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On 31January 1928 the Criminal Appeds branch of the Supreme Court of the RSFR
head the complaint of Aleksandra Vasil’evna Gugina, a nineteen-yea old peasant girl sentenced
for murder uncer article 136, sedion‘d,’ of the Soviet Criminal Code.' The fads of the cae
were presented as follows: As aresult of intimate relations with Pavel Vasil’evich Kiselev,
Guginafound ferself pregnant. When Kiselev learned of the pregnancy he broke off relations
with her, but in the spring of 1927 he began to mee with her again. In April, Kiselev spoke to
Gugina’s parents abou his intentions to marry her and with their consent Gugina moved in with
him. The next day, Kiselev took Guginato Nizhny Novgorod, purportedly to visit his gster.
Instead he brought her to see a acquaintanceto find ou abou getting her an abortion. The
aqquaintance alvised them to see adoctor, but the doctor refused to perform the eortion
because Guginawas aready eight months pregnant.

That evening, whil e Kiselev attended a ancert, Gugina went into labor and, unasgsted
and alone in the gpartment, gave birth to a hedthy baby. Gugina understoodthat Kiselev did na

want the child since he had suggested multi ple times that she get an abortion, and hed recently
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indicated that he would na marry her unless $ie foundaway to get rid of the baby. Because of
this, Gugina suff ocated her newborn child. When Kiselev came home she told him what had
happened, after which he wrapped the baby’s body in rags and threw it in a common dumpster.
The Nizhny Novgorod regional court sentenced bah Gugina, for the murder of her newborn
baby, and Kiselev, for instigating and conceding the aime, to two yeas' imprisonment in
isolation.

Respondng to Gugina s apped, the Supreme Court foundthat she aded in resporse to
the difficult circumstances in which she found terself. She could na return to her parents
because they disapproved of her situation and Kiselev would orly marry her if sherid herself of
the child. Emphasizing that Kiselev baoth inspired and instigated Gugina's crime by exploiting
her helplessand desperate situation, the court reduced Gugina's sntencefrom two yeas to six
months and pardored her altogether as part of a general amnesty dedared in hona of the tenth
anniversary of the October Revolution. Kiselev’'s sntence however, remained in full force
Thus, in this case the murt placed the resporsibility for the deah o the infant nat with the
mother but with the father who encouraged the aime andtried to cover it up.

Throughou the 192Gs explanations for female aiminality were sought and dften found
not with the off ender herself but with her surroundngs, her circumstances, her physiology, and
her relationships with ather people. These explanations for female deviancereved bath attitudes
toward women in the ealy Soviet state and the position d women in Soviet society. They
highli ght changes in the paceof the cnstruction d socialism and the extent to which the Russan
popuation embraced the laws implemented in the ealy yeas of the Soviet period. In addition,
the ways in which female aiminality was explained and interpreted in the 1920s foreshadowed

the later development of Stalinist social and cultural palicies.



Examining deviance dl ows the historian to explore the boundiries of what was
considered proper socia behavior in any given context. Throughou the ealy yeas of the Soviet
period, new social norms were being creaed and ideas of corred behavior evolved with changes
in the pdlitica situation. As the Soviet state lived through the New Econamic Policy (NEP)
(19211927 and the First Five-Yea Plan (19281932, attempts were made to restructure family
and private life @ well as public behavior and legal rights.? Although the revolution “aboli shed”
old forms of social relations, new ones often took time to become establi shed. By examining one
of the paoints where the old and rew ways of life dashed—in deviance and criminality—we can
come to uncerstand the processthrough which the Soviet state developed inits ealy yeas. In
particular, because observers understoodthat women'’s adiviti es centered aroundfamily and
social relationships, focusing on female aiminality highlights the boundaries of proper behavior
expeded o all Soviet citi zens.

This paper is based onmy continuing dissertation reseach into female aiminality and
sexuality and the development of criminology in the ealy yeas of the Soviet period. It drawson
the rich publicaions of Soviet criminodogistsin the 1920s to explore what | term “criminal
resporsibility” for female aime, examining the ways in which resporsibility for female aime
was asdgned and interpreted in the first decade dter the Bolshevik Revolution. Female

criminality troubded Soviet observers predsely because, as Stephen Frank pants out, the

2 Some of the new lawsintroduced by the Bolsheviks after the October Revolution included a new family and
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protsessual’ nyi kodeks RSFSRGomel’, 1922); and Ugolovnyi kodeks RSFSR (Moscow, 1922. A revised version of
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criminal woman “crossed moral, social, biologicd, or environmental boundiries beyondwhich
‘normal’ women dd na venture.”® To explain this deviance, Soviet criminologists—a

multi disciplinary colledion d sociologists, jurists, psychiatrists, statisticians, anthropdogists,
and forensic experts—focused onthe backwardnessand ignorance of women, their physiology,
and their susceptibility to ouside influences. They placed the resporsibility for female aime not
with the femal e off ender herself but with her cultural level, her biology, and her acquaintances.
This paper highlights ome of the ways that the aiminalogists transferred criminal resporsibility
away from women and the impli cations of this onwomen’s scial paosition and the successof the
socialist projed. It also traces the impad of pdliti cd change onthe science of criminology and
the interpretations of crime during the 192Gs.

Criminology emerged in Russain the late nineteenth century but gained the status of a
“scientific” discipline only after the Bolshevik revolution. Initsformative yeas, Russan
criminology was pradiced by legal and medica professonals who studied the causes of crime
from either anthropdogicd or sociologicd viewpoints. Adherents of the anthropdogicd schod
followed the lead o Italian crimindogist Cesare Lombroso, who developed the theory of the
“born criminal,” analyzing physiologicd traits of criminals to identify a recognizable aiminal
“type.” In hisanalysis of female aiminals, Lombroso foundthat “deviant” women dff ered littl e
from “normal” women. From this, and h's observation that female off enses tended to be sexual
in nature, he concluded that women were more “primitive” and less“developed” than men, that
deviancein women nealy always took the form of prostitution, and that all women were

patentially prostitutes. Although Lombroso’s approach to identifying the caises of crime was
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widely criticized in bah Rusda and Europe, some dements of his anthropdogicd analysisfound
adherents among Russan criminologists.* More palatable for the nineteenth-century Russan
professonals, however, were the views of the sociologicd schod of criminoogy, which located
the causes of crimein sociologicd, physiologicd, and individual fadors. Jurist I. la. Foinitskii,
for example, emphasized the influence of education, employment, marital status, and morality,
among others, as fadors of female aiminality. This approach highli ghted the social causes of
crime but also relied onindividual, “psychalogica” explanations, noting for instance, that the
dispariti es between male and female aiminality could be explained by the differencesin the
physicd and psychologicd strengths of ead sex.”

