled by the rolnefadverse childhood experiences (Craig et
al., 2016). According to Baglivio, et al. (2014,18), ACE items should not be studied in

isolation as they have “a powerful cumulative eff@ec human development.”
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Schools teach more than classroom curricula

Some studies have focused on the specific rolarisatutions play in the gendered
nature of social control. For example, school disgrement is associated with trauma for girls.
Youth create their own social power differentiatsl geer culture, which stems from hierarchical
gender arrangements. These arrangements are léaroagh observation of other social
institutions such as family and neighborhood (H&8anchez, 2000; Shoop & Edwards, 1994;
Skaine, 1996), but school remains a powerful infkee Boys are socialized to be tough, cool,
and competitive (e.g. sports), while girls are abaded to be pretty, popular, and sociable
(Regoli, Hewitt, & Delisi, 2014). Promotion of threegender norms comes through a combination
of doing gender (West & Zimmerman, 1987) and a éeog@ower structure of hegemonic
masculinity (Connell & Messerschmidt, 2005).

To this point, non-metro areas have seldom entiedterature. Research on gender
norms varies for rural communities, which are retBe in school culture. For example, some
have found that the popular image of a rural mameswho works in a physical occupation such
as farming with an added interest in hobbies sgduating (Liepens, 2000). Girls and women
are almost always portrayed in a subservient guihglportrayal, contrasted with urban versions
of gendered hyper-masculine culture, which typiyctdcuses on gang involvement and
subsequent victimization and offending (Zdun, 2008)

Some researchers argue that schools represerietestironments, especially regarding
peer sexual harassment, which frequently occui®irt of adults who do little to intervene
(Hand & Sanchez, 2000; Krezmien, Leone, Zablockiy&lls, 2010; Sadker & Sadker, 1994).
Charmaraman, Jones, Stein, and Espelage (2013) tbahmany school officials believed that

sexual harassment takes place only between twdésadelating any role of intervention
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(Charmaraman, Jones, Stein, & Espelage, 2013) astadgnts. Other studies have found that
local hegemonic masculinity and broader gendermolens engender staff to be more accepting
of sexual harassment, often blaming girls for sepuamiscuity (Chambers, Van Loon, &
Ticknell, 2004). “In fact, schools serve as hotbfatcultivating sexual harassment experiences
and tactics that children, adolescents, and yodungsacarry into their adult settings” (Hand &
Sanchez, 2000, p. 720). Sadker and Sadker (19@4¥ifthat sexual harassment in schools
flourishes, especially in a climate that tolerategppropriate language and behavior, as well as
interpersonal violence. Such climates may leadesmdbeint boys to perceive forms of harassment
as “natural” male behavior. Especially for girlsheol behavior may be linked to peer
relationships, which then leads to truancy andragbkool-based problems.

Gadson (2017) asserts that “the politics of gen@dee, and class are present within and
outside of schools, and are pivotal issues rais¢ka policies and practices of schooling” (p.
12). In particular, girls of color from low-incommeighborhoods often receive more punitive
school disciplinary practices, which, in turn, lead underachievement (Crenshaw, Ocen, &
Nanda, 2015). Girls with the darkest skin tone, parad to those with the lightest, are three
times more likely to receive suspension (Hannorkibe & Bruch, 2013). According to
Sherman and Balck (2015), some believe that hafstos discipline policies have created a
“school-to-prison pipeline” where girls are beirggarred directly to court for predicable
adolescent girl behavior (e.g. disrupting classtafidng back) (Krezmien, Leone, Zablocki, &
Wells, 2010). From an intersectional perspectivacBgirls are more vulnerable to schools that
act as feeders to the juvenile justice system; #reysuspended at a rate six times higher than
that of white girls (U.S. Department of Educati@f14). Due to a multitude of influences,

including racism, sexism, and classism, Black gy adopt loud and defiant behaviors, which
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often lead to discipline in school (Juhasz, 20E8)ther, Black girls are disciplined differently

and are often punished for nonconformity to whitéjdle-class femininity standards (Gadsden,

2017; Juhasz, 2013; Morris, 2012; Crenshaw, OcelNa&da, 2015). Similarly, Black and

Latino students are overrepresented among thosdledr suspended. In turn, different forms

of inequality dictate quality of schooling and aoiate life experiences (Gadsden, 2017).
Blurred boundaries

Von Hentig was the first to present the concephefvictim-offender overlap in 1948.

He argued that some offenders were passive inéxposure to violence and offenders, thus
contributing to their own exposure (Von Hentig, 84T he current study does not support the
idea that victims contribute to their own victimien, but recognizes agency to make decisions
and changes in their lives, even for young gindakct, the very actions a girl may take to control
her own life (e.g., truancy, running away), arenfthe same acts that are governed and, at
times, criminalized. Certainly, girls and young wemmay be drawn into a cycle of harm due to
their previous exposure to violence, though thkaices are also constrained by cultural and
structural forces around them. Overall, the intetgtion of “free agency” is much different than
work by some scholars such as Wolfgang (1958).

Community-level factors as well as broader culta@ms influence victim-offender
overlap, though studies have addressed this rekdtip almost exclusively in urban settings.
Although the study of victimization and criminalidye usually understood as two separate
domains, it can be difficult to understand one withthe presence of the other (Lauritsen,
Sampson, & Laub, 1991). Some studies on victinoratiave focused on individual-level
explanations. For example, the lifestyle/routinéxéttes theory provides an individual-level

explanation for victimization, suggesting that aertlifestyles and/or behaviors are more
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inviting of crime and victimization (Lauritsen & ulé, 2007). However, the balance of empirical
research does not support the notion that lifestiglracteristics increase the probability of
victimization (see Haynie & Piquero, 2006; Samp&drauritsen, 1990). Scholars such as
Lauritsen and Laub (2007) and Berg, Stewart, Sg&higetd Simons (2012), have questioned
neighborhood social processes that influence #tadionship. Specifically, little is known about
the victim-offender overlap within non-metropolitkrtations.
Intersectionality

Most gender scholars agree that gender alone céuhoéxplain forms of oppression.
Rathersystem®f power result in certain social beliefs, situatipdiscourses, and forms of
oppression (Acker, 1988; Anderson & Hill Collin€@7; Hill Collins, 1999; Hill Collins, 2015;
Kane, 2012); this body of scholarship refers toititersectionality of such differences.
Intersectional research examines many layers otitgeand gender diversity, and how certain
intertwining forms of identity mold experiences amdthis case, marginalization of certain at-
risk populations. Typically, layers of differenceciude gender, race/ethnicity, sexual
orientation, gender identity, age, ableness, aasiscINotable scholars who focus on
intersectionality within criminology (see Burgessé&tor, 2006; Maggard, Higgins, & Chappell,
2013) recognize that intersecting identities o@iuthe personal level, the cultural level, and the
structural or institutional level (Lowery, 2017)iRts of difference are not merely additive but
complex, intertwining, and dependent on other sibnal factors. Various formations of identity
then affect how girls experience their social catgand, ultimately, how they respond.

Racial categories have become one of the most perhin studies of intersectionality,
defining historical and structural processes fahhbodividuals and societies (Hill Collins,

2010); it remains critical in studying various cigiirations of oppression (Bettie, 2003; Hill
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Collins, 2015). Recent research supports consifitaihgs that minority youth are
disadvantaged in the juvenile justice system. kan®le, Rodriguez (2013) found that Black
and Latino/Latina youth were more likely than whiteith to be sent to secured correctional
confinement. These findings mirror other studiesagfal biases in the juvenile justice system
(see Engen, Steen, & Bridges, 2002; Kempf-Leoriz087; Rodriguez, 2010). Studies have
shown that minority youth are overrepresented memional confinement; Sickmund (2004)
reported that in 1999, two-thirds of all youth algtic and private correctional facilities were
minorities. Lower-class Black youth are less likelybe processed informally compared to their
middle-class white counterparts (Bishop & FrazZi®96; Miller, 1996), while they are more
likely to be removed from their homes (Leonard &n®@imer, 1995; Wu & Fuentes, 1998).

Such findings support other research that racesaoi@l class both play a role in court
officials’ decision making. For example, court offils may judge parents’ ability to help
supervise their youth when they come from econoligis&rained or disadvantaged communities
(Bortner, 1982). Using assumed social class asastfek, some court officials may seek forms
of incarceration to ensure treatment needs ardigreiring the risk-need principle) (Bishop &
Frazier, 1996; Bortner, 1982). Such forms of opgiesdifferentially affect girls, especially
those from disadvantaged communities. Accordingherman and Balck (2015):

Intersectionality makes it clear that just as aespsdesigned for boys will not

meet the needs of girls, a one-dimensional apprtmah girls will also not be

effective. Rather, responses must employ an inteosal lens and be tailored to

the needs of individuals, based on an informednoee understanding of girls’

identities and experiences. (p. 23).

Girls who live in poverty also demonstrate highaes of substance abuse, pregnancy,

school drop-out, and a range of emotional and sohellenges. Certainly, poverty is a risk

factor for juvenile justice system involvement @t & Jonson-Reid, 2008; Jenson, 2009).
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Studies have shown that the well-being of young woms improved when they move out of the
high-poverty neighborhoods (Ludwig et al., 2011)efe is also support that these environments
are experienced differently for boys and girls,ezs@lly as they enter adolescence. Other studies
have found that economic composition of a commumaty “tremendous influence over the
workings of the court” (Bortner, 1982, p. 171).drlassic ethnographic study, Emerson (1969)
found that the juvenile court system places a hesmghasis in their decision-making process
based on youth and family-related factors, andrethave found that status of a “good family”
exerts positive influence within the juvenile jestisystem process (Bridges & Steen, 1998).

As stated, a neglected area of study in juvengéga is the importance of place-level
influencesDrawing attention to the paucity of scholarshimon-metropolitan areas,
DeKeseredy, Donnermeyer, Schwartz, Tunnell, andl @@07) argue that a binary gender
construct, as opposed to awareness of gender yyexgecifically marginalizes ruralomen,
an area deserving of much more attention. They teffhese women as those who have suffered
in silence. Just as MacKinnon (1979) referencell sétxual harassment, silence and invisibility
of an issue does equate with an assumption of n&teaxe. Even less attention has turned to
girls and young women. As recently as 201Feainist Criminologyarticle (Lowery, 2017)
urges researches to address the lack of undenstpretiarding race, the social construction of
gender, and other forms of social inequality witthia juvenile justice system.

From inner-city ghettos to country pastures

As Deller, Amiel, and Deller (2011) assert, “Thepntal ecological criminology
literature is vast and richly interdisciplinary”. 83). As established, place-specific
criminological theories have studied boys and nmetrban areas, omitting women in general

and specifically those from rural areas. One offits¢ and now classic cases of social
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disorganization, conducted by Shaw and McKay (19¢t2idied boys’ activities in the Chicago
area to map out crime. Although they continuedrthveirk into the 1970s, their samples
consisted of all lower-class male youth from urlmrations. They found that social
disorganization was composed of a lower socioecanetatus (SES), an ethnically/racially
heterogenetic community, especially in areas wighugted or broken family homes and high
residential mobility.

As one of the longest standing criminological thesrsocial disorganization has
undergone several transformations. Some 40 yetnsStiaw and McKay’'s seminal work,
Bursik (1988) argued that the focus on crime arithgeency was dependent upon the ability of
the community to regulate themselves (Bursik, 1388) introduced victimization into the
equation. A few years later, Sampson, Raudenbushi-alton (1997) followed with the concept
of collective efficacy, a term capturing social eston among neighbors and their combined
willingness to intervene for the common good (Samnp&audenbush & Felton, 1997). Rose and
Clear (1998) noted that communities with ethniehegeneity are more likely to include high
mobility, which also results in less connection éoined bonds. In turn, fewer connections
mean less trust and investment in the communityetdevels of informal social control, and
reduced collective efficacy (Kingston, HuizingaHdliot, 2009; Steeinbeek & Hipp, 2011). The
remaining section on ecological criminology wilsduss the role of gendered social control and
collective efficacy within rural communities.

Social disorganization theories have remained nmora of mainstream criminological
theory and also retain several limitations. Oneamejiticism is that original studies testing
social disorganization theory relied heavily upoban areas (Osgood & Chambers, 2000;

Osgood & Chambers, 2003), with mixed findings onegalizability to rural studies. Osgood
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and Chambers (2000; 2003), some of the first sehddalook at social disorganization within
rural communities, claim that their findings aligith core logic of social disorganization
studies, referring to rural communities as the diabory” for studies of poverty on community
disorganization. Bouffard and Muftic (2006) latenérmed similar findings by uncovering a
relationship between violent offenses and residémntstability and family disruption.

Despite commonalities, some scholars question d\ggaeralizability of social
disorganization within rural contexts. A commondiimg that strays from social disorganization
literature is a negative correlation between pgvanid crime (see Bouffard & Muftic, 2006;
Osgood & Chambers, 2000; Osgood & Chambers, 2@08¢cond major criticism is the
omission of certain characteristics relevant talrareas, such as differences in the socio-
demographic characteristics (e.g. white male pdjus), underdeveloped measures of
population, and thematic contradictions (Edwardsl&tarrita-Cascante, 2011). Others challenge
the sheer notion of “disorganization” to describencnunities who organize “differently.” That
IS, community structure and culture may vary sigatftly; however, population size alone
cannot fully account for this difference. Donnerme{2015) points out that places are not
homogeneous in social control, noting diversity ampeople and levels of contestation, and
criticizing the use of secondary data (e.g. cedsia) to clearly articulate ways in which rural
communities organize. Related findings were regblote Adams (2013), finding that those
living in urban areas, primarily in areas knowrshsns, were more vulnerable to violence than
their rural counterparts. Adams (2013) also cztd the contention that all communities engage
in traditional mechanisms for social control, ecmmosustenance, and communal local

governance.
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In a recent study, Dominguez and Menjivar (2014infibthat women’s social location
exposed them to various forms of violence (stradtunterpersonal, and symbolic). They argue
that structural violence is deeply embedded witiuth families and communities, leading
women to blame themselves for their victimizatiBoinguez & Menjivar, 2014). The authors
assert that gender is an organizing feature f@dsigntaged urban neighborhoods, and that boys
and girls engage in differing levels of neighbortidife and involvement, exposing them to
more or less deviant behavior (Cobbina, Miller, &Bson, 2008). For example, when girls are
on the streets, others are likely to see theibilisi linked to vulnerability, leading to increase
levels of victim-blaming. These girls are “otheredid seen as deserving violence. Eventually,
they become desensitized and tend to turn blamaroh{Mliller, 2008). Discourses often
organize around the “ideal” victim (Christie, 1988alklate, 2011) and the importance of girls
and women avoiding risk, staying safe, and takithgiomeasures to ensure their own safety
(Fanghanel & Lin, 2017). As Fanghanel and Lin (20ds&ert, “risk is also a deeply gendered
and subjective construct, and its cultural relaglop to the policing of sexuality and vigilance
over preserving appropriate femininity should netumderestimated” (p. 345).

Neighborhoods of concentrated disadvantage reprasesk factor for chronic sexual
harassment and fear of sexual violence (Briggskirp Goering, 2010; Popkin et al., 2010;
Smith et al., 2014). Sexual harassment then putag/girls and women at a greater disposition
for experiencing intimate partner violence and eamatl abuse as well as delinquency (Chiodo,
Wolfe, Crooks, Hughes, & Jaffe, 2009). Accordinghie U.S. National Violence Against
Women Survey, childhood victimization was one @& #trongest indicators in explaining

intimate partner violence for women (Tjaden & Thiees, 2000). Burton’s (2014) ethnographic
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study found that women living in poverty were masi#ting to accept certain relational
situations due to their partner’s contributiongrte family’s financial needs.

As almost all studies find, women are much moreljiko be victims of domestic
violence. For example, Johnson, Leone, and Xy (R6tlied what they refer to as intimate
terrorism and situational terrorism. They definetimnate terrorism as the coercive controlling
violence that most people refer to as domestiewvicd. They found that most of the intimate
terrorism was perpetrated by husbands, thoughtsihg violence was perpetrated about equally
with wives and husbands, but primarily due to sieffense on the part of the wife (Johnson,
Leone, & Xy, 2014). Muftic, Finn, and Marsh (20X6und that many victims later turned to
domestic violence in response to fear, statingrieaty of these women are arrested as offenders
even if they were defending themselves (Muftic,-i& Marsh, 2015). For girls, their violent
tendencies may be the product of gender hieraramdslaily patriarchal structures that
disadvantage girls (Brown, 2003); related is malpation experienced by race and class
oppression (Miller, 2001). Under such conditiongsgnay attack other girls for gender-specific
name-calling such as “slut” or “bitch” (Morash & €¢ney-Lind, 2009).

Rural literature in criminology is scant. Almost signature criminological studies have
included people and places located in urban afddugh much literature exists on ecological
criminology, few studies address a rural settingll@, Amiel, & Deller, 2011). It was not until
1993 that ecologically based theories began todaka rural focus (see Seydlitz, Laska, Spain,
Triche & Bishop, 1993). Worky Liepens (2000) provides a conceptual model fateustanding
rural studies. She first describes a communityxagbéing “temporally and locationally specific
terrains of power and discourse” (Liepens, 200@0); concepts such as gender regime align

with this definition while focusing on gender norm$iese elements include people, meanings,
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practices, and spaces and structures. The foureaksnmfluence social and cultural structures as
places change and local networks emerge. Patrianattymechanismplace dependent, exerts
demands on gender norms differently in rural anxhnrdocals. Donnermeyer and DeKeseredy
(2014) identified patriarchy as being place speeia form of learned behavior which varies by
location, including rural communities.

Early studies have suggested that rural life iskkméor both positive and negative
features. Positively speaking, rural communitieskarown for their pastoral life, honesty,
individualism, and overall religiosity (Willits, Bder, & Timbers, 1990). Negatively speaking,
rural communities may be romanticized (TickamyeD&ncan, 1990) while the rate of poverty
is consistently higher than urban counties sineel®60s (Economic Research Service, 2013a).
While Donnermeyer and DeKeseredy (2014) point loat tinderstanding community dynamics
is not a rural-urban dichotomy; however, they idgritow rural communities with high
collective efficacy and density of acquaintanceshmay inhibit intervening, reporting, and even
acting ethically by professionals such as law erdorent (Donnermeyer & DeKeseredy, 2014).

Studies have suggested that small communitiefiosetisolated from other
communities, present with a somewhat distinct caltualue system. A system based on a lack
of outside resources and social and spatial issiatiay more likely legitimate and tolerate
crime and delinquency (Sampson & Wilson, 1995). 3taal climate is said to be more
personal (Feyen, 1989), with marked suspicion e$idars (Barnett & Mencken, 2002; Weisheit
& Donnermeyer, 2000). As Becker observed, outsidezdabeled as those who deviant from the
established group norms—nboth formal and informaviBnce is not a quality of a person, but
rather a process in which to respond to behavieckBr, 1963). A person may be a member

based on spatial location but socially, they abeled as strangers (Simmel, 1908). A divide
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emerges between the outsiders/strangers and thosdlysaccepted; these concepts are
particularly relevant to non-urban communitiesalrecent example, one study assessed attitudes
of rural police officers and found that protectihg community from outside forces is very
important. To the contrary, the mentality of “usues them” is not observed in urban policing
studies (Contessa & Wozniak, in press).

Rural communities are further characterized by gnoty from others but also privacy
due to closer social ties and more reliance orrin&b social controls as compared to their urban
counterparts (Websdale, 1998). The density of dntpraceships leads individuals to “work out
interpersonal agreements” (Freudenburg, 1986, p.R¥garding interpersonal violence (IPV),
data suggest that people in rural communities nealg$s willing to help IPV survivors because
“everyone knows everyone’s business,” and reputatare at stake (Edwards, Rodenhizer-
Stampfli, & Eckstein, 2015). According to Donnerraey2015), neighborhood-based norms
may constrain residents from reporting crime torfakrauthority, even when collective efficacy
is high. One example related to strong personslitigludes norms against “snitching.” Prior
IPV research has found that positive support frbasé around survivors helps with their
psychosocial adjustment (Sylaska & Dewards, 2014dd, 2010). Likewise, when informal
and formal helpers respond with victim-blamingtattes, survivors are negatively impacted
(Campbell, Ahrens, Sefl, Wasco, & Barnes, 2001malh, Starzynski, Long, Mason, & Long,
2008). According to DeKeseredy and Schwartz (20K0@wing one’s neighbor makes rural
citizens more likely to side with perpetrators tlsamvivors. Additionally, some view gender-
based crimes as personal matters, to be dealingitte the home (Rennison, Dragiewicz, &

DeKeseredy, 2013).
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Dense ties and acquaintanceship result in smalhuamties that deal with issues on an
individual, informal basis. When issues such asigkassault arise, if a victim is willing to seek
services, studies have found that rurality negbtivepedes on this process. Geographical
accessibility is a major difference for rural antban victims, and fewer services exist for rural
victims, who may also have to travel quite a distafor help (Borders & Booth, 2007; Brems,
Johnson, Warner, & Roberts, 2006). Additionallyidtims decide to take legal action, which is
rare in rural communities, they report longer poheait times due to their isolated geographic
location (Logan, Evans, Stevenson, & Jordan, 200B)se interpersonal relationships and
knowledge of community members also generates cos@bout privacy, confidentiality, and
stigma associated with receiving certain healthteel services in rural areas (Leston, Jessen, &
Simons, 2012; Logan, Stevenson, Evans, & Leuke&8@4; Sexton, Carlson, Leukefeld, &
Booth, 2008).

Coercive sexual environments

Popkin et al. (2015) represent leading scholatsoterstanding the impact of coercive
sexual environments. To date, this concept addsgheesexual exploitation of at-risk girls in
urban areas. Findings suggest that living in rgcsdgregated, high-poverty, and high-crime
communities with low levels of collective efficadyarms children’s life outcomes (e.g., mental
health, school attainment, and physical healthyié¥g@ng data from the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD’s) experimeith Moving to Opportunity (MTO) for
Fair Housing Demonstration, these authors condwsiibdequent qualitative studies to further
understand how boys and girls fared after relogdtiom highly disadvantaged communities.
They found that adolescent girls fared unexpectbdtter in terms of mental health and

engagement in risky behavior than did boys. Thaissquent analysis found that differences in
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neighborhood safety mattered for male and femalghydextreme poverty and high-crime
communities, for girls, coupled with sexual harasstrand fear of sexual violence, were found
to explain the original findings (Briggs, Popkin,@oering, 2010; Popkin, Leventhal, &
Weismann, 2010). Others have found that the MT@aine also lead to overall significant
reductions in violent juvenile offending (LudwiguBcan, & Hirschfield, 2001). The ability to
move out of low income disadvantaged neighborhdadsa significant impact on offending as
well as victimization and improvements in healttated outcomes.

These same authors then explored three additionabonents from the MTO Final
Evaluation Survey to include perceptions of neighbod violence and disadvantage, unwanted
sexual attention, and mental health outcomes fts. Jihis research showed that young females
living in chronic fear of sexual harassment andenoe (including rape) suffered more negative
consequences on their mental health (Briggs, Pogk(aoering, 2010; Popkin, Leventhal, &
Weismann, 2010; Smith, Gallagher, Popkin, Miree§eorge, 2014). From these findings,
Popkin et al. (2016) hypothesized that removingttineat of sexual safety and fear of future
threats accounted for improved outcomes for thengagirls who moved from the distressed
neighborhoods. However, the MTO and qualitativead not allow Popkin et al. (2016) to
develop a measure of CSE within neighborhoods.

Popkin and colleagues recently developed and tessedle to operationalize and
measure neighborhood level CSE (Popkin et al., O&ir conceptual model is a product of
not just broader cultural norms about gender-bag#dnce, but also a combination of elevated
levels of violence and poverty with low collectigfficacy and what they refer to as “perceived

powerlessness” in distressed communities. “In tloasemstances, sexual harassment, coercion,
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and gender-based violence become normalized, petragermining the life chances of young
women and girls” (Popkin et al., 2016, p. 4).

Research supports the idea that girls and boysmnesgifferently to the effects of chronic
disadvantage (Popkin et al., 2016). Several stuthes looked at the experiences of youth who
come from communities known for chronic disadvaatdgpr example, Anderson (1999) found
that boys in these communities felt pressured t@exording to the code of the streets. This
code required overt attempts to display toughnedsdamand respect (Anderson, 1999). Almost
a decade later, Cobbina, Miller, and Brunson (2@08hd that when studying African American
youth residing in a high-crime community, boys ntained respect and attempted to avoid gun
violence while girls attempted to avoid being \nuized.

Popkin et al. (2016) deserve much credit for thdeaddnagnification on the issue of
coercive sexual environments and young girls. Tureent study proposed a model that focused
more heavily upon gender dynamics (e.g. doing gealé gendered social control), rural
gender norms (e.g. local interpretations of hegacmasculinity), and adaptations (e.g. running
away) to which girls gravitate. These adaptatiaeseither met by local interventions (e.qg.
mental health services) or are funneled, mostlyraperly, through the juvenile justice system.
Once girls enter the system, it is believed thay ttypically return to their coercive sexual
communities, largely trapping girls in a cycle blugae and court involvement.

Summary

Chapter 2 provides a review of existing literattekated to the juvenile justice system in
the United States and the role of the system ipiadives of young girls. In the early days of
juvenile corrections, houses of refuge were cretiett in the role of the parent, as a means of

protecting youth. Nationwide, and specific to Kas)irls were observed to be incarcerated for
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less serious offenses than boys. The patriarchat sgstem often sought to “protect” girls by
incarcerating them for their responses to victimiaa(e.g., using drugs and running away).
During the 1990s, Kansas moved to the use of @&seimg matrix in an attempt to ensure that
only those who needed incarcerated were sentengatisbn. While juvenile crimes rates have
been on the decline for several decades, Kansdh gouatinue to be incarcerated at higher rates
than most of the U.S.

Pathways for girls into prison are different thhattfor boys. Incarcerated girls report
much higher rates of victimization and come fronpr@ssed conditions where communities have
failed to intervene. Once in the system, prisoifiermfg gender-responsive treatment are reactive
approaches to needs of girls and young women, negentative. Girls need support within all
community institutions and specifically within sais, where a blind eye is often turned to the
sexual harassment and assault of girls, encouragouifure supportive of the sexualization of
girls and women.

Previous studies on incarcerated girls and womer haalyzed those living in urban
areas of concentrated disadvantage. Few have dtodiemunity effects on girls residing in
rural communities. Rural communities are believeeddvelop a somewhat unique sense of
values and culture. In a community where “everylmaws everyone’s business,” informal
control mechanisms influence a reluctance to irtleev Understanding cultural differences
between urban and rural domains is crucial to wstdeding potential variances in the
emergence of coercive sexual environments (CSHEs@®e known to emerge when collective
efficacy is low, and poverty, violent crime, anthet forms of cumulative disadvantage are high.
These environments allow for the sexual harasswofagitls and women, instilling an

environment that ignores such crimes.
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Chapter 2 ends with a review of the working questias presented in Chapter 1. The
review provides a brief excerpt of literature totfier explicate the grounding of each question.
Review of working research questions
Do coercive sexual environments exist within non-tman communities? If so, what is the

effect on girls and young women?

The body of feminist research on youth and coersexual environments has made
recent strides in understanding typical charadtesi®f CSEs, but none has examined non-urban
communities. Current scholars continue to callfflother exploration into the characteristics of
CSEs and whether they are common amongst all neigbbds and contexts, or if CSEs are
specific only to certain areas. Little is known abseverity across neighborhoods and whether
the range of severity differentially affects youngmen residing in those environments. Systems
of poor or failed social supports, interconnectestitutions of oppression, and interpretations of
gender norms may be significantly different in haneas. The current study provides direct
evidence and insight into rural-area influence stnategies to divert most girls from entering
correctional facilities (DeHart et al., 2014; DeWtad996; Hill Collins, 2004; Reinharz, 1992;
Sprague, 2016).

Do coercive sexual environments encouragkeep(incarceration) involvement of girls into
the juvenile justice system?

The current study of CSEs stands as first to invgjvls and young women who are
incarcerated. The question of deep involvemenrhénjuivenile justice system calls for a
gendered pathway analysis, exploring gendered diasamh coercive sexual environments in
rural communities. The conceptual model for thseegch provides theoretical and

methodological guides, constructing a pathway mtuasl integrates several known conditions
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that expose girls to high risk—exposure to complessonal trauma, coupled with a local
climate that may endorse views (directly or coygithat support gender-based violence as well
as environmental factors that may interfere wite'sisocial and emotional development
(Sampson & Laub, 1990). The study addresses p&vospif justice system-involved young
women as well as reports from community stakehslder

Can we identify a pathway from coercive sexual enkenments into the juvenile justice

system and, ultimately, involvement in the adult aminal justice system?

According to Cernkovich, Lanctot, and Giordano @Q0@jirls with a sexual abuse history
are 334% more likely than others to become chradidt offenders. In turn, entrance into the
juvenile justice system predisposes female youthtime adult criminal justice system (Barry,
1995; Peak, 2015; Rodriguez, 2013; Sickmund, 208hough scholars assume a gendered
pathway into the correctional system, no studiegate have researched the role of CSEs in
entrance into the adult criminal justice systemisBtudy potentially yields data to be shared
with state policy makers; these efforts are agaitcomponent for feminist methodology, which
calls for supporting women through social change\M&ult, 1996).

Regarding community resources and practices, do peeptions differ between justice-
involved girls and women and that of community stakholders?

While the heart of the research focuses on livgeeegnces of girls and women, the
current study also utilized community stakeholdergarner perceptions of professionals within
rural communities. Views of community workers heddurther support or reconsider responses
of incarcerated girls and women.

Reinharz (1992, p. 248) eloquently summarizes fesnrasearch in the following quote,

serving as inspiration for the current study:
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Making the invisible visible, bringing the margm the center, rendering the

trivial important, putting the spotlight on womes @mpetent actors,

understanding women as subjects in their own rigthter than objects of men—

all continue to be elements of feminist research.

Chapter 3 details the methodology developed ferctirrent study, including in-depth
interviews, descriptive statistics at the commufeiyel, observation, and field notes. Other

considerations include ethical issues associatddprson research, emotional involvement in

research, and analysis of qualitative data.
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Chapter 3 - Methodology

Qualitative methods...places primary value on corepletderstandings, and how

people understand, experience and operate withiieusi that are dynamic, and

social in their foundation and structurél.ewksbury, 2009, p. 39

Author’s preface

According to penologists, prisons are “intensek+iaden, emotionally fraught
environments” (Liebling, 1999, pp. 163-165). Muike|Tewksbury’s (2009) quote above,
prisons also incorporate a local milieu that is dymic and social. | agree with the intense and
emotional nature of conducting prison interviewghi a microcosm that reflects but also often
departs from an “outside” community milieu. Facefaxe interviews and observations are
deeply personal in nature. For some, “prison” etgha sense of fear. Following the guidelines of
in-depth feminist research, | found | was much feasful of the inmates than | was of my ability
to listen to, and speak to, voices of intervieweld @nd women. There was a deliberate attempt
at relationship building with participants, a witigness to convey my subjectivity, and
intentional work to break down power dynamics antguage barriers (Swartz, 2011). Before
interviewing the girls, | first pre-arranged a seur trip to introduce myself, giving them an
opportunity to see who would interview them, to@séstions, and to hopefully see the interview
process as potentially positive. For the adulteimiewed, both the inmates and | walked into the
interviews blindly and navigated unknown terraigether. Still, the private setting allowed us to
develop some rapport and common goals.

| recognized that | was not completely free of biden it came to my viewpoint on what
was said or not said during the interview (DeVali@90; Smith, 1987; Swartz, 2011). | could
not ignore the emotional labor that came with intewing a vulnerable population on an

emotionally provocative subject involving sexugleziences. | documented my own emotional
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reactions and interpretations of encounters withtiggpants within my field notes as |
recognized that my own view impacts the findingsadle concerted efforts to remain in the
researcher role while my internal dialogue, at tsppushed me into psychologist mode. |
constantly reminded myself that | was there to hieair stories and relay their messages. | was
not there to provide them with treatment. The tales coincided through the goal to serve as a
messenger between their stories and policy makers.

| knew | had a limited window of opportunity togeas this vehicle for change as access
and availability to participants is sparse. Resdsas who seek to conduct research with
inmates face many barriers. Aside from time anddravolved, researchers are also subjected
to thorough background checks, adherence to dredss; lack of access to proper technical
equipment, and even searches prior to entering éaahty (Bryne, 2005; Waldram, 2009).
Simply clearing the project and entrance into thalfty once does not translate to easy access
with subsequent visits. | encountered many of tissses along the route of data collection. Like
comments by Goodman (2011), | too, experiencea@m® cerinto prisons as a process rather than
a moment. | engaged in quite lengthy negotiatiortsring my state-issued laptop into the
juvenile facility as a means to take the best fiates possible. This also served as a tool for
audio recording back-up. After nine requests ta@rin the laptop, | was finally granted
permission. After ten e-mails, two voice mails, and phone call later, post project approval, |
was finally granted access to the facility. | kneny time was precious and my mission
important.

Chapter 3 framework
Young women experience victimization locally. Sarslcall for studies at the individual

andstructural levels that influence both victimizatiand criminality; the current study
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addresses the dual approach to understanding yeomgn’s experiences in their home
communities, where local culture influences expegarrisk and disadvantage. For example,
Williams (2002), in a New England study, found tgahdered characteristics of the local gender
regime uniquely influenced girls’ life trajectorié@ne community guided femininity through a
working-class structure, expecting its girls to lwbard and marry early. Twenty minutes away,
the other community directed its girls throughatgs and highly-educated role models. More
recently, Dominguez and Menjivar (2014) found geradstrong organizing feature for
disadvantaged urban neighborhoods, leading tordiffanterpretations of risk for boys and girls.
When girls were on the streets, others saw thsibiity linked to vulnerability, leading to
increased levels of victim-blaming and “otheringrifortunately, we understand little about how
such mechanisms work in non-urban communities tlaisdstudy seeks to address that void.
Chapter 3 outlines the overall methodology forgheldy. TheEpistemological
frameworksectionfocuses on feminist criminology and the need fdn qualitative research in
fully understanding a vulnerable population sucimaarcerated girls and women. This section
also provides sample questions as they align \niltheoretical approach and conceptual model.
The next sectiorkarly methodological consideratiorfsirther elaborates on the feminist
perspective necessary to engage in quality quaktatork while understanding limitations such
as ethical considerations. Followiriggesearch sitegrovides an overview of Kansas as well as
the Topeka Correctional Facility and Kansas Juee@irrectional Complex, the two prisons
utilized for inmate interviews. Furthermore, tikerviewing girls and womesection outlines
the sampling and data collection methods for innrgerviews. Specific attention is given to
purposive samplingnterviewing community actoxdfers an explanation and process for

engagement of interviews with community stakehadd@ommunity professionals were used as
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a source of secondary data to further understamohmemity characteristics and triangulate
additional perspectives, which may support or dyjedrom that of incarcerated girls and
women. FinallyData management and analygi©vides an outline for overall methodological
considerations, use of open-coding, and softwasistasce in interpreting findings, later
presented in Chapters 4 and 5. Chapter 3 endsavditcussion on the overall theoretical
perspectives, methodological approach, and godlseaturrent study.
Epistemological framework

Reinharz (1992) argues that feminism is not a $argesearch method but a perspective
using a wide range of methods. Methods in thisysaud guided by feminist theory and
challenge non-feminist scholarship. The aim isreate social change by representing all human
diversity (Hesse-Biber, Leavy, & Yaiser, 2004; Raaraoglu, 2002). As others have noted, past
research discourse has focused almost solely anviss and statistical evidence (MacKinnon,
1979; Sprague, 2016); traditionally, a methodolabiserarchy places “pure,” rational-based
research as more legitimate. Feminist methodologjgees the assertion that only positivist-
oriented, rationally justified research providesights into social sciences (Hesse-Biber &
Yaiser, 2004; Ramazanoglu, 2002; Sprague, 201&)k$1(1984) and Smith (1990) agree,
asserting that excess focus on academic intellestu&with a male-oriented bias toward so-
called “hard” evidence (Sprague, 2016) leaves & waid in understanding lived experiences of
girls and women.

