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Abstract
AI for gender-based violence (AI4GBV) is increasingly positioned
as ‘good’ use of AI to address societal issues but overlooks en-
vironmental impact and material costs of data-intensive systems.
This paper analyses these technologies through three online co-
design workshops with 30 women in the United Kingdom, where
participants critically assessed and reimagined AI-enabled safety
technologies developed to tackle gender-based violence as part of
“AI for Good”. Focusing on environmental responsibility, it asks
what happens when AI4GBV is built on environmentally extractive
infrastructures, who bears the costs of these infrastructures, and
howwomen’s imaginaries grounded in feminist principles sketch al-
ternatives. It presents three design provocations: 1) data extraction
is environmental extraction, 2) scaling safety scales environmental
and social harms, and 3) safety does not require high-tech solutions.
Grounded in women’s visions, the provocations contrast AI for
Good narratives built on norms of scale, efficiency, and technologi-
cal solutionism, with sufficiency, low-tech solutions, and collective
infrastructures. By mobilising care as a critical and design-oriented
lens, this paper contributes to data ecofeminist perspectives in
HCI, showing how environmental costs, gendered labour, and data
practices are entangled. Ultimately, it positions women’s lived expe-
riences as counter-stories to dominant AI narratives, contributing
to discourses on environmentally responsible AI.

CCS Concepts
• Human-centered computing → Empirical studies in HCI; •
Social and professional topics→Women.
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1 Introduction
AI for Good has been on the rise for years, promising ‘good’ use
of AI to advance societal needs [21]. While framed as ethical and
responsible interventions, they often ignore the environmental
impact, its materiality, and the often-called ‘hidden’ costs of build-
ing data infrastructures [1, 59]. AI for gender-based violence, also
dubbed AI4GBV, is signalling a technological but also epistemo-
logical shift in how societal problems are tackled [52]. Examples
include AI chatbots for survivors of violence [40, 41], automated
wearables ‘protecting’ women from violence [11, 30, 31, 46], CCTV
for more efficient tracking [12, 24, 39, 42], using data analytics for
predicting crime spots [5, 14, 27], law enforcement that aims to

use algorithms to predict perpetrators [15], and even drones are
mentioned for automated solutions for women’s safety [45]. The
United Nations welcomes ideas that use AI as an innovative and
large-scale solution for the rise of gender-based violence, while
at the same time acknowledging the threat of AI for women and
girls and the perpetuation of violence [56]. While promising to do
good, those interventions do not mention the ecological costs of
building and sustaining the infrastructure upon which they are
implemented: clouds and data servers. This paper asks what the
environmental costs of AI for Good are and how they could be imag-
ined otherwise. It focuses on the empirical case of data-driven and
AI-enabled safety technologies (i.e., chatbots, reporting platforms,
and emergency apps and wearables) that are developed globally
as interventions for gender-based violence [4]. Those technologies
collect intimate and sensitive data, try to make automated decisions
about women’s safety, and shape policies around violence against
women and girls. They provide an empirical case of how gender
and environmental justice are intertwined, foregrounding care as
a lens to imagine those infrastructures so that they benefit those
most affected by inequalities and enable systemic change.

2 Aims, Objectives, and Contributions
This paper builds on three co-design workshops focused on AI-
enabled safety technologies in which women reimagined technolo-
gies and AI futures based on feminist principles. The paper asks:
How can care as a lens reconfigure AI for Good in the context of
gender-based violence in relation to environmental costs, and what
alternative sociotechnical imaginaries and design orientations does it
enable? This paper focuses on the environmental costs of AI4GBV
and advances empirically grounded design provocations on extrac-
tion, scale, and solutionism that extend data ecofeminism through
design research and feminist STS work of care and environmen-
talism. It focuses on women as active data producers and workers,
their lived experience of everyday violence and harassment, and
their speculations and imaginations as vital entry points into alter-
natives.

