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needs; those values, aftltudes, or behavlors of the
offender that are most closely assoclated with the
Hkelthood of commitiing crime.”

change.”

= ccu;aje‘assessment of af offender’s level
an crlm]nogenic neads is tmportaﬁ -
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appropriate conditions of ‘prof)atfon tobe -
imposed.”
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offender—the offender 5 viuntary cof’npliance
with all conditions of probation.”

" "The more that offenders feei that they have been
treated falrly, the more likely they will be to obey
the law In the future,”




declsion of whethep G

“The comprehensivcness of the type of "
assessment conducted {needs to be)
reconciled with the legal protections afforded
of a defendant who may stil be considered

innocent under the law.
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Dascribing a Justice System Blueprint
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Additional Domalins of COMPAS

= Substance Abuse {drug and alcohol)

+ Work/Educatlonal Fallure {low sociat capitol}

Family Risk Factors {parenting failure, et¢,)

. Envl}mnmentai Factors {community, stress,
etc.
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Two Kinds of Ervorss
1. Over Chasification
2. Undae Uassitication

ihﬂ?_m\?lm&m&1!hlbmwﬂrﬂm
Ayt a8 Gk hosgrard, kel Ara i VA TR B 2

CET Hotpei b P LA Y P Waapusr E Te Bogiinaend

COMPAS
Components

COMPASH it




COMPAS Scoring

1. COMPAS Scales use a COMMON METRIC
+ Percentile scores: 1 through 10
+ Rank erdeced from Low to High; 1034 slices
2. fasytounderstand and interpret.
3. Remember: Average=5-6
4, Shows “how” an person compares to others in
overall population
5. Easlly converted 1o traditionzl levels: Low, Med,
High, e.g. 1-4; 5-7; 810
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What COMPAS Isn't..

COMPAS Is NOT intended to determine
need for (or length of) incarceration.
COMPAS does not replace judicial
discretion,

COMPAS is not perfect predictor of future
criminality. All actuarial tools have a
margln of error,

COMPAS can’t predict the llkelihood of a
given defendant committing a give
e cnse.
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What COMPAS Is...

+ A decislon-suppoit tool at sentencing.

« Apredictor of risk, intended to informan
appropriate fevel of community
supervision response.

+ A dlagnostlc tool that assesses a level of
nead for services, so that resources can be
appropriately targeted to maximize a
positive outcome for the defepdant and
the community,
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