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This thesis examines how different domestic violence arrest policies influence the distribution of intimate partner violence (IPV)-related homicide cases when taking into account race and socioeconomic status. To answer my research questions, I conduct a mixed methods analysis using a 27-state sample from the Center for Disease Control (CDC)’s National Violent Death Reporting System between 2003-2015 alongside interview data that I collected from five relevant professionals in North Carolina. The results of the statistical analysis show a statistically significant relationship between race, socioeconomic status, and domestic violence arrest policies. Descriptive statistics show that black women and American Indian/Alaskan Native women are over represented amongst IPV-related homicide cases whereas white women and women are underrepresented within the sample. Additionally, women with less than or equal to a high school education are over represented within the sample whereas women with some college education or beyond are underrepresented. Findings of this study aim to create a more nuanced discussion around the effectiveness of domestic violence arrest policies with hopes of informing policy makers of ways in which they can create more effective interventionist policies for black women and poor women who experience domestic violence.
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On June 18th of 2017, Charleena Lyles— a black mother of three who was pregnant with her fourth child—called the Seattle Police department for help after an attempted burglary in her apartment, one of many homes for formerly homeless people and families. Before arriving to the scene, Lyles was considered dangerous due to her mental health diagnosis and her history of interactions with the Seattle court system involving her abusive ex-partner (Thompson 2017). Upon arrival to the scene, Charleena Lyles was killed with seven bullets by two white police officers. Before law enforcement arrived, she was presumed a criminal. Though it may seem anomalous, the experience of Charleena Lyles is not uncommon. A 2017 report by the Insititute for Women’s Policy Research noted that not only are Black women more likely to be killed by an intimate partner than other races and ethnicities, but Black women who experience domestic violence—especially low income Black women—are also more likely to be criminalized (Childers, DuMonthier, and Milli 2017).
Intersectionality is a theory coined by Kimberlé Crenshaw that argues insitutions of power interconnect to create a complex and overlapping system of advantage and disadvantage (Crenshaw 1991). Misogynoir specifically is a term that is derived from Crenshaw’s intersectionality and was coined by queer Black feminist scholar Moya Bailey that describes the specific actions of racism and misogyny that shape Black women’s lives (Bailey 2016; Bristol 2017). These theories are important to keep in mind when discussing the unique ways in which Black women are criminalized, making them even more vulnerable when they experience domestic violence. 
According to a 2016 report conducted by the Vera Institute of Justice, 77% of incarcerated women have experienced partner violence at some point in their lives (Swavola et al. 2016). Additionally, even though Black women make up 12.7% of the US adult female population, they represent 44% of incarcerated women (Swavola et al. 2016). These statistics are not mutually exclusive, and result, in part, from the increased criminalization of domestic violence over the past few decades. When the 1994 Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) was passed under the broader Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act, it was a big victory for women’s rights movements and groups looking to end violence against women (Davis, 1978; Lehrner & Allen, 2009). It was the first U.S. federal legislation designed to acknowledge and address domestic violence and sexual assault as crimes with subsequent consequences. One of the more profound provisions to come from the act were mandatory arrest policies.
Mandatory arrest policies mandate that if the police get a call about domestic violence, whether it be the person experiencing the violence, the perpetrator, or some unknown third party, they have to make an arrest (Hirschel, 2008). This policy regarding increased criminalization of domestic violence is one favored under carceral feminism, or discourse surrounding violence against women (although not exclusively) that advocates for increased policing, prosecution, and imprisonment as a primary solution to violence against women (Bernstein, 2012, Bumiller 2009, Braithwaite and Daly 1998). 
This outlook, however, is debated. Several Black feminist scholars have argued against this logic, claiming that relying on the criminal justice system has done nothing but further harm Black women who experience domestic violence due to the social construction of Black women as criminals—not the ideal victims—and therefore, do not deserve government protection (Crenshaw 1991; Hill Collins 2000). My research provides evidence of some of the shortcomings in the logic of carceral feminism in examining how the interaction of domestic violence and racism has and will continue to leave Black women who experience domestic violence unprotected by the very law, ostensibly, designed to do the opposite. 
I ask several research questions to explore the relationship between race, class, and domestic violence arrest policies. The first set of questions I ask are: 1) To what extent are Intimate Partner Violence (IPV)- related homicide rates influenced by the presence of mandatory arrest policies? 2) Are we better able to predict IPV-related homicide rates by accounting not only for policy, but also for race and socioeconomic status of states’ residents? The second set of questions I ask are: 1) To what extent does discretionary domestic violence policy influence IPV-related homicide rates in North Carolina? 2) What is the role of race and class? In order to answer my research questions, I will conduct a mixed methods intersectional (cross-racial and cross-socioeconomic) analysis of IPV-related homicide rates using the CDC’s National Violent Death Reporting System database. To answer my second set of questions, I execute a case study of North Carolina’s arrest laws related to domestic violence, with hopes of not only better understanding the discretionary stance that precedes whether or not an arrest is made, but also determining amongst professionals’ responses if there are any racially biased policies in place that further disenfranchise Black women who experience domestic violence. I have three hypotheses. First, I expect there will be a higher rate of IPV-related homicide rates in states with mandatory arrest policies. Second, in comparison to white women, I predict that Black women will be disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicide rates in states with mandatory arrest policies. And in comparison, to women with education attainment levels of some college or more, women with less than or equal to a high school education will be disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicides in states with mandatory arrest policies. Finally, for the discretionary arrest policy in North Carolina, while I expect to see similar racial and socioeconomic patterns amongst the distribution of IPV-related homicide cases for the state as described in my second hypothesis, I use an inductive approach to understand the nature of discretionary arrest policies in North Carolina through interview data.
The greater debate around the criminalization of domestic violence via domestic violence arrest policies has been reflected in Public Policy through Helen Ingram and Anne Schneider’s (1993) social construction of target populations theory. They argue that the social construction of different groups influences not only public policy agendas but also the selection of policy tools and means of justifying policy decisions that benefit certain groups while punishing others. In their updated 2005 text, Deserving and Entitled: Social Constructions and Public Policy, Ingram and Schneider take a more intersectional approach by highlighting the work of Dionne Bensonsmith. Bensonsmith argues that the Moynihan Report’s intent to pathologize poor Black people (namely poor Black women’s “uncontrollable sexuality”) served as one of the key elements in justifying government policy responses that marked Black communities (especially Black women) as undeserving of government aid in the form of various welfare policies and beyond. Specifically, Bensonsmith claims that this report and subsequent policies resulting from it helped to serve as a marker on American family values—and that stereotypes of Black women and their families would never fit within that paradigm. These theoretical frameworks—the social construction of target populations and intersectionality—help to better contextualize the policy issue at hand. Who do mandatory arrest policies work for, if at all? If Black women (and poor Black women) are constructed as deviants in American society—making them what Ingram and Schneider would argue as being one of the least powerful and the most overburdened socially constructed groups—then it is reasonable to assume that mandatory arrest policies will not benefit Black women and poor Black women to the same extent as their white counterparts. 
Overall, this thesis will fill in gaps in existing literature of mandatory arrest policies, largely because I take an intersectional approach for this research endeavor. In assessing to what extent these domestic violence arrest policies influence the racial and socioeconomic distribution of IPV-related homicide rates, this research study will yield some additional considerations when examining the effectiveness of mandatory arrest policies for women who experience domestic violence. The structure of this thesis will include an extensive literature review followed by a methods section, a quantitative data analysis, a qualitative analysis, and a conclusion section with research guidelines moving forward.
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        	This chapter will explore the existing literature around domestic violence, beginning with a background of Mandatory Arrest Policies and the initial justification of the policy. Next, this chapter will explore the language surrounding Mandatory Arrest Statutes and the implications of those policies with regards to how they are enforced on the state level. Following that will be a discussion and analysis of the intersections between race, stereotypes about black women, and domestic violence arrest policies. Building on that will be an analysis of the intersections between class and domestic violence arrest policies, including the influence of poor communities’ relationships with law enforcement. The chapter will conclude by analyzing missing links in current literature and how that will influence the data analysis in Chapter 4 and 5.
[bookmark: _Toc511003710][bookmark: _Toc511003996][bookmark: _Toc511605727][bookmark: _Toc512433853][bookmark: _Toc512434304]Background and Initial Justification of Mandatory Arrest Policies
        	Mandatory Arrest laws are generally defined as laws wherein the arresting police officer is required to make an arrest, without a warrant, if they believe an act of domestic violence has occurred (Smith, 2014).[footnoteRef:1]A primary justification for enacting mandatory arrest policies is based on a singular case study called the Minneapolis Domestic Violence Experiment, which was funded by the National Institute of Justice (Sherman and Berk, 1984). This experiment, done over seventeen months during 1981 and 1982, was designed so that 51 patrol officers in the Minneapolis Police Department were randomly assigned to respond to existing misdemeanor assault calls (which make up the bulk of domestic violence calls) by doing one of three things: sending the abuser away for eight hours, providing advice and mediation of disputes, or making an arrest (Sherman and Berk, 1984). After conducting interviews in a six-month follow-up period with victims and offenders alongside official records, it was determined that among the total 330 cases done, arrest was the most effective police response in reducing rates of offenders re-offending (Sherman and Berk, 1984). Thus, given the results of this study, the purpose of mandatory arrest policies is to prevent perpetrators of domestic violence from re-offending. [1:  Domestic violence is defined by the United States Department of Justice as “a pattern of abusive behavior in any relationship that is used by one partner to gain or maintain power and control over another intimate partner.  Domestic violence can be physical, sexual, emotional, economic, or psychological actions or threats of actions that influence another person. This includes any behaviors that intimidate, manipulate, humiliate, isolate, frighten, terrorize, coerce, threaten, blame, hurt, injure, or wound someone”(“Domestic Violence”). Typically, research differentiates this from IPV, which can be defined as “any behavior within an intimate relationship that causes physical, psychological or sexual harm to those in the relationship, including acts of physical aggression, sexual coercion, psychological abuse and controlling behaviors” (Krug, 2002). For the purposes of this paper—due to definitions of variables in the quantitative dataset—domestic violence and intimate partner violence will be used interchangeably. 
] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Given the methodology of the study, there are certainly questions of how effective the arrests were. One limitation of the study is the small sample size. The specific geographic location of the study may not be applicable on a large scale with different demographics of not only departments, but also the people they serve. Another issue with the small sample size is that it that there are varying state policies that could affect policing on a more local scale such as funding for police departments. Another limitation of the study is that the researchers determined that re-offending did not occur with only their analysis of interviews and looking at police records, but it is possible that there could have been response bias present in the interviews with victims and perpetrators. For example, if a victim feared violence and future retaliation of an angry abusive partner after returning from jail (abusers were only required to be in jail overnight), they could have decided not to report again for safety reasons. Lastly, the methodology of the study involved the women being contacted every two weeks for twenty-four weeks after the initial incident to conduct follow-up interviews, so it is possible that some sort of treatment effect could have occurred. That is, in checking in with both parties constantly, it could have mitigated instances of violence that would have otherwise continued without such constant police observation.
        	Even though mandatory arrest policies were not addressed on the federal level until the Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) was passed, local police departments in Dallas, TX, Houston, TX, Washington D.C., and New York City, NY implemented mandatory arrest policies in response to the Minneapolis experiment (Associated Press, 1984; LeMoyne, 1984; Schmidt and Sherman, 1993). Soon after, more states including Nevada (1985) and Louisiana (1985), enacted mandatory arrest laws (Zeoli et. al. 2011).
During the 1970s and 1980s, women’s rights movements—such as the Battered Women’s Movement in the United States—were pushed to make domestic violence a public issue rather than the private scope it was framed as in public discourse (Schechter 1982). As a result, the few states that worked to design legislation around domestic violence often did so to clarify the discretionary stance that law enforcement could take when responding to domestic violence calls; they could arrest if they felt that it was appropriate (i.e. clear evidence of physical assault is present), but they did not legally have to (Zeoli et. al. 2011). Some of these states currently include Idaho (1979), Hawaii (1980), Kentucky (1980), and Minnesota (1978)—to name a few (Zeoli et. al. 2011). Other states enacted legislation around domestic violence in which making an arrest after getting domestic violence calls was not legally required but preferred by the state (Zeoli et. al. 2011). These statutes are considered more discretionary than mandatory arrest statutes, but less so than discretionary statutes in place in other states at that time. These more vague statutes are in states like New Hampshire (1979), Wyoming (1987), and Montana (1991) (Zeoli et. al. 2011). Table 1 below demonstrates information about arrest policies for the 27 states that are analyzed in this study.
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	[bookmark: _Toc511003712]State 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003713]Statute 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003714]Year the statute was implemented 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003715]Phrase of arrest authority
	[bookmark: _Toc511003716]Time limit for warrantless arrest to occur
	[bookmark: _Toc511003717]Reporting Requirements for no or dual arrest 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003718]Alabama
	Code of Ala. §15-10-3 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003719]1989
	[bookmark: _Toc511003720]May arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003721]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003722]No 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003723]Alaska*
	Alaska Stat. §18.65.530 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003724]1996
	Shall arrest