By the ealy twentieth century a “left-wing” group d criminologists had emerged out of
the sociologicd schod, led by criminadogist M. N. Gernet, jurist A. N. Trainin, statistician E. N.
Tarnovskii, andjurist A. A. Zhizhilenko.® These professonals combined the gproach of the
sociologicd schod of crimindogy with radicd sociali st ideology, focusing their explanations of
criminality strictly on socioecnamic fadors and relying on statistics to suppat their analyses.
They looked for trends over time and highlighted the social and econamic changes that aff eded

criminal behavior, minimizing—but not completely disregarding—the role of individual fadors

* SeeCesare Lombroso and Gugli el mo Ferrero, The Female Offender (New York and London, 1895. Emphasizing
the primiti ve nature of women all owed Lombroso to justify their lower rates of criminality and to explain the
absence of a spedfic female “criminal type,” sincewomen'’slesser degreeof development meant they had less
evolutionary differentiation. All women, he believed, were inherently prostitutes. For an analysis of Lombroso’s
views of female aiminals, seeMary S. Gibson, “The ‘Female Offender’ and the Italian Schod of Criminal
Anthropology,” Journal of European Studies 12, no. 3 (1982: 15565; David G. Horn, “This Norm Which is Not
One: Realing the Female Body in Lombroso’ s Anthropology,” in Deviant Bodies: Critical Perspectives on
Difference in Science and Popular Culture, eds. Jennifer Terry and Jacqueline Urla (Bloomington and Indianapolis,
1995, 109-28; Dorie Klein, “The Etiology of Female Crime: A Review of the Literature,” in The Origins and
Growth of Criminology: Essaysin Intellectual History, 1760-1945, ed. Piers Bierne (Aldershot, England, 1994),
26590. Adherents of the anthropologicd schod in Russaincluded D. A. Dril” and P. N. Tarnovskaia. Tarnovskaia
contributed anthropologicd data on Russan women criminals to Lombroso’swork. Seeher Zhenshchiny-ubiitsy:
Antropologicheskoe issledovanie (St. Petersburg, 1902.

® 1. la. Foinitskii, “Zhenshchina-prestupritsa,” Severnyi vestnik no. 2 (1893, 136. See 4so part 2 of Foinitskii’s
analysisin Severnyi vestnik no. 3 (1893.
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in their interpretations of crime. Inthe ealy yeas of the Soviet period, the ideology and
approach o the left-wing criminologists complemented that of the new government, all owing
this group d professonals to form the basis uponwhich Soviet criminology devel oped.

Soviet ideology stated that crime would disappea with the ahievement of communism.”
Examining the motives and dynamics of crime, of course from a Marxist point of view, would
point out some of the social and cultural reforms necessary for the successul construction o
socialism. The study of crime was also part of the general quantification o Soviet society for the
scientific determination d the progressand successof socialism. This was related to the need to
quantify and present scientific, statistica evidence of the successof the Soviet project.? The
Central Statistica Administration even establi shed a Department of Moral Statistics,
masterminded by Gernet, to colled and analyze prison, palice, and court statistics on crime and
suicide. This department provided much o the data used by the aimindogistsin their analyses
of crimein the 192Gs. In addition, the aiminologists organized spedal state-suppated institutes
and laboratories to study the causes of crime and the motives of criminals throughou the Soviet
Union.® The most important, the State I nstitute for the Study of Crime and Criminals, was
established in 1925in cooperation with the Peoples Commissariat of Internal Affaires (NKVD),

Peoples’ Commissariat of Hedth (NKZdrav), Peoples Commissariat of Justice (NKIu), and
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disertation, Columbia University (New York, 1998.
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Peoples’ Commissariat of Education (NKPros). The work of the aiminologists within these
organizations usually focused onthe types of crimes and df enses considered the most
problematic or the most disruptive in Soviet society—hodiganism, banditry, embezzlement,
murder, and juvenil e delinquency, among others.

Whil e the aimindogists enjoyed considerable freedom of choicein the topics they
researched and the methods they employed duing the 192Gs, they generally worked within the
structure of the Soviet state and recaved its institutional, organizational, and financial suppart.
The views and interpretations of the aimindogists regarding crime, criminals, and female aime
in particular can thus be seen as representative of the general opinions the Bolsheviks expressed
and formulated in the ealy yeas of the Soviet regime. In addition, because the aiminadogists
worked closely with the courts, because they drew much of their data from the courts and
provided its employees with information and expertise regarding the sentencing and charader of
criminals, their attitudes are refleded in the dedsions of the murts and the ways they dedt with

criminalsin the 192Cs.

