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Figure 1.  Mean LSI-R Total Scores by Offender Race. 
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Figure 2.  Mean LSI-R Total Scores by Age Category. 
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Offenders with higher levels of education scored lower on the LSI-R than did those offenders with 
lower levels of education (see Figure 3).  The mean LSI-score for offenders with a college degree or 
higher was 20 and that for offenders with less than a grade 10 education was 32.  Offenders with 
GED education (mean score=31) scored similarly to those with less than a grade 10 education.  
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Figure 3.  Mean LSI-R Total Scores by Education Level. 
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LSI-R Scores by Offense Category 

Mean LSI-R scores by offense category were very consistent (see Figure 4).  Property and other 
felony offenders scored lowest (mean scores=25 and 26, respectively).  The average LSI-R score for 
domestic assault offenders was higher (mean score=30) than those for other offense types. 
 
Figure 4.  Mean LSI-R Total Scores by Offense Category. 
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Norming Analysis 

The current cutoff score for the LSI-R is 24.  Offenders with scores 24 or greater are assigned to 
traditional supervision.1  The mean score across all offenders was 27.  Figure 5 displays the 
distribution of LSI-R scores for the overall group.  34 percent of the offenders scored lower than 
the cutoff score.  There is an increase in the number of offenders with scores 24 or greater.   
 
 
Figure 5.  LSI-R Total Score Distribution (n=875). 
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Figure 6 displays the risk assessment of offenders based on LSI-R total scores.  According to the 
LSI-R Scoring Guide, offender risk to reoffend is assigned as follows, offenders with scores:  1) less 
than or equal to 13 are Low Risk, 2) 14 through 23 are Low/Moderate Risk, 3) 24 through 33 are 
Moderate Risk, 4) 34 through 40 are High/Moderate Risk, and 5) 41 or greater are High Risk.    
 
Figure 6.  Percent of Offenders by Risk Category.
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1 Offenders who are assessed with LSI-R scores less than 24 can be assigned to traditional probation with an override. 
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Seven percent of the offenders assessed were rated as high risk and 21 percent were rated as 
high/moderate risk.  The largest category was moderate risk (38%).   
 
 

 Discussion and Recommendation 

Based on the analysis of data collected during the first six months of 2009, it is recommended that 
the cutoff score of 24 be retained.  Determination of cutoff scores is an art as well as a science.  
Other administrative concerns should be considered when setting the cutoff score.  Perhaps the 
most critical concern is staff resources and the ability to provide traditional supervision to 
approximately 66 percent of offenders assessed with the LSI-R. 
 
Another factor which should be considered in setting the cutoff score is the recidivism level of 
offenders who score are various levels on the LSI-R.  This is called predictive validation.  Data is 
being collected for a validation study of the LSI-R.  A preliminary 1-year validation study report is 
scheduled for the end of 2010. 
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