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Statement of the Proposed Argument
Gender and racial inequalities are the major aspects that depict the discrimination against various groups as part of the criminal justice system in the contemporary global context. When it comes to cases that have to do with gender, there is the notion of provocation that is used as a defense mechanism against domestic homicide. Racial discrimination aligns with the unfair treatment of the blacks who err against the whites, particularly in the American justice system. There are also sentencing laws that discriminate against the blacks in the jail term such that most African American find themselves serving long prison terms as compared to the Whites. The idea of invalidation is applied in most cases of Gender-based violence (GBV) and other kinds of maltreatment as a way of denying the occurrence of an incidence and blaming the victim. This perpetrates the effects of a patriarchal society that seeks to dominate over the female gender in various aspects. The portrayal of various cases in print media also determines how such cases are reported and filed. Male rape, for instance, is considered as unlikely to happen with the female rape being presented as the most probable with the outdoor attacks being the most prominent. Poverty emerges as a major factor is determining criminal undertakings and the likelihood for victimization. Those people who face high levels of victimization have poor housing, low educational accomplishments, and poor health. Poverty is depicted as an escalator for criminal conduct with long-term recording of children’s engagement in crimes being associated with unemployment and attachment to the criminal justice processes. The poor are never listened to and there are restrictions to the benefits they get in alignment with specific social programs. Such occurrences create despair and reinforce the desire to engage in criminal conduct. 

Forrell, Caroline. 2006. “Gender Equality, Social Values and Provocation Law in the United States, Canada and Australia.”American University Journal of Gender, Social Policy and the Law, 14(1): 27-71.
The reasons for men and women’s engagement in domestic homicide are highlighted in this article. Men are driven by jealousy, anger, or possessiveness while women engage in killing due to despair or panic. Where provocation is evidenced in any of such cases, involving a man or woman, the act is reduced to manslaughter resulting in shorter jail term than that of murder. The same rule applies to everyone irrespective of gender. Provocation is a defense excuse used in most cases of domestic violence. However, provocation is not justified where a man or woman kills out of rage or fear. Where a woman kills a man who has persistently bartered him, such a case can be considered in the category of self-defense. The killer in such a case should be acquitted as there is a right for one to guard him or herself from harm. Provocation, however, should not be considered an excuse to murder. Rage should not warrant killing just because one was provoked. In this case, this creates a gender-bias as men should get a sentence for murder while women should be acquitted. 
The provocation clause began as a strategy for men’s defense for their honor. It was, therefore, never meant for women. The clause was, however, restricted to cases where a man accused his wife of adultery. Today, this clause applies to women as well due to the realization that a woman can kill when engulfed with fear. The introduction of self-defense as an excuse to kill one’s batterer is, however, considered a great progress in the criminal justice system. The lack of time for one to calm down between the time he or she is provoked and the time of killing also justifies the provocation defense.


Jamel, Joanna.2014. “Do the Print Media Provide a Gender-biased Representation of Male Rape Victims?” International Journal of Criminology, 1-13. 
	The way the media portrays the two genders in reporting about rape cases is a determinant of the victims’ guilt in alignment with the sexual orientation. The way print media presents sexual offences has received little attention with the focus being on the female victims in most instances. The portrayal of male sexual offences in the media plays a critical role in determining how such cases are reported to the police. Print media reinforces the myths related to male rape in their writings. These myths are stated in relation to the impossibility of raping a man; the man’s capability in protecting his sexual parts; a great possibility that a raped man is gay; and the belief that a man’s performance is only possible through sexual arousal. Acquaintance male rape is portrayed as occurring indoors while rape outdoors or in public places is always associated with a stranger. Female rape, as reported in newspapers, is mostly in public places and perpetrated by strangers in their cars, toilets, or enclosed apartments. Only 13% of outdoor rape gets in the police files. The reporting is mainly done to portray the victims’ culpability and drive the reader’s inference with depiction of the attacker as mysterious with high magnitude of violence involved. The reporting of female rape in a gender-biased language perpetrates the stereotypes and inequalities in alignment with a conservative culture. The overreliance on emotional rather than factual appeal goes against professionalism in the news reporting where rape is concerned. The tone used in reporting a case where a male rape victim survives is usually characterized by sympathy, myth, and lack of judgment. Studies have also found that male victims are never prepared in protecting themselves against sexual assaults since they are never taught how to do so. Females are taught from a tender age on how to be careful and cautious in such risky exposures. 

