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A7E ATk SA AT MRS ARsls o FNE U EoTHL 7
sl TPgolAl oTAE 3 ok ATANAE Al @ Wz Aw Y 2
Hoke AAFES Frk AT Hojxt B IRB 47] 182 ol5Hirk = 4n
2L outros, (wA)RetuAA e 487 PEWL AR (YU, ol
29 5, WAR 8 AR 9 Wb ue, WA 712 52 dagr)

RSVP e 7442 Hart et al. (2003)0] w74 Hdsh= 4]0l
ek oilols AT AW SAL BRI BAE PRE B destl
sjeiekol sl ARE molela weke AAjSES Unel gtk of 1ol
Al RSVP Hut 7lo|E(interview guideline, & 3L 220 g slatojg2 W9} &
A E(worksheet; Hart et al.,, 2003; & 952 &0 2 dtto]l2 HA)E &-g3l=
= Shole). wE Il ARG 114 ST B, S ol 8t 9 Af

9, 2
Soll thal HASHES Sk WE vk wao] T wHwAe)A Ae] BA

o FolAitk. 2 ARl 3% AHAL FAo] o] HolYr). o5 F S
wiEhe AW UeiA] F e o] FRion HUbAl AR shes gk
JE Hx*xt AR, Wb AR, WE7)S, BaR RANeEt 52 B
Hoz Fustel AEHom Bl
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4,

I

M7

7}. STATIC—-99R30)

o] = £ 62 A7 (static) WA MABHOR o|Folzl WA A $1F
/d 7Heto|tk Static-99r2 A (Sl uol), et BAEH 24 ol 44
Aoz 57, 24 W3 F uldd FHHE (239 s, dAHE 3 B4
ZHRE (24 AleD, BAHF T dH Sl (23 AL, A Al e Sl
(27 AQ), B18% A (2 W, v0% AR (A 23D, ulwa] e
(B2 =9, 4 S (B E) 10 FRo= FE] ik F Al U9
= 09 A 1040]c} Helmus, Hanson et al. (2012)-2 Static-99r9} AAHX] AYHE

Afolo] AFAIE =T (1=.56)0] 1 ROCOJAUCE 6904 708 R 3tk

. AZHA AEAEAE g7

HAGSOR (M98 4B/ a7 227, 2010) H2o] Siehstanl ]
Ak B2 A4 AN AR AEIFHS B 9 mrE
26531 9Ick HAGSORL: 10749] A291gaglat 13749 B2918 0912 B1s
ul, F 8010] H5E GAslel HFHOE TS AT B4 A ol 4
SPEC I EER R EE e N BN P R
3%, ulgA EeyH S RPNl Sl e U T
olo] PAIS Tk, 1R wshal, A wlshal, 134] vlet wjsha Fom
sol glit A4 Wels 0-A 104 Afololeh. Bl HALA Static-200232),
RM2000/S%), KSORASSH 228 Th2 914 7kesat 50 ool e 4

30) Phenix, A., Fernandez, Y., Harris, A. J. R., Helmus, M., Hanson, K., & Thornton, D. (2016).
Static-99R Coding Rules Revised - 2016.

31) 287 (2010). BFAPIANFAB/HAE PHHAGSOR). ;WP FRE A1
A].

32) Canada. Solicitor General Canada. (2003). Notes on the Development of Static-2002 [electronic
Resource]. Solicitor General Canada.

33) Thornton, D. (2007). Scoring guide for the Risk Matrix 2000.9/SVC: February 2007 version.
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HZ2 cloy

ME2AA| JHE 2
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Jielo] MX|E MEZES X|&MD} HIE
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ZESIIES

7§2I0] MRIZE HR-Z7F AlZio] X|dof| w2t MR R of Higahx|n

Jielo] MRIE st 72
AlZt

y AT
SHRIZILL &2 ClgsiRls #S oiE
Mein| SEO| WS £ MUAIS S TlsRiol] A sl A
Asioll ot B2 BeiAorl= WS
HUEIE A2 2 2 5 of I 1 2olcts YSO= wsirpl
£alof chgt 91 22 Al7l, S, 39|, B2 ofYS AB3E A
N2 s, SSo| it !, D20 BS0| ATS oRsIX| it Mgl
2 wolSox| gk 2
SZ22 ARSI 018 SOISHs BT, LS, Jh, E2 oIkl
Helg 4Z2 oislol X3l ste 20l 0| Ciet olARE
QI AZlol sl Zorset eaawm 22 Hopi gigst HES ek

