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Guest commentary

We invite BI to reengage 
with community group

  By Gina McAfee 

I was disappointed to 
read in the Daily Cam-
era on Oct. 5 Jock Wal-

do from BI saying “claims 
of mistreatment by BI staff 
came as news to us” and 
equally disappointed to 
read Fred M. Hamdun’s 
guest opinion Oct. 6 in 
which he called our recent 
concerns “baseless and 
misguided attacks that are 
politically motivated.”

I wonder if part of the 
reason for this misunder-
standing was the fact that 
Hamdun referred to BI as 
on the leading edge of 
designing and manufactur-
ing technology solutions 
that help transition offend-
ers back into society. I am a 
part of a coalition that has 
focused on how Gunbarrel-
based BI treats asylum 
seekers. Asylum seekers 
are not offenders of any 
kind. They have followed 
all of our rules. They do 
not need to be transitioned 
back into society. They 
have come to the United 
States because they are 
fleeing violence and perse-
cution in their own coun-
tries.

I was in a very congenial
during an Aug. 8 meeting 

with BI and executives 
from Geo Group, the par-
ent company. We brought 
to them stories of abuse 
and mistreatment of asy-
lum seekers at the hands of 
BI employees. We were 
appalled to learn this was 
going on, in Colorado, but 
we later found out this was 
part of a pattern of bullying 
behavior that had been 
well-documented across 
the country since 2010. So 
we find it hard to believe 
Waldo’s claims that the 
mistreatment by BI staff 
was “news” to the execu-
tives in the room.

We were pleased to see 
the three actions that BI 
was willing to take in 
response to some of our 
concerns: LGBTQ training, 
because their employees 
had deliberately misgen-
dered trans immigrants; 
providing T-shirts at the 
Geo-run facility, after they 
had turned away young 
girls who were coming to 
visit their families because 
they were wearing tank 
tops; and setting up a 
secure portal system for 
asylum seekers to file 
grievances.

We were, however, 
disappointed that our main 
issues of abusive and 

bullying behavior were left 
unaddressed, and we asked
BI to come up with policy 
changes to address that 
primary concern. BI 
responded back to us with 
a vague statement about 
the safety of their own 
employees (which we find 
amusing, because our 
coalition is primarily made 
up of middle-aged moms) 
and a statement they were 
cutting off further commu-
nications with us.

We urge BI to come back
to the table and work with 
us in a collaborative man-
ner to continue to address 
these issues, which are 
apparently a long-standing 
culture of abuse by their 
employees, directed at the 
most vulnerable of people 
in their care, asylum seek-
ers. We believe that by hid-
ing behind a specious con-
cern about the safety of 
their employees and calling 
our concerns baseless and 
misguided they are making 
it clear they have no inten-
tion of actually listening to 
us and then following 
through with their stated 
mission of treating all 
those in their care with dig-
nity and respect.

  Gina McAfee lives in 
Boulder. 

Who owns Boulder and how 
are they changing the city?

  By Margie McCulloch 

T here is a booming
industry in Boulder
that never gets men-

tioned along with aero-
space, technology, natural 
foods and outdoor recre-
ation. It is real estate 
investment.

In 2017 and 2018 the 
combined real estate sales 
in Boulder County were 
more than $5.8 billion, 
according to the Multiple 
Listing Service. Market-
Watch, an online publica-
tion owned by Dow Jones 
& Co, states that Boulder is 
the most stable real estate 
market in the country. It is 
listed at No. 1 for the fifth 
year running, with “0% 
chance of prices going 
down.”

Investors are paying 
attention. Five years ago, 
Florida purchased a 238 
unit complex on 30th 
Street at Walnut Street 
called Two Nine North as 
part of its employee pen-
sion fund. The city of Boul-
der should be asking who 
else owns large swaths of 
our housing and is it 
impacting our city?

According to Chris 
Meschuk, Boulder assis-
tant city manager, 52% of 
housing units in Boulder 
are investor-owned. Well, 
to be fair, he puts it differ-
ently — he would say that 
52% of the housing units 
are rentals, based on 
remarks he made during a 
recent public meeting 

about the Alpine-Balsam 
project. But that is like say-
ing that the moon only has 
one side, the side we can 
see. When we look at the 
ownership side of the equa-
tion we realize that the sale 
price of housing here is not 
based on the local econo-
my or local incomes but on 
investor wealth.

I would like clear and 
easy public access to statis-
tics on who owns what in 
Boulder. How many resi-
dential units are in current 
and planned production 
and how many of those are 
owned by outside inter-
ests? We won’t know what 
that information will tell us 
until we have it. Is 48% 
owner-occupied housing 
good enough to keep the 
character ofvour city 
intact? The data are avail-
able. All landlords are 
required to get a rental 
license and list their home 
address. Check the zip 
codes. Understanding own-
ership might allow us to 
better assess the need to 
add a dense housing com-
plex, similar to Two Nine 
North, at the Alpine-Bal-
sam site and elsewhere 
around town.