	[bookmark: _Toc511003725]12hours
	[bookmark: _Toc511003726]Yes

	[bookmark: _Toc511003727]Arizona*
	[bookmark: _Toc511003728]A.R.S. §13-3601 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003729]1991
	[bookmark: _Toc511003730]May Arrest and Shall Arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003731]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003732]No 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003733]Arkansas
	A.C.A. §16-81-113 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003734]1991
	[bookmark: _Toc511003735]May arrest and “Arrest . . . shall be considered the preferred action” 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003736]4 hours; 12 hours if physical injury 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003737]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003738]California 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003739]Cal. Pen. Code §836 
	1997
	May arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003740]As soon as probable cause arises 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003741]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003742]Colorado*
	C.R.S. §18-6-803.6 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003743]1994
	[bookmark: _Toc511003744]Shall arrest

	[bookmark: _Toc511003745]Without undue delay 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003746]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003747]Connecticut*

	Con. Gen. Stat. §46b-38b 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003748]1986
	[bookmark: _Toc511003749]Shall arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003750]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003751]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003752]Delaware 
	11 Del C. §1904 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003753]1984
	[bookmark: _Toc511003754]“Arrest is …lawful” 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003755]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003756]No 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003757]Florida 
	Fla. Stat. §741.29; Fla. Stat. §901.15 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003758]1992
	[bookmark: _Toc511003759]May arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003760]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003761]Yes

	[bookmark: _Toc511003762]Georgia*
	O.C.G.A. §17-4-20 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003763]1981
	[bookmark: _Toc511003764]“Arrest…may be made”
	[bookmark: _Toc511003765]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003766]Yes

	[bookmark: _Toc511003767]Hawaii*
	H.R.S. §709-906 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003768]1980
	[bookmark: _Toc511003769]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003770]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003771]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003772]Idaho
	Idaho Code §19-603 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003773]1979
	[bookmark: _Toc511003774]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003775]On immediate response to a report of a crime 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003776]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003777]Illinois 
	725 ILCS 5/ 112A-30 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003778]1993
	“Shall . . . use all reasonable means
. . ., including: arrest the abusing party”g 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003779]Immediately
	[bookmark: _Toc511003780]Yes

	[bookmark: _Toc511003781]Indiana
	Burns Ind. Code Ann. §35-33-1-1 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003782]2000
	[bookmark: _Toc511003783]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003784]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003785]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003786]Iowa
	Iowa Code §236.12; Iowa Code §804.7 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003787]1986
	[bookmark: _Toc511003788]May Arrest and Shall Arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003789]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003790]No

	State 
	Statute 
	Year the statute was implemented 
	Phrase of arrest authority
	Time limit for warrantless arrest to occur
	Reporting Requirements for no or dual arrest 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003791]Kansas*
	[bookmark: _Toc511003792]K.S.A. §22.2307j 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003793]1992
	[bookmark: _Toc511003794]“Policies shall include . . . a statement directing that the officers shall make an arrest . . .” 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003795]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003796]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003797]Kentucky*
	K.R.S. §431.005 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003798]1980
	[bookmark: _Toc511003799]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003800]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003801]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003802]Louisiana
	La. R.S. §46:2140 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003803]1985
	[bookmark: _Toc511003804]“Shall…use all reasonable means . . ., including arresting the abusive party”g 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003805]Immediately
	[bookmark: _Toc511003806]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003807]Maine 
	19-A M.R.S. §4012 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003808]1980
	[bookmark: _Toc511003809]Shall Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003810]Immediately
	[bookmark: _Toc511003811]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003812]Maryland*
	[bookmark: _Toc511003813]MD. Crim. Proc. Code §2-204 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003814]1986
	[bookmark: _Toc511003815]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003816]Report to Police must be made within 48 h of incident to allow warrantless arrest 
	

	[bookmark: _Toc511003817]Massachussetts* 
	ALM GL ch. 209A §6 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003818]1988
	“Arrest shall be the preferred response” 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003819]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003820]Yes—dual only 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003821]Michigan*
	MLCS §764.15a 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003822]1978
	[bookmark: _Toc511003823]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003824]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003825]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003826]Minnesota*
	Minn. Stat. §629.341 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003827]1978
	[bookmark: _Toc511003828]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003829]24 hours
	[bookmark: _Toc511003830]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003831]Mississippi 
	Miss. Code Ann. §99-3-7
	[bookmark: _Toc511003832]1995
	[bookmark: _Toc511003833]Shall Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003834]24 hours
	[bookmark: _Toc511003835]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003836]Missouri
	§455.085 R.S.Mo 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003837]1989
	[bookmark: _Toc511003838]May Arrest and Shall Arrest 
	No for may authority; 12 hours after first police visit for shall authority 
	Yes for may authority

	[bookmark: _Toc511003839]Montana
	Mont. Code Ann. §46- 6-311 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003840]1991
	“Arrest is the preferred response” 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003841]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003842]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003843]Nebraska
	R.R.S. Neb. §29-404.02 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003844]1989
	[bookmark: _Toc511003845]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003846]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003847]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003848]Nevada
	
	
	
	
	

	State 
	Statute 
	Year the statute was implemented 
	Phrase of arrest authority
	Time limit for warrantless arrest to occur
	Reporting Requirements for no or dual arrest 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003849]New Hampshire* 
	R.S.A. 594:10
	[bookmark: _Toc511003850]1979
	“Arrest . . . is lawful” 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003851]12 hours 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003852]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003853]New Jersey*
	N.J. Stat. §2C:25-21 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003854]1991
	[bookmark: _Toc511003855]May Arrest and Shall Arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003856]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003857]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003858]New Mexico*
	N.M. Stat. Ann. §40- 13-7 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003859]1987
	[bookmark: _Toc511003860]“Shall be required to take whatever steps are reasonably necessary…,including…arrest the alleged perpetrator”
	[bookmark: _Toc511003861]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003862]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003863]New York*
	[bookmark: _Toc511003864]N.Y.C.L.S.C.P.L. §140.10
	[bookmark: _Toc511003865]1996
	[bookmark: _Toc511003866]Shall Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003867]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003868]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003869]North Carolina*
	[bookmark: _Toc511003870]N.C. Gen. Stat. §15A- 401
	[bookmark: _Toc511003871]1991
	[bookmark: _Toc511003872]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003873]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003874]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003875]North Dakota 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003876]N.D. Cent. Code §14- 07.1-10
	[bookmark: _Toc511003877]1995
	[bookmark: _Toc511003878]“Arresting the person is the appropriate response” 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003879]12 hours after determination of probable cause 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003880]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003881]Ohio*
	[bookmark: _Toc511003882]O.R.C.Ann. §2935.03; O.R.C.Ann §2935.032 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003883]1995
	“Preferred course of action” and shall arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003884]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003885]Yes

	[bookmark: _Toc511003886]Oklahoma 
	22 Okl. St. §40.3 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003887]1987
	[bookmark: _Toc511003888]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003889]72 hours
	[bookmark: _Toc511003890]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003891]Oregon*
	ORS §133.055 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003892]1978
	[bookmark: _Toc511003893]Shall Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003894]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003895]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003896]Pennsylvania 
	18 Pa.C.S. §2711 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003897]1986
	[bookmark: _Toc511003898]“Shall have the same right of arrest without a warrant as in a felony ...” 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003899]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003900]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003901]Rhode Island*
	R.I Gen. Laws §12- 29-3 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003902]1988
	[bookmark: _Toc511003903]Shall Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003904]24 hours
	[bookmark: _Toc511003905]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003906]South Carolina* 
	S.C. Code Ann. §16- 25-70 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003907]1995
	[bookmark: _Toc511003908]May Arrest and Must Arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003909]Freshly committed 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003910]Yes—dual only 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003911]South Dakota 
	S.D. Codified Laws §23A-3-2.1 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003912]1989
	[bookmark: _Toc511003913]Shall Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003914]48 hours
	[bookmark: _Toc511003915]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003916]Tennessee 
	Ten.CodeAnn.§36- 3-619 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003917]1995
	“Preferred response . . . is arrest” 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003918]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003919]Yes

	[bookmark: _Toc511003920]Texas
	Tex. Code Crim. Proc. art.14.03 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003921]1989
	[bookmark: _Toc511003922]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003923]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003924]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003925]Utah*
	Utah Code Ann. §77- 36-2.2 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003926]1995
	[bookmark: _Toc511003927]Shall Arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003928]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003929]Yes

	State 
	Statute 
	Year the statute was implemented 
	Phrase of arrest authority
	Time limit for warrantless arrest to occur
	Reporting Requirements for no or dual arrest 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003930]Vermont*
	V.R.Cr.P. Rule 3
	[bookmark: _Toc511003931]1985
	[bookmark: _Toc511003932]May Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003933]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003934]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003935]Virginia*
	[bookmark: _Toc511003936]Va. Code Ann. §19.2- 81.3
	[bookmark: _Toc511003937]1997
	[bookmark: _Toc511003938]May Arrest and Shall Arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003939]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003940]Yes

	[bookmark: _Toc511003941]Washington
	[bookmark: _Toc511003942]Rev. Code Wash §10.31.100 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003943]1995
	[bookmark: _Toc511003944]Shall Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003945]4 hours
	[bookmark: _Toc511003946]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003947]West Virginia 
	W.Va. Code §48-27- 1002 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003948]1994
	[bookmark: _Toc511003949]Has authority to arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003950]No
	[bookmark: _Toc511003951]No

	[bookmark: _Toc511003952]Wisconsin*
	Wis. Stat. §968.075(3) 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003953]1989
	[bookmark: _Toc511003954]Shall Arrest
	[bookmark: _Toc511003955]Report to police must be made within 28 days of incident to allow warrantless arrest 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003956]Yes—no arrest only 

	[bookmark: _Toc511003957]Wyoming
	[bookmark: _Toc511003958]Wyo. Stat. §7-20-102; §35-21-107 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003959]1987
	[bookmark: _Toc511003960]May arrest and “May take whatever steps are . . . necessary. . . including: arresting the abusing household member”g 
	[bookmark: _Toc511003961]24 hours
	[bookmark: _Toc511003962]No


 
* states within the CDC dataset 
Source:  Table 1 in Journal of Interpersonal Violence; Zeoli, A. M., Norris, A., & Brenner, H.
 (2011). A summary and analysis of warrantless arrest statutes for domestic violence in the United States, pg. 2816-2824
 
Considered to be a huge victory for the Battered Women’s Movement as well as a greater political shift in creating a more punitive criminal justice system—as opposed to a rehabilitative system—the 1994 Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) became enacted under the broader Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act (Buzawa and Buzawa 1993, Davis 1978, Lehrner & Allen, 2009, Schechter 1982, Zeoli et. al. 2011). It was the first U.S. federal legislation designed to acknowledge and address domestic violence and sexual assault as crimes with subsequent consequences. Some federal legislation to come from the passing of this act include mandatory arrest laws, full faith and credit requirements for protection orders, and funding for domestic violence services. With regards to mandatory arrest policies specifically, VAWA created a multi-million dollar budget to be allocated to states and police departments that adopted mandatory arrest laws (Fedders 1997). This act led to sweeping state changes in arrest policies; though as of 2011, 30 states still do not have mandatory arrest policies in place (Zeoli et. al.).
[bookmark: _Toc511003963][bookmark: _Toc511003997][bookmark: _Toc511605728][bookmark: _Toc512433854][bookmark: _Toc512434305]Language Surrounding Mandatory Arrest Statutes

Much of the contention amongst policy makers, lawyers, scholars, law enforcement, and domestic violence advocates over the effectiveness of mandatory arrest policies concerns the discretion of officers. Zeoli et. al. (2011) provide a thorough explanation of the legal ambiguity of statutes defining arrest policies for domestic violence. Instead of just looking at whether the phrasing of a statute is discretionary, preferred arrest, or mandatory arrest, Zeoli et al. (2011) also highlight four other elements to take into consideration.  The first concern is whether additional factors of domestic violence need to be present and evidenced for the officer to trigger the arrest authority. Some of these factors may include injury, use of a deadly weapon, or rarely—mention of illegal sexual contact. The second is analyzing what qualifications are required for the authority to make an arrest. An example of a qualification that may be helpful when determining whether an arrest is appropriate is if the responding officer has received any sensitivity training in responding to crisis situations such as domestic violence. The vast majority of states (39 out of 50) do not state additional qualifications needed in order to make an arrest.
The third element to take into account is the time limits for a warrantless arrest. Thirty-three states did not have a time limit mentioned in the statute, but of the 18 states that did, times ranged from immediately to 48 hours after the incident occurred. Washington was an exception of allowing up to 28 days after the incident. The timing in which an arrest can be made is important for four reasons. One reason is because the perpetrators of domestic violence may flee before the police arrive. Feder (1996) found that roughly half of all perpetrators were absent when police arrived, making it hard for police to make an arrest within the time allotted.[footnoteRef:2] Timing of arrest is also important because there are potential safety concerns for the victim should the perpetrator decide to retaliate after police leave and the ability to collect accurate evidence diminishes over time. [2:  The study is in a sample size of 189 police reports from 1992 in a large district of South Florida.
] 