3 Related Work
The next subsections briefly situate the empirical case of AI4GBV
within the theoretical literature on sociotechnical imaginaries and
gender-based violence, data feminism and data ecofeminism, femi-
nist HCI and care.

https://orcid.org/0009-0005-2744-1038


CHI 2026 Workshop, April 2026, Barcelona Saxler

3.1 Sociotechnical Imaginaries and Safety
Technologies

Safety technologies have evolved from basic alarms to sophisticated
AI-driven systems designed to address violence against women.
These technologies are part of a broader shift towards ‘technolo-
gies of sexual governance‘ [50] and ‘anti-rape technologies’ [49],
which are increasingly integrated with data analytics and machine
learning to enhance their effectiveness. Despite these advance-
ments, there remains a significant gap in exploring the ethical
and sociotechnical implications of these data-driven technologies.
Jasanoff and Kim’s framework of ‘sociotechnical imaginaries’ [32]
as collectively held visions of desirable futures shaped by technolo-
gies builds the foundation for most research on safety technologies
[47, 51] and currently enters HCI for imaginations for safety and
safe spaces in relation to gender-based violence for responsible
design [58]. Those imaginaries are criticised as producers of victim-
hood, reinforcing patriarchal norms of surveillance and control as
well as neutralisers of rape myths [48, 49, 51].

Building on this, I argue that the imaginaries that AI brings into
this, within AI4GBV, are shaped by an imaginary of automated pro-
tection and prediction. Safety here is imagined as data-driven and
efficient, predicting crime before it happens. Yet it increases surveil-
lance, tracking, and automated decision-making based on biased
datasets of under-reported domestic violence cases. Research on so-
called gender-based violence chatbots, especially for domestic abuse
survivors, highlights potential benefits, i.e., access, anonymity, as
well as immediacy [8, 10, 40, 41]. Yet other studies show sociotechni-
cal constraints and opportunities of abusing the very structures that
aim to protect women by inappropriate responses in the GBV con-
text [28, 29], especially algorithmic bias and risks of tech-mediated
abuse [10]. The environmental costs of those technologies remain
largely absent in the literature, and only touch on the impact on
city architectures [34, 35].

3.2 Data Feminism and Data Ecofeminism
D’Ignazio and Klein [19] argue that technological fixes often repro-
duce systems of oppression that cannot be solved by collecting vast
amounts of data, as that data is representative of unequal societal
structures shaped by racism and sexism. Hence, it has to be un-
covered who gets represented by the data, who benefits, and who
is rendered invisible, and how those data structures resonate and
maintain power structures. Feminism can be used to confront AI
to unearth its norms and values [9, 36]. Data, important for even
having AI systems, can be a force for worse, but can be used as
D’Ignazio shows as an amplifier and visibiliser of gendered inequal-
ities [16, 17], confronting and dismantling power relations.

Data ecofeminism [57] extends this by looking into the material-
ity of data infrastructures. The cloud often obscures the materiality
of those, as AI systems rely on infrastructure, cables, mineral ex-
traction, digital rubbish, data centers, and global supply chains
[5,25,26]. The environmental harms are unevenly distributed, often
affecting those who are already the most vulnerable [20]. Feminist
STS echoes environmentalism, emphasising the material impact
of data practices, as something produced through infrastructures,
often gendered and racialised labour, and embodied experiences
[33]. Data ecofeminism links a domination of women and nature

across capitalist accumulation; it introduces ideas of slow tech, de-
growth, non-extractivism, and planetary accountability. AI4GBV
is not framed as something with environmental costs, as safety
is imagined as morally urgent, often exempt from criticism. This
paper dialogues data ecofeminism with HCI in practice under the
paradigm of environmentalism and tech [22, 23].

3.3 Feminist HCI/STS and Care
Feminist HCI as a tradition forwards the meaning of lived experi-
ence for design, challenging dominant norms and power structures
[6]. The latest turns in it outline the importance of dialoguing
feminist social science and HCI as a method to unearth the lived
experiences of marginalised people [7]. It challenges solutionist
design and asks questions mirroring principles of data ecofemi-
nism; design here is always political and never neutral, and the
data on which those technologies are built, and decisions are made,
are intertwined with design principles of how data is made vis-
ible and accountable. It investigates who actually benefits from
technological design and who bears the cost. Here, STS and design
meet by moving beyond usability towards design justice. Thinking
with feminism cannot be done without thinking with care [38, 44].
Care is relational and interdependent; it is also asymmetrical and
deeply entrenched in power relations; it is human, relational, and
empathetic [2, 3, 54, 55]. Thus, HCI, CSCW, and feminist STS have
forwarded care as a lens and tradition to unearth the dominant
norms and values of patriarchal society [13, 43, 53]. Following fem-
inist STS, care is a way of knowledge production that foregrounds
relationality, mess, and situated concerns [2, 3, 33, 37]. It challenges
extractive and solutionist logics of AI development.