One issue with the positivist method is objecttiiwa of participants (Hill Collins, 2009;
Chafetz, 2004). Feminist criminology avoids sudtafis by consciously attempting to bypass a
power hierarchy between researcher and particigamigersen & Hill Collins, 2007; DeVault,

1996; hooks, 1984; Reinharz, 1992; Ridgeway, 2@ptague, 2016; Ross, 2017). The
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researcher is not invisible in the process buteseas a voice for interested participants
(Harding, 1991; Hesse-Biber, Leavy, & Yaiser, 200&rshall & Rossman, 2006); doing so is
extremely important as many girls and women dqusitspeak differently, many times they do
not speak at all (MacKinnon, 1979; Smith, 1987).

With a feminist foundation, the full methodologictitategy focuses on the best interests
of girls and women while providing them an outleshare their experiences (DeVault, 1996)
and generating a sense of empowerment for thosévew (Ross, 2017). Avoiding external
incentives to participate, | hope that participargaefited from their ability to share their needs
and their opinions (Nama & Swartz, 2002; SwartZ,D0@n improving the criminal justice
system for girls and women,; these contributionseapecially important, as those incarcerated
lack the power to pursue such interests indepehdéudditionally, simply listening to young
people can serve as a primary intervention andra & giving back (Swartz, 2011). For
example, one question askisyou were a person in charge in your communityoite day, what
would you do that you would hope would help imptireelives of young girls3uch interview
guestions are designed to elicit unobstructed viemip, reflecting their lived experiences.

Added to personal reflections, | also considerednied to unpack biographical,
contextual, and structural factors (Daly, 1998; tkgchnitt, 2016), all of which may be extremely
sensitive for vulnerable participants. For examptber studies have documented a history of
abuse (Cernkovich, Lanctot, & Giordano, 2008; Mijl2008; Pollock, 1998; Sickmund, 2004)
and lack of community resources that may createelipe for girls into the juvenile justice
system (Arditti, 2012; Bryant-Davis, Ullman, Tsofgliman, & Smith, 2010; Cobbina, Miller,
& Brunson, 2008; Sherman & Balck, 2015). Furtheapmgirls respond by running away

(Sherman & Balck, 2015; Thornberry, Huizinga, & bee, 2004), engaging in self-harming
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behaviors, and other forms of maladaptive copirgpkih et al., 2010; The National Crittenton
Foundation, 2017).

In the current study, young women discussed tla@mmunities in terms of available jobs
and various daily activities, providing a measureazial capital similar to research by Deller,
Amiel, and Deller (2011), who inquired about themner and quality of different organizations
within a given community. Other questions targédture surrounding gendered social control of
girls’ and boys’ sexual acts and how community meralsespond to such. Research has shown,
for example, that daughters are subject to moneegllance than sons, creating different
expectations (Hagan, Gillis, & Simpson, 1985); spddctices are found to support boys’ acts of
sexual harassment and violence while conditioning tp submission and tolerance (Sadker and
Sadker (1994; Hand & Sanchez, 2000).

While personal interviews with girls and young wonse central to the current analysis,
the current study also goes directly to local pssfenals, gauging how non-urban communities
respond to known forms of abuse. For example, ¢@skometimes kids can get in trouble for
what is called a status offense. A status offehsemething that might be against the law for
minors but not for adults. For example, being trultom school is a status offense. What do you
know about how this works and what happens to @destiwho is truant from schoolhis and
other dialogue assist in assessing community @astiwhile also remaining vigilant for gender
distinctions.

Each element of the research guides was desigregtore characteristics associated
with coercive sexual environments in rural commiesitPopkin et al. (2016) found that when
communities exhibit low collective efficacy, highcidence of violence and social disorder

emerge; this trend, combined with limited accedsasic amenities, is associated with the
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development of coercive sexual environments. Tkebelars developed a set of seven items to
be used with adults and eight items on the youthkioe to assess participant perceptions of
CSEs. The construct variables included adult pei@ep of levels of violence, neighborhood
victimization, neighborhood social disorder, aduritl youth perceptions of neighborhood trust
and engagement with neighbors, and youth exposureighborhood violence and
victimization. With a rural focus, the current spuacknowledges validation of the scale and
utilized it as a critical guide but defaulted toegtions more specific to a rural population. For
example, rather than asking participants to refi@iumber of times they witnessed a certain
crime firsthand (or heard a gunshot, for examphe),current schedule focused on one’s simple
awareness of crime in their community.

Early methodological considerations

The current study interviews incarcerated girls aoden from frontier and rural
communities in Kansas, creating an avenue for wtaeding their personal experiences while
working within a feminist criminology perspectiv@irls and women are omitted within
traditional research, ignoring their stories wiideming policy recommendations that direct their
lives. To further understand characteristics asdediwith non-metropolitan communities,
professionals who work with youth were also intewed, affording widespread perceptions and
opportunities for young women. The work is deeplglgative.

Although early theorists from the Chicago Schoalduced well-known ethnographic
studies, such as WhyteStreet Corner Socie{1 993 [1943]), quantitative methods soon gained
strong prominence in criminological research. Qatlie methods became second choice. When
feminist criminology entered the field around tIf8&@s, qualitative methodologies emerged once

again as more informative for in-depth studiesmgressive conditions (Reinharz, 1992;
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Sprague, 2016). Qualitative methods offer an enddnaderstanding of the research with a rich
and deep appreciation for the subject matter apdagally for participants in the process
(Ambert, Adler, Adler, & Detzner, 1995; Tewksbu®Q09). The ideological mechanisms of
patriarchy had left girls and women invisible (DeNMa1996), and feminist research brought
women to the forefront as they strategize how teiga (Kandiyoti, 1988). Yet, limited
gualitative work has been conducted on girls anthem within correctional facilities (Jewkes,
2013).

A field especially challenging to enter for in-degtudy, research on incarcerated
women is particularly thin. Although the U.S. ledads world in incarceration, the prison
population is largely misunderstood and under-meseal (Liebling, 1999). Considering punitive
policies such as the war on drugs, burgeoningifes) and severe program cuts (McCorkel,
2013), few would doubt that prison research poggsficant ethical risks (Gillespie & Sinclair,
2000; Overholser, 1987). Many have called for nepralitative prison research (e.g., Simon,
2000), recognizing that such work can result imsigant procedural and public policy changes
(DeVault, 1996; Rubin & Rubin, 2005a; Shaw, Wang&d;lger, 2014), while recognizing
obstacles to the prison environment (Ferrell, Hagw& Young, 2015).

Added to the challenge of entering prisons, condgaesearch on juvenile justice-
involved youth poses multiple legal and ethicahdds (Wolbransky, Goldstein, Giallella, &
Heilbrun, 2013). After laying groundwork for prisaecess, hurdles lay in institutional processes
including oversight at the university level andhuitthe Department of Corrections. The
Institutional Review Board (IRB) application at Ksas State University, with Dr. L. Susan
Williams as principal investigator (P1) and mysasf co-investigator, was pursued and awarded

during the fall of 2017 (Appendix D). The IRB rerpd a full committee hearing, which
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included a community member to represent prisamerests. The Deputy Secretary of Kansas
Department of Corrections (Appendix E), as welpassonnel in both facilities, reviewed the
protocol and approved access to these vulneralplel@imons. All incarcerated girls at KICC
were asked to give their own assent and consehetmterview and access to their medical
records (although medical records were not revigwed

Access was facilitated by not only institutionabperation but also through longstanding
relationships that became apparent throughoutriveeps. For example, the Pl has maintained
20-plus years of connections and experiences W& and the university IRB, while | relied
on contacts and experiences as a former employPOC. We recognize, and appreciate, the
full support of all involved parties as they havarged access to populations that are highly
protected as human subjects, susceptible to urmireion, and, for juveniles specifically,
unable to give official written consent as they aneler the custody of the Kansas Department of
Corrections (KDOC) (Appendix F and Appendix G). Wt trust and cooperation from these
parties, this study would not have been possible.

Given responsibilities bestowed through the ingtns involved, the methodology
incorporates a range of protective factors rel&dtie highly vulnerable populations. Not only
are we dealing with incarcerated and age-speatfufations, but also the participants face
guestions about sexual coercion, harassment, atehee. As referenced in Chapter 1, Smith’s
(1987) standpoint theory was not forgotten durimgdata collection stage. While it is my
obligation to include these young women as fultipgrants, the procedure is not simple or
straightforward. Like Spender’s (1985) discussiarfwoman talk,” my singular position as a
woman does not mean that | can truly appreciatenderstand participant experiences (1985),

and further does not negate an imbalance of poeYéult, 1996). For example, as a
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heterosexual, white, middle-class woman, | mayfulbt appreciate the lived experiences of
non-heterosexual, non-white, lower-class partidgpagxperiences (DeVault, 1996; Hill Collins,
1992; Ingraham, 1994; Marshall & Rossman, 2006;r&ya011). Rather, the researcher and the
participants are positioned differently; we mudtramvliedge that researchers speak and hear
differently based on distinctive experiences of ppand oppression. Yet, there is promise that,
with careful attention, researchers and particpaan learn from one another and appreciate
differences (DeVault, 1990).

The remainder of this chapter outlines multipleslsyof methodological strategies,
including: (a) description of research sites, idahg background of Kansas, two correctional
facilities, and rural communities; (b) sampling antkrview procedures for individual-level
interviews; (c) sampling and procedures for comnydbased interviews; and (d) analytical
procedures.

Research sites
The State

Kansas, the Sunflower State, is a Midwestern statged in the U.S. heartland, known
for its Great Plains agriculture. As of 2016, tbtat population of Kansas was 2.9 million
citizens; the entire state is home to about theesanmber of people as Houston, Texas. Kansas
IS a conservative state, heavily Republican-votiity 44.4% registered as Republican (State of
Kansas, 2016), and consists of mostly white re$sd@36.6%). Thirteen percent of Kansans live
in poverty (U.S. Census Bureau, 2017a), and 17%dsfqualify as “poor” (County Health
Rankings, 2014a). According to a 2014 Pew Religlcarsdscape Survey, 76% of Kansans
report their faith as Christian. Kansas pridedfitse its composition of small towns, ranking™.5

in surface area but 35n populatior(U.S. Census Bureau, 2017b). One can easily betdie
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from the official state website to another callexve Small Town America
(www.lovesmalltownamerica.com).

The state of Kansas oversees eight adult faciligesen male and one female) and one
juvenile correctional facility (both male and femplAs of April 18, 2018, Kansas incarcerated
8,995 men, 912 women, 170 male youth, and 10 fegymalth. According to Joe Norwood,
Secretary of Kansas Department of Correctionsintercerated juvenile population has
decreased from an average of 345 in fiscal yeat 20219 in fiscal year 2016. Error! Reference
source not found. provides data for incarcerataias within the ten selected counties for
juvenile offenders. In 2016, adult facilities obset a slight decline, due to changes in how
good-time credit was awarded (KDOC, 2016). ExcepD18, the Kansas adult prison system
has shown a steady increase in admission rate33(8)&2008 to 9,803 in 2017). Since that time,
the women'’s prison is at capacity with 912 of 9&8®filled; a recent report projects it will be

soon be over capacity (Kansas Sentencing Commisaidr).
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Table 3.1 Juvenile Incarceration Rates by County @L0-partial year 2018)
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Incarc.

Rate*
Cedar
Male 0 0 2 1 3 0 0 2 2 0.19
Female O 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0.09
Mableton
Male 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0.15
Female O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00

Kelley
Male 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00
Female O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00
Staley

Male 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0.08

Female O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00
Grady

Male 0 3 2 0 0 1 0 2 0 0.40

Female O 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.10
Stokes

Male 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00

Female O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00
Randall

Male 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0.16

Female O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00

Green
Male 5 7 4 9 5 13 3 8 4 0.64
Female 1 2 4 2 1 0 3 0 0 0.15
Samson

Male 92 87 66 60 63 65 59 47 33 0.09

Female 8 6 9 4 2 8 3 12 6 0.009
Jonesburg

Male 29 30 20 22 22 18 14 14 17 0.15

Female 3 1 1 1 3 2 3 0 0 0.01

All community names are pseudonyms.
*The incarceration rate was based on a rate of0lyddth.

Topeka Correctional Facility

Historically, women were held at the Kansas Statieistrial Farm near Lansing, Kansas;
the most common charge was for “lascivious conti(atiich does not necessarily mean
prostitution) (Janovy, 2017). The Topeka Corredldracility (TCF) was then built and open in

1970; the complex includes a historical structuresoused for African American technical
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education (KDOC, 2016). Beginning in 2001, all wonzge admitted into the same facility
regardless of the severity of their offense, lergftimcarceration, risk level, treatment needs, or
other factors. In 2016, Norwood, appointed the sddemale warden to oversee the facility.
Prior to the current warden’s appointment, localsgapers (e.gl'he Topeka Capital-Journal
reported the prison to be full of contraband ad ag&lguard-to-inmate bribes and sex trade
arrangements, and even prison rape, resultingeiptégnancy of an inmate. In a 2012 letter to
the Governor, the Civil Rights Division (2012, p.cbncluded that, “TCF fails to protect women
prisoners from harm due to sexual abuse and mismbificom correctional staff and other
prisoners in violation of their constitutional rigti’ A U.S. Department of Justice investigation
culminated in a settlement with TCF for failurepimtect the incarcerated women (Newton,
2015). TCF and the U.S. Department of Justice laavagreement allowing for oversight of
compliance conditions (Cadue, 2016). The two mesemt wardens are credited with significant
improvements in administration of the facility.
Kansas Juvenile Correctional Complex

The Kansas Juvenile Correctional Complex (KJCO)merly referred to as the Topeka
Juvenile Correctional Facility, was established®79 as a reform school and the state’s first
institution for juvenile rehabilitation in Kansas€JCC houses individuals as young as ten years
of age to as old as 22 % years of age. Under Ké®isds law, youth can remain in the custody of
the Kansas Department of Corrections until theghgbe age of 23 (KDOC, 2016). The earlier
construction consisted of cottage-style units,ib001 a new concrete-style secure facility
replaced the residential buildings. In early 2ab&, KJCC superintendent stepped down

following an alleged battery citation (Dulle, 2018he facility is located on 60 acres in Topeka,
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Kansas, within a secure perimeter fence; the atheysgs stark and grey. KICC is funded to
operate a total of 235 beds (Cadue, 2017).

The stories of incarcerated girls and women areiarto further understanding rural
community dynamics, and further data collectioruded speaking directly with community
actors in small-town communities. In consideringresentative Kansas counties to include in
the community-level interviews, | consulted with. Btaine Johannes, associate professor and
extension specialist at Kansas State Universityy hds extensive experience in working with
Kansas communities; expert interviews are commaoime forms of qualitative work
(Mayring, 2003). Previously, Dr. Johannes providethmunity-based services to older adults
and their families in 18 counties as the direcfatammunity services for the North Central-
Flint Hills Area Agency on Aging. In that capacighe also established a rural housing authority
and a housing rehabilitation function for the agemc ongoing communication, Dr. Johannes
provided valuable information for selection andssléication of Kansas communities for this
study. A key component of expert interviews invaltkee interviewee’s knowledge about the
facts of the community as well as their informedhagns (Yin, 2003).

Results of consultations with Dr. Johannes consitiseveral southeast Kansas counties
and the significant role mining plays in the jolisesidents. Southeastern counties exhibit
elevated levels of substance abuse and povertgestigg some characteristics known to be
associated with CSEs. Also in consideration, tiomenties in southwest Kansas afford sampling
of a region isolated from any urban center. Sevasaghwestern counties were designated as
“frontier,” where basic necessities such as wadeetbecome an issue. When looking at
northwestern Kansas counties, other issues wergdsred such as incoming gun-rights

organizations, contributing to a growing hyper-aamativism. Finally, the process identified
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one county known for its aging population, whichynhald different norms regarding gender
and youth culture.

The U.S. Census Bureau, Population Estimates (3@d@)lation density chart was used
in the final consideration of targeted countiesisTdart (Figure 3.1) breaks down the 105
Kansas counties into five categorizations basethemumber of persons per square mile
(ppsm). The Kansas average is 35.6 (Densely-séiledl) persons per square mile, of which 36
are considered Frontier, 34 are Rural, 19 are Dgisettled Rural, ten are Semi-Urban, and six
are Urban (The University of Kansas, 2016). Thegatizations based on persons per square
mile was compared with the United States DepartrakAgriculture’s Economic Research
Service’s Rural-Urban continuum codes for Kans@482). Metro to non-metro classification
ranges from 1-9 (1=most metro; 9=most non-metrgguife 3.2). With 105 total counties, 18%
are metro and 82% are non-metro (Economic Res&swohce, 2013b). A third and final source
used in the consideration of county selection waset on the Health Resources and Services

Administration’s Federal Designated Medically Urssved Areas and Populations information.
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Figure 3.1 Population Density Classification in Kasas by County, 2016
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Figure 3.2 U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Rural-Uban continuum codes for Kansas
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After consideration of expert experience and sé@aasification systems for Kansas, ten
Kansas counties were selected with an intentioif@altef targeting counties from each side and
corner and of the statError! Not a valid bookmark self-reference. displays the final selection
of the ten Kansas counties. The table providesadmym for each county as well as the

population density classification based on theehmablished classification systems.

Table 3.2 Breakdown of Ten Counties

County  U.S. Census Bureau Rural-Urban continuum Federal Designated
Population codes Medically Underserved
Estimates Areas and Populations
Kelly Frontier Non-metro Medically underserved
Staley Frontier Non-metro Medically underserved
Stokes Frontier Non-metro Medically underserved
Grady Rural Non-metro Not medically underserved
Randall Rural Non-metro Medically underserved
Mableton Rural Non-metro Medically underserved
Cedar Densely-settled rural  Non-metro Medically undevedr
Green Semi-urban Non-metro Medically underserved &
low income
Samson Urban Metro Medically underserved &
low income
Jonesburg Urban Metro Not medically underserved

To speak in more general terms, and to increasidemiality of responses, the ten
counties were then separated into three main cijdiased on several demographic factors.
Three clusters help to analyze responses fromeahsppctive of frontier, rural, and urban
identification. Additional factors included overalbpulation size, population change from 2010
to 2017, percentage of persons under 18 yearseyfpsgcentage of persons over 65 years-of-
age, percentage of kids living in poverty, numberegognized mental health providers, and
overall violent crime rate.

After considering each of these variables forexil tounties, Cluster 1 consists of three
frontier counties (Kelly, Stanley, and Stokes), <&éu 2 is comprised of four rural counties

(Grady, Randall, Mableton, and Cedar), and ClUt@presents the three urban classified
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counties (Green, Samson, and Jonesburg). The udestdéring, again, seeks to minimize issues
related to confidentiality. The three county clustemographics are displayed&mor!

Reference source not foundwhich displays means for each of the seven deapbgg

variables, as well as the state average. Furtingnjle incarceration rates for the ten counties
were calculated, based on state juvenile incariogigfrom 2010 through 2017. Combined
averages for each of the three clusters is repregevithin the final column. Overall, this table
provides a snapshot of demographic differencethiothree clusters.

Table 3.3 Cluster Demographics

Population * Population **Persons **Persons **Children **Mental ***Violent Juvenile

average change under 18  over 65 in poverty  health crime rate  incarc.
providers rate
Cluster 1 4,027 -1.73 21.60 22.23 19.33 2,273:1 123 a20.
F: 0.00
Cluster 2 11,179 -2.78 25.18 18.78 19.75 4,519:1 265 M2 0.2
F: 0.09
Cluster3 377,344 +4.57 27.13 11.80 16.00 711:1 405 M3 0.2
F: 0.05
Statewide 27,688 +2.10 24.60 15.00 17.00 580:1 239 185 0.
F: 0.01

*Population change observes years 2010 through.2017

**Displayed numbers are all based on the mean péaiges for the counties within that cluster (Coutiéalth,
2014a).

***Ratio of population to mental health provideGdqunty Health, 2014b).

***Based on Uniform Crime Reports data (2012-201diime rate is per 100,000 people.

Interviewing girls and women
Deliberations specific to Kansas counties were @seah initial guide for selecting
young women to be interviewed at the Topeka Caoeat Facility, facilitating the selection of
young women (30 and under) who had spent consildetiaiee in those communities. Once a list
of identified women was provided by the facilitygdnsulted again with Dr. Johannes to further
gain insight into each of the communities ptmiconducting interviews. A total of eight adults
and 12 youth interviewed in the two correctionalifaes. In total, 16 of 20 interviewed girls

and women came from non-metro counties while fame from metro counties. Additionally,
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15 participants came from medically underservedsriiree came from medically underserved
and low-income areas, and only two came from cesrttiat are not medically underserved or
low income.

| initiated prison interviews at TCF with pre-sekst participants based on age and
sentencing county. Following adult inmate interwsewall assenting girls at the Kansas Juvenile
Correctional Complex (KJCC) were interviewed indivally, in a closed setting, after securing
the Superintendent’s consent. All semi-structuredrviews were between one to two and one-
half hours.

The interview schedule was constructed based gawaguisly created measure of CSEs
by Popkin et al. (2015). In addition, as field r@®# for incarcerated girls and women is
relatively uncharted, certain open-ended questigre designed to allow exploration into issues
that may come up organically. Qualitative methodarily rely on discovery rather than
verification (Ambert, Adler, Adler, & Detzner, 1995 well-suited approach when engaging in
exploratory work or when working with highly comgler rarely studied subjects (Charmaz,
2006; Bogdan & Biklen, 2007). The interview schedabnsists of direct questions as well as a
list of probes to elicit further relevant informati Relying on retrospective recall, the interview
schedule explored past experiences in their hommeramities, reflections on the process that
brought them to the facility, and their generalspective on community life.

Interviews were audio-recorded using a laptop cdempand a handheld recording device
as to avoid reliance solely on memory (DeVault,d)99ost interviews lasted one to two hours,
while a few stretched the span of two and onednalirs. All inmate audios were then
transcribed verbatim and saved as a text file.lfh interviews were transcribed verbatim, the

participants’ words were also interpreted (DeVal®90; Tilley, 1998) through field notes taken
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during interviews as well as observations whilekivag freely throughout the facilities.

Although parts of speech such as pauses were clatied within the transcription process,
outward displays of emotion (e.g. crying) were relea within field notes (DeVault, 1990; Ross,
2017).

Qualitative interviewing techniques reach beyomdpde conversation and requires the
art of hearing (Rubin & Rubin, 2005a). DeVault (09@ddressed what she referred to as
translation—various ways in which women’s choicevofding is only “close enough” to their
actual experiences. In other words, interviewingggbeyond question-and-answer format,
requiring an astute sensitivity to the situatiangumstances, and position of the interviewee. As
feminist scholars have asserted, the intervievardst as translator in many facets. DeVault
(1990) described the process of translation asvi@] “Often, | believe, this halting, hesitant,
tentative talk signals the realm of not-quite artited experience, where standard vocabulary is
inadequate, and where a respondent tries to spaakeixperience and finds language wanting”
(p- 103). As part of the process, | then draw onown experiences—as woman/mother/teacher,
also trained and experienced in psychological @ihivork—at “filling in” what was not
incompletely articulated, based on verbal and ndralecues (Frye, 1983; DeVault, 1990). |
inserted various prompts and side notes into tteeview schedule regarding concepts | was
seeking to uncover. Finally, | structured timefietd notes between interviews, recording my
observations and thoughts immediately followingititerviews, a time-worn technique common
among top qualitative researchers (Ross, 2017).

Interviewing community actors
Feminist criminology typically focuses on experiea®f those most impacted. In this

case, stories and contributions from incarceraidsl ghd women provide the foundation of this
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research. Yet, to understand community-level chiarstics more thoroughly and appreciate
their shared stories, community actors were indudihin the interviewing process.
Professionals working within the trenches of Kargawide their own experiences and
perception of small-town community culture.

To begin interviewing community actors, solicitatizvas sent from the Director of
Juvenile Services with the Kansas Department oféctions (Megan Milner) as well as the
Court Services Specialist with the Office of Judiddministration (Chris Mechler). Both
individuals sent an introductory e-mail to all june probation officers as well as court services
officers within the ten selected counties. Addiithy, an email was sent to all K-State Extension
Agents working within the ten selected countiesndwballing strategy was then used to recruit
remaining participant&rror! Not a valid bookmark self-reference. refers to the final
breakdown of professional affiliation of communagtors; the largest category is represented by
those serving in community corrections.

Table 3.4 Community Actors and Professional Affilidion

Professional position Number completed
Defense Attorney 3
Community Corrections 10
Treatment Providers 4
Law Enforcement 2
Church Minister 1
Court Services 7
County Attorney 2
Extension Agents 6
School Personnel 9
Judge 6
Total 50

Snowballing allowed for interviewees to providentact information for other reliable
community workers. With the added knowledge ofdratinderstanding the interview schedule,
community actors were able to think of others @itikcommunity who would share honest

feedback about the questions. All referrals wergated either by e-mail, phone, or both. After
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completing 50 community interviews, saturation \weeched. All scheduled interviews were
completed but no additional appointments were naadleis point.

In interviewing stakeholders from the three commaoiusters, | relied on their
perceptions and reports, which served as trianiguldéetween the primary participants (girls
and young women) and that of their community (Amb&dler, Adler, & Detzner, 1995). Cross-
checking helps to provide validity to participantssponses (Douglas, 1976), although the intent
was to understand perceptions.

| conducted all 50 community interviews by phoimeerviews lasted anywhere form 30
minutes to one and one-half hours. | recorded thsimg a flash drive inserted into a USB port
on the phone and took extensive notes. After conmgie@ach interview, | then spent time
summarizing the conversations as well as my impyess the interviewee’s openness. Field
notes were recorded and later utilized when anadyzontent of interviews within counties. As
support, Marshall and Rossman (2008) suggesthiaige of several cases, various informants,
and more than one source of data collection prewedidity and generalizability to qualitative
studies.

Data management and analysis

As this current study was primarily focused ondhelitative nature of interviewing girls
and women, those interviews within facilities warelio recorded on a handheld device and then
saved and secured as .mp3 and .wav files on a paeggnotected computer; all techniques were
approved by the University IRB. Second, all . mpd8 amav files from inmate interviews were
then transcribed. A representative selection ofroomity actors’ interviews were transcribed
(n=30), providing a baseline of intra-communityarrhation; the remaining interviews were

printed and coded line-by-line, based on commortepts. All field notes and observations
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were included for organization, categorization, aading of imported data. Field notes were
included into text files and subjected to open rgdor open inquiry (Ross, 2017).

With specific reference to software such as Nviluzlsh (2002) discussed three main
approaches to analysis of qualitative data. Optieciside looking for exact language within the
data set, interpretation of meaning, and utilizimg reflexive approach, all of which assists the
researcher in incorporating their own contributiorthe data creation and analysis process
(Welsh, 2002). Such strategies follow Glaser anadietis (2013) suggestion of linking
empirical information to categories. They also raozend indexing themes and content,
followed by extraction; some suggest combiningttitee options (Mason, 1996).

Sensitivity to detail constitutes a main tenet vélgative work (Gillespie & Sinclair,
2000), as well as attention to abstract relatiqsim what is said and observed (Chenail, 2012).
As with many forms of qualitative research, a gl of time is expended in linking data to
theory, as guided by conceptual models (AmberteAdidler, & Detzner, 1995). Extraction
entails identifying suggested fits within codesdzhen responses of participants while retaining
original words (Glaser & Laudel, 2013). Althouglograms such as Nvivo may assist in locating
key terms and themes, individuals may use diffel@mjuage to express the same, or similar,
meanings (Welsh, 2002; Rubin & Rubin, 2005b), reimdethe researcher’s role critical in the
analytical process. This researcher’s coding potEkbwed these guidelines offered by
established literature.

The analyzed interviews were first open coded, exgug data for themes that were
consistent or diverted from the conceptual modebtal of 58 themes were identified from this
process. The 58 themes were then assessed fathihwhe 20 concepts within the conceptual

model. From the 20 concepts, the interviews yieltld®3 coded quotes and comments and four
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main findings. These categories were then reapphi¢de data set to assess for frequency,
intensity, and consistency among interviewees. sdfevare was intended to serve as a “filing
cabinet” and means for performing basic analysmi{{$& Hesse-Biber, 1996). This procedure
contrasts to a sole reliance on the use of quaktabftware in which the researcher may be
guided too far in one direction (Seidel, 1991)jtéap that may distance the researcher from their
data (Barry, 1998). Having a solid theoretical ustiending prior to analyzing and interpreting
data is necessary to avoid less-than-crediblerfgsl{Fielding, 2000). | took the recommended
steps to assure facilitation and accuracy of tha daalysis process (Richards & Richards, 1994;
Morrison & Moir, 1998).

In line with previous scholarship by feminist crimologists, | recognized the importance
of emotional involvement of the researcher andvtiieerable population (Becker 1971). This
approach contrasts sharply with quantitative methaotl even earlier conventions for
conducting interviews as a form of methodology. Fesh methods dismiss ethical concerns
with incorporating personal emotion into the intew (Westmarland, 2011), choosing, instead,
to state biases, remain sensitive to intrinsic nmgg) and overtly make the entire research
process transparent. In turn, | paid close attartbacontent and structure of speech for clues of
emotion and meaning (Paget, 1983). These emotiespbnses were notated within field notes
as to preserve unspoken words and provide furthretiegt to transcribed interviews. Others
before me have noted the value of including re$esst perspectives on important dimensions
(Ambert, Adler, Adler, & Detzner, 1995), and th#&té strength of quality research derives from
how close researchers get to their data, ratherttitextent to which they are able to maintain
detachment” (1995, p. 887). With that said, | alsknowledged and guarded for any tendency to

become too involved in such personal discussions.
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As a check on involvement in the research processing consent was a principal
component throughout the interview process (Gerni&l86; Ambert, Adler, Adler, & Detzner,
1995). As the researcher serves as an “expertémegting observation data (Xu & Storr, 2012),
| reminded all participants of the voluntary natoféheir involvement and their ability to opt out
of answering specific questions. As such, | exeeteergy towards striking a balance in the
researcher-participant role, remaining friendly iwmeminding them periodically of their ability
to opt out, and/or to seek mental health servicasy distress was experienced due to our
discussions.

Confidentially remains the bedrock of qualitatiesearch. To ensure confidentiality of
participants, pseudonyms and numbers are useagt pliase in collection, analysis, and
reporting processes (Patton, 2001). Where configégtis a question, details are changed or
redacted to protect the source.

Discussion

Many feminist scholars conduct very well-qualifigdantitative research; no specific
method is exempted from feminist research. As agréeminist criminologists fully support
and widely utilize qualitative research for undansting social processes. In the current study,
the primary research question addresses whetherieesexual environments exist within non-
urban communities; this represents a questioncimabe answered only through the perspective
of girls and young women, a population that remaimgerstudied and misunderstood (Jewkes,
2013). The methodology detailed in this chaptecdess a qualitative prison study conducted
with girls from the Kansas Juvenile Correctionatify and women from the Topeka
Correctional Facility to measure those perspectives augmented through research within

local communities and relevant stakeholders. Thersgresearch question addresses influence
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of coercive sexual environments on gidgep(incarceration) involvement with the juvenile
justice system, while the third seeks to uncovecsic pathways from CSEs into the justice
system; again, individual-level and community dadflection explores such relationships. The
final research question assesses community resoancepractices, and whether perceptions
differ between justice-involved girls and women dnat of community stakeholders.

As inspired by feminist scholarship, results of thierent study will serve as a catalyst for
conversation with state officials; my ultimate g@ato stand as an activist for all young women
who find themselves in this precarious situatioms hot enough to know that girls and women
are marginalized and punished for their victimiaatiwve must also serve as their public voice, a
major mission of feminist research. SpecificalBsults of the study will generate a conversation
with local court and corrections officials to edtecthem on what is known about female
offenders and gendered pathways to offending. Avoiiant piece to policy change is to not
approach gender-specific criminal justice issudh wione-size-fits-all approach (Arditti, 2012),
or even for gender-responsive programs, which afies the point of over-incarceration. Many
times, such policy changes further depress thasady oppressed—women of color, women of
lower income, and women as a group (Williams, 2048Corkel, 2013). Findings of this study
will produce unique data to state legislature ammunity actors, identifying and targeting
coercive sexual environments and ways to combattasand reduce harm toward girls. This
concerted, intentional effort will hopefully residtmore girls receiving community-based

interventions and treatment, with an aim to elirtenarisons for girls.
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Chapter 4 - Stories behind prison walls

| could not help but think about my own abilityleéave at the end of the day while the

girls and women returned to their units. | also tioue to think about my disgust of

leaving one facility with a live cockroach on myckpack—nbut not, at least initially, the

one that crawled on someone’s dinnefield notes, December 21, 2017

Author’s preface

Reflexivity remains a central concept to feministirndology; to begin the chapter on
prison stories, it seems appropriate to start vatte of my own, from my field notes. The above
excerpt describes my initial reaction after leavthg juvenile facility. | would entitle the story
“Cockroaches,” (plural), not singular. After leawinthe juvenile prison the first evening, a
cockroach ran off my backpack and into my vehlatenvinced myself that it was only a beetle,
continuing my three-hour journey home. During mytnsit, it became apparent that my
encounter with a lone cockroach was all but a slagincident. As if enough dignities had not
yet been stripped, the facility required that aHgeat meals on their unit, trays placed on their
laps, while sitting in weighted-down chairs; dinngiserved at 4:30 p.m.

