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Abstract

Gender-based violence (GBV) is a global phenomenon. It refers to all acts of violence that are
rooted in and reinforce gender inequality. GBV can manifest in various ways, including physical,
sexual, psychological, economic, systemic, structural, and symbolic violence (Bott et al., 2005;
Davies & True, 2015; Heise et al., 1999, 2002; Montesanti, 2015). While it is complex to
understand GBV and its different manifestations, working toward its prevention is even more
challenging. The context of Global South countries, due to their socioeconomic conditions, creates
unique challenges for gender equality-related work (Bull et al., 2020; Carrington et al., 2016;
DeKeseredy & Hall-Sanchez, 2018; Nazneen et al., 2019). In the context of rural India, one such
organization is the Women's Court, which works with restorative approaches to prevent and
resolve GBV cases. Women's courts gained legitimacy in India over the last few decades,
following the National Commission for Women's recommendation in 1992 to establish women's
courts as alternative dispute resolution platforms (Iyengar, 2007; Kethineni et al., 2016; Vatuk,
2013).

This dissertation aims to contribute to the literature on GBV prevention work, especially
considering the context of India, by applying a postcolonial feminist approach. We conducted a
quasi-ethnographic study with a women’s court based in rural Jharkhand to explore various
challenges in GBV prevention work, the application of the restorative approach in GBV solution,
and strategies applied by women's courts in pursuing gender justice. We present our findings in
the form of three essays:

The first essay, Challenges in Accessing Gender Justice, discusses findings related to various

challenges in accessing gender justice by survivors of GBV and women's court members. The



essay discusses the social world of the survivors and their post-violence realities. We have used
intersectionality (Crenshaw, 1989) and subaltern perspectives (Spivak, 1988) for discussion in

the essay. The second essay, Performativity in Restorative Justice and Women's Court's Work,
discusses performativity aspects in GBV-related works of women's court. The essay also explores
the paradoxes involved in women's courts’ work in fighting against GBV and appropriating gender
roles while applying restorative approach. For discussion, we have borrowed from the literature
on gender performativity (Butler, 1990) and hegemonic masculinity (Connell, 1995, 2005). The
third essay, Feminist Organizing of Women's Court's Work, discusses different strategies the
women’s court adopts to fight, challenge, negotiate, resist, and collaborate while working with
different stakeholders for GBV prevention. We have used feminist solidarity lens (Mohanty, 2003;

Vachhani & Pullen, 2019; Weatherall, 2020) for discussion in the essay.

Keywords: Gender-Based Violence, Women’s Court, Intersectionality, Subaltern, Feminist

Solidarity.



List of Contents

SI. No.

Details

Page Number

Abstract

2-3

Declaration

4

Acknowledgement

5-7

Chapter 1: Introduction and Background

1.1. Gender-based violence meaning and context
1.2. Gender-based violence prevention work

1.3. Need for the study

1.4. Aims and objectives of the dissertation

1.5. Studies on violence

1.6. Theoretical approach

1.7. Contribution of the dissertation in brief

1.8. Outline of the dissertation

12-24

Chapter 2: Literature Review

2.1. Gender-based violence, its types and laws

2.2.Previous studies on GBV interventions

2.3.Legal approaches and laws related to gender-based
violence

2.3.a. Retributive approach
2.3.b. Restorative approach

2.4. Historical background of women's court and alternative
dispute resolution forums

2.5. Research objective

25-48

Chapter 3: Methodology

3. Methodology
3.1.Positionality and reflexivity
3.2.Context of the study
3.3. method and sample
3.3a. Data collection and ethical considerations

3.3b. Profile of participants

49-81




3.4. Data analysis approach

Chapter 4: Challenges in Accessing Gender Justice 82-116
4.1. Introduction
4.2. Subaltern perspective and intersectionality
4.3. Challenges in accessing gender justice
4.3.a. Language of law and the persuasion paradox

4.3.b. Influence of power and intersectional barriers in
gender justice

4.3.c. Post-administrative realities
4.4, Discussion

4.5. Contribution

Chapter 5: Performativity in Restorative Justice and Women’s | 117-147
Court’s Work

5.1. Introduction
5.2. Gender performativity

5.3. Performativity in women's court's work and the cases of
GBV

5.3a. Case 1: The case of a minor mother
5.3b. Case 2: The case of a forceful marriage proposal

5.3c. Case 3: The case of domestic violence and precarious
masculinity

5.3d. Case 4: The case of a child bride and her education
5.3e. Case 5: The case of a Santhal voluntary worker
5.4. Analysis and Discussion

5.4a. Relationship between gender performance and
violence

5.4b. Intersectional performative regulations of caste and
gender




5.4c. Performativity as a source of emancipation as well as
imprisonment

5.5. Contribution

Chapter 6: Feminist Organizing of Women’s Court’s Work
6.1. Introduction
6.2. Feminist Solidarity as A Tool for Organizing
6.3. Feminist Solidarity in Women's Court's Work

6.3.A. Solidarity as A Source of Motivation to Organize
Women Against GBV

6.3.B. Solidarity as a Source of Empowerment
6.3.C. Strategies in Solidarity and Resistance

6.4. Discussion

148-164

Chapter 7: Discussion and Contribution

7. Discussion
7.1.a. Intersectionality and Subalternity in GBV Prevention
Work

7.1.b. Performativity in Gender Justice
7.1.c. Feminist Solidarity for Gender Justice
7.2. Contribution to the Theory

7.2. Contribution to the Practice

165-178

10

Chapter 8: Limitation, Future Research Direction and
Conclusion

&.1.Limitation and Future Research Direction
8.2.Conclusion

179-183

11

References

184-205

12

Annexures

(1) Interview and FGD protocol (in English)
(i)  WI&T@R/FGD UICIdId (in Hindi)

(ii1))  Reflexive Notes Examples

(iv)  Description of Field Work

206-219

10




v) A sample invitation letter for women’s court’s
hearing
(vi) A sample decision letter of women’s court’s hearing

List of Tables
Table 1: Details of data sources 60
Table 2: Profile of participants 74-77
List of Figures
Figure 1: Hierarchy of courts in India 46

Figure 2: Resistance matrix of women's court 160

11



CHAPTER 7: DISCUSSION AND CONTRIBUTION

165



7.1. DISCUSSION

GBYV has been regarded as a global phenomenon, where one out of every three women faces it in
their lifetime. This dissertation is an attempt to contribute to the literature on GBV work, especially
considering the context of India from a postcolonial/southern feminism perspective. This is an
attempt to contribute to the literature on GBV prevention work by exploring the challenges faced
by organizations while working for GBV prevention. Our dissertation confers that the context of
India, due to its postcolonial socioeconomic conditions, imposes unique challenges for gender
equality-related work. The unique conditions of these countries not only create limitations for
women to access gender justice but also raise their voices against violence. In such a scenario,
when women's courts come forward to prevent GBV and help survivors, they face various
challenges in their work.

Previous studies have indicated different aspects of gender justice-related work, such as how
exhaustive emotional labor is a part of gender justice-related work, the ethics of care and justice
in GBV work, issues of funding for organizations working on gender inequality, the influence of
intersectionality on GBV, etc. We found that the literature on challenges faced by organizations
that work in the area of GBV is limited, and there is less knowledge on strategies adopted by
organizations in organizing their work for GBV prevention. Hence, with this dissertation, we
attempted to contribute to the literature on GBV prevention work by focusing on these three
objectives: (1) to explore challenges in GBV prevention work of women’s courts and how different
intersectionalities (e.g., the intersectionality of gender, class, and caste) may affect their work; (ii)
to explore how performativity and GBV are related and how performativity plays a role in
women’s court’s application of restorative justice; and (iii) to explore how women’s courts

organize their work and how they fight, challenge, negotiate, resist, or collaborate with different
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stakeholders while engaging in GBV work. The three essays discuss the findings of the study in

detail:

7.1.a. Intersectionality and Subalternity in GBV Prevention Work

Our findings in the first essay, “Challenges in Accessing Gender Justice,” reveal various
challenges in GBV prevention work that arise from the intersectionality of GBV survivors and
women's court members. Our findings show intersectionality has an important influence on
women's court’s stakeholder engagement, which ultimately determines their power position in
such engagements. Whether it is the police, local leaders, or the court, the social position of a
woman in terms of her class, gender, and caste determines how she will be heard in the process of
justice. Further, intersectionality also influences how a woman will approach gender justice or
whether she will continue her fight for justice. For instance, due to the living realities of the
survivors, who are economically dependent on their husbands, they find it difficult to raise their
voices against GBV. In such cases, women’s court members also face limitations by the social and
economic constraints of the survivors to aspire for justice in cases of GBV.

Further, the application of the subaltern perspective reveals how socio-political and socioeconomic
processes produce conditions of oppression for GBV survivors and women's court members when
they engage in gender justice-related work. Our findings reveal that for a marginalized woman,
the formal judicial system is inaccessible, and in such situations, a victim who is at the margin due
to her lack of knowledge of grammar and the vocabulary of law remains a silent sufferer. In such
cases, the women's courts facilitate a victim to approach the law and work as a support system.
Compared to the formal justice system, women's courts are found to be inexpensive and accessible;

however, the burden of persuasion on the part of the survivor does not go away in the justice
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system of the women's court either. And when the cases demand the women's court to approach
the formal justice system, the marginalized women face helplessness to persuade themselves to
meet the expectations of their multiple stakeholders (for example, the police or court) in a case of
violence. The persuasion paradox further discourages a GBV survivor from coming forward to
raise her voice against violence.

Moreover, our findings uncover various post-administrative realities that a woman has to go
through after an episode of violence and engagement with police or court due to her intersectional
positionality. While the social, cultural, and economic expectations limit a woman from seeking
justice, in the aftermath of violence, the survivors again have to face a struggle to make ends meet,
and in such a situation, a lack of relief and support from the state and local bodies further
marginalizes her position. Spivak (1988) asserted that marginalized women lack the exercise of
their agency to raise their voices, and they lack a platform to be heard and understood in the manner
in which they want to be understood. In such situations, their voices often get misrepresented and
replaced by the voices of the powerful. In the context of GBV and gender justice-related works of
the women's court, we found how the voices of marginalized women get silenced by the
interlocking systems of patriarchy, casteism, capitalism, and bureaucratic justice. The
intersectional inequalities constrain marginal women from seeking justice, and often their voices
are silenced and replaced by the voices of the powerful. Further, the lack of funding for
organizations to fight against violence indicates how lesser economic resources create obstacles
for them to intervene in GBV prevention. While the findings of our dissertation are not
generalizable to all Global South nations, the context of India being a developing country in South
Asia having various socioeconomic constraints, colonial past, and gendered laws illustrates the

challenges faced by organizations with fewer resources compared to the developed nations. The
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challenges in accessing gender justice may help to reflect on how postcolonial Global South
countries are characterized by microforms of violence because of the underpinnings of structural

and systematic inequalities that are caused by the hegemony of the West.

