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What the Validation Was To Accomplish:

 Test individual and groups of assessment 
items for their connection to recidivism and 
failing to appear for court.

 Find the strongest and fairest combination of 
assessment items across racial/ethnic and 
gender groups.

 Understand and plan for the impacts of the 
new assessment on detention and detention 
alternative populations.



Testing Individual Assessment Items

 Legal Status: Statistically significant for all but 
Hispanic youth, but predicts in the right direction for 
all groups – with every one-point increase in the 
score for this item, failure goes up 36%. 

 Instant Offense: Statistically significant for all 
groups but predicts in the wrong direction for all 
groups – with every one-point increase in this score, 
failure goes down 10%.



Testing Groups of Assessment Items

 Original RAI:  With every one-point increase in the 
score, failure increases 31%.  Twenty-one items.

 Recommended RAI: Statistically significant and 
even across all groups – with every one-point 
increase in the score, failure increases 49%. Six 
Items.



Thinking About Risk

WHAT IF the youth 
re-offends and really 

hurts someone or 
fails to appear?



Thinking About Risk

WHAT might the 
youth do based on 

recent behavior and 
offenses?

I wonder IF the 
youth will re-offend 
or fail to appear?

First Address the 
Serious Behavior with a  
Policy Test. Determine if 
Automatic or Override 
Decision Criteria require 
detention or added 
conditions.

Then Address the 
Chances of a Failure.  
If the youth passes the 
Policy Test, use the 
validated assessment 
score to indicate the best 
placement option.



Very 
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Behavior:
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Decision

Serious 
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No Serious 
Behavior: 
Go By the 

Score



The RAI in a Detention Decision System



The RAI in a Detention Decision System







Results:  Released Youth Outcomes

All Youth
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Results:  Released Youth Outcomes

Black Youth

No FTA or 
Reoffense, 

67%
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New Offense, 
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New Offense, 
13%

Warrant, 10% Warrant, 10%
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Results:  Released Youth Outcomes

Hispanic Youth

No FTA or 
Reoffense, 

69%

No FTA or 
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New Offense, 
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RAI 3r RAI 4



Results:  Released Youth Outcomes

White Youth

No FTA or 
Reoffense, 
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No FTA or 
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Results:  Released Youth Outcomes

Female Youth

No FTA or 
Reoffense, 

73%

No FTA or 
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New Offense, 
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Warrant, 5%
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Results:  Detention Decisions

Detention Screening - RAI 3r
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Results:  Detention Decisions

Preliminary Hearing Recommendation - RAI 3r
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Results:  Detention Decisions

Preliminary Hearing Decision - RAI 3r
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What We’re Getting Out of It

 Evened out detention decisions across racial/ethnic groups—
including knocking 15 points off the detain rate for African-
American youth—while getting better community safety 
outcomes across all groups.

 Established stakeholder agreement on a new detention 
decision system that deals with the current offense with policy 
instead of a score.

 Greatly improved the clarity of the detention decision policy.

 Set up complete data collection for analysis of automatic and 
override decision reasons.



To Get Additional Information:

 Contact Info:
Robert Halverson, Community Justice Manager
Multnomah County Department of Community Justice
Juvenile Services Division
1401 NE 68th Ave.
Portland, OR  97213

E-mail:  robert.p.halverson@co.multnomah.or.us

Phone:  (503) 988-4603 

 The full report on Multnomah County’s RAI validation is at: 
http://www.jdaihelpdesk.org/Docs/Documents/jsd_rai_validation100907.pdf

mailto:robert.p.halverson@co.multnomah.or.us�
http://www.jdaihelpdesk.org/Docs/Documents/jsd_rai_validation100907.pdf�

	RAI Validation and �The Detention Decision System
	What the Validation Was To Accomplish:
	Testing Individual Assessment Items
	Testing Groups of Assessment Items
	Thinking About Risk
	Thinking About Risk
	Slide Number 7
	The RAI in a Detention Decision System
	The RAI in a Detention Decision System
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11
	Results:  Released Youth Outcomes
	Results:  Released Youth Outcomes
	Results:  Released Youth Outcomes
	Results:  Released Youth Outcomes
	Results:  Released Youth Outcomes
	Results:  Detention Decisions
	Results:  Detention Decisions
	Results:  Detention Decisions
	What We’re Getting Out of It
	To Get Additional Information:

