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1.0 GENERAL INTRODUCTION 

While the spread of the mental health disciplines into the 
crisinal justice process has spawned considerable debate (cf., Bonnie and 
Slobogin, 1980; Perlin, 1980; Miller, 1980; Fersch, 1980),  the movement 
does not appear to be slowing. 
most significant involvement in the criminal justice process is 
represented by the screening and evaluation of offenders and alleged 
offenders (hereafter "client-offenders") performed by psychiatrists, 
psychologists, and social workers for attorneys, courts, and corrections 
agencies . 

-k Perhaps the mental healtn system's 

For  many client-offenders, a pivotal point in the criminal 
justice process occurs when, at the direction of a judge or some other 
criminal justice authority, a mental health professional assesses the 
client-offender's mental condition. The results of such forensic mental 
health evaluations can have profound effects on the destinies of persons 
charged with or convicted of crimes. 
professionals routinely form the basis for such determinations as whether 
a client-offender is competent to proceed to trial, is criminally 
responsible, is capable of responding to conditions of probation, or 
simply is more appropriately processed by the mental health system than 
by the criminal justice system. Indeed, the findings of the mental health 
professional in large part determine whether a client-offender is to 
become a patient, a prisoner, or a free person. 

The opinions of mental health 

It is estimated that one million forensic mental health 
screenings and evaluations are conducted in the United States each year 
(National Institute of Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice, 1979). 
Screening and evaluation may occur for various reasons at any of several 
points in the criminal justice process. It may be performed in court 
clinics, community and regional forensic mental health centers, hospitals, 
and corrections facilities. The process may be informal (relying 
primarily on intuitive judgment) or formal (using standardized methods), 
extensive or circumscribed, and may serve specific disposition, placement, 
or treatment decisions. The mental health evaluator or examiner may be a 
policeman, a jail or prison counselor, a probation or parole officer, a 
social worker, an attorney, a nurse, a psychologist, or a psychiatrist. 

The information presented in this paper was gathered during the 
course of a research project conducted by the National Center for State 
Courts as part of the National Evaluation Program (NEP) of the National 
Institute of Justice, United States Department of Justice. The NEP 
employs a methodology by which selected areas or domains of interest 
within the criminal justice system are examined systematically in a 
variety of settings and conditions. The NEP was developed by the National 
Institute of Justice in response to a congressional mandate that the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) evaluate its wide range of  
programs and share evaluation results with state and local officials (see 

"Full citations to publications referred to in parentheses may be found 
on page 3 7 .  

J- 
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Nay, Barnes, Kay, Ra tne r ,  and Graham, 1977) .  
s c a l e  e v a l u a t i o n s  of  s LEU-funded programs would be  i m p r a c t i c a l .  
c o s t  o f  such an under tak ing  was thought t o  be  p r o h i b i t i v e ,  and t h e  e f f o r t  
i t s e l f  unrewarding, s i n c e  t h e  k inds  o f  in format ion  necessa ry  f o r  
e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  accomplishments o f  such programs simply w e r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e .  
Therefore ,  t h e  NEP was designed t o  proceed i n  phases.  The f i r s t  phase 
was designed t o  r e v e a l  t h e  fo l lowing  with r e s p e c t  t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  area o f  
programs : 

It w a s  recognized t h a t  f u l l -  
The 

o The c u r r e n t  s t a t e  of  knowledge about t h e  program a r e a .  

o Conspicuous gaps i n  such knowledge. 

o The l i k e l i h o o d  of  t h e s e  gaps'  be ing  f i l l e d  by a d d i t i o n a l  
e v a l u a t i v e  e f f o r t s .  

o The n a t u r e  and scope o f  s e n s i b l e  next  s t e p s  ( i n c l u d i n g  a 
des ign  o f  a test  o f  t h e  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  approaches proposed 
f o r  subsequent NEP phases) .  

The Nat iona l  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts conducted an NEP Phase I 
s tudy  i n  t h e  program area o f  " sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  f o r  menta l  h e a l t h  
s e r v i c e s  f o r  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  c l i e n t e l e . "  I n  a s s e s s i n g  t h e  e v a l u a b i l i t y  
of  s c reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  programs, Nat iona l  Center s t a f f  reviewed t h e  
l i t e r a t u r e  r e l a t i n g  t o  sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  , surveyed f o r e n s i c  
sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  programs throughout t h e  coun t ry ,  and v i s i t e d  20 
s e l e c t e d  f o r e n s i c  programs i n  17  s t a t e s  and t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia. A 
number of  conspicuous knowledge gaps were i d e n t i f i e d ,  and t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  
of  t h e i r  be ing  f i l l e d  by a d d i t i o n a l  e v a l u a t i v e  e f f o r t s ,  a s  w e l l  as t h e  
n a t u r e  and scope o f  s e n s i b l e  next  s t e p s ,  w a s  a s ses sed  du r ing  f i e l d  t e s t i n g  
o f  s e v e r a l  t e n t a t i v e  program e v a l u a t i o n  models i n  a number of  f o r e n s i c  
u n i t s  throughout t h e  coun t ry .  

This pape r  r e f l e c t s  t h e  Nat iona l  C e n t e r ' s  i n i t i a l  assessment o f  
t h e  c u r r e n t  s ta te  of  knowledge about s c reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n .  It 
c o n t a i n s  a gene ra l i zed  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  
p rocess ,  p resented  i n  t h e  form of  an o p e r a t i o n a l  d e f i n i t i o n ,  and inc ludes  
d i s c u s s i o n s  o f  t h e  purposes ,  p o i n t s  o f  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  and manner o f  r e source  
a l l o c a t i o n  f o r  s c reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  i n  121 s e l e c t e d  programs through- 
out  t h e  count ry  which were surveyed i n  te lephone  in t e rv i ews .  
d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h e  programs and an annota ted  l i s t i n g  o f  s e l e c t e d  l i t e ra -  
t u r e  i n  t h e  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  a r e a  are presented  i n  appendices.  
De ta i l ed  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h e  day-to-day o p e r a t i o n s  of  t h e  20 c o u r t  
c l i n i c s ,  community and r e g i o n a l  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  cen- 
t r a l i z e d  s t a t e  f o r e n s i c  u n i t s ,  j a i l  mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s ,  and community 
c o r r e c t i o n s  programs w i l l  appear i n  subsequent i s s u e s  o f  P e r s p e c t i v e s  on 
Mental Health and t h e  Law. 

Summary 
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2.0 AN OPERATIONAL DEFINITION OF 

2.1 In t roduc t ion  

SCREENING AND EVALUATION 

Opera t iona l  d e f i n i t i o n s  
a r e  put  t o  use  o r  how they  work. 

desc r ibe  e n t i t i e s  i n  terms o f  how they  
They group s p e c i f i c  procedures i n t o  

p a r t i c u l a r ,  c l e a r l y  i d e n t i f i a b l e  a r e a s  i n  o r d e r  t o  a l low f o r  a b e t t e r  
unders tanding  o f  t hose  procedures and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  r e l a t e d  i s s u e s  
and problems. Walter Lippmann once s a i d  t h a t  " [ f l o r  t h e  most p a r t  w e  do 
n o t  f i r s t  s e e ,  and then  d e f i n e ,  we d e f i n e  f i r s t  and then  see" (Lippmann, 
1927,  p. 81) .  The o p e r a t i o n a l  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  
sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  presented  i n  t h i s  paper w a s  developed by t h e  
Nat iona l  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts a s  a s t a r t i n g  po in t  and guide  f o r  t h e  
NEP Phase I "Assessment of  Screening and Evaluation" r e s e a r c h  p r o j e c t .  
The d e f i n i t i o n  h a s  been r e f i n e d  i n  t h e  course  of  t h e  r e sea rch .  
w i th  t h e  fo l lowing  gene ra l  s ta tement :  

It begins  

Screening and e v a l u a t i o n  i s  t h e  p r o c e s s  conducted 
by mental h e a l t h  pe r sonne l ,  a t  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of  
c r imina l  j u s t i c e  a u t h o r i t i e s ,  f o r  t h e  purposes of 
d e l i n e a t i n g ,  a c q u i r i n g ,  and p rov id ing  informat ion  
about t h e  mental c o n d i t i o n  of  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r s  t h a t  
w o u l d o n - m a k i n g  i n  t h e  c r imina l  
j u s t i c e  system. 

The n i n e  key elements of  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  a r e  under l ined .  Each 
element r e p r e s e n t s  a d i s t i n c t  . a spec t  o f  t h e  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  
process  and i s  d iscussed  s e p a r a t e l y  i n  t h e  following pages. 
which t h e s e  elements a r e  examined below v a r i e s  somewhat from t h a t  i n  which 
they appear i n  t h e  s ta tement  above. 

The o rde r  i n  

2 . 2  Process  

A p a r t i c u l a r  a c t i v , i t y  o r  set of  a c t i v i t i e s ,  d i r e c t e d  
toward a c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ,  subsuming many d i f f e r e n t  
methods and involv ing  a number of  s t e p s  o r  ope ra t ions .  

The sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  process ,  a s  de f ined  above, may 
inc lude  a number o f  t a s k s  vary ing  i n  terminology, f o r m a l i t y ,  and 
complexity and may e n t a i l  d i f f e r e n t i a l  a l l o c a t i o n s  o f  mental h e a l t h  s t a f f  
r e sources ,  e . g . ,  a c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ew conducted by a p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  
p sycho log i s t ,  o r  s o c i a l  worker; p s y c h i a t r i c  o r  psychologica l  t e s t i n g ;  a 
neuro log ica l  eva lua t ion ;  a mental s t a t u s  examination; a nu r s ing  assess -  
ment; a ward obse rva t ion ;  o r  a combination of  t h e s e .  S t a f f  r e sources  
devoted t o  t h e  process  va ry  with t h e  p ro fes s iona l  d i s c i p l i n e s  o f  t h e  
s t a f f  and t h e  amount o f  t ime consumed by t h e  process .  
s t a t u s  examination may t a k e  on ly  twenty minutes ,  whi le  t h e  admin i s t r a t ion  
of  a b a t t e r y  of  psycho1,ogical t e s t s  may r e q u i r e  an e n t i r e  day. 

A cu r so ry  mental 

Of p a r t i c u l a r  importance t o  t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n  i s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n  g e n e r a l l y  a r e  conceived of  a s  d i s t i n c t  processes 
involv ing  d i f f e r e n t  methods and techniques  and designed t o  r e s o l v e  

3 



d i f f e r e n t  t ypes  of  ques t ions .  
between sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n .  
s c reen ing  a s  t h e  s i m p l e s t  form o f  e v a l u a t i o n ,  capable  of  be ing  performed 
by a pa rap ro fes s iona l .  
o f f e n d e r ' s  s u i t a b i l i t y  o r  e l i g i b i l i t y  f o r  a s p e c i f i c  i n t e r v e n t i o n  o r  
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  program," w r i t e s  Pe lc ,  a psychologis t  (1977, p. 277). Ia 
h i s  view, c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  i s  an in t e rmed ia t e  s t e p  used t o  s e l e c t  t h e  most 
a p p r o p r i a t e  i n t e r v e n t i o n  a l t e r n a t i v e .  F i n a l l y ,  Pe l c  sugges t s  t h a t  
e v a l u a t i o n  i s  " t h e  most p sycho log ica l ly  s o p h i s t i c a t e d  process  f o r  
a s s e s s i n g  a n  o f f e n d e r ' s  psychosocia l  func t ion ing"  ( P e l c ,  1977, p .  279).  
Diagnos t ic  e v a l u a t i o n  i s  conducted by a p r o f e s s i o n a l  wi th  g radua te  
t r a i n i n g  f o r  t h e  purpose o f  a s s e s s i n g  p e r s o n a l i t y  development and t h e  
l i k e l y  response  t o  t r ea tmen t  i n t e r v e n t i o n .  

Some obse rve r s  make c l e a r  d i s t i n c t i o n s  
For i n s t a n c e ,  Pe lc  (1977) views 

"The purpose o f  s c reen ing  i s  assessment of  an 

I n  some j u r i s d i c t i o n s ,  s c reen ing  r e f e r s  t o  p re l imina ry  pro- 
cedures  f o r  t h e  purpose o f  a s c e r t a i n i n g  whether f u r t h e r  (and presumably, 
more e x t e n s i v e )  e v a l u a t i o n  i s  r equ i r ed .  I n  t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, f o r  
example, " sc reen ing  examinations" a r e  conducted i n  t h e  Supe r io r  Court by 
s t a f f  o f  t h e  D i s t r i c t  Forens ic  Psych ia t ry  Div i s ion .  
t i o n  f o r  competency o r  c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i s  recommended, a r e p o r t  
a d v i s e s  t h e  c o u r t  whether such f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n  should be  conducted ( a >  
on an o u t p a t i e n t  b a s i s ,  ( b )  whi le  t h e  defendant  i s  committed t o  t h e  
cus tody  of  t h e  Department o f  Cor rec t ions ,  o r  ( c )  on ly  whi le  t h e  defendant 
i s  h o s p i t a l i z e d .  The sc reen ing  r e p o r t  may s a t i s f y  t h e  "prima f a c i e  
evidence" c r i t e r i o n  posed f o r  commitment of  t h e  accused f o r  a mental 
examination. 

When f u r t h e r  examina- 

2 . 3  Informat ion  About Mental Condition 

Data concerning an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  p h y s i c a l ,  emot iona l ,  
and/or c o g n i t i v e  func t ion ing ,  and s o c i a l  and behavior- 
a l  h i s t o r y ,  i nc lud ing  i n f e r e n c e s  drawn from t h i s  
in format ion  with regard  t o  p a s t ,  p r e s e n t ,  and f u t u r e  
behavior .  

Informat ion  about mental c o n d i t i o n  subsumes almost a l l  t h a t  may 
be known about an  i n d i v i d u a l  and h i s  o r  h e r  environment. Included a r e  
such observable  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a s  gender ,  appearance,  s o c i a l  and fami ly  
h i s t o r y ,  and behav io ra l  responses  i n  formal t e s t i n g  s e t t i n g s .  Sub t l e  
i n fe rences  about p e r s o n a l i t y  may be drawn from an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  r e a c t i o n s  
t o  t e s t s  l i k e  t h e  Rorschach o r  t h e  Minnesota Mul t iphas ic  P e r s o n a l i t y  
Inventory  (MMPI), o r  from i n s i g h t s  gained by i n t e r v i e w  of  t h e  c l i e n t -  
o f f ende r .  Medical d a t a  ga thered  dur ing  phys ica l  examinat ions ,  X-ray, and 
l a b o r a t o r y  t e s t s  may a l s o  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  informat ion  about mental  
c o n d i t i o n .  
p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n , "  Gerard (1974, p .  26) n o t e s  t h a t  t h e  model need 
n o t  be  followed a s  he o u t l i n e d  it  s i n c e  " [ e l v e r y  mental  h e a l t h  profess ion-  
a l  deve lops  h i s  own s t y l e .  The c r u c i a l  ques t ion  i s  not  t h e  format i n  
which t h e  informat ion  i s  p re sen ted ,  bu t  r a t h e r  whether a l l  t h e  informat ion  
has  been ga thered  and considered." 

c r imina l  o f f ende r  o r  a l l e g e d  o f fende r  i s  no t  always t h e  primary reason  

I n  h i s  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  a " t h e o r e t i c a l l y  i d e a l  model o f  a 

I n  p r a c t i c e ,  u n c e r t a i n t y  about t h e  mental  c o n d i t i o n  of a 

4 



f o r  an e v a l u a t i o n  r e q u e s t .  
e v a l u a t i o n ,  f o r  example, may occur  f o r  reasons  q u i t e  independent o f  
ques t ions  about an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  mental  s ta tus- - reasons  such a s  l e g a l  
s t r a t e g y ,  prevent ive  d e t e n t i o n ,  o r  a l a c k  o f  o t h e r ,  c l e a r  a l t e r n a t i v e s  
( G e l l e r  and Lis te r ,  1978).  
defense  a t t o r n e y s  i s  r evea l ing .  Two-thirds o f  t h e  judges responding 
be l i eved  t h a t  motions f o r  competency e v a l u a t i o n s  were used by t h e  defense  
t o  d e l a y  t r i a l ;  however, most of  t h e  judges s a i d  they  granted  such motions 
"un le s s  t h e y  be l i eved  t h e  motion was being used as a t r a n s p a r e n t  de lay  
t a c t i c "  (Roesch and Golding, 1978). Questioned about t h e i r  reasons  f o r  
r eques t ing  competency e v a l u a t i o n s ,  most a t t o r n e y s  were unc lea r  o r  gave 
reasons  sugges t ing  motives u n r e l a t e d  t o  concerns about competency. 

P r e t r i a l  commitment f o r  s c reen ing  and 

A r e c e n t  survey o f  North Caro l ina  judges and 

2 .4  Client-Offenders 

I n d i v i d u a l s  who a r e  involved i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  
process  a s  convic ted  c r i m i n a l s  o r  a l l e g e d  o f f e n d e r s ,  
and whose mental  c o n d i t i o n  has  been ques t ioned .  

Cl ien t -of fenders  a r e  c r i m i n a l  o f f ende r s  o r  a l l e g e d  o f fende r s  
whose mental  h e a l t h  h a s  been ques t ioned  by c r imina l  j u s t i c e  a u t h o r i t i e s .  
This  group i n c l u d e s ,  bu t  i s  no t  l i m i t e d  t o ,  ( 1 )  persons brought t o  a 
mental h o s p i t a l  by a p o l i c e  o f f i c e r  who observes  t h e  person engaging i n  
b i z a r r e  behavior ;  (2 )  persons who may be incompetent t o  proceed with 
t r i a l ;  ( 3 )  defendants  found n o t  g u i l t y  by reason  o f  i n s a n i t y ;  ( 4 )  persons 
ad jud ica t ed  under s p e c i a l  s t a t u t e s  a s ,  f o r  example, " sexua l ly  dangerous 
indi,viduals";  ( 5 )  convic ted  o f f ende r s  r ece iv ing  mental h e a l t h  t rea tment  
a s  p a r t  o f  t h e i r  p roba t ion  program; and ( 6 )  sentenced o f fende r s  who have 
become menta l ly  d i s t u r b e d  whi le  i n c a r c e r a t e d .  

"Client-offender" may no t  be t h e  b e s t  term t o  d e s c r i b e  c r imina l  
o f f ende r s  and a l l eged  o f fende r s  i n  need o f  mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s .  
word " c l i e n t ' '  denotes  a vo luntary  , t h e r a p e u t i c  r e l a t i o n s h i p  with a mental 
h e a l t h  professional--a s i t u a t i o n  no t  always a p p l i c a b l e  i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  
j u s t i c e  process .  F u r t h e r ,  t h e  word "offender" sugges t s  t h a t  t h e  i n d i -  
v idua l  a l r eady  h a s  been adjudged g u i l t y .  Never the less ,  awkward a s  i t  may 
b e ,  t h e  term "c l i en t -o f f ende r"  i s  used h e r e  t o  encompass a l l  p o t e n t i a l l y  
menta l ly  d i s a b l e d  persons who a r e  v a r i o u s l y  involved i n  t h e  c r imina l  
j u s t i c e  - and mental  h e a l t h  systems. 

The 

2.5 Mental Health Personnel 

Persons r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  mental h e a l t h  system who a r e  
charged with t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  conducting t h e  
process  of  s c reen ing  and eva lua t ion .  

Mental h e a l t h  personnel inc lude  p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  p s y c h i a t r i c  
i n t e r n s ,  c l i n i c a l  p sycho log i s t s ,  n e u r o l o g i s t s ,  psychometricians,  s o c i a l  
workers, j a i l  guards ,  medical s e c u r i t y  o f f i c e r s ,  counse lo r s ,  and t h e i r  
agen t s .  
h o s p i t a l s ,  d e t e n t i o n  c e n t e r s ,  d i a g n o s t i c  c e n t e r s  i n  j a i l s  and cour thouses ,  
o r  community and r eg iona l  mental h e a l t h  c e n t e r s .  

They may conduct t h e i r  work i n  pub l i c  o r  p r i v a t e  p s y c h i a t r i c  

5 



Mental h e a l t h  personnel may possess  no formal mental  h e a l t h  
exper ience  o r  t r a i n i n g .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, minimum q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  and 
t r a i n i n g  may be r e g u l a t e d  by l a w ,  and f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  examiners 
may be s u b j e c t  t o  l i c e n s u r e  and c e r t i f i c a t i o n .  
o n l y  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  o r  c l i n i c a l  p sycho log i s t s  t o  perform e v a l u a t i o n s ,  
although a t  least  one s t a t e  (Tennessee) p e r m i t s  s o c i a l  workers,  n u r s e s ,  
and even l awyer s  t o  do f o r e n s i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  i n  c e r t a i n  c i rcumstances  
( P e t r i l a ,  1980). 
who may perform p a r t i c u l a r  t ypes  o f  examinations.  I n  C a l i f o r n i a ,  cour t -  
ordered examinations of  "mentally d i so rde red  sex  of fenders"  must be 
conducted by two o r  t h r e e  " c l i n i c a l  p sycho log i s t s ,  each o f  whom s h a l l  
have a d o c t o r a l  degree and a t  l e a s t  f i v e  y e a r s  of  pos tg radua te  exper ience  
i n  t h e  d i agnos i s  o f  emotional and mental d i s o r d e r s , "  o r  by a medical 
doc to r  who has  " d i r e c t e d  h i s  p r o f e s s i o n a l  p r a c t i c e  p r i m a r i l y  t o  t h e  
d i a g n o s i s  o f  and t r ea tmen t  of  mental  and nervous d i s o r d e r s  f o r  a period 
of no t  less  than  f i v e  years' '  ( C a l i f o r n i a  Welfare Code 56307). 

Most s ta tes  a u t h o r i z e  

Laws i n  some j u r i s d i c t i o n s  are  q u i t e  s p e c i f i c  r ega rd ing  

I n  o t h e r  s t a t e s ,  requi rements  a r e  more vague. I n  V i r g i n i a ,  
competency e v a l u a t i o n s  are performed by judge-appointed " p s y c h i a t r i c  
committees" c o n t a i n i n g  "one o r  more phys ic i ans  s k i l l e d  i n  t h e  d i agnos i s  
of  i n san i ty"  ( V i r g i n i a  Code 519.2-169). 
a minimum degree  o f  p r o f i c i e n c y  i n  t h e  Engl i sh  language s u f f i c i e n t  t o  
enable  e f f e c t i v e  communication wi th  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r s  a s  a necessa ry  
q u a l i f i c a t i o n  f o r  f o r e n s i c  e v a l u a t o r s  (Beran and Toomey, 1979, p .  4 3 ) .  
Seymour L.  Halleck sugges t s  t h e  r e a l i t y  o f  t h e  i s s u e :  

A t  least  one c o u r t  h a s  recognized 

The i s s u e  o f  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  unders tanding  t h e  
Engl i sh  language i s  a s e r i o u s  one. Fo r ty  percent  o f  
American p s y c h i a t r i s t s  a r e  f o r e i g n  medical g radua te s  
and on t h e  e a s t e r n  seaboard t h a t  number i s  s i x t y  
pe rcen t .  Many f o r e i g n  g radua te s  a r e  superb psychia- 
t r i s t s ,  some o f  ou r  b e t t e r  p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  bu t  as a 
r u l e  they  have s e r i o u s  problems wi th  t h e  Engl i sh  
language. On a s i t e  v i s i t  t o  F l o r i d a ,  I a c t u a l l y  s a w  
a p a t i e n t  l a b e l e d  as de lus iona ry  because she  t o l d  t h e  
p s y c h i a t r i s t  a t  t h e  beginning o f  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  t h a t  
s h e  had b u t t e r f l i e s  i n  h e r  stomach. These are 
s e r i o u s ,  r e a l  i s s u e s .  Some p s y c h i a t r i s t s  who work i n  
our  f o r e n s i c  u n i t s  a r e  superb ,  bu t  many of  them have 
s e r i o u s  problems wi th  t h e  Engl i sh  language. 
menting on a pape r  presented  b y  Nicholas K i t t r i e  i n  
Beran and Toomey, 1979, p .  52) 

(com- 

The e x p e r t i s e  o f  mental  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t o r s  is o f t e n  cha l lenged  i n  
t h e  courtroom ( s e e  P e r l i n ,  1980). At torneys  a r e  coached i n  model c ros s -  
examination techniques  and are advised t o  probe i n  such a r e a s  a s  p a s t  and 
con t inu ing  educa t ion ,  l i c e n s e s ,  c e r t i f i c a t i o n s ,  employment, p r o f e s s i o n a l  
a f f i l i a t i o n s  and c o n t r i b u t i o n s ,  and f a c i l i t y . w i t h  s t a t i s t i c a l  t echniques  
and " learned  t r e a t i s e s "  ( P o y t h r e s s ,  1978). A l l  t h i s  may i n d i c a t e  an in- 
c r e a s i n g  skep t i c i sm about t h e  use  of  c l i n i c a l  concepts  and c l i n i c a l  
personnel i n  t h e  r e s o l u t i o n  o f  such l e g a l  ques t ions  a s  c r i m i n a l  respons i -  
b i l i t y  and competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  (Beran and Toomey, 1979, p .  8 6 ) .  
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Mental h e a l t h  personnel may provide sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  
s e r v i c e s  t o  t h e  c o u r t s  through a v a r i e t y  o f  arrangements. They may se rve  
as independent examiners a c t i n g  a t  t h e  r eques t  o f  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  a t  
h i s  own, o r  t h e  s t a t e ' s ,  expense. Court c l i n i c s  o r  mental  h e a l t h  workers 
on t h e  c o u r t ' s  s t a f f  may perform t h e  necessary  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  o r  a cont rac-  
t u a l  arrangement with mental  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t i e s  o r  i n d i v i d u a l s  may provide 
t h e  v e h i c l e  f o r  t h e  p rov i s ion  o f  mental  h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  
s e r v i c e s .  Mental h e a l t h  personnel employed t o  conduct s c reen ing  and 
e v a l u a t i o n  may be s e c u r e l y  enmeshed i n  t h e  bureaucracy o f  t h e  mental 
h e a l t h  system, t h e  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  system, o r  bo th .  

2.6 D e l  i n e a t  i ng  

The procedures involved i n  d e f i n i n g  t h e  psycho-legal 
q u e s t i o n s ,  d e l i m i t i n g  t h e  informat ion  about t h e  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  r equ i r ed  by t h e  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  
a u t h o r i t i e s ,  and determining t h e  scope of  t h e  
screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  process.  