7.1.b. Performativity in Gender Justice

In the second essay, “Performativity in Restorative Justice and Women'’s Court’s Work”, we
presented five prototype cases of GBV based on the narratives of women to discuss the
performativity aspect of GBV prevention work and the restorative approach. The analysis shows
a strong relationship between performative regulations and GBV, complex manifestations of
performativity in caste-gender relationships, and reinforcement of performative regulations
through restorative justice. Based on Butler's (1990) perspective on performativity, we explored
performativity in the GBV prevention work in three ways: 1) the relationship between gender
performance and violence, ii) intersectional performative regulations of caste and gender
regulations, and iii) performativity as a source of emancipation as well as imprisonment:

Our findings demonstrate that GBV is rooted in gendered power relations and has a direct
relationship with performative regulations, as it is directed against a person based on their
perceived inability to perform gender regulations or hegemonic masculinity. In such cases, when
a person deviates from the performative expectations that are imposed upon her, she has to
experience violence or the threat of violence. Our findings show such performative expectations
from both men and women. Men, when seen as failing to perform hegemonic masculinity, are
subject to ridicule by other men in society. Likewise, when a woman is found to be failing to be

submissive, she encounters violence.
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Further, our findings demonstrate that intersectional performative expectations determine what is
appropriate for an individual based on her intersectional social position in society. Intersectional
performativity further imposes implicit caste and gender regulations, especially for women who
belong to disadvantaged castes. Along with gender performativity, when caste performativity
intersects, it further exacerbates barriers for marginalized women to raise their voices against
GBV.

Nevertheless, performativity can be seen in a positive light as well. Especially the engagement of
women's courts and their involvement in GBV cases, which go against the dominant gender norms,
demonstrates performativity that is not submissive. Organizing women into a group as court
members challenges the patriarchal idea of justice, that justice can only be governed by men.
However, our finding also reveals that women's courts' decisions can sometimes be seen as
complex and paradoxical as the engagement of women's courts in GBV cases and their application
of restorative justice sometimes reproduce and reinforce the patriarchal performative regulations
that they originally aimed to challenge. While they aim to facilitate survivors in approaching
justice, the women's court is bound by institutional and socioeconomic factors in making decisions.
The lack of institutional support for GBV survivors' rehabilitation and the socioeconomic realities
of survivors impose constraints on the women's court while looking for solutions in GBV cases.
In 32 cases registered with the court, we found such dichotomies in three cases, which we
attempted to discuss in Essay 2. Various judgments in the GBV cases demonstrate disciplining
gender behaviors and imposing appropriating norms in heterosexual frameworks of marriage. In
such cases, the women's courts also become a disciplinary institution that appropriates gender
behaviors in heterosexual relationships. The application of the gender performativity lens in the

study enables us to reveal how performativity is inseparable from GBV prevention work.
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Considering the interrelationship, how it would be possible for women's court members and

survivors to gain emancipation within the performative regulations remains a question.

7.1.c. Feminist Solidarity for Gender Justice

Our third essay, “Feminist Organizing of Women's Court's Work,” demonstrates how feminist
solidarity plays an important role in organizing women's court's work in fighting against GBV.
The essay builds on the literature on feminist solidarity practices by acknowledging non-Western
and intersectional feminist engagements with solidarity and resistance. The solidarity among the
members comes from their collective vulnerability as women who encounter GBV in their daily
lives. Further, the sense of solidarity motivates them to mobilize themselves into a collective to
fight against GBV cases. Working together against all odds, such as working on a voluntary basis
without any monetary incentives, bargaining with powerful stakeholders such as police or local
leaders to intervene in GBV cases, and challenging the existing patriarchal and caste structures in
society through holding their meetings in villages to prioritize the voice of survivors of GBV,
exemplify their commitment for solidarity to work against GBV. Our findings also show how the
sense of solidarity acts as an empowering engagement for the women's court members. When
solidarity is based on collective vulnerability, coming together to fight against their state of
helplessness empowers them. Further, their act of solidarity acts as a binding factor for women’s
court members and a support system for survivors, which helps them come forward to raise their
voices against violence and recraft a life of dignity and empowerment.

Moreover, the study demonstrates the various strategies and tactics adopted by the women's court,
which helps them organize themselves to fight against GBV and to achieve support from their

stakeholders. When women's court members come from the same community, which imposes
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social and cultural barriers to speaking against violence, their coming out from their own
limitations and their desire to help other women require a lot of courage and emotional extensions.
In such scenarios, when they apply various strategies with the ethics of feminist care to engage
with stakeholders, it helps them pursue their goals. Hence, based on the situation, they use the
threat of the law and higher authority or engage in collaborative dialogues with stakeholders. These
tactics help them to present themselves as an informed and aware institution of women so that the
stakeholders take their concerns seriously. On the other hand, engagement with stakeholders
through collaborative dialogues helps the women's court to explore long-term and systematic
solutions for GBV issues. In such cases, the sense of belongingness as a women collective helps
them to pursue their objectives. Solidarity further enables them to showcase their resistance against
oppression through different infrapolitics and activism practices. The Resistance Matrix (discussed
in Chapter 6), followed by the women's court, demonstrates various individual-level and
collective-level practices with which they engage on a daily basis. The four quadrants of the
matrix—individual infrapolitics, collective infrapolitics, insubordination, and insurrection—
demonstrate various overt and covert resistance strategies. These varied practices represent various
tactics adopted by feminist organizations when they engage in challenging the existing patriarchal

social systems.

7.2. CONTRIBUTION TO THE THEORY

The dissertation builds on postcolonial and southern feminist studies by exploring challenges in
GBYV work in India (Chamorro et al., 2023; Doshi, 2023; Lewis & Mills, 2003; Mohanty, 2015).
In doing this, we extend the literature on intersectionality, subalternity, gender performativity, and

feminist solidarity. The first essay, "Challenges in Accessing Gender Justice," discusses the
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challenges faced by women in accessing gender justice through subalternity and intersectionality
lenses. While the subaltern perspective enables us to examine various forms of marginalization
faced by women's court members and survivors in fighting against violence, the intersectionality
lens reveals how power differentials create barriers for women to access justice and for women's
court members in intervening in GBV. We analyze the ability of the women's court and survivors
of gender-based violence to express their opposition to violence from a subaltern perspective.
Previous research has examined various aspects of GBV law and culture, intersectionality in
workplace resistance, women's self-organizing, and women in entrepreneurial spaces and their
socio-political change through the lens of postcolonial feminism (Alkhaled, 2021; Jamjoom &
Mills, 2023; Lwatula, 2019; Raman, 2020). We extended the literature by applying subaltern
theory to explain challenges in GBV work. We further investigated the impact of intersectionality
on GBV prevention efforts. The intersectionality lens helps us understand how inequality of power
based on the intersection of social identities, such as gender, caste, or class, can obstruct access to
gender justice for survivors as well as practitioners. The subaltern perspective and intersectionality
lenses further allow us to examine the issues of GBV from a non-essentialist standpoint. These
analyses add to the body of knowledge on feminist analysis of violence (Acker, 1995; 2012;
Connell, 2019) and examine the difficulties faced by practitioners in GBV work. The strategies
used by the women's court and their resistance typology build on the literature on feminist
solidarity practices by acknowledging non-Western and intersectional feminist engagements.

The second essay, “Performativity in Restorative Justice and Women'’s Court’s Work” on the other
hand, extends the literature on performativity in GBV. By analyzing the interrelationship between
performativity and GBV, we explore how performativity can lead to violence as well as how it can

be used to combat violence. In doing this, we add to the agentic performativity literature by
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discussing the role of the women’s court in GBV work (Ustiiner & Holt, 2007; Joy et al., 2015;
Nufiez Puente et al., 2015). Moreover, by employing the intersectional performativity framework
to analyze caste and gender oppressions against women, we investigate how performative
expectations differ according to an individual's intersectionality. (Derne et al., 2014; Fontanella-
Khan, 2014; Joy et al., 2015). Several previous studies have found that women belonging to
disadvantaged castes face an increased vulnerability to violence (Derne et al., 2014; Fontanella-
Khan, 2014; Joy et al., 2015). In this study, we explored the intersectional limits in performative
work by discussing caste and gender regulations on individuals, which indicates that even if in
agentic performativity, the choices of women are restricted by socio-cultural and socio-economic
boundaries or limits such as by caste, class, and gender (Sen, 2007; Menon, 2012). Our analysis
further adds to the performativity literature by showing how the performative engagement of
women's courts through the restorative justice approach can be emancipatory as well as
imprisoning for women at the same time. We discuss the disciplinary aspects of the women’s
court’s application of the restorative approach and how it can create limitations in achieving gender
justice. Foucauldian framework has been used in the past to explore restorative surveillance in
school discipline (Lustick, 2017). In this essay, we extend the understanding of the limitations of
the restorative approach by discussing women’s courts' application of this approach and its
concerns related to the reinforcement of gender regulations and surveillance.

Finally, the third essay, "Feminist Organizing of Women's Court's Work," contributes to the
postcolonial and feminist solidarity theories by discussing the role of solidarity in GBV prevention.
The various strategies used by the women's court and their resistance typology add to the literature
on feminist solidarity in practice and affective solidarity in feminist work (Cullen & Murphy, 2017;

Russell et al., 2018; Smolovi¢ Jones et al., 2021; Mohanty, 2003; Segal, 2017; Vachhani & Pullen,
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2019; Weatherall, 2020; Wickstrom et al., 2021). While the intersectional marginalization and
vulnerabilities of women in the Global South countries require non-western approaches to combat
GBYV issues (Vachhani & Pullen, 2019; Wickstrom et al., 2021), the feminist engagement with
solidarity, which comes from the collective vulnerability of women (Mandalaki & Fotaki, 2020),
gives the women's court members a sense of empowerment. Their engagement with solidarity
facilitates women to reimagine their lives with dignity and recraft an empowered version of their
lives. This study also brings insights into the activism of feminist organizations in fighting GBV
(Mohanty, 2015; Vachhani & Pullen, 2019). It extends the scholarship on decolonial feminist
studies (Manning, 2016; Girei, 2017; Weatherall, 2020) by discussing the practices of solidarity
of'the women’s court in GBV prevention, through which they challenge the idea of colonial justice
(Asadullah, 2021; Weatherall, 2020; Wilcox et al., 2021). Moreover, the chapter brings insights
into intersectional feminist engagement (Mohanty, 2003; Ozkazanc-Pan, 2019) by discussing
collective strategies of women's courts in confronting inequality. This chapter discusses how
solidarity is crafted by women’s court members having intersectional differences in their

experiences with communicative engagements—dialogues of solidarity (Dean, 1998).

