CHAPTER IV: FINDINGS

4.1 Introduction (i)
Using the sample population of drug mules from the IIr3uloh Prison,

Selangor facilities, this chapter discusses the analyzed data

ings of the study.
Data were gathered via in-person, semi-structured i r\w. Data given here was
gathered through in-depth interviews with five ules sze at Prison
Sungai Buloh, Selangor. A participant was th%interv we e Malay
because she felt more at ease doing so. The_interviews V\wre o uctedq_'r} accordance

with ethical standards, as the non-English spgakin p icipants é& permission for

another drug mule offender (who \:ﬂsp a part o stu@‘to translate. The data

was analyzed using a thematic ﬁgsach, as §§\Cﬂ¥d tion 3.4.1 of Chapter 3.
N
[y

Coding was used to decom a into thel omp t parts. The researcher then
sorted the key words mt? based on t v |ng themes that had developed
from the interviews: th n ng a‘x hg'terwews were structured such that

the respondent C shaie t own unts As a result, the reader should

~—t

|ences.

&
approach t SQIO:/WIth qvea)@t the data presented here are based on the
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4.2 Interpretation of Data

This section is dedicated to the interpretation and analysis of the inforr{&gﬂeaned

from the 5 research participants and the researcher's semi-struc&ihce-to-face

interviews.

4.2.1 Demographic Information of Participants \’
The brief biographical information about each re@nww of each of
their sentences for drug smuggling are summarized in Table 4.1. ™
N
4\ | O
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; \,T

Research Age Race ?
Participants

\J
C Da@om Participants
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The tablﬂo the dem lﬁ'c @Ba for the 5 research participants, including their
ita vuhzinu

S
tatus a

age, r\% of children they are currently imprisoned for drug
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4.2.1.1 Age at the time of the Interview

The age ranges of the people who participated in the reseam@tudy

were broken down into six categories: 25-30, 31-35, 36-40, 4 , and 46-50.
While one participant (Participant 5) and one research participant (Participants 2)
were between the ages of 30 and 35 when the interviews took place, another
participant (Participant 5) was in the 30- to 35-y r-me range. One of the
participants (Participant 3) was in their middle t 0s at @? of the study.

Both Volunteer 1 and Volunteer 4 were participants in the/rese I] st‘@ivho fell
to Vgn eerden's @4) findings

into the age group of 40 to 45 years old. Accor

N

in part 2.4.2.1, the average age of a dru% as b \q 30 zﬁ&é years old. The

age distribution that was found in %y howe arttst:m those findings.
A,

4.2.1.2 Race C‘) 0>\?‘T§

o, & .
In terms of race, thesgesear upm@were extremely diverse. Most
participants were V\% rt ]ts 1 ah&@' articipants 2 and 4 both declared

:
their ethnicity Wg I e d@y of racial backgrounds among the
participants r{g}ge

ing @f mules is not racially biased, leaving all
¢

ethnic gr %ent victimi
% "u-jr
\ Sy

d
Ny

icipa
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4.2.1.3 Marital Status

At the time of both the criminal activity and the interview, all the res@ were

married. Consequently, most of the drug mules in Sungai Buloh Ps%w Selangor

are married with families.

4.2.1.4 Number of Children .\d

Four of the five research participants ere intervie ep @ hey had

more than one child, and one said they ?w t o< in the socialist
Y‘

feminist theory in section 2.7.1.1.5, e shoﬂ’l}j oversee l@"own bodies and

reproductive systems to reduce the od of cri |b k& Hemmens, 2015).

Data shows that women who ntlyﬁt& gﬁemally in underprivileged
_ e,

environments, are more i to co ESA use of the responsibility of

raising and supportlng h||d ut a@“other income, even though this

theory does not dISC klnds Wewomen can take to take control of their

O

reproductive 1@&5 ower rlme s (Tibbetts & Hemmens, 2015). The

theoretical Nln mgs? previously described in 2.7.1.1.5, are

conS|st the t] ééﬁrm expectations about the role of women who

are d| aIIy expe ted to b3~ ildren, which is underlined in sub-section 4.4.1.
\

? According to literature by Meyer and Nishimwe-Niyibanira (2016) and Viola
U d Martinez (2007), a household with more children or family members requires

expenses that might add to the household's financial and emotional burdens. Most of
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the subjects in this study were single parents, household heads, and breadwinners

prior to being imprisoned. Thus, it can be assumed that even if a woman one

or two children, she should still be able to handle the duty of raising le) e fourth

research participant said, "I've come all the way. My youngstc%t home. It is

challenging to explain my absence to a young youngster. When&e’how frequently

she spoke with her kid, the research participant replie W does the embassy
X

come. They arrive three months later. On the phone, t'im and my family.

.
>
’ \'Y*

But it's insufficient.

1. Parental Involvement
2. Number of Siblings
3. Birth Position




4.3.1  Family Dynamic

Many familial factors predict criminal behavior, as suggested Karrmgton

(2010). Parents' own aggressive or antisocial behavior is often thﬁt%redictor of
their children’s own. Large families, lack of parental supervisjon, parental conflict,

and unstable families are all reliable predictors. According% gton (2010), it is

the family's primary role to instruct juvenile offende irWr social conduct and

to provide support while they strive to maintain t rms. ors at play inside a
person's family, such as their parents' attitudesfithe size of thei ili/agﬂ where
th b dh -

ey were born, are covered here. 2 X

[¢)]

