Conducting Risk Assessments
on Domestic Violence with
Considerations for Batterers
Intervention Programs (BIP)
during COVID-19
April 15, 2020

Webinar Logistics
• Please keep microphones muted and webcam off.
Mute cell phones.
• Type questions into the chat box throughout the
presentation
• Moderators will pose questions from your
comments and questions from the chat box.
• A recording of the presentation will be sent to all
participants
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www.globalrightsforwomen.org
Global Rights for Women works with
leaders around the world to advance
women and girls’ human right to live free
from violence through legal reform and
institutional and social change.

Panelists
• Laura Wilson, Human Rights Attorney, Global
Rights for Women
• Melissa Petrangelo Scaia, Director of
International Training , Global Rights for
Women & Co-Founder, Pathways to Family
Peace
• Chris Huffine, Executive Director, Allies in
Change
• Rebecca Thomforde Hauser, Assoc. Director,
Gender & Family Justice Programs, Center for
Court Innovation

Risk of future
violence
Risk of lethality

What is Risk
in DV Cases?

Risk of non-criminal
activity that is still
coercive
Risk of system
intervention
Others?
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Risk for What?
• Victim Safety
• Offender Management
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Risk = Risk of Re-Offense

What is Risk
when we are
thinking about
offender
management?

Classic Ways of Operationalizing Risk:
•
•
•
•

General Risk: Likelihood of any re-offense.
Risk of Violence: Likelihood of violent felony re-offense.
Risk of Domestic Violence: Likelihood of future DV.
Risk of Lethality: Likelihood of future (DV) homicide.

Classifying Risk: Low, moderate, high; low, lowmoderate, moderate, moderate-high, and high.
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Why Should
We Care
About Risk?

Use

Risk-Needs-Responsivity Research: Use risk information to adjust the
intensity of the justice system’s response to the offender.

Help

Help Victims: Promote service linkages & safety planning especially
for victims facing high (or moderate) future risk.

Flag

Flag Lethality: Initiate multi-pronged response if an assessment
identifies lethality risk in DV cases.

Officer

Officer Safety: Domestic violence is always dangerous for the victim
and can be dangerous for law enforcement
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• The Risk-Need-Responsivity Model:
• Developed in Canada in the 1980s.

Risk-NeedResponsivity

• Supported by three decades of research and
over 300 original studies with a wide range of
offender populations.
• Widely embraced by correctional treatment
experts across North America, Europe, and
Australia.
• Shown to produce up to 30 percentage point
recidivism reductions when well-implemented.
• Composed of three core principles.
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Offender
Management:
Implications for
Risk Assessment

•

Risk Principle à Assess for risk.
•

Low-Risk: “Do no harm” (minimal intervention).

•

Moderate- & High-Risk: Treat criminogenic & other needs.

•

High-Risk of Future Violence: Consider incarceration.

•

Need Principle à For moderate- and high-risk individuals: Assess for
and treat multiple criminogenic needs.

•

Responsivity Principle à Assess for additional needs & attributes
(trauma or other mental disorders) & identify strengths to create
individualized intervention response.
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What Do We Mean By Risk Factors?
n General: “Central Eight” Criminogenic
Factors:
1. History of criminal behavior
(STATIC)
2. Antisocial personality
3. Criminal thinking (anti-social
beliefs and attitudes)
4. Antisocial peers
5. Family or marital problems
6. School or work problems
7. Lack of pro-social
leisure/recreational activities
8. Substance abuse

§ DV Specific Risk :
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§ Recidivism
§ Lethality

Categories of risk factors
§ Static
§ Historical factors that do not change over time (e.g., criminal history)
§ Dynamic
§ Vary over time (e.g., access to a firearm, unemployed)
§ Stable
§ A subset of dynamic factors that are more enduring attributes that can
change over time, but only tend to do so slowly (e.g., belief systems)
§ Acute
§ Present in the moment (e.g., intoxication, high distress)
§ Idiographic
§ Rare risk factors that are too infrequent to show up on risk assessment tools,
but when present are alarming (e.g., sadistic arousal, command
hallucinations, unusual qualities of the instant offense)

DOMESTIC
VIOLENCE
Factors
Associated
with
Increased Risk
of Lethality

• Increase in physical violence
over the past year
• Respondent/Defendant
owns a gun
• Use or Threatened use of
lethal weapon
• Separation within the past
year
• Unemployment

• Drug/Alcohol Abuse
• Abuse During Pregnancy
• Child Abuse Threats
• Child that is not the
biological child of the
defendant/respondent
• Stalking
• Avoidance of Arrest

