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Acronyms
GBV	 gender-based violence
GDP	 gross domestic product
IPV	 intimate partner violence
LGBTQI+	 lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, 

queer, intersex and other gender and 
sexual identities

ODA	 official development assistance 
TF-GBV	 technology-facilitated GBV

Glossary

Gender-based violence (GBV) –� Violence directed 
at a person based on their (perceived) gender 
and/or sexuality. GBV can be physical, sexual, 
psychological and economic. While women, girls 
and gender-diverse people face the highest risk, 
GBV can also be perpetrated against boys and men.

Gender norms –� Social norms (see separate entry) 
specifically related to gender. ‘Patriarchal gender 
norms’ refer to those that sustain gender inequality 
and discrimination against women and LGBTQI+ 
people. They are thus about masculinity and 
femininity, and heterosexuality. 

Inclusive societies –� Societies anchored in 
human rights, where the economy is oriented 
towards achieving wellbeing, where the system 
of governance is democratic and accountable, 
and where the social fabric is strong and resilient. 
Inclusive societies are ultimately those where 
everyone is equal and lives with dignity.

Intersectionality –� How individual identities and 
power relations are influenced simultaneously by 
multiple systems such as gender, race, sexuality, 
class and age. The concept is based on the work of 
black feminist scholars and activists.

Social norms –� Informal rules that shape 
people’s socially acceptable behaviour, roles, 
entitlements and expression. Social norms 
can relate to gender, sexuality, age, class and 
religion, among other aspects of identity – and 
they can intersect. Sanctions and rewards help 
to maintain social norms.
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Key messages

	• Addressing gender-based violence (GBV) has become a strategic priority because it offers an 
opportunity to promote inclusive societies. It can lay the foundations for and nurture inclusive 
societies that are more equal, more prosperous, more democratic and more interconnected for all. 

	• GBV has high economic costs for victim-survivors, governments and society as a whole. Efforts to 
eradicate GBV create stronger economies for everyone by improving labour-market participation, 
reducing inequality and enhancing service provision.

	• By limiting political participation, GBV jeopardises civil and political rights and undermines democratic 
principles. Additionally, through government inaction and even perpetration, GBV can violate the 
duty of a state to guarantee people’s rights and safety. Therefore, addressing GBV also contributes to 
building accountable governance and to the maintenance of healthy and resilient democracies.

	• GBV severely weakens the social fabric because it reinforces inequitable social norms, reduces social 
connection and damages people’s sense of belonging. Working to end GBV provides a pathway to 
address social polarisation and fragmentation, strengthen community networks, and build pluralistic 
and caring societies.
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Foreword
There is no magic bullet – no single solution – to the fragmentation faced by so many societies today. 
Trust between people and institutions has been weakened by economic insecurity, widening inequalities, 
democratic backsliding, conflict, climate disruption, political polarisation and the erosion of rights. This 
global polycrisis is exposing fault lines that are easily exploited by those who seek power, political advantage 
or both. Governments wrangle with potential solutions, often focusing on economic incentives but rarely 
pursue the profound economic transformations that are needed to significantly reduce inequalities. 
Meanwhile, open civic space, human rights, equality and mutual trust are fast becoming issues of national 
security, their maintenance essential for democracy. 

The fundamental duties of elected governments include creating the conditions for shared prosperity, 
upholding democratic governance and the rule of law and protecting the rights and dignity of all people. 
These are not separate ambitions. At the heart of these duties lies the need for a renewed social contract 
that no longer excludes and subordinates parts of society, views individuals as entirely autonomous, or 
shields privileged actors from accountability. Recent campaigns, such as #Metoo and Black Lives Matter, 
illustrate a deep-rooted desire for equality and accountability for all.

Powerful entry points already exist, ones that could offer lasting solutions, but are often overlooked. These 
are options that look beyond economic growth to emphasise human dignity and accountability, and their 
impact can be both profound and far reaching. 

This report argues that addressing gender-based violence (GBV) is one of these key entry points. GBV is both a 
consequence of gender inequality and a mechanism through which inequality is maintained. Preventing it and 
supporting its survivors can generate effects far beyond the immediate essential goal of safety and redress.

This matters, because the pressures of the polycrisis are not experienced equally. They interact with gender, 
sexuality, class, race, age, disability, migration status and other dimensions of inequality. Women, girls and 
LGBTQI+ people are disproportionately exposed to the impact of crises, including GBV. The result is a vicious 
cycle: the crises of our time intensify the conditions in which violence occurs, while GBV further undermines 
the economic, democratic and social capacities needed to navigate them.

Violence in homes, workplaces, schools, public spaces and digital environments has ripple effects beyond 
the immediate impact on individuals and is never solely private. It shapes people’s ability to participate 
in economic life, to exercise political voice, to form relationships and to belong. Action to address GBV, 
therefore, offers a powerful point of entry for the building of more inclusive societies. The benefit to 
individuals of freedom from fear, injury and coercion, and the ability to participate fully in society has 
enormous collective benefits. It can help to generate economic spillovers and build more prosperous 
economies for everyone. It can strengthen democratic governance and accountability. And it can improve 
community relationships, creating societies that are more connected, caring and resilient. 

This makes the lack of focus on GBV profoundly disappointing. Those in power are those least likely to be 
affected by it. The majority of leaders and powerful people enjoy all the advantages of their gender, class and 
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race, living lives that are far removed from the daily threat  of violence and protected by policed privilege. As 
a result the implications of GBV are unseen or misunderstood by those who shape political priorities.

Against this background, the scale of recent international funding cuts to gender equality and GBV work is 
shocking. In an area where funding was already profoundly inadequate, the abrupt reductions in overseas 
development aid since 2025 have had immediate and severe consequences for women’s rights organisations, 
feminist funds, prevention initiatives and frontline survivor services, as this report documents.

Some governments are beginning to recognise gender inequality as a security issue. Others may only listen 
to the economic case. And here it is: the most recent global estimate cited in this report places the cost of 
violence against women at approximately US$1.5 trillion each year, equivalent to around 2% of global GDP 
(Puri, 2016). As an estimate, and not including LGBTQI+ or other victims, this may well be on the low side. 
This is the cost of lost income and employment, reduced productivity, healthcare and justice expenditures, 
pressure on social services, and the enduring effects on children who experience or witness violence. Yet 
even this figure cannot fully capture the losses: pain, fear, diminished well-being, foregone opportunities 
and the curtailment of human potential.  

Economics notwithstanding, ending violence is an obligation to ensure the equal rights and dignity of 
all people, and it is central to democracy. When women and LGBTQI+ people are threatened, harassed 
or attacked for speaking, organising, voting, standing for office, reporting the news or defending human 
rights, violence becomes a means of deciding who is permitted to occupy public space. The evidence here 
is sobering: In a 2026 IPU study of 519 parliamentarians, 71% reported violence or intimidation by members 
of the public, online, offline or both; the figure was 76% among women MPs. In a separate IPU–African 
Parliamentary Union study, 80% of women parliamentarians interviewed in Africa reported psychological 
violence in parliament, while 42% had received threats of death, rape, beating or abduction, usually 
online. The spread of digital technologies offer unprecedented possibilities for connection and political 
participation, but technology-facilitated GBV is increasingly pervasive against women and LGBTQI+ people in 
politics, including through doxxing, synthetic image abuse, threats and coordinated smear campaigns.  

The chilling effect of this violence, skewing representation, diminishing accountability, constraining policy, 
and biasing priorities alongside the narrowing of civic space with self-censorship among journalists and 
activists and the impoverishment of information, is incompatible with genuinely democratic societies. A 
democracy in which some people must calculate the personal risk of participation before exercising their 
rights is not fully democratic.

The solutions for governments managing multiple polycrises, do not only lie in wealth redistribution, economic 
growth or defence strategies that build ever sophisticated arsenals. For what use are wealth and weapons if 
society itself fragments and collapses. The solutions for societies to cope with crises and respond effectively, 
depend also on social cohesion, mutual trust and solidarity. This report argues that one way to build cohesion 
is hidden in plain sight – tackle the alarming and growing rates of GBV to build the economic well-being, 
democratic resilience and social solidarity on which more equal, peaceful and inclusive societies depend.

Caroline Harper, Director ALIGN, ODI Global
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1	 Introduction
In the last few years, democratic backsliding, growing emphasis on state austerity and higher geopolitical 
tensions have motivated a reallocation of public and private spending away from social welfare and 
development priorities. As states and organisations reassess their commitments, investments to advance 
gender equality are at risk. This could jeopardise not only the wellbeing of girls, women and LGBTQI+ 
people or other gender and sexual identities, but also the wellbeing of society as a whole. Efforts to 
advance gender equality are about improving lives for women but importantly are also about improving 
the lives of all people, whatever their identity. At their core, such efforts are about understanding 
and dismantling structures and relations that create and perpetuate inequalities – those very same 
inequalities that stand in the way of a prosperous future for all. 

This briefing paper is a call to resource gender equality agendas as a crucial component of, and a pathway 
to creating, inclusive societies. By this we mean societies anchored in human rights, where everyone 
is recognised and treated as equal and lives with dignity. It is a society where the economy is oriented 
towards achieving wellbeing, where the system of governance is democratic and accountable, and where 
the social fabric is strong and resilient. Together, these characteristics protect the realisation of people’s 
rights, as well as individual and collective prosperity. Because gender-based violence (GBV) has a central 
role in the creation and perpetuation of unequal structures and relations, this paper focuses on how 
tackling GBV can help bring about inclusive societies. However, it is important to recognise that any form 
of harm based on inequalities will undermine the possibility of an inclusive society.

GBV refers to violence directed at an individual or a group of individuals based on and motivated by 
their (perceived) gender. GBV can be physical, sexual, psychological and/or economic. It can also be 
perpetrated online, offline or both. 

Worldwide, at least one in three women are subjected to physical and sexual violence at some point 
throughout their lifetime, and nearly two in three transgender and gender-diverse adults experience physical 
or sexual violence in their lifetime (UN Women, 2025; McLellan et al., 2026). In 2024, around 50,000 women 
and girls were killed by their partner or family members – that is 137 women each day (UN Women and 
UNODC, 2024). In the same year, at least 350 trans and gender-diverse people were killed in hate crimes 
(TMMP, 2026). The fear of GBV affects many millions more, limiting the autonomy and freedom of women, 
girls and LGBTQI+ people (Gqola, 2022; Jiménez Thomas Rodríguez, 2022). The current defunding of gender 
equality work and the backlash and regression of hard-won rights is leading to increased rates of GBV.

GBV is both a consequence of and a tool to create and maintain inequalities. Harmful gender norms – such 
as those that deem attributed traits of masculinity as superior over femininity; male control over 
economic and financial resources; and narrow ideas of masculinity as related to toughness, power and 
heterosexuality – underpin and enable GBV against girls, women and LGBTQI+ people. Moreover, GBV 
enforces and reproduces these and other unequal gender norms. It is a mechanism to punish and 
discipline girls, women and LGBTQI+ people who are perceived as transgressing or challenging patriarchal 
norms. Unequal norms are replicated and reinforced – and thus GBV can be perpetrated – by individuals, 
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groups and institutions, including those linked to the state such as the police, schools, and the health and 
justice systems. Unequal gender norms interact with economic inequality and poverty, exclusion from 
political decision-making processes, and other forms of marginalisation or vulnerability – all of which 
heighten the risk of GBV (Jiménez Thomas Rodríguez, 2022).

This paper argues that addressing GBV offers an opportunity to promote an inclusive society. It is vital for 
creating more equal and peaceful societies, for maintaining healthy and resilient democracies, and for 
creating more prosperous economies. Addressing GBV can: 

	• generate economic spillovers, building more prosperous economies for everyone
	• strengthen democratic governance and accountability, contributing to the maintenance of a healthy 

and resilient democracy 
	• improve community relationships, creating more connected and caring societies.

The paper first presents a working concept of inclusive societies. This is followed by a brief overview of the 
multiple crises exacerbating gender inequality and GBV today. The paper then discusses existing evidence of 
how GBV hinders economic prosperity, democratic and accountable governance, and a strong social fabric – 
and thus how addressing GBV is a pathway to building the three core components of an inclusive society. The 
paper concludes with recommendations for future work to further explore the relationship between GBV and 
efforts to build inclusive societies.

Box 1	 A note on terminology

This paper is about gender-based violence (GBV) rather than violence against women and girls (VAWG). 
While the concept of VAWG should also encompass violence against trans women and non-heterosexual 
women and girls, studies and policies relating to VAWG have tended to focus on intimate partner violence 
(IPV) in heterosexual relationships. Furthermore, conservative actors may use the term to refer exclusively 
to gendered violence against cisgender women and girls (Lewin, 2021; Khan and Michalko, 2026). GBV refers 
to violence that occurs against a person based on their (perceived) gender and/or sexuality. While women, 
girls and gender-diverse people face the highest risk, GBV can also be perpetrated against boys and men. 
GBV can be physical, sexual, psychological and economic and can occur online and/or offline.
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2	 What are inclusive societies and 
why do they matter? 

1	 The conceptualisation of the term ’inclusive society’ offered in this paper is initial. For instance, it does not cover the implications 
of an inclusive society in the international and multilateral arena. Further conceptualisation is needed on this and other dimensions.

Inclusive societies are, at their core, societies where no one is left behind, where everyone ‘realises their 
rights, achieves their potential and lives in dignity ’ (Browne et al., 2015: 3, citing DFID, 2015). This brief 
argues that individual and collective prosperity is achieved through a wellbeing economy, accountable 
governance and a strong social fabric (see Figure 1).1

The paper’s approach to inclusive societies draws from initial conceptualisations of the term, which 
emphasised full and equal participation of marginalised groups in economic, political and social life (ibid; 
UN DESA, 2009) and the realisation of just and thriving societies where all people can achieve their full 
potential – as captured by the Millenium Development Goals and the subsequent Sustainable Development 
Goals. The paper also draws from more recent feminist debates that emphasise the importance of 
alternative economic paradigms capable of providing equal material wellbeing within planetary 
boundaries, of moving towards equitable social norms and of understanding the potential but also the 
harms associated with the digital realm (Gibson and Dombroski, 2020; Harper et al., 2020; Diepeveen, 
2022; Washington and Marcus, 2022; Dickel and Evolvi, 2023; Kabeer and Plomien, 2026). The concept 
captures an aspiration that has not yet been realised but that can guide action towards creating 
prosperity for all within planetary boundaries.

Figure 1	 Key components of inclusive societies
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A wellbeing economy. Inclusive societies are those with low levels of economic inequality, where everyone 
can access and participate in the economy and where everyone can reach a minimum level of economic 
prosperity. Inclusive societies are thus anchored in a wellbeing economy model – a model guided by a 
multidimensional understanding of wellbeing, rather than by increases in production and consumption 
(Raworth, 2017; Fioramonti et al., 2022; Kabeer and Plomien, 2026). This means that inclusive societies 
recognise and value how all types of work (paid, unpaid, formal or informal) and how living environments 
enable and contribute to human wellbeing (Fioramonti et al., 2022: 3). Inclusive societies are therefore 
based on an economy that is socially embedded, regenerative and distributive by design (Raworth, 2017). 
Furthermore, the state plays an important role within this economy to ensure essential services such as 
healthcare and education to all its members (UN DESA, 2009; Nemčok et al., 2026).

Accountable governance. Inclusive societies are based on democracy and rule of law, and they recognise 
equal civil and political rights for all their members. They are societies where everyone enjoys full, equal 
and meaningful political participation and, thus, are able to exercise agency to influence the decision-
making processes that affect their lives (Kabeer, 2005; Gardes and Cordenillo, 2014; UN DESA, n.d.). This 
includes full, equal and safe access to and participation in digital spaces, as these increasingly encompass 
part of public life and political participation (OECD, 2024; Fuchs, 2026; Michalko, 2026). An open and safe 
civic space is also a key component, as it is through a healthy civic space that people can monitor and hold 
governments accountable (OECD, 2026a; CIVICUS, n.d.). While inclusive societies would find mechanisms 
to ensure the participation of non-citizens (for example, migrant and refugee communities) in the decision-
making processes that affect their lives, access to safe public and civic spaces is especially important to 
ensure governance is accountable to these communities too. Accountable governance also means effective, 
accountable and transparent institutions that guarantee access to justice.

A strong social fabric. Lastly, within inclusive societies there are dense and robust connections holding 
communities together peacefully. As this requires everyone to be treated with equal dignity and respect, 
inclusive societies are based on human rights and equitable social norms, ensuring that ‘everyone is seen 
and acknowledged as part of the community ’ (Therborn, 2012). This includes gender and sexuality norms, 
but also those related to race, class, age and origin, among others. A strong social fabric also requires 
strong ‘mutual trust, sense of belonging and inter-connectedness’ alongside difference and diversity (UN 
DESA, 2009). Pluralism, conciliation, care and rich associational lives underpin communities that can 
connect and cooperate across – and thrive through – diversity (Putnam, 1995; UN DESA, 2009; Berger, 
2018; Jenson, 2019).

These three dimensions of inclusive societies are interconnected: work in one can support progress in 
another. For example, by providing the mechanisms to hold governments and the private sector accountable 
to a different economic objective – that of nurturing human and planetary wellbeing – accountable forms 
of governance support efforts to build a wellbeing economy. Developing a wellbeing economy where 
socioeconomic inequality is low can help efforts to strengthen the social fabric, because economic 
prosperity can create more fertile ground for progressive norm change (McCarthy and Zald, 1977; Inglehart, 
2019). In turn, a strong social fabric with a rich associational life can strengthen accountable governance, 
because these spaces help develop civic and democratic skills (Putnam, 1995). 
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The three dimensions are also rooted in a renewed social contract between people and governments – one 
that establishes the government’s duty to create the conditions for shared economic prosperity, to uphold 
democratic governance and the rule of law, and to protect the rights and dignity of all people. Critically, this 
is not the historical social contract that excluded and subordinated women and other marginalised groups, 
that shielded the private sphere from legal accountability, or that conceived of people as autonomous and 
self-sufficient individuals (Pateman, 1988; Richardson, 2017). Rather, it is one predicated on the recognition 
of human rights, on the understanding that the personal is political, and on the premise that societies are 
constituted not by isolated individuals but by webs of care and interdependence.