At best we are treading 
water with this “build our 
way to more affordable and 
abundant housing” way of 
thinking. Highway plan-
ners know that if you build 
more highway lanes you 
will simply increase the 
number of vehicles, not 
relieve congestion. They 

call it “induced demand.” 
The same theory applies to 
housing.

The value of a city’s 
charm should not be 
underestimated. It makes 
us proud, and in turn we 
take good care of the place 
in which we live. Charm 
also encourages visitors, an 
undeniable contributor to 
our economy. But Boulder 
is quickly losing its charm. 
The big, boxy develop-
ments going up in every 
section of town look utili-
tarian and not at all charm-
ing.

Let’s do some brain-
storming. We have an 
opportunity to be creative 
and innovative with the 
Alpine-Balsam site. How 
about the city supporting a 
combination of low- and 
middle-income ownership 
as well as rent controlled 
units? How about disincen-
tivizing real estate invest-
ment from those outside 
Colorado with additional 
fees that could be used to 
update our public transpor-
tation system, or support 
rent-controlled housing.

Let’s dig deeper into all 
the factors that are contrib-
uting to our housing unaf-
fordability. It doesn’t really 
matter if it’s happening all 
over the country. The only 
place we can do anything 
about it is here. So let’s get 
the facts and then do some-
thing about it.

  Margie McCulloch lives in 
Boulder. 

hospitalization, of those
who meet the diagnostic
criteria for schizophrenia.
Fewer than half shared that
view in 2006.

Roughly one-third of
those surveyed in 2018
considered people with
depression very or some-
what likely to inflict harm
on others. And 68% saw
people with alcohol depen-
dence as dangerous to oth-
ers; support for laws to
compel a person with alco-
hol dependence to undergo
some form of therapy
ranged from 26% to 38%,
depending on the treat-
ment involved.

The results, compiled by
sociologists from Indiana
University and Vanderbilt
University and a psycholo-
gist from the University of
Virginia, were published
this week in the journal
Health Affairs.

Dr. Jeffrey Lieberman, a
Columbia University psy-
chiatrist who studies vio-
lence, said the attitudes
expressed in the surveys
aren’t hard to understand.

“People want simple solu-
tions: They want to be able
to neatly explain things,” he
said. “This is a convenient
way to avoid solutions that
are less acceptable, like
gun control.”

Lieberman said he sup-
ports keeping guns from
many with mental illness,
and he believes that laws
have made the civil com-
mitment of those with
severe mental illness too
difficult. But sweeping
solutions distract from
thornier and more basic
problems that need to be
fixed, he said.

“The root cause is a failed
healthcare system,” he
said. “People don’t get
treatment for mental ill-
ness.”

It’s a view shared by Dr.
Kenneth Rosenberg, a fel-
low of the American Psychi-
atric Association and
author of a new book and
documentary, “Bedlam,”
which explores the nation’s
mental health crisis.

“People with mental ill-
ness are largely untreated
in this country. They’re
criminalized and marginal-
ized and treatment is really
not up to par,” Rosenberg
said. “It’s a bit of a godsend
that we’re having this dis-
cussion. Anything getting
us to discuss mental illness
is a good thing — except
something that’s stigmatiz-
ing.”

Roughly 19% of U.S.
adults — close to 47 million
people in 2017 — suffer
from some form of mental
illness. Severe mental ill-
ness, which significantly
limits a person’s ability to
navigate everyday
demands, afflicts roughly
4.5% of the adult popula-
tion, or 11.2 million Ameri-
cans.

Most mental health advo-
cates have challenged the
charge that people with
psychiatric problems are
responsible for the dramat-
ic rise in mass violence in
the United States. Research
by experts at the FBI and
elsewhere demonstrates no
more than a quarter of
those who attempted or
carried out mass shootings
in recent years could be
considered mentally ill. In
fact, people with mental dis-

University of Colorado Denver /
Zuma Press

James Holmes is the shooter 
at a movie theater screening 
of “The Dark Knight Rises” in 
the Denver suburb of Aurora 
in 2012. 

orders are far more likely
to be victims of violence
than perpetrators.

At the same time, advo-
cates have welcomed the
call to make mental health
treatment more widely
accessible and to keep
guns from people more
likely to harm themselves
than others.

The mixed messages
appear to be moving public
opinion. More Americans
worry that mental illness is
a major contributor to vio-
lence, and more seem to
believe that treatment —
even if coerced — might
enhance public safety, the
new study suggests.

That belief is not support-
ed by research evidence,
the study authors say.

“The link between vio-
lence and mental illness
has been scientifically doc-
umented to be weak, at
best, for at least three
decades,” they wrote.

They cited a recent
review of research that con-
cluded: “Even if we had a
cure for serious mental ill-
nesses that completely
eliminated active psychotic
and mood disorders, the
problem of interpersonal
violence in the population
would be reduced only by
an estimated 4%, while 96%
of violent acts would still
occur.”