HAAY|o| siohekst 4

oL

M oI, 8%

1=y}

2 Qs =71e) 2HE

[=X=2S)

2usiel A 24M0| okl TiEd
PCL-R (Hare, 1991, 2003) Al0|RTA H|F2|AEES =3
Helol elx, B, = #sof

o
HE| AEN TISE SEAPIE Bll/EEA el ASE HoME

-

HlE Mo

JHelo] A=

Retrieved from

http://www.cfcp.bham.ac.uk/Extras/SCORING%20GUIDE%20FOR%20

RISK%20MATRIX%202000.9-%20SVC%20(ver.%20Feb%202007).pdf
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Zax 32 RAAD Aol Efololpl SIS JlsiRis AL, S5, B 2
D. Alsly Mg

Nmo= Fgst BAlMO|  JHolo| 87, 53 i Jlsl7t US 9IS A eizo] Alrket ORIl A
= A BIS7I RAIStED| Aufsts %

Helel 27, 53, =2 7|3 HE SEHL! ARAIRILS HAsi 7AI5
I— |:.|| AI_U_HE 7i=

M= A
e 2H oRyNel DRE ST RASHA Rafs 2
HIGHAR ] 2Emoz MO e AP AT
E. B2igoly
Az 2x FAsioz MopiElg NP oS ofFeis o wus= 2x
A= =5 Hele| MeNEE HE & 2elE T SO Dol REAIA@S,
A5l =) sliiof chet Al
H2R= 2x A2 TY FKSAS (O ORI BISTR: oSt MHIAS 5] WA| R

B 6: MEIECtRS}
xXERllA Olzfet Zo| 29 BEE U F US 2

1. A S NE2 winjz op| o) Tes R0l N NE: e B/
M P £ xy2mael
2 AlZEsE AIRIA 2[5 _
R AR R o0 xiniz 4 ol MERie HuMY At T BE &
21
5. 7EZAS BRA BTN ZAO| et BRA: I OMIE ORI

HZ2{ 0j2lof EfelZ FaHE o] BTHE A BE + Us BE 2

H: g0 omts, 0/L/E/

2k Apele] o 9mlo]x) Fere] A 4 HAXCAA] A 7t kg gl
el 55 ARS uhgo AKoR et 4 9
oh <E1>T} <H2>5 0 AMGE Aud gl e 2
of AMEo] Ik 2 ATE I3 AFAF Yol o 9 4, 5, T2 6
W b oz AEsistel TSI BAKoA B 2943 eln o
dhal 71 A B Sl Shg Ads] S 2 RXWTh 123w 49} 5o
AE AP B A7E Sl BE 3B 3 shus s & A 2w
7} Ale] ot SRel A AEA A A2 Al tha AAjHel 24
o tsl HstES sk

2

N, of
ot

I

o

fu

o

e

2

2

30,

r
<k
N
i
)
e
ook
1k

0{
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N
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]
1

i
I

(H2) RSVP B 4 (AlLi2Z|2 A, 5 (Alflat]) 2
£l 4: ALkl Al
% SR R0 FHSEt dhe Jalm Als Ha ALRRISE TS RS 28, 0l 3 AR 532 Eol
5b71 SIs Ofalet Z00| MAIE ZM| MeH 20 WSH FEE 23

o NEH QU SHYsH0), 455 5, MlcEE, HFH, IHYHH F
oe YAz Z5 S, MLl
A2IR0IM TKsH Qk= SIsiRk #8f & HAf #5 & 0ixf, HAF HAL, ol

B2 Yol HE, 42 o7y

2N Qi & HE FOENEDIOZ BA 08, 2557259 ZA 1
&), BANE)/F2El A OF I AelEol, PTSD)

B
9
T

5. 42/ 913

o a sy A ROl S B SUEOME M) ERSY ELY), HABHE
- AT B, (1) Al
4, gty SE2 ol 145 OB, 1248, B U