N
\ T

“My mother and father used w n . Wﬂ&ever my

father is drunk, he will %

r wor ds other and
my siblings. This is the% I don’t ike staying at home

often.” (R3)
O) n >q
E A‘Q
4.3.1.1 Parental Involv?; ' %\
uetg

In this study, 4 artici Fﬁs 1‘[. t being raised by both parents. One
Pa\

person involv@e s@ bro up by their mother alone. Participant 4

declined IO%J S h[ yyr&fmcs with the researcher when asked about her

paren %Eme‘nt Me so@nvironment she was raised in, and the researcher
b %

hono er wishes. Rich nd Lemola (2017) report that people, especially
&

E\&e!n who grow up in single-mother households are more likely to have less
e

=

0 ctive guardianship and a greater chance of family unhappiness and conflicts.
Participants raised by single mothers were asked if they thought having a father

around would have influenced their decision to smuggle drugs. No, I don't think so,"
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responded 4. Since she "didn't spend her life wondering why her father wasn't there

because that's what happened to her when she was small,” she does not d?.gn the

topic. (_}

“Whether my father is around or not to guide me, I thi ill not
affect me in smuggling drugs. I understand I’'m lack w? parent’s
supervision but whatever I do were my decision.”w

T

However, participant 3 reflected, "maybe i asin m\lifalnd supported
my mother with money, then maybe our life wodld be better;" M ?m‘&?ﬁt work,
A

so my grandmother babysat me most of the timesMaybe jle ) hav?known better
N

if he had been there to teach me the way befere | t famig@;out what | was

planning to do to make some mo@also tin@hat a lack of a father
figure does not automatically a chilﬂﬂ*el Ié&ct criminally. Six out of

N,
ten male-headed househo m th qse\é%'\f_?)ut of ten female-headed

households in rural are }b

StatsSA (2019). A ing’to Sta:t SA gi@ving a father absent from a child's

per ‘ﬁérty level in 2018, according to

life is troublesc& cordir]g Wartzééem), because it indicates a lack of social
i.toringu he lack of social capital and resources in

control thr(@a egua
0 o
places v@" ily;?e me acking may also be highlighted by the absence
of a fwho rrf;y viide s@ as a surrogate for economic deprivation.

)
XS
\ “If my parents were rich and we are happy I will not do drug
% smuggling because they will guide me to do good things in life.”
N
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One offender (Participant 2) said her father and stepmother reared her after her
mother died when she was young. My dad was at the office, and she was-geing.to be
at home. Research One participant was brought up by her aunt and sa@)ﬁv that
my aunt was there for me, | don't know my parents, and | don%mber them."
They left me, but my aunt says it's because they were unwell. IW sure. Only one
person out of the whole group grew up with both of their %’ Five said they lived

with both sets of parents until they were twenty-one. prclverb goes, "l had a

lovely life; my parents were there for me, but then lmov Mith my lover

o | S
because | wanted to be a big girl." S
P 4
\,‘T

“I live with my stepmother who dizot ca \oﬁme li g;y own

mother, | must accept faith ga mathar i lo with me.

My dad is always at worl\/ alway m use of this
I mix with my friends, who"Werg~doin

g smuggling and |
decided to follow '@m mo \?Y @
[} =
‘&
RN A

“I was brough a good environ with both my parents
were there guz me, bdt | ¢ opeg}e with my partner, and |
%} b

I
followed h e adryg.sm Qte[Q ause | want to earn money
)

and to b'&depemi \(R

4.3.1.2 Number ofSibli '
2 9

¢
@;he pa/tici in{@wtudy reported having one or two siblings, while
b g

threﬂe ed havin thrge Q@ﬁ]r. The average number of children born to women
outh A

frica is 2.26, pﬁ' data from the Central Intelligence Agency in 2018.
amily size matters because of the correlation between family dynamics and criminal
thaviors, as stated by Parks (2013). This is especially true of older teenagers,

especially those from larger homes. One respondent said, "I grew up with my aunt
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and four siblings, so that definitely had an impact on my upbringing.” There are many
of us, but sadly some have already died away. Unfortunately, we ranyi ome

difficulties. It was bad, and we often went hungry, but other family rﬂn) pitched

in when they could (Participant 4).

In the above excerpt, we see that Meyer and Nis% iyibanira (2016)
point out that an increase in household size is likely iﬁ!!an additional burden

on the household because of the higher costs ass@gi ith providing for a larger

group of people in terms of food, housing, @ medical e’ a’ncd’)\?(':fucation
A

4 b
NS B
Q\T

4.3.1.3 Birth Position \/: N
\c') )
When asked where they ranked i thjorder of their siblings, two

(Viola & Martinez, 2007).

individuals reported being th t, While e o@ placed themselves in the

between being the %zmild ;ﬁolbe@\%ﬂn drug smuggling. As first-born
4 2

children or "de:@rents 1 peo@this group stepped up to help support

their familiesgwhich led

SQK nvolyerient in the drug trade.

&)
middle. One of the notaMmI mdir@in this study is a correlation

!
2 ? L)
QuestioQDO you'have ¢ inﬁéﬁhistories before, or this is the first time you
fuls
ncri

havéybeen’involved me\’?'
S

&riminal Data

Information about the participants’ criminal histories, including but not

limited to the nature of the offence for which they were detained, the age at when
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they were arrested, the length of their sentence, and whether they are repeat offenders,

are included in this section. Y.
4.3.6 The Crime : (')

Justice and Crime Documents (1992) state that ths and Drug

Trafficking Act 140 of 1992 covers the most important drug- ted offences. Drug

trafficking and drug use/possession are the Act's y cllmlnal provisions.
According to Stevens (2014), the Act's section 17(c (e) Mwnh sections
13(e) and 17(c) and (e) provide the heavier ments; or dtlgé)Nlth drug
dealing being the more serious offence. In dl{:l re clmgvled as either
"dependence creating," dangerou dech\ pro ucingé\or "undesirable
dependence producing,” as explaln Stevens (2014). @ch the people in this
5 -\
study were convicted of drug n el c’;@s n. However, participant
4 was convicted of dealln gero d n using substance on board an

aircraft. The Departmen stlci statés (in 5@ that "any anyone who deposits

any drug in the possession, r , vehicle, vessel, or aircraft shall be

guilty of an o@seu@a) of Drugs and Drug Trafficking Act 140 of
N
1992). Thl@hlorlappli ?lie dent 4.
O

N
Qe/ st by théégrrectlonal centers and on the identity card, called
aQ\A:ard, all the senten's&d offenders are required to always carry, the researcher

‘%also able to confirm the offence for which the participants were incarcerated.

