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Pestome: HacTosiliee UCCIef0OBaHUE MTOCBSINEHO
aHAIKU3y CBS3H MEX[Y 3J0yIOTpebIeHreM aj-
KOTOJIEM CO CTOPOHBI )XEPTBBI U HalbHEUIINM
IIPUTOBOPOM B fiesiax 06 YOUMCTBeE XXEeHIIMHEI ee
mapTHepoM B Poccuu (C aKIIeHTOM Ha pasiudus
MeX/y CYAbSIMHU-KEHIINHAMY U CY/AbSIMU-MYXK-
YrHAMY). DMIUpUYecKas 6a3a coctaBuia 1 478
TEKCTOB CYZAE6GHBIX IIPUTOBOPOB II0 CTATHSIM
06 y6uiicTBe (2013-2019 IT.), COGPaHHBIX METOOM
Be6-CKpeHTuHTa C 0QUITHATBHBIX TOCYAapCTBEH-
HBIX arperaTopoB ¥ 06paboTaHHbIX TI0CPECTBOM
METOZOB MHTE/JIEKTYaIbHOTO aHAMK3a TEKCTOB.
C IIOMOIIBIO PErpeCCHOHHOT0 aHAMKM3a TI0KAa3a-
HO, YTO B CJIy4asix, KOT/a JKepTBa y6UICTBa 31I0-
yIIoTpebiIsiia anKorojaeM, apTHePy BHIHOCUTCS
B CpemHeM 6ojiee MIATKUHM IIPUTOBOP, 0COGEHHO
€CJI JIeJI0 PacCMaTpHUBaeT KeHIHA-CYAbs. DTOT
a¢deKT coxpaHIeTCs TOCTIe yIeTa IPUIUIeCKU
3HAYUMBIX GpAKTOPOB — HATUYUS CMATYAOIUX
Y OTSITYATOIUX 06CTOSITENIBCTB, PELIUANBA U ITPU-
3HAHUS BUHBI — U 110 CHJIE COTIOCTABUM C STUMU
dakTopamu. ITIokasaHo, 9TO 6ojlee MATKUY IIPU-
ToBOp O6YC/IOBIEH KMMEHHO caMuM GaKTOM
3JI0YTIOTPe6IeHUS alKOTONEeM, a He IMOCTIeLyIo-
LIUM ITPOBOKAIIMOHHBIM IIOBEJEHUEM YKEPTBBL.
Tlony4YeHHbIE Pe3yIBTATHl IPOTHUBOPEYAT pac-
IIPOCTPAHEHHBIM IIPEe/ICTABIEHUSIM O 60IbLIel
CKJIOHHOCTY MYXXYUH O6BUHSTD XEeHI[UH-KEPTB.
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HanpoTus, B pOCCUHUCKOH CyeGHON IIPaKTHKe XKEHIIMHBI-CY/IbH Jallle IIPo-
SIBISTIOT CHUCXOAMTEIBHOCTD K OGBUHSIEMBIM MY)XUMHAM, eCIIU XepTBa
HapyIasa TpaJULIHOHHBIE TeH/IePHbIe HOPMBI II0BeIeHUSI. ABTODBI UHTEP-
IIPETHUPYIOT OGHAPYKEeHHBIH 3$deKT yepes IPHU3MY TeOPHUH CIIPaBe/INBO-
TO MMpa U TeHePHBIX YCTAaHOBOK, ITOAUepKUBAs, YTO CyAe6HbIe pelleHus
OTPa)XalOT He TOJIBKO IIPABOBBIE, HO U KYJIBTYPHBIE ITPeJICTaBIEHUS O JI0-
IIYCTUMBIX POJISX XEeHUIWH. Fccae[oBaHUe JeMOHCTPUPYeT IIOTeHIIHA
aBTOMAaTH3WPOBAaHHOTO aHA/IN3a TEKCTOB IPUTOBOPOB KaK MHCTPYMEHTA
usydenus ykiaoHos (bias) B poccuiickoi cye6HOM IpaKTHKE.

Kntouesvle cn06a: 3710yIIOTpe6IeHME alKOTOJIEM, TEOPUST CIIPaBeIUBOTO
MUpa, YOUHUCTBO TapTHEPa, HACU/IVE HAJl TTAPTHEPOM, MHTE/IEKTYaTbHBII
aHaJM3 TeKCTOB, CyAe6Hble pellleH sI, aHaINU3 IIPUTOBOPOB.
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Abstract: This study examines how victims’ alcohol abuse affects sentenc-
ing in cases where a woman is killed by her intimate partner in Russia,
focusing on gender differences among judges. The research uses a dataset
of 1,478 court verdicts (2013-2019), obtained via web scraping from official
sources and processed through text mining techniques. Using regression
analysis, the study shows that the victim’s alcohol abuse is, on average,
associated with more lenient punishment — particularly when the presid-
ing judge is a woman. This effect remains significant after controlling for
legally relevant factors, and its size is comparable to them. This influence
is driven by the mere fact of alcohol abuse rather than by subsequent pro-
vocative behavior of the victim. The findings contradict common assump-
tions that male judges are more prone to victim-blaming. On the contrary,
in Russian judicial practice, female judges tend to show greater leniency
toward defendants when the victim has violated traditional gender norms.
The results are interpreted through the lens of just world theory and gender
role attitudes, emphasizing that judicial decisions reflect not only legal
reasoning but also culturally embedded beliefs about appropriate female
behavior. The study also demonstrates the potential of automated text
analysis of court verdicts as a powerful tool for exploring social biases and
gender stereotypes in the Russian judiciary.

Keywords: alcohol abuse, just world theory, intimate partner homicide, inti-
mate partner violence, text mining, court decisions, sentencing.
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Introduction

iolence against women is a major social problem and human rights
Vviolation, and femicides are the most severe form of it. According to
the UN statistics, a third of all femicide victims globally (34%) are mur-
dered by their intimate partners (UNODC 2019).

Previous studies reveal that judges tend to perceive violence between
partners as more acceptable than other types of violence. This results
in lenient sentences in comparison with violence outside intimate
relationships (Black 1976; Dawson 2004, 2006). There are different
explanations of this pattern; most of them are rooted in theories of focal
concerns and bounded rationality. These theories posit that judges take
into account three key issues: offender culpability, public protection,
and the practical constraints of the court (Steffensmeier et al. 1998). But
in conditions of limited time and information, they rely on stereotypes
to make their decisions about these issues (Albonetti 1991). In the case of
intimate partner homicides, one of the stereotypes is that such crimes
imply some degree of victim involvement, mitigating the defendant’s
culpability (Dawson 2006; Dawson & Sutton 2017).

