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O-DEAT data post-OASys Release 4.3.1 (end of August 2009):
Explanatory notes

OASys Release 4.3.1 was deployed to prisons and probation areas at the end of August 2009.  The release included the following:

· A streamlining of the original (full) assessment – now completed with those offenders assessed at Pre-Sentence Report stage, those being supervised in the community at Offender Management Tiers 3/4, those prisoners subject to an indeterminate sentence (lifers and IPPs), 18-20 year old prisoners and those PPO and high/very high RoSH prisoners subject to a determinate sentence of at least 12 months.

· A new shorter (standard) assessment for use with: (i) Tier 2 community offenders with a Supervision requirement; and (ii) prisoners subject to a determinate sentence of at least 12 months, excluding 18-20 year olds, PPOs and those assessed as high/very high RoSH.

· The new predictors for general and violent offending (OGP and OVP). 

· The introduction of the Offender Group Reconviction Score v.3 (OGRS 3) into the prison OASys system, replacing the Sentence Planning Risk Predictor. 
· Revised criminogenic need measurements.

· New fast review assessments, to be used mid-sentence where there has been no ‘significant change’ in the offender’s circumstances or behaviour.

Consequently, a number of new variables have been added to the O-DEAT database while other pre-4.3.1 variables are no longer populated.

Layered standard and full assessments
The assessment layer (or whether a pre 4.3.1 style assessment) can be identified through the LAYER​_TYPE variable. The questions completed within the core OASys assessment at each layer are set out in Table 1 below. As noted, a number of the questions in the full assessment are optional. A few new questions were added to the core assessment; these are marked by an asterisk symbol (with the double asterisks indicating that the OGRS 3 fields were new for the prison service only). In addition, a new response option was added to question 4.2 “Is the person unemployed, or will be unemployed on release” to distinguish between ‘Yes’, ‘No’ and ‘Not available for work’ (S4Q2_UNEMPLOYED_LAYER).
 The following question was also added to the Risk of Serious Harm Screening R1.3: 

· “Committed an offence involving excessive use of violence or sadistic violence”. 
Table 1: OASys questions by layer
	Question
	Standard layer
	Full 

layer
	Optional questions available at full layer 

	Section 1: Offending information

	1.1 Court considered offence 
	√
	√
	

	1.2 Resentencing for breach
	√
	√
	

	1.5/1.6/1.24 Number of previous convictions / cautions 
	√
	√
	

	1.7/1.8:  Age at first conviction/caution
	√
	√
	

	1.26 Number of previous violent convictions/cautions (S1Q26_PREVIOUS)*
	√
	√
	

	1.27A OGRS 3 12 month % (S1Q27A_NO_GENERAL_OFFENDING_12) **
	√
	√
	

	1.27B OGRS 3 24 month % (S1Q27B_NO_GENERAL_OFFENDING_24) **
	√
	√
	

	Section 2: Offence analysis

	2.1 – 2.13
	√
	√
	· 2.14 Current offences established pattern of offending

	Offence issues linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	· 

	Section 3: Accommodation

	3.3 Currently NFA or transient
	√
	√
	

	3.4 Suitability of accommodation
	√
	√
	

	3.5 Permanence of accommodation
	
	√
	

	3.6 Suitability of location of accommodation
	√
	√
	

	Accommodation linked to offending behaviour
	√
	√
	

	Accommodation linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	

	Section 4: ETE

	4.2 Unemployed?
	√
	√
	· 4.6 School Attendance

· 4.8 Learning difficulties

· 4.9 Qualifications

· 4.10 Attitude to education/training



	4.3 Employment history
	
	√
	

	4.4 Work-related skills
	
	√
	

	4.5 Attitude to employment
	
	√
	

	4.7 Reading/writing/ numeracy
	√
	√
	

	Basic Skills Assessment Score (prisons)

Initial Skills Checker Score (probation: S4_INITIAL_SKILLS_SCORE)*
	√
	√
	

	ETE linked to offending behaviour 
	√
	√
	

	ETE linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	

	Section 5: Financial management

	Financial management linked to offending behaviour


	√
	√
	· 5.2 Financial situation

· 5.3 Financial management

· 5.4 Illegal earnings

· 5.5 Over-reliance on family/friends

· 5.6 Severe impediment to budgeting

	Financial Management linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	

	Section 6: Relationships

	6.1 Relationship with family
	
	√
	· 6.10 Parental responsibilities – are these a problem? (S6_PARENTING_RES_PROBLEM*

