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Background

The prevalence and severity of disordered eating and eating disorders
in forensic settings, including prisons, psychiatric prisons, remand
centres, correctional residential facilities, and community correction

orders, remains poorly understood and under researched.

Despite this, forensic populations are known to experience multiple risk
factors such as trauma, mental illness, and substance use. The stress of
confinement, social isolation, and limited coping strategies further

increase vulnerability.

Objectives

This scoping review examined existing research on eating disorders in

forensic systems (prisons, community correctional programs,
residential facilities, and post-release populations). This poster reports

on prevalence rates and assessment measures.
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Methods

Step 1: Protocol
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Conclusions

Eating disorders in forensic settings remain under-recognised and inconsistently assessed.
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