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Below are a few notes about the articles from Christian M. Sarver, PhD, 
who is the Associate Director for the Utah Criminal Justice Center and 
assisted with selecting the articles.  In addition, articles that only evaluate a 
single tool were not included.  

1. Jung & Thomas, 2022, is very user friendly and provides an overview of assessment tools 
(content, best use, estimates of predictive and inter-rater reliability, and strengths and 
weaknesses). It also covers a range of tool types, including actuarial and structured 
professional judgement, as well as those intended to assess sexual, general, and violent 
recidivism. 
 

2. The second article (Wormith) also summarizes the research on existing risk assessments 
for adolescents who have offended sexually (2020). 

 
3. The Viljoen, 2018 article is a systematic review that analyzes the degree to which 

various risk assessments improve outcomes in terms of recidivism and managing risk. In 
particular, it provides insight into the circumstances under which risk assessment tools 
are more or less useful and how practitioners are using tools. 

 
4. I included Viljoen 2012 because it is a comprehensive meta-analysis of adolescent sexual 

recidivism tools (but that is three articles by Viljoen and the implications are also 
included in the more recent book chapter, so maybe duplicates the other articles). 

 
5. A very recent study (Lussier et al., 2024) provides useful context in terms of overall 

rates/trends for general and sexual recidivism among youth who have offended 
sexually.  
 

6. The next article (Glaser, 2018) is more a primer on how to evaluate the research 
supporting use of various tools. And might be useful in terms of helping clinicians think 
about what the research says. 

  

  

  

 