Lastly, the fourth element examines whether police officers are required to report why they eithermade a dual or no arrest. Dual arrests are defined as arrests in which both parties are arrested during a domestic violence call, typically because the arresting officer cannot distinguish who the primary aggressor is. Only 11 states are required within their statutes to make reports about why they made a dual arrest or no arrest at all. Zeoli et al. (2011) argue that requirements to report and explain why an officer made an arrest or not can discourage dual arrests because it puts more pressure on arresting officers to justify their decisions (Zeoli et al. 2011). Conversely, in the case of Wisconsin, it encourages arrests because officers must justify why they did not make an arrest in the domestic violence case (Zeoli et al. 2011).
Though not widespread, dual arrests are controversial and are often used as a marker in research studies to gage what some of the unintended consequences of mandatory arrest policies are. Daniel Hirschel and his colleagues (2007) find that the presence of mandatory arrest policies leads to higher rates of dual arrests. In fact, there are a few concerns with dual arrests. One primary concern is that instances of retraumatization can occur (Haviland et. al., 2001; Dixon and Allard, 2001). If a victim is being arrested after seeking out help, it can have negative effects, including the potential for less reporting in the future. Furthermore, if the victim is a parent, they can lose custody of their children (Saunders 2007). Even if charges are not brought against the victim, it can discourage them from seeking help or reporting instances of domestic violence in the future for fear of perpetrator retaliation (Iyengar 2009). Another unintended consequence is racial bias. A 2001 New York City study on the prevalence of dual arrests found that 66% of survivors that had been arrested with their abusers were African-American even though Blacks in New York City only compromised 15.88% of the population according to 2000 census data (U.S. Census Bureau 2002; Haviland et. al., 2001).
[bookmark: _Toc511003964][bookmark: _Toc511003998][bookmark: _Toc511605729][bookmark: _Toc512433855][bookmark: _Toc512434306]Race and Domestic Violence

We cannot fully understand the impact and effectiveness of arrest policies and domestic violence without considering the role of race and gender. Aside from disproportionate representation of African-Americans in prison, a vast body of literature also reveals racial bias in policing with not only treatment of African Americans, but negative attitudes about the Black communities from law enforcement in general (Fridell et. al. 2001, Goff and Kahn 2012, Nellis 2016). Current political context and discourse with regards to policing and discrimination has highlighted instances of police brutality especially in predominately Black communities. Concordantly, trust towards law enforcement is lower in Black communities in comparison to white communities (Lee and Gibbs 2015, Miller 2008, Webb 1995). A Gallup Poll with aggregate results from surveys between 2011-2014 found that only 39% of Black respondents have a lot confidence in police in comparison to 59% of white respondents (Newport 2014). Additionally, there tend to be slower police response times in Black neighborhoods, especially poor Black neighborhoods (Miller 2009). All of these factors are important when taking into account reporting domestic violence in Black communities because a community’s relationship with law enforcement impacts how much they may rely on police as a resource when seeking help.
[bookmark: _Toc511003965][bookmark: _Toc511003999][bookmark: _Toc511605730][bookmark: _Toc512433856][bookmark: _Toc512434307]Who Deserves Help? The Ideal Domestic Violence Victim

When it comes to mandatory arrest policies, aside from the presentation of physical evidence of harm, police officers are expected to have an intuitive understanding of what a model domestic violence victim looks like (Haviland et. al., 2001). White women are more frequently seen as innocent and worthy of help than Black women and therefore have more access to interventionist policies not limited to police protection (via removal of the primary aggressor) offered under mandatory arrest policies (Morrison, 2006). Being the perfect or ideal victim has always been socially constructed around fragile, white womanhood (Martinson, 2008). Legal advocate Madiba Dennie (2016) explains:
The perfect victim is white. She’s middle class. She’s heterosexual and cisgender. She’s able-bodied and has no history of mental illness. In accordance with the archetypes of white femininity, the perfect victim is both deserving of and dependent on others’ protection. And to that end, she calls the police. This is simply not a realistic option for Black women... A Black woman is regarded as so emotionally and physically strong she cannot truly be abused; so sexually available that she cannot be raped; so angry and emasculating that she cannot be blameless; or so untrustworthy that her account cannot be believed.

This account of differing experiences for Black and white women who face abuse is well explained by the social construction of target groups theory. This theory argues that the creation of hegemonic ideas of certain target groups has a strong influence on policy agendas and the design of public policy (Ingram and Schneider, 1993). Specifically, there are pressures for public officials to create beneficial policies for powerful and positively constructed target groups and to conversely, create punitive-oriented policies for negatively constructed groups (Schneider and Ingram, 1993). Even though it is questionable where Black women fall on that matrix, many Black feminist scholars argue that since there is a long history of Black women being socially constructed as undeserving of help from state policies, they often are on the receiving end of punitive-oriented policies (Crenshaw 1991, Roberts 1997). This is evidenced through the stereotypes of Black women being perceived to be inherently more aggressive, more angry, and less feminine--thus not fitting the “ideal victim” paradigm with regards to domestic violence (Anais-Bar, 2013; Harris-Perry, 2011; Haviland et. al., 2001; Roberts, 1999). Since Black women are socially constructed within policy agendas to be less deserving of positively constructed policies, it becomes reasonable to hypothesize that policies such as mandatory arrest policies, designed to help all women who experience domestic violence, would not be as accessible to Black women.
The Center for Disease Control (CDC) released a report titled “Racial and Ethnic Differences in Homicides of Adult Women and the Role of Intimate Partner Violence — United States, 2003–2014”. In this study, of the 18 states in the sample, they found that Black women are almost three times more likely to die from intimate partner violence in comparison to white women (Petrosky et al. 2017). This study suggests that not only should there be more preventative policy surrounding intimate partner violence for Black women, but that there should be more effective interventionist policies as well—such as more effective arrest policies (Petrosky et al. 2017).
[bookmark: _Toc511003966][bookmark: _Toc511004000][bookmark: _Toc511605731][bookmark: _Toc512433857][bookmark: _Toc512434308]Black Women, Stereotypes, and Public Policy

When taking into account Black women’s experiences with domestic violence, resources get even more complicated. Historically and currently, Black women have very complex relationships with public policy because few policies such as safety net policies in the welfare state (which have been deteriorating since the 1980s) have been able to address Black women’s intersectional position in society as being oppressed by patriarchy and racism (Harris-Perry 2011, Roberts 1997, Roberts 2012). 
Most policy initiatives aimed at addressing inequities amongst groups have addressed race and gender separately. For example, Title VII passed under the Civil Rights Act of 1964 aimed to prohibit employment discrimination on the basis of “race, color, religion, sex and national origin.” Even though this act aimed to address inequities in marginalized communities, it left Black women unprotected because their intersectional identities were not accounted for in a policy that only treats marginalized identities as exclusive categories. This specific issue served as one of the primary case studies for Black feminist legal scholar Kimberlé Crenshaw. Crenshaw discusses the 1976 DeGraffenreid v. General Motors class action Title VII suit that was dismissed; the judge ruled that the 5 Black women plaintiffs could not legally combine their lawsuits against General Motors for sex and race discrimination because it violated the confines of Title VII. In this way, the refusal of the court system to acknowledge how seniority policies leave Black women more vulnerable to employment discrimination (due to historical discrimination laws), relies on an addictive theory of marginalization.
Crenshaw (1991) highlights the ways in which intersectionality as a theoretical framework is integral to understanding Black women’s experiences, not only within the Black community, but in public policy as well, such as job discrimination or even VAWA. Crenshaw states that “unless the senators and other policymakers consciously examine why violence remained insignificant as long as it was understood as a minority problem, it is unlikely that women of color will share equally in the distribution of resources and concern” (Crenshaw, 1991). Here, she points out the ways in which the normalization and and minimization of gendered violence in communities of color as something unavoidable, leaves less room for women of color who experience domestic violence to get help from the resources outlined in VAWA designed to help all women.
 Methodologically speaking, the few studies that have considered race and gender as factors impacting health outcomes for example, have done so using an additive model (Bowleg 2012). An additive model typically would involve using a linear regression of interacting variables such as race and gender in order to capture the effects of both. This wrongfully assumes that the oppression that Black women face is the sum of oppression that Black men and white women face when in reality, those experiences compound on each other to create a multiplicative effect greater than the sum of its parts—i.e. being a Black woman has greater negative impacts that just being Black and just being a woman (Bowleg 2012). Hancock (2007) discusses the ways in which an additive model assumes that the categories of race and gender are static and that the relationship between them is predetermined. 
By instead focusing on a multiplicative intersectional approach, the nuances of Black women’s experiences can be explored in understanding two things. One, there is no predetermined relationship between the two variables. Second, individual and institutional understandings can be integrated in the analysis. This means that individual social locations can be used to better understand and diversify our understanding of the institutional effects of race, class, gender, etc. (Hancock 2007).
This marginalization from accessible and effective policy that Black women face has especially pernicious consequences for those who experience domestic violence. Black women experience intimate partner violence at a rate 35% higher than that of white women (Bureau of Justice Statistics, 2001), but are less likely than white women to use social services, battered women’s programs, or go to the hospital because of domestic violence (Women of Color Network, 2006). Some of this can be explained by the harmful ways in which Black women are stereotyped. From Mammy to Jezebel to Sapphire to the Strong Black Woman stereotype[footnoteRef:3], these tropes have and continue to negatively shape Black women’s relationship with public policy (Harris- Perry 2011). Not only are Black women constructed by society and public policy to be both criminalized and undeserving of help from the state, but internalized racism and understandings of the Strong Black Woman stereotype can also give Black women the impression that they cannot ask for help (Donovan 2002, Harris-Perry 2011, West 2016). Additionally, internalizations of the Strong Black Woman stereotype can foster a sense of responsibility for some Black women to protect the Black community (including their abusive partners) from police brutality even if it leaves them vulnerable to more violence (Nash, 2005). Paradoxically, the internalization of the strong Black woman stereotype in particular has served to manifest itself as a means of survival for Black women as they deal with the often intersecting oppressions of white supremacy, patriarchy and classism (alongside other intersecting identities). On the same note, this internalization creates a perceived notion that Black women must put everyone ahead of themselves and their own sense of safety. This complex understanding of oneself and one’s role is further complicated by the ways in which the strong Black woman stereotype has and continues to be used in the policy making process to socially construct Black women as not needing or not deserving help from different potential interventions to domestic violence, thus maintaining a vicious process in which many Black women experience domestic violence with less access to resources and interventionist policies to disrupt that cycle of violence before it becomes fatal. [3:  Mammy is a stereotype that extends back to slavery characterizing black women as typically asexual people who enjoy caring for white women’s children and being a caretaker for everyone except her own children. Jezebel is a an almost opposing and equally negative stereotype about black women that assumes black women are hyper sexual and promiscuous, making them irresponsible; this exists in contrast to the asexual mammy but both are still deemed unfit caretakers for their own children as well as having any responsibilities outside of subservient roles. As an extension of the Mammy stereotype, Sapphire is a stereotype about black women that grew from black women being “sassy mammies” that are angry, loud, and rude. Sapphire is also known as the angry black woman. This stereotype has often been used to characterize black women as undeserving as help from the state. Lastly, the strong black woman stereotype characterizes details the racialized perception of black women being tough, strong, communal, and caring in nature. This stereotype has been used to also deem black women as not needing help from the state with regards to social welfare policies (Roberts 1997; Donovan and Romero 2000; Harris-Perry 2011).
] 

Dr. Anat Anais-Bar (2013), a social work scholar, outlines the ways in which self-identified Black women face institutional barriers when trying to access social services related to their experiences of domestic abuse; the report primarily focuses on physical abuse. All of the women featured in the report recruited via court-mandated anger management programs in the New York Metropolitan area, and they were all mothers. When asked about their relationships to public institutions like schools, the police, domestic violence and homeless shelters, public assistance programs, and the Administration for Children Services (ACS), the women expressed feeling judged, mistreated, and shamed (Schneider and Ingram 2005, Soss 2005; Anais-Bar, 2013). When interacting with these formal institutions, there is no separation of experiences of poverty, racism, and sexism; these different systems of oppression affect not only Black women’s access to services, but also the quality of services that they receive. One participant in the study claimed, “A lot of Black men due to racism are not able to support their families…there are many obstacles that Black men face…a lot of Black men get frustrated and they will beat you…the abuse that African American women go through is indirectly because of racism”(Anais-Bar, 2013).
Under this logic, the violence that Black women face at the hands of their Black male partners as a response to white supremacy and racial oppression is justified. Kimberlé Crenshaw warns against the notion that the primary solution to gender violence in the Black community is to uplift Black men. Again, she points to the need for an intersectional analysis; simply giving Black men to unfettered access to white cishetero patriarchy in the form of more job opportunities and other resources as means of accessing institutional power will not end violence against Black women (Crenshaw, 1991). Arguing that liberation for Black people is only tied to giving Black men patriarchal power ignores the ways in which gender violence is perpetuated in patriarchal systems of power.
An intersectional framework emphasizes the need to shift discourse around domestic violence in the Black community to increasing Black women’s access to resources. Because of lack of personal or family resources, Black women are either limited to staying longer in the abusive relationships or turning to these inefficient and discriminatory social institutions for help such as social services, law enforcement, or the criminal justice system (Soss et al. 2011). These specific experiences with racism and classism that Black women face has been largely left out of discourse surrounding mandatory arrest policies.
[bookmark: _Toc511003967][bookmark: _Toc511004001][bookmark: _Toc511605732][bookmark: _Toc512433858][bookmark: _Toc512434309]Class Status and Domestic Violence