Soviet crimindogists devoted considerable dtention to the problem of female aimein
their studies of criminality in the 1920, even thowgh female aiminals never made up a
significant propation d the aiminal popudation. Overall, approximately 17 percent of all
criminals entenced in Rusdain 1912were women, rising to 24 percent by 1916 Rates of
female aime dropped after the war yeasto hover at just over 15 percent throughou much of the

19205.2° Women also consistently receved lighter purishments than men for their crimes. For

19°seeN. Visherskii, “Raspredelenie z&li uchennykh po polu i prestupleniiam,” in Sarremennaia prestupncst’, ed.
A. G. Beloborodov (Moscow, 1927), 16, who gves postrevolutionary rates of female aimein Russa &12.7
percent for 1922 15.5 percent for 1923 16.3 percent for 1924 15.3 percent for 1925 and 136 percent for the first
half of 1926



instance, in 1926Soviet courts entenced 284 percent of all female off enders to prison,
compared to 417 percent for men. Furthermore, 25.5 percent of convicted women receved
suspended sentences while only 12.5 percent of men had their prisonterms suspended. Among
those sent to prison, 75.9 percent of women and 689 percent of men receved sentences of less
than six months, 6.2 percent of women and 8 percent of men were incarcerated for one to two
yeas, and 06 percent of women and 15 percent of men were sent to prison for 5-8 yeas.'*
Indeed, women made up a very small percentage of the prison popuiation, acmrding to the
Decanber 1926census of Rusdan prisons, with 941 percent of inmates male and oy 5.9
percent female.*? The lighter levels of purishment women recéved compared to men suggests
that the courts often foundwomen to be less ®cially dangerous and therefore lessresporsible for
their crimes than men. Although some of the softer measures applied to women may have
resulted from lessfemale involvement in serious crimes, or their role a acemplicesin more
serious crimes, the general trend to sentence women to shorter prison terms refleded the

crimindogists’ view that the aimes women committed and the off enders themselves presented

M qatistika asuzhdennykh v SSRv 1925 1926i 1927 gg (Moscow, 1930, 55. V. R. lakubson, one of the aithors
of thiswork, indicated that 0.1 percent of men and Q005 percent of women were sentenced to deah, 14.4 percent of
men and 153 percent of women had to perform forced labor, and 29 rcent of men and 27 rcent of women had
their property confiscaed, among ather types of punishments. In addition, 13.9 percent of men and 13 percent of
women recaved prison sentences of six monthsto one yea, 3 percent of men and 14 percent of women for 3-5
yeas, and 06 percent of men and Q3 percent of women for 8-10yeas. Compared to statistics from 1924 in 1926
convicted criminals generall y receved shorter sentences or more dternative measures of punishment. In 1924 19.9
percent of men and 266 percent of women receved sentences up to six months, 21.8 percent of men and 327
percent of women from six monthsto one yea, 18.6 percent of men and 171 percent of women from 1-2 yeas, 13.4
percent of men and 115 percent of women from 2-3 yeas, 13.3 percent of men and 7.3 percent of women from 3-5
yeas, and 13 mercent of men and 48 percent of women from 5-10yeas. SeeSatisticheskii obzor deiatel’ nosti
mestnykh administrativnykh organos NKVD RSFSR, vyp. 3 (Moscow, 1925, 55.

2B, S, Utevskii, “Sovremennaia prestuprost’ po dannym perepisi mest zakli ucheniia,” Administrativnyi vestnik no.
1 (21928, 39. Utevskii noted ageneral dedine in the number of women incarcerated in Russan prisonsin 1926
down from 7.9 percent in 1923 Comparatively, women made up 7.8 percent of inmatesin 1924and 7.4 percent in
1925 See &so E. G. Shirvindt, “Penitentsiarnoe delo v RSFSR v 192425 godu,” Ezhenedel’ nik Sovetskoi iustitsii
no. 50-51 (1925, 1532 The 1926census of the prison population was conducted in Decanber 1926in connedion
with the census of the general population and it provided the aiminologists with awedth of statisticd material on
criminals, crime, sentencing trends, and prisoners badgrounds. Analyses based on thisinformation include V. S.
Khalfin, “Perepis 1926godai bor'bas prestupnost’iu,” Proletarskii sud no. 23-24 (1926): 2-3; Utevskii,



lessof a danger to society than the same adions committed by men. Indeed, V. R. lakubson
noted that one of the reasons women tended to receave shorter prison sentences could be foundin
the “milder attitude of the aurt toward women.”** In general, this “milder attitude” came from
traditional views of women as wedker and lesscriminal than men; however, a part of it emerged
from perceptions of women as badkward and ignorant, unaware of their rights as Soviet citi zens,
and therefore unable to bea the resporsibility for their adions.

In the ealy twentieth century more than 70 percent of Rusda’'s popuationlived in the
courtryside and worked in agriculture, surviving much as it had for centuries, only indiredly
affeded by social and pditi cad change. Nineteenth-century Russan social observers, as Laura
Engelstein naed, viewed peasants in general as a distant “foreign courtry” and peasant women
as an incomprehensible “foreign race”** Likewise, the Soviet crimindogists sharply
distinguished the peasantry from the urban popuation, seeing it as more primitive and closer to
the base instincts of life. Rural crime, they argued, was charaderized by violence while urban
crime tended to involve fraud and deception. Rates of crimes committed against persons—
murder, bodly injury, fights, vigil antism, etc.—usually occurred more often in the @wurtryside;
theft, fraud, embezzement, and forgery were more ommonin cities. Statistician D. P. Rodin
noted “if urban crimeis direded against property and can be explained by . . . socioecnamic

conditions, rural crimeis direded against persons and can be explained by the marsenessand

“Prestuprnost’ v RSFSR po dannym vsesoiuznoi perepisi,” Ezhenedel’ nik Sovetskoi iustitsii no. 41 (1927): 128082,
and Sorremennaa prestupnast’, ed. A. G. Beloborodov (Moscow, 1927).

13V, R. lakubson, “Repressia li cheniem svobody,” in Sorremennaia prestupncst’, 33.

