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CONTEXT

Focus on police-mental health intferface + evidence-based policing practice

Advisory Group recommendations

Fortuitous timing, Australian Research Council funding

Program of research
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Police encounters with people with intellectual disability:

prevalence, characteristics and challenges

What the police say: TR o
« Regular basis, wide range of reasons

« Rely on behavioural and physical cues
* Learn through on-the-job exposure

« Key challenges: communicatfion and gaining
cooperation from service providers

« Most confident when person offender, least when
withess

« While capable, consider themselves ill-equipped
to respond appropriately
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Who.l. .I.he |TPS SCIy Police contact with people with an intellectual disability:

the Independent Third Person perspective

B.L Spivak & S.D.M

« |TP has several roles — facilitate discussions, provide
emotional support, ensure person understands their rights

« Police reliance on prior contact, communication
difficulties and family reports to identify need for ITP

« Confident that police can identify those with cognitive
deficits

« Challenges with geography — cant always attend

 What about when not called / cant attend? Who is being
missed?




Striking the Right Balance: Police Experience,
Perceptions and Use of Independent Support
Persons During Interviews Involving People with
Iintellectual Disability

The need for balance with supports (police perspective):
« Competing demands and skillsets required

« Some concern about confidence to intervene?¢

* Volunteers more impartial

« Family/friends more emotional support

« Different roles and functions but equally valuable

* Need tailored training and ongoing supports




What if we look atf service data?¢

Reviewed incident reports — serious threats + serious
incidents (violence, sexual, absconding, property)

« Reluctant to report both minor and major incidents due to
conseguences to them and perpetrator

* |Inconsistent even with central directives rec. report to
police (1/2 sexual assault, 1 in 6 violent)

« Perp, victim, location
* Victorian Parliament Family and Community Development
Committee report (2016) noted “systematic normalisation

of abuse within disability services”

« Knowledge, aftitudes, prior experience?
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Some reluctance exists anong disability staff to report to police Accepted 19 November 2016
potentialy <oiminal behaviour by people with imellectual
disabilities. Both the nature and fréequency of these behaviours and
decision-making processes of stalf conceming police involvement
remain poorly undéerstood, This & ught to explore potentially
ciminal behaviour by pecple living in disability services and the
frequency of police involvement. A broad spectrum of potentially
criminal behaviours was reported, most frequently involving acts of
physical aggression. Police were contacted in 101/370 (27%) of the
incidents reported; two-thirds involved acts where there was an
identifiable victim; Incidents repos to police were most kkely to
occur outside the disabiity service. A more detalled understanding
of disabllity staff decision-making as it relates to initiating © C
with the

benefits conceming

as 1o more effectively prevent and manage potentially criminal
behaviour

n-musking; intellectus

Intellectual disability support staff are regularly faced with ajgression and other problem
behaviours that require immediate dedisions to be made regarding intervention to prevent
harm to the individual, fellow clients, staff, and others. Decision m.ul.:ng r<-!:.|n‘!mg
whether palice should be involved is often fraught with complexity and contention
Research has found that disability support staff are typically reluctant to report potentially
criminal behaviour to the police (Holland, Clare, & Mukhopadhyay, 2002; Lyall, Holland,
& Collins, 1995b). Some researchers have suggested suggest that this may be a well-inten
tioned means of protecting the person from al consequences and involvement with the
criminal justice system {(Lyall, Holland, Collins, & Styles, 1995a, 1995b). Anecdotally, the
decision not to report a potentially criminal behaviour to the police may also be due to
previous experiences where police have been reluctant to charge the son, or, despite

. the disposal at court has had no significant impact on the t perpetrator
However, reasons for not reporting are not well understood and have rarely been studied
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BMC Psychiatry

Crime and victimisation in people with
intellectual disability: a case linkage study

Data linkage 1 (with control group n=5000 AEC):

Abstract

« RIDS data -received 1+ restrictive interventions —

« Sig less likely to have recorded history victimization and
offending, but

* Violent victimization RR=2.24
« Sexual victimization

RR=7.87

Context: 15%, 6%, 3%

4 ) BloMed Central
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Estimating the risk of crime and victimisation in people

with intellectual disability: a data-linkage study

Margaret Nixon' wart D. M, Thomas™ + Micheel Daffern'#
James R. P. Oglof*4

ved 7 Novernter 014 ped » 0T shed emling] 13 March 2017

O Speinger-Verlag Bertin Hoide

Data linkage 2:
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ORIGINAL ARTICLE

Crime and victimization among people with intellectual
disability with and without comorbid mental iliness
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Data linkage 3. complexity
o 8.2% of n=2220 had comorbid MI**

« Between 2.97 and 3.22 times more likely to have
a history of criminal charges

« Between 2.76 and 2.97 times more likely to have
been a victim of crime

« Highest odds for offending and victimization for o
person-based offences




TAKE HOME POINTS

People with ID especially vulnerable to sexual and violent victimization and offending**

There are a small but significant group of people with dual disability who are at heightened risk of
committing, and being the victim of, person and property-based crimes

Lower rates victimization overall suggest significant under-reporting and/or systemic obstacles to reporting

Add "victim”, to what Simpson et al (2001) described as triply stigmatized via the labels of “criminal”,
“psychiatric” and “disabled”

Challenging for police and service providers, marginalized from tfreatment / rehab opps.

Need to better understand thresholds for decision-making regarding at what point and on what basis
challenging behaviour becomes offending behaviour
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