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Rural places are commonly thought of as peaceful, idyllic settings where people get along. See, e.g., Lisa R. Pruitt, Rural Rhetoric, 39 Conn. L. Rev. 159, 168-71(2006); W.K. Kellogg Found., Perceptions of Rural America 6-8 (2004), available at http://www.wkkf.org/pubs/FoodRur/Pub2973.pdf (discussing the “overwhelmingly positive view of the people, the values, and the culture of rural America,” including associations with family) [hereinafter Perceptions of Rural America].    They are also popularly perceived as safe places, where crime is rare. Ralph Weisheit et al., Crime and Policing in Rural and Small Town America 14-15 (3d ed. 2006); Rural Rhetoric, supra note [    ], at [   ]; see also infra note [    ] (quoting Dixon v. State) .    In reality, the gap between rural and urban crime rates has narrowed in recent years, Weisheit, supra note [   ], at 58.    and arrest rates for some offenses are higher in rural areas.  Among these are crimes against family members. Ralph Weisheit et al, Crime and Policing in Rural and Small-Town America 59 (3d ed 2006).  The other category of crime for which arrest rates are higher in rural areas is also surprising:  DUI.  Id. This is particularly ironic given that rural women also express the belief that they are raising their children in a safer place.  Cynthia B. Struthers & Janet L. Bokemeier, Myths and Realities of Raising Children and Creating Family Life in a Rural County, 21 J. Fam. Issues 17, [    ] (2000).           
In fact, the overall picture regarding intimate abuse in rural places is a confusing one.  Conclusory statements to the effect that intimate violence rates are similar across urban, suburban, and rural areas were common in the literature in the 1980s and 1990s. R. Bachman & L. Saltzman, Violence Against Women:  Estimates from the Redesigned Survey (NCJ-154348), Bureau of Justice Statistics, U.S. Dept. of Justice (1995); N. Websdale & B. Johnson, The policing of domestic violence in rural and urban areas:  the voices of battered women in Kentucky, 6 Policing Soc. 297 (1997); Weisheit, supra note [   ], at 59.   More recent, detailed studies suggest that a number of factors distinguish between intimate abuse in rural places and urban ones.  A 2004 study, for example, concludes that between 1984 and 2000, place was a very strong predictor of intimate partner homicide.  In particular, the less densely populated a place and the greater its distance from an urban area, the more likely a killer was a family member or intimate partner of his victim. Adria Gallup-Black, Rural and Urban Trends in Family and Intimate Partner Homicide:  1980-1999 xii (2004) (NIJ Grant No.:  2003-IJ-CX-1003) (submitted to the US DOJ but not endorsed by it?)   Consistent with those findings, a 2003 pilot study found that rural perpetrators of intimate abuse were nearly twice as likely as their urban counterparts to inflict severe physical injuries, as by using a weapon. T.K. Logan, et al., Qualitative Differences Among Rural and Urban Intimate Violence Victimization Experiences and Consequences:  A Pilot Study, 18 J. of Fam. Violence 83, 86 (2003) (reporting that 50% of rural perpetrators inflicted severe violence while only 27% of urban perpetrators did; 38% of rural women were threatened with killing, while 20% of urban women were).  This study surveyed 23 women who had applied for protective orders, 15 from an urban area, eight from a rural community.  Id. at 84.    Almost twice as many rural assailants threatened to kill their victims, Id. at 86.   and they were 2.5 times more likely than their urban counterparts to destroy property during the event. Id. at 86.    
While the incidence of intimate abuse in rural places, vis-à-vis urban ones, is unclear, somewhat greater clarity exists regarding the responses of rural social services, law enforcement, and judiciary.  These institutions are widely seen as less effective – indeed, often scarce or non-existent – compared to similar urban resources and institutions.  Services from basic health care See Rhonda M. Johnson, Rural Health Response to Domestic Violence:  Policy and Practice Issues; Emerging Public Policy Issues and Best Practices, 5 (August 30, 2000), available at http://ruralhealth.hrsa.gov/pub/domviol.htm (collecting sources studying domestic violence in rural settings); Logan, T.K., et al. Rural and urban women’s perceptions of barriers to health, mental health, and criminal justice services:  Implications for victim services, 19 Violence and Victims 37 (2004).  Surprisingly, one study of rural intimate abuse revealed that rural victims were more likely than urban victims to have been asked by their health care provider about whether they have been abused.  Logan et al, supra note [   ], at 88.  While 27% of urban women reported ever having told a health or mental health professional about their abuse, half of rural women said they had.  Only 27% of the urban sample said a health or mental health professional had asked them about abuse, but 38% of rural women said their health or mental health providers had asked them.  Id.   to victim advocates See, e.g., T.K. Logan, et al., Qualitative Differences Among Rural and Urban Intimate Violence Victimization Experiences and Consequences:  A Pilot Study, 18 J. of Fam. Violence 83 (2003).   are typically less accessible in rural locales.  Further, field research suggests reluctance on the part of rural police to respond to family violence. Weisheit, Crime in Rural America, supra note [   ], at 59, 87; Carol K. Feyen, Isolated Acts:  Domestic Violence in a Rural Community in The Hidden America:  Social Problems in Rural America for the Twenty-First Century 108, 109 (Robert M. Moore III ed. 2001); Neil Websdale, An ethnographic assessment of the policing of domestic violence in rural Eastern Kentucky, 22 Social Justice 102, 103 (1995); Neil Websdale, Rural Woman Battering and the Justice System: An Ethnography 91-125 (1998) (finding greater responsiveness by state troopers than by local sheriffs and other law enforcement officials, with the latter tending to be influenced by their relationships with parties to domestic disputes).      Finally, studies have shown rural courts to be insufficiently informed about the phenomenon of intimate abuse, and also unresponsive to it. See Carol K. Feyen, Isolated Acts:  Domestic Violence in a Rural Community in The Hidden America:  Social Problems in Rural America for the Twenty-First Century 108, 109 (Robert M. Moore III ed. 2001) (studying the phenomenon in a rural Wisconsin County); Margaret Hobart, Washington State Coalition Against Domestic Violence, Findings and Recommendations from the Washington State Domestic Violence Fatality Review, 74 (December 2002) (noting lack of availability of judges in rural areas to issue protection orders) .   
	A 2001 study of domestic violence arrestees found that 60% of urban offenders were ordered into anger management counseling, while no rural offenders were.  Rural offenders were occasionally ordered into marriage counseling (17%), while urban offenders never were.  Logan, T.K., et al, Rural, urban influenced, and urban differences among domestic violence arrestees, 16 J. of Interpersonal Violence 266 (2001).  