The n a t u r e  o f  a mental h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n  reques ted  by a cour t  
o f t e n  i s  n o t  c l e a r  t o  t h e  mental  h e a l t h  personnel c a l l e d  upon t o  conduct 
t h e  e v a l u a t i o n .  To some e x t e n t ,  t h e  procedures t o  be followed i n  . 
sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  a r e  s p e c i f i e d  i n  c r imina l  procedure and mental 
h e a l t h  s t a t u t e s .  But s t a t u t o r y  g u i d e l i n e s  va ry  g r e a t l y .  For example, 
Massachusetts law s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  purpose of  p r e t r i a l  p s y c h i a t r i c  examina- 
t i o n  i s  " t o  a i d  t h e  c o u r t  i n  de t e rmina t ion  of  t h e  d e f e n d a n t ' s  competency 
t o  s t and  t r i a l  and/or i n  t h e  de te rmina t ion  of  c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y "  
(Massachusetts Department o f  Mental Heal th ,  1971). The Massachusetts l a w  
i s  unusual ly  e x p l i c i t ,  a s  noted by Geller and Lis te r  (1978, p .  5 4 ) :  

During t h e  commitment per iod  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i c  
f a c i l i t y  i s  reques ted  t o  examine t h e  p a t i e n t  i n  depth 
and comment on t h e  following: 1 )  t h e  presence of  
mental i l l n e s s  (de f ined  by t h e  law a s  "a s u b s t a n t i a l  
d i s o r d e r  o f  thought ,  mood, pe rcep t ion ,  o r i e n t a t i o n ,  
o r  memory, which g r o s s l y  impai rs  judgment, behav io r s ,  
c a p a c i t y  t o  recognize  r e a l i t y  o r  a b i l i t y  t o  meet t h e  
o rd ina ry  demands of  l i f e ,  bu t  s h a l l  no t  inc lude  
a lcohol i sm' t ) ,  2 )  whether o r  no t  t h e  defendant i s  
competent t o  s tand  t r i a l ,  3)  whether o r  n o t  t h e  
defendant i s  c r i m i n a l l y  r e spons ib l e  ( e . g . ,  whether 
t h e  eva lua to r  f e e l s  t h e  defendant w a s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  
h i s  o r  h e r  a c t i o n s  a t  t h e  t ime t h e  crime was com- 
m i t t e d ) ,  and 4 )  recommendations t o  t h e  c o u r t  regard ing  
t r ea tmen t .  Recommendations t o  t h e  c o u r t  i nc lude  no 
f u r t h e r  t r ea tmen t ,  o u t p a t i e n t  t r ea tmen t ,  vo lun ta ry  
i n p a t i e n t  t r ea tmen t ,  o r  commitment. The r e p o r t  o f  
t h e  p s y c h i a t r i c  f a c i l i t y  i s  t o  be r e tu rned  t o  t h e  
c o u r t  on a s tandard  form. The c o u r t ' s  q u e s t i o n s ,  
e . g . ,  ques t ions  regard ing  mental i l l n e s s ,  competency, 
c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  , and recommendations , a r e  
e x p l i c i t l y  s t a t e d  on t h i s  form. 
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Generally, states' laws concerning screening and evaluation 
outline the constraints of the evaluation process and in essence define 
the client-offender population to be served (Beran and Toomey, 1979, p. 
148) .  Statutory guidelines, however, are often imprecise and may cause 
confusion, in both the criminal justice and the mental health systems, 
about mental illness, which is a particular clinical condition, and about 
competency to stand trial and insanity, which are legal conditions. The 
distinctions between competency and insanity also may be blurred in law. 
For example, the Florida Rules of Criminal Procedure (Rule 3 .2101 ,  in 
effect in 1977, did not define competency to stand trial in terms of the 
defendant's ability to understand the nature of the charges or the 
capability to assist counsel, but instead used the terms "sanity" and 

this Florida law, sure to bewilder mental health personnel, is the 
requirement of not-guilty-by-reason-of-insanity adjudication following a 
finding that there is no substantial probability that a defendant will 
become competent to stand trial within the foreseeable future. 

insanity" (cf. Williams and Miller, in press). Another peculiarity of II 

Communication between the judge and the mental health personnel 
should be lucid and complete, but is often incomplete and flawed. For 
example, "[r]equests for evaluation on the incompetency issue often 
solicit reports containing only psychiatric diagnoses or other clinical 
assessments of the defendant's affliction with psychiatric disorders" 
assert Beran and Toomey (1979, p. 76). The precision with which the 
court poses the psycho-legal question for the mental health personnel, 
noting specifically what information is needed and for what purpose, is 
crucial to the success of the screening and evaluation process. 

Delineating the screening and evaluation process is also 
influenced by what has been referred to as the "socialization of the law" 
(Perlin, 1980) as contrasted with written rules of substance and pro- 
cedure. For example, a hospital commitment of a criminal defendant 
before trial may be formally made to evaluate competency to stand trial, 
but in practice such hospitalization may be used as a final disposition 
of a troublesome defendant. Geller and Lister (1978, p. 57)  assert that 
such hospitalization for "evaluation of competency and criminal responsi- 
bility is becoming increasingly responsible for the involuntarily incar- 
cerated state hospital population." 

2.7 Acquiring 

The actual procedures , techniques , tests , and other 
data gathering instruments used to collect information 
about the mental condition of client-offenders. 

The approach taken to forensic evaluation differs markedly among 
agencies and among individual examiners. Each case may dictate a 
different method depending upon the nature of the case, the behavior of  
the client-offender, the information requested by the court, the 
resources available for the evaluation, and the skills of the mental 
health professional conducting the evaluation. Although many writers 
have proposed preferred or even "ideal" forensic evaluation procedures 
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( e . g . ,  Gerard,  1974; s e e  a l s o  Bonnie and Slobogin,  1980, Note 204) ,  t h e r e  
seems t o  be l i t t l e  consensus on t h e  minimum c r i t e r i a  f o r  an adequate 
e v a l u a t i o n  and "much r e sea rch  must be c a r r i e d  o u t  be fo re  more than  
t e n t a t i v e  proposa ls  can be advanced" (Bonnie and Slobogin,  1980, 'p. 496). 

Methods f o r  acqu i r ing  informat ion  range from s o p h i s t i c a t e d  
o b j e c t i v e  t e s t i n g  t o  quick  s u b j e c t i v e  judgments. The mainstay o f  t h e  
sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  process  i s  t h e  c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ew,  t y p i c a l l y  
conducted by a psychologis t  o r  p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  and supported by 
psychologica l  t e s t i n g ,  t h e  ga the r ing  o f  a s o c i a l  h i s t o r y ,  and a medical 
examination. The t o t a l  medical examination may inc lude  a phys i ca l  
examination, blood tes ts ,  u r i n a l y s i s ,  a neu ro log ica l  e v a l u a t i o n ,  and 
x-rays, t o  exp lo re  phys ica l  causes  of  symptoms o f  mental  d i s a b i l i t y .  
P s y c h i a t r i c  and psychologica l  i n t e rv i ews  with t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r  r evea l  
in format ion  about p re sen t  i l l n e s s ,  p a s t  h i s t o r y ,  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y ,  and 
fami ly  h i s t o r y .  A t t e n t i o n  may be focused on t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  under- 
s t and ing  of  t h e  a l l e g e d  crime o r  on present  a b i l i t y  t o  ass i s t  an a t t o r n e y  
i n  p re sen t ing  a defense .  An i n t e r v i e w  wi th  a family member o r  o t h e r  
person c l o s e  t o  t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r  may b e  conducted t o  v e r i f y  t h e  c l i e n t -  
o f f e n d e r ' s  s t a t emen t s  and g a i n  a f u l l e r  a p p r e c i a t i o n  f o r  h i s  o r  h e r  
o r i e n t a t i o n .  The mental  s t a t u s  examination e n t a i l s  obse rva t ions  o f  t h e  
c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r  t o  determine g e n e r a l  appearance and behav io r ,  speech, 
mood, o r  a f f e c t .  

The s t y l e  and format of  t h e  c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ew are d i c t a t e d  by 
t h e  r easons  f o r  r e f e r r a l ,  s p e c i f i c  r e f e r r a l  q u e s t i o n s ,  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  
c a s e ,  t h e  background, exper ience ,  and p re fe rence  o f  t h e  examiner, a s  w e l l  
as t h e  c l i e n t ' s  behavior  dur ing  t h e  in t e rv i ew.  The i n t e r v i e w  may begin  
with s e v e r a l  i n q u i r i e s  designed t o  b u i l d  r a p p o r t ,  followed by a b r i e f  
s ta tement  exp la in ing ,  i n  e f f e c t ,  t h a t  t h e  examiner i s  a s s i s t i n g  t h e  cour t  
t o  a s s e s s  mental problems. This  may be followed by a number o f  po in ted  
ques t ions  (Why a re  you he re?  What happened i n  t h e  p a s t ?  When? Are you 
on medica t ion?)  t h a t  prompt r e sponses ,  d i s c u s s i o n ,  and more q u e s t i o n s ,  
such as t h e  following posed i n  one presentence  p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n  
observed by one of  t h e  au tho r s  i n  t h e  Pima County Court C l i n i c ,  Tucson, 
Arizona. 

0 

0 

You know, o f  cour se ,  t h a t  you w i l l  be s e n t  t o  p r i s o n  o r  
placed on probat ion?  

A r e  you having problems i n  j a i l ?  Sleeping? Are you 
hea r ing  vo ices?  

How i s  your h e a l t h ?  

Did you have t r o u b l e  i n  cour t ?  

Do you kpow t o d a y ' s  d a t e ?  

What does "No use  c r y i n g  over s p i l l e d  milk" mean? 

Where a r e  your f o l k s  now? 

What w i l l  you do while on probat ion?  

T i m e ?  
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o How far did you go in school? 

o Have you been able to work? What do you like to do? 

Critical questions from the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality 
Inventory (i-e., those framing problems areas such as depression, suicide, 
persecution, family discord, and alcohol problems) are sometimes used in 
the clinical interview. 
to stand trial , the clinical interview may include the administration of 
checklists, tests, or sections of instruments for the assessment of 
competency to stand trial. 

When the referral question concerns competency 

A battery of psychological tests may be administered to assess 
intelligence and cognitive and perceptual functioning, as well as to 
confirm judgments based on the case history, interviews, and observation. 
Frequently used tests include the Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale, the 
Bender Gestalt, the Rorschach and projective drawings, the Color-Form 
Sort, and the Thematic Apperception Test or TAT (Miller, Dawson, Dix and 
Parnas, 1971); also used may be the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality 
Inventory (MMPI), the Rotter Sentence Completion Test, the Quick Test of 
Verbal Ability, the Object Relations Technique, the House-Tree-Person 
Test, the Draw-a-Person Test, the Lawrence Mental Competency Test, the 
Legal Dangerousness Scale, and the Competency Assessment Instrument 
(NIMH, 1973). Vocational tests may also be administered. Finally, staff 
conferences may be held to integrate the information obtained. 

In addition to physical examination, observations, clinical 
diagnostic interviews, the administration of psychological tests, staff 
conferences, and professional judgments--procedures typically performed 
by mental health workers regardless of the criminal involvement of the 
individual-mental health workers also may be asked to comment on the 
applicability of legal concepts or tests, such as those for criminal 
responsibility and competency to stand trial. The confusion of legal 
concepts with mental health concepts has been a problem identified for at 
least one group of mental health workers (Poythress, 1979) and complicates 
the roles of the medical and legal professionals in the decision-making 
process . 

What are the legal implications of acquiring information from 
the defendant during forensic evalution and from "third party" sources of 
information? Bonnie and Slobogin contend that "[tlhe most powerful legal 
disincentive to full disclosure is the defendant's fear that what he says 
during the forensic evaluation will be used against him in court" (1980, 
p. 497; see also Popiel, 1980). 
little to encourage full cooperation by the client-offender by failing to 
assure sixth and fifth amendments rights--i.e., the right to a competent 
forensic evaluation for the purpose of establishing the most appropriate 
defense, and the right to keep silent during the evaluation. And, not 
surprisingly, protection of the defendant's rights varies according to 
the economics involved. For example, an affluent defendant's statements 
to a private psychiatrist retained by counsel are protected by the 
attorney-client privelege until such time as counsel chooses to submit 

The law, i n  many jurisdictions, does 
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clinical evidence (see Bonnie and Slobogin, 1980, pp. 497-503; Saltzburg, 
1980). Indigent defendants, evaluated by mental health professionals in 
state forensic units, may be offered fewer protections against the 
prosecution‘s use of incriminating disclosures of information acquired 
during evaluation. A s  stated by Bonnie and Slobogin (1980, p. 4991, 

[ A ]  defendant must choose between his fifth and 
sixth amendment rights. If he remains silent, or is 
cautious about the information he reveals, he may 
forfeit the adequate evaluation necessary to 
determine whether he can successfully raise a 
clinically based defense. 

2.8 Providing 

The procedures involved in the actual transmittal of 
information acquired by the mental health system to 
the criminal justice authorities. 

Perhaps nowhere else in the screening and evaluation process 
are the discrepancies between practice and formal legal requirements more 
noticeable than in the provision stage. Often there is little relation- 
ship between the information requested by the court and that provided by 
mental health personnel. The information provided to the court may not 
only be short of that required by the psycho-legal question, but also may 
be discrepant with that actually acquired by the mental health personnel. 
The observations of  Geller and Lister (1978)  illustrate persistent 
difficulties related to the provision of  information: 

The first step of the commitment process is an 
evaluation of competency andfor criminal responsi- 
bility done at the court by a psychiatrist designated 
to be forensically qualified. At the central district 
court in Worcester [Massachusetts], the following 
instructions appear at the desk where the examining 
psychiatrist writes his report. “Attention Psychia- 
trists: There is a question of his competency to 
stand trial and his criminal responsibility at the 
time of the alleged crimes. (The above must be put 
in your statement upon examination of patients.)” In 
spite of the forensic qualifications of the examining 
psychiatrists and in spite of the explicit directions 
supplied, 6 5 2  of the reports made no mention of 
competency, and 93% of the reports made no mention of 
criminal responsibility. (pp. 57-58). 

Difficulties in providing information are further compounded by non- 
specific statutes. For example, in Wisconsin, 

[iln criminal competency examinations, the report of 
examination is not statutorily required to be based 
upon any specified level of  professional certainty. 
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It i s  not r e q u i r e d  t o  recommend any p a r t i c u l a r  method 
o r  modal i ty  f o r  r e s t o r i n g  a n  incompetent defendant  t o  
competency, nor even  t o  i n c l u d e  a n  o p i n i o n  as  t o  t h e  
p r o s p e c t s  f o r  t h e  d e f e n d a n t ' s  r e g a i n i n g  competency 
w i t h i n  t h e  f o r e s e e a b l e  f u t u r e  ( F u l l i n ,  1978).  

Typ ica l ly ,  menta l  h e a l t h  pe r sonne l  p repa re  w r i t t e n  r e p o r t s  f o r  
t h e  c o u r t  and sometimes t e s t i f y  a s  e x p e r t  w i tnes ses  r ega rd ing  t h e  m e n t a l  
f i t n e s s  of c l i en t -o f f ende r s .  Mental  h e a l t h  pe r sonne l ,  r e s e a r c h e r s  and : 

p r a c t i t i o n e r s  a l i k e ,  are r e l a t i v e l y  uninformed about  how criminal j u s t i c e  
a u t h o r i t i e s  u t i l i z e  e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t s .  It seems t h a t  t h e  two groups  of 
p r o f e s s i o n a l s  r a r e l y  communicate abou t  t h e  s e r v i c e s  t h e y  exchange, excep t  
f o r  perhaps  a n  occas iona l ,  i n f o r m a l  te lephone  c a l l  from a judge seeking 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n  of a w r i t t e n  r e p o r t .  

It may be t h a t  t h e  more thorough and unders tandable  t h e  w r i t t e n  
e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t  provided t o  t h e  c o u r t ,  t h e  less l i k e l y  i t  i s  t h a t  t h e  
e v a l u a t o r  i s  subpoenaed t o  t e s t i f y .  I n  f a c t ,  a measure of t h e  e f f e c -  
t i v e n e s s  of f o r e n s i c  men ta l  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n  may be t h e  r a t i o  of w r i t t e n  
r e p o r t s  a c c e p t a b l e  t o  t h e  c o u r t ,  t o  t h e  number of r e q u e s t s  f o r  courtroom 
testimony by p s y c h o l o g i s t s  and p s y c h i a t r i s t s .  Laban, Kashgarian,  Nessa, 
and Spencer (1977) d i s c u s s  such a measure i n  t h e i r  assessment  of men ta l  
h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  of competency t o  s t and  t r ia l .  The pe rce ived  va lue  of 
a f o r e n s i c  r e p o r t  a l s o  may be measured by i t s  t i m e l i n e s s ,  t h a t  i s ,  whether 
o r  not t h e  r e p o r t  accompanies t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r  who may be moving 
between t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  and menta l  h e a l t h  systems. 
conduct p re l imina ry  precommi tment examinat ions  ( fo l lowing  which t h e  
accused i s  e i t h e r  brought t o  t r i a l  o r  committed t o  a n  i n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  
f u r t h e r  examinat ion) ,  t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r  o f t e n  a r r i v e s  a t  t h e  r e c e i v i n g  
i n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  f u r t h e r  examinat ion  w i t h  no w r i t t e n  r e p o r t  of t h e  pre- 
commitment e v a l u a t i o n .  Of 87 commitments t o  Worcester S t a t e  H o s p i t a l  i n  
Massachuse t t s  i n  1975, 20 p e r c e n t  a r r i v e d  wi thout  r e p o r t s  of t h e  p r e c o w  
mitment e v a l u a t i o n s  performed by t h e  court p s y c h i a t r i s t  (Geller and 
Lister,  1978). A s  one V i r g i n i a  p s y c h i a t r i s t  o n  t h e  r e c e i v i n g  end 
remarked, "I d o n ' t  ,know whether t o  look  i n  t h e  a t t i c  o r  i n  t h e  basement 
when a p a t i e n t  comes i n . "  

I n  s ta tes  t h a t  

F i n a l l y ,  t h e  practice of provid ing  e v a l u a t i v e  c l i n i c a l  o p i n i o n  
about a c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ' s  men ta l  h e a l t h  t o  t h e  p rosecu t ion ,  a s  w e l l  a s  t o  
t h e  c o u r t  and t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ' s  a t t o r n e y ,  i s  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  ques- 
t i o n a b l e .  ( I n  V i r g i n i a ,  as  i n  many s ta tes ,  a s t a t e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  r e p o r t  
p e r t a i n i n g  t o  c l i en t -o f  f e n d e r ' s  criminal r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  g o e s  a u t o m a t i c a l l y  
t o  t h e  p r o s e c u t i o n  and t h e  c o u r t ,  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  de fense ,  even  i f  t h e  
de fense  i n i t i a t e d  t h e  request f o r  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  [Bonnie and Slobogin ,  
1980, Note 2111.) 

2.9 Decision-Making: i n  t h e  C r i m i n a l  J u s t i c e  Svstem 

€ 

The p rocess  of choosing among t h e  o p t i o n s  a v a i l a b l e  
t o  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system f o r  d e a l i n g  w i t h  
suspec ted  menta l ly  ill of fende r s .  
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Brooks (1974)  has enumerated seven general categories of legal 
options available for dealing with the mentally ill offender: 1) excuse 
of the offense, or acquittal by reason of  insanity, followed by release 
or confinement by means of civil commitment procedures (some states 
provide for criminal commitment following an N G I  verdict); 2)  criminal 
commitment after a finding of  diminished capacity due to mental illness 
and conviction of a lesser included offense; 3 )  confinement in a criminal 
hospital, and perhaps later in a civil hospital, after a determination of 
incompetency to stand trial; 4 )  conviction of the crime charged (perhaps 
after a "guilty but mentally ill" verdict) and confinement in a special 
institution or hospital designed to deal with a special category of 
offenders, such as dangerous offenders, sex offenders, or habitual 
offenders; 5) original conviction and subsequent transfer from prison to 
a hospital for criminally insane persons; 6)  involuntary civil commitment, 
although offenses and criminal charges may be involved; and 7 )  straight 
conviction for offenses, and disposition (probation, parole, etc.) based 
on mental condition. The client-offender may also be released or placed 
in a community-based, non-residential treatment program. 

'2.10 Criminal Justice Authorities 

Prosecutors, defense attorneys, judges, corrections . 
officials, and their agents involved in decision- 
making concerning client-offenders. 

Depending upon the extent of the client-offender's penetration 
into the criminal justice system (e.g., pretrial, presentencing) and the 
issue before the court (e.g., competency, criminal responsibility, 
diminished capacity, or appropriate sentencing), a variety of individuals 
with various roles within the criminal justice system may be involved in 
initiating and facilitating screening and evaluation decisions. For 
example, if a client-offender is incarcerated, a jail paramedic or sheriff 
may bring the inmate to the attention of mental health personnel if a 
mental examination is indicated. In the courtroom, usually upon motion 
of either party or upon his or her own initiative, a judge may order a 
mental examination. In some states, statutes both specify who may raise 
questions of criminal responsibility and competency to stand trial, and 
detail the procedures for doing so;  in other states, the statutes are 
silent on the issue. Generally, attorneys, judges, corrections personnel, 
mental health workers, and client-offenders themselves usually are the 
ones to raise the issue of mental health. 

2.11 A Conceptual Framework 

Tne foregoing definition and its nine key elements can be 
imposed on a simple conceptual framework of three processes characterizing 
screening and evaluation--delineation, acquisition, and provision. 
Delineation and provision of information subsume almost all the 
interactions of the criininal justice sysrem and the mental health system 
in the screening and evaluation process. 
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Delineation, as noted earlier in the definition, includes all 
activities, standards, rules, and established proceedings which serve to 
define and focus the legal-psychological question before the criminal 
justice authorities. Provision, simply, involves the transfer of the 
information acquired by mental health personnel to the requesting agent 
or agency. Obviously, delineating and later providing mental health 
information necessitates communication between the two systems. The 
delineation and provision phases thus provide, from the perspective of 
the criminal justice system, perhaps the greatest opportunity for 
relatively inexpensive and expedient improvement in the screening and 
evaluation process. Raising the issue of mental health and using the 
information provided remain largely the domain of the criminal justice 
system. Acquisition, the activity of gathering the mental health 
information about a client-offender, on the other hand, is often viewed 
by criminal justice personnel as a black box whose inner workings are 
known only to mental health professionals. As a result, instituting 
changes in the acquisition of mental health information is relatively 
difficult for criminal justice authorities and would better result from 
the efforts of mental health personnel. Viewed in such an operational 
manner, the stage for reform in tne process of screening and evaluation 
is set. 



3.0 PURPOSES, POINTS OF APPLICATION, AND RESOURCE ALLOCATION FOR MENTAL 
HEALTH SCREENING AND EVALUATION I N  CRIMINAL JUSTICE: A SURVEY 

3.1 I n t r o d u c t i o n  

Presented below are  t h e  f i n d i n g s  from a b r i e f  te lephone survey 
o f  121 programs throughout t h e  count ry  involved i n  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  
screening  and eva lua t ion .  The survey was intended t o  g e n e r a t e  information 
about t h e  manner i n  which screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  i s  conducted i n  v a r i o u s  
s e t t i n g s .  No at tempt  h a s  been made t o  provide comprehensive d i s c u s s i o n  
o f  a l l  t h e  d a t a  c o l l e c t e d ,  nor  i s  it  suggested t h a t  t h e s e  d a t a  c r e a t e  a 
complete p i c t u r e  o f  sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n  o f  o f f e n d e r s .  Some o f  t h e  
s a l i e n t  a s p e c t s  of  t h e  f o r e n s i c  e v a l u a t i o n  u n i t s  surveyed--purposes, po in t  
o f  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  caseload and personnel--are d iscussed .  Much o f  t h e  
d i s c u s s i o n ,  however, simply raises ques t ions  t h a t  w e  hope w i l l  se rve  a 
h e u r i s t i c  purpose. Each program discussed  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  i s  summarized 
i n  Appendix A. 

3.2 Method 

The survey w a s  conducted a s  an i n i t i a l  phase o f  t h e  Nat iona l  
Center 's  NEP Phase I r e s e a r c h  i n  t h e  a r e a  o f  sc reening  and eva lua t ion .  
I t s  focus was on program i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  program d e s c r i p t i o n ,  and 
hypothes is  genera t ion .  
can descr ibed  a s  t h e o r e t i c a l  sampling than  t o  t r a d i t i o n a l  s t a t i s t i c a l ,  
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  sampling. 

The s e l e c t i o n  o f  programs was much c l o s e r  t o  what 

T h e o r e t i c a l  sampling i s  t h e  process  o f  d a t a  c o l l e c t i o n  
f o r  g e n e r a t i n g  t h e o r y  whereby t h e  a n a l y s t  j o i n t l y  co l -  
l e c t s ,  codes,  and ana lyzes  h i s  d a t a  and dec ides  what 
d a t a  t o  c o l l e c t  next  and where t o  f i n d  them, i n  o r d e r  
t o  develop h i s  theory  a s  i t  emerges . . . The i n i t i a l  
d e c i s i o n s  a re  n o t  based on a preconceived t h e o r e t i c a l  
framework. (Glaser  and S t r a u s s ,  1967, p .  45)  

3.2.1 I n i t i a l  Sample of  Forensic  P r o j e c t s  

The i n i t i a l  focus o f  t h e  Nat ional  C e n t e r ' s  assessment o f  
sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n  p r a c t i c e s  was on p r o j e c t s  funded by t h e  Depart- 
ment of  Jus t ice  (DOJ) r e l a t i n g  t o  mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s .  The search  f o r  
p r o j e c t s  began wi th  PROFILE p r i n t o u t s  of  a l l  g r a n t s  and subgrants  awarded 
i n  t h e  a r e a  o f  mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s .  The PROFILE system 
i s  a computerized da tabase  management system under t h e  c o n t r o l  o f  t h e  
Department of  J u s t i c e ,  and succeeds i t s  Grant Management Information 
System (GMIS). P r i n t o u t s  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  p r o j e c t s  i d e n t i f y  g r a n t  informa- 
t i o n  and u s u a l l y  provide a b r i e f  a b s t r a c t  o f  t h e  proposed p r o j e c t .  

PROFILE p r i n t o u t s  showed p r o j e c t s  t h a t  have received block 
awards s i n c e  1974 o r  nonblock awards s i n c e  1969. The l i s t i n g s  reviewed 
were c u r r e n t  a s  o f  October 1 9 ,  1979. Indica ted  as having rece ived  block 
funding ( c a t e g o r i c a l  funds passed t o  o r  through s t a t e  agencies  f o r  
c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  purposes) were 1,583 p r o j e c t s ,  which were given a t o t a l  
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of $102,499,390 i n  g r a n t  monies. 
t i o n a r y  g r a n t s )  p r i n t o u t  l i s t e d  101  p r o j e c t s ,  w i t h  g r a n t  monies t o t a l l i n g  

The nonblock awards ( g e n e r a l l y  d i sc re -  

$16,843,957. 

The procedures used t o  select p r o j e c t s  f o r  examination b a s i c a l l y  
involved  (1) i d e n t i f y i n g  p r o j e c t s  w i t h  PROFILE t i t l e s  o r  summaries con- 
t a i n i n g  s p e c i f i e d  key words, and (2 )  excluding those  p r o j e c t s  f a l l i n g  
i n t o  c e r t a i n  c a t e g o r i e s .  
a t  least  one word from each  of  the lists of key words appear ing  i n  Table  1 
were i n i t i a l l y  i d e n t i f i e d .  A l l  p r o j e c t s  appa ren t ly  invo lv ing  inmate 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o r  i n t a k e  screening  were a l s o  s e l e c t e d ,  whether o r  n o t  t h e  
key word c r i t e r i o n  was s a t i s f i e d .  
bases ,  any p r o j e c t  f a l l i n g  i n t o  one of t h e  c a t e g o r i e s  se t  o u t  i n  Table  2 
was excluded. 