7.3. CONTRIBUTION TO PRACTICE

The study has a significant contribution to make to practice. While the rate of GBV cases has been
increasing over the years, the interventions to prevent GBV have not been entirely successful yet.
The study examines the struggles faced by ground-level practitioners in GBV prevention. While
some struggles they face as a result of economic, social, and systematic inequities, which have
colonial roots, the cultural barriers further create challenges for practitioners in intervening in GBV

cases. The dissertation shows that the unique conditions of India as a third-world country impose
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complex challenges in GBV prevention work, and to combat GBV, special attention from
policymakers is needed. While GBV is a global phenomenon, the cases are significantly higher in
the Global South countries, and for this reason, the intervention approaches that worked well in
Western countries do not suit the context of the Global South countries. In these countries, creating
support groups for intervening in GBV cases is even more difficult as people have less access to
economic and social resources. The history of colonialism has had a further influence on the
socioeconomic participation and mobility of women in these countries. This study brings insights
into the perspectives of the survivors and their post-administrative realities in GBV cases. Further,
the study uncovers some ground realities and challenges faced by organizations that aim to prevent
violence and brings insights into performative activism by feminist organizations. The findings
can help such feminist/alternative organizations explore their own resistance strategies to fight
against gender inequality. Here are a few points that require attention from policymakers,
government, civil society organizations, and practitioners in GBV interventions:

Considering the unique context of the country, GBV needs to be approached systematically with
a collaborative approach among all stakeholders. The government and policymakers play a very
important role here. Our study reveals various systematic and structural limitations in the justice
system that demotivate GBV survivors to come forward and fight against GBV. The insensitivity
of police departments, the long bureaucratic process of the formal courts, and the lack of economic
support discourage women from raising their voices against violence. Policies to promote
intersectional sensitivity among the various stakeholders and practitioners can make the justice
system more approachable for women.

The fact that there is less funding for organizations in the Global South that work in the gender

equality domain indicates how the marginalization of organizations with feminist agendas takes
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place in the power politics of institutional funding. As pointed out by Grosser (2016), women-led
NGOs that work on gender equality receive marginal attention from corporations. In our study, we
found the economic struggles of the women's court, as they have to work voluntarily and depend
on their own limited resources to intervene in GBV cases. There is no central funding for women's
courts at present, and the institutional funding under the Mahila Samakhya program is no longer
available. In most parts of India, women's courts are run on a voluntary basis with the help of some
local NGOs and women's federations (Vatuk, 2013). In such realities, women’s courts always face
funding crises to intervene in cases. Institutional funding can enable women’s courts to function
in more effective ways without having concerns about fund crises.

Again, the history of oppression of women and of women's bodies as part of colonial projects has
a long-lasting impact on women in third-world countries, and neo-colonialism in such a context is
marginalizing women in these countries further. For instance, the condition of women in the global
value chain in the Global South countries is vulnerable due to extreme exploitation by Western
MNCs (Ozkazanc-Pan, 2019). Moreover, while women are perceived to be more vulnerable to
poverty than men in developing and underdeveloped countries (Rao, 2006), the increasing cases
of GBV impact women's participation in the workforce as well. Many studies in the past have
pointed out that gender-based restrictions and violence are often the reasons for the lower
participation of women in the workforce (Paul, 2016). Many a time, due to a lack of education and
personal property, women could not make a choice for their livelihood and decided to stay in such
abusive marriages (Panda & Agarwal, 2005; Lutenbacher et al., 2003). Considering such
challenges, gender policies need to consider the limitations of women. These limitations also
impact the livelihood choices for women and limitations in employability; hence, policies for

interventions need a gender-integrative approach.
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Our study further demonstrates that current practices and attempts to prevent GBV need
intersectional sensitivity in their approach. Gender policies need to accommodate the intersectional
needs and subjectivities of GBV survivors and community workers. Preventing GBV needs
collaborative engagement from the government, police, courts, local bodies, and community
workers. In this regard, intersectional sensitivity training for stakeholders can help promote and
strengthen inclusiveness. Further, the capacity building of organizations and community workers
that work in the area of GBV prevention also needs attention from policymakers and practitioners.
Intersectional sensitivity also needs to be incorporated into policy analysis to promote the

accountability of stakeholders in GBV cases.
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8. LIMITATION, FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTION AND CONCLUSION

This dissertation explores the challenges in GBV prevention work from the perspective of
practitioners and GBV survivors, as well as the role of solidarity in preventing GBV. Further, the
dissertation uncovers the performative aspects of gender justice-related work and the limitations
of the restorative approach to gender justice. The study builds on feminist organizing for gender
justice literature (Acker, 1995; 2012) and responds to the call for scholarly attention in the area of
gender and violence-related work and decolonial engagements in the Global South (Wilcox et al.,
2021; Nascimento et al., 2022).

Our inquiry finds that survivors of GBV face different crises in their lives in the aftermath of
violence. In such a scenario, women's courts serve as a support system for the survivors, assisting
them in regaining their dignity, confidence, and sense of agency. Survivors of GBV require
solidarity, empathy, and courage to reclaim their lives. With the support of the women's court, they
gain optimism for their futures. The Women's Court's establishment as a feminist organization is
in and of itself a revolutionary act by which they express their opposition to the caste-, class-, and
patriarchy-based established systems in the neoliberal world.

The imagination of justice is possible only if there is a possibility to see oneself as a social actor
or if there is a possibility to build the narrative of empowerment in the discourse of violence. In
such cases, women's courts play a significant role in empowering survivors to regain themselves
and recraft their narrative of empowerment, however we found that the lack of intersectional
sensitivity among stakeholders and the living realities of survivors create hurdles in achieving their
goals. Preventing GBV needs collaborative engagement from the government, police, courts, local
bodies, and community workers. Intersectional sensitivity among the various stakeholders can

make the justice system more approachable for women. Feminist perspective on GBV prevention
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accounts for gender socialization and structural inequities. Hence, various prevention interventions
such as economic, social, and policy approaches need to accommodate intersectionality views in

practice.

8.1.Limitations and Future Research Direction

This study is not free from limitations. While my attempt was to interview all beneficiaries of the
women’s court, out of a total of thirty-two beneficiaries, I could only interview ten women. A few
women were not available at the location during our field study, while for other beneficiaries, |
did not approach them considering the sensitivity of the cases, as discussing their cases of violence
at home at that time could have aggravated the situation and their relationship with their in-laws.
Hence, I interviewed only ten beneficiaries in consultation with the women’s court members.
Further, we attempted to study intersectionality. However, due to a lack of participants other than
Hindu and Sarna (followed by 3 Santhal women), we could not explore the influence of religion-
based restrictions on GBV. Further, our sample is comprised of people from the Scheduled Tribes
and Other Backward Classes categories only. The only case from the Scheduled Castes registered
in the women's court was a murder case of a minor girl, where the family wanted support from the
women's court to pressure the police to do the investigation. Considering the sensitivity of the case,
we could not interview the family. Future research can be directed towards studying the
intersectionality of these identities, as these intersectionalities may create varied experiences for
women in GBV work.

Moreover, of the 32 cases that have been filed in the women's court, all of them are from
traditionally oppressed categories (OBCs and STs). The demography of the block (data collection

cite) comprised 31.73% ST and 6.59% SC populations. We acknowledge that the dynamics of
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GBYV can be different in non-oppressed castes (general category) as well as in non-working-class
women and women in urban demographics. In the future, these contexts can also be explored to
study GBV intervention and ADR mechanisms for women who do not belong to oppressed
groups.

Further, GBV in different contexts within India may have different dynamics. For example, in
India, a few communities follow matrilineal practices (e.g., Khasi and Garo in Meghalaya, Ezhava
in Kerela, and Bunt and Billava in Karnataka). We found mixed literature on the relationship
between women's possession of assets (matrilineal) and the IPV they face (Kelkar et al., 2015;
Kelkar et al., 2020). Moreover, previous studies say that gender roles are not necessarily different
in matrilineal societies. For example, "women do not seek leadership in either politics or religion...
the Khasi have never had queens, only kings, and all priests are male” (Laird, 1995; p. 6). In the
future, these matrilineal societies can be considered to explore how GBV operates in such societies

and what challenges people face in GBV interventions in such societies.

8.2.Conclusion

This dissertation delves into the critical realm of GBV through the lens of postcolonial feminism,
aiming to unravel the challenges in accessing gender justice by GBV survivors and women's court
members, performativity aspects in gender justice work of women's court, and feminist organizing
of women's court for GBV prevention. Through interviews with survivors, women court members,
and community stakeholders, a comprehensive understanding of the different dimensions of GBV
work has emerged. The research process has enabled me to comprehend the complexities of GBV
prevention work and to adopt a non-essentialist viewpoint when examining GBV issues. I also

acknowledge that in addition to its scholarly contributions, this research has significantly
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influenced my personal beliefs and perspectives on gender justice. The requirement of ethical
engagement with participants while conducting the research influenced me both personally and
professionally. Further, the process helped me to be more transparent and accountable in my
research practices. As I look to the future, I am committed to continuing my research journey in
gender equality-related domains, incorporating the insights gained from this dissertation.
Furthermore, the knowledge acquired on social and institutional forces in addressing GBV and
intersectional vulnerabilities of marginalized groups to face such a crisis will be helpful for me to
incorporate my research learning into classroom discussions in the future as an educator. I express
my gratitude and acknowledge the support from all participants in the study for their invaluable

contributions to this research.

183



REFERENCES

184



Acker, J. 1995. Feminist goals and organizing processes. Feminist organizations: Harvest of the

new women’s movement, 137-144.

Acker, J. 2006. Inequality regimes: Gender, class, and race in organizations. Gender & Society,

20(4): 441-464.

Acker, J. 2012. Gendered organizations and intersectionality: Problems and possibilities.

Equality, Diversity and Inclusion: An International Journal, 31(3): 214-224.

Agnes, F. 1995. State, gender and rhetoric of law reform. Bombay: SNDT University Research

Centre for Women’s Studies.
Ahmad, A. 2019. Living a feminist life. Contemporary Political Theory, 18(2): 125-128.

Ahmed, S. 2016. Introduction. Bringing feminist theory home. In Living a Feminist Life (pp. 1-
18). Duke University Press.

Alkhaled, S. 2021. Women's entrepreneurship in Saudi Arabia: Feminist solidarity and political
activism in disguise?. Gender, Work & Organization, 28(3): 950-972.

Andrews, M., Sclater, S. D., Squire, C., Tamboukou, M., Seale, C., Gobo, G., ... & Silverman, D.
2004. Narrative Research (pp. 109-124). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Asadullah, M. 2021. Decolonization and Restorative Justice: A Proposed Theoretical

Framework. Decolonization of Criminology and Justice, 3(1): 27-62.