Current empirical studies show that perceptions of the victim’s
lifestyle and behavior may vary for male and female observers, but the
direction of these differences is still under discussion. While many
studies show that it is more common for men than for women to blame
female victims (Bongiorno et al. 2020; Bryant & Spencer 2003; Davies
et al. 2009; Grubb & Harrower 2009; Schult & Schneider 1991; Ulybina
2020; Witte et al. 2006; Yamawaki et al. 2009), some research identifies
no association between the observers’ gender and perception of victim’s
behavior (Abrams et al. 2003; Girard & Senn 2008; Hillier & Foddy 1993;
Kern et al. 2007; Krahe 1988; Landstrém et al. 2016; Persson et al. 2018; Qi
et al. 2016). Using the example of the victim’s history of alcohol abuse,
this paper aims at contributing to this field of research by answering
the following questions:

RQ1: Does the victim’s abuse of alcohol affect sentencing in intimate
partner femicides?

RQ2: Does the effect of the victim’s abuse of alcohol differ for male and
female judges in its direction?

We focus exclusively on cases of female victims, as the perception of
alcohol abuse by women is more strongly associated with a violation of
traditional gender norms (Iwamoto et al. 2018). In many societies, in-
cluding Russia, women’s alcohol consumption is viewed as deviant and
inappropriate, which makes it a more potent trigger for victim-blaming
attitudes (Sims et al. 2007). Therefore, the social meaning and evaluative
load of alcohol abuse are not symmetrical across genders, justifying our
decision to limit the analysis to female victims.
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The novelty of the present study is twofold. First, it is the first em-
pirical research on intimate partner violence in Russia, based on non-
reactive court decision data'. Most of the academic studies of domestic
and intimate partner violence are devoted to American, Canadian, or
Australian contexts with little attention to other countries because of
the general lack of available criminal data (Garcia-Moreno et al. 2003;
Johnson et al. 2010; Stockl et al. 2013; Vassileva & Delpeuch 2021). Russia
may be an interesting case for the international audience: according
to the UN Office on Drugs and Crime, it has one of the highest rates of
intimate partner femicides worldwide (UNODC 2023). Other particular
characteristics include the absence of any legal framework related to
gender-based or domestic violence, and the ongoing debates regarding
the corresponding law. Second, previous research on domestic and in-
timate partner violence and perceptions of the victim’s role is mostly
based on vignette experiments describing hypothetical situations and
involving students as participants (e.g., Braden-Maguire et al. 2005; Bry-
ant & Spencer 2003; Luginbuhl & Mullin 1981; Pavlou & Knowles 2001;
Summers & Feldman 1984; van der Bruggen & Grubb 2014; Witte et al.
2006). Such a design does not reflect the practices and attitudes of real
judges who, in comparison with students, have specific qualifications,
experience of dealing with similar crimes, and whose decisions directly
affect people’s lives. In this study, we use unique data extracted from
texts of court verdicts on actual crimes. With such methodology, our
example continues the recently emerged stream of sentencing research
that uses text mining? approach (see Pina-Sanchez, Grech, et al. 2019;
Pina-Sanchez, Roberts et al., 2019).

The paper is structured as follows. The first section is devoted to the
literature review on factors contributing to victim blaming in violence
against women and the role of alcohol abuse in such attitudes; this sec-
tion ends with the statement of hypotheses. The second section de-
scribes the process of text data collection, preprocessing, and analysis.
The third section presents the results of the analysis in correspondence
with the proposed research questions and hypotheses. The final section
discusses the obtained results, the research limitations, and ideas for
further studies.

Theoretical and empirical background

The role of the victim’s behavior in case outcomes is a subject of the

1 Also see (Zhuchkova, 2021).
2 Inthisresearch, text mining refers to the automated process of extraction vari-
ables from the texts.
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literature devoted to the victim-blaming topic. One of the most frequently
used frameworks on this issue — namely, the just world theory —
assumes that individuals tend to believe that people get what they
deserve, i.e., people’s actions lead to fair consequences (Lerner 1980). In
case of crimes, this framework posits that people are victimized because
they did not prevent the victimization or, in particular, instigated the
crime to happen (Gamache 2006). Another relevant framework is the
discounting principle proposed by Kelley (1973) as a part of the causal
attribution processes. According to this principle, “the role of a given
cause in producing a given effect is discounted if other plausible causes
are also present” (Ibid., p. 113). In regard to crimes, this principle means
that the victim’s behavior may be considered an additional cause for the
crime, which reduces the amount of blame assigned to the aggressor.

Indeed, victims’ behavior prior to the crime has been shown as one of
the key factors contributing to the victim blaming in cases of violence
against women (Witte et al. 2006). Thus, studies demonstrate that if
the victim’s confrontation or verbal provocation predates the domestic
battering, observers are prone to see the batterer as less responsible for
the violence (Harris & Cook 1994; Kern et al. 2007; Pavlou & Knowles 2001;
Rhatigan et al. 2011; C. Stewart et al. 2012; Witte et al. 2006). A sizable
body of literature originating from Wolfgang’s work (1957) examines
the so-called “victim-precipitated homicides”, i.e., homicides that were
a result of victims first using physical force, weapons, etc. However,
not only the direct use of violence but also other characteristics of the
victim’s behavior may be associated with less responsibility put on the
perpetrators. For example, if jealousy becomes a motive for battering,
assuming that a woman gives a reason for a man to be jealous, more
blame is assigned to her (Delgado et al. 1997; Pavlou & Knowles 2001).
In fact, even minor things such as being late for the meeting may be
associated with the increased blame to the victim for the consequent
violence (Gamache 2006). Reviews show that the better the victim and
perpetrator know each other, the more the victim is blamed (Gravelin et
al. 2019; van der Bruggen & Grubb 2014), that is why in cases of intimate
partner violence victim’s own responsibility for the violence becomes
one of the most widespread stereotypes defining judges’ decisions
(Dawson & Sutton 2017).

Besides, because such conflicts imply a history of previous
relationships between a perpetrator and a victim, some attributes of
these relationships also lead to different attributions of victim blame.
Among these attributes, for example, are the victim’s attempts to leave
the abusive relationships. In cases when a prior history of violence is
relevant for the family, perpetrators receive harsher sentences when
there were attempts by the victim to leave the family. On the contrary,
staying in such relationships increases the risk of future violence and,
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as a result, is perceived as a victim’s responsibility and leads to lenient
punishment for perpetrators (Dawson 2003; Mahoney 1991; Rapaport
1991). However, the amount of blame given to a victim because of the
previous behavior may vary depending on the crime type and severity
(Koepke et al. 2014). In this regard, homicides become an interesting
type of crime to examine since it implies the most severe of possible
consequences for the victim (her death), which may outweigh all the
prior circumstances.