Qhe SAPS considers the offences to be drug-related crimes, and the DCS classifies
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female inmates who have been convicted of drug-related offences as narcotics

offenders, as detailed in sections 2.1 and 2.6.2.

4.3.7 Year Each Participants Started Smuggling Drugs

X
A
0
&

Table 4.2 Demonstrates the Year Each Research I?’nipant Started to

X
Participant Year each | _\C}
participant started articipants
smuggling drugs < s \,‘T
\ T
4 2008 N\ )" i1 <
&, )
land 2 20\ ®)
3and5 ﬁ% \Yz N
' N
- Q. :
One of the participants, seen int ttabgove, began drug smuggling
for the first time in 200 itio[, individ@als in 2010 and two individuals in
2012 initiated drug% ing. } ec s.tizghé shows the year each drug mule

started smugg@s, ahhohh-s is.in:no way indicative of how long they have
in t

been invol M |Lle p g d)@'e. Not all drug mules have consistently

transpor; s over th rs;é'\ they first began doing so. Participant 4 started
’

smu Wrugs in 8,'5ut shie'took breaks of two or more years before she started

o)
w g again until her}%r)est in 2012. A drug mule's drug transports take place
‘% extended periods of time to avoid raising suspicion. All of the people who took
Oart in the study said they were first-time offenders who had never been jailed before

receiving their current sentences (for drug smuggling).
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4.3.8 Length of Sentence

Anyone found guilty of drug dealing under Section 17(c) or (e@.f)rugs

and Drug Trafficking Act 140 of 1992 faces the following punishggﬂas outlined

by the Department of Justice (1998: 38): "(c) in the case of an foenc referred to in
Section 13(e), to such fine as the court may deem fit to im% to imprisonment
for a period not exceeding 10 years, or to both such fine aWprisonment; (e) in the

case of an offence (DoJ & CD, 1992). The ran carce llon ms for the 5

@

subjects in this study was from 4 to 20 years. \V'
e
t‘rc S \,‘r

Table 4.3: Sentence | fP i
z {\ A4
Participants Sentence tw ‘1 Number of*Rarticipants

v,
5 1-%@( 85 U1
land 2 -10 years
“ &
3and 4 -20 %j &/ 2
\ ] $
V <
Following i down# ﬂa@pants' sentence lengths during the
sent:

interviews: Fiv;éidpami \I've s ranging from 4 to 20 years in prison;
two participanw ive S ra@%@ from 5 to 10 years in prison (Participants

C |22 S
1 and 2@ 0 p{rtic' a ts:re(e_i)/ed sentences ranging from 11 to 20 years in
ci pj

NS
nd 4) e judge declared 1 am a harm in society,” she

: >4 . : .
@@d when the researcéﬁer questioned the severity of her punishment. I've
‘élly done this kind of drug smuggling many times before, but this is the first time

've ever been caught. Perhaps the quantity of drugs | was transporting also

contributed.
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Participant 4 brought in 10 kilograms, 1 kilogram, 5 kilograms, and 1
kilogram of cocaine, respectively, as shown in Table 4.4. She had alread?ered
el

drugs to another country three times without getting caught. Partice' m ieves

that the length of her sentence is a direct result of the numbev-%mes she was

convicted of drug smuggling; nevertheless, she has indicatew the court was

unaware of her prior illegal acts of smuggling drugs at_the time of her trial and

sentencing. Specifically, section 17 (e) of the Drugs ug '[rafficking Act 140

ing 25 M,a fine, as the

N
er’ed.\t‘f)"in section

of 1992 states that a period of imprisonment not exc
court may deem fit to impose, may be impo ran offence

13 (f). This provision was previously mentiw

& CD, 1992: 19). However, it is unCEN] the eth%r:%]ot the weight of

.6. 4.2.3.3. (DoJ

the narcotics is taken into accounm determinj

The study's investigators we %&:Iehts%n ne@ one person received a

(7]
sentence that was more th& ears lo req@y the Act.
S

The shortestipki rterm in’this tu&y‘s&mple was served by participant 5,
4 7y
who spent fouw@ehinq b\ﬁrtici%&&} said, "I have proof to show that | was
&
setup,” in reWe 0 the er's@estion about why her sentence was so light.

@
C) 2.9
As his p@ , mi{izé%stig{ms crimes. My lawyer was able to show the judge

the t ening Wﬁ'a p’'messages, and | ultimately agreed to provide the identities

he-L h of the punishment.

)
who had been threming me. Still, I'm behind bars because I lied about drug
‘écking in the first place. The length and severity of the sentences reflect the
ravity of the offence, as mandated by South Africa's Drugs and Drug Trafficking

Act 140 of 1992 (DoJ & CD, 1992). Section 5 (a) and (b) of the Drugs and Drug
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Trafficking Act 140 of 1992 (DoJ & CD, 1992) provides that a person may be
penalised or sentenced according to the type of drugs they are in posse f but
does not specify whether the quantity of drugs in possessmn ma fect the

length of the sentence.