4 Method
This paper is part of a broader PhD project on data-driven and AI-
enabled technologies forwomen’s safety andAI for Good paradigms.
I based the workshop design on feminist qualitative traditions
[18, 25, 26] and STS notions of care-ful sensibilities in value en-
tanglements and iterative processes rather than extracting stable
data [37]. I conducted three online three-hour-long co-design work-
shops with Katherine Zhou as a workshop facilitator in 2025. We
focused the workshops on the role of data and AI in the technologies
developed to tackle gender-based violence. We introduced safety
technology as a typology of genAI chatbots, reporting platforms,
emergency apps, and wearables with screenshots of real-life appli-
cations and user interfaces. We structured the workshops along
the following activities: 1) tech criticism on safety technologies,
2) safety perceptions and practices in relation to technologies, 3)
feminist redesigns of safety technologies, 4) safety work and data
power, and 5) speculative AI futures. All workshops were recorded,
informed consent was collected before the workshop, demographic
information was collected via a short voluntary survey, in total, 30
women participated (mostly cis-women, mixed ethnicities, safety
app users and non-users, researchers, practitioners, and students
with knowledge in AI), and each workshop had 8-11 participants,
excluding facilitators. For this workshop paper, data has been re-
visited through an environmental lens examining how insights
resonate with data ecofeminist principles. Ethics were approved by
the University of Cambridge.
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Figure 1: Miro board on data power.

5 Three Provocations: "Promote Visibility of
Environmental Impact"

Based on the three co-design workshops and the call for papers, I
outline three provocations of extraction, scale, and technological
solutionism. These provocations i) challenge dominant dialogues
on AI for Good, ii) make the environmental footprint of these
technologies visible when thinking with, by, and through care, and
iii) provide design orientations for environmentally responsible
AI. The three tensions are derived from workshop participants
sticky notes and interactions in the three co-design workshops (see
Figures 1 and 2).

• Extraction: Data extraction is environmental extrac-
tion. All women were worried that technologies are built on
their data work. Most identified that tools were extractive
and used their data for decision-making without crediting
their work, and without a feedback loop that clearly outlines
what is done with data, how it is reused, and how it might
impact policies. Using data without feedback is extractive,

using women as a resource. This extractive logic brings vis-
ibility to how continuous data capture needs energy and
relies on data-intensive infrastructures. Hence, design must
show how data collection, storage, and sharing produce en-
vironmental costs, introducing ideas of data stewardship.

• Scale: Scaling safety scales harms.Women were sceptical
about whether AI can do any good in situations of gender-
based violence, as support needs to be situational, contextual,
and empathetic. While, for example, genAI chatbots can de-
liver easier access and lower barriers to sharing vulnerable
experiences, they questioned thresholds of chatbot data pri-
vacy and how their data could be kept safe when it is used
as (i) training data and (ii) often runs on interfaces such
as Telegram or WhatsApp. Scaling multiplies technological
infrastructures, such as increased CCTV and databases for
GBV, and the energy needs of servers and clouds. Scaling
systems multiplies environmental footprint, making scale
materially costly. Because of that, design should resist scale
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Figure 2: Miro board speculative AI futures.

as a default, integrate human-in-the-loop, and remain situ-
ated and contextualised.

• Solutionism: Safety does not require high-tech solu-
tions. Women sketched outlines built on community in-
frastructures: walk-home services, community shelters, and
human support instead of chatbots. Most importantly, they
outlined that safety cannot have a price tag and cannot be
monetised by tech companies, and that lower-tech solutions
with almost no environmental impact are preferred. These
interventions show a drift towards solutions not depending
on data infrastructures and energy-intensive resources, ques-
tioning the need for technological fixes and shifting towards
slower tech. Design, in this sense, should think with humans
before machines.

In sum, these three provocations deeply resonate with data
ecofeminism by promoting slower tech development and ques-
tioning whether technology is the appropriate response to societal
problems. They highlight how scaling has material and environ-
mental impacts, how better design can impact infrastructures (i.e.,

lighting) that do not have to rely on data-driven decision-making,
and how care is at the forefront of environmentalism by thinking
about asymmetric gendered relations that define the tech industry
and culture and their consequences for the so-called Global South
and digital waste, data centers, and underpaid gig workers. Feminist
design futures utilise these provocations to build design as interven-
tions: prioritising community over individualised approaches (i.e.,
walk-home services, improved lighting), limiting data collection
to what is necessary, embedding meaningful transparency with
feedback loops and options of collective data ownership, and re-
sisting scale as default. They call for situated, non-extractive, and
collectively accountable infrastructures that prioritise care over
optimisation.