Let that sink in. Someone’s child eats all meala sblitary chair, plate in lap, stripped
of the basic amenity of an eating table. | askeoualtt. The girls had been told it was more
“convenient” than moving them to the “chow hall” whe most of the juveniles (i.e., boys) eat.
Administration feared that boys’ aggressive beheigould put the girls in danger. On this
given evening, one young girl started to screanh ahfducking cockroach” was on her tray. An
officer looked at the unwelcomed critter, then leckan extra meal for the inmate, which she
promptly ate. Several staff later verified the goelkch problem. For me, an “outsider,” the

presence of a live cockroach on someone’s foodhetas disturbing as the desensitized

responses from the girls and staff. Other thanntioenent of cursing, it was business as usual.
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The unpleasantries didn’t end there. As a prevemgloyee of this facility, | recall
several occasions where staff could leave earlyake vacation, because of the stench of a
backed-up sewer. The recollections returned acbdentered the same familiar smell during
interviews. The employee exemption is applicablg ibone is a “professional” staff member,
not inmate #10489. Inmate #10489 was locked baiwodows of sharp barbed wire fence, one
metal detector, six secured doors, three additiameecured doors, and a few dozen officers.
Staff put on a good front. Inmates are dangerolsudgh uncomfortably as | think of
“dangerous” girls, including the one just locked tgr cutting off an ankle monitoring device.

For someone who has never been to a women'’s prssone fictional television shows do
a decent job of depicting prison life. For exam@eange is the New Black, although extreme at
times, fairly accurately portrays daily strugglessaciated with women'’s prisons. The women
live in extremely small quarters, with bunked badd one small desk. Visitors walk freely with
the inmates, but one never feels tralgongthem. You are an uneasy spectator. A constant flow
of foot traffic and constant buzz of women comimg) going—from work to chow hall, groups,
showers—produces an echoing clatter. A tinge af aad dingy, much like an old-cellar smell,
permeates. Although many inmates take pride in tauaimg their environment, cleanly upkeep
is almost impossible. I tried to imagine what itulbbe like to never leave.

Chapter 4 framework

As Chapter 4 begins, the above field observatitiesgpt to interject the sense of
controlled chaos, of both desperation and hopesoddtion in the midst of 900 women pressed
together, that constitutes the environment in whinehstudy took place. Working within the
conceptual model (see Figure 1.1), Chapter 4 facasegendered experiences of girls and

women and their adaptations to situations befodeadier incarceration. Participants reveal
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elements of their community’s gender regime, bagetheir own perceptions—a critical part of
this research. Later, Chapter 5 addresses commleniy characteristics exposed through
interviews with local stakeholders.

Stories of the girls and women guide the analykthkie chapter as organized into four
main themesErontier communitiesWhere everyone knows your name (and genues@rs
local culture in non-metropolitan areas, demonistgatvays in which family name and status
couples with local gender norms. Secdddn-metro gender regimes: Here is your [gender]
identityillustrates how multiple institutions present a&er of contemporary gender norms
while responding differently to behaviors of boyslayirls. Third,Place, space, and [the
gendering of] coercive sexual environmeadsiresses the local gender regime specific torfsct
that create, maintain, and support coercive sexalonments. Fourttirt roads: Girls’
pathway to prisorraws connections among the three themes, explichbow the victimization-
to-imprisonment pipeline works for rural girls awdmen. Lastly, Chapter 4 ends with a
discussion section, summarizing findings as incafsal within a gendered pathways model.

Before delving into themes, this chapter brieflyiegvs the socio-political milieu of the
state, providing some context for the state enwirent in which the study takes place. The
chapter then includes sample demographics of gaatts in this study and describes the coding
schema used to determine themes. The crux of tqgt@hcenters on stories and perspectives of
the participants, in their words and from theiispn cells.

Brief review of Kansas milieu

Kansas has been labeled one of the most sociallgeceative states in the nation.

Historian Thomas Frank wrote the bodkhat's the Matter with Kansa2@04), which reflects

the prominence of a cultural war at the expenstanfjerous economic policy choices. The book

97



came out around the time that a 2005 Kansas cotistial amendment banned same-sex
marriage; one year later, legislation marked theimmiim age for marriage at fifteen.
Historically, Kansas was at the center of the 186greme Court decisioBrown v. Board of
Education banning racially segregated schools throughautkls. Kansas remains heavily
white (87%), with six percent Black and seven petoenstituted by other or non-specified
racial identity.

More recently, Governor Sam Brownback (taking @fic 2011) initiated what he
referred to as a “red-state experiment.” The intesd to bring economic growth by dramatically
cutting income tax rates. These cuts caused Kaesasues to fall by hundreds of millions of
dollars with deep budget cuts in areas such asa¢iduc Following Brownback’s reelection, the
White House announced that Brownback would be natathas the new U.S. Ambassador-at-
Large for International Religious Freedom. Prioteaving for his new appointment, then
Governor Brownback and his wife were announced theetoud-speaker at a basketball game
between two Kansas rivals. The crowd’s responseertazil news; they booed him, both teams
(Lennington, 2015). The resulting Brownback finahdéiasco will take many more years of
recovery efforts, made more difficult with a growtte of .8 percent, which is among the lowest
in the U.S. (Abouhalkah, 2015). As of 2018, Kansasains heavily conservative, in financial
crisis, with deep cuts in most services acrossthie; local programs have also sharply declined.
The Kansas Department of Corrections has closefheilties and remains critically
underfunded and understaffed; as only the modtleisiutcome, prisoner riots and fires have
resulted, forcing the state to declare an emergempsison staffing (Shorman, 2017).

Sample demographics
The sampling selection included all juvenile gdige to a dwindling number of incarcerated

girls in the state (typically 15 or less). For adubmen, the technique was purposive, including onl
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those women 30 years of age and younger, and piyritawse whose hometown offense location
was in a frontier or rural county in Kans&sror! Not a valid bookmark self-reference. exhibits
racial composition of the sample, with 80% repart@s white, which is consistent with Kansas
population.Girls and women tend to enter the juvenile jussiggtem and criminal justice system
after a stent of failed community interventionsfPanchera, 2014). ReferringEoror! Not a
valid bookmark self-reference, one can see the spread of prior juvenile placésrfenboth

girls and women in this study. For girls, the tatamber of previous juvenile placements ranged
from zero to 18; mean 6.5. For women, the rangedadrom zero to 29, mean 4.6. Many
experienced years of shuffling from one placemerarother. The current study also considers
the overall number of days incarcerated. On avefagenile girls (average age 15) had spent
almost one year (307 days) of their lives incarsetaAmong adults, most had spent, on

average, two years in prison (688 days), thoughdpend goes up to 5.5 years.
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Table 4.1Demographic Information of Inmates

n(mean) (s.d.)

Age
Juveniles (range 14-17) 15.75 .82
Adults (range 21-30) 2487 297
Race
White
Juveniles 8 .80
Adults 8 1
Black
Juveniles 2 .20
Adults 0 0
Hispanic
Juveniles 2 .20
Adults 0 0
Total number of juvenile placements
Juveniles (range 0-18) 6.5 6.14
Adults (range 0-29) 4.62 9.35
Total number of prior incarcerations
Juveniles at KJCC (range 0 to 4) 1.75 1.01
Adults at TCF (range 0 to 0) 0 0
Total time served(in days)
Juveniles (range 24 to 605) 307.00 202.79
Adults (range 62 to 2005) 688.12 760.66

Table 4.2, provides a guidepost for participanhtdeation when referencing quotes and other
salient data sources. For several incarceratesl ¢wir charges are labeled as violent offenses.
However, the details and circumstances surrounttheig offenses were diverse—many girls
were left in their communities until running awayb®ing truant, at which point they were
subsequently incarcerated. Most women were incat@efor non-violent offenses such as
burglaries or drug offenses. The two “violent” afeers included a women who killed her
husband in self-defense and a second who gavetbiglbaby leaving it unattended leading to

death.
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Table 4.2Reference Guide: Basic Characteristics of Incarcetad Participants

Project Facility Pseudonym Race Age Sentence Offense (most Time
ID # (in months) serious) Served
(in
days)
1 TCF Emerson Katson W 26 11 Burglary 240
2 TCF Mary Leahman W 24 23 Contraband 360
3 TCF Shirley Harper w 21 13 Burglary 395
4 TCF Kaydence Brown W 29 120 ndPegree 1975
Murder
5 TCF Angie Brittle w 30 178 "9Degree 2005
Murder
6 TCF Madelyn Murry W 23 20 Criminal Damage 62
7 TCF Adrienne Sharkey W 23 5 LEO Interference 93
8 TCF Kynlee Bryant w 23 12 Distribution/ 375
Possession
50 KJCC  Nora Smith wW 16 36 Agg. Indecent 24
Liberties
*51 KJCC  Sarah Nelson H 17 188 " Pegree 546
Murder
52 KJCC  Carrie Johnston B 15 18 Agg. Battery 605
53 KJCC  Christine Karst wW 15 30 Battery 456
54 KJCC  Joleen Meis W 16 16 Burglary 102
55 KJCC Harper Barry W 14 112 Rape 350
56 KJCC  Tristan Graham w 16 6 LEO Interference 135
57 KJCC Kristy Dolechek w 15 12 LEO Interference 70
58 KJCC  Jamie Nixon H 16 36 Assault 547
59 KJCC Maggie Crown W 16 6 Battery 364
60 KJCC  Nikki Wallace B 16 36 Commercial 395
Sexual Exploit.
*61 KJCC Carson Burnett W 17 4 Attempt Escape90

from Custody
*Youthful Offenders: Youth housed at the Kansas dileeCorrectional Complex until one day prior t@ith18"
birthdays.

Coding and themes
Transcribed inmate conversations constituted 84&gfaa daunting number waiting for
analysis. To proceed, | reviewed audio recordimgsrandomly selected five for a close read of
the transcripts; this strategy enabled me to testdtegories based on the conceptual model.
Through open coding, 58 themes emerged within cogdetes and comments, initially grouped
into seven (conceptual map-driven) categories, lwbdeductively morphed into 20 concepts.

NVivo was then used to reassess the entire datarse¢quency, intensity, and consistency.
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Error! Not a valid bookmark self-reference. displays the coded themes and frequencies within
inmate interviews. While a deductive approach wseluo categorize the 58 themes according
to the conceptual model, an analytically inductypg@roach remains sensitive to potential
unknown issues that emerge throughout the inteszidilie table demonstrates the significant
references made to the local gender regime, inofudomments about local gender norms and
policing of girls across different institutions. é@ssing the entire conceptual model,
participants shared experiences related to theal lcommunity infrastructure and gendered
experiences. When speaking to gendered violenceendlized norms, participants disclosed
means of addressing their trauma—including loc&rirentions and the handling within the

justice system.
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Table 4.3 Theme References with Inmate Interviews

References
Community Infrastructure 1, 056
Opportunity structure 174
Collective efficacy 655
Ruling apparatus 143
Organizations 84
Gender Regime 3,302
Institutions 1,605
Hegemonic masculinity 728
Culture 969
Media 0
Coercive Sexual Environment 672
Gendered violence 186
Sexualized norms 242
Gendered social control 244
Gendered Experiences 817
Doing gender 219
Agency 305
Consciousness 45
Efficacy 18
Poly-victimization 230
Adaptations 1,066
Drugs and alcohol use 456
Sexual deviance 46
Accomplice behavior 55
Self-harm 242
Status offenses 267
Local Interventions 550
Criminal Justice System 151

The remainder of Chapter 4 outlines the four maentes as briefly described within the
Chapter 4 framework. We begin by understandingitdeatinformal ties in non-urban
communities, as evidenced through stature and itapce afforded to family name.

Frontier communities: Where everyone knows your nara (and gender)

Life-course and place-level studies have faileshahuding girls and women in non-urban
areas. This section focuses on local culture inmetropolitan areas specific to lives of girls and
young women. Whereas most place-level researctséscon “hard” structural characteristics

such as concentrations of disadvantage and lowatole efficacy, the current study calls into
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guestion application of the same standards fol nar@munities. It is well established that non-
urban communities produce relatively unique cultidantifiers, such as a denser network of
informal ties, but much less is known about howsthoharacteristics are gendered and ways in
which such elements affect political and sociakpsses. This section addresses ways in which
these factors contribute to a coercive environnf@ngirls and young women. We begin with
significance of family name in rural communities,expressed by incarcerated young women
from non-metro areas.

In fact,all 20 participants indicated that when youth are iogied in delinquent or
criminal acts, one’s last name has a significamaot on intervention, which may be initiated (or
not) by a concerned neighbor, school official,aw lenforcement. In this example, Mary is a 24-
year-old who spent her teenage years moving froenfaster home to the next. Mary came from
a troubled home. She talked about the judge’s camsred placing her in a variety of foster
homes “in the middle of nowhere,” reportedly aseans to protect her from local “bad”
connections. The court’s rationale was that gike Mary would be less likely to run if they did
not know where they were or who surrounded thenessence, they “disappeared” Mary. Mary
was placed in 29 foster homes over the coursevafrakyears. The frontier county, where she
spent most of her teenage years, had many lalrehefpbut the primary one was “outsider”:

Foster kids are considered outsiders and unless fgstier parents truly just
adore you, you are [always] deemed an outsider.

Being labeled as a delinquent “outsider” carrisggaificant rippling effect for many.
Nearly all participants described their frontienoounity as;'It's a very close-knit community.
Outsiders are frowned uponThe close-knit description was used by girls andwo who were

“home grown” in frontier and rural counties as waslthose who relocated there.
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As one example, Adrienne (23) spent her entiredbloibd in a southeast rural Kansas
community. After she was convicted on drug-relatkedrges (resulting in probation through
community corrections), most of her family movedoss the U.S. Adrienne later returned to the
community with a boyfriend and was almost immedjaii@carcerated for interfering with law
enforcement. She was charged with harboring helrieog while police conducted a drug raid.
Adrienne believes that many small-town Kansas comti@s are a legal trap for outsidergvé
noticed the majority of the people, like even witnety do come from the outside in, they get in
trouble here in the Midwest.

Frontier communities pride themselves on knowing another. Outsiders are held at a
distance, and newcomers must work diligently tanaiste. Acceptance comes more quickly if
the newcomer holds a perceived desirable trait,(BES, race/ethnicity, athletic ability). On the
other hand, “insiders” who have been establishedi@ny generations in the community often
get a pass, even with criminal activity.

The rural gaze was noted by these participantspditeived themselves as outsiders,
which comes with a sense of heightened watchfuliéss juvenile girls reported that the
general policing strategy was to assess for behadeviating from gendered norms for proper
girls. Kynlee (23) was a local troubled youth fr&@autheast Kansas. She spent her free-time
drinking and engaging in petty offenses. After griog out of school, she moved between two
rural Kansas communities and noticed that regasdiésounty, her reputation as a druggie and
petty criminal lead to increased community supéowis

And probably, | was, | was an outsider in thosentswoo. That I, when | was

doing something wrong, it was kinda, like spotlegghtbecause they were
watching me anyways.
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Girls do not need a criminal record to increasecttramunity’s watchful eye. Shirley
(21), a lower-functioning woman from a frontier cdyiin Northwest Kansas, was incarcerated
on a burglary charge. Coming from an impoverishadl dysfunctional family, her biological
mom and step-dad engaged in illegal drugs. Aftemni@ther passed and her step-father was
incarcerated, she was separated from her siblingslauffled into foster care. Despite having no
criminal involvement, the family reputation folloddner, increasing her hyper-visibilitySo,
when it's a close-knit community and you’re an wés you're kind of, like, way over here on
everybody’s radar.”

According to participants, the term “outsider” sed loosely within frontier counties.
Outsider can imply someone without family origindnile in other cases, it may mean the loss of
a previously ascribed community status. Whatewveotigin, labeled as delinquent, shuffled
from one foster home to the next, called an outsid#l play into the cultural infrastructure of
many small communities, inviting negative percepgiand exclusion. The significance hangs
strongly on last-name designation. A child attacteed well-respected longstanding family
name is much less likely to be targeted as delinjuiRespondents in this study consistently
reported that their communities are much quickeslap the label on those who do not come
from a well-established position:

Um, my ex actually had a daughter who was in schadlshe is an extremely

talented individual. Just gorgeous and smart argd an incredible person. It

didn't matter how hard she tried or what she dltk svasn't going to be accepted

simply because of her last name. | noticed how wiberdon’t have a certain last

name or certain in with one of the higher ups, thiea’re just, you're nobody.

According to these interviews, statuses such asdmrt delinquent, and nobody are assigned

almost exclusively to individuals lacking a strongktablished family name.
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For Joleen Meis (16), “Meis” was not a prestigicosnmunity name within her
Southeastern Kansas county. Joleen shared one ofdbt disturbing and heart-breaking stories
of all participants; her story unfolds throughountapter 4. Jolene has experienced nearly all
forms of oppression, abuse, neglect, assault, @hdd from various institutions, primarily
because “Meis” was associated with junkies andtpubi®n. She knew this from an early age,
always yearning to step outside the label:

That deep down, all | really wanted to be was ¢hikwho people could look at

and be proud of. And not someone that was a tromaleer or a kid with all these

labels that isn't the real her.

Labels are significant everywhere, but in fronteunties the impact may be even more
intense, given the density of ties and few alteveat Joleen knew as a child that her mother’s
reputation would become her reputation. Without wnyngdoing of her own, it seems that the
community had an already-designated path for has “paved path” theme was reported as
prevalent among all interviewed girls and womesm; $lgnificance of surname was too powerful
to overcome, with few exceptions.

Madelyn (23) also lacked a strong family name, lagiet we begin to observe gender
dynamics attached to status. She referred to legrfas an abandoning alcoholic and her mother
as too busy with boyfriends. Madelyn described ¢lées a “burnout.” Within her central rural
county, girls labeled as burnouts engage in drieg sexual promiscuity, and an overall disregard
for conventional norms including “acting like aldiin her rural community, girls were to
attend school, participate in athletics, and dermatesproper etiquette. Madelyn’s failure to
conform agitated all areas of her life. For exampladelyn described a moment in court:

| tried to take some of my charges to trial, butattprney’s like, “There’s no

sense in trying to go against the police here beeawobody on that jury is going
to side with you. They're gonna side with the polic
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Madelyn reported that she always felt that her naemeented her identity as a “bad girl,” and by
having such a name, she would never possess @opadsitvalue or believability.

First names have been gendered for centuriesnlibese revealing stories even last
names took on a gendered connotation. Girls andemdike Madelyn—gender non-conforming
and with an unfavorable family name—are set ugilari rural communities. Close-knit
communities protect “valuable” community membengeiyone else sits at an unfair
disadvantage.

While gender non-conforming behavior is sociallyiged everywhere in frontier and
rural communities, gender norm expectations varyvsell-established “good” families. One
interviewee made continual references to the rbtne’s last name and hawenwith well-
regarded last names hold the power and privilegee¥\(she audibly emphasized the term, with
all its implications), she explained, had certaamenunity expectations for how they were to
conduct themselves:

| would say it’s kind of, it is men, but if you'ttee wife, then you're definitely a

big figure too, but not as prominent as the hush&wa] your husband has a big

name, you have to, you know, be the perfect wife.néve to be part of the

community and be active and help out with the sishaad whatever else there is

going on.

According to this perspective, women are given sst¢e power only through their husband’s
position within the community. Although the samguanent could be made for urban areas, the
tendency toward concentrated male power in ruedsarcoupled with lack of positive role
models for women, takes on even greater signifieanc

Gender as a construct continually crept into therinew responses. A series of questions

about power dynamics uncovered perceptions ofréifiees between girls and boys, women and

men. Respondents revealed, in various ways, atWiat\both sexes share the same geographic
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location but different spaces for opportunity. Mpatticipants were unable to think of a woman
in power in their community and only one (five pamtof the sample) could identify such a
woman. When asked directly about women servirgyleadership role within Western Kansas
frontier communities, Emerson (26) shared thatown had:

...a board of figuring out things, kind of like a aoomity council sort of feeling,

maybe. | think that the majority is men, but | krtbat there are a few women, |

think, that | would say, eight out of ten are men.

Emerson’s story was packed with instances of rupaimay and subsequent addiction. She felt
neglected by her family and looked to fill the vaoid the streets. Although she knew her
community would judge her incarceration, as wellresdelivery of her second child while
imprisoned, she remained hopeful in starting a lifevonce released. Interestingly, most young
people tend to go back to their community of origin

To gauge a generalized version of community litetipipants were asked how their
community would respond to a hypothetical girl wixas often on the streets past curfew,
possibly using drugs, engaging in sex, and adogtihgr harmful behavior such as self-cutting.
Many said that no one would help this girl or ewsrto intervene. One young woman (16)
replied that the hypothetical girl would be ignoset viewed as a “menace to society;” these
are the words the county prosecutor used duringdhée hearing to describe her.

Stories about community were overwhelmingly negatiXero participants came from a
well-established family name. Zero individuals tlat they were treated fairly within their
close-knit communities. Zero girls and women weaveig an equal stake within their small
towns. The incarcerated girls and women came frppressed backgrounds with family names
labeled as delinquent or criminal. Their own bebewvivere perceived as too masculine, or at

least not feminine enough; they all felt like odtsis in their hometowns. They were heavily
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surveilled as foster care children, placed witmminments “for their own good,” supposedly
with intent to isolate them from their “negativaiveronment. Close-knit communities certainly
hold the ability to promote well-rounded youth;reso can construct a quick path from
victimization to criminalization. For young girlhe result is a rotating door within the juvenile
justice system, one that often catapults themtimécadult system.

Non-metro gender regimes: Here is your [gender] id#ity

Oh well, she was a woman who liked sex. Clearlseteesomething wrong with
her, she must be dangerousg\ngie Brittle

The quote from Angie (30), articulated through aana, refers to assigned gender norms
and identity of women in her northern rural comntyirshe expressed her own truth in how
women and sexuality are viewed in her communitys Bpecific identity—as a dangerous, sex-
crazed woman—was used to describe Angie throudherutrial, although she felt it was
applicable to all women in Mableton County, a plabe referred to as Mayberry from the
television showThe Andy Griffith Show.

Local rural culture typically supports the ideoldtpat a woman’s sexual identity gives
her leverage and control; even a woman’s positioing sex is subject to community analysis
and ridicule. Additionally, a woman who is situagsla sexual being is seen as more aggressive;
in turn, aggressive women are dominating and dangeihe contention that women’s sexuality
is associated with criminality is not supportedgamolarly literature; however, the idea is
accepted as the local sexualized culture in Mabledowoman who initiates and enjoys sex is
assumed to be dangerous, out of control, and acednasociety. At least, that is the perception
expressed by these girls and young women.

Angie’s town knew her as the “dominatrix murderet&r story is one of a long line of

abuse and violence. She disclosed years of phyaimthémotional abuse, which culminated in
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her shooting and killing her abusive husband. @dgtaurban areas are not exempt from such
events and characterizations; laws everywhere tloansider the role of extended abuse and
violence in domestic violence relationships. Howesgtudies have found that rural culture
supports its own unique version of gender norme,tbat follows a narrow set of doctrines and
that, at best, offers few alternatives (see Catoim@ Scott, 2008; Weisheit & Donnermeyer,
2000).

Related, studies have shown that multiple socsltitions accommodate and respond
differently to behavior of girls and boys, basedgemeral and local gendered norms. Gender
customs tend to be more narrowly defined in nonronateas. Rural gender regimes rely heavily
on gender norms to regulate its youth, but nagidk are “equal;” community reputation and
status matter. Girls like Mary, for example, wheesienced 29 different foster homes, learn that
their bodies are of value to local men. Mary, winesents with a non-conformist gender identity,
identified herself as a minority (though she ist@hin a predominantly white community, with
no [good] family name, and a reputation as a “frigkelinquent. She described expected girls’
behavior and appearance d3réssing appropriately, which is fashionable but slitty. You
have to have proper language, yet you're kind istye You have to be girlyShe also pointed
out that being girly means that girls are to aceepualized harassment from white men of
status:

It's like, out in the public, they're [rich whiteen] this way. But you know, then,

you run into them in the parking lot and there’$ady around and all of a

sudden, he wants to talk about the way your bokdan your jeans. You're just

feeling the need to ask, “Hey, how’s your wife tHy way?”

Gendered social control allows for boys and meactdifferently than girls and women.

From Mary’s experience, men can make sexualizedwemts, especially to outsiders. Boys and

men are expected to adhere to a prescribed sbbadateristics as are girls and women, but
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almost all power exists within the assumed males.oAll participants were asked what it would

mean to “act like a girl” in their community: Thellowing is a list of quoted “girl” terms:
Cooking and cleaning; afraid of manual labor; afieof getting dirty; must wear
make-up and do their hair; be respectful; do hygiemear perfume; are weak
both emotionally and physically; must cross thegd; and no cussing.

When asked about common characteristics and exjpetaf boys and men in these

communities, common responses included:

Farming; trucks; boots; four-wheeling; working owtprking on cars; muscular;
must hold doors open; physical strength; watchipgrss and acting thuggish.

Non-metro gender regimes call for strict maintemaoicbehaviors for girls, all within a set of
norms more constrained for girls than boys. Marg asked what would happen if a girl chose
to deviate from her assigned gender identity:

They're definitely intrigued by her. | was dresggdactively. | had a loud mouth.

| would cuss a lot. So, people definitely, you peatkeir interest. But at the same

time, they like to whisper about you. They likeotik at you and you know, they’ll

look at you, you know, they’re talking about ydis hot really a hidden thing,

it's, it's almost like being shunned.

Mary, and other girls and women, recognize that th@n-conforming gender roles may be
intriguing but certainly not accepting in a smahamunity. There is no acceptable niche into
which they can reside.

Non-metropolitan communities exert direct and iadirsocial control to pressure girls
into gender-conforming behavior. When girls failhere to prescribed behaviors, some may
describe it as a “phase” since girls know bettantto deviate from the “old-fashioned” values:
“They kind of felt like maybe she didn’t know hacp| or she was just going through a phase in
her life. That she’s just trying to find herselfPhase” was also used to describe how schools

deal with deviation from heterosexual behaviorl€Gand women who identified as non-

heterosexual feel consistently pressed:
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It was a struggle. Like, the school wasn’'t okaywitifhomosexual orientation] so
they probably would’ve tried to push me in the apt@odirection.

Demonstrated gender and sexual orientation, batipjrearance and in behavior, create
significant messages for young girls. At times tspessure can have debilitating results. As
one instance, Kaydence (29) reported a historgweéie mental health issues, which were
unaddressed and ignored for years. She self-medigdth drugs and alcohol, which was more
socially acceptable than a trip to the psychiatbsiring what she referred to as a “downward
spiral,” she gave birth in her car on the sidehefitoad. She proceeded home, leaving her
newborn in the car where he subsequently diedw&lseconvicted of second-degree murder and
sentenced to ten years in prison.

Schools, as an institution, was mentioned 935 timéise 20 interviews. Kaydence was
one who talked extensively about her school. Kagdercognized indirect forms of gendered
social control such as being marked down for exeegalking (boys were usually marked for
violence or “rough housing”). In most stories, thg@articipants believed that they were unfairly
policed within the school system in ways boys weste Gender deviation is only acceptable as a
form of entertainment such as spirit week duringrtdooming (e.g., girls dress like boys), a time
for fun and games. Overwhelmingly, girls and worperceived their small, close-knit
communities as “old fashioned,” or set back in time

Kaydence described her school as micromanagingvéell perception of gender norms
for girls coupled with expected sexual behaviotse Brovided the following as an example of
how sexuality was policed by the school:

| mean, they kicked out a girl for being pregnanhigh school, so. ‘Cause, they

pressured her really, really well, to not be thdsecause it hurt their pride of the
school.
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The pride of the school overrode the need to h@pegnant teen; instead, the school treated her
as a blight and pressured her to leave. Thesepanits were quick to recognize the double
standard:

Like for them [boys/men] it's definitely, “Oh, bowsll be boys.” If a boy does

something, if a girl, if a boy gets a girl pregnat®h, well he was just being a

boy. That was just another conquest.” If a girlgptegnant, “Oh, she’s a slut.”

The prevailing culture, according to these intamggis that pregnant girls create a blight on
school pride in rural communities. Pregnant teergade are sluts. Pregnant teenage girls are to
blame for their own pregnancyThese females are like told, you got pregnantgh lsichool,

and it’s your fault.”

Kaydence had been an outcast in her community, krfowsevere mood swings,
substance abuse issues, and sexual promiscuityelalviors that do not align with gendered
norms, especially for “good” women in rural comnties. At the time of the interview, she had
completed about five and one-half years of henea-sentence. She stated, yearningly, that she
wished someone would have seen her struggles tardened; no one did. Hyper-visibility in
rural areas does not necessarily equate with goeaupport, and services.

Blame is almost always placed upon the girls anthem even in sexual assault
situations. Joleen witnessed an underage girl ngakireport of sexual assault. The response was
public disapproval and anger towards the reportingym:

What I've noticed, is say, a 19-year-old boy hadvwegh a 14-year-old girl, and

he gets in trouble. They're [his friends] goingd® on that girl’s head trying to

jump her and beat her up.

Girls learn from an early age not to report sexasslaults. With almost complete certainty, the

girl’s report will spark negative comments and @e#t to social status. When girls do find

courage to report, community members work harddeal” with the “issue” on their own,
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without drawing too much attention. The percept®that only certain girls are worth helping.
Other girls—the ones without good community stagé#were quickly labeled and pushed even
further to the margins. While sexualized culturedeswithin each space, these young women
from frontier and rural counties consistently répdmegative instances of dealing with gender
identity and surveillance of girls’ sexuality. A18ie explained earlier, towns thought to be a
fantastical “Mayberry” have a reputation to maintai

Gender regimes represent a framework for identf@pecific gender meanings attached
to specific locations (Connell, 1987; Williams, 200The local gender regime is a product of
local (and universal) media, culture, and evenggsmecific hegemonic masculinity. While the
literature has examined gender regimes, few hawkest the local gender regime in rural
communities (see Williams & Craig-Moreland, 200B)e current findings suggest that local
gender regimes privilege a specific kind of masgutyliand femininity, typically very narrow in
scope, and deviations from expected gendered baisaatie punished. Punishment varies,
depending on one’s family status in the community.

Rural communities boast about close-knit commusiitées a place that welcomes
outsiders, a place where it is “great to raise Ki8gories from girls and women in this study
challenge this presentation. For example, sexualslanent within schools negatively affect
girls more than boys (Sadker & Sadker, 1994; Badgsaitho, & Betrand, 1997; Gadin,
Hammarstrom, 2005; Chiodo, Wolfe, Crooks, Hughe¥a&e, 2009). Yet, according to these
interviews, tolerance of sexualization of girls suampant within school buildings. Some argue
that agricultural communities promote less stengogl expectations of girls’ and boys’
behaviors; yet we heard nothing of this supposedlay in these interviews. What was

expressed, over and over, is that gender mattedsgenerational names own gendered norms.
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That is, well-established families create a cersa&nof gendered norms through wealth, athletics,
or any other perceived positive quality. Policentihheonitor these behaviors in others. Such a
system ensures that frontier and rural communige®ain true to their small-town roots, at least
by outside appearances.
Place, space, and [the gendering of] coercive sexeavironments

Literature on coercive sexual environments, pogdags emerging in low-income, high
poverty-stricken urban areas, suggests that gudsneomen encounter daily oppressive
experiences within that sexualized culture. Pogkial.’s (2015) model suggests that broader
cultural norms around gender-based abuse, comhiiikalevated levels of chronic violence
and poverty and low levels of collective efficaty/likely to create a coercive sexual
environment (CSE), one that significantly increasssfor its girls. The landscape in rural
communities may not align with those same charsties, and this study finds evidence that a
sexualized culture may exert a strong presencenametro areas, quite separate from economic
factors. Local sexualized culture may foster a lob&tehaviors ranging from sexual name-
calling to forcible rape. Though not familiar witthe specific term, many participants have a
fairly firm grasp on how sexualized environmentgkwyithin their respective communities.
When asked about the handlings of sexual assaitlis\dheir communities, responses were
consistent. Body language shifted during this pathe interview process. Participants leaned
in, voices raised, hands were thrown in the aie @pic struck a chord.

Participants in this study spoke often about sezxediname-calling. For these girls and
women, having sex was not a requirement for beeened promiscuous. Mary talked about a

mixed bag when associating with male friends:
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Say, if you were just casual, and got along withdhys really well, all of a

sudden, you're a whore. Even if you're not sleepuittp these guys, you're just

talking their lingo. You're still a whore.
Girls and women who express any outward signs>afadénterest are negatively labeled. While
the same characteristic may be applied to soaregyeneral, the difference seems to be in degree.
Rural gender regimes carry a heavy expectationgihiatand women hide their sexual interests;
at the same time, extreme sexualization from bogsmaen is tolerated or even praised:

They’re probably gonna believe him over her. Esgfcif she might

already have that image, you know what | mean? dégending, like, you

can be, flirtatious | guess, you know what | mdaandly? And then all of

a sudden that converts to easy. People will outlyasde that and say,

“Oh well, you know, she giggled and twirled herhaio she’s sleeping

with him.
Much like Mary, who was described as “frisky,” gidknd women who are perceived as

flirtatious are labeled as “dangerous,” “sluts.’k8&l name-calling appeared in the transcripts as
sluts (33 references), ho (14 references), antl (&8 references). Few respondents could
generate responses for boys and men having segoiné believed they would be congratulated,
seen as a little “player” (with a positive connainj. Males act within the “boys will be boys”
mentality, almost always accompanied by the tosgiong macho image, and one in which
multiple sex partners deserves bragging rights.eddly to strict local gender norms, girls were
not to be even interested in sex, and definitelypsomitted to have multiple sex partners.

As an example of interactions in highly sexualizegironments, the “Tristan story,” as
Tristan herself described it, began with cat-cgllirom older boys in her new neighborhood. She
was known as a “crack baby” with a struggling senglother. The cat-callers eventually became

her peer group. Her free-time, at age 13, was sgpagdging in drug use and sex with this group

of older boys.
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Tristan, now 16, described a tradition in scholuvaing girls to slap other girls, in a
sexual way, as entertainment for boys. This “tiaditwas referred to as Slap Ass Friday:

Girls will walk up, and they’ll be like, “Booty st&” and then guys will walk up
and be like, “Slap ass Friday!”

With multiple girls reporting this “tradition,” ibecame apparent that not everyone was able to
engage in this ritual—a “game” played by girls asrthe spectrum of county size. Girls had to
possess certain qualities that likely were phykiagdpealing to boys. Several girls described
this ritual, and when asked how teachers addrebseoehavior, responses were unanimous.
Teachers were aware of the behavior but rarelyadidhing to prevent it or enforce sanctions.
At times, girls observed teachers laughing whems kiduld slap one another:

| mean, a lot them [teachers] seen it, | guesseamthere’s teachers in Walburg
that have fucked students, so.

Wait. The conversation just turned from a suppdsetbcent” tradition of Slap Ass
Friday to a mention of rape? Within the milieu ekgalizing girls, even adults seem unable or
unwilling to address it openly.