14 aura Engelstein, The Keys to Happiness Sexandthe Search for Modernity in Fin-de-Siéde Russa (Ithaca
1992, 97. Onthe Russan educaed €elites’ attitudes toward the peasantry and crime in the late nineteenth and ealy
twentieth centuries e &so Stephen P. Frank, Crime, Cultural Corflict, and Justicein Rural Russa, 18561914
(Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1999; Cathy A. Frierson, “Crime and Punishment in the Russan Vill age: Rural
Concepts of Criminality at the End of the Nineteenth Century,” Savic Review 49, no. 1 (1987: 55-69; idem.,
Peasant |cons: Representations of Rural People in Late Nineteenth-Century Rusda (New York, 1993.



ignorance of the curtryside.”*®> Gernet added that “murder is more likely arural crime than an
urban ore andis centered in the unequal balance of force with the degreeof cultural
development.”*® The more “badward” and “primitive” the popuation, the more likely it was to
find solutions using force. Indedl, the aiminalogists foundthat backwardnessand ignorance
were resporsible for agood ded of female aiminality, particularly in the wurtryside.
According to statistics for 1924 24.4 percent of men and 255 percent of women criminals
committed ordinary theft in urban areas, compared to 17.4 percent of men and 212 percent of
women in the wurtryside. In contrast, 2.4 percent of male aiminals and 28 percent of female
criminals committed murders in cities while & the same time 7.9 percent of rural men and 85
percent of rural women were foundguilty of murder.'” Taking into consideration that
approximately 70 percent of crimes occurred in rural areas and orly 30 percent in cities, the
criminalogists founda significant propation d murder taking placein the wurtryside.
Moreover, murderers made up the third largest group d rural female aiminals, after thase
sentenced for the production and sale of samogonand property crimes.®

For the aimindogists, rural women who murdered dd so because their badkwardness
ignorance, and primitivenessled them to find the answers to their problemsin violence and
prevented them from understanding any other way to ad. One example is a murder committed
by Kh., a 35-yea-old, hedthy peasant woman described by crimindogist S. Ukshe & having a
“wide, ruddy and dul” face At nineteen she was married off to an impoverished peasant who
drank away her dowry, bea her in front of their children, and refused to give her adivorce

Seang noway out of her situation, Kh., onthe night of 8 August 1922 strangled her sleguing

15D. P. Rodin, “Gorodskaiai sel’ skaia prestuprost’,” Pravo i zhizn' no. 2-3 (1926, 95.

16 Gernet, “Predislovie,” in Prestupryi mir Moskvy, ed. M. N. Gernet (Moscow, 1924, xxiii .
u. B., “Prestuprost’ gorodai derevni v 1924g.,” Administrativnyi vestnik no. 6 (1925, 25.
'8 Ibid., 24-25.
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husband with her bare hands. When she redized what she had dore she becamne frightened,
began to scream, and ran to tell her neighbars what had happened. Ukshe's analysis of Kh.’s
crime emphasized her mental deficiencies, highlighting her difficulties in expressng herself and
her constant repetition d the phrase, “I’ m an ignorant woman (temnaia ia).” However, he noted
that she did na present the image of a morally defedive person, and her crime, the murder of a
helplessman, was “aroused by her extremely difficult situation and the impasshility, espeaally
asaresult of her ‘ignorance’ for her to find away to avoid this particular path.”**

Another case reported in the journal Rabanitsa (Woman Worker) involved Klavdiia
Logovan, ayourg peasant woman. Accused o infanticide, she explained to the judge & her trial
that her lover had deceved her and, afraid of her parents' disapproval and her own disgrace she
kill ed her child. Ignorant and illit erate, Klavdiia daimed she was unaware of the Soviet alimony
laws designed to proted her, and that if she had oy known that she had the right to collea
alimony payments from the father of her child regardlessof her marital status, she would never
have ated in the way that she did.?® For the observers of the cae, the young woman’ signorance
of Soviet laws suppating single women with children and her shame & the birth of an
ill egitimate child underscored the nead to combat the backwardnessand ladk of social awareness
in the countryside resporsible for leading women to commit infanticide and aher such crimes.
Women were thus excused from resporsibility for their adions because they were “backward’
and “ignorant,” uninvolved with the dail y struggle, and uraware of their rights and
resporsibiliti es before Soviet law.

Peasant women brought their backwardnessand ignorance with them when they moved

to the dties. Crimindogist B. S. Man’kovskii, in his 1928analysis of infanticide, noted that of

195, Ukshe, “Muzheubiitsy,” Pravoi zhizn' no. 2-3 (1926, 102
Dugudi byt: Styd poguhil,” Rabatnitsa no. 19 (1925, 23. Klavdiiarecéved athreeyea suspended sentence
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al those nvicted of the aime, 12.1 percent were workers, 64.7 percent were peasants, and 164
percent domestic servants. He added that since most domestic servants came from the
courtryside they could be murted as peasants, bringing the percentage of peasants involved in
infanticide to 811 percent and thus making it an overwhelmingly “rural” crime. Furthermore,
for infanticide caes committed in the dties, 24.2 percent of off enders were workers and 655
percent domestic servants. Because domestic servants came from the peasantry, Man’ kovskii
argued, peasants perpetrated most of the infanticide cases committed in the dties. This made
infanticide charaderistic of rural crime, despite its occurrencein wban areas.>* Women brought
their traditional attitudes and moral beli efs with them to the dties and these led them to commit
infanticide despite the general avail ability of medicd and material assstance and abortions.
Peasant women therefore remained badkward and ignorant, unaff eded by the benefits socialism
suppasedly brought to women, even in the very centers of socialist achievement and progress—
the dties.

According to the aimindogists of the 1920, in additionto backwardnessand ignorance,
female physiology and sexuality itself caused women to commit criminal offenses. Inthe
nineteenth century, doctors and psychiatrists foundfemale biology to be the caise of awide
variety of deviant behavior from shogifting to hysteria. Often they explained the greaer
importance of female sexuality in criminal behavior compared to male sexuality by emphasizing
women’s closer conredionto the family and their greaer confinement in the home. Women had
lesscontad with the world ouside the family circle than men and whil e this contributed to lower
levels of female aiminality, it forged a greaer link between female sexuality and deviance. As

Tarnovskii noted at the end d the nineteenth century, “for awoman, onacmurt of the narrower

2LB. S. Man’ kovskii, “Detoubiistvo,” in Ubiistva i ubiitsy, ed. E. K. Krasnushkin, G. M. Segal, and Ts. M. Feinberg
(Moscow, 1928, 150-51.
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circle of her adivitiesin general, sexual fedings and the ill nesses and fits of passon conneded
with them encompassa significantly greaer part of her internal world than for men. . . . All
uninvited crimes for the most part result from one or ancther abnarmality or complication o
sexual and also family life.”?? Gernet also naed that women led more moncatonots lives than
men, spending most of their time within the family and isolated from the “struggle for
existence”?® In such analyses, awoman's cial position kecane apart of her physiology and
her nature, defining the types of behavior she could exhibit and the types of crimes $e could
commit.

