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Abstract 

The current study focused on social and cultural 

patterns that induce and force females to indulge in criminal 

behavior.  It also focused on those circumstances which 

formulate such situations in which female spoils into criminal 

behavior for her certain drives. Thus, formulating the core 

assumptive grounds, the present study focused on socio-cultural 

determinants of female criminality in Punjab, Pakistan. The 

researcher used semi structured interview schedule for data 

collection from 291 respondents selected through systematic 

random sampling out of total 875 respondents. The statistical 

analysis of the present study revealed that the most important 

and effective determinants of female criminality were social 

disputes, revenge, social deprivation, peer group and family 

culture. The multivariate canonical correlation explicitly showed 

that socio-cultural determinants predicted the likelihood of the 

occurrence of crime in females if they encounter the same socio-

cultural circumstances. It was also concluded that the influence 

of family and peers were the major contributing factors to 

produce or demote female criminality in Pakistan, particularly 

in Punjab. 

 

Keywords: Criminality, Socio-Cultural determinants, behavior, family, peer 

group 

 

I. Introduction 
Crime has been measured as unlawful act associated with males because of their 

dominant nature almost in all subjects of every society (White, Haines, & Asquith, 2012). 

They appear and are perceived as an authoritative entity over females with reference to 

the environmental effects or biological superiority  (Adler & Levins, 1975), other factors 

may also be influential (Voorhis et al., 2010), but since female freedom fighters have  

emerged and they are  struggling  to deviate from the defined norms that have  definitely 

been constructed and imposed by males over both males and females (Conrad & 
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Schneider, 2010).  The exclusion of females from the society by imperative process 

seems explicit has been birth to the movements by females (Suleri, 1992; & Brennan et 

al., 2012). Such movements not only provide them with power but also with deviant 

persona which has previously been associated with male part of the society (Bush, 1992). 

These movements have influenced several Western societies simultaneously that not only 

increased the women power and active role in various aspects of social life but also 

increased the deviant behavior as well. (Adler, 1975; Cohen & Felson, 1979; Collier, 

1998; Greenfeld & Snell, 1999; Okin, 1999; Weisburd et al., 2004; & Bijker et al., 2012). 

 

 Females occupy about half of the Pakistan’s population and they live under such 

conditions that may possibly protect them from the recognition and prosecution of the 

crime. The present situation recommends that female criminality demands more attention 

and research curiosity than it has received. A number of researchers (Steffensmeier & 

Hebert, 1999; Steinberg, 2000; & Warner, 2012) have focused on noticeable 

inconsistency among male and female while (Imai & Krishna, 2001; mahmood & 

Cheema, 2008; Tibbetts & Hemmens, 2010; Sweeney & Payne, 2011, 2012; & Hicks & 

Hicks, 2014) focused on the social conditions behind the female crime that narrowed the 

sphere of activities open to females as a cause of disparity. 

 

Crime is a social phenomenon and social sciences try to explain, interpret, and 

predict the human behavior and underlying motives of such behavior. This research 

explores various sub-disciplines of social sciences like gender, social psychology, 

sociology, and criminology. Crime, especially the female crime is one of the important 

aspects of the human life which have been differentiated on the basis of gender. 

Therefore, understanding the pattern of female criminal behavior is linked with prevailing 

social issues/problems hence owning the greater research significance. Family is one of 

the important social institutions that are responsible for the socialization of children. It is 

revealed that majority of the criminals including males and females belong to broken 

homes that show the changing patterns of structure and function of the family (Warr, 

1993). It can be assumed that if a person has greater level of integration with his family 

may have positive attitude towards life that may be linked with conformity behavior and 

vice versa. These changing patterns of family and criminality among women are one of 

the major concerns of social philosophers, social scientists, criminologists and other 

experts who are directly or indirectly plugged into different aspects of society. 

 

Female criminality is relatively new phenomenon in the different cultural 

patterns of the developing world with multi-dimensional social, economic, religious, 

regional, environmental and familial concerns. The less attention has been given to the 

issues of female criminals due to the less number of females come into contact with law 

and order agencies as compared to males. Academically speaking, present research will 

be the first attempt in this particular social milieu. This will also attempt to fill the 

academic and scientific research gap in the body of knowledge. 