In her study of [    ] rural counties responses to protection order applications, Kathryn Fahnestock found that about half of all counties “reported either no request or negligible numbers of TPOs.”  She observed that, because “domestic violence generally occurs at a constant rate across all demographic, economic, social, and regional categories, the incidence of abuse and need for TPOs should be reasonably constant.”  Kathryn Fahnestock, Not in My County:  Rural Courts and Victims of Domestic Violence, 13 Rural Justice Center (1991) (documenting rural courts’ ignorance of domestic violence and hostility to assisting its victims).  
This Article investigates the difference that place – rurality in particular – makes regarding the incidence, investigation, arrest, and prosecution of intimate abuse in the United States. Cynthia Grant Bowman has touched in the difference that the rural/urban axis makes in Africa.  See Cynthia Grant Bowman, Domestic violence:  Does the African context demand a different approach?  26 Int’l J. of Law & Psychiatry 473, 486-89 (2003).    It draws on data about and studies of intimate abuse that have considered the rural/urban axis.  Among these sources are Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) grants and assessments targeted at rural and tribal communities.  
I use critical geography’s principal tools – space, place, and scale Each of these concepts implicates the other, and their meanings sometimes merge.  Yi-Fu Tuan, Space and Place:  The Perspective of Lived Experience 3 (1977).  As Hari Osofsky has expressed it, “place and space become windows into one another.”  Hari M. Osofsky, Climate Change Litigation as Pluralist Legal Dialogue?, 26 Stan. Envtl. L.J. & 43 Stan. J. Int’l L.181, 189 (2007) (joint issue).  Place and scale are subsets of “space.”  See Ann Tickamyer, Space Matters!  Spatial Inequality in Future Sociology, 29 Contemporary Soc. 805, 806, 811 (2000) [hereinafter Tickamyer, Space Matters!].  Tickamyer writes:  “Space can be conceptualized in three ways:  as place – the particular locale or setting; as relational units that organize ideas about places and implicitly or explicitly compare locations; and as scale, or the size of the units to be compared.” Id. at 806.  
Feminist legal scholars have recently begun to reference critical geography.  See, e.g., Laura Rosenbury, Between Home and School, 155 U. Pa. L. Rev. 833, 840 (2007) (discussing spatiality in relation to children’s socialization at home and at school); Carol Sanger, Girls and the Getaway:  Cars, Culture, and the Predicament of Gendered Space, 144 U. Pa. L. Rev. 705 (1995); Katharine B. Silbaugh, Women’s Place: Urban Planning, Housing Design, and Work-Family Balance, 76 Fordham L. Rev. 1797 (2007).   -- to frame analysis of this data.  “Space” is a broad concept that refers both to the familiar idea of physical surroundings and to the impact that particular spatial configurations have on many aspects of life, from social relationships to economic opportunity.  In short, space is to geography what time is to history as vector of analysis. “Place” and “scale” are subsets of space.  A place-based analysis considers particular locales, taking into account how they are distinct from one another. Doreen Massey, Place, Space and Gender 179-80 (1994)  “Scale” refers to units of measure of space and place. Feminist geographer Doreen Massey has observed that, as between space and place, place connotes local, specific, concrete, and descriptive—in contrast to space’s associations with “general, universal, theoretical/abstract/conceptual.”  Massey, supra note [   ], at 9.  She continues:  “It is interesting in that context to ponder the gender connotations of these pairings.  The universal, the theoretical, the conceptual are, in current western ways of thinking, coded masculine.  They are the terms of a disembodied, free-floating, generalizing science. . . . On the other side of the pairings, the term ‘local’ itself displays, on the one hand, a remarkable malleability of meaning and, on the other, a real consistency of gender association.”  Id. at 9 (citing Genevieve Lloyd, The Man of Reason:  “Male” and “Female” in Western Philosophy (1984)); See also Tickamyer, Space Matters!, supra not [   ], at 811 [hereinafter Tickamyer, Space Matters!].    Examples include the body, the household, the region, and the globe. Tickamyer, Space Matters!, supra note [   ], at 811.     
These geographic concepts may be particularly useful in thinking about rural women, whose spatial situation (away from people, services, jobs, the political arena) renders them largely invisible to legal actors and, indeed, to broader society. See Lisa R. Pruitt, Toward a Feminist Theory of the Rural, 2007 Utah L. Rev. 421.   Thinking about rural locales places in terms of their spatial characteristics thus seems a natural fit. See also Marc Mormont, Who Is Rural? Or, How to Be Rural:  Towards a Sociology of the Rural, in Rural Restructuring 21, 28-41 (Terry Marsden et al. eds. 1990) (arguing for attention to rural identities in relation to spatial analysis); Keith Halfacree, Rural Space:  Constructing a Three-fold Architecture 44 in Handbook of Rural Studies (Paul Cloke et al., eds., 2006) (noting that the concept “rural” is inherently spatial).  But critical geography goes beyond considering physical space.  In Part I, I use the concept of “space” also to assess the social and economic constructions of rural spatiality.  Part II on “place” explores the spatial, cultural, and other distinctions among rural locales.  Doing so reveals, for example, the significance of remoteness and population density among the wide variety of places popularly designated or thought of as “rural.” I use the terms rural and non-metropolitan interchangeably to refer to sparsely populated areas.  I thus abide strictly by neither of the U.S. government definitions for these terms.  The U.S. government relies largely on two numerical thresholds to differentiate rural from urban.  The U.S. Census Bureau defines “rural” places as “all territory, population, and housing units located outside of urbanized areas and urban clusters with a population of 2,500 or less.”  U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Urban and Rural Classification, available at http://www.census.gov/geo/www/ua/ua_2k.html (last visited Sept. 1, 2006).  The Census Bureau defines urban as including all territory, population, and housing units located within an "urbanized area" or "cluster."  Id.  This definition delineated the boundaries of "urbanized areas" and "urban clusters" to encompass densely settled territory, which consists of: (1) "core census block groups or blocks that have a population density of at least 1,000 people per square mile, and (2) surrounding census blocks that have an overall density of at least 500 people per square mile."  Id.   The Office of Management and Budget (OMB) uses the terms metropolitan (metro) and non-metropolitan (non-metro) to refer to a similar dichotomy.  Non-metro areas are those outside metropolitan areas that have no cities of 50,000 or more.  Office of Management and Budget: Standards for Defining Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas (December 27, 2000), available at http://www.census.gov/population/www/estimates/00-32997.pdf (last visited Sept. 1, 2006).  I also consider intimate abuse in tribal contexts, as well as in the context of rural communities that are newly multi-ethnic.  When law engages critical geography, discussions of scale often implicate boundaries and jurisdiction.  Part III on “scale” demonstrates the multi-scalar character of intimate abuse in relation to rurality and argues that legal responses to it should also originate from various scales or at various jurisdictions.               