In the literature, blaming of female victims is strongly associated
with attitudes towards women in general. More conservative attitudes
correspond to the higher level of blame to female victims (Pavlou &
Knowles 2001; Stewart et al. 2012; Viki & Abrams 2002; Yamawaki &
Tschanz 2005). As the theory of ambivalent sexism states, women
“are rewarded with benevolent care if they embrace traditional roles”
(Koepke et al. 2014, p. 447). In this regard, drinking women may be seen
as those who violate gender norms (Kantor & Straus 1989). This gendered
asymmetry is particularly relevant in the Russian context, where
traditional norms surrounding femininity and modesty persist strongly
(Bobrova et al. 2010). As a result, alcohol consumption by women is likely
to be interpreted not just as a behavioral flaw, but as a moral failing or
indication of deviant character. By contrast, alcohol consumption by
men is often socially tolerated or even expected, making it a less salient
factor in judgments of victim blame. Hence, focusing on female victims
allows us to analyze how gendered expectations and stereotypes shape
judicial decisions in femicide cases.

Women'’s intoxication was shown to be perceived as justification or
provocation for rape and sexual assault. Gravelin et al. (2019) in their
review found that most of the studies that manipulated intoxication
levelillustrate that a female rape victim in a state of intoxication receives
more blame in comparison with the victim being sober. Besides sexual
crimes, studies show that drinking women are also more frequently
exposed to domestic violence (see Devries et al. (2014) for a review).
Kantor and Straus (1989) explain this by suggesting that intoxicated
women become more verbally aggressive. In comparison with men,
for women such aggressiveness does not correspond to the traditional
gender roles and, as a result, women “lose the protection afforded by
other traditional gender role norms, such as ‘never hit a woman’” (Ibid.,
P- 185) and thus legitimate the violent response.

One of the possible mediators in the association between the described
factors and victim blaming is the observer’s gender, which is the main
focus of our study. The current empirical evidence of gender differences
is rather contradictory. In a number of studies, no association was found
between the gender of the observer and the level of victim blaming
(Abrams et al. 2003; Girard & Senn 2008; Hillier & Foddy 1993; Kern et
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al. 2007; Krahe 1988; Landstrom et al. 2016; Persson et al. 2018; Qi et al.
2016). Other studies indicate that male respondents tend to blame female
victims more than female respondents do (Bongiorno et al. 2020; Bryant
& Spencer 2003; Davies et al. 2009; Grubb & Harrower 2009; Schult &
Schneider 1991; Ulybina 2020; Witte et al. 2006; Yamawaki et al. 2009).
This pattern is usually explained by the defensive attribution theory,
claiming that with the decreasing similarity between an observer and
a victim, the amount of blame increases (Shaver 1970). In this regard,
men may sympathize with the perpetrator of intimate partner violence
and place responsibility on female victims, especially in the presence
of the provocative behavior related to intoxication. Likewise, women
are prone to support female defendants or victims as they may imagine
themselves in similar circumstances. As Gravelin et al. (2019) show, no
studies in their review indicate that women put more blame on female
victims than men.

There is also a body of literature specifically on the role of gender in
the judiciary; studies in the area also show inconclusive results. Some
find no difference in judges’ behavior in domestic violence cases (Hunter
2008), but there are studies indicating that female magistrates in lower
courts more often show courtesy to the defendants, compared to male
judges (Anleu & Mack 2017). Some argue that these disparities show
different gender-colored expectations in professional behavior of judges
(Thornton 1996; Rackley 2012).

As it was mentioned before, most of the described results are based
on experimental studies utilizing vignettes (for critique of this approach
see Stewart & Maddren 1997; van der Bruggen & Grubb 2014). Research
on the role of victims’ behavior and lifestyle that involves real data on
crimes and reflects actual court practices is scarce, and our study aims
to fill this gap. In accordance with the described theories, we propose
two hypotheses corresponding to the raised research questions:

H1: Femicide offenders whose victims abused alcohol in the past will get more
lenient punishment than those whose victims did not do it.

This hypothesis stems from the just world theory or the discounting
principle mentioned earlier.

H2: Male judges will give more lenient punishment to femicide offenders
whose victims abused alcohol in the past in comparison with female judges.

This hypothesis is based on the defensive attribution theory
mentioned earlier.

H3: The mitigating effect of victim’s alcohol abuse on sentencing is explained
by pre-homicide victim’s provocative behavior: when controlling for provocation,
the coefficient for alcohol abuse loses statistical significance.

This hypothesis is based on the assumption proposed by Kantor and
Straus (1989) that a victim’s abuse of alcohol leads to verbal provocation
and the provocation itself leads observers to put blame on the victim.
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The test of this hypothesis allows us to conclude which groups of factors
matter more in femicide sentencing: long-term background factors or
situational triggers.

National context

Recent independent research demonstrated that Russia has the highest
rate of intimate partner femicides in developing countries: 53% of all fe-
male homicides, which happened in 2011-2019 in Russia, were intimate
partner homicides (Zhuchkova et al. 2021). In Russian society, attitudes to-
wards domestic and intimate partner violence, which in its most serious
form results in family-related homicides, are contradictory. The special
law against domestic violence has been submitted to the government of
the legislature at least three times since 1994, but still has not been ad-
opted in the country. While national surveys demonstrate strong public
support for the law against domestic violence, the official state discourse
declares the values of the patriarchal family and remains in opposition to
this law, considering family relations a private matter (Muravyeva 2021).

Activities of NGOs, independent media, and some politicians have
brought domestic violence in Russia to the spotlight; however, the proj-
ect of DV-prevention law was strongly criticized by conservative actors,
specifically, the Moscow Patriarchate of the Russian Orthodox Church
(Lukovitskaya 2023). Federal policy documents recognize the problem;
however, they shift the discussion to the role of traditional values and
gender roles, ignoring programs proposed by the UN or HRW (ibid).
Moreover, in 2017, domestic violence was decriminalized, and the cor-
responding article was relocated from the Criminal Code to the Admin-
istrative Code with only an up to $150 fine, 15 days of arrest, or 120 days
of community service?. This caused a significant increase in demand for
non-government initiatives, providing help to domestic violence vic-
tims (Bakin 2018).

Due to the absence of a legal framework related to domestic violence
in Russia, it is not possible to find any reliable official disaggregated data
on such crimes. Official statistics that are publicly available do not con-
tain any indicators that crimes were committed by family members or
intimate partners. These statistics are also aggregated by years, regions,

1  70% of Russians say that a special regulation is needed to prevent domestic vio-
lence (see more: VCIOM 2019).

2 Federal Law of the Russian Federation No. 8-FZ of 7 February 2017, “On Amend-
ments to the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation and Article 20.35 of the
Code of Administrative Offenses of the Russian Federation”. (2017). Collection of
Legislation of the Russian Federation, No. 7, Art. 1020. Retrieved June 29, 2025, from
http://www.consultant.ru/document/cons_doc_LAW_213032/
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crime types, etc., making it impossible to conduct an analysis on the
crime-level data'. Statistics that are available upon request to the police
or the court institutions usually use a very limited notion of intimate
partners (e.g., cohabitants would not be included in this category). More-
over, certain authors doubt the reliability of official DV statistics due to
misclassification of criminal cases, which was admitted by the Russian
Ministry of Internal Affairs (Lukovitskaya 2023).