Although socialism theoreticdly freed women from the home, brought them into closer
contad with the daily strugge, and ac@rded them the same juridicd privil eges as men, the
criminologists continued to emphasize the influence of female sexuality and ptysiology on their
criminality. Aslate a 1927 biologist A. V. Nemilov pointed ou that biologicd differences
between men and women prevented much change in the situation d women despite the dfortsto
achieve gjuality between the sexes, and that “the life of women and the female soul can only be
understood ky beginning from its biologicd basis.”?* Female aime thus had to be explained and
understood na only in socioeconamic terms but also in the context of the influence of the
physiologicd functions of women’s bodes on their behavior. As Zhizhilenko explained,
“Overal it must be nated that all phenomena dosely conreded with the sexual life of women
have an effed ontheir criminality. The period d pregnancy, birth, the post partem period, the

period d their cessation, asis cdled menopause—all this shoud be taken into considerationin

2 |togi russkoi ugdovnoi statistiki za 20let (18741894 gg) (St. Petersburg, 1899, 143

% Gernet, Prestupleniei bor’basnimv sviazi s ewliutsiel obshchestva (1914, reprinted in Gernet, | zoranrnye
proizvedeniia (Moscow, 1974, 253

% A. V. Nemil ov, Biologicheskaia tragediia zhenshchiny (Leningrad, 1927), 47.
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the analysis of female aime.”* Indeed, Nemilov added that if in some women menstruation
instigated capricious behavior, in athers its influencetook a more pathologicd form that caused
temporary insanity, completely irrational crimes, and even suicide.?®

Often, the aimindlogists held female biology resporsible for violent crimes against
family members. AsoneV. L. Sanchov noted, “It has already long ago been shown that some
moments of sexual life (in particular among women—menstruation, pregnancy, giving birth and
menopause) spedficdly infuse the psyche of the individual and lead him to criminal adivity.
Infanticide is one of the most common manifestations of the influence of libido sexualis (sexual
drive) onthe psyche.”?" Zhizhilenko also added that in most cases crimes uch as infanticide,
child abandorment, and abortion were “committed by mothers in such a state that their physica
and mental hedth that canna be considered completely normal. . . . This condtionis
charaderistic only of women because of the particulars of their physica organism.”?® Mothers
who kil ed their infants immediately after birth could be @solved from resporsibility for their
crime because of their physiology. Pregnancy and krth wegened the female organism and left
women in a helpless $ate where they could na control their adions or readions. This condtion
allowed ouside forces such as material nead or presaures from a husband a lover, aswe saw in
the case of Gugina and Kiselev, to affed the new mother’s reception o her child. Women could
not control these forces and therefore could na be held resporsible for their adions under such

influences.

B AL A. Zhizhilenko, Prestupnast’ i eefaktory (Petrograd, 1922, 26.

% A V. Nemil ov, Biologicheskaia tragediia zhenshchiny, 90.

27y, L. Sanchov, “Toska po domu, kak faktor prestuprosti,” Rabechii sud no. 11-12 (1924, 34.

28 Zhizhilenko, Prestupnast’ i eefaktory, 26. See &so Ukshe, “Muzheubiitsy,” Pravo i zhizn' no. 4-5 (1926, 105,
who noted that women often kill ed their husbands under the influence of temporary insanity (affekt) that emerged in
connedion with pregnancy.
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The difficulty with this biologicd view of female aimeinthe 192G rested in its
determinism. If female sexuality could be held resporsible for some female aimes, then such
behaviors could na be crreded o eliminated since they were inherent in the physiology of
women. This brought the aiminadogists dangerously close to the Lombrosian view of “born”
criminality that made every woman a potential criminal. Such an interpretation o female
criminality was unacceptable in the Soviet context predsely becaise aime was suppased to
disappea with the construction d communism. In addition, the Soviet penal system focused on
correding criminal behavior through enlightenment and labor. Accepting a biologicd view of
female aiminality would uncermine the very principles of the Soviet projed and make the
rehabilit ation  women criminals imposgble. Asaresult, throughou the 1920 the
criminologists felt more comfortable enphasizing the broad sociologica and econamic causes of
crime, but they still relied onthe psychdogicd analysis of individual criminals and highli ghted
the influence of sexuality and plysiology on criminal behavior. As Zhizhilenko nded, “we
canna deny . . .that sex shows up as an individual factor in determining instances.”* Indeed,
understanding the biologicd nature of the off ender was essential to understanding the
sociologicd causes of crime, and viceversa®® Even so, the aiminologists disagreed over the
validity and extent of such arguments pertaining to female aime. Some emphasized the
importance of female physiology and sexuality in causing crime whil e others tried to find more
sociologicdly based explanations. This can be seen in the aimindogists’ discusgons of two

crimes historicdly linked to female sexuality—arson and shogifting.