Undoubtedly, class status also plays a role in access to resources when experiencing domestic violence. Cunradi et al. (2000) explores the relationship between neighborhood poverty level and risk of domestic violence between Black, white, and Hispanic couples and finds only a statistically significant relationship between neighborhood poverty and risk of domestic violence for Black couples. Specifically, Cunradi et al. find that Black couples living in poverty are at three times more risk to experience male-to-female partner violence (MFPV) than Black couples not living in poor areas. This study highlights the importance of looking beyond just instances of domestic violence, but also highlighting the environment in which this violence occurs.
Another study conducted by Allard (1997) analyzes the prevalence of domestic violence experiences among women who received welfare in Massachusetts. She finds that 20% of the women reported experiencing abuse by their partner in the past month, and 65% of the women reported experiencing domestic abuse at some point in their lifetime, which is higher than the national average, which hovers around 20% (Allard 1997). The researcher highlights the ways in which the strict changes to federal welfare policies such as the transition from the Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) assistance program to Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) has created such burdensome barriers to employment for poor women experiencing abuse, that these potential programs that could alleviate barriers to leaving an abusive relationship just further entrench them (Allard 1997).
With regards to policing in poor neighborhoods, some of the same concerns remain. In a 2017 report published by the Urban Institute, director of the Justice Policy Center Nancy La Vigne, outlines people’s perceptions of police officers who live in low-income, high crime communities. She finds that using survey responses from residents in Birmingham, Alabama, Fort Worth, Texas, Gary, Indiana, Minneapolis, Minnesota, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, and Stockton, California, she finds that only 30 percent of respondents feel that police officers treat people with respect and dignity (La Vigne et al. 2017). Additionally, only 26 percent of respondents feel that police officers make fair and impartial decisions in the cases they deal with (La Vigne et al. 2017). Over 55 percent of respondents feel that police officers will treat them differently because of their race and/or ethnicity and only 37.8 percent of respondents stated that they feel safe around the police (La Vigne et al. 2017). The findings of this report are important to consider because people who occupy lower socioeconomic statuses that experience domestic violence are already left with less resources to leave an abusive relationship, but the additional barrier of lack of community trust in police can also be an important factor that leaves these marginalized groups more vulnerable to domestic violence.
[bookmark: _Toc511003968][bookmark: _Toc511004002][bookmark: _Toc511605733][bookmark: _Toc512433859][bookmark: _Toc512434310]Missing Links in Research and Theoretical Frameworks Moving Forward

Overall, the literature on domestic violence, mandatory arrest policies, and Black women has been sparse. While there is a wide array of literature on racial bias and policing, there has been little research on racial bias in responses to domestic violence. The goal and research question of this thesis is to analyze how is the distribution of intimate partner violence (IPV)- related homicide rates are influenced by domestic violence arrest policies when taking into account race and socioeconomic status. Another gap in the research has been a lack of intersectional analysis with regards to race, gender, and class. Specifically, it is important to look beyond just Black and white women’s experiences with mandatory arrest laws to examine varying levels of access to mandatory arrest policies as a means of domestic violence intervention for Black women across different socioeconomic statuses. To answer the research question, I will be conducting a mixed methods analysis. For the quantitative analysis, I will use data from the Center for Disease Control’s (CDC) National Violent Death Reporting System (NVDRS) that looks at intimate partner violence- related homicide rates in 27 states from 2003-2015. For the qualitative analysis, I will conduct a case study of North Carolina’s arrest policies as a means of better understanding the nuances of arrest laws for domestic violence.
 While this research study does not aim to look at racial bias in responding to domestic violence calls within the quantitative analysis, the interview analysis of North Carolina's arrest policies, asks questions related to racial bias when responding to domestic violence calls. The aim of these questions is to explore the extent to which racial bias serves as at least a partial explanation of why Black women might experience higher rates of intimate partner violence- related homicide (as noted in the 2017 CDC report above).
This research study is not meant to comprehensively analyze all the potential barriers to mandatory arrest policies as a form of domestic violence intervention for Black women, but it will use an intersectional framework to better understand Black women’s experiences with this policy with hopes to gage the best points of intervention.
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[bookmark: _Toc512433860][bookmark: _Toc512434311]Methods

For this research study, in order to answer my research questions concerning the relationship between race, class, and domestic violence arrest policies, I conducted a mixed methods analysis. The quantitative sample was conducted using CDC data from the National Violent Death Reporting System (NVDRS) from 2003-2015. In order to analyze the nuances of North Carolina’s arrest policies for domestic violence, I conducted semi-structured interviews. I interviewed police officers, legal experts, and employees working at domestic violence non-profits.  
[bookmark: _Toc511003970][bookmark: _Toc511004004][bookmark: _Toc511605735][bookmark: _Toc512433861][bookmark: _Toc512434312]Quantitative Data

For my quantitative analysis, I used the CDC’s National Violent Death Reporting System database. This database collects information on violent deaths (homicides and suicides) using police reports, medical examinations, coroners’ reports, toxicology reports, and vital statistics records. I used data for the years 2003-2015. This involved a total of 9,825 cases of IPV related homicides in 27 reporting states where the victim was identified as female and the victim’s suspected killer was identified as male. I only kept observations where the victim was female and the suspected killer was male in an effort to control for sexuality of victims and their suspected killers being a potential lurking variable. 
First, I coded whether a state should be designated as having a mandatory arrest policy or a discretionary arrest policy. Table 2 shows which states have mandatory arrest policies and which states have discretionary arrest policies. 
Table 2: Domestic Violence Arrest Policies by States in the Sample
	Mandatory Arrest Policy (13 states)
	Discretionary Arrest Policy (14 states)

	Alaska
	Arizona

	Colorado
	Georgia 

	Connecticut
	Hawaii

	Kansas
	Kentucky

	Massachusetts 
	Maine

	New Jersey
	Maryland

	New York
	Michigan

	Ohio
	Minnesota 

	Oregon
	New Hampshire

	Rhode Island
	New Mexico

	Utah
	North Carolina

	Virginia 
	Oklahoma

	Wisconsin
	South Carolina

	
	Vermont 



I used the language of the statute to inform how the groups would be created. There is some disagreement in literature, namely legal reference books, about which words in legal statutes actually denote whether or not a certain action is mandatory by law (Johnson, 2011). Zeoli et al.’s (2011) analysis differentiates mandatory arrest states and discretionary states in their use of the word “shall” and “may”; they claim that “shall” denotes an action is legally required and “may” denotes that an action is legally allowed but is not legally required. This analysis was my main guide in determining how to code each of the states, as I decided to denote any state arrest policy with “shall” or “must” as a mandatory arrest policy state. Any state in the sample with “should”, “may”, or “can” for its arrest policy statute was categorized as a discretionary arrest policy state. As mentioned in the literature review, Zeoli et al. categorized the statutes listed as mandatory arrest, preferred arrest, and discretionary arrest. None of the states in the sample met the criteria for “preferred arrest” in the statutes when I conducted additional updated research (since the article had been published in 2011) on individual state statutes.
	The IPV-related homicide cases in the CDC sample are on an individual case level, and therefore cannot be compared to state level census differences in arrest policies. As a result, I collected state level census data for the years from 2003-2015 for gender, race, ethnicity, age, and average education attainment level of the female populations in the state samples from the ages 18-99 years old. I collected education attainment census data in the four categories of less than a high school education, high school education/GED, some college education, and a Bachelor’s degree and/or beyond. I merged the census data with the existing CDC dataset so that the individual IPV homicide cases could be reflected on a state level.
With regards to limitations for my variables, my main concern was not being able to create other variables that better measure socioeconomic status. While there is research to indicate some of the usefulness of using education level as an indicator for socioeconomic status, (Cirino et al. 2002) without indicators for income and occupation, that data was not readily accessible. For my case study of North Carolina, I will compare county level IPV-related homicide rates with the county level average income to create some sort of comparative scale.
[bookmark: _Toc511003971][bookmark: _Toc511004005][bookmark: _Toc511605736][bookmark: _Toc512433862][bookmark: _Toc512434313]Chi Squared Test and Two Proportions Z Test Statistical Analysis

For my analysis, I will conduct a series of chi tests and two-proportion z-tests. The dependent variables of my analyses will be the categorical variables displaying varying education levels and racial and ethnic identities of the IPV-related homicide victims within the sample. The independent variable will be the domestic violence arrest policies. For the two- proportion z tests, I will be examining if there is any statistical significance in the difference of proportions of Black and White women IPV-relates homicide cases in states with mandatory arrest policies and discretionary arrest policies. A multivariate regression certainly would have provided a fuller picture of the data, but the current limitations of the CDC dataset makes it difficult to conduct a high quality multivariate regression. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003972][bookmark: _Toc511004006][bookmark: _Toc511605737][bookmark: _Toc512433863][bookmark: _Toc512434314]Semi-Structured Interviews

For the qualitative case study of North Carolina, I decided to conduct semi-structured interviews for a couple of reasons. The first reason is that semi-structured interviews are ideal in scenarios where the interviewer only has one opportunity to interview the participant (Cohen, 2006). Given the sensitive nature of the research topic and the busy schedules of the professionals, it was important to be able to make the most of the interview time because there is freedom to ask clarifying questions as they came up with different professionals. Relatedly, the second reason that semi-structured interviews were used is because there were only two sets of interview questions used to interview a variety of professionals who all interact with domestic violence policies in different ways. This interview method leaves room for the creation of reliable and comparable data to analyze. 
In order to conduct interviews, I primarily did an online search of police departments and domestic violence nonprofits in North Carolina in order to find contact information for potential respondents. I emailed potential respondents initially and followed up with them by email a week later, and then phone the week after that. If respondents did not respond to any of the correspondences, I assumed they did not want to participate in the study. If potential respondents did not have an email for me to contact them, I contacted them by phone to explain the purpose of the study to see if they were interested in the study. If respondents expressed interest in being in the study, I sent them a copy of the adult consent form for the study as well as my availability to interview them over a three-week period. Once I scheduled a time to interview them, I asked them to sign adult consent forms or I obtained verbal consent. If the respondents worked in the Research Triangle Area (Raleigh, Durham, or Chapel Hill), I met with them in person unless the participant requested a phone interview. All of the other respondents were interviewed over the phone. All respondents consented to be interviewed understanding four things. The participants would be recorded with an audio recorder. The interview would last around 30 minutes. They would only be asked questions (see Appendix) within the professional scope of their work with domestic violence. And lastly, their identities will be kept completely confidential. After the interviews were completed, I used a snowball sampling method to ask participants if there was another professional that they knew of that would potentially be interested in being interviewed. All of the interviews were transcribed either by myself or by GMR transcription in order to analyze patterns in responses. In total, I emailed thirty potential participants and only five expressed interest in being in the study. Of the thirty potential interview participants I emailed, thirteen work in law enforcement, four work in the legal and judicial system, and thirteen work with domestic violence nonprofits. Of the five participants that ended up participating in the study, one is a police officer, one is a judge, one is a director of a domestic violence nonprofit, and two are lawyers. Because the qualitative interviews were used to understand North Carolina arrest policies, I mainly relied on Barney Glaser and Anselm Strauss’s grounded theory to guide my analysis. In The Discovery of Grounded Theory (1967), Glaser and Strauss describe grounded theory as a way of constructing theory through the analysis of data. I used this method instead of traditional deductive methods used to test existing frameworks because there was no guided expectation or theory for understanding the nuances of arrest laws for domestic violence in North Carolina, as there are so many factors that go into their implementation.
[bookmark: _Toc511605738]
[bookmark: _Toc512433864][bookmark: _Toc512434315]Who is Protected Under Domestic Violence Arrest Policies?