Even in cases when victims try to use judiciary channels, they face
problems on every step of the way. Out of those asking for help from the
police, only 4% were satisfied with the result (Ibid.). Cases of domestic vio-
lence often tend to be mitigated before going to court, but even if they do
reach the court, existing measures lack prevention potential: there are no
protective measures in case of stalking or harassment, and nonphysical
(psychological or economical) domestic violence is unpunishable under
the current Criminal Code (Glebova et al. 2021). Even after passing all those
obstacles, the victim may face gender discrimination in court. Russia is a
part of CEDAW (Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Discrimi-
nation Against Women) and declares gender equality in the Constitution,
but in domestic violence cases courts tend to be conservatively biased:
victims face bureaucratic difficulties when forced to pursue the case on
their own, get mocked in the media or even publicly and denied shelter
for the time of judicial procedure (Chamusco 2017).

Previous studies of domestic violence and intimate partner femicides
in Russia are limited due to several reasons discussed above: the sensi-
tive nature of the topic, poor availability and quality of the data, and
overall inconspicuousness of domestic violence in political discourse.
Existing literature underlines long-term effects of domestic violence
on victims and observers (Borisov et al. 2020), deproblematization of DV
in the Russian media (Kazun et al. 2022), and specifics of domestic vio-
lence in Islamic regions of Russia (Sirazhudinova 2017; Gabaraeva 2021).
However, most empirical research relies either on qualitative methods
with limited potential for generalization or touches upon general legal
documents, giving little knowledge about the current state of DV and
femicides in Russia.

Data and methods

We consider texts of court decisions an alternative source of the relevant
data. According to the Russian law, courts are mandated to publish such

1 The only series of research relying on the disaggregated data is interconnected
studies by Volkov (2014) and Chetverikova (2014) that were based on administra-
tive data from Russian courts.
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texts either on their websites or on the state automated system (SAS)
Pravosudie [Justice]. There are some exceptions when verdicts are not
published, namely, in cases related to treason, sexual assault, or minors.

SAS Pravosudie contains cases from all regions except Moscow, while
Moscow cases are located on the Moscow city court’s website. These
textsinclude the detailed description of the committed crime, investiga-
tion results, witness testimony, victim’s statements, etc.! Because of the
comprehensive and semi-structured nature of such texts, the variables
necessary for the analysis may be extracted from these texts using text
mining techniques.

Crimes that may involve intimate partner homicides belong to the
articles 105 (“Murder”), 107 (“Homicide committed in a state of tempo-
rary insanity”), and 111 part 4 (“Intentional infliction of a grave injury
which has involved the death of the victim by negligence”) of the Rus-
sian Criminal Code. For our research, we chose to include only cases of
Article 105, Part 1. This part of the article implies that there was only
one victim and one offender of a murder, the victim was not in a help-
less state and not in a state of pregnancy, the murder was not commit-
ted with special cruelty and was not attended by rape or violent sexual
actions. All the listed and some other aggravating circumstances are
presented in Part 2 of Article 105, which was not included in our analysis.
We intentionally limit our analysis to Part 1 of Article 105 as it makes the
data more homogeneous and, therefore, substantially eases the further
preprocessing and analysis of text data. The prescribed punishment for
this crime is from 6 to 15 years of imprisonment.

The Russian Criminal Code contains a list of factors that mitigate
or aggravate the punishment and are applicable to all articles if these
factors are not explicitly assumed by the article. The mitigating circum-
stances include offenders’ age under 18, their responsibility for infant
children, the fact that offenders pleaded guilty, the illegality or amoral-
ity of the victim’s behavior, and some other factors. As the Criminal
Code posits, judges may also take into account other factors not included
in the list. The mentioned amoral behavior of the victim may potentially
include the victim’s history of alcohol abuse; however, this category is
not explicitly defined in the Criminal Code, so it remains the judges’
discretion to consider this factor as the amoral behavior. The mitigat-
ing factors are taken into account only if aggravating factors are absent.
Because most of the general aggravating factors are assumed by Part 2
of Article 105, for the chosen Part 1 of this article, such factors include
recidivism of offences, commission of a crime with the use of weapons,

1 The structure of the court decision text is regulated by the Criminal Procedure
Code of the Russian Federation.
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and others. The recidivism in Russia is of different degrees, which also
define the type of correctional facility where criminals are sent. The per-
petrator’s alcohol intoxication may be considered an aggravating factor
“depending on the nature and degree of public danger of the crime, the
circumstances of its commission, and the personality of the perpetra-
tor” (Article 63 of the Criminal Code).

This research relies on a unique set of quantitative data extracted
from the texts of court decisions. We used the web scraping technique
to download all available texts of court decisions for Article 105, Part
1 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation (“Murder”) from the
SAS Pravosudie and the Moscow city court’s website. The initial data
set included 23816 verdict texts on homicides committed in 2013-2019
in Russia.

We first selected the cases of male-to-female homicides. In the Rus-
sian language, endings of words define the gender to which a word
belongs. For example, the word moacynumsrii [podsudimiy] describes a
male defendant, the word mogcyaumast [podsudimaya] describes a female
defendant. Using these and similar expressions, we detected those cas-
es where a female victim was murdered by a male defendant (N=3380).
Then, we distinguished those cases that were intimate partner ho-
micides. For this purpose, we used an open-source machine learning
model that automatically predicts the type of victim-offender relation-
ships based on the text of court decisions with an accuracy level of 94%
(Zhuchkova 2021). This model was used to distinguish cases of intimate
partner homicides (N=1478). Only these 1478 cases of male-to-female in-
timate partner homicides were used in the subsequent analysis.

To automatically extract the values of the variables, we used a set of
rules comprised of specific phrases and regular expressions (sequences
of special characters)’. Appendix 1 demonstrates the examples of how
the length of imprisonment?, the victim’s abuse of alcohol, and gender
of a judge were defined. Using this approach, we automatically extracted
the dependent variable (length of real incarceration in months), inde-
pendent variables of interest (victim’s abuse of alcohol, and gender of
a judge), and all the control variables for future regression models: the
degree of recidivism, the degree of guilty plea, and the presence of other
aggravating and mitigating circumstances. Unfortunately, since many
personal characteristics are anonymized in the texts of court decisions,
some of the key control variables, such as the age or occupation of vic-
tims and offenders, were not included in our analysis.

1 The data extraction process was conducted using the standard Python package

Te”.
2 Non-carceral sentences were not included in the analysis.
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To extract the variable indicating the presence or absence of victim’s
verbal provocation we defined phrases that describe insulting, swearing,
arguing, etc. by a victim and assigned those texts in our sample that
contained these phrases as cases with verbal provocation (see Appendix
2 for the examples that demonstrate how these phrases might look like
in a text; see Appendix 3 for the full list of the regular expressions used
to detect verbal provocation in verdicts).

