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This research 1s focussed on magistrates to understand the extent
to which sentencers are aware of problem gamblers coming before
them 1n court; their practice when problem gambling 1s apparent
within a case; and to elicit magistrates’ views on the potential for
courts to account for problem gambling.

https://howardleague.org/commission-on-crime-and-problem-gambling/research-commissions/
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Core Findings - Awareness of Gambling

& Magistrates mainly rated themselves as having average understanding of Problem Gambling.

& Magistrates & Therapeutic Stakeholders felt advertising for gambling is pervasive and
exacerbates Problem Gambling. Greater advertising restrictions is welcomed:

“... definitely get rid of the free offers... people must start gambling at some point in their life...
they’re not born a gambler... these adverts are viewed by 16, 17, 18 year olds in the family home...
that £10 freebie, you’re going to get a few little wins, to entice you to carry on gambling... we’re almost
spoon feeding our younger generation to see that gambling is acceptable cos if you look at those
advertisements, they’re all really happy, colourful, lots of music, cool people on and its making the
whole thing look attractive.” (P3, Focus Group 3)

Magistrates & Stakeholders felt online gambling opportunities made access easy, including
for those underage “... it’s made so easy now through mobile phones and computers, they just do it,
rather than having to go to a bookies...” (P4, Focus Group 3)

Magistrates didn’t provide examples of sentencing Gambling Providers, but some recognised
this possibility if restrictions were tightened and Providers breached requirements.

Safeguarding children and those at risk of gambling harm were the main concerns regarding
UK advertising, which relate to Public Health concerns (McGee, 2020; Purves ef al 2020)
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Core Findings: Awareness of Gambling Addiction

93% of surveyed Magistrates perceive Problem Gambling as an addiction, similar to
drugs/alcohol (which they have extensive Sentencing experience with).

Magistrates & CJS Stakeholders felt there would be less empathy in court for Problem
Gamblers without evidence of neurological state alteration to prove ‘rational choice’ in
offending is hindered. This is a similar view to Australian legislators, despite piloting
Problem-Solving courts for gambling (Adolphe ef al, 2019). Whereas, Canada welcomes
expert witness evidence to mitigate for Problem Gambling (Smith & Simpson, 2014).

Therapeutic Stakeholders purported neurocognitive evidence for cognition impacts and
Magistrates/CJS professionals being trained on behaviour addictions would be useful.

Magistrates & Therapeutic Stakeholders concurred defendants don’t always perceive their
gambling as an addiction or problematic, despite being charged with an offence.
Furthermore, shame can hinder disclosure of Problem Gambling.

Therapeutic Stakeholders raised concerns regarding addiction language and how this can
stigmatise those harmed from gambling and hinders therapeutic intervention effectiveness.
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Core Finding: Awareness from
Court Room Experience

54.4% of Magistrates via Survey said that Problem Gambling has
never come up in a sitting.

Magistrates & CJS Stakeholders felt gambling is more prevalent.
Early detection by Police/Liaison & Diversion/Probation is needed.

Magistrates want contextual information to empathetically make
decisions, in conjunction with Sentencing Guidance.

When cases did come up, information was presented by PSRs and/or
Defence Lawyers (Survey data). Focus Groups stated PSRs rarely
contained details and Probation could screen for Problem Gambling.

Gambling screening needs to cover the extent of issue and likelihood
of re-offending (Magistrates & CJS Stakeholders).

Stakeholders explained pockets of Probation/Police/Liaison &
Diversion staff have been trained in Gambling Screening, treatment
referrals, gambling harms and links between gambling and crime by
GamCare and Beacon. Training needs to become mainstream
practice to achieve consistency.

A whole systems approach is welcomed (Therapeutic Stakeholders) —
shared learning from the pilot in Hertfordshire led by GamCare
would be useful.
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