Even everyday practices take on an ominous toneoiing to these interviews, schools
exercise gendered social control by expecting grldress in a manner that does not “distract”
boys or entice them into sexualizing behavior:

“Well, you don’t want to distract the boys.” I'mohhere to do that-to be

something that distracts boys. I'm a person, yoawkKn| think it's completely

sexist, and it sexualizes girls into being objeséxual objects, and | don’t think

that that'’s right.

It is unclear exactly how schools determine whiehdviors warrant policing of girls. What is
apparent, from experiences of these young womehatsschools target behaviors that are

observed from an outside eye—the community beydhd.tradition of Slap Ass Friday is

reserved for the school setting. The dress codeewer, can be viewed by all community folk
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throughout the course of a day and must be clas®lytinized. Appearances matter a lot in rural
communities. Schools must appear stern in workiitly families to make sure that girls are
“appropriate girls” and that boys are given a distion-free environment.

Tristan’s story provides another example of gemtigparities within schools. When
Tristan was 14, she ran away from home; she calbealder male for help. She discussed the
conversation they had about her running away amdhewas going to “help her” in this
process:

"But do you really wanna be on the run?" I'm liRégs, this is stupid.” He was

like, "Okay, well, you know, I'll help you. I'll snect you with some people who

will help. You wanna leave state? What do you wadb?" | said, "No." He was

like, "Okay, do you want a fake ID and stuff?" ids&dHell yeah," you know, like

... But like | started drinking alcohol, you kncand you know, | was like, "Okay,

whatever." And, you know, | ended up fucking himwas like 25, and | was at

the age of 14, and so yeah.

This form of sexualized culture, coupled with thendissal of male accountability, leaves girls
and women extremely vulnerable. This vulnerabiiilther exploits them into a life of status-
offending behavior, self-harm, and even criminalduact. For these young women, it led
directly into the criminal justice system.

Schools are not the only source for exploitatibgids. Vulnerabilities are exploited by
the victim’s loved ones. In Joleen’s story, her Insotintroduced her to methamphetamines
during her teen years. Joleen talked about herenastiling her [Joleen’s] body to drug dealers
to pay off the mother’s drug debt. Her mother wouldurn, inject Tristan with drugs to gain
her compliance with men:

My mom, she would get more secretive. She’d geeatly high to where |

couldn’t comprehend what was goin’ on, or | coutdohction. She would just

like, whoever wanted to sleep with me, slept wigh $fe would always tell me,

she’d be like, “Hey, this dude wants to have sdk wou and he’s going to give
me this much.” And I'm like, “mom, I'm your daughtgou’re supposed to
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protect me. Why are you asking?” This isn’'t lovehbuldn’t have to do this to
get my mom’s approval.

The abuse escalated. Joleen’s mother requiredtieatvatch her (mother) perform sexual acts
with men. Joleen was embarrassed to say she “wamg avith such acts.

Respondents did not use “sex trafficking” termimgylpbut rather, sex “trading” when
talking about their experiences. Starting at the @fgl2, Harper (now 14) engaged in intercourse
and oral sex with her brother who was two yearsolder language indicated that she used self-
talk to convince herself the behaviors were ndbasl” as in the beginning:

And it gets easier though. Like, I'd be like, “N@hd he would offer me his

phone, and | was like, “Yeah.” Sometimes, you kromguld be like, “No, |

don’t want to do that.” And then he’ll put more #tinto it and I'll be like,

“Yeah.” You know? | got his phone for three weégause that's how long | was

grounded.

Girls within such an environment are conditione@doept inappropriate sexual gestures, jokes,
harassment, and even sexual assault. Harper’'sierpes with incest became so commonplace
that stigma associated with disclosure seemed aigiplabsent. Joleen and Harper are not
isolated cases; they represent many young womes di3tinction for rural communities is that
few services, resources, or alternatives existfermost vulnerable—the girls, and especially
those with outsider status.

While girls such as Joleen and Maggie shared skeaies of exploitation, and at times,
sex trafficking, girls like Maggie (16) associatek with drugs; this heightened sexual
environment was her norm. Maggie’s youth was paeti#id sex, drugs, and permissive (or
neglectful) parenting. However, drugs are not waatled Maggie into prison for the fourth

time; rather, she was charged with Interferencé Wwaw Enforcement, which meant she

removed her electronic monitoring device.
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Maggie’s history, even at an early age, is riddigth trouble from adults around her. She
talked about associating with an adult man whilthenpresence of her friend. At one point, she
was left alone with him.Uh, he, uh, pulled his dick out and started masitirg in front of
me.” When asked how she felt about the incident, shghkedi uneasily and said she tried to
make light of the situation by telling him to puthis penis) away. The man continued to
masturbate until he climaxed. Maggie recited tloeysike someone would tell an everyday
experience at the grocery store. Maggie, like n@ry it seems, had grown to expect unwanted
sexual advances and sexual assault from men; @miessexual assault is enough to label a
man as a good person:

Um, but at the same time, there's also peopledtgtokay, like, my- my current

[drug] dealer he's in his 50s. And he- he was thelest dude I've ever met in my

life. And he's never- he's never disrespected weg, And he's never got weird

with me. He's like a genuine, like, friend to ntlkeimk. Maybe- Maybe deep down

he thinks I'm cute but | don't know.

Maggie, at 16, identified a 50-year-old drug deakethe “coolest dude” she knew. To support
her claim, she pointed out that he had never mag®wert attempts to engage with her
sexually, adding “as of yet” after the quote above.

Sexualized environments are so common that matsyagid women do not report their
experiences. Girls like Maggie own the experieraepart of “the life.” Like Joleen, many girls
do not have language to label their mothers’ bedraas sex trafficking. The following examples
display only a handful of the dozens of commentderabout sexualized culture and norms for
reporting sexual assault:

Someone who doesn’t party, drink, or date a lohave some sort of reputation,

would be more believable. | don’t know that theg’tinecessarily believe her,

but they are not willing to do anything about it.

If a girl already has that, you know promiscuoustbiy, she’d probably be more
likely to keep to herself because she would justdegned a liar.
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All 20 interviewees relayed at least one storylmise. Sixteen-year-old Joleen’s
childhood was one of the most devastating. Asidmfher own mother sex trafficking her, she
experienced years of physical and emotional alfise talked about her mother’s past boyfriend
locking her and her younger siblings in a bedroondays:

| got diagnosed with PTSD because when | was fotive, my mom had a

boyfriend and he would um, lock me and my sisteesroom. And he, she

wouldn't, he wouldn't let her feed us. And he wamdher to her bed every night

and inject her with meth. And she was so fuckeblagi then. And he'd beat the

shit out of her all the time. And one night heteetmeth lab on fire with us in it.

And his mom got us out. We would have to staynmamm and shit on ourselves

and piss on ourselves and mom wasn't allowed togbais.

Joleen’s story was horrific. But, she did not stalwhe. Recall Adrienne (23), convicted for
lying about her boyfriend’s whereabouts, and déscimultiple abusive dating relationships as
a teen and young adult. She believed her “attnattmabusive men stemmed from her
childhood experiences of abuse. Adrienne sharecoosunt:

| was sexually abused by my mom’s ex-fiancé whesInine until | was 11.

Then, the rest was just, | was just physically adusy him and mentally abused.

Then just physical and mental, like, with my exesmy kids’ father and stuff.

It is difficult to wrap one’s head around the wdjat.” At some point in their lives, physical
and emotional abuse was “just” the minor abuseetiyjesing women suffered; they all
minimized it and often blamed themselves. Emergmpne interviewee who recently delivered
her second baby while incarcerated, repeatedlymiieid her own sexual assault as well as
those occurring to her sister and mother:

My mom was definitely more of a victim than | wosdg | was. Where she was

sleeping in her bed and someone came in and, arad| think that um...And then

I, me and my sister were both partying and outdHie, you know, kind of, uhm,
more in a dangerous environment.

122



The three attacks were separate but shared onécghcommonality—they were all sexual
assaults. Emerson somehow felt that by drinkingsmmihlizing she was asking for “it.” In
Emerson’s mind, to be a “real” victim, such as mm&ther, required being blindsided by a
stranger and violently attacked in the dark hodithe night. Most girls and women did not
recognize their own distortions in an engrainedtuce-supported thought process; girls and
women are to blame for their own victimization.

Interestingly, participants were more insightfur@cognizing forms of distorted thinking
by community members. Some of the intervieweesgeieed how the community perceived
sexual assaults, using common myths such as:

Oh, well you shouldn’t have been dressed like that.

Oh, well, you know, you were pretty flirtatious.

You know, she was begging for it all night.

It came out, like, | had sex with him and um | vednt and it just came out
wrong. So, | eventually — | was like no, no, thats what happened.

In the final quote listed above, Nikki (now 16) wady ten years old at the time of her rape,
committed by her brother’s 23-year-old friend. A& tage of ten, she was blamed for her rape.
Even while conversing about the assault, she wseglihge suggesting that she should have used
more physical force to stop the “sex.” When askdedn-year-old girls can consent to sex, her
answer was not an immediate “no.” Six years afegrdwn rape, Nikki still assumes some
responsibility.

Certainly, Nikki is not the only one with self-blanand misplaced understanding of

coercion. Joleen believed she was not sexuallyuisslasince she was “only” touched and
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excused the assault on drugs. Desperate to mage eétheir assaults, girls search inward.
Often, given no good alternatives, girls accepteawhere boys and men are allowed, even
expected, to sexualize their being and violater theison:

Like, a lot of the time, we just brushed it oKeliit was the thing to do. | mean, |
think that’s just how we were taught.

To deal with their pain, many participants engaigefdrms of self-harm. The most noted
forms included cutting or overdosing on prescriptimedications. A common response from
caregivers emerged, one absent of support and Hedpfollowing excerpts illustrate:

My foster parent noticed. She just told me to eibg stupid and to make
smarter decisions. And that was that...I think it ldtue been nice for somebody
to legitimately care and not just say okay, I'moatér parent. | have to handle
this situation—Mary

Like the first time that somebody ever knew, waanwhwas a kid. | showed my
dad that | was doing it, because obviously | warttieal to stop me. And he kind of
said that | was doing it for attention. It got wershen | was older, and then |
started to hide it from people. But | had to gethool and was in a cabinet
making class and couldn’t wear long sleevddadelyn

| would take my sweatshirt off. The counselor wawtice, and she’d be like,

“Why are you doing this?” Then they would call mgrents. My dad would

usually whip me for it-Christine

All 20 participants discussed (456 references) tsulgce use as a means of self-
medication to numb effects of their traumas. Adne23) felt that her drug use and personal
pain became a cyclical process, one that helpe@telehildhood memories of abuse and
domestic violence within her dating relationships:

Yeah, it's just one big vicious cycle. We use tmimthe pain of what’s going on

[abuse], but what's going on is what's making us.usnd it’s...just goes around

and around and around and around and around...I'verbabused a lot in my

life. I use drugs to block out the mental painto¥Whenever you start feeling it
again, that's when it's time to go get high again.
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Repeatedly, the participants recognized drugscasramon form of coping, one to numb
years of abuse. Girls in rural communities aregnagn leeway to use drugs or engage in
consensual sex, leading to internalized struggle:

I've never wanted to sit here and be like, "Oh mweil, you know, | just went

and fucked this dude, and I just tried this drugd gou know, | feel really shitty

about it, but you know, | want to do more 'causé just makes me feel better.

Um, when you feel vulnerable. Um, when you're alovieen you feel alone. Um,

when you do not have any affection, like, when dgl®really loving you or you

got a whole bunch of hatred in your life or if, uyeah. You just been through a

lot and you just feel like you need somebody, arnged somebody on you.
Vulnerabilities initially exploit girls and womethen create a cycle of abuse and unhealthy
defaults for coping. While most participants shanesdories of sexual abuse, many consciously
turned to sex either to gain some illusion of condr to fit in. Nikki, the ten-year-old rape
victim, shared the second quote above. She recedmier need for affection and gave herself
sexually to someone to fulfil her physical and el need. Girls desperately seek positive
attention. Denied that, sex gives them some forattehtion, even if an unhealthy situation.

Coercive sexual environments have been studiedwaitiyn urban spaces. Up to this
point, CSEs are known to thrive in poverty-stricleggaas filled with violent crime. As place-
level theories predict, studies in urban areas auppat when collective efficacy is low and
violent crime and poverty high, harmful culture eges, including overt and sexually charged
behaviors towards girls and women. The process swifkerently in the non-urban communities
in the current research. The reported violent criates in frontier and rural communities are
much lower than that of urban counties. Howevaraferisk girls in these communities, these
experiences of sexual exploitation are magnifiedi thie violence, a daily occurrence. This study

documents that rural communities are not exemph I@SEs. Instead, CSEs may emerge in

conditions similar to their urban counterparts ((pathy) but are maintained through distinct
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mechanisms. Although frontier and rural places Hawer reported rates of violent crime (and
high levels of cohesion), they also support envitents that encourage a different form of
sexualized violence and culture—one that seemartyet at-risk girls for profound forms of
abuse. This is not to assume that frontier and oor@munities are as violent as urban locations,
or at least not in the same way. But such a conibmaf forces seems to encourage sexual
violence against certain populations and ignorepteas of some girls and women. As places
and spaces evolve, so do CSEs.

In all communities, broader sexualized culturevaidor the devaluation and abuse of
girls and women. In rural communities, however, € 8gpear to emerge when collective
efficacy is high. Coupled with a camouflaged bupérysexualized culture, characteristics
unique to rural areas—such as family status anklyidense generational connections—
translates into turning a blind eye to sexual harest and assault, especially for so-called
outsiders.

Experiences of these young women, all deemed autsidemonstrate how close-knit
communities work hard to maintain a small-town @&ifree appearance, while supporting an
internal “secret” code of silence—a code much deapd more secretive than in urban domains.
According to interviews in this study, white, mideltlass families, specifically boys and men,
are allowed to engage in sexual exploitation dsgind women with little to no reprimand. The
culture of “boys will be boys” remains especialtyosig in non-metro places. Rural communities
work hard to keep prestigious families in theirggopositions and boys with strong family
names within star roles at school. It takes a caedeffort to create and maintain a coercive

sexual environment in frontier land.
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“...that’s just how we were taughtésonates as raw truth for girls’ expected
compliance with sexualized violence. It is out bage dirt roads, that coercive sexual
environments create a pathway to perhaps everegrgandered violence. Abusive behavior
continues when boys are taught that sexualizedslagdstures, comments, and even assault are
okay, and girls are taught that it includes paihef“female experience.” In rural communities,
girls believe they should not report abuse, esfigaravolving a respected man. If they do, they
are labeled as burnouts, sluts, and delinquentsmaitcredibility in a community that pushes out
the “less desirables.” For a community known fer‘NMayberry” qualities, it is far too easy to sit
back and let oppression remain hidden. Every parstrs small close-knit community is
assigned a name and a gender identity. You arererthor you are out. Being an outsider is no
place to be in frontier land.

Dirt roads: Girls’ pathway to prison

Gendered pathways literature establishes a pip&ingirls with a history of
victimization into the juvenile justice system, @mvironment that often fails to address their
trauma. Girls and women in rural communities knoweep quiet about their issues. Family
names run deep. Girls from privileged families knoot to ruin the family name, and those from
less well-off backgrounds understand they do ndtena~urther, small communities lack
resources available in urban domains, and adutieredo not recognize or fail to address their
needs. Rural girls are outed and pushed furthéreonargins. The remainder of this section
outlines three specific dirt road pathways forgirl

Pathway 1: Family junctures

As established throughout Chapter 4, family statud name are highly influential within

rural communities, with different consequencesgids and boys. While research confirms that
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pathways to prison are rooted in histories of alameneglect, rural girls hold an additional
disadvantage (DeHart & Moran, 2015; Tasca, ZatRafriguez, 2012). For those lacking a
positive family reputation, a juncture is createdre-dhat gives few options and may divert girls
from community support to the concrete cell.

All interviewees talked about the role of familyorBe may not have articulated influence
of reputation, but most recognized that one’s famdme can change a young girl’s life
trajectory. In turn, they begin to feel hopeledsey perceive that their community does not care
about them and thus,.“changes the way of thinking [to], ‘Oh well, nobadyes about me, so
why am | going to care about what happens to mé@#tary). Such perceptions lead to
maladaptive responses.

Young women like Mary, Christine, and others, frlshed out—from their own parents,
from school officials, from community citizens. thexpressed hopelessness in achieving a
name for themselves, succumbing to the very labelg wished others would overlook. They
became alcoholics, drug addicts, cutters, suicttialy adopted a heap of sexualized names such
as hos and sluts. In the absence of positive stighey sank further into the cracks of their
community, landing them in the criminal justicelnea

Zero of those 20 interviewed came from a well-dgghbd community name. Based on
the 20 interviews, it seems the only girls wortliyelp are those with positive rural family
roots. Of the 12 adolescent girls, four were ineeated for low-level technical violations. In all
cases, they had cut off their electronic monitodiegices and run away at least once. The goal
of incarceration is to hold offenders accountabletlieir actions while keeping the public safe,
implying that these young women must have beereperd by the courts as a “threat” to

society. With a poor family reputation, the girlene incarcerated to protect them, perhaps, but
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primarily to protect the community. Kansas is ntesafter incarcerating girls like Joleen,
Tristan, and others; these girls are imperiled,dugt of their own criminal behavior, but because
of their own victimization.

Pathway 2: A veneer of idyllic but [un]safe milieux

Dirt road communities are not known for an abuneawicentertainment venues, but they
are known as a safe place, open, with homes lé&tked. With low reported violent crime
rates, where everyone knows everyone, these “bocmmgmunities may seem safe. And for
many, they are. Yet, the young women in this stdéwntified their number one need as a feeling
of safety. Whether on dense city streets or couatrgs, coercive sexual environments instill a
sense of fear, resulting in lack of hope, trustl safety for girls, especially for outsider at-risk
girls such as the participants in this study. @nstrecall, was a sex-trafficked youth. Just piaor
her most recent (fourth) incarceration, she ranydnam home and within 24 hours was sold
within a child sex trafficking ring. She talked albdrauma associated with her recent trafficking:
“l know it's gonna take time, and I'm seeking safebeing here [prison]."These data do not
support a “safe” environment for at-risk girls.

In the stark, stale environment most would findéointimidating and terrifying (prison),
girls like Tristan felt safe, relative to her preus situation. Similarly, Christine (15), spent a
great deal of her interview time talking about Abuse and mental health; she had been in group
homes, foster care, and inpatient mental healihtfes since age ten. She had spent one-third of
her life in out-of-home placements, largely withacked facilities. As we talked, she pulled up
her sleeve and displayed a recent set of cuts erobher forearms, as a testament to her internal
pain: ‘I would have to feel like I'm in a safe environmfmtt]. . . I'd have to feel like |

belonged. | mean, here, | feel safe. | just dael fike | belond The prison setting produced
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some sense of normalcy, or at least predictabihtyaer life. For girls like Tristan and Christine,
prison was better than the neglect and traumaftien their own community—a whisper, at
least, of safety. In this context, it is easy tior@alize how girls, at age 15 or 16, could be on
their fourth incarceration.

Many of these young women also expressed a latkistf based on previous betrayals.
Adrienne, describing a history of sexual, physieall emotional abuse, admitted to extreme
measures to keep her “baby’s daddy” around andyh&ige never learned about healthy love.
She referred to her tendency to pursue abusivBaeships as a “vicious cycle” of abuse—one
that had become familiar after most trusted adaltger youth had violated her.

Safety and trust—related words that seem commoepiald different meanings in
different contexts. These young women attempttiomalize their traumatic pasts as something
they are grateful for, as an experience they canuse to their advantagd,rhean, everything
happens for a reason and, | don’'t know. It's madestnong as a person, everything that’s
happenedl’d rather be strong than oblivious. The last part of Joleen’s statement carries
significant meaning. From Joleen’s perspective—gsumg girl with a long history of physical,
emotional, and repeated sexual abuse, fightingciddi knowing her own mother had sacrificed
her body for financial purposes—surviving a coegcdexual environment provided her a bizarre
sense of empowerment, all evidence of a long liregency in the form of survival. Joleen felt
“mature beyond my yedrgloleen). In a CSE where all odds are stackethagthem, young
women attempt to make sense of their chaos andrs&arstrands of hope, accomplishment,

and agency.
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Pathway 3: Backroads, byways, and social capital

These young women want more. They yearn for moséipe support, kinds not offered
down backroads and byways of the rural heartlanseé@ming lack of awareness or concern,
coupled with lack of resources, creates a victitiorato-prison pipeline for frontier girls.
Madelyn, who referred to herself as a local burnavats labeled “ungovernable” by the court,
determining that adults were unable to controldedravior. However, a lack of community and
programs exacerbates the situation for girls liked&lyn, Joleen, and Maggie, leaving few
options outside the family. Rural communities am@sgly lacking in quality services available to
many urban areas.

All participants were asked about community resesird hey seemed hard-pressed to
articulate concrete services. But most did talkuhlbmfair gendered dynamics, citing males
possessing leadership roles within their communit®hat they want to see, they said, is the
story of a successful woman. A woman, a role madl could show them how to discover, or
bulldoze, their way out of circumstances in whilchit gender and sexuality is constantly
policed, and where abuse is part of daily life. yiaant hope, and they want someone—anyone
really—to show them another way. They want hope.

Gendered social control exists in all places aratap but non-metropolitan gender
regimes are different in some respects than urpaces. In frontier and rural domains, pathways
are paved before girls are born, due to the laghositive connections within the small
communities. Family name heavily directs life tcaggies for girls in rural areas. Rural
communities are known for their small-town closetkmesentation, but inside truths tell a
different story. For the young women in this stuihgir realities reflect institutional failure, Ihot

culturally and structurally. Girls will learn gern@el norms of their community. They know to
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minimize or ignore sexualized behavior from boyd aren. Those on the periphery learn that
their bodies are a commodity to be bought and Sdidir value is either in a rich family name or
in the demand of their product. Rural communitiesisolated from larger urban issues, but
sexualized culture is alive and well. For thesésgregardless of paths via family, country
customs, or backroad resources, it all ended onarete cell.
Discussion

The rural mystique. Rural communities are knownhfarboring unique qualities.
Traditions and values run deep and wide. Changesmshower than in metropolitan
communities. Thick ties and generational roots andfd-fashioned views. These
characteristics, while not completely unique tanfrer and rural communities, often combine by
degree to create hostile environments for girlsadlbere to strict gendered norms. To shut up
when in need. Girls from well-known families do finatve problems; girls from less-off families
are ignored. Some youth in rural communities qyickhlize their value to the community—of
no value or negatively portrayed. Rural valuesstmbborn. No-name girls carry the burdened
weight of these values. Non-urban CSEs do exisiral terrain, exerting negative outcomes;
daily exposure to rural patriarchy allows for tmeezgence of rural coercive sexual
environments. The remainder of the discussion@ecutlines three important findings from the
stories of incarcerated girls. Specifically, CSBsve three pathways diverting girls into the
juvenile justice system. First, family name may mbaing prison bound before birth. Second,
girls are not safe in frontier in rural communiti&ird, frontier and rural communities lack the
incentive and services to help unsafe girls fromvanhy families; the result is a lack of social

capital for at-risk girls.
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Specific to rural communities, last name, familgutation, and generational standing,
add to the family status. In communities descrigdlose-knit, this defining characteristic only
extends to the worthiest citizens. Upstanding memimerural communities engage in daily
operations to maintain their status and presemetinding of others deemed valuable. This
rank comes with privileges for boys and men whileairaging all girls, of any status, to
conform to rural patriarchy. Whether frontier oban, girls are born at a disadvantage to boys, a
central tenet of feminist theory. Patriarchy alldesthe emergence in both non-urban and urban
communities; however, different mechanisms allonti@ maintenance of CES. In a community
thriving on the good ole’ boy network, girls navigahe culture adhering to the local gender
regime. When an at-risk girl, devoid of a “goodiridy name, fails to obey expectations, she is
incriminated, groomed into a lifestyle destinedlaaw enforcement contact. Such girls engage in
maladaptive copying mechanisms to deal with theshied experiences. Girls like Madelyn
engaged in chronic drug use and cutting. Chrisargirl out to find safety and belonging, had
fresh cuts on her arm. The prison bought some s#rnisemediate safety, but she lacked a sense
of belonging. So many girls and women had extensiNestance abuse histories. They self-
medicated to numb their emotional pain. Girls betmiselves to feel. They swallowed too many
pills for either real suicide attempts or despepdd@s for help. They used their bodies to gain
affection as this is the only way for attentionytlieund; these behaviors label girls as
delinquents, no-name deviants. Indirect evidencdiros a connection between CSEs and the
adult criminal justice system similar to the wofkG@nlman, Kim, Mitchell-Herzfeld, and Shady
(2009), who longitudinally studied incarceratedggiThey found that 81% of the sample were

rearrested, 69% were convicted, and 34% were ipcaied as adults.
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Rural communities may be devoid of violent crimesaobserved in urban terrain, but
these girls did not feel safe there. They feel tendae to lived experiences of oppression within
a CSE that allows boys and men to violate them.iérige dominatrix murderer, is now
spending 15 years at the Topeka Correctional Babir protecting herself from years of
physical and sexual abuse. Her children’s handprugre the ones mentioned during the
Author’s prefaceThe handprints were sad reminders of lost fa@auilgt dreams. Yet, Americans
are conditioned to think of these girls and womemardened people seeking to do harm. Harm
was more likely produced by the flirtatious malespn guards than it was from the inmates
themselves. The flirtatious and sometimes sexualdsang behavior has become commonplace,
resulting in fear for safety and trust.

Movements such as #metoo have created momentuaremgng national attention on
the issue of male dominance and female sexual las§ha movement calls for men to become
involved in the perpetuation of sexual environmehkten who are bystanders should be
upstanders. Men who see something, should say komgett is on the everyday folk to create
such friction within local communities, one thakaowledges harm bestowed upon young
women.

Girls everywhere have grown accustomed to a sezadilife at the hands of boys and
men, and cultural norms instruct them to shy awasnfchallenging the hierarchy. Added to the
mix, girls in small communities learn the valueoime’s name. They grow up fearful of abuse
and are shunned for speaking up. They know theiiest will not matter. They feel they do not
matter. Even if rural communities did show caredach person, they lack the structural ability
to provide help. When budgets are cut, money tdrairban areas with a larger demand for

service. This corrupted version of supply and dashrasults in nonexistent supply. It is a civic
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duty to ensure that young girls can access locaicss. It is upon citizens to shed layers of
stigma and oppression, to allow girls and womeieéb safe enough to pursue assistance. Until
deep-rooted values of rural life shift, many gwi#l continue to feel unsafe in close-knit
communities, where everyone looks out for one arethunless you are unwanted.

The heart of the current research lies in storiékese young women, bringing to light
their strife and struggles in tiny little Kansaag®s, large in home-grown traditions different, at
least in part, from their city cousins. Their pgritens are real and raw, their insight invaluable.
One might contend that a young girl’s perspectsvpartial or even contorted. Perception is, of
course, their own reality. The next chapter takesanalysis a step further, revealing local
reports and impressions from working professiomaikin ten rural counties in Kansas; many
include the home communities of the girls in thigdy. To increase confidentiality, Chapter 5
addresses findings by first congregating counhés three clusters, based on their structural
similarities. The chapter concludes with a comparisf accounts between the two groups and

review of a “magical question” posed to all papamts.
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Chapter 5 - Community truths...and half-truths

There’s a teacher and football coach here who wkegad to have sexually harassed this

particular student, and the lawsuit goes on to t&at...the school is alleged to have

known about it since the early 2000s and has neadly disciplined the teacher and has

continued to sort of allow him to create this sdueharged environment with girls. So

here we are, pretending like everything is rainb@nd unicorns. Eluster 1 interview
Author’s preface

After hearing stories of incarcerated young womeanrned my attention to those
working within the trenches of Kansas (various camity actors in 10 rural areas). The excerpt
above came from a conversation with a woman worémg professional in the legal field; it
was, at once, one of the most interesting and gisiaging interviews of all. The interviewee
discussed her anxiousness about sharing ugly trfth®r community. Her story, and the stories
of many other community workers, shed light orsthaialized culture that runs rampant in
rural communities, something they agree is “brusbader the rug.” Professionals working
within these communities also point to collectivelglems such as bullying, which are tolerated
by, and even instigated by, teachers. Context seapwtant—communities known for their
tight-knit atmosphere, but one where most membdyslook out for their own.

Community stakeholders from a range of professibaakgrounds were interviewed,
many also possessing extensive experience in ddiiglds. Most participants were eager to be
interviewed. Many were hopeful that their willingseo participant would help serve as a
catalyst for policy conversation. Some participantse more candid than others; for example,
the one quoted above wanted to be transparengwieg it was the only way to seek change.
Others, however, presented only a glowing imagaef community. When asked directed

guestions about previously disclosed concernsc&ypesponses included, “I don’t have

information on that Most are interested in seeking positive changeHeir youth.
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Chapter 5 framework
As Chapter 5 begins, a brief review of rural Kansgwzovided. NextCommunity
clustersprovides a brief reminder of the methodology inwalun clustering the ten Kansas
counties into three clusters. This technique setwdsrther protect locations and confidentiality
of community participants. Following th&unnyvale: Cluster 1(frontier), Springfield: Clusg
(rural), and Langley Falls: Cluster 3 (urbampyovide excerpts and evidence supporting and
challenging the coercive sexual environments phemam and its influence on girls and women
within the justice system. Because of theoretictdrest in very small places, frontier counties
(represented by Sunnyvale) constitute a major @oii community data, followed by
Springfield (rural); Langley Falls, Cluster 3, pird@s comparative data from urban countidse T
magical questiorsection presents a sense of hope as expresseanoyunity actors, focusing
on imagined solutions. THaiscussiorsection recaps major findings, underscores uneggect
results, and advances significant implicationshay telate to an imagined future.
Kansas, 2018
Kansas’s centralized placement within the Uniteaitedt supplies interesting
interpretations of local culture and ideology oaVles” and “have nots” in the so-called
“heartland” of America. Kansas is growing sloweautlthe rest of the U.S. population. Kansas is
experiencing an increase in aging and increasidigigrse pockets within urban areas (Hunt &
Panas, 2018). Corie Brown (2018) recently autharptéce inThe New Food Economgntitled,
“Rural Kansas is dying. | drove 1,800 miles to fmat why.” The opening statement read, “Most
Americans experience Kansas from inside their @aght hours of cruise-controlled tedium on

their way to someplace else” (Brown, 2018, p. )rrént population estimates suggest that over
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the next 50 years, Corie Brown is at least paytiationg. The population of Kansas is estimated
to grow by 25.1 percent between 2016 and 2066 (@uPdanas, 2018).

The remainder of this chapter carries the readertire depths of Kansas and its mostly
vacant communities, all through the eyes of thaggositions to know about girls and the
tribulations they face in rural Kansas. AlthougloBn criticized Kansas farmers for not
adapting to more “modern” ways, Brown conveys hibya someday Kansans will be able give
“passers-through a new reason to slow, roll doveir thindows, and decide to stay a while” (p.
14). Community workers provide valuable insighbitite current state of girls in small, often
isolated places, as well as comparison to repwoota fncarcerated girls and women. The rich
nature of their contributions hopefully will encage any reader to slow down and stay for a
while.

County clusters

As outlined in Chapter 3, ten Kansas counties wangeted for place-level exploration,
based on rurality and geographic location withimg&as. To further increase confidentiality,
community actors are not referred to by their pgefenal affiliation. In some instances,
identifying their role may risk identifying the coty and even the individual participant. Instead,
references are made more generally; where posthilgl@escription may refer to someone as
school personnel, law enforcement officer, judge so forth.

Prior to identifying themes and concepts withinteaf the three county clusters, an
analysis of audio recordings was conducted withendoftware Nvivo. The basic analysis
provided a foundation, while then allowing iderd#tion or absence of various themes and
concepts within each of the three clusters. Becthesentent of community interviews was to

gather information about community life, Chaptdsrthgs a heavy focus on community
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infrastructure, local gender regime, and perceptmircommunity characteristics that influence
creation of coercive sexual environments withimtrer and rural communities. Urban-based
data afford comparisons based on size-of-placecahdre.

Sunnyvale: Cluster 1

From this point forward, Cluster 1 is referred soSunnyvale. In total, 14 interviews
were completed in Sunnyvale. The three countieesemt Kelly, Staley, and Stokes counties
(pseudonyms). As displayedkror! Reference source not found, Sunnyvale communities
represent areas in Kansas with the least numheeaygle per square mile. From 1960 until 2016,
populations of frontier counties have decreasedly percent (Hunt & Panas, 2018).
Sunnyvale counties are aging communities with langenbers of residents over 65, together
with lower numbers of youth (those under 18). Thmher of children living in poverty is
higher than the state average, and the median holdse@come is well below state average.
Many would say that Sunnyvale is the type of commyuhat operates under the good ole’ boy
system. Patriarchal traditions reign high, accongzhby marks of a closed system. Most say
new families are encouraged to join their communmwityie actual practices reflect a rigid form
of inclusion/exclusion.

We want to see your family connection [and assignegender]

The three counties within this cluster report fetin six people per square mile. Locals
describe their communities as close-knit, with npesiple having a strong family tie. Without a
family tie, or name, these communities tend to &eded-off and uninviting to so-called
outsiders. Newcomers are required to go out of thay to feel accepted and to become part of
the community, as illustrated by comments from artservices officer, county attorney, and

extension agent:
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Um ... | would say it's an aging community. It'syvelosed-off, meaning you have
to kinda know somebody [already] to come and bepiad.

Um, | would say that maybe it [Stokes County] caraliittle exclusive. Like not

necessarily super accepting of outsiders. Andapfedon't recognize you or

know who you are, | think that you can experiend#la bit of a chill here.

| don't know if outsider's the right word, but dwyaren't connected with the right

groups or the right networks it's hard to hear abatnat's going on, if that makes

sense. | did move, um, from the outside into tsrounity. It took engaging

with, it took finding a church to really get to m@eople. So yeah, it's been, it's a

very, it's, it's a big challenge.

The three quotes above represent the majority @pifnom frontier counties. Another
interviewee explained that outsiders have a tough adjusting, and that money dictates
whether outsiders stay or leave. That is, if salveawcomers are likely to move back out soon;
if not financially able, they stayout of necessity.”

A handful of frontier interviews expressed a pesitview of the community. One
participant, a local minister, described her hometas d'place that genuinely caresand is a,
“really special place.”Responses from this interviewee continued to tegpéeeling of‘unity.”
Even among interviewees who were born and rais#ukin frontier community, though, very
few shared this perception.