 

 Numerous researchers (Harris & Ullman, 1945; Gibbons, 1982; Flowers, 1995; 

Gillani, Rehman, & Gill, 2009; Gillani, 2009; Baloch, 2012; & Garland, 2012) have 

focused on the observable inequality between male and female offenders, while 

(Wollstonecraft, 1891; Lucey, 1941; Merton, 1957; Unger, 1977; James & Thornton, 
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1980; Ruether, 1993; Steffensmeier & Allan, 1996; Rowe, Flannery, & Flannery, 1995; 

Small, 2000; Loucks, 2004; Kim & Kim, 2005; Warr, 2005; & Kinney et al., 2008) 

focused on the social conditions behind the female crime that narrowed the sphere of 

activities open to females as a cause of disparity. Researchers who rejected any biological 

explanation explained the sex difference purely in terms of social and cultural conditions 

as a determinants of female criminality.  

 

II. Core Objective & Research Questions 

The present study has its core objective to identify the socio-cultural determinants 

of female criminality in Punjab and to formulate a parsimonious model of it based upon 

the data. The objective has essential value throughout this research because the previous 

literatures signify it as a gap in the body of knowledge regarding female crime(s) that 

needed to be addressed. To accomplish the defined core objective of the study, the 

researcher addressed with the major four questions as follows:  

1. What are the demographic characteristics of female criminals in Punjab? 

2. What are the crimes committed by females?  

3. What are the major contributing socio-cultural factors in female criminality? 

What are the probabilities of female offenders to commit crime in future? 

 

III. Relevant Literature 

Meixiang (2013) went on searching for kind of crimes that had been committed 

by women and termed them as female crimes. Female crimes were more fatal than that of 

male crimes in the sense that these female crimes affected the family structure, balance 

and harmony more seriously and disturbed the whole applecart of the family. Female 

crimes were on rampant with every passing day. Female crimes were dangerous for 

marriage, family stability and social development in society. Among female crimes, 

crimes against property, violent crimes, prostitution were included. Theft, fraud, and job 

occupation were also included among female crimes. Characterizing women as 

disgraceful in society was also a major problem for survival of women in the society.  

Women's involvement in the conviction of drugs, violence and fraud due to various social 

factors. The study was conducted on 60 Israeli female inmates. The study aimed to 

examine the differences among women convicted for drug, violence, and fraud offenses 

by socio-demographic variables and self-control and aggression levels. Results revealed 

that the drug group was typified by measures associated with chronic delinquency, and 

the fraud group was found to fit the pathway to low crime. At the same time, the violence 

group was not characterized by any of these patterns. The findings of the study were 

discussed in relation to their theoretical contribution and applicability.  

 

Zafar, et al. (2013) conducted a study which was designed to determine the 

socio-cultural factors responsible for crimes committed by females. Significant 

association between income and socio-cultural factors responsible for crimes conducted 

by females was noted. Zafar concluded that majority of the women belonged to rural 

area, with low education and low income. He also recommended that socio-economic 

factors are one of the major factors of dragging women towards committing crime. This 

exploratory study was conducted in Women’s prisons of Sindh, province of Pakistan. It 

was found that thirty (30) out of 100 women had male co-accused; almost half of them 

were male family members. Zafar concluded that majority of the women belonged to 
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rural area, with low education and low income. He also recommended that socio-

economic factors are one of the major factors of dragging women towards committing 

crime. 

Steyn & Hall (2015) described that incarcerated female offenders have poorer 

mental health states compared to the general population. The present study set out to 

determine the levels of depression, anxiety and stress experienced by imprisoned female 

offenders. Through survey methods, quantitative data was obtained from 64 female 

offenders incarcerated at a correctional centre in Gauteng, South Africa. The 

questionnaire consisted of a biographical section and the Depression, Anxiety and Stress 

Scale. The majority of respondents reported normal to moderate levels of depression 

(69.8%), anxiety (68.3%) and stress (74.2%). Nearly one in three respondents showed 

severe to extremely severe levels of depression (30.2%) and anxiety (31.8%). It appears 

that some situations in prison promote anxiety since more than half of respondents 

(57.8%) identified with the statement “I found myself in situations that made me so 

stressed that I was most relieved when they ended”.  