To answer the proposed research questions, we first conducted prelimi-
nary bivariate analysis by building and comparing confidence intervals
for the average length of imprisonment (in months) and then employed
linear regression models with this variable as the dependent variable’.
Four models were built. In the first model, the independent variable of
interest is the presence or absence of the victim’s alcohol abuse. In the sec-
ond model, the independent variable of interest is the interaction between
this variable and a judge’s gender. The third and fourth models included
the victim’s verbal provocation as a main effect and an interaction term
with the judge’s gender. The set of control variables comprises year, the
degree of recidivism, guilty plea, and the presence of additional aggravat-
ing and mitigating circumstances. The degree of recidivism and the guilty
plea were distinguished from other mitigating and aggravating circum-
stances as they were the most prevalent factors mentioned in the verdicts
and the easiest to extract from the texts. All these variables, except for
year, are legal factors that may directly affect the term of imprisonment.
The year was included in the analysis to control the possible change in
the dynamics of the average length of sentences for intimate partner ho-
micides that may be anticipated because of the gradual change in overall
attitudes towards such crimes in Russian society observed in recent years.
Inference comes from the variance-covariance matrix clustered at the
court level to address the possible commonalities of error terms (for more,
see Arellano 1987).

The average length of imprisonment for the examined cases is 108
months (9 years; SD=21.7 months). Out of all 1478 cases included in the
analysis, the victim’s abuse of alcohol is detected in 27% of cases, the
victim’s verbal provocation is detected in 36% of cases. Cases are distributed
for judges of different genders equally: 50% are considered by male judges,
50% are considered by female judges. Forty percent of defendants have no
prior criminal records, 39% have prior records which in Russia are not
considered recidivism, 7% have a record of conviction for an intentional
crime committed earlier (“recidivism”), 6% of crimes are considered
“dangerous recidivism”, and 8% of crimes are considered “especially

1 All regression models were built using the Python package “statsmodels” (Sea-
bold & Perktold 2010).
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dangerous recidivism”. In 54% of cases, defendants fully admit their guilt,
in 23% defendants partially admit their guilt, and in 23% defendants do not
admit their guilt. Aggravating circumstances are observed in 56% of cases,
while mitigating circumstances are observed in 92% of cases.

Results

Summary statistics depending on the judges’ gender (see Table 1) indi-
cate that there are no significant differences in these variables between
male and female judges?, except for the length of imprisonment, which
is higher for male judges (109 months for male judges and 107 for female
judges), the presence of aggravating circumstances, which are also more
common for cases judged by males (60% for male judges and 53% for fe-
male judges), and the presence of victim’s verbal provocation, which is
mentioned more often in cases considered by female judges (31% for male
judges and 41% for female judges).

Table 1
Summary statistics by judges’ gender

Variable Male judge Female judge
(N=739) (N=739)

Length of real incarceration, months (t = 2.24, p = 0.025)
Length of real incarceration 109.16 106.64
Victim’s abuse of alcohol, % (x2 = 0.98, p = 0.321)
No 74 71
Yes 26 29
Victim's verbal provocation, % (x2 = 17.37, p = 0.000)
No 69 59
Yes 31 41

Recidivism degree, % X2 = 4.81, p = 0.307)

1 Overall, women account for approximately two thirds of Russian judiciary (UN-
ECE 2022)
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Variable Male judge Female judge
(N=739) (N=739)

No prior crime records 38 42

Prior crime records which are not considered 39 39
recidivism

Recidivism 8 6

Dangerous recidivism 6 6

Especially dangerous recidivism 9 8

Guilty plea, % (x2 = 0.25, p = 0.880)

No guilty plea 24 23
Partial guilty plea 23 22

32
Full guilty plea 53 55

Other mitigating circumstances, % (X2 = 2.77, p = 0.096)
No 9 6
Yes 91 94
Other aggravating circumstances, % (X2 = 5.57, p = 0.018)
No 40 47

Yes 60 53

The preliminary statistical analysis of differences in sentences was
conducted by comparing the confidence intervals built for the average
length of imprisonment. In regard to the first research question, these
intervals were calculated for cases with and without the victim’s abuse
of alcohol. In regard with the second research question, they were calcu-
lated for four groups of cases: 1) cases with no abuse of alcohol considered
by a female judge; 2) cases with abuse of alcohol considered by a female
judge; 3) cases with no abuse of alcohol considered by a male judge; 4) cas-
es with abuse of alcohol considered by a male judge. The average lengths
and their 95% confidence intervals for the corresponding two questions
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are presented in Tables 2 and 3. If the boundaries of the confidence inter-
vals overlap, it means the lengths of imprisonment for the given groups
do not differ statistically. At first sight, the results of the bivariate analy-
sis show that cases with and without the victim’s abuse of alcohol differ
significantly in terms of the sentence length. However, when taking
into account a judge’s gender, it has been found that only one group of
cases stands out among others: cases with the victim’s abuse of alcohol
considered by female judges, for which the average sentence length is
significantly lower than for others.'

Table 2
Average sentences for cases with and without the victim’s abuse of alcohol

Victim’s abuse of =~ Number of cases Length of 95% confidence
alcohol incarceration interval
(months)
No 1073 109.0 [107.7, 110.3]
Yes 405 104.9 [103.0, 106.9]
Table 3

Average sentences for cases with and without the victim’s abuse of alcohol
considered by female and male judges

Judge’s gender Victim’sabuse  Number of Lengthof  95% confidence
of alcohol cases incarceration interval
(months)
No 528 108.7 [106.9, 110.5]
Female
Yes 211 101.5 [98.9, 104.0]
No 545 109.3 [107.4,111.3]
Male
Yes 194 108.7 [105.9, 111.5]

Nevertheless, in such an analysis, all other factors that possibly may
affect the sentence length are not taken into account. Because of that,

1 In statistics, the identified pattern is called the Simpson’s paradox, a phenom-
enon, when statistical relationship changes its direction or disappears when
data are grouped. See more: (Simpson, 1951).
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the identified difference of cases with the victim’s abuse of alcohol con-
sidered by female judges might be explained by other circumstances of
the crime not related to the alcohol abuse itself. In order to control these
other factors, regression analysis was employed.

The results of the regression analysis are presented in Table 4. The
previously identified pattern is reproduced after controlling for other
factors as well. Hence, all other things being equal, the victim’s abuse
of alcohol significantly decreases the length of imprisonment (p=0.000)
when taken into account, regardless of the judge’s gender. However,
when considered separately for male and female judges, the victim’s
abuse of alcohol decreases the term of imprisonment only in cases with
female judges (p=0.000). It is also worth mentioning that the victim’s
abuse of alcohol, apparently, becomes the factor that distinguishes the
differences between male and female judges’ decisions in general, since
the main effect of the judge’s gender remains non-significant in both
models.

