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mediating the conflict (Sherman & Berk, 1984). The Minneapolis Domestic 
Violence Experiment, as it was called, had a tremendous impact on public policy in 
that following publication of the initial findings, most jurisdictions enacted manda-
tory arrest or preferred arrest policies. These policies either require or encourage 
officers to arrest the individual they believe is the perpetrator if there is probable 
cause, regardless of whether the officers witnessed the offense and even if the vic-
tim does not want the perpetrator arrested. However, subsequent studies in six 
cities to replicate the Minneapolis experiment—collectively known as the Spouse 
Assault Replication Program (SARP)—produced more equivocal findings (Maxwell, 
Garner, & Fagan, 2002). These studies showed that arrest was only an effective 
deterrent for some subgroups of perpetrators. Specifically, those perpetrators who 
had a “high stake in conformity”—that is, had a good deal to lose by being arrested 
for IPV (e.g., their jobs)—were more likely to be deterred from re-assaulting their 
partners, while perpetrators who had a “low stake in conformity” (e.g., were unem-
ployed, unmarried, had a previous criminal record) were unlikely to be deterred 
from re-assaulting their partners by being arrested (S. Miller, Iovanni, & Kelley, 
2011; Sherman et al., 1992). These findings led to the conclusion that while arrest 
generally has a stronger deterrent effect than separating the partners or mediating 
the conflict, other factors, such as the perpetrator’s criminal history, play a bigger 
role in determining likelihood of re-assault (Maxwell et  al., 2002). Nevertheless, 
arrest remains the typical outcome when police respond to an IPV call.

We noted in Chapter 8 that victims sometimes do not want their partners arrested 
because it may have negative consequences for them and their children (e.g., they fear 
the perpetrator will retaliate against them, or they don’t want to lose the perpetrator’s 
wages). Victims often call the police not because they want the perpetrator arrested and 
jailed, but because they want help making the abuse occurring in that moment stop 
(Goodmark, 2012). Mandatory and preferred arrest policies have also resulted in a 
dramatic increase in the number of women arrested for IPV perpetration (see Box 9.2), 
which may eventually deter them from calling the police during an IPV episode.

Box 9.2  The Problem of Dual Arrests

One of the unanticipated consequences of mandatory and preferred arrest laws was a dramatic 
increase in the number of women arrested for IPV perpetration. Sometimes women are arrested as the 
sole perpetrator, but more often, it appears, police arrest both intimate partners, a practice known as 
dual arrest (DeLeon-Granados, Wells, & Binsbacher, 2006; Hirschel, Buzawa, Pattavina, Faggiani, & 
Reuland, 2007; S. Miller, 2005). As we noted earlier, men and women usually have different motiva-
tions for using force against their intimate partners: men are more often motivated by a desire to 
maintain control over their partner, whereas women more often act in defense of themselves or their 
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