	6.3 Experience of childhood
	
	√
	

	6.4 Relationship with partner
	
	√
	

	6.6 Previous relationship experience
	
	√
	

	6.7 Domestic violence: perpetrator and/or victim
	√
	√
	

	6.8 Current relationship status (S6_RELATIONSHIP_STATUS)*
	
	√
	

	6.9 Parental responsibilities (S6_PARENTING_RESPONSIBILITIES)*
	√
	√
	

	Relationships linked to offending behaviour 
	√
	√
	

	Relationships linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	

	Section 7: Lifestyle & associates

	7.2 Activities encourage offending
	√
	√
	· 7.4 Manipulative lifestyle

	7.3 Influenced by criminal peers
	
	√
	

	7.5 Recklessness / risk taking behaviour
	
	√
	

	Lifestyle & associates linked to offending behaviour
	√
	√
	

	Lifestyle and Associates linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	

	Section 8: Drug misuse

	8.1 including table 
	√
	√
	

	8.4 Current drug misuse 
	√
	√
	· 

	8.5 Level of use of main drug
	
	√
	

	8.6 Injecting drugs 
	
	√
	

	8.8 Motivation to tackle drug use
	√
	√
	

	8.9 Drugs major part of lifestyle
	
	√
	

	Drugs linked to offending behaviour
	√
	√
	

	Drug Misuse linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	

	Section 9: Alcohol misuse

	9.1 Current alcohol use
	√
	√
	· 9.4 Violent behaviour related to alcohol use

	9.2 Binge drinking
	√
	√
	

	9.3 Previous alcohol use
	
	√
	

	9.5 Motivation to tackle alcohol use
	
	√
	

	Alcohol linked to offending behaviour
	√
	√
	

	Alcohol Misuse linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	

	Section 10: Emotional wellbeing

	10.1 Difficulties coping
	
	√
	· Other 10.7 questions

	10.2 Current psychological problems
	
	√
	· 

	10.3 Social isolation
	
	√
	· 

	10.4 Attitude to themselves
	
	√
	· 

	10.5 Self harm/suicide
	
	√
	· 

	10.6 Current psychiatric problems
	
	√
	· 

	10.7 Current psychiatric treatment or treatment pending
	√
	√
	· 

	10.8 Is a specialist report required? (S10_SPECIALIST_REPORT_REQ)*
	√
	√
	· 

	Emotional well-being linked to offending behaviour 
	√
	√
	· 

	Emotional Wellbeing linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	· 

	Section 11: Thinking and behaviour

	11.1 Interpersonal skills
	
	√
	· 11.3 Aggressive/ controlling behaviour

· 11.8 Achieves goals

· 11.10 Concrete/ abstract thinking

	11.2 Impulsivity
	
	√
	· 

	11.4 Temper control
	√
	√
	· 

	11.5 Problem recognition
	
	√
	

	11.6 Problem solving
	√
	√
	

	11.7 Awareness of consequences
	√
	√
	

	11.9 Understands others views
	√
	√
	

	Thinking & behaviour linked to offending behaviour
	√
	√
	

	Thinking and Behaviour linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	

	Section 12: Attitudes

	12.1 Pro-criminal attitudes
	√
	√
	· 12.3 Attitude to staff

· 12.6 Understand motivation for offending

	12.4 Attitude to supervision
	
	√
	

	12.5 Attitude to community/ society 
	
	√
	

	12.8 Motivation to reduce offending
	
	√
	

	Attitudes linked to offending behaviour 
	√
	√
	

	Attitudes linked to risk of serious harm 
	√
	√
	

	Section 13: Health and other

	
	
	
	· 13.1 General health

· 13.2 EM

· 13.3 Issues affecting availability/suitability

· 13.4 Understands importance of completing programme


Key:
* New variable

** New prison variable (previously probation only)
Release 4.3.1 further streamlined the core OASys assessment by removing some questions from both the standard and full layers. These questions are set out in Table 2 below. 

Table 2: Questions removed from OASys

	Section

	Question

	1: Offending information
	1.3 Total Number of separate offences for which convicted at this court appearance 