Community interviews echoed expressions from insatehis study; almost all
addressed the role of family name and ties. Rétallall inmate interviews were with young
women who self-reported as outsiders. Popkin €28IL5) point to low collective efficacy and
dense ties as hurdles in achieving unity. Howeawemryral communities, the concept of collective
efficacy takes on a much different face. Thesel moenmunities are not full of violent crime and

loose associations; rather, close associationBighe One community actor found that she had

to constantly defend herself, projecting as a ‘ffottagain acceptance; even her professional
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role was not enough to garner acceptance. Sheohrageatedly remind locals about her (loose)
family connection:

| think there is popularity, and that's, you kndxased on what you are doing at

school, what your family is doing, and if you hétve generational reputation. |

know that I do find myself explaining my familytdeghe county a lot, even

though | moved here as a grown adult. My reputasiera professional is highly

regarded, and yet | still have to say, "Well, tisisny family tie," you know, even

though our last names aren't the same, you knoa wdratnot.
Small town communities want to see the local cotioecfamily. Family association is a huge
determinate in forging collective efficacy in fregrtand rural places but also a source of
exclusion. While collective efficacy reflects a geal social solidarity, it also refers to the aili
(and willingness) to control its members and creasafe and orderly environment. In these non-
urban places, family ties, together with wealtltgraand reputation, serve as a sort of “check
list” as insiders determine how others should lgarged. Further, because family reigns
supreme, generational patterns tend to homogemézplace and the culture. Locals want to
connect the web of information from grandparentsarents and even from sibling to sibling:

And so, there is a perceived bias based on, yowkwho you are. And you

know, even the newspaper ... when | first moved hidced make fun of it. And

now | don’t even make fun of it because | thirskkithd of stupid, but. . .maybe

there's a family with four kids. And the youngeiskare now at their time, prime

time in high school. And they're doing well in betblall or refereeing or

whatever. And like the paper would preface thecltsaying, "So and so is the

youngest sibling of the three-time state champlderdorother,” and it's like,

well if this individual is earning the right to lvecognized, why do you have to

put it on their older sibling who's in college aptbbably doesn't care anymore,

you know? And not just historically, but it's dékty always making it known

that this is the hierarchy.
“The hierarchy” seems well understood and firmlyplace. Even when accidents occur, the
response may be different, based on who is involVkd interviewee in the above quote talked

about the recent death of a high school athletedkih a vehicular accident while under the

influence of alcohol. She described the communitg&ponse agémanticized and said that
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because of the family’'s name, the mentioning obladt involvement and under-age drinking
was not addressed. She felt this was only trueusecaf who the student was:

And | think had this individual had a differentiamme, a different reputation, a

different experience it [drinking and driving] walihave been all over the cause

of death.

This community official believed that if unlawfuebaviors of youth are not addressed during
adolescence, the criminal justice system mightiveca surge in adult cases, some years down
the road:

Just to demonstrate that this is really a conseqadrecause I'm of the opinion

that the justice system tends to be more forgiligfgre you're an adult, so you

need to learn those life lessons now before ibddte.

Despite concerns quoted above, this interviewegkthat she is committed to staying in
this community as both she and her husband have jgbs. Yet, she is fearful of her own
children’s future, primarily because she has oabsk connections to a few locals. With newly
appointed officials on the school board, she isgdpthe family name and gender ideology will
shift before her kids enter school. However, casuare highly resistant to change.

Throughout all three clusters, many spoke abouthhees” and the “have nots,”
suggesting that reputation also hinges on resouF@sSunnyvale participants, 90% mentioned
the notion of “haves” and “have nots.” Previous Qi&&ature suggests that CSEs emerge from
communities of concentrated disadvantage. Althagearing to be credible, such findings
ignore nuanced hierarchies within rural communit@se director of juvenile corrections
pointed to the wide spread in status:

Okay, so you've got a combination of almost theetand have nots. You have

these very wealthy farmers, white farmers that Haumed thousands, and

thousands, and thousands of acres. And then yaei th&s/very poor minority
population.
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As suggested here, not only is there an incomelg#phe balance may be quite different than in
urban areas. For example, a small community mag baly one or two families who are
affluent by traditional standards. Others gain ttbuough non-financial means such as family
name.

Belonging is very much at stake in small rural caimihes with few other outlets or
options. As one law enforcement officer observied,adjustment is especially challenging for
youth. In larger schools, several factors may coute to acceptance, but rural youth are judged
almost solely on family status. In turn, “outsidesise more likely to be targeted as delinquents.
The officer, clearly uneasy, indicated that suchtlmutsiders are almost certainly destined to
fail in the community. In whatever form, reputationfrontier land is golden.

Institutions, even in small communities, becomeanted with local customs. For
example, community actors, joining voices of yowamen we heard from, believe that most
youth should and do approach a trusted schooliaffichen in need. At the same time, an
overwhelming number of interviewees found the stamificantly lacking or averting
responsibility. One interviewee acknowledged thatients should be able to turn to a school
counselor, but her perception was that this pasitras filled by an untrustworthy individual.
Further, students in a small community doubly teat their confidentiality will not be honored.
Unfortunately, especially in some small schoolgretrained officials may come to accept
community biases and informal information channgtsidents who come forward may then be
in further jeopardy.

Sensitive topics are even more underground in sphedles. About repeated sexual issues

in one community, the county attorney said:
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In a perfect world, | want to believe that what&ppening here isn't happening

everywhere else, and that maybe things are better places, but that's

probably naive.
The above quote came from a “homegrown” citizeturreng to the community after college.
She seemed invested in her community, but as a wamea male-dominated field, she was
sorely aware of layers of challenges within StoBesinty. This interviewee provided several
examples of sexism she experiences. Accordingriogeader norms for girfare more implied
than actually expressedNames are not only stand-alone markers for stattialbo carry
gendered consequences, as explicated in the retidrse

You can’t report that! He is a boy...and a Smith

The previous section ended with a suggestion ofilgenorms as implicit, unstated.
Although that may be true of less obvious formg@fdered norms such as navigating work
expectations, the message becomes much clearergitsetake note of sexualized experiences.
Further, latent messages are not necessarily spblkkegain power when they are widely
accepted and unambiguous. Especially for frontiek rairal girls, the message about sexual
assault is distinct and precise: Boys will be b&yse community actor discussed a 14-year-old
having sexual intercourse with an adult male. Wihenbehaviors were brought to the attention

of the public, the response was:

"Oh, well, boys are gonna be boys. And boys arengao what they know." So, |
think if there is sexual assault, | think it's vemuch swept under the rug.

One county attorney pointed to local attitudes t@nvaidespread sexual assault:

Because in my experience, just as a woman, asademgeneral, | feel like
almost every single friend of mine, everybody Mknevery woman | know, from
my mom to aunts to friends to cousins, has a $totgll about sexually
inappropriate behavior, right? Even, like when Isna high school. | know that
there were things that were happening that girtinditell their parents about
because they knew it wouldn't matter, you know?
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Sexual harassment and assault are often ignoredialp when status of important community
members (i.e., the community itself) is at stakeuiYg women seem to know that their sexual
assault tvouldn’t mattet regardless of who they told. Perhaps securesipatriarchal traditions,
small communities seem to integrate its local austcsuch as reputation, with strong male bias.
For example, when referring to the Title IX caseoining sexual harassment by a coach/teacher,
all interviewees in this county brought up the pendiage. One said thatA$ a coach, he was
winning the school state titles, so he was untohlghand amazing.'Such an environment
supports sexualization and harassment of girlsrorden if something of perceived value is
gained or lost. In many cases, reputation and fana@me are enough to silence violence against
girls and women.

One interviewee, who had worked in a number gbihgl professions, provided several
cases in which the assault was hushed due to fatailys. Her comments suggest that the
acceptance of assault, and fear of reporting, healegned girls’ thinking. They are no longer
able to recognize it as abuse:

| believe part of the under-reporting is attributexwanting to keep it in the

family, let's just not stir the pot here. You guyse out on a date, and you asked

for it, and that feeds into my second part. I'm sunte the girls even recognize

that they are being sexually assaulted becausédugethat that there is this

atmosphere of, you kinda asked for it, he's a domd These upper white middle-

class families do not wanna bring that kind of ati@n down on their family,

they're ashamed of it. Whether it was, you weragytogether, and he solicited

some nudes from you, and then kinda passed it drthenlocker room. You just

kinda had that coming 'cause good girls don't dat,tBo shut up about it, kinda

deal. | do feel like there are two types of dynaamot recognizing that anyone

had the right to do that, and then families not tiramnto bring that on themselves,

that type of scrutiny, and potential humiliation.

The excerpt above is loaded with gendered expergegpecific to environments identified as

coercive sexual environments. Coercive sexualin@tt@nments encourage a code of silence

based on name, reputation, and, as we see noweigend
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The silencing of sexual assaults is common intfeorand rural communities. While
family name and ties heavily influence the natursilencing, other local customs can also affect
the process and outcome. Many community stakel®oldentified athletics as a major source of
entertainment and status in small communities; sdewtified football games as the only source
of entertainment. In frontier communities, foothallife for most community citizens. One
interviewee provided a specific example about g hy/school, and the victim. The boy was a
star athlete, the girl a cheerleader. The two daktédr breaking up, they were together on a
school bus where he touched her inappropriatelg. pérpetrator was called to the principal’s
office and admitted to what happened, but the maththe victim said, YWe don’t want ruin his
life, we don’t want him to get in trouble. Like den’t want this to be a big thing or whatever

The community actor pointed out that the schoal isandated reporter yet only reported
the incident days later. When law enforcement goiest! the principal, he lied about the alleged
perpetrator's admission, saying he liked the kid did not want to see him get into trouble.
Subsequently, the perpetrator was suspended frenathitetic game. One game for sexual
assault. The same victim, a 16-year-old girl, weasght drinking at a high school football game.
She was kicked off the cheerleading team and foiwegive speeches to all grade schools telling
them what she had done. The interviewee went on:

So, she was like publicly shamed for having beegltadrinking, where he is

suspended, so they obviously believe that he hae slemething wrong- And

what he had done wrong was sexually assault a stuatea school bus, and he

was playing basketball the next week. So, | do@tkwhat planet they're living

on.

The message to girls is clear, football is moredrtgnt than addressing sexual assault. Football

IS more important than justice for victims. Thisaexle is recited from a singular incident, yet

many professionals from other communities sharey sinilar stories. Although the negative
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focus is pointed at school officials, it pointsadarger cultural issue, one especially prevalent i
small closely-knit communities.

Community stakeholders often spoke about fronteenmunities failing to intervene on
behalf of girls. A combination of rural culture aladk of resources are relevant. The culture
supports the intentional oversight of helping givisile structurally, frontier communities lack
services. Several interviewees spoke of the rotb@thurch—also a gate to local acceptance—
as a sort of surrogate to official resources. As drves through Kansas, the abundance of
religious billboards reigns large; a giant billodautside of their town welcomes “all” visitors.
Interestingly, one can also easily find any nunddesigns related to a moral panic such as
abortions or the selling and purchasing of pornplgyaAppendix H includes a few of these
signs around Kansas. The next section discussettasi@af cultural and structural services
linked to rural places.

Cultural and structural services [and disservices]

Community actors were asked about the communityllsygness to intervene on behalf
of youth in their community. For some, the resposisggested a culture dismissive of such calls
for help; for others, a lack of community resouregplained the community’s failure. They all
talked about system failure. For example, one wd@ree said there are mixed perceptions about
reporting:

It's like, "Why would | call it in if it's not evegioing to get looked at?" There's

this perception out there too, of, "If | turn sofmag in to DCF, the family's not

going to get looked at, or there's not going taabeellness check.” | think some

people want to help, but at some point, it's lik&ell, it's just going to sit in the

system and they're going to ignore it."

The perception in frontier, rural, and even urbaurties is that the Department of Children and

Families (DCF) would either do nothing or swoopaid take someone’s child away. Such fears
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were also referred to about law enforcement. Liila@rtes arising from the incarcerated girls and
young women interviewed, believability comes intestion. Believability depends on the
parties involved:

| think that it depends on the victim. | think eeRbility of the victim is somewhat

based on reputation.think the person being accused influences hawillitoe

investigated and enforced.

Others underscore the complexity of local cultureere everyone knows everyone, making their
professional job even more difficult:

| think it's a larger issue. | think that especyaih rural communities, your

neighbor could be the person who'’s responsiblerfeestigating the accusations

and so you know there are gray areas with profesdism. How do you do your

job but also maintain the type of personal lifetthau want for your own self? |

think that some of our professionals struggle .

Community actors often expressed frustration alatlaof insight intovhy harmful behaviors
can continue. The obvious explanation is commuatiifijiation and power of the good ole’ boy
network. They have a job at stake. They have atatipu at stake. They have a family name at
stake. However, the conversation often stoppectiidre participants did not mention
abstractions such as patriarchal structures. Thigyhdwever, talk a lot about resources.

All community actors in all three clusters indicghtbat mental health services in rural
areas are severely lacking. When they exist asatljices are poor yet expensive. With families
struggling to pay their bills, seeking servicestfweir youth is not always a possibility. Most
community actors pointed out that services arellystesserved for those with money. However,
the money only gets them services; the stigmaa#iveng such services remains. Most
privileged families are willing to drive outside thfeir community to seek help. When services

are lacking, community persons such as clergyseeping into those roles, but privilege of

information is uncertain:

148



And | think even with the school counselor or cfeygu know the people that are

stepping into the places. | don't want to say thatr heart isn't in the right place,

but I think we're all human and unless you are libby the laws protecting

mental health and whatever, | don't know that atenitiality is always protected.

Some professionals felt a deep obligation assatiatth their position. When speaking
with one participant working in the correctionddigit was obvious that she felt part of her
duties included recognizing and addressing pastrtaawhile trying to serve as a prosocial
model for youth. Though the stereotypical imagea abrrections worker is one who monitors
compliance, in frontier counties, roles are oftérrred:

| can't unfortunately undo all the really awful tigis these adults have done to

their teenagers. | can't undo that, and | can't ;mam unlearn that. What | can

do is find them some positive breaks from thatipaldr reality and start

introducing them to other ways of looking at lded if | can do that then that's

gonna feed on itself. If | can get them to staeirsg some value, and being

around people who are doing positive things, threturn have them doing

positive things, then | have the chance to make tt@entemplate their current

circumstances.
Relying on social work-type services from a coricatd worker is a reactive approach, and one
not reliable from place to place. The frontier nadity is that services are lacking because
services are not needed:

| think, like most small communities, the genetalgsophy is that if we needed

the service, we would have had the service. Becaas#on't have the service, we

obviously don't need the service.
Community stakeholders in frontier communities iifesd two significant barriers to helping
girls and women—a cultural lag or impotence in heddoehaviors, and a lack of quality
resources. Changing community culture to one sumgoof assisting all girls and women is a

slow, challenging process, but providing the acsaavices is not. Certainly, financial concerns

emerge, but with proper motivation and traininggreexisting community resources (such as
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schools, churches) can help girls in their earlesiments of need. Such a proactive impetus,
rather than harsh intervention behind prison walsyld mark significant and positive change.
Sunnyvale summary

Frontier counties pride themselves as being a dtagecommunity where families build
on generations of history. Interviews with locahmaunity professionals confirm elements of a
coercive sexualized environment, one that exptaital customs and structures. Local versions
of patriarchy, coupled with family name and gendeggpectations, drive criteria for inclusion
and exclusion; girls considered outsiders beabthat of an oppressive system.

The good ole’ boy system, as a product of ruraiigahy, lays the foundation for all
community interactions as well as the emergenamefcive sexual environments. Non-urban
CSEs share urban origins but distinct maintenareehamisms. The local gender regime dictates
that, “boys will be boys,” and women in power aither nonexistent, or continually challenged.
Small communities lend little in terms of opportiynor role models for young women,
especially those on the outskirts of full accepgarstich outing often breeds victim-blaming
and/or the “blind eye” phenomenon with threatd® ¢community’s standing. Responses to a
continuum of behaviors reflect local culture, evdmen locals recognize its disparities, as
illustrated in the example of a teacher being wid@lown to ‘talk to girls in a sexual manner
[and] have sex with studentdAccording to these community professionals, s@ti@ool
officials choose to minimize and hide the behatwoprotect, or at least purportedly to protect
the community.

An unanticipated finding extends some reason ftinopm. At least two institutions
were named over and over as potential sourcesoiitiye intervention. The most obvious is the

school, with its reach toward the community’s p@pioin of youth. Nearly all (96.6%) of
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participants referenced the school. The otherdgdke of the local church, which holds strong
significance in rural places. Over half (53.3%pafticipants referenced the church. Both
institutions face challenges. Schools suffer fragklof enough resources and training; budgets
have been slashed to the bone in this state. Timeltls participation depends on its leadership
and on a select group of people; those not claseblved in the church are viewed as outsiders,
which also means they are outside the jurisdiadioimealthy intervention. The following section
addresses a cluster with slightly greater poputdii@an these frontier communities.
Springfield: Cluster 2

Cluster 2 is referred to as Springfield; 20 intews were completed with community
professionals. Springfield counties are less rilnah Sunnyvale but still have an old-town close-
knit milieu. The average county population is ambdi,000 people and they continue to drop.
From 1960 to 2016, rural counties in Kansas haveedsed by 22.2% (Hunt & Panas, 2018).
Like Sunnyvale, they include a larger aging popatatvith fewer youth and low availability to
community resources. Springfield also includes omegue Kansas community with regard to
racial/ethnic composition. The foreign-born popuaatmakes up 18% compared to the Kansas
average of 6.9. Several of the interviewees reddhat they believe the diverse cultural makeup
accounts for this county bearing one of the stdigjhest teenage pregnancy rates. Related, the
percentage of high school completion rate is moarel than the overall state average. Still, the
county fits within the Springfield cluster basedaher community demographics.

Dichotomies: You're either good or bad

Springfield responses were consistent with thosm fSunnyvale. For example, one
participant talked about newcomers struggling & &cepted. She said most incoming residents

feel “pretty isolated” but that they can become more engaged within thecbhLike frontier
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members, locals in rural communities are skepb€alewcomers, according to a court services
officer and extension agent:

On the outside, it is a clean-cut community witterpeople. They are a close-knit

community. It's hard to get in the cliques, sopeak. The old timers view new

people as a threat to their community. They aat oic the outside, but they can

hold you at arm’s length. I've watched our commyniin off several doctors

because they were not from here, they were diffeBarme were women, some

were colored women, some were Americans, but dhanethnic background,

and they did not stay very long.

So, you know, it took me a long time to be accepted understand the politics

of the community, | would say. Everybody knowsydety’s business to a

degree.
With a lower population density, rural citizensvriably know one another’s business. When
one’s “business” threatens status quo of the imvdrahey may be outed and the acceptance
label can be quickly revoked:

It's a good community. It's a nice community. H'sight-knit community. Once
you kind of step outside the circle, you're outsfld. It's hard to get back in.

Being part of the in-crowd includes adhering toalogender norms. Gender norms are
usually regarded as “old-fashioned” within ruratinties. One extension agent provided an
example of gender norms related to athletics:

Like our softball team, they've gone to state fierlast two or three years, and so

| think some of those [community members] are strpeéitional, who we talk

about as the good old boys, that probably almasw/fr upon what the girls are

doing in sports. Because you do home economicsthatg it.

Others agreed with the gender-traditional charestterIn rural communities, domestic labor, as
covered in home economics, is still the standdsdrd@nacted by girls and women, shunned by
boys and men. The following excerpts were sharednogher extension agent:

Gender norms are still pretty old-fashioned: | thiwe're still traditional a little

bit in the old gender, where the women cook, aedriken do the farm work. |

think I've seen that change in my 25 years herel fael people have pretty rich
traditional values.
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And you're a woman, you don't know anything, yawkhOr, about farming
because that's not your place, your place is initbe. Well, sometimes, boys
will be boys attitude a little bit, you know? Barkare male, and attorneys are
male. We've see that changing so it's not as imauit. We've had a woman car
mechanic. The county attorney is a woman. The gatletk is a woman. The
county treasurer is a woman.

Although some participants recognized some progregendered fields, they failed to mention

other reports | heard of sexual oppression withewworkplace. All of the female participants

spoke to this point with a total of 191 referenddsese women continue a daily fight with forms

of sexualized harassment and overall oppressiogvidenced by this court services officer:

What | have observed is it's very confusing foraman or, including young girls
or females of any kind of any age, because thexeadew women in very high
positions. But then we have a majority of people atin't think that they really
deserve those jobs because they're women. They'doimg their job right
because they're too emotional, or there's just kihd double speak. We want the
women to be in office, but yet we don't think thay're good enough to do the
job that they have.

Responses were mixed on community members beli¢hgigcommunity was “somewhere in

the middle” of being progressive. While one intewirecognized the presence of a woman

mechanic, another pointed out that boys work os aad girls cater to their needs:

If boys are working on a car, the females are ptapaitting over watching them
on the porch or getting them something to drinkelan, there really is kind of
that mentality here as well.

In reflection of gender norms and the local gemdgime, frontier and rural communities

share many similarities. Communities want to preaenmage of openness, progression, and

inclusivity, but the underlying mechanisms workdss ensure the status quo. Equality is

something nice to talk about but not something ihatacticed.

Discriminatory practices—Practice makes perfect
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Similar to frontier communities, rural professiomalten spoke to discrimination. In
some interviews, discrimination referenced racealthe athleticism, or other family
characteristics. Specific to sexual assault, tamescommunity lens was used to assess
accusations. This remains a product of one’s namdeeputation in overall believability and
placement of blame:

You hate to say that's even true, but | think | @ay, if a certain person in the

community steps up and says something [sexual Blssappened, then they

would get a lot more attention, unfortunately, tismeone else.

Victim-blaming is, of course, not specific to fr@rtcommunities; rather it is a product of larger
systemic issues. Several community actors discutiffedent cases of underage impregnated
girls. They all called into question why no forncalarges are pressed. Their assumptions were
that the males involved came from families of hatgtus. The following examples were
provided by a court service professional and a aighiancipal:

Kids are going to have sex. They've been havinfosexer. We've had several

cases of rape against teenage boy and younger geeyid. Here's the weird

part: The ones that do know about it, they're lIk&ell, she shouldn't have put

herself in that position,” and it's like, "Wait amate.” | mean, haven't we

educated people enough over the last 25 yearsydpatis not because the girl

looks like a slut? It doesn't have anything to diihat.

| could see families trying to, trying to hush tgrsexual assault] up for either
the victim or the person accused of doing it.

Other school officials referenced the sexualizdwstdress code. One school counselor
discussed his daily involvement in policing thesdreode for girls, noting that thelgddd a new
principal coming in, and the new principal was im position to disagree with everyone else.”
The community wanted no “commotion” over girls’ sseand appearance. So-called “real men”
do not challenge the oppressive conditions of girls

Help wanted: Where no resources exist
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The overwhelming discussion for Springfield intemws focused on community
resources and interventions. There were 274 refesegiven from 90% of the participants, to
community services within the Springfield countigeey reported that rural communities are
(only) reactive to issues. These communities ddorbieve they need help until the help is
needed:

Well, | think overall, they really need mental hbabetter or more mental health

options. It's really hard to educate people ‘capseple don't want the education

‘til they need it.

For youth, some participants were concerned abanftaentiality when young people seek help.
Among fear and family standing, they fail to seekph setting off a critical snowball effect.
According to one extension agent, consequenceseagze:

You know, and that it'll get back to their parentie if they made an

appointment at the doctor's office, somehow, tmeya&aid that their parents

would know. My former daycare provider, she was, IilOh my gosh, Lauren's

[local teen] pregnant.” And | was like, "Oh no, ths no way she could be." She

goes to my church, she's this good little girl, sloaildn't do that. Then, three or

four months later, had this baby and then, | gueksd it. And then, found herself

in prison. And so, | felt like she was too embasek'cause she comes from a

good family name. She must've felt like she cauelhher mom and must've not

have felt like there was anybody she could tell.

Certainly, young women everywhere may hesitateskofer help in such dire
circumstances. Yet, kids in rural areas understhatdconfidentiality is virtually absent in their
tiny communities; they are isolated and are faceld very few options. When kids do reach out,
they typically seek school officials. As we haversén Springfield, schools are an imperfect
system for dealing with such issues in small schdelrther, often understaffed, many
counselors are not prepared to engage in therapririces. Even when community mental

health providers are accessible, the quality isgieed as poor:

Mental health is very limited here. We have onenageCanvas Behavioral
Health. As a corrections worker, | do not make mefls there unless it's an
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urgency situation, and then I'm hoping that thegnptthem over somewhere else.

| know that the people that do have the financiehns to go out of county, go out

of county. The ones that don't have the meansgdgrst go at all.

Also relatively unique to small communities, famigputation is at stake, which means
seeking services outside the county, which elineésanost families without significant financial
means for doing so. Like frontier counties, sometlgand parents utilize their church as a
treatment provider. One participant, with a backgibin ministry, described why she left her
local church:

We've [her husband and herself] left the church,bezause we don't believe, but

because people eat their pastors for lunch. So kyawv, we're supposed to be

miracle workers, and (laughs) we can only do solmukn, | think that people

like to believe that they're very religious, bugyrdon't really know God. And ...

or, "Here, fix my kid." And you know we can't datth

Unfortunately, some communities respond to treatmeads of girls by incriminating
them. Such practice seemed more prevalent in SmdgFor example, if a girl runs away from
home, she may be placed in juvenile detentionodadld by a stent of out-of-home placements.
Rather than addressing the cause of her desitmia@etention seems easier. Depending on the
profession, some participants saw this as an issue:

'‘Cause she doesn't just run away for the fun @atinstead of picking the girl up,

throwing her in detention when she does get foand,then sending her to a

group home or something, or foster care somewhseg and not do anything

with the family, or take care of the problem, thigial problem, we're not

making- we're not fixing a problem at all. We'rd norrecting anything. We're

making it worse.

Responses such as the one above indicate a wikisgio accept and adopt proactive rather than
reactive approaches. However, structural barrersain. As one example, Cedar County had a
population around 40,000; current estimates plae& population at just over 20,000, the

highest drop in all ten selected counties. CedamBoalso tops the charts with nearly 30% of

kids under 18 living in poverty. One extension dagdrared some of the hardships:
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So there's not a lot of community service optidfma know there's no public

transportation or anything like that to get peofrlem where they need to be. And

so | think young families are moving out just fpportunities for their kids. And

older people are moving out just because of acicesging to get to places they

need to get, to get to.
Although the interviewee’s focus was not in con@ts, she was aware of systemic issues such
as childhood adversity and generational povertg. i8aognized that many kids in this
community experience a range of traumatic event®uate, which then negatively affect health,
school functioning, and other areas of their iZemmunity interventions are grossly lacking—
in number, accessibility, and quality. Yet, the ggwwvomen in Chapter 4 all asked for a safe
place, somewhere they could go for help and supparbunty attorney reported:

There's no safe place. | mean, if somebody wesntdirtold their principal, "I

need help." The first phone call would be to agpérand, you know, whether the

parent's abusive or the parent just doesn't una@eior is embarrassed, it may

not be the ending that we'd like to think everybaduld then go get the kids the

help they need—nbut they don't.
The lack of follow-through for girls is not justsahool issue, parent concern, criminal justice
weakness—it is all of the above, plus more. Folethpra of reasons, adults are not acting on
behalf of the welfare of their youth, especiallgdk girls targeted as outsiders.

Springfield summary

Springfield differs little from Sunnyvale. Both fiber and rural communities experience
the same issues related to broader sexualizedosmvants, stronghold of last name, and density
of local ties. Surprisingly, by documented numbkaard community reports, rural communities
have less access to services than do frontier camntiesi Participants were unable to provide an
explanation for the gross lack of services compéverther communities. Reluctance to seek

services is high in both community settings whideneunity stakeholders acknowledge and

confirm traumatic experiences of young women. Airaltstarting place for change, for both
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Sunnyvale and Springfield counties, is the scholbb¥ved by the church. Stakeholders in both
clusters referred to a lack of appropriate respdaysechool officials. Frontier and rural county
members may also turn to their church, an institutiot designed with treatment services as top
priority. When official, affordable services areking, community structures like the school and
church are vital to provide initial contact forlgimn need.

According to the professionals interviewed in tigdy, the entire system is in shambles.
There are small pockets of invested community aetdahose who recognize the institutional
issues and know the solutions. They are small mbar and ill-equipped to override a system
dominated by patriarchy. There is truth behinddiiehéd expression, “It takes a village to raise
a child.” The community owns their local culturbey control sexually charged environments
produced by patriarchy. They can discourage maames of the “good ole’ boy system.” As
expressed by these community actors, they cantdeerhmediate initiatives for improvement.
They believe that without social movement on tHaeader issues, the village (frontier and rural
communities) may continue to raise entitled boys aggressive men and abused girls into
incarcerated women.
Langley Falls: Cluster 3

Cluster 3, the urban counties, is referred to agyley Falls and is based on 16 interviews
with professionals; it serves as a comparisondotier and rural communities. These
communities are dense, have access to more comymasdurces, and lack the small-town
framework where everyone knows everyone else’siegsi Contrary to Sunnyvale and
Springfield, Langley Falls has experienced a pdmrancrease since 2010, an increase that is
higher than the state average. Several commumiites this cluster also demonstrate qualities

that differ from most Kansas communities. One cpusmknown for its wealth, not just in
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Kansas, but also across the United States. Thageéiousehold income is almost double that of
all other counties within the sample. These citizpnde themselves on being “resource
wealthy” and “affluent.” Even with this skewed degnaphic, overall responses from community
workers in this county remained consistent witheotbangley Falls counties. A second unique
county is associated with the military base thdodsted within its territory, where diverse
populations are more common. Several community @msrktated that the community works to
welcome new families while others reported a “trant feel. One interviewee testified that
teenagers are known for being pregnant, as thistgaaports the state’s highest teenage birth
rate. His explanation was loose associations betwstablished families as compared to youth
from military families. This demographic makes tb@mmunity “feel” different than others; the
military county provided for a unique perspectivéamg-standing community names.

Forget family ties—We're transient

Sunnyvale and Springfield communities are knowrdiemse ties and generational family
lines. In Langley Falls, family name associatiofess predominant. As Langley Falls’
community populations have risen, personal conaestiin which widespread familiarity with
most of the community, has dwindled according te school principal:

Probably not as much anymore as it used to be.sYago when | first came here

in the 70s, the late 70s, is when there were adstdamily statures that had

helped develop the businesses and that in Greent@oAs they aged out in that,

that kind of stature is not as predominant as édito be.
Frontier and rural communities create distinctibasveen outsiders and established community
members, even with shrinking populations. Urbamties, with rising populations, have

experienced an influx of transient groups. Langtalls welcomes diversity and appears devoid

of an outing culture found in Sunnyvale and Spiiggf

159



Kansas is uniquely centrally positioned within thaited States, allowing for access to
several major interstates. Urban communities afteilgeography and easy access to interstate
connections for many of their crime concerns. Samationed that individuals make a stop off
the interstate and end up residing in the commumtgreen County, housing a military base, a
juvenile court judge discussed the rarity of se¢hegsame youth from kindergarten through
high school graduation:

In the rural counties, that's [generational connent true because the kids are

there, they've always been there. We very seldoa d&id that starts

kindergarten and graduates with our class in 12thdg because of the fact of the

military and the transient population that just ee@ind go.

The military community participants identified theounty as unique. They viewed their
populous differently than other urban countiesacdlt and juvenile populations vary yearly. A
commonality within all three county clusters is Weand the significance of socioeconomic
status. Wealth may be loosely associated with fan@me in urban counties, but economic
wealth is a stronger influence than surname. Adogrtb one community corrections worker:

| think students are also divided up in athletissagell, and social groups. The

guys with money and the guys with none. The hadédawve nots, | guess. | think

the haves have more opportunities to get their [jaiases taken care of a

certain way, and the have nots kind of deal withrtappointed attorneys.

While Jonesburg County participants described tt@mmunity as affluent and resource
wealthy, they also admitted to pockets of extreimeepty and deprivation. The comments were
generated from a range of community workers. ThHewang came from a child-in-need-of-care
judge and an extension agent:

It's always been considered one of the wealthiekin't know if it still is, but it's

always considered one of the wealthiest counti¢sarcountry. But having said

that, | mean there are a number of very wealthyppewho live in Jonesburg
County, but there's also a lot of people who aramilies who are struggling.
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Well, | would probably describe it as one of theenaffluent, counties in Kansas,
but it's also very diverse economically. There poekets of great need.

Some community actors mentioned family name ascestsol with local professional athletes or
chief executive officers of well-known businesdast, those were not common. Aside from these
rare exceptions, the “haves” buy their way outrofible while the “have-nots” struggle to
defend themselves.

While urban counties are known for larger populaiahey still experience some issues
observed in frontier and rural communities. Theosthemains a significant institution in the
lives of girls, but the focus is directed towardsletics, according to one judge:

| mean, school is pretty important, the high sckatill have a large part to play

with the activities for kids and then their fanslierould participate in those

activities.Maybe you should be looking out for other thinge indicators that

you know a kid is suffering from depression, aikisuffering from having

problems at home, you know. | mean because wet’/edrae of the cases that |

get where we have actual abuse that's going onydreh | finally get the case

the kids covered with flippin’ bruises all over thlace and somebody, somebody

in school had to have seen this before.

While Langley Falls exhibits less of a focus on ilgmame than Sunnyvale or Springfield, the
involvement of parents within the school systerh s#irves as a source of power. The message
from community workers was that youth of schooldlwed parents are granted special
privilege. Sunnyvale and Springfield shared mugtiglories of unfair disadvantage to girls
through the school’s dress code, but the dressisqadiced differently in Langley Falls.
Schools are said to focus more on attire assocwithdyang involvement (e.g. sagging pants)
though the gendered policing is not completely abse

Where you know because girls will entice boys [aang] and so then let’s keep

them covered up because you know and it's justfbkgoodness sakes, what are
you doing to our daughters?
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On many levels, Langley Falls presents differetiign Sunnyvale and Springfield. However,
they share certain characteristics associatedgeitilered environments specific to the
maintenance of coercive sexual environments. Athbetys with wealthy families rank much
higher than uninvolved girls from abusive homestiAarge school enrollments, boys rise to the
top, and girls, especially those at risk, are ntitedy to be lost in fabrics of the inner city.
...but don't forget the church!
Let’s put it this way, you know, thsKansas...

Regardless of population density, Kansans are denfion one state descriptor. Kansas
is faith-based. The religious characterization igpio the frontier counties through the most
populated Kansas communities. Like frontier an@lraounties, families in urban counties also
look to their church for counseling and supportwidaer, in frontier and rural counties, families
seek their clergy for help due to a lack of prof@sal services. In Langley Falls, services are
available, but families still rely on their faith provide help and guidance:

Other than the school system and churches, | ¢ot of any specific place

where a young girl can go and say, "I'm having peots with my mom. | need

some help." The options include the school systetimeda church. I'm just not

aware of anything.

While many Langley Falls participants recognizeel ible of the church within their community,
a school official stated that the church was notug:

| know the churches around here say you gotta igstdnd their parents back in

church, but if we're not gonna be able to do tliaen let's at least get the services

they need provided to 'em, make them available.