Attride-Stirling, J. 2001. Thematic networks: an analytic tool for qualitative research. Qualitative

Research, 1(3): 385-405.

Awasthy, R. 2015. Journey of doing quasi-ethnographic study in organizations. Vision, 19(3):
219-226.

Bandali, A. Z. 2020. Who cares? A lack of self-care for women in the non-profit/non-

governmental sector. Gender, Work & Organization, 27(2) 236-250.

Banerjee, P., & Connell, R. 2018. Gender theory as Southern theory. Handbook of the Sociology
of Gender, 57-68.

185



Banerjee, P., Khandelwal, C., & Sanyal, M. 2022. Deep care: The COVID-19 pandemic and the
work of marginal feminist organizing in India. Gender, Work & Organization, DOI:

10.1111/gwao.12857

Barrie, H. 2020. No One Is Disposable: Towards Feminist Models of Transformative Justice.

Journal of Law and Social Policy, 33 (4): 65-92.
Bates, L. 2018. Misogynation: The true scale of sexism. London: Simon and Schuster.

Bhat, M., & Wodda, A. 2013. Legal responses to sexual violence: A review of court systems in
India. In Unnithan, N. P. (Eds.), Crime and justice in India, 269-299. SAGE Publications

India.

Bott, S., Morrison, A., & Ellsberg, M. 2005. Preventing and responding to gender-based
violence in middle and low-income countries: a global review and analysis. Washington,

DC: World Bank.

Bourdieu, P., & Passeron, J. C. 1990. Reproduction in Education, Society and Culture, Vol. 4.
Sage.

Braun, V., & Clarke, V. 2006. Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qualitative Research in
Psychology, 3(2): 77-101.

Brickell, C. 2005. Masculinities, performativity, and subversion: A sociological reappraisal. Men

and masculinities, 8(1), 24-43.

Brislin, R. W. 1970. Back-translation for cross-cultural research. Journal of Cross-Cultural

Psychology, 1(3): 185-216.

Buch, E. D., & Staller, K. M. 2007. 'The feminist practice of ethnography’ in Hesse-Biber, SN
(Ed.) Feminist research practice: A primer, pp. 187-221. London: Sage.

Bull, M., Carrington, K., & Vitis, L. 2020. Gender-based violence: Case studies from the Global
South. In The Emerald handbook of feminism, criminology and social change. Emerald

Publishing Limited.

186



Burke, M. C., Amaya, B., & Dillon, K. 2020. Sex trafficking as structural gender-based violence:
Overview and trauma implications. The Palgrave international Handbook of human

trafficking, 451-465.

Butalia, U., Murthy, L., & Singh, N. 2016. “An Introduction”, in Undoing impunity: Speech after
sexual violence, edited by V. Geetha. Zubaan: New Delhi.

Butler, J. 1988. Performative acts and gender constitution: An essay in phenomenology
and feminist theory. Theatre Journal, 40(4): 519-531.

Butler, J. 1990. Gender trouble: Feminism and the subversion of identity. Routledge.

Butler, J. 2009. Giving an account of oneself. Fordham University Press.

Butler, J. 2016. Rethinking vulnerability and resistance. Vulnerability in Resistance, 12-27.

Byrne, D. C., & Imma, Z. E. 2019. Why ‘Southern Feminisms’?. Agenda, 33(3), 2-7.

Campbell, R. 1998. The community response to rape: Victims’ experiences with the legal,
medical, and mental health systems. American Journal of Community Psychology, 26(3):
355-379.

Carrington, K., Hogg, R., & Sozzo, M. 2016. Southern criminology. British Journal of
Criminology, 56(1): 1-20.

Chakravarti, U. 1993. Conceptualising Brahmanical patriarchy in early India: Gender, caste,
class and state. Economic and Political Weekly, 579-585.

Chakravarti, U. 2018. Gendering caste: Through a feminist lens. Sage Publications Pvt. Limited.

Chakravarti, U. 2020. From the home to the borders: Violence against women, impunity and
resistance. Social Change, 50(2): 199-214.

Chaudhuri, M. 2012. “Feminism in India: The Tale and Its Telling.” Revue Tiers Monde, 209(1):
19-36.

Cheng, C. E. 1996. Masculinities in organizations. Sage Publications.

Chowdhury, R., & Ahmad, F. 2023. 3 The Continued Silencing of Gayatri Spivak’s Subaltern.
Postcolonial Feminism in Management and Organization Studies: Critical Perspectives

from India, Pakistan, and Bangladesh. Taylor & Francis.

Collins, P. H. 2002. Black feminist thought: Knowledge, consciousness, and the politics of

empowerment. Routledge.

187



Connell R. W. 1987. Gender and Power. Palo Alto, CA: Stanford University Press.
Connell R. W. 1995. Masculinities. Berkeley: University of California Press.
Connell, R. 2000. The men and the boys. University of California Press.

Connell, R. 2003. Men, gender and the state. In Erve, S. and Johansson, T. (eds) Among Men:
Moulding Masculinities, vol. 1, pp. 15-28. Aldershot: Ashgate

Connell, R. 2019. New maps of struggle for gender justice: Rethinking feminist research on

organizations and work. Gender, Work & Organization, 26(1): 54-63.

Connell, R. W. 2004. Gender and the State. The Blackwell Companion to Political Sociology,
117-126.

Connell, R. W., & Messerschmidt, J. W. 2005. Hegemonic masculinity: Rethinking the
concept. Gender & Society, 19(6): 829-859.

Costas, J., & Grey, C. 2019. Violence and organization studies. Organization Studies, 40(10):
1573-1586.

Crenshaw, K. 1989. Demarginalizing the intersection of race and sex: A black feminist critique
of antidiscrimination doctrine, feminist theory and antiracist politics. University of

Chicago Legal Forum. 139-167.

Cunneen, C. 2002. Restorative justice and the politics of decolonization. In E. G. M.
Weitekamp & H. -J. Kerner (Eds.) Restorative justice: Theoretical foundations, 32-49.
Willan.

Cunningham, P., Drumwright, M. E., & Foster, K. W. 2019. Networks of complicity: social
networks and sex harassment. Equality, Diversity and Inclusion: An International

Journal, 40(4): 392-409.

D’Souza, R. C., & Marti, I. 2022. Organizations as spaces for caring: A case of an anti-

trafficking organization in India. Journal of Business Ethics, 177(4): 829-842.

188



Daly, K. 2002. Restorative justice: The real story. Punishment & Society, 4(1): 55-79.

Daly, K., & Stubbs, J. 2006. Feminist engagement with restorative justice. Theoretical
Criminology, 10(1): 9-28.

Dash, P. P. 2021. Feminism and Its Discontents: Punishing Sexual Violence in India. Indian

Journal of Gender Studies, 28(1): 7-28.

Davies, S. E., & True, J. 2015. Reframing conflict-related sexual and gender-based violence:

Bringing gender analysis back in. Security Dialogue, 46(6): 495-512.

de Jong, S., & Mascat, J. M. 2016. Relocating subalternity: scattered speculations on the
conundrum of a concept. Cultural studies, 30(5): 717-729.

Dean, J. 1998. Feminist solidarity, reflective solidarity: Theorizing connections after identity

politics. Women & Politics, 18(4), 1-26.

Decker, M. R., Holliday, C. N., Hameeduddin, Z., Shah, R., Miller, J., Dantzler, J., & Goodmark,
L. 2020. Defining justice: Restorative and retributive justice goals among intimate

partner violence survivors. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 0886260520943728.

DeKeseredy, W. S., & Hall-Sanchez, A. 2018. Male violence against women in the global south:
What we know and what we don’t know. The Palgrave handbook of criminology and the
global south, 883-900.

Demetriou, D. Z. 2001. Connell's concept of hegemonic masculinity: A critique. Theory and

society, 30(3), 337-361.

Derne, S., Sharma, M., & Sethi, N. 2014. Structural changes rather than the influence of media:
People’s encounters with economic liberalization in India. In N. Mathur (Ed.), Consumer

culture, modernity, and identity. New Delhi: Sage India.

Doshi, V. (Ed.). 2023. Postcolonial Feminism in Management and Organization Studies:

Critical Perspectives from India, Pakistan, and Bangladesh. Taylor & Francis.

189



Ericsson, D., & Kostera, M. 2020. Alterethnography: Reading and writing otherness in
organizations. Gender, Work & Organization, 27(6), 1402-1417.

Farmer PE, Nizeye B, Stulac S, Keshavjee S. 2006. Structural violence and clinical medicine.
Plos Med., 3(10): e449.

Farmer PE. 2005. Pathologies of Power: Health, Human Rights, and the New War on the Poor.
Berkeley: University of California Press.

Ferrari, G., Torres-Rueda, S., Chirwa, E., Gibbs, A., Orangi, S., Barasa, E., ... & Vassall, A.
2022. Prevention of violence against women and girls: A cost-effectiveness study across
6 low-and middle-income countries. PLoS medicine, 19(3), e1003827.

Foucault, M. (1976). The history of sexuality, volume 1: An introduction. Pantheon Books.

Foucault, M. (1977). Discipline and punish: The birth of the prison. Vintage Books.

Gabel, P. 2008. Critical Legal Studies as a spiritual practice. Pepperdine Law Review, 36(6):
515-533.

Galtung, J. 1969. Violence, peace, and peace research. Journal of Peace Research, 6(3):167-191.
Galtung, J. 1990. Cultural violence. Journal of Peace Research, 27(3): 291-305.

Gangoli, G. 2016. Indian feminisms: Law, patriarchies and violence in India. Routledge.

Garcia-Moreno, C., Pallitto, C., Devries, K., Stockl, H., Watts, C., & Abrahams, N. 2013. Global
and regional estimates of violence against women: prevalence and health effects of

intimate partner violence and non-partner sexual violence. World Health Organization.
Geetha, V. 2016. Undoing impunity: Speech after sexual violence. Zubaan: New Delhi.

Gera, 1. 2022, March 25. Nearly half of Nirbhaya funds unutilised, Business Standard.
https://www.business-standard.com/article/economy-policy/nearly-half-of-nirbhaya-

funds-unutilised-shows-data-122032100809 1.html

Gill, A. 2018. Survivor-centered research: Towards an intersectional gender-based violence

movement. Journal of Family Violence, 33(8): 559-562.

190



Gill, A. K., & Harrison, K. 2013. Sentencing sex offenders in India: Retributive justice versus
sex-offender treatment programmes and restorative justice approaches. International

Journal of Criminal Justice Sciences, 8(2), 166.