	
	1.4 Any current or previous convictions for burglary

	
	1.9 Number of previous custodial sentences aged under 21 

	
	1.10 Number of previous custodial sentences aged 21+

	
	1.11 Any breaches 

	
	1.12 Number of different categories of conviction 

	
	1.17 – 1.23 Sentence Planning Risk Predictor 

	3: Accommodation
	3.1 Accommodation status

	
	3.2 Who does the offender usually live with

	4: ETE
	4.1 Employment status

	5: Financial management
	5.1 Main source of income

	6: Relationships
	6.2 Close family member has criminal record

	
	6.5 Current partner has criminal record

	7: Lifestyle & associates
	7.1 Community integration

	8: Drug misuse
	8.2 Main drug used in the last 6 months

	
	8.3 If in prison/hostel main drug used before custody/residence

	
	8.7 Violent behaviour related to drug use

	12: Attitudes
	12.2 Discriminatory attitudes/behaviour

	
	12.7 Successful completion of accredited programmes


1. OGP and OVP
Two new predictors of reoffending were introduced: the OASys Violence Predictor (OVP) which covers violence against the person, weapons, robbery, criminal damage and public order (‘violent-type’) offences and the OASys General Reoffending Predictor (OGP) which covers other non-sexual (“general”) offences. These two predictors replace the OASys weighted score, and they are scored at both the standard and full assessment layers. As shown by Table 2, some offences are not covered by either predictor.  Sexual offending risk should be assessed using Risk Matrix 2000, SARN and other tools which may become available. SARA will aid assessment of domestic violence risk, though the OVP score is likely to be relevant also. Less common offences must be predicted using clinical judgement.

Table 3: Types of reoffending covered by OGP and OVP

	Offence
	OGP
	OVP
	Neither

	Violence against the person, including weapon use, threats and harassment
	
	√
	

	Criminal damage (not arson)
	
	√
	

	Public order offences
	
	√
	

	Weapon possession (not use)
	
	√
	

	Robbery & aggravated burglary
	
	√
	

	Sexual offences
	
	
	√

	Arson & other rare, harmful, offences
	
	
	√

	All other offences
	√
	
	


Both OGP and OVP contain a mix of static and dynamic risk factors, with statistical analyses used to identify which OASys questions were most strongly associated with reoffending. As shown by Tables 4 to 7, OGP’s static scoring is based on OGRS 3 while OVP’s scoring gives extra weight to sanctions for violent-type offences (1.26). In terms of dynamic factors, OGP strongly weights drug misuse whereas OVP features alcohol misuse. The weightings are designed to produce the greatest degree of difference between those offenders who are likely and unlikely to be reconvicted. 
The total OGP and OVP scores range from 0 to 100 (OGP_TOTAL_WEIGHTED and OVP_TOTAL_WEIGHTED), with higher scores indicating a higher likelihood of proven reoffending. The scores comprise a maximum of 60 points for the static factors and 40 points for the dynamic factors.
Table 4: Scoring OGP in standard OASys
	Item
	OASys items
	Offender’s score (max possible)
	Offender’s weighted score (max possible)

	OGRS 3
	1.27
	(100)
	(60)

	Accommodation
	3.3
	(2)
	(5)

	Employability
	4.2
	(2)
	(5)

	Regular activities encourage offending
	7.2
	(2)
	(5)

	Drug misuse 
	8.4,  8.8
	(4)
	(15)

	Thinking and behaviour 
	11.6, 11.7, 11.9
	(6)
	(5)

	Attitudes
	12.1
	(2)
	(5)

	Total score
	(100)


Table 5: Scoring OVP in standard OASys

	Item
	OASys items
	Offender’s score (max possible if applicable)
	Offender’s weighted score (max possible)

	STATIC FACTORS

	Number of sanctioning occasions for violent-type offences
	1.26
	
	(25)

	Number of sanctioning occasions which did not include violent-type offences
	-
	
	(5)

	Is this the offender’s first sanction ever?
	-
	No/Yes
	(5)

	Age at current conviction
	-
	
	(20)

	Sex of offender
	-
	Fem./Male
	(5)

	Total weighted score from static factors
	(60)

	DYNAMIC FACTORS

	Recognises impact of offending?
	2.6
	No/Yes
	(4)

	Accommodation
	3.3
	(2)
	(4)

	Employability
	4.2
	(2)
	(6)

	Alcohol misuse (current use only)
	9.1, 9.2
	(4)
	(10)

	Current psychiatric treatment, or treatment pending
	10.7
	No/Yes
	(4)

	Temper control
	11.4
	(2)
	(6)

	Attitudes
	12.1
	(2)
	(6)

	Total weighted score from dynamic factors
	(40)

	Total score
	(100)


Table 6: Scoring OGP in full OASys
	Item
	OASys items
	Offender’s score (max possible)
	Offender’s weighted score (max possible)

	OGRS 3
	1.27
	(100)
	(60)

	Accommodation
	3.3 to 3.6
	(8)
	(5)

	Employability
	4.2 to 4.5
	(8)
	(5)

	Regular activities encourage offending
	7.2
	(2)
	(5)