29 Zhizhil enko, Prestupnast’ i eefaktory, 27.

30 SeeA. S. Zvonitskaia, “K voprosu ob izuchenii prestuprikai prestuprosti,” Tekhnika, ekonomika i pravo no. 3
(1924, 92, who argued for the nead to understand the psychologicd fadors of criminality as emerging from its
sociologicd causes.
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Gernet noted in his 1922 dscusson d moral statistics that “psychiatry and
psychopatha ogy have long highlighted a spedal abnarmal inclination duing the ea of sexual
maturity and the menstrual period to the @mmisson o arson.”*! Relying mostly on rineteenth-
century Western sources, he anphasized that puberty brought with it incressed mental fantasies
in girlsthat led to greaer incidents of false acaisation and arson, causing female aime rates for
this age groupto be nealy two times greaer than male aime rates.** M. Kesder took a more
sociologicd approach to arsonin 1927 but he still allowed room for the influence of female
sexuality onwomen’s criminal behavior: “ The large percentage of women guilty of arson can be
explained more often than na in the auel and btter condtions of life in the courntryside, where
frequently insulted persons take revenge by letting loose the ‘red bird’; women make up alarge
percentage of those insulted. It isposdblethat . . . pathologicd deviations of the sexual
charader of women find themselves an outlet in arson and aher, frequently unmotivated, types
of total destruction.”**

Shogifting, particularly from department stores, had also traditionally been linked to
female physiology. Nineteenth-century western dactors foundthat kleptomania surfaced in
women duing periods of pregnancy and menstruation. Many Soviet criminologists continued to
emphasize the role of sexuality in the coommisson d this crime. Sanchov stated that “a majority
of kleptomaniacs display their inclination for theft exadly at those moments that are mnreded
with the arival of menstruation a pregnancy.”** Psychiatrist Krasnushkin even mentioned a
casein 1929 ¢ anormally honest young woman who, during her menstrual period and at the

start of her first pregnancy, when the “greaest physiologicd weaknessof the organism” occurs,

31 Gernet, Moral’ naia statistika (Ugolovnaia statistika i statistika samoubiistv) (Moscow, 1922, 140.
32 |
Ibid., 139
33 M. Kesder, “Imushchestvennye prestupl eniia po dannym perepisi 1926g.,” in Sorremennaia prestupnast’, 56.
34 sanchov, “Toska po domu, kak faktor prestuprosti,” 34.
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could na restrain herself from steding unreeded items from stores, despite the fad that she had
the money to puchase such things.®* Criminologist T. Kremlova, however, took a different
view. She aiticized thase nineteenth-century doctors who foundfemale sexuality at the roat of
kleptomania. Her own sample of some 50 women who stole from Moscow department storesin
1926and 1927 dd nd reved any link between sexuality and Keptomania; women stole purely
for sociologicd ressons—material need, the influence of bad company, alcohd and dugs, and
unemployment.*® Thus, even in the late 19205, some aiminalogists focused solely onthe
sociologicd and econamic causes of theft whil e others gill saw female sexuality as a
determining fador in individual psychdogicd instances.

Whil e the aiminadogists considered arson and shogifting, along with infanticide, spouse
murder, child abandonment, and the like, to be typicdly “female” crimes, they foundthat many
off enses were uncharaderistic of women because of their physiology and traditional social
pasition. For instance, women were rarely charged with corruption sincethey seldom held jobs
of authority, so the assgnment of “criminal resporsibility” in the cae of S., a50-yea-old
woman guilty of embezzZlement, provides an interesting example. Accordingto A. N.

Terent’ eva, a psychiatrist working with the Moscow laboratory for the study of the personality of
the aiminal and crime, S. worked as a seaetary for the representative office of the Chedhen
repubic in Moscow, and her duties included safeguarding the office cah. Because the office
was not seaure, she often took the cash hame with her. One day in October 1925she recaved a
200ruble bonus and also took 1,500rubles home from the cash box That day she went straight
to a caino after work to pay cards. S. quickly lost her own 200rubles and then, littl e by littl e,

al the money from the office. According to Terent’eva’'s psychadogicad analysis, S. left the

% E. K. Krasnushkin, Prestupniki psikhopaty (Moscow, 1929, 8.
%7, Kremleva, “Vory i vorovki bol’ shikh magazinov,” Problemy prestupnosti no. 4 (1929, 36-38.
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casinoin astate of panic, but her only desire was to play cards to forget everything else. Her
fea and haror somehow transformed into fedings of sexual excitement and, riding the tram,
some small bumpsin the road fed her sexual arousal, causing her to have an argasm. Shetold no
one &ou losing the money, sold some of her things, and returned to the caino, where she
continued to lose. But she muld na stay away and began to spend every night at the caino.
She lost her shame, her horesty, and her self-resped, took on oddobs and gambled away all the
money. While her bosswas away she took an additional 8,500rubles from the office, which she
also lost in the casino. She was eventually arrested and sentenced to threeyeasin prison.

Terent’ evafoundsS. to have aschizophrenic temperament similar to impulsive
psychopeths, and a pathologicdly heightened sexual drive with sadistic dements. She agued
that avariety of misfortunesin life, including the lossof a beloved husband and ill ness
wedkened S. and krought her to aperiod d impulsiveness However, sexuality played a central
role, for “as her pasdon for cards grew, so dd her pathologicdly heightened sexual excitement.”
Terent’ eva concluded that this crime was caused by an extreme pathologicd sexuality and that
“the end d menopause, which in a50-yea-old woman is not far away, will mark the end o her
sexual drive and her social dangerousness”*’

Interestingly, the same case was also reported by one L. Kandinskii for the journal
Proletarskii sud, whoindicated that S. met her employer, Akhtakhanov, at a cainoin 1923
According to Kandinskii, Akhtakhanov left the representative office s money in S.’s care but did
not ched the acouns or the sums of money in the office. Asaresult, S. lost all her own money
and 1Q000rubles from the representative office d the caino over aperiod d six months.

Kandinskii’s acaount found na the psychology or sexuality of S. to be “resporsible” for the

37 A. N. Terent’eva, “Dvasluzhaia zhenshchin-rastratchits,” Prestuprik i prestupnast’ no. 2 (1927), 290-95.
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crime, but rather her employer, Akhtakhanov. Kandinskii acaused him of employing a woman
he met in a caino, implying that such awoman could na be trusted, and d naot properly
supervising her work, frequently leaving on errands and businesstrips. Indeed, Kandinskii
indicated that Akhtakhanov recaved a suspended sentence of one yea in conredion with this
case.®® Although thisis only one example, what emerges from these acourtsis the need to
explain female aime in terms of external fadors influencing the off ender, mitigating the level of
resporsibility placel onwomen by focusing on female sexuality or male influence.