Space:  Out of sight, out of mind.   

Space, critical geographers’ most universal and abstract concept, refers both to the familiar idea of physical surroundings and to the impact that particular spatial configurations have on other aspects of life.  Individuals, institutions, and networks are spatiality’s agents. Elizabeth Teather, Contesting Rurality:  Country Women’s Social and Political Networks, 31, 33-34 in Gender and Rurality (Sarah Whatmore et al. eds. 1994) (noting the process of “struggle, conflict and contradiction” in which they are engaged).  See also Christina E. Miewald & Eugene J. McCann, Gender struggle, scale and the production of place in the Appalachian coalfields, 36 Env. & Planning 1045, 1045-46 (2004) (observing that individuals and communities are “not passive objects of restructuring processes” but that they “negotiate and struggle over” the characteristics of particular places).     They are frequently aware of how space enables or disables them and take such spatial features into account in their decisions and actions. Introduction, in Geographic Dimensions of United States Social Policy, 24-25 (Janet Kodras & John Paul Jones eds. 1990) [hereinafter Kodras & Jones].    Their decisions and actions, in turn, modify spatial structures. Id.    Rural sociologist Marc Mormont writes of the social construction of rurality and sees identity “primarily in relation to space … because it is by the practical apprehension of a structured space that the individual first becomes aware of the world and learns to define his or her position within it.” Mormont, supra note [   ], at 36.       
A number of factors that set rural intimate abuse apart from the urban phenomenon are spatial in one way or another.  These include geographic and social isolation, the more entrenched nature of rural patriarchy, See Lisa R. Pruitt, Of Spheres and Spaces:  What Critical Geography Can Teach Law about Rural Women, supra note [   ]; Websdale, supra note [   ], at 44-54.    severe economic disadvantage, and lack of social services. See, e.g., Gallup-Black, supra note [   ], at x (collecting sources); Logan et al, supra note [   ], at 83; Neil Websdale, Rural Battering and the Justice System 44-45 (1998).  I have similarly argued that literal physical isolation from sources of assistance may both aggravate women’s vulnerability and create barriers to effective community and legal responses. See Feminist Theory of the Rural, supra note [   ] at 443-78 (analyzing judicial responses to intimate abuse, termination of parental rights, and undue burdens in relation to abortion regulation to show how courts have been oblivious to the legal relevance of this spatially created adversity and vulnerability).    In the following parts, I take up three aspects of the enabling/disabling role of space:  (1) literal physical geography; (2) space as socially constructed; and (3) space as economically constructed.  

Literal Space:  Can you get there from here?  

Physical isolation from jobs, opportunities, services, and other people defines rural living. Despite phenomena such as exurbia, which lead to economic and social integration of some rural places with cities, some rural residents have arguably become more geographically isolated in recent years, as rural areas have lost population and the services they attract.   As a consequence, some rural residents must now travel even greater distances to reach services, as well as their neighbors.  Sonya Salamon, Prairie Patrimony 40 (1992).    Such isolation can be particularly disabling for rural women, who generally have fewer resources to overcome the adversity created by spatial isolation, and who are already vulnerable to a variety of economic See Lisa R Pruitt, Missing the Mark: Welfare Reform and Rural Poverty, 10 J. Gender, Race & Justice 439, [    ] (2007). and physical harms.  See, e.g., Deborah Weissman, The Personal is Political – and Economic: Rethinking Domestic Violence, 2007 BYU L. Rev. 387, [      ].  
In relation to intimate abuse, spatial isolation may profoundly influence the actions of both batterers and their victims.  They, along with ancillary players in domestic violence scenarios, are aware of the enabling and disabling features of rural space. Judges have not always shown such awareness.  See Feminist Theory of the Rural, supra note [   ], at [  ].  Indeed, it is partly the spatial isolation that enables the perpetrator to commit the abusive acts, knowing that people who could intervene are far away.  He may also take advantage of the victim’s knowledge of the physical distance from sources of assistance – both formal (police) and informal (neighbors) – to threaten the victim and aggravate the terror inflicted upon her. Feminist Theory of the Rural, supra note [   ], at Part III.A.    Indeed, some scholars have suggested that batterers choose to live in the country because it is conducive to abuse by fostering the victim’s social isolation. Neil Websdale, Rural Woman Battering and the Justice System: An Ethnography 5 (1998).    
  Rural victims of intimate abuse are also aware that their spatial circumstances disable them. Courts frequently implicitly acknowledge in criminal law narratives the vulnerability associated with spatial isolation.  See Feminist Theory of the Rural, supra note [    ], at nn. 171-84.  With rural households often scattered across the countryside, many women have limited options for evading or escaping a perpetrator.  They may be unable to knock on a neighbor’s door for immediate assistance, and other means of escaping or getting assistance may also be limited.  Carol Feyen’s study of intimate abuse in a rural Wisconsin county between 1979 and 1992 indicated, for example, that 47% of victims had no access to a vehicle, Feyen, supra note [  ], at 106.   and 30% had no telephone. Feyen, supra note [  ], at 105.  Lack of access to a phone is a recurring theme in litigation involving rural women.  Feminist Theory of the Rural, supra note [   ], at 452-57; but see Robinette v. Keene, 347 S.E.2d 156, 157 (Va. Ct. App. 1986) (excusing the actions of a mother who left her daughter with a relative for several weeks in part because the mother was hiding, in a rural locale with no telephone, from an abusive husband who had sexually assaulted their daughter).      The sheriff’s department provided transportation for about 20% of the women who came to the county’s shelter. Feyen, supra note [   ], at 106.  Forty-five percent of those women reported no nearby family, and 35% reported no supportive neighbors.  Feyen, supra note [   ], at 106.    [Other examples are available in the literature]
Studies of how best to respond to rural crime repeatedly note the challenges that distance presents.  Law enforcement officials are frequently unable to respond quickly to all sorts of calls.  Both physical distance and low staffing levels limit them. See Feyen, supra note [    ], at 114-15 (noting it took officers up to an hour to respond to some calls, depending on their location within the county); Weisheit, supra note [   ], at [    ].    Finally, spatial isolation comes into play in accessing services, which are often available only in county seats or other population centers. Struthers & Bokemeier, supra note [   ], at 27 (noting transportation challenges for rural families needing social services); see also Feyen, supra note [   ], at 105.  Many rural counties will have no resources beyond whatever law enforcement they have to respond to intimate abuse.  Feyen studied River County (a pseudonym), site of the first rural women’s shelter in Wisconsin, established in 1979.  Id.   Reaching such resources is time consuming and disruptive.  [Expand with more detail from various studies, an example or two].      
Physical space thus creates inequalities and disadvantage.  Rural residents are not “equal” to urban residents in terms of access to opportunities, service, and assistance.  Nor is there equality among rural residents.  Differences in race, ethnicity, sexual orientation and class play out differently in rural areas than in urban ones. See, e.g., Ann Tickamyer & Debra Henderson, Rural Women:  New Roles for the New Century? in Challenges for Rural America in the Twenty-First Century, 109, 114-15 (David Brown & Louis Swanson, eds. 2003); Gerald W. Creed & Barbara Ching, Recognizing Rusticity: Identity and the Power of Place, Introduction to Knowing Your Place:  Rural Identity and Cultural Hierarchy 22 (Barbara Ching & Gerald W. Creed, eds. 1997) (arguing that “place inflects other dimensions such as race, class, gender, and ethnicity).     Degree of remoteness and population density are other key variables linked to disadvantage.  As a general rule, the more isolated or remote a person’s home, the greater the obstacles she will face in gaining access to education, services, and good jobs. Exceptions are seen in upmarket “rural” enclaves that have been colonized by wealthy new comers, places like Jackson, Wyoming or Telluride, Colorado.  Such part-time residents living in places like these are able to “afford” more privacy, as by buying large pieces of land, while also relying on their wealth to ameliorate most of the inconveniences and expenses otherwise associated with it.    Such spatial inequalities have both economic and social consequences.  Among the latter are social isolation and lack of anonymity.  

