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This paper develops a critical theoretical framework for analyzing "Al for Good"
interventions addressing gender-based violence (GBV) from feminist and decolonial
perspectives. Current research reveals a tension between empirical evidence
suggesting artificial intelligence (Al)'s potential benefits for GBV interventions and
critical scholarship exposing how these technologies often reproduce harmful power
structures. The proposed theoretical framework bridges this divide by enabling rigorous
analysis of Al interventions that neither uncritically accepts technological solutionism nor
dismisses potential benefits.

The analytical framework is developed through three interconnected methodological
steps. First, | synthesize theoretical concepts from decolonial approaches to technology,
such as the colonial matrix of power (Quijano, 1992), data colonialism (Couldry &
Mejias, 2018), technocolonialism (Madianou, 2025), resistance and re-existense
(Ricaurte, 2023) and the pluriverse (Escobar, 2018); as well as from black, community
and decolonial feminism, such as the matrix of domination (Collins, 2002), the
modern/colonial gender system (Lugones, 2007), situated knowledges (Haraway, 1988),
the ethics of care (Gray & Witt, 2021), and cuerpo-territorio (Cabnal, 2010), to construct
analytical lenses appropriate for examining these technologies. Based on those
theoretical approaches, | conduct a critical discourse analysis (CDA), using Fairclough’s
(2013) proposal strengthened by feminist (Lazar, 2007) and decolonial (Maniglio &
Silva, 2021) approaches, of three corpora: (1) “Al for Good” literature, (2) existing Al
ethics and governance frameworks, and (3) meta-analyses of GBV interventions and
empirical studies. Finally, | operationalize the theoretical concepts based on the gaps
found through the CDA into a framework practical to analyze GBV and other “Al for
Good” interventions.

Recent empirical studies demonstrate several promising applications of Al to address
GBYV. Natural language processing techniques effectively classify GBV content in news
articles (Manzoor et al., 2022), Al-powered chatbots show potential for improving
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access to domestic violence support services (Izaguirre Choperena et al., 2024), and Al
approaches have demonstrated capacity to reduce judicial bias over medium to long
timeframes, though with mixed short-term effects (Javed and Li, 2025; Feldfeber et al.,
2022). However, these technological interventions exist within broader sociopolitical
contexts marked by historical power asymmetries and gender norms. Those conditions
permeate the funding, design, training and deployment of Al systems and have several
implications, from the consent of the data used for training (Zuboff, 2019) to the labor
conditions of the workers (Gray & Suri, 2019), the environmental impact of data centers
(Strubell et al., 2019), and their discriminating outputs (Benjamin, 2019; Noble, 2018).
The rapid proliferation of “Al for Good” interventions has occurred without adequate
critical examination of those implications. Given that their users and material enablers
are among the most vulnerable people, communities, and territories in the world, it is
especially imperative to assess the impacts of these interventions and put guardrails in
place to ensure their safety.

In this context, feminist and decolonial approaches to technological developments offer
analytical tools to examine critically the implications of such Al interventions. Decolonial
analyses expose how Al interventions often impose Eurocentric values over local
knowledge; what Madianou (2025) calls “technocolonialism,” Mohamed et al. (2020)
identify as “algorithmic coloniality”, and Ricaurte (2022) characterizes as a
“necro-technological model” perpetuating oppressive global hierarchies. Meanwhile,
feminist perspectives point to design choices that embed gender-based assumptions
and hierarchies, as demonstrated by Cookson et al., (2023), D'lgnazio and Klein's
(2020) and Costanza-Chock (2018) work on data feminism and design justice. These
critical lenses are particularly valuable for interrogating the 'Al for good' discourse,
which often function as the epistemological foundation through which the push for Al in
every aspect of our public and private lives is justified; and do so through the
examination of specific interventions.

The CDA showed that current hegemonic discourse and frameworks show significant
limitations in addressing these tensions. Regarding Al for good, what “good” means
depends on Global North actors and positions the Majority World as perpetually
requiring Northern technological salvation. Al ethics and governance frameworks focus
on algorithm performance or abstract notions of fairness, rather than on the relevance of
Al interventions, their relevance to the contexts or assigning specific accountability.
Those Al interventions aiming at addressing GBV dispossess this violence of its
structural character and transform it into data to be collected. Overall, technical
knowledge is privileged over the lived experiences of those affected.

The proposed theoretical framework addresses these findings through the lens of the
decolonial and feminist perspectives to provide a comprehensive approach for
analyzing Al interventions addressing GBV. The framework comprises four
interconnected analytical dimensions: (1) epistemic foundations; (2) material
infrastructure; (3) power distribution; and (4) transformative potential.

First, the epistemological dimension examines whose knowledge shapes these
interventions. Drawing on decolonial scholars’ call for epistemic diversity (Ricaurte,
2022; Escobar, 2018) and Haraway's (1988) situated knowledges, this dimension



interrogates how Al systems encode particular understandings of gender, violence,
social problems and appropriate solutions. It questions whether victim/survivor
epistemologies inform technologies without retraumatization or further exploitation.

Second, the material infrastructure dimension builds on Crawford’s (2021) work and
Madianou's (2025) concept of "infrastructuring" to examine the extractive processes
associated with Al interventions. This dimension analyzes who bears the environmental
and social costs and who benefits from them, with a special focus on the
victims/survivors' bodily and territorial autonomy, the ecological impacts, and the labor
relations that enable the intervention.

Third, the power distribution dimension builds on my previous work on feminist
decolonial approaches to Al governance (Mesa-Velez, 2025) to analyze how Al
interventions operate within and affect intersecting systems of oppression. This
dimension examines the decision-making processes, funding structures, and allocation
of accountability.

Finally, the transformative potential dimension draws on decolonial feminists’ call for
resistance and re-existence (Ricaurte, 2023) to examine whether the interventions
opens or closes possibilities for transformation. It looks closely into how “change” is
understood by those proposing the intervention, if the structural causes of the problem
are considered and if it creates conditions for alternative futures beyond the current
colonial, extractive, oppressive one.

This is certainly not the first attempt to address the interconnected systems of
oppression that are reproduced by artificial intelligence. Critical scholars, activists and
communities have proposed approaches such as the aforementioned “Data Feminism”
(D'lgnazio and Klein, 2020) and “Design justice” (Costanza-Chock, 2018), as well as the
“‘Decolonial Al Manyfesto” (Kirshnan et al., 2022), “Not my Al” (Varon & Pefia, 2022),
and “CARE Principles for Indigenous Data Governance” (Global Indigenous Data
Alliance, 2018). This is my attempt to address their collective concerns and proposals
with a single pragmatic tool that was developed through a rigorous methodology and
rich theoretical and political structure.

By developing this analytical framework, my hope is to generate new knowledge about
the sociotechnical assemblages through which Al interventions that intend to address
GBYV, in the broader “Al for Good” context, operate. This is also the first stage and
theoretical groundwork of a broader research project that enquires about the extent to
which Al can address social justice issues such as GBV. The framework will be applied
to various cases across the Majority World in the next stage. The larger project aims to
reimagine technological engagement with gender-based violence that centers survivor
knowledge, community sovereignty, and transformative justice rather than technological
solutionism.
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