Cocaine is classified as a dangerous dependence- p%ﬁ substance under

Schedule 2, Part Il of the Drugs and Drug Trafficking,Ac of 1992, while heroin

is classified as an undesirable dependence-produgi ubsta elun Schedule 2,
Part I11. The court has the discretion to impose a sentencjetw n 10 ggB?S years
in prison for anyone caught with any of the naregtics og.t j)o&( epartment
of Justice, 1999). Some have stated that theycrimi |ce %@ﬁls approach to

of ﬁ.women "should" act

g\ses against the socially

=2

constructed gender norms f omen shoyl behq"e’ In these situations, women
may face punishment n@ #
norms of gender ( 1 2019 r ‘_1400'
\ @
All thl&’ att |on he @chy those women in the CJS face, which

is a centra r [ I\‘k!rx ('{ d radical feminist theories. According to
h

Marxi 2? oph‘y, e e th@d powerful are responsible for the societal harm
f drug trafficking. Howev

e law does not recognise the social, emotional, or

(=]
—
=
@D
U€
c
—
=
w
o
—r
o
=
«Q
=
>
(o]
D
«Q
2
>
wn
—
—t
=
@D

|aI risk elements of drug mules as exploitation of women, hence severe
0 nishments are handed out. Considering risk factors such as social, mental, and
social vulnerability, women may be less aware of their legal rights and may not be

responsible for non-custodial sanctions and procedures.
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According to critical criminologists, "crimes of the powerful" (drug

trafficking syndicates) are far more dangerous than "“crimes of the pow&@male

drug mules) because the latter can afford to hire accountants and la protect

them and have influential friends who can lobby on their be S prewously

explored in the literature by Tibbetts and Hemmens, this may aR ex plain why drug

recruiters, and leaders elude justice (2015).

4.3.9 Repeat Offending S .c}‘r
heysk;&' never been

All the participants who took par tu\

Ne res?ﬂts S wtha&i was no history

Bu@ere are people whose
\Se @ment Female participant
4 is the only repeat drug u r n%?v R se 4: "'l smuggled narcotics
four times..." | was able cces’full u@t\ocame three times before | was
apprehended on my f h es' er: "Uh...not really but I think so

because | Was@
multiple ozﬁ% - a]d Pw. Sﬂst y in the loop about what was going on.

04, gPak{?_‘sm, afterwards, | was supposed to go to Thailand to

mules are consistently apprehended by authorities, but drqe tra klng organisations,

arrested or convicted of a crime previ

of repeat offences among the part

,_..
2 KSE
O
o
=1
—_
:_r
U)
[%2]
—+

job itis to smuggle drugs and

>

t|C|p re plles | was trusted enough to do it on

(o]

t rfor that girl Who@s all over the press, but that didn't happen. However,

‘%ast time | returned from one in Penang, | was detained. (Another participant)

0 hose who participated in the study who admitted to having knowingly smuggled

drugs also said they would never do it again because of the strain their unlawful



actions had put on their loved ones and themselves. The failure of rehabilitation
programmers, economic pressures, a lack of support in reintegration, pe sure,
and other social provocations are all factors that contribute to offenwsx:itting
new crimes, as shown by studies cited in Murhula and Singh (ZOthela (2015),
and Lekalakala (2016). This sample's criminal history informamggests that the

typical drug mule in this population has never been conviq{immme or sentenced

to prison. '
{ .
Question 3: How can you get involved ind ule” ' C}Y‘
A
4.4 Motivating Factors for Smuggling F .\Y

Respondents said they goN sm du6q financial pressures,
ajori

dishonesty, and coercion. The s h ggtlupated in this survey
N,

reported that financial difficulti the pri Jy nkqgvatlon for their involvement
in drug smuggling. Participants,sai e h@Qd,ecmons because they needed
cash to take care of{thei s and lmll IS %of the participants (n=5) said they
were misled a no |d ould mvolved in drug smuggling, but they
nevertheless & job they(ﬁéfe desperate for money.

|cate/ th? njéé{muggllng narcotics were driven by economic

nec |t d a socially dtsadj{taged milieu. According to the works of Hunnicutt
?H\Brmdy (2004), the fleld of feminist criminology recognises the connection

tween female criminality and financial hardship. In their review of the literature,
QWhlte et al. (2017) conclude that the Marxist theory demonstrates how low wages
and poverty contribute to the criminalization process. These causes of drug
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smuggling have also been highlighted by studies by Van Heerden (2014), Bailey
(2013), and Fleetwood (2014). The other two said they took part in drug?gglmg

for the novelty of it and because they were forced to. When asked b, th earcher

why she was involved in drug smuggling, Participant 3 said: —\
lated finer items

When going on a trip. My ex-boyfriend knew |1

because we often shopped for it together. I'd previo sI lled abroad with my
lover for the sake of experience and the prospect iving f@upport while
away. Respondent 2 told the researcher that s It pressured rr)ug' Ifft’Tarcotlcs

because she was threatened by the drug dealersSsLhis |syvh t transpir hen " My
Y

friend was with her drug dealer partner{s,h, ouL\ t ue t(lg&her habit, but |
didn't think twice about it because@o drug fa ick to cigarettes. My

buddy told me that she becamg™a drug S e }ka e was forced to start

.ga

paying for all the free drug pr eVious ttexzt{:}
Sw

Then she trayell en +to t%narcotlcs but she never returned,
and her lover Was% to oe‘a e robably became furious about that
because he'd t a ot |mo sure she could get back home without
getting |n with the v'u'or(a-ljythlng Her boyfriend has been calling me
nonsto ou}\/é}h is; When | told him I didn't know, he insisted | must be
ly A se she is r|e ‘g few days later, he phones me back and says that I,

ust travel to the same Iocatlon as my friend in order to make up for the lost
0 iness that he suffered. Then, when I initially declined because, after all, why
should I care? When they started making threats, |1 grew nervous. | got myself into

some shady dealings and was too terrified to tell the police or my family about it. My
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boyfriend had warned me about these folks, so | moved back home, and we stopped
talking. This made me quite anxious, as | was sure they would soon lea

family's and my daily whereabouts. After giving it some thinking, 5?:0 go
through with it because | figured it would only take me a day or go there and

back. My family thought | was going on a long journey to Eurmut | told them |

was just going to Penang for a few days to spend some o{ Ehe ney | had saved.

l

O \T
4.4.1 Disadvantaged socio-economic backgr nd pover: ' _f)

Women's lower socioeconomic statu sani nt factordn why they turn
to drug smuggling, as we saw in @0 ant that the majority of the
rnin rished h

[ e omes and faced significant

N

study's participants (n=5) were E
obstacles as children. A fevv@n artici a@ddle-class upbringings in