Social Space:  The paradox of rural privacy   

The same physical distances that enhance rural hardship and vulnerability are often viewed as creating greater expectations of privacy. This assumption is often shared by courts.  For example, courts have discussed the greater expectation of privacy that rural residents have with respect to Fourth Amendment and search requirements.  See Rural Rhetoric, supra note [   ], at [   ].      Certainly, rural residents tend to live greater distances from others than do their urban counterparts.  They may thus expect greater privacy in the sense of neighbors not being able to look in their windows; houses are set back from the road, and neighbors are physically distant.  
As a practical matter, however, rural dwellers may experience less privacy than those in cities because of the nature of rural and small-town living.  Rural residents are rarely nameless or faceless among their neighbors. Judges have occasionally vividly expressed this idea.  In a 1974 Maryland case, Stanley v. State, the judge wrote that a defendant’s bad reputation “arguably took on more substance from the fact that it had persisted for four years and sprang, furthermore, from rural soil rather than from the faceless anonymity of an urban swarm.”  19 Md. App. 507, 521, n.7, 313 A.2d 847, 856 n. 7 (1974) (citing United States v. Harris, 403 U.S. 573 (1971)).  See also Dixon v. State, 167 So. 340, 344-45 (Ala. Ct. App. 1936) (quoting Harry Best, Crime and the Criminal Law in the United States (1930)).  Best had written of the “veil of secrecy” hanging over wrongdoing in the city, where identity is lost among “vast throngs.”  Id. at 344.  He continued: “Outsiders even come to the city for the purpose of indulging in forbidden activities, feeling secure from prying eyes.”  Id.  Best concluded:  
Vice and immorality, with actual crime in attendance or close behind, may be directly and deliberately organized in the city, to ensnare the feet of those who otherwise would not be tempted.  Entrepreneurs are ever on hand, and customers not far to seek.  The city harbors solicitors of wrongdoing.  The gangster and his compeers are developed and grow to power in the city.  To it criminals gravitate.  In its density of life they are afforded a hiding place.  In it ill-gotten gains can the more easily be disposed of.  In it pursuit may be eluded and new crimes concocted.  
Id. at 345.   Even those living in the greatest physical seclusion will often have their habits known by others in the community.  Sparseness of population tends to produce “high density of acquaintanceship,” Robert M Moore III, Introduction in The Hidden America, supra note [   ], at 16 (citing Flora and Flora 1993).   “Socioculturally, rural areas are characterized by a predominance of personal, face-to-face social relationships among similar people and a comparative slowness in altering traditional cultural heritage.”  Fern K. Willits, et al., Persistence of Rural/Urban Differences in Rural Society in the U.S.:  Issues for the 1980s, 70, 79 (Don A. Dillman & Daryl J. Hobbs, eds. 1982).  See also Mormont, supra note [   ], at 24 (discussing rural neighbors’ familiarity with one another).  Research into intimate abuse and sexual violence in rural settings often references this inter-personal familiarity as a reason for low reporting rates.  See, e.g., Gallup-Black, supra  note [   ] at [   ].   and such familiarity can heighten the significance of otherwise casual interactions. Moore, supra at 16.  See also Marsden, supra note [   ], at [   ].  Even mundane events can be the subject of newspaper coverage in rural places.  See, e.g., Dan Barry, A Rough Script of Life, if Ever There Was One, N.Y.Times, Sept. 2, 2007 available at http://select.nytimes.com/2007/09/02/us/02land.html (noting the police log which appears in the newspaper in Chadron, Nebraska, population 5,000); Newton County (Ark.) Times . . . . many examples from community news and police logs.      Small-town gossip about private lives – particularly about those who don’t conform to community expectations Rosemarie Bogal-Albritten, Domestic Violence, in 1 Encyclopedia of Rural America, supra note [   ], at 196-99. – can become a form of social control. See Prairie Patrimony, supra note [   ], at 162; see also Naples, supra note [  ], at 131-33 (discussing the “outsider” status of single mothers, welfare recipients, racial-ethnic minorities).      
A 1988 study comparing welfare exits in rural and urban communities illustrates just one consequence of the lack of anonymity – a type of lack of privacy – that marks rural communities.  Finding that rural residents are likely to receive welfare for shorter periods of time, the authors attributed this in part to the greater stigma associated with reliance on public assistance among rural folk. Mark R.Rank & Thomas Hirschl, A Rural-Urban Comparison of Welfare Exits:  The Importance of Population Density, 53 Rural Soc. 190 (1988).  They found, for example, that the lower population density did not facilitate exchange of information about how to use the welfare system.    Id.  See also Nancy Naples, Contradictions in Agrarian Ideology: Restructuring Gender, Race-Ethnicity, and Class, 59 Rural Soc. 110, 120-22 (1994) (observing the stigma associated with receipt of public assistance in two rural Iowa communities); Struthers & Bokemeier, supra note [    ], at 25-27(describing rural residents’ strategies for economic self sufficiency and the obloquy associated with public assistance, even by those who had received it in the past); Willits et al., supra note [    ], at 72 (characterizing welfare as “foreign to rural persons, conflicting sharply with . . . their independence and self-sufficiency”).      In relation to this stigma, the study documented awareness by welfare recipients that their status as such was essentially public knowledge.  This occurred, for example, when neighbors observed recipients using food stamps at the grocery store, or coming and going from the local social services office where applications for welfare were made. Rank & Hirschl, supra note [    ], at 200-01.    Another study from the early 1990s documented a related phenomenon:  most rural women receiving public assistance attempted to hide that fact from neighbors, friends, and even family members. Naples, supra note [    ], at 121 (observing that this individual secrecy prevented collective discussion and actions that might have challenged the stigma).  [May want to discuss, the Carsey Institute study on immigration in rural areas].  
This lack of anonymity – effectively a lack of [information] privacy – both constitutes and is constituted by rural space.  It can enable or disable, inhibit or dis-inhibit rural residents in a variety of ways.  Some of these spatial influences have legal relevance, yet they may be unacknowledged by legal actors.  Lack of anonymity can profoundly affect rural women’s actions in an array of contexts by constructing the social spaces in which they live in ways that circumscribes their choices.  This lack of anonymity and diminished privacy may, for example, constrain young women’s use of judicial bypass procedures associated with parental notification requirements of abortion laws. See Feminist Theory of the Rural, supra note [      ], at Part [   ].    Such processes permit underage women, who would ordinarily need parental permission for an abortion, to secure permission instead from a judicial officer. [Abortion laws/regs such as the Tenn. Law at issue in 6th Circuit Sundquist decision; also cite articles about these laws and questions associated with the judicial procedure].    Yet young rural women who might use these procedures are likely to be known by the judicial officer or other court officials, thus deterring their use of the judicial bypass option and rendering it useless for the very purpose for which it is intended.  In Memphis Planned Parenthood v. Sundquist, (6th Cir. 1999), 175 F.3d 456, Judge Keith’s dissent quoted the Director of Counseling at the Knoxville Center for Reproductive Health.  She had testified about problems created by the law’s venue restriction for rural residents:

The areas surrounding Knoxville where many of our patients come from are very rural. It is next to impossible to go to any public place completely undetected. One minor patient told us she couldn’t pursue a waiver from the local court because her aunt worked there. Another tried to pursue a waive [sic] in her home county, only to discover the judge assigned to her case was her former Sunday school teacher. She was so afraid of appearing in front of someone who knew her and her parents that she left and did not pursue the waiver.