	Drug misuse 
	8.4, 8.5, 8.6, 8.8, 8.9
	(10)
	(15)

	Thinking and behaviour 
	11.5, 11.6, 11.7, 11.9
	(8)
	(5)

	Attitudes
	12.1, 12.4, 12.5, 12.8
	(8)
	(5)

	Total score
	(100)


Table 7: Scoring OVP in full OASys

	Item
	OASys items
	Offender’s score (max possible if applicable)
	Offender’s weighted score (max possible)

	STATIC FACTORS

	Number of sanctioning occasions for violent-type offences
	1.26
	
	(25)

	Number of sanctioning occasions which did not include violent-type offences
	-
	
	(5)

	Is this the offender’s first sanction ever?
	-
	No/Yes
	(5)

	Age at current conviction
	-
	
	(20)

	Sex of offender
	-
	Fem./Male
	(5)

	Total weighted score from static factors
	(60)

	DYNAMIC FACTORS

	Recognises impact of offending?
	2.6
	No/Yes
	(4)

	Accommodation
	3.3 to 3.6
	(8)
	(4)

	Employability
	4.2 to 4.5
	(8)
	(6)

	Alcohol misuse (current use only)
	9.1, 9.2
	(4)
	(10)

	Current psychiatric treatment, or treatment pending
	10.7
	No/Yes
	(4)

	Temper control
	11.4
	(2)
	(6)

	Attitudes
	12.1, 12.4, 12.5, 12.8
	(8)
	(6)

	Total weighted score from dynamic factors
	(40)

	Total score
	(100)


The total OGP and OVP scores out of 100 are mathematically scaled to produce a % likelihood of proven reoffending within 1 year (OGP_YEAR_1 and OVP_YEAR_1) and within 2 years (OGP_YEAR_2 and OVP_YEAR_2) of starting a community sentence or leaving custody. The 2 year percentages predict proven reoffending within both the first and second year, so will always be at least as high as the 1 year percentages. As shown by Table 8, both scores are separated into four score bands: Low, Medium, High and Very High (OGPscoreband and OVPscoreband). The cut-off points between the OGP bands were not designed as direct replacements for the three previous OASys score bands but were designed to support Offender Management tiering decisions, e.g. those with low OGP scores will usually be suitable for Tier 1. Consequently, the net effect of moving from OASys to OGP scores is an apparent (not real) reduction in overall likelihood of reoffending levels. The cut-off points for the OVP score bands were designed to support Risk of Serious Harm decision making. Together, the two predictors can be used to assist with the targeting to offending behaviour programmes.

Table 8: Bandings for OGRS 3, OGP and OVP, with likelihood of proven reoffending within 2 years

	Band
	OGRS 3
2 year %
	OGP
2 year %
	OVP 
2 year %

	Low
	0 – 49
	0 – 33
	0 – 29

	Medium
	50 – 74
	34 – 66
	30 – 59

	High
	75 – 89
	67 – 84
	60 – 79

	Very High
	90 – 99
	85 - 99
	80 – 99


No OGP score will be produced if information is missing for any of the items used in the OGP calculation. Likewise, no OVP score will be produced if information is missing for any of the items used in the OVP calculation. (Completion of an OGP and OVP score is indicated by the OGPandOVPvalid variable.)
2. OGRS 3
The OGRS 3 predictions of proven reoffending within 1 and 2 years (S1Q27A_NO_ GENERAL_OFFENDING and S1Q27B_NO_GENERAL_OFFENDING_24) are produced automatically based on age at sentence (or current age for Pre Sentence Reports), sex, the number of previous sanctions (from 1.5, 1.6 and 1.24), age at first sanction (whichever age in 1.7 and 1.8 is lower), current offence (1.1). When a custodial sentence has been passed, the age at actual or earliest possible discharge from custody is also used.

OGRS 3 replaces both OGRS 2 and the Sentence Planning Risk Predictor. As well as being more accurate, it predicts all proven reoffending (i.e. future cautions/reprimands/final warnings as well as convictions) and predicts the likelihood of proven reoffending within 1 year as well as 2 years. The 2 year score predicts proven reoffending within both the first and second year, so will always be at least as high as the 1 year score. There is no longer a separate OGRS predictor of sexual and violent reoffending (previously 1.16).
OGRS 3 is a good predictor of all reoffending. However, if the necessary information on dynamic risk factors can be obtained, OGP is a better predictor of non-violent reoffending and OVP is a better predictor of violent reoffending. OGP and OVP have the further advantage that they can be used to measure change over time. Similarly to OGP and OVP, the OGRS 3 prediction of proven reoffending is divided into the four score bands of low, medium, high and very high (OGRS3scoreband).