Girel, E. 2017. Decolonising management knowledge: A reflexive journey as practitioner and

researcher in Uganda. Management Learning, 48(4): 453—470.
Gramsci, A. 1971. Selections from the prison notebooks. Lawrence and Wishart.

Gready, P., & Robins, S. 2014. From transitional to transformative justice: A new agenda for

practice. International Journal of Transitional Justice, 8(3): 339-361.

Greenberg, D., Clair, J. A., and Ladge, J. (2021), "A feminist perspective on conducting
personally relevant research: Working mothers studying pregnancy and motherhood at

work", Academy of Management Perspectives, 35(3): 400-417.

Griffiths, M. 2018. For speaking against silence: Spivak's subaltern ethics in the
field. Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers, 43(2): 299-311.

Grosser, K. 2016. Corporate social responsibility and multi-stakeholder governance: Pluralism,

feminist perspectives and women’s NGOs. Journal of Business Ethics, 137(1): 65-81.

Grosser, K., & McCarthy, L. 2019. Imagining new feminist futures: How feminist social
movements contest the neoliberalization of feminism in an increasingly corporate-
dominated world. Gender, Work & Organization, 26(8): 1100-1116.

Guha, R. (Ed.). 1989. Subaltern Studies VI: Writings on South Asian History (Vol. 6, p. 335).
Oxford University Press

Guha, R. 1997. Dominance without hegemony. History and power in colonial India. Harvard
University Press.

Guha, R., & Spivak, G. C. (Eds.). 1988. Selected subaltern studies. Oxford University Press.

Gulati, A., & Gulati, N. 2022. Medico-legal dimensions of the two-finger test. Third
Concept, 36(421): 34-37.

191



Hale, H. C. 2012. The role of practice in the development of military masculinities. Gender,

Work & Organization, 19(6): 699-722.

Hamby, S. 2017. On defining violence, and why it matters [Editorial]. Psychology of Violence,
7(2): 167-180.

Hasan, M. 2011. Our Perceptions Shape Our Attitudes: My Experience at Sunderpahari.
NewsReach, 20-28.

Heise L. 1998. An integrated, ecological framework. Violence Against Women, 4: 262-290.

Heise, L., Ellsberg, M., & Gottemoeller, M. 1999. Ending Violence Against Women. Population
Reports, 27(4): 1-44.

Heise, L., Ellsberg, M., & Gottmoeller, M. 2002. A global overview of gender-based violence.
International Journal of Gynecology & Obstetrics, 78: S5-S14.

Hembrom, A. G. 2021. Hul Tales: A Study of the Nineteenth Century Santali Oral
Narratives. Literary Oracle, 4(1): 25.

Hesse-Biber, S. N. (Ed.). 2013. Feminist research practice: A primer. Sage.

Hesse-Biber, S. N., & Leavy, P. 2006. The practice of qualitative research. Thousand Oaks, CA:
Sage.

Holvino, E. 2010. Intersections: The simultaneity of race, gender and class in organization

studies. Gender, Work & Organization, 17(3): 248-277.
hooks, b.1994. Outlaw Culture. New York: Routledge.

Ivancheva, M., Lynch, K., & Keating, K. 2019. Precarity, gender and care in the neoliberal
academy. Gender, Work & Organization, 26(4): 448-462.

Iyengar, S. 2007. The Interface between formal and informal systems of justice: a study of Nari
Adalats and caste Panchayats in Gujarat state, India. UNDP, Towards Inclusive
Governance: Prompting the Participation of Disadvataged Groups in Asia-Pacific, 103.

192



James, S., & Hetzel-Riggin, M. D. 2021. Campus Sexual Violence and Title IX: What is the
Role of Restorative Justice Now?. Feminist Criminology, 15570851211062643.

Jamjoom, L. A., & Mills, A. J. 2023. Narratives of workplace resistance: Reframing Saudi
women in leadership. Human Relations, 76(7): 955-989.

Joy, A., Belk, R., & Bhardwaj, R. 2015. Judith Butler on performativity and precarity:
Exploratory thoughts on gender and violence in India. Journal of Marketing

Management, 31(15-16): 1739-1745.
Kaba, M. 2012. Transformative justice. Prison Culture Blog, 12.

Kabeer, N., & Noponen, H. 2005. Social and economic impacts of PRADAN's self help group
microfinance and livelihoods promotion program: analysis from Jharkhand, India.
Research in Agriculture and Applied Economics, (Working Paper No. 1765-2016-
141591).

Kamble, B. 2008. Prisons We Broke, (Translated by Pandit M.). Orient Longman.

Karam, C., & Ghanem, M. 2019. Multilevel power dynamics shaping employer anti-sexual
harassment efforts in Lebanon. Equality, Diversity and Inclusion: An International

Journal, 40(4): 375-391.

Keddie, A. 2021. NGOs working for gender justice with boys and men: Exploring challenges of
accountability. Gender, Work & Organization, 28(4): 1461-1474.

Kelkar, G., Gaikwad, S., & Mandal, S. 2015. Women's asset ownership and reduction in gender-
based violence. Landesa & Heinrich Boll Foundation.

Kelkar, G., Gaikwad, S., & Mandal, S. 2020. Women's land ownership and its ramifications for
gender-based violence. working paper 4. GenDev: Centre for Research and Innovation,

Gurgaon, Haryana.

Kethineni, S., & Srinivasan, M. 2013. All-women police stations in Tamil Nadu and their focus
on crimes against women. In Unnithan, N. P. (Eds.), Crime and justice in India, 155-

175). SAGE Publications India.

193



Kethineni, S., Srinivasan, M., & Kakar, S. 2016. Combating violence against women in India:

Nari adalats and gender-based justice. Women & Criminal Justice, 26(4): 281-300.

Kim, M. E. 2021. Shifting the lens: An implementation study of a community-based and social

network intervention to gender-based violence. Violence Against Women, 27(2): 222-254.

Kishor, S., & Gupta, K. 2009. Gender equality and Women’s empowerment in India. National
Family Health Survey (NFHS-3), India, 2005-06. International Institute for Population
Sciences, 8: 19-21.

Laird, T. 1995. A woman's world-Meghalaya, India; matrilineal culture. Whole Earth Review, 1-
7.

Laster Pirtle, W. N., & Wright, T. 2021. Structural Gendered Racism Revealed in Pandemic
Times: Intersectional Approaches to Understanding Race and Gender Health Inequities in

COVID-19. Gender & Society, 35(2): 168-179.

Lata, L. N., Walters, P., & Roitman, S. 2021. The politics of gendered space: Social norms and
purdah affecting female informal work in Dhaka, Bangladesh. Gender, Work &
Organization, 28(1): 318-336.

Lazarus, N., 1994. “National consciousness and the specificity of (post)colonial intellectualism”.
In: Colonial discourse, postcolonial theory, edited by F. Barker, P. Hulme, and M.
Iversen, 197-220. Manchester: St. Martin’s.

Lewis, R. and Mills, S., 2003. Feminist postcolonial theory: A reader. Routledge.

Littler, J., & Rottenberg, C. 2021. Feminist solidarities: Theoretical and practical complexities.

Gender, Work & Organization, 28(3): 864-877.
Lloyd, D. 2014. Representation's Coup. Interventions, 16(1): 1-29.

Loomba, A.1993. "Dead women tell no tales: Issues of female subjectivity, subaltern agency and
tradition in colonial and post-colonial writings on widow immolation in India." In History

workshop, no. 36, pp. 209-227. Oxford University Press.

194



Lustick H. A. 2017. Administering discipline differently: A Foucauldian lens on restorative

school discipline, International Journal of Leadership in Education, 20(3): 297-311.

Lutenbacher, M., Cohen, A., & Mitzel, J. 2003. Do we really help? Perspectives of abused
women. Public Health Nursing, 20(1): 56-64.

Lwatula, M. 2019. Gender-based Violence in Zambia: A Post-colonial Feminist Critique.

University of Sussex.

Madhavan, S., Clark, S., & Hara, Y. 2018. Gendered emotional Support and Women’s Well-
Being in a low-income urban african Setting. Gender & Society, 32(6): 837-859.

Maggio, J. 2007. “Can the subaltern be heard?”: Political theory, translation, representation, and

Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak. Alternatives, 32(4): 419—443.

Maglione, G. 2019. The restorative justice apparatus: A critical analysis of the historical

emergence of restorative justice. Social & Legal Studies, 28(5): 650-674.

Mandal, S. 2014. The impossibility of marital rape: Contestations around marriage, sex, violence

and the law in contemporary India. Australian Feminist Studies, 29(81): 255-272.

Mandalaki, E., & Fotaki, M. 2020. The bodies of the commons: Towards a relational embodied
ethics of the commons. Journal of Business Ethics, 166(4): 745-760.

Manning, J. 2016. Constructing a postcolonial feminist ethnography. Journal of Organizational

Ethnography, 5(2): 90-105

Manning, J. 2018. Becoming a decolonial feminist ethnographer: Addressing the complexities of

positionality and representation. Management Learning, 49(3): 311-326.

Maroto, M., Pettinicchio, D., & Patterson, A. C. 2019. Hierarchies of categorical disadvantage:
Economic insecurity at the intersection of disability, gender, and race. Gender & Society,
33(1): 64-93.

McGranahan, C. 2018. Ethnography beyond method: The importance of an ethnographic

sensibility. Sites: a journal of social anthropology and cultural studies, 15(1).

195



Mehrotra, G. R., Kimball, E., & Wahab, S. (2016). The braid that binds us: The impact of
neoliberalism, criminalization, and professionalization on domestic violence work.
Journal of Women and Social Work, 31(2): 153-163.

Menon, N. 2012. Seeing like a feminist. Penguin UK.

Menon, N. 2014. A Uniform Civil Code in India: the state of the debate in 2014. Feminist
Studies, 40(2): 480-486.

Menon, N. 2015. Is feminism about 'women'? A critical view on intersectionality from
India. Economic and Political Weekly, 37-44.

Menon, R., & Bhasin, K. 2011. Abducted Women, the State and Questions of Honour.
Perspectives on modern South Asia: A reader in culture, history, and representation, 0,

119.

Menon, S. V., & Allen, N. E. 2018. The formal systems response to violence against women in

India: A cultural lens. American Journal of Community Psychology, 62(1-2): 51-61.

Michaud, J. 2013. The Politics of Representation and the Problem of Loyalties Within Feminist
Research: Revisiting The Position/Location of Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak’s “Native
Informant”. Studies in Political Economy, 91(1):159—184.

Miller, S. L., & Iovanni, L. 2013. Using restorative justice for gendered violence: Success with a

postconviction model. Feminist Criminology, 8(4): 247-268.

Mohanty, C. T. 1984. Under Western eyes: Feminist scholarship and Colonial
Discourses. Boundary 2, 12(3): 333-358.