NE2 UE g2 BE # o f BT
R&7Izk HEy B 5o 2 0f PRY, S
6. 7t54 NE2 OISM: IR HE RS EE £2 0P £2
Eb| 5: Afeital
REROIA 7HE RE BLIEIZON el ZHIMEY £HS sPIT 275108

BUER 5 AUIA e HE B BN 57 75 oS HotSs
B MY £2 FEY HEYEY Mot

5. BIE/R|IE712

28 DU $E

Th

5. Xz 4

FRARAS 2 RSVP F5o] tat AaAF A= 1CC (1 447t 4
Bl ICC,(A714 Ha7t AuaA)E Bl B7silch 97 2, 3 12 6
chAlol A E2BRE RSVP 91514 aqlo] djsl] eaom Halo] ofsolza 57
Mo o 49} SolA] HEAQ YT T BAY. ICC male Ha WEA
2o DAsla Qi A 7k Bk A4 B4 7 WlgR s 8 4 ol
ICCE BE ghoh o] 43 Uehhs A7) Elo] e HlAE g8 et
TR gheo] WAES u]asto] A7|E] 5O) HE chance-comected agreemeni) S A

3 =t 53] 279 o] AP A vlolEvt pSEe £ E A AlFE=

34) Uebersax, J. (2011). Statistical Methods for Rater and Diagnostic Agreement.(2009).
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ICC7} 715 Kappadh Ak 0 2 Folah ghe ALS393E B ofje} -4kl
A7 Hopol A o kg oz Algali glylo] ST o)F e g7 Azje}
% a4 S Ao welth ICC SAA0] tigt @ 714 Hejrt =4fatino
Z710] ThE QA Aol ekt 4 Qleh mE APATE 2t ARlE WA A
ARep AR B T 2 AR A 23] 2 o Sl AeR Holr] uief ICC (o]
LA a3)k two-way random effect) 7} o7|A= o Age Aoz Heltk ZF A9}
ARkl diet TS E mpsiA| o] FARIA] AL = AF7F FEY B A
1} 38 1A F 3 population average effect or fixed effect)Q} Wit 2 hAA-EH
a3} (subject-specific effect)2} U 97| wEo| FAaNES 7P ESF 714
I} Aol thE7]= SHARE thE o] ICC o] w3t 4=%]7} FUslthNichols,
1998). ICCx= At F9|(absolute agreement)Q} T =7#(single measure) © &2 L}
oA ALt

RSVP 2zt A= =s H71E old d4-E weh ICC 34 7hoj=eiele
Fleiss (1981)372 wgit} 7|22 ol Zth ICC<.399] AL 1 40 < ICC
<.599] AL RE, 60 <ICC < .749] AL £2, 75 <ICCQl A& o}F £2o0=
Byt 27402, Landis@F Koch (1977)38)%= 00]3} o|H U, 0-202 k7L,
21-402 HASE 4.1-.602 HE, 61-80 22, 127 .81-1.002 A9] 94 sHo.
=2 g7 4 ek

ICC ®837], Walter, Eliasziw “12]37 Donner (1998)39%= ICCso| Al&X]o] &}

35) Cicchetti, D. V., & Sparrow, S. A. (1981). Developing criteria for establishing interrater
reliability of specific items: applications to assessment of adaptive behavior. American journal
of mental deficiency; Landis, J. R., & Koch, G. G. (1977). The measurement of observer
agreement for categorical data. biometrics, 159-174.

36) McGraw, K. O., & Wong, S. P. (1996). Forming inferences about some intraclass correlation
coefficients. Psychological methods, 1(1), 30.

37) Fleiss, J. L. (1981). Balanced incomplete block designs for inter-rater reliability studies. Applied
Psychological Measurement, 5(1), 105-112.

38) Landis, J. R., & Koch, G. G. (1977). The measurement of observer agreement for categorical
data. biometrics, 159-174.

39) Walter, S. D., Eliasziw, M., & Donner, A. (1998). Sample size and optimal designs for reliability
studies. Statistics in medicine, 17(1), 101-110.