 

Abbas & Manzoor (2015) conducted a study entitled, “The socio-economic 

factors of women’s involvement in crimes in southern Punjab.” This study highlighted 

such factors that act as motivational factors for a woman towards crime. The study was 

limited to District Layyah and all the women prisoners were included in the population. 

This study concluded that the socio-economic factors are the major reasons to lead a 

woman to commit crime. This study concluded that the socio-economic factors were the 

major reasons to lead a woman to commit crime. The present study is more 

comprehensive and detailed regarding the socio-economic factors with the expanded 

geographical area, Punjab, Pakistan.  

 

IV. Methodology 

The present study consisted of the operations that were selected to measure the 

socio-cultural determinants of female criminality. These determinants were elicited from 

the review of literature. Some of the determinants did not theoretically elaborated and 

practically applicable in the context of Punjab, specifically on convicted females of 

Punjab. For example, stigmatization has never been a determinant of murder, kidnapping, 

smuggling and stealing for females located in Punjab. Therefore, the present research is 

confined the socio-cultural determinants and ascertained those determinants which were 

intensively given importance in previous literature. 

The universe of the present study consisted of all convicted female prisoners in 

different jails of Punjab, Pakistan during 2013 to 2014.  

 

A. Sampling Procedures and Criteria 

A list of all convicted female prisoners was collected by the researchers from 

D.I.G. (Prisons) office (statistical section of Punjab Police, Lahore), therefore, systemic 

sampling technique was adopted to select the true representative (sample) from the total 

population, proportionately. The adopted sampling technique was most appropriate for 

the present study due to the availability of list of respondents. Systematic sampling has 

another advantage that it reduces the biasness in selection of sample. 
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The researchers obtained the available list and selected the first respondent 

randomly. Afterwards, the researcher used the interval of three and selected every third 

respondents from the list. Such a small interval was applicable because it expanded the 

sample size which reduced the exclusion error of respondents form the sampling 

procedures. Such sampling process enabled researchers to select 291 respondents out of 

875 female prisoners (see table 1) 

 

Table 1: Female prisoners and selected participants 

Region Name of Jail Female Prisoners Participants 

Lahore    

 Central Jail, Lahore. 140 47 

 Central Jail, Gujranwala. 67 22 

 Central Jail, Sahiwal. 43 14 

 District Jail, Kasur. 20 7 

 District Jail, Lahore. 0  

 District Jail, S/pura. 33 11 

 District Jail, Sialkot. 49 16 

 Total  352 117 

Rawalpindi    

 Central Jail,  Rawalpindi 155 52 

 District Jail, Attock. 15 5 

 District Jail, Gujrat. 26 9 

 District Jail, Jhelum. 19 6 

 District Jail, M. B. Din. 0 0 

 Sub Jail, Chakwal. 0 0 

 Total 215 72 

Faisalabad    

 Central Jail, Faisalabad. 0 0 

 Central Jail, Mianwali. 08 3 

 B.I. & J. Jail, Faisalabad 0 0 

 District Jail, Faisalabad. 65 22 

 District Jail, Jhang. 32 10 

 District Jail, Sargodha. 18 06 

 District Jail, Shahpur. 09 03 

 District Jail, T.T Singh 22 07 

 Total 154 51 

Multan    

 Central Jail, Multan. 0 0 

 B.I.&.J. Jail, Bahawalpur  0 0 

 Central Jail, Bahawalpur 13 4 

 Central Jail, D. G. Khan. 04 1 

 District Jail,  B/Nagar. 09 3 

 District Jail, Multan. 0 0 

 District Jail, M/Garh. 0 0 

 District Jail, R.Y. Khan. 18 6 

 District Jail, Rajanpur. 0 0 

 District Jail, Vehari 07 2 

 W. Jail. Multan. 103 34 

 Total 154 51 

 Grand Total  875 291 
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B. Instrument 