The Bolshevik revolution emancipated women, making them pdliti caly and socially
equal with men. Asthe aimindlogists were quick to pant out, however, despite the dhanges
brought abou by the Bolsheviks, women remained trapped by the cnstraints of the old way of
life—the traditional division d labor that placed women in the home and undr econamic
dependence. These cnstraints also aff eded the types of crime women committed. Although
women have dways engaged in nealy every type of crime, criminologicd reseach traditionally
foundthat most female aimesinvolved violence against relatives, domestic theft, and aher such
off enses that take placein conredion with the domestic sphere, the provenance of women. The
revolutionwas suppased to change dl that by freeng women from the home and kringing them
into the “strugge for existence” on the same level as men. According to criminalogist lu.
Khodakov, “the revolution, with its emancipation d andintroduction d women into pubic life,
with its colossal restructuring of the juridicad and moral norms that had daminated the life of
women previously, shoud seemingly eradicae that vicious circle and this, in the first place

shoud be refleced in female aiminality.”

3. Kandinskii, “Zhenshchina-rastratchik,” Proletarskii sud no. 23-24(1926), 12. In contrast to Terent’ eva,
Kandinskii’sacount indicaesthat S. recaved a sentence of six yeasin strict isolation and that she turned herself in
tothe police

39 1u. Khodakov, “Sovremennaia prestuprost’ zhenshchin,” Vlast'’ sovetov no. 11-12 (1923, 87.
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In some ways the aiminadogists looked forward to seang an increase in the level and
variety of female criminality sincethat would indicate women’s integration into pubic life and
the presaures that accompany it. However, as the situation stabili zed after the dvil war, as noted
edalier, female aime dropped to prewar levels and resumed its traditional charaderistics. In
1928 more than ten yeas after the revolution eliminated legal inequality between the sexes,
women were still seen as grugging behind men. Criminadogist B. S. Utevskii bluntly noted,
“To this day women are in most cases housewives who do na participate significantly in the
strugge for existence, who do nd stand as equals with men in eaconamic or pubic life. Only
during the war, when women took over the jobs of men entering the amy did their crime, as e
in the statistics of all countries, incresse. With the mming of peacethe aime rates of women
again deaeased.”*°

The end d the NEP and the start of the First Five-Yea Planin 1928marked apushin
Soviet society toward the accéerated construction d socialism. Along with this came arenewed
emphasis on class $rugge and identifying classenemies. Resporsibility had to be acorded for
any delay in the buil ding of socialism and explanations of female aiminality had to be presented
in terms of ideology and class $ruggle. Thisforced the aiminadogists to minimize their
emphasis on women'’s biology and physiology, leading them to placethe resporsibility for
female aime increasingly onthe influence of “socially irresporsible” husbands and lovers,
particularly in cases of infanticide.

Rates of infanticide had na deaeased significantly by the mid-192Gs, despite amyriad of
new laws designed to assst young mothers and abalish dd attitudes. Legalized abortions
provided an aternative to infant murder, birth hames off ered asdstance and a safe placeto give

birth, the right to alimony regardlessof marital status suppied financial suppat for unmarried

40B. S. Utevskii, “Sovremennaia prestuprost’ po dannym perepisi mest zekli ucheniia,” 39. 20



women, and the dimination d ill egitimacy as a social category removed the shame of
extramarital affairs. In pradice, however, abortions were nat always easily obtainable, many
men refused or were unable to make dimony payments, and young women continued to be
ashamed of out-of-wedlock births and afraid of the condemnation o their communities or their
employers.*' Women, particularly peasant women, remained “ badkward” and “ignorant,” killi ng
their infants at increasing and alarming rates. In the Moscow region, for example, infanticide
made up 21 @rcent of murder casestried in 1926 while by 1927the propattion had risen to 28
percent.*?

By 1928 inlight of the continued existence of infanticide despite dl eff orts against the
crime, the aiminadogists and the courts began to placethe resporsibility for the aime more
often on“socially irresporsible” husbands and lovers, asin the cae of Gugina and Kiselev that
opened this paper. Crimindogist M. Andreev noted that infanticide by fathers was a relatively
new phenomenonthat refleded the enforcement of Soviet laws regarding child suppat. To
escape making alimony payments, men would dften encourage their wives or girlfriends to
terminate their pregnancies or commit infanticide.*® In addition, the aiminodlogists noticed a
willi ngnessamong women to commit infanticide & the urging of a husband a lover.

Psychiatrist V. V. Brail ovskii described a cae in which ore Annal. dedded long before she

1 0On the dfedivenessof aimony in asdsting single women, see Goldman, Women, the State, and Revolution, 237-
46, who indicaes that although the curts frequently awarded women chil d support from husbands or lovers, in most
likelihood few of these women adually receved alimony payments. The low wages of fathers prevented the
amount of ali mony from being a significant source of income for mothers. In addition, men often disappeared,
leaving the dty or changing addresses, which made the ll edion of alimony almost impossble. Thus, the
difficulties of implementing and enforcing child support laws often outweighed their potential benefitsto single
mothers.

“2 shmidt, “Detoubiistva,” Proletarskii sud no. 5 (1928, 8. Gernet noted a 106.8 percent risein infanticide cases
between 1924and 1925 compared to an increase of only 17.7 percent for crimes against persons overall. See
Gernet, “ Statistika detouhii stv,” Statisticheskoe obozrenie no. 2 (1928, 102

“3M. Andreev, “Detoubiistvo,” Rabochii sud no. 2 (1928, 142 See &so P. A. Aliavdin, “Ugadovnye prestupleniia
Vv sviaz salimentami v lvanovo-Voznesenskoi gubernii,” Sudebno-meditsinskaia ekspertiza no. 11 (1929: 113-15.
Bychkov, Detoubiistvo v sovremennykh usloviiakh (Moscow, 1929, 35, noted that in 19261927, 11 percent of
those found guilty of infanticide in the Moscow regional courts were men.
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gave birth to murder her infant because she understoodthat her lover would oy marry her if she
kill ed the child.** Indeed, the fad that women were willi ng to kill their children at the request of
their lovers and for the promise of marriage highli ghts the severe shortage of eligible menin the
yeas after the war and the difficulty women had finding husbands, but it also signifies the
continued importance of marriage in ealy Soviet society onapradicd, if not legal, level.
Women's desire for marriage refleded na only the eonamic necessty of the family in the
Soviet Union, but also the cntinued cultural importance of the institution and the popuar
resistanceto its elimination. Despite the ealy socialist reform eff orts, marriage remained an
esential social structure, aredity that the state a&knowledged in 1936with the aloption d a
new Family Code that suppated marriage, discouraged dvorce, criminalized abortion, and
expanded the role of the family in society.*