Id. at 52, 175 F.3d at 485 (Keith, J., dissenting).     Indeed, such diminished privacy can effectively function as a form of duress. Courts have not acknowledged this, although they have found the lack of anonymity among rural residents legally relevant to issues such as change of venue.  Rural Rhetoric, supra note [   ], at [   ].    
Another disabling feature of rural space for intimate abuse victims is the social isolation that often accompanies their spatial isolation and is consistent with their lack of anonymity. Feyen, supra note [    ], at 107-08.    Social isolation, which is widely associated with intimate abuse,  Carol Wharton, Establishing Shelters for Battered Women:  Local Manifestations of a Social Movement, 10 Qualitative Soc. 71 (1987).   may be aggravated by the rural socio-cultural milieu.  Rural places are associated with tradition, homogeneity, and consensus, See Fern K. Willits, et al., Persistence of Rural/Urban Differences in Rural Society in the U.S.:  Issues for the 1980s, 70, 73-74, 79 (Don A. Dillman & Daryl J. Hobbs, eds. 1982) (observing that rural communities tend to be static, homogeneous, and resistant to change).   and those characteristics may be manifest in a particular form of rural patriarchy which deeply entrenches gender roles.  [Expand on this as means of transitioning to next paragraph]    
Such attitudes undermine rural women’s self-confidence, thus keeping them in abusive relationships.  It may also deter women from reporting violence to the law enforcement officials.  Rural intimate abuse survivors in the Feyen study, for example, reported feeling socially isolated. They reported that their networks, including those associated with their churches, shunned them for separating from or divorcing their abusive husbands, or merely for reporting them to the police. Feyen, supra note [   ], at 112-114 (noting that stakeholders in these and other influential social institutions might also be county board members who controlled funding for the shelter or otherwise had power to influence the women’s situation).    Traditional beliefs about gender roles may mean that rural communities are more likely to see intimate violence as a private or family issue, See, e.g., Florence v. Town of Plainfield, 849 A.2d 7, 10 (Conn. Super. Ct. 2004) (upholding negligence suit against small municipality when police failed to execute an arrest warrant to protect victim from her boyfriend, in spite of her repeated requests for assistance; suggesting that because the parties lived in a small town, the police department would be expected to have working knowledge of such ongoing situations, making its failure to act even more inexcusable);  Arthurs v. Aiken County, 551 S.E.2d 579, 583, 585 (S.C. 2001) (finding sheriffs’ department not liable for failure to protect woman from her husband, who threatened her and her family three times on the day he killed her).   or even to blame the woman for its occurrence. A theme among women interviewed for the Wisconsin study was a lack of support from both community and clergy, who sympathized instead with the “abandoned” husband. Feyen, supra note [     ], at 112-114, 118-119.      Such attitudes may also discourage women from seeking social service assistance, and also influence provision (or lack thereof) of victim services. Struthers & Bokemeier, supra note [   ], at [   ] (citing Bogal-Allbritten).  See also Wendy Boka, Domestic Violence in Farming Communities: Overcoming the Unique Problems Posed by the Rural Setting, 9 Drake J. Agric. L. 389, 399 (2004). See also Rank & Hirschl, supra note [   ].      

Another consequence of lack of anonymity that may influence the victim’s decision regarding whether she should avail herself of legal assistance is law enforcement officers’ familiarity with both perpetrators and victims.  See Feyen, supra note 111-113; Websdale, supra note [   ], at [   ].    Feyen found that an abuser’s relationship to with the law enforcement officer influenced that officer’s response to the call. Feyen, supra note [   ], at 115, 119 (reporting that domestic violence victim was pressured by police, who were “drinking buddies” of her husband’s, not to press charges).   
Data on rural courts’ handling of applications for protection orders against batterers reveals similar relationship-based biases. See Fahnestock, supra note [   ], at [  ].   [A 1991 study was titled “Not in My County” because the dominant response to the problem of intimate abuse was denial. Fahnestock, supra note [   ].  ]  Rural court personnel surveyed admitted to feeling awkward when faced with having to protect someone they know in a town where everyone knows each other. Judges and staff reported finding it difficult to set aside their knowledge of the parties, making it is easier to perceive domestic violence as “having trouble” rather than assault.  Court staff also indicated their stereotypes of abusers as low-income men with criminal records, not “charming, responsible man,” or “nice guys,” they know in the community. Fahnestock, supra note [   ], at 21.    [Other more recent studies]  
[Transition]  As a related matter, the punishment for intimate abuse also varies between rural and urban places.  A 2001 study of domestic violence arrestees found that 60% of urban offenders were ordered into anger management counseling, while no rural offenders were. Logan, T.K., et al, Rural, urban influenced, and urban differences among domestic violence arrestees, 16 J. of Interpersonal Violence 266 (2001).    Rural offenders were occasionally ordered into marriage counseling (17%), while urban offenders never were. Id. at [   ].    
[Transition]  

