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(2007) also used his findings to shed light on the atrocities committed at Abu Ghraib, and he makes clear policy recom-
mendations for prison reforms. The evaluation research by Lawrence Sherman and Richard Berk (1984) on the police 
response to domestic violence provides an interesting cautionary tale about the uses of science. As you will recall from 
Chapter 2, the results of this field experiment indicated that those who were arrested were less likely to subsequently 
commit violent acts against their partners. Sherman (1992) explicitly cautioned police departments not to adopt 
mandatory arrest policies based solely on the results of the Minneapolis experiment, but the results were publicized in 
the mass media and encouraged many jurisdictions to change their policies (Binder & Meeker, 1993; Lempert, 1989). 
Although we now know that the original finding of a deterrent effect of arrest did not hold up in other cities where the 
experiment was repeated, Sherman (1992) later suggested that implementing mandatory arrest policies might have 
prevented some subsequent cases of spouse abuse. JoAnn Miller’s (2003) analysis of victims’ experiences and percep-
tions concerning their safety after the mandatory arrest experiment in Dade County, Florida, found that victims 
reported less violence if their abuser had been arrested (or assigned to a police-based counseling program called “Safe 
Streets”; Exhibit 3.8). Should this Dade County finding be publicized in the popular press so it could be used to improve 
police policies? What about the results of the other replication studies where arrest led to increased domestic assault? 
The answers to such questions are never easy.

Social scientists who conduct research on behalf of specific organizations may face additional difficulties when the 
organization, instead of the researcher, controls the final report and the publicity it receives. If organizational leaders 
decide that particular research results are unwelcome, the researcher’s desire to have findings used appropriately and 
reported fully can conflict with contractual obligations. Researchers can often anticipate such dilemmas in advance 
and resolve them when the contract for research is negotiated—or simply decline a particular research opportunity 
altogether. But other times, such problems come up only after a report has been drafted or the problems are ignored by 
a researcher who needs a job or needs to maintain particular professional relationships. These possibilities cannot be 
avoided entirely, but because of them, it is always important to acknowledge the source of research funding in reports 
and to consider carefully the sources of funding for research reports written by others.

The withholding of a beneficial treatment from some subjects also is a cause for ethical concern. Recall that the 
Sherman and Berk (1984) experiment required the random assignment of subjects to treatment conditions and thus 
had the potential of causing harm to the victims of domestic violence whose batterers were not arrested. The justifi-
cation for the study design, however, is quite persuasive: The researchers didn’t know prior to the experiment which 

Exhibit 3.8 Victim Reports of Violence Following Police Intervention
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Source: Adapted from Miller, J. (2003). An arresting experiment: Domestic violence victim experiences and perceptions. 
Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 18, 704.