P r o j e c t s  having t i t l e s  o r  summaries con ta in ing  

Of those  p r o j e c t s  sampled on t h e s e  

By this process ,  approximately 450 block-funded and 28 non- 
blockfunded p r o j e c t s  were i d e n t i f i e d .  I n  o r d e r  t o  reduce t h e  sample s i z e  
t o  a manageable one, p r o j e c t s  having r ece ived  awards be fo re  1977 were 
excluded from c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  A s  a consequence, t h e  sample w a s  reduced t o  
153  p r o j e c t s ,  149 w i t h  block awards and f o u r  w i t h  nonblock awards. 

3.2.2 Exclus ion  and Additions t o  Sample 

The use of  key words and phrases  i n  PROFILE p r o j e c t  t i t l e s  and 
p r o j e c t  a b s t r a c t s  i s  a n  imprec ise  procedure f o r  i d e n t i f y i n g  mental  h e a l t h  
sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  p r o j e c t s .  
t h e  t i m e  of t h e  g r a n t  award, and t h e  p r o j e c t  summary w a s  a b s t r a c t e d  from 
t h e  g r a n t  a p p l i c a t i o n .  I n  g e n e r a l ,  t h e  in fo rma t ion  conta ined  i n  PROFILE 
d e s c r i p t i o n s  i s  q u i t e  meager, making s e l e c t i o n  and c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  a 
d i f f i c u l t  t a sk .  Relevant p r o j e c t s  may be excluded, w h i l e  i r r e l e v a n t  
p r o j e c t s  may be inc luded .  S ince  t h e  goal of this e f f o r t ,  however, w a s  
no t  t o  provide  a comprehensive survey  of such  p r o j e c t s  bu t  r a t h e r  t o  draw 
a sample  from which t o  d e f i n e  c u r r e n t  p r a c t i c e s ,  t h e  i n i t i a l  sample  w a s  
deemed s u f f i c i e n t  w i t h  some s a m p l e  e d i t i n g .  Relevant p r o j e c t s  ( i n c l u d i n g  
those  not  funded by D O J )  were added t o  t h e  survey  sample  when they  were 
sugges ted  by respondents dur ing  telephone in t e rv i ews .  These a d d i t i o n s  
p a r t i a l l y  r ep laced  those  p r o j e c t s  i n  t h e  i n i t i a l  s a m p l e  that were 
e l imina ted .  By means of  this f i e l d  i n p u t ,  cons ide rab le  f l e x i b i l i t y  was 
provided f o r  e l i m i n a t i n g  i n i t i a l l y  s e l e c t e d  but  i r r e l e v a n t  p r o j e c t s  and 
adding p rev ious ly  undiscovered, r e l e v a n t  ones.  

PROFILE in fo rma t ion  was compiled a t  

Of t h e  153 p r o j e c t s  i n i t i a l l y  s a t i s f y i n g  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  c r i te r ia ,  
a t o t a l  o f  58 were subsequent ly  excluded from t h e  sample. Twenty 
exc lus ions  were d u p l i c a t i o n s  i n  t h e  PROFILE sample due t o  c o n t i n u a t i o n  
funding; 10 p r o j e c t s  were defunct ;  25 p r o j e c t s  performed no sc reen ing  and 
e v a l u a t i o n  o r  se rved  p r i m a r i l y  j u v e n i l e s ,  a l c o h o l  o r  drug abuse programs, 
o r  were p r o j e c t s  that appeared t o  f a l l  i n t o  t h e  e x c l u s i o n  c a t e g o r i e s  
(Table 2 )  only  a f t e r  more complete o r  a c c u r a t e  in fo rma t ion  w a s  ob ta ined  
about them; and r epea ted  a t t empt s  t o  o b t a i n  in fo rma t ion  about  3 p r o j e c t s  
proved unsuccessfu l .  
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Table 1 

Key Words Appearing i n  PROFILE T i t l e s  o r  Summaries 

L i s t  A 

d iagno s i s 
fo rens i c  
ment a 1 h e a l t h  
p s y c h i a t r i c  
psychologic a1  

assessment 
c a r e  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
counse l ing  
c o u r t  c l i n i c  
e v a l u a t i o n  
placement 
procedure 
program 
r e f e r r a l  
sc reening  
s e r v i c e s  
t e s t i n g  
therapy  
t r a n s f e r  
t r e a t  men t 

1 7  



Table 2 

Categor i e s  of  Excluded P r o j e c t s  

( 2 )  p r o j e c t s  p r i m a r i l y  concerned with educa t ion  o r  s c reen ing  o f  j u s t i c e  
system employees ( p o l i c e ,  c o r r e c t i o n a l  o f f i c e r s ,  e t c . )  o r  o t h e r  
non-offenders ( v i c t i m s ,  w i t n e s s e s ,  e t c . )  

( 3 )  p r o j e c t s  p r i m a r i l y  concerned wi th  a l coho l  o r  drug abuse 

( 4 )  p r o j e c t s  involv ing  medical s c reen ing  on ly  

( 5 )  e x c l u s i v e l y  research-or ien ted  p r o j e c t s  

( 6 )  p r i m a r i l y  t rea tment -or ien ted  p r o j e c t s  ( s e e  Note) 

- Note: Unless t h e  L i s t  A key word requirement was s a t i s f i e d  by t h e  word 
"d iagnos is" ;  o r  t h e  L i s t  B key word requirement w a s  s a t i s f i e d  by 
I 1  screening ,"  %valua t ion ,"  o r  " t e s t i n g " ;  o r  t h e  word ' ' r e f e r r a l "  
was used with r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  mental h e a l t r a s p e c t  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t  
( o r  i t  appeared t h a t  r e f e r r a l  t o  mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  was an 
a spec t  of  t h e  p r o j e c t ) .  
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A t o t a l  of  26 p r o j e c t s  were subsequently added t o  t h e  sample as 
a r e s u l t  o f  responses  t o  te lephone  survey Question 14: 
any o t h e r  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  mental h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  programs 
t h a t  seem p a r t i c u l a r l y  e f f e c t i v e  o r  t h a t  are p a r t i c u l a r l y  innovat ive?"  
The f i n a l  sample t h u s  c o n s i s t e d  o f  121 f o r e n s i c  e v a l u a t i o n  p r o j e c t s  o f  
which 95 were s e l e c t e d  from t h e  PROFILE and 26 were added a t  t h e  
sugges t ion  of  survey  respondents.  

"DO you know o f  

3.2.3 Survey Respondents I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  

In t roduc to ry  l e t t e r s  were s e n t  t o  each of  t h e  149 b lock  g r a n t e e s  

(The 4 nonblock g r a n t s  were a l r eady  i d e n t i f i e d  
i n i t i a l l y  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  PROFILE sample i n  o r d e r  t o  i d e n t i f y  p o t e n t i a l  
respondents t o  t h e  survey. 
by t h e  name o f  a p r o j e c t  d i r e c t o r  i n  t h e  PROFILE and t h e r e f o r e  d i d  n o t  
r e q u i r e  t h e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  c o n t a c t  persons.)  Each l e t t e r  conta ined  a 
summary of  t h e  g o a l s  of  t h e  Mental Health Se rv ices  Eva lua t ion ,  a copy o f  
t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  p r o j e c t ' s  PROFILE e n t r y  desc r ib ing  t h e  g r a n t  award, and a 
r eques t  t h a t  t h e  name and number of  an ind iv idua l  capable  and w i l l i n g  t o  
answer a few ques t ions  about t h e  i d e n t i f i e d  p r o j e c t  be suppl ied  by r e t u r n  
mai l .  A t o t a l  o f  103 c o n t a c t s  were i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h i s  manner a s  a r e s u l t  
o f  two s e q u e n t i a l  ma i l ings .  The names of  c o n t a c t s  f o r  t h e  ba lance  of  t h e  
p r o j e c t s  were obta ined  by te lephone  search .  

3.2.4 The Ques t ionnai re  

The ques t ionna i r e  reques ted  informat ion  about o v e r a l l  p r o j e c t  
o b j e c t i v e s ,  t a r g e t  popula t ions  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t s ,  d e s c r i p t i v e  d a t a  s p e c i f i c  
t o  sc reen ing  and eva lua t ion  a c t i v i t i e s ,  and o t h e r  supplementary informa- 
t i o n .  Ques t ionnai res  were adminis te red  in fo rma l ly  over  t h e  te lephone  by 
f i v e  in t e rv i ewers  dur ing  t h e  period December 1979 through February 1980. 

3.3 Resu l t s  and Discussion 

The r e s u l t s  a r e  presented  under e i g h t  t o p i c s :  1 )  purposes; 2) 
s t a g e ( s )  i n  t h e  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  process  a t  which sc reen ing  and eva lua t ion  
t ake  p l a c e ;  3) f a c i l i t i e s  where screenings  and e v a l u a t i o n s  a r e  conducted; 
4 )  case load ;  5 )  s t a f f  s i z e  and composition; 6 )  problems encountered by 
t h e  p r o j e c t ;  7 )  respondents '  views toward innovat ion;  and 8 )  program 
e v a l u a t i o n  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t .  

3 . 3 . 1  Purposes 

Respondents were asked whether any o f  seven c a t e g o r i e s  o f  
func t ions  w a s  a purpose of  t h e i r  p r o j e c t s  and i f  s o ,  whether t h e  purpose 
represented  a major o r  minor purpose. Table 3 summarizes responses  t o  
t h i s  ques t ion .  The modal response was i n  t h e  ca t egory  of  t r ea tmen t ;  105 
respondents ( 8 7  percen t )  i nd ica t ed  t h a t  a purpose of  t h e i r  p r o j e c t  was 
determining whether c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r s  needed " t rea tment"  f o r  mental h e a l t h  
problems; 83 (69 percent )  s a i d  t h a t  t rea tment  was a major purpose. 
Approximately h a l f  o f  t h e  respondents i nd ica t ed  t h a t  f a c i l i t a t i n g  
d e c i s i o n s  concerning t h e  use  of  p r e t r i a l  d i v e r s i o n  (47 p e r c e n t ) ,  making 
inpu t  t o  sen tenc ing  d e c i s i o n s  ( 5 2  p e r c e n t ) ,  o r  sc reening  f o r  inmate 
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Table 3 

Percentage  o f  Mental Health Screening and 
Evalua t ion  Un i t s  with Major and Minor 

Purposes i n  Various Function Categor ies  

Purpose 
Category Major Minor Combined 

Treatment 
Sentencing 
P r i s o n e r  I n t a k e  Screening 
P re t r i a l  Divers ion  
Competency 
Criminal R e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
Pa ro le  
Other 

69 
29 
36 
26 
23  
17 
10 
7 

18 
23  
11 
21 
17 
15 
2 1  
8 

87 
52 
47 
47 
40 
32 
31 
17 

N = 121 
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c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and i n t a k e  (47 pe rcen t )  were purposes o f  t h e i r  p r o j e c t s .  
About one-third ind ica t ed  t h a t  t h e i r  p r o j e c t s  were aimed a t  determina- 
t i o n s  o f  competency (40  p e r c e n t ) ,  de te rmina t ions  o f  c r i m i n a l  respons i -  
b i l i t y  (32  p e r c e n t ) ,  o r  f a c i l i t a t i n g  pa ro le  d e c i s i o n s  ( 3 1  pe rcen t ) .  
Other purposes i n d i c a t e d  were de t e rmina t ions  o f  f i t n e s s  f o r  voca t iona l  
educa t ion  programs, work r e l e a s e  programs, examinations o f  o f f ende r s  on 
p roba t ion ,  and pos t - r e l ease  t r ea tmen t  r e f e r r a l s .  

A comparison o f  t h e  percentage o f  respondents r e p o r t i n g  
competency de te rmina t ions  ( 4 0  percen t )  a s  a major o r  minor purpose with 
t h e  percentage  r e p o r t i n g  c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  (32  pe rcen t )  i s  
i n t r i g u i n g  i n  l i g h t  o f  t h e  view t h a t  t h e  i s s u e  of  competency i s  f a r  more 
important than  c r imina l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  a t  l e a s t  i n s o f a r  a s  t h e  i s s u e  o f  
competency i s  c a l l e d  i n t o  ques t ion  more than  t e n  times as o f t e n  as t h e  
i n s a n i t y  defense  i s  used i n  c r i m i n a l  proceedings (Laban, Kashgarian, 
Nessa, & Spencer,  1977; Morris & Hawkins, 1970; McGarry, 1971). However, 
t h e  f o r e n s i c  eva lua t ion  f o r  t h e  defense  of  i n s a n i t y  t ends  t o  be more t i m e  
consuming and o f t e n  involves  courtroom testimony by mental h e a l t h  
personnel (Laban e t  a l . ,  1977). 

F i f t y - f i v e  (44  percent )  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t s  can be c h a r a c t e r i z e d  as 
comprehensive i n  t h a t  they  were desc r ibed  as having a t  l e a s t  f i v e  purposes 
(major and minor purposes combined) o r  a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  major purposes 
i n d i c a t e d  i n  Table 3. 
purposes, e i t h e r  major o r  minor. 
i s  t h e  Summit County Forens ic  Center i n  Akron, Ohio. 
fo rens i c  c e n t e r  provides comprehensive mental h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and 
e v a l u a t i o n  a t  va r ious  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  process .  The s t a f f  
performs court-ordered e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  competency and i n s a n i t y  h e a r i n g s ,  
p rovides  presentence  r e p o r t s ,  and adv i ses  t h e  c o u r t s  on probat ion  and 
pa ro le  supe rv i s ion .  The c e n t e r  s e rves  o f f ende r s  i n c a r c e r a t e d  through t h e  
municipal and common p l e a s  c o u r t s .  
p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  p sycho log i s t s ,  and s o c i a l  workers,  handles  approximately 
35 c a s e s  p e r  month. 

Twenty-one (17 pe rcen t )  had - more than  f i v e  
An example o f  a comprehensive p r o j e c t  

This  community 

I t s  s t a f f  o f  seven, mos t ly  part-t ime 

3.3.2 Stages i n  t h e  Criminal J u s t i c e  Process 

Screening and e v a l u a t i o n  may occur f o r  v a r i o u s  reasons  a t  any 
of  s e v e r a l  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  process :  be fo re  o r  dur ing  
t r i a l ,  between t r i a l  and f i n a l  sen tenc ing ,  a f t e r  sen tenc ing  and upon 
f i r s t  e n t e r i n g  j a i l  o r  p r i s o n ,  and dur ing  o r  a f t e r  i n c a r c e r a t i o n .  
Seventy-six o f  t h e  u n i t s  surveyed ( 6 3  pe rcen t )  i n d i c a t e d  a c t i v i t y  a t  t h e  
p r e t r i a l  s t a g e ;  59 (49 percent )  provided inpu t  t o  t h e  c o u r t s  between 
t r i a l  and sen tenc ing ;  and 67 (55 percent )  were involved i n  gene ra l  i n t a k e  
screening  o r  inmate c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  a s  o f f ende r s  f i r s t  e n t e r e d  j a i l  o r  
p r i s o n .  
and/or a f t e r  a p r i s o n e r ' s  confinement i n  j a i l  o r  p r i son :  
respondents i nd ica t ed  t h a t  t h e i r  programs involved mental h e a l t h  screening  
and e v a l u a t i o n  dur ing  i n c a r c e r a t i o n ;  and 15 p r o j e c t s  (12  pe rcen t )  con- 
ducted screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  a t  t h e  probat ion  and pa ro le  s t a g e s ,  
inc luding  p repa ra t ion  of  inmates f o r  r e l e a s e  o r  t r a n s f e r  t o  halfway 
houses. 

Half o f  t h e  p r o j e c t s  conducted screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  during 
61 (50  pe rcen t )  
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Thi r ty  p r o j e c t s  (25  percen t )  i nd ica t ed  t h a t  t h e y  conducted 
f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  screening  and eva lua t ion  a t  a l l  f o u r  s t a g e s ,  i . e . ,  
p r e t r i a l  through i n c a r c e r a t i o n .  An a d d i t i o n a l  20 p r o j e c t s  ( 1 7  pe rcen t )  
were a c t i v e  i n  t h r e e  s t a g e s ,  i . e . ,  p r e t r i a l ,  sen tenc ing ,  and du r ing  
imprisonment. Thi r ty- three  p r o j e c t s  (27 pe rcen t )  conducted t h e i r  work i n  
only two s t a g e s  of t h e  c r imina l  process ,  and 38 p r o j e c t s  (31  pe rcen t )  
opera ted  only a t  a s i n g l e  s t age .  O f  those  s p e c i a l i z e d  p r o j e c t s  w i t h  
a c t i v i t i e s  a t  on ly  one s t a g e  i n  t h e  c r imina l  process ,  t h e  ma jo r i ty  
opera ted  a t  t h e  p r e t r i a l  o r  j a i l /  p r i son  i n t a k e  s t age .  These s p e c i a l i z e d  
p r o j e c t s  tended t o  have a s i n g u l a r  purpose such as de t e rmina t ion  of 
t rea tment  a l t e r n a t i v e s ,  p r e t r i a l  d i v e r s i o n ,  o r  j o b  placement i n  t h e  
community a f t e r  release. 

I f  one r e s t r i c t s  t h e  e a r l i e r  d e f i n i t i o n  of "comprehensive" 
f o r e n s i c  u n i t s  ( i . e . ,  f i v e  purposes ,  major and minor combined, o r  a t  
l ea s t  t h r e e  major purposes)  by excluding programs occur r ing  i n  l e s s  than  
t h r e e  s t a g e s  of t h e  c r i m i n a l  process ,  34 (28 pe rcen t )  programs q u a l i f y .  
Thus, a l i t t l e  more than one q u a r t e r  of t h e  p r o j e c t s  surveyed are 
comprehensive i n  t h a t  they conduct s c reen ing  and eva lua t ion  f o r  most 
purposes and involve  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r s  i n  s e v e r a l  s t a g e s  of t h e  c r imina l  
process  . 

3 . 3 . 3  F a c i l i t i e s  

Forens ic  sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n  are  conducted i n  va r ious  
l o c a t i o n s :  mental  h e a l t h  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  c o u r t  c l i n i c s ,  community-based 
c o r r e c t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s  o r  f o r e n s i c  u n i t s ,  community mental  h e a l t h  
c e n t e r s ,  j a i l s ,  and h o s p i t a l s .  Of a t o t a l  of 121 p r o j e c t s  surveyed,  84 
p r o j e c t s  (69 pe rcen t )  conducted screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  i n  a s i n g l e  type 
of f a c i l i t y ;  29 (24 pe rcen t )  i n  two s e p a r a t e  t y p e s ;  and 8 p r o j e c t s  i n  
t h r e e  o r  more t y p e s  of f a c i l i t i e s .  Tne  most common p laces  f o r  sc reening  
and eva lua t ion  were l o c a l  j a i l s  o r  d e t e n t i o n  c e n t e r s ,  followed by s t a t e  
p r i s o n s  and c o u r t s .  T a b l e  4 summarizes survey respondents '  answers t o  
t h e  ques t ion  of t h e  f a c i l i t i e s  where most s c reen ing  o r  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  
t h e i r  p r o j e c t  are  conducted. 

The r e l a t i v e l y  l a r g e  percentage  (28 pe rcen t )  of responses  i n  
t h e  "other" ca tegory  of f a c i l i t i e s  ( see  Table 4 )  sugges ts  a c e r t a i n  
makeshi f t ,  non-standard c h a r a c t e r  i n  t h e  conduct of sc reening  and 
e v a l u a t i o n  conducted by many p r o j e c t s .  Examples inc lude  probat ion  
department ,  c i t y  bu i ld ing ,  p r i v a t e  o f f i c e s  of p s y c h i a t r i s t  and 
psycho log i s t ,  halfway house,  " f i e l d  o f f i c e , "  s p e c i a l  d i a g n o s t i c  and 
e v a l u a t i o n  c e n t e r ,  p o l i c e  bu i ld ing ,  scene of c r i s i s ,  pub l i c  d e f e n d e r ' s  
o f f i c e ,  converted s o r o r i t y  house,  and s p e c i a l  p r o j e c t  o f f i c e .  

3.3.4 Caseload 

Respondents were asked t o  i n d i c a t e  t h e  average monthly case load  
o f  t n e  p r o j e c t s  t h a t  t h e y  represented .  The t o t a l  monthly case load  o f  t h e  
120 p r o j e c t s  r e p o r t i n g  th i s  information w a s  about 17,000. Figure 1 
summarizes the  monthly case load  of t he  surveyed p r o j e c t s  as repor ted  by 
t h e  respondents .  More than h a l f  of t h e  surveyed u n i t s  have an  average 

22 



I 
I 
1 
8 
I 
s 
e 

Table 4 

Percentage o f  P r o j e c t s  Involving Forensic  
Mental Heal th  Screening and Evalua t ion  

by Types  and Number of  F a c i l i t i e s  Involved 

F a c i l i t y  N Percentage 

TY Pe 
Court 19  
Local J a i l  o r  Detent ion Center 7 1  
State  Correc t iona l  F a c i l i t y  22  
Community C l i n i c  o r  Center 16  
Ho s p i t  a1  a 9 
Other 3 4  

Tota lb  17 1 

Number 
S ingle  
Two 
Three o r  More 

To ta l  

8 4  
29 

8 
1 2 1  

16  
59  
1 8  
1 3  

7 
28 

69 
24 

7 

aIn  c 1 ud ing 
b~ p r o j e c t  
responses 

fo rens i c  u n i t s  w i th in  h o s p i t a l s .  
could o p e r a t e  i n  more than one f a c i l i t y ;  m u l t i p l e  
po s s i b  1 e. 
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Average Monthly Caseload 

F igu re  1. D i s t r i b u t i o n  of monthly caseload of 120 f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  
sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  un i t s .  
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monthly case load  o f  less than  50 c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r s  , with  t h e  modal 
response ca t egory  being 0-25. 
wi th  a median o f  40. 

Caseloads range from 3 t o  4000 monthly, 

Caseload d i f f e r e n c e s  among programs can be  understood i n  t h e  
con tex t  of  deba te  among mental h e a l t h  personnel about t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  
r o l e  of t rea tment  ve r sus  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  s e r v i c e s  provided by 
f o r e n s i c  u n i t s ,  assuming t h a t  t r ea tmen t  i s  g e n e r a l l y  more t i m e  and 
r e source  consuming than  eva lua t ion .  According t o  Beran and Toomey 
(1979) ,  some d i r e c t o r s  of  f o r e n s i c  u n i t s  i n  Ohio b e l i e v e  t h a t  t rea tment  
and e v a l u a t i o n  a r e  of  equal  importance, while o t h e r s  b e l i e v e  t h a t  whi le  
t rea tment  i s  a l e g i t i m a t e  a c t i v i t y  i t  c l e a r l y  t a k e s  a much lower p r i o r i t y  
than  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  s e r v i c e s .  Others simply b e l i e v e  t h a t  
t r ea tmen t  h a s  no p l ace  i n  community f o r e n s i c  u n i t s .  
o f  t h e  r e l a t i v e  importance of  s c reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n ,  a s  compared t o  
t r e a t m e n t ,  may be r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  case loads  o f  two community f o r e n s i c  
u n i t s  desc r ibed  by Beran and Toomey (1979, p.  121):  one c e n t e r ' s  
case load  was r epor t ed  a s  50 percent  sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n  and 50 
percent  t r ea tmen t ,  whi le  another  c e n t e r ' s  case load  was approximately 1 
pe rcen t  t r ea tmen t  over a 17-month per iod .  

The d i f f e r e n t  views 

No c l e a r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between case load  s i z e  and p r o j e c t .  
purpose,  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  c r imina l  process  and f a c i l i t y  t ype ,  seem ev iden t .  
Even t h e  expected r e l a t i o n s h i p  between case load  and s t a f f  s i z e  was no t  i n  
evidence. An excep t ion  occurs  i n  t h e  p r o j e c t s  handl ing  extremely l a r g e  
case loads .  
monthly case load ,  where one might l o g i c a l l y  expec t  t o  see some s i m i l a r i -  
t i e s  sugges t ing  p a t t e r n s  of r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  are d i sp layed  i n  Table 5 .  
Severa l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  common t o  f o r e n s i c  u n i t s  with l a r g e  casef lows  a r e  
suggested by t h i s  t a b l e :  (1) they  tend t o  be loca ted  i n  l a r g e  met ropol i -  
t a n  a r e a s ;  ( 2 )  they  tend t o  be housed i n  l o c a l  j a i l s  o r  s t a t e  p r i s o n s ,  
f a c i l i t i e s  equipped t o  accommodate l a r g e  numbers; ( 3 )  t h e i r  major purposes 
a r e  inmate sc reen ing  and c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  t r ea tmen t ,  o r  p r e t r i a l  d i v e r s i o n ;  
( 4 )  most employ l a r g e l y  psycho log i s t s ;  and ( 5 )  they  tend t o  have s m a l l  
s t a f f - c l i e n t  r a t i o s ,  sugges t ing  only  screening  and cu r so ry  mental h e a l t h  
eva lua t ion .  

The p r o f i l e s  o f  t h e  e i g h t  p r o j e c t s  with t h e  r e p o r t e d l y  l a r g e s t  

3.3.5 S t a f f  S i ze  and Composition 

The median s t a f f  size of  t h e  1 2 1  p r o j e c t s  surveyed was 4 
persons engaged i n  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n ,  wi th  a range from t h e  f u l l -  
t ime equ iva len t  of  l e s s  than  one s t a f f  member t o  a t o t a l  o f  50 s t a f f  
members. Only 13 p r o j e c t s  had s t a f f s  exceeding 15 i n d i v i d u a l s .  

P s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  p sycho log i s t s ,  and s o c i a l  workers were t h e  t h r e e  
p r o f e s s i o n a l  groups predominantly involved i n  conducting screenings  and 
e v a l u a t i o n s .  For ty-s ix  p r o j e c t s  ( 3 8  percen t )  employed p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  67 
(55 pe rcen t )  employed s o c i a l  workers,  and 78 p r o j e c t s  ( 6 4  percen t )  
employed psycho log i s t s .  Beyond t h e s e  t h r e e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  groups ,  t h e  l i s t  
of personnel t ypes  i s  d i v e r s e ,  i nc lud ing  persons with va r ious  t i t l e s :  
psychometric t e c h n i c i a n ,  counse lor  (wi th  degree  i n  p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e ) ,  
psychologica l  i n t e r n ,  law enforcement o f f i c e r ,  s c r e e n e r ,  c a s e  manager, 
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probat ion  o f f i c e r ,  defense a t t o r n e y ,  s h e r i f f ,  t rea tment  team member, 
behaviora l  c l i n i c i a n ,  educa t iona l  c o o r d i n a t o r ,  mental  h e a l t h  n u r s e ,  
d i v e r s i o n  o f f i c e r ,  p r i e s t ,  m i n i s t e r ,  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t ,  mental  h e a l t h  
s p e c i a l i s t ,  v o c a t i o n a l  s e r v i c e s  counse lor ,  human resource  t e c h n i c i a n ,  
c h i e f  o f  s e c u r i t y ,  counse l ing  t h e r a p i s t  , r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  o f f i c e r ,  
c o r r e c t i o n a l  o f f i c e r ,  nurse ,  and a t t o r n e y .  