Inclusive societies matter because they offer a pathway out of the current global polycrisis (discussed in 
Section 3), protecting and furthering people’s wellbeing and dignity.
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3	 Current context
Globally, communities and governments are struggling with simultaneous, interconnected crises: stagnant 
economies, growing socioeconomic inequalities within and between countries, democratic decline, climate 
emergencies, environmental degradation, conflict, insecurity, social polarisation, and the rolling back of 
the rights of women and LGBTQI+ people (Edström et al., 2024). The polycrisis – that is, the multiple and 
interconnected challenges we currently face (WEF, 2023) – represents a major challenge for countries 
at the national level. But global and multilateral institutions are also struggling to adapt effectively to a 
rapidly changing geopolitical and environmental landscape, protect international law, and ensure continued 
international cooperation (Khan and Michalko, 2026). Moreover, this is complicated by the significant 
changes that have occurred in the funding landscape since 2025. As multilateral and development 
assistance budgets are squeezed by the policies of the United States under the Trump administration and by 
increased threats to global peace, funds are shifting away from social and economic inclusion, democratic 
governance, peace, climate adaptation and mitigation, and gender equality and instead moving towards 
security and defence (Romero, 2025). This accentuates these crises and it jeopardises advances made in the 
previous 50 years (Zulver and Breimann, 2025). 

3.1	 The polycrisis and GBV 

Democratic institutions have experienced a global decline in the last five years. There are currently - for the 
first time in two decades – more autocracies in the world than democracies (Nord et al., 2025). Authoritarian 
governments gather power into their hands, with a common strategy being to restrict civic space, especially 
for human rights-based actors (Roggeband and Krizsán, 2021). For example, Viktor Orbán in Hungary 
changed the law and reorganised the non-governmental organisation (NGO) funding coordination board 
to allocate more funds to those that support the government and to defund women’s rights organisations 
(ibid.). Shrinking civic space leads to exclusion, because struggles, demands and perspectives are squeezed 
out of public debate and silenced (ibid.). 

Authoritarian governments have also restricted freedom of expression and freedom of the media, and 
conducted online surveillance and misinformation campaigns (Vosyliūtė and Luk, 2020). Russia’s state-led 
assault on LGBTQI+ people, for instance, used the media to spread moral panic messages, among others 
blaming queer people for alleged social disintegration (Edenborg, 2023). The erosion of independent courts 
and human-rights legislation institutions are also common features of authoritarian regimes. For example, 
the right-wing Adalet ve Kalkınma Partisi (AKP or Justice and Development Party) in Türkiye has captured 
judicial institutions, eroding checks and balances (Esen, 2025). Along with the rise of autocracies, far-right 
politics have gained prominence too, especially across Europe and the Americas (Parmar and Furse, 2023; 
Sethi, 2025; Jiménez Thomas Rodríguez et al., 2026). 

Authoritarian and far-right governments can lead to increased rates of GBV. The closure of civic space, the 
erosion of freedoms, the dismantling of human rights structures, and the loss of checks and balances can 
lead to greater tolerance for discrimination and violence and to increased impunity for crimes, including 
GBV (Browne, 2024). The politics of authoritarian and far-right governments can also increase GBV as they 

14 Ending gender-based violence



promote laws and policies that attempt to regress or block progress towards gender equality and LGBTQI+ 
rights (Khan et al., 2023). Such policies reinforce the drivers of GBV (e.g. patriarchal gender norms, and 
lack of economic autonomy and decision-making power) and increase resistance against progressive 
gender norms (Brechenmacher, 2025). Moreover, as feminist civil society provides a significant proportion 
of GBV prevention and response services, the closure of civic space and the roll out of regressive policies 
hinder their capacity to address GBV.2 In Argentina, for instance, Javier Milei’s government has seen a 
rapid increase in incidents of femicide and other forms of GBV across the country, as it dismantled state 
institutions related to gender equality and GBV, dramatically defunded GBV services, reduced overall funding 
for gender equality, and expressed plans to remove the legal recognition of femicide (Barber, 2025).

Supporting the rise of far-right governments, there is a global anti-rights movement which shares a 
regressive stance on gender equality and LGBTQI+ rights (Khan et al., 2023; Khan and Michalko, 2026). 
This movement has changed political and civic spaces at the multilateral level because gender equality 
language is now at risk of losing political support (Goetz, 2020). Contesting gender equality vocabulary in 
national and international commitments has become a key tactic of anti-gender actors, who increasingly 
challenge agreed terminology during negotiations to weaken normative commitments. They are 
attempting to dilute, omit or replace terms such as 'gender', 'gender equality' and 'women’s rights' by 
introducing concepts such as 'family values' (Lewin, 2021; McEwen, 2021). In relation to GBV, discussions 
of family values promote so-called 'parental rights' (e.g. ADF International's white paper Parental rights: 
protecting parents, empowering generations – see du Plessis, 2024) to allow parents to deny their children 
access to comprehensive sex education. This can lead to uninformed choices or lack of choice about 
sex, opening up young people to coercion (Venegas, 2022). Anti-gender actors also often solely promote 
heterosexual and faith-based marriage as the idealised relationship, normalising values that deny LGBTQI+ 
people their rights and placing women in unequal heterosexual relationships. Thus, the anti-gender 
movement is legitimising a resurgence of patriarchal norms that are associated with interpersonal and 
structural GBV (Edström et al., 2024).

The rapid expansion of digital technologies and concentration of power within these companies have 
also created new avenues for misogyny and GBV. Technology-facilitated GBV (TF-GBV) – that is, GBV 
that is committed, assisted, or amplified using digital tools or in online spaces – can take the form of 
harassment, threats, doxxing,3 non-consensual distribution of intimate images and stalking, to name a 
few. Studies suggest that between 16% and 58% of women have experienced this type of violence (Hicks, 
2021).4 As Section 4.2 discusses, TF-GBV is extremely pervasive, especially against women and LGBTQI+ 
elected representatives (Matlach and Drath, 2025; Michalko and Jiménez Thomas Rodríguez, 2026). 
Digital technologies have also supported the rise of the ‘manosphere’ - that is, of an ecosystem of 
interconnected misogynistic communities that operate, in some cases, both online and offline (Bates, 2020; 
Gerrand et al., 2025). Among some groups, these spaces have started to normalise the idea that gender 
equality is a threat to men’s status and that GBV is an acceptable behaviour or a legitimate punishment 
(Kennedy-Kollar, 2024; Nicholas et al., 2026).

2	 This is in addition to the impacts of the funding cuts, which are discussed in Section 3.2.
3	 Revealing and publicising an individual’s personal records.
4	 Some regional studies find higher rates. For example, a study in the Arab States found that 60% of women internet users have 

experienced TF-GBV (UN Women, 2021).
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Loneliness and social polarisation are, in turn, contributing to the damaging effects on GBV of 
technologies and online spaces. Recent studies have found high levels of loneliness across various 
contexts.5 Male loneliness, in particular, has been found to create fertile ground for online radicalisation 
against women and LGBTQI+ people. For example, a study on incels6 found that not only is loneliness 
prominent within the incel community, but that the community exploits, exacerbates and externalises 
this pain (Tietjen and Tirkkonen, 2023). Through the explanation provided by the incel community  
(i.e. that women are responsible for men’s loneliness because some men are actively discriminated 
against by women), loneliness is mixed with feelings of entitlement and transformed into resentment and 
hate against women. This, in turn, generates solidarity and unity within the incel community and fuels 
GBV against women (ibid; Bates, 2020).

According to V-Dem (2026), political polarisation – defined as the extent that society is divided into 
mutually hostile camps according to political differences – has increased between 2006 and 2026.7 It finds 
that societies’ political differences have created an ‘us versus them’ attitude, affecting people’s everyday 
relationships and discouraging interactions across ideological lines (ibid.). This trend also affects gender 
norms. A 2025 survey of approximately 24,000 people across 30 countries – including Australia, India, South 
Korea, the United Kingdom (UK) and the United States (US) - found that Gen Z is more divided than any other 
generation on gender norms (King’s Global Institute for Women’s Leadership and Ipsos, 2025). On average, 
young women across these countries are moving towards more gender-equitable norms, while young men 
are stagnating or, in some cases, entrenching unequal gender norms. In South Korea, for instance, 64% 
of men said they believe that gender equality has gone too far in their country, while only 35% of women 
agreed; in New Zealand, 53% of men and 28% of women agreed (ibid.).

Because social platforms quickly expose male users to misogynistic content, regardless of whether they 
are searching for it or not, they are an important driver of polarisation in relation to gender norms.8 On 
average, social media algorithms show boys aged 11-14 harmful content within 30 minutes of platform use; 
10% of boys see it within the first 60 seconds (Vodafone, 2024). Over half (52%) of boys have engaged with 
manosphere influencers and 69% have been exposed to online misogyny. Of these, 59% arrived at this type 
of content via unrelated searches. Exposure to this type of content is likely contributing to unequal social 
norms, as 22% of parents in the study noticed a change in how boys talk about women and girls and 70% of 
teachers saw a rise in sexist behaviour in school in the last 12 months before the survey (ibid.).

Moreover, rapidly changing digital technologies and the consolidation of artificial intelligence (AI) 
are exacerbating this problem, for instance, by contributing to the spread of mis- and disinformation 
worldwide and enabling new forms of abuse and violence (Garimella and Chauchard, 2024; Törnberg and 
Törnberg, 2024; OECD, 2026b). While technology companies are increasingly influential, there is a crisis 

5	 In the UK, for example, a 2025 survey found that a significant proportion of young men feel disconnected: around half of the 2,100 
men and women surveyed felt ‘no one really knows them’ (Lewis et al., 2025).

6	 'Incel' stands for ‘involuntary celibate’ and it refers to a community of men who claim to be unable to find a romantic/sexual partner 
and who blame women for their inability to find the relationship they desire (Bates, 2020).

7	 It has increased from -0.42 in 2006 to 0.29 in 2026. In this final standardised scale, 0 represents the approximate global average 
across all countries and historical years. Negative scores mean a country is less polarised than the historical global average, while 
positive scores mean a country is more polarised than average.

8	 In fact, most boys and men approach social media platforms searching for advice – romantic, fitness or economic advice – or in 
search of entertainment (Cala et al., 2026; Hayes et al., 2026).
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of governance as their transnational character hinders the regulation of social media platforms and 
other digital tools. As long as they operate without the checks and balances of government and without 
increased accountability, the right of women and LGBTQI+ people to live free from violence is at risk. 

Environmental, health and conflict-related crises are increasing the risk of GBV as well. During the 
Covid-19 pandemic, IPV increased as lock downs confined people to spaces shared with perpetrators 
that were thus unsafe (Bourgault et al., 2021). For example, a recent study found that IPV against women 
increased in 9 of 11 countries during the pandemic, with prevalence ranging from 8.3% to 45.29% 
(Uzoho et al., 2023).9 The pandemic also led various governments to shut down or reduce their GBV 
services – including in South Africa, Kenya, Uganda and Nigeria (John et al., 2023) – and while some 
governments were able to shift response services to remote forms of support such as hotlines, this was 
not enough to meet the demand (Blofield et al., 2021). The economic stress created by the pandemic likely 
exacerbated GBV too, because women were more likely to have dropped out of the labour force than men, 
which placed them in a more vulnerable position (Harvey, 2021). 

Extreme events have also been shown to increase GBV. Climate shocks, like floods, droughts and  
heatwaves, are linked to increased rates of GBV due to the economic instability, food insecurity, mental 
stress, disrupted infrastructure and gender inequality that these crises bring about (van Daalen et al., 2022).  
Other environmental pressures can deepen gendered insecurity where access to land and resources is 
already unequal. Conflict, displacement and lack of protective systems are also known to increase the risk 
of GBV, including conflict-related sexual violence (Murphy et al., 2024). The collapse of legal and protective 
institutions can facilitate sexual violence, forced marriage, trafficking and exploitation, while displacement 
to unsafe camps can be a risk for women, girls and LGBTQI+ people (Humanitarian Action, 2022). Conflict-
related GBV disrupts social cohesion and trust among communities and has intergenerational impacts 
(Woldearegay et al., 2025). 

These multiple and interconnected stresses have created a global polycrisis that is intensifying the 
drivers of GBV. Crisis conditions increase the pressures felt by people, institutions and governments 
that lead to violence. Greater economic insecurity, food scarcity, competition over resources, insecurity 
or gaps in government support magnify gender inequalities and discriminatory norms, making violence 
more likely. In the midst of this, changes in the funding landscape are straining our ability to prevent and 
respond to GBV.

3.2	 The impact of funding cuts to GBV prevention and services 

International funding for GBV prevention and services has always been inadequate: in 2021-2022, investment 
in GBV prevention amounted to $410 million, a mere 0.2% of overall official development assistance (ODA) 
(Equality Institute and Accelerator for GBV Prevention, 2023). Figure 2 shows the proportion of funding 
allocated directly to GBV prevention in 2021-2022 in comparison to other human rights priorities.

9	 Increases were documented in Bangladesh, Czech Republic, Democratic Republic of Congo, Ethiopia, Nigeria, Peru, Türkiye and 
Spain. No increase was documented in Kenya, while contrary evidence was found for the US (Uzoho et al., 2023).
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This longstanding underfunding has been dramatically worsened by the steep fall in ODA in the last three 
years. The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) estimates that Development 
Assistance Committee (DAC) member countries’ ODA dropped by 23.1% in 2025, the largest single-year 
decline in history (see Figure 3). While ODA declined in previous years, the unprecedented 2025 cuts were 
largely prompted by the US withdrawal from international co-operation under President Donald Trump, 
which saw ODA from the US drop by 56.9% between 2024 and 2025 (OECD, 2026c). The US cuts are 
important because the country has historically been the biggest funder to the GBV sector, providing 25% 
of total funding (Deitch, 2025).

Simultaneously, there has also been a shift in ODA priorities away from gender equality. For example, 
major donors (such as the US) are cutting their gender equality and social inclusion programmes (Zulver 
and Breimann, 2025), while other donor governments are reorienting towards defence and military 
spending instead of human rights as a result of increased geopolitical tensions (Romero, 2025). The US 
also withdrew funding from United Nations (UN) agencies, including those that lead on GBV programmes 
and policy.10 Private philanthropy organisations are closing their gender equality departments and 
reorienting their grants, reflecting changes in political decisions rather than people’s needs or evidence 
(Zulver and Breimann, 2025). These cuts signal that the rights and safety of women and girls are 
considered negotiable or non-essential by some (Deitch, 2025).

10	 UN Women, the UN Population Fund (UNFPA), the UN Children’s Fund (UNICEF) and the World Health Organization (WHO).

Figure 2	 ODA allocated to GBV prevention, 
2021-2022

Source: UN Women (2026).
Note: Health, education and social protection spending 
also encompass some aspects of GBV prevention and 
response.
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Figure 3	 Total ODA contributions from DAC 
countries over time

Source: OECD (2026c) 
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Many GBV programmes in the Global South are heavily reliant on international funding and thus faced 
immediate consequences following the cuts in 2025 (Stern et al., 2026). Rapid surveys through 2025 
showed the scale of the cuts on women’s rights and feminist organisations. For example, by mid-2025, 
78% of the 45 women’s and feminist funds surveyed by Prospera reported losses totalling $65.3 million, 
with two-thrids of funds anticipating cuts to programmes and staff (Prospera, 2025). GBV prevention 
and support services experienced immediate capacity loss: 78% of organisations reported service 
reductions, 73% suspended or ended programmes, 59% laid off staff and 35% faced cash flow crises 
(Stern et al., 2026). This meant that, in South Sudan, 75% of safe spaces for women and girls run by the UN 
High Commissioner for Human Rights closed, leaving up to 80,000 survivors without care (Emaojo, 2025). 
Across Burkina Faso, Mali, Niger and Nigeria, the International Rescue Committee (IRC, 2025) estimated 
that over 55% of survivors lost access to essential, comprehensive services.

These changes in public spending mirror changes at the domestic level in both Global North and Global  
South countries. The US, for example, has also defunded domestic rape crisis centres, hotlines and sexual-
assault forensic services, and it has cut staff in federal departments (Stern et al., 2026). Similarly, in Argentina 
(see also Section 3.1), the Acompañar programme that provides financial and psychological assistance to 
victim-survivors had its funds reduced by 82% and its beneficiaries by 98.7% (Corti and Marina, 2024).11  
In the UK, leaders of women’s charities wrote to the Prime Minister warning that cuts to GBV services would 
leave organisations with no choice but to fire staff and close services (Bartlett, 2024). Over the longer term, 
defunding the GBV sector risks permanent loss of expertise and services. Staff will shift to other sectors and 
new staff may not take their place. Reducing services to the most immediate crises and most marginalised 
survivors means that psychosocial and empowerment activities are no longer taking place (IRC, 2025).

Finally, funding cuts have changed the political discourse and further emboldened anti-gender actors to 
attack women’s rights organisations and delegitimise feminist organising (UN Trust Fund to End Violence 
against Women, 2025). Civil society organisations have reported finding it harder to retain space for 
gender equality and GBV prevention on policy agendas worldwide (Austin and Holder, 2024). This means 
feminist civil society will face incredible pressures to continue their frontline work and advocacy, and, 
when successful, they will have to constantly navigate tougher conditions (Zulver and Breimann, 2025).

Yet hope remains. Despite the overall decrease in funding observed, some governments have retained a focus 
on ending GBV and protecting gender equality. For example, the All in to end GBV strategy12 was launched 
in 2025 to bring together global leaders and generate momentum on ending GBV. The UK’s 2025 Violence 
against women and girls strategy pledges £1 billion across three years to safe accommodation, counselling, 
court guidance and children’s services (UK Government, 2025). The UK has also launched a new international 
coalition to tackle violence against women and girls, alongside Australia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, 
Jamaica, Morocco, South Africa and Spain (UK Government, 2026). South Africa has signalled a strong 
commitment in this area, pledging 1.6 billion rand (R) in 2026 and appointing the country’s first National 
Council on GBV and Femicide to coordinate the country’s response (Gcwabe, 2026; SANews, 2026). Under 
President Lula, Brazil has launched a National Pact for Zero Femicide (Fernandes, 2026). 