Table 4
Results of linear regression analysis (DV — length of real incarceration in
months)
Model 1 Model 2
Variable
B SE p B SE p
Intercept 104.08 2.26 .000 103.15 2.31 .000
Victim’s abuse of alcohol  -4.29 112 .000 -1.10 1.52 469
Female judge -118 101 .243 .52 1.23  .674
Victim’s abuse of alcohol & -6.21 215 .004
female judge
Previous crime records
which are not considered 2.36  1.11 .033 2.31 1.11 .037
recidivism
Recidivism 14.30 2.77 .000 14.32 2.75 .000
Dangerous recidivism 13.94 2.56  .000 13.99 2.55  .000
Especially dangerous 20.75 2.28  .000 20.67 2.26  .000
recidivism
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Model 1 Model 2
Variable
B SE P B SE P

Partial guilty plea -22 160  .889 -.23 1.60  .885

Full guilty plea -4.00 131  .002 -4.05 131 .002

Presence of mitigating -2.95 1.62  .069 -2.77 1.62  .089
circumstances

Presence of aggravating 530 118  .000 5.33 118  .000
circumstances

Year 2014 -.46 1.91 .811 -.37 1.90 .844

Year 2015 3.37 1.75 .055 3.33 1.75 .057

Year 2016 4.00 1.71 .020 3.87 1.71 .024

Year 2017 5.76 1.82 .002 5.74 1.81 .002

Year 2018 6.25 1.92 .001 6.05 1.93 .002

Year 2019 1.29 1.83 482 1.32 1.83 470

N 1478 1478

R2 176 181

Adjusted R2 167 171

Note. The reference categories: no prior crime records, guilt is not admitted,

no aggravating circumstances, no mitigating circumstances, male judge, no

victim’s abuse of alcohol, year 2013. Standard errors are clustered at court level.

In regard to our hypotheses related to the effect of alcohol abuse itself,
both of them have not been supported by our data and analysis. We
expected both male and female judges to give more lenient punishments
in cases where victims experienced alcohol abuse and assumed that for
male judges, this effect would be stronger. According to our results, the
victim’s abuse of alcohol affects sentences only in cases considered by
female judges. It is also worth mentioning that the effect of alcohol abuse
is comparable and, in some cases, even greater than the effect of legal
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factors. Thus, the presence of other aggravating circumstances, except
for recidivism, increases the sentence, on average, by five months,
while the victim’s abuse of alcohol in combination with a female judge
decreases the sentence, on average, by more than six months.

To explain the potential mechanism why a victim’s abuse of alcohol
affects sentences, we also tested the third hypothesis that the victim’s
abuse of alcohol leads to verbal aggression. As our data show, victims
with a prior history of alcohol abuse, indeed, more frequently verbally
provoke their partners in comparison with those who do not have such
a history. Thus, in 41% of cases where victims abuse alcohol, the verbal
provocation is mentioned, while in cases with no alcohol abuse, this
percentage is 34% (x2=5.54, p=0.019). However, the provocation does not
seem to make a crucial contribution since (1) it is seen that more than a
half of victims who abused alcohol did not provoke their partners, and (2)
the very variable of provocation has no significant effect when including
in the previous regression models neither as a separate variable, nor as
an interaction with judge’s gender or alcohol abuse, and all other effects
do not change significantly (see Table 5). This result indicates that judges
tend to take into consideration the victim’s lifestyle rather than just
behavior prior to or during the crime.

Table 5
Results of linear regression analysis with provocation variable included (DV —
length of real incarceration in months)

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Variable
B SE p B SE p B SE p
Intercept 103.35 2.30 .000 103.33 2.31 .000 103.20 2.31 .000
Victim’s abuse of -1.09 1.52 491 -1.05 1.54 493 -.23 1.65 .890
alcohol
Female judge 61 125 .628 .67 .38 .629 .54 126 .669

Victim’s abuse of

alcohol & female -6.17 215 .004 -6.16 217 .005 -5.88 2.17 .007

judge
1.87 .613 -31 149 .836

Verbal provocation -1.04 1.18 .380 -.95

Verbal provocation & -17  2.34 941

female judge
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Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Variable
B SE p B SE p B SE p
Verbal provocation & -2.51 221 .257
alcohol abuse
Previous crime
records whichare 2.30 111 .037 2.30 110 .037 2.25 111 .043
not considered
recidivism
Recidivism 14.45 2.78 .000 1444 2.82 .000 14.29 2.80 .000
Dangerous 14.05 2.57 .000 14.05 2.57 .000 13.92 2.59 .000
recidivism
Especially dangerous 20.72 2.28 .000 20.72 2.29 .000 20.74 2.28 .000
recidivism
Partial guilty -15 1.59 .926 -15 1.58 .925 -17 1.58 913
plea
Full guilty plea  -3.98 1.31 .002 -3.98 1.31 .002 -4.04 132 .002
Presence of
mitigating -2.70 1.62 .096 -2.70 1.62 .096 -2.69 1.62 .097
circumstances
Presence of
aggravating 5.25 1.19 .000 5.25 1.19 .000 531 1.20 .000
circumstances
Year 2014 -41 1.89 .831 -.40 1.89 .831 -.38 1.89 .843
Year 2015 3.39 1.75 .053 3.39 1.76 .055 3.31 1.77 .061
Year 2016 3.96 1.72 .022 3.96 1.72 .021 3.93 1.72 .023
Year 2017 576 1.80 .001 5.76 1.81 .001 5.74 1.81 .002
Year 2018 6.04 194 .002 6.04 195 .002 6.00 192 .002
Year 2019 1.35 1.83 462 1.35 1.83 459 1.34 1.83 .466
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Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Variable
B SE p B SE p B SE p
N 1478 1478 1478
R2 181 181 182
Adjusted R2 a7 170 171

Note. The reference categories: no prior crime records, guilt is not admitted, no
aggravating circumstances, no mitigating circumstances, male judge, no victim’s
abuse of alcohol, no verbal provocation, year 2013. Standard errors are clustered at

court level.

Discussion

The obtained results contradict the proposed hypotheses and demonstrate
that female judges, rather than male judges, are prone to take into account
the fact that a female victim of intimate partner homicide abused alcohol
and adjust sentences based on this characteristic. It was shown that the
presence of such a characteristic decreases the length of imprisonment
in cases considered by female judges. The identified effect also contradicts
most of the previous studies devoted to the victim-blaming issue and the
defensive attribution theory that claims that observers rely on their own
similarity with the victims when (not) blaming them.

Another theory underlying this research is the just world theory. Ac-
cording to this theory, people believe that bad things happen to bad peo-
ple. It may be assumed that such a belief intensifies in cases of crimes
that are more relevant for observers (Gravelin et al. 2019). Although we
did not expect to obtain such significant disparities for male and female
judges, some previous research confirms that the just world beliefs are
more common for women, especially in cases of sexual crimes that in-
volve much more women as victims than men (Sinclair & Bourne 1998).