• Jealousy

• Victim Belief that
defendant/respondent is
capable of killing him/her

• Controlling behavior

• Suicidal Ideation

• Strangulation
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Stalking
§ Key themes:
§ Repeated unwanted contact and/or
following/monitoring of one individual by another that
is not part of a professional relationship (e.g., P.I. or
P.O.)
§ This contact continues in spite of the one being
pursued repeatedly asking such contact to cease
§ Also typically present is obsessive thinking about and
preoccupation with the victim by the stalker
§ Instills fear

Statistics related to Stalking
§ 1 in 4 to 12 women (8 – 23%)
§ 1 in 10 to 45 men (2 – 10%)
§ Typically about three quarters of victims are female
§ The higher end of the above two stats is based on metaanalysis of over 100 studies and includes broader definitions
of stalking behaviors
§ Half experience at least one contact per week
§ 25-35% will be physically assaulted by their stalker at some
point
§ 81% of intimate female stalking victims will be physically
assaulted and 31% will be sexually assaulted
§ 76% of femicide victims had been stalked, 89% who had
been previously physically abused had been stalked

Common Stalking Tactics
§ Following a person and visually monitoring their whereabouts (>33%)
§ Driving by a person’s home or workplace
§ Repeated phone calls/hang-ups (66%)
§ Initiating false rumors (36%)
§ Sending unwanted gifts, letters, emails, etc. (31%)

Common Stalking Tactics
§ Damaging a person’s car or property (29%)
§ Killing/threatening to kill a family pet (9%)
§ Tracking a person via hidden cameras, recording devices, GPS
§ Actively tracking a person via public records or on line search services,
contacting family or friends, etc
§ Ordering or canceling goods and services on the victims behalf
§ Initiating legal contact/filing complaints
§ Waiting for the victim at a certain location

Stalkers are relentless
• Most stalkers(2/3) pursue their victim at least once per week
• Most stalkers(3/4) use more than one means of approach
• Average stalking incident lasts 1.8 years
• 2.2 years if intimate partner is the stalker
• 10% are stalked for more than 5 years

Legal Interventions

§ 69% of female victims and 81% of male victims had the
stalking protection order violated
§ A meta-analysis found that stalking/restraining orders
indicated a violation rate of 40%
§ The same meta-analysis reported that things get worse
about 21% of the time post restraining order
§ If the stalker is on probation, higher levels of
supervision, including on-going contact with victims,
tends to decrease the rate of recidivism.

Firearms and lethality
• Prior threats with weapons increase risk of homicide
by 3.8 times (Campbell, Portland presentation, 2014)
• When abusive partners have access to firearms, the
risk of homicide increases by nearly 1300% compared
to other IPV cases (Campbell)
• About 2/3 of DV homicides in Oregon are committed
with firearms (Oregon Health Authority, 2011; 2013, 2014 stats)
• Restrictions on the purchase of firearms including in
restraining orders and entered into a federal database
led to a 12-13% decline in the rate of DV homicides in
those states (Vigdor & Mercy, 2006)

Lethal risk vs. other types of risk
• Here are some other points to consider . . .
• While there is some overlap between risk of lethality
and more general risk, I think that they may be pretty
distinct
• A sub-group of individuals who commit domestic
violence homicides would otherwise score as quite
low risk (e.g., no prior criminal history, no negative
peer influences, personality disorder)
• For example, only a third had previously been
arrested for DV or were on probation
22

Lethal risk vs. other types of risk
• Some key themes that appear relevant for heightened
risk of lethal risk:
• Recent change in status of relationship
• Recent loss of job
• Other major negative life changes (e.g., serious financial or
medical problems)
• Deep sense of enmeshment
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Lethal risk vs. other types of risk
• Some key themes that appear relevant for heightened
risk of lethal risk:
• Stalking behaviors
• Present in 87-95% of the homicides
• Even with no physical abuse present, stalking present 58-72% of
the time!

• Fatalistic thinking including suicidality
• Willingness to consider murder and/or suicide as an option
• Presence of firearms (88% used a gun)
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Prior DV related incidents/violations of OPs
Violence towards family members
Suicidal/homicidal

DV Specific
Recidivism
Factors

Access to firearms/use of weapons
Obsession with victim
Victim fear of re-assault
Attitudes that condone DV
Recent separation
Failure to complete a mandated batterer program
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Victims don’t overestimate risk
but they can underestimate it

1
Risk Assessment
Tools can give courts
and advocates more
information
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2
Help the victim
understand the risk

3
Allow courts to
prioritize

Advocates

How Does
Risk
Assessment
fit into our
Coordinated
Community
Response?