Mohanty, C. T. 2003. “Under western eyes” revisited: Feminist solidarity through anticapitalist
struggles. Signs.: Journal of Women in Culture and Society, 28(2): 499-535.

Mohanty, C. T. 2015. Under Western Eyes: Feminist Scholarship and Colonial Discourses. In
Colonial Discourse and Post-colonial Theory. 196-220. Routledge.

Mondal, J. S., & Kumar, A. 2023. Female Dalit Voice and Intersectionality: A Study of Kalyani
Thakur Charal’s Autobiography Ami Keno Charal Likhi, Journal of Research in
Humanities and Social Science, 11(8), 74-79.

196



Montesanti, S. R. 2015. The role of structural and interpersonal violence in the lives of women: a
conceptual shift in prevention of gender-based violence. BMC Women's Health, 15(1): 1-
3.

Morrison, A., & Orlando, M. B. 2004. The costs and impacts of gender-based violence in
developing countries: Methodological considerations and new evidence. Washington,

DC: World Bank.
Morton, S. 2003. Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak. Routledge.

Mukherjee, C., Rustagi, P., & Krishnaji, N. 2001. Crimes against women in India: Analysis of
official statistics. Economic and Political Weekly, 4070-4080.

Muluneh, M. D., Stulz, V., Francis, L., & Agho, K. (2020). Gender based violence against
women in sub-Saharan Africa: a systematic review and meta-analysis of cross-sectional

studies. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(3), 903.

Mumby, D. K., Thomas, R., Marti, 1., & Seidl, D. 2017. Resistance redux. Organization Studies,
38(9): 1157-1183.

Murtagh, L. 2007. Implementing a Critically Quasi-Ethnographic Approach. Qualitative Report,
12(2): 193-215.

MWCD. 2022. Ministry of Women and Child Developemnt report on Nari Adalat.
https://pib.gov.in/PressReleaselframePage.aspx?PRID=1809709

Nanditha, N. 2022. Exclusion in# MeToo India: rethinking inclusivity and intersectionality in
Indian digital feminist movements. Feminist Media Studies, 22(7): 1673-1694.

Nascimento, R. P., de Moura, R. G., de Oliveira R. C. 2022. Call for papers Violence, Gender
and Work in the Global South in Gender, Work & Organization 12" Interdisciplinary
Conference 2022 A (de)colonial view beyond the borders.

Natarajan, M. 2005. Women police stations as a dispute processing system. Women & Criminal

Justice, 16(1-2): 87-106.

197



National Family Health Survey. 2021. NFHS-5, NFHS-4.
http://rchiips.org/nfths/factsheet NFHS-5.shtml

Nazneen, S., Hickey, S., & Sifaki, E. 2019. Negotiating gender equity in the Global South: The
politics of domestic violence policy (p. 262). Taylor & Francis.

NCRB, Ministry of Home Affairs. (2021). Crime in India 2020. NCRB.
https://ncrb.gov.in/sites/default/files/CI1%202020%20SNAPSHOTS%20STATES.pdf

Nufez Puente, S., Fernandez Romero, D., & Rubira Garcia, R. 2015. Online activism and subject
construction of the victim of gender-based violence on Spanish YouTube channels:
Multimodal analysis and performativity. European Journal of Women's Studies, 22(3):

319-333.

Ortner, S. B. 1995. Resistance and the problem of ethnographic refusal. Comparative Studies in
Society and History, 37(1): 173-193.

Ozkazanc-Pan, B. 2012, "Postcolonial feminist research: challenges and complexities", Equality,

Diversity and Inclusion, 31 (5/6): 573-591.

Ozkazanc-Pan, B. 2019. CSR as gendered neocoloniality in the Global South. Journal of
Business Ethics, 160(4): 851-864.

Ozkazanc-Pan, B. 2019. On agency and empowerment in a# MeToo world. Gender, Work &
Organization, 26(8): 1212-1220.

Paik, S. 2019. Dalit women’s agency and Phule-Ambedkarite feminism 1. In Dalit Feminist
Theory, 65-87. Routledge India.
Panda, P., & Agarwal, B. 2005. Marital violence, human development and women’s property

status in India. World development, 33(5): 823-850.

Park, A. S. 2016. Remembering the children: decolonizing community-based restorative justice

for Indian Residential Schools. Contemporary Justice Review, 19(4): 424-444.

Parry, B. 1987. Problems in current theories of colonial discourse. Oxford literary review, 9(1):

27—58.

198



Pathak, Z., & Rajan, R. S. 1989. Shahbano. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society,
14(3): 558-582.

Paul, S. 2016. Women’s labour force participation and domestic violence: Evidence from

India. Journal of South Asian Development, 11(2): 224-250.
Pawar, U. 2008. The Weave of My Life: a Dalit woman's memoirs. Columbia University Press.

Pawar, U. and Moon, M. 2008. We also made history: Women in the Ambedkarite Movement
(translated by Wandana Sonalkar). New Delhi: Zubaan.

Phadke, S. 2003. Thirty Years On: Women’s Studies Reflects on the Women’s Movement.
Economic and Political Weekly, 38(43): 4567-4576.

Phadke, S. 2013. Unfriendly bodies, hostile cities: Reflections on loitering and gendered public
space. Economic and Political Weekly, 48(39): 50-59.

Phadke, S. 2020. Defending frivolous fun: feminist acts of claiming public spaces in South Asia.
South Asia: Journal of South Asian Studies, 43(2): 281-293.

Potthoft, S. 2019. Interpretations of Justice: Conceptions of Family and Gender Justice at a Nari
Adalat (Women’s Court) in South India. Social & Legal Studies, 28(6): 755-773.
Prothrow-Stith D., Davis R. A. 2010. A public health approach to preventing violence. In Cohen
L., Chavez V., Chehimi S. (Eds.), Prevention is primary (pp. 323-350). San Francisco,

CA: Jossey-Bass.

Radhakrishnan, S., & Solari, C. 2015. Empowered women, failed patriarchs: Neoliberalism and
global gender anxieties. Sociology Compass, 9(9): 784-802.

Raj, T. K., & Chawla, C. 2019. A Feminist Critique of Indian Criminal Law. In The Asian
Yearbook of Human Rights and Humanitarian Law, 452-472. Brill Nijhoff.

Rajan, R. S. 2003. The scandal of the state: Women, law and citizenship in postcolonial India.

Duke University Press.

Raman, K. R. 2020. Can the Dalit woman speak? How ‘intersectionality’ helps advance

postcolonial organization studies. Organization, 27(2): 272-290.

199



Ranjan, S., & Srinivasan, M. 2013. Crimes against women in India. In Unnithan, N. P. (Eds.),

Crime and justice in India, 249-268. SAGE Publications India.

Rao, N. 2006. Land rights, gender equality and household food security: Exploring the
conceptual links in the case of India. Food Policy, 31(2): 180-193
Rao, S. V. 1991. Criminal Justice: Problems and Perspectives in India. Konark Publishers.

Rao, S., Indhu, S., Chopra, A., Nagamani, S. N., & Padaki, R. 2000. Domestic violence: A study

of organizational data. Domestic violence in India, 2: 15-24.

Rege, S. 1998. Dalit women talk differently: A critique of 'difference’ and towards a Dalit
feminist standpoint position. Economic and Political Weekly, WS39-WS46.

Rege, S. 2006. Writing caste/writing gender: Reading Dalit women's testimonios. New Delhi:
Zubaan.

Riach, G. 2017. An Analysis of Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak's Can the Subaltern Speak?. Taylor
& Fracis Group.

Rodriguez, L., Power, E., & Glynn, E. 2021. Introduction to domestic violence, abuse, and
coercive control for counselors: An evaluation of the impact of training. Gender, Work &

Organization, 28(2): 547-557.

Rosen, M. 1991. Coming to terms with the field: Understanding and doing organizational

ethnography. Journal of Management Studies, 28(1): 1-24.

Russell, S. G., Lerch, J. C., & Wotipka, C. M. 2018. The making of a human rights issue: a
cross-national analysis of gender-based violence in textbooks, 1950-2011. Gender &

Society, 32(5): 713-738.

Russo, N. F., & Pirlott, A. 2006. Gender-based violence: concepts, methods, and findings.
Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences. 1087: 178-205.

Schechter S. 1982. Women and male violence. Boston, MA: South End.

Schippers, M. 2007. Recovering the feminine other: Masculinity, femininity, and gender

hegemony. Theory and society, 36, 85-102.

200



Scholz, S. J. 2009. Feminist political solidarity. Feminist ethics and social and political

philosophy: Theorizing the non-ideal, 205-220.

Schwarz, C. 2021. Client care strategies, stressors, and solutions in frontline anti-trafficking

work. Gender, Work & Organization, 28(2): 523-546.

SECC. 2011. Socio Economic and Caste Census Report. https://secc.gov.in/

Segal, L. 2013. Today, Yesterday and Tomorrow: between rebellion and coalition building. In S.
Rowbotham, L. Segal & H. Wainwright (Eds.), Beyvond the fragments: feminism and the
making of socialism, Londres (pp. 65-102). Merlin.

Segal, L. 2017. Gender, power and feminist resistance. In Bodies, symbols and organizational

practice (pp. 227-244). Routledge.
Sen, A. 2007. Identity and violence: The illusion of destiny. Penguin Books India.
Sen, R. 2010. Law commission reports on rape. Economic and Political Weekly, 81-87.

Sen, R. 2020. Stay home, stay safe: Interrogating violence in the domestic sphere. Economic and

Political Weekly (Engage), 55(25).

Shefer, T. 2019. Activist performance and performative activism towards intersectional gender
and sexual justice in contemporary South Africa. International Sociology, 34(4): 418-

434.

Shepherd, D. A., Maitlis, S., Parida, V., Wincent, J., & Lawrence, T. B. 2022. Intersectionality in
intractable dirty work: How Mumbai ragpickers make meaning of their work and lives.

Academy of Management Journal, 65(5): 1680-1708

Smolovi¢ Jones, S., Winchester, N., & Clarke, C. 2021. Feminist solidarity building as embodied
agonism: An ethnographic account of a protest movement. Gender, Work &

Organization, 28(3): 917-934.

Spivak, G. 1985. Can the subaltern speak? Speculations on widow sacrifice. Wedge, 7, 120—130.

201



Spivak, G. C. 1988. Can the Subaltern Speak?. In Nelson. C., & Grossberg. L. (Eds.), In

Marxism and the interpretation of culture: 271-313. Urbana: University of Illinois Press.

Spivak, G. C. 2005. Scattered speculations on the subaltern and the popular. Postcolonial
studies, 8(4): 475-486.

Spivak, G.C. 1990. Criticism, feminism and the institution. [with Elizabeth Grosz]. In The Post-
Colonial Critic, pp. 1-16 (ed. Sarah Harasym). London: Routledge.