Regardless of geographic location within Kansdggiom is a source of power and status
misused in a vetting process for outsiders’ acee@avhile serving as an all-encompassing

treatment provider, even when some are ill-equigpetb so. In urban counties, treatment

optionsare available. In fact, the three Langley Falls cowsteompared to the remaining seven
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counties, have the highest rates of populationg@tinent provider ratio. Kansas’s statewide
ratio is one treatment provider for every 580 intatis (1:580). Langley Falls has an average
rate of one treatment provider for every 472 intaatis (1:472). Langley Falls citizens have
greater access to treatment providers comparedntidr counties (1:2,273) and rural counties
(1:4,519) (County Health Rankings, 2014b). Yetyth#ll seek counseling services from their
clergy and reference a lack of available qualityises. Langley Falls is described as resource
wealthy; perceptions and professional experienogetines challenge this label:

Oh God, no. We just don't have services for kidhenstate of Kansas period.

There are not sufficient services. We do not haffecent mental services, we

don't have sufficient services for kids in schblm, we just don't have sufficient

services.

One corrections worker talked about the loss d@timent facilities such as Psychiatric
Residential Treatment Facilities as an option fdskvith severe mental health needs. While
Kansas has removed many out-of-home placementgpeshof addressing needs within the
home, workers have noted extreme wait lists reacimito months. Youth in need of inpatient
services are going untreated, even within the tafil” communities of Kansas.

Many community members want more for their localtyo For all local youth. They
want to help but, with a shortage of resourcegctiffe treatment is difficult. Rather than
addressing the issues once they are identifiede smmmunity actors pondered how to help
their community:

The problem all school systems have, in my viereaishing those children who

are in the process of being lost, because of ettigir home situation or their

peer group situations. Those who are obviouslydoiig well in school, not

doing well at home, they're committing crimes, tteetaking drugs, they're

drinking, they're doing all those things. I'm naysg it's the school system's

problem, but, like everyone else, those kids ateeached. Not all, some of them

are, but not all of them are reached. I'm not sgytimat's a school system
problem, but I think it's-a community problem.
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One extension agent who provided groups to middteal girls, offered a poem reflecting her
experiences (see Appendix I). The poem reflecten@ern about school bullying, trauma, and
overall neglect of trauma. The poem ends, “Do wep$y allow what is sacred [kids] to fall
through the crackled glaze of unmet needs? Whaldsavhich ones and how many?” There is
evidence of good faith efforts in Langley Falls andny other counties, but aforethought is
mostly absent.

Surviving sex...ual assault

Coercive sexual environment literature addresses kexualized culture and ecological
variables leading to harassment and assault &f. @uriously, sex trafficking is absent from
CSE literature. Within frontier and rural commuesj girls and women often engage in sexual
“bartering” for drugs, electronics, or other wanfthe perception in Sunnyvale and Springfield is
that girls willingly engage in sexual exchangesilevthe law defines those under 18 as victims
of sex trafficking. In Langley Falls, girls are alexchanging sexual acts for goods, but
community workers perceive this differently tharSannyvale and Springfield. This exchange
was more commonly referred to as, survival sexeHeuted girls are forced to use their bodies
to survive. They are groomed into sexual actsdodf shelter, and clothing. In Sunnyvale and
Springfield, it was less common to know of girlskanging sex as a means of fulfilling basic
needs. While many shared stories of sex traffickingst admitted that the cases go unreported.
Community actors were asked why cases of sexdkaffiy and sexual assault are not brought
forward. One community corrections worker felt meavants to acknowledge the issues:

| think they would ignore it, | think they ignottelimean, nobody wants to talk
about it. We're very, mind your own business, aatlera very conservative town.

According to these professionals, girls are foriweslurvive the sexual assault in the moment and

deal with blaming afterwards:

164



We're [judges] seeing a lot more of that, of kidenang here, kids being, 15, 16,

17 year old girls that are coming here and are lgeiised for, for sex. A lot of

people like to say, "Well, she's doing that for th@ney” you know. It doesn't

matter what she's doing it for, she's a kid arglntt voluntary! So there's a lot of,

"Well she's doing ..." you know, "She's a littleoneh she's doing that for the

money." No!
Even communities attuned to noticing sex traffigkof young girls fail to understand the level
of coercion, manipulation, and exertion of male dnce. One judge believed documented
residents within pockets of her community wouldr fiesgporting:

| think if it's in @ community where they are undoented folks, I'm positive

they’re just not going to [report sexual assaulihd | mean with the current

administration, they're just not going to. Nor @hey reporting it even if it's

involving a child as a victim. | couldn't care laéshey're undocumented. | really

couldn't. I'd rather just help. Try to help the filynBut, there's a lot of terror.
Terror. Certain victims and families are scarecefmort sexual assaults due to fear of the
government. They would rather suffer alone withjostice, hoping to ensure their family can
remain under one roof. With immigrant youth beimgaihed and separated from their families at
the U.S. southern border, this fear and terrouithér instilled in the minds of undocumented
citizens.

Langley Falls summary

Langley Falls depicts urban county culture withiansas. With a large populous and
projected growth, knowing everyone’s name is imfmesLangley Falls is growing,
diversifying, and evolving. While demographics ahranging, patriarchy is not. Patriarchy
adapts alongside demographic and geographical esahgngley Falls is wealthier than most of
Kansas and large parts of the U.S. Wealth of whitddle-class men is more deterministic of
status than is family name or community ties—incstesit with frontier and rural communities.

In affluent communities, money buys more than go¥dsalth buys a reputation, inside or out of

family inheritance.
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Regardless of Kansas location, the church remagasremon unifier. While services are
more abundant in Langley Falls than in Sunnyval8mingfield, community stakeholders report
responsivity issues in obtaining services. For gdamow-income girls must provide sibling
daycare while lacking transportation to obtain sm®w across the cityscape. Families still look to
their church for counseling and overall professidrap, if they are involved in the church. In all
three clusters, gender norms influence a commun#gknowledgement of poor and no-name
girls. When girls respond to trauma through unlmgabehaviors (e.g., running away or using
drugs), Kansas communities resort to punitive messWhether the guise is to keep at-risk
girls safe or protect the public, communities avdtso use correctional involvement, which is
almost never the answer. Girls have neglected camtynneeds requiring local intervention, not
incarceration.

Coercive sexual environments exist within the tlo@@mmunity clusters, even though
language and CSE maintenance varies. The merttaditysex trafficking does not exist in small-
towns is prevalent throughout non-metropolitan Kansirban Kansas is on board with
identifying sex trafficking, but not always in theost helpful way. Sunnyvale and Springfield
workers categorize sexual exchanges with girlsiigilbartering. In Langley Falls,
stakeholders acknowledge underage sex exchangesassex trafficking, inappropriately
criminalizing the acts. Sex trafficking as a laiseirendy. Few are reporting incidents within
communities, but in some urban locations, detagidd are screened. Screening is a step in the
right direction, but it is a reactive tool not egped to prevent the initial onset of abuse. Most of
Kansas requires a broader ideological shift—a marerdiscouraging boys and men from
owning girls and women. The movement begins witteptance that close-knit and small-town

jargon does not ensure inclusivity and safety fds gWith national support confronting and
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calling out sexualized culture, now is the time K@nsas to prove that they are progressive, and
care about all. Kansas can lead other rural statém® conquest of preventing, reducing, and
responding to the needs of girls and women.
Discussion: The magical question

As far as communities, they need to be more opadediand open-hearted. They

need to stop being judgmental and be knowledgedliteeir surroundings and

what’s going on with these kids and their homesliveit's known that Joe

Smith’s parents have drug issues, well then maghelgn’t need to keep an eye

on Joe Smith because he’s trouble. Maybe you reekeep an eye on him

because he might be in trouble because of his pardamerson Katson

All participants were asked some version of thedioal question.” The magical
guestion asked participants to identify the greatesd for teenage girls in their community.
They were prompted to identify how they would tartes need. For Emerson (26), help begins
by recognizing underlying issues, being proactivé supportive rather than ignoring the issues
or incorrectly pointing blame. Most community astoesponded in a fashion similar to views of
girls and women on all interview responses. Spetifiteen girls, community corrections

workers and a court service worker suggested pesitientoring for girls:

| think | would work on opportunities for them wihiking mentored by successful
women, so they could see a path forward for therasel

Um, boy, if | could just put together a mentoritygtem, that | had a whole list of
positive women that | could assign to be a surregetrent almost to each
person, so that they would always have somebothlikdo and to show them
what's going on.

| would probably bring in some accomplished artiststresses, and sports
people, maybe a survivor, an abuse survivor. Sdntteose people that could
speak to drawing on their inner strengths and tloewn resources and abilities to
be successful. I'd probably have little pocketthote people, all over the city.
And make it free to go to.
For mentoring, some viewed this more as a proedste others sought value in periodically

bringing in successful women to display agencypagaishment, and value:
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| think having access to a mentor that is williogcome get the girls out and have

some sort of crisis intervention where, if a paiestruggling with their kids right

now they can contact their mentor and the mentdroeme over and pick them

up and separate the situation. Maybe they calmlati® situation down.
Some participants focused on the addition of comiyactivities outside of the school and
church setting:

If I had all the money, | would get places herewgetvhere kids could go and

have activities that didn't cost any money, fre&ieg) games and things that they

could play. They'd be in a safe environment anchawt to worry about anybody

messing with 'em.
The quote above came from a school personnel wgpskith suspended youth in an alternative
school building. After working as a uniformed peliofficer, then within the school system with
troubled youth, he knew what girls needed. He shsateries about his daily role as a positive
male authority figure for girls with a warped sew$érust in men. His idea of creating a “safe”
place was in line with safety concerns of girls amimen. They lack safe places where they can
seek help and avoid abuse. Others, too, suchrastef located defense attorney, recognized
safety as a central need for teen girls:

| think the teens there could really benefit frorsade space to be able to have

somebody to talk to and express themselves buhaiswa space to go to where

they're not being constantly monitored by peopée tdan get them in trouble. The

police presence is such in Staley County that tbefvays being watched if they

are the type of kids that the police think is gdioget in trouble. So, if they're

from a good family or they're a good kid, theytibipably be left alone. But these

kids that are from not such a good family, or thieydeen in trouble in the past,

they never get a chance to be just a normal kidf 8@y had a safe space that

they could go and not be watched and not be redoftéink the community and

the teens would really benefit from that.

Safety, trust, and support. Community workers veaah places for their youth. Rural
stakeholders confirm traumatic experiences of youamen while desiring similar resources.

Girls and women supported the idea of mentoringfes&llocations to secure professional and

peer support. If everyone is on board with thisyahe there zero such places in Kansas? Rather

168



than providing what girls and community stakehadd@cognize for community needs,
patriarchy dominates frontier, rural, and urban dors, allowing emergence of coercive sexual
environments. Patriarchy allows for the emergendalilocales but non-urban CSEs create
somewhat distinct practices and routines. Whilentiaéntenance of CSEs varies from frontier
and rural counties to urban locations, the resultdany at-risk girls is the same—imprisonment.
Imprisonment is experienced by outed girls witliait hometowns, foster care placements,
inpatient treatment facilities, and at times, bdhsell bars. The many forms of imprisonment
target girls lacking a family name and heavy comityunvolvement. Their communities lack
interest and ability to effectively intervene. Antdul of community actors were attuned to
larger “fixes” for sexualized culture and teen gpkecific needs. These participants knew the
underlying oppression of teen girls lied in thetgrd supporting their mistreatment through
misogyny:

| think that the most important thing that we shiblbé doing right now that we

aren't is talking to boys more about consent anouglappropriate boundaries

and behaviors, rather than telling girls how to avgetting raped, rather than

telling girls how not to dress, and to walk in gpsuand all of this other

nonsense. | mean obviously that's helpful, buallyedo think that in general as a

community, even across th&tate across thaation, we're really failing in

talking to boys starting at a young age about ajppiate boundaries and about

what consent really is in a way that they can reliat

While some community stakeholders try to provideut where resources are absent,
communities embedded in the patriarchal systenh fgiv alternatives, often support and
encourage oppression. As indicated in severalnestg some community actors indicate hope
that community environments can spark the initefir change. As the court services officer
stated (above), work begins at the community lewvblle also connected to state and national

trends and policies. Her excerpt summarizes Chapaeid the key issues allowing trauma to

become lived realities for girls and women. Whitgnenunity actors are aware of the influence
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of various local factors, several were cognizarthefbroader structural issues. These issues are
not specific to one Kansas county, or Kansas asaeythey are nationwide systemic issues.
Broader cultural changes require invested commitfitem community partners and willingness
to invest significant ongoing time. It takes mdmnart a one-time lecture on sexting for middle or
high school aged kids. The kids’ behaviors are &egsoblem than their local patriarchy
supporting and encouraging the issues. Chaptedéwsted to a more thorough discussion on

the implications for the current findings and pglguggestions.
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Chapter 6 - Conclusion

Right in plain view from my chair was “April” wrién on the wall. “April”

belonged to a set of mother’s handprints; nexhts were tiny handprints

belonging to her children. Symbolic coincidencef tiot sure. —Field notes,

December 11, 2017

Author’s preface

My previous work as a clinical psychologist exposegto the life of corrections and
dealings with girls in the juvenile justice systdrhne work was challenging but rewarding. Fast
forward three years later, working in academia.lAggan the dissertation journey, | was
unaware of where the path would take me, but | kinesvl wanted to get myself back in the
“field” and ignite some movement. As discussed aier 4, on my first day back in the
women'’s prison, | observed handprints on the ckitds visitation room walls. Upon first gaze, |
recognized my own first name; next to the name several small handprints. Likely a
coincidence, having a common name, but | took & agmbolic message. | knew | was doing the
right work with a deserving yet vulnerable and umepresented population of girls and women.
| knew that my own privilege landed me on the ‘@rétside of the table to an inmate, and damn
it, I'm not here to waste it.

While larger media outlets focus on movements agegtmetoo and #neveragain, Kansas
youth still experience the trash-bag phase. Thehaag phase is a loosely used term in the
Kansas foster care system describing how fostethgbpossessions, their entire lives really, are
packed in a black trash bag and moved from onegpfent to the next. All 12 of the
incarcerated girls and three of the eight incaraedwomen had been in at least one foster
home. Collectively, the experiences were descrisategative.

The following two sections provide a brief projemtiew and summary of findings, with

further discussion on coercive sexual environmeiitisin the heartland. The next section
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outlines strategies for policy makers and commustiékeholders in Kansas which, based on the
current research, stand to significantly improveadiions and experiences for girls, especially
those encountering coercive sexual environmentsrad areas. Next, limitations of the study
are stated, areas for future studies are offered] broader implications for social issues facing
the U.S. and its rural communities are discussé. dhapter ends with brief closing thoughts of
this author.
Project review

Previously, all research on coercive sexual envirems—place-specific conditions
resulting in sexual exploitation of girls and youngmen—have been conducted only in urban
areas. In response to that limitation, the curstundly applied tools and findings from previous
CSE literature to assess conditions in frontier ramdl locations in Kansas and explore possible
CSE characteristics. The objective was to determimether CSEs exist in non-urban areas, and
if so, the impact on girls and women. Moreoverserg CSE literature has not addressed a
trajectory in which CSEs may encourage deep invobr of girls in the juvenile justice system,
and if so, characteristics of pathways from CSgrtson. Third, this study records perceptions
from incarcerated girls and young women, compaitiregy lived experiences to reports from
stakeholders in rural communities. Together witmdgraphic and other data related to
community characteristics, the study triangulat@sous perspectives and constructed realities
regarding CSEs and their existence in frontier ramdl communities.

To address the working questions (repeated beb@wjirls from the Kansas Juvenile
Correctional Complex (KJCC) were solicited for iepdh interviews. To further examine links
between juvenile and adult trajectories, eight adoimen (under age 30) from the Topeka

Correctional Facility (TCF) were interviewed. Thas-structured interview schedule was based
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on a conceptual model including seven categorid2@rconcepts. All incarcerated girls were
included in the sample, while adult women weretetkbased on age and past experience in
frontier/rural communities. Upon completion of nsinterviews, 50 community stakeholders
from ten Kansas counties were interviewed. Thresska counties were identified as frontier,
four were rural, and three were urban. Urban cesntiere included for comparative purposes.
Community actors working in community correctiomslaourt services, along with K-State
Extension Agents, were first interviewed. Usinghawballing technique, a variety of other
professionals were targeted, including judges, slchersonnel, and law enforcement.
Non-urban CSEs exist and produce negative outcomes

For reasons of population density, socio-politivdieu, and over-incarceration rates of
juveniles, Kansas provides an instructive caseystligpossible CSE characteristics in rural
territory. Though results of this study are inttegahis section briefly reviews findings directly
related to the four research questions. Furtheudson follows.

Question #1: Do coercive sexual environments @xtsiin non-urban communities? If
so, what is the effect on girls and young womgné short answer is yes. Analysis focused on
understanding characteristics of the coercive dextwmaronment phenomenon in non-urban
communities. Results, based on findings from alligs, support the emergence and
maintenance of CSEs in non-urban areas. The effecertain girls and young women is
complex and multifaceted. At-risk girls in fronti@nd rural CSEs quickly learn their place
within the community structure. All girls, but egpaly those labeled as outsiders, feel a lack of
acceptance from these small communities. Such sxeluesults in a series of maladaptive
coping mechanisms that are viewed as deviation ftemands of the local gender regime. Such

nonconformity from local ascribed behaviors resuitiirther outing and negative attention.
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CSEs carve three pathways, directing girls into thguvenile justice system

Question #2: Do coercive sexual environments eragrideep (incarceration)
involvement of girls into the juvenile justice gysPWith respect to system involvement,
Frontier and rural girls experience outcomes of €8itch like their urban counterparts; they
are often removed from the community and drawn théocriminal justice system. Thus, while
certain differences are observed between urbamuaatllocations, population alone cannot fully
explain the findings. However, unique charactersséind pathways are identified that distinguish
the everyday maintenance of CSEs in rural areas.

Three specific pathways were identified as the comnoute into the criminal justice
system for frontier and rural girls; | refer to th&s a) no-name, low-name; b) doubt and distrust;
and c) lack of social capital. First, girls whoka strong family name in frontier and rural
communities acquire a predetermined path into timeigal justice system. Second, outed girls
lack a sense of trust and safety within their comityu An ideology of idyllic traditional values
(Mayberry-like), combined with a lack of intervemmi when girls are victimized, generates a
lifestyle for at-risk girls that may include alcdhdrug use, running away, and truancy. Third,
girls who engage in nonconventional gender norntg,(dressing provocatively, cursing) are
ignored and/or shunned, resulting in a lack ofalacapital necessary to be deemed a community
asset. This void increases the likelihood that thélybe denied appropriate services or even
acknowledgement of their needs. Frontier and moaimunities often engage with these
vulnerable girls only long enough to remove theamfithe community setting.

For the current sample, out-of-home placementsa@dfigm zero to 29; the mean was
4.6. On average, girls and women have been plackair out-of-home placements prior to

incarceration. After being removed from the home sight of the community, girls continue to
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resort to unhealthy coping behaviors to deal vhtirttrauma. Out-of-home placements almost
result in negative outcomes and often propel gielsper into the system, where many find
themselves behind bars for minor offenses. Whilealigirls are affected equally, this general
finding is common to girls from all locations, frier, rural, and urban.

Indirect evidence confirms CSE connections to thedalt criminal justice system

Question #3: Can we identify a pathway from coeraexual environments into the
juvenile justice system and, ultimately, involvemethe adult criminal justice systé&m
Although this study is unable to confirm a direatlpfrom the juvenile justice system into the
adult system, CSE connections to the adult syséenain apparent, and indirect evidence
suggests a “revolving door” mechanism that propelssk girls from one placement to another.
The unwanted and neglected girl from her commuoityaintain its reputation, an aspect of
community life that may be especially prevalenplaces with dense social ties. This outing
process becomes a critical juncture in the pathiwagirls into the juvenile justice system. Once
in the system, it is extremely difficult for gile escape the revolving door of prison. This
assertion is supported by previous research, ingjua longitudinal study by Colman, Kim,
Mitchell-Herzfeld, and Shady (2009), who found timarcerated girls entered into the adult
criminal justice system by their ®irthday. From a study in New York, 81% of the géen
were rearrested, 69% were convicted, and 34% wesecerated as adults.

In the current study, two of the 12 interviewedggwere youthful offenders—a
designation for a youth under the age of 18 butgdthas an adult. At a minimum, the current
sample can confirm this pathway for two interviesudeurther, interviewed adult women
volunteered that their experiences in small tonmirwinities resulted in trauma, lack of safety,

involvement in youth placements; they all confirmiedt such trajectory led to their involvement
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in the adult criminal justice system. A repeatedaayn for all participants was the community’s
lack of willingness to intervene and the lack ajtiiguality accessible services.
Rural stakeholders confirm traumatic experiences offoung women

Question #4: Regarding community resources andtjwes; do perceptions differ
between justice-involved girls and women, and gh@bmmunity stakeholder&2rceptions of
community stakeholders were consistent with stafegrls and young women. With a total of
70 completed interviews, common threads emergederaimg lack of community resources,
harmful practices, and an overall lack of supportat-risk girls. Participants in this study shared
stories of abuse, neglect, and the silencing (anghoring) of their needs; the implication is that
outsider girls detract from community value. Viltyall community workers agreed with this
sentiment. While some wanted to see their commasithprove and provide fair support for all,
they expressed surprisingly strong awareness aifrfer gendered dynamics within their
frontier and rural communities.

Non-urban CSEs share urban origins but distinct mantenance

A fifth major finding warrants emphasis; it involvstructural mechanisms that reveal
universal characteristics of CSEs and others tistihduish rural CSEs from urban attributes.
After reviewing previous research, completing 7A@iviews, and analyzing data from frontier,
rural, and urban areas, it became evident thatgamee of CSEs, regardless of geographic
location or size, derives from patriarchy. Pattigras a system of power remains dynamic,
sustainable, and produces an unfortunate bedrodckédoundation of CSE emergence. In
addition, this study demonstrates that such caitadapt to local culture. Girls and women
everywhere experience ramifications of patriaréfigny boys and men are allowed, at times

encouraged, to oppress girls and women. In tusnslagirls adapt to a lifestyle where sexual
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harassment and sexual assault are commonplaceoamdlized. Distinctions emerge, however,
in ways that enable various locations to maintaengower imbalance and prey upon the most
vulnerable.

Close-knit communities, such as those considerddisrcase study of Kansas, work hard
to protect their own and to maintain the reignidgalogy and status of the community at large.
Boys and men are part of the in-group, exertinggromithin a sexualized culture over local
girls. Boys can be rambunctious and sexual, evgmagnating underage girls, all within a
normalized hyper-masculine culture. Overall, ginle expected to adhere to strict gender norms
associated with traditional views of being prim gmdper. Although girls may perform manual
labor on the farm, for example, a gendered hiegaremains in which boys and boys’ work is
valued over all girls and their activities. Girleaingularly blamed for their pregnancies and
sexual assaults. Poly-victimization was reportednogt girls and women in this study, but
virtually none of their abuses were addressed witie community. While girls and women in
all communities experience patriarchy, certainidctions exist in degree, routine, and options.

The maintenance of rural CSEs work uniquely regay@i host of factors. First,
community population affords a quick proxy. Thougit absolute, size-of-place can matter, as
evidenced by the commonalities identified in theesearch sites. For example, family name,
reputation, and generational standing—the abititirace decades of family residency in the
area—create a strong image of the ideal commuitigen. Whereas urban areas are racially and
culturally heterogeneous, these rural participatgstified as mostly white and culturally
homogeneous. Instead, intersections of name, smmoenic status, and stability work to
establish an “us versus them” culture in which oéis are quickly labeled. In turn, the outsider

status contributed to negative experiences of adehviewed participant. To offer a layer of
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protection to its youths, rural parents must bevalst involved within the school system, and
youth should produce a talent that benefits theasdtommunity and further solidifies family
reputation. Without a secure level of communityreection, lower-status families and
“newcomers” are ousted and become hyper vulnetal#&ploitation. For the girls and young
women in this study, it meant getting caught upvarkings of the criminal justice system.

In this study, the local milieu, the “social ar@uture” of rural life, builds on a
foundation of dense social ties. Local norms aaditions vary significantly from metropolitan
locations. All girls, but especially those labesloutsiders, feel a lack of full acceptance from
these small communities, which are known for dexegaections and high collective efficacy.
Literature, especially that focused on urban angas;laims that collective efficacy—the ability
of a community to maintain control and an orderlyisonment—exerts positive results on
community organization. In rural areas, the assmrias somewhat different, at least for these
at-risk girls. Strong collective efficacy gathelsse insider ties, but outsiders are defined
quickly and deeply, primarily based on lack of dgapoted family name connections; being an
outed girl carries an additional weight of shame blame. This critical distinction between
expected outcomes of collective efficacy in diffethg sized and organized places calls for
further attention.

Frontier and rural girls soon understand the samethitecture of their rural communities,
adjusting their behavior to navigate small-townmsr Even with outward attempts to assimilate,
some girls are intentionally omitted from commuritg, yielding them to even greater risk.
Stories from young women and community professeimmalicate that gender norms are policed
differently throughout the three clusters of comitias. In Sunnyvale (frontier) and Springfield

(rural), girls must act proper and conservativehylevignoring sexualized culture and
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victimization; to one degree or another, boys amah @re directly or indirectly encouraged or
rewarded for sexualizing women’s bodies. In Landtalls (urban), sexualization still occurs,
but options are greater, sub-groups are readiljadbla, and added attention is given to certain
urban cultural markers such as gang-involved attire

All communities nurture a gendered double standamd,that upholds local versions of
hegemonic masculinity. When boys act out, theyfyéhie reigning power of masculinity; when
girls deviate from assigned gender norms, the p@iverasculinity is threatened, and the
“appropriate” version of femininity is undermine€though the power dichotomy by sex is
universal, forms and adaptations are dependertelotal gender regime. Because power is
attached to masculinity and submission to emphddemininity, girls are caught in a double-
bind, or “catch-22,” pressing young women towardldwoptions that often end in a downward
spiral.

In turn, girls become conditioned to accept theimary community value—to fill a
subordinate role and use their bodies for sexugdqaes. Girls must learn to internalize their
own behaviors and appearances to align with piesdnpatriarchal views, which comes at great
personal cost; the sexual demands and lack ofgirotemakes the danger especially true for at-
risk girls. Given recollections and stories shaggds and young women are only indirectly
aware of their common plight with others; they nghiynpse but lack a group consciousness,
failing to understand their common plight with atyeung women. However, after being
removed from their communities, many of these yopagicipants were able to process ways in
which they were discouraged or denied agency aoelsado positive outlets. Their words were
often lacking and halting, but a common theme eeutkrthe cost of rural patriarchy is a loss of

autonomy, character, and overall well-being.
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Girls and young women must alter their daily livtes@chieve the most urgent of all
human needs, acceptance. Eventually, characteradtihe local CSE change who they are. It
becomes a matter of survival; they relinquish paftheir self to be perceived of any value,
even if worth lies in their sexualization. Theseigg women must navigate a patriarchal system,
specific to the organization of rural life, whialquires them to know when to work hard and
when to be submissive. Most of all, they learnd¢ekquiet about assault. In frontier and rural
communities, family reputation blocks the reportofgexual assault in almost any situation, but
girls without community ties additionally understiathat they will be blamed and further outed.
On the other hand, in urban communities, family tteia more important than family name.
Wealth buys inclusion.

In summary, dirt road pathways take on a charatigtinct from urban streets. After
completion of 50 community interviews, it becameaclthat gendered rural courses to the deep
end of the system begin with one of three pathsiare, low-name; doubt and distrust; and
lack of local capital. It is obvious that lack ofgood” family name and reputation in frontier
and rural communities sets girls up for a life afdship. A last name, one word, can change
one’s entire life. Second, both young participantd community stakeholders identified that
rejected girls do not feel safe in their rural conmiies. Even within locales described as close-
knit, girls experience poly-victimization at therus of “trusted” community members. Lastly, a
lack of community interest in helping no-name gidsupled with nonexistent or sparse
community resources, fast-tracks a path for [ce}tgirls into prison. Community workers are
fully aware of fragments and pitfalls along the wiayt they lack community support for change.
Eventually, they adapt or leave. Such systematcegsion does not happen in one day; but its

sustenance requires constant vigilance by respeotadhunity members (Cohen, 2012).
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Awareness that patriarchy organizes differentlpssiplace and time requires further
examination. This study has observed some of thtigbutes in frontier and rural places.
Intersectionality in rural areas, based on low Sy family name, and “female” assigned
gender, identify those who will be outed. Young vaamtome to terms with their sexualized
value, repeated victimization, and overall disrelgar their well-being. Avenues of success for
at-risk girls are virtually non-existent, and th@{en do not recognize their own potential,
providing feedback loops into a system of oppressio

The current study identifies at least three faunks in rural gender regimes, fissures that
may provide a sliver of light and potential for gv® change. First, most community
professionals are gravely aware of the severe disddge of at-risk girls within their
communities. On an individual level, they exertiyleffort to work around and within this unfair
dynamic. Second, both schools and churches refraseve and well-respected organizations in
the community. They represent institutions whengcation and training can take place—they
can serve as powerful community resources foaall, especially for outed girls and their
families. Lastly, juvenile services in Kansas isrking hard to provide state initiatives for
positive change. Grant money is available for ageworking within an evidence-based model
with community planning. With research supportimmder responsive approaches, now is the
time for Kansans to secure the money they neetiptement much needed community change.

Policy matters

“It is long past time to choose a different patheahat aligns the moral, ethical,

and human imperative with fiscal prudence, safencwnities, and better youth

outcomes.” -McCarthy, Schiraldi, & Shark, 2016,17.

Incarceration, specifically youth incarcerationaigrossly ineffective policy. Consistent

with the views of Left Realism, crime disproportately affects working class people while the
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policies serve to make crime worse (Currie, 2013,12014). During the 1980s and 1990s,
when a general get-tough-on-crime ideology targktedrisk drug-offending adults, rising
incarceration rates were also observed withindlkenile system; in turn, increases in juvenile
incarceration feed into adult mass incarceratioodfi®uez, 2013). For girls specifically,
entrance into the juvenile justice system ofterdim@oses them into the adult criminal justice
system (Barry, 1995; Peak, 2015; Rodriguez, 20k&n3und, 2004).

Even though Kansas has a youth crime rate lower tti@national average, the state
ranks fifth in the nation for youth confinement2814 cost study of the Kansas juvenile system
reported a $100,000 bill to retain a juvenile faegrear (Cost Study, 2015). Most youth,
especially girls, do not pose a threat to commussatiety. Over the past two years, Kansas has
promised to make it more difficult to place you#thind bars while also offering community-
level services. As of December 2017, one-thirchochrcerated girls remained in prison for
cutting off electronic monitoring devices. Even argarban counties in this study, all but one
urban county directly stated that they have yaiet® any money given back to communities to
help alleviate the myriad of community-based pragdosings; yet, SB 367 had promised
$8,000,000 to be transferred for community-baseddses (Christie & Bowman, 2016). Rather
than a direct “transfer” to communities, agenciestapply for grant funding to receive money.
Given the current state of juvenile correction&ansas, a starting place for policy
recommendation begins at the community level. Kaihgslth care agencies need to provide
funding for community-based programs—not just witthie most populated of areas, but with
accessible access for all Kansans. Community pnegjsaich as Functional Family Therapy and
Multisystemic Therapy (MST) represent preventioogsams found to be effective in both cost

and crime reduction (Lee et al., 2012). The anoaat per participant is $8,000 for MST and
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$5,000 for Functional Family Therapy (Weber & Aoi@g, 2015). While this approach is applied
after girls have been identified, it is a stepha tight direction—towards an approach of
reducing the negative impact of detaining girlscéwaling to Currie (2010), programs should
expand on the “what works” literature, a focus educing victimization and fear, and
communication with others on anti-poverty and emplent strategies (Currie, 2010). It all starts
with follow through, culturally and structurally.

Aside from enormous costs, incarceration exersolifg negative effects on children.
Over the past few years, Kansas juvenile reformave made some strides toward reducing
youth incarceration. However, outside agencies haviewed Kansas juvenile corrections and
acknowledged gender differences, yet the statedglected a developmental reform for each
point in the system specific to girls. Again, tlisa system adjustment rather than a prevention
mechanism. While the ultimate goal should be dezatmn and prevention, certain stop-gap
measures can alleviate some of the current problginifing toward a gender responsive
approach. Sherman and Balck (2015) recommend gaeeral steps to accomplish a gender-
responsive system. First, Kansas should gatheaaakyze separate data on boys gmig.
Second, Kansas should examine decision makingchtf@ant throughout the system, separately
scrutinizing statutes and policies that affectdieé boys andjirls, separately. Third, Kansans
must imagine change. One imagined outcome shouéddystem tailored for girls—one focused
on community-based services and culturally respensauma-informed programming,
conferring agency and social support for girls {(&ren & Balck, 2015).

Failure to adhere to a development approach farjie justice-involved girls results in
short-term and long-term consequences. Althougérjie policy restricts the use of detainment

for status-offending youth, this action still ocsuwhile girls may have agency in some life
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decisions, many girls in Kansas are being detaioerunning away, with the crime recorded as
“Interference with Law Enforcement.” Girls are rumg away because of trauma. They need
services and they receive incarceration. While sagency is afforded to every individual,
choices for these girls has been severely curtalledsk girls may have choices to flee or avoid
harmful situations, but the outcome of their asgeness is generally not received well by their
community. Many have been victimized but are tr@at@ely as offenders. Arresting girls for
their own abuse remains ineffective, but also camel unusual. While laws are in place against
detaining status-offending youth, it still happeRslicies and programs should empower girls to
report and coordinate efforts with law enforcement.

Numerous opportunities lie in wait within commuesithat care, urban or rural, which
can effect positive change for its young womensThodest study cannot address all viable
solutions; it does provide avenues for cultural sindctural change. When possible, girls’
behaviors should be handled within the child welfsystem, not the juvenile justice system. For
example, mandatory arrests for domestic violend€afasas policy) may mean that girls are
punished for living in their chaotic and violentrhes, responding to their surroundings. The
state has the authority to require training for Evforcement to recognize needs of girls and
their responses to trauma; such training becomasatito changing how their circumstances are
handled.

When girls are sexually exploited, they shouldreated as victims, not as prostitutes.
Their own victimization, as well as status offerglbehaviors, should never lead to detainment.
While federal guidelines prohibit such conditioistill happens in Kansas (and in other states).
Attorneys, judges, and community corrections/csartiices workers must have trauma-

informed care training to improve court culture fins. The Kansas Department of Corrections
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offers grant initiatives for community agenciesd dealth-related money can also be considered
when implementing evidence-based practices andamgyrelated to victimization. Access to
such resources requires local leaders to step tetplate.