McAra, Lesley, Susan McVie and Maggie Mellon. 2015. “Poverty, Inequality and Justice.” Scottish Justice Matters, 3(3): 1-38.
This article depicts an association between poverty and the escalation of various injustices. The voice of the poor is never listened to as per the argument of some women interviewed herein. Poverty categorizes individuals into various classes that determine how their needs are addressed. Eventually, there emerges no tentative strategy for solving the problems presented. Where poverty was utilized as a benchmark for determining the identities of the youths, violence became the means through which to attain status and empowerment. In most cases, youths who hail from poor backgrounds attract high levels of attention from the criminal justice system. As such the justice system is perceived as a means of entrenching individuals into poverty rather than offering a chance for one to move out of it. The escalation of individuals’ poverty and the associated perceptions of unfair treatment reinforce violent indulgences, particularly among the youth.  The acquisition and maintenance of long-term criminal record for children is another factor that attaches such children to the processes of justice and creates future conditions of unemployment which culminates in crime engagements. In places like Scotland, social injustices that restrict the youths from various benefits and depict them as unworthy in various aspects emerge as factors that facilitate and boost criminal endeavors. The Belgium justice system defines poverty as a personal problem that cannot be eradicated through educative interventions. It also emerges that criminal engagements and victimization are paramount in most deprived societies. Poverty, characterized by factors such as living in slums, is a key factor that arises in the cases of victimization. People who are victimized in several instances tend to be in areas of low educational accomplishment and poor health. Eventually it emerges that poverty is a driver of various social injustices and the victimization experienced by citizens of various countries.
Rosich, Katherine J. 2007. Race, Ethnicity and the Criminal Justice System. Washington, DC: American Sociological Association. 
Issues of crime and reprimand present the most powerful illustrators of racial inequality in the American criminal justice system. Much of the 20th Century comprised of discriminatory execution laws with Blacks who erred against the Whites receiving the toughest sanctions. The police were also influential as they failed to intervene in cases of mob justice and also initiated riots in cities inhabited by the minorities. However, a downturn of these occurrences has happened with the Supreme Court’s declaration of the unconstitutionality of racial discrimination. Civil rights activists and law enforcement principles of accountability have also played a critical role in diminishing overt discrimination in the system. Despite this, the 21st Century commenced with perceptions of unfairness with evidence of persistence in the racial discrimination and ethnic gaps in the American justice system. The minorities’ over representation in criminal undertakings continues to surge and their overrepresentation extends to pretrial detention, confinement, and other phases of the judicial process. Some of the policies introduced in the recent times, such as the “three-strike” (p. 5) law, compulsory minimum sentencing, and sentencing procedures, are considered as tactical means of linking crimes to the minorities. The African American youths are particularly targeted in this. This is reinforced by the Whites’ belief that the Blacks are inherently criminals, a factor that results in the Whites fear of the blacks, particularly the males. Disparity in criminal sanctions is evidenced in the penalties for crack and powder cocaine. One must serve a five-year jail term if found guilty of possessing five grams of crack cocaine. A similar term is applied on a convict of 500 grams cocaine in powder form. Crack cocaine will mostly be found with African Americans and the sentencing laws aligned to it are justified with the belief that it is highly addictive and more harmful to public safety than the powder cocaine.       
Salter, Michael. 2012. “Invalidation: A Neglected Dimension of Gender-based Violence and Inequality.” International Journal for Crime and Justice, 1(1): 3-13.
Gender based violence (GBV) is presented as a factor that impacts the physical, emotional, and the psychological wellbeing in humans with a bias to girls and women. Many cases of depression in females are usually an outcome of GBV. While GBV will mostly occur in the interpersonal relations context, state actors also play a role in facilitating it. GBV emerges as a social construction factor where structural inequalities play a major role in perpetuating such occurrences. The weakness of the law in responding to such cases manifests the legitimization of a sexist culture and perpetuation of the social prejudices that align with GBV. Male offenders in GBV depict the invalidation of GBV acts by blaming everything on the victim. In cases of sexual assault, for instance, the offender defensive vocabulary is founded on the claim that the victim desired and enjoyed the act. GBV is, therefore, depicted as a means of preserving the patriarchal society in which the offender asserts mastery and projects responsibility to the victim. Invalidation is a strategy utilized in denying the occurrence of the incidence thus minimizing chances for detection or confession.
Invalidation acts to delegitimize the victim with the perpetrator of an act trying to create a new image that alienates the victim from the experience and blurs her identity. Institutions meant to ensure justice for the victims of GBV are rarely responsive and instead reinforce the act of silencing and invalidating the occurrence. This is a factor that continues to escalate in the contemporary societies with women and girls bearing the pain and the long-term effects of GBV that are at times chronic. Some researchers have suggested the need for collective deeds where the communities endeavor to attain a consensus through the embracement of strategic communication. That way, social justice can be attained for victims who have endured GBV while persistently experiencing the invalidation.


       