6 Conclusion
This paper outlined provocations and ideas on how to dialogue
with AI for Good, gender justice, and environmentalism. Safety is
often seen as a universal good and a moral duty. Thus, it presents a
vital case to uncover who defines what is good here, who takes care
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of whom and how, and how those data infrastructures are built and
integrated into the everyday life of women and can hurt those who
rely on those technologies. Analysing AI4GBV through women’s
lived experiences, the paper shows how safety technologies rely on
extractive data practices, can reproduce inequalities, and externalise
environmental costs in tech development, deployment, and mainte-
nance. While women do uncredited ‘digital safety work’, producing
data as well as sustaining platforms that are energy-intensive, those
technologies, in the end, raise the question of whether they mitigate
violence or primarily redistribute harms and costs, such as envi-
ronmental consequences to those already marginalised. Feminist
design futures highlight the need to move beyond optimisation and
to refocus on existing communities and infrastructures, environ-
mental responsibility and care-ful considerations of AI’s impact
beyond increases in efficiency and productivity.

References
[1] ShyamAgarwal andMahasweta Chakraborti. 2025. TheHiddenAI Race: Tracking

Environmental Costs of Innovation. arXiv:2511.22781 [cs] doi:10.48550/arXiv.
2511.22781

[2] Ashraful Alam and Donna Houston. 2020. Rethinking Care as Alternate Infras-
tructure. Cities 100 (2020), 102662. doi:10.1016/j.cities.2020.102662

[3] Melissa Atkinson-Graham, Martha Kenney, Kelly Ladd, Cameron Michael Mur-
ray, and Emily Astra-Jean Simmonds. 2015. Care in context: Becoming an STS
researcher. 45, 5 (2015), 738–748. doi:10.1177/0306312715600277

[4] Hüseyin Umutcan Ay, Alime Aysu Öner, and Nihan Yıldırım. 2021. Can
Tech4Good Prevent Domestic Violence and Femicides? An Intelligent System De-
sign Proposal for Restraining Order Implementations. In Electronic Government
and the Information Systems Perspective. 34–45. doi:10.1007/978-3-030-86611-2_3

[5] Gowri Saini Balasubramaniam, Clara Belitz, and Anita Say Chan. 2024. Bridg-
ing Informational Divides: A Community-Centered Analysis of “Public Safety”
Surveillance Technology. In Extended Abstracts of the CHI Conference on Human
Factors in Computing Systems (CHI EA ’24). 1–13. doi:10.1145/3613905.3644046

[6] Shaowen Bardzell. 2010. Feminist HCI: Taking Stock and Outlining an Agenda for
Design. In Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing
Systems (CHI ’10). 1301–1310. doi:10.1145/1753326.1753521

[7] Shaowen Bardzell and Jeffrey Bardzell. 2011. Towards a Feminist HCI Methodol-
ogy: Social Science, Feminism, and HCI. In Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference
on Human Factors in Computing Systems (CHI ’11). 675–684. doi:10.1145/1978942.
1979041

[8] Miriam Bello. 2021. A Chatbot to Fight Gender Violence. Retrieved Decem-
ber 2, 2025 from https://mexicobusiness.news/tech/news/chatbot-fight-gender-
violence

[9] Jude Browne, Stephen Cave, Eleanor Drage, and Kerry McInerney (Eds.). 2024.
Feminist AI: Critical Perspectives on Algorithms, Data, and Intelligent Machines.
Oxford University Press, Oxford and New York.

[10] Kate Butterby and Nancy Lombard. 2025. Developing a Chatbot to Support
Victim-Survivors Who Are Subjected to Domestic Abuse: Considerations and
Ethical Dilemmas. Journal of Gender-Based Violence 9, 1 (2025), 153–161. doi:10.
1332/23986808Y2024D000000038

[11] Maria Campo Woytuk. 2022. Design of Smart Wearable Button Interactions for
Women’s Street Safety in Stockholm. Master’s thesis. KTH Royal Institute of
Technology. Retrieved November 11, 2024 from https://urn.kb.se/resolve?urn=
urn:nbn:se:kth:diva-319867

[12] College of Policing. 2024. Safety of Women at Night. Retrieved February
22, 2026 from https://www.college.police.uk/support-forces/practices/safety-
women-night

[13] Anna Croon. 2022. Thinking with care in human–computer interaction. 23, 2
(2022), 232–246. doi:10.1177/14647001221082294

