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TODAY...

v" Introduction and development of the Risk Assessment tool in Croatia (SPP)
v Overview of the instrument

v" Pros and Cons instead of a conclusion




RISK ASSESSMENT TOOL - SPP

v"UK Model (OASYys)
v'Based on the R-N-R model

RISK NEED

Targeted at
personal and social
factors which are
assessed as being

Risk of serious likely to cause
harm reoffending

Risk of reoffending

RESPONSIVITY

Interventions
which are
demonstrably
effective in
reducing offending

Responsive to
individual
offenders




RISK ASSESSMENT TOOL - SPP

v’ second version

: . @ ;
v analyzing current and previous offenses _. tojd -
v"we take into account static and dynamic factors a2 4 - o
v’ in addition to risks, we also consider protective factors \-—’ 1

v’ risk of harm to other people
v risk of harm of the offender to himself

v RESULT: - Assessment of probability of re-offending (high, medium, low)

- Assessment of the level of serious harm (very high, high, medium, low)




CRIMINOGENIC NEEDS

Accommodation Alcohol abuse

Education and employment

Emotional wellbeing

Finance

Thinking and behavior

Personal relations

Attitudes

Lifestyle and social relations

Health and other diversity issues

Drug abuse




SCHEME FOR USING SPP BLOCKS

BLOCKI

Medium / high

risk for others / others / offende
offenders

Low risk for

BLOCK

=

BLOCK I

* Always if physicall harm, sexual harm or emotional harm is
detected




Total number of individual offences for which the offender has been convicted in these

1.4.1. criminal proceedings
1 (0 points), 2-3 (1 point), 4+ (2 points)
1.4.2 Age at which he committed the current offence
S 35 and more (0 points), 25-34 (1 point), less than 25 (2 points)
143 Total number of criminal court proceedings in which he was convicted
e 0 (0 points), 1 (1 point), 2+ (2 points)
L4.4 Total number of misdemeanor court proceedings in which he was convicted
N 0 (0 points), 1-3 (1 point), 4+ (2 points)
Committing the first crime before the age of 18
1.4.5. :
Points No =0, Yes =2
Number of previous unconditional custodial sentences and other institutional
1.4.6. sanctions/measures
0 (0 points), 1-2 (1 point), 3+ (2 points)
147 Any breach of conditions or specific obligations imposed by competent institutions
N Points No =0, Yes = 2
Total number of different types of criminal/offensive offences from judicial proceedings
1.4.8. (includes previous and current)

0-2 (0 points), 3-4 (1 point), 5+ (2 points)

Likelihood of re-commitment |

The




USING THE ABOVE INFORMATION, PLEASE INDICATE WHETHER THE OFFENDER IS LIKELY TO:

cause serious harm to others (including personnel or prisoners if the offender
is in prison)

deliberately causing harm to oneself or being at risk due to vulnerability

— present a risk of absconding/hide from law, control or breach of trust

LEVEL OF RISK:

Very high (VV): currently present recognizable indicators indicate a direct risk of serious injury. There is a
high probability that a potential event will occur in the near future, and the consequences can be severe.

High (V): identifiable indicators of the risk of serious injury are present. A potential event could happen
at any time, and the consequences would be serious.

Middle (S): identifiable indicators of the risk of serious injury are present. The perpetrator has the
potential to cause damage, but the likelihood of causing serious harm depends primarily on the change
of circumstances, e.g. the perpetrator misses to take prescribed drugs, loss of accommodation,
disconnection, abuse of drugs or alcohol.

Low (N): currently available evidence does not suggest that there is a likelihood of serious injury. (The
potential for damage is present in all perpetrators. There is no category in which there is no RISK.)




These questions should be answered in all cases. If the offender is in prison, please answer the
qguestions after the release.

Points

Currently without permanent accommodation or in temporary accommodation (institution,

A therapeutic community) No =0 Yes = 2

1.1.3. Suitability of accommodation (residence, suitability of housing organisation) Points 0, 1, 2

Durability of accommodation (time spent at that address, frequent changes in
11.1.4. accommodation space, likelihood of further availability of accommodation. Is the
accommodation temporary?) Points 0.1, 2

Suitability of the location of the accommodation (local level of crime, access to criminals,

12 =t proximity to the victim) Points 0, 1, 2

Total points for section




ASSESSMENT MANUAL

» detailed explanation of each cell and question in the instrument
» paper version 95 pages long

e.g.
2 points if there are problems with the suitability and quality of the accommodation, e.g. if too many
people live in the apartment or the perpetrator lives with his victim. Accommodation could be completely

unsuitable for housing or it could be a house whose owner wants the offender to move out.

1 point if there is evidence that he has problems with some aspects of the accommodation. For example,
the unsub lives on the eighth floor without an elevator and has three young children. The place of
residence of the perpetrator is dislocated, and the perpetrator does not have adequate transportation to
the essential contents.

0 points if the accommodation is suitable and of acceptable quality and does not pose a problem to anyone
that the perpetrator lives there.




Link to the . : ;
The Red The Chapter risk of harm Ba:slc Non-criminal needs The Criminogenic Needs Weighted points
No. (A) Points (B) (C)
. 0 1-2 3 4-5 9-10 11-12 | 13-14 15-16
.4 Static Factors
0 3 6 8 22 29 36 42
. 0 1 2 4-5 6 7 8
.1 Accommodation
1 3 7 9 10 12
.2 Education, 0 1 2-3 4 7-9 10-12 | 13-14 15-16
’ employment 0 1 2 4 10 13 16
. 0 1 2-3 4 7-8 9 10
.3 The finances
0 1 2 5 7 9 11 12
The Family/ 0 1 2 3 6-7 8-9 10-11 12
1.4 partner
Relationship 0 1 1 2 . 5 5 6
L5 Lifestyle and 0 1 2 3 5 6 7 8
’ Society 0 1 3 4 7 9 10 12
0 1 2 3 5-6 7 8-9 10
1.6 Abuse of drugs
0 1 2 3 7 9 11 12
0 1 2 3 5 6 7 8
1.7 Abuse of alcohol
0 1 1 2 3 3 4 4
Emotional 0 1 2 6-7 8-9 10-11 12
1.8 .
Adaptation 0 0 1 3 4 5 6
1.9 Thinking and 0-1 2-3 4-5 6 10-12 | 13-15 | 16-18 19-20
’ Behaviour 0 2 2 3 6 7 9 10
. 0 1 2-3 4 7-8 9-10 11-12 13-14
.10 Attitudes
0 2 4 10 13 16 18
Total weighted points (max. = 150)




FROM RISK ASSESSMENT TO INDIVIDUAL
TREATMENT PLAN

Criminogenic * Creating Individual Treatment Plan

needs
* Defining and explaining criminogenic needs
* Defining objectives/goals (what, who, when...)

* Defining risks

Treatment
objectives * It can be modified according to current needs and

problems — revision of the SPP

* offender signs the individual plan - gives consent with
objectives of ITP

Individual
treatment plan



PROS AND CONS

Structured Subjective assessment

Detailed Time consuming

Unified assessment PO’s overrating risk?

Allows PQO’s expert opinion Not suitable for sexual offenders
Evidence — based decision Not suitable for family violence
,,Protection” Validation?

Can be revised

Monitoring and evaluating individual

progress




THANK YOU
FOR YOUR = -
ATTENTION

vesna.zelic@mpu.hr
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