Economic Space:  Sparse population, sparse opportunity  

[Section to be considerably bolstered, as this is arguably the most compelling consideration for women].  
Victims of intimate abuse may also experience social isolation in relation to their financial circumstances.  In many rural locales, poverty is high and intergenerational, local economies lack diversity, and jobs are scarce and scattered.  Rural women typically earn much less than their male counterparts, See Linda C. Cummins, Homelessness among Rural Women in The Hidden America, supra note [  ], at 59, 86 (citing A. Bushy, “Rural Women: Lifestyle and Health Status,” 28 Rural Nursing 187-97 (1993)); Ann Oberhauser, Relocating Gender and Economic Survival Strategies, 34 Env. and Planning 1221, 1225-26, 1231-32 (2002) (noting that in West Virginia in 2000, women earned 55 cents for every dollar men earned); Kathleen Pickering et al, Welfare Reform in Persistent Rural Poverty 210-11 (2006).  On average, non-metro workers earn 28 percent less than their metro counterparts.  Housing Assistance Council, Taking Stock: Rural People, Poverty, and Housing at the Turn of the 21st Century 20 (2002), available at http://ruralhome.org/ pubs/hsganalysis/ts2000/index.htm [hereinafter Taking Stock].  Children and people of color represent disproportionate shares of the rural poor.  Id. at 19.  While the 2000 census reported a median household income in metro areas of $44,755, the median income in non-metro areas was only $33,687.  Taking Stock, supra note [   ], at 20.  The rural-urban income gap is greater than 25% in twenty-two states in 2000.  Kathleen Miller & Thomas Rowley, Rural Poverty Research Inst., RUPRI Data Rep. No. P2002-5, Rural Poverty and Rural-Urban Income Gaps: A Troubling Snapshot of the “Prosperous” 1990s 10, available at http://www.rupri.org/ruralPolicy/publications/p2002-5.pdf.   While the earnings gap between metro and non-metro areas has been growing, reflecting inequalities across the entire economy, gender inequality is diminishing.  David A. Cotter et al., Gender Inequality in Non-Metropolitan and Metropolitan Areas, 61 Rural Soc’y 272, 280, 283 (1996).  In metro areas, the improved earnings ratio between men and women is the result of better earnings opportunities for women; in non-metro areas it is due to declining earnings for men.  Id. at 282.  Rural women are now almost twice as likely as rural men (73% to 39%) to work in manufacturing.  Taking Stock, supra note [   ], at 18-19.  Thirteen percent of non-metro women worked in manufacturing, compared to 10% of metro women.  Robert M. Gibbs, Rural Labor Markets in an Era of Welfare Reform, 59 in Rural Dimensions of Welfare Reform, (Weber et al. eds., 2002).  Rural residents are more likely than urban ones to work in manufacturing.  Gibbs, supra note [   ], at 59; Taking Stock, supra note [    ], at 19.  See also Miewald & McCann, supra note [    ], at 1050, 1054 (explaining that jobs available to women in rural Appalachian Kentucky are mostly in the service sector, rarely featuring benefits and with wages that do not rival those paid in male-dominated occupations).   and their overall financial circumstances are often precarious for several reasons.  Because of limited labor markets and educational deficits, rural women have particularly poor prospects for employment that will permit them to support themselves and their children. Pruitt, Missing the Mark, supra note [   ].    Job training services are rare But see Kirk Johnson, A New Job Track for Single Mothers in Wyoming, N.Y.Times, March 6, 2008, available at http://www.nytimes.com/2008/03/06/us/06wyoming.html?scp=1&sq=wyoming+women+single+climb&st=nyt. ; even community colleges are out of reach for many rural residents. [Iowa stat from Missing the Mark]    A dearth of rural housing options Nearly 30 percent of non-metro residents also face housing problems, the most common being affordability and quality.  These are compounded because rural housing assets also tend to be less liquid because rural residents are less mobile.  Among non-metro units, 1.6 million (6.9%) are moderately or severely substandard.  Taking Stock, supra note [   ], at 30.    further deters women from reporting and leaving abusers.  
These realities mean that many rural women seeking economic self-sufficiency in the absence of a male wage-earner will likely be forced to accept public assistance.  As of 1999, 42% of working female-headed households in rural America lived in poverty, and half of those had incomes that were less than half the poverty threshold. Daniel T. Licther & Leif Jensen, Rural America in Transition:  Poverty and Welfare at the Turn of the Twenty-First Century, in Rural Welfare Reform, supra note [    ], at 87, 103.    Yet, consistent with the rural value of self-sufficiency, studies have documented obloquy attached to receipt of public assistance there. See Mark R.Rank & Thomas Hirschl, A Rural-Urban Comparison of Welfare Exits:  The Importance of Population Density, 53 Rural Soc. 190 (1988) (finding that rural residents are likely to receive welfare for shorter periods of time, the authors attributed this in part to the greater stigma associated with reliance on public assistance among rural folk).  See also Naples, supra note [    ], at 120-22 (observing the stigma associated with receipt of public assistance in two rural Iowa communities); Struthers & Bokemeier, supra note [    ], at 25-27(describing rural residents’ strategies for economic self sufficiency and the obloquy associated with public assistance, even by those who had received it in the past); Willits, supra note [    ], at 72 (characterizing welfare as “foreign to rural persons, conflicting sharply with ... their independence and self-sufficiency”).   These and other dire economic consequences of separation or divorce are thus likely to deter women from leaving abusive relationships. Feyen, supra note [   ], at 108, 114, 118-19.  Women in the Wisconsin study expressed frustration and distress at the rural labor market, which had little to offer them as women with only high school diplomas.  Id.         
While intimate abuse has economic consequences for women, it also has economic cause.   Rural economic restructuring – a consequence of an increasingly globalized economy—has created insecurity that tends to destabilize families and increase the incidence of domestic violence. See Deborah Weissman, The Personal is Political – and Economic: Rethinking Domestic Violence, 2007 BYU L. Rev. 387, [      ] (2007).       Rural economies are less resilient in the face of globalization, in part because of lack of economic diversification in particular locales.  They may also suffer more from globalization because they are physically isolated from markets (even from good roads), have little human capital  Linda Lobao, Continuity and Change in Place Stratifications: Spatial Inequality and Middle-Range Territorial Units, 69 Rural Soc 1, 12 (2004). and thus are not competitive for new economic development. See RUPRI, Place Matters:  Addressing Rural Poverty, supra note [  ], at [  ].  The authors note the physical geographic disadvantages generally attendant to rural areas.  If the geographic situation of rural areas were more conducive to development, they note, the place would likely have evolved into a city.  See also Lisa R. Pruitt, The Difference Place Makes/The Place Difference Makes:  Latina/os in the Rural South, forthcoming 2008.     [Conclude]  

Conclusion 

Consideration of rural characteristics reveals some ways in which geography influences the incidence and reporting of intimate abuse, as well as the state’s responses to it.  Some of these characteristics are literally spatial, like the physical distances that impede the work of law enforcement officers and which enhance women’s physical vulnerability.  Others, such as conservative attitudes about women’s roles and the lack of anonymity that may inhibit women from pursuing legal remedies, are socio-spatial.  Yet others are economic – or more precisely, spatio-economic. Ching & Creed, supra note [   ], at 26 (linking rural identity to economic marginality).    All influence legal outcomes.  Both lack of anonymity and spatial isolation are powerful influences with tangible economic and social consequences for rural residents.  These characteristics and phenomena constitute rural spaces, just as the characteristics themselves are reciprocally constituted by rurality.  


