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What Is the Intellectual Disability
(Compulsory Care and Rehabilitation) Act
20037

A Prompted by amendments to mental health
legislation

A An Act for individuals with an intellectual
disablilities who are going through the CJS

A Designed to fill a gap i does it?

A A unique departure from other western
jurisdictions

A Very strict criteria regarding eligibility

A Alternative to incarceration



Why research?

A New legislation i no research examining
the implementation

A Interesting departure internationally

AWh-at i mpact does  bei
have on peoples lives?

Social conditions
Material conditions



T’he question that will be explored In
t he current research 1 séE€

oWhat - .di scourses Cco0me
participants speak about care recipients
under the Intellectual Disability
(Compulsory Care and Rehabilitation)
Act and how do those discourses
construct individuals who are subject to
t he Act ?20



What does this qguestion
mean??

Or what Is my methodological framework?

A Qualitative research i based on what
people tell me about thelr experiences.

A Social Constructionism framework i
underlying belief that we live in a socially
constructed world (Willig,1999)



Social Constructionism

A Critique taken-for-granted knowledge

A Knowledge Is both located within and
oroduced by a specific cultural context

A Knowledge is constructed through our
soclal Interactions with each other

A In any interaction a number of
constructions are possible (Burr, 2003)




Discourse Analysis o
Discourses?

AThe ways that -an i Ssue
through speech, texts and practice.

A These ways of speaking build up a picture
A Multiple discourses at play

A Discourses are productive and constitutive
creating a particular version of the truth

AWhat do these oO0truthsbo
r-ecil pl ent so?




Who were my participants?

Group 1 (7) Group 2 (8)
Afi‘Car e Reci pAPeoplewhd work
A 6 months prior to or with individuals
following expiry. of ~ under the Act.
compulsory care A Included
order. packgrounds in law,
psychiatry,
osychology, nursing,

support and
advocacy.



Demographics

Group 1 Group 2

A Maori, NZ European A Maori, Scottish, Irish,
and South African. English, NZ

A Agerange i 19ito 45  EUropean

A Mean - 30 A Age range 1 34 to 65

A Mean - 48



Hi story~ (for CRC

A Length of order i 12 months to 3 years.

A Original charges range from burglary to
sexual offending.

A CR interviewed reflect growing trend of
younger males



Early identified themes as
reflected by care recipients

1 . Transition O1 no

2. Right relationships i trust, equality and
[ESpPECt, reciprocity, consistency.

3. Small Freedoms versus big
4 ;i Frcansi tli on oout O



1.

A Inclusion criteria six months
prior/following expiry

A Going to court

nifi-heeo:n byt hi ng
sayl:ng Mmy: name

A L

Transition O0I

I U n (
( CR,



Entering serviCces

i ~wasnot ready to talk

the - boys. ' onl y . just |
stwuff..- Because -| “jJ ust |
nBut :beilng-1In:. t-he:-ser vi

once she took me in there the first time | was
not happy at all. | was not happy. | really
wanted to take off with M and just go home you
see ((CR, 2010) o



2. Right Relationship

Key elements as described by care recipients:

Trust 1

A iDisability or no disability you can both lie, it
doesnot . make any:'  di ff el

Al n-the personoés: . eyes |
Whoos- mofl e€: honest -and
IThey are, -heos not. So
eyes that you know that you can trust people
(CR, 2010) . 0



A Equality

n'We -l i because Sheos m
get on with because, | trust her because
sheos much: - more hers

u-m, Know: [t al | ( CR,
A Reciprocity

nBut:-. when i t:-:comes 0
me . Lol I~ stand ri ght
h-appens ‘to' me (CR, 2



A Consistency

nltos: I i1-ke I.-donot wa
person to another. Once | have one
person tihatos 1.t . Th

donot:--change Qi t hat



3. Small freedoms

A Bed time T natural versus aversive conseguences and
the reality post service

nwhen | ~get waken up out -of
me , donot ‘bl ame: me ‘It 1 ‘go
A Control versus management of risk
nT-he:-rules, being:contaxoll ed
now (CR, 2010) . o0

A Some behaviours reflective of age rather than inherent
ori-sk. factorso



noh- - Jjust, yeah some, S O0.
like, could be like, some were real nice and
some were just real, real strict you know what |
mean( CR, 2010) ?0

nlom- .-not -goil ng to:- hand
V:0 U . V.er y-:much. -Sai.d, |
It comes to my um bank books stuff. When it

comes . t-o.somebody el se
ttrust them: at al l ( CR,



Case Study - Paul

A 16-year-old South African male

A
A

_Iving In NZ since 2004
2rior to CR status had always lived at

nome with family

A Two charges of sexual offending
A Parents opposed to compulsory care



Issues

A Negotiating buy in with family
A Age mix

A Therapy.

A Legal constraints

A Control versus support



4. Transi t 1 oonPersgnal o
change
T h

at
you kn
Know

0S what, thatos what they ca
0

W, makin g sure that you, you having a shower and you
youore brushing your teeth

N

|- didnot: used  to read and r(€Rd
2010) . o

nl-ove..had: -renough- - of .goi-ng -bhackwar
staying out of trouble and those bad things ("CR; 12010 ) . 0

noOh- ‘I-t:os.ra-good -thing because Vyol
gangs and stwuff. |l t0s-rgood t o
Just pride myself getting out of thegangs (CR; 2010 ) . O



Where to from here?..

A Discourses will be identified that are evident in
ID(CC&R)

A Analysed for the following:
|dentities
Power relations
Social relations
Discursive practices
Material conditions

Need for more research!