[14] Michele R. Decker, Shannon N. Wood, S. Rachel Kennedy, Zaynab Hameeduddin,
Catherine Tallam, Irene Akumu, Irene Wanjiru, Ben Asira, Benjamin Omondi,
James Case, Amber Clough, Richard Otieno, Morris Mwiti, Nancy Perrin, and
Nancy Glass. 2020. Adapting the myPlan safety app to respond to intimate
partner violence for women in low and middle income country settings: app
tailoring and randomized controlled trial protocol. BMC Public Health 20, 1 (2020),
808. doi:10.1186/s12889-020-08901-4

[15] Department for Science, Innovation and Technology. 2025. AI to Help Police Catch
Criminals Before They Strike. Retrieved September 5, 2025 from https://www.gov.
uk/government/news/ai-to-help-police-catch-criminals-before-they-strike

[16] Catherine D’Ignazio. 2023. Feminicide Data, Emotional Labor and Self-Care.
Retrieved February 20, 2024 from https://medium.com/data-feminism-lab-mit/

feminicide-data-emotional-labor-and-self-care-a3337bcd22c7
[17] Catherine D’Ignazio. 2024. Counting Feminicide: Data Feminism in Action. MIT

Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts.
[18] Catherine D’Ignazio, Erhardt Graeff, Christina N. Harrington, and Daniela K.

Rosner. 2020. Toward Equitable Participatory Design: Data Feminism for CSCW
amidst Multiple Pandemics. In Conference Companion Publication of the 2020 on
Computer Supported Cooperative Work and Social Computing (CSCW ’20 Compan-
ion). 437–445. doi:10.1145/3406865.3418588

[19] Catherine D’Ignazio and Lauren F. Klein. 2020. Data Feminism. The MIT Press,
Cambridge, Massachusetts.

[20] Margarita Estévez-Saá and María Jesús Lorenzo-Modia. 2018. The
Ethics and Aesthetics of Eco-caring: Contemporary Debates on Ecofemi-
nism(s). 47, 2 (2018), 123–146. doi:10.1080/00497878.2018.1425509 _eprint:
https://doi.org/10.1080/00497878.2018.1425509.

[21] Luciano Floridi, Josh Cowls, Monica Beltrametti, Raja Chatila, Patrice Chazerand,
Virginia Dignum, Christoph Luetge, Robert Madelin, Ugo Pagallo, Francesca
Rossi, Burkhard Schafer, Peggy Valcke, and Effy Vayena. 2018. AI4People—An
Ethical Framework for a Good AI Society: Opportunities, Risks, Principles, and
Recommendations. Minds and Machines 28, 4 (2018), 689–707. doi:10.1007/s11023-
018-9482-5

[22] Jennifer Gabrys. 2014. Programming Environments: Environmentality and Citi-
zen Sensing in the Smart City. Environment and Planning D: Society and Space 32,
1 (2014), 30–48. doi:10.1068/d16812

[23] Jennifer Gabrys. 2016. Program Earth: Environmental Sensing Technology and the
Making of a Computational Planet. University of Minnesota Press, Minneapolis.

[24] Tanya Gupta. 2025. More Street Lights and Cameras for Women’s Safety. Retrieved
February 22, 2026 from https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/c4ge45pl4w9o

[25] Donna Haraway. 1988. Situated Knowledges: The Science Question in Feminism
and the Privilege of Partial Perspective. Feminist Studies 14, 3 (1988), 575–599.
doi:10.2307/3178066

[26] Sandra Harding. 1995. “Strong Objectivity”: A Response to the New Objectivity
Question. Synthese 104, 3 (1995), 331–349. doi:10.1007/BF01064504

[27] Karthik Hariharan, Rishi Raj Jain, Anant Prasad, Mridhul Sharma, Prashant Yadav,
S. S. Poorna, and K. Anuraj. 2021. A Comprehensive Study TowardWomen Safety
Using Machine Learning Along with Android App Development. In Sustainable
Communication Networks and Application. 321–330. doi:10.1007/978-981-15-8677-
4_26

[28] Nicola Henry, Alice Witt, and Stefani Vasil. 2024. A “Design Justice” Approach
to Developing Digital Tools for Addressing Gender-Based Violence: Exploring
the Possibilities and Limits of Feminist Chatbots. Information, Communication &
Society (2024), 1–24. doi:10.1080/1369118X.2024.2363900

[29] Hera Hussain and Nadine Krish Spencer. 2024. Chatbots and the Complexities of
Delivering AI-Enabled Support to Survivors of Gender-Based Violence. Retrieved
August 20, 2025 from https://socialinnovationsjournal.com/index.php/sij/article/
view/7101