Srinivas, N. 2013. Could a subaltern manage? Identity work and habitus in a colonial

workplace. Organization Studies, 34(11): 1655-1674.

Stacey, J. 1988. Can there be a feminist ethnography?. Women'’s Studies International Forum,

11(1): 21-27.

Stewart, M. 2018. Racialized policing: Settler colonialism and justice. In M. Hurlbert (Ed.)

Pursuing justice: An introduction to justice studies (pp. 180- 198). Fernwood Publishing.

Storer, H. L., Casey, E. A., Carlson, J., Edleson, J. L., & Tolman, R. M. 2016. Primary
prevention is? A global perspective on how organizations engaging men in preventing

gender-based violence conceptualize and operationalize their work. Violence Against

Women, 22(2): 249-268.

Sunder Rajan, R. 2004. Rethinking law and violence: The domestic violence (prevention) bill in

India, 2002. Gender & History, 16(3): 769-793.

Thilagaraj, R., & Liu, J. (Eds.). 2017. Restorative justice in India: traditional practice and

contemporary applications. Cham: Springer International Publishing.

Thomas, M. P., & Tufts, S. 2020. Blue Solidarity: Police Unions, Race and Authoritarian
Populism in North America. Work, Employment and Society, 34(1): 126—144.

Toubiana, M., & Ruebottom, T. 2022. Stigma hierarchies: The internal dynamics of
stigmatization in the sex work occupation. Administrative Science Quarterly,

00018392221075344

202



Turner, H. A., Shattuck, A., Finkelhor, D., & Hamby, S. 2017. Effects of poly-victimization on
adolescent social support, self-concept, and psychological distress. Journal of

Interpersonal Violence, 32(5): 755-780.

UN Women. 2021. COVID-19 and violence against women: What the data tells us.

https://www.unwomen.org/en/news-stories/feature-story/2021/11/covid-19-and-violence-

against-women-what-the-data-tells-us

UNDP. 1995. Human Development Report 1995.
https://hdr.undp.org/sites/default/files/reports/256/hdr 1995 en_complete nostats.pdf

Unnithan, N. P. 2013. Crime and justice in India. SAGE Publications India.

Updegrove, A .H., & Muftic, L. R. 2018. Childhood polyvictimizaton, adult violent
victimization, and trauma symptomatology: An exploratory study of prostitution

diversion program participants. Journal of Family Violence, 34(8): 733-743.

Ustiiner, T., & Holt, D. B. 2007. Dominated consumer acculturation: The social construction of
poor migrant women's consumer identity projects in a Turkish squatter. Journal of

Consumer Research, 34(1): 41-56.

Vachhani, S. J., & Pullen, A. 2019. Ethics, politics and feminist organizing: Writing feminist
infrapolitics and affective solidarity into everyday sexism. Human Relations, 72(1): 23—

47.

Van Maanen, J. 1979. The fact of fiction in organizational ethnography. Administrative Science

Quarterly, 24(4): 539-550.

Vandana. 2020. Dalit girls and sexual harassment in the university. Indian Journal of Gender

Studies, 27(1): 33-54.

Varman, R., Goswami, P., & Vijay, D. (2018). The precarity of respectable consumption:
normalising sexual violence against women. Journal of Marketing Management, 34(11-

12): 932-964.

203



Vatuk, S. 2013. The “women's court” in India: an alternative dispute resolution body for women

in distress. The Journal of Legal Pluralism and Unofficial Law, 45(1): 76-103.

Vijay, D., Gupta, S., & Kaushiva, P. 2021. With the margins: writing subaltern resistance and
social transformation. Gender, Work & Organization, 28(2): 481-496.

Vindhya, U., & Lingam, L. 2019. Social action committees: community intervention to reduce

gender-based violence. Indian Journal of Gender Studies, 26(3): 263-287.

Ward, J., McMurray, R., & Sutcliffe, S. 2020. Working at the edge: Emotional labour in the
spectre of violence. Gender, Work & Organization, 27(1): 82-97.

Weatherall, R. 2020. Even when those struggles are not our own: Storytelling and solidarity in a

feminist social justice organization. Gender, Work & Organization, 27(4): 471-486.

WHO. 2014. Violence against women. Retrieved from_https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-

sheets/detail/violence-against-women

WHO. 2018. Violence against women prevalence estimates, 2018: global, regional and national
prevalence estimates for intimate partner violence against women and global and
regional prevalence estimates for non-partner sexual violence against women. Retrieved

from https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9789240022256

Wickstrom, A., Lund, R., Merildinen, S., Serensen, S. 0., Vachhani, S. J., & Pullen, A. 2021.
Feminist Solidarity: Practices, Politics and Possibilities. Gender, Work &
Organization, 28(3): 857-863.

Wilcox, T., Greenwood, M., Pullen, A., O’Leary Kelly, A., & Jones, D. 2021. Interfaces of
domestic violence and organization: Gendered violence and inequality. Gender, Work &

Organization, 28(2): 701-721.

Wilson, K. 2015. Towards a radical re-appropriation: Gender, development and neoliberal

feminism. Development and Change, 46(4): 803-832.

Woods, D. R., Benschop, Y., & van den Brink, M. 2021. What is intersectional equality? A

definition and goal of equality for organizations. Gender, Work & Organization.

204



World Bank 2019. Labor force participation rate, female (% of female population
agesl5+) (modeled ILO estimate). Retrieved from
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SL.TLF.CACT.FE.ZS

Yadav, D. V. 2017. ADR as a means of restorative justice in criminal justice system: An

analytical appraisal. International Journal of Law, 3(2): 59-61.

Yllo K. 2005. Through a Feminist Lens: Gender, Diversity, and Violence.: Extending the
Feminist Framework in Current Controversies on Family Violence. California: Sage

Publications.
Yllo K., Bograd M. 1988. Feminist perspectives on wife abuse. Newbury Park, CA: Sage.
Zehr, H. 1990. Changing lenses: A new focus for crime and justice. Herald press.
Zehr, H., & Gohar, A. 2003. The little book of restorative justice. Pennsylvania: Good Books.

Zembylas, M. 2018. Revisiting Spivak’s “Can the Subaltern Speak” through the lens of affect
theory: Can the subaltern be felt?. Qualitative Research Journal, 18(2): 115—127.

Zizek, S. 2008. Violence: Six sideways reflections. London: Profile Books.

205



ANNEXURE

206



(i) INTERVIEW/FGD PROTOCOL (In English)
Introduction

Thank you for your time and for agreeing to participate in the study. I am a Ph.D. candidate at the
Indian Intuition of Management Indore, and for my Ph.D. thesis data collection, I require your
participation in the study. The objective of the study is to explore challenges in gender-based
violence prevention work and the effectiveness of the restorative approach in preventing and
solving gender-based violence cases. I look for your participation in the interview/FGD, which

may take around 1-1.30 hours.

Our conversations in the interviews/FGD will be kept confidential, and any identity-revealing
information of yours will not be shared in the thesis and with any individual(s) or
institution(s)/organization(s). All analysis for the study will be done at an aggregate level and not

at the individual level.

As a participant to the study, you are not required to respond to all questions if you are not
comfortable; you always have the option not to respond to any of the questions. You also have the
option to leave the interviews/FGD at any point in time if you do not feel comfortable continuing

the conversation.
We require your consent to start the interview/FGD.

Please give your permission to audio record the interview/FGD); it will help in data transcription

and analysis in the future.

Part A (Interviews with the Women’s Court members)

1. Please share your journey of becoming a member of the women’s court.

2. Please share about your work at the women’s court.

3. Please share your experience of working on gender-based violence issues with the
women'’s court so far.

4. How do you see yourself at your home, locality, and society?
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10.
11.

12.
13.

14.
15.

How as a member of the women’s court, you have been seen by people in your home,
locality, and society.

Please share about different challenges that you have to face while working against gender-
based violence.

How do you engage with different stakeholders while working with the women’s court?
Please share your experience of working with different stakeholders.

How do you see your struggles (because of your gender, caste, religion, class, etc.) while
performing your work? Please share your experiences.

What are the different challenges that the women’s court as an institution has to face while
working in gender-based violence cases?

How do you help people when they approach for help?

How do you engage with the gender-based violence survivors? Please share your
experiences.

How do you see the success and failure of women’s courts interventions so far?
According to you, what are all the factors that limit or restrict women’s court's
work/interventions?

How do you see the future interventions of the women’s court?

What is your vision for the women’s court, and what all future planning do you have for

the women’s court?

Part B (Interviews with the beneficiaries of Women’s Court)

A R o

Please share your experience of approaching the women’s court for help.

How was your experience with the women’s court in your case, please share.

What were the facilitating factors that helped you to approach the women’s court?

If there were any limiting factors that restricted you from seeking help, please share.
How has the women’s court helped/ is helping you?

How do you see yourself after seeking help in your case?

How, as a beneficiary of women’s court, have you been seen by people in your home,
locality and society?

Please share positive or negative changes in your life after seeking help from the women’s

court.
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9.

10.
11.

12.

How do you see the work of women’s courts and the way they engage with various
stakeholders in solving cases?

How the women’s court can support/ could have supported more in your case?

Please share if there is anything you want to suggest for gender-based violence survivors
in seeking help.

Please share if there is anything you want to share more about your experiences.

Part C (FGDs with the Women's Court members)

1.

10.

How do you see the importance of your institution in gender-based violence prevention
work? Please share your experiences.

How do you engage in gender-based violence cases? Please share all different mediums
through which you reach women who need help?

Please share the process of resolving cases at your court.

What are the struggles faced by the women’s court in performing work? How does the
women’s court overcome the struggles?

How do different intersectionalities (of gender, caste, class, gender, religion, etc.) influence
your work?

What are the different struggles that you have to face while working with different
stakeholders like -police, court, survivors, perpetrators' families, etc.

What different strategies do you adopt in intervening cases?

What different strategies do you adopt to engage with different stakeholders in solving
gender-based violence cases?

How do you see the effectiveness of the women’s court in preventing and solving gender-
based violence cases?