In his 1928analysis of conviction data, Man’ kovskii naticed that when men were found
guilty of infanticide, whether having committed the aime themselves or having encouraged a
woman to doso, they generally recaeved harsher sentences than women. He indicated that 58.6
percent of women who committed infanticide receved suspended sentences but only 11.7
percent of men did. Likewise, while 17.8 percent of women spent upto oreyea in prison, 21.4
percent recaved sentences of one to two yeas, and 22 percent for more than two yeasin
prison, of the men sentenced for infanticide 17.6 percent spent one to two yeasin prison, 29.4
percent were sentenced for threeto four yeas, 17.6 percent received prison terms of five to
seven yeas, and 237 percent were sent to prison for eight to ten yeas.*® Clealy, the murts

understoodthat men who resorted to killi ng an infant, usually to avoid alimony payments, were

V. V. Brail ovskii, Opyt bio-sotsial’ nogoisdedovaniia ukits: Po materialam mest zakli ucheniia Sevenogo
Kavkaza (Rostov naDonu, 1929, 74. Brail ovskii did not indicate the sentencing in this case.

“50On the Soviet Family Code and the debates over its provisions, seeGoldman, Women, the State, and Revolution.
6 Man'’ kovskii, “Detoubii stvo,” 267.
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naot fulfilli ng their duties as good Soviet citizens. In fad, the aimina ogists themselves
advocaed harsher punishments against men in infanticide caes. Man’kovskii concluded, “with
regard to men who commit infanticide for selfish reasons, such as not wanting to pay alimony,
the level of purishment must be & ®vere a for those mwmmitting other types of murder.”*’ By
asuming that men were more conscious of their obligations under Soviet law, the aiminologists
emphasized the neal for male responrsibility over women and daced the agency for female
criminality on men, leaving women as passve participants who could na be held liable for their
own adions.

Part of the dfeda of focusing the resporsibility for infanticide on men removed the
emphasis from explanations of female aime based onwomen’s sxuality and ptysiology. By
the late 19205, in conredion with the rise of Stalinism andthe end d the NEP, a shift occurred
in Soviet society that refleded itself in criminology. Reseach into the caises of crime could no
longer be conducted onthe individual level. Only theories of crime that embraced coll edive,
socialist, and classprinciples could explain the cntinuation d crime in the Soviet state. Thus,
female physiology and sexuality could nolonger be a caise of crime, but class enemies and
outdated, badkward beliefs could. By 1929the aiminologicd professon began to focus onthis
more “Soviet” interpretation o crime. Those aiminadogists who continued to dscuss
individual, psychdogicd, and ptysiologicd fadors of crime were actised of
“neolombrosianism,” of catering to Lombrosian tendencies that made the individual the most
important factor in criminality.*® In 193Q the state took measures to shift the dforts of

criminoogicd studies away from research into the individual fadors of crime. The liquidation

A7 (i

Ibid.
“8 See“Disput k voprosy ob izuchenii prestuprosti v SSR v sektsii pravai gosudarstva,” Rewoliutsiia prava no. 3
(1929: 47-78; L. O. Ivanov and L. V. II'ing, Puty i sud by otechestvenna kriminologii (Moscow, 1991), 197-99.
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of the aimindogicd laboratories and institutes marked the end d this type of criminologicd
reseach. After 1930work oncrime focused solely on penal pdliti cs and corredional measures,
effedively curtaili ng the pradice of criminology in the Soviet Union urtil after the deah of
Stalin.

Female aime has always fascinated those who study criminality predsely becaise its
nature makes it more trouling and dsruptive to social norms and ideds of proper behavior than
male aime. Committing criminal offenses at a fradion d the rate of men, women criminals
remain at the margins of both the aiminal world and society in general. Yet by looking at these
margins we can gain a deaer view of the dynamics of social development in eally Soviet
society. What emerges from the aiminologists’ interpretations of female off endersis a picture
of a society deeply influenced by its past traditions while & the same time struggling to define
itself in anew light. Despite the dhanges introduced by the Soviet government—social
legislation designed to abalish dd ways of living and thinking—life for most Rusdan citi zens
continued as it had before the revolution. Of course thiswas to be expeded; long-held attitudes
and traditions canna be diminated overnight. Nevertheless the redity of life in the “transitional
period” of the 192Gs fail ed to coincide with the social vision presented in Soviet palicies. The
criminologists’ explanations of female aime, emphasizing the badkwardnessand ignorance of
women, their physiology and sexuality, and their dependence on men and male influence,
underlined the continued presence of older attitudes within the new, Soviet society. These
explanations of female aime dfedively removed agency from women for their adions. In
locating the resporsibility for female aime beyondthe wntrol of the off enders themselves, the

criminologists of the 192Gs “sovietized” traditional perceptions of women. They employed a

Other semi-independent Soviet organizations met simil ar fates as criminology. See for instance, Lynn Mally,
Culture of the Future: The Proletkult Movement in Revolutionary Russia (Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1990).
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rhetoric of progress and backwardness that placed deviant women in a subservient position
where they were incapable of taking responsibility for their actions. Such attitudes coexisted
alongside socialist ideals of sexual equality; however, they did not undermine the socialist
project. Rather, the continued presence of more traditional views of women and their position in
society within the radical ideology of socialism facilitated the revision of some of the more
untenable and unrealistic social policies that occurred in the mid-1930s and was a crucial

element in the overall development of the social norms of the Soviet state.
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