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specific measurement procedures for marital and employment status were not discussed, and no attempt was made 
to determine whether they captured adequately the concept of informal social control.

Three hypotheses were stated and also related to the larger theoretical framework and prior research [8]. The 
study design focused on the behavior of individuals [11] and collected data over time, including records indicating 
subsequent assault up to 6 months after the initial arrest [12]. The project’s experimental design was used appropri-
ately to test for the causal effect of arrest on recidivism [13]. The research project involved all eligible cases, rather than 
a sample of cases, but there were a number of eligibility criteria that narrowed the ability to generalize these results to 
the entire population of domestic assault cases in the Metro-Dade area or elsewhere [14]. There is a brief discussion 
ofthe 92 eligible cases that were not given the treatment to which they were assigned, but it does not clarify the reasons 
for the misassignment [15].

The Research Findings and Conclusion. Pate and Hamilton’s (1992) analysis of the Metro-Dade experiment 
was motivated by concern with effect of social context because the replications in other cities of the original Minneapolis 
domestic violence experiment had not had consistent results [19]. Their analysis gave strong support to the expectation 
that informal social control processes are important: As they had hypothesized, arrest had a deterrent effect on suspects 
who were employed but not on those who were unemployed (see Exhibit A.5). However, marital status had no such 
effect [20]. The subsequent discussion of these findings gives no attention to the implications of the lack of support for 
the effect of marital status [21], but the study represents an important improvement over earlier research that had not 
examined informal sanctions [22]. The need for additional research is highlighted, and the importance of the findings 
for social policy are discussed: Pate and Hamilton suggest that their finding that arrest deters only those who have 
something to lose (e.g., a job) must be taken into account when policing policies are established [23].

Overall, the Pate and Hamilton (1992) study represents an important contribution to understanding how informal 
social control processes influence the effectiveness of formal sanctions such as arrest. Although the use of a population of 
actual spouse assault cases precluded the use of very sophisticated measures of informal social control, the experimen-
tal design of the study and the researchers’ ability to interpret the results in the context of several comparable experiments 
distinguishes this research as exceptionally worthwhile. It is not hard to understand why these studies continue to 
stimulate further research and ongoing policy discussions.

Exhibit A.5 Percentage of Suspects With a Subsequent Assault by Employment 
Status and Arrest Status

7.1

12.3

16.7

6.2

0

5

10

15

20

Unemployed Employed

P
er

ce
n

t 
W

it
h

 a
 S

u
b

se
q

u
en

t 
A

ss
au

lt

No Arrest No ArrestArrest Arrest


