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Galitsina N. Overview of research issues of female crime in Ukraine and worldwide
The article presents an overview of research problems of female crime in Ukraine and the world.

There are points out that we have more than a century of research in these problems. But beyond
that, is what can be called tradition vision problems. Almost all researchers agree that the
explanation of the phenomenon of female criminality features not to be found in the biological
sphere and the social sphere, and feminist approach advocates point out that the answer must be
sought in the social and political sphere. We can also see the agreement of most criminologists that
female violent crime is not only quantitative specifics about the men of violent crime, but also
qualitative features. Obviously, researchers, making this conclusion do not take into account all
social and mathematical patterns that can be placed in its foundation. In particular, they do not
take into account the peculiarities of registration of female crime. Most contemporaries totally
reject any biological factors for the characteristics of female criminality, noting only that they can
influence the mechanism of criminalistics committing a specific crime, but not the whole form of
crime. In Ukraine criminologists not flatly deny the neither social nor psychological theories of
female criminality, noting the need for a comprehensive approach to the problem, however,
rejecting the smallest biological notes on the elements of this complex. Western criminologists
moderate approach more actively recognize the need to take into account in assessments of female
criminality that sex makes sex  hormone levels regulate behavior, structure and elements of the
layers of the brain, social background, shown on the biology of sex and so on. But more than
common phrases, preferably in an interlinear link, they do not go.

The article states that have not found a good response among criminologists fact that very rapid
changes in the social structure, which occurred in the second half of the XX century, led to the
“liberation” of women from the domestic “slavery”, their active involvement in manufacturing,
services and management. But it is essentially not affected in most countries where it happened,
the proportions of male and female crime. This casts doubt on the thesis research of female crime
in the XX century, that equalizing women’s social status with men lead to the same equation of
female and male crime. It is concluded that even today, most of those published on the topic of
female crime, continue to repeat this statement as a mantra, but this idea has long been refuted
by facts, but instead found no good. The article emphasized that remains unexplored question
about the features of female criminality in the area of financial and economic activity. These are
the areas where social differences between women and men minimize, if not pay attention to the
thesis of feminist ideology. It is noted that this question also remains unanswered. It is emphasized
that the problems of female crime, despite the boom compared to the previous publications on this
subject in the world, there is a lot of confusion.

Key words: biological factors, female criminality, women’s crime, sociological model.