What can be various enabling factors that can support your work? Please share your

expectations of support from different stakeholders.
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(i) TETPR/FGD NP (In Hindi)

gR=g

39k AT & Tl 3R 31ETTeT 7 797 ofetl & TIT TgA 8l o AT eregarg | # v HRAT Jaered
HEUTA G o e 3Y. o g| 7 oa 21, NAF & 3e7 Targ & [, 3raeht srefiery S 3maegehdr
€| JTHTS T 3T STST IR TEAT UhUTH 1 & AT T IETYT e 3R SisT e
& & AT &Y et IR Gol et H GoACUTTAIcHh T TOCRIT hT THTGRITCTAT T ITETAT e B
HST HIETTehR/FGD 3 JTehT efery Y 33i1e 8, Tres Sramstar 1-1.30 6 o7 Hehl £

HIEThRI/FGD H AN STcele &l NI @M ST, AR 3T 1S o TgaTel-GelldT STeTehi]
NTET 7 3R ThaT 3 caTFd T TEATH/ TS o TTU TS AT hT ST | 3TEITA o TorT T3 fageryor
HHIT TR R ThT S0 o foh eTfFd9TT TR aX|

3T & UIAAIE & ®9 H, I 39 ol 81 & Y 3! Fefl w2l a7 3aT &Y Y 3TaeTehar 7181 &;
3T 9T §ALT FRET 317 92T &I 30X o &f T Tadhed ¢ Afe 3T I SIRY 3T H Tgol Ae G
STel aXd & ol 3Tk aTd fohdl 81 HHT HIETTchR/FGD &l BISa & fashed ¢ B

§H AIETTCh/FGD Y& il o TIT 3TaehT Hg AT T 3Taredehall ¢ |

AT AT R/FGD o 33T Repis oiet T 31agafcl &; Ig o1fasar & Ser grafoherret 3R faeersor &
ACE LM
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T A (AT ST & TN F FIY WIETTHR)

1. o1 FARY JHETeAcl oh HEE Sofel i 379eT ITT HIST |

2. T FART 37eTelcl 3796l A & SR H WIS |

3. YT 3 ek AT TeTeld o AT SI5T IR fEAT & Feel TR RIH el T 39T HT8Td ST HY |
4. 3119 3961 3119 &1 319+ BT, Alged, 3R TATS H 8 @ ¢

5. ST 3ETeld & H&Ed & §Y9 H YRl 391 1Y, Alged, 3R

AT & 91T oF Sy @ & |

6. AT 31 TaTee olTerdl 3 a3 AISAT L [SeTehT ITTehT STST IR TEET b ATt Hrat et

AT GTHAT AT IS & |

7. SR 3TETelc & A1 HTH i FHI 31T fATPeT eTerRent & G il S[sd &2 o fafdest fgaement

o HTY T el T 3T 3T]37d AIST A |

8. 31T 1A &l THY 31T 391 HEST (9T SIS, ST, &, o, 3771e o HROT) 3l 3hd W 8?2 Hadr
39T 37787 ATSAT X |

9. Teh TEAT oh &I H AT 3ol I o153 IR e 6 A H FIH Fd T foheT faffeat At

T GTHT AT ISdT &2

10. ST 9T HEG & ToIT TGS -l § dl 37T 37T A H& Hld &7
11. 39 Stz 3R fear fSat & arer ha oo 82 HUAT 39T IeT87d TTHAT |
12. 5TRY 31EToId & 379 deh & gEdTal ST TheldT 31X TATeldr i 379 8 W 87

13. 31Tk 3TeTHR AT 3TeTelc o hTA/EETaTT el HITAT IT FTa eI el aTel T heh 7 82
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14. 319 AR 37CTold & HTIST & gETAIT &l hdl @A &2

15. ARY 37Tl o TolT 31T9eRT FT T TSChITT &, R AR 31cTeld o TolT 3TaehT HITST S 7T ANSTeTr 82

T B (A1) 37eTerd & st & arer "1eficd)

1. o1 Hee & ToIT AT J1eTerd § HGeh hiat ohT 3T 3TefeTd TS Y |

2. 37T HHC! H AT 3TeTeld & AL HTThT 3J37d HaT IgT, FHUdT TS |

3. AR 3HEToId @ €U hiet H 3Tl Hg el dlel hileh AT A, HYAT AISHT L |

4. 71 1S ATAT FRF A S 39T HETAAT AT F Aehe A, AT HOAT AISAT A |
5. STRY 37ETeTd o 3TUeh! Tohd YehX HETAT hl &/ X T 87

6. 3T9Y FHTHS 7 FGE AT 3 16 HTT Y& Y hd W &7

7. SR 3ETeld o oY 3 §9 7 YT 3791 B, Alged, 3R

AT & Sl oF F& @ &

8. T AR 3Tl § HEe ARG o TG 391 Sidel H HPRIcHS AT AhRIcHS Seelld HIST |

9. 319 AR 31eTelcl & 1A AR ATHe I GIstTol 7 TaTHe= TRl & AL 3e1sh o7 T ¥ @
&

10. 39 HTHS H AN 31eTerd fha Teh HHYT T Fehell &/31R 318 FHLT T Thell B

11. HOAT AT Y o AT 37T Hee, AR H SIS 3R g st o fov o gea 2 =g 8|

12. 3R 319 3191 3{eT87al & TR A $H© 3R AISH AT U6 &l Hodm /isir a3 |
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19T C (AN 31ETeld & TSEAT & WY FGD)

1. 3179 515 3R g fRaor & 3 319e) HEATeT & Aged Tl 8 S@d 6?2 HUAT 370e 37737a HISHT
H|

2. 3119 SIS 3R G & ATHe H H& gEdald d 52 AT 31 Tt [afdest Areg#AT a1 Arsm Y
mmmﬁmmmﬁﬁqgﬂﬁ%ﬁémaﬁrw%?

3. AT 3791 JHeTelel 7 HIHG & FHTLTS T TishdT HIT Y |

4. ShTH Ll H AT 3TETAT i foheT TENT T TTHAT AT ISdT g2 FARY eTeld Tas! X i A grar
&?

5. TafHeeT SexaaTToreT /3TREIRIAT (SiE , SA1fd, F91, €037, 311E) 319k FIF ol hd THTTad i 82

6. Taffiet Rl SIA-gford, 37eTeld, Jo’aitdl, TORITEET & qRERT, 371 & @Y HH Hd AT
39 foneT ot Tast s s T gsarg?

7. ST 3R 8T & ATHET 7 gEdeTT il & fIT 39 hiT-AT RAffeet 0ENTaAT 397 82

8. SIST TR TEHT o ATH &bl GorsiTal # Tafest GAUNHT & A1 S5 o fow 379 iy & fafdresr
9. 31T STST 3TEMTR g o ATHeT hl Uehel 3 FeTsTTol 7 AN 7eTeld T THTTLMOIAT 1 Ha ST 82

10. 31Tk 1 hT HHL o7 dTel TATeeT TETH e T 8 Fehel &7 HoT TATeT fEcTerient & goedier
T 3T 3TIETT3AT Sl ATSIT Y |
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(iii)  Reflexive Notes Examples
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Date: 29 June, 2022

-Facts: Monika Devi (name changed) is an educated woman. She is representing CLF for more
than five years.

- Personal thoughts and assumptions: Having a livelihood option might have make her
independent to fight her case. I have seen her conducting trainings for SHGs before (during 2017-
2019), she must be strong and outspoken. Is she happy in her marriage now after facing domestic
violence?

-Assumptions were wrong: She did not want her in-laws to be punished, she did not ask for help
from police. She was looking for amicable solutions in her marriage.

-Reflection: An empowered version of self is possible when woman can take charge of their life.
Choices are socially constructed and always limited by social realities. Finding an empowered
narratives involved negotiation and cooptation of different narratives such as being a good mother

or example of strong women. May cases of GBV goes unreported.
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(iv)  Description of Field Work

Dates Engagements in field work

Went to federation office and Pradan office, discussed field work
31-05-2022 plan.
01-06-2022 Went to the women's court office, interacted with participant 1 and 3.

Went to the women's court office, interviewed participant 1.
02-06-2022 Interacted with federation women.

Went to villages of women's court members, interviewed participant 3
03-06-2022 and 4.

Went to the women's court office. Conducted interviews with
06-06-2022 Participant 2, and 5.

Went to the women's court office, interacted with women's court
07-06-2022 member, and community women.

Went to villages of women's court members, interviewed Participant
08-06-2022 6.

Went to the federation office and women's court office. Interacted
09-06-2022 with federation women.

Went to Pradan office, interacted with executives of Pradan on their
10-06-2022 projects related to gender.

Went to villages of women's court members, interviewed Participant
11-06-2022 7.

Went to women's court office. Discussed plan for data collection with
13-06-2022 the president of the women's court.

Went to villages of women's court members, interacted with
14-06-2022 participant 13.
15-06-2022 Attended a CLF meeting with women's court members
16-06-2022 Attended women's court emergency meeting

Went to the women's court's office, read case minute book, case
17-06-2022 registration book and minute book

Went to the women's court's office, read case minute book, case
18-06-2022 registration book and minute book
19-06-2022 Discussion with women court members regarding cases of GBV
20-06-2022 Attended meeting women's court meeting with stakeholder

Went to villages of beneficiaries, conducted interviews with
21-06-2022 participant 11

Went to villages of women's court members, interviewed Participant 8
22-06-2022 and 9.
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Attended BLF women federation meeting with women's court
members. Conducted interviews with participnat 8 and 13 after the

23-06-2022 meeting.

Went to villages of women's court members, conducted interviews
24-06-2022 with Participant 14, 15 and 16.

Went to villages of women's court members, conducted interviews
25-06-2022 with Participant 17 and 18.

Went to villages of beneficiary and community women, interviewed
27-06-2022 Participant 9, 10 and 11

Went to villages of beneficiaries, conducted interviews with
28-06-2022 participant 19 and 21.

Went to a villages of beneficiaries. Conducted interviews of
29-06-2022 participant 11 and 24.

Attended women's court's monthly meeting till 2 pm. Went to

interview community members 3-7 pm. Interviewed participant 29
30-06-2022 and 32.
01-07-2022 Went to women's court member's village, interviewed Participant 20.
02-07-2022 Went to women's court office to plan for FGD with them.
03-07-2022 Went to women's court member's village, interviewed Participant 22.
04-07-2022 Went to women's court member's village, interviewed Participant 23.
05-07-2022 Organized two FGDs at the office space of Pradan.

Went to villages of community member, conducted interview with
06-07-2022 participant 25 and 26.
07-07-2022 Went to villages of beneficiaries. Interviewed Participant 27 and 28.
08-07-2022 Went to villages of beneficiaries. Interviewed Participant 30

Went to villages of community member, conducted interview with
09-07-2022 participant 31 and 33.
11-07-2022 Went to the federation office. Transcribed the FGDs.

Went to villages of beneficiaries and community women. Interviewed
12-07-2022 Participant 34 and 35.

Went to villages of beneficiaries and community women. Interviewed
13-07-2022 Participant 36 and 37.

Went to federation office, interacted with the BLF coordinator,
14-07-2022 attended a Sakhi meeting where a few community women came.
30-07-2022 Attended Women's court meeting online
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v) A sample invitation letter for women’s court’s hearing




(vi) A sample decision letter of women’s court’s hearing