Probation
Law Enforcement
Abusive Partner Intervention Programs
Courts
Civil legal services
Child Protective Services
Supervised Visitation Centers
Prosecutors
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Example: Duluth Domestic Violence CCR Risk
Management & Coordination with BIPs
• The Duluth Blueprint for Safety is available at:
https://www.theduluthmodel.org/duluth-blueprint-safety/
• Domestic Abuse Intervention Programs - “the Duluth Model”
• one of three national sites for the Blueprint for Safety Adaptation
Demonstration Initiative, a project of the Office on Violence Against
Women,
• The Blueprint integrates the knowledge gleaned from more than
thirty years of research, demonstration projects, and practice into a
“Blueprint” for city and county agencies responding to misdemeanor
and felony assaults

How Risk Data is organized in the Duluth CCR
as a result of the Blueprint for Safety
• Practitioners’ Guide to Risk and Danger

• Every practitioner should be familiar with, look for, and
document the key categories of risk and danger included
in the guide.

• Duluth Police Department Risk and Context Questions
• Provides context of risk
• Helpful for prosecutors, probation and judges to
understand context of risk
• Not a tool

Domestic Violence Response Team – Duluth
• Created a team that:

1) generated the risk, history and contextual data needed by
criminal justice agencies to make pre-trial and sentencing
recommendations;
2) designed a way for this data to be collected and collated so
each practitioner receive and review it in a time efficient
manner; and
3) re-route how cases were processed through the Duluth Police
Department (DPD) so DVRT could monitor DPD domestic
assault cases and liaison between DPD, prosecutors, warrants
division, and probation.

Members of Duluth DVRT
• Sergeant in charge of DVRT
• Domestic Violence Investigator Gross Misdemeanor
and Felony:
• Domestic Violence Investigator Misdemeanor:
• 2 Domestic Violence Specialist*
• Domestic Violence Legal Advocate
• Domestic Violence Native American Advocate
• Probation Officer

DVRT File Composition*
• Summary of Domestic Violence Risk and Assessment Tool Sheet
• ODARA Score Sheet
• All past Orders for Protection (including petitioner affidavits) and
Harassment Restraining Orders.
• All incident and arrest reports involving domestic violence; domestic
disturbances, sexual abuse, burglaries with weapons, harassment and
stalking.
• Criminal and civil history
• Men’s Nonviolence Program attendance history
• Bail Memo sheet filled in with history of his abusive behavior and risk
indicators.

Required by Duluth PD policy to be asked and
documented for all incidents and arrests
• Risk Questions for Context
• 1. Do you think he/she will seriously injure or kill you, your children, or
someone else close to you? What makes you think so? What makes you
think not? Does he/she have access to guns?
• 2. How frequently does he/she assault you? Describe the time you were
the most frightened or injured by him/her.
• 3. Does he/she initiate unwanted contact either electronically or in
person? Describe the unwanted contact. How often?
• 4. How frequently doe he/she intimidate or threaten you? Has he/she
intimidated or threatened you regarding talking to police or seeking help
from the court?
• 5. Has he/she ever forced you to do things sexually you didn’t want to?

HOPE SCALE

WAYPOWER

GOALS
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WILLPOWER

Assessing
for Hope

Recent research on men in an abusive
partner intervention program in
Baltimore found that “No hope for the
future” was the greatest contributor to
IPV perpetration. (Holliday et al., 2018)
More than 2,000 studies have been
published on the psychology of hope,
and they all show that hope is the
single best predictor of well-being
(Hope Rising, 2019).
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“The majority of victims or perpetrators (up to 83%) or
both had contact with criminal justice, victim assistance,
and/or health care agencies in the year prior to the
homicide....
This indicates opportunities for prevention
by identification of women at
risk and appropriate intervention.”
Campbell, Ph.D., R.N., F.A.A.N., Johns Hopkins University, Intimate Partner Homicide: Review and Implications of Research and
Policy
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Key Issues for assessing risk
•All Domestic Violence is Dangerous
•Assessment instruments should never be
used to ASSUME the victim isn’t in danger
•Risk is DYNAMIC over the life of the case
•Informed Decision-Making: gathering
information from as many sources as
possible
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Limitations of risk assessment
• Risk assessment does not tell us what, when, where,
or to whom the assault will re-occur
• A more refined prediction, involving multiple possible
outcomes tends to be more accurate than a simple,
dichotomous yes/no prediction
• Because of its frequent focus on criminal recidivism,
risk assessment tools can be culturally biased, overly
focusing on working class men and men of color who
are more likely to be targeted by and caught up in the
criminal justice system