© A Y ddAet AR 5 AN 5 e S AST vt
PASS(Power and Sample Size for Windows40))7} o] HFYHAlS: 2 U= o] 2
A= Slsh Bagt AL} QA 8 Ak dl A 2
PASSoA AAJshz 2 2] tidAE Ae-Al= 23tk o] A l off thgt A
=ofollA] & o XAIE] 71&skAck

MRS XA, WEE ANAE AGH T4 Qi Rl Ao et
ARE A28 Z0} (Uebersax, 200004, 2 Aol A MEg = FRal7l7ke
o e 3 ghel tieh AR duingith 72 AAY e 24
AA|SRe THEL ek 2 5 ook WES A2 2 =3t 14 A
9 AR o 741&5101 Ak 2 AN BS ALgate] wig A4
& oo} B AL A RSVP A2} AHA =elnbynt o)z 2gwbgo] Fash
Qs ol 97 el

m. &7 Za
1. SRR RSVPE ARSSI0] SI3IN TEHS HS A *HA 2 MEls

(#3) RSVP ZEM AH, 22y iHH, 27t QeFEE HFuAe]l IcC

(Z12) Zx4 (D[2H) Y
ICC, ICC2 ICCi ICC2
B 2 & 30 A MEHKNY .91(.86-.95) 98(.96-.99) 91(.85-.95) 98(.96-.99)
B 2 & 3: B 22X Mg 93(.89-.96) 98(97-.99) 91(.86-.95) 98(.96-.99)
B 2 & 3: C =2 HAoFst 88(.81-.99) 97(.94-98) 90(.84-.94) 97(.95-.98)
B 2 & 3: D AlEH Mg .89(.83-.94) 97(.95-.98) 87(.80-.93) 97(.94-.98)
B 2 & 3: E E2|S0|M .87(.80-.99) 97(.94-98) 84(.76-91) 96(.93-.98)

40) Hintze, J. L. (2008). Power analysis and sample size system (PASS) for windows User’s Guide
1. NCSS. USA: Utah, Kaysville.

41) Uebersax, J. S. (2009). User guide for the MH program (vers. 1.2). Statistical Methods for Rater
Agreement website. 2006.
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(=2) =M (D[2h) Y
ICC1 ICC2 ICC: ICC:
2 & 3 FA| .95(93-97) .99(.98-.99) 95(92-97) 199(.98-.99)
T 6 TEItQetEE 65(.50-.78) .88(.80-.93) N/A N/A

<¥3>1} <34>= RSVP tHA 2, 3, 6A|o tjgt AA] ICCE YeyaL it
Fleiss (1981) 720 w2 %7} QoF Pehe Aofdt BE ool ofn £
AZE(>.75)8 Ho|il 93l WAL £L AFE(.60<ICC<.74)S Kol Q).

(B4) 9=9 HH(TA )2t H2[H HS SH(EHA )Ml IcC

IcC
Al & LKL ICC: ICC2
g9y A 4=8 MY 47
7 BIYE
=X (2474) 47 5 88(82-93)  97(95-98)
=xf (2|2 47 4 87(81-93)  97(94-98)
224A (0] 47 4 82(72-89)  94(91-97)
2 Cfers
=X (24) 47 4 89(82-93)  97(95-98)
E =) 47 4 87(80-92)  96(94-98)
224A (0)2H) 47 4 87(80-92)  96(94-98)
3 Alef
=xY (@47H) 47 4 86(79-92)  96(93-98)
=X (34RH) 47 4 89(82-93)  97(95-98)
224 (0)2H) 47 4 84(75-90)  95(92-97)
4. pAHE 2
= (244) 47 4 84(75-96)  95(92-97)
=5 (23 47 4 72(59-83)  91(85-95)
24A (0)2H) 47 4 72(59-83)  91(85-95)
5 Y25 27
=xY (@7) 47 4 81(71-88)  94(90-97)
=X (23 47 4 87(80-92)  96(94-98)
224 (0)2H) 47 4 80(70-88)  .94(90-96)
A .74(.62-,84) .92(.87-.95)