[30] V. Hyndavi, N. Sai Nikhita, and S. Rakesh. 2020. Smart Wearable Device for
Women Safety Using IoT. In Proceedings of the 2020 5th International Confer-
ence on Communication and Electronics Systems (ICCES). 459–463. doi:10.1109/
ICCES48766.2020.9138047

[31] Muhammad Nazrul Islam, Nuzhat Tabassum Promi, Jannatul Maowa Shaila,
Mohoshina Akter Toma, Maria Afnan Pushpo, Fatema Binte Alam, Syeda Nusraht
Khaledur, Tasmiah Tamzid Anannya, and Md. Fazle Rabbi. 2018. SafeBand: A
Wearable Device for the Safety of Women in Bangladesh. Proceedings of the 16th
International Conference on Advances in Mobile Computing and Multimedia (2018).
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:58004260

[32] Sheila Jasanoff and Sang-Hyun Kim. 2009. Containing the Atom: Sociotechnical
Imaginaries and Nuclear Power in the United States and South Korea. Minerva
47, 2 (2009), 119–146. doi:10.1007/s11024-009-9124-4

[33] Adeline Johns-Putra. 2013. Environmental Care Ethics. 21, 1 (2013), 125–135.
doi:10.5250/symploke.21.1-2.0125

[34] Nicole Kalms. 2017. Digital Technology and the Safety of Women and Girls
in Urban Space: Personal Safety Apps or Crowd-Sourced Activism Tools? In
Architecture and Feminisms. Routledge.

[35] Nicole Kalms. 2018. Urban Exposure: Feminist Crowd-Mapping and the New
Urban Imaginary. In The Routledge Companion to Urban Imaginaries. Routledge.

[36] Lauren Klein and Catherine D’Ignazio. 2024. Data Feminism for AI. In Proceedings
of the 2024 ACM Conference on Fairness, Accountability, and Transparency (New
York, NY, USA, 2024-06-05) (FAccT ’24). Association for Computing Machinery,
100–112. doi:10.1145/3630106.3658543

[37] John Law. 2021. From After Method to Care-ful Research. (2021).
[38] Lisa Lindén and Doris Lydahl. 2021. Editorial: Care in STS. (2021), 3–12. doi:10.

5324/njsts.v9i1.4000
[39] Ross Lydall. 2025. CCTV at Bus Stops to Be Rolled Out Across London After

“Very Positive Impact” on Making Women Feel Safer. Retrieved February 22,
2026 from https://www.standard.co.uk/news/transport/cctv-bus-stops-women-
passengers-safer-london-tfl-b1239814.html

[40] Wookjae Maeng and Joonhwan Lee. 2021. Designing a Chatbot for Survivors of
Sexual Violence: Exploratory Study for Hybrid Approach Combining Rule-Based

https://arxiv.org/abs/2511.22781 [cs]
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2511.22781
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2511.22781
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2020.102662
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306312715600277
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-86611-2_3
https://doi.org/10.1145/3613905.3644046
https://doi.org/10.1145/1753326.1753521
https://doi.org/10.1145/1978942.1979041
https://doi.org/10.1145/1978942.1979041
https://mexicobusiness.news/tech/news/chatbot-fight-gender-violence
https://mexicobusiness.news/tech/news/chatbot-fight-gender-violence
https://doi.org/10.1332/23986808Y2024D000000038
https://doi.org/10.1332/23986808Y2024D000000038
https://urn.kb.se/resolve?urn=urn:nbn:se:kth:diva-319867
https://urn.kb.se/resolve?urn=urn:nbn:se:kth:diva-319867
https://www.college.police.uk/support-forces/practices/safety-women-night
https://www.college.police.uk/support-forces/practices/safety-women-night
https://doi.org/10.1177/14647001221082294
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-08901-4
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/ai-to-help-police-catch-criminals-before-they-strike
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/ai-to-help-police-catch-criminals-before-they-strike
https://medium.com/data-feminism-lab-mit/feminicide-data-emotional-labor-and-self-care-a3337bcd22c7
https://medium.com/data-feminism-lab-mit/feminicide-data-emotional-labor-and-self-care-a3337bcd22c7
https://doi.org/10.1145/3406865.3418588
https://doi.org/10.1080/00497878.2018.1425509
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11023-018-9482-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11023-018-9482-5
https://doi.org/10.1068/d16812
https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/c4ge45pl4w9o
https://doi.org/10.2307/3178066
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01064504
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-8677-4_26
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-8677-4_26
https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2024.2363900
https://socialinnovationsjournal.com/index.php/sij/article/view/7101
https://socialinnovationsjournal.com/index.php/sij/article/view/7101
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICCES48766.2020.9138047
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICCES48766.2020.9138047
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:58004260
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11024-009-9124-4
https://doi.org/10.5250/symploke.21.1-2.0125
https://doi.org/10.1145/3630106.3658543
https://doi.org/10.5324/njsts.v9i1.4000
https://doi.org/10.5324/njsts.v9i1.4000
https://www.standard.co.uk/news/transport/cctv-bus-stops-women-passengers-safer-london-tfl-b1239814.html
https://www.standard.co.uk/news/transport/cctv-bus-stops-women-passengers-safer-london-tfl-b1239814.html