To what extent are IPV-related homicide rates influenced by the presence and absence of mandatory arrest policies? Are we better able to predict IPV-related homicides by accounting for not only policy, but also race and socioeconomic status (via education attainment level) of states’ constituents? There are three tenets to my hypothesis. First, I predict that there will be there will be a higher instance of IPV-related homicide cases in states with mandatory arrest policies because I theorize that mandatory arrest policies make women who experience domestic violence less willing to report to law enforcement if they know that an arrest must legally occur—therefore increasing the likelihood of dual arrests occurring.
Second, I predict that black women will be disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicide cases in mandatory arrest states in comparison to white women because I argue that mandatory arrest policies were designed to be more accessible to white women as an effective intervention for IPV. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Third, I predict that women with less than or equal to a high school education will be disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicide rates in mandatory arrest states in comparison to women with some college education or more because I argue that mandatory arrest policies were designed to be more accessible to white women as an effective intervention for IPV. 
I conducted a series of chi squared tests, and one z-test of proportions on the different racial, ethnic, and education attainment rate variables against the independent variable of whether or not the incident occurred in a state with a mandatory arrest policy between 2003-2015 using the CDC’s National Violent Death Reporting System database. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003974][bookmark: _Toc511004008][bookmark: _Toc511605739][bookmark: _Toc512433865][bookmark: _Toc512434316]Descriptive Statistics

To better understand the relationship between race, ethnicity, education attainment level, and domestic violence arrest policies, I provide a series of bar graphs below. 
Figure 1. IPV-Related Homicide Cases by Race and Ethnicity 
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The bar graph above shows that the two highest groups of IPV-related homicide cases are Non-Hispanic Black women and Non-Hispanic White women. The groups with the lowest IPV-related homicide cases are American Indian/Alaskan Native, non-Hispanic women and Asian/Pacific Islander, non-Hispanic women. For population context, American Indian/Alaskan Native women have the least amount of IPV-related homicide cases at 1.8%, but they also have the smallest population at an average of .74% of the general population, making American Indian/Alaskan Native women over-represented within this sample. Non-Hispanic Black women are also over-represented within the sample; even though they only make up 12.6% of the United States (US) female population, they make up 32.6% of IPV-related homicide cases. Hispanic women, non-Hispanic Asian/Pacific Islander women, and non-Hispanic White women are conversely underrepresented amongst IPV-related homicide cases in retrospect to their percentage population in the US.
Figure 2. IPV-Related Homicide Cases by Education Attainment Level 
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Figure 2 illustrates that roughly half of the cases in the CDC sample had an unknown education level due to insufficient data collection (for example, Vermont has no data on the education attainment levels of its IPV-related homicide victims from the years 2003-2015), so those observations are not included here. Therefore, while these observations are large enough to provide a detailed understanding of IPV-related homicide cases and education attainment levels, it is limited in its nuance of the influence of education attainment levels on the distribution of IPV-related homicide cases. There is a roughly negative correlation between education attainment level and IPV-Related homicide cases. While there is a small spike in cases from 1,939 for victims who have less than a high school education to 2,039 cases of victims with a high school degree/ GED, there is a significant drop in IPV-related homicide cases for victims who have completed at least some college (including an associates degree). IPV-related homicide cases for women who have less than a high school education is almost four times higher than those with at least a Bachelor’s degree. This graph provides support that education attainment level as a proxy for socioeconomic status has some influence on the distribution of IPV-related homicide cases, disproportionately negatively affecting women with less than or equal to a high school education. 
	Figure 3 shows an interactive relationship between race, ethnicity, and education attainment levels for IPV-related homicide cases. 
Figure 3. IPV-Related Homicide Cases by Race, Ethnicity, and Education Attainment Level
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This graph helps to create a visualization of the interactive effects of race, ethnicity, and class on the distribution of IPV-related homicide rates, with the lowest rates amongst White non-Hispanic women with at least a Bachelor’s degree. It is clear that roughly all of the racial and ethnic groups follow the same pattern in terms of IPV-related homicide cases becoming smaller the higher each victim’s education attainment level. Whereas 38% of Black women victims, 44% of American Indian/Alaskan Native victims, 32.6 % of Asian/Pacific Islander victims, and 52% of Hispanic women victims within this cross-tabulation have less than a high school education, only 29.5% of White non-Hispanic women victims have less than a high school education. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003975][bookmark: _Toc511004009][bookmark: _Toc511605740][bookmark: _Toc512433866][bookmark: _Toc512434317]Race and Ethnicity Analysis

		My first hypothesis is that there will be there will be a higher instance of IPV-related homicide cases in states with mandatory arrest policies. In order to test this hypothesis, I run a chi squared test of independence to see if there is a statistically significant relationship between race and policy. 
Table 1. Chi Squared Test for Race and Policy 
[image: ]
		As seen above, the presence of mandatory arrest policies presents two important observations. The first observation concerns the statistically significant relationship between race and policy, as evidenced in the p-value of zero. The second observation concerns the descriptive statistics about race and policy. It appears that for racial and ethnic groups that tend to contain larger immigrant populations (Asian/ Pacific Islander, non-Hispanic and Hispanic), the majority of IPV-related homicide cases are in states with mandatory arrest policies in place. Among non-Hispanic Asian/Pacific Islander women, 39.33% of IPV-related homicide cases occurred in states with discretionary arrest policies, while 60.67% of IPV-related homicide cases occurred in states with mandatory arrest policies. For Hispanic women, 43.76% of IPV-related homicide cases occurred in states with discretionary arrest policies, while 56.24% of IPV-related homicide cases occurred in states with mandatory arrest policies. 
		For the other racial groups, IPV-related homicide cases are lower in states with mandatory arrest policies. Most notably, however, is the difference in incident cases for Black women. In comparison to 65.70% of IPV-related homicide cases in states with discretionary arrest policies, 34.30 % of IPV-related homicide cases for Black, non-Hispanic women are in states with mandatory arrest policies. This means that almost twice as many IPV-related homicide cases for Black women occur in states without mandatory arrest policies. While this finding does not support my prediction that there would be higher cases for Black women in mandatory arrest policy states, black women still represent a disproportion of IPV-related cases under both policy conditions. In states with mandatory arrest policies, even though Black women only make up on average 11% of the population of women in mandatory arrest states, they make up 26% of IPV-related homicide cases. In states with discretionary arrest policies, even though black women only make up 17.7% of the population, they make up 38.1% of IPV-related homicide cases. For White women on the other hand, even though they make up 84.4% of the population in states with discretionary policies, they make up only 51.3% of IPV-related homicide cases. In states with mandatory arrest policies, even though White women make up 80.2% of the population, they only make up 57.6% of IPV-related homicide cases. This particular disparity between Black and White women is nuanced further in the z-test proportion tests. 
		My second hypothesis is that black women will be disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicide cases in mandatory arrest states and discretionary arrest states in comparison to white women. In order to test this hypothesis, I run a two proportions z test to see if there is a statistically significant difference of black women disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicide cases in mandatory arrest states in comparison to white women. 
Table 2. Z-Test of Proportions Between Black and White Women in Discretionary Arrest States and Mandatory Arrest States 
[image: ]
As highlighted in Table 2, both two-proportion z-tests were statistically significant with a p-value of zero, showing support for my hypothesis that there is a statistically significant difference between the proportions of black women and white women in states with mandatory arrest policies and discretionary arrest policies. When comparing the proportion of Black women under either policy condition (Mandatory Arrest Policy or Discretionary Arrest Policy) in comparison to White women in the sample, Black women are found to be disproportionately IPV-Related homicide victims. These results follow similar patterns throughout the statistical analysis of the extent to which race and ethnicity influences the distribution of IPV-related homicide cases; in comparing Black and White women directly, it is easier to see how the social construction of target populations can produce different outcomes within and amongst different policies intended to have the same positive effect—in this instance, preventing future violence to domestic violence survivors. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003976][bookmark: _Toc511004010][bookmark: _Toc511605741][bookmark: _Toc512433867][bookmark: _Toc512434318]Education Attainment Level Analysis

		My third hypothesis is that women with less than or equal to a high school education will be disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicide rates in mandatory arrest states in comparison to women with some college education or more. To test this hypothesis, I ran one chi squared test. 
Table 3. Chi Squared Test for Education Attainment Level 
[image: ] 
Table 3 shows that there is statistical significance found in the relationship between education attainment levels of IPV-related homicide victims and domestic violence arrest policies. The descriptive statistics show the presence of mandatory arrest policies presents relatively consistent results for the distribution of IPV- related homicide cases amongst different education attainment levels. For all education attainment levels except for the completion of a Bachelor’s Degree and/or beyond, the presence of mandatory arrest policies correlates to a decrease in intimate partner violence- related homicide rates. For women with an education attainment level of at least a Bachelor’s Degree, the policy conditions seem to have less of an influence on the distribution of IPV-related homicide cases with such a small percentage difference of 2.82% between mandatory arrest policy states and discretionary arrest policy states. For women with less than a high school education, mandatory arrest policies have a strong positive influence on the distribution of IPV-related homicide rates, with 22.6% less IPV-related homicide cases from that demographic in states with mandatory arrest policies. Again, these results provide no support for my hypothesis that there would be more IPV-related homicide cases in states with mandatory arrest policies, but there is support for my hypothesis that there is a statistically significant disproportion of women with equal to or less than a high school education represented amongst IPV-related homicide victims. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003977][bookmark: _Toc511004011][bookmark: _Toc511605742][bookmark: _Toc512433868][bookmark: _Toc512434319]Conclusion

	Overall, although the statistical tests do not show support for my hypothesis that there would be higher cases of IPV-related homicide in states with mandatory arrest policies, there is statistical significance found for the disproportion of women of color—namely Black women—and women from lower educational attainment level backgrounds —namely women with equal to or less than a high school education—represented amongst IPV- related homicide cases. While I theorized mandatory arrest policies would make women who experience domestic violence less willing to report to law enforcement and therefore at a greater risk of being killed by an intimate partner, it seems that the outcomes of my analysis points to another explanation. Mandatory arrest policies may actually help most women who experience domestic violence because the burden and responsibility of prosecuting the abuser is removed from the survivor to law enforcement and therefore potentially protects them from fatal violence. Perhaps for immigrant groups in the sample, there are additional barriers to reporting to law enforcement such as language barriers or a fear of deportation to name a few. Since the IPV-related homicide cases are drawn from a 27-state sample from 2003-2015, it would be important to note that obtaining more data from more states will help to nuance the patterns seen in this quantitative data analysis. 
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[bookmark: _Toc512433869][bookmark: _Toc512434320]Case Study: An Exploratory Analysis of Black Women, Arrest Polices, and Intimate Partner Violence in North Carolina

 How is the distribution of intimate partner violence (IPV)- related homicide rates in North Carolina influenced by domestic violence arrest policies? I hypothesize that 1) there will be disproportionate rates of IPV-related homicides for poor black women, and 2) the lack of social policy to address racial bias and class bias within law enforcement and the broader criminal justice system response to domestic violence is a significant factor that leaves poor black women more vulnerable to the risk of being killed by an intimate partner. I conducted a mixed-methods cross-racial and cross-socioeconomic analysis of IPV-related homicide rates using the CDC’s National Violent Death Reporting System database. Second, I analyzed a case study of North Carolina’s arrest laws related to domestic violence, with hopes of not only better understanding the discretionary stance that precedes whether an arrest is made, but also determining amongst professionals’ responses if there are any policies with racially bias outcomes in place that further disenfranchise black women who experience domestic violence. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003979][bookmark: _Toc511004013][bookmark: _Toc511605744][bookmark: _Toc512433870][bookmark: _Toc512434321]Quantitative Data Analysis 

	To answer my research questions, I rely on the CDC data to examine the distribution of IPV-related homicide rates across North Carolina between 2003-2015. North Carolina does not have a mandatory arrest statute, but each individual police agency in North Carolina is given the discretion to create their own arrest policy regarding domestic violence. Unfortunately, data on which arrest policies correlate with which department policy is not available.
	I focus on female IPV –related homicide victims in North Carolina from 2003-2015. Next, I cleaned up my education level variable by creating a categorical variable with the following possible education levels: 1) less than 8th grade education, 2) high school or GED completion, 3) some college education completed (which includes completing an associate’s degree), and 4) completing a bachelor’s degree or higher (which includes the completion of a master’s or doctoral program). An issue that came up when doing the cross-variable analysis of race and education level of IPV-related homicide victims is that there were 1,250 out of 1,657 values in the sample (75.44%) in which the education of the victim was unknown. This meant that I could include those values when looking at just the distribution of race, but I would not be able to analyze those 1,250 values when doing a comparative analysis of race and education level of the victim. That being said, I decided to show what the distribution looks like before and after getting rid of those unknown values. Table 1 shows what the distribution of IPV-related homicides looks like when examining race and ethnicity:
Table 1 Race and Ethnicity of North Carolina IPV-Related Homicide Cases, 2003-2015
	Race and Ethnicity Group 
	Frequency 
	Percent of Sample

	American Indian/Alaskan Native, non-Hispanic 
	36
	2.2%

	Asian/Pacific Islander, non-Hispanic 
	20
	1.2%

	Black, non-Hispanic 
	625
	38.3%

	Hispanic 
	103
	6.3%

	White, non-Hispanic 
	848
	52%

	Total
	1,632
	100%



As you can see above, Black women make up almost 38% of IPV-related homicides even though black people only make up 22.2% of North Carolina’s population in 2016[footnoteRef:4]. Additionally, white women make up 51.18% of IPV-related homicides even though white people make up 71% of North Carolina’s population in 2016[footnoteRef:5]. Another point of reference on the table that brings up concern is that American Indian and Alaska Native women make up 2.17% of IPV-related homicides even though American Indian and Alaska Native people only make up 1.6% of North Carolina’s population in 2016[footnoteRef:6]. This points to the need for further research of American Indian and Alaska Native women’s experiences with domestic violence in North Carolina. If domestic violence is pervasive and not higher in any other racial group than the other, then the distribution of IPV-related homicide rates should correlate to each racial and ethnic group’s broader population rate in North Carolina. This table, however, shows how black women are disproportionally over represented in this sample (alongside American Indian and Alaska Native women) and every other racial group, most noticeably white women, are underrepresented within the sample. This shows us that other factors are influencing the likelihood that women in North Carolina are killed by an intimate partner, such as access to domestic violence arrest policies.  [4:  https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/NC ]  [5:  Ibid.]  [6:  Ibid.] 