11	 Between 2023 and 2024. There were only 434 beneficiaries in 2024.
12	 Supported by the UK Foreign, Commonwealth and Development Office (FCDO) and philanthropic foundations. See www.

allintoendgbv.com/.
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As Section 4 discusses, working to end GBV clearly benefits not only women and LGBTQI+ people; it can help 
build inclusive societies too. In turn, this can steer us out of the polycrisis by:

	• increasing material wellbeing for everyone, addressing economic inequality and poverty
	• protecting and building thriving ecosystems, addressing our current climate and environmental crises 
	• increasing democratic resilience, shielding countries against far-right and authoritarian politics
	• countering backlash against gender equality and other forms of social exclusion and protecting 

human rights international law
	• ensuring and future-proofing good-quality basic services, such as health and education.
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4	 Addressing GBV to build 
inclusive societies

13	 This is the most recent global estimate available.
14	 Pre-2013 research also finds a comparable impact in Nicaragua, Chile, Vietnam and Bangladesh, due to productivity/income loss, 

where the cost of IPV was estimated between 1.4% and 2% of GDP (see Duvvury et al., 2013).

Addressing GBV can generate economic spillovers, creating more prosperous economies for everyone. It 
can strengthen governance and accountability, contributing to the maintenance of a healthy and resilient 
democracy. And it can improve community relationships, nurturing more connected and caring societies.
The following sections discuss in turn how GBV affects the economy, democracy and social fabric, outlining 
why and how eliminating GBV will improve each sphere.

4.1	 How does addressing GBV help build wellbeing economies?

The direct and indirect economic costs of GBV

GBV is costly to people, communities and governments. It has direct costs, a knock-on effect on work and 
spending, and a long-term impact when it affects children. In 2016, UN Women estimated that the global 
cost of GBV against women stood at around $1.5 trillion (Puri, 2016).13

GBV can lead to productivity losses through absenteeism, reduced performance or withdrawal. For instance, 
victim-survivors may miss work due to injuries, visits to police stations or court appearances, or poor mental 
health. They can also see their performance reduced for the same reasons. Both absenteeism and reduced 
performance can ultimately lead to victim-survivors losing their jobs (Muller et al., 2014; Ouedraogo and 
Stenzel, 2021). In Ghana, GBV against women and girls cost the country around 0.9% of its gross domestic 
product (GDP) in 2017 due to the impact on work absences alone (Raghavendra et al., 2019). Earlier research 
found comparable GDP losses across a range of countries due to work absenteeism, poor job performance 
and job/pay loss. For example, Vara-Horna (2013) found that missed days of work because of IPV cost 3.7% of 
Peru’s GDP and Duvvury et al. (2013) found these missed days cost 1.6% of Vietnam’s GDP.14 

GBV also hinders economic productivity by pushing women and LGBTQI+ people to withdraw from formal 
or informal work altogether (ICRW, 2020). This can be because it is demanded by abusive partners – a 
form of control in and of itself, and also instrumental in reducing someone’s ability to exit an abusive 
relationship (Adams et al., 2024). People can also withdraw from work to reduce exposure to GBV in the 
workplace, to reduce exposure to work-related GBV (e.g. women in politics who face high levels of abuse 
in online spaces, see Section 4.2) or to reduce GBV on their journey to work (ICRW, 2020; Steinert et al., 
2023; Michalko and Jiménez Thomas Rodríguez, 2026). A recent study in Finland found that women who 
live with an abusive partner see a 6.7% fall in employment compared to women living with non-abusive 
partners – an effect that persists even after the relationship has ended, indicating long-term damage a 
woman’s ability to work (Adams et al., 2024).
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GBV also reduces consumer spending. This can be because it impacts the ability of victim-survivors to 
work and therefore reduces their income, or because of increased out-of-pocket expenses personally 
borne by victim-survivors. In 2021, a study in 18 sub-Saharan African countries found that a 1 percentage 
point increase in rates of GBV against women – physical, psychological or sexual – reduces economic 
activities by up to 8% due to a reduction in female employment (Ouedraogo and Stenzel, 2021).15 The 
study in Finland found that women who live with an abusive partner have an income that is 12% lower than 
women living with non-abusive partners – an effect that also persists after the relationship has ended, 
indicating permanent damage to career progression (Adams et al., 2024). Consumer spending can also fall 
because of GBV (EIGE, 2021; UN Women, 2022), because economic GBV includes controlling the spending 
of victim-survivors, restricting access to their bank accounts and income, destroying their property, and/or 
withholding contributions to household expenses (Sarac and Odabas, 2025).

Additionally, GBV impacts the economy through related costs in public services such as healthcare, criminal 
justice, social services and specialised GBV services like helplines and shelters (see Box 2) (see also EIGE, 
2021; UN Women, 2022). Incidents of GBV may require emergency care, mental health support or 
reproductive health services, as well as police time, prosecution and incarceration. A study in 2019 
estimated that the cost of domestic abuse in England and Wales was approximately £66 billion per year 
(£34,015 per victim) – excluding femicides, each of which cost approximately £2.2 million in services 
(Oliver et al., 2019). Box 2 shows the estimated costs per sector. UN Women (2022) found that GBV accounted 
for 6.5% of Jamaica’s GDP in 2018 – 2.39% of which covered costs for healthcare, law enforcement and 
courts, and specialised services.

GBV in schools or other education institutions – or 
vicarious exposure to GBV at home – can also have 
a knock-on effect on the future economy (Ludwick 
et al., 2022; Leon-Himmelstine et al., 2025). 
Experiencing or witnessing GBV can cause children 
physical and emotional harm, which impacts their 
health, self-esteem, behaviour and, thus, their 
academic engagement and performance (UN 
Women, 2022). Studies in Lesotho and Seychelles 
estimated that children lost between 25% and 35% 
of learning time due to domestic violence (ibid.).  
In Jamaica, children were found to have lost 
approximately 15% of school time due to domestic 
violence, representing a cost of 0.48% of the 
country’s GDP in 2018 (ibid.). In the US in 2016, being exposed to IPV during childhood had an average 
lifetime cost16 of $50,000 for victim-survivors (Holmes et al., 2018).17 This means that, over an annual 
birth cohort, children’s exposure to IPV costs approximately $55 billion.

15	 Pre-2013 research also shows a comparable impact in the UK and Australia, where most comprehensive costing models find a total 
cost of 1.9% of the UK’s GDP and 1.2% of Australia’s. A study in Uganda and Morocco that costs out-of-pocket expenditures finds a 
cost of 1.6% and 6.5% of GDP, respectively (Duvvury et al., 2013).

16	 Calculated up to the age of 65.
17	 This includes healthcare ($11,000), crime ($14,000) and productivity losses ($26,000) (Holmes et al., 2018).

Box 2	 The cost of GBV by sector in 
England and Wales

Of the total estimated cost of £66 billion per 
year of in England and Wales (Oliver et al., 2019), 
domestic abuse was estimated to cost:

•	 £2,333 million in health services 
•	 £723 million in victim services
•	 £1,257 million in police costs
•	 £476 million in criminal or legal costs
•	 £6 million in awareness and prevention 

activities. 

Source: Oliver et al. (2019)

Box 3	 The cost of TF-GBV

The only available data on this form of 
violence comes from the European Union 
(EU). Lomba et al. (2021) found that TF-GBV* 
costs the EU between €49.0 billion and €89.3 
billion per year – approximately 40% of which 
relates to impacts on the labour market, the 
costs of response services or support, and 
lost tax revenue.

Note: *Including cyberstalking, cyber-harassment, online 
hate speech, non-consensual image sharing and doxxing.
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Box 3	 The cost of TF-GBV

The only available data on this form of 
violence comes from the European Union 
(EU). Lomba et al. (2021) found that TF-GBV* 
costs the EU between €49.0 billion and €89.3 
billion per year – approximately 40% of which 
relates to impacts on the labour market, the 
costs of response services or support, and 
lost tax revenue.

Note: *Including cyberstalking, cyber-harassment, online 
hate speech, non-consensual image sharing and doxxing.

All of these calculations are underestimates. They 
follow a conservative methodology (Muller et al., 
2014; Vyas et al., 2023), and they also necessarily 
underestimate the economic cost of GBV because 
they rely on reported prevalence. Additionally, 
many of the figures discussed only account for IPV 
or domestic abuse, rather than all the different 
manifestations of GBV (e.g. in public spaces, work 
or school). Moreover, TF-GBV is rapidly increasing 
and there is an important gap in available estimates 
(see Box 3). And none of the calculations include 
the cost of violence against LGBTQI+ people, for 
which there are no equivalent estimates.

Nonetheless, the figures emphasise that GBV is not a personal or private problem: it is a collective one. 
GBV affects the economic prospects of women and LGBTQI+ people, but it also affects the economic 
potential of whole countries and thus their possibility of moving towards a wellbeing economy.

How addressing GBV promotes wellbeing economies 

Increasing economic access and participation for women and LGBTQI+ people: Eliminating GBV will  
prevent economic violence and promote the economic empowerment of women and LGBTQI+ people, as  
this reduces the power asymmetries that enable violence and increase the ability of victim-survivors 
to leave abusive situations. An established body of literature shows that increasing women’s access to 
economic opportunities and control of resources helps reduce GBV (Eggers del Campo and Steinert, 2022).18 
Moreover, addressing GBV in the workplace, on public transport and in other public spaces promotes 
people’s participation in paid employment (formal or informal), because it means having a safe commute 
to and from work and safe conditions within which to work (Marcus and Somji, 2024). Increased economic 
access and participation for women and LGBTQI+ people can, in turn, boost economies.

Tackling economic inequality: By improving the economic access and participation of women and 
LGBTQI+ people, efforts to address GBV not only contribute to increased economic activity, but they 
also help tackle economic inequalities, especially when working through an intersectional approach. 
Moreover, addressing GBV calls attention to the importance of remedying economic inequalities across 
the board, as the disempowerment experienced by many men in the context of deepening economic 
inequality has been a driver of GBV too (True, 2012). Thus, addressing GBV also entails addressing class 
and racial economic inequalities, which are core tenets of wellbeing economies. 

Strengthening the public provision of essential services that characterise a wellbeing economy: Efforts 
to increase prevention services and respond to the needs of victim-survivors require collective care 
through the expansion and improvement of public services – including health, justice and social welfare 

18	 However, women's greater access to and control of economic resources can also risk an increase in GBV, as it can be used as a 
mechanism to reassert male authority (True, 2012).
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systems. This will benefit everyone. Training healthcare workers, police and teachers to recognise 
and respond appropriately to GBV cases leads to better-trained staff overall. GBV training improves, 
for example, skills in trauma-informed care and unbiased and sensitive service provision, which are 
skills that benefit people beyond victim-survivors and patients (Kimberg and Wheeler, 2019; Ahluwalia 
et al., 2025). This also applies to efforts to eliminate GBV within public services. Initiatives within schools 
and healthcare, for example, help make spaces free from discrimination and violence more generally, 
especially if GBV is addressed through intersectional initiatives (UNESCO and UN Women, 2016; CDC, 
2024).19 Service provision also improves if GBV-related absenteeism and the underperformance of service 
providers are addressed, both of which can otherwise lead to lower quality care or services for all users 
(McCollum et al., 2024). Structural improvements can benefit other marginalised groups or the whole 
population too: for example, improving public spaces and transport to eliminate GBV tends to also improve 
safety and usability for other groups such as elderly people, children and people living with disabilities 
(UN Women, 2017). Importantly, efforts to address GBV can improve access to and use of public services 
among women and LGBTQI+ communities.20 

Freeing up resources in the long term that could be invested in developing wellbeing economies: 
Eliminating GBV would release yearly resources in a country ’s public and private sectors (Ouedraogo 
and Stenzel, 2021). In other words, it would free up resources that could be invested in generating more 
sustainable economic activity, in tackling socioeconomic inequalities, in building human capital and 
in improving public provision of essential services (ibid; Muller et al., 2014). For example, reducing GBV 
would free up capacity in overstretched health, justice and social welfare systems, and it would free up 
public resources that could be re-invested to further strengthen systems to everyone’s benefit (Muller 
et al., 2014). 

Advancing a multidimensional concept of wellbeing that is at the centre of wellbeing economies: Some 
studies have calculated the impact of GBV on life quality by looking at the personal cost of pain, suffering, 
fear, loss of social networks and foregone opportunities (estimated by what people would be willing to pay 
to avoid these). In such studies, these harms represent by far the largest proportion of the overall economic 
cost of GBV. For example, a study in the UK found that reduced life quality (measured through emotional 
and physical harm) accounted for 71% of the total economic cost of domestic abuse. This pattern holds 
consistently across studies (Oliver et al., 2019). The European Institute of Gender Equality's (EIGE, 2021) 
EU-wide assessment similarly found that physical and emotional impacts make up 55.6% of the total cost 
of GBV, and a comparable exercise focusing specifically on TF-GBV found that quality-of-life loss accounted 
for roughly 50–60% of its annual cost (see Box 3). The fact that reduced quality of life is consistently found 
across different studies to be the single largest cost shows that wellbeing must be understood to mean 
multidimensional needs to be integrated into economic thinking.

19	 In schools, efforts to prevent GBV can focus on increasing students’ sense of belonging, and on improving relationships between 
students and teachers, as well as among peers (Orr et al., 2022).

20	 Among over 5,000 LGBTQI+ respondents to a survey in the UK, 23% of LGBTQI+ patients had witnessed discriminatory remarks from 
healthcare staff while accessing services, and 14% had avoided treatment because they feared discrimination (Stonewall, 2018 
cited in Jiménez Thomas Rodríguez, 2022).
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4.2	 How does addressing GBV advance accountable governance? 

The effects of GBV on democracy and the enjoyment of political rights

GBV erodes democracy and the civil and political rights of women and LGBTQI+ people by limiting their 
participation in political life as citizens and as representatives. When perpetrated by the state, GBV 
represents a violation of the government’s core duty, eroding state accountability.

GBV can limit political participation by reducing the quality of life of women and LGBTQI+ people through 
pain, fear, suffering and loss of self-confidence (as discussed in Section 4.1). In turn, this can affect 
people’s interests, needs and ability to be politically active – either as engaged citizens or as government 
representatives or officials (Anitha, 2023; Hussain, 2023; Moulding et al., 2023). 

As citizens or active members of society, women and LGBTQI+ people can also see their political 
participation undermined through multiple, often overlapping, pathways. GBV tends to restrict victim-
survivors' mobility. Coercive partners or family members may control when and how someone leaves the 
home, and women and LGBTQI+ people may fear experiencing GBV in public spaces – with the latter being 
particularly acute for gender non-conforming people. Both of these dynamics can deter travel to and 
participation in community meetings, town halls or polling stations (Abdo-Katsipis, 2018; Rahman and 
Thompson, 2022; Root, 2024). 

GBV can also undermine political participation through its economic effects (see Section 4.1). Where 
victim-survivors experience income losses, the need to secure additional income could crowd out 
available time and resources for formal or informal political engagement (for example, voting or 
participation in a social movement). Meanwhile, the isolation that frequently accompanies GBV – because 
abusive partners often deliberately cut victims off from family and friends (Pain, 2022) – can erode the 
social and information networks, support structures and sense of belonging that facilitate political 
participation (Moffett-Bateau, 2024; Root, 2024). Because GBV can entail close monitoring and control of 
how a partner uses digital technologies, or damaging or destroying someone’s devices, victim-survivors 
can have restricted access to politically relevant information as well (ibid.). 

GBV can also hinder someone’s right to vote freely. GBV at home, in public spaces or at work can prevent 
women and LGBTQI+ people from voting or it can influence their vote (ibid.). A study by the International 
Foundation for Electoral Systems found that female voters face violence at four times the rate of male 
voters during elections (Bardall, 2011). Fear of GBV can discourage someone from voting if they are 
concerned about the privacy implications of voter registration systems. If women and LGBTQI+ people are 
not registered, they are less likely to be contacted by parties, creating a cycle of political disengagement 
(ibid; Klein, 2024). 

As well as influencing voter behaviour, GBV can also greatly affect women’s and LGBTQI+ people’s 
participation as political representatives (Matlach and Drath, 2025; Stephenson et al., 2025). GBV against 
people in politics is perpetrated by: voters and constituents; opposing political party members and fellow 
party members; community leaders; journalists; members of the government such as those in the police, 
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judiciary and electoral management bodies; and, in some contexts, armed actors.21 A study from the Inter-
Parliamentary Union (IPU, 2026) found that 71% of 519 members of parliament (MPs) surveyed globally 
reported having experienced GBV from the public (online, offline or both), rising to 76% among women 
MPs. The study also found that MPs felt the situation is continuing to deteriorate (ibid). In the Balkans, for 
instance, 4 in 10 women in politics have experienced violence and 5 in 10 have witnessed it (Radičević, 2022). 
In Africa, 80% of women politicians have experienced psychological violence in parliament, 67% have been 
subjected to sexist behaviour or comments, 42% have received threats (of death, rape, beating or abduction) 
and 40% have been sexually harassed22 (IPU, 2021). In Asia-Pacific, 76% have experienced psychological 
violence, 25% have experienced sexual violence, and 24% have experienced economic violence.23 

TF-GBV is particularly and increasingly pervasive against women and LGBTQI+ people in politics (Matlach and 
Drath, 2025; Michalko and Jiménez Thomas Rodríguez, 2026). In the USA, two-thirds of LGBTQI+ candidates 
reported hate and harassment during their campaigns, and one in seven received an in-person death threat 
(LGBTQ+ Victory Institute, 2026). In Argentina, Benin, Italy, Malaysia and the Netherlands, between 65% and 
77% of women MPs24 reported online abuse (IPU, 2026). In Asia-Pacific, 60% of women parliamentarians 
reported experiencing online hate speech, disinformation, image-based abuse, or doxxing (ibid.). Research 
by the ALIGN platform in Nigeria and Brazil also found pervasive experiences of doxxing, synthetic image 
abuse, online threats and smear campaigns among women in politics (dRPC, 2025; Ricard et al., 2025). 