Place:  That sort of thing doesn’t happen around here.  
	[Introduction] 
	 
Regional Differences
Appalachia – extreme rural patriarchy, gun culture
Mid-West
[An example of this relates to family farming, which is still important in some regions of the country, including the Midwest.  Feyen’s study of domestic abuse in rural Wisconsin, for example, revealed that place-related concerns of this nature influenced women’s decisions whether or not to remain with abusive spouses.  Some women reported not seeking help or pursuing divorce because they did not want to be vilified by their neighbors when divorce and attendant division of property necessitated selling the family farm. Feyen, supra note [   ], at 118-19.  Such concerns have influenced marital property laws in some states.  For example, the Montana Supreme Court in 1981 justified its policy that “a family farm or a ranch should be kept intact and operated as a unit upon a marriage dissolution,” even if the wife must receive her buy-out in installments, because “[f]amily-run farms and ranches constitute an important part of the state’s economy and of its way of life.”  Gomke v. Gomke, 627 P.2d 395, 396–97 (Mont. 1981).  Their own attachments to the land, the animals, and the farm lifestyle, as well as concern that their children also have an opportunity to farm, led them to remain in abusive relationships. Feyen, supra note [   ], at 118-20.  Feyen notes the “intergenerational complexities of the family-run farm within the dynamics of a patriarchal agrarian system.”  Id. at 101.    ]   

Tribal Settings
American Indian women are the only group more likely to be raped or assaulted by a stranger than by an intimate
Extreme economic disadvantage  

Degrees of Remoteness 
As a predictor of deadly intimate violence.  
	The examples of Alaska, where services may be hundreds of miles away; perhaps also refer to Appalachia again  

Scale:  Intimate abuse as a multi-scalar phenomenon   

In critical geography terms, “scale” refers to the degree of resolution or the unit at which a phenomenon is studied.  In legal contexts, discussions of scale often implicate jurisdiction; that is, the roles that law plays at differing scales may be linked to jurisdictional limitations. One example is welfare reform, which “devolved” to the states responsibility for details of welfare payments and criteria for receipt. Missing the Mark, supra note [  ], at 441 (noting that some states administer Temporary Aid to Needy Families from the state level, while others have devolved responsibility for design and administration to counties).   Sometimes these limits stem from subject matter; sometimes they are territorial.  See, e.g., Richard Thompson Ford, Law’s Territory (A History of Jurisdiction), 97 Mich. L. Rev. 843 (1999); Hari M. Osofsky, The Geography of Climate Change Litigation: Implications for Transnational Regulatory Governance, 83 Wash. U. L.R. 1789 (2005) (arguing that jurisdiction will shape the geography of facing international problems such as climate change).    
While it is the criminal law of states that prohibits intimate abuse, See infra notes [    ] (discussing the states’ role in regulating both crime and the family). state law is not the only law (scale) relevant to this phenomenon.  More local considerations – those at lower scales, such as city, town, county – greatly influence whether and how victims, perpetrators, and legal actors respond to the crime. See Feyen, supra note [   ], at 111-112, 114-117.  These local considerations may include, for example, law enforcement personnel staffing levels, as well as their training in relation to family violence and their familiarity with parties to domestic disputes. See supra notes [    ] and accompanying text.    Both state and local decisions will largely determine the availability of social services See Gallup-Black, supra note [   ], at x.   and physical infrastructure, such as a women’s shelter Shelters for victims of intimate abuse are relatively rare in rural America.  In Carol Feyen’s study of rural River County, Wisconsin, the battered women’s shelter there had been established only in 1979.  It served a county with a population of almost 18,000, but only 25% of the county populace lived in the county seat where the shelter was located.  Feyen, supra note [   ], at 102.  Only 22% of those who had used the shelter lived in that town.  Id. at 105.  See also Struthers & Bokemeier, supra note [    ], at 32 (finding in study of rural Michigan that while some shelters were available for women, shelters were not available for their children).  Another issue is the inability to keep shelter locations confidential in rural communities.  Logan, Walker et al., Justice Programs on Family Violence 20 (1997), available at http://wwwojp.usdoj.gov/Kits/Family/family.pdf.    or a sufficiently large jail. The dilemma of my home community, Jasper, Arkansas, over a substandard, too-small jail, built in 1903, is illustrative.  Although the county has known of the deficiencies for some time, they have no money to remedy the situation.  See Jeff Dezort, “Jail should be in the Smithsonian,” Newton Co. Times, Oct. 11, 2007, at 1 (discussing as possible funding sources a property tax increase or a USDA public building safety grant); Sharon C. Fitzgerald, Sheriff Struggling to Keep Jail Open, Ark. Democrat Gazette, Feb. 12, 2007, at 1B.    But, state and local scales are not the only ones relevant to intimate abuse.  As discussed in the following sections, national and global scales have roles both in causing intimate abuse, and in responding to it.  

The Politics of Scale

In the past decade, feminist legal scholars have taken up the gendered implications of jurisdiction. See, e.g., Emily J. Sack, Domestic Violence Across State Lines:  The Full Faith and Credit Clause, Congressional Power, and Interstate Enforcement of Protection Orders, 98 Nw. U. L. Rev. 87 (2004); Emily J. Sack, The Domestic Relations Exception, Domestic Violence, and Equal Access to Federal Courts, 84 Wash U. L. Rev. 1441 (2006); Elizabeth S. Saylor, Federalism and the Family after Morrison, 25 Harv. Women’s L.J. 57 (2002).        The U.S. Supreme Court’s 2000 decision in United States v. Morrison United States v. Morrison, 529 U.S. 598 (2000).   prompted much of the feminist critique.  The Morrison Court struck down the civil rights remedy for domestic violence Id. at 617.  The Court also found that Congress lacked the authority to enact VAWA under section 5 of the Fourteenth Amendment since the law focused on the acts of “private persons,” not state action.  Id. at 620-22.  Chief Justice Rehnquist, author of Morrison, had voiced his opposition to VAWA on federalism grounds since 1991.  Judith Resnik, The Programmatic Judiciary: Lobbying, Judging, and Invalidating the Violence Against Women Act, 74 S. Cal. L. Rev. 269, 270-76 (2000).  that Congress had included in the Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (VAWA). 42 U.S.C. § 13981 (1994).    In doing so, the Court rejected Congress’ asserted right to regulate “noneconomic” conduct under the aegis of the Commerce Clause.  The Court invoked a distinction between the “truly national” and the “truly local,” which it claimed dated to “the time the [Commerce] Clause was adopted.” Morrison, 529 U.S. at 617-18.  The court wrote, “Gender-motivated crimes of violence are not, in any sense of the phrase, economic activity.”  Id. at 613.  
Professor Judith Resnik incisively criticizes this purported binary between national and local elusive and inaccurate, Resnik, Categorical Federalism, supra note [   ], at 630 (2001) (noting that “economic in nature” is a phrase only recently coined by the judiciary).  She argues that equating family law with state law causes “political injuries” and says it is both fictive and harmful.  Id. at 621.  She further asserts that “governance cannot accurately be described as residing at a single site.”  Id. at 623.   noting the many ways in which money and violence are entangled in and shape women’s lives. Id. at 621 (observing that women are under the dominion of men, both physically and economically).  See also Julie Goldscheid, United States v. Morrison and the Civil Rights Remedy of the Violence Against Women Act: A Civil Rights Law Struck Down in the Name of Federalism, 86 Cornell L. Rev. 109, 111-12; 129-35 (2000) (arguing that conceptualization of VAWA as a civil rights law, even under a Commerce Clause analysis, would have allowed the Court to find the law constitutional); Elizabeth Schneider, Battered Women and Feminist Lawmaking (2000) (arguing for conceptualization of battering as a human rights violation which implicates the public sphere, including workplace equality).    She asserts that the Morrison Court’s “categorical federalism” relies upon “old images of state boundaries” and “worn equations of jurisdiction and gender.” Resnik, Categorical Federalism, supra note [   ], at 680.  Resnik also notes that the Court’s examination of the “economic” nature or “commercial” character of activities “resembles the nineteenth-century equation of commerce with sales.” Id. at 639.  Resnik instead advocates a “multifaceted federalism” that treats such categories as “neither exclusive nor necessarily enduring” Id. at 670.  given their ambiguity. Id. at 622.   Resnik’s multifaceted federalism claims that governance does not reside at just one site. Id. at 623.  The inevitable consequence of this approach is to create a more accountable government, one that “interrogate[s] current practices, and [imagines] new ones.” Id. at 670.  Applying this thinking to Morrison, Resnik proclaims the achievement of VAWA was not that “‘the national’ replaced local antiviolence work.”  Rather, it was that the federal civil rights remedy and other aspects of the law “derived from and supplemented such work, mostly through substantial funding of local programs and symbolically through announcing national rights of personal security for women.” Id. at 625.  See also MacKinnon, Male Sovereignty, supra note [   ], at 149 (observing that VAWA was unique from any state law “in theory, design, or remedy” and also had a “federalism-friendly concurrent jurisdiction”; it was truly supplementary to state law, not in conflict with it).     
Resnik elsewhere expanded upon her analysis of Morrison to deconstruct notions of jurisdiction, Judith Resnik, Reconstructing Equality: Of Justice, Justicia, and the Gender of Jurisdiction, 14 Yale L. J. & Feminism 393 (2002).   which she argues is gendered. Id. at 417.   Resnik challenges us to think about how women are treated in the allocation of jurisdiction – power – between federal and state courts.  She challenges consideration of how jurisdictional allocation of cases affects our understanding of whether certain problems belong to women, others to men. Id. at 417.  While the Court’s categorical federalism inquires into who has power within a particular level of court or government body to determine the gender implications within the jurisdiction, Id.  Resnik’s approach collaborates across scales – “among women, between women and men, and across levels of government.” Id. at 418.   
The Global Dimension