02 o2

o B: Mzl =

olo



HEHLYIte| TSt » 233

IcC
ALl RSN ICC: ICC»
6 FoE &2 52 20
EX (2tAH) 47 4 83(.70-.88) .94(90-96)
Zx =D 47 4 85(77-91) 96(93-97)
A (]2} 47 4 81(71-898) 94(90-.96)
7. AJx]-Eolet= ElE
X (TpH) 47 4 70(56-.81) 190(.83-.94)
Ex (=32 47 4 76( 64-.85) 92(88-.96)
Y (O]2H) 47 4 69(55-.81) 90(83-.94)
8 x| et Zx
Zx1 () 47 4 77(65-.86) 93(.88-.96)
Zx &) 47 4 88(.81-.993) 96(94- 98)
Y (o)) 47 4 84(75-.90) 95(92-97)
9 AEHA/HFEE] EH
ZxH (@A) 47 4 91(.86-.95) 97(.96-.98)
ZX (&) 47 4 196(93-97) 99(98-99)
A (]2} 47 4 96(93-97) 99(98-.99)
10 ofEEfl ZA
X (ThH) 47 4 190( 85-.94) 97(95-.98)
Ex (=2 47 4 88(81-.93) 96(.94-.98)
AN (0]2}) 47 4 88(81-93) 96(94-.98)
Hojgy .84(76-91) .95(.92-,97)
RSVP 4o} f 7} o] tjat #aazt Al¥=s 3ok Landiset Koch
(1977} 71% o WY A% Y FolA 127 FuelM Aol ‘gheie =

Lo

S
>

>
mlo
t
it
N
32
K
<
i)
>
(%)
=
o
I
o

AR AR dleer A2l 7
) J oA A7) FES A2let B0
A ghtay %_‘il*é% BT KA SRISHE w7 AT OR ThE 3 Eo) b))
o AAX (A ICC=70, ICC,=90; zX ICC= .76, ICC,=92; u|z]: ICC,
—69, ICC~90)2 R ofx13] £ A=Es tehurk

é
()
%
i

oify
rlcg

14
A
H1
]
o
2
v
jakad
)
2
iy

o
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(H5) 2 FAIZOH(EHA 3) X AEA HMG SH(THA 3)0iA2] ICC
IcC
JUEJBS TRK|S ICC: ICC»
A ¢ HAl Hol
11. &FEY
ESVRnY) 47 4 81(72-.89) 94(91-97)
ESVRE =) 47 4 78(68-87) 193(.89-.96)
M ([O]2}) 47 4 77(.65- 86) 193(.88-.96)
A /0/ —_ﬂz/;té-ljixfa//
=1 (24 47 4 75(.63- 85) 192(87-95)
ESVRE =) 47 4 73(61-84) 91(.86-.95)
M (0|2} 47 4 75(63-.85) 92(87-.95)
13 =2 XpZE
=1 (24) 47 4 84(76-91) 195(92-97)
ESVRE ) 47 4 86(.78-92) 96(93-97)
M ([@]2f) 47 4 85(77-91) 196(93-97)
14 oF HE &4
ESVRnY) 47 4 86(.79-92) 96(93-97)
ESVRE =) 47 4 82(72-89) 94(91-97)
AN ([0]2}) 47 4 84(76-90) 95(92-97)
15 ZE2IX] - XA |
ZX (@A) 47 4 78(68-.87) 193(89-96)
Ex (=2 47 4 72(59-.83) 91(85-.95)
M (0|2} 47 4 74(61-84) 92(86-.95)
FHETA .72(59-83)  .91(85-.95)
A D: ALR|H XS
16, &% Azt PAJA 2X|
ESVRnY) 47 84(.76-.90) 95(92-97)
ESVRE ) 47 70(57-.81) 90(84-.94)
M (@2 47 73(60-.83) 91(85-.95)
17 HI&H CfelPAst 2
ESVRnI) 47 83(.74-.90) 95(92-97)
=x) (&2 47 82(73-89) 95(91-97)
A ([@|2)) 47 80(69-89) 94(90- 96)
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IcC
Al 2= LA ICC: ICC2
18 &2 £
A (THA) 47 4 82(73-89) 95(91-.97)
EX F=D) 47 4 88(82-93) 96(94-.98)
e P (e L) 47 4 85(77-91) 95(93-97)
19 HIFHAT EiF
A (2HA) 47 4 86(.79-.92) 96(94-.98)
X E=D) 47 4 88(82-93) 96(94-.98)
2 (o)) 47 4 80(.70-.88) 94(90-.96)
FAmA .70(57-.82) .90(.84-.94)