In the present study, the researchers used the self-formulated interview schedule 

aimed to measure the determinants of female crime, types of crime committed by female 

offenders and probability to commit crime in future. The instrument was classified into 

two parts; the first part is comprised of demographic variables or basic characteristics of 

female criminals and likelihood to commit crime in future. This part of tool is consisted 

of 14 questions. The second part of the interview schedule was consisted of 11 items 

which aimed to measure the socio-cultural determinants of female criminality. Prior to 

the construction of socio-cultural instrument the researchers had visited criminals for 12 

weeks and had face to face interviews to detect the socio-cultural determinants of their 

crimes. These interviews were conducted to extract the vital determinants such as 

deprivation, disputes and revenge. In the second part of the questionnaire, the researchers 

used three point likert scale ranged from ‘not at all’ to ‘to great extent’ and coded as 1 to 

3. 

C. Data collection 

In Pakistan, data collection from prisoners is one of the most crucial endeavors 

because the researchers have to be through the several official processes to get access to 

the criminal respondents. The researchers visited the DIG office and submitted a formal 

application for the permission to collect required data from the respondents. The 

concerning officers approved the application and the researchers visited the selected Jails. 

 

A self-administered interview schedule was used to collect data from respondents. 

The questionnaire was comprised of the selected determinants. The researchers visited 

each selected respondents and interviewed them. It was identified from the previous 

studies that the respondents’ qualification was very low (e.g., female criminals from 

Sindh province of Pakistan), therefore, the researchers translated the questionnaire into 

Urdu language and measured the reliability of the questionnaire by applying Cronbach’s 

test. It was explored that the questionnaire was reliable to measure the determinants of 

female criminality (Cronbach’s Alpha 0.931). 

 

D. Analysis 

The researchers used multivariate analysis to identify the highly contributing 

determinants in female criminality. For this purpose, the researchers applied Exploratory 

Factor Analysis (EFA). Exploratory factor analysis is one of the potential Multivariate 

analyses which signify the most loaded factors. In the present research we aimed to 

determine those factors which enforced females to commit a crime. Owing to the 

objective of the present study, Exploratory Factor Analysis was most appropriate. 

Furthermore, Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) was also applied to ensure the 

reliability of the determinants. SPSS 20 was used for exploratory factor analysis whereas 

AMOS 20 software was used for confirmatory factor analysis. 

 



Imtiaz Ahmad Warraich, Muhammad Farooq 881 

 

Figure 1: Illustration of Canonical Correlation
1
 

 
 

Canonical correlation was computed to measure the relationship between two sets 

of variables. CCA is based upon the generalized linear model but it generates synthetic 

variables, one for a set of predictors and another for a set of criterion variables, similar to 

factor analysis but factor analysis extracted latent factors from single set of variables. 

CCA has advantage over EFA because it uses two linear equations to construct latent 

variables. Figure 1 illustrates the method of CCA for simultaneous use of several 

predictors and criterion variables. In the present research, the researchers have four 

variables of crime (as criterion variables) for their likelihood of occurrence in future with 

reference to the intentions of female prisoners to commit and three socio-cultural 

variables (as predictor variables) extracted by applying exploratory factor analysis. The 

researchers were interested to detect the relationship between these two sets of variables, 

therefore, canonical correlation was most appropriate to determine the relationship 

between these two sets of variables. 

 

E. Demographic Profile 

Most of the respondents belonged to the age group of 25-40 years, M=32.69, 

SD=9.22. Majority, 51% were illiterate; 53% had only one earning family member, 59% 

having earnings below than 5000 rupees per month; 52% had 1 to 5 dependents; and 51% 

were living in joint family system. A significant majority (73%) of the respondents were 

unemployed; 75% had no criminal record; and 89% of the respondents belonged to 

Punjabi and Sraiki families. Majority, 55% were convicted for Murder; 24% for drug 

using and dealing; 13% for kidnapping; and 8% of the respondents were convicted for 

stealing. 