	Table 2 shows what the distribution of IPV-related homicides looks like when doing a cross- race & ethnicity with education level analysis.
Table 2: Race and Ethnicity of North Carolina IPV-Related Homicide Cases by Education Attainment Level, 2003-2015
	Race and Ethnicity of Victim 
	Education Attainment Level of victim 
	Total 

	
	Less Than High School Education 
	High School Diploma/ GED
	Some College Completion 
	Bachelor’s Degree or Beyond
	

	American Indian/Alaskan Native, non-Hispanic 
	2  
	40%
	2  
	40%
	0
	0%
	1
	20%
	5
	2%

	Asian/Pacific Islander, non-Hispanic 
	3
	60%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	2
	40%
	5
	2%

	Black, non-Hispanic 
	75
	53%
	29
	21%
	27
	195
	10
	7%
	141
	42%

	Hispanic 
	21
	75%
	7
	25%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	28
	8 %

	White, non-Hispanic 
	67
	43%
	43
	28%
	30
	19%
	15
	10%
	155
	46%

	Total 
	168
	50%
	81
	24%
	57
	17%
	28
	8%
	334



As noted above, there is a clear disproportion of women with lower education levels who make up the vast majority of IPV-related homicide rates in North Carolina. Women with less than an 8th grade education make up 50.88% of the IPV-related homicide victims. Once women with a high school education or less are accounted for, that percentage increases to 74% of the sample. There is a consistent decrease in the women killed by an intimate partner as education level increases, with women that have a bachelor’s degree or higher making up only 8% of the sample. The interaction between race and education level reveals similar patterns with black women as their education level increased. Fifty-three percent of black women in the sample have less than an 8th grade education in comparison to 43% of white women in the sample. 
	As an additional element of my analysis, I looked at the distribution of IPV-related homicide rates across counties in order to see if there was a difference in homicide rates across counties with varying racial and ethnic demographics as well as varying average income levels. The dataset showed that the following three counties had the highest rates of IPV-related homicides in North Carolina from 2003-2015: 194 homicides in Mecklenburg County, 92 homicides in Wake County, and 90 homicides in Guilford County. In a comparative context, however, these three counties also are the three largest counties in North Carolina. According to 2010 census data, Mecklenburg County has a population of 967,971 people, Wake County has a population of 952,143 people, And Guilford County has a population of 501,018 people. 
 The dataset showed that Clay County, Avery County, and Washington County had some of the lowest rates of IPV-related homicides in North Carolina from 2003-2015 with only 1 homicide in each county (there were a few other counties who only had 1 IPV-related homicide as well). Avery County has a population of 17,633 people. Washington County has a population of 12,717people. And Clay county has a population of 10,645 people. 
According to 2010 census data, the median family income for Mecklenburg county is $67,375. For Wake county, the median family income is $81,461. For Guilford County, the median family income is $59,367. Using the same data, the median family income for Avery county is $47,644. The median family income for Clay county is $39,406. And the median family income for Washington county is $41,007. All of the counties with the top three highest IPV-related homicide rates in North Carolina for this time period have an average higher family income that that of some of the counties with the lowest IPV-related homicide rates in North Carolina for this time. The only other clear difference between these two groups is that the three with the highest homicide rates happen to be in more geographically urban areas versus the other three counties are in geographically rural areas. According to the literature, it would be expected that Mecklenburg, Wake, and Guilford County would have lower average income levels than Avery, Clay, and Washington County since their IPV-related homicide cases are so high. Here in this data lies an ecological fallacy. If the average income of Mecklenburg, Wake, or Guilford County is broken down further into neighborhoods, for instance, it may show patterns that are more consistent with the literature. In other words, it is possible that instances of economic disparities within these counties show on the surface level that average income levels are high, but that communities with residents of those counties with higher incomes may not be experiencing IPV-related homicide cases at the same frequency as communities with lower incomes. 
Another potential site of difference is the racial demographics of each county. The racial demographics for Mecklenburg county are 32.7% black and 58.2% white. The racial demographics for Wake County are 21.2% black and 68.5% white. And the racial demographics for Guilford County are 34.6% black and 57.4% black. The racial demographics for Avery county are 4.3% black and 93.5% white. The racial demographics for Clay county are 1.2% black and 96.5% white. The racial demographics for Washington county are 48.5% black and 48.1% white. With the exception of Washington county, all of the places with the higher IPV-related homicide rates tend to correlate with areas of higher black populations. This points to the importance of follow-up with a larger sample of arrest policies for different police agencies in different counties throughout North Carolina, as the type of arrest policy (either using more discretion or having a pro-arrest statute for the department) may correlate with the racial demographics of that region. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003980][bookmark: _Toc511004014][bookmark: _Toc511605745][bookmark: _Toc512433871][bookmark: _Toc512434322]Qualitative Data Analysis

I conducted semi-structured interviews with professionals who interact, in some capacity, with domestic violence arrest policies in North Carolina. I interviewed one police officer, a judge, a director of a domestic violence nonprofit, and two lawyers. The police officer is an African-American man, and the four other participants are white women. They consented to being recorded with an audio recorder with the understanding that their identities would be kept confidential. Their names have been changed and the names of counties have been changed to protect the identities of participants. The director of the domestic violence nonprofit is named Marcie. The police officer is named Joe from Purple County . The first attorney is named Allyssa from James County. The second attorney is named Camille from Smith County. And the Judge is named Destiny from Smith County as well. The interviews lasted, on average, thirty minutes. For each interview, I asked participants a nearly identical set of eight to nine questions, but depending on their profession, they were asked different questions so that the questions asked were as contextualized for their profession as possible. I asked the police officer a slightly different set of nine questions that consisted of: 
1. What is your arrest policy regarding cases of domestic violence?
2. Do officers in your police department receive training surrounding domestic violence calls? If so, about how many or what proportion go through this training?
3. Are there any follow-up procedures you have in place after a call and/or arrest takes place? If so, what does that look like?
4. How do determine who is the primary aggressor is in domestic violence situations?
5. Have you noticed any patterns in your experience with domestic violence arrests in terms of specific communities? If so, what does that look like? 
6. Do you or your officers go to diversity training or cultural competency courses? Is this mandatory for all officers and what does that process look like? 
7. Have you noticed that people use what they learn from these courses when they are doing their work, especially in domestic violence situations? If those policies are in place, what do they look like when applied to arrests being made for domestic violence? 
8. If you could change anything about your arrest policies surrounding domestic violence, what would it be?
9. NC police departments have been very forthcoming about racial inequalities in traffic stops. Would you say that some of the trends found there also might be found DV cases? Are there any differences in training or in practice (the arrest themselves) applied across different racial or ethnic minority groups? If so, what do they look like?

The other professionals were asked the following eight questions: 

1. What patterns have you noticed regarding arrest policies for domestic violence in the state and/or community your organization works with?
2. In your interaction with any clients who have experienced domestic violence, have you noticed any broad opinions they may have about the arrest policy? (Do they think it is more harmful or helpful and why or why not?)
3. Have you noticed any differences in those opinions across different racial and ethnic communities of the clients you work with? If so, please explain. 
4. What type of race sensitivity training does your organization have to undergo? Is this mandatory for all staff and/or volunteers and what does that process look like? 
5. Are there any differences in training applied across different racial or ethnic minority groups? If so, what do they look like?
6. Do you think there are any circumstances surrounding a domestic violence arrest that leave particular communities of color at risk? If so, what are they?
7. What ideal arrest policy (if any) for domestic violence do you think should be in place?
8. Are there any better preventative or interventionist alternatives to preventing instances of domestic violence? If so, what would that look like?

Although all five participants played different roles in their interactions with domestic violence arrest policies in North Carolina, I notice a few trends and patterns related to race, class, and domestic violence. I highlight six of these shared themes in this chapter. First, there are varying levels of police trainings surrounding domestic violence that is very dependent on funding by the state. Second, the experts highlighted various differences between urban and rural counties with regards to the execution of domestic violence arrest policies. Third, there is an almost unanimous agreement amongst the experts that there are racial and ethnic disparities in the execution of domestic violence arrest policies, especially for Latinx communities, Black communities, and undocumented communities. Fourth, some experts emphasize varying levels of criminalization for women of color who experience domestic violence in comparison to their white counterparts. Fifth, the experts discuss the varying levels of prosecution for domestic violence across socioeconomic levels in North Carolina, disproportionately favoring wealthier groups. Lastly, the experts all offer potential solutions to preventing domestic violence, such as comprehensive sex education and increased law enforcement training. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003981][bookmark: _Toc511004015][bookmark: _Toc511605746][bookmark: _Toc512433872][bookmark: _Toc512434323]Varying Levels of Required Domestic Violence Training

All of the participants were required to complete varying levels of trainings around domestic violence and some form of cultural competency. Officer Joe explained that police officers’ training around domestic violence (and he did not mention any specific trainings around racial and socioeconomic disparities in domestic violence) is relatively limited given how common domestic violence calls are. Both officer Joe and attorney Allyssa (who spent some time as a prosecutor in domestic violence court and currently trains police officers across North Carolina) mentioned that how much time spent training depends on the priorities of the department. Officer Joe said that this is usually a decision made by the police chief, funding, and what topics are mandated by the state for that year. Joe specifically stated that domestic violence is only given priority every other year to make it on the agenda.
[bookmark: _Toc511003982][bookmark: _Toc511004016][bookmark: _Toc511605747][bookmark: _Toc512433873][bookmark: _Toc512434324]Urban vs. Rural 

Three participants highlighted the differences between urban and rural areas in terms of policing around domestic violence. One difference that was mentioned is that the culture around arresting perpetrators is looser in rural areas, allowing more discretion to police officers. When asking Joe “If you could change anything about your arrest policies surrounding domestic violence, what would it be?”, he says:
I pretty much like our policy because like I said, we’re pro-arrest. You know, back in the day, I’ve been in law enforcement for fifteen years and back in the day, it was truly up to the officers, so if people didn’t want to deal with it, you know, they could this all that and the third, or especially more out in rural places, especially if they knew the individual or their friends, or there was a possibility that you know, arrest might not be made. “But that’s old Joe, you know how they get on Saturdays”, you know? But I do like the pro-arrest policy that we have because per policy, if you see signs of abuse or you see physical signs of abuse, you’re more prone to make an arrest and it holds us accountable. 

Here Joe notes that in a smaller town where people may be more familiar with each other and have closer relationships, a mandatory law or pro-arrest statute may be the only policy holding police officers accountable when making domestic violence arrests. Another difference that was mentioned is that there are more resources that can be dedicated to making arrests in more urban places. Attorney Allyssa specifically states:
I think it really depends on what jurisdiction you’re in. Like I know that, in any agency within a jurisdiction so like you might have a—and this isn’t particularly always true—our urban jurisdictions may be a little bit more, I guess I would say that if they do have probable cause, then they will follow this practice of being the one to actually effectuate the arrest as opposed to them telling the victim that even if the victim wants the perpetrator arrested them telling the victim to go down to the magistrate’s office where a lot of counties, especially in rural counties or counties that have less resources so they don’t have as many officers available that in some of those counties, even if they have probable cause, they will tell the victim that they need to go down to the magistrate’s office and take out the charges themselves—

She notes that funding and resources tend to be better in urban cities than in more rural counties. If more survivors of domestic violence are placed in the position where the burden is on them to prosecute their abusers, then certainly that decision becomes a lot harder to make. One of the major benefits of a mandatory arrest policy is that it removes the burden and responsibility of prosecuting the abuser from the survivor, and therefore can remove some of the anger and backlash that may result from the abuser. In rural places in North Carolina with less resources to execute domestic violence arrest policies, that may point to a class disparity in access to said arrest policies. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003983][bookmark: _Toc511004017][bookmark: _Toc511605748][bookmark: _Toc512433874][bookmark: _Toc512434325]Immigrant Communities and Disparities 

	The second pattern I noticed is that all of the participants acknowledged that there are racial and ethnic disparities (not necessarily acknowledged as inequities) in the execution of arrest policies, including people being prosecuted for domestic violence and the potential for dual arrests that occur. Some of the primary racial disparities that the participants mentioned were for the Latinx community, the black community, and the undocumented community. For the undocumented community specifically, the one of the lawyer participants stated: 
I think there is a disproportionate number of immigrants who are undocumented in the Latino community and so certainly, when they face arrest, they have, you know, clear risk of deportation. And so that's certainly, you know, different impacts on that community when you're talking about arrests, technically that's a high risk for immigrants and you know, immigrants can be of any race. Especially in North Carolina where we have a very large Latino population, many of whom are undocumented. There's often an intersection between those two things, so I think that's definitely a thing we have to reckon with.