<ES>L Ao} et A81H 48 G A

10 o T

ol

B G 150] g ICCE Hof
Z=31 Qlth Fleiss (1981)9] 7|&o 2 HW, ‘ol 22412 (ICC>.75)E Hol=
T2 117o]u] 1 o]e] 47 FBE “F2 (61<ICC<80) =S Ho] Fgr).
A3 H GGl 107) FRolA ol £ AHES BT L] 27 G

T2 AlFEE HAoh

1

3.1.1 ‘RSVP ©4 6’9 A7t A=

(H#6) H2IS01H(H 3) H T=7h Bt QU 6)oilM2l ICC

Icc
Atz biFSDYES ICC: ICC:
g E: #zlZolA
20 A= =
=Y (24) 47 4 85(77-91)  95(93-97)
Zxf (=D 47 4 80(70-88)  .94(90-96)
AN (0]2H) 47 4 78(68-87)  93(89-96)
21, X2 25
=xY (2474) 47 4 88(81-93)  .96(94-98)
=Xy (23 47 4 o0(84-94)  97(95-98)
22AA (0]2H) 47 4 87(80-92)  96(94-99)

22, Zezt= 2A
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Icc
A= A ICC: ICC:
=5 (2474) 47 4 71(58-82)  .90(84-94)
=xf (2|2 47 4 72(59-85)  91(85-95)
M @2l 47 4 65(51-78)  88(80-.93)
HomR 85(77-91)  95(93-97)
EHA 6: ME7} Bt g9
Al 2429l 47 4 71(58-82)  91(85-95)
Azt AFH| L5 S 47 4 67(53-79)  89(81-93)
2=x)9| oM 47 4 51(35-68) 81(68-89)
HM7|E Ci2 9EA 47 4 46(30-.64) 77(63-87)
AiHE 47 4 44(27-62)  76(60-86)

<36>2 el golA

ek ol gt

= ol

2o} BEAPH

AFEeE Hojal
(1977)9] 7|22 Ag3) B, 57 g
= veria 1 olelo] 61 ol4ke] &
CER Y
Rtk w 69] aokmtolAE Ale$:
AA 918 2134 (ICC=.67, ICC,=89)0] £ AlFzE

E
-
=0
T

AlF &

ﬂll

.

Qe Belgold =

ICC,=.91)9}

Hel whd, Fe=

RIS

% 97 ol W A wo} T 6] 471 WEL 2of
Hoj| A= Landis@} Koch
oA SRt RS Kol &2 4lFE
HA: ok i o= wejzt
o AFE (BHA ICC=.65, ICC=88)E
A =9 (ICC=T1,

a4 (ICC=51, ICC,=81), A7]5 T2 ¢]34 (ICC,=46, ICC.=.77) 181 A

A% (ICC=44, ICC~76)%= HE Awo| Aw 4728 Uep.

(®#7) T27t Qo TEHTHA 6)oM2

BT H2g Ux

[eJLLY

LIS

=S

RS
£l 6: Qofmith 3= S IF HOE (S ®S X|2) &
M=

sy 14.3%

HE 2.4%

== 0.0%
HZE A 2fel ety

b=y 20.7%

HE 2.9%

-

10.6%
26.4%
1.4%

10.9%
371%

4.7%
9.0%
31.4%

1.7%
5.4%



e B2E ==
== 0.0% 6.3% 150%
ZIEZxx oM
HE 13.0% 9.2% 22%
HE 10.5% 27.5% 12.0%
== 0.0% 10.2% 14.6%
HolE ChE flEd
by 2.4% 5.3% 1.8%
HE 47% 23.4% 81%
== 0.0% 12.4% 34.9%

=
Ar

0
rlo

note. 67e] Hofdl 7t Hre UE (5, A-B ®F; A-C AF; A-D &F; B-C AiF; B-D aF; C-D #7)