Assisting outed girls should not begin after thenownity fails; proactive steps are also
required. As addressed within thragical questiorsection, young participants in this study, as
well as community stakeholders, agree on severgirmaeds for girls everywhere, but
especially within rural architecture. One suggestltat arose during data collection envisioned
crisis centers that would allow girls a safe placeollect themselves, offering family
remediation services. Others saw value in a saddianatmosphere, places where
disadvantaged or troubled girls (who often canrastigipate in or are excluded from school-
related activities) could go. In these small comities, outside of school and church, few
options exist. In most parts of Kansas, this mealiering to a very specific form of Christian
faith, and not all churches are welcoming to owssdHowever, herein lies an opportunity for
church-involved patrons to educate themselves factafe responses to the needs of families
and at-risk girls.

Common to all communities, the school system isnbst obvious start for community
education. Current and previous findings understteeemportance of addressing risks and
providing support during early childhood to mitigatmpacts of exposure to violence. DeHart
and Moran (2015) suggest embedding such effortamsichool-based programming as well as
after-school programs. Across all interviews, s¢hoeere referenced 1,963 times, reflecting
consensus on the prominence of school systemsaahireg youth. Yet, most schools seriously

lack resources, and the state continues to slashithdgets. Some schools seem too concerned

185



with policing dress codes and preparing reputatvonthy kids for college, rendering them
neglectful in providing much needed services tskid

But sometimes the plate is so full of the staff beemthat do have the experience

to work with those situations that it gets droppead unfortunately at the hands

of those kiddos. And | do know that they had arns&tstaff member but when

money gets cut that money gets taken away frofimstat-risk staff members.
Money is often cut from positions that benefit mihoouted youth to better serve those already
privileged. Schools, medical professionals, aneiofinactitioners sorely need education on early
screening tools such as the ACEs (Adverse Childtogakeriences). Early identification of
needs results in prevention for girls. No formairimg is required for the ACEs tool, and it is
free. Raising awareness of maladaptive coping nmresims such as substance abuse and running
away holds strong potential to benefit those wli inost exposure to trauma (DeHart & Moran,
2015). Professionals deserve to be able to respppibpriately to such situations.
Heartland strong

Most Kansans mean well. They want to preserve sesehsmall-town pride. Boys grow
up to take over the family farm. They marry theghschool sweetheart who births four
children and stays at home to provide childcaredordestic labor. Following some national
trends concerning rural areas, political idealKamsas have shifted from social and economic
equality to cultural issues targeting conversatgunsh as abortion and gay marriage. In 2018, the
Kansas Legislature approved a bill allowing faittsbd adoption agencies to deny gay and
lesbian couples based on religious beliefs (Simp20h8). The heartland of America is slow to
discard outdated practices and adopt proactivegdsaimat may be apparent in coastal regions of

the United States; a part of the slow-paced evausiems from community cultures that resist

progress. While many forms of rural patriarchy datheetention of dated values and harmful
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practices, interviews with many of the professisnalKansas communities also indicate a
willingness to change.

Several authors have tackled contradictions anéradies in rural areas, and Kansas
often crops up as a case study. Frank’s (2004)ngrdn Kansas is among a handful of others.
Frank noticed that Kansans are willing to vote agfiheir best interests on economics, for
example, if they feel they are protecting cultwalues that stand in opposition to the
Democratic party. More than a decade earlier, FeantkDeborah Popper, East coast scholars
who spent time traveling around rural areas inMidwest, wroteBuffalo CommonsA
controversial book, it advocated pulling privateders and government out of small struggling
communities. According to these authors, such mexasdd allow terrains, like those found in
Kansas, to go back to open land and free roamiffglbuMost rural Kansans, committed to
their close-knit communities, were not impresseatthkews, 1990). In many ways, Kansas wins;
many of its small communities remain inhabited, tiyosith pride and culture intact. However,
stories of young women revealed in this study usctae the need for transformation. While
stories revealed here are specific to lives in ldanthis state is not an anomaly. This study,
together with the work of Popkin and colleagueggasts that girls everywhere experience
patriarchy in ways that are deleterious to thewaligoment. It now appears that close-knit
communities who look out for their own, and citigemho ignore girls’ pleas for help, add
another layer of burden for at-risk girls. Carifgpat Kansas girls means caring about all girls.

What is the face of its future? Rural Kansas pdmna are dwindling more quickly than
most parts of the U.S. (Hunt & Panas, 2018). Comipatakeholders are grasping for ways to

draw community kids back after college completioat homegrown youth are leaving rural
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Kansas, often eager for exposure to new cultupees ¢o diversity and change. With time,
hopefully rural communities will welcome their invetive ideas.

Kansas will not be taken over by buffalo. Accordindgotkin (2010), by 2050, when the
American population reaches 400 million, less urbeshareas will increase. Predictions of
population change are diverse and varying. Whaanesnconsistently urgent is how girls and
women are provided appropriate resources and appbes across Kansas, the U.S., and the
globe.

Beyond the heartland

The hard, often grueling work of feminism remaingaal. It is important in Kansas just
as much as other locations. While frontier andlrifeansas struggle to accept and help no-name
girls, at this writing the U.S. government, and kets of its citizens, supports the abuse and
imprisonment of migrant children. At a time whenitghmiddle-class men in political power
intentionally inflict harm upon innocent childresifizens supporting fair treatment of all kids
must come together. A budding movement speaksifaraent migrant children as well as for
victimized girls in rural Kansas. They are connddteough power and its abuses. Extension of
current findings and conclusions should be consiiar a larger realm. While findings of this
study cannot be statistically generalized to pseesific locations, it is such meaningful
feminist work that allows for continued expansidnt® efforts. Much work remains. Underlying
mechanisms such as patriarchy shift over placees@and time. The current findings are
decisive, but ongoing work and continued interesivies of girls and women is its mandate.

During President Obama’s reign in the White Hotise administration put forth a
campaign known as My Brother’s Keeper initiativey Brrother’s Keeper initiative was created

to focus on urgent problems facing boys and youeg of color. The National Crittenton was

188



created to see equal policy attention on girlsyanehg women. The Crittenton agency works
with girls and young women who are marginalizedh®/many institutions in their lives.

Utilizing a trauma-informed approach, the agendsnagviedges that many girls and young
women have suffered previous trauma (e.g. physiodlsexual abuse) and underscores their
urgent need for services (Popkin et al., 2015)hS@acvices can be available anywhere, through
technical assistance, training, organizationalsssents, a peer-to-peer network, and more.
Connecting Kansans with The National Crittentorsiarilar foundations, can significantly
improve quality of services in Kansas.

Quality community-based programs are designeddwiate fiscal responsibility of
housing low-risk girls in prisons. They would altow girls to involve themselves with
national movements such as #metoo, It's on Us, 'Bitde, and dozens of other activist-based
movements; that is virtually impossible while youmgmen are locked behind secluded prison
walls. Given no other means, young people oftem toirculture. As one example, Lady Gaga’s
lyrics, Til it happens to youpoints to the urgency of helping girls and worseek professional
support. Survivors need more than to be hushed:

You tell me it gets better, it gets better in time

You say I'll pull myself together, pull it together

You'll be fine

Tell me what the hell do you know

What do you know

Tell me how the hell could you know

How could you know

The girls and women who “know” are generally sikethicFor the girls and women in this
study, they believe that their voices are hearg tmbough their shared prison interviews. That

must change. In a perfect scenario, broader seadbtiulture would shift away from permitting

boys and men to assault girls and women. Whiletieent study sought to further understand
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place specific culture related to at-risk girls aectual violence, according to Wallstrom (2018),
“sexual violence is not culture; it is criminal.h& labeling of sexual violence as cultural,
provides an excuse and justification for the betwafiVallstrom, 2018). This criminal behavior
presents differently across time and place. Wiatearch shows that values and traditions in
frontier and rural communities are more staticpldgical movement is possible. Movement
away from patriarchal values oppressing girls andwen, coupled with diminished power of the
good ole’ boys system in frontier and rural comntiesj means better outcomes for girls and
women. The cultural shift begins with educating $©apout healthy relationships (UN Women).
As one exemplar, Jana’s Campaign, a grassrootprodit-organization founded in Kansas,
seeks to provide quality educational programmirag tbaches gender and relationship violence
prevention. They provide prevention strategies @mrdcula presented through secondary
schools, colleges, and universities, as well aBiwtommunity-based organizations and
agencies. They have trained facilitators to endmys and men in a conversation about reducing
gender violence (Jana’s Campaign). Communities mmeistilling to embrace it.

Jana’s Campaign is one of thousands of agenciesdorg educational presentations and
resources to Kansas communities and others nati@avhe tools are out there; often the
impetus lies in one person’s call to action. Howgeareful program selection is essential.
While free self-defense workshops are rooted ingmmon of sexual assaults, they place focus
on potential victims as responsible for their owsault. Other programs suggest skill building
for traumatized girls to develop healthy coping heedsms (DeHart & Moran, 2015). While
important for addressing effects of trauma, sudgm@ms often represent a reactive approach to
a deeper issue requiring proactive prevention aiftdre change. One effective effort, titled

Sexual Assault Prevention and Education Centsposisored by the University of Kansas. The
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initiative, coupled with teaching healthy sexudkare, cultivates bystander intervention
programs, which have been effective in preventiotence. The Center educates youth on
assorted options for acting when someone is afeiskictimization (The University of Kansas).
These resources are available. Acknowledging a&édtod# yet less-than-perfect community is a
critical first step toward cultural change.

Limitations

Limitations of this study are significant and susfgeorrectives for future scholars. First,
while 50 community interviews provide rich datag firofessional categories for community
stakeholders were unbalanced. Most participant&eebin the field of corrections, the courts,
and law enforcement. Interviews from a wider varit professionals could provide unique
insights into the issues explicated here. For exampban judges were quite knowledgeable
about systemic issues compared to frontier and juotiges. Treatment providers, specifically
those working in sexual assault and domestic vodeagencies, may provide additional
perspectives. School personnel, often “first-resians,” can offer valuable insight. Analyzing
findings based on professional role could provigiggestions tailored to agencies working with
youth.

Second, while previous CSE studies have focusadlman domains, the current study
augments existing literature by documenting thegmee and maintenance of CSEs in frontier
and rural locations. However, many other place4ifigdocations warrant further investigation.
Additionally, concepts such as place-specific gemeg@imes are measured and analyzed from
the perceptions of participants; differences actiose and space may look somewhat different.
For example, no one has assessed tribal commuaitib®se that have endured long-term

conflict such as parts of the Middle East. Otheatmns of interest include college campuses

191



and military bases—sites known for higher levelsadial organization and collective efficacy.
Another consideration is the study of sexualizedrenments withirthe prison system,
addressing a population with diminished voice,d®g) in an environment with clear power lines
drawn between staff and inmates. The Prison Rapartion Act (PREA) provides a required
set of policies and procedures that work to edygaivent, and respond to sexual assault within
correctional facilities, but assaults still occBigssinger, 2015).

Third, one working question focused on the pathfwag CSEs to the juvenile and adult
justice systems. This research was not able tg &ulkwer that issue. Future studies should
consider longitudinal data to better understandgequences of CSEs and equally powerful
protective factors, further unfolding the pathway linkages from the juvenile to adult system.
Two of the interviewed girls were classified as tydul offenders, a designation for a youth
under the age of 18 but charged as an adult; weahamisms work toward this outcome? In
Kansas, recent legislative changes proposed thtygauth spend their incarceration within a
juvenile correctional facility until the night df¢ir eighteenth birthday at which time they are
transferred to an adult prison on the eve of tegjhteenth birthday. They experience a strip
search, checking in of belongings, medical and aldm@alth screening, allocation of state issued
property, and then are shuffled through an unknpmson, with unfamiliar faces, with what can
only be an immense degree of fear and uncertainty.

Fourth, as with most qualitative research, the daliected in this study are rich,
extensive, and detailed. The current study inclut®ahterviews, with 1,486 recorded minutes
with inmates and an additional 2,511 minutes waimmunity actors; the total amounts to 67
hours of recorded data. The volume of data is ing@glts nature intense. Several main findings

are represented in the current results but aralkoticlusive. Interpretation of the data can and
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will extend further. For example, the interview edhle asked girls and women to identify their
sexual orientation as well as gender identity. plagose was to provide more accurate
depictions of hypothetical examples while alsolfartunderstanding how communities
responded to deviation from mainstream sexual tatem and gender identities. Results thus far
have not addressed the LGBTQ population, a groufb#g higher rates of abuse and
homeliness (Sherman & Balck 2015) and that doubfieses exclusion and trauma (Dank et al.
2015), becoming targets of violence and sexuainization (Belknap, Holsinger, & Little,
2012). Copious other issues related to young wosngmallenges and dealings with coercive
environments remain; this is only the beginningt Bis a journey worthy of our best work.
Lastly, the theoretical foundation for the studpteged on a feminist criminology
perspective with gendered pathways and ecologyséms theory. | am satisfied that the
combination has served well in directing a coriesed, feminist framework focused on
gendered structures and power dynamics in non-wabkeas. Other scholars may take other
directions, including additional theoretical cores@tions and a revised conceptual model. To
provide a few examples, added focus on Becker'§3L@ork onOutsidersas well as Simmel’s
scholarship ofThe Strangersould help further explicate the findings on famrmigme and outed
experiences. Additionally, many participants spakeut being labeled as deviant, outsiders, and
other negative references. Becker’s (1963) labdhegry provides a sociological framework for
determining how self-identity and behavior is detered, at times influenced, by the terms used
to describe them. Much like the girls’ status offerg and maladaptive behaviors, labeling
theory holds that deviance is not an inherent atalproduct of being seen and labeled as a
deviant against standard norms (Becker, 1963).1&ilpi Lemert’s (1951) secondary deviance

suggests that deviance is a process—one that isdgiall within the conceptualization of self
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and is likely to be considered as criminal withie tocal social context. One must take care in
theoretical over-reach when attempting to integtta¢®ries that emanate from very different,
and conflicting, assumptions; consensus-basedidsestart from a very different position than
the current study. Yet, the study of coercive sernaironments seems wide open for
consideration of additional perspectives.
Author’s closing thoughts
Another head hangs lowly
Child is slowly taken
And the violence caused such silence
Who are we mistaking?
But, you see it's not me
It's not my family
In your head, in your head
They are fighting...
Another mother's breaking
Heart is taking over
When the violence causes silence
We must be mistaken
It's the same old thing since 1916
In your head, in your head
They're still fighting...

The song lyrics above come from the song, Zombiee ty the rock group, Bad
Wolves—a cover of the Cranberries’ 1994 versiore T894 version was released years after an
Irish Republican Army (IRA) set off bombs killimgptyoung children and wounding 50 others.
After release of the song, the IRA declared a deasafter 25 years of conflict. Some speculate
that the Cranberries’ song led to the truce. Thesmever honors change but acknowledges the
daily fight for humanity (Carter, 2018). Artistsllivig to draw attention to an ugly unresolved

issue credit a song with promoting peace and chaligme small group, and one song, can

generate change, what is everyone waiting on?
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It is a fallacy to believe that no girls will bedarcerated. In the meantime, recognizing
that girls and women have unique needs means gepeeific treatment. Six women at TCF
participated in services and felt the groups madihg impressions for change. Girls at KICC
indicated that they only had one person they tghpsrted them—their corrections counselor. As
a previous psychologist at KICC, | was interestetheir relationship with their psychologist.
Some appreciated the counseling, while others refieio her as a “bitch” or “smartass.” Their
only other choice is to deal their troubles on th@wvn. Again, most workers want to do good
work; the underlying concern is that correctionsinselors do not have backgrounds in dealing
with treatment needs specific to trauma-informect @@ mental health. It is concerning that the
girls have access to onbnemental health provider. In a community settingléaist in urban
areas) options are available. Not here, not whezeds are extreme. Requesting a different
psychologist would be met with the mentality, Gtiydon’t like it, don’t come to prison.” Most
of these girls do not belong in prison. A patriaatBystem places them in prison and then fails
to address responsivity issues related to servaasther disservice to those most in need.

While Juvenile Services in Kansas works to redatesrof incarceration, there remains
a disconnect between different entities. One waskared a story about one of the girls |
interviewed. The girl was about to release homd thd community corrections worker
reminded everyone of the pending physical abugsgation within the home. A community
stakeholder revealed that she knew of one, possiuayplacements in the entire state willing to
take girls involved with both DCF and the KDOC. T™oairt’'s decision was to drop the pending
DCF charge to allow the girl to release home. Daopinvestigation that could retraumatize this
girl, subject her to further abuse, and give hex thessage that her safety is not of upmost

importance—convenience of others is. In yet a ssdnation, one youth was asked about her
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aftercare plans. She had the following to say alautplans, “I was told | can go to
independent living. But, | don’t know about goingridependent living. | had sexual trauma
there.” Documented histories of sexual abuse wiglatements, and still, girls are being placed
within these same sexualized environments. Thelyimdgreason, again, was convenience. It
would require more time and effort to find Joleesade placement. In a third and final case,
Kristy, the girl with a significant history of druaddiction, truancy, running away from home,
physical and sexual abuse, and coercion into setxaélcking—all within her hometown
community—was a direct release. Kristy was frdeawe the facility with no aftercare plans in
place. Open door, exits Kristy. No help. No supps€d plans. Back to the same unhealthy
environment.

Many Kansas workers are in the field for the rigktisons; they want to help Kansas
youth. As in any field, some involved parties aseinvolved for the right reasons, or, they may
be uneducated about what works to help girls antherm Lack of understanding is not an
excuse for traumatizing girls. It is time that Kans pull together, provide ongoing education,
and support one another in doing what is right, wbfat is convenient, for young women in
Kansas. The inmate interviews are not just aboutd&s girls and women; they represent stories

of thousands of others. Girls and women everywteserve better.
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Appendix A - Interview schedule-KJCC

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE-KJCC
Sexualized environments: Criminal justice involvedirls in the heartland

Introduction and Basic Demographics

After going over the informed consent documentsawdiring signatures, the researcher will
spend some time further explaining the goals optiegect, sharing background information,
and gathering basic demographic information frora garticipant, including fulhame, age,
race/ethnicity, place of birth and childhood inforation, date of entry into the Kansas
correctional system, length of senten@ndexpected releasadentifying information will be
stored separately, connected with a project IDa isecure, password-protected environment
available only to the Pl and the PhD candidate.

Let me start by telling you a bit about me and thigroject. My name is April Terry and |
am a graduate student at Kansas State University.\part of my program, | get to talk
with girls'women at KJCC and TCF about their childhood experiences. | want to help the
state of Kansas better understand what happens with communities that may influence
entrance into the justice system. Your willingnesw talk with me could lead to Kansas
making changes to help prevent youth from enteringnto the justice system.

Now, I'd like to learn a bit about you. Can you tdl me a little about where you're from?

NOTE: The aim is to elicit open conversation fronthe participants without leading
suggestions. The overall tone is expected to beenidly and conversational, and to
encourage the participants to engage as the expeitsthis situation. Probes are provided
simply to guide the interviewer toward the concepténdicated in the proposal and may not
be used verbatim.

Community Infrastructure

The bulk of literature on life-course and placedestudies has been analyzed using male
participants in urban areas. This section will alldor girls, primarily from non-urban places, to
share their voices regarding their community climal/e hope to elicit ideas associated with life
course perspectives (egpllective efficacyand community structure (e.grganizationg. We

also hope to discuss gender dynamics (@lgig apparatusand opportunity structures
connected to genderirjgspecific to their community.

Al: How would you describe your neighborhood/commuity to an “outsider” — someone
who has never been to your community?
Probe: What sorts of activities are/were availablgour community (e.g. churches,
organizations, clubs)?
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Probe: What kinds of things are kids encouragetbto

Probe: How are teens, in general, viewed in yown® (Boys? Girls?)

Probe: In your community, are certain family narkeswn as either more or less
deserving of police attention?

Probe: Is there a difference in how people a@tékbetween newcomers and families
that have been here for generations?

A2: What kinds of jobs and other activities are avdable for teens in your community?
Probe: Do boys and girls work similar jobs?
Probe: How would your life be different if you weadoy?

A3: How does your community respond when behaviors oéens are frowned upon?
Probe: Can you give me an example of a time whernfgi you were being watched, or
corrected?
Probe: What about a time when you felt like youeva@valued member of the
community?

Local Gender Regime

This section addresses how the participant viewddbalgender regimewith a particular
interest in the awareness and descriptiom@femonic masculinityStudies have shown that
multiple socialinstitutions respond differently to girls’ and boys’ behaviéor example, sexual
harassment in schools flourish due to school clar{atg. allowing inappropriate language and
behavior) which negatively affects girls more thys (Sadker & Sadker, 1994). This section
hopes to elicit discussion on the localture and how individuals or groups may treat girls’
behavior differently when compared to their malarderparts.

B1: What kinds of work and positions of leadership do ran hold in your community?
Probe: Women? What about at school? Who are teemobels?
Probe: If your community’s Facebook page ran aysabout the most valuable
community member, who would that be and why?

B2: How do kids at your school interact?
Probe: What about exclusive groups or “cliquesyonr school?
Probe: What about dating: what is expected?
Probe: What other activities do kids do arounddfer

B3: What are typical behaviors that would get girlgboys in trouble in your community?
Probe: What happens when boys get in trouble?Girls
Probe: How do the police and other authoritiestfeRarents? The school?

Coercive Sexual Environments

This section addresses the heart of the currerganied, and the researcher will spend some time
eliciting information from the participant aboutdin community’s ideology towardexualized
normsandgendered violencdncluded will be an exploration of their experees with

226



exposure to sexual violence/coerciém. attempt will be made to better understand how
community ideology and/or exposure to sexual va#éroercion provides a pipeline from
victimization to prison. For many juvenile justicerolved female youth, the involvement in
offending behavior is usually a cover-up from otkerious problems experienced by the girl
(Saar et al., 2015). These girls then enter in®jtlvenile justice system even though they
generally pose little to no threat to public safé®yuzzanchera, 2014). In most cases, this is a
product ofgendered social control

I’m going to ask you a series of questions about yo community and how the community
handles sexual behaviors. It helps me to know howowy would describe your sexual
preference.

Using the following line, where do you see yourself

Straight------- o e oo gay

C1: Imagine that a girl and guy are dating, or, “seing each other.” The girl’s parents
aren’t home so she invites her boyfriend over. Theglecide to have sex. Word gets around.
What reactions would you expect?
Probe: What do the girl's parents think when thag but? What do the boy’s parents
think when they find out?
Probe: What are other students at school sayingtabe girl? About the boy? What
would most teachers say? Would law enforcement lewémvolved?

Clb: Imagine the same initial scene. A girl and bogre dating, or, “seeing each other.” The
boy comes over to the girl's home. The boy tries toressure her into having sex but she
pushes him off repeatedly and tells him that she @&sn’t want to. The girl tells her friends
what happened. What do they say? The boy tells hisends, what do they say? Did
anything illegal happen here? Unethical?

C2: When a girl in your community engages in sexualctivity of any kind, what happens?
How is she treated by others? Other girls? Boys? Adts?
Probe: What names is she called?
Probe: What one word would be used to describé avgo is known to have sex? Why
this one word?
Probe: If | asked a random set of ten student®ur gchool what number would be a lot
of sexual partners for a girl, what would | hear?
Probe: Would that one word change for the girl whe had number of partners?
What would the word be?

C2b: Similarly, what happens when a boy engages sexual activity of any kind? How is he

treated by others? Other boys? Girls? Adults?
Probe: What names would he be called?
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Probe: What one word would be used to describeyanbo has sex? Whiyis one

word?

Probe: If | asked a random set of ten student®ur gchool what number would be a lot
of sexual partners for a boy, what would | hear?

Probe: Would that one word change for the boy wdm hrad number of partners?
What would the word be?

C3: If a girl in your school were to tell someonehat she was sexually assaulted, how would
people react? Describe the girl who is most likelio be believed. Least likely to be
believed? What would the response be if a girl waassaulted by another girl?
Probe: Which girls are most likely to be believedather girls? By male peers? By
adults?
Probe: Picture a girl who has reported a sexuauissay last year. Now picture the
same girl disclosing another sexual assault. Dmeschange whether or not she is
believed?
Probe: Tell me about your own personal experiemgérssexual assault.
Probe: Overall, what percentage of girls your aggal think have been sexually
assaulted?
Probe: Does sexual orientation matter?

C4: What places or groups in your community are knavn for allowing or even encouraging
sexual activity?
Probe: What percentage of girls your age do yawkthave been sexually assaulted?
Probe: Where does this usually occur? By whom {gend, family member)?

C5: | hear that sometimes girls your age trade sexal acts for favors or things they want.

How often have you heard of this happening in youcommunity?
Probe: What favor or item is most likely to be #d@ Are there other avenues for girls to
obtain these desired favors/items?
Probe: Are there certain groups or cliques of guit® are more likely to trade sexual acts
for favors or items? How does this happen?
Probe: What about boys? Are you aware of boys wdaetsexual acts for favors or
things? If so, what are they usually trading for?

C6: Tell me about any times you’ve experienced amwanted sexual comment, gesture, or
joke in any form.
Probe: What are some common sexual rumors thacground your school? Who
starts them? How do people know about the rumois wdhat do kids do about the
rumors?
Probe: What are some common unwanted sexual teattate received? Who sends
them? Who receives them?
Probe: If | randomly selected ten girls from yoahaol, how many would say they have
been the victim of negative sexual rumors?
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Gendered Experiences

Since West and Zimmerman'’s (1987) work daitig gendet was introduced thirty years ago,
scholars have continued attempting to explain ttoegss of gendered social interactions. Doing
gender sometimes means owning up to socially pkestgender norms and engaging in
expected gendered behavior. Other times, it mdydecactions of resistance to gender norms.
Group consciousness refers to the awareness of comatities and shared historiesf girls

and women, based on their power and position ime$pcThe most obvious way to measure this
is to look at ways in which the local communityamages or discourages girls and their goals.
We look for ways in which girls and women accessm@acticeagencyin such environments, as
well as vulnerability to multiple forms of abusdg&inger, 2015Poly-victimization refers to a
constellation of ways in which girls and women apéten victimized, establishing whéas

been shown to serve as a pipeline for girls and aomto the criminal justice system (Smith,
Leve, & Chamberlain, 2006; Sherman & Balck, 2015).

D1: In your community, what does it mean to, “actike a girl?” What does it mean to, “act
like a boy?”
Probe: For you specifically, where do you see yelfien the following line:

Very feMININE - m e oo Very mascuhe

Probe: What happens when a girl deviates fromtdnedsrds you gave for “acting like a
girl?” What about if a boy deviates?

Probe: What are some things that girls can get awtythat may not be considered,
“acting like a girl?” What about boys?

Probe: How do other students react about girls ddwate? What about boys who
deviate? What about adults?

D2: Can you think of times when boys have been alled to do something that girls were
denied (e.g. fighting/cussing?)
Probe: How do girls usually respond to this?
Probe: Do most girl peers try to root her on ocdisage her from doing this?
Probe: Are there any examples of flipping that scer?

D3: Let's say that a boy in school is known for snaping girls’ bras, “accidentally”
touching their butts, or referring to girls in sexual terms. How is this behavior generally
received? If name-calling occurs, what would theseames be?
Probe: How do girls typically respond to this? Walaout boys? What about adults such
as teachers or parents?
Probe: How would most people describe this boy?
Probe: Do girls get their bra straps snapped?, ivbat does the school do about this?

D4: Now, let’s say that a girl is known for slappimg guys’ butts, touching their pants
between their legs, or referring to guys in sexuderms. How is this generally received? If
name-calling occurs, what would those names be?
Probe: How do boys typically respond to this? WAtadut girls? What about adults such
as teachers or parents?
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Probe: How would most people describe this girl?
Probe: What does the school do if a girl doesnamaebra to school? If she wears a
“short” skirt?

Adaptations

Girls and women must respond to the different gestlexperiences as they are a product of the
community infrastructure local gender regimgeand at timesgoercive sexual environmenEor
many girls, their responses include engagingtatus offensege.g. running away and truancy)
(Thornberry, Huizinga, & Loeber, 2004; Sherman &d&a 2015). At times, they engage in
sexual deviance and drug/alcohol use (Popkin e8I15; Popkin et al., 2016; SAMHSA, 2017).
With limited availability or accessibility tlmcal interventions girls may engage ieelf-harming
behavior as well as other forms of maladaptive oggPopkin et al., 2010; The National
Crittenton Foundation, 2017). Within the court €8st some judges have reported detaining
girls who runway or commit other status offensea aseans of “protecting” them (Bishop &
Frazier, 1996; Sherman & Balck, 2015).

E1l: When girls find themselves in need of help ordvice, what sorts of activities and
services are/were available in your community (e.ghurches, organizations, mental
health)?
Probe: What do most girls do outside of school? ¥dbamost boys do outside of
school?
Probe: Are most teens encouraged to engage in sornhef activity within the school or
community?
Probe: Church involvement.

E2: Sometimes kids can get in trouble for what isatled a status offense. A status offense is
something that might be against the law for minor$ut not for adults. For example, being
truant from school is a status offense. What do yoknow about how this works and what
happens to a student who is truant from school?
Probe: What is the city curfew in your communitg3tlenforced by law enforcement?
What happens to girls if they are out past curfewWiat about boys?
Probe: How often do girls run away from home? Wadtaiut boys? Why do they run
away?
Probe: How do kids respond when they hear of someaming away? What about
parents? Teachers?
Probe: Describe the use of drugs/alcohol in yohost? What do others say about girls
who drink/use? What about boys?

E3: OK, now let’s talk about self-harming behavior. Do you know anyone who has self-
harmed in any way? Can you tell me about that?
Probe: If you had to give a percentage, what péagenof girls in your school engage in
self-harming behavior (e.g. cutting themselves) yWb you think they do this?
Probe: What would a teacher do if he/she obsevisbehavior? What would a parent
do? What about another teen?
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Probe: Tell me a little bit about your mental hleddistory and your own experiences
with self-harm.

E4: | want you to picture the following: There is agirl in your school who doesn't attend
school at least once a week. She doesn’t particigaih any programs at school such as clubs
or athletics. She can usually be spotted walking @ your town’s main drag in the
evenings until about 11:00 p.m. You've heard thatte’s been picked up by the police for
running away from home. Usually her parents reporther. Rumor has it, she smokes meth
when given the chance. She wears long sleeves evereally hot weather, and some say it's
because she wants to hide something under her slesvMost girls refer to her as being
“loose” and most guys joke that if you can’t get wh her, you're hopeless.
First, do you know anyone who sort of fits this saerio?
Probe: If you can, will you give your best guesexplaining this girl’s life aside from
the information you’ve been provided.
Probe: Why do girls skip school? Why do girls ruvag from home? Why do girls use
drugs? Why might some girls engage in more sexalationships than others?

Local Interventions/Criminal Justice System

F1: If someone in your community was being abusegjould you know where to tell them to
go? Would your friends know?
Probe: How likely are teachers to call in/refetwdent for help based on something
they've seen or heard about a kid?
Probe: What do kids say or think about “abused$Rid
Probe: Tell me about your own abuse history ortangs when you felt you needed
help.

F2: Do most parents in your community know what the kids are doing?
Probe: How knowledgeable are most parents wheanies to recognizing if something
isn’t right with their teen kids?
Probe: Would most parents try to help their kith#y knew they were struggling with an
issue (e.g. school or drugs)?
Probe: What type of help might a parent(s) seelfeir kid?

F3: Do you feel your community responded appropriatly to you and the situation that led
you into the criminal justice system? Wiy or why not?
Probe: What about being sent to KJCC. Was thig @éasequence for your behaviors?
Why or why not?
Probe: If a boy your age engaged in the same betsawvould they also be at KJICC?
Probe: Why do you think kids are sent to correcldacilities?
Probe: Is this different for boys/girls?
Probe: What do girls at KICC need more of? Less of?

F4: If you had to guess, what percentage of girlseceive visits/phone calls/receive letters
from family members? From friends?
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Probe: How does someone do their time if they maveutside supports?

Probe: Why do you think some girls don’t have egttvith friends/family?

Probe: How do you think communities respond whels gire released and return to their
hometowns?

Wrap-up
In addition to the goal to end on a positive nttés section will include the debriefing statement
and conclusion to the interview, with an explanatid what to expect for follow-up.

G1: If you could go back and have a conversation i yourself, say,  years ago, what
would you tell yourself? What do you wish that peofe knew about you?
Probe: What were some choices thiterscould have made when responding to you
and/or your needs?
Probe: What do you know now that you wish you krlegn?

G2: What do you think communities and schools couldo to improve how they help kids?
Parents?
Probe: What about the juvenile justice system?
Probe: Of these different groups, which group do fgel has the most influence on a
teen’s life?

G3: If you were a person in charge in your communit for one day, what would you do that
you would hope would help improve the lives of youngirls?
Probe: What is currently thmostpressing need for teen girls? What suggestionsodo y
have for addressing this need?
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Appendix B - Interview schedule-TCF

Introduction and Basic Demographics

After going over the informed consent documentsawdiring signatures, the researcher will
spend some time further explaining the goals optiegect, sharing background information,
and gathering basic demographic information frora garticipant, including fulhame, age,
race/ethnicity, place of birth and childhood inforation, date of entry into the Kansas
correctional system, length of senten@ndexpected releasadentifying information will be
stored separately, connected with a project ID#a isecure, password-protected environment
available only to the PI and the PhD candidate.

Let me start by telling you a bit about me and thigproject. My name is April Terry and |
am a graduate student at Kansas State University.\part of my program, | get to talk
with girls/women at KJCC and TCF about their childhood experiences. | want to help the
state of Kansas better understand what happens wiih communities that may influence
entrance into the justice system. Your willingnesw talk with me could lead to Kansas
making changes to help prevent youth from enteringnto the justice system.

Now, I'd like to learn a bit about you. Can you tel me a little about where you’re from?

NOTE: The aim is to elicit open conversation fronthe participants without leading
suggestions. The overall tone is expected to bedndly and conversational, and to
encourage the participants to engage as the expeitsthis situation. Probes are provided
simply to guide the interviewer toward the conceptandicated in the proposal and may not
be used verbatim.

Community Infrastructure

A bulk of the literature on life-course and soa#&organization theory has been analyzed using
male participants. This section will allow for theEmales to share their voices on their
perceptions regarding their community climate. Vépénto elicit ideas associated with life
course perspectives (egpllective efficacyand community structure (e.grganizationg. We

also hope to discuss gender dynamics (elgig apparatusand opportunity structures
connected to genderingspecific to their community.

Al: How would you describe your neighborhood/commuity to an “outsider” — someone
who has never been to your community?
Probe: What sorts of activities are/were availablgour community (e.g. churches,
organizations, clubs)?
Probe: What kinds of things are kids encouragetbto
Probe: How are teens, in general, viewed in yown® (Boys? Girls?)
Probe: In your community, are certain family narkeswn as either more or less
deserving of police attention?
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Alb: Recalling your teen years, how would you desitre that neighborhood/community to

an “outsider?”
Probe: What kinds of things were kids encouragetb®How is this different today than
when you were a kid?

A2: What kinds of jobs and other activities were asilable for teens in your childhood
community?

Probe: Do boys and girls work similar jobs?

Probe: How would your life be different if you greye a boy?