The s t a f f i n g  p a t t e r n s  o f  t h e  s i x  community f o r e n s i c  u n i t s  
descr ibed  by Beran and Toomey (1979) suggest  a s i m i l a r  d i v e r s i t y  o f  
backgrounds, exper ience ,  and d i s c i p l i n e s :  

The d i r e c t o r s  o f  t h r e e  c e n t e r s ,  B u t l e r ,  Dayton, 
and Toledo, possessed master 's  degrees  i n  s o c i a l  work 
and t h e  d i r e c t o r s  o f  t h e  two o t h e r  c e n t e r s ,  Akron and 
Columbus, had m a s t e r ' s  degrees  i n  psychology. 
c e n t e r  i n  C i n c i n n a t i  was adminis tered by a c l i n i c a l  
d i r e c t o r  with a n  M.D.  and a c l i n i c a l  coord ina tor  with 
a m a s t e r ' s  degree i n  s o c i a l  work. 
from 20 t o  7 ,  wi th  c o n s u l t a n t s  and par t - t ime employees 
comprising t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  personnel .  
t h e  fu l l - t ime personnel  were psychologis t s  and s o c i a l  
workers. 
c o n s u l t i n g ,  par t - t ime b a s i s .  ( p .  122) 

The 

S t a f f  s i z e  ranged 

Typica l ly  

P s y c h i a t r i s t s  worked p r i m a r i l y  on a 

3 . 3 . 6  

The survey wa's p a r t l y  designed t o  provide i n i t i a l  information 

Problems and Noteworthy Aspects o f  P r o j e c t s  

t h a t  might guide l a t e r  research .  
respondents  were p a r t i c u l a r l y  r e l e v a n t :  " I n  your opin ion ,  what aspec t  of  
your program i s  e s p e c i a l l y  noteworthy o r  unique w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  sc reening  
and eva lua t ion?"  (Survey Question No. 11) and "What i s  t h e  b i g g e s t  
problem, i f  any, t h a t  h i n d e r s  t h e  program's work?" (Survey Question No. 
1 2 ) .  
screening and e v a l u a t i o n  p r o j e c t s  t h a t  may no t  be  ev ident  from t h e  
l i t e r a t u r e  o r  o t h e r  sources  o f  background information.  The ques t ions  
were n o t ,  of  course ,  intended t o  b r i n g  f o r t h  more than  a small p o r t i o n  o f  
t h e  v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  must be considered i n  an e v a l u a t i o n  design.  A s  w i l l  
be d iscussed  i n  t h e  next  s e c t i o n ,  one i n t e r e s t i n g  f i n d i n g ,  der ived  p a r t l y  
from responses  t o  Question 11, i s  t h a t  t h e  respondents  t y p i c a l l y  conveyed 
l i t t l e  knowledge about innovat ions i n  t h e  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  
screening  and e v a l u a t i o n .  

Two ques t ions  answered by t h e  

These were designed t o  draw o u t  f a c e t s  of  t h e  o p e r a t i o n s  of 

Typica l ly ,  respondents  emphasized problems caused by people o r  
e v e n t s  o u t s i d e  t h e  c o n t r o l  o f  program s t a f f .  
problems mentioned were, i n  essence ,  l a c k  o f  support  o f  t h e  program by 
o t h e r s .  Table 6 l i s t s  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  responses  and percentages of 
respondents  providing answers i n  those  c a t e g o r i e s .  

The g r e a t  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  

It should be expected,  perhaps,  t h a t  t h e  g r e a t  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  
problems mentioned a r e  t h e  r e s u l t  o f  o u t s i d e  f o r c e s  and n o t  o f  t h e  
programs' personnel .  This  sugges ts  f o r  e v a l u a t o r s  t h e  obvious warning 
t h a t  a p a r t i c i p a n t  is l i k e l y  t o  s t ress  f a i l u r e s  f o r  which he o r  she i s  
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Table 6 

Percentage of  Respondents I n d i c a t i n g  Problems i n  
Various Program Areas 

Pro b 1 em Percentage 

More r e sources  needed 

Needs more funds 
Needs more s t a f f  
Needs more space o r  f a c i l i t i e s  

Lack o f  coope ra t ion  o r  suppor t  from o t h e r s  
( o t h e r  t han  l a c k  of  r e sources  g iven)  

Coordination o r ,  u s u a l l y ,  coope ra t ion  problems with 
p o l i c e ,  j a i l o r s ,  and o t h e r s  with whom t h e  program 
i n t e r a c t s  

General l a c k  o f  community support  f o r  t h e  program 
Problems caused because people o u t s i d e  t h e  program 

Delay problems caused by people o u t s i d e  t h e  program 
c o n t r o l  who g e t s  p laced  i n  t h e  program 

Other s p e c i a l  problems caused by t h e  program's environment 

Shortage o f  p l aces  t o  r e f e r  c l i e n t s ,  i nc lud ing  

Travel problems--bringing c l i e n t s  t o  t h e  program, 

Other 

l a c k  o f  community suppor t ing  s e r v i c e s  

o r  s t a f f  t r a v e l i n g  t o  c l i e n t s  

Problems p o t e n t i a l l y  under c o n t r o l  of  t h e  program s t a f f  

20 
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20 
9 

8 
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n o t  accountable .  This  i s  an important b i a s .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, it a l s o  
sugges t s  t h a t  t h e  o u t s i d e  forces- -espec ia l ly  adequacy o f  funding and 
coope ra t ion  by c r imina l  j u s t i c e  o f f i c i a l s - - shou ld  be  g iven  cons ide rab le  
a t t e n t i o n  i n  an e v a l u a t i o n  des ign .  The e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of  a program may 
indeed be l a r g e l y  determined by t h e  f r i e n d l i n e s s  o f  i t s  p e c u l i a r  environ- 
ment. A d i f f e r e n t  environment--e.g., i f  t h e  program were i n  another  
community--may mean a t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  e v a l u a t i o n  r e s u l t .  

It i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  many respondents s a i d  t h e i r  programs had 
problems d e a l i n g  with c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  o f f i c i a l s .  Perhaps i n  t h e  same 
v e i n ,  seven respondents ( 1 1  percent )  i n d i c a t i n g  "noteworthy o r  unique" 
a s p e c t s  o f  t h e i r  programs ( i n  answer t o  Question 11) mentioned e f f o r t s  
aimed a t  coord ina t ion  of  t h e  program with c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  o f f i c i a l s ,  and 
another  f i v e  respondents mentioned t h e  program's r e l a t i o n s h i p s  with 
community r e sources .  Hence, t h e  problem of  meshing o p e r a t i o n s  o f  t h e  
mental h e a l t h  and c r imina l  j u s t i c e  systems appears  t o  be a major t r o u b l e  
s p o t ,  a longs ide  t h e  more pub l i c i zed  problem o f  meshing d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  
mental h e a l t h  d e f e c t s .  This  should be a prime focus of  an  eva lua t ion  
des ign .  

Eleven ( o r  14 pe rcen t )  of  t h e  respondents d i d  mention problems 
n o t  c l e a r l y  o u t s i d e  t h e  c o n t r o l  o f  t h e i r  programs. 
given by f i v e ,  was d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  wi th  s t a f f  q u a l i t y .  Four respondents 
s t a t e d  t h a t ,  f o r  vary ing  r easons ,  t h e i r  programs had t r o u b l e  conducting 
s u f f i c i e n t l y  comprehensive e v a l u a t i o n s .  That t h i s  i s  a major po in t  i s  
supported by t h e  f i n d i n g  t h a t ,  i n  response t o  Question 11, about h a l f  
i nd ica t ed  t h a t  t h e  comprehensiveness of  e v a l u a t i o n s  o r  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  
procedures  used w a s  a noteworthy o r  unique a spec t  of  t h e i r  p r o j e c t s .  

The most common, 

3 . 3 . 7  Knowledge of  Innovat ive  Procedures 

Respondents g e n e r a l l y  conveyed l i t t l e  knowledge about new o r  
innovat ive  procedures f o r  mental h e a l t h  screening  and eva lua t ion .  This  
was i n d i c a t e d  p r i m a r i l y  i n  t h e  answers t o  Survey Question 14,  t h e  
I 1  snowballing" ques t ion ,  designed t o  e n l a r g e  our  sample. 
r ead :  
and e v a l u a t i o n  programs t h a t  seem p a r t i c u l a r l y  e f f e c t i v e  o r  t h a t  a r e  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  innovat ive?"  
t o  i d e n t i f y  any programs; on ly  3 percent  ( f o u r  respondents) i d e n t i f i e d  
two p r o j e c t s  and none mentioned more than  two. Many o f  t h e  r e f e r e n c e s  
were vague--e,g., a nearby s h e r i f f ' s  o f f i c e  r e c e n t l y  i n i t i a t e d  a sc reening  
program i n  t h e  l o c a l  j a i l .  

The ques t ion  
"DO you know any o t h e r  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  mental  h e a l t h  screening  

Only 38 percent of  t h e  respondents were a b l e  

The answers t o  Question 1 4 ,  moreover, sugges t  t h a t  t h e  
respondents a r e  i n s u l a r .  Only two mentioned programs o u t s i d e  t h e i r  own 
s t a t e s ,  sugges t ing  l i m i t e d  informat ion  about developments o u t s i d e  t h e i r  
j u r i  sd i c  t ion .  

Respondents were a b l e  t o  say l i t t l e  about i nnova t ive  procedures 
i n  mental h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n .  
f i nd ing ,  however, i s  not  c l e a r  a t  t h i s  e a r l y  s t a g e  of  t h e  s tudy .  Perhaps 
t h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  innovat ion  i n  t h i s  a r e a .  This  would be an important and 

The i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of  t h i s  
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s t a r t l i n g  f ind ing .  But a more l i k e l y  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  based on our  i n i t i a l  
impressions,  i s  t h a t  respondents a r e  no t  cognizant o f  work o u t s i d e  t h e i r  
sphere  of  a c t i v i t y .  I l l u s t r a t i v e  i s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  programs i d e n t i f i e d  
i n  response t o  t h e  snowballing ques t ion  (Ques t ion  14) were almost always 
i n - s t a t e  programs. Another i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  problem i s  t h a t  t h e  
respondents ,  t y p i c a l l y  p r o j e c t  d i r e c t o r s  (and o f t e n  d i r e c t o r s  o f  r a t h e r  
smal l  p r o j e c t s )  may have less c o n t a c t  with innovat ions  e l sewhere  than  
many o t h e r  o f f i c i a l s  involved i n  mental  h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n ,  
e s p e c i a l l y  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  (seldom p r o j e c t  d i r e c t o r s )  and upper-level 
supe rv i so r s .  Respondents' i n a b i l i t y  t o  mention new o r  innova t ive  
procedures (whether caused by l a c k  o f  innovat ions  or l a c k  o f  knowledge by 
respondent) s t ands  i n  marked c o n t r a s t  t o  t h e  extreme problems and 
u n c e r t a i n t i e s  i n  f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  as desc r ibed  i n  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  on 
t h e  s u b j e c t .  

3.3.8 Program Evalua t ion  

How should program e v a l u a t i o n  o f  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  
screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  p r o j e c t s  be c a r r i e d  o u t ?  This  i s  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  
q u e s t i o n  o f  t h e  Mental Health Se rv ice  Evalua t ion .  On t h e  assumption t h a t  
a t  l e a s t  p a r t i a l  answers t o  t h i s  ques t ion  may be found i n  t h e  r e p o r t s  o f  
completed program e v a l u a t i o n  e f f o r t s ,  survey respondents  were quer ied  a s  
t o  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  r e sea rch  o r  e v a l u a t i o n  e f f o r t s  focused on t h e i r  
p r o j e c t s '  s c reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  e f f o r t s .  

Of t h e  84 respondents answering t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  documentation 
of  p a s t  e v a l u a t i o n  e f f o r t s ,  43  (51 pe rcen t )  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  they  were 
unaware of  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  of  r e p o r t s  d e s c r i b i n g  program e v a l u a t i o n  
r e s u l t s ,  t h i s  i n  s p i t e  o f  t h e  mandate f o r  program e v a l u a t i o n  of  f e d e r a l l y  
funded p r o j e c t  a c t i v i t i e s .  (See ,  f o r  example, Law Enforcement Ass i s t ance  
Adminis t ra t ion  , 1978.) F i f t e e n  respondents  (18  pe rcen t )  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  a 
program e v a l u a t i o n  had ,  indeed ,  been conducted bu t  a w r i t t e n  r e p o r t  o f  
t h e  r e s u l t s  was, u n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  o r  e a s i l y  a c c e s s i b l e .  With 
t h e  c r i t e r i o n  of  a completed feedback loop  between e v a l u a t o r  and d e c i s i o n  
makers, t h e  l a c k  o f  a v a i l a b i l i t y  t o  program managers ( t h e  m a j o r i t y  of  
survey respondents )  . o f  completed e v a l u a t i o n  r e s u l t s  i s  t h e  f u n c t i o n a l  
e q u i v a l e n t  o f  no program e v a l u a t i o n  a t  a l l .  

Twenty-six respondents ( 3 1  pe rcen t )  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e i r  
p r o j e c t s  had been eva lua ted  and t h a t  w r i t t e n  r e p o r t s  o f  r e s u l t s  were 
a v a i l a b l e .  Reports r e l a t e d  t o  13  p r o j e c t s  were obta ined  and reviewed. 
Four o f  t h e  p r o j e c t s ,  l o c a t e d  i n  Ohio, were desc r ibed  i n  a commercially 
publ i shed ,  widely d isseminated  e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t  o f  a f o r e n s i c  mental  
h e a l t h  services d e l i v e r y  system i n  Ohio (Beran and Toomey, 1979). While 
only  four  respondents i nd ica t ed  t h e i r  awareness of  t h i s  volume and deemed 
it t o  be  d i r e c t l y  germane t o  program e v a l u a t i o n  i s s u e s  i n  t h e i r  p r o j e c t ,  
i t  has  r e l evance  t o  a l l  18 Ohio p r o j e c t s  surveyed, s i n c e  i t  addres ses  t h e  
e n t i r e  s t a t ewide  f o r e n s i c  s e r v i c e s  d e l i v e r y  sys t em.  

With t h e  except ion  o f  Beran and Toomey, most of  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  
r e p o r t s  seem t o  b e  p a r t  o f  a " f u g i t i v e "  l i t e r a t u r e  of  program evaluation-- 
l i t e r a t u r e  c r e a t e d  p r imar i ly  i n  s e r v i c e  t o  f e d e r a l  o r  s t a t e  requi rements  

30 



f o r  p e r i o d i c  r e p o r t s  under t h e  t o p i c  headings of  "program eva lua t ion , "  
I t  monitoring," o r  "progress  r epor t ing"  (Breitmeyer,  1978; Heaton, 1978; 
La r imer  County Community Cor rec t ions ,  1979; Metropol i tan  Criminal J u s t i c e  
Planning Un i t ,  1979; Messina, 1979; Vera I n s t i t u t e  o f  J u s t i c e ,  1974; 
Morgan, 1978; Franzese ,  1979). Unfor tuna te ly ,  few of  t h e s e  r e p o r t s  seem 
t o  provide adequate answers t o  t h e  ques t ion  o f  how f o r e n s i c  sc reen ing  and 
e v a l u a t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s  can be  eva lua ted .  

One such r e p o r t  (one o f  t h e  more comprehensive ones) o f  an 
e v a l u a t i o n  of  a p r e t r i a l  s e r v i c e s  p r o j e c t  i s  i l l u s t r a t i v e  and t y p i c a l  o f  
t h e  f u g i t i v e ,  l imi ted-access  l i t e r a t u r e  t h a t  i s  un insp i r ing  f o r  t h e  
program e v a l u a t o r  of  sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n  p r o j e c t s  (Heaton, 1978). 
To i t s  c r e d i t ,  t h e  r e p o r t  i s  v a l u a b l e  i n  t h a t  it c o n t a i n s  a d e s c r i p t i o n  
of  t h e  o b j e c t i v e s  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t ,  a d e s c r i p t i o n  of  t h e  i n i t i a l  sc reening  
in t e rv i ews  and t h e  subsequent more i n t e n s i v e  mental h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n ,  a 
flow c h a r t  o f  t h e  cour t  system served by t h e  d i v e r s i o n  p r o j e c t ,  and 
samples of  forms used a t  v a r i o u s  p o i n t s  i n  t h e  p r o j e c t .  But i n  terms of  
u s e f u l  program e v a l u a t i o n  informat ion  t h e  r e p o r t  i s  d i sappo in t ing .  I n  
t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h e  mental h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  t h e  u t i l i z a t i o n  o f  
f i v e  p r o j e c t i v e  tes ts  (Rorschach, t h e  Thematic Apperception T e s t ,  t h e  
Bender Motor Gestalt Test ,  t h e  Goldman Memory T e s t ,  and t h e  R o t t e r  
Incomplete Sentence Tes t )  and f i v e  o b j e c t i v e  t e s t s  ( t h e  WAIS, WISC,. Beta 
I n t e l l i g e n c e  Tes t ,  t h e  Competency Screening Test,  and t h e  MMPI) a r e  
d i scussed .  However, o f  59 mental e v a l u a t i o n s  conducted dur ing  t h e  f i r s t  
year o f  t h e  p r o j e c t ,  32 were complete mental e v a l u a t i o n s  u t i l i z i n g  both 
p r o j e c t i v e  and s u b j e c t i v e  a n a l y s i s ,  and 27 examinations u t i l i z e d  on ly  t h e  
MMPI. We a r e  n o t  t o l d  what c o n s t i t u t e s  l'complete'' e v a l u a t i o n ,  no r  what 
f a c t o r s  d i c t a t e d  t h e  u s e  of  t h i s  t y p e  of assessment.  I n  d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  
underlying r a t i o n a l e  and l o g i c  o f  t h e  program e v a l u a t i o n  methodology, an  
outcome sought i n  t h e  conduct o f  mental h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  w a s  the  
r educ t ion  of  t h e  t i m e  between a r r e s t  and t r i a l .  This measure of  t i m e  o r  
de l ay  between a r r e s t  and t r i a l  i s  a p o t e n t i a l l y  i n t e r e s t i n g  s tandard  
measure of t h e  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n ,  a f a c t  seemingly 
n o t  l o s t  t o  t h e  a u t h o r s  of  t h e  r e p o r t .  Unfor tuna te ly ,  no d a t a  a r e  
r epor t ed  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h i s  measure. 
community agenc ie s  t o  be  t r e a t e d  dur ing  t h e  f i r s t  yea r  of  t h e  p r o j e c t  
o p e r a t i o n ,  and 36 rece ived  counse l ing  from p r e t r i a l  s e r v i c e s  personnel .  
The on ly  e v a l u a t i o n  d a t a  r epor t ed  i s  u s e r - s a t i s f a c t i o n  informat ion .  
Twenty-two percent  of t h e  judges ,  d i s t r i c t  a t t o r n e y s ,  p roba t ion  o f f i c e r s ,  
r e f e r r a l  agenc ie s ,  and o t h e r  c l i e n t s  responding t o  t h e  ques t ionna i r e  
repor ted  t h a t  mental  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  were t h e  most va luab le  a spec t  o f  
t h e  s e r v i c e  provided by t h e  p r o j e c t ,  competing with o t h e r  op t ions  such a s  
d i v e r s i o n ,  r e l e a s e  with s e r v i c e ,  r e l e a s e  on recognizance ,  and inves t iga -  
t i v e  s e r v i c e s .  

F i f t y - s i x  persons were r e f e r r e d  t o  

The r e p o r t s  documenting eva lua t ion  e f f o r t s  were, on t h e  whole, 
s i l e n t  on i s s u e s  o f  q u a l i t y  i n  t h e  d e l i v e r y  o f  f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  
e v a l u a t i o n  and sc reen ing ,  d e a l i n g  p r imar i ly  with program d e s c r i p t i o n  
comprising d i s c u s s i o n s  of  purposes,  o b j e c t i v e s ,  p rocedures ,  organiza- 
t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e s ,  and enrollment f i g u r e s .  Outcome measures d i scussed  
were on t h e  broad program l e v e l  r a t h e r  than  on t h e  procedures of sc reening  
and evaluation--the focus of  t h e  p re sen t  e f f o r t .  For example, i n  h i s  
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e v a l u a t i o n  o f  a p r e t r i a l  i n t e r v e n t i o n  program i n  F l o r i d a ,  involv ing  
screening  o f  o f f e n d e r s ,  Messina determined t h e  program's impact on 
d i v e r t i n g  a d u l t  defendants  from t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system by a s ses s ing  
t h e  o v e r a l l  percentage  o f ' p a r t i c i p a n t s  who were unsuccessfu l  i n  completing 
t h e  program owing t o  r e a r r e s t  o r  noncompliance with program t u l e s  
(Messina, 1979). 
p a r t i c i p a n t s  w i th  those  of  o t h e r  p r e t r i a l  programs concluded t h a t  no two 
programs appear t o  have i d e n t i c a l  c r i t e r i a .  
measures f o r  e v a l u a t i n g  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  personnel  a c t i v i t i e s  a r e  
recommended, i t  i s  done i n  t h e  con tex t  of  an  " e v a l u a b i l i t y  assessment"-- 
n o t  an  accomplished program evaluation--of a d e t e n t i o n - r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
program (Bre i tmeyer ,  1978). 

A comparison o f  t h e  program's c r i t e r i a  f o r  s e l e c t i o n  of  

I n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  when s p e c i f i c  

- 
The most comprehensive (and most e f f e c t i v e )  program e v a l u a t i o n  

o f  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  was conducted from 1972 t o  1975 by t h e  
Ohio S t a t e  Un ive r s i ty  Program f o r  t h e  Study o f  C r i m e  and Delinquency. 
This  e f f o r t ,  i nvo lv ing  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  of  s i x  o f  t h e  e a r l i e s t  e s t a b l i s h e d  
community f o r e n s i c  e v a l u a t i o n  t r ea tmen t  c e n t e r s  o f  Ohio ( i . e , ,  t h o s e  i n  
Akron, C i n c i n n a t i ,  Columbus, Dayton, Hamilton [ B u t l e r  County] , and 
Toledo),  r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  w r i t i n g  o f  e i g h t  monographs, t h e  l a s t  o f  which, 
r e p r e s e n t i n g  an  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  t o t a l  s t a t e  f o r e n s i c  s e r v i c e s  d e l i v e r y  
system, w a s  widely d isseminated  throughout Ohio t o  d e c i s i o n  makers w i t h i n  
t h e  mental  h e a l t h  and c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system. This program e v a l u a t i o n  
e f f o r t  i n  Ohio h a s  been f u r t h e r  desc r ibed  and placed i n  a n a t i o n a l  con tex t  
by Beran and Toomey. The i r  volume i s  a n o t a b l e  excep t ion  t o  t h e  evalua- 
t i o n  r e p o r t s  o f  surveyed p r o j e c t s  t h a t  were reviewed, i n  that: i t  d i r e c t l y  
addresses-program e v a l u a t i o n  i s s u e s .  

The purpose o f  t h e  Ohio e v a l u a t i o n  p r o j e c t  was t o  compare t h e  
s e r v i c e s  provided i n  t h e  v a r i o u s  community f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s  with those  of 
each o t h e r  and with those  s e r v i c e s  p rev ious ly  a r ranged  with t h e  
c e n t r a l i z e d  f o r e n s i c  u n i t s  w i th in  t h e  s t a t e  i n s t i t u t i o n .  Evalua t ion  
r e sea rch  q u e s t i o n s ,  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h i s  d i s c u s s i o n ,  were t h e  following: 

o Who r e f e r r e d  c l i e n t s  t o  t h e  c e n t e r s ,  what k inds  of  c l i e n t s  
were be ing  se rved ,  and how d i d  they  d i f f e r  from t h o s e  
served  i n  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  s e t t i n g ?  

o What p r o f e s s i o n a l  s t a f f  were involved i n  t h e  v a r i e t y  o f  
d i a g n o s t i c  and t r ea tmen t  s e r v i c e s ?  Was t h e r e  an  optimal 
mix o f  d i s c i p l i n e s  f o r  meeting s e r v i c e s  needs? 

o What were t h e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  o f  s t a f f  members? 

o What were t h e  c o s t s  and b e n e f i t s  o f  u s ing  community r a t h e r  
t han  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  s e t t i n g s  f o r  e v a l u a t i o n s ?  

o What c o o r d i n a t i o n  and coope ra t ion  were necessa ry  t o  
f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  most e f f i c i e n t  o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  t o t a l  
f o r e n s i c  system? (Beran and Toomey, 1979, p .  112) 
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The above q u e s t i o n s  were addressed comprehensively by t h e  Ohio 
e v a l u a t i o n  p r o j e c t .  Mul t ip l e  measurements were made f o r  and about v a r i o u s  
groups ,  i nc lud ing  c l i e n t s ,  c o n s u l t a n t s ,  r e f e r r a l  a g e n t s ,  and adminis t ra -  
t o r s .  A comparative d e s c r i p t i v e  des ign  guided t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  o f  
o b j e c t i v e  d a t a  on c l i e n t s  ( i . e .  , demographic c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  charges  , 
c u r r e n t  c o u r t  s t a t u s ,  p rev ious  r eco rd ,  p rev ious  mental h e a l t h  involvement, 
r e f e r r a l  sou rce ,  r e f e r r a l  r eason ,  t ypes  of  e v a l u a t i o n s  performed , 
recommendation o f  e v a l u a t o r ,  and c o u r t  d i s p o s i t i o n ) ,  a t t i t u d i n a l  d a t a  
from mental  h e a l t h  personnel ,  judges ,  p roba t ion  and pa ro le  o f f i c e r s ,  and 
sys tems d a t a  ( e .g . ,  c o s t s ,  s t a f f  s i z e  and composition, and l e n g t h  o f  time 
f o r  process ing  c l i e n t s ) .  Beran and Toomey summarize t h e  f ind ings  of t h e  
Ohio e v a l u a t i o n  p r o j e c t ;  t h e s e  f ind ings  support  t h e  development of  
community-based programs f o r  d i so rde red  o f fende r s :  

The f ind ings  presented c l e a r l y  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  
a n t i c i p a t e d  b e n e f i t s  o f  fo rens i c  p s y c h i a t r i c  c e n t e r s  . . . a r e  i n  l a r g e  measure being r e a l i z e d  by t h e  
c e n t e r s  i n  Akron, Bu t l e r  County, C i n c i n n a t i ,  Columbus, 
Dayton, and Toledo. The case load  s i z e s  o f  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  propor t ions  than  served by LSH 
[Lima S t a t e  Hospi ta l ]  p r i o r  t o  t h e  c e n t e r s ’  openings 
are c l e a r  testimony t h a t  t h e  c e n t e r s  a r e  supplementing 
t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  and t r ea tmen t  s e r v i c e s  of  LSH, 
l i g h t e n i n g  LSH’s case load  from t h e  c o u n t i e s  served by 
t h e  c e n t e r s ,  and prevent ing  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n  
o f  some i n d i v i d u a l s  and t h u s  t h e  d i s r u p t i v e  in f luence  
on t h e  c l i e n t ,  h i s  fami ly ,  and t h e  community of  such 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n ,  n o t  t o  mention t h e  e a s i n g  o f  
t h e  r e i n t e g r a t i o n  problem. Cost ana lyses  demonstrated 
t h a t  t h e  c e n t e r s  nega te  a s i z a b l e  p ropor t ion  o f  c o s t s  
incumbent upon i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n  a t  LSH. Genera l ly  
speaking ,  t h e  c e n t e r s  are provid ing  no t  on ly  evalua- 
t i o n s ,  recommendations, t r ea tmen t ,  and emergency 
i n t e r v e n t i o n  s e r v i c e s ,  bu t  a l s o  c o n s u l t a t i o n  and 
educa t ion  s e r v i c e s  f o r  l o c a l  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  system 
agen t s .  The c e n t e r s  a r e  performing Ascherman [pos t -  
conv ic t ion  examination t o  determine whether an  
o f f ende r  i s  men ta l ly  ill, menta l ly  r e t a r d e d ,  o r  
psychopathic] and competency/sanity e v a l u a t i o n s  i n  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  s h o r t e r  spans of time than  t y p i c a l  of 
LSH, and t h e  pe r iods  between r e f e r r a l  and admission 
and r e l e a s e  and c o u r t  d i s p o s i t i o n  a r e  a l s o  much 
s h o r t e r  f o r  t h e  c e n t e r s .  Given a l l  t h i s ,  it i s  not  
t oo  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  most c r imina l  j u s t i c e  sys t em 
r e f e r r a l  agents  s t r o n g l y  endorse t h e  c e n t e r s  and 
d e s c r i b e  them a s  q u i t e  supe r io r  t o  LSH. (pp .  139-140, 
t e x t  i n  b racke t s  added) 

In  s p i t e  of t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  comprehensive n a t u r e  o f  t h e  Ohio 
e v a l u a t i o n  e f f o r t ,  t h e  former a s s o c i a t e  d i r e c t o r  of  t h e  Ohio p r o j e c t  
s t a t e s  t h a t  “ [ t l h e r e  appears t o  be no s a t i s f a c t o r y  o b j e c t i v e  way t o  
addres s  q u a l i t y  i s s u e s  i n  t h e  FPSDS ( f o r e n s i c  p s y c h i a t r i c  s e r v i c e  d e l i v e r y  
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system), given the current state of research in the mental health and 
criminal justice fields" (Carlson, 1979, p. 170). Carlson's statement 
reinforces a basic premise of the present evaluability assessment of 
forensic mental health evaluation and screening throughout the country, 
as well as impressions drawn from the dearth of documented program 
evaluation efforts gleaned from the telephone survey: namely, that the 
current state-of-the-art in program evaluation has not yet advanced to a 
level where large-scale program evaluation seeas sensible; that standard 
measures of program quality are yet to be identified, developed, and 
communicated; and that such measures must yet be placed in the context of 
viable measurement and program evaluation systems. In short, program 
evaluation models for forensic mental health evaluation and screening 
remain to be developed and demonstrated. 