3. Criminogenic needs
At the full OASys layer, eight of the OASys sections 3-12 are scored as discrete individual-level or socio-economic criminogenic needs. The financial management and emotional wellbeing sections are no longer scored; analysis revealing that these sections are measuring distinct problem areas but not independently significant criminogenic needs (when looking at the associations with reoffending and taking into account the relationships between the needs). 
The questions used to score the criminogenic needs were streamlined through OASys Release 4.3.1, based upon analysis of which questions contribute to the measurement of discrete individual-level or social problems and are most predictive of reoffending. The 31 questions now used to produce the eight criminogenic need scores are set out in Table 9 below. The questions used within each section are totalled to produce overall section scores (s3newscore to s12newscore). These scores are raw section scores (c.f. the weighted scores which are used to calculate OGP and OVP), and they are only calculated when all the composite questions are completed – completion of all the revised criminogenic need scores is indicated by the crimneedsvalid variable.
The criminogenic need cut-off points were also recalibrated in OASys Release 4.3.1 (s3newneed to s12newneed), having been calculated using reoffending data. Offenders with scores above the cut-off points were found to have above average reoffending rates, indicating that interventions to address the need may be beneficial in terms of reducing reoffending. Importantly, the raw scores that indicate a need for intervention are different in the individual sections (see Table 9). For example, a raw score of 2 on accommodation indicates a need for intervention, whereas in the alcohol misuse section, a raw score of 4 indicates a need for intervention. The revised criminogenic need variables are then summed to indicate the total number of scored criminogenic needs (Totalnewneeds).
Table 9: Criminogenic need scales and cut-off points  

	Criminogenic need
	Scored questions
	Scale range
	Cut-off

	Accommodation
	3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6
	0-8
	2+

	ETE
	4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5
	0-8
	3+

	Relationships 
	6.1, 6.3, 6.6
	0-6
	2+

	Lifestyle & associates
	7.2, 7.3, 7.5
	0-6
	2+

	Drug misuse
	8.4, 8.5, 8.6, 8.8, 8.9
	0-10
	2+

	Alcohol misuse
	9.1, 9.2, 9.3, 9.5
	0-8
	4+

	Thinking & behaviour
	11.5, 11.6, 11.7, 11.9
	0-8
	4+

	Attitudes
	12.1, 12.4, 12.5, 12.8
	0-8
	2+


The amendments to the criminogenic need scores and cut-offs points result in some changes to the criminogenic need prevalence rates, with notable increases for lifestyle, relationships and drug misuse and a notable decrease for alcohol misuse. At the standard OASys layer, the criminogenic need scores are not calculated, but practitioners are required to make professional judgments as to whether each OASys section (3-12) is linked to offending behavior. (Completion of all the clinical links fields – offending behaviour and RoSH – is indicated by the clinicallinksvalid variable.) Using these professional judgments rather than the scored criminogenic needs also leads to very different offender profiles, with the balance of the ten risk factors changing radically. Bearing in mind that these professional judgments are less strongly associated with reoffending than the scored criminogenic needs, use of the latter is preferable when using full OASys assessments for offender profiling.

4. Fast reviews
OASys Release 4.3.1 introduced functionality allowing assessors to complete review assessments in shorter timescales where there have been no significant changes for the offender in the review period. The completion of such ‘fast reviews’ is indicated by the REVIEW_TYPE field. A new section has been added to the sentence plan review section which is numbered 6.1; this is where the assessor will indicate if there have been any changes in the offender’s circumstances. 
The 6.1 “Any Changes” column defaults to blank with the options in the drop down being ‘Yes’ and ‘No’ (RSSP6_HARM to RSSP6_ATTITUDES). It is mandatory for assessors to complete all the fields in this column before the sentence plan section may be signed and locked. (Completion of all 6.1 yes/no fields is indicated by the Validfastreview variable). The comments (free text) fields in section 6.1 pull through the comments from the section 2-12 fields ‘Provide evidence for ratings above……’ Further amendments to the comments fields are optional.  

O-DEAT contact
Please do not hesitate to contact O-DEAT if you have any comments or queries regarding this explanatory note. Contact details are as follows:

Dr Robin Moore

Head of O-DEAT

020 7217 0703 

robin.moore@justice.gov.uk
� Prior to OASys release 4.3.1, question 4.2 did not need to distinguish ‘unemployed’ from ‘not available for work’ due to this being recorded through question 4.1 (Employment status). As shown by Table 2 below, question 4.1 is no longer completed.
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