AR BT} 3 AE7E 20F Bl S ol 47) o) that iz v

e/ (average percentage agreement)S A HQITE F 47Ao| A0 tisl Zkz)F 67
A ] HoAR(F A AB7)o] EAskH, o SH|H A-B, A-C, A-D, B-C, B-D,
123 C-D Sol31 0|5 6714 solg 7t Fte Al AAES opugiel.
A eA9le] A Hold A F 721%7F g AAEE KoK
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Of=sicy =2A| 428" 320" 577 504
AR A49+* 303+ 659*+* 571+
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ALzl S 139 085 328 373
A2l TSRt 95 -001 -075 164+ 302+
INEIES IR - 064 -113 -031 -086
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ALtz 2
ALz|2 93 044 -027 253" 362~
ALz|2 Zfshat 93 -215 -193 -087 -054
Mels 2l -008 - 081 -039 -026
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TOTAL RISK CAT. TOTAL RISK CAT.
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STATIC-99R  STATIC-99R HAGSOR HAGSOR

TOTAL RISK CAT. TOTAL RISK CAT.
AlZEE AIHIA Qs SIEA 251* 190 518 628
IEZX|e 2y -162 -.202* -140 -.094
H7|E CiE e 066 054 -.082 019
ARIAE -143 019 -.240* -.189*
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* < .05 *p < .01, ***p < .00]
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42) Hart, S. D. (2003, April). Assessing risk for sexual violence: The risk for sexual violence protocol
(RSVP). In annual meeting of the International Association of Forensic Mental Health Services,
Vienna, Austria; Watt, K. A., & Jackson, K. (2008). Interrater and structural reliabilities of the
Risk for Sexual Violence Protocol (RSVP). In annual meeting of the International Association
of Forensic Mental Health Services, Vienna, Austria; Jackson, K. J. (2016). Validation of the
Risk for Sexual Violence Protocol in Adult Sexual Offenders (Doctoral dissertation, Arts & Social
Sciences: Department of Psychology); Ryon & Hart. (2016). Validation the Risk for Sexual
Violence Protocol in Sexual Offenders (Master thesis, Arts & Social Sciences: Department of
Psychology).

43) see e.g., Sutherland, A. A., Johnstone, L., Davidson, K. M., Hart, S. D., Cooke, D. J., Kropp,
P. R., & Stocks, R. (2012). Sexual violence risk assessment: An investigation of the interrater
reliability of professional judgments made using the risk for sexual violence protocol.
International Journal of Forensic Mental Health, 11(2), 119-133.
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44) see e.g., Sutherland, A. A., Johnstone, L., Davidson, K. M., Hart, S. D., Cooke, D. J., Kropp,
P. R, & Stocks, R. o] =% Z*%,; Jackson, K. J. 9] (dA}ske)=3 =,

45) Ryon & Hart. 9o} =5 Z}x; Hart, S. D. 9F¢] wtg=% 3x; Watt, K. A., & Jackson, K.
oko] wi=R bz Watt, K. A, Klaver, J. A.. Eaves, D., & Hart, S. D. (2002, March). Clinical
assessment of risk for sexual vilence: a normality study of risk communication practices. Paper
presented at the Bennial Meeting of the America Psychology-Law Society (Div. 41 of the
American Psychological Associations), Austin, Texas.



246 « JAFRAT HM28T M2E(SH H110Z, 2017 - 018)

O QUER Bgo] o|FolH, ofF A AL AT the A o] o)Fol
Ak 93] ) AR BN ARG FFHOE o[ T FL A AR
AR MR, vignetie) AT Foll FAo| o|FolA|A] gkt LolurtE
24 37 o] AHATE TR o] F 0] WY AYOEH £ =Y B
Aol SAE @t ARk WA D 2 9 8 W ol2lel= S GGl o
3 AR G 22700] e AlEHE Avgked] o] de] ATEA g REOR

olol} zirki # 4 Qe
=

o] 7] g AHE AW W AT AR vEA WA = 4
itk % HlEa AN AIASE AES] B A ol ¥ 4
ol G2 ]

QUGS Wyt oflel, YHUE ZWAE o3t ulwA] WA} B
A ok ofulsly] tie] AYAZE eRF Has @ 5

FAEFFE AT, RSVP B A7 U2 24 He %
[e]