,3.4 Conc lus ions 

Growing out of the operational definition and programs analysis 
presented in this paper is something of a forensic programs typology, or 
more modestly stated, a categorization of forensic mental health programs. 
A number of characteristics of forensic programs might be considered 
elements in such a categorization, such as the stated purposes of the 
program; the reasons for referral of client-offenders to the program; the 
criminal justice agencies that are served by the program; the stages in 
the criminal process at which the program is active; the type of facility 
in which the program is located; staff size and composition; caseload; 
governing statutes; and resident population. Yet the development of 
typologies based on these sorts of unidimensional characteristics seems 
fraught with problems. For example, a typology based on client-offender 
populations may be quite fragile because of the difficulty one encounters 
in defining, dividing up, and managing the deviant population. There is 
significant controversy about whether to maintain separate facilities for 
"mental patients," "criminals," and those who may be identified by both 
labels. One study committee, for example, has proposed that defendants 
found to be incoinpetent should be treated as would any patient in civil 
proceedings (Brake1 and Kock, 1971, p. 4 1 6 ) .  

Another set of characteristics that might form the basis for a 
categorization of forensic mental health screening and evaluation programs 
relates to the basic elements of the forensic service delivery system. 
The forensic service delivery system generally consists of five elements 
(cf. Carlson, 1979): centralized state institutions, local and state 
corrections agencies, court clinics, community-based mental health 
centers, and civil mental health institutions and training schools. 

Perhaps the oldest element of the forensic mental health 
service delivery system is the centralized institution. This type of 
forensic unit, a maximum security, inpatient facility located within a 
prison or hospital for the criminally insane, typically serves an entire 
state or region. Client-offenders for whom mental nealtn services are 
required may have to travel l ong  distances and be hospitalized for weeks 
or months for relatively simple procedures such as evaluations to assess 
competency to stand trial. Lima State Hospital in Ohio and Central State 
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Hosp i t a l  i n  V i r g i n i a  a re  examples of  c e n t r a l i z e d  f o r e n s i c  menta l  h e a l t h  
e v a l u a t i o n  u n i t s .  Cen t r a l i zed  f a c i l i t i e s  g e n e r a l l y  have two main 
purposes.  F i r s t  , t hey  serve as  i n s t i t u t i o n s  o f  custody f o r  " c r i m i n a l l y  
insane" o f f e n d e r s  ( i n c l u d i n g  those  persons found incompetent t o  s t and  
t r i a l ,  persons committed under some psychopath s t a t u t e ,  and those  
committed a f t e r  be ing  found no t  g u i l t y  by reason  o f  i n s a n i t y ) .  
they  s e r v e  as c e n t e r s  f o r  t h e  sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  of  o f f e n d e r s  ( c f .  
Car l son ,  1979). 

8 
Second, 

There are s t r o n g  n a t i o n a l  t r e n d s  moving towards community-based 
s e r v i c e s  as an  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n  f o r  most human s e r v i c e  
needs. 
t o  t h i s  t r e n d .  For example, i n  1971 Ohio e s t a b l i s h e d  i t s  f i r s t  community 
f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r ;  by e a r l y  1974, s i x  s ta te -suppor ted  c e n t e r s  were i n  
ope ra t ion ;  and, as o f  August 1978, Ohio had e s t a b l i s h e d  16 community 
fo rens i c  c e n t e r s  a c r o s s  t h e  s t a t e  (Roth,  1979). State  l e g i s l a t i o n  
d e s i g n a t e s  t h e  community c e n t e r s ,  r a t h e r  than  a c e n t r a l  f a c i l i t y ,  as t h e  
s e t t i n g  f o r  court-ordered mental  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  competency and 
c r imina l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  Some s t a t e s  p lan  t o  phase ou t  c e n t r a l  i n s t i t u -  
t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s  e n t i r e l y  and develop smal le r  f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s  on t h e  
grounds of  e x i s t i n g  s t a t e  c i v i l  h o s p i t a l s  and t r a i n i n g  schools  f o r  t h e  
r e t a rded  (Roth,  1978; P e t r i l a ,  1980). 

Forens ic  mental h e a l t h  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  i s  no except ion  1 
4 
c 
I 
I 

1 
1 
I 

S t a t e  and l o c a l  c o r r e c t i o n s  agencies  a l s o  may conduct f o r e n s i c  
mental h e a l t h  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n s .  
t y p i c a l l y  d i f f e r  from t h e  c e n t r a l i z e d  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  programs i n  terms of 
comprehensiveness of  purpose , reasons  f o r  r e f e r r a l  , t ype  of  c l i e n t -  
o f f ende r  ( i . e .  , menta l ly  ill, men ta l ly  r e t a r d e d ,  o r  psychopathic 
o f f e n d e r ) ,  and case load .  They d i f f e r  from t h e  community-based f o r e n s i c  
c e n t e r s  i n  terms of  s e c u r i t y ,  c a s e l o a d ,  and type  of  o f f ende r .  

These d e c e n t r a l i z e d  programs 

I 
The f i n a l  element i n  t h e  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  d e l i v e r y  system 

i s  t h e  c o u r t  c l i n i c .  
environment of  a courthouse and t h u s  a r e  community-based, bu t  they  d i f f e r  
from t h e  fou r  o t h e r  elements with r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  s t a g e  i n  t h e  c r imina l  
j u s t i c e  process  a t  which t h e i r  work i s  focused ( u s u a l l y  almost e n t i r e l y  
p r e t r i a l )  and t h e  thoroughness of t h e i r  f o r e n s i c  examination (some only  
screen  o f fende r s  t o  determine whether o r  n o t  f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n  may be 
n e c e s s a r y ) .  A s  l a t e  a s  1966, a n a t i o n a l  survey by Guttmacher ( c i t e d  i n  
Beran and Toomey, 1979, p.  109) i d e n t i f i e d  o n l y  27 c o u r t  c l i n i c s  i n  t h e  
e n t i r e  United S t a t e s .  By 1974, a s i n g l e  s t a t e ,  Massachusetts,  had 30 
such c l i n i c s  i n  o p e r a t i o n  ( L i p s i t t ,  1974, c i t e d  i n  Beran and Toomey, 
1979, p .  110).  

Court c l i n i c s  g e n e r a l l y  a r e  l o c a t e d  wi th in  t h e  

A t e n t a t i v e  typology based on t h e  primary elements o f  a f o r e n s i c  
mental h e a l t h  d e l i v e r y  system--court c l i n i c s ,  c i v i l  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  l o c a l  
and s t a t e  c o r r e c t i o n s  agenc ie s ,  community-based mental h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  
and c e n t r a l i z e d  i n s t i t u t i o n s - - h a s  s e v e r a l  advantages.  It i s  ordered  
along a p r a c t i c a l  dimension wi th  c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  of  s e r v i c e s  on one end 
and d e c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  on t h e  o t h e r .  It i s  grounded i n  p o l i t i c a l  and 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  r e a l i t y .  The d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  wi th in  b a s i c  t y p e s  can e a s i l y  
be sharpened; and a program e v a l u a t i o n  approach based on t h e  e lements ,  

1 
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enr iched  by subdiv id ing  them according t o  purposes,  r ea sons  f o r  r e f e r r a l ,  
s t a g e s  o f  u se ,  ca se load ,  s t a f f  s i z e ,  and s t a f f  t ype ,  i s  q u i t e  f e a s i b l e .  
S i m i l a r l y ,  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  between element t ypes  can  be  h i g h l i g h t e d  by 
o rde r ing  elements according t o  such primary func t ions  as information- 
g e n e r a t i o n ,  decision-making, cus tody ,  and t rea tment  ( c f .  Car l son ,  1979). 

A f i n a l  advantage,  f o r  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n ,  o f  a t e n t a t i v e  typology 
o f  f o r e n s i c  programs based on t h e  primary elements o f  t h e  f o r e n s i c  s e r v i c e  
d e l i v e r y  system i s  t h a t  such a typology i s  c o n s i s t e n t  wi th  t h e  procedura l  
emphasis o f  program e v a l u a t i o n .  Themes and i s s u e s  i n  t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  ' 

t h e  mental h e a l t h  system and c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  systems seem t o  be t o o  
f l u i d  and complex and may be p a r t l y  t o  blame f o r  t h e  g r o s s l y  inadequate 
communication among v a r i o u s  s e c t o r s  o f  t h e s e  systems ( s e e  Beran and 
Toomey, 1979, p .  178) .  A typology based on t h e  d e l i v e r y  system--apart 
from themes, i s s u e s ,  and even purposes and aims-may n o t  e n t i r e l y  avoid 
complexity,  bu t  i t  should a t  least  provide a common l e x i c o n ,  grounded i n  
procedure,  capab le  of  f a c i l i t a t i n g  program e v a l u a t i o n  i n  t h e  a r e a  o f  
f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and eva lua t ion .  
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APPENDIX A 

Program Summaries 

The fo l lowing  program summaries h i g h l i g h t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of  each  
The summaries are presented a l p h a b e t i c a l l y  by state program surveyed. 

and by c i t y  w i t h i n  states.  

Figure 2 shows a sample program summary, each  p a r t  of which has  been 
labe led .  The l a b e l s  i n d i c a t e  t h e  fol lowing:  

(A) Program Name--Unless a d i f f e r e n t  name w a s  suppl ied  by t h e  
survey respondent,  t h e  name i n d i c a t e d  i s  t h a t  which appears  on t h e  
computerized p r i n t o u t  from which t h e  i n i t i a l  program s e l e c t i o n  w a s  
made. I n  some i n s t a n c e s ,  t h e  name has  been shor tened .  

( B )  Program Address--As w i t h  t h e  program name, u n l e s s  a d i f f e r e n t  
address  w a s  suppl ied  by t h e  respondent ,  t h e  a d d r e s s  i n d i c a t e d  i s  
t h a t  which appears  on t h e  computerized p r i n t o u t .  In many i n s t a n c e s ,  
t h e  address  provided i s  t h a t  of t h e  g r a n t e e  of LEAA funds a l l o c a t e d  
f o r  t h e  program. Although t h i s  address  may n o t  i d e n t i f y  t h e  s p e c i f i c  
l o c a t i o n  of t h e  program, i t  i s  one through which t h e  program can be 
contac ted .  

(C) Program Contact--The name i n d i c a t e d  i d e n t i f i e s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  
who provided t h e  survey responses .  
i s  i n d i c a t e d .  

H i s  o r  h e r  te lephone  number a l s o  

( D )  
purposes and o p e r a t i o n  of t h e  program. 

Program Narrative--This i s  a b r i e f  n a r r a t i v e  d e s c r i p t i o n  of  t h e  

(E)  Se lec ted  Data--Presented here are e i g h t  numbered i t e m s  o f  
in format ion  d e s c r i p t i v e  of t h e  program. Except w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  i t e m  
number 7 ,  which w a s  a s c e r t a i n e d  from t h e  computerized p r i n t o u t  (where 
a p p l i c a b l e ) ,  each i t e m  w a s  suppl ied  by t h e  program c o n t a c t  i n  
response t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  survey quest ion.  The informat ion  appearing 
i n  each i t e m  i s  as fol lows:  

( 1 )  S tage  i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  process  a t  which screening  
o r  e v a l u a t i o n  i s  conducted. P o s s i b l e  e n t r i e s  are: P r e t r i a l  
( b e f o r e  o r  dur ing  t r i a l ) ,  Sentencing (between t r i a l  and 
sen tenc ing ) ,  I n t a k e  (upon f i r s t  e n t e r i n g  a j a i l  o r  p r i s o n ) ,  
I n c a r c e r a t i o n  (dur ing  a p r i s o n e r ' s  s t a y  i n  j a i l  o r  p r i s o n ) ,  and 
Other.  If  respondent i d e n t i f i e d  s e v e r a l  s t a g e s ,  only t h e  two 
most a p p l i c a b l e  are i n d i c a t e d .  

( 2 )  Purpose of t h e  program's sc reening  o r  e v a l u a t i o n .  P o s s i b l e  
e n t r i e s  are Divers ion  ( p r e t r i a l  d i v e r s i o n ) ,  Competency 
(competency t o  s tand  t r i a l ) ,  I n s a n i t y  ( n o t  g u i l t y  by reason of 
i n s a n i t y ) ,  Sentencing (sen tenc ing  recommendation), C l a s s i f i c a -  
t i o n  - 
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( p r i s o n e r  i n t a k e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ) ,  P a r o l e  ( p a r o l e  recommendation), 
Treatment (determining whether t h e  p a t i e n t  needs t rea tment  f o r  
mental  h e a l t h  problems),  and Other. Only t h e  two most a p p l i c a b l e  
are i n d i c a t e d .  

( 3 )  Locat ion a t  which screening o r  e v a l u a t i o n  i s  conducted. 
P o s s i b l e  e n t r i e s  are: Court ( c o u r t  f a c i l i t y ) ,  J a i l  ( l o c a l  j a i l  
o r  d e t e n t i o n  c e n t e r ) ,  P r i s o n  ( s t a t e  c o r r e c t i o n a l  f a c i l i t y ) ,  
C l i n i c  ( c l i n i c  o r  community mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r ) ,  Forens ic  Unit  
( s t a t e  o r  p r i v a t e  h o s p i t a l  f o r e n s i c  u n i t ) ,  and Other.  Only t h e  
two most a p p l i c a b l e  are indica ted .  

( 4 )  
month. 

Number of persons screened o r  eva lua ted  by t h e  program p e r  

(5)  Types of program s t a f f  involved i n  screening  o r  eva lua t ion .  
P o s s i b l e  e n t r i e s  are P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  I n t e r n  ( p s y c h i a t r i c  i n t e r n  o r  
r e s i d e n t ) ,  Doctor ( o t h e r  t h a n  a p s y c h i a t r i s t ) ,  Psychologis t ,  
S o c i a l  Worker, and Other.  Only t h e  two most a p p l i c a b l e  are 
i n d i c a t e d  . 
( 6 )  R a t i o  of t o t a l  program s t a f f  t o  f u l l - t i m e  e q u i v a l e n t  s t a f f  
(FTE) involved i n  screening  o r  eva lua t ion .  For example, a r a t i o  
of 3:2  i n d i c a t e s  a p r o j e c t  s t a f f  of 3 i n d i v i d u a l s  working t h e  
fu l l - t ime equiva len t  of two people,  wi th  1 o r  more of t h e  s t a f f  
working p a r t  t i m e .  

( 7 )  
s ta te  g r a n t  number i n d i c a t e d  f o r  programs funded by LEAA block 
g r a n t s ,  LEAA number i n d i c a t e d  f o r  programs funded by nonblock 
g r a n t s .  

Grant number and - d a t e  g r a n t  awarded, where a p p l i c a b l e ;  

(8) 
t h a t  has  been reviewed and determined t o  address  program 
e v a l u a t i o n  i s s u e s .  Reports conta in ing  program d e s c r i p t i o n s  no t  
dea l ing  s p e c i f i c a l l y  wi th  program e v a l u a t i o n  are not  c i t e d .  
Evalua t ion  r e p o r t s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  a number of programs opera t ing  
i n  Ohio are contained i n  Beran, N . J .  & Toomey, B.G.,  eds . ,  
Mentally I11 Offenders and t h e  Criminal J u s t i c e  System: I s s u e s  
i n  Forens ic  Serv ices .  New York: Praeger ,  1979.  Although not 
every Ohio program summarized i s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  d iscussed  i n  t h i s  
t e x t ,  i s s u e s  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  of each such program a r e  
addressed.  Therefore ,  f o r  each Ohio program summarized, Beran 
and Toomey i s  c i t e d  i n  I t e m  Number 8. 

C i t a t i o n  t o  a r e p o r t ,  provided by t h e  program upon r e q u e s t ,  
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(A) Program Name 
\ 
\ Pretrial intervention Program 

Brovard County Courthouse 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 

Contact: Robert Howard 
-L (B) Program 

Address 

(C) Program Contact- - ( 3 0 5 )  584-5511 
I- 
Summary: This pretrial intervention program functions as a diversion 
program for first offenders charged vith misdemeanors. Eligible 
persons are interviewed, and their special needs are identified. As 
an alternative to insritutionalizacion, those participating in the 
program receive such services as individual and family counseling, 
vocational placement in existing job-training programs, and referral 

Narrative 4 f o r  psychological and medical care. 
I 

(1) Pretrial ( 2 )  Diversion ( 3 )  Other (C) llO/month 

(D) Program 

( 5 )  Other ( 6 )  3:3  ( 7 )  78-A4-14-U01 6/12/78  (8 )  Messina, J. M. 
Evaluation report: Brovard County Pretrial Intervention Trogram. 
Fort Lauderdaie. Florida: Criminal JusKice Planning (416 S. W. First 
Avenue, 333011, July 1979. 

I 

(E) Selected Data- I 
(1) Stage 
( 2 )  Purpose 
( 3 )  Location 
( 4 )  Number examined 
( 5 )  Staff type 
(6) Staff size 
(7) Grant number, date 
(8) Evaluation report 

Figure 2. Sample program summary. 
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Community Mental  Heal th  Center 

The Univers i ty  of Alabama 
Department of Psychia t ry  
1700 7 t h  Avenue, South 
Birmingham, Alabama 35294 

Contact:  J u a n i t a  Mul l ins ,  Coordinator  of Adult  I n t a k e  Unit  
(205) 934-4107 

Summary: 
I n t e r v i e w s  are conducted i n  h o s p i t a l  emergency rooms, l o c a l  j a i l s ,  
and a t  t h e  menta l  h e a l t h  center. Screenings and e v a l u a t i o n s  are 
performed t o  assess a p p r o p r i a t e  t rea tment  programs and t o  provide 
informat ion  f o r  t h e  c o u r t ' s  u s e  i n  determining d i s p o s i t i o n .  

T h i s  mental h e a l t h  program services one Alabama county.  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Sentencing, Treatment 
(3 )  J a i l ,  Other  ( 4 )  50/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  4:3 
(7) N/A (8) N/A 

D e f e r r a l  P r o j e c t  

C i t y  of Birmingham 
City H a l l  
Bim'i ng ham, A l a b a m a  

Contact:  John Pendergrass  
(205) 254-2305 

Summary: 
j a i l .  
a l c o h o l ,  o r  menta l  h e a l t h  problems. Offenders  may be r e f e r r e d  t o  
o u t s i d e  a g e n c i e s  f o r  t rea tment .  

T h i s  i s  a s o c i a l  s e r v i c e s  program l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  c i t y  
S o c i a l  workers s c r e e n  sentenced misdemeanants f o r  drug,  

(1) I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Sentencing,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  
( 4 )  100/ month (5 )  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2:2 ( 7 )  CF79080002 9/28/78 
(8 )  N/A 
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Alabama , Alaska 

Medical Care--Health Serv ices  

517 6 t h  Avenue South 
Birmingham, Alabama 35202 

Contact:  Leland Holcome 
(205) 254-2802 

Summary: This  program performs i n t a k e  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n .  
Inmates w i t h  p h y s i c a l  problems are r e f e r r e d  t o  a h o s p i t a l  and t h o s e  
w i t h  mental h e a l t h  problems are r e f e r r e d  t o  community agencies .  

1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  (2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment (3 )  J a i l  
(4)  800/month (5)  S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  6 : 6  ( 7 )  78EDAX0164 
9/30/78 (8) N/A 

Countv Work Release Program 

Marengo County Commission 
Courthouse 
Linden, Alabama 

Contact:  Michael W.  Haley 
(205) 295-420'8 o r  (205) 295-5217 

Summary: 
determine whether t h e y  are a p p r o p r i a t e  c a n d i d a t e s  f o r  working i n  t h e  
community. Rather  t h a n  use  formalized psychologica l  tests,  t h e  
program conducts  i n t e r v i e w s  t o  assess f i t n e s s .  P r i s o n e r s  may be 
r e f e r r e d  t o  e d u c a t i o n a l  o r  t h e r a p e u t i c  programs. 

This  work release program s c r e e n s  long-term p r i s o n e r s  t o  

(1) I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Treatment , Other  ( 3 )  J a i l ,  P r i s o n  
( 4 )  3/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  Other ( 6 )  2:2 ( 7 )  CF 7902 0002 9/28/78 
( 8 )  Morgan, C. H. The s p e c i a l  n a t i o n a l  workshop on mental  h e a l t h  
s e r v i c e s  i n  j a i l s :  S e r v i c e  d e l i v e r y  models. Nat iona l  I n s t i t u t e  of 
C o r r e c t i o n s ,  U. S. Department of J u s t i c e ,  September 1978. 

Counseling Program f o r  Sex Offenders  

326 4 t h  Street ,  S u i t e  220 
Juneau, Alaska 99811 

Contact:  Tony Mander, P r o j e c t  D i r e c t o r  

Summary: Psychological  tests and i n t e r v i e w s  are used t o  s c r e e n  sex 
o f f e n d e r s  f o r  a psychotherapeut ic  program. 
amenabi l i ty  t o  t rea tment  as w e l l  as t h e  o f f e n d e r ' s  mental  h e a l t h  

A psychologis t  c o n s i d e r s  

s t a t u s  and i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  program t o  
p a r t i c i p a n t s .  

(1) I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Treatment ( 3 )  P r i s o n  
( 5 )  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  1:0.25 ( 7 )  78-EA-006 7/2/79 ( 8 )  
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Behaviora l  Heal th  Agency 

1919 Trekkle  Road 
Casa Grande, Arizona 85222 

Contact:  M s .  P a t  G r i f f i n  
(602) 836-1688 

Summary: 
s e r v i c e s  t o  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  and may a l s o  s c r e e n  o f f e n d e r s  o r  
a l l e g e d  o f f e n d e r s  a t  t h e  r e q u e s t  of t h e  c o u r t s .  

T h i s  g e n e r a l  community menta l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r  p r o v i d e s  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  (2 )  Treatment (3 )  C l i n i c  ( 4 )  l/month 
(5)  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker (6 )  7:5 ( 7 )  N/A ( 8 )  N/A 

Psychologica l  Evalua t ion  f o r  Adult P r o b a t i o n  Department 

P i n a l  County Board of Superv isors  
Courthouse 
Florence,  Arizona 85232 

Contact:  John C .  Woods, Chief P r o b a t i o n  O f f i c e r  
(602) 868-5801 e x t .  351 

Summary: Offenders  who are awaiting sentenc ing  and may q u a l i f y  f o r  
p r o b a t i o n  are screened by t h e  s t a f f .  Offenders  may be r e f e r r e d  t o  a n  
o u t s i d e  agency f o r  a more complete p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n  t h a t  w i l l  
accompany t h e  presentence r e p o r t .  

(1) Sentencing, Other  ( 2 )  Sentencing, Other  ( 3 )  Court ,  
Other ( 4 )  6/month ( 5 )  Other ( 6 )  4:4 (7 )  77-019-5-IIIB-C(A) 3/24/77 
( 8 )  N/A 

Cummings (Maximum S e c u r i t y  Unit  of S t a t e  P r i s o n )  

Department of Correc t ions  
P.O. Box 8707 
Pine B l u f f ,  Arkansas 71611 

Contact:  Maggie Bennet t ,  Coordinator  of Mental  Heal th  S e r v i c e s  
(501) 247-1800 e x t  . 363 

Summary: 
used t o  determine program and s e c u r i t y  needs. A new d i a g n o s t i c  
c e n t e r  soon w i l l  p rovide  a comprehensive screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  
p r o c e s s  t o  determine t rea tment  needs of t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  of fender .  

(1) I n t a k e  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  ( 3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  125/month 

A t  p r e s e n t , ,  s o c i a l  h i s t o r i e s  and psychologica l  p r o f i l e s  are  

( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  4:4 ( 7 )  N / A  (8) N/A 
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C a l i f o r n i a ,  Colorado 

P l e a  Bargaining A l t e r n a t i v e  D i s p o s i t i o n  

Orange County P u b l i c  Defender 
700 Civer Center  Drive West 
Santa  Ana, C a l i f o r n i a  92701 

Contact:  David Maher 
(714) 834-2322 

Summary: 
a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  i n c a r c e r a t i o n .  The defense  a t t o r n e y  makes a 
recommendation t o  t h e  program s t a f f ,  who, i n  t u r n ,  e v a l u a t e  t h e  
of fender  t o  determine a n  a p p r o p r i a t e  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  p r e s e n t  t o  t h e  
c o u r t .  

T h i s  program i s  designed t o  provide  convic ted  f e l o n s  wi th  

(1) P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Diversion,  Sentencing ( 3 )  Court ,  J a i l  
(4 )  20/month (5) S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  2:2 ( 7 )  A2079-3-77 
(8) N/A 

7/8/77 

Adult  Diversion P r o j e c t  

Water v l e i  t Bui l d i  ng 
7100 Broadway 
Bui l d i  ng I,  Pent hou se 
Denver, Colorado 80221 

Contact:  John Kresnik 
(303) 427-6001 

Summary: T h i s  program e v a l u a t e s  persons  r e f e r r e d  by t h e  p r o s e c u t o r  
who have been charged w i t h  non-violent,  f i r s t - t i m e  f e l o n y  of fenses .  
E v a l u a t i o n  r e s u l t s  are used t o  determine a p p r o p r i a t e  d i v e r s i o n  
programs f o r  e l i g i b l e  candida tes .  