Such calculations look
past mass shootings to the
daily drumbeat of deaths
and injuries arising from
domestic disputes, gang
activity and general crime
in the United States. In that
wider context, people with
mental illness are a tiny fac-
tor.

But experts acknowledge
that, in recent years at
least, those with severe
mental illness have
accounted for a sizable
minority of mass shooting
cases. The other two major
categories of mass shoot-
ers — those driven by radi-
cal ideological beliefs, and
workers, students or
domestic partners who are
aggrieved, disgruntled or
disaffected — are harder to
identify, and harder still to
arrest and detain as their
rage comes to a boil.

“What we do know from
research on mass casualty
events is that most of them
are carried out by people
who are at a point of per-
sonal crisis,” said Marisa
Randazzo, a former chief
research psychologist for
the U.S. Secret Service and
now chief executive of Sig-
ma Threat Management
Associates. “Most of them
are actively suicidal — and
may even be hoping to be
killed by police when they
engage in their violent
attack. But being in person-
al crisis or emotional crisis
— or even being suicidal —
is not the same as having a
mental illness.”

That fact — that many
who commit acts of mass
violence are troubled but
not ill — presents an oppor-
tunity for classmates, co-
workers and public safety
officers. It means they can
intervene early, before a
person’s aggrievement has
ripened into a desire to
harm him or herself and
others.

“We know a lot about
how to help someone who
is in personal crisis or even
suicidal,” Randazzo said.
“Sometimes that may need
to involve an involuntary
psychological or psychiat-
ric evaluation, but often-
times it can be done
through voluntary care.”

Lieberman called that a
strategy of “mental health
first aid.” More Americans
need to practice it in their
homes, schools and work-
places, he said.

“If someone faints, starts
choking or has a seizure,
people run to help,” he
said. “If someone’s acting
weird, people don’t say any-
thing.”

By Melissa Healy
Los Angeles Times

Political rhetoric that
blames people with mental
illness for spasms of mass
violence appears to be
seeping into the national
psyche.

Americans increasingly
see people with schizophre-
nia or major depression as
a threat not only to them-
selves but to others, new
research reveals. That wari-
ness even extends to those
who have difficulties cop-
ing with everyday life but
whose symptoms fall far
short of a psychiatric diag-
nosis.

This growing view — that
those with mental disor-
ders could be a threat to
public safety — appears to
be driving a greater open-
ness to expanding mental
health treatment. But it’s
specifically deepening sup-
port for laws that require
people with psychiatric
symptoms to get treatment,
whether they want it or not.

Those sentiments, and
how they’ve changed over
time, come from surveys
conducted in 1996, 2006
and 2018 that plumbed
Americans’ attitudes about
mental health issues and
their connection to public
safety. The 2018 survey
took place shortly after a
string of high-profile mass
shootings in Nevada, Texas
and Florida claimed 101
lives.

As such incidents have
escalated in recent years,
gun-rights advocates and
their political allies have
attributed the violence to
people with mental illness.
They have called for mea-
sures to sweep the mentally
ill into treatment and bar
them from owning guns.

Responding to back-to-
back mass shootings this
summer in El Paso and
Dayton, Ohio, President
Trump sought to shift polit-
ical focus from gun restric-
tions sought by many Dem-
ocrats to the mental state of
perpetrators.

“Mental illness and
hatred pull the trigger,”
Trump said. “Not the gun.”

He suggested that the
wholesale closure of psy-
chiatric hospitals in the
1960s and ‘70s was a mis-
take, and that the United
States should reopen such
institutions to prevent mass
violence. “We will be taking
mentally deranged and
dangerous people off of the
streets so we won’t have to
worry so much about
them,” he said. “A big prob-
lem.”

The evidence for chang-
ing attitudes emerged from
the General Social Survey,
a monitor of American
beliefs and behaviors con-
ducted by the University of
Chicago. In the survey,
respondents reacted to a
brief description of an indi-
vidual whose behavior typi-
fied one of three mental dis-
orders — schizophrenia,
major depressive disorder
or alcohol dependence —
or a fourth person who has
worries and challenges but
is “getting along pretty
well.”

Survey takers were
asked to judge how likely
the person was to harm
him or herself, or to inflict
harm on others. They were
then asked whether they
supported laws that would
require the described per-
son to take medication, see
a physician or submit to
hospitalization for his or
her condition.

In 2018, roughly 70% of
respondents judged people
who would probably be
diagnosed with schizophre-
nia to be a potential danger
to others. In 1996, roughly
57% held that opinion, as
did about 60% of those sur-
veyed in 2006.

The surveys also
revealed that 59% of Ameri-
cans in 2018 supported
laws requiring the hospital-
ization, even involuntary

Americans increasingly 
fear violence from the 
mentally ill; they shouldn’t
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