CHI 2026 Workshop, April 2026, Barcelona Saxler

Chatbot and ML-Based Chatbot. In Proceedings of the Asian CHI Symposium 2021
(Asian CHI ’21). 160–166. doi:10.1145/3429360.3468203

[41] Wookjae Maeng and Joonhwan Lee. 2022. Designing and Evaluating a Chatbot for
Survivors of Image-Based Sexual Abuse. In Proceedings of the CHI Conference on
Human Factors in Computing Systems (CHI ’22). 1–21. doi:10.1145/3491102.3517629

[42] Clive Norris and Gary Armstrong. 2020. The Maximum Surveillance Society: The
Rise of CCTV. Routledge, London. doi:10.4324/9781003136439

[43] Adrian Petterson, Jocelyn Mattka, and Priyank Chandra. 2025. Expanding Care
Conceptualizations: An Integrative Literature Review of Care in HCI. In Proceed-
ings of the 2025 ACM SIGCAS/SIGCHI Conference on Computing and Sustainable
Societies (COMPASS ’25). 481–503. doi:10.1145/3715335.3735486

[44] Maria Puig de la Bellacasa. 2017. Matters of Care: Speculative Ethics in More than
Human Worlds. Combined Academic Publishers, Minneapolis.

[45] Kirsten Robertson. 2025. Police Drones Used in Swindon to Tackle Violence Against
Women. Retrieved February 16, 2026 from https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/
cd74rdw90xjo

[46] Kalyani Nakul Satone and Pranjali B. Ulhe. 2024. AI-Powered Wearables and
Devices for Women’s Safety. InWearable Devices, Surveillance Systems, and AI
for Women’s Wellbeing. IGI Global, 91–102. doi:10.4018/979-8-3693-3406-5.ch006

[47] Renee Shelby. 2023. Technology, Sexual Violence, and Power-Evasive Politics:
Mapping the Anti-Violence Sociotechnical Imaginary. Science, Technology, &
Human Values 48, 3 (2023), 552–581. doi:10.1177/01622439211046047

[48] Renee Shelby, Jenna Imad Harb, and Kathryn Henne. 2021. Whiteness in and
through Data Protection: An Intersectional Approach to Anti-Violence Apps and
#MeToo Bots. Internet Policy Review 10, 4 (2021). doi:10.14763/2021.4.1589

[49] Renee Marie Shelby. 2020. Techno-Physical Feminism: Anti-Rape Technology,
Gender, and Corporeal Surveillance. Feminist Media Studies 20, 8 (2020), 1088–
1109. doi:10.1080/14680777.2019.1662823

[50] Kate Sim. 2021. Respond and Resolve: A Critical Feminist Inquiry for Technologies
of Sexual Governance. Global Perspectives 2, 1 (2021). doi:10.1525/gp.2021.25434

[51] K. J. Sim. 2021. Sociotechnical Imaginaries of Safety and Reporting Technologies
in US Higher Education. Ph. D. Dissertation. University of Oxford. Retrieved
June 14, 2024 from https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:fa83792a-1943-45f8-9dd9-
09e6bb137f54

[52] Sarah W. Spencer and Caroline Masboungi. 2024. Artificial Intelligence
in Gender-Based Violence in Emergency Programming: Perils and Poten-
tials. Retrieved February 22, 2026 from https://knowledge.unicef.org/child-
protection/resource/artificial-intelligence-gender-based-violence-emergency-
programming-perils-and-potentials

[53] Sharifa Sultana, François Guimbretière, Phoebe Sengers, and Nicola Dell. 2018.
Design Within a Patriarchal Society: Opportunities and Challenges in Designing
for Rural Women in Bangladesh. In Proceedings of the 2018 CHI Conference on
Human Factors in Computing Systems (CHI ’18). 1–13. doi:10.1145/3173574.3174110