(1) P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Divers ion  ( 3 )  Other  ( 4 )  13/month 
( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  2:2 ( 7 )  78-4B-(Ol)-DRMB-O05 7/13/79 
(8) N / A  
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Larimer County Community C o r r e c t i o n s  

502 West L a u r e l  Street  
F o r t  C o l l i n s ,  Colorado 80521 

Contact  : J a y  Kammer ze 11, As si st a n t  Direct o r  
(303) 221-2100 e x t .  431  

Summary: T h i s  program conducts  sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n  a t  s e v e r a l  
s t a g e s  i n  t h e  criminal j u s t i c e  process .  
i d e n t i f y  a p p r o p r i a t e  cases f o r  d i v e r s i o n  i n t o  community programs and 
determi ne t rea tment  needs of of fenders .  

Program g o a l s  are t o  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing (2)  Diversion,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
Other ( 4 )  3l/month (5) Doctor,  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  18: 18 
(7 )  77-AGE-llA-(2)C2-110 7/14/78 (8) Larimer County Community 
Correct ions.  Larimer County Community C o r r e c t i o n s  P r o j e c t :  F i n a l  
Report ,  1979. Denver, Colorado: Colorado D i v i s i o n  of C r i m i n a l  
J u s t i c e ,  August, 1979. Larimer County Community Correc t ions .  F i n a l  
Report: LEAA halfway house g r a n t .  Denver, Colorado: Colorado 
D i v i s i o n  of C r i m i n a l  J u s t i c e ,  October, 1979. 

J e f f e r s o n  County Diagnos t ic  Unit  

707 1 3 t h  S t r e e t  
Golden, Colorado 80401 

I! 
R 
I 

Contact:  Richard Wihera, Forens ic  C l in i c i an  
(303) 279-7193 

Summary: The program e v a l u a t e s  o f f e n d e r s  r e f e r r e d  t o  i t  by v a r i o u s  
county and s ta te  agencies .  The p s y c h o l o g i s t s  employed a t  t h e  u n i t  
conduct psychologica l  t e s t i n g ,  write e v a l u a t i o n s ,  make 
recommendations, and t e s t i f y  a s  e x p e r t  wi tnesses  i n  c o u r t .  

(1) Sentencing, Other (2 )  Sentencing,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
Other ( 4 )  30/month (5) Psychologis t  ( 6 )  4:4 ( 7 )  N/A (8) N/A 

1 
I 
t 
I 
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Connecticut,  Delaware 

Court Diagnos t ics  Cl in ics  

90 Washington S t r e e t  
Har t ford ,  Connect icut  06115 

Contact:  D r .  James Johnson, Deputy Commissioner f o r  Mental  H e a l t h  
(203) 566-5133 

Summary: 
comprehensive e v a l u a t i o n s  of o f f e n d e r s  o r  t h o s e  awai t ing  t r i a l .  
team approach i s  u t i l i z e d  i n  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n s .  
o rdered  by t h e  c o u r t  o r  may be upon r e f e r r a l  from o t h e r  c r imina l  
j u s t i c e  personnel .  

Three c l in i c s  o p e r a t e  i n  Connect icut  t o  provide  
A 

The e v a l u a t i o n s  may be 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Other  ( 2 )  Diversion,  Competency ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
Other  ( 4 )  200/month (5)  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  9:9 
( 7 )  77-AC-121-0023 7/27/77 (8) N/A 

Cr imina l  J u s t i c e  S e r v i c e  Center  

1 1 t h  & Washington S t r e e t  
C e n t r a l  YMCA 
Wilmington, Delaware 19801 

Contact : M r  . Provot  , Superv isor  
(302) 571-3500 

Summary: 
re fe r ra l  from t h e  Delaware c o u r t  system. A f t e r  a n  i n i t i a l  i n t e r v i e w ,  
those  o f f e n d e r s  who may have psychologica l  problems are  r e f e r r e d  to a 
substance e v a l u a t i o n  t e a m  f o r  f u r t h e r  t e s t i n g ,  t r e a t m e n t ,  o r  r e f e r r a l  
t o  o t h e r  agencies .  

The program p r i m a r i l y  d e a l s  wi th  a d u l t  o f f e n d e r s  upon 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Diversion,  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
( 3 )  Other  ( 4 )  100/month (5 )  S o c i a l  Worker, Other  ( 6 )  4 : 4  ( 7 )  N/A 
(8) N/A 
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F l o r i d a  

Forens ic  P s y c h i a t r i c  Unit/Mental  Heal th  Center ,  Inc.  

P o l k  County 
P.O. Box 60 
Bartow, F l o r i d a  33830 

Contact:  Toni Maloney 
(813) 533-9068 

Summary: T h i s  f o r e n s i c  p s y c h i a t r i c  u n i t  of t h e  county menta l  h e a l t h  
c e n t e r  developed and c u r r e n t l y  u s e s  i t s  own ins t rument  t o  determine 
competency t o  s tand t r i a l .  S o c i a l  workers, psychologis t s ,  and those  
wi th  advanced d e g r e e s  i n  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  s c r e e n  and e v a l u a t e  a t  a l l  
s t a g e s  of t h e  criminal j u s t i c e  process .  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  (3 )  
J a i l ,  Other ( 4 )  25/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  Other  ( 6 )  5:4.5 
( 7 )  77-A4-07-EE02 11/18/77 ( 8 )  N / A  

P o l k  County Forens ic  Unit  

160 East Church S t r e e t  
Bartow, F l o r i d a  33830 

Contact:  D r .  Kaplan, D i r e c t o r  
(813) 683-5701 

Summary: 
t o  assess c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  competency t o  s tand  t r i a l ,  and 
menta l  d i s a b i l i t i e s  t o  be cons idered  i n  sentencing.  

T h i s  program conducts  comprehensive f o r e n s i c  examinat ions 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
Forens ic  Unit  ( 4 )  40/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  6:4 
( 7 )  N/A ( 8 )  N/A 
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F l o r i d  a Q 
Diagnos t ic  and C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  System 

Volusia County C o r r e c t i o n a l  F a c i l i t y  
Daytona Beach, F l o r i d a  32720 

Contact:  T.C. Lodge, Case Management Coordinator 
(904) 258-7000 ext. 4365 

Summary: T h i s  i s  a screening  and c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  program i n  a county 
j a i l  f a c i l i t y .  A l l  inmates who have been sentenced t o  i n c a r c e r a t i o n  
f o r  a cons ide rab le  l e n g t h  of t i m e  a r e  in te rv iewed and g i v e n  
psycho log ica l  tes ts  by a menta l  h e a l t h  counse lor .  
de te rmine  how bes t  t o  handle each  inmate based upon t h e  
recommendations of t h e  d i a g n o s t i c  u n i t .  

J a i l  o f f i c i a l s  

(1) I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  
(4 )  25/month (5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  Other ( 6 )  4:4 ( 7 )  78-A4-65-EC01 
8/24/78 ( 8 )  N/A 

C r i m i n a l  D ive r s ion  P r o j e c t  

C o l l i e r  County 
Courthouse 
East Nap les ,  F l o r i d a  33940 

Contact : Thomas Traxi  nger 
(813) 775-0411 

Summary: 
a r ra ignment  i n  o r d e r  t o  de te rmine  amenab i l i t y  t o  t r ea tmen t  f o r  
emot iona l  problems o r  drug  o r  a l c o h o l  abuse ,  a s  a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  
prosecut ion .  

T h i s  d i v e r s i o n  program i n t e r v i e w s  arrestees  be fo re  

(1) Pre t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  Treatment 
(3 )  Cour t ,  J a i l  (4 )  100/month ( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2:2 
( 7 )  79-AA-09-EB02 4/20/79 ( 8 )  Franzese ,  C .  Monitoring r e p o r t :  
C o l l i e r  County C r i m i n a l  D ive r s ion  P r o j e c t .  Southwest F l o r i d a  
Regional Planning Counci l ,  June  1979. 
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F l o r i d a  

Forens ic  Unit  

201 South East 6 t h  S t r e e t  
F o r t  Lauderdale,  F l o r i d a  33301 

Contact:  M r .  Lawrence Davis, Program D i r e c t o r  
(305) 765-4849 

Summary: This  program conducts sc reenings  of a l l e g e d  o f f e n d e r s  
suspected of being incompetent t o  s tand  t r ia l .  The screening  r e s u l t s  
i n  a f i n d i n g  of competency o r  a n  o r d e r  f o r  a f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n  t o  
assess competency. 

( 1 )  P r e t r i a l ,  Other ( 2 )  Competency ( 3 )  J a i l ,  Other 
( 4 )  35/month (5) P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  3:1.5 ( 7 )  N/A ( 8 )  N / A  

P r e t r i a l  I n t e r v e n t i o n  Program 

Broward County Courthouse 
For t  Lauderdale,  F l o r i d a  33301 

Contact:  Robert Howard 
(305) 584-5511 

Summary: This  p r e t r i a l  i n t e r v e n t i o n  program f u n c t i o n s  as a d i v e r s i o n  
program f o r  f i r s t  o f fenders  charged wi th  misdemeanors. E l i g i b l e  
persons are in te rv iewed,  and t h e i r  s p e c i a l  needs are i d e n t i f i e d .  A s  
a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n ,  those p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  
program r e c e i v e  such s e r v i c e s  as i n d i v i d u a l  and family counsel ing,  
voca t iona l  placement i n  e x i s t i n g  job-training programs, and r e f e r r a l  
f o r  psychologica l  and medical care. 

(1 )  P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Diversion ( 3 )  Other ( 4 )  llO/month 
( 5 )  Other ( 6 )  3:3 ( 7 )  78-A4-14-EA01 6/12/78 ( 8 )  Messina, J .  M. 
Eva lua t ion  r e p o r t :  Broward County P r e t r i a l  I n t e r v e n t i o n  Program. 
F o r t  Lauderdale,  F l o r i d a :  Criminal J u s t i c e  Planning (416  S. W. F i r s t  
Avenue, 33301), J u l y  1979. 
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F l o r i d a  

P r o j e c t  Challeme--A Model f o r  ComDrehensive Communitv 
C o r r e c t i o n  

Alachua County Courthouse 
G a i n e s v i l l e ,  F l o r i d a  32601 

Contact:  Donald Cal ianna ,  D i r e c t o r  
County Adult De ten t ion  Center 
(904) 377-1040 

Summary: A p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  a psycho log i s t ,  s o c i a l  workers, and o t h e r  
" s o c i a l  sc ience"  pe r sonne l  perform e v a l u a t i o n s  i n  a l o c a l  j a i l ,  a t  
v a r i o u s  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  criminal j u s t i c e  process .  P r e t r i a l  d i v e r s i o n ,  
sen tenc ing ,  and p r i s o n e r  i n t a k e  are t h e  program's major goa l s .  
Competency t o  s t and  t r i a l ,  p a r o l e  recommendations, de te rmining  needs 
f o r  menta l  h e a l t h  t r ea tmen t  and determining criminal r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
are a d d i t i o n a l  program purposes. 

(1) Before o r  du r ing  t r i a l ,  between t r i a l  and sen tenc ing ,  
upon e n t e r i n g  j a i l ,  du r ing  p r i s o n e r ' s  s t a y  i n  j a i l  ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  
Sentencing, I n t a k e  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  ( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  250-300/month 
( 5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  6:6 
(7 )  77-A4-63-EAOl ( 8 )  N/A 

P r e t r i a l  I n t e r v e n t i o n  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  

P. 0. BOX 779 
J a c k s o n v i l l e  , F l o r i d a  32202 

Contact:  M.L. ( T r i s h )  Pearson, C o r r e c t i o n a l  O f f i c e r  I1 
(904) 633-4243 

Summary: A 1976 s tudy  of t h e  F l o r i d a  j a i l s  and p r i s o n s  r evea led  t h a t  
60% of inmates had some type  of menta l  h e a l t h  problem t h a t  
c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e i r  maladjustment du r ing  i n c a r c e r a t i o n .  A s  a 
consequence, t h i s  program w a s  designed t o  perform e x t e n s i v e  menta l  
h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  
a p p r o p r i a t e  t r ea tmen t  agencies .  

It a l s o  r e f e r s  o f f e n d e r s  t o  

(1) Pre t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  I n t a k e ,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  
( 4 )  200/ month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Other ( 6 )  4:1.5 ( 7 )  77-A4-ll-EE01 
9 /7 /78  (8) Met ropo l i t an  C r i m i n a l  J u s t i c e  P lanning  Un i t .  
r e p o r t :  
C l a  s s i  f i c a  t i o  n P r  ogr a m ,  FY -7 7. 
1979. 

Monitoring 
Consolidated C i ty  of J a c k s o n v i l l e  Pre- t r ia l  I n t e r v e n t i o n  

Jac kso nvi l l e  , F l o  r i  da : Aut ho r , Apr i 1 
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F l o r i d a  

OutDatient Evalua t ion  Div i s ion  

Jackson Memorial Hosp i t a l  
1611 N.W. 1 2 t h  Avenue 
M i a m i ,  F l o r i d a  33136 

Contact:  Barry Morris,  Acting Coordinator of Forens i c s  
(305) 325-6880 

Summary: The o u t p a t i e n t  s c reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  program i s  p a r t  of 
a l a r g e r  program t h a t  i nc ludes  mental h e a l t h  t rea tment .  A series of 
t h r e e  p r o j e c t i v e  tests are administered by psycho log i s t s  dur ing  t h e  
prescreening  process.  Screening involves  in t e rv i ews  conducted by 
p s y c h i a t r i s t s .  Spanish and Engl i sh  personnel  are h i r ed  i n  o r d e r  t o  
s e r v i c e  t h e  b i l i n g u a l  catchment a rea .  

s t and  t r i a l  are t h e  major purposes of t h i s  p re -d i spos i t i ona l  
assessment program, court-ordered p s y c h i a t r i c  eva lua t ions  are 
conducted a t  a l l  s t a g e s  of c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e .  

Although determining c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and competency t o  

(1) Pre t r ia l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  
( 3 )  Forens ic  Unit  ( 4 )  20/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  6:5 
( 7 )  77-A4-15- EA01 10/7/77 (8)  N/A 

Pub l i c  Defender S o c i a l  Vorkers 

1351 N.W. 1 2 t h  S t r e e t ,  a803 
M i a m i ,  F l o r i d a  33125 

Contact:  Sharon Brass  
(305) 547-7300 Ext.  4000 

Summary: The program's f o r e n s i c  s o c i a l  workers e v a l u a t e  o f f ende r s  o r  
a l l e g e d  o f fende r s  a t  s e v e r a l  s t a g e s  of t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  process  
but  focus  on t h e  p r e t r i a l  and sen tenc ing  s t a g e s .  Community-based 
t rea tment  o r  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  programs may be recommended t o  t h e  cour t  
a s  a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p rosecu t ion  o r  t r a d i t i o n a l  d i s p o s i t i o n .  

(1 )  P re t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
Other ( 4 )  30/month ( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2:2  ( 7 )  78-A3-15-DH01 
6/29/78 (8 )  NA 
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F l o r i d a  

Orange County C o r r e c t i o n s  Department 

Orange County S h e r i f f '  s Department 
1 North Court  S t r e e t  
Orlando, F l o r i d a  

Contact:  D r .  John  Cassady, S t a f f  Psychologis t  
(813) 420-3048 

Summary: T h i s  program performs screening and e v a l u a t i o n  of  inmates 
both f o r  competency h e a r i n g s  and t o  a i d  i n  t h e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
process .  The c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  team may r e f e r  a n  inmate t o  t h e  s t a f f  
psychologis t  who performs a more comprehensive screening  and 
eva lua t ion .  The inmate may r e c e i v e  menta l  h e a l t h  t r e a t m e n t  i n  t h e  
j a i l  o r  may be r e f e r r e d  t o  o u t s i d e  agencies .  

(1 )  P r e t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Competency, C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  75/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Other  ( 6 )  6:5 ( 7 )  N/A (8) N/A 

Counseling and S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s  

F l o r i d a  Department of C o r r e c t i o n s  
1311 Winewood Boulevard 
T a l l a h a s s e e )  F l o r i d a  32301 

Contact:  James A. Ivey,  
(904) 487-2475 

I mat e A c t  i v i  t i e  s Admi n i  st r a t  o r  

Summary: T h i s  p r o j e c t  p r o v i d e s  counse l ing  and s o c i a l  services, 
i nc l u d i  ng p syc ho log i ca 1 eva l u a  t i o  n s  , t u t  o r i a 1 s e r v i c e  s , ref erra 1, 
i n d i v i d u a l  and group counse l ing ,  drug t r e a t m e n t ,  p re- re lease  
a c t i v i t i e s ,  and j o b  placement,  i n  F l o r i d a ' s  c o r r e c t i o n a l  
i n s t i t u t i o n s .  The bulk of screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  i s  conducted a t  
t h e  inmate r e c e p t i o n  s t a g e  a t  which p s y c h i a t r i s t s  and/or  
p s y c h o l o g i s t s  assess inmates and recommend c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  

( 1 )  P r i s o n  I n t a k e ,  P r i s o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
( 3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  120/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t )  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  75:75 
( 7 )  1278-A4-41-ED01 ( 8 )  N/A 
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F l o r i d a  

Woman’s Resource Center  - Stockade I n t e r v e n t i o n  P r o i e c t  

Hil lsborough County 

Tampa, F l o r i d a  33601 
P. 0. BOX 1110 

Contact:  E i l e e n  Garcia, D i r e c t o r  
(813) 223-4997 

Summary: T h i s  p r o j e c t  p rovides  menta l  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  upon i n t a k e  
f o r  p r i s o n e r s  a t  t h e  Hil lsborough County Stockade. Every woman i s  
screened f o r  medical  and mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  by a counse lor  
working i n  t h e  stockade (county j a i l  f o r  women). Treatment i n c l u d e s  
counsel ing,  medical  he lp ,  employment a s s i s t a n c e  and 
psychiatric/psychological referral .  

(1) Pr ison ,  P r e t r i a l  (2 )  I n t a k e  Screening,  Treatment 
Determinat ion ( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  90/month (5)  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  1:l 
(7)  1279-AA-12-EDOl ( 8 )  N/A 

County J a i l  Mental  Heal th  S e r v i c e s  

Palm Beach County 
P.O. Box 1989 
West Palm Beach, F l o r i d a  33402 

Contact:  Jane  Thompson 
(305) 837-2850 

Summary: T h i s  program p r o v i d e s  court-ordered e v a l u a t i o n s  and c r i s i s  
i n t e r v e n t i o n  counsel ing s e s s i o n s  f o r  menta l ly  d isordered  o f f e n d e r s  i n  
t h e  county j a i l .  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  ( 3 )  J a i l  
( 4 )  50/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t  (6 )  1:l ( 7 )  79-AA-96-ED01 1/30/79 
( 8 )  N/A 

55 



Georgia 

Divers ion  Center  

Georgia Department of Offender R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
800 Peacht ree  S t r e e t  
A t l a n t a ,  Georgia 30308 

Contact:  Vince F a l l i n ,  P r o b a t i o n  Counselor 
(404) 894-4865 

Summary: 
r e s i d e n t i a l  r e s t i t u t i o n  and d i v e r s i o n  c e n t e r s  f o r  a d u l t  males 
convic ted  of nonvio len t  c r i m i n a l  behavior. A c e n t e r  f o r  female 
o f f e n d e r s  w a s  scheduled t o  open i n  1980. 

The sen tenc ing  judge o r  a p r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r  may recommend 
placement i n  a d i v e r s i o n  c e n t e r  i n  l i e u  of t r a d i t i o n a l  p r i s o n  
sen tence .  Wi th in  seven days ,  o f f e n d e r s  e n t e r i n g  t h e  program undergo 
p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n  and a needs assessment.  R e f e r r a l s  t o  
a p p r o p r i a t e  t r ea tmen t  a g e n c i e s  and r e s t i t u t i o n  v i a  employment i n  t h e  
community are  primary program goa l s .  
c e n t e r ,  t h e  o f f ende r  i s  p laced  on  r e g u l a r  probat ion .  

The Department of Offender R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  o p e r a t e s  e l e v e n  

Upon release from t h e  d i v e r s i o n  

(1) Pre t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Sentenc ing ,  Treatment 
(3) Cour t ,  Other ( 4 )  580/month ( 5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker 
( 6 )  50:50 ( 7 )  78E-15-001 6/16/78 ( 8 )  N/A 

Voca t iona l  R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  and T r a n s i t i o n a l  Program 

Georgia Department of Offender R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
815 T r i n i t y  
A t l a n t a ,  Georgia 30334  

Contact:  Mike Lloyd, D i r e c t o r  of T r a n s i t i o n a l  S e r v i c e s  
(404) 894-5351 

Summary: 
drug  abuse ,  v o c a t i o n a l  and employment counse l ing ,  and men ta l  h e a l t h  
counse l ing  f o r  r e c e n t l y  r e l e a s e d  s ta te  inmates. P s y c h i a t r i c  
e v a l u a t i o n s  are  performed be fo re  i n t a k e  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  proper 
placement. 

Seven r e s i d e n t i a l  c e n t e r s  provide  t r ea tmen t  f o r  a l c o h o l  and 

(1) Othe r  ( 2 )  Treatment,  Other ( 3 )  Other ( 4 )  125/month 
( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  8 4 : 8 4  ( 7 )  785-22-001 6/28/78 (8) N/A 
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H a w a i i ,  I l l i n o i s  

I n t a k e  S e r v i c e s  Center--Jail  Overcrowding P r o j e c t  

2199 Kamehameha Highway 
Honolulu, H a w a i i  96819 

Contact:  Masaru Oshiro,  I n t a k e  S e r v i c e  Center  Adminis t ra tor  
(808) 848-2540 

Summary: 
o f f e n d e r s  o r  suspected o f f e n d e r s  e n t e r i n g  H a w a i i ' s  u n i f i e d  
c o r r e c t i o n s  system. 
p r e - t r i a l  d i v e r s i o n  and determining mental  h e a l t h  and o t h e r  s p e c i a l  
needs of p r i s o n e r s .  

The program conducts  sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n  o f  a l l  

Among t h e  program's g o a l s  are e f f e c t i v e  

(1)  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Diversion,  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  ( 3 )  J a i l ,  P r i s o n  
( 4 )  200/Month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  4:4 ( 7 )  77E-6.lA 
2/16/78 ( 8 )  NA 

Dwight C o r r e c t i o n a l  Center  

Illi noi  s Department of Correc t ions  
120 South Rivers ide  P l a z a  
Chicago, I l l i n o i s  60606 

Contact:  Linda A. Giesen, Warden 
(815) 584-2806 

Summary: 
f o r  female inmates and p r o v i d e s  i n d i v i d u a l  and group counsel ing 
s e r v i c e  s . 

The program o p e r a t e s  a s  a n  in-house menta l  h e a l t h  c l i n i c  

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Treatment ( 3 )  P r i s o n  
(4 )  45/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Other ( 6 )  2:2 ( 7 )  7810H023276 1/10/79 
( 8 )  N/A 
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I l l i n o i s ,  Ind iana  

Medical Care and Hea l th  Se rv ice  a t  Cook Countv J a i l  

Hea l th  and H o s p i t a l s  Governing Sommission 
1900 West Po lk  S t r e e t  
Chicago, I l l i n o i s  60612 

Contact:  Robert Dean, D i r e c t o r  of P r i s o n  Hea l th  S e r v i c e s  
(312) 633-5782 

Summary: 
upon i n t a k e ,  of everyone de ta ined  i n  t h e  Cook County J a i l .  
whose menta l  h e a l t h  needs arise while t hey  are i n c a r c e r a t e d  are a l s o  
eva lua ted .  The program o p e r a t e s  independent ly  of t h e  c o r r e c t i o n s  
department and h a s  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  t o  make t r ea tmen t  d e c i s i o n s .  

T h i s  program conducts  menta l  h e a l t h  s t a t u s  examinat ions ,  
P r i s o n e r s  

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
(3)  J a i l  ( 4 )  4000/month (5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  P sycho log i s t  ( 6 )  10:8 
( 7 )  78EDAX0147 9/30/78 (8 )  N/A 

P resen tence  C o n s u l t a t i o n  S e r v i c e  

E lkha r t  Supe r io r  Court 
315 South Second S t r e e t  
E l k h a r t ,  Ind iana  46514 

Contact:  S tephanie  Sommers, Chief Adult P r o b a t i o n  O f f i c e r  
(219) 294-2688 

Summary: The purpose of t h i s  program i s  t o  provide  psycho log ica l  
d i a g n o s t i c  i n fo rma t ion  f o r  presentence  r e p o r t s .  P r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r s  
take complete s o c i a l  h i s t o r i e s ,  admin i s t e r  p sycho log ica l  t es t ,  and 
r e f e r  some de fendan t s  t o  p s y c h o l o g i s t s  f o r  f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n .  

(1) Sentencing ( 2 )  Sentencing, Treatment ( 3 )  Ja i l ,  Other 
( 4 )  25/month ( 5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  Other ( 6 )  7:6 ( 7 )  78E-102-01-054 
6/7/78 77E-102-01-055 6/1/77 ( 8 )  N/A 

58 



Indiana 

Pro b a t  i o n Serv ice  s 

315 South Second S t r e e t  
E l k h a r t ,  Indiana 46514 

Contact:  Stephanie  Somers 
(219) 294-1688 

Summary: 
e v a l u a t i o n s  of t h o s e  o f f e n d e r s  who are e l i g i b l e  f o r  probat ion.  
P r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r s  s c r e e n  t h e  c l i e n t s  and may t h e n  r e f e r  them t o  a 
p syc ho l o g i  s t  f o r  more comprehensive examinations.  
are used by both t h e  c o u r t s  f o r  sentencing and by t h e  p r o b a t i o n  
department f o r  providing t reatment .  

T h i s  agency p r o v i d e s  t h e  c o u r t s  w i t h  presentence  

The se e v a l u a t i o n s  

( 1 )  Sentencing ( 2 )  Sentencing,  Treatment ( 3 )  Court  
(4 )  lO/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  Other  (6)  5:5 ( 7 )  N/A (8 )  N/A 

O r i e n t a t i o n  and Diagnos t ics  Coordina t ion  

Indiana Department of C o r r e c t i o n s  
401 North Randolph Street  
I n d i a n a p o l i s ,  Indiana 46204 

Contact:  Dana Blank, A s s i s t a n t  Superintendent  
(317) 639-2671 

Summary: 
Inmates e n t e r  a n  o r i e n t a t i o n  and d i a g n o s t i c  c o t t a g e  upon a r r i v a l  a t  
t h e  pr i son .  Medical examinat ions and assessments  of e d u c a t i o n a l ,  
v o c a t i o n a l ,  and menta l  h e a l t h  needs are conducted, but i n t a k e  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  i s  t h e  primary purpose of t h e  program. 

T h i s  i s  t h e  only  s ta te  f a c i l i t y  f o r  a d u l t  female of fenders .  