& o
secure homes but strugg fi as Q?ults. These individuals' low
m to Iug ria

socioeconomic stat% R@cs for a variety of reasons, some of

which are liste d W, |

I W d i P% om and sis without ever meeting my dad.
When was ?&e 033} y brother and I often went hungry. Having to
dro school was just Q@gr'nore obstacle | faced as a child. I've had a tough go

but | never gave up (Part|C|pant 2). | lost my father when | was young, and my
éother and I struggled financially as a result. I married young, and my husband died

Q few years later. That's why | made the choices | did. There wasn't enough money

from my employment to support all of my kids, so | worried about them (Participant

57



3). Not a terrific time in life. No one was around to aid my mom, and she collapsed.
She worked hard as a housekeeper, but it was difficult for her to support When
she wasn't working two jobs. Due to financial difficulties, there ma }ﬁmes when
we go without food (Participant 1). Life is very busy for me right m&g in poverty
is no laughing matter. Still today, both my family and I live inmpoverty. In the
absence of my biological father, | was raised by my maternal grandmother while my

mother fought to make ends meet. As a large family ulq rely on the money

from my grandmother's grant. It was going to be to and wor par%lo come

N
by (Participant 4). é ' .f’
¥ &

As of 2018, the Gini Coefﬁuent%%lan 4, |Qéz§*ng that income
inequality is still a major problerrk (BAWorld Bank, 2018).

This made it the most unequal wy in g ﬁof income and one of the
four most unequal countrl e V\Brld, orgg%'_)to a graphic compiled by
economist Shidhir (2019). The¥gen rﬁﬁ@es between Thailand's rich and
poor, Jitsuchon (2 QY;,, z}r fu e lb equal access to credit, a lack of

modern-day job N&tra@ equa%ducatlon, and legal discrimination. The
last time Ca fflCl@Nas measured, in 2007, it was 47,2 (The
World 18(;2& ck 6_onrk prospects, especially for women with

9
seco r higHer gdlcati a major problem in Cabo Verde (Barnett, 2018).

e of employment a'(éatlon has lagged behind the rise in the economically

§e population (Barnett, 2018).

Gender equality can be analysed in either a "formal™ or "substantive" setting,

as stated by the South African Human Rights Commission (SAHRC, 2017). Laws
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and regulations that treat men and women equally are examples of formal gender

equality. However, because they do nothing to address the underlyin s of
inequality, such laws and regulations may actually make things Wo@)gstantive
equalityl or equity2 seeks to achieve equal results by treating indiwiduals and groups
differently, while structural or structural disparities are ignor AHRC, 2017).
Structural or structural disparities include unequal M hierarchies, and
relationships of power that shape our society and eco %

nd ?ppress women and

people (SAHRC, 2017). As a result of their lack of e yment o pit'%sg, female

_ ) N
drug mules from single-mother households e likely t Iy’on{@vernment

’ 4 X
assistance programmes and their parents' reWnt sw sup heir families.

Statistics South Africa found that fe@ ded ‘Fﬁ)u Ids ﬁg?a larger poverty

X
gap (the distance from the poverty li anda\higi 'nte_n\@ of poverty measures
than male-headed households: %vﬂ io@ability to afford food and
¥ S
shelter, high rates of une nt, an ge n@er of homes in which women

\
play the primary bre WiRer role a’l co it?ut respondents' vulnerability, which

in turn may have(lue d hw,é ns{téoward criminal behaviour. Women are

more likely t mit e cri ike drug trafficking, which is consistent

with femln%\ osthy e (rﬁ@e women oversee their own households. In

house@hery 0 'gn al:é\\{ne primary breadwinners, the prospects for
ad&ment in school or @ng access to essential amenities are dismal at best.

S

Gaining an education will improve women's capabilities and open economic

Qhances. Consequently, it is the duty of the state to ensure that all citizens could

receive a good education. Different from men in many ways, women are not lesser
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in any. According to Nienaber and Moraka (2016), liberal feminism emphasises
equal educational and occupational possibilities for women and men: le in
impoverished areas frequently lack basic necessities such potabl mroper
sanitation facilities, schools, homes, medical care, and food. Th@&gcurlty of both
life and money compounds the lack of basic human necessmesweﬁo these factors,

there is a complex relationship between poverty and % uggling (Montilla,
0

2019). Although Tibbetts and Hemmens (2015) argu namic hardship is not

the root cause of criminal behaviour, several of the pagticipants §t g%/_cited it
as a reason why they smuggled narcotics. Ac@\o Fleetw: (2‘)1!%? women's
agency is constrained not just by economic |I| ea S (suﬁ~ S poverty and

n ot ﬁords their stories

eirp mlng parents, sisters,

A

moms, and daughters. 0 $
¥
flu

&
Women's material_co |t|o[ e@ by social dynamics, and their

narrative sense of s% ped

how they shoul WVG.

solutions to mEr lems
‘

political 4 qua

€

single parenthood), but also by their |cn as wo

for why they took part in drug smugg rev Ived %

b‘x ult Iln about what women should do and
¢ &

rrativ ory offers fresh ways of considering

men'(&gnces and participation with material and

>

4
4 @)yment and Fn@?;al Status

Montilla (2019) claims that those who are part of low-income communities

Oave greater difficulty making ends meet than those whose financial situations

improve with time. Several (n=4) of the people surveyed said they came from

by

ty.



financially unstable households where their parents did not provide for their basic
requirements, while the rest of the people surveyed said they came from s mes
where their parents did. Some of the latter interviewees, however, no ‘Y:zhad
fallen into poverty or near-poverty due to unforeseen dlfflcultles-;%? hood, such
as unemployment. Those who experienced poverty as childreWhe other hand,

were not afforded the chance to build a better future for QEMes through avenues

l

\d.

like education or employment.

