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Where’s the Mental Health in Political Campaigns?

· Only 1/4 of U.S. House or Senate major party candidates indicate support for any mental health issue or service.  

· What is it about Rhode Island’s 1st Congressional district that seems to promote conspicuous attention and expertise about mental health?

· Patrick Kennedy’s retirement has the mental health community concerned.  

· To evaluate the potential impact, a team of researchers from Rhode Island’s Center for Behavioral Science and Public Policy and Brown University reviewed the national campaign websites of 911 candidates for evident indications of support for mental health policy.  

· Results were not comforting.

· 25.8% of candidates mentioned support for any mental health issue.  

· Female candidates (< 1/6th of all) were more likely to express mental health support (33% vs. 24%).

· Democrats were dramatically more likely (42% vs. 11%).

· Candidates from the Mountain States (46%) and Northeast (45%) were more likely and those from the South (17%) less likely.

· Almost all of that scant support was for mental health care for military veterans.  

· 4 in 5 (78%) who expressed any support expressed it for veterans.  

· 54% was only for services for veterans, service members, and sometimes their families.

· Over 2/3 of those who supported veterans’ mental health supported it exclusively

· Stigma surrounding mental health is apparently reduced solely if problems are developed as the result of service in a combat zone.  

· This pattern was almost equally apparent among candidates from both parties.

· 1/20 candidates identified other specific mental health populations.

· 1/28 identified specific mental health-related projects.

· 1/18 and 1/28, respectively, expressed general support for mental health issues or supported mental health parity.

· Two had issue pages labeled “mental health” (while another two candidates made comments rejecting support for specific mental health services).

· Only one candidate, David Cicilline, running for Kennedy’s Rhode Island First District seat, had a clearly delineated set of mental health policy proposals.  

· Fortunately, they’re comprehensive and sophisticated: [http://cicilline.com/accomplished.cfm?ID=22].

· Mental health problems are the leading cause of disability, a major contributor to several of our greatest societal struggles (e.g., education, crime, and healthcare costs), and by some estimates responsible for the loss of one-sixth of all corporate profits 

· Which candidate wouldn’t run on a platform to increase businesses’ profits by 16%?

· The lack of attention is disconcerting.

· We call on congressional candidates to take the easy step of indicating their agreement and disagreement with the positions coming out of Rhode Island.

· It’s not too late in this election to take such an easy step.

Now is the time to address mental health policy as an issue with great potential for helping to improve some of our national struggles.
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Respectfully submitted,

Paul Block, Ph.D., Director, Center for Behavioral Science and Public Policy at Psychological Centers, 765 Allens Avenue, Suite 102, Providence, RI 02905, Paul.Block@PCRI.US.

This project is a collaboration between the Center for Behavioral Science and Public Policy, directed by Paul Block, Ph.D., and Martha Perez-McAlester, Xuan Gao, Athena Huang, Jasmyn Samaroo, Christina Kata, Miriama Darboe, Mengjie Wang, Cynthia Pollack, Hannah Graham, and Danielle Johnstone from Brown University.  Amy Black, Ph.D., Director of HealthRIght, and Martha Perez-McAlester assisted in presenting the results.  We performed reliability checks on 7% of the ratings, finding over 78% full agreement (with reconciliation by a third reviewer confirming presence of support that was identified only by one rater, using the standardized rules for reviewing candidates’ campaign websites and, if necessary according to the procedures, official D.C. websites).  Candidates and their websites were identified through VoteSmart, where possible, and by structured Google searches (including Congress.org and politicsdaily.com as needed).
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