Not only is intimate abuse not a “truly local” issue, its causes and consequences are also not circumscribed by national borders.  Global processes are at play, too, as illustrated by studies that have linked intimate abuse with economic hardship, a consequence of globalization and corresponding gender role modification.  Deborah Weissman has written about the link between economic uncertainty and intimate abuse, asserting that the new global economy, with its attendant economic uncertainty, has intruded upon household “micro-processes.” Id. at 389; see also id. at 406, 448.    When global economic forces wreak havoc on local economies, the financial consequences for individual families correlate with an increased incidence of domestic violence. Weissman, supra note [   ], at 388.  Other scholars have similarly observed that “the private behaviors of couples in their homes cannot be separated either from their local neighborhood settings or from the larger political economy.” Michael Benson & Greer Litton Fox, When Violence Hits Home: How Economics and Neighborhood Play a Role, U.S. Dept. of Justice 16 (Sept. 2004), quoted in Weissman, supra note [    ], at 420. 
Economic uncertainty, Weissman explains, creates “chronic stress, instability, and fear” in households, neighborhoods, and communities. Weissman, supra note [    ], at 407, 412-13; see also Lobao & Meyer, Economic Decline, supra note [   ] at 601 (rapid decline of farms has added to stresses for both men and women; while men increased farm work, women did more off-farm work); [Nou and Timmons].   All of those factors are associated with domestic violence. Weissman, supra note [   ], at 407.  Indeed, even families not considered at risk have seen a measured level of domestic violence in the wake of community-wide downward mobility.  Id. at 417.  See also Nou & Timmins, supra note [   ], at 446 (citing a Department of Justice study showing that domestic violence increases as family income decreases; women with household incomes under $10,000 experience domestic violence at a rate of five times that of women whose household incomes exceed $30,000).    Insecurity corrodes a sense of community identity, leading to pervasive desperation there. Weissman, supra note [   ], at 413-14.  This phenomenon may be more acute in rural areas simply because of the lack of economic diversification; when an industry contracts or dies, it can foretell the death of the entire community.  As economic transitions impact communities, Weissman notes, “traditional family structures” collapse, Weissman, supra note [   ], at 420.   leading to instability within the household and increased domestic violence.  A man’s inability to fulfill the male gender role of wage-earner can contribute to a feeling of emasculation, which in turn may cause him to compensate with a hyper-masculine performance, one manifestation of which is intimate abuse. Id. at 424-430.  

Conclusion 

Other challenges associated with responses to intimate abuse in rural locales have already been mentioned.  These include lack of resources in terms of law enforcement personnel, ancillary services, and physical infrastructure. See supra notes [   ] and accompanying text.  The source of solutions to these apparently local problems need not also be local, however.  Federal funding for local programs that respond to violence against women remains part of VAWA. See supra note [   ] (citing Resnik).    Such attention to intimate abuse at the national level, Resnik observes, makes a powerful statement about the importance of women and their security. See also Sack, supra note [   ], at [   ].  It also provides material assistance, which may be especially valuable in rural communities with long-standing deficiencies in law enforcement and ancillary services. [Data on funding of rural police departments and sheriffs offices vs. large/urban ones; presence of specialized domestic violence units versus their absence].      
Thinking about how space and place shape the lives of rural women invites attention at various scales, including the operation of law and legal actors in each.  Continuing associations of rurality with the local and isolated are no longer entirely accurate.  Global economic forces buffet those in rural locales, too, where entrenched patriarchy and lack of opportunity, spatial isolation and lack of anonymity further aggravate women’s vulnerability.  Yet rural associations with the local, as well as with isolation, independence, and self-sufficiency, may be used to justify the “hands off” stance of national – and even state – law and policy-makers. See supra notes [    ] and accompanying text.  Merrett and Struthers argue that “free markets and technological change have had an antagonistic, not synergistic, affect [sic] on rural communities.”  Merrett & Struthers, supra note [    ], at 39.    Such decision makers must see that solutions – legal and otherwise – to the economic and social woes of rural communities, like the woes themselves, are multi-scalar.  They must emanate out from, while also nesting around, a given rural locale.     

	Rurality as Difference 

Thinking about the characteristics of rural places reveals some ways in which geography distinguishes these locales from the urban, which has become the implicit norm of both law-making and scholarship. See, e.g., Porter, Going Broke the Hard Way, 2005 Wisconsin L. Rev. 969; Of Spaces and Spheres, supra note [    ].       Some characteristics are literally spatial, like the physical distances that impede the work of law enforcement officers, make victim and support services less accessible, and enhance women’s physical vulnerability.  Others, such as the conservative attitudes about women’s roles and the lack of anonymity that may inhibit women from pursuing legal remedies are socio-spatial.  Yet others are about economic survival.  All influence legal outcomes.  [Expand] 