Limitations of risk assessment with DV
offenders

• Criminal risk assessment typically focuses on risk of
committing another felony
• Many DV crimes are classified as misdemeanors
• Most DV is not even illegal (e.g., verbal and
psychological abuse)
• Domestic violence risk assessment typically focuses
on committing another physical assault
• Most DV involves non-physical abuse
• In other words, there is limited research on assessing
the risk of the majority of DV that is perpetrated

Limitations of risk assessment with DV
offenders

• Given that the majority of domestic violence involves
non-physical and non-illegal abuse, many
domestically violent men may score as a low risk
even while they continue to be quite abusive
• For that reason, risk assessment should NOT be used
to determine length of treatment
• While lower risk may require less supervision, it does
not mean there should be less intervention
• Many abusive individuals may stop or reduce their
illegal/physical abuse while continuing or even
escalating their legal non-physical abuse

Risk Scenario
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Understanding Risk In Context
• Lets look at highlights from a police report and
see if we can find risk factors for the domestic
violence victim. This was the police report that
came with the initial referral for George to your
BIP.
• What made you concerned for their safety
upon the initial referral and receiving this
report:
Ø Charity’s safety
Ø Her child’s safety
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Suspect: George, male, 28 years old, charged with assault
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Living with Charity (female) for 3 years
Parents to 2 year old son – Jason (asleep upstairs during the incident)
Charity is 7 months pregnant
Police responded to 911 call from Charity
Charity was found sitting on the couch and crying

Charity states George came home later than expected and was drunk
Charity states she yelled at George because he didn’t respond to texts
and she thought she was having labor pains and wanted him to come
home
George started laughing and called Charity stupid
George stated the baby wouldn’t come this early
Charity again yelled at George for being drunk and not taking care of
her
Charity asked that George call Charity’s mother, a nurse at a local
hospital
Charity states George became violent, took her cell phone and threw it
against the wall
George then grabbed Charity by the wrists and pulled her to the living
room
George proceeded to shake Charity and grabbed her by the neck until
she fell
Charity admitted to scratching George on the face

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Officers observe Charity has a raspy voice and bloodshot eyes but no
visible bruising to the neck
Charity’s dress is wet and when questioned, admitted she was
embarrassed but that she must have wet her pants
Charity states she doesn’t remember what happened after she fell,
but that she ran and grabbed her phone, locked herself in the
bedroom, and called 911
Charity does not know where George has gone but suspects he might
be at his mother’s house
Officers find George at his mother’s house
George has scratches on his face and neck
George states he is the victim and Charity attacked him
George states Charity is pregnant and moody
Officers smell alcohol on his breath
George is arrested for assault and attempted strangulation
George is released on bail posted by his mother
George is currently staying with his mother at her house.
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Scenario Debrief
• What risk factors did you all identify in the police report?

• The police report was 9 months prior to COVID-19. George has been in group for 8 weeks
but has already had two absences when COVIID-19 began. He was previously living with his
mom but reports that him and Charity have reconciled and he is back living at home. There
is no OFP in place.
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Scenario Debrief
• During COVID-19 George has informed you in the BIP group that he has been laid off from his job,
He has told you that he is getting bored and restless at home, and said he is craving contact with
other adults because he is at home with the infant all day who isn't sleeping very well. In addition,
there son Jason is at home as well with George and is now three years old. He mentioned that his
job gave him some relief from being an around the clock father and now he feels like he doesn't
get a break with the shelter at home directive and being laid off from work. His wife Charity
works in the check-out line at the grocery store. She used to only work 20 hours a week but her
hours were increased to 36 hours per week. George has also admitted to the BIP that he has
found himself being more emotionally abusive to Charity lately. He told the group that he said to
her, “You only work at a grocery store. How hard can your job be. Your job is not that important.
You better start doing a better job of keeping this house clean and cooking. Jason also has turned
into a brat. You need to discipline him better. He is like this because you were the one with hm
most of the time before.”
• What about in the context of COVID-19?
• What additional considerations would you take with George or Charity
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Questions / Next Steps
• Questions from Chat Box

Contact Information
Melissa Petrangelo Scaia, MPA
Director of International Training at Global Rights for Women
Co-Founder, Pathways to Family Peace
Co-Founder, Domestic Violence Turning Points
mscaia@grwomen.org or melissascaia@icloud.com
218-969-3498 (voice and text)
Rebecca Thomforde Hauser
Associate Director, Gender and Family Justice Programs
Center for Court Innovation
thomforr@courtinnovation.org
802-728-5776

Contact Information
Chris Huffine, Psy.D.
Allies in Change
1675 SW Marlow Ave, Suite 110
Portland, OR 97225
(503) 297-7979
www.alliesinchange.org
Chuffine@pacifier.com
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