We were able to survive after the mone y father/left rin cb%tzf' nce my
A
mom was still alive and my older brother wa ploy ver,-Qe.soon as my

\m v
mother died away, | realized that | would need to he nd th %Tjse because my

younger brother was entering matti ;@esu

I had matriculated. | started taI to my %ab u -émuggllng the drugs after

that didn't work out (Part|C| <§—°

Even though art t aim l unemployed did not lead her to
smuggle drugs, she sug ted ps' s would have gone more smoothly if
she had found&&l m ! aft ad g from matric: "l got very demotivated

because It k| for ?!Nf‘kl" moved out of home. | didn't want to spend
@
th

the ev ng‘p h|

E the'wrong crowd, a ng:g@;/ made sure | was okay. | even temporarily lost sight

issues. Maybe | Wouldnt be here right now if | had gotten a job or attended

0 ool sooner.

*

lover, but that is exactly what transpired. | was



"The person who recruited me wasn't lying when he stated there aren't any
jobs in Malaysia. It's accurate since | spent a very long time looking [fo job]
after losing my position as a cashier at the supermarket where Iﬁm viously

employed. The fact that they want to go to school right away andd&consider your

experience made it much harder. ? '

They requested a resume, so | had to create one. Where | turned, people

asked for resumes, but | had no idea what they w had n@ater skills, so |

ended up doing drugs (Participant 5). Since%\the first chil awd ?@W&S no
r

money for college, | had to get a job to suppo motr?r fte ompt(etlng my 12th
Y/

n aségﬁ@w older, all my

grade education, although it only lasted a shart while:
jobs were temporary; | never had &w work’ to 64by on the money my
qiic @I did it since it was a lot

kids gave me. When the lady to%e abou
. : B> .
of money and | was going t to fMake .‘Ilfeiggi?er, but that's no way to live
because even the grant is.insufficie a ipar@
(,JQ ’Djf S

@ ‘,'C—)

Qpation n dru sw\légiing was reported by five participants, all of
%! g 4
whom c S

dishonesty a ad%ﬁﬁg element in their involvement. This lends credence

N

leetwood's (2010) claim that drug mules are enticed to trafficking illegal

bstances with engagement by deception. Claims of being "set up," however, are
ogenerally viewed with skepticism because they are difficult, if not impossible, to
prove legally (Fleetwood, 2014). These conclusions are expressed in the following
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direct quotes from some respondents when the researcher questioned if they knew

they were smuggling drugs: T
With the lady assisting me, | naively believed | was tra %abroad to
To b

conduct business. No idea it would lead me here (Participant EE araphrase, "I
aving

was going to start a new job. If my family is taken care ofyle for a few years
was fine with me. The realization that things wo Ierk out like that was
devastating. When | confronted him, he lied to as'upset and enraged at the

same time (Participant 2). No, not at all. This is t really pisses e’oﬁ’.cgaldidn't
oIngyto

do ‘shi b ausewt-knew | was

\m N
is hz@&‘ed! (Participant

wake up this morning and decide | was g

supposed to be here. | was forced to do,it. | can't be

3). Nothing like that, the atmosph@varm a tinﬁh my last day there, |

finally started to get suspicious (Participant \Nuq1 ﬁz.e I was becoming a drug
) N,

smuggler. With no luck fin@/ork'fn th mz/ hought starting a clothing

business would be a good wa ton efment m ome (Participant 5). Poor and
eng i

social outcasts are t?%t ikely } ‘g n'cm‘g trafficking. All of the participants
&

in this study ar ?Pnkle molhe
Participants ed the vu
p :N (! :

2.9
Artz et @ and Va erd@2014) in South African women.
<<c( s D')f <
AA

ording to the ESLR)§. Fairbairn Foundation (2003), the UNODC (2018),

S
%@eiger (2006), women become drug mules due to the participation of their male
Et

0 ners, a history of exploitation, childhood or adolescent abuse, or because they are
predisposed to criminal behaviour. Some respondents’ involvement in drug

smuggling was prompted by economic hardships and major life events like losing
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custody of their children. The opportunity to travel for free was cited as a motivating
factor by one participant and by Fleetwood (2010), although this ot a
particularly popular reason for wanting to participate. The literature LE) is study
and the findings of other national and international academics aIFM to economic

and social factors as the primary drivers of female drug mules.

4.5 Recruitment Process .\d‘
Yq

| &
Whether they are professional couri I just gru mules, k{zfetaven (2009)

. N
s_Seetion d gribes the mules'

says that people are recruited in many ways. T
recruitment process and the instructi

the research participants (Partici h ere offered phoney jobs,
while two others (Participar@) Said t er \ed into thinking they were

&
going abroad for business m ther ;Q%cruited into smuggling drugs.

z | %
Those in Pa%nts 1,2,&J;' thought they were going to another

country to picm ntor}: "So eone@ow stated they have a position for me in

N
Thailand.” e\cbﬂom r %ﬁ;ﬁnﬁ.&friend frequently visited the shop where |
worke .%as mlin a o@ﬁing, I learned from her tales, selling garments
el
e

imp om Thailand at :@'count. When | informed her my goal of starting a

y their recruiters. Three of

ﬁu’gess of my own, she s&ed she would be happy to assist me. | was able to sell
ot

hes and make money with her assistance, so | decided to leave my retail job.
QSometimes I'd beg her to come with me when | knew she was leaving for another
country, because she went there all the time. The day finally arrived, but she stated
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she couldn't accompany me; instead, | was to travel to Thailand and meet her boss to

acquire the discounted apparel (Participant 01). Y.