GBV against women and LGBTQI+ people in politics specifically aims to discourage individuals from 
entering or staying in political roles by damaging their and their family ’s mental health, physical safety 
and financial protection (Ricard et al., 2025; Michalko, 2026). In Europe, for instance, 21% of women 
parliamentarians said they did not want to run again due to threats and harassment (Matlach and 
Drath, 2025). In a systematic review of 48 studies, 20% (10/48 studies) found TF-GBV was linked to women 
withdrawing from political office (Koch et al., 2025). Younger women, those from minority or marginalised 
groups, and those in conflict settings face greater exposure to political violence (IPU, 2021, 2026; 
Ricard et al., 2025; Stephenson et al., 2025) and thus are at greater risk of being pushed out of political 
representation. TF-GBV against women and LGBTQI+ people also aims to discourage individuals from 
participating in online spaces – meaning spaces that are increasingly central to political life are also being 
reshaped into sites of exclusion. In the same systematic review, 62% of studies (30/48) found that TF-GBV 
changed the online behaviour of women in politics: 39% (19/48) found reduced online engagement and 29% 
(14/48) found total withdrawal from online spaces (Koch et al., 2025).

Thus, GBV can be used to reassert male control over the public sphere (which includes digital spaces) 
and to reinstitute patriarchal gender norms that contradict democracy (Vlahakis, 2018; UNHRC, 2018). 
Hence, GBV hurts the political and civil rights of women and LGBTQI+ people and it narrows who 
participates in politics, affecting democracy as a whole. Its chilling effect on participation skews 

21	 Gendered violence in politics tends to increase with visibility of women and LGBTQI+ people (dRPC, 2025; Ricard et al., 2025). It 
especially occurs around election periods, key debates or the salience of polarising issues (dRPC, 2025; IPU, 2026).

22	 The study was based on the experiences of 224 women parliamentarians working in 50 African countries and in one subregional 
parliamentary assembly.

23	 The study included 150 women parliamentarians across 33 countries.
24	 This includes spreading false or misleading information. Gendered disinformation often includes messaging that reproduces 

harmful gender stereotypes with the aim of portraying someone as less competent or legitimate. The figure speaks of GBV 
perpetrated by the public.
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descriptive representation, deteriorates substantive representation, weakens accountability 
mechanisms, hinders policy deliberation and biases policy priorities in ways that are incompatible with 
truly democratic societies (Krook, 2020; Serrano Oswald, 2023; Hibbs, 2025; Zamfir, 2025). GBV can 
also subvert and weaponise democratic mechanisms or principles. In Bolivia, for example, manipulation 
of anti-corruption mechanisms (i.e. filing false corruption accusations), exploitation of alternate seat-
sharing rules (i.e. pressuring women principals to share or give up their seats),25 and misuse of the 
premise of ‘the will of the people’ have been used to inflict violence against women in politics, discredit 
them and pressure them to step back (Restrepo Sanín, 2022).

Civic space is also damaged by GBV. In a survey of 714 women journalists across 125 countries, 73% of 
respondents said they had experienced online violence (Posetti and Shabbir, 2022). Threats of physical 
violence were perpetrated against 25% of respondents, threats of sexual violence against 18% and threats 
to harm family members against 13%. For 20% of respondents, online abuse led to offline GBV too. Women 
active in social movements are also at increased risk of violence (Suarez Estrada et al., 2022). While all 
human rights defenders and activists tend to face high levels of violence – especially in Latin America (Global 
Witness, 2025) - for women and LGBTQI+ people, this is accompanied by a risk of suffering sexual violence, 
gendered smear campaigns, TF-GBV and femicide (Jiménez Thomas et al., 2023; Fundacion Multitudes, 
2024). IM Defensoras (2024) documented 35,077 attacks against 8,926 women human rights defenders 
across Mexico and Central America between 2012 and 2023. Of the 58 killings of women's rights defenders 
between 2020 and 2022, 40% of victims were trans women activists, while indigenous and Afro-descendant 
women were disproportionately targeted too. As with women in politics, the risk of violence increases when 
journalists and activists are working on particularly controversial issues and/or in conflict zones (Posetti and 
Shabbir, 2021; CFWIJ, 2022).

GBV against women and LGBTQI+ journalists and activists can also push them to leave this space or lead to 
a chilling effect, thereby shrinking civic space. Posetti et al. (2026) found that 25% of respondents – human 
rights defenders, activists, journalists, media workers and other public communicators who identify as 
women – experienced anxiety or depression because of online abuse, 41% said they self-censor on social 
media, and 19% said they self-censor in their professional work in response to online abuse.26 By shrinking 
civic space, GBV constrains the ability of societies as a whole – not only of journalists, defenders and 
activists – to exercise their rights and influence the political, social and economic structures and decisions 
that affect their lives. Crucially, it also thwarts one of the main mechanisms to hold the state accountable 
and thus limits the ability to ensure a mode of governance that is responsive and answerable to people’s 
needs and priorities. As discussed in Section 2, robust civic spaces are especially important to ensure 
governance is accountable and responsive to the wellbeing of people who may not have a right to formal 
political participation (such as migrants). Lastly, by driving women journalists out of the profession or 
into self-censorship, GBV can also weaken the information ecosystem that is key to democracies, and it 
can narrow democracy via the type of information and perspectives that reach or do not reach the public 
(Posetti and Shabbir, 2022).

25	 In some systems, such as in Bolivia, every elected member of Congress and the Senate runs on a joint ticket with a designated 
substitute holder for the post – that is, the person who would replace the principal if the person resigns, is absent or passes away.

26	 The study finds 41% of respondents reported offline harm connected to online abuse. Nearly one in four respondents reported AI-
assisted online violence such as synthetic image abuse.
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Moreover, when GBV is perpetrated by state institutions this threatens the very concept of accountable 
governance. Police, military officials and other public authorities have been consistently linked with GBV 
against women (especially marginalised groups) and against LGBTQI+ people (Willis, 2021; Girardi, 2022). 
For example, as IM Defensoras (2024) has documented, nearly half of attacks against women human rights 
defenders in Mexico and Central America between 2012 and 2022 were linked to state actors. GBV at the 
hand of government actors is particularly common in high-conflict and post-conflict settings because 
institutions are weakened, social structures are disrupted, general levels of violence increase, and GBV 
can be used as a tactic of war (Enloe, 2023; Rohwerder, 2017; Burt, 2019). Governments are also historic 
perpetrators of reproductive violence, having inflicted forced sterilisations and coerced contraception 
against women, particularly those who are indigenous, poor, from ethnic minorities or live with a disability 
(Jiménez Thomas Rodríguez, 2022). Governments have also used conversion therapy or surgery and 
treatment refusals in relation to LGBTQI+ people (Browne, 2018; 2019). GBV is often perpetrated by state 
actors in prisons and detention centres too (Aedo Rivera, 2025; Hilinski-Rosick, 2025).

How addressing GBV advances and protects accountable democratic governance 

Upholding women's and LGBTQI+ people's civic and political rights, as well as their right to safety and 
dignity. Working to end GBV contributes to building inclusive societies where everyone is recognised as 
equal – the basis of a full democracy (Krook and Restrepo Sanín, 2020).

Protecting government accountability from erosion and increasing trust in institutions. Governments 
are meant to guarantee people’s rights and safety, therefore GBV committed or enabled by state actors 
represents a fundamental breach of a government’s own duties. Efforts to end state-perpetrated GBV is 
to work towards holding governments to account against their core role and to increase accountability 
when the perpetrator and arbiter are one and the same. Therefore, working to end state-perpetrated GBV 
necessarily demands efforts to restore the very conditions under which government accountability is 
possible. This, in turn, is central to increasing trust in government authorities and institutions – which is a 
core facet of democratic governance.

Strengthening democratic institutions and spaces, including safe civic spaces. Addressing GBV advances 
the political participation of women and LGBTQI+ people. This strengthens democratic governance because 
women and LGBTQI+ people are free to be politically active, to influence the decisions that affect them, and 
to represent the needs and interests of their communities, increasing their representation (IPU, 2021, 2026; 
Restrepo Sanín, 2022). Eliminating GBV against women and LGBTQI+ people in politics would strengthen 
anti-corruption and transparency mechanisms – and prevent their misuse – that aim to improve democracy 
(Restrepo Sanin, 2022). GBV work also helps build and maintain an open and safe civic space. Without fear 
of violence, it becomes possible for defenders, activists and people without citizenship to freely exercise 
their political rights to influence the decisions that shape their lives and effectively monitor and hold 
governments accountable against their national and international commitments.

Protecting the information ecosystem that civil society and democracies depend on. Working to eliminate 
GBV can help protect well-informed and pluralistic reporting by ensuring that women’s and LGBTQI+ people’s 
perspectives reach the public (Posetti and Shabbir, 2022). Moreover, addressing GBV against women 
in politics increasingly requires greater attention to TF-GBV, digital technologies and online platforms. 
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Pursuing the regulations, modifications and/or dismantlement of these technologies and platforms to curb 
TF-GBV is also likely to reduce their negative impacts more widely, in terms of mis- and disinformation, 
radicalisation and polarisation (see Section 3.1). Addressing TF-GBV can thus help address a wider set of 
threats to democratic integrity.

Promoting the rule of law and an effective and transparent justice system. Ensuring access to justice for 
GBV victim-survivors also requires efforts to maintain well-resourced and fair justice systems – free from 
the discrimination and re-victimisation and stigmatisation that victim-survivors and their defendants 
frequently encounter (Solano and Marquez, 2024; Leon-Himmelstine et al., 2025). As discussed in 
Section 4.1, any structural improvements to public institutions and services then benefit all users. For 
example, GBV protocols and procedures improve access to justice for GBV victim-survivors as well as others 
(Quast, 2008) and policies to make justice more accessible and responsive to GBV victim-survivors – such 
as specialised units, trauma-informed protocols or streamlined reporting mechanisms – improve overall 
institutional quality and responsiveness (Garcia-Hombrados et al., 2024). Because GBV is perpetrated by 
state actors too, strengthening the focus and capacity of the justice system to respond effectively to GBV 
also improves overall institutional transparency and accountability. Lastly, working to address GBV – in this 
case by investigating, prosecuting and providing redress – reiterates one of the principles of democracy 
(equality before the law) and helps strengthen the credibility of the justice system.

4.3	 How does addressing GBV improve the social fabric? 

The impacts of GBV on social norms and networks

GBV damages the social fabric by reinforcing inequitable social norms and by hindering social connection, 
both of which can ultimately reduce a person’s sense of belonging. 

GBV undermines the principle of equality that underpins a strong social fabric. As discussed in Section 1, 
norms that link masculinity to heterosexuality, authority and toughness sit at the centre of GBV – which 
is both a symptom of these norms and a mechanism to maintain them. GBV therefore undermines the 
foundations of a strong social fabric precisely by signalling the existence of inequitable social norms that 
deny equal dignity and respect, that contravene people’s human rights, and that entrench those very same 
norms. Impunity further reinforces and maintains such inequality, not only along gendered lines but along 
class and race lines too. This is because men from higher socioeconomic backgrounds across various 
contexts are less likely to face any consequences for GBV, especially when perpetrated against women 
or LGBTQI+ people belonging to other marginalised groups (Manne, 2017; Park, 2021). Impunity, moreover, 
also communicates societal tolerance or approval, eroding people's sense of value (Krook and Restrepo 
Sanín, 2020). 

GBV also damages interpersonal and collective relationships. Especially when perpetrated in the private 
sphere, GBV tends to dismantle the support network of women and LGBTQI+ people by isolating victim-
survivors from family members, friends or colleagues. This is a common tactic to increase control over 
someone and reduce their ability to leave an abusive situation. Isolation can be short term, but it can 
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have long-term consequences if it leads to conflict with loved ones (Hing et al., 2021). GBV can also affect 
interpersonal trust. Victim-survivors - particularly of IPV but also people who have experienced GBV from 
other family members, friends or colleagues – frequently describe a sense of betrayal that shapes their 
future feelings of trust more broadly (Gobin and Freyd, 2014; Melin and Salkovskis, 2025). GBV in the public 
sphere (e.g. within school, work, digital platforms or public spaces) can also weaken collective trust when 
the threat of GBV prevents participation, interaction and willingness to rely on others. For instance, as 
discussed in Section 4.1 and Section 4.2, GBV in schools can motivate girls to drop out of education and 
TF-GBV can motivate women to exit digital spaces, thereby reducing their social interactions. IPV and GBV 
on public transport and in public spaces can damage associational life – that is, participation in voluntary, 
self-organised and recurring spaces such as religious communities, volunteering groups, unions, clubs 
or other organisations (Zahra et al., 2024; Dubey et al., 2025). In doing so, GBV can motivate or contribute 
to a reduction in the repeated contact that is central to community formation through cooperation and 
reciprocity (Putnam, 1995, 2000).

GBV can also contribute to the growing rates of social isolation and loneliness described in Section 3.1. 
Some men are drawn to manosphere communities because they provide an outlet for, and they explain, the 
pain of disconnection and also because they offer a sense of belonging that an individual might otherwise 
be lacking (Botto and Gottzén, 2024). However, these spaces and communities can then exacerbate feelings 
of isolation offline. For example, Equimundo’s 2023 State of American Men report found that 48% of young 
men felt their online lives were more meaningful than their offline lives. Adopting misogynistic beliefs and 
attitudes and perpetrating GBV can cause further isolation by estranging these men from their families, 
friends, colleagues and networks.

GBV can deepen social polarisation as well. As discussed in Section 3.1, there is evidence that younger 
generations are more divided along gendered lines: young women are moving towards more gender-
equitable norms, while young men are stagnating or moving towards less equitable norms (King’s Global 
Institute for Women’s Leadership, 2025). GBV contributes to a vicious cycle where it is used to enforce and 
uphold inequitable gender norms, causing greater polarisation that is then likely to motivate GBV.

By damaging the social fabric, GBV decreases the ability of a community to navigate crises successfully.  
A study of the Covid-19 pandemic found, for instance, that the countries that were able to best respond 
to the pandemic where those with stronger social fabrics: with more community connection, sense of 
belonging and caring relations (along stronger perception of institutional legitimacy) (Orazani et al., 2023).

How addressing GBV helps build a strong social fabric 

Challenging and transforming unequal social norms. Mexico's Ley Olimpia illustrates this dynamic. Enacted 
between 2018 and 2022 following sustained advocacy by the Frente Nacional para la Sororidad, this was 
the first law to recognise and criminalise TF-GBV. Emerging ALIGN evidence suggests the reform and 
the movement’s advocacy around it have begun to unsettle inequitable gender norms, prompting some 
institutions and civil society actors to question re-victimising beliefs and behaviours (Hernandez Oropa et 
al., 2024). GBV work, moreover, cannot only contribute to challenging harmful gender norms but unequal 
social norms more broadly. For example, addressing impunity requires challenging intersecting inequalities 
or privileges. According to a systematic review, countering unequal social norms is among the most 
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important and effective strategies to strengthen the social fabric (Orazani et al., 2023). By challenging 
unequal gender norms, preventing and responding to GBV strengthens the social fabric by enabling the 
realisation of human rights and the enjoyment of dignity by all.

Strengthening the density of the social fabric. GBV curtails the networks that women and LGBTQI+ 
people can access and sustain – family, friends, work colleagues, school peers, online communities or 
associational life – therefore eliminating GBV helps to maintain the everyday contact that builds trust, 
cooperation and ultimately community and a caring society. Moreover, reducing inequitable norms and 
isolation can increase social contact between people of diverse genders and thus protect communities 
from radicalisation and polarisation. Studies show that having more and better relationships with a diverse 
group of people (also referred to as intergroup contact) correlates with a decrease in discriminatory beliefs 
and behaviours, because it increases knowledge about a group, reduces anxiety about people seen as 
‘others’ and increases empathy (Pettigrew and Tropp, 2008; Davies et al., 2011; Dovidio et al., 2017).27 Studies 
have also found that increasing opportunities for positive and cooperative contact is another of the most 
effective ways to strengthen the social fabric (Orazani et al., 2023).

Providing a pathway to address the crisis of connection and fragmentation that many countries are 
currently facing. Countering GBV-related gender norms can have a positive impact on male connection 
because harmful associations between masculinity and toughness, stoicism, self-sufficiency and 
emotional suppression can deter men from showing their vulnerability and from connecting with 
others (Nordin et al., 2024). A study in Mexico, the US and the UK found that men who strictly adhere to 
inequitable gender norms are more likely to use violence to resolve conflicts and that they are more prone 
to feelings of isolation and depression (Heilman et al., 2017). While patriarchal gender norms encourage 
social bonding between men through shared rejection of diversity, derogatory banter and GBV (Segato, 
2021; Nordin et al., 2024) – forms of bonding that the manosphere exploits and amplifies – such social 
fragmentation and resentment can lead in some cases to radicalisation into misogynist communities. In 
turn, this drives GBV that then causes women and LGBTQI+ people to withdraw from spaces or networks. 
Efforts to eliminate GBV can break this cycle of polarisation and promote a strong social fabric that 
is characterised by pluralism and conciliation. Participatory and community-driven programmes can 
strengthen communities by bringing people together who might otherwise not meet, and by increasing 
people’s sense of agency and ownership over the issues that affect them (Cornwall, 2008; Jiménez 
Thomas Rodríguez, 2024).28

Advancing the regulation of the technology sector. Addressing GBV requires action on digital 
technologies, tools and spaces. As discussed in Section 3.1, women, girls and LGBTQI+ people are 
increasingly experiencing TF-GBV and the growth of the manosphere is fuelling misogyny and GBV, as 
well as broader political polarisation. The fact that most boys and men are quickly exposed to hateful 
content, despite their initial interest to search for entertainment, or romantic, fitness or economic advice, 
points to the urgency of regulation (Hayes, 2026; Vodafone, 2024). Addressing GBV requires working with 
governments to legislate a duty of care and safety by design, as well as strengthening and scaling up critical 

27	 Some literature shows that dense trust networks can also enable GBV, but these studies refer to dense networks among part of the 
population only, and thus not the strong social fabric that underpins an inclusive society.