 

V.  Results and Analysis 

The researchers used multivariate analysis to extract the most effective 

determinant of female criminality grounded in data. To accomplish this purpose the 

researchers used the Principle Component analysis and Structure Equation Model which 

is as follow: 

 

Table 2 represents the principle component analysis which is applied for 

extraction method. The table shows that component one and second has same numbers of 

                                                           
1 Adapted from Sherry and Henson (2005). Conducting and Interpreting Canonical Correlation Analysis in 

Personality Research: A User-Friendly Primer. Journal of Personality Assessment, 84(1), 37–48 
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Table 2: Principle Component Analysis for determinants of female criminality 

Variables Comp1 Comp2 Comp3 

I often had disputes with others 0.811   

My family members did not want to have good 

relations with me 
0.713   

I always preferred to take revenge 0.661   

I never forgave others  0.625   

I always felt socially deprived  0.816  

People never like me to be their friend  0.699  

I often had lack of support from my family  0.622  

My relatives avoided me in family functions   0.571  

Conflict had become my family culture    0.820 

I feel pleasure in dominating over other by 

conflict.  
  0.718 

I learned criminal tactics from my friends   0.595 

Eigenvalue 2.7 1.7 1.2 

% Variance 24.6 16.2 11.7 

 

loading variables i.e. while the third component loaded three variables which satisfy the 

assumption of principle component analysis that at least three variables must be loaded 

on each component. The researchers used the varimax rotation method in the principle 

component analysis which has been widely used to extract the factors; rotation was 

converged in four iterations and values less than .30 were suppressed in the rotation 

matrix table. By applying this method, the results showed Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure 

of Sampling Adequacy value of 0.721 with the significant values of Bartlett's Test of 

Sphericity (p <0.01). The Communalities of extracted variables were between .392 

(lowest) to .690 (highest). Eigenvalues values of component first, second and third were 

2.7, 1.7 and 1.2 respectively with the cumulative variance accounted for was 52%. The 

rotated component matrix represents that variables 28 and 27 in first component, 

variables 10 and 20 in second component and variables 40 and 01 in third component are 

highly loaded. 

 

Table 3: Extracted Determinants from Principle Component Analysis 

Item Latent 

Factor/Component 

I often had disputes with others 

Social Disputes and 

Revenge 

My family members did not want to have good relations with me 

I always preferred to take revenge 

I never forgave others  

I always felt socially deprived 

Social Deprivation 
People never like me to be their friend 

I often had lack of support from my family 

My relatives avoided me in family functions  

Conflict had become my family culture  
Peer Group and Family 

Culture 
I feel pleasure in dominating over other by conflict.  

I learned criminal tactics from my friends 

 

As the principle component analysis signifies latent components grounded in the 

data the researchers labeled them with as a theme. These themes or components are 
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considered as most important determinants of female criminality but they are not the only 

factors because during the interview the researchers also found that peer group influence 

or peer group endorsement to commit crime is also one of the major determinants of 

female crime whereas the identified components, quantitatively, have ubiquitous role 

because. Peer group endorsement of crime was only identified in those female offenders 

who commit kidnapping and they thought they had to commit this crime because they 

preferred their friendship. The acceptance of peer endorsement by offenders reflects the 

lack of family ties of offenders with their family; therefore, family is the major 

determinant of female criminality. The above mentioned themes of components 

encompass the dimensions of most effective determinants of female criminality.  

 

The structure Equation Model was computed for Confirmatory Factor Analysis. 

The Models represents the regression weights of each loading factors whereas, the factors 

also known as latent factors make it easier to formulate the new variables i.e. factors. 

These factors represent most vital determinants of the crime because they were drawn by 

its loaded factors which indicated its most suitable label. Conclusively, Structure 

Equation Model is a graphical representation of Principle Component Analysis which 

make explicit to comprehend the results mentioned in table no. 4. 

 

Figure 2:  Confirmatory Factor Analysis for Socio-Cultural Determinants of 

Female Criminality 
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Table 4: Confirmatory Factor Analysis labels, items and Determinants 

Label Item Determinants Label 

DRF I often had disputes with others 

Social Disputes 

and Revenge 
FDR 

MDF 
My family members did not want to have good 

relations with me 

PTR I always preferred to take revenge 

NFO I never forgave others  

FSD I always felt socially deprived 

Social 

Deprivation 
SD 

PLF People never like me to be their friend 

LSF I often had lack of support from my family 

RAF My relatives avoided me in family functions  

CFC Conflict had become my family culture  
Peer Group and 

Family Culture 
FC PDC I feel pleasure in dominating over other by conflict.  

