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Il. Demographics
Table 2: Descriptive Profile of Offenders Administered the DVSI and SARA,
FYs 2008 and 2009

DVSI SARA

Freq. Pct. Freq. Pct.
Gender
Male 282 92.2% 95 92.2%
Female 24 7.8% 8 7.8%
Total 306 100.0% 103 100.0%
Age Range
<20 years 19 2.7% 3 4.2%
20-29 years 243 34.2% 22 31.0%
30-39 years 217 30.5% 21 29.6%
40-49 years 161 22.6% 15 21.1%
50-59 years 52 7.3% 9 12.7%
60+ Years 19 2.7% 1 1.4%
Total 696 100.0% 71 100.0%
Ethnicity
Caucasian 38 12.4% 9 12.7%
Filipino 19 6.2% 8 11.3%
Hawaiian/Pt Hawn 125 40.8% 28 39.4%
Samoan 15 4.9% 5 7.0%
All Others 109 35.7% 21 29.6%
Total 306 100.0% 71 100.0%
Marital Status
Single 171 55.9% 44 62.9%
Married 75 24.5% 11 15.7%
Separated 21 6.9% 9 12.9%
Divorced 39 12.7% 6 8.6%
Total 306 100.0% 70 100.0%
Education Level
Less than high school 11 3.8% 3 4.5%
Some high school 82 28.2% 21 31.3%
High school graduate 150 51.5% 31 46.3%
Post High School 48 16.5% 12 17.9%
Total 291 100.0% 67 100.0%
Employed 156 54.5% 24 36.4%
Student 3 1.0% - -
Unemployed (1-3 months) 20 7.0% 6 9.1%
Unemployed (3+ months) 107 37.4% 36 54.5%
Total 286 100.0% 100.0%
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Noie: 92% o1 INE DV olenders are maie, and 41% are mawn/par-nawn, pased
on the recorded number of DVSIs collected in FYs 2008-2009. Additionally, over
half of the offenders are at least high school graduates, but are employed.

Ill. DVSI and SARA Rankings by Average Score, Risk Iltem
Prevalence, and Correlation

The following tables refer to DV-related offenses by the highest average DVSI and
SARA scores (Table 3); the prevalence of risk factors present in the DVSI and SARA
data (Table 4); and the correlation (r) or statistical association, between risk items
and the DVSI and SARA total scores (Table 5).

Findings: Offenders with Temporary Restraining Order (TRO) violations, or violations
of Protective Orders, had average DVSI scores that were within the high risk level
(DVSI score 9-17), while offenders who were previously arrested for Terroristic
Threatening and TRO Violations had the highest average SARA scores (Table 3). In
Table 4, of the twelve risk factors established in the DVSI, “Prior non-domestic
violence convictions” was the most widely reported risk item (reported 39.7% of the
time), while in the SARA, “Recent employment problems” was reported 49% of the
time. In Table 5, the presence of the DVSI risk item, “Any history of DV-related
restraining orders” had the highest correlation with the DVSI score (r=.35), while the
presence of the SARA risk item, “Victim and/or witness to family violence as a child
or adolescent” had the highest correlation with the SARA score (r=.47).

Table 3: Type of DV Offense Committed, by Highest Average Scores,
FY 2008 and 2009

DVSI (n=468) SARA (n=103)

DV-Related Offenses Freq. Ave Score DV-Related Offenses

Freq. Ave. Score

(1) Violation of protective (1) Terroristic

orders 87 124 Threatening 1 112
(2) Violation of temporary (2) Violation of temporary
restraining order 13 116 restraining order 25 107
(8) Criminal Contempt of 44 84  (3)Harassment 6 10.3
Court
(4) Abuse of family or (4) Abuse of family or
household member 107 6.4 household member 28 101
(5) Terroristic Threatening 17 5.7 (5) Assault 9 8.4
Table 4: Highest Ranked Risk Items Established in the DVSI and SARA,
FYs 2008 and 2009
DVSI (n=728) SARA (n=103)
Highest Percentage of Risk Highest Percentage of
Factors Present Freq. Pct. Risk Factors Present Freq.  Pct.
1) P_rlo_r non-domestic violence 288 39.7% (1) Recent employment 51 49.0%
convictions problems
(2) Prior arrests for asgault, 275 37.8% (2)Assault 9 471%
harassment, or menacing
(3) Unemployed 251 3500 (O)Recentreleationship . g 50,
problems
(4) Victim sepa_rated frpm 221 30.7% 4) P_a;t violations of 6 44.2%
defendant within last six months conditional release
(5) H|§t9ry of domestic violence 220 30.5% (L_:‘) V|ct|m/W|tnes§ of past 45 433%
restraining orders violence as a child
Table 5: Highest Ranked Risk Items Correlated with the DVSI and SARA Total
Score, FYs 2008 and 2009
DVSI (n=728) SARA (n=103)
# of Items # of Items
Highest Ranked Risk Items Cor‘ﬁﬁted r Highest Ranked Risk Items Corﬁﬁted r
DVSI/SARA DVSI/SARA
. (1) Victim and/or witness to
@ An_y .hIStOW of DV related 16outof 32 0.35 family violence as a child or 6outof 32 0.47
restraining orders
adolescent
(2) Prior arrests for ass_ault, 11outof32 0.32 (2) Past physical assault 13 outof 32 0.47
harassment, or menacing
(3) Any history of violation(s) (3) Past assault of family
of DV restraining orders 7outof320.31 members 7outor 32 0.46
(4) Was defendant under any . .
form of community 13outof32 0.31 (4) Recent relationship 4outof 32 0.37
L . problems
supervision at time of offense
(5) Did the victim have a (5) Recent escalation in
restraining order againstthe  16outof32 0.23 frequency or severity of 10 outof 32 0.37

defendant at time of offense assault

IV. DV-Related Offenses Committed by Offenders
who were Administered the DVSI and SARA

The DVSI (Chart 1) and SARA (Chart 2) data depict, from low to high, the
percentage of probationers who committed a DV-related offense in FYs
2008 and 2009. This is an unduplicated count of sentenced offenders who
were administered the DVSI (n=450) and the SARA (n=103).

Findings: With respect to the DVSI, the greatest proportion of DV-related
offenses committed came from Assaults (25.3%), followed by Abuse of
Family (24.4%), and Harassment (22.9%). In the SARA, Abuse of Family
(27.2%) and TRO Violations (24.3%) accounted for the highest proportions
of DV offenses committed.
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