28	 However, this potential will not be realised if participatory approaches are tokenistic. Community programmes can also reproduce 
power imbalances, rather than transform them.
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digital literacy education that equips all the population with the necessary skills to use digital technologies 
and spaces safely. The benefits of this work would contribute towards preventing political and social 
polarisation more broadly and advancing pluralistic societies where people cooperate across and thrive 
through diversity.

Challenging the normalisation of violence more broadly. In contexts where levels of violence are generally 
high, efforts to end GBV can contribute to reducing violence overall. In Guatemala, for example, GBV is 
embedded within a recent history of civil conflict and organised crime-related violence, compounded by 
low levels of human rights awareness (only 25.4% of adults report a good understanding of their rights). 
Addressing GBV in this context can therefore help build rights awareness, confront historical trauma, and 
begin to denormalise violence more broadly (Leon-Himmelstine et al., 2026). 
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5	 Conclusion and avenues 
for future research 

GBV often operates as a mechanism to discipline and control people who contravene patriarchal gender 
norms; and GBV is also a consequence of gender inequality (Jiménez Thomas Rodríguez, 2022). It not only 
has deep impacts on survivors – restricting their wellbeing and their economic, political and social options 
– but it also affects everyone else in society too. GBV hinders economic progress and the possibility of 
reaching economic prosperity. It undermines democratic forms of governance and impedes accountability. 
And it weakens the social fabric, preventing a sense of belonging and interconnectedness. Moreover, at its 
core, no society can be truly inclusive if part of the population lives in fear of harm for who they are. 

Ending GBV, therefore, provides a pathway to building inclusive societies: to build a wellbeing economy, 
democratic and accountable governance, and a strong social fabric – elements that are necessary to 
overcome the current polycrisis.

To deepen understanding of how efforts to address GBV help build inclusive societies, future research can 
do the following:

1.	 Generate empirical evidence on where and how addressing GBV has contributed to creating economic 
prosperity, strengthening democracy or supporting community-making in order to identify promising 
policies and approaches.

2.	 Examine how the relationship between inclusive societies and GBV flows in both directions. That is, 
how addressing GBV helps build inclusive societies, but also if and how building inclusive societies 
can help reduce GBV. Further research could explore, for example, if and how a strong social fabric 
protects communities from the influence of online misogyny, helping prevent an increase in GBV 
(both online and offline) or not. These findings could have implications for how to approach and 
design economic, political and social policies.

3.	 Examine the forms of collaboration needed (and possible amid the polycrisis) between government, 
the private sector and civil society to build more inclusive societies. Research could explore, for 
example, where and how there has been a successful reconfiguration of responsibility for GBV 
prevention and response work between government, civil society and the private sector.

4.	 Strengthen the evidence of how GBV against LGBTQI+ people affects the economy, governance 
and the social fabric, given that most existing evidence relates to cis- and heterosexual women. 
Evidence on the positive trickle-down effects generated by reducing violence against queer 
populations is also needed.

33Conclusion and avenues for future research 



References

Abdo-Katsipis, C.B. (2018) ‘Personal security and electoral demobilization: a comparative analysis’, Digest of Middle East 
Studies 27(1): 53–78. (https://doi.org/10.1111/dome.12130).

Adams, A., Huttunen, K., Nix, E., et al. (2024) ‘The dynamics of abusive relationships’, The Quarterly Journal of Economics 
139(4): 2135–2180. (https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjae022).

Aedo Rivera, M. (2025) ‘Violencia hacia las mujeres privadas de libertad: cuando la discriminación se multiplica’. 
Revista Del Instituto de Estudios Judiciales. Valparaiso: Universidad de Valparaíso. (www.researchgate.net/
publication/398007630_Violencia_hacia_las_mujeres_privadas_de_libertad_cuando_la_discriminacion_se_multiplica). 

Ahluwalia, P.S., John, S. and Elliason, E.K. (2025) ‘Embedding trauma-informed care into healthcare leadership: a 
paradigm shift in organizational culture and patient outcomes’, Interdisciplinary Journal of the African Alliance for 
Research, Advocacy and Innovation 1(2). (https://doi.org/10.64261/jaarai.v1n2.013).

Anitha, S. (2023) ‘Citizenisation in the aftermath of domestic violence: the role of family, community and social networks’, 
Families, Relationships and Societies 12(3): 374–391. (https://doi.org/10.1332/204674321X16503896240061).

Austin, A. and Holder, A. (2024) Findings from the 2024 SDG Gender Index. London: Equal Measures 2030. (https://
equalmeasures2030.org/press/findings-from-the-2024-sdg-gender-index-a-gender-equal-future-in-crisis/).

Barber, H. (2025) ‘“A whole spectrum of hatred”: women face increased violence in Milei’s Argentina as rights are eroded’. 
The Guardian, 13 August. (www.theguardian.com/global-development/2025/aug/13/women-face-increased-violence-
argentina-javier-milei).

Bardall, G. (2011) Breaking the mold: understanding gender and electoral violence. IFES White Paper. Washington, DC: IFES. 
(https://ciaotest.cc.columbia.edu/wps/usak/0031612/f_0031612_25631.pdf).

Bartlett, L. (2024) ‘Funding cuts put government’s promise to halve violence against women and girls “in jeopardy”’. Victim 
Support, 23 December. (www.victimsupport.org.uk/funding-cuts-put-governments-promise-to-halve-violence-against-
women-and-girls-in-jeopardy/).

Bates, L. (2020) Men who hate women: from incels to pickup artists, the truth about extreme misogyny and how it affects us 
all. London: Simon & Schuster UK Ltd.

Berger, P.L. (2018) The limits of social cohesion: conflict and mediation in pluralist societies. Boulder, CO: Routledge.

Blofield, M., Khalifa, A., Madera, N., Pieper, J. (2021) The Shadow Pandemic: Policy Efforts on Gender-Based Violence during 
COVID-19 in the Global South (GIGA Focus Global No. 6). German Institute for Global and Area Studies, Hamburg.

Botto, M. and Gottzén, L. (2024) ‘Swallowing and spitting out the red pill: young men, vulnerability, and radicalization 
pathways in the manosphere’, Journal of Gender Studies, 33(5): 596–608. (https://doi.org/10.1080/09589236.2023.2260318).

Bourgault, S., Peterman, A. and O’Donnell, M. (2021) Violence against women and children during COVID-19 — one year on and 
100 papers in: a fourth research round up. CGD Note. Washington, DC: Center for Global Development. (www.cgdev.org/
publication/violence-against-women-and-children-during-covid-19-one-year-and-100-papers-fourth).

Brechenmacher, S. (2025) The new global struggle over gender, rights, and family values. Washington, DC: Carnegie 
Endowment for International Peace. (https://carnegieendowment.org/research/2025/06/the-new-global-struggle-over-
gender-rights-and-family-values).

Browne, E. (2018) ‘Lesbian and bisexual women in Cuba: family, rights, and policy’, Gender & Development 26(1): 71–87. 
(https://doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2018.1429090).

Browne, E. (2019) Gender norms, LGBTQI issues and development: a topic guide. ALIGN Guide (www.alignplatform.org/
resources/gender-norms-lgbtqi-issues-and-development).

Browne, E. (2024) Hostile landscapes: how do gender-restrictive actors contribute to violence against LGBTQI+ people? 
London: ODI Global/ALIGN. (www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-hostile-landscapes-gender-restrictive-actors-
violence-lgbtqi).

Browne, E., Carter, B., Avis, W., et al. (2015) Evidence on outcomes of an inclusive societies approach. Birmingham: GSDRC. 
(https://gsdrc.org/publications/evidence-on-outcomes-of-an-inclusive-societies-approach).

34 Ending gender-based violence

https://doi.org/10.1111/dome.12130
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjae02
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/398007630_Violencia_hacia_las_mujeres_privadas_de_libertad_cuando_la_discriminacion_se_multiplica
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/398007630_Violencia_hacia_las_mujeres_privadas_de_libertad_cuando_la_discriminacion_se_multiplica
https://doi.org/10.64261/jaarai.v1n2.013
https://doi.org/10.1332/204674321X16503896240061
https://equalmeasures2030.org/press/findings-from-the-2024-sdg-gender-index-a-gender-equal-future-in-crisis/
https://equalmeasures2030.org/press/findings-from-the-2024-sdg-gender-index-a-gender-equal-future-in-crisis/
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2025/aug/13/women-face-increased-violence-argentina-javier-milei
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2025/aug/13/women-face-increased-violence-argentina-javier-milei
https://ciaotest.cc.columbia.edu/wps/usak/0031612/f_0031612_25631.pdf
http://www.victimsupport.org.uk/funding-cuts-put-governments-promise-to-halve-violence-against-women-and-girls-in-jeopardy/
http://www.victimsupport.org.uk/funding-cuts-put-governments-promise-to-halve-violence-against-women-and-girls-in-jeopardy/
https://doi.org/10.1080/09589236.2023.2260318
http://www.cgdev.org/publication/violence-against-women-and-children-during-covid-19-one-year-and-100-papers-fourth
http://www.cgdev.org/publication/violence-against-women-and-children-during-covid-19-one-year-and-100-papers-fourth
https://carnegieendowment.org/research/2025/06/the-new-global-struggle-over-gender-rights-and-family-values
https://carnegieendowment.org/research/2025/06/the-new-global-struggle-over-gender-rights-and-family-values
https://doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2018.1429090
https:/alignplatform.org/resources/gender-norms-lgbtqi-issues-and-development
https:/alignplatform.org/resources/gender-norms-lgbtqi-issues-and-development
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-hostile-landscapes-gender-restrictive-actors-violence-lgbtqi
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-hostile-landscapes-gender-restrictive-actors-violence-lgbtqi
https://gsdrc.org/publications/evidence-on-outcomes-of-an-inclusive-societies-approach


Burt, J.M. (2019) ‘Gender justice in post-conflict Guatemala:the Sepur Zarco sexual violence and sexual slavery trial’. Social 
Science Research Network. (https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3444514).

Cala, P., Velázquez, L.P.F., Koester, D., et al. (2026) ‘Beyond the Global North: evidence on “manfluencers”, social media and 
gender norms among adolescent boys from a global literature review and mixed-methods research across six states in 
Mexico’, Gender and Education 38(6): 654–679. (https://doi.org/10.1080/09540253.2025.2568414).

CDC (Centers for Disease Control) (2024) Inclusive practices help all students thrive, safe supportive environments.  
(www.cdc.gov/youth-safe-environments/inclusive-practice/index.html).

CFWIJ (Coalition for Women in Journalism) (2022) Women journalists on the frontlines of war and conflict. CFWIJ.  
(www.womeninjournalism.org/campaigns-all/iwd-2022).

CIVICUS (n.d.) 'Civic space'. Johannesburg: CIVICUS. (https://monitor.civicus.org/about/how-it-works/what-is-civic-space/).

Cornwall, A. (2008) ‘Unpacking “participation”: models, meanings and practices’, Community Development Journal 43(3): 
269–283. (https://doi.org/10.1093/cdj/bsn010).

Corti, D. and Marina, R. (2024) ‘Programa Acompañar: qué cambios introdujo el gobierno de Javier Milei - Chequeado’, El 
Explicador Politica, 28 August. (https://chequeado.com/el-explicador/programa-acompanar-que-cambios-introdujo-el-
gobierno-de-javier-milei/).

van Daalen, K.R., Kallesøe, S., Davey, F., et al. (2022) ‘Extreme events and gender-based violence: a mixed-methods 
systematic review’, The Lancet Planetary Health 6(6): e504–e523. (https://doi.org/10.1016/S2542-5196(22)00088-2).

Davies, K., Tropp, L.R., Wright, S.C., et al. (2011) ‘Cross-group friendships and intergroup attitudes: a meta-analytic review’, 
Personality and Social Psychology Review 15(4): 332–351. (https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868311411103).

Deitch, J. (2025) Unfunded and unsafe: how US aid cuts are threatening gender-based violence prevention and response 
in humanitarian crises. New York: Women’s Refugee Commission. (www.womensrefugeecommission.org/research-
resources/unfunded-and-unsafe-how-us-aid-cuts-are-threatening-gender-based-violence-prevention-and-response-in-
humanitarian-crises/).

Dickel, V. and Evolvi, G. (2023) ‘“Victims of feminism”: exploring networked misogyny and #MeToo in the manosphere’, 
Feminist Media Studies 23(4): 1392–1408. (https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2022.2029925).

Diepeveen, S. (2022) Hidden in plain sight: how social media infrastructure shapes gender norms. London: ODI Global/
ALIGN. (https://odi.org/en/publications/hidden-in-plain-sight-how-social-media-infrastructure-shapes-gender-norms/).

Dovidio, J.F., Love, A., Schellhaas, F. M. H., et al. (2017) ‘Reducing intergroup bias through intergroup contact: 
twenty years of progress and future directions’, Group Processes & Intergroup Relations 20(5): 606–620. (https://doi.
org/10.1177/1368430217712052).

dRPC (development Research and Projects Centre) (2025) Digital threats to women in politics in Nigeria: experiences of 
technology-facilitated gender-based violence and political party responses. London: ODI Global/ALIGN. (www.alignplatform.
org/resources/digital-threats-women-politics-nigeria-experiences-technology-facilitated-gender-based).

Dubey, S., Bailey, A. and Lee, J. (Brian) (2025) ‘Women’s perceived safety in public places and public transport: a 
narrative review of contributing factors and measurement methods’, Cities 156: 105534. (https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cities.2024.105534).

Duvvury, N., Callan, A., Carney, P., et al. (2013) Intimate partner violence: economic costs and implications for growth and 
development. Washington, DC: World Bank. (http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/412091468337843649). 

Edenborg, E. (2023) ‘“Traditional values” and the narrative of gay rights as modernity: sexual politics beyond polarization’, 
Sexualities 26(1–2): 37–53. (https://doi.org/10.1177/13634607211008067).

Edström, J., Greig, A. and Skinner, C. (2024) ‘Patriarchal (dis)orders: backlash as crisis management’, Signs: Journal of 
Women in Culture and Society 49(2): 277–309. (https://doi.org/10.1086/726744).

Eggers del Campo, I. and Steinert, J.I. (2022) ‘The effect of female economic empowerment interventions on the risk of 
intimate partner violence: a systematic review and meta-analysis’, Trauma, Violence, & Abuse 23(3): 810–826. (https://doi.
org/10.1177/1524838020976088).

EIGE (European Institute for Gender Equality) (2021) The costs of gender-based violence in the European Union. Vilnius: 
EIGE. (https://eige.europa.eu/gender-based-violence/costs-of-gender-based-violence). 

Emaojo, E.F. (2025) ‘Global gender-based violence response in collapse: funding cuts push millions beyond reach of help’, 
DevelopmentAid, 27 May. (www.developmentaid.org/news-stream/post/195746/gbv-funding-crisis).

35References

https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3444514
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540253.2025.2568414
http://www.cdc.gov/youth-safe-environments/inclusive-practice/index.html
http://www.womeninjournalism.org/campaigns-all/iwd-2022
https://monitor.civicus.org/about/how-it-works/what-is-civic-space/
https://doi.org/10.1093/cdj/bsn010
https://chequeado.com/el-explicador/programa-acompanar-que-cambios-introdujo-el-gobierno-de-javier-milei/
https://chequeado.com/el-explicador/programa-acompanar-que-cambios-introdujo-el-gobierno-de-javier-milei/
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2542-5196(22)00088-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868311411103
http://www.womensrefugeecommission.org/research-resources/unfunded-and-unsafe-how-us-aid-cuts-are-threatening-gender-based-violence-prevention-and-response-in-humanitarian-crises/
http://www.womensrefugeecommission.org/research-resources/unfunded-and-unsafe-how-us-aid-cuts-are-threatening-gender-based-violence-prevention-and-response-in-humanitarian-crises/
http://www.womensrefugeecommission.org/research-resources/unfunded-and-unsafe-how-us-aid-cuts-are-threatening-gender-based-violence-prevention-and-response-in-humanitarian-crises/
https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2022.2029925
https://odi.org/en/publications/hidden-in-plain-sight-how-social-media-infrastructure-shapes-gender-norms/
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430217712052
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430217712052
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/digital-threats-women-politics-nigeria-experiences-technology-facilitated-gender-based
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/digital-threats-women-politics-nigeria-experiences-technology-facilitated-gender-based
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2024.105534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2024.105534
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/412091468337843649
https://doi.org/10.1177/13634607211008067
https://doi.org/10.1086/726744
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838020976088
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838020976088
https://eige.europa.eu/gender-based-violence/costs-of-gender-based-violence
http://www.developmentaid.org/news-stream/post/195746/gbv-funding-crisis


Enloe, C. (2023) Twelve feminist lessons of war. Oakland, CA: University of California Press.

Equality Institute and Accelerator for GBV Prevention (2023) What counts? The state of funding for the prevention 
of gender-based violence against women and girls. Victoria: Equality Institute. (www.equalityinstitute.org/app/
uploads/2025/09/What-Counts-The-State-of-Funding-for-the-Prevention-of-Gender-based-Violence-GBV-against-
Women-and-Girls.pdf).

Equimundo (2023) State of American men 2023. Washington, DC: Equimundo. (www.equimundo.org/resources/state-of-
american-men/).

Esen, B. (2025) ‘Judicial transformation in a competitive authoritarian regime: evidence from the Turkish case’, Law & 
Policy 47(1): e12250. (https://doi.org/10.1111/lapo.12250).

Fernandes, L. (2026) ‘“We will not look the other way”: Brazil launches coordinated national strategy to fight femicide’, 
Brasil de Fato, 5 February. (www.brasildefato.com.br/2026/02/05/we-will-not-look-the-other-way-brazil-launches-
coordinated-national-strategy-to-fight-femicide/).

Fioramonti, L., Coscieme, L., Costanza, R., et al. (2022) ‘Wellbeing economy: an effective paradigm to mainstream post-
growth policies?’, Ecological Economics 192: 107261. (https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2021.107261).

Fuchs, C. (2026) ‘What is digital democracy?’, Journal of Information Technology & Politics 0(0): 1–21. (https://doi.org/10.108
0/19331681.2026.2660162).