Camille states that she has noticed in her experiences with Latina clients, that law enforcement may not take as seriously her clients’ concerns about domestic violence protective order violations due to their abusers taking advantage of their limited English proficiency. She explains: 

There is a pattern in the Latina community, when –– when there are Latina victims – there can be – there’s a pattern of not arresting when often there are very serious violations of orders that have happened. That is a pattern that I’ve noticed throughout my time practicing, is that if a defendant – if a victim has a restraining order and she’s a Latina—particularly if she doesn’t speak English— then she can call over, and over, and over about very blatant violations that are happening, and the police won’t arrest the defendant. And a lot of times it’s because she can’t communicate what’s going on effectively not having – not speaking English. And a lot of times—for whatever reason—the defendants can speak English better. Typically, – because most of the clients that I work with are women, and for whatever reason, often because they’ve had to learn some English for jobs, the men, the batters, will often have a better command of English speaking. And so, they – the police arrive, and they get there, and it’s like the defendant explains things and – and tells what, you know, tells the officer something different than what really is happening, so, I found that this is a very pervasive pattern.

Here, the participant outlines how language barriers can play a significant role in the safety of Latinx survivors of domestic violence. One way that it can be a barrier is that abusers can use that lack of English proficiency to navigate the criminal justice system, especially when interacting with law enforcement. Conversely, if law enforcement cannot properly communicate with Latinx survivors, then they will be less likely to enforce domestic violence protective orders.
Marcie in Diamond county also briefly discusses an overlap in domestic violence and the undocumented Latinx community. In responding question six, she says:
And then if you want to talk about Latinos, this there's a huge huge disparity there too and fear of legitimate fear of deportation. No access to resources. I mean people that don't have access to Social Security can't get can't get public housing umm language barriers, cultural barriers. So yes. 

Officer Joe serving in Purple county echoes the other participants’ concerns about domestic violence barriers facing undocumented members of the Latinx community as well as the increasing Burmese refugee community in North Carolina. I ask officer Brown “Have you noticed any patterns in your experience with domestic violence arrests in terms of specific communities? If so, what does that look like?” He states:

If any, I would have to say the Hispanic community or the Latin community, just for the fact of there are some individuals there who are not documented. So either they don’t call or if it’s bad enough for them to call, they don’t want to cooperate just out of fear of, you know, deportation and stuff. Uhh, now we have a very high Burmese population, you know, and Burmese people in particular don’t trust the government because you know, the stuff going on in Burma with the corrupt government. So they don’t call us all together, or even when we do get calls, cooperation is not something that is given easily.

All four of these participants therefore acknowledge to some extent that the Latinx community faces particular barriers with law enforcement and that that may have some bearing on the women in those communities who experience domestic violence. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003984][bookmark: _Toc511004018][bookmark: _Toc511605749][bookmark: _Toc512433875][bookmark: _Toc512434326]Black Women and Barriers to Domestic Violence Arrest Policies and Prosecution 

With regards to barriers around arrest policies that black women face, all of the participants except Officer Joe mention barriers that the African-American community faces.  Attorney Allyssa, for instance, discusses more broadly her concerns regarding how much research has revealed that police officers are more likely to use excessive force with people of color in comparison to white people. This observation comes up the interview with the judge participant as well. I ask the first lawyer participant “Do you think that are any circumstances surrounding a domestic violence arrest that leave particular communities of color at risk? If so, what are they?” She states:  
Oh yeah, and I think that you know, it’s one of our fundamental problems in our criminal justice system. And I think a lot of minorities are very suspicious that they're targeted. They're arrested first and questioned later. And that there is disparate treatment with a minority compared to whites. So I think there is a huge cultural issue. I don't think it's specifically towards domestic violence but, saying that, if the call comes out and the officer responds that there's racial diversity and there are white officers, you know, I think that an African-American male knowing everything that we know in our society, will have a distrust and will have a more defensive, possibly combative feeling that you know, no matter what’s going to happen, he's going to get arrested and that can escalate a stop for the inquiry of the problem whereas if the same circumstance was with a white male, they probably wouldn't have that initial fear or distrust or a preconceived notion that they're guilty before anything happens.

Here, judge Destiny delves into distrust towards the police in the black community, as mentioned in the literature review. This fear of police and feelings of being targeted that are not just limited to the black men’s experiences in America manifest in more than one way. For black women, this could mean having a fear of police due to subsequent fear of experiencing police brutality, including police-initiated sexual violence. For example, Daniel Holtzclaw, a former Oklahoma City police officer, was found guilty on eighteen out of thirty-six counts of rape, sexual battery, and other sexual assault charges in 2015 after it was discovered that he targeted primarily poor black women as his victims, telling them that no one would believe their stories if they came forward (Larimer 2016, Martinez 2015). Additionally, another case came to light recently of a now twenty-three-year-old black woman named Charnesia Corley who came forward to report her experience of being raped by a Texas police officer; the officer claimed to be conducting a search for marijuana after he pulled her over for allegedly running a stop sign (Dart 2017, Lohr 2017, Kentish 2017). Another way in which this can manifest is black women’s internalized need (as a result of external pressures) to protect black men at all costs, even if it puts them in further danger when experiencing domestic violence (Crenshaw, 1991). This is emphasized in the interview with attorney Camille in Smith County. When asked “Have you noticed any differences in those opinions across different racial and ethnic communities of the clients you work with? If so, please explain”, she states: 
My African American clients are much more likely to not want there to be an arrest and a criminal conviction because of being afraid of how defendants are treated in the court system. And they are afraid that they aren’t gonna get a – a fair shot, a fair trial, they don’t wanna – it’s like they don’t wanna hand over their boyfriend, husband – you know, whatever, to a system that is – biased and discriminatory against them – because usually they love the person. I mean, it’s very rare– it’s almost always somebody they know, obviously by definition, domestic violence. And so, a lot of times, my clients across the board are calling the police when there’s imminent danger. You know, there’s an actual, you know, assault happening, or the threat of an assault, you know, imminently happening. So, they’re calling 9-1-1 to keep themselves safe in the moment.

Here Camille notes that because of the conflicting interests of safety of self and safety of the black community from further criminalization, Black women who call law enforcement for help during instances of domestic violence may not be calling with expectations of long term intervention and separation, but rather to seek safety in that moment of danger.  Attorney Allyssa echoes this sense of conflict that Black women who experience domestic violence may have in more detail. I ask her “Have you noticed any differences in those opinions across different racial and ethnic communities of the clients you work with? If so, please explain.” She states:

I can speak from personal experience as a prosecutor, where I was a prosecutor in {James} county for several years. Certainly, I know that some of the black female survivors who I’ve worked with, that they struggle with participating in the prosecution when their abuser was a man of color because there’s sort of this, what they described to me, is they basically said they don’t want to be a part of putting another black man in jail…and so that was for them, what felt like a barrier for them, but they felt like to me that they struggle with what they needed to do for their own safety versus what was culturally expected. 

Again, she notes that often the Black women clients that she works with deal with the pressure of deciding between their personal safety and their culturally expected duties to protect black men (and therefore the broader black community) from racially bias criminal justice systems. Attorney Allyssa also states, that similar to language barriers that some women may face, some Black men manipulate the Black women they abuse on the axis of inequality and identity. Continuing with the same question above, Allyssa says:

So I definitely have that experience you know, of listening to jail calls where abusers would call victims from the jail and they would suddenly view race and historical trauma as a tool to try to get victims not participate. So I would listen to calls where the men would say things like “don’t help that white bitch”, you know, “prosecute me. And are you really going to do that?”, where, you know, they’ve definitely used race as a way to try to sort of…manipulate the victim and it’s sort of, a complicated issue—extra complicated for women of color— because our criminal justice system already differentially impacts folks of color and poor people.

Allyssa in this dialogue highlights some of the concerns raised by Crenshaw in her analysis of gender-based violence in the black community in that it may be possible that black men who are perpetrators of domestic violence use their vulnerable and marginalized position in society to manipulate black women into protecting them as opposed to prioritizing Black women’s wellbeing (Crenshaw, 1991). While I agree that black women’s internalization of the strong black woman stereotype can be damaging when they experience domestic violence, this information provides evidence that this is just one piece of the puzzle. 
	Another barrier that black women face is disproportionate experiences of criminalization in comparison to their white counterparts. We know that black women are incarcerated at disproportionate rates in comparison to white women, as mentioned in the literature review, but the interview participants also reveal how the criminalization of black women plays out in arrest policies as well as how they navigate the legal system when seeking protection from an abusive partner. Director Marcie discussed how other criminal records can work towards criminalizing black women who experience domestic violence. She explains: 
You know, young white girls been smoking pot, skipping school, she's not likely to end up having a big record that her perpetrator can use against her. Where a black girl doing the same thing probably does have a record. And then the perpetrators use all of that against them. You know, "nobody's going to believe you because X Y Z". And very often they're true.

Here, we see that even if the criminalization of black women is not directly related to their experiences with domestic violence, the interview participant suggests that black women are more likely to punished for having past records than white women are; but also, they are more likely to have a criminal record in the first place. This connects back to Martinson (2008) and Dennie’s (2016) arguments that black women have never been perceived by society as the ideal victim when experiencing any kind of violence, especially domestic violence or sexual violence. This also connects to Ingram and Schneider’s (1993) social construction of target populations theory. Social policy initiatives have done little to address the ways in which black women are disproportionately criminalized and how that leaves black women who have experienced domestic violence particularly vulnerable. Camille also noted the intersections of race and class when domestic violence survivors interact with the legal system in seeking protections from their abusers. She says: 
I mean, the more marginalized and oppressed a community is, the riskier it is for them to report domestic violence. And the – and you know–also socioeconomically. Like, if you are poor and African American, or Latina, – you’re gonna have a much greater risk of going into this legal system than you are if you’re not poor. If you’re not poor, you can probably, you know, hire better counsel, you can do lots of things, so – so the risks are very intersectional. I mean, it’s not – not just a racial – it doesn’t just vary with race. I would say – almost more than that it varies with wealth and education status.

She acknowledges that the more marginalized one’s identity is, the more barriers one might have when accessing the same domestic violence policies that protect survivors of more privileged backgrounds. She echoes, however, that in her experiences with clients, wealth and education status may play a larger role in domestic violence survivors’ access to protective policies. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003985][bookmark: _Toc511004019][bookmark: _Toc511605750][bookmark: _Toc512433876][bookmark: _Toc512434327]Class Disparities

Another pattern that arose is that all of the interview participants except for the police officer, acknowledged the important role that class plays in arrest policies and women seeking protection from domestic violence. This was exemplified by a few responses. Attorney Allyssa for example, highlighted the disproportion of poor people of color who are prosecuted for domestic violence. She argues that even though violence against women crimes are prosecuted at lower rates than other crimes, due both in how seriously (or not) the crimes are taken within law enforcement and the criminal justice system as well as lower reporting rates amongst survivors of domestic violence, there is still a disproportionate amount of poor black men—in comparison to poor white men—being prosecuted for domestic violence. Specifically, she states:
Like, if you have ten black people who committed domestic violence on Monday and you have ten white people who committed domestic violence on Monday, I guess what I’m saying is you might have two white people who were charged and five black people who were charged, right? Just making this up as a hypothetical but right? And really ten white people should have been charged and ten black people should have been charged, but in both cases, they’re both being undercharged but black people are still being charged disproportionately to white people.

Here, she uses her experience as a prosecutor in James county in North Carolina to gauge differences in rates of prosecution. This also helps us to better understand some of the intersectional effects of race and class in the prosecution of domestic violence crimes. 
Director Marcie also points to some intersections between race, class, and domestic violence when it comes to dual arrests. When I ask her “what patterns have you noticed regarding arrest policies for domestic violence in the state and/or community your organization works with?”, she says that she has definitely noticed more victims being incarcerated and specifically with regards to dual arrest rates. She notes “I don't know if I've ever seen an upper middle-class victim arrested”. This is somewhat related to the Destiny’s commentary on the role of class in perpetrators’ ability to avoid standard criminal procedures once a domestic violence arrest is made. She says:
Typically in {Smith County}, if there was a situation like that, if the person arrested could afford an attorney, they would call the DA and they would find the judge and over the phone the judge could say OK give the guy a $500 unsecured bond, let him out and tell him no contact until the court date.

