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forming intimate relationships with adults,
and problems with general self-regulation.
The variables that are the best predictors of
recidivism are those that best represent the
underlying psychologically meaningful risk
factors. The best measures of problematic
propensities consider both static variables,
such as offence history, as well as dynamic
variables, such as negative attitudes toward
authority. Static risk factors are good
predictors when the underlying propensities
are highly stable. In contrast, recent
evaluations of dynamic risk factors are the
preferred method of assessment when the
underlying propensities are prone to change.
Policy Implications:
1.

By understanding the significance of
different risk markers, decision-makers
can distinguish between risk factors that
are causally related to increased risk
and factors that are co-existing but do
not directly contribute to criminal
behaviour (e.g., number of tattoos, age).
For example, even though advanced age
is empirically related to reduced risk,
chronological age is only

important because it is associated with
changes in meaningful risk factors, such
as self-control and attitudes toward
authority.
2.

Evaluators should use methods that
allow them to identify the
psychologically meaningful factors
related to recidivism risk. The most
helpful evaluations explain why the
offender is at risk (or not).

3.

Researchers should identify the
underlying constructs assessed by the
existing risk tools, and create reliable
and valid measures of the major risk
factors for sexual and general
recidivism. For example, it would be
useful to have assessment tools that
could accurately determine the extent to
which the offenders’ capacity for
intimate/marital relationships, lifestyle
instability or negative peer associations
contribute to their overall recidivism
risk.

Source: Mann, R.E., Hanson, R.K., &
Thornton, D. (2010). Assessing risk for sexual
recidivism: Some proposals on the nature of
psychologically meaningful risk factors. Sexual
Abuse: A Journal of Research and Treatment,
22, 191-217.
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