(1) 
(4) 251 month 
12/1/78 77E- 

Sentencing,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  ( 3 )  P r i s o n  
( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  Other  ( 6 )  4:4 ( 7 )  79E-H03-19-006 
H03-19-030 8 /9 /78  ( 8 )  N / A  
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Indiana 

P r o  b a t  i o  n S e r v i c e  s 

515 Columbia S t r e e t  
L a f a y e t t e ,  Ind iana  47901 

Contact:  S a l l y  E. C r a w ,  Alcoholism Counselor 
(317) 742-7361 

Summary: 
basis t o  l i n k  a l l e g e d  o f f e n d e r s  wi th  s u i t a b l e  t rea tment  f a c i l i t i e s  i n  
t h e  community. The s t a f f  works as  a n  advocate  f o r  t h e  defendant ,  
u s u a l l y  a misdemeanant, and p r o v i d e s  e d u c a t i o n a l  services t o  both t h e  
defendant  and t h e  community. 

T h i s  i s  a p r i v a t e  agency serv ing  t h e  c o u r t s  o n  a c o n t r a c t  

(1) P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Diversion,  Treatment ( 3 )  Cour t ,  Other  
(4 )  70/month (5) Other  (6 )  1:l ( 7 )  776-101-03-016 12/8/76 ( 8 )  N/A 

SDecia l i  zed S e r v i c e s  O f f i c e r  f o r  Adult  Fe lons  

S t .  Joseph  County Adult  P r o b a t i o n  Department 
South Bend, Indiana  46601 

Contact:  J e r r y  L. Johnson 
(219) 284-9565 

Summary: A s p e c i a l  services a d u l t  p r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r  g i v e s  s p e c i a l  
a t t e n t i o n  t o  s e l e c t e d  young f e l o n s  and makes r e f e r r a l s  t o  
e d u c a t i o n a l ,  menta l  h e a l t h ,  and v o c a t i o n a l  programs. 

(1) Sentencing,  Other ( 2 )  Sentencing,  Treatment ( 3 )  Ja i l ,  
Other (4 )  30/month ( 5 )  Other ( 6 )  1:O.S (7 )  78C-101-01-007 11/9/77 
( 8 )  N/A 
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Kansas 

Wyandotte County Pre-Trial  S e r v i c e s  P r o j e c t  

Wyandotte County 
Seventh and Ann Avenue 
Kansas C i ty ,  Kansas 66101 

Contact:  Richard D. Shannon, Court Adminis t ra tor  
Wyandotte County Courthouse 
710 North 7 t h  S t r e e t  
Kansas C i ty ,  Kansas 66101 
(913) 573-2940 

Summary: The Wyandotte County Pre-Trial  Serv ices  P r o j e c t  was 
i n i t i t a t e d  i n  J u l y  of 1977 in an at tempt  t o  s o l v e  s e v e r a l  c r i m i n a l  
j u s t i c e  problems encountered i n  t h e  county,  inc luding  severe  j a i l  
overcrowding, d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  b a i l  p r a c t i c e s ,  and l a c k  of a v a i l a b l e  
services f o r  inmates, defendants ,  and t h e  c o u r t .  The g o a l s  of  t h e  
p r o j e c t  were t o  reduce t h e  j a i l  populat ion by 26 percent ,  t o  reduce 
t h e  c r i m i n a l  c o u r t  docket ,  and reduce t h e  d e l a y  between arrest  and 
t r i a l  o r  d ivers ion .  
of services f o r  t h e  c o u r t  i n  o r d e r  t o  d i v e r t  from j a i l  i n d i v i d u a l s  
who t h e  c o u r t  f e e l s  could b e t t e r  be t r e a t e d  by o t h e r  agencies  more 
q u a l i f i e d  and b e t t e r  equipped t o  m i n i s t e r  t o  t h e  mental ly  ill, 
a l c o h o l i c s ,  and t h o s e  w i t h  drug problems. A pre l iminary  screening  i s  
conducted f o r  a l l  those  e n t e r i n g  t h e  j a i l  w i t h i n  24 hours  of arrest .  
I f  f u r t h e r  mental  examination i s  recommended, a c e r t i f i e d  psychologis t  
w i l l  conduct mental  e v a l u a t i o n s  and psychologica l  t e s t i n g  on those  
defendants  r e q u i r i n g  i t ,  a t  t h e  t i m e  of i n c a r c e r a t i o n ,  rather than 
weeks l a t e r  j u s t  before  t r i a l ,  t hus  decreas ing  t h e  t i m e  between 
arrest and t r i a l  i n  t h e s e  cases. 

Another g o a l  of t h e  p r o j e c t  w a s  t h e  coord ina t ion  

(1)  P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Diversion,  Competency ( 3 )  J a i l  
( 4 )  75/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  Other ( 6 )  3:3 ( 7 )  20CF78013600 6/1/78 
(8)  Heaton, J. An e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  Wyandotte County P r e t r i a l  
S e r v i c e s  P r o j e c t .  ToGeka, Kansas: Governor's Committee on Criminal 
Adminis t ra t ion (503 Kansas Avenue, 66603), December 1978. 
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Kansas 

Psycho l o g i c a  1 Eva h a t  i o n s  

Kansas C o r r e c t i o n a l  I n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  Women 
Box 160 
Lansing, Kansas 66043 

Contact:  I a n  F luger ,  Chief Psycho log i s t  
(913) 727-3553 

Summary: The purpose of t h i s  program i s  t o  promote d i f f e r e n t i a l  
t r ea tmen t  modes f o r  female o f f ende r s .  
screened t o  determine what, i f  any, menta l  h e a l t h  t r ea tmen t  should be 
provided dur ing  t h e  inmate's pe r iod  of i n c a r c e r a t i o n .  
problems arising dur ing  a n  inmate's s t a y  a l s o  are eva lua ted .  
Add i t i  o na 1 l y  , c our  t-o r d e  r e d p r  e se n t  e nc e e va l u a  t i o ns  of co nvi  c t e d 
female o f f e n d e r s  may be conducted a t  t h i s  d i a g n o s t i c  c e n t e r .  

Every incoming inmate i s  

Mental  h e a l t h  

I 

1 

(1) Sentenc ing ,  I n t a k e  (2 )  Sentenc ing ,  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
(3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  12/month ( 5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  3:2.5 
( 7 )  CF77103582 6/1/78 (8) N/A 

S t a t e  S e c u r i t y  H o s p i t a l  Annex 

Larned S t a t e  H o s p i t a l  
P.O. Box 89 
Larned, Kansas 67550 

Contact:  Vernon Reese 
(316) 285-2131 e x t .  451  

Summary: 
i n s a n i t y  e v a l u a t i o n s  a s  w e l l  a s  t r ea tmen t  f o r  men ta l  h e a l t h  problems. 

The program p rov ides  f o r  court-ordered competency and 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  
(3) C l i n i c ,  H o s p i t a l  ( 4 )  25/month ( 5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker 
( 6 )  5:5 (7) CF 77103146 7/1/77 ( 8 )  N/A 
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Kansas, Kentucky 

Kansas Diagnos t ic  and Recept ion Center  

P. 0. Box 1558 
Topeka, Kansas 66601 

Contact:  M r .  George Thompson 
(913) 296-7211 (913) 296-7287 

Summary: The center performs medical  and p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  o n  
a l l  o f f e n d e r s  e n t e r i n g  t h e  c o r r e c t i o n a l  system. 
a t  t h e  c e n t e r  f o r  f o u r  weeks, and t h e  p s y c h i a t r i c  r e p o r t  i s  re turned  
t o  t h e  c o u r t  f o r  any p o s s i b l e  modi f ica t ions  i n  sentencing. The 
r e p o r t  i s  a l s o  used t o  a r r a n g e  a p p r o p r i a t e  t rea tment  and t o  dec ide  i n  
which i n s t i t u t i o n  t h e  iwa te  w i l l  be placed. 

The o f f e n d e r s  remain 

(1) Sentencing, I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Sentencing, C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
(3) Other (4)  125/month (5) P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker (6)  27:27 
(7)  N/A (8) N/A 

Barren River  Mental  Heal th  and Mental  R e t a r d a t i o n  Board, Inc .  

822 Woodway Drive 
Box 3310 
Bowling Green, Kentucky 42101 

Contact:  Richard Walker, Executive D i r e c t o r  
(502) 843-4382 

Summary: T h i s  program s e r v i c e s  a ten-county area. I t s  a c t i v i t i e s  
i n c l u d e  psychologica l  e v a l u a t i o n s  for  p r e t r i a l  h e a r i n g s ,  e x p e r t  
wi tness  c o u r t  tes t imony,  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  p a r o l e  o r  probat ion ,  
psychotherapy f o r  o f f e n d e r s  who pleaded i n s a n i t y  o r  who were found 
incompetent t o  s tand  t r i a l ,  emergency menta l  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  f o r  
j a i l s ,  r e f e r r a l  s e r v i c e s ,  and community outreach.  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  
(3)  Court ,  C l i n i c  (4)  250/month (5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  
(6)  4:3.5 (7)  3044-037-3/G 2B/79 1/22/79 2707-014-2/78 12/29/77 
2366-039-1/77 1/14/77 (8) N/A 
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Kentucky 

Mediation and Misdemeanor Divers ion  

Adminis t ra t ive  O f f i c e  of t h e  Courts 
403 Wapping S t r e e t  
F rankfo r t ,  Kentucky 40601 

Contact:  John Hendricks 
(502) 564-7486 

Summary: This  program acts as a f a c i l i t y  f o r  bo th  media t ion  and 
d ive r s ion .  The media t ion  process  i s  a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  means of 
process ing  minor domestic and neighborhood d i s p u t e s .  
program, ope ra t ing  only i n  t h e  Covington area, i s  s t a f f e d  by a judge 
and a d i v e r s i o n  o f f i c e r .  They i n t e r v i e w  d i v e r s i o n  c a n d i d a t e s ,  
focus ing  upon t h e  o f f e n d e r ' s  p rev ious  record  and present  o f f ense .  
Those chosen f o r  t h e  program are d i v e r t e d  from t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  
system and g iven  a i d  i n  employment and o t h e r  s o c i a l  s e r v i c e s .  

The d i v e r s i o n  

(1) P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Divers ion  (3) J a i l  (4) 950/month ( 5 )  Other 
(6) 5:5 (7) 3153-046-1/C3D/79 3/23/79 (8) N/A 

Criminal J u s t i c e  and J u v e n i l e  Court Se rv ices  

Courthouse, Third F loor  
Mayfield,  Kentucky 42066 

Contact:  Sondra G r i m e s ,  P r o j e c t  Coordinator 
(502) 247-5798 

Summary: The program's psychologis t  s c r e e n s  a d u l t  o f f ende r s  and 
a l l e g e d  o f fende r s  a t  s e v e r a l  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  process .  
Divers ion  and a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  i n c a r c e r a t i o n  are primary g o a l s  of t h e  
p r o j e c t .  R e f e r r a l s  are made t o  psychotherapeut ic  and employment 
programs. 

(1) Pre t r i a l ,  Other (2) Divers ion ,  Sentencing (3) Cour t ,  
J a i l  (4) 32/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t  (6) 1:l (7) 3107-040-1/G 2D/79 
1/22/79 (8) N/A 
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Louisiana 

Diagnos t ic  Center 

P.O. Box 2029 
Alexandria,  Louis iana 71301 

Contact:  Harold Swi l ley ,  D i r e c t o r  of R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
(318) 445-7559 

Summary: 
a f t e r  e n t e r i n g  t h e  l o c a l  j a i l  and are interviewed by counselors .  

A l l  p r i s o n e r s  are adminis te red  psychologica l  t es t s  s h o r t l y  

F u r t h e r  i n t e r v i e w s  wi th  p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  r e f e r r a l s  t o  o t h e r  a g e n c i e s  
f o r  t rea tment ,  and i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n  f o r  severe  mental  h e a l t h  
problems c a n  f o l l o w  t h e  i n i t i a l  screening process .  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment (3) J a i l  
(4)  275/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  Other ( 6 )  8:6 ( 7 )  77-E3-8.3-0238 
12/14/77 (8) Breitmeyer,  R. Technical  Ass is tance  Report ,  Diagnost ic /  
R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  Program, Rapides P a r i s h  Detent ion  Center.  (Memorandum 
t o  t h e  Nat iona l  I n s t i t u t e  of Correc t ions) .  
Author (P.O. Box 7240, 48170), November 1978. 

Ann Arbor, Michigan: 

C e n t r a l  Louis iana S t a t e  H o s p i t a l  

Box 31 
P i n e v i l l e ,  Louis iana 71360 

Contact:  Thomas Deiker,  D i r e c t o r  of P s y c h i a t r i c  Tra in ing  
(318) 445-2421 e x t .  455 

Summary: 
t h e  county j a i l  and t h e  l o c a l  c o u r t s .  P r i s o n e r s  a t  t h e  j a i l  are 
screened upon i n t a k e  by " r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  counselors"  and may be 
r e f e r r e d  t o  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  f o r  f u r t h e r  eva lua t ion .  Assessments of 
criminal r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  competency t o  s tand  t r i a l ,  and menta l  
s u i t a b i l i t y  f o r  probat ion  o r  p a r o l e  are made upon c o u r t  r e f e r r a l .  

T h i s  program p r o v i d e s  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  s e r v i c e s  f o r  

(1) I n t a k e ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  90/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Other ( 6 )  7:5 ( 7 )  N/A ( 8 )  N/A 
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Maryland 

Co n t  rac t ua 1 Diag no st i c  S e r v i c e  s 

Department of P u b l i c  Safety--Correctional Services 
One Investment P l a c e  
Towson, Maryland 21204 

Contact:  Leo M. Allman 
(301) 321-3691 

Summary: 
h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  t o  provide psychologica l  and p s y c h i a t r i c  
e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  presentence  r e p o r t s .  

T h i s  program c o n t r a c t s  wi th  a n  o r g a n i z a t i o n  of  menta l  

(1) Sentencing (2 )  Sentencing (3) J a i l  (4 )  35/month 
(5) Psychologis t ,  P s y c h i a t r i s t  ( 6 )  5:5 ( 7 )  77EA-DI1-7058 11/8/77 
(8) N/A 

P o t e n t i a l  P a r o l e  Diagnos t ic  S e r v i c e s  

Department of P u b l i c  S a f e t y  and C o r r e c t i o n a l  S e r v i c e s  
One I nve stment P l a c e  
Towson, Maryland 21204 

Contact:  Bardwell  S t e b b i n s  
(301) 321-3650 

Summary: 
inmates t o  assess l i k e l i h o o d  of p a r o l e  success .  

The program a r r a n g e s  t o  have p s y c h o l o g i s t s  i n t e r v i e w  

(1) I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  P a r o l e  ( 3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  15/month 
( 5 )  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  3:2.3 ( 7 )  77CADI2-7059 12/1/78 ( 8 )  N / A  

Mental  H e a l t h  C o r r e c t i o n a l  Treatment Program 

P r i n c e  George County Detent ion  Center  
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20870 

Contact:  Bruce Orens te in ,  Mental  Heal th  F a c i l i t a t o r  
(301) 952-3940 

Summary: 
i n d i v i d u a l  and group counse l ing  f o r  d e t e n t i o n  c e n t e r  inmates and f o r  
some s ta te  p r i s o n e r s  who are ass igned  t o  t h e  d e t e n t i o n  c e n t e r .  

The program p r o v i d e s  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n  a s  w e l l  a s  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Sentencing,  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
(3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  45lmonth ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2 : 2  
( 7 )  77CAAC3-7092 3/29/78 79CAAC3-9033 5/31/79 ( 8 )  N/A 
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Michigan, Missouri  

S t a t e  Forens ic  U n i t  

P. 0. Box 2060 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106 

Contact:  Robert Racine, Executive A s s i s t a n t  
(313) 429-2531 

Summary: 
f o r  competency and i n s a n i t y  hear ings.  The s t a f f  a l s o  provides  
t reatment  f o r  t h o s e  dec lared  incompetent. 

The u n i t  p r o v i d e s  t h e  c o u r t s  wi th  p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing (2)  Competency, I n s a n i t y  
( 3 )  Forens ic  Unit  (4)  160/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker 
(6)  16:15 ( 7 )  N/A (8) N/A 

C o r r e c t i o n a l  Services 

Macomb County J a i l  C o r r e c t i o n s  Center 
Mount Clemens, Michigan 

Contact:  M r .  Donald Amboyer 
(313) 469-5151 

Summary: T h i s  program conducts  i n t a k e  screening  f o r  f i f t e e n  
e d u c a t i o n a l  and v o c a t i o n a l  programs. Screening by mental  h e a l t h  
o f f i c i a l s  terminated i n  March, 1979. 

(1) I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Treatment,  Other ( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  100/month 
( 5 )  Other ( 6 )  2 : l  (7 )  2101 24379 9/22/78 (8)  N / A  

R e a l i t y  House 

1409 Rosemary Lane 
Columbia, Missouri  65201 

Contact:  Molly Weis 
(314) 751-3432 

Summary: T h i s  i s  a r e s i d e n t i a l  f a c i l i t y  t h a t  s e r v e s  a s  a n  
a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  t r a d i t i o n a l  i n c a r c e r a t i o n  f o r  e l i g i b l e  f i r s t - t ime male 
f e l o n s .  
ame na b i  li t y  t o  psychotherapeut ic  t reatment  . Screening i s  conducted to determine m o t i v a t i o n  l e v e l  and 

(1) Sentencing, Other  ( 2 )  Sentencing,  Other  ( 3 )  J a i l ,  Other  
( 4 )  6/month (5)  Psychologis t ,  Other ( 6 )  7:5 ( 7 )  77-AC-F3-C003 
1/19/77 (8)  N/A 
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Missouri  

Drug, Alcohol  Abuse, and S p e c i a l  Offender Counsel ing 

Southeas t  Missouri  Community Treatment Center  . 

Box 48 
109 S. F r a n k l i n  
Farmington, Missouri  63640 

Contact:  David Miller 
(314) 756-5749 

Summary: 
abuse problems, t h i s  program s c r e e n s  o f f e n d e r s  and a l l e g e d  o f f e n d e r s  
f o r  problems r e l a t e d  t o  menta l  r e t a r d a t i o n  and may recommend r e f e r r a l  
t o  community t rea tment  programs. 

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  counse l ing  o f f e n d e r s  w i t h  drug and a l c o h o l  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  P a r o l e ,  Treatment ( 3 )  Other  
(4 )  3/month (5)  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2:2 ( 7 )  78-AC-F3-H019 
1/1/79 ( 8 )  N/A 

Halfwav House f o r  Renion E i n h t  

Southeas t  Missouri  Community Treatment Center  
109 S. F r a n k l i n  
Farmington, Missouri  63640 . 

Contact:  David Miller 
(314) 756-5749 

Summary: T h i s  program e v a l u a t e s  p r o b a t i o n e r s ;  and p a r o l e e s  who e n t e r  
the  halfway house are eva lua ted  i n  o r d e r  t o  determine t rea tment  needs. 

(1) Other ( 2 )  P a r o l e ,  Treatment ( 3 )  Other ( 4 )  -//month 
( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  Other ( 6 )  2:2 ( 7 )  77-AC-F3-H004 1/4/77 ( 8 )  N/A 

Expanded Diagnos t ic  S e r v i c e  Program 

Department of  S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s  
9 1 1  Missouri  Boulevard 
J e f f e r s o n  C i t y ,  Missouri  65101 

Contact:  Donald Smith, C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and Assignment 
(314) 751-3224 

Summary: Inmate c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and t rea tment  assessment  are 
conducted i n  a d i a g n o s t i c  c e n t e r .  

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
( 3 )  Other  ( 4 )  45/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t  ( 6 )  1:l ( 7 )  77-AC-F6-DC03 
12/28/76 ( 8 )  N/A 
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Missouri  

Community C o r r e c t i o n s  Center 

Jackson  County Department of C o r r e c t i o n s  
East Twelf th  
Kansas C i t y ,  Missouri  64106 

Contact:  R. Edward Meacham 
(816) 881-3458 

Summary: Inmates of this community c o r r e c t i o n s  c e n t e r  are screened 
and c l a s s i f i e d  upon i n t a k e ,  a t  which t i m e  t h e i r  s p e c i a l  needs are 
determined. The c e n t e r  p r o v i d e s  r e s i d e n t i a l  and non-res ident ia l  
s e r v i c e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  p r e t r i a l  release counsel ing,  e d u c a t i o n a l  and 
v o c a t i o n a l  t r a i n i n g ,  and d i a g n o s t i c  s e r v i c e s .  I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  
a s s e s s i n g  t h e  t rea tment  needs of inmates,  t h e  c e n t e r  sc reens  
a p p r o p r i a t e  p r i s o n e r s  f o r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  a p r e t r i a l  d i v e r s i o n  
program. 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  J a i l  I n t a k e ,  During I n c a r c e r a t i o n  
( 2 )  Diversion,  P r i s o n e r  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment Need Assessment 
( 3 )  J a i l  (4) 400/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i c ,  I n t a k e  Screeners  ( 6 )  5:5: 
( 7 )  2978-AC-F3-A004 ( 8 )  N/A 

Community Treatment C e n t e r s  

Department of Welfare, C i t y  of S t .  Louis  
C i v i l  C o u r t s  Bui lding 
1 2 t h  & Market S t r e e t  
S a i n t  Louis ,  Missouri  63101 

Contact:  Edward Tripp,  Commissioner 
(314) 381-1872 

Summary: 
upon i n t a k e  a t  a medium s e c u r i t y  county j a i l .  
t o  community menta l  h e a l t h  and o t h e r  community programs. 

T h i s  program conducts  screening and e v a l u a t i o n  of o f f e n d e r s  
R e f e r r a l s  may be made 

(1) I n t a k e  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  
( 4 )  37/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  5:5 
( 7 )  78-AC-F3-T012 1/31/78 ( 8 )  N/A 
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Montana, Nebraska, New Hampshire 

C l i n i c a l ,  Diagnost ic  and Evalua t ion  Serv ices  

Montana S t a t e  Pr i son ,  Box 7 
Deer Lodge, Montana 59722 

Contact:  John Ault ,  Assoc ia te  Warden of Treatment 
(406) 846-1320 

Summary: 
tests fo r  t h e  purposes of sen tence  recommendations and i n s t i t u t i o n a l  
t rea tment  services. 

Offenders  are eva lua ted  via psychologica l  and e d u c a t i o n a l  

(1) Sentencing ( 2 )  Sentencing,  Treatment ( 3 )  P r i s o n  
( 4 )  lO/month (5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  7:3 ( 7 )  774822 
8/16/78 ( 8 )  N/A 

Comprehensive P s y c h i a t r i c  Care Program 

Evalua t ion  Center 
P.O. Box 2800 
Lincoln,  Nebraska 68502 

Contact :  Kenneth Legget t ,  Program Adminis t ra tor  
(402) 471-3330 

Summary: This  program provides  mental  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  t h r e e  
s t a t e  pr i sons .  The major purpose of t h e  u n i t  i s  i n t a k e  assessment,  
but c o u r t s  a l s o  o r d e r  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  sen tenc ing  recommendations 
through t h e  program. Inmates c l a s s i f i e d  as having mental  h e a l t h  
problem are reviewed by t h e  s taf f  every ninety days. 

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Sentencing,  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
( 3 )  Other ( 4 )  40/month (5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  19:17.5 
( 7 )  31 7801 E 01 0022 12/2/77 ( 8 )  N / A  

P s y c h i a t r i c  S o c i a l  Worker/Corrections 

Hil lsborough County House of Correc t ions  
Mast Road 
Goffstown, New Hampshire 03045 

Contact :  Nelson McCaskell 
(603) 669-4350 

Summary: Those awai t ing  t r i a l  and t h o s e  sentenced t o  t h e  county jail .  
are informal ly  screened and eva lua ted  f o r  p o s s i b l e  mental  h e a l t h  
problems. 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  
( 4 )  125/month (5 )  Other  ( 6 )  1:0.50 ( 7 )  77-I-A/940 10/1/76 ( 8 )  N/A 
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New J e r s e y  

Psychologica l  and S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s  

Essex County C o r r e c t i o n s  
Elm Road 
Caldwell ,  N e w  J e r s e y  07066 

Contact:  J a n  Delucia ,  Di rec tor  

Summary: The p r o j e c t  p r o v i d e s  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  counse l ing ,  d i a g n o s i s  
and t rea tment  t o  inmates. Incoming p r i s o n e r s  a re  in te rv iewed w i t h i n  
24 hours  a f t e r  a r r i v a l  and c a n  be r e f e r r e d  t o  o t h e r  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  
s e r v i c e  programs . 

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
(3) P r i s o n  (4 )  1500/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  3:3 
(7) A-D:1-157-77 8/2/78 (8)  N/A 

Community Off e nder Employment /Educatio n Program 

Work Release Building 
603 F e d e r a l  Street  
Camden, N e w  J e r s e y  08102 

Contact:  John Goan, Coordinator  of Vocat ional  S e r v i c e s  
(609) 757-6725 

Summary: 
and a l l e g e d  o f f e n d e r s  undergo pre l iminary  screening t o  assess 
t reatment  needs. 
programs. P s y c h i a t r i c  problems are r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  Mental  Heal th  
Board. Vocat ional  services are o f f e r e d  i n  a Work Release Center.  

Upon e n t e r i n g  t h e  county j a i l ,  male and female o f f e n d e r s  

A Serv ice  Coordinator  de te rmines  e l i g i b i l i t y  f o r  

(1) Pre t r ia l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Diversion,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
Other ( 4 )  20/month ( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  5:5 ( 7 )  A-D :1-076-78 
3/7/79 (8) N/A 
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New J e r s e y  

C o r r e c t i o n a l  Inmate Serv ice  Program 

Cape May County J a i l  
Cape May, New J e r s e y  

Contact :  Bob Walsh, D i r e c t o r  of  Inmate S e r v i c e s  
(609) 465-7911 e x t .  274 

Summary: 
inmate e n t e r i n g  j a i l .  Through a n  in te rv iew,  needs are determined. 
Avai lab le  s e r v i c e s  are coordinated by t h e  program's d i r e c t o r .  
Screening and e v a l u a t i o n  i s  conducted a t  v a r i o u s  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  
c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  process .  P r e t r i a l  d i v e r s i o n ,  competency t o  s t a n d  
t r i a l ,  p r i s o n e r  i n t a k e  screening  and c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  and determining 
t rea tment  f o r  menta l  h e a l t h  problems are t h e  major purposes  of the 
program. 

The C o r r e c t i o n a l  Inmate Serv ice  Program assesses every 

(1) All ( 2 )  Need assessment and mental  h e a l t h  screening  
(3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  25-30/month (5 )  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  2 : l  ( 7 )  A-D:1-020-78 
(8) N/A 

P r e t r i a l  I n t e r v e n t i o n  Program 

Union County 
Courthouse 
E l i z a b e t h ,  New J e r s e y  

Contact :  Ross Doyle 
(201) 527-4336 

Summary: This  program c o o r d i n a t e s  t h e  d i v e r s i o n  of persons charged 
wi th  a p p r o p r i a t e  i n d i c t a b l e  o f f e n s e s  i n t o  community t rea tment  o r  
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  programs. 