Inregard to intimate partner violence, this explanation is also relevant
as it is much more likely for women to be victimized by their partners than
for men (Dobash et al. 1992). Kristiansen and Giulietti (1990) received simi-
lar to ours results in their scenario-based study and proposed a resembling
explanation why women blame female victims by supplementing the just
world theory with the notion of perceptions of control. They posit that,
although it may be equally necessary for both men and women to believe
that the world is “just” and everyone gets what they deserve, it may be
more important for women to feel control over their own likelihood of
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victimization. If so, female judges tend to blame female victims to main-
tain such control and increase their confidence of not being the victim in
the future whereas male judges may feel their own ability to prevent their
victimization. Consistent with these assumptions, Janoff-Bulman (1982)
showed that the more female observers blame rape victims, the more
these observers are confident that they will not face the rape in the future.
Finally, the observed effect may be explained not by gender of judges but
rather by their attitudes toward women and their perceptions of gender
roles and norms. In this regard, Simonson and Subich (1999) show that the
effect of observers’ gender disappears when controlling for gender roles
attitudes. In case of intimate partner violence, the victim’s alcohol con-
sumption may be perceived as women’s violation of gender roles. If so,
our results provide evidence to assume that for female judges traditional
attitudes are more common than for male judges. Although our data lack
indicators on such attitudes, we may test whether judges interpret victim’s
abuse of alcohol as “amoral behavior” that, according to the Russian Crimi-
nal Code, may be used as a mitigating factor. It turns out that only in 26% of
cases with victim’s abuse of alcohol the judge mentions “the amorality of
victim’s behavior” in a resolution section of the verdict, and these cases are
distributed by male and female judges almost evenly: male judges mention
this mitigating factor in 28% of cases with victim’s alcohol abuse, female
judges mention it in 24% of cases with victim’s alcohol abuse, and these dif-
ferences are non-significant (x2=0.91, p=0.341). Therefore, at least explicitly
most judges do not classify women’s alcohol abuse as amoral behavior.
One notable pattern in the data is that female judges were more likely
to consider cases in which the victim’s verbal provocation was mentioned
(41% vs. 31%; see Table 1). This difference may reflect two distinct but inter-
related mechanisms. First, it is possible that female judges are more often
assigned or choose to adjudicate cases involving intimate partner violence,
especially if such cases are perceived as requiring more sensitivity or empa-
thy. Second, female judges may be more attentive to details of the relation-
ship dynamics and thus more likely to include or emphasize instances of
verbal provocation in the written verdicts. Both mechanisms would result
in a higher proportion of such mentions in cases decided by women. Alter-
natively, this discrepancy could reflect a selection bias at the court level
or institutional routines in case assignment, which can only be partially
accounted for in our data. Future research should investigate the internal
logic of case distribution and framing of victim behavior in judicial texts.

Conclusion

This research aimed at detecting differences in how victims’ abuse of alco-
hol affects sentencing in intimate partner femicides considered by male and
female judges. To answer the proposed questions, we used data extracted
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from the texts of court decisions on 1478 intimate partner femicides that
occurred in Russia in 2013-2019. In comparison with previous research, our
study uses data on actual crimes that reflect real practices of judges.

Our analysis revealed that, all legal factors being equal, the victim’s abuse
of alcohol decreases the sentence length in intimate partner femicides, but
this effect is common only for female judges. The identified effect is com-
parable and, in some cases, is even stronger than the effects of legal factors.
The data also demonstrate that specifically women’s abuse of alcohol, but
not the consequent verbal provocation, is associated with lenient sentences.

This study has several limitations. First and foremost, we rely on the
data that are automatically extracted from the texts of court verdicts,
and this approach imposes some restrictions on the quality of the data.
Thus, we assume that we may have missed some phrases that are rele-
vant for the victim’s abuse of alcohol or verbal provocation, which means
not all relevant cases may have been assigned as such; furthermore, we
may have inaccurately extracted the values of other variables, i.e., our
data may have some “noise”. However, the regression coefficients ob-
tained in this paper were quite stable and were reproduced in different
research that included various samples of the initial data, which means
that the negative consequences of this “noise” may be neutralized by the
strong patterns observed in our data. Second, again, because of the na-
ture of the data, we did not include some important control variables in
our analysis that explain the observed variance in the length of impris-
onment and potentially may nullify the identified effect of the victim’s
abuse of alcohol. Nevertheless, the texts of court decisions are currently
seen as the only available source of detailed crime-level data for empiri-
cal legal studies in Russia. Third, we only detected the mentioned effect,
but our data lack evidence to explain the underlying mechanism of why
female judges tend to reduce the sentence for male defendants if their
victims abused alcohol, so we may only hypothesize what mechanisms
are involved here. To answer such kinds of questions, further research,
including interviews with current or former judges or with the quanti-
tative assessment of their attitudes towards women and intimate part-
ner violence, is needed. Finally, we only account for previous alcohol
abuse, leaving out cases where alcohol intoxication was present during
the crime (either from the aggressor’s or the victim’s side). Additional
analysis could provide valuable insights about the intersection of previ-
ous use of alcoholic substances and intoxication in time of the crime.
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Appendix 1

This appendix demonstrates the general principles of variables
extraction used in this research.

To define the length of imprisonment, our program firstly searched for
the concluding section of the verdict, which is usually the last paragraph
of the text, then found words “years” and “months” in this section and ex-
tracted these words with all the digits that were located nearby. The cases
when the imprisonment period was written in words (for instance, “twelve”
instead of “12”) were also taken into account (see examples in Table A.1).

Table A.1 Examples of the automated extraction of variables’ values

Examples of text Extracted Calculated
value sentence length

Original text:
...Ha3HAYUTh eMY HaKa3aHUe <[aHHBIE 0 INY-
HOCTH> <[IaHHBIE 0 TUIHOCTH> B BUJie TuIlle- 10 JIeT 7 MeCs-
HUS CBO6OZIBI HA CPOK 10 JIET 7 MECSIIEB... 1eB (10 years 127 months
English translation: 7 months)
...to punish <personal data> <personal data>
in the form of imprisonment for a term of 10
years 7 months...

Original text:
..Ha3HAYWUTh eMy HaKa3aHUe B BUJe TUIIeHUsT 9 (IeBSTH)
CBO6O/BI HA CPOK 9 (AEBATE) JIET... neT (9 (nine) 108 months
English translation: years)
...to impose a sentence of imprisonment for a
term of 9 (nine) years...