A woman | know recently explained to me how she had be gﬂgo fund her
company. | told her I was attempting to start a side business, a d%ld me | could
do the same. And so she claimed she would return from m5'ess trip to China
with funds to put back into the company. I told her | as n meeting her friend,

and that she should introduce us. As soon as | toldshimiwhat | @o he claimed

he could help me out. Then he informed mwj meetia w ar in (Eﬁ"na who

would provide the initial capital for our joint ure. "}le old/me |t\zvas alot, so |
Y/

should only bring lightweight clothes

Fleetwood (2014) claims t g i ical,
groups, drug smuggling is or 9@ thr@vi c’)&i-nformal links (especially
;r> ]

familial, ethnic networks, mn%}mp&ﬁﬁ as opposed to permanent,
organised criminal IImWare 'oun d Ob@h connections. Based on their
verbatim responses,';%sear QQGZFE;U;] this study confirmed the findings of
Martel (2013) ;@ H |lden 14) @:tlon 2.5 of their respective works, which
suggest th@g le c @ rec#ey([éd through personal contact with a familiar

associ &H }c uai a e, \tranger Afterward, according to Van Heerden

(2 a drug mule is eltherfoﬁ.that she would be smuggling narcotics or is offered

; r a vacation chance in exchange for carrying the drugs and receiving money.
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4.5.1 Risk Factors being as a drug mule.

Fleetwood (2014) found that in Ecuador, recruiters’ pt{% poor,

impressionable women. According to Heaven (2009), women are ikely to be

recruited as drug mules than males are because they are typically the major caretakers

in their households. This makes them an easy target beca are the ones who
must decide between feeding their children and sen 'ngW’to school. According

to postmodern feminist theory, women are exploj cause @he stereotype

*

of being emotionally fragile, physically wea%oually sub sive ctgzﬁales. In
is

addition, postmodern theory posits that lingui onstrlyti ns @f sociakinteractions,

\ef N
rers, argtfk‘ weaker vessel,
are the root of the problem and th@rmgm 0 ch@e.

The stated motivationai |ste®$t3e eéébns given by the research

6

participants, who all cited d to%ﬁor t@mlly as a driving force. The
respondents for this tudv@(e as*d thefr th §§s on the motivations behind their

recruitment as drug mules'througho f@york phase of the study. This was done

|c@4ture g mule recruitment. Participant 2 said, "I

assume be ml béauty..¢#" mfp'lylng that her attractiveness was a factor in her

such as the stereotypical role of women as carers

to identify pot ial

recrU|t splsp e fact that rrespondents volunteered, and four respondents
were f ed the opportun&%& smuggle drugs and voluntarily accepted it. In

Nect | believe they were searching for a person like me, someone whose

0 Inerability would be surprising to the authorities. | was a young, naive fool.
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Fleetwood (2014) found that in Ecuador, recruiters’ prey on poor,
impressionable women. According to Heaven (2009), women are more to be
recruited as drug mules than males are because they are typically the &akers
in their households. This makes them an easy target because th the ones who
must decide between feeding their children and sending themWool. According
to postmodern feminist theory, women are exploited be

se y fit the stereotype

of being emotionally fragile, physically weak, and s ubr'nsswe to males. In

addition, postmodern theory posits that linguistic co cti ML actlons

such as the stereotypical role of women as ¢ @wturer a h! ‘M& er vessel,
d
are the root of the problem and the key to b ga tc ge. g

The stated motivation is &gt with r soncﬁé.ven by the research

participants, who all cited the n d to provi [Telr gdlly as a driving force.
0 C}

The respondents f t tudy e thoughts on the motivations

behind their recruit t g mules t I g he fieldwork phase of the study.
This was done in %ort ‘f) tial indicators of future drug mule
recruitment. P |pa tz@ssu cause of my beauty...," implying that her

attractiven@ fctar itment, despite the fact that four respondents
r

es ~é%ere offered the opportunity to smuggle drugs and

volunt
%accepted it. In r@ ect, | believe they were searching for a person like

meone whose vulnerablllty would be surprising to the authorities. | was a

0 ung, naive fool.
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4.5.2 Methods used by drug mules to smuggle drugs.

4.5.2.1 Swallowing capsules or “bullets”

Each of the five people interviewed for this study (partlcmkz 3,4, and
5) admitted to using "bullets"” (capsules) to conceal drugs they vwmrrylng In some

contexts, the term "body packing" is used to describe thls str y Body packing is

defined by Gregory and Tierney (2002) as the practi cea'llng medications in
a person's vagina, rectum, or stomach. Latex balloo ondoms; ngers of latex
gloves, or unique drug-filled pellets are all m f drug admi drg&&m listed by
Geldenhuys (2016). Radiologists play an e ro ntmg& responding

X
aI ansa\ egal ramifications

A,
ethod of drug smuggling

to body packing incidents, which car%’eriou
(Sica, Guida, Brocchini, Laselli, Ladevitd, & Scagli
replies from participants in th Q@expla&?o
| - O
works: \ 1 Aj \A%

The instruc e giv to ll'ue:peen practicing taking cocaine pills

like bullets. Wa wl Ii} om of food and very anxious about what

might happe ext¥The ' |f | ingest the medications, no one would

be able et the p S cé' \Q/gl I finally got around to it... (Participant 2).

=

Whe and nd told me to take them, | had to take them as

d. They remlndedﬂ:&@ of a newborn carrot, and | immediately assumed they

‘% nuts. To make the bullets easier to swallow, albeit still challenging, I rubbed a

Qab of oil on them. (Participant 3).



