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OVERVIEW

m Q: Crime victimization rates for
DD clients?

m CA-OOL Legal & Safety Q’s

m Calculate violent crime victimization
rate & comparisen rates

u| Calculate nen vielent (property.
Crime) VIctimizauoen, rates) &
COMpParisen rates

» Conclusions



CA-QOL SURVEY FORM

m Measures satisfaction
w/gquality of life

m Developed by DMH
frem Lehman’s QOL

u| Psychemetrics good
s Client completea

5 Not representative
sample
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QUESTIONS FROM THE
CA-OOL

= Victim of violent
crime. In; previous
montn?
(a)
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(PrepEerty cHme) In
PrEVIOUS MeAthY
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CALCULATING A
VICTIMIZATION RATE FOR
VIOLENT CRIME

= A victimization rate describes the
number of known cases (e.g., violent
crime victims) per population unit

= Number: of reported victims divided by
the totall pepulation; the result s
mulitplied By a pepulaticn constant
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DUAL DIAGNOSIS VICTIMS

OF VIOLENT CRIME

= N = 337 (age
18+, few 55+)

&

B 65 Saldl yes s 4

“;4
. (65-337) % 1000= @i =
192.9 VIctims; pex / s

1000/ pepuIation
(02F prlepitn?)
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PREVIOUS MONTH -
ATYPICAL PERIOD

= Happy people rarely seek Tx

m More vulnerable when under the
Influence or when Ml symptoms present

]

a [VIost enter 10l1eWIng| CrisIS
i SOME COME: 1romijjail o detox
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TWO COMPARISON DATA
SETS

= Adult Performance Outcome System
(APO) California’s DMH (1999-2000)

m National Crime Victimization SUn/ey.
INCVS) 1996
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ADULT PERFORMANCE
OUTCOMES STUDY

= SPMI receiving Mental
Health Services in Calif.

annually.

| arge data SEt- EXcept

IO lITLE gliien
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ADULTS IN PERFOMRANCE
OUTCOME SYSTEM -

N = 154 (A0MMIon At

A

m (14 =154 X 1,000
m 091 X 1,000 = 90 victims o1 Violent
crime: per 1,000 aaultsiw/sPIVII
(02 nnenin?)
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NATION CRIME
VICTIMIZATION SURVEY

= National Survey of all
persons in selected
households age 12+

Stral
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tiiied, multi-stage
StEr sampie

SaMpPIE; IS large - 60K

raJJderJEJ N 45K

Qsiare alierent



COMPARISION'WITH
NATIONAL CRIME
VICTIMIZATION SURVEY

m 36.6 Per 1,00 -Iéle(r:sb)/n§l\ge 12 And

Older (1998 Seurcebook ofi Criminal
Justice Statistics, Table 3.1)

u [Imeframe? Leave it 36.6 or = by 12 for
moenthly: rate oiff 3.17
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VIOLENT CRIME
VICTIMIZATION RATES

31 B NCVS (o)

s 1o




COMPARISON - PROPERTY

CRIME VICTIMIZATION

RATES
m DD = 330 per 1,000

m APO (adm) = 110

m NCVS =1 Z17.4 PEr
1$0)0)0)

a NCVS (mo) = 16.1
per 1,000
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PROPERTY CRIME
VICTIMIZATION




CONCLUSIONS

m Dually diagnosed clients are victimized

at higher rates than S
and Society as a who

B Secietal costs are hig

PMI adults in APO
e

1 for these victims

m Reducing victimization willfreduce costs
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Copy of slides at this web
address:
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ADULTS IN PERFOMRANCE

OUTCOME SYSTEM -

EN=7 267(a'r16|\’1|h|all\I aé)l'

A = 418

—

161 =7267) X 1,000
056 X 1,000/ = 56 VICUImS o1 VIelent
crime: per 1,000 adults Wi/ SRIVII
(02r nrlepin?)
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DUAL DIAGNOSIS
CLIENTS

m 20% were victims of
violent crime
33%06 WEre VICLImS C

PropPerty’ Crimes

29%0 FEPOILEA PEIND
PICKED Up/arrested
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PICKED UP/ARRESTED
BY POLICE

= Question asks >
AbOUL arrests \—~

N’
OR ~ -

n Picked-up by Pelice /\Q.@g’/
uﬁ’]
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