CTF I learned criminal tactics from my friends 

 

 

Table  5: Multivariate Tests of Significance 

Tests Value Approx. F Hypoth. DF Error DF P value 

Pillais 1.69540 92.91827 12.00 858.00 .000 

Hotellings 18.03439 424.81017 12.00 848.00 .000 

Wilks .01557 239.43506 12.00 751.68 .000 

 

The table 5 consists of Pillais, Hotellings and Wilks Lambda tests representing 

the Multivariate statistics. The most important and generally accepted test is Wilk’s 

Lambda to evaluate the statistical significance of MVS. In this case, the full model is 

statistically significant with a Wilk’s λ value of .0156, F (12,751)=239.44, p< .001. 

Wilk’s λ is also useful to explore the effect size because it has a useful property to show 

unshared amount of variance between the variable set, therefore, in this case the effects 

size is .98443 for three set of canonical functions. This effect size is elicited as 1- λ=1-

.0156=.944.  

 

Table 6: Eigenvalue, Canonical Correlations and Dimension Reduction  

Functions Eigenvalue Pct. Cum. Pct. Canon. Cor. Sq. Cor. 

1 15.06825 83.55287 83.55287 .96838 .93777 

2 2.95559 16.38861 99.94149 .86440 .74719 

3 .01055 .05851 100.00000 .10219 .01044 

      

 Wilks L. F Hypoth. DF Error DF p 

1 to 3 .01557 239.43506 12.00 751.68 .000 

2 to 3 .25017 94.93651 6.00 570.00 .000 

3 to 3 .98956 1.50895 2.00 286.00 .223 

 

The table 6 shows the Eigenvalues, Canonical Correlation and Dimension 

reduction process. The table shows that first function has the highest Eigenvalue and 

squared canonical correlation (15.06825, 93%, λ=016, p<.001) in and the second function 

explained 74% amount of variance (λ=251, p<.001) within this function. Whereas, third 

function explained very little amount of variance and has lowest Eigenvalue. This 

indicated that third function is weak to interpret and the insufficiency of third function is 

also indicated by significant value in dimension reduction process which is not significant 
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(p=.223). Therefore, the researchers did not include third function in further in depth 

interpretation of canonical correlation. 

 

A canonical correlation was computed to measure the multivariate shared 

relationship between three predictors – a set of variables represents socio-cultural 

determinants of female criminality, and four criterion variables that represents the 

likelihood to commit crime in future by female prisoners. The overall model is 

statistically significant F (12,751) =239.44, p< .001, and explained 98% shared variance 

between two set of variables. The dimension reduction analysis shows statistical 

significance of first and second function, F(12,751)=239.44, p< .001 and F(6, 

570)=94.93, p< .001 respectively; while the third function is not statistically significant 

F(2, 286)= 1.50, p = .223, because it was constructed separately. Squared Canonical 

Correlation values of first two functions are substantially potential to be interpreted (93% 

and 74% shared variance). The third function explained only 1% variance which 

provided sufficient logic for its exclusion from interpretation.  

 

Table 7:  Canonical Solution for Socio-Cultural Determinants Predicting Female 

Crime for Function 1 and 2 

Variables 
Function 1  Function 2 

Coef. rs rs
2 (%)  Coef. rs rs

2(%) h2 (%) 

DVS          

 Murder .66020 .82721 68.42  .14326 .14717 2.16 70.58 

 Kidnapping .05575 .26678 7.11  -.75621 -.88620 78.53 85.64 

 Drug dealing .08763 .14593 2.12  -.41413 -.73221 53.61 55.73 

 Stealing  .55352 .77001 59.29  .18657 .02963 0.08 59.33 

IVS          

 Social disputes and Revenge .06501 .40303 16.24  -.05153 -.08495 0.72 16.31 

 Social Deprivation .10630 .23806 5.66  -.99669 -.96930 93.94 99.6 

 Peer Group and Family Culture .95614 .99200 98.40  .26012 .11354 1.28 99.68 

Note. COEF = standardized canonical function coefficient; rs = structure coefficient; rs
2 = squared structure 

coefficient; h2= communality. 