Once they showed me how to swallow the pills, that was all it took. In other
words, getting there isn't a breeze. Size-wise, they're comparable to a smwg thick
pencil. Initially, you will need to put in a few days of practice. No, just do

it now and leave. Acclimate your body to it; don't put anything aykgn it or it will

explode (Participant 1). ? '

Dorado (2005) claims that the eating process an II night. Over 100
doses, or roughly 900 grammes, are within the s can safely
consume. The patient must take their time eatlng e or Six uhits, {ﬁFm down
with silicone jelly, water, or oil. Drugs can be s gled Ia IIo tex gloves,

or condoms, all of which have the substance,crus \0 the er Professional

drug smugglers may now employ:. wlle m redét)ular latex wrapping
with a smooth tight tie at each e Slca et %ﬁ /@wugh there was a chance
that the capsules could burst. spoﬂd dor@\ and cause health concerns,
they were advised that i N th M%g vv%%e the "safest option™ because
they would not get %%t:ho wb{e ﬁ&d that if a passenger refuses to eat

F 4 &

on a flight, the '@ay t@splci@speuaﬂy on a long flight.
N
e
2.9
/ ? &
i n"crgh) g?kages

4.5.2. en i

Three of the volunteers (identified as participants 1, 2, and 4) smuggled
%r

cotics by concealing them in various pockets and parcels. The recruits were given
Onstructlons on how to conceal the narcotics in clothing, footwear, and a duvet cover
(Van Heerden, 2014). However, Respondent 1 reported that she was asked her
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clothing size during the recruitment process. She didn't know that the pills were

already in the jacket when she got it. When compared to the oth@ques

discussed above, one may have restrictions on the quantity of narc can be
smuggled. I was wearing a huge jacket and the drugs were ins e Jacket " one
participant explained to the researcher (verbatim). The cops d&\ﬂred the cocaine
in special compartments sewn into the inside of the jacket. Theywere compactly and
flatly packaged (Participant 2). He had a fresh set o and a new comforter.
Drugs were "like small bricks, practically the size o p, but th as aL(t." so he

"stuff them in between the duvet cover and @nd put it k'n.&i@duvet bag
ant

to make it look like I got it in Thailand" (P

T

Drugs were often conceal@ges 00\ 0 ingédootwear. My FILA
sneakers recently had 500 gra es of co e @.them They were a size
and a half larger to accom e m@dlca tfelt so heavy that | had to

pull them when | walk Pa cu;l all, @bullets of narcotics were even

produced and conc in"the h}ﬁfs . It was quite difficult to go about

(Participant 5)
é"
(.)
(J
ing

4.6 T cts 0\“ ?mu on the Offender and their families

N
; ¥
\ The support system from family, the community, and correctional centers is
t

al in helping ex-offenders create positive personalities once they return to their

Q:ommumtles as shown by studies by Murhula and Singh (2019), Khwela (2015), and

Lekalakala (2016). In conducting this investigation, the researcher was aware of the
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potential sensitivity for some participants. However, the researcher had to make sure

to ask about the participants' experiences adjusting to life in a prison, evlly if
s

they were from out of the country. In this paragraph, we will qum@ s how

drug mules and their families are affected by their activities m&‘)w they have

adjusted to life in prison. T
NV
LY
4.6.1 Psychological and emotional effects becaus inc c.eJe.ud‘
IS

Some respondents said it took them ile to FC yf% Aequences of
their actions. Some respondents blamed the g se rom d ones for their
struggles with melancholy and an e |n ison”/According to Chen, Lai, and
Lin (2013), incarceration has be Ilnke t f e:d.&bess, anger, fear, isolation,
panic attacks, and even att@elﬁhar d s@e. Mental health problems

as a{éd or as an adult are exacerbated

that stem from abuse and ra e

by social isolation, difficulties ada ting fo rieu@vwonments and a lack of support.
s >y

The Malaysia wantsrs avg.ﬁﬁmily visit them in prison helped them

adjust to thei &1 bn@J g them necessities like soap and money to

spend in pr on erY'a about their decision to smuggle narcotics, all

t ,@now deeply regret doing so, claiming that they

f fuIIy consider thef@ercussmns of their actions out of their desire to support

amlly They believed the money wasn't worth it because they were blindsided

y the length of their sentences. They blamed themselves for failing their family in
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two ways: by committing the crime and by being removed from them because of it.

Participant 3 stated that: Y_

That | had let down my brothers deeply saddened them so Ethor a while,
me

nobody could figure it out. But they supported me, and that helpqd eep my spirits
eq

up while I was locked up. So that | might be near my bro uested a move

from Perlis to this area. But I've realised that my time s@ere has been wasted.

l

Then be financially strapped in my family is pref to is;\d

o
The Scottish Centre for Crime and J@esear ( RL@S) found

that the idea of temporarily losing a motherv or da@ om bhe%mily causes
T
emotional distress for the incarceratw y Ioveé\ones because the

&

imp@nt family events like

—
o
>
(72)
>
QD
=

incarcerated family member will m

their children's birthdays, w: 5@ an dbﬂr!
ay

[}
incarcerated person's Iove(tK alsq be the~§tg a of the convicted relative's

criminal actions. Th refw #oug ; @mbers are legally innocent and
C@ A

typically were not involyed in.thé’ are often thought to be accountable

for or guilty o nc@maﬂq@ns adds to the hardships experienced by

loved ones@ e? h'O'S (2015) points out, incarceration can put a
f O

straln% |Iy'} v&s y@tlng their income and increasing their outlays for
éllk visits, phone caII d gifts for their loved ones who are locked up.

‘éummary

According to the results of this research, women of varying ages,

A
a&of school. Moreover, the

socioeconomic classes, and life experiences can all end up working as drug mules.
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At-depth interviews with drug mules, all of whom are women, who are currently
housed in Sungai Buloh Prison in Selangor, Malaysia, were presented in thi tion.
Women in Malaysia between the ages of 25 and 45 were repcse) in the
demographic data of the drug mules. There was a wide range O%C and gender
identities represented among the interviewees. The study found that female drug
mules transported between 10g and 10kg of cocaine and heroin, utilising both
ingesting and hiding the drugs on their person or i %t

ing as the primary

routes of transport. The reasons, elements, and ins ion ng individuals'

N
criminal actions were also pinpointed by th author. t l)f.&l‘%e women

7
have one thing in common: a trusted indivi ho‘e% e d@‘r;ule with the
rime ‘and sentencing had

&

|OK ocioeconomic status,

promise of a lucrative cash opportuﬁNerefoa,

serious repercussions for the Iadiem seu&lc'

destitution, and work difficult'Eas ares*ne%u
extch

“« Q-
suggestions are made in t apter: &
Yh\' | h‘jé‘

y'ﬁ;'%dings are summarised and