[54] Austin Toombs, Laura Devendorf, Patrick Shih, Elizabeth Kaziunas, David Nemer,
Helena Mentis, and Laura Forlano. 2018. Sociotechnical Systems of Care. In
Companion of the 2018 ACM Conference on Computer Supported Cooperative Work
and Social Computing (CSCW ’18 Companion). 479–485. doi:10.1145/3272973.
3273010

[55] Emily Tseng, Mehrnaz Sabet, Rosanna Bellini, Harkiran Kaur Sodhi, Thomas
Ristenpart, and Nicola Dell. 2022. Care Infrastructures for Digital Security in
Intimate Partner Violence. In Proceedings of the 2022 CHI Conference on Human
Factors in Computing Systems (CHI ’22). 1–20. doi:10.1145/3491102.3502038

[56] United Nations Development Programme. 2023. AI-Based Digital Assis-
tant Providing Information and Guidance on the Risk of Violence Against
Women, Girls and Adolescents (SARA). Retrieved December 2, 2025 from
https://www.undp.org/latin-america/digitalhub4/projects/ai-based-digital-
assistant-providing-information-and-guidance-risk-violence-against-women-
girls-and-adolescents

[57] Ana Valdivia. 2025. Data Ecofeminism. In Proceedings of the 2025 ACM Conference
on Fairness, Accountability, and Transparency (FAccT ’25). 391–403. doi:10.1145/
3715275.3732027

[58] Min Zhang, Arosha K Bandara, Gordon Rugg, Irum Rauf, Dilrukshi Gamage,
Bashar Nuseibeh, Silvia Podesta, Wanling Cai, and Sarah Robinson. 2026. So-
ciotechnical Imaginaries of Responsible Design: A Case for Mitigating Gender-
based Online Harm. (2026).

[59] Alesia Zhuk. 2023. Artificial Intelligence Impact on the Environment: Hid-
den Ecological Costs and Ethical-Legal Issues. 1 (eng), 4 (2023), 932–
954. https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/artificial-intelligence-impact-on-the-
environment-hidden-ecological-costs-and-ethical-legal-issues

https://doi.org/10.1145/3429360.3468203
https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3517629
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003136439
https://doi.org/10.1145/3715335.3735486
https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/cd74rdw90xjo
https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/cd74rdw90xjo
https://doi.org/10.4018/979-8-3693-3406-5.ch006
https://doi.org/10.1177/01622439211046047
https://doi.org/10.14763/2021.4.1589
https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2019.1662823
https://doi.org/10.1525/gp.2021.25434
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:fa83792a-1943-45f8-9dd9-09e6bb137f54
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:fa83792a-1943-45f8-9dd9-09e6bb137f54
https://knowledge.unicef.org/child-protection/resource/artificial-intelligence-gender-based-violence-emergency-programming-perils-and-potentials
https://knowledge.unicef.org/child-protection/resource/artificial-intelligence-gender-based-violence-emergency-programming-perils-and-potentials
https://knowledge.unicef.org/child-protection/resource/artificial-intelligence-gender-based-violence-emergency-programming-perils-and-potentials
https://doi.org/10.1145/3173574.3174110
https://doi.org/10.1145/3272973.3273010
https://doi.org/10.1145/3272973.3273010
https://doi.org/10.1145/3491102.3502038
https://www.undp.org/latin-america/digitalhub4/projects/ai-based-digital-assistant-providing-information-and-guidance-risk-violence-against-women-girls-and-adolescents
https://www.undp.org/latin-america/digitalhub4/projects/ai-based-digital-assistant-providing-information-and-guidance-risk-violence-against-women-girls-and-adolescents
https://www.undp.org/latin-america/digitalhub4/projects/ai-based-digital-assistant-providing-information-and-guidance-risk-violence-against-women-girls-and-adolescents
https://doi.org/10.1145/3715275.3732027
https://doi.org/10.1145/3715275.3732027
https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/artificial-intelligence-impact-on-the-environment-hidden-ecological-costs-and-ethical-legal-issues
https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/artificial-intelligence-impact-on-the-environment-hidden-ecological-costs-and-ethical-legal-issues

	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Aims, Objectives, and Contributions
	3 Related Work
	3.1 Sociotechnical Imaginaries and Safety Technologies
	3.2 Data Feminism and Data Ecofeminism
	3.3 Feminist HCI/STS and Care

	4 Method
	5 Three Provocations: "Promote Visibility of Environmental Impact"
	6 Conclusion
	References