 

The table 7 shows the standardized function coefficients and structure 

coefficient. However, squared structure coefficient and communalities are also included 

to form results more comprehendible. Function 1 shows that the primarily contributing 

criterion variables i.e. likelihood of murder and stealing to be occurred in future, to the 

synthetic criterion variable while most relevant predictors is peer group and family 

culture which is contributing 98% in the function. Presenting the same sign, all criterion 

and predictor variables are positively correlated within set and with each other as a set of 

variables. Keeping in view the theoretical background and statistical results presented in 

first function, the researchers label this function as “endorsement of socializing agents” In 

function 2, the likelihood of occurrence of kidnapping and drug dealing in future are 

maximally contributing criterion variables and is negatively related with the likelihood of 

occurrence of murder and stealing in future. On the predictors’ side, only social 

deprivation is most relevant predictors and is negatively correlated with peer group and 

family culture and positively with family disputes and revenge. However, social 

deprivation is positively related with kidnapping and stealing except murder and stealing. 

The researchers label this function as “socio-cultural endorsement”.  
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Conclusively, the results predict that these socio-cultural determinates are strong 

predictors of female crimes and the probability of female criminal act are strongly 

associated with these determinants as results reveals that in future under the same 

circumstances i.e. socio-cultural determinants of their crimes, they are most likely to 

commit crime again.    

 

VI. Discussions 

Pakistan is a family centered society especially for females because its culture, 

regardless of religious distinctions, is extracted significantly from India after partition. 

Female in Indian culture is domestic drudge so is almost same in Pakistan. Patriarchal 

culture having reinforcement of misinterpreted Islamic ideology, endorsed females to be 

in family cage; they, particularly lower class females, are family centered and they have 

to live with it. Family is like a whole world for them. Therefore, it is the most effective 

and influential factor of their socialization even after the marriage. In case, if family is 

least persuasive in females’ socialization, peer group take its position. Here, the second 

agent of socialization as a factor occurs to form the personal behavior of an individual 

and regulates its members’ ambitions. 

 

These two vital units of the society promote criminal behavior or are the source of 

encouraging or deflating illegal actions because, as it has been mentioned in the above 

paragraph, females’ lives revolve around these two hemispheres. Farid, et al. (2012) 

explained that Pakistani females do not prefer the monetary values over family relations 

because the economic aspect of their lives are fulfilled by their male family members or 

husband after marriage. Therefore, they are least concerned with the monetary relations 

or with materialistic attitude while they do prioritized family terms regardless of 

conscience so they are criminal products of family (Baloch, 2012; Tariq, 1982; 1993). 

 

That’s why family has been found as most vital determinant in female crime i.e. 

murder, drug dealing, kidnapping and stealing. One of the female kidnappers, during 

interview, said that she have been isolated from her family and relatives and used to 

consider her friends as family (Farid et al., 2014). She claimed her friends as true family 

and decided to do together what they wanted to do. “I do not want to steal jewelry of my 

sister in law [person B] but I was forced by my friends and I could not deny or argue with 

my true family so I committed the crime”. Such remarks regarding stealing were almost 

similar among all other female stealers. It makes logic of peer effectiveness on female 

criminals and priority over family. Respondents X who committed kidnapping with the 

help of her female Pakhtoon friend said that I planned kidnapping and my friend 

reinforced me and both of us were unable to violate friendship rituals: You know, do not 

break promises. The priority of peer group over family strengthens when family ties 

become weak. Female criminals admitted that they had weak family ties or disputed 

relations with family, relatives and community members. Under such circumstances, they 

sought after someone to catharsizes of their feelings and during catharsizes they shared 

their secrets with each other which made their friendship stronger. They tended to believe 

in and trust upon each other. When they felt comfort with their friends, they commenced 

to prioritize them over family because their families ties have already been weaken. Most 

of the female prisoners were friends and they were still considering themselves true 
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partners. Two female offenders simultaneously shouted when one of them was asked 

about the reasons of their crime, “One act, Two Bodies”. 