This points to not only the economic power that wealthier abusers have in avoiding legal consequences of perpetuating domestic abuse in North Carolina, but also points to their ability to continue perpetuating domestic violence with less consequences than poorer perpetrators who cannot afford a good attorney. This begs yet another question. Are wealthier white women who have not been arrested in instances of dual arrest really more advantaged than poorer women when it is also difficult for them to escape their perpetrator of the same socioeconomic status?
[bookmark: _Toc511003986][bookmark: _Toc511004020][bookmark: _Toc511605751][bookmark: _Toc512433877][bookmark: _Toc512434328]Potential Solutions

When all of the participants are asked about policies that would produce better and more equitable outcomes surrounding arrest and domestic violence, Officer Joe is the only participant who did not think the policies set in place at his police department needed to change. He explained that because his particular police department is pro-arrest, it is good for the police officers because it keeps them accountable, regardless of the situation at hand. 
Marcie, however, is the only participant to mention the possibility of racial biases in other potential intervening agencies such as social services and hospitals. When asked “do you think that are any circumstances surrounding a domestic violence arrest that leave particular communities of color at risk? If so, what are they?”, she responds:
I mean there's clearly the very obvious distrust of police, distrust of the system in general. There's the implicit biases that those responding folks have umm. Resources, one thing I see is so often, the kind of helping community, the nonprofits, the social workers, all of that. I mean there's a lot of implicit bias there that is impacting not to mention health, health care issues... I mean in child protective services, we're seeing black children removed more often than we're seeing white children removed. 

She notes that in her work with clients, not only has she seen the implicit biases of different intervening parties in domestic violence, but also some of the devastating consequences of said bias, such as increased chances of Black families being separated. Marcie also highlights other means of domestic violence intervention and emphasizes that a collective community of institutions has just as much power to uplift survivors of domestic violence as it does to disempower them. 
In contrast to officer Joe, three other respondents pointed to the need for more extensive police training around domestic violence and racial bias as well as more adequate education efforts. The majority of the responses about increasing police training were in regards to making sure police officers better understand the dynamics of domestic abuse, can better distinguish between offensive wounds and self-defensive wounds as a means of decreasing dual arrest rates, and making sure that there is constant training around racial bias. 
With regards to education efforts, all four of the other respondents highlighted the importance of starting at an early point in intervention efforts by teaching children what healthy relationships look like and teaching boys, in particular, alternative and less violent and/or toxic ways of expressing their masculinity. Camille states: 
I think starting as early as possible to teach – I mean, you can teach toddlers what body autonomy is, and consent. You know, you can start teaching five-year-olds about—four-year-olds, three-year-olds—about not hugging someone if they say they don’t want a hug. Or, you know, that – really respecting the integrity of someone else’s body and physical space. I mean, we can start, and then you can tailor it and start actually talking about relationships as they get older and go into high school, and what it looks like, what healthy relationships look like. And, um, we – we absolutely should, and could, do more of that.

Here, she echoes specifically the importance of emphasizing consent and respecting everyone’s bodies and rights to their own physical space and evolving that conversation to incorporate other elements of healthy relationships that leaves the potential to educate students about other forms of domestic violence beyond physical violence (such as emotional abuse, financial abuse, psychological abuse, etc). 
Camille was also the only person to mention how minimum wage policies influence domestic violence. She says:
Fair wage initiatives. Yeah, fair wages, I mean, that – to me, that’s – if – if we wanna prevent domestic violence, then the first place, the number one place we could start is to actually – pay people for, you know, a de – decent living wages for jobs, so that they – it – it just spirals downhill from there if people don’t – if people can’t, you know, feed and clothe them – their families, and they’re poor, and then there are cycles of crime, and they – you know, drug dealing. And then substance abuse, and all of – all that comes with that world. But you know, if people were able to do meaningful work for a fair wage, I think it takes so much pressure off of a family.

Certainly, the interview data shows that socioeconomic status plays a significant role in the perpetuation of domestic violence, especially when looking at how class intersects with the patriarchal expectations of equating men’s masculinity to their ability to provide for their families financially and maintain power over the household. It seems in this instance, however, that the language that Camille is describing with potential perpetrators of domestic violence is racially coded when describing “drug dealing” in the same sentence of “substance abuse”. This indirect allusion to the unique conditions of domestic violence in poor communities of color (the expertise of this particular lawyer is in a North Carolina city with a large Black population) points to the need for more culturally competent social policies to address all the factors that influence the perpetuation of domestic violence.
[bookmark: _Toc511003987][bookmark: _Toc511004021][bookmark: _Toc511605752][bookmark: _Toc512433878][bookmark: _Toc512434329]Conclusion

	In conclusion, the results of this case study provided key insights needed to better understand some of the intersectional impacts that domestic violence arrest policies can have across racial and socioeconomic groups, especially for poor black women in North Carolina. First, there are varying levels of police trainings surrounding domestic violence that is very dependent on funding by the state. Second, the experts highlighted various differences between urban and rural counties with regards to the execution of domestic violence arrest policies. As noted by experts, these two observations could help to explain some of the county level differences in policing around domestic violence arrests, potentially favoring more urban areas in North Carolina. Third, there is a strong agreement amongst the experts that there are racial and ethnic inequitable disparities in the execution of domestic violence arrest policies, especially for Latinx communities, Black communities, and undocumented communities. Fourth, some experts emphasize varying levels of criminalization for women of color who experience domestic violence in comparison to their white counterparts. Fifth, the experts discuss the varying levels of prosecution for domestic violence across socioeconomic levels in North Carolina, disproportionately protecting wealthier perpetrators from prosecution. Lastly, the experts all offer potential solutions to preventing domestic violence, such as comprehensive sex education and increased law enforcement training. While domestic violence should be a randomized act that occurs at the same rate across racial and ethnic groups as well as education levels, We see in the descriptive statistics indicate that there is a disproportionate amount of poor black women (using education level as a measure of that) that are represented in the sample. The statistics also suggest that there may be some other lurking variables, such as the criminalization of poor black women, that influence the likelihood of poor black women being killed by an intimate partner. All of these observations connect to Ingram and Schneider’s (1993) social construction of target populations theory. Social policy initiatives have done little to address the ways in which black women are disproportionately criminalized and how that leaves black women who have experienced domestic violence particularly vulnerable. While this analysis was merely exploratory, it leaves open a lot of important questions that can guide future research. Given that North Carolina does not have a mandatory arrest statute, but various individual police departments have adopted pro-arrest statutes, it would be important for there to be more transparency from police departments on what their official arrest policy is, so that more accurate research can be conducted on the effectiveness of those polices. Additionally, as the criminalization of Black women came up in participant responses, in particular how it could impact their access to protection orders, I think it would also be important to analyze what the racial and class distribution of protection orders granted and denied looks like in North Carolina. Further, as came up in the interview participant responses, there is a need to conduct further research on how other marginalized groups who experience domestic violence are impacted by these arrest policies and/or may also be experiencing some kind of criminalization by various criminal justice and law enforcement institutions. Some of these groups include the LGB community, the Trans community, the undocumented community, refugee communities, the Latinx community, and so on. There is also a need to discuss further the intersections between visible and invisible disabilities and domestic violence as well as police response to domestic violence survivors who have mental illnesses. I believe that centering intersectionality as an integral theory of analysis can really help to shed light on ways to truly create social policies that not only are accessible to marginalized communities experiencing domestic violence, but can act as a means of preventing domestic violence in the future.














[bookmark: _Toc511003988][bookmark: _Toc511004022][bookmark: _Toc511605753][bookmark: _Toc512433879][bookmark: _Toc512434330]Conclusions

	In this thesis, I had a few research questions and hypotheses surrounding the relationship between race, ethnicity, education attainment level and domestic violence arrest policies. Relying on CDC data, asked: 1) to what extent are IPV-related homicide rates influenced by the presence and absence of mandatory arrest policies? And 2) Are we better able to predict IPV-related homicides by accounting for not only policy, but also race and socioeconomic status (via education attainment level) of states’ constituents? First, I hypothesized that there will be a higher instance of IPV-related homicide cases in states with mandatory arrest policies. Second, I predicted that black women will be disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicide cases in mandatory arrest states in comparison to white women. Third, I predicted that women with less than or equal to a high school education will be disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicide rates in mandatory arrest states in comparison to women with some college education or more. While there was little support found for my first hypothesis (with the exception of Asian/Pacific Islander, non-Hispanic women and Hispanic women), there was statistical significance found to support my second and third hypothesis. 
To gain a more nuanced understanding of domestic violence arrest policies, I also conducted a case study of North Carolina’s domestic violence arrest policies using descriptive statistics and interview data. I queried: How is the distribution of intimate partner violence (IPV)- related homicide rates in North Carolina influenced by domestic violence arrest policies?  I hypothesized that 1) there will be disproportionate rates of IPV-related homicides for poor black women, and 2) interview responses from experts will show a notable relationship between class, race, ethnicity, and domestic violence arrest policies and subsequent procedures (such as domestic violence prosecution) that plays a role in leaving poor women, black women, and poor black women at a higher risk of IPV-related homicide. The descriptive statistics showed support for my first hypothesis and participant interview responses showed support for my second hypothesis.
[bookmark: _Toc511003989][bookmark: _Toc511004023][bookmark: _Toc511605754][bookmark: _Toc512433880][bookmark: _Toc512434331]Limitations and Generalizability

Certainly, there were a few limitations to my research study. One limitation is primarily in data collection. Since only 27 states currently have data surrounding the demographics of IPV-related homicide victims, the statistical analysis would be more comprehensive and generalizable if there was data for all fifty states. Another limitation is that because the CDC data is from the National Violent Death Reporting System (NVDRS) is a collection of police reports, medical examinations, coroners’ reports, toxicology reports, and vital statistics records, there is an inherent element of human error in collection with so many different professionals involved.  Furthermore, since all of the states within the sample had a consistent domestic violence arrest policy (mandatory arrest or discretionary arrest) throughout the thirteen-year period, it was impossible to isolate any potential causal links between the domestic violence arrest policy and IPV-related homicide cases in a specific state by analyzing patterns before and after the policy was enacted. Similarly with the case study of North Carolina, it is difficult to generalize the results of the five interviews done because of the small sample size and the specificity of North Carolina’s discretionary arrest policies. The interviews, however, were done across a geographically expansive territory of multiple counties, so that is a benefit of the analysis. 
[bookmark: _Toc511003990][bookmark: _Toc511004024][bookmark: _Toc511605755][bookmark: _Toc512433881][bookmark: _Toc512434332]Research and Policy Implications 

	There are various research and policy implications resulting from this study. The statistical results pointed to a lot of evidence that women of color, especially black women, are disproportionately represented amongst IPV-related homicide victims alongside women with lower education attainment levels. To address this disparity (which was also present in the descriptive statistics for North Carolina), I argue that there needs to be more culturally competent policy initiatives set in place to address some of the unique barriers that black women, poor women—and poor black women—face when experiencing domestic violence. In the case study of North Carolina for example, more than one expert brought up an unwillingness for black women to come forward and call the police when experiencing IPV due lack of trust towards law enforcement and the criminal justice system. Addressing this gap within policy would be an essential step in allowing Black women who experience domestic violence to feel safer seeking services. With regards to poor women who experience domestic violence, creating policy initiatives to establish financial resources for survivors could be a way to mitigate or reverse those trends. 
	With regards to future research, there are a few implications from this study. One important issue moving forward is standardizing the data collection process in making an effort for states, North Carolina in particular, to be clear and transparent about not only what their domestic violence arrest policy is, but also consistently evaluating who the primary benefactors of those policies are. For example, in North Carolina, the creation of at least a consistent county level arrest policy (as opposed to the current department level policy) would help to create less confusion amongst professionals and survivors about what should occur after police get a domestic violence or domestic dispute call. Another important element of future research would be to see what the racial distribution and potential class distribution (which may be more difficult since that information isn’t asked on the 50B form) is for domestic violence protective orders (50B forms in North Carolina) are for those granted and denied. There is such a high safety risk in survivors deciding to move forward with taking out a protective order against their abusers (they risk angering their abusers further), that if black women and poor women (or both) are being denied protective orders at higher rates than their counterparts, that could be an alternative or additional explanation as to why these groups disproportionately make up the distribution of IPV-related homicide cases. As noted in the North Carolina case study, counties with larger populations of Black people also correlated to higher cases of IPV-related homicide so it is possible that an alternative explanation for the relationship between race, ethnicity, and domestic violence arrest policies is that in places with smaller white populations, there are less progressive policies enacted or conversely, more punitive policies enacted. This alternative hypothesis could be explored further in North Carolina for example, by prioritizing incorporating more voices of domestic violence survivors across these different counties as well as more diverse voices amongst relevant professionals. Lastly, while this research study aimed to take an intersectional class and race analysis, there are various other trends from the data that suggest other marginalized communities relationships to these policies should also be explored in future research. For example, investigating the relationship between these policies and undocumented communities, for communities with limited English proficiency, for American Indian/Alaskan Native women, for the LGBTQ+ community, for people with disabilities who experience domestic violence, and so much more. Centering marginalized communities’ experiences in legislation around domestic violence arrest policies and other related policies will ensure more equitable and just outcomes, ones in which ideal victims are not the only group benefiting from domestic violence policy.
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