IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KITSAP 

In re the Detention of:

 

) 
NO. 07-2-00718-8  

                         



)   

JACK LECK,  



)
DECLARATION OF

                         



)   
DR. Elliot M. Cramer

Respondent.




)

____________________________________)


Comes now DR. ELLIOT M. CRAMER and submits this declaration pertaining to the current status of the original Static-99 actuarial table that was administered to Mr. Jack Leck by Dr. Dale Arnold and the current status of the set of tables that known as the “Static-99 October 2008 norms” or the “October 2008 Static-99 recidivism tables.”   
Under penalty of perjury, I Elliot M. Cramer do hereby declare:

I am Elliot M. Cramer.  I am Professor Emeritus in the L. L. Thurstone Psychometric Laboratory of the Department of Psychology at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill.  I am an applied statistician and quantitative psychologist and am a Fellow of the Association for Psychological Science and also a Fellow of the American Psychological Association.  I am also a member of the American Statistical Association.

My background

I received a B.S. degree in mathematics from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and went on to receive an M.A. degree in Experimental Psychology at the Johns Hopkins University.  I then spent two years as a mathematician at the Biometrics Branch of the National Institutes of Health, serving as their first scientific computer programmer.  I worked with virtually every statistician there and, as a result, decided on a change of specialization.  I returned to Johns Hopkins for a year as an NIH fellow, receiving a PhD in Experimental Psychology but immediately began a career in Applied Statistics.  I was a Professor in the Psychology Department of the University of North Carolina for 29 years where I taught and did research, primarily in applied statistics. I have taken many advanced training courses in Statistics and was a visiting scholar for a semester at the Stanford University Department of Statistics.   I have published in major statistical journals including Biometrics, Journal of the American Statistical Association, Technometrics, The American Statistician, and Psychometrika.

I have been a consultant in statistical methods to many organizations and individuals involving psychological and other applications.  I have been a legal consultant and have been qualified as an expert in statistics and psychology in a number of cases, testifying for both plaintiff and defendant.  I have testified in three sexually violent predator civil commitment trials and have served as a consultant in a number of other trials.  I am a manuscript reviewer for the journal Sexual Abuse  and am a co-author of a paper on issues related to the Static-99.

At the University of North Carolina I taught a required graduate course in advanced statistical methods as well as courses for those specializing in quantitative methods.  In the course of teaching hundreds of clinical psychology PhD students, it has been my experience that among psychology graduate students, clinical students have the least interest in statistical methods, being more oriented towards clinical practice rather than research.  Their typical training consists of one or two courses in statistics.

R. K Hanson and the STATIC-99

I am very familiar with the STATIC-99 scale developed by R. Karl Hanson and have relied on his work in my court testimony.  In his 1999 paper, STATIC 99: Improving Actuarial Risk Assessments for Sex Offenders, he "compared the predictive accuracy of three sex offender risk assessment measures", noting that the "STATIC-99 showed moderate predictive accuracy for both sexual recidivism" and violent recidivism with a correlation of .33.  This correlation is  moderate at most, accounting for only about 10% of the variation in sexual recidivism.   It is comparable to the predictive validity of the SAT in predicting first year college scores.  This suggests that the STATIC-99 would be useful as a screening device but not as a selection device.  

My first reaction to the STATIC-99 scale was that it was quite crude, with most of the items such as age being dichotomous.  I was very interested to see Hanson's later 2006 paper, "Does STATIC-99 Predict Recidivism Among Older Sexual Offenders?" which I first read under the earlier more appropriate title "The Validity of STATIC-99 with Older Sexual Offenders."  In this paper he looked at a sample of 3,425 sexual offenders, three times as many as his original 1999 paper where he had only 1301 cases.  Obviously this later paper is substantially more reliable than the earlier paper.  Hanson stated "Recent research has suggested that its (STATIC-99) methods of accounting for the offenders' ages may be insufficient to capture declines in recidivism risk associated with advanced age. ... Older offenders, however, had lower sexual recidivism rates than would be expected based on their STATIC-99 risk categories. Consequently, evaluators using STATIC-99 should consider advanced age in their overall estimate of risk."  I do not see how anyone could disagree with this conclusion.  His colleague and co-author, David Thornton, recently said "It is generally accepted that on average, recidivism rates decline with age.  This effect isn't fully allowed for by Static-99.  Hanson (2006) demonstrates this in a large multi-sample analysis."  For this reason I believe that the Static-99 is obsolete.

In his 2006 paper, Hanson states that "Evaluators using STATIC-99 should consider advanced age as one factor in their overall estimate of risk. How best to consider age remains unresolved by the current study.”  Thus, Hanson appears to reject the use of the tables in this paper in favor of the original tables.  More recently Hanson has rejected the use of the Static-99, but for different reasons.   In a 2008 presentation to the 27th Annual Research and Treatment Conference of the Association for the Treatment of Sex Abusers (ATSA), Hanson stated that new tables were needed for the Static-99 because recidivism rates were now significantly lower than the samples used in the validation of the Static-99.  On the Static-99 website (www.static-99.org),  Hanson states that “Evaluators cannot, in an unqualified way, associate a single recidivism estimate with a particular Static-99 score.”  "Recidivism estimates for a given Static-99 score can be considered bounded" by values in new tables that he presents.  It should be noted that none of the recommendations Hanson makes or the tables which he presents have been subject to peer review.  I regard his recommendations as nonsensical and unjustified.  What is clear is that he agrees with me that the original Static-99 tables are obsolete and should not be used.
Elliot M. Cramer

Chapel Hill, North Carolina

January 22, 2008
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