 

Although, peer group is a catalyst agent or an apparent determining factor of female 

crime but the latent cause that provide chances to peer group to endorse their 

commitment to commit illegal activities on females is family because weaken family 

bounds, do weak the social control. As Hierchie’s theory of social control claimed that 

most of the criminals had weaken social ties with their families and so had weak social 

control. 

 

In case of murder which is the most inhuman illegal act and committed by majority 

of the female prisoners, family culture is responsible for their crime. The family culture 

of Punjab is different than the family norms, values and customs of western societies due 

to its severity of patriarchic structure. Men considered themselves as the sole authority in 

family and openly exercise it. On the other hand, female were also socialized to behave 

as secondary member of the family and it is in the culture of Punjab, particularly in 

Punjabi and Sraiki families that females are belong to home only and should be within 

four walls of a house. They were brought up by internalizing that males are care givers, 

protectors and saviors of them. 

 

It is portrayed to her that after marriage husband is a dummy god to her and to 

acknowledge, respect and server him is as important as to worship God. It is told to 

females that in fact, it is worship. In such a culture how a lady could commit murder? 

Actually, most of the females committed murder of their husbands due to the severity of 

the cultural constraints and restrictions. In Punjabi and sraiki culture, a male can beat a 

female whereas a female is culturally prohibited to hit upon a male. Hitting husband is 

alike hitting a God. Therefore, taking the cultural advantages husbands used to physically 

abused their wives and in return, these females were tended to take revenge of such brutal 

acts. Physical abuse is not the only associated determinant of murder. Most of the female 

prisoners killed their husbands and lovers due to their extra marital affairs. One of the 

respondents said that she had seen his boyfriend with a slut while we were about to 

marry. I had been fighting for him to my whole family and relatives; and if someone from 

my relatives came to know about his infidelity, disloyalty, and betrayal, they would try to 

prove me a slut so I tried to close the chapter before the book begins to open. It is family 

relations either weaken or distorted or fear of to be weakening which led female 

offenders to commit any of above mentioned crimes. In fact, the social deprivation or 

conflict with others also represents that distorted relations with family or negligence of 

family members towards offenders. The whole discussion, incorporated by respondents’ 

responses, reveals that socio-cultural determinants of female criminality are latently 

associated with family relations or family culture. 
 

VII. Conclusion 

This study revealed that major factors increasing criminal activities by females 

belonging to rural and urban areas have different wealth index strata. Females indulged in 

different nature of crimes (kidnaping, murder, stealing, and drug dealing) due to the 

social and cultural determinants as female don’t have economic autonomy in the 

Pakistani context. Females also have less political participation, lack of social sharing 
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with her family and peer groups, behavior of the family, restrictions by their husbands, 

and religiously misinterpretation that they do not have permission to move freely. Most 

importantly, lack of awareness about their rights was one of the major social and cultural 

factors leading to criminal activities by females. 

  

Females were constantly under a process of drastic change where they seem to be 

more ferocious in criminal attempts. Women were no more just the nurturing and caring 

but they are finding other ways of expressing aggression as well. Women’s aggression is 

mostly the result of reaction. The number of male victims is also on constant increase. 

Though it seems in conflict with male domination but it has become the reality of time. 

Murders committed by women are highly planned and the murderers are their close 

relatives. 

In this research the researchers concluded that family and peer influence was the 

most central contributing factors in female criminality. Social and cultural effects of these 

two significant pillars of society led females towards the criminal behavior. Family and 

its culture is the fundamental unit which cultivates an individual either as conformist or 

deviant but the endorsement of peer group form females more stagnant over the acquired 

behavior from family. The statistical analysis of the present study revealed that the 

extracted determinants of female crimes i.e. social disputes, revenge, social deprivation, 

peer group and family culture in Punjab are the most important and effective factors of 

female criminality. The multivariate canonical correlation also explicitly showed that 

these socio-cultural determinants successfully predicted to the likelihood of the 

occurrence of crime in the future by female prisoners if they will encounter the same 

socio-cultural circumstances explored in the present study. 
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