To extract the key variable of interest — the victim’s previous history
of alcohol consumption — we looked for typical phrases describing this
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practice: “snoymotpebiasia ankoromem” (“[she] abused alcohol”), “gacto
ynotpebasaa ankorons’ (“[she] frequently drank alcohol”) and similar.
Below we provide some examples (spelling is retained):

Example 1: IToacyagumsiii ®O1 BUHY He IIPU3HAT, U CYAY ITOSICHUI,
410 ¢ ®PHI02 0H COXXUTEIBCTBOBA U JAXe XOTeI KeHUThC. PHO2 3710y110-
Tpe6IIsiIa CIUPTHBIM, 4 OH bl nPOmus 3mozo, pyzan ee 3a smo. (The defendant
NAMEI pleaoded not guilty and explained to the court that he cohabited with
NAME?2 and even wanted to marry her. NAME2 abused alcohol, and he was
against it, scolding her for it)

Example 2: Ee CbIH C JeTCTBa APYXKUI ¢ ®UO4, ITIO3TOMY OHA XO-
poliIo 3Haa U ero xeHy ®M02, KOTOPYI0 MOXKET 0XapaKTepU30BaTh
TOJIBKO C OTPUIIATEIBHOM CTOPOHBI. ®HO2 3/I0yHOTpebIsiIa CIIUPT-
HBIM, He CedUa 30 COUM MANONEMHUM Pe6EHKOM, OHA HEOIHOKPAMHO No-
do3pesana ee 8 cosepuieHuu Kpaw u3 ceoezo doma. (Her son had been friends
with NAME4 since childhood, so she also knew his wife NAME2 well, whom
she could characterize only negatively. NAME2 abused alcohol, did not take
care of her young child, she repeatedly suspected her of committing thefts
from her house).

Example 3: ®HO1 Ha Hee IOCTOSTHHO PyTaJjCs, TaK KaK OHAa YacTO 3710-
ynoTtpe6isiia CIUPTHHIM U HU TZie He pabotana. bun mu @101 @02 emy
He M3BECTHO, TaK KaK OHA He 06palianach 3a MeJUI[MHCKOM ITOMOIIbIO,
U OH ee HUKOT/Ia C CHHSIKaMHU He BHJEJI, a TAK )K€ eMY OHa HHUJero ITofo06-
HOTO He pacckasbiBaia. (NAMEI used to swear at her all the time, as she often
abused alcohol and did not work anywhere. He does not know whether NAMEI1 hit
NAME2, as she did not seek medical help, and he had never seen her with bruises,
and she had never told him anything of the kind).

Another variable of interest, gender of judges, was defined on the ba-
sis of the endings of their family names, which were initially presented
in the database obtained from SAS Pravosudie and Moscow city court’s
website. Most of the female Slavic family names end with -oBa, -eBa,
-éBa, -UHa, -bIHA, -as1, While male family names end with -os, -es, -€s,
-UH, -BIH, -UH, -BIH, -0i. Cases that do not follow this rule were assigned
manually.

Appendix 2

This appendix demonstrates the example of text with the victim’s verbal
provocation mentioned.

(1) PasroBapuBaju, TOBOPUJ, YTOOBI OHA HA pabOTy YCTPOMIACH,
CIIDOCHII ee, eCTH OH IIOMPET, TO UTO OHa 6yzeT fenarh. ®H020 B HelleH-
3ypHOI dopMe cKaszaja, YTO HAKUAET JPYTOTro, OH pA303Iuaca u ydapun ee
Hoxcom. (They talked, [he] told her to get a job, asked her if he dies, what she
would do. NAMEZ20 in an obscene form said that she would find another [man],
he got angry and stabbed her with a knife.)

COLIMOJIOTUS
BIACTU
Tom 37

Ne 4 (2025)



SOCIOLOGY
OF POWER
VoL.37
NoO. 4 (2025)

CaeTiaHa B. XXyuykoBa, HukuTa M. CMHPHOB

(2) 3 fespana 2013z. on ¢ H.. Haxodunucy doma, ympom ynompeoaanu
chupmHoe, 3amem nez chame, a H. kyda-mo yuna. Bepryaacv H. seuepom, oH
8 3mo épema cuden HA KyXHe, ea. H. «3ackouuia» Ha KYXHIO M Hadaja KpH-
4aTh: «Je HUKAK He HAXPewbear, omsemul: «de 4 He Mozy noxcpamby. H. 8bix6a-
Mua mapeaxy u ydapuia ezo no zon108e 8 001AcMb 3AMbLIKA, MAPEKA O IM020
packononacw, (February 3, 2013, he and N. were at home, they drank alcohol in the
morning, then went to bed, and N. went somewhere. N. returned in the evening,
he was sitting in the kitchen at that time, eating. N. «jumped» into the kitchen
and started shouting: «Why are you still eating?,» replied: «Why can't I eat?» N.
grabbed a plate and hit him on the back of the head, causing the plate to split.)

(3 IOIO.MM.ITIT B 07 4acoB yTpa cynpyra ®H035 pa3bynuia ero
U CTaJIa IPeIbSABIATh €My IIPeTeH3HH, OCKOPOIATH U HaHeC/Ia eMY yAap
PYKOI II0 JINITY, B CBSISK C YeM OH, OIIacasiCh IIOCIETHIO, €€ OTTOIKHYII
¥ OHA yTIaJIa Ha CTOJI, HO IIPOOJDKIIIA €T0 OCKOPGIATh. TOra OH pa3o3yuil-
Cs1 U C LIeJIbI0, YTO6BI OHA 3aMOIYaia, CXBATHII €€ IBYMS PYKaMH 3a IIer0
U CTaJ coaBauBath. (DD.MM.YYYY at 07 otlock in the morning, NAME35's wife
woke him up and began to blame him, insulted him and struck him in the face with
her hand, in connection with which, fearing the latter, he pushed her away and she
fell on the table, but continued to insult him. Then he got angry and, in order to
silence her, grabbed her by the neck with both hands and began to squeeze.)

Appendix 3

This appendix demonstrates all the regular expressions used to detect
the victim’s verbal provocation mentioned in verdicts.

(1) r'((cranalHavanalmpogomxuiia) (BEIpaXaThCs|pyTaThCs)|BbIpaxa-
nack|pyranacs|(3a)?kpuydaa) (Ha Hero |ero |B ero (azpec cTopoHy )?lemy
)?(HeneH3ypHO(¥ 6paHbIo)?|MaToM)’

(@) r’(Beicka3s(siB)?asal(cTasalHavanalmpomomxuia) (BBI-
cKa3pIBaTh|IpeabaBaAsaTh))( emyl B ero (agpeclcTopoHy))?
(mpeTensuu|He 0BOIBCTBAlOCKOP6)

(3)  r'(Bpicka3(sIB)?asna(ch)?|cka3analockopbuialockopbiisiialyHIKAT
a|BpIparkasach|BeIpa3uiIace) B rpy6oit popme’

(4)  r'ocxopbisialyHrnkanzalmpoBonpoBaal(HayasalcranalmertTansack
[mpomomxna)( ero)? (IpoBoIUPOBaTH|OCKOPOISTHYHIKATH|pyraTh)( €ro)?

(5)  r'(ockopbisutalyHuKaIalIpoBoIKpoBaialoCKOpOIsIoNITe| Y HIK
arorye) ero( 4ejaoBedeCcKoe JOCTOUHCTBO)?’

(6) r'(cranalmavamalmpomomxuiia) (KpudaTh|pyraTbes) (HalB) (H)?ero’

06 aBTopax / About the authors
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