2

ch

He o] o
o & ok old o= sl v sk AV == E Vhe
= WA 4 itk B ATolA] 4] AEAT BRE WX 4T) Aol A
helst Q7 MAE AlEel] el Hast 9-10e) HEAE Sl Aol
=25t Power and Sample Size for Windows#9). X2 A= ZPF 27} Al
=g Soly] FjolA] AN BAA E0] AT G ALl A oA o
T A EEA G WYL A 55 Tefste] o] ol Aol qth. ux]
Tro R YA AHEE T 0 A QA7 AT 2E ol Yot & Bast
o1t} Sutherland et al (2016)47)0] X3 AHY HEFE| HEAT 70| A
Aol ol FFL FolA WA AET Bt ek

RSVPL i gfat goio] 4% 9184

=

ANEAY A 2% D T, Jel0 F3 A AEC] BEE 4 Uk, A

pacs

ot
ox
ol

r

=
ot
T

46) Hintze, J. L. (2008). Power analysis and sample size system (PASS) for windows User’s Guide
1. NCSS. USA: Utah, Kaysville.

47) Sutherland, A. A., Johnstone, L., Davidson, K. M., Hart, S. D., Cooke, D. J., Kropp, P. R.,
& Stocks, R. Qo] =5 F=x.

48) Reed, G. M., McLaughlin, C. J., & Newman, R. (2002). American Psychological Association
policy in context. American Psychologist, 57(12), 1041-1047.
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51) Fitch, W. L., & Hammen, D. A. (2003). The new generation of sex offender commitment laws:
Which states have them and how do they work?
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52) Herman, S. P. (1997). Practice parameters for child custody evaluation. Journal of the American
Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 36(10), 57S-68S.

53) Ad Hoc Committee on Legal and Ethical Issues in the Treatment of Interpersonal Violence.
(1997). potential problems for psychologists working with the area of interpersonal violence
[Brochure]. Washington, DC: APA; Herbert, P. B. (2002). The duty to warn: A reconsideration
and critique. JOURNAL-AMERICAN ACADEMY OF PSYCHIATRY AND THE LAW, 30, 417-424.
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Violence. (1997). potential problems for psychologists working with the
area of interpersonal violence [Brochure]. Washington, DC: APA.

Andrews, D. A. (2012). The risk-need-responsivity (RNR) model of correctional
assessment and treatment. Using social science to reduce violent offending,
127-156.

APA Presidential Task Force on Evidence-Based Practice. (2006). Evidence-Based
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The evolution of Sexual Violence Risk Assessment:
The Risk for Sexual Violence Protocol based on SPJ]

Sea, Jong-han* - Kim, Hee-song™* - Kim, Kyung-il***

The Risk for Sexual Violence Protocol is a representative risk assessment
instrument which is based on Structured Professional Judgement approach, following
evidence-base principals. Compared to actuarial instruments, the instrument was
developed to help clinician's decision to make risk management and treatment plan
based on case scenarios. On this account, a substantial number of clinicians have
selected the RSVP across the world, mainly e.g., Europe and North America.
Previous literatures and scholars have also evaluated the RSVP as one of fourth
generation's assessments and approved the utility and efficacy in terms of crime
prevention consisting of idiographic intervention and future risk management plan.
Yet, the RSVP has not been validated in Korean settings. Our goal was to help
to stimulate discussion about the critical role of formulation in risk assessment and
to examine options for best practice in terms of RSVP. Then, we attempted to
validate RSVP to check whether the usage possibility in Korea correctional settings
is a proper option for forensic practitioners. In the study, fifty inmates were selected
for interrater reliability and concurrent validity. In the process of study, raters were
first trained through intensive five-day workshop and three-case supervision, and
then participated in interviews with inmates. Static-99R and HAGSOR were adopted
for the concurrent validity. As a result of the study, twenty risk factors of the RSVP

were strongly appeared to be high in interrater reliability, while step 5 and 6 were
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relatively lowered compared to step 4. In terms of concurrent validity, on the whole,
twenty RSVP risk factors were highly correlated with two measures, whereas step
5 and 6 were partially correlated or not correlated. Specifically, compared to
Static-99R, HAGSOR (developed in Korea) was more correlated with step 4, 5, and
6. Through this empirical study, the RSVP seems to provide proper interrater valdity
and concurrent validity, which is potentially well applicable in Korea correctional

setting, however still the caution on step 5 and 6 of the RSVP might be required.
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