Fundacion Multitudes (2024) Online gender-based violence against women* environmental and human rights defenders in Latin 
America: the cases of Ecuador, Peru and Colombia. Providencia: Fundacion Multitudes. (https://fundacionmultitudes.org/
wp-content/uploads/2024/11/gender-based-violence-environmental-defenders-2024-1.pdf).

García-Hombrados, J., Martínez-Matute, M. and Villa, C. (2024) ‘Specialised courts and the reporting of intimate partner 
violence: evidence from Spain’, Journal of Public Economics 239: 105243. (https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2024.105243).

Gardes, R. and Cordenillo, K. (2014) Inclusive political participation and representation: the role of regional organizations. 
Stockholm: International IDEA. (www.idea.int/publications/catalogue/inclusive-political-participation-and-
representation-role-regional).

Garimella, K. and Chauchard, S. (2024) ‘How prevalent is AI misinformation? What our studies in India show so far’, Nature 
630(8015): 32–34. (https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-024-01588-2).

Gcwabe, L. (2026) ‘Ramaphosa appoints landmark GBVF Council to strengthen SA’s fight against violence’, IOL, 7 August. 
(https://iol.co.za/news/south-africa/2026-08-03-ramaphosa-appoints-landmark-gbvf-council-to-strengthen-sas-fight-
against-violence/).

Gerrand, V., Ging, D., Roose, J.M., et al. (2025) ‘Mapping the neo-manosphere(s): new directions for research’, Men and 
Masculinities 28(5): 443–464. (https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X251350277).

Gibson, K. and Dombroski, K. (eds) (2020) The handbook of diverse economies. Cheltenham, UK: Edward Elgar Publishing.

Girardi, R. (2022) ‘“It’s easy to mistrust police when they keep on killing us”: a queer exploration of police violence and 
LGBTQ+ Victimization’, Journal of Gender Studies 31(7): 852–862. (https://doi.org/10.1080/09589236.2021.1979481).

Global Witness (2025) Roots of resistance: documenting the global struggles of defenders protecting land and environmental 
rights. London: Global Witness. (https://gw.hacdn.io/media/documents/Defenders_Annual_Report_2025_online_EN.pdf).

Gobin, R.L. and Freyd, J.J. (2014) ‘The impact of betrayal trauma on the tendency to trust’, Psychological Trauma: Theory, 
Research, Practice, and Policy 6(5): 505–511. (https://doi.org/10.1037/a0032452).

Goetz, A.M. (2020) ‘The new competition in multilateral norm-setting: transnational feminists & the illiberal backlash’, 
Daedalus 149(1): 160–179. (https://doi.org/10.1162/daed_a_01780).

Gqola, P.D. (2022) Female fear factory: unravelling patriarchy’s cultures of violence. Cassava Republic Press edition. Abuja: 
Cassava Republic.

Harper, C., Marcus, R., George, R., et al. (2020) Gender, power and progress: how norms change. London: ODI Global/ALIGN. 
(www.alignplatform.org/gender-power-progress).

Harvey, R. (2021) The ignored pandemic: the dual crises of gender-based violence and COVID-19. Oxford: Oxfam. (https://doi.
org/10.21201/2021.8366).

36 Ending gender-based violence

http://www.equalityinstitute.org/app/uploads/2025/09/What-Counts-The-State-of-Funding-for-the-Prevention-of-Gender-based-Violence-GBV-against-Women-and-Girls.pdf
http://www.equalityinstitute.org/app/uploads/2025/09/What-Counts-The-State-of-Funding-for-the-Prevention-of-Gender-based-Violence-GBV-against-Women-and-Girls.pdf
http://www.equalityinstitute.org/app/uploads/2025/09/What-Counts-The-State-of-Funding-for-the-Prevention-of-Gender-based-Violence-GBV-against-Women-and-Girls.pdf
http://www.equimundo.org/resources/state-of-american-men/
http://www.equimundo.org/resources/state-of-american-men/
https://doi.org/10.1111/lapo.12250
http://www.brasildefato.com.br/2026/02/05/we-will-not-look-the-other-way-brazil-launches-coordinated-national-strategy-to-fight-femicide/
http://www.brasildefato.com.br/2026/02/05/we-will-not-look-the-other-way-brazil-launches-coordinated-national-strategy-to-fight-femicide/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2021.107261
https://doi.org/10.1080/19331681.2026.2660162
https://doi.org/10.1080/19331681.2026.2660162
https://fundacionmultitudes.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/gender-based-violence-environmental-defenders-2024-1.pdf
https://fundacionmultitudes.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/gender-based-violence-environmental-defenders-2024-1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2024.105243
http://www.idea.int/publications/catalogue/inclusive-political-participation-and-representation-role-regional
http://www.idea.int/publications/catalogue/inclusive-political-participation-and-representation-role-regional
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-024-01588-2
https://iol.co.za/news/south-africa/2026-08-03-ramaphosa-appoints-landmark-gbvf-council-to-strengthen-sas-fight-against-violence/
https://iol.co.za/news/south-africa/2026-08-03-ramaphosa-appoints-landmark-gbvf-council-to-strengthen-sas-fight-against-violence/
https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X251350277
https://doi.org/10.1080/09589236.2021.1979481
https://gw.hacdn.io/media/documents/Defenders_Annual_Report_2025_online_EN.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0032452
https://doi.org/10.1162/daed_a_01780
http://www.alignplatform.org/gender-power-progress
https://doi.org/10.21201/2021.8366
https://doi.org/10.21201/2021.8366


Hayes, C. et al. (2026) Engaging men, ending violence: pathways to safer digital futures. New York: UN Women, Equimundo. 
(www.equimundo.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/04/ENGAGING-MEN-ENDING-VIOLENCE-PATHWAYS-TO-SAFER-
DIGITAL-FUTURES.pdf).

Heilman, B., Barker, G. and Harrison, A. (2017) The man box: a study on being a young man in the US, UK and Mexico. 
Washington, DC: Equimundo. (https://equimundo.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/TheManBox-FullReport.pdf).

Hernández Oropa, M., Chavarría García, P.I., Contreras Chávez, I., et al. (2024) Violencia sexual digital contra las mujeres en 
México: El papel de Ley Olimpia en la transformación de los mandatos de género que la sostienen. Informe ALIGN. Londres: 
ALIGN (https://alignplatform.org/resources/report-digital-sexual-violence-against-women-mexico-olimpia-law).

Hibbs, L. (2025) ‘“More visible and vulnerable to attacks” – violence against (local) women politicians and the local costs of 
doing politics’, Journal of Women, Politics & Policy 46(4): 320–338. (https://doi.org/10.1080/1554477X.2025.2572265).

Hicks, J. (2021) Global evidence on the prevalence and impact of OGBV. Brighton: Institute of Development Studies. (www.
ids.ac.uk/publications/global-evidence-on-the-prevalence-and-impact-of-online-gender-based-violence-ogbv/).

Hilinski-Rosick, C.M. (2025) ‘Sexual abuse in correctional facilities’, Current Psychiatry Reports 27(11): 653–659. (https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11920-025-01637-1).

Hing, N., O'Mulla, C., Mainey, L., et al. (2021) ‘Impacts of male intimate partner violence on women: a life course 
perspective’, International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health 18(16): 8303. (https://doi.org/10.3390/
ijerph18168303).

Holmes, M.R., Richter, F.G.C., Votruba, M.E, et al. (2018) ‘Economic burden of child exposure to intimate partner violence in 
the United States’, Journal of Family Violence 33(4): 239–249. (https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-018-9954-7).

Humanitarian Action (2022) The pervasive and damaging effects of gender-based violence in humanitarian emergencies, 
Global Humanitarian Overview 2023. Geneva: Humanitarian Action. (https://humanitarianaction.info/document/
global-humanitarian-overview-2023/article/pervasive-and-damaging-effects-gender-based-violence-humanitarian-
emergencies).

Hussain, E.I.H. (2023) ‘The relationship of domestic violence and spousal control with female voter participation 
in Pakistan’, NYU Abu Dhabi Journal of Social Sciences (March). (https://sites.nyuad.nyu.edu/jss/wp-content/
uploads/2023/03/Overleaf-Domestic-Violence-.pdf). 

ICRW (International Center for Research on Women) (2020) ‘Preventing and responding to gender-based violence, a critical 
component of economic development and women’s economic empowerment’. Washington, DC: ICRW. (www.icrw.org/
publications/preventing-and-responding-to-gender-based-violence-a-critical-component-of-economic-development-
and-womens-economic-empowerment).

IM Defensoras (2024) Data that hurt us, networks that save us, 10+ years of attacks against women human rights defenders in 
Mesoamerica (2012-2023). Toronto: IM Defensoras. (https://im-defensoras.org/en/public/ypv383dte60cfbeqap3zfbdt1phn/
IM-INFORMEEJECUTIVO24-INGweb.pdf).

Inglehart, R. (2019) Cultural evolution: people’s motivations are changing, and reshaping the world. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press.

IPU (Inter-Parliamentary Union) (2021) ‘Sexism, harassment and violence against women in parliaments in Africa’. Geneva: 
Inter-Parliamentarian Union. (www.ipu.org/resources/publications/issue-briefs/2021-11/sexism-harassment-and-
violence-against-women-in-parliaments-in-africa).

IPU (2026) When the public turns hostile: political violence against parliamentarians. Geneva: IPU. (www.ipu.org/resources/
publications/reports/2026-02/when-public-turns-hostile-political-violence-against-parliamentarians).

IRC (International Rescue Committee) (2025) Lives at risk: how funding cuts endanger gender based violence survivors 
in West Africa. Dakar: IRC. (www.rescue.org/report/lives-risk-how-funding-cuts-endanger-gender-based-violence-
survivors-west-africa).

Jenson, J. (2019) Intersections of Pluralism and Social Cohesion. Ottawa: Global Centre for Pluralism. (www.pluralism.ca/
wp-content/uploads/2026/02/Jane-Jenson-Social-Cohesion-FINAL.pdf).

Jiménez Thomas Rodriguez, D. (2022) Feminist activism to end gender-based violence in the public sphere. London: ODI 
Global. (www.alignplatform.org/resource/report-feminist-activism-end-gbv-public-sphere).

Jiménez Thomas Rodriguez, D. (2024) The power of feminist artivism to change gender norms. ALIGN Report. London: ODI 
Global. (www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-feminist-artivism-change-gender-norms). 

37References

http://www.equimundo.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/04/ENGAGING-MEN-ENDING-VIOLENCE-PATHWAYS-TO-SAFER-DIGITAL-FUTURES.pdf
http://www.equimundo.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/04/ENGAGING-MEN-ENDING-VIOLENCE-PATHWAYS-TO-SAFER-DIGITAL-FUTURES.pdf
https://equimundo.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/TheManBox-FullReport.pdf
https://alignplatform.org/resources/report-digital-sexual-violence-against-women-mexico-olimpia-law
https://doi.org/10.1080/1554477X.2025.2572265
http://www.ids.ac.uk/publications/global-evidence-on-the-prevalence-and-impact-of-online-gender-based-violence-ogbv/
http://www.ids.ac.uk/publications/global-evidence-on-the-prevalence-and-impact-of-online-gender-based-violence-ogbv/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-025-01637-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-025-01637-1
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18168303
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18168303
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-018-9954-7
https://humanitarianaction.info/document/global-humanitarian-overview-2023/article/pervasive-and-damaging-effects-gender-based-violence-humanitarian-emergencies
https://humanitarianaction.info/document/global-humanitarian-overview-2023/article/pervasive-and-damaging-effects-gender-based-violence-humanitarian-emergencies
https://humanitarianaction.info/document/global-humanitarian-overview-2023/article/pervasive-and-damaging-effects-gender-based-violence-humanitarian-emergencies
https://sites.nyuad.nyu.edu/jss/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/Overleaf-Domestic-Violence-.pdf
https://sites.nyuad.nyu.edu/jss/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/Overleaf-Domestic-Violence-.pdf
http://www.icrw.org/publications/preventing-and-responding-to-gender-based-violence-a-critical-component-of-economic-development-and-womens-economic-empowerment
http://www.icrw.org/publications/preventing-and-responding-to-gender-based-violence-a-critical-component-of-economic-development-and-womens-economic-empowerment
http://www.icrw.org/publications/preventing-and-responding-to-gender-based-violence-a-critical-component-of-economic-development-and-womens-economic-empowerment
https://im-defensoras.org/en/public/ypv383dte60cfbeqap3zfbdt1phn/IM-INFORMEEJECUTIVO24-INGweb.pdf
https://im-defensoras.org/en/public/ypv383dte60cfbeqap3zfbdt1phn/IM-INFORMEEJECUTIVO24-INGweb.pdf
http://www.ipu.org/resources/publications/issue-briefs/2021-11/sexism-harassment-and-violence-against-women-in-parliaments-in-africa
http://www.ipu.org/resources/publications/issue-briefs/2021-11/sexism-harassment-and-violence-against-women-in-parliaments-in-africa
http://www.ipu.org/resources/publications/reports/2026-02/when-public-turns-hostile-political-violence-against-parliamentarians
http://www.ipu.org/resources/publications/reports/2026-02/when-public-turns-hostile-political-violence-against-parliamentarians
http://www.rescue.org/report/lives-risk-how-funding-cuts-endanger-gender-based-violence-survivors-west-africa
http://www.rescue.org/report/lives-risk-how-funding-cuts-endanger-gender-based-violence-survivors-west-africa
http://www.pluralism.ca/wp-content/uploads/2026/02/Jane-Jenson-Social-Cohesion-FINAL.pdf
http://www.pluralism.ca/wp-content/uploads/2026/02/Jane-Jenson-Social-Cohesion-FINAL.pdf
http://www.alignplatform.org/resource/report-feminist-activism-end-gbv-public-sphere
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-feminist-artivism-change-gender-norms


Jiménez Thomas, D., Navas, G. and Scheidel, A. (2023) ‘From Chico Mendes to Berta Cáceres: responses to the murders 
of environmental defenders’, in B. Bustos, S. Engel-Di Mauro, G. García-López, et al. (eds) Routledge handbook of Latin 
America and the environment. London: Routledge. (www.routledge.com/Routledge-Handbook-of-Latin-America-and-the-
Environment/Bustos-Engel-DiMauro-Garcia-Lopez-Milanez-Ojeda/p/book/9781032478364).

Jiménez Thomas Rodriguez, D., George, R. and Khan, A. (2026) Anti-gender and anti-climate politics. ODI Working Paper. 
London: ODI Global. (https://odi.org/en/publications/anti-gender-and-anti-climate-politics/).

John, N.A., Bukuluki, P., Casey, S. E., et al. (2023) ‘Government responses to COVID-19 and impact on GBV services and 
programmes: comparative analysis of the situation in South Africa, Kenya, Uganda, and Nigeria’, Sexual and Reproductive 
Health Matters 31(1): 2168399. (https://doi.org/10.1080/26410397.2023.2168399).

Kabeer, N. (2005) Inclusive citizenship: meanings and expressions. London, New York: Zed Books.

Kabeer, N. and Plomien, A. (2026) Gender justice and the wellbeing economy: the feminist case for an alternative economic 
paradigm. Working Paper 169. London: International Inequalities Institute, London School of Economics and Political 
Science. (https://doi.org/10.21953/researchonline.lse.ac.uk.00138143).

Kennedy-Kollar, D. (2024) Extremism and radicalization in the manosphere: beta uprising. London: Taylor & Francis.

Khan, A. and Michalko, J. (2026) Advancing gender rights at the Human Rights Council in times of backlash: success 
strategies from the 59th session. ODI Report. London: ODI Global. (https://media.odi.org/documents/ODI_Report_-_
Human_Right_Council_2026.pdf).

Khan, A., Tant, E. and Harper, C. (2023) Facing the backlash: what is fuelling anti-feminist and anti-democratic forces? 
ALIGN Briefing Paper. London: ODI Global/ALIGN. (www.alignplatform.org/resources/briefing-facing-backlash). 

Kimberg, L. and Wheeler, M. (2019) ‘Trauma and trauma-informed care’, in M.R. Gerber (ed.) Trauma-Informed healthcare 
approaches: a guide for primary care. Cham: Springer International Publishing. (https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-
04342-1_2).

King’s Global Institute for Women’s Leadership and Ipsos (2025) Attitudes toward gender equality. London: King’s College 
London. (www.kcl.ac.uk/giwl/assets/iwd-2025-survey.pdf).

Klein, J. (2024) ‘They survived IPV: now they can’t vote safely’, Family & Intimate Partner Violence Quarterly 16(4): 11–15. 
(www.civicresearchinstitute.com/online/article_abstract.php?pid=6&iid=1841&aid=10992).

Koch, L., Russo Riva, M.P. and Steinert, J.I. (2025) ‘Technology-facilitated gender-based violence against politically 
active women: a systematic review of psychological and political consequences and women’s coping behaviors’, Trauma, 
Violence, & Abuse 0(0): 15248380251343185. (https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380251343185).

Krook, M.L. (2020) Violence against women in politics. Oxford: Oxford University Press. (https://doi.org/10.1093/
oso/9780190088460.001.0001).

Krook, M.L. and Restrepo Sanín, J. (2020) ‘The cost of doing politics? Analyzing violence and harassment against female 
politicians’, Perspectives on Politics 18(3): 740–755. (https://doi.org/10.1017/S1537592719001397).

Leon-Himmelstine, C., Jiménez Thomas Rodriguez, D. and Marcus, R. (2025) Gender equality, disability and social inclusion 
analysis in Latin America: Guatemala 2025. London: ODI Global. (https://odi.org/en/publications/gender-equality-
disability-and-social-inclusion-analysis-in-latin-america-guatemala-2025/).

Lewin, T. (2021) ‘Nothing is as it seems: “discourse capture” and backlash politics’, Gender & Development 29(2–3): 253–268. 
(https://doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2021.1977047).

Lewis, C. et al. (2025) State of UK men 2025. Washington, DC: Equimundo and Beyond Equality. (www.equimundo.org/wp-
content/uploads/2025/11/FINAL-StateofUKMen2025-Report.pdf).