A3: How did your childhood community respond when behawrs of teens were frowned
upon?
Probe: Can you give me an example of a time whernfgi you were being watched, or
corrected as a teen?
Probe: What about a time when you felt like youeva@wvalued member of the
community-during your teen years?
Probe: Was there a difference in how people wed¢d between newcomers and
families that have been here/there for generations?

Local Gender Regime

This section addresses how the participant viewddbalgender regimewith a particular
interest in the awareness and descriptiom@femonic masculinityStudies have shown that
multiple socialinstitutions respond differently to girls’ and boys’ behaviéor example, sexual
harassment in schools flourish due to school clar{atg. allowing inappropriate language and
behavior) which negatively affects girls more thys (Sadker & Sadker, 1994). This section
hopes to elicit discussion on the localture and how individuals or groups may treat girls’
behavior differently when compared to their malarderparts.

B1: What kinds of work and positions of leadership didmen hold in your childhood
community?
Probe: Women? Who were the role models? What akoenh you were a teen in school?
Probe: If your community’s Facebook page ran aysabout the most valuable
community member, who would that be and why?

B2: Recalling your teen years, how did kids at your sabol interact?
Probe: What about exclusive groups or “cliquesyonr school?
Probe: What about dating: what was expected? Ddhjok teen dating has changed
since you were younger?
Probe: What other activities did kids do aroundrjown?

B3: What were typical behaviors that would get girs/boys in trouble in your community?
Probe: What happened when boys got in trouble@Gir
Probe: How did the police and other authoritiest2®arents? The school?
Probe: Do you believe the responses have changeel gou were a teen? How so?

234



Coercive Sexual Environments

This section addresses the heart of the currerganied, and the researcher will spend some time
eliciting information from the participant aboutdin community’s ideology towardexualized
normsandgendered violencdncluded will be an exploration of their experees with
exposure to sexual violence/coerciém. attempt will be made to better understand how
community ideology and/or exposure to sexual vio®soercion provides a pipeline from
victimization to prison. For many juvenile justicerolved female youth, the involvement in
offending behavior is usually a cover-up from otkerious problems experienced by the girl
(Saar et al., 2015). These girls then enter in®jtlvenile justice system even though they
generally pose little to no threat to public safé®yzzanchera, 2014). In most cases, this is a
product ofgendered social control

C1: Imagine that you're a teenager again. Now image a teen girl and teen guy are dating.
The girl's parents aren’'t home so she invites herdyfriend over. They decide to have sex.
Word gets around. What reactions would you expect?
Probe: What do the girl's parents think when thag but? What do the boy’s parents
think when they find out?
Probe: What would other students at school saytaheugirl? About the boy? What
would most teachers say? Would law enforcement lewénvolved?

Clb: Imagine the same initial scene. A teen girl ahteen boy are dating. The boy comes
over to the girl's home. The boy tries to pressuréer into having sex but she pushes him off
repeatedly and tells him that she doesn’t want tolhe girl tells her friends what happened.
What do they say? The boy tells his friends, whatalthey say? Did anything illegal happen
here? Unethical?

C2: In thinking back to your teen years, when a girin your community engaged in sexual
activity of any kind, what happened? How was she &ated by others? Other girls? Boys?
Adults?
Probe: What names was she called?
Probe: When you were a teenager, what one worddameilised to describe a girl who
was known to have sex? Whhis one word?
Probe: Do you think girls who have sex today assved/treated the same as when you
were a teen?
Probe: If | asked a random set of ten student®im gchool what number would be a lot
of sexual partners for a girl, what would | havartd®

C2b: Similarly, in thinking back to your teenage years, what happened when a boy
engaged in sexual activity of any kind? How was heeated by others? Other boys? Girls?
Adults?
Probe: What names was he called?
Probe: When you were a teenager, what one worddimeilised to describe a boy who
was known to have sex? Wihhis one word?
Probe: Do you think boys who have sex today areettreated the same as when you
were a teen?
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C3: When you were a teen in school, if a girl wert tell someone that she was sexually
assaulted, how would people have reacted? Descrithe girl who is/was most likely to be
believed. Least likely to be believed?
Probe: Which girls were most likely to be believmdother girls? By male peers? By
adults?
Probe: Picture a girl who has reported a sexuauissay last year. Now picture the
same girl disclosing another sexual assault. Dmeschange whether or not she is
believed?

C4: What places or groups in your community are knavn for allowing or even encouraging
sexual activity?
Probe: When you were a teen, what percentage lefygiur age do you think had been
sexually assaulted?
Probe: Where did this usually occur? By whom (&ignd, family member)?
Probe: In what way, if at all, do you think thisshehanged for the teens of today?

C5: | hear that sometimes teen girls trade sexualcas for favors or things they want. How
often did this happen in your community?
Probe: What favor or item was most likely to bele@d? Were there other avenues for
girls to obtain these desired favors/items?
Probe: Were there certain groups or cliques o gnho were more likely to trade sexual
acts for favors or items? How did this happen?
Probe: What about boys? Were you aware of boystvatied sexual acts for favors or
things? If so, what were they usually trading for?

C5b: In referencing back to your childhood neighbohood, how often do you think that
adult women traded sexual acts for favors or thingshey wanted?

C6: In recalling your teen years, tell me about anyimes you experienced an unwanted
sexual comment, gesture, or joke in any form.
Probe: The questions/examples I've provided halvasslumed a straight sexual
preference. Using the following line, where do pae yourself:

Straight------e e oo gay

Probe: What were some common sexual rumors thitcgal around your school? Who
started them? How did people know about the runsord,what did kids do about the
rumors?

Probe: (If texting was around): What were some comomwanted sexual texts that
were received? Who sent them? Who received them?

Probe: If | randomly selected ten girls from youddie or high school, how many would
say they had been the victim of negative sexuabrsfh
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Gendered Experiences

Since West and Zimmerman'’s (1987) work daitig gendet was introduced thirty years ago,
scholars have continued attempting to explain ttoegss of gendered social interactions. Doing
gender sometimes means owning up to socially pkestgender norms and engaging in
expected gendered behavior. Other times, it mdydecactions of resistance to gender norms.
Group consciousness refers to the awareness of comatities and shared historiesf girls

and women, based on their power and position ime$pcThe most obvious way to measure this
is to look at ways in which the local communityamages or discourages girls and their goals.
We look for ways in which girls and women accessm@acticeagencyin such environments, as
well as vulnerability to multiple forms of abusdg&inger, 2015Poly-victimization refers to a
constellation of ways in which girls and women apéten victimized, establishing whéas

been shown to serve as a pipeline for girls and aomto the criminal justice system (Smith,
Leve, & Chamberlain, 2006; Sherman & Balck, 2015).

D1: When you were a teen, what did it mean to, “adike a girl?” What did it mean to, “act
like a boy?”
Probe: For you specifically, where do you see yelfien the following line:

Very feMININE-----mmmm e oo oo e Very mascline

Probe: What happened when a girl deviated fronstiledards you gave for “acting like
a girl?” What about if a boy deviated?

Probe: What were some things that girls could getyawith that may not be considered,
“acting like a girl?” What about boys?

Probe: How did other students react about girls dévated? What about boys who
deviated? What about adults?

Probe: Have these expressions changed since yeuateen? In what way(s)?

Probe: Do these expressions have a different mgdoiradults? If yes, how so?

D2: In recalling your teen years, can you think otimes when boys were allowed to do
something that girls were denied (e.g. fighting/cissng?)
Probe: How did girls usually respond to this?
Probe: Did most girl peers try to root her on @acdurage her from doing this?
Probe: Were there any examples of flipping thahade?
Probe: What about current day teens; has this @uhg

D3: Imagine for a moment that you are a teenager agn and listen to the following: Let’s
say that a boy in school is known for snapping gisl bras, “accidentally” touching their
butts, or referring to girls in sexual terms. How & this behavior generally received? If
name-calling occurs, what would these names be?

Probe: How would girls typically respond to thia/hat about boys? What about adults

such as teachers or parents?

Probe: What sort of reputation do these boys have?

Probe: When you were a teen, did girls get theirdbraps snapped? If so, what did the

school do about this?
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D4: Now, let’s say that a girl is known for slappimg guys’ butts, touching their pants
between their legs, or referring to guys in sexuderms. How is this generally received? If
name-calling occurs, what would those names be?
Probe: How would boys typically respond to this?at&bout girls? What about adults
such as teachers or parents?
Probe: What sort of reputation do these girls have?
Probe: What did the school do if a girl wouldn’'tave bra to school? What if she wore a
“short” skirt?

Adaptations

Girls and women must respond to the different gestlexperiences as they are a product of the
community infrastructure local gender regimgand at timesgoercive sexual environmenEor
many girls, their responses include engagingtatus offensege.g. running away and truancy)
(Thornberry, Huizinga, & Loeber, 2004; Sherman &d&a 2015). At times, they engage in
sexual deviance and drug/alcohol use (Popkin e8I15; Popkin et al., 2016; SAMHSA, 2017).
With limited availability or accessibility tlmcal interventions girls may engage ieelf-harming
behavior as well as other forms of maladaptive oggPopkin et al., 2010; The National
Crittenton Foundation, 2017). Within the court €8st some judges have reported detaining
girls who runway or commit other status offensea aseans of “protecting” them (Bishop &
Frazier, 1996; Sherman & Balck, 2015).

El: As a teen, when girls found themselves in need help or advice, what sorts of activities
and services were available in your community (e.ghurches, organizations, mental
health)?
Probe: What did most girls do outside of school?at\hd most boys do outside of
school?
Probe: Were most teens encouraged to engage insmnaf activity within the school
or community?
Probe: What sorts of services are available fds giryour current community?

E2: Sometimes kids can get in trouble for what isatled a status offense. A status offense is
something that might be against the law for minor$ut not for adults. For example, being
truant from school is a status offense. What do yoknow about how this works and what
happens to a student who is truant from school?
Probe: What was the city curfew in your childhoadnenunity? Was it enforced by law
enforcement? What happened to girls if they argpast curfew? What about boys?
Probe: How often did girls run away from home? Wddadut boys? Why did they run
away?
Probe: How did kids respond when they heard of sm@eunning away? What about
parents? Teachers?
Probe: Describe the use of drugs/alcohol in youldhe/high school? What did others say
about girls who drink/use? What about boys?
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E3: OK, now let’s talk about self-harming behavior. Do you know anyone who has self-
harmed in any way? Can you tell me about that?
Probe: If you had to give a percentage, what péagenof girls in your middle/high
school engaged in self-harming behavior (e.g. mgtihemselves)? Why do you think
they did this?
Probe: What would a teacher do if he/she obseivisbehavior? What would a parent
do? What about another teen?

E4: | want you to picture the following as if you vere a teen again: There is a girl in your
school who doesn't attend school at least once aeke She doesn’t participate in any
programs at school such as clubs or athletics. Skean usually be spotted walking down
your town’s main drag in the evenings until about 1:00 p.m. You've heard that she’s been
picked up by the police for running away from home Usually her parents report her.
Rumor has it, she smokes meth when given the chanc8he wears long sleeves even in
really hot weather, and some say it's because shamts to hide something under her
sleeves. Most girls refer to her as being “loose’ma most guys joke that if you can’t get
with her, you're hopeless. First, do you know anyo&who sort of fits this scenario?

Probe: If you can, will you give your best guesexplaining this girl’s life aside from

the information you’ve been provided.

Probe: Why do girls skip school? Why do girls ruvag from home? Why do girls use

drugs? Why might some girls engage in more sexalationships than others?

Local Interventions/Criminal Justice System

F1: If someone in your community was being abusegjould you know where to tell them to
go? Would your friends know?
Probe: What about if you were a teen; would youehlavown where to go for help?
Would your friends have known?
Probe: How likely were teachers to call in/refestadent for help based on something
they saw or heard about a kid?
Probe: What do kids say or think about “abused$Rid

F2: As a teen, did you find that most parents in yar community knew what their kids were
doing?
Probe: How knowledgeable are most parents wheanies to recognizing if something
isn’t right with their teen kids?
Probe: Would most parents try to help their kithéy knew they were struggling with an
issue (e.g. school or drugs)?
Probe: What type of help might a parent(s) seelheir kid?

F3: Do you feel your community responded appropriatly to you and the situation that led
you into the criminal justice system? Why or why n¢?
Probe: What about being sent to TCF. Was thisractaisequence for your behaviors?
Why or why not?
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Probe: If a man your age engaged in the same b@misawould they also be at a
correctional facility?

Probe: Why do you think kids are sent to corre@ldacilities?

Probe: Is this different for boys/girls?

Probe: What do girls at KJICC need more of? Less of?

Wrap-up
In addition to the goal to end on a positive nolés section will include the debriefing statement
and conclusion to the interview, with an explanatid what to expect for follow-up.

G1: If you could go back and have a conversation Wi yourself, say,  years ago, what
would you tell yourself? What do you wish that peoje knew about you?
Probe: What were some choices thidterscould have made when responding to you
and/or your needs?
Probe: What do you know now that you wish you kilegn?

G2: What do you think communities and schools couldo to improve how they help kids?
Parents?
Probe: What about the juvenile justice system?
Probe: Of these different groups, which group do fgel has the most influence on a
teen’s life?

G3: If you were a person in charge in your communit for one day, what would you do that
you would hope would help improve the lives of youngirls?
Probe: What is currently threostpressing need for teen girls? What suggestionsodo y
have for addressing this need?
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Appendix C - Interview schedule-Community actors

Sexualized environments: Criminal justice involvedirls in the heartland

Introduction and Basic Background
The researcher will inquire about the individuaiscupation years in the field other relevant
experience, and number of years they hagaledwithin the given community.

Let me start by telling you a bit about me and thigroject. My name is April Terry and |
am a graduate student at Kansas State University.\part of my program, | get to talk
with girls/women at KJCC and TCF about their childhood experiences. | want to help the
state of Kansas better understand what happens with communities that may influence
entrance into the justice system. | also want to tia with a variety of community members.
For example, school staff, clergy, and community eoections/court services, to list a few.
Your willingness to talk with me could lead to Kangas making changes to help prevent
youth from entering into the justice system.

Community Infrastructure

The bulk of literature on life-course and placedestudies has been analyzed using male
participants in urban areas. This section will alldor girls, primarily from non-urban places, to
share their voices regarding their community climat/e hope to elicit ideas associated with life
course perspectives (egpllective efficacyand community structure (e.grganizationg. We

also hope to discuss gender dynamics (elgig apparatusand opportunity structures
connected to genderingspecific to their community.

Al: How would you describe your neighborhood/commuity to an “outsider” — someone
who has never been to your community?
Probe: What sorts of activities are available inrygpommunity (e.g. churches,
organizations, clubs)?
Probe: What kinds of things are kids encouragetb® What kind of things are kids told
not to do?
Probe: How are teens, in general, viewed in yown® (Boys? Girls?)

A2: What kinds of jobs and other activities are avdable for teens in your community?
Probe: Do boys work at different places than girls?

A3: How does your community respond when behaviors oéens are frowned upon?
Probe: Is there a difference in how people a@ekbetween newcomers and families
that have been here for
generations?
Probe: Do most people in your community know whhecs are up to?

Local Gender Regime

This section addresses how the participant viewddbalgender regimewith a particular
interest in the awareness and descriptiom@jemonic masculinityStudies have shown that
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multiple socialinstitutions respond differently to girls’ and boys’ behaviéor example, sexual
harassment in schools flourish due to school clex{atg. allowing inappropriate language and
behavior) which negatively affects girls more thys (Sadker & Sadker, 1994). This section
hopes to elicit discussion on the localture and how individuals or groups may treat girls’
behavior differently when compared to their malargerparts.

B1: How do most kids in school interact?
Probe: What about exclusive groups or “cliques’hwitthe schools?
Probe: What about dating: what is expected?
Probe: What other activities do kids do arounddfer

B2: What are typical behaviors that would get girlgboys in trouble in your community?
Probe: What happens when boys get in trouble?Girls
Probe: How do the police and other authoritiestfeBarents? The school?
Probe: How do the courts handle girls’ behaviory8behavior?

Coercive Sexual Environments

This section addresses the heart of the currerganied, and the researcher will spend some time
eliciting information from the participant aboutdin community’s ideology toward&xualized
normsandgendered violencelncluded will be an exploration of their experoes with
exposure to sexual violence/coerciém. attempt will be made to better understand how
community ideology and/or exposure to sexual viossoercion provides a pipeline from
victimization to prison. For many juvenile justicerolved female youth, the involvement in
offending behavior is usually a cover-up from otkerious problems experienced by the girl
(Saar et al., 2015). These girls then enter in®jtlvenile justice system even though they
generally pose little to no threat to public safé®yzzanchera, 2014). In most cases, this is a
product ofgendered social control

C1: If a teen girl in your community were to tell smeone that she was sexually assaulted,
how would people react? Describe the girl who is ost likely to be believed. Least likely to
be believed?
Probe: Which girls are most likely to be believedather girls? By male peers? By
adults?
Probe: Picture a girl who has reported a sexuauissay last year. Now picture the
same girl disclosing another sexual assault. Dneschange whether or not she is
believed?

C2: Are there places or groups in your community tlat are known for allowing or even
encouraging sexual activity?
Probe: What percentage of girls your age do yawkthave been sexually assaulted?
Probe: Where does this usually occur? By whom {gend, family member)?

C3: How often have you heard of girls trading sexuaacts for favors or things they want?

Probe: What favor or item is most likely to be #d@ Are there other avenues for girls to
obtain these desired favors/items?
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Probe: Are there certain groups or cliques of guit® are more likely to trade sexual acts
for favors or items? How

does this happen?

Probe: What about boys? Are you aware of boys wdatetsexual acts for favors or
things? If so, what are they usually trading for?

Gendered Experiences

Since West and Zimmerman’s (1987) work daif\g gendet was introduced thirty years ago,
scholars have continued attempting to explain ttoegss of gendered social interactions. Doing
gender sometimes means owning up to socially plestgender norms and engaging in
expected gendered behavior. Other times, it mdydecactions of resistance to gender norms.
Group consciousness refers to the awareness of comatities and shared historiesf girls

and women, based on their power and position imespcThe most obvious way to measure this
is to look at ways in which the local communityamages or discourages girls and their goals.
We look for ways in which girls and women access@acticeagencyin such environments, as
well as vulnerability to multiple forms of abusdg&singer, 2015 oly-victimization refers to a
constellation of ways in which girls and women apéen victimized, establishing whaias

been shown to serve as a pipeline for girls and aomto the criminal justice system (Smith,
Leve, & Chamberlain, 2006; Sherman & Balck, 2015).

D1: In your community, what does it mean to, “actike a girl?” What does it mean to, “act
like a boy?”
Probe: What happens when a girl deviates fromtidoedsrds you gave for “acting like a
girl?” What about if a boy deviates?
Probe: What are some things that girls can get awthythat may not be considered,
“acting like a girl?” What about boys?
Probe: How do people in your community react tésgiho deviate? What about boys
who deviate? What about adults?

D2: What about possessing guns? Does this vary foren and women here? Why do people
own guns?
Probe: Protection; hunting; sport shootinf: R&mendment right; hobby/collection.

D3: Can you think of times when boys have been alled to do something that girls were
denied (e.g. fighting/cussing?)

Probe: How do girls usually respond to this?

Probe: Are there any examples of flipping that scer?

Adaptations

Girls and women must respond to the different gesttlexperiences as they are a product of the
community infrastructure local gender regimeand at timesgoercive sexual environmenEor
many girls, their responses include engagingtatus offensege.g. running away and truancy)
(Thornberry, Huizinga, & Loeber, 2004; Sherman &d&a 2015). At times, they engage in
sexual deviance and drug/alcohol use (Popkin eR8ll5; Popkin et al., 2016; SAMHSA, 2017).
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With limited availability or accessibility tlmcal interventions girls may engage iself-harming
behavior as well as other forms of maladaptive oggPopkin et al., 2010; The National
Crittenton Foundation, 2017). Within the court €8t some judges have reported detaining
girls who runway or commit other status offensea aseans of “protecting” them (Bishop &
Frazier, 1996; Sherman & Balck, 2015).

E1l: When girls find themselves in need of help ordvice, what sorts of activities and
services are available in your community (e.g. chehes, organizations, mental health)?
Probe: What do most girls do outside of school? ¥dbamost boys do outside of
school?
Probe: Are most teens encouraged to engage in sorhef activity within the school or
community?

E2: Sometimes kids can get in trouble for what isailed a status offense. A status offense is
something that might be against the law for minordut not for adults. For example, being
truant from school is a status offense. What do yoknow about how this works and what
happens to a student who is truant from school?
Probe: What is the city curfew in your communitgdtlenforced by law enforcement?
What happens to girls if they are out past curfewWsat about boys?
Probe: How often do girls run away from home? Wadtaiut boys? Why do they run
away?
Probe: Describe the use of drugs/alcohol by teeysur community? What do others
say about girls who drink/use? What about boys?

Local Interventions/Criminal Justice System

F1: If someone in your community was being abusegjould the average person know
where to tell them to go?
Probe: How likely are teachers to call in/refetwdent for help based on something
they've seen or heard about a kid?

F2: Do most parents in your community know what the kids are doing?
Probe: How knowledgeable are most parents wheanies to recognizing if something
isn’t right with their teen kids?
Probe: Would most parents try to help their kithéy knew they were struggling with an
issue (e.g. school or drugs)?
Probe: What type of help might a parent(s) seelheir kid?

Wrap-up

The wrap-up will consist of asking the individuahiey have any other information they would
like to share which was not covered during therineav. They will also be asked to provide the
names of any other individuals in their communihovhey think would be able to provide
fruitful insight into the above questions.
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G1: What do you think communities and schools couldo to improve how they help kids?
Parents?
Probe: What about the juvenile justice system?
Probe: Of these different groups, which group do fgel has the most influence on a
teen’s life?

G2: If you were a person in charge in your communit for one day, what would you do that
you would hope would help improve the lives of youngirls?
Probe: What is currently thmostpressing need for teen girls? What suggestionsodo y
have for addressing this need?

245



Appendix D -

KANSAS STATE |

|
UNIVERSITY University Research Compliance Office

TO: Dr. L. Susan Williams Proposal Number: 8887
Sociology, Anthropology, and Social Work
253-A Waters Hall

FROM: Rick Scheidt, C|
Committee on h Involving Human Subjects
DATE:  09/06/2017

RE: Approval of Proposal Entitled, “Sexualized Environments: Pathways for Criminal Justice
Involved Girls in the Heartland.”

The Committee on Research Involving Human Subjects has reviewed your proposal and has granted full
approval. This proposal is approved for one year from the date of this correspondence, pending
“continuing review.”

APPROVAL DATE:  09/06/2017
EXPIRATION DATE: 09/06/2018

Several months prior to the expiration date listed, the IRB will solicit information from you for federally
mandated “continuing review” of the research. Based on the review, the IRB may approve the activity
for another year. If continuing IRB approval is not granted, or the IRB fails to perform the
continuing review before the expiration date noted above, the project will expire and the activity
involving human subjects must be terminated on that date. Consequently, it is critical that you are
responsive to the IRB request for information for continuing review if you want your project to
continue,

In giving its approval, the Committee has determined that:

) There is no more than minimal risk to the subjects.
There is greater than minimal risk to the subjects.

This approval applies only to the proposal currently on file as written. Any change or modification
affecting human subjects must be approved by the TRB prior to implementation. All approved proposals are
subject to continuing review at least annually, which may include the examination of records connected
with the project. Announced post-approval monitoring may be performed during the course of this
approval period by URCO staff. Injurics, unanticipated problems or adverse events involving risk to
subjects or to others must be reported immediately to the Chair of the IRB and / or the URCO.

203 Fairchild Hall, Lower Mezzanine, 1601 Vattier St, Manhattan, KS 66506-1103 | 785-532-3224 | fax: 785-532-1278
comply@k-stateadu | k-state.edu/research/comply
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Appendix E - KDOC approval emalil

From: Megan Milner [KDOC] [mailto:Megan.Milner@ks.gov]

Sent: Friday, September 1, 2017 8:06 AM

To: April Terry <anterry2@ksu.edu>; L Williams <Isw@ksu.edu>

Cc: Kyle Rohr [KDOC] <Kyle.Rohr@ks.gov>; Shannon MeyéfCF [KDOC]
<Shannon.Meyer@ks.gov>

Subject: Research Proposal

| received word this morning that your researchppeal has been approved by the KDOC
Senior Management Team and Secretary Norwood. ¥aléar to proceed!

Please let me know how | can help throughout tlbegss or if there’s anything you need from
us.

Congratulations and good luck!

Megan Milner, MS, CPM

Director of Community Based Services

Kansas Department of Corrections — Juvenile Sesvice
714 SW Jackson, Suite 300

Topeka, KS 66603

Office: (785) 368-7400

Cell: (785) 230-7103
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Appendix F -

KANSAS STATE UNIVERSITY
INFORMED CONSENT
PROJECTTITLE:  Sexualized Environments: Pathways for Criminal Justice Involved Girls
in the Heartland
APPROVALDATEOFPROJECT: __~ EXPIRATION DATE OF PROJECT:

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: CO-INVESTIGATOR(S): _L. Susan Williams & A pril Terry
CONTACT AND PHONE FOR  Kansas State University: Department of Sociology, A nthropology, &

ANY PROBLEMY
QUESTIONS:

IRB CHAIR CONTACT/

PHONE INFORMATION:

SPONSOR OF PROJECT:

WHY ARE YOU DOING
THIS RESEARCH?

WHAT WILL I BE
REQUIRED TO DO?

WILL BEING IN THIS
STUDY HELP ME?

ARE THERE OTHER
OPTIONS
THAT MAY HELP ME?

Social Work 785-532-6865

Rick Scheidt, Chair, Commitiee on Research Involving Human Subjects, 203
Fairchild Hall, Kansas State University, Manhattan, KS 66506, (785) 532-3224;
Cheryl Doerr, A Vice President for R h Compliance, 203 Fairchild
Hall, Kansas State University, Manhattan, KS 66506, (785) 532-3224.

N/A

The project’s purpose is to better understand what community factors influence
girls’ and women's entrance into the juvenile justice system and adult criminal
justice system. In particular, how have Kansas policies and local culture
influenced the admission rates of girls into the juvenile correctional facility?
Additionally, what experiences have girls had within their communities that
place them at greater risk for being involved in the juvenike justice system?
Does this pathway then lead female youth into the adult criminal justice system?

As a participant, you will have the opportunity to participate in an interview
with the co-investigator, April Temry. The interview will last approximately one
hour.

By signing the consent form, you are also providing consent for the co-
investigator to have access to certain parts of your medical records. Specifically,

the co-i 2 is d in any psychological esting (e.g. Adverse
Childhood Experiences assessment) and diagnoses (e.g. Post-Traumatic Stress
Disorder) that may be doc d. The hers will not review any medical

information related to physical health.

The co-investigator will also speak to individuals (e.g. probation officers and
school administration) within your hometown community to better understand
the community ph Absolutely no infi ion about you will be
discussed. The study hopes to understand what charackeristics exist within
communitics that may influence pirls” and women's paths into the system.

Participating in the study will not directly provide any advantages to you or your
current case. However, the goal of the study is to better understand what is
happening within Kansas communities which may encourage girls” and

‘s into the criminal justice sy Your could help
prevent girls and women from entering the system through Kansas specific
policy chang

There are no alierative research options. If you feel that you are in need of some
form of help, please contact your corrections counselor for facility-specific
assistance.

Last revised on May 20, 2004
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HOW LONG WILL IT TAKE ME The interview should last approximately one hour.

TO COMPLETE THE TASK?

WHAT HAPPENS
IF ISAY “NO"?

WHAT HAPPENS IF I
CHANGE MY MIND AND
WANT TO STOP?

IS THERE ANYTHING BAD
THAT
COULD HAPPEN TO ME?

WHO WILL SEE
MY RESULTS?

WHAT HAPPENS IF
TAM INJURED OR UPSET?

PARENTAL/GUARDIAN
APPROVAL FOR MINORS:

You have complete authority in deciding whether or not you want to participate.
If you should decide that you do not want to participate, there will be no
consequences or penalty. You may also choose to say “no™ to any individual
questions that you may not want to answer.

The bottom of this form asks you to sign giving your consent to be interviewed.
In order to ensure that the co-investigator hears everything that you want to
share, we also ask for your consent to be audio recorded. Please initial here
__________for your interview to be audio recorded.

You may opt out of the study at any time without any consequences.

It is not anticipated that anything bad should happen to you as a participant. You
may experience emotions based on the nature of the questions and in recalling
past experiences with viokence. Many of the questions ask specifically about
experiences with, or knowledge of, sexual assault. If you should become upset
during the interview, you may stop at any time, without any consequence. If you
should feel upset after the completion of the interview, you are strongly
encouraged to submit a mental health request form. We can assist in getting you
these forms.

The co-investigator hopes to have an open and honest conversation with you
about your childhood experiences. However, as a participant, you should know
that if you disclose the names and specific details about child abuse/neglect that
have not been previously reported, or intent to harm yourself of others, the co-
investigator will have to report this to the appropriatke entities (¢.g facility
administration or the Department for Children and Families). It is suggested that
you speak in general terms without identifying specific individuals by name,
unless you do want assistance with reporting an issue. If that is the case, the co-
investigator will ask your permission to have a facility administrator/
cormrections counselor present to assist in the disclosure and reporting process.

Data are collected for research purposes only. The information collected for this
study will be used only for the purpose of conducting this study. Results from
the study may be presented at meetings or published; however, what you say
remains strictly confidential. That is, no one can link what you say to you
individually. Where necessary, we will protect the confidentiality by changing
any identifying remarks or characteristics. Furthermore, data will be stored
under lock & key within the interviewer's locked office. Data will be maintained
as detailed by the APA ethics code.

Since the current study involves interviewing, it is not anticipated that any
physical injury should occur. If you become upset for any reason, you can/will
be provided with assistance in locating a mental health request form and/or
speaking with a facility psychologist immediately. You also have the right to
end the interview at any time, without any conseguence.

Last revised on May 20, 2004
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TERMS OF PARTICIPATION: I understand this project is research, and that my participation is
completely voluntary. I also understand that if I decide to participate in this study, I may withdraw my
consent at any time, and stop participating at any time without explanation, penalty, or loss of benefits or
academic standing to which I may otherwise be entitled.

Any possible advantages accruing to the volunteer subject through his or her participation in the research, when
compared the general living conditions, medical care, quality of food, anenities and opportunity for earnings, are
not of such a magnitude that his or her ability to weigh the risks of the research against the value of such
advantages in the Emited choice environment is impaired (Office for Human Research Protections).

I verify that my signature below indicates that I have read and understand this consent form, and willingly
agree to participate in this study under the terms described, and that my signature acknowledges that I have
received a signed and dated copy of this consent form.

(Remember that it is a requirement for the P.L to maintain a signed and dated copy of the same consent form
signed and ke pt by the participant)

Participant Name:
Participant Signature: Date:
Witness to Signature: (project staff) Date:

Last mevised on May 20, 2004
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Appendix G -

CO-INVESTIGATOR(S): |April Terry
CONTACT DETAILS FOR PROBLEMS/QUESTIONS: !785-532-6365 or anterry2@ksu.edu or Iswilli@ksu.edu

IRB CHAIR CONTACT NFORMATION:  Rick Scheidt, Chair, Committee on Research Involving Human Subjects,
203 Fairchild Hall, Kansas State University, Manhattan, KS 66506, (785)
‘532-3224; Cheryl Doerr, Associate Vice President for Research ‘
Compliance, 203 Fairchild Hall, Kansas State University, Manhartan, KS
|66506, (785) 532-3224. ‘

PROJECT SPONSOR: \

PURPOSE OF THE RESEARCH:

The project’s purpose is to better und d what ity factors influence girls' and women's entrance into the juvenile justice system
and adult criminal justice system. In particular, how have Kansas policies and local culture influenced the admission rates of girls into the
juvenile correctional facility? Additionally, what experiences have girls had within their communities that place them at greater risk for
being involved in the juvenile justice system? Does this pathway then lead female youth into the adult criminal justice system?

PROCEDURES OR METHODS TO BE USED:

Prior to this study, juveniles at the Kan;s Juvenile Correctional Complex and women at the Topeka Correctional Facility were interviewed, This is
a follow-up to those interviews, This interview is simply used to inquire about community characteristics as a whole and is not specific to any
individual inmate.

We ask for your assent (your verbal permission) and consent (your written permission) to be interviewed. We also would like your consent for
your interview to be audio recorded. Please initial here ______ for your interview to be audio recorded.

If you are interested in participating, please read and sign this consent form. You will be given an opportunity to ask any questions. The length of 1

time of your participation (n this study Is approximately 30-40
ALTERNATIVE PROCEDURES OR TREATMENTS, IF ANY, THAT MIGHT BE ADVANTAGEOUS TO SUBJECT:

Not applicable to this study.

RISKS OR DISCOMFORTS ANTICIPATED:

There are no foreseeable risks involved with participation in this study. However, should ):ou feel distressed or become upset by participating you
may terminate the interview at any time.

BENEFITS ANTICIPATED:

There are no individual incentives for participating in this study. However, your willingness to participate could result in statewide policy |
changes that help prevent youth from entering the juvenile justice system and/or the juvenile correctional facility. Your input will also help
aid in understanding the role that communities play when youth m}njuveﬁkjnnioe system and/or the adult criminal justice system,

EXTENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY:
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Appendix H - Kansas religious signs
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Appendix | - Chaotic Sanctuary

If I were to paint any middle school

The canvas would ooze forty shades of mean gretinexaiin bully brown.

An intense hormone blue fog would hang heavy inhiés.

There’d be an occasional explosion of scarlet dranthhorizontal smudges of purple passion.
Hundreds of tiny bright speckles of potential wogldw under the fluorescents.

...Awkward shapes would both trip and support eatlerot

If I were to paint my urban middle school

| would also need to dip my brush into an ecleatid electric palette.

Swirling ebony braids would fuse with salsa redwade and screaming neon curls.

The picture frame would be laced with sinister sagf poverty and black holes of hunger.
The powerful images would draw you in or push yaaafrom the loud, tight canvas.

...Depending on your willingness to look.

In one corner of the picture, there’d be an estegpeh with a bronze handle.

It'd be just beyond the beige body scanner and hfatgrey eye of surveillance.

Inside, the yellow cinder block walls would whisgtrades of shadowy truth.

Layer upon layer of tender seeping wounds wouldlera river of crystal-clear tears.

The corner would reveal deep texture, primal partspes and cautiously toned confessions.

...It would be impossible to convey the hurt.

What color is pain? Why would | even want to crealat people refuse to see?

Why do we whitewash the trauma of hearts shuttmgrdbecause of everyday realities?
Some gloss over it with the subtle dry brush ohdtadized tests and annual progress data.
How do we unearth the inspired strokes that wilivem every corner of a broken work of art?
Do we simply allow what is sacred to fall througje trackled glaze of unmet needs?

...Who decides which ones and how many?
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