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Please think about the traditional lands you 
are currently situated on and join us in 
acknowledging and thanking the 
generations of Indigenous peoples who 
have cared for these Lands and in celebrating 
the continued strength and spirit of 
Indigenous Peoples. The ongoing work to 
make the promise of truth and reconciliation 
real in our communities and in particular to 
bring justice for murdered and missing 
Indigenous women and girls across the 
country should inform our discussions in this 
webinar and beyond.
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Before we start:

All attendees are muted during the webinar. 
If you are experiencing issues, please type into the chat box.

If you have a question for the webinar speakers, please type into the Q&A box and we will spend 15 mins near 
the end on Questions and Answers 

There will be an evaluation link in the chat box at the end of the webinar, please fill out the form as your 
feedback will guide our future webinars. 
Once you complete the evaluation form, you will be directed to a website where you will be prompted to enter 
your full name and email address. A certificate of attendance will be generated and emailed to you.   

Presentation slides are posted on our website, there will be a link in the chat box.  
The webinar recording will be posted on our website within the next few days

Code of conduct is in the chat function
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What is an IPV Risk Assessment?



Intimate partner violence precedes intimate partner 

homicide (IPH)

70% female 
victims have 
victimization 
history based 

on proxy 
reports

75% female 
offenders have 
victimization 

history

25-45% had a 
prior arrest

(Campbell et al., 2003; Harden et al., 2019; Messing & Koppa, 2019)
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APRAIS Quasi-Experimental Evaluation

▪ Natural experiment, historical comparison
▪ Examine the effectiveness of the APRAIS model on the following: 

▪ Offender Recidivism

▪ Offender Accountability

▪ Survivor Help-Seeking

▪ Implementation Fidelity

▪ Pima County Attorney’s Office Data
▪ Intervention Group: 7,789 unduplicated cases
▪ Comparison Group: 2,910 cases (data continues to be identified)



Intimate partner violence risk assessments

Instrument Risk assessed Intended sector
Information 

sources
Area under the 

curve (AUC)

DA, DA-R, & DA-I
Lethality & 
re-assault

Health & social 
Services

Survivor DA: 0.92

DA-LE & Lethality 
Screen

Re-assault LEA & advocates Survivor DA-LE: 0.75

DA-5 Re-assault
LEA, health & social 

Services
Survivor 0.79

SARA & B-SAFER Recidivism LEA & Social Services
Survivor, offender & 

offender case file
SARA: 0.63

ODARA & DVRAG Recidivism LEA Offender case file ODARA: 0.67

DVSI & DVSI-R Recidivism LEA Offender case file DVSI-R: .58

DV-MOSAIC Re-assault LEA Survivor 0.59

IPPI-RAT Re-assault Military services Survivor 0.78

Survivor’s 
assessment

Re-assault -- Survivor 0.62



Predictive validity means how accurately an 

instrument predicts the outcome.

Or, in this example, 

how well you catch 

red fish.



Predictive validity: High Sensitivity



Predictive validity: High Specificity



Aim: To balance sensitivity and specificity while 

minimizing false predictions. 



Bias in Risk Assessment 

Structural inequalities mean that some risk factors occur more frequently for 
oppressed groups, inflating their risk. 

▪ Incarceration history:
▪ 5 Black/African American people : 1 white person

▪ 1.4 Hispanic/Latinx people:1 white person

▪ Unemployment rates among people over 16, 
2018:
▪ white people: 4.2%

▪ Black/African American people: 8.7%

▪ Indigenous American/Alaskan Native people: 8.8%

▪ Hispanic/Latinx people: 5.7%

(The Sentencing Project, 2019; American Community Survey, 2020; Jan, 2020)

Effect of COVID-19 on Unemployment
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Risk Informed Collaborative Interventions
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Thank you! 
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Questions
Review of questions posted in the Q & A 

www.fvfl-vfdf.ca
www.alliancevaw.ca

http://www.fvfl-vfdf.ca/
http://www.alliancevaw.ca/