LGBTQ+ Victory Institute (2026) Threats on the trail: experiences with political violence among LGBTQ+ candidates in the 
USA. LGBTQ+ Victory Institute. 

Lomba, N., Navarra, C. and Meenakshi, F. (2021) Combating gender-based violence: cyber violence – European added value 
assessment. Luxembourg: European Parliamentary Research Service. (https://doi.org/10.2861/23053).

Ludwick, T., Ishida, M., Desai, S., et al. (2022) ‘Witnessing intimate partner violence impacts schooling and labor market 
outcomes for young women in India’, Population and Development Review 48(2): 505–543. (https://doi.org/10.1111/padr.12460).

Manne, K. (2017) Down girl: the logic of misogyny. 1st edn. New York: Oxford University Press. (https://doi.org/10.1093/
oso/9780190604981.001.0001).

38 Ending gender-based violence

http://www.routledge.com/Routledge-Handbook-of-Latin-America-and-the-Environment/Bustos-Engel-DiMauro-Garcia-Lopez-Milanez-Ojeda/p/book/9781032478364
http://www.routledge.com/Routledge-Handbook-of-Latin-America-and-the-Environment/Bustos-Engel-DiMauro-Garcia-Lopez-Milanez-Ojeda/p/book/9781032478364
https://odi.org/en/publications/anti-gender-and-anti-climate-politics/
https://doi.org/10.1080/26410397.2023.2168399
https://doi.org/10.21953/researchonline.lse.ac.uk.00138143
https://media.odi.org/documents/ODI_Report_-_Human_Right_Council_2026.pdf
https://media.odi.org/documents/ODI_Report_-_Human_Right_Council_2026.pdf
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/briefing-facing-backlash
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-04342-1_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-04342-1_2
http://www.kcl.ac.uk/giwl/assets/iwd-2025-survey.pdf
http://www.civicresearchinstitute.com/online/article_abstract.php?pid=6&iid=1841&aid=10992
https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380251343185
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780190088460.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780190088460.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1537592719001397
https://odi.org/en/publications/gender-equality-disability-and-social-inclusion-analysis-in-latin-america-guatemala-2025/
https://odi.org/en/publications/gender-equality-disability-and-social-inclusion-analysis-in-latin-america-guatemala-2025/
https://doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2021.1977047
http://www.equimundo.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/11/FINAL-StateofUKMen2025-Report.pdf
http://www.equimundo.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/11/FINAL-StateofUKMen2025-Report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2861/23053
https://doi.org/10.1111/padr.12460
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780190604981.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780190604981.001.0001


Marcus, R. and Somji, A. (2024) Transforming gender norms for women’s economic empowerment. London: ODI Global/
ALIGN. (www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-transforming-gender-norms-women-economic-rights-empowerment).

Matlach, P.-C. and Drath, C. (2025) The 'cost of doing politics'. Gendered abuse and digital platforms' role in undermining 
democracy. London: Institute for Strategic Dialogue. (www.isdglobal.org/publication/the-cost-of-doing-politics-
gendered-abuse-and-digital-platforms-role-in-undermining-democracy/).

McCarthy, J.D. and Zald, M.N. (1977) ‘Resource mobilization and social movements: a partial theory’, American Journal of 
Sociology 82(6): 1212–1241. (https://doi.org/10.1086/226464).

McCollum, M. et al. (2024) ‘Empowering Nurses in an Era of Workplace Violence: A Pilot Study’, Nurse Leader, 22(3): 251–
257. (https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mnl.2023.12.005).

McEwen, H. (2021). Inventing Family: Colonial Knowledge Politics of “Family” and the Coloniality of “Pro-family” Activism in 
Africa. Africa Today 67: 31–49.

McLellan, C., Yeh, P.T., Kennedy, C.E., et al. (2026) ‘Global burden of violence against transgender and gender-
diverse adults: a systematic review and meta-analysis’, JAMA Network Open 9(1): e2552953. (https://doi.org/10.1001/
jamanetworkopen.2025.52953).

Melin, A. and Salkovskis, P.M. (2025) ‘Sensitivity to betrayal and new intimate relationship building in survivors of intimate 
partner violence’, Psychology and Psychotherapy: Theory, Research and Practice 98(4): 1050–1063. (https://doi.org/10.1111/
papt.70004).

Michalko, J. (2026) Online violence against women in politics: what shapes political party responses to technology-facilitated 
gender-based violence? ALIGN Report. London: ODI Global/ALIGN. (www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-online-
violence-against-women-in-politics).

Michalko, J. and Jiménez Thomas Rodriguez, D. (2026) Online violence against women in politics: what shapes political party 
responses to technology-facilitated gender-based violence? London: ODI Global. (https://odi.org/en/publications/online-
violence-against-women-in-politics-what-shapes-political-party-responses-to-technology-facilitated-gender-based-
violence/). 

Moffett-Bateau, A.J. (2024) ‘“I can’t vote if i don’t leave my apartment”: the problem of neighborhood violence and its 
impact on the political behavior of black American women living below the poverty line’, Urban Affairs Review 60(1): 73–117. 
(https://doi.org/10.1177/10780874231162930).

Moulding, N., Chung, D., Zufferey, C., et al. (2023) ‘Social participation after intimate partner violence: investigating the 
impact on women’s citizenship’, Violence Against Women 29(14): 2754–2774. (https://doi.org/10.1177/10778012231196051).

Muller, R., Gahan, L. and Brooks, L. (2014) Too costly to ignore: the economic impact of gender-based violence in South Africa. 
Johannesburg: KPMG. (https://ci.uct.ac.za/projects-reporters-resources-violence-against-children-overview-violence-
overview-reports/too).

Murphy, M., Potts, A., Nassif, G., et al. (2024) ‘Violence against women and girls in conflict: progress and priorities’, The Lancet 
404(10471): 2495–2498. (https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(24)02625-4).

Nemčok, M., Im, Z.J., Grasso, M., et al. (2026) ‘Public opinion and the welfare state: sources, processes, and consequences’, 
Journal of European Public Policy 33(4): 993–1017. (https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2025.2572362).

Nicholas, L., Clark, S., Agius, C., et al. (2026) ‘Antifeminist, manosphere and right-wing extremist sentiment among men who 
use domestic and family violence: masculinism, misinformation, and the justificatory logics of violence’, NORMA 21(2): 96–115. 
(https://doi.org/10.1080/18902138.2024.2430513).

Nord, M., Altman, D., Fernandes, T., et al. (2025) Democracy report 2025: 25 years of autocratization – democracy Trumped? 
Gothenburg: University of Gothenburg, V-Dem Institute. (www.v-dem.net/publications/democracy-reports/).

Nordin, T., Degerstedt, F. and Granholm Valmari, E. (2024) ‘A scoping review of masculinity norms and their interplay 
with loneliness and social connectedness among men in western societies’, American Journal of Men’s Health 18(6): 
15579883241304585. (https://doi.org/10.1177/15579883241304585).

OECD (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development) (2024) Facts not fakes: tackling disinformation, 
strengthening information integrity. Paris: OECD. (www.oecd-ilibrary.org/governance/facts-not-fakes-tackling-
disinformation-strengthening-information-integrity_d909ff7a-en).

OECD (2026a) 'Civic space'. Paris: OECD. (www.oecd.org/en/topics/sub-issues/open-government-and-citizen-
participation/civic-space.html).

39References

http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-transforming-gender-norms-women-economic-rights-empowerment
http://www.isdglobal.org/publication/the-cost-of-doing-politics-gendered-abuse-and-digital-platforms-role-in-undermining-democracy/
http://www.isdglobal.org/publication/the-cost-of-doing-politics-gendered-abuse-and-digital-platforms-role-in-undermining-democracy/
https://doi.org/10.1086/226464
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mnl.2023.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2025.52953
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2025.52953
https://doi.org/10.1111/papt.70004
https://doi.org/10.1111/papt.70004
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-online-violence-against-women-in-politics
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-online-violence-against-women-in-politics
https://odi.org/en/publications/online-violence-against-women-in-politics-what-shapes-political-party-responses-to-technology-facilitated-gender-based-violence/
https://odi.org/en/publications/online-violence-against-women-in-politics-what-shapes-political-party-responses-to-technology-facilitated-gender-based-violence/
https://odi.org/en/publications/online-violence-against-women-in-politics-what-shapes-political-party-responses-to-technology-facilitated-gender-based-violence/
https://doi.org/10.1177/10780874231162930
https://doi.org/10.1177/10778012231196051
https://ci.uct.ac.za/projects-reporters-resources-violence-against-children-overview-violence-overview-reports/too
https://ci.uct.ac.za/projects-reporters-resources-violence-against-children-overview-violence-overview-reports/too
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(24)02625-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2025.2572362
https://doi.org/10.1080/18902138.2024.2430513
http://www.v-dem.net/publications/democracy-reports/
https://doi.org/10.1177/15579883241304585
http://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/governance/facts-not-fakes-tackling-disinformation-strengthening-information-integrity_d909ff7a-en
http://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/governance/facts-not-fakes-tackling-disinformation-strengthening-information-integrity_d909ff7a-en
http://www.oecd.org/en/topics/sub-issues/open-government-and-citizen-participation/civic-space.html
http://www.oecd.org/en/topics/sub-issues/open-government-and-citizen-participation/civic-space.html


OECD (2026b) 'Misinformation and disinformation'. Paris: OECD. (www.oecd.org/en/topics/disinformation-and-
misinformation.html).

OECD (2026c) A historic decline in foreign aid: preliminary 2025 ODA data. Paris: OECD Publishing. (www.oecd.org/en/data/
insights/data-explainers/2026/04/a-historic-decline-in-foreign-aid-preliminary-2025-oda-data.html).

Oliver, R., Alexander, B., Roe, S., et al. (2019) The economic and social costs of domestic abuse. London: UK Home Office. 
(https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f637b8f8fa8f5106d15642a/horr107.pdf). 

Orazani, S.N., Reynolds, K.J. and Osborne, H. (2023) ‘What works and why in interventions to strengthen social cohesion: A 
systematic review’, Journal of Applied Social Psychology, 53(10): 938–995. (https://doi.org/10.1111/jasp.12990).

Orr, N., Chollet, A., Rizzo, A.J., et al. (2022) ‘School-based interventions for preventing dating and relationship violence 
and gender-based violence: a systematic review and synthesis of theories of change’, Review of Education 10(3): e3382. 
(https://doi.org/10.1002/rev3.3382).

Ouedraogo, R. and Stenzel, D. (2021) The heavy economic toll of gender-based violence: evidence from sub-Saharan 
Africa. IMF Working Paper. Washington, DC: IMF. (https://doi.org/10.5089/9781557754073.001).

Pain, R. (2022) ‘Collective trauma? Isolating and commoning gender-based violence’, Gender, Place & Culture, 29(12): 
1788–1809. (https://doi.org/10.1080/0966369X.2021.1975103).

Park, S. (2021) ‘The links between racialized and gender-based violence’, American Civil Liberties Union, 1 April. 
 (www.aclu.org/news/racial-justice/the-links-between-racialized-and-gender-based-violence).

Parmar, I. and Furse, T. (2023) ‘The Trump administration, the far-right and world politics’, Globalizations 20(5): 799–813. 
(https://doi.org/10.1080/14747731.2021.1991660).

Pateman, C. (1988) The sexual contract. Cambridge: Polity.

Pettigrew, T.F. and Tropp, L.R. (2008) ‘How does intergroup contact reduce prejudice? Meta-analytic tests of three 
mediators’, European Journal of Social Psychology 38(6): 922–934. (https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.504).

du Plessis, G. (2024) Parental rights: protecting parents, empowering generations. Vienna: ADF International. (https://
adfinternational.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/Parental-Rights_A5-White-Paper_Update-Oct24_v3-final-Online.pdf).

Posetti, J. and Shabbir, N. (2022) The chilling: a global study of online violence against women journalists. Washington, 
DC: International Center for Journalists. (www.icfj.org/our-work/chilling-global-study-online-violence-against-women-
journalists).

Posetti, J., Williams, K., Hellmueller, L., et al. (2026) ‘Tipping point: online violence impacts, manifestations and redress in 
the AI age’. New York: UN Women. (www.icfj.org/sites/default/files/2026-04/UN%20Women%20Tipping%20Point%20AI.
pdf). 

Prospera (2025) Funding crisis: impact & response by women’s and feminist funds. Ottowa: Prospera. (https://prospera-
inwf.org/the-quiet-crisis-hitting-feminist-movements-and-how-womens-and-feminist-funds-are-rising-to-meet-it/).

Puri, L. (2016) ‘Remarks by UN Assistant Secretary-General and Deputy Executive Director of UN Women, Lakshmi Puri at 
the high-level discussion on the “Economic Cost of Violence against Women”’, UN Women, 21 September. (www.unwomen.
org/en/news/stories/2016/9/speech-by-lakshmi-puri-on-economic-costs-of-violence-against-women).

Putnam, R.D. (1995) ‘Bowling alone: America’s Declining social capital’, Journal of Democracy 6(1): 65–78. (https://dx.doi.
org/10.1353/jod.1995.0002).

Putnam, R.D. (2000) Bowling alone: the collapse and revival of American community. New York: Simon and Schuster.

Quast, S. (2008) ‘Justice reform and gender’, in M. Bastick and K. Valasek (eds) Gender and security sector reform toolkit. 
Geneva: DCAF, OSCE/ODIHR, UN-INSTRAW. (https://odihr.osce.org/odihr/70294).

Radičević, A. (2022) Political participation and violence against women. Brussels: Foundation for European Progressive 
Studies and National Democratic Institute. (https://feps-europe.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Final_16.7.22_Political-
Participation-and-Violence-against-Women-in-Politics-copy.pdf).

Raghavendra, S., Kim. K., Ashe, S., et al. (2019) The macroeconomic loss due to violence against women and girls: the case 
of Ghana. Annandale on Hudson, NY: Levy Economics Institute. (www.levyinstitute.org/publications/the-macroeconomic-
loss-due-to-violence-against-women-and-girls-the-case-of-ghana/).

Rahman, N. and Thompson, S. (2022) Roadblocks remain: constraints to women’s political participation in Pakistan. 
Rochester, NY: Social Science Research Network. (https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4082836).

40 Ending gender-based violence

http://www.oecd.org/en/topics/disinformation-and-misinformation.html
http://www.oecd.org/en/topics/disinformation-and-misinformation.html
http://www.oecd.org/en/data/insights/data-explainers/2026/04/a-historic-decline-in-foreign-aid-preliminary-2025-oda-data.html
http://www.oecd.org/en/data/insights/data-explainers/2026/04/a-historic-decline-in-foreign-aid-preliminary-2025-oda-data.html
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f637b8f8fa8f5106d15642a/horr107.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/jasp.12990
https://doi.org/10.1002/rev3.3382
https://doi.org/10.5089/9781557754073.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/0966369X.2021.1975103
http://www.aclu.org/news/racial-justice/the-links-between-racialized-and-gender-based-violence
https://doi.org/10.1080/14747731.2021.1991660
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.504
https://adfinternational.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/Parental-Rights_A5-White-Paper_Update-Oct24_v3-final-Online.pdf
https://adfinternational.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/Parental-Rights_A5-White-Paper_Update-Oct24_v3-final-Online.pdf
http://www.icfj.org/our-work/chilling-global-study-online-violence-against-women-journalists
http://www.icfj.org/our-work/chilling-global-study-online-violence-against-women-journalists
http://www.icfj.org/sites/default/files/2026-04/UN%20Women%20Tipping%20Point%20AI.pdf
http://www.icfj.org/sites/default/files/2026-04/UN%20Women%20Tipping%20Point%20AI.pdf
https://prospera-inwf.org/the-quiet-crisis-hitting-feminist-movements-and-how-womens-and-feminist-funds-are-rising-to-meet-it/
https://prospera-inwf.org/the-quiet-crisis-hitting-feminist-movements-and-how-womens-and-feminist-funds-are-rising-to-meet-it/
http://www.unwomen.org/en/news/stories/2016/9/speech-by-lakshmi-puri-on-economic-costs-of-violence-against-women
http://www.unwomen.org/en/news/stories/2016/9/speech-by-lakshmi-puri-on-economic-costs-of-violence-against-women
https://dx.doi.org/10.1353/jod.1995.0002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1353/jod.1995.0002
https://odihr.osce.org/odihr/70294
https://feps-europe.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Final_16.7.22_Political-Participation-and-Violence-against-Women-in-Politics-copy.pdf
https://feps-europe.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Final_16.7.22_Political-Participation-and-Violence-against-Women-in-Politics-copy.pdf
http://www.levyinstitute.org/publications/the-macroeconomic-loss-due-to-violence-against-women-and-girls-the-case-of-ghana/
http://www.levyinstitute.org/publications/the-macroeconomic-loss-due-to-violence-against-women-and-girls-the-case-of-ghana/
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4082836


Raworth, K. (2017) Doughnut economics: seven ways to think like a 21st-century economist. London: Random House 
Business Books.

Restrepo Sanín, J. (2022) ‘Violence against women in politics as an unintended consequence of democratization’, 
International Feminist Journal of Politics 24(1): 16–39. (https://doi.org/10.1080/14616742.2021.2014343).

Ricard, J., Spinardi, A., Quiterio de Gois, A., et al. (2025) Technology-facilitated gender-based violence against women in 
politics in Brazil. London: ODI Global/ALIGN. (www.alignplatform.org/resources/technology-facilitated-gender-based-
violence-against-women-politics-brazil).

Richardson, J. (2017) ‘Feminist engagements with social contract theory’ in A. Garry, S.J. Khader, and A. Stone (eds) The 
Routledge Companion to Feminist Philosophy. London: Routledge.

Roggeband, C. and Krizsán, A. (2021) ‘The selective closure of civic space’, Global Policy 12(S5): 23–33. (https://doi.
org/10.1111/1758-5899.12973).

Romero, G. (2025) Freedom of assembly and association rights, collective action and human solidarity facing an existential 
threat. Report of the Special Rapporteur on the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and of association, Gina Romero 
A/80/219. Geneva: UN Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights. (www.ohchr.org/en/documents/thematic-
reports/a80219-report-special-rapporteur-rights-freedom-peaceful-assembly-and).

Root, D. (2024) ‘Obstacles to voting for survivors of intimate partner violence’. Article, 1 November. (www.americanprogress.
org/article/obstacles-voting-survivors-intimate-partner-violence/).

Rohwerder, B. (2017) Women and girls with disabilities in conflict and crises. K4D Helpdesk Report. Brighton: Institute of 
Development Studies (https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5b9a458540f0b67866ffbd56/032-Women_and_
girls_ with_disabilities_in_crisis_and_conflict.pdf).

SANews (2026) ‘Government allocates R1.6bn to fight GBVF’, SANews, 20 May. (www.sanews.gov.za/south-africa/
government-allocates-r16bn-fight-gbvf).

Sarac, E. and Odabas, D. (2025) ‘Gender-based economic violence and the exploitation of women: a deep dive’, World 
Journal of Psychiatry 15(3): 103725. (https://doi.org/10.5498/wjp.v15.i3.103725).

Segato, R.L. (2021) Las estructuras elementales de la violencia: ensayos sobre género entre la antropología, el psicoanálisis 
y los derechos humanos. 3. ed. revisada. Buenos Aires: Ciudad Autónoma de Buenos Aires, República de Argentina, 
Prometeo Libros.

Serrano Oswald, S.E. (2023) ‘Gender based political violence against women in Mexico from a regional perspective’, Asia-
Pacific Journal of Regional Science 7(1): 135–157. (https://doi.org/10.1007/s41685-022-00271-6).

Sethi, P. (2025) ‘Strategic obstruction: how Europe’s far-right parties are blocking urgent climate action’, in N. Lowles (ed.) 
State of Hate 2025. London: Hope not Hate. (https://hopenothate.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/state-of-hate-
2025-final-pdf.pdf).

Solano, C. and Marquez, L. (2024) Las organizaciones feministas como agentes de cambio: Avances en el acceso a la justicia 
para las victimas de violencias basadas en genero en Colombia. Bogota: SISMA and ODI Global/ALIGN. (https://sismamujer.
org/wp-content/uploads/2024/03/ORG-FEMINISTAS-WEB.pdf).

Steinert, J.I., Boehret, I., Satish, R.V., et al. (2023) ‘“We don’t get money in our own hands”: evidence from focus group 
discussions on economic abuse against women in two states of India’, BMJ Global Health 8(10). (https://doi.org/10.1136/
bmjgh-2023-012576).

Stephenson, E., Williams, B., Mikolajczak, G., et al. (2025) ‘“Risky visibility”: the online harassment of queer politicians’, 
European Journal of Politics and Gender 1(aop): 1–25. (https://doi.org/10.1332/25151088Y2025D000000075).

Stern, E., Doyle, K., Levtov, R., et al. (2026) ‘Unravelling progress: how US foreign aid cuts undermine global efforts to end 
violence against women’, BMC Public Health 26: 847. (https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-026-26438-w).

Suarez Estrada, M., Juarez, Y. and Piña-García, C.A. (2022) ‘Toxic social media: affective polarization after feminist 
protests’, Social Media + Society 8(2): 20563051221098343. (https://doi.org/10.1177/20563051221098343).

Therborn, G. (2012) ‘The Killing Fields of Inequality’, International Journal of Health Services, 42(4): 579–589.

Tietjen, R.R. and Tirkkonen, S.K. (2023) ‘The rage of lonely men: loneliness and misogyny in the online movement of 
“involuntary celibates” (incels)’, Topoi 42(5): 1229–1241. (https://doi.org/10.1007/s11245-023-09921-6).

TMMP (Trans Murder Monitoring Project) (2026) 'Trans murder monitoring'. Berlin: TGEU. (https://transmurdermonitoring.
tgeu.org/en/page/ob3t637cj67/trans-murder-monitoring).

41References

https://doi.org/10.1080/14616742.2021.2014343
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/technology-facilitated-gender-based-violence-against-women-politics-brazil
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/technology-facilitated-gender-based-violence-against-women-politics-brazil
https://doi.org/10.1111/1758-5899.12973
https://doi.org/10.1111/1758-5899.12973
http://www.ohchr.org/en/documents/thematic-reports/a80219-report-special-rapporteur-rights-freedom-peaceful-assembly-and
http://www.ohchr.org/en/documents/thematic-reports/a80219-report-special-rapporteur-rights-freedom-peaceful-assembly-and
http://www.americanprogress.org/article/obstacles-voting-survivors-intimate-partner-violence/
http://www.americanprogress.org/article/obstacles-voting-survivors-intimate-partner-violence/
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5b9a458540f0b67866ffbd56/032-Women_and_girls_ with_disabilities_in_crisis_and_conflict.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5b9a458540f0b67866ffbd56/032-Women_and_girls_ with_disabilities_in_crisis_and_conflict.pdf
http://www.sanews.gov.za/south-africa/government-allocates-r16bn-fight-gbvf
http://www.sanews.gov.za/south-africa/government-allocates-r16bn-fight-gbvf
https://doi.org/10.5498/wjp.v15.i3.103725
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41685-022-00271-6
https://hopenothate.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/state-of-hate-2025-final-pdf.pdf
https://hopenothate.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/state-of-hate-2025-final-pdf.pdf
https://sismamujer.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/03/ORG-FEMINISTAS-WEB.pdf
https://sismamujer.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/03/ORG-FEMINISTAS-WEB.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1332/25151088Y2025D000000075
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-026-26438-w
https://doi.org/10.1177/20563051221098343
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11245-023-09921-6
https://transmurdermonitoring.tgeu.org/en/page/ob3t637cj67/trans-murder-monitoring
https://transmurdermonitoring.tgeu.org/en/page/ob3t637cj67/trans-murder-monitoring


Törnberg, P. and Törnberg, A. (2024) ‘Inside a White Power echo chamber: why fringe digital spaces are polarizing politics’, 
New Media & Society 26(8): 4511–4533. (https://doi.org/10.1177/14614448221122915).

True, J. (2012) The political economy of violence against women. Oxford Studies in Gender and International Relations.  
New York: Oxford University Press.

UK Government (2025) 'Over £1 billion for victims of domestic abuse to access support and rebuild their lives'. News 
release, 15 December. (www.gov.uk/government/news/over-1-billion-for-victims-of-domestic-abuse-to-access-support-
and-rebuild-their-lives).

UK Government (2026) 'Foreign Secretary launches new International Coalition to End Violence against Women and Girls'. 
News release, 20 May. (www.gov.uk/government/news/foreign-secretary-launches-new-international-coalition-to-end-
violence-against-women-and-girls).

UN DESA (UN Department of Social and Economic Affairs) (n.d.) Social inclusion. New York: UN DESA. (https://social.desa.
un.org/issues/social-inclusion).

UN DESA (2009) A vision for an inclusive society. New York: UN DESA. (www.un.org/esa/socdev/documents/compilation-
brochure.pdf).

UNESCO (UN Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization) and UN Women (2016) Global guidance on addressing 
school-related gender-based violence. New York: UNESCO and UN Women. (https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/
pf0000246651). 

UNHRC (United Nations Human Rights Council) (2018) Report of the Special Rapporteur on violence against women, its causes 
and consequences on online violence against women and girls from a human rights perspective. United Nations General 
Assembly Report A/HRC/38/47 (https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G18/184/58/PDF/G1818458.pdf).

UN Trust Fund to End Violence against Women (2025) ‘The cost of silence – and the power of action: confronting the global 
rollback on funding to end violence against women and girls’. News release, 15 May. (https://untf.unwomen.org/en/stories/
news/2025/08/the-cost-of-silence-and-the-power-of-action-confronting-the-global-rollback-on-funding-to-end-
violence-against-women-and-girls).

UN Women (2017) Safe cities and safe public spaces: global results report. New York: UN Women. (www.unwomen.org/
sites/default/files/Headquarters/Attachments/Sections/Library/Publications/2017/Safe-Cities-and-Safe-Public-Spaces-
Global-results-report-en.pdf).

UN Women (2021) Violence against women in the online space: insights from a multi-country study in the Arab States 
– Summary report. New York: UN Women. (https://arabstates.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/Field%20Office%20
Arab%20States/Attachments/Publications/2021/11/Summary_Keyfindings_Final_EN.pdf).

UN Women (2022) National study on the economic costs of violence against women and girls in Jamaica. New York: UN 
Women. (https://caribbean.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/2023-03/20230302%20National%20Study%20on%20
the%20Economic%20Costs_interactive_F.pdf).

UN Women (2025) ‘Facts and figures: ending violence against women’. New York: UN Women. (https://knowledge.
unwomen.org/en/articles/facts-and-figures/facts-and-figures-ending-violence-against-women). 

UN Women (2026) Closing the funding gap to end violence against women and girls. New York: UN Women. (www.unwomen.
org/en/digital-library/publications/2025/06/closing-the-funding-gap-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls).

UN Women and UNODC (UN Office on Drugs and Crime) (2024) Femicides in 2024: global estimates of intimate partner/
family member femicides. Vienna: UNODC. (www.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/2025-11/femicides-in-2024-global-
estimates-of-intimate-partner-family-member-femicides-en.pdf).

Uzoho, I.C., et al. (2023) ‘The Impact of COVID-19 pandemic on intimate partner violence (IPV) against women’, International 
Journal of Social Determinants of Health and Health Services 53(4): 494–507. (https://doi.org/10.1177/27551938231185968).

Vara-Horna, A. (2013) Los costos empresariales de la violencia contra las mujeres en el Perú (Resumen en Español). Lima: 
Universidad de San Martín de Porres. (https://repositorio.usmp.edu.pe/backend/api/core/bitstreams/6a6f9f2c-7e6a-
4cd6-b3e4-70ccc1df0e4d/content). 

V-Dem (2026) ‘Political polarisation: world graph (1980-2026)’. (https://v-dem.net/data_analysis/CountryGraph/).

Venegas, M. (2022) ‘Relationships and sex education in the age of anti-gender movements: what challenges for 
democracy?’, Sex Education 22(4): 481–495. (https://doi.org/10.1080/14681811.2021.1955669).

42 Ending gender-based violence

https://doi.org/10.1177/14614448221122915
http://www.gov.uk/government/news/over-1-billion-for-victims-of-domestic-abuse-to-access-support-and-rebuild-their-lives
http://www.gov.uk/government/news/over-1-billion-for-victims-of-domestic-abuse-to-access-support-and-rebuild-their-lives
http://www.gov.uk/government/news/foreign-secretary-launches-new-international-coalition-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls
http://www.gov.uk/government/news/foreign-secretary-launches-new-international-coalition-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls
https://social.desa.un.org/issues/social-inclusion
https://social.desa.un.org/issues/social-inclusion
http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/documents/compilation-brochure.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/documents/compilation-brochure.pdf
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000246651
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000246651
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G18/184/58/PDF/G1818458.pdf
https://untf.unwomen.org/en/stories/news/2025/08/the-cost-of-silence-and-the-power-of-action-confronting-the-global-rollback-on-funding-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls
https://untf.unwomen.org/en/stories/news/2025/08/the-cost-of-silence-and-the-power-of-action-confronting-the-global-rollback-on-funding-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls
https://untf.unwomen.org/en/stories/news/2025/08/the-cost-of-silence-and-the-power-of-action-confronting-the-global-rollback-on-funding-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls
http://www.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/Headquarters/Attachments/Sections/Library/Publications/2017/Safe-Cities-and-Safe-Public-Spaces-Global-results-report-en.pdf
http://www.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/Headquarters/Attachments/Sections/Library/Publications/2017/Safe-Cities-and-Safe-Public-Spaces-Global-results-report-en.pdf
http://www.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/Headquarters/Attachments/Sections/Library/Publications/2017/Safe-Cities-and-Safe-Public-Spaces-Global-results-report-en.pdf
https://arabstates.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/Field%20Office%20Arab%20States/Attachments/Publications/2021/11/Summary_Keyfindings_Final_EN.pdf
https://arabstates.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/Field%20Office%20Arab%20States/Attachments/Publications/2021/11/Summary_Keyfindings_Final_EN.pdf
https://caribbean.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/2023-03/20230302%20National%20Study%20on%20the%20Economic%20Costs_interactive_F.pdf
https://caribbean.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/2023-03/20230302%20National%20Study%20on%20the%20Economic%20Costs_interactive_F.pdf
https://knowledge.unwomen.org/en/articles/facts-and-figures/facts-and-figures-ending-violence-against-women
https://knowledge.unwomen.org/en/articles/facts-and-figures/facts-and-figures-ending-violence-against-women
http://www.unwomen.org/en/digital-library/publications/2025/06/closing-the-funding-gap-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls
http://www.unwomen.org/en/digital-library/publications/2025/06/closing-the-funding-gap-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls
http://www.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/2025-11/femicides-in-2024-global-estimates-of-intimate-partner-family-member-femicides-en.pdf
http://www.unwomen.org/sites/default/files/2025-11/femicides-in-2024-global-estimates-of-intimate-partner-family-member-femicides-en.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/27551938231185968
https://repositorio.usmp.edu.pe/backend/api/core/bitstreams/6a6f9f2c-7e6a-4cd6-b3e4-70ccc1df0e4d/content
https://repositorio.usmp.edu.pe/backend/api/core/bitstreams/6a6f9f2c-7e6a-4cd6-b3e4-70ccc1df0e4d/content
https://v-dem.net/data_analysis/CountryGraph/
https://doi.org/10.1080/14681811.2021.1955669


Vlahakis, M. (2018) ‘Breaking the silence: ending online violence and abuse against women’s rights activists’. Policy 
Briefing. London: Womankind Worldwide (www.womankind.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/breaking-the-silence-
policy-briefing.pdf).

Vodafone (2024) ‘AI “Aggro-rithms” target boys with harmful content within 60s’, Vodafone UK News Centre, 6 February. 
(www.vodafone.co.uk/newscentre/press-release/ai-aggro-rithms/).

Vosyliūtė, L. and Luk, N.C. (2020) Protecting civil society space: strengthening freedom of association, assembly and 
expression and the right to defend rights in the EU. Brussels: European Union. (www.europarl.europa.eu/supporting-
analyses).

Vyas, S., Meinhart, M., Troy, K., et al. (2023) ‘The economic cost of violence against women and girls in low- and 
middle-income countries: a systematic review of the evidence’, Trauma, Violence & Abuse 24(1): 44–55. (https://doi.
org/10.1177/15248380211016018).

Washington, K. and Marcus, R. (2022) Hashtags, memes and selfies: can social media and online activism shift gender 
norms? London: ODI Global/ALIGN. (www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-social-mediaonline-activism).

WEF (World Economic Forum) (2023) Global risks report 2023. Geneva: WEF. (www.weforum.org/publications/global-risks-
report-2023/digest/).

Willis, C.P. (2021) ‘Sexual violence by the state: the role of political institutions in sexual violence perpetration’, 
International Studies Quarterly 65(3): 768–781. (https://doi.org/10.1093/isq/sqab055).

Woldearegay, H.G., Gebretnsae, H., Mackey, A., et al. (2025) ‘Understanding nature, barriers, and facilitators in addressing 
sexual and gender-based violence (SGBV) in conflict zones of Africa: A scoping review’, BMC Public Health 25(1): 3583. 
(https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-025-24645-5).

Zahra, S.S., Hameed, S., Baig, U., et al. (2024) ‘Fear of crime victimization among females in public spaces’, Journal of 
Health and Rehabilitation Research 4(2): 1199–1203. (https://doi.org/10.61919/jhrr.v4i2.1017).

Zamfir, I. (2025) ‘Violence against women active in politics in the EU’. Brussels: European Parliamentary Research Service. 
(www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2024/759600/EPRS_BRI(2024)759600_EN.pdf).

Zulver, J. and Breimann, L. (2025) At risk and underfunded: how funding cuts are threatening efforts to end violence against 
women and girls. New York: UN Women. (https://knowledge.unwomen.org/en/digital-library/publications/2025/10/at-risk-
and-underfunded-how-funding-cuts-are-threatening-efforts-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls).

43References

http://www.womankind.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/breaking-the-silence-policy-briefing.pdf
http://www.womankind.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/breaking-the-silence-policy-briefing.pdf
http://www.vodafone.co.uk/newscentre/press-release/ai-aggro-rithms/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/supporting-analyses
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/supporting-analyses
https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380211016018
https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380211016018
http://www.alignplatform.org/resources/report-social-mediaonline-activism
http://www.weforum.org/publications/global-risks-report-2023/digest/
http://www.weforum.org/publications/global-risks-report-2023/digest/
https://doi.org/10.1093/isq/sqab055
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-025-24645-5
https://doi.org/10.61919/jhrr.v4i2.1017
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2024/759600/EPRS_BRI(2024)759600_EN.pdf
https://knowledge.unwomen.org/en/digital-library/publications/2025/10/at-risk-and-underfunded-how-funding-cuts-are-threatening-efforts-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls
https://knowledge.unwomen.org/en/digital-library/publications/2025/10/at-risk-and-underfunded-how-funding-cuts-are-threatening-efforts-to-end-violence-against-women-and-girls


alignplatform.org

Disclaimer
This document is an output of Advancing Learning 

and Innovation on Gender Norms (ALIGN). The views 

expressed and information contained within are not 

necessarily those of, or endorsed by, ODI Global or our 

partners and donors and they accept no responsibility 

for such views or information or for any reliance placed 

on them.

ALIGN Programme Office
ODI Global 

4 Millbank  

London SW1P 3JA  

United Kingdom 

Email: align@odi.org.uk 

Web: www.alignplatform.org

About ALIGN
ALIGN is a digital platform and programme of work 

that supports a global community of researchers, 

practitioners and activists, all committed to gender 

justice and equality. It provides new research, insights 

from practice, and grants for initiatives that increase 

our understanding of – and work to change – patriarchal 

gender norms.

Copyright
© ALIGN 2026. This work is licensed under a Creative 

Commons Attribution – NonCommercial-ShareAlike 4.0 

International Licence (CC BY-NC-SA 4.0).

ALIGN is led by ODI Global, and funded by the Ford 
Foundation along with a range of international donors.

http://alignplatform.org

