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The legal approach to FM taken by the majority of 

European countries has been to settle cases exclusively 

through the use of criminal justice, to raise the minimum 

legal age for marriage  and  to prevent the family 

reunification of underage spouses. The effectiveness of 

these measures in eliminating FM or adequately 

addressing victim’s needs remains far from established. 

In contrast, literature defends the need to face FM from a 

victim-centred perspective, addressing FM, as a form of 

gender violence, from an intersectional approach. With 

this purpose, it is necessary: 

1. To know the phenomenon in depth. 

2. To Determine how FM are being managed by 

Institutions and what opinion on their institutional 

treatment have professionals involved and victims. 

 

• Necessity to train professionals who can eventually come into 
contact with FM victims so that they are able to detect them not 
only in cases in which FM is totally or partially identified with THB: 
broaden the spotlight 

• Not necessary identical institutional treatment for cases of FM 
that are consequence of the attachment to certain family 
traditions than for those identified with THB cases: 

- Desirable legislative policy in the first cluster: aimed at 
non criminal protection of victims and at encourage 
mediation processes with families. 

- Desirable legislative policy in the second cluster: resource 
to criminal punishment of these processes combined with 
non criminal victim protection measures. 

• More human, economic and residential resources needed. 

Interview 

number 

Position Expert on 

THB, GV or 

FM 
1 CJS Judge No expert 

2 CJS Magistrate GV 
3 CJS NGO lawyer GV, FM 

4 CJS NGO lawyer THB 
5 CJS Lawyer THB 

6 CJS Prosecutor THB, FM 

7 CJS Prosecutor THB, FM 

8 CJS Prosecutor THB 
9 CJS Police officer (Cuerpo Nacional de Policía) THB, FM 

10 CJS Police officer (Cuerpo Nacional de Policía) THB, FM 

11 CJS Police officer (Cuerpo Nacional de Policía) THB, FM 

12 CJS Police officer (Guardia Civil) THB, FM 

13 CJS Police officer (Mossos Esquadra) GV, FM 

14 CJS Police officer (Mossos Esquadra) FM 

1 VA NGO coordinator THB, FM 

2 VA Community worker in a NGO THB, FM 

3 VA Social worker in a NGO FM 

4 VA Unity coordinator in a NGO THB 

5 VA Midwife in a health centre FM 

6 VA Social worker in a local women’s care and 

information service 

GV, FM 

7 VA  Community worker in a local family 

counselling centre 

No expert 

8 VA Community worker. Technician coordinator 

of basic social services 

GV, FM 

9 VA Psychologist. Coordinator local women’s 

care and information service 

GV 

10 VA Social worker in a local women’s care and 

information service 

GV 

11 VA Equality tchnician in a local administration 

and intercultural mediator 

GV 

12 VA Member of the staff in a local women0s care 

and information service 

GV, FM 

13 VA Educational psychologist in a secondary 

school 

No expert 

14 VA Community worker in a specialised 

intervention service 

GV 

15 VA Technician in migration policies in a local 

service 

GV, FM 

16 VA Violence against women unit. Sub 

delegation of the Catalan Government 

GV, FM 

17 VA Social inclusion and citizenship technician GV, FM 

18 VA Community mediator GV, FM 

19 VA Social worker. Catalan Government 

Department of Education 

FM 

20 VA Office of crime victim services GV 

A purposive sampling system was 

used to obtain a sample of 

professionals and victims. 

The methodology used for 

collecting data consisted in 

conducting semi-structured face-

to-face interviews which lasted 

between 30' and 90'. 

Two different interview models 

were used: one for victims and 

another one for professionals. 

In both cases the interview 

models were a guide, without 

dictating the dynamics of the 

conversation with the 

interviewee.  

The participation in the 

investigation was voluntary and 

expressly consented by both 

professionals and victims 

interviewed. 

Knowledge on FM: 

• For VA professionals, FM victims have the profile of 

young women from families who have no chance of 

choosing the intending spouse vs. CJS professionals, who 

basically emphasize the nationality of the women's 

family to describe FM victim’s profile. 

• VA professionals describe FM as a consequence of 

certain family practices/traditions vs. the view of CJS 

professionals, who identify FM exclusively as a form of 

trafficking in human beings (THB). 

• VA professionals are aware of the effects that FM have 

on victims vs. the lack of knowledge of most 

professionals in the CJS. 
 

How institutions deal with FM: 

• VA professionals have direct contact with FM victims vs. 

CJS professionals, who know about these victims by 

other professionals or through the criminal proceedings 

iniciated. 

• VA professionals address FM mostly through prevention 

and victim assistance measures vs. CJS professionals, 

who do so only through measures to ensure prosecution 

and protection orders foreseen by the criminal 

procedural law. 

• CJS professionals assess positively the resources they 

implement vs. VA professionals, who consider that there 

is a deficit of economic, personal and residential 

resources. 

 

The sample consisted of 34 professionals (14 of whom working 
exclusively or preferably in the criminal justice system –CJS- 
and 20 in the area of victim assistance –VA-) with the 
characteristics referred to in the table, and 5 victims. 

THB: trafficking in human beings; GV: gender violence; FM: 
forced marriages 