(1) P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Diversion,  Treatment ( 3 )  Court ( 4 )  70/month 
(5) Other  ( 6 )  4:4 (7 )  A-C:6-090-78 5/15/79 (8) N / A  
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New J e r s e y  

Probat ion  Vocat ional  S e r v i c e  Center 

Union County Courthouse 
E l i z a b e t h ,  New J e r s e y  

Contact :  Fred B o s t e l  
(201) 353-0500 ext .  356 

Summary: T h i s  i s  a comprehensive employment resource  c e n t e r  f o r  both 
a d u l t  and j u v e n i l e  probat ioners .  The s t a f f  l i n k s  of fenders  wi th  
employers and a l s o  a i d s  of fenders  i n  obta in ing  j o b  t r a i n i n g .  The 
c e n t e r  a l s o  performs a p t i t u d e  and voca t iona l  t e s t i n g .  

(1) Other (2 )  Treatment ( 3 )  Court ( 4 )  65/month (5) S o c i a l  
Worker, Other ( 6 )  3:3 (7 )  A-D:6-215-77 10/10/78 (8) N/A 

P r e t r i a l  I n t e r v e n t i o n  Program (Hunterdon County) 

#5 Mine Street  
Flemington, New J e r s e y  08822 

Contact:  D r .  Richard Achey 
(201) 788-1364 

Summary: A l l  persons charged w i t h  i n d i c t a b l e  o f f e n s e s  are e l i g i b l e  
t o  be eva lua ted  by t h e  program s t a f f .  S t a f f  members in te rv iew 
of fenders  and make recommendations t o  t h e  c o u r t .  If t h e  prosecutor  
and t h e  judge consent ,  t h e  t r i a l  is  postponed and t h e  of fender  i s  
placed i n  t h e  i n t e r v e n t i o n  program. 

(1) P r e t r i a l  (2 )  Diversion,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  22 
( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2:2 ( 7 )  A-C:6-118-77 5/24/78 (8) N/A 

P r e t r i a l  I n t e r v e n t  i o n  Program 

A t l a n t i c  County Courthouse 
Plays Landing, New J e r s e y  

Contact:  Suzanne Longacre, Criminal J u s t i c e  Planner  
(609) 646-8685 

Summary: This  program coord ina tes  t h e  d i v e r s i o n  of persons charged 
wi th  a p p r o p r i a t e  i n d i c t a b l e  o f f e n s e s  i n t o  community t rea tment  o r  
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  programs. 

(1) P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Diversion ( 3 )  Court ( 4 )  40/month 
(5 )  S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  4:4 (7)  A-C:6-102-77 5/24/78 (8) N/A 
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New J e r s e y  

P r e t r i a l  I n t e r v e n t i o n  Unit  

Bur l ing ton  County Courthouse 
Mount Holly,  New J e r s e y  08060 

Contact: Robert H. Aaronson 
(609) 267-3300 e x t .  5919 

Summary: A l l  persons awai t ing  t r i a l  on i n d i c t a b l e  o f f e n s e s  are 
e n t i t l e d  t o  be eva lua ted  by t h i s  p r o j e c t .  The o f f e n d e r s  are 
interviewed and t h e  s t a f f  may t h e n  provide t h e  c o u r t  wi th  a n  
eva lua t ion .  I f  t h e  prosecutor  and t h e  judge a g r e e ,  t h e  t r i a l  i s  
postponed and t h e  person i s  placed i n  t h e  program. 

(1) P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Diversion ( 3 )  Other  (4 )  25/month ( 5 )  Other  
( 6 )  3:3 (7)  A-C:6-109-77 5/24/78 (8 )  N/A 

Psychological  and S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s  Unit  

Bur l ing ton  County Courthouse 
Mount Holly,  New J e r s e y  08060 

Contact:  Lawrence M. Cohen 
(609) 267-3300 e x t .  5207 

Summary: This  i s  a counsel ing and r e f e r r a l  program f o r  inmates of 
t h e  county j a i l .  The s t a f f  performs screening  and counse l ing  f o r  
mental  h e a l t h  problems and drug o r  a lcohol  abuse.  Each inmate i s  
examined w i t h i n  72 hours  of a r r i v a l .  The s t a f f  recommends 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and may provide a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  c u s t o d i a l  sen tenc ing .  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Diversion,  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  
( 3 )  Ja'il ( 4 )  120/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  3:3 ( 7 )  
A-D:1-148- 77 8/2/78 ( 8 )  N/A 

/- 

Workhouse Treatment Unit  

Middlesex County Courthouse 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 

Contact : Rick Vanderheuvel 
(201) 745-3451 

Summary: A mental  h e a l t h  team screens  and e v a l u a t e s  inmates upon 
i n t a k e  t o  t h e  workhouse, provides  t reatment  s e r v i c e s  dur ing  
i n c a r c e r a t i o n ,  and makes r e f e r r a l s  t o  community-based programs upon 
release. 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  100/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  6:5.25 ( 7 )  
A-D:1- 200-77 10/10/78 (8)  N/A 
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N e w  J e r s e y  

Women' s Self-Development Program 

Essex County Courthouse 
Newark, New J e r s e y  

Contact:  B i l l  I n n i s ,  Deputy Warden 
(201) 226-7777 

Summary: T h i s  program e v a l u a t e s  women sentenced t o  t h e  Essex County 
C o r r e c t i o n a l  Center t o  i d e n t i f y  t h e i r  s p e c i a l  problems and determine 
a p p r o p r i a t e  t reatment  o r  services. The d i a g n o s t i c  p r o c e s s  i s  a l s o  
used t o  c l a s s i f y  inmates. 

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
(3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  80/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2:2 
( 7 )  A-D:1-156-77 8/2/78 (8) N/A 

P r e t r i a l  I n t e r v e n t i o n  Unit  

Sussex County 
Courthouse 
Newton, N e w  J e r s e y  

Contact:  R.  Sanford Fogelson 
(201) 383-2210 

Summary: T h i s  d i v e r s i o n  program o f f e r s  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  recommendations, 
counse l ing ,  r e f e r r a l s  and g e n e r a l  s e r v i c e s  f o r  anyone charged with a n  
i n d i c t a b l e  o f f e n s e  i n  Sussex County. 
sc reening  i n t e r v i e w s  and submit r e p o r t s  t o  t h e  prosecutor  concerning 
a v a i l a b l e  j o b  placement, v o c a t i o n a l  and academic t r a i n i n g ,  medical  
t rea tment ,  and psychologica l  e v a l u a t i o n  and therapy.  

P r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r s  conduct 

(1) Pretr ia l ,  Other ( 2 )  Divers ion  ( 3 )  Court ( 4 )  15/month 
( 5 )  Other ( 6 )  2:2 (7 )  A-C:6-082-78 3/7/79 (8) N/A 
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New Je r sey ,  North Carolina 

P a s s a i c  County J a i l  Psychologica l  Se rv ices  

11 Marsha l l  Street 
Pa terson ,  New J e r s e y  07501 

Contact:  John S c i l l i e r i  , Chief Psychologis t  
(201) 881-4627 

Surmnary: T h i s  i s  a r e l a t i v e l y  informal  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and t rea tment  
program. A p r o f e s s i o n a l  s t a f f  provides s e r v i c e s  t o  inmates and 
p r e t r i a l  d e t a i n e e s  i n  o rde r  t o  l i n k  o f f ende r s  w i t h  a p p r o p r i a t e  
t r ea tmen t  f a c i l i t i e s .  
designed f o r  t he  j a i l  that  w i l l  assess mental  h e a l t h  as w e l l  a s  
s e c u r i t y  needs f o r  a l l  inmates. 

A formal ized  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  system i s  being 

(1)  P re t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  In t ake ,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  
(4 )  40/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t , ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  3:2 ( 7 )  N/A (-8) N/A 

Mecklenburg County Mental Heal th  Se rv ices  

501 B i l l i n g s l e y  Road 
C h a r l o t t e ,  North Caro l ina  28211 

Contact:  Maxine Redmon, D i rec to r  
(704) 374-2984 

Summary: This  community h e a l t h  c e n t e r  performs a v a r i e t y  of s e r v i c e s  
such  as custody e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  j u v e n i l e s ,  d rug  and a l c o h o l  programs, 
p re sen tence  r e p o r t s ,  and psychologica l  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  b o t h  t h e  
p roba t ion  and t h e  pa ro le  departments. 

(1) P re t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  Sentencing 
(3)  C l i n i c  ( 4 )  15/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  12:12 
( 7 )  N/A (8) N/A 
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Ohio 

P sycho-Diag no st i c  C li nic 

Summit County Common P l e a s  Court  
Akron, Ohio 44308 

Contact:  Daniel B. Reinhold,  Adminis t ra tor  
(216) 379-5677 

Summary: T h i s  i s  t h e  g e n e r a l  menta l  h e a l t h  d i a g n o s t i c  c e n t e r  f o r  t h e  
county c o u r t s .  Defendants are r e f e r r e d  f o r  competency t o  s tand t r i a l  
and i n s a n i t y  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  a s  w e l l  a s  f o r  sentencing and p r i s o n e r  
mental  h e a l t h  eva lua t ions .  The p r o j e c t  s t a f f  adminis te r  
psychologica l  tests and r e f e r  many defendants  f o r  f u r t h e r  s tudy by 
p s y c h i a t r i s t s  and p s y c h o l o g i s t s  working o n  a c o n t r a c t u a l  bas i s .  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing (2)  Competency, I n s a n i t y  
( 3 )  Court ,  J a i l  ( 4 )  32/month (5) Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker 
(6) 11:2 ( 7 )  77-BC-F04- 7650 7/1/77 (8) Beran and Toomey 

District  Nine Forens ic  Center Evalua t ion  

Cambridge Mental  H e a l t h  Center  
Cambridge, Ohio 43725 

Contact:  Hugh Ryan 
( 6 1 4 )  439-4136 

Summary: The c e n t e r ,  se rv ing  t h i r t e e n  r u r a l  c o u n t i e s ,  p rovides  
court-ordered p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  of 0ffender .s  f o r  competency and 
i n s a n i t y  hear ings .  The s t a f f  a l s o  provides  drug dependency 
e v a l u a t i o n s ,  o f f e r s  o u t p a t i e n t  mental  h e a l t h  t rea tment  t o  
p r o b a t i o n e r s  and p a r o l e e s ,  a c t s  as  c o n s u l t a n t s  t o  o t h e r  agencies ,  and 
performs e d u c a t i o n a l  services f o r  t h e  community. 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
Other ( 4 )  7/month (5) Psychologis t  (6)  2:2 ( 7 )  78-BC-F01-8520 
3/10/78 ( 8 )  Beran and Toomey 
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Ohio 

Court P s y c h i a t r i c  Se rv ice  

AlmsDoepke Building 
222 East C e n t r a l  Parkway 
Cinc inna t i ,  Ohio 45202 

Contact:  D r .  Winter, A s s i s t a n t  t o  t h e  D i r e c t o r  
(513) 352-3116 

Summary : 
and t r ea tmen t  f o r  c l i e n t s  involved  i n  t h e  criminal j u s t i c e  system. 
Presentence  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  a s  w e l l  a s  screening  and e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  
p a r o l e  and p roba t ion  depar tments ,  a r e  inc luded  i n  t h e i r  s e rv i ces .  

The c e n t e r  pro  v i  de  s d i ag no st i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  , c o nsu It a t i o  ns  , 

(1) Pretr ia l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  Treatment 
(3 )  J a i l ,  C l i n i c  ( 4 )  150/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker 
(6)  20:15 (7 )  77-BC- F04-7715 6/30/78 (8)Beran and Toomey 

Inmate C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and O r i e n t a t i o n  System 

C i t y  of Cleveland 
601  Lakeside Avenue 
Cleveland, Ohio 44115 

Contact:  Thomas Hardin,  Commissioner, Cleveland House of C o r r e c t i o n s  
(216) 464-9104 

Summary: A s  p a r t  of t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n ' s  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  p rocess ,  t h i s  
program s c r e e n s  new inmates t o  assess t h e i r  menta l  h e a l t h  
requi rements  and de termine  h o w  they  might b e n e f i t  from s p e c i a l i z e d  
r e s o u r c e s  of t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n .  

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  35/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2:1.25 
(7 )  78-BE- F01-0336 9/30/78 (8)  Beran and Toomey 
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Ohio 

J a i l  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  U n i t  

1215 West Th i rd  S t r e e t  
Cleveland,  Ohio 44113 

Contact:  Leo Wenneman, C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  Superv isor  
(216) 623-6048 

Summary: Upon e n t e r i n g  t h e  j a i l ,  inmates are screened by a s o c i a l  
worker t o  assess t h e  need f o r  f u r t h e r  p sycho log ica l  eva lua t ion .  
Inmates may t h e n  be r e f e r r e d  t o  a s t a f f  psychologis t  f o r  more 
compre he ns i  ve e va l u a  t i o  n . 

(1) I n t a k e  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  
(4 )  400/month (5) P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  4:3 ( 7 )  N/A 
(8 )  Beran and Toomey 

J a i l  P s y c h i a t r i c  Uni t  

1215 West Third Street  
Cleveland, Ohio 44103 

Contact :  D r .  S teven  Friedman 
(216) 623-6193 

Summary: A l l  inmates e n t e r i n g  t h e  county j a i l  are p r e l i m i n a r i l y  
screened and eva lua ted  v i a  a s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  inventory  and a menta l  
h e a l t h  ques t ionna i r e .  P s y c h i a t r i s t s  and psycho log i s t s  conduct 
i n t e n s i v e  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  t hose  i n  need of menta l  h e a l t h  se rv i ces .  
The j a i l  m a i n t a i n s  a p s y c h i a t r i c  t rea tment  u n i t  a s  w e l l  a s  f a c i l i t i e s  
f o r  t h e  menta l ly  r e t a rded .  

(1) I n t a k e  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  
( 4 )  90/month (5)  Psychologis t ,  Other ( 6 )  9:7 ( 7 )  77-BC-F02-7784 
( 8 )  Beran and Toomey 
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Ohio 

P sychia  t r i c  C li nic 

1200 Ontar io  Road 
Cleveland, Ohio 44113 

Contact:  Ralph Robinson, Assoc ia te  D i r e c t o r  
(216) 623-7330 

Summary: T h i s  c l in ic ,  t h e  f o u r t h  o l d e s t  d i a g n o s t i c  c e n t e r  i n  t h e  
count ry ,  s c r e e n s  and e v a l u a t e s  i n d i v i d u a l s  r e f e r r e d  from both 
municipal  and common p l e a s  c o u r t s .  
competency and i n s a n i t y  h e a r i n g s  as  w e l l  a s  sentencing 
recommendations are t h e  major t a s k s  of t h e  c l in ic .  

P s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  

( 1 )  P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing (2) Competency, I n s a n i t y  ( 3 )  Court 
(4 )  75/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  17:6 ( 7 )  N / A  
(8) Beran and Toomey 

Distr ic t  Eleven F o r e n s i c  Center  Expansion (Youngstown) 

Department of Mental  Heal th  and Mental  R e t a r d a t i o n  ( 8 )  
30 East Broad S t r e e t  
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Contact:  Ms. Audrey Schwebel 
(216) 788-1163 

Summary: 
competency and i n s a n i t y  through c o n t r a c t  wi th  o t h e r  m e n t a l  h e a l t h  
agencies. 

T h i s  f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r  performs court-ordered e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing (2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  
( 3 )  C l i n i c  ( 4 )  20/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  8:3 ( 7 )  77-BC-F01-7558 
7/21/77 ( 8 )  Beran and Toomey 

L o r a i n  County Forens ic  Center  

2304 Four th  S t r e e t  
E l y r i a ,  Ohio 44035 

Contact :  Kathleen S t a f f o r d ,  Ph.D. 
(216)  322-4663 

Summary: The c e n t e r  performs court-ordered p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  
of o f f e n d e r s  f o r  competency and i n s a n i t y  hear ings .  The s t a f f  a l s o  
p r o v i d e s  r e f e r r a l s  t o  l o c a l  t rea tment  a g e n c i e s  and emergency menta l  
h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  f o r  l o c a l  ja i ls .  

4 
I 
I 
8 
I 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
Other ( 4 )  25/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  Other ( 6 )  3:2 ( 7 )  77-BC-F01-7556 
7/21/77 (8) Beran and Toomey 
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Ohio 

P s y c h i a t r i c  C l i n i c  i n  t h e  Lebanon C o r r e c t i o n a l  I n s t i t u t e  

D i v i s i o n  of Forens ic  P s y c h i a t r y  
Room 1334 
300 E. Broad S t r e e t  
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Contact : J a c k  Bromley 
(614) 466-9960 

Summary: T h i s  c l i n i c  p r o v i d e s  p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n ,  d i a g n o s i s ,  and 
t rea tment  f o r  inmates o n  a n  out -pa t ien t  bas i s .  

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
(3) P r i s o n  ( 4 )  50/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2:1.25 
( 7 )  77-BC- F02-7566 4/19/77 (8) Beran and Toomey 

Summit County Forens ic  Center  (Akron) 

Department of Mental  Heal th  and R e t a r d a t i o n  
30 East Broad S t r e e t  
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Contact:  Mr. Daniel Reinhold 
(216) 379-5677 

Summary: 
sc reening  and e v a l u a t i o n  a t  v a r i o u s  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  
process .  The s t a f f  perf  oms court-ordered e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  competency 
and i n s a n i t y  hear ings ,  p r o v i d e s  presentence r e p o r t s ,  and a d v i s e s  t h e  
c o u r t s  o n  p r o b a t i o n  and p a r o l e  supervis ion.  The c e n t e r  handles  t h o s e  
o f f e n d e r s  i n c a r c e r a t e d  through t h e  municipal ,  p roba te ,  and common 
p l e a s  c o u r t s .  

T h i s  f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r  provides  comprehensive menta l  h e a l t h  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Other ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  ( 3 )  Court ,  
J a i l  ( 4 )  35/month (5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  7:2 
( 7 )  77-BC-F01-7554 3/28/77 (8)  Beran and Toomey 



Ohio 

Shawnee Forens i c  Center  

Department of Mental Hea l th  and --,!ntal R e t a r d a t i o n  
30 East Broad S t r e e t  
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Contact:  Ms. Agnes Edwards, A c t i n g  D i r e c t o r  
( 6 1 4 )  354-7702 

Summary: T h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  f o r e n s i c  u n i t ,  s e rv ing  s i x  r u r a l  Ohio 
c o u n t i e s ,  performs court-ordered e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  competency hea r ings  
and i n s a n i t y  pleas. The c e n t e r  employs a f o r e n s i c  p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  a 
c l in i ca l  psycho log i s t ,  and a s o c i a l  worker who u s u a l l y  t r a v e l  t o  t h e  
si te of i n c a r c e r a t i o n  t o  perform t h e  e v a l u a t i o n s .  The s t a f f  i s  a l s o  
c a l l e d  upon t o  do r e f e r r a l s  t o  t r ea tmen t  f a c i l i t i e s  and t o  e v a l u a t e  
those  who are suspected of needing t r ea tmen t  f o r  drug  abuse.  

(1) Pre t r ia l  ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  ( 3 )  J a i l ,  Community 
Mental Hea l th  Center  ( 4 )  5/month (5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  P sycho log i s t  
( 6 )  3:l ( 7 )  3977-BC-F01-7559 (8) Beran and Toomey 

Toledo Court Diagnos t ic  and Treatment Center  ExDansion 

Department of Mental  Hea l th  and R e t a r d a t i o n  
30 East Broad S t r e e t  
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Contact:  Wayne Graves, D i r e c t o r  
(419) 244-8624 

Summary: T h i s  p r o j e c t  performs court-ordered e v a l u a t i o n s  of 
o f f e n d e r s  f o r  competency o r  i n s a n i t y  hear ings .  The c e n t e r  a l s o  
p rov ides  short-term t r ea tmen t  and examinations of o f f e n d e r s  and 
emergency p s y c h i a t r i c  s e r v i c e s  t o  persons  i n  j a i l .  

(1) Pre t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
C l i n i c  ( 4 )  70/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  16:13 
( 7 )  77-BC-F01-7551 5/23/77 (8) Beran and Toomey 
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Ohio 

Davton Area Forens i c  Center 

131 North Ludlow 
Dayton, Ohio 45402 

Contact:  H a l  Bussey, D i r e c t o r  
(513) 223-0081 

Summary: T h i s  c e n t e r ,  s e rv ing  seven c o u n t i e s ,  p rov ides  court-ordered 
p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  of o f f ende r s ,  e x p e r t  testimony, and out- 
p a t i e n t  menta l  h e a l t h  t rea tment  f o r  p r o b a t i o n e r s  and pa ro lees .  
c e n t e r  a l s o  p rov ides  emergency menta l  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  f o r  l o c a l  j a i l s  
and county workhouses. 

The 

(1) Pretr ia l ,  Other ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  (3 )  J a i l ,  
Forens ic  U n i t  ( 4 )  50/month (5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  (6 )  14:12 
(7 )  77-BC-F01- 7550 8/25/77 ( 8 )  Beran and Toomey 

Center f o r  Forens ic  Psychiatry--Butler County 

222 High S t r e e t  
Hamilton, Ohio 45501 

Contact:  Mr. Roger F i s h e r  
(513) 867-5866 

Summary: T h i s  f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r ,  l oca t ed  o u t s i d e  C i n c i n n a t i ,  s e r v e s  
f o u r  coun t i e s .  The c e n t e r  p r i m a r i l y  p rov ides  t h e  c o u r t s  with 
p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  competency and i n s a n i t y  hea r ings .  The 
c o u r t s  served inc lude  t h e  common pleas ,  municipal,  and probate  
c o u r t s .  The e v a l u a t i o n s  are performed a t  v a r i o u s  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  
c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  p rocess  as  t h e  s t a f f  i s  involved i n  emergency 
e v a l u a t i o n s  i n  t h e  j a i l s ,  presentence  r e p o r t s ,  and p r o b a t i o n  
recommendations. The p r o j e c t  a l s o  o f f e r s  menta l  h e a l t h  t r ea tmen t  f o r  
p roba t ione r s  and pa ro lees .  

(1) Pre t r ia l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  Competency 
( 3 )  J a i l ,  C l i n i c  ( 4 )  30/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  6:5 
(7)  77-BC-F01-7555 (8) Beran and Toomey 
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Ohio 

District  F i v e  Forens ic  Center  

165 West Third S t r e e t  
Mansfield,  Ohio 44902 

Contact:  Mr. Makey, D i r e c t o r  
(419) 526-1178 

Summary: T h i s  u n i t  f u n c t i o n s  a s  a resource  t o  t h e  common p l e a s  
c o u r t ,  p rovid ing  p s y c h i a t r i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  competency and i n s a n i t y  
h e a r i n g s  as  w e l l  a s  d e t e r m i n a t i o n s  of  drug dependency. The s t a f f  
a l s o  performs presentence  r e p o r t s  f o r  t h e  p r o b a t i o n  department.  A l l  
e v a l u a t i o n s  u t i l i z e  a team approach method. 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Competency, I n s a n i t y  (3 )  C l i n i c  
(4)  15/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  4:3.5 ( 7 )  N/A 
( 8 )  Beran and Toomey 

Adu It Pro  ba t  i o n S e r v i c e  s 

Municipal  Court 
40 West Main S t r e e t  
Newark, Ohio 43055 

Contact:  Norma Thomas 
(614) 345-6002 

Summary: T h i s  i s  a p r o b a t i o n  department program r e c e i v i n g  d e f e n d a n t s  
r e f e r r e d  from t h e  c o u r t  a f t e r  a sentence of probat ion .  It a l s o  makes 
some presentence  r e p o r t s .  The department may r e f e r  t h e  defendant  t o  
o t h e r  agencies ,  i n c l u d i n g  menta l  h e a l t h  agencies .  

(1) Sentencing,  Other  ( 2 )  Sentencing,  Treatment ( 3 )  Other  
( 4 )  60/month ( 5 )  Other ( 6 )  2:2 ( 7 )  78-BC-F01-8387 3/20/78 ( 8 )  Beran 
and Toomey 

R e s i d e n t i a l  Forens ic  Center  

1264 Market S t r e e t  
Youngstown, Ohio 44507 

Contact:  Rick  B i l a k ,  P r o j e c t  D i r e c t o r  
(216) 744-5143 

Summary: T h i s  program, which w i l l  begin o p e r a t i o n  upon complet ion of 
i t s  8-bed f a c i l i t y ,  will provide  court-ordered assessments  of 
criminal r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and competency t o  s tand  t r i a l .  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  I n s a n i t y ,  Competency 
( 3 )  Forens ic  U n i t  ( 4 )  4/month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  2:2 
( 7 )  N/A (8 )  Beran and Toomey 
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I n t a k e  Te s t ing--Social  S e r v i c e s  Counseling 
Psvchologica l  Services Pro  iect 

Oklahoma Department of Correc t ions  
3400 North E a s t e r n  
Oklahoma C i t y ,  Oklahoma 73111 

Contact:  D r .  B i l l  Shaw, Chief Psychologis t  
(405) 427-6511 e x t .  2 8 1  

Summary: 
c l a s s i f i e d  by t h e  i n t a k e  t e s t i n g  c e n t e r .  
tests and medical  exams are adminis tered as  components of a 
comprehensive d i a g n o s t i c  p r o c e s s  aimed a t  providing opt imal  placement 
and s e r v i c e s .  

A l l  persons  e n t e r i n g  t h e  Oklahoma c o r r e c t i o n a l  system are 
A b a t t e r y  of psychologica l  

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
( 3 )  P r i s o n  (4 )  180/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  3:2.4 
(7) 77C0200001C 10/14/76 (8) N / A  

Joseph Harp C o r r e c t i o n a l  Center - S p e c i a l  Programs U n i t  

Oklahoma Department of C o r r e c t i o n s  
3400 N .  E a s t e r n  
Oklahoma C i t y ,  Oklahoma 73111 

Contact:  E d i t h  K i n g ,  D i r e c t o r  
(405) 527-5593 

B i l l  Shaw, Chief Psychologis t ,  Oklahoma 
Department of Correct  i o n s  A s  se ssment 
Recept ion Center  
(405) 427-6511 e x t .  281 

-or- 

Summary: T h i s  program p r o v i d e s  in-depth e v a l u a t i o n  and t rea tment  
s e r v i c e s  o n  a short-term, r e s i d e n t i a l  basis f o r  inmates of o t h e r  
Oklahoma p r i s o n s  whose menta l  h e a l t h  d i f f i c u l t i e s  r e q u i r e  s p e c i a l  
a t t e n t i o n .  

(1) I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Treatment ( 3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  7/month 
( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  8:7.5 ( 7 )  N/A ( 8 )  N / A  
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Orego n, Pennsylvania 

C li e n t D i ag no s t i c C e n t  e r 

412 S.W. 1 2 t h  S t r e e t  
Po r t l and ,  Oregon 97205 

Contact:  Robey E ld r idge ,  Manager, Presentence  Uni t  
(503) 229-5803 

Summary: P a r o l e  o f f i c e r s ,  and sometimes psycho log i s t s ,  e v a l u a t e  
convic ted  de fendan t s  i n  Multnomah County and make sen tenc ing  
recommendations t o  t h e  c o u r t s ,  g e n e r a l l y  w i t h i n  f i f t e e n  days  of 
r e f e r r a l .  

(1) Sentencing ( 2 )  Sentencing ( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  150/month 
(5) Psycho log i s t ,  Other (6 )  13:13 ( 7 )  77E 003.0 1/1/77 (8) N/A 

J a i l  Counselor and Equipment Purchases  

W e  stmore land  County Detent i o n  Center 
110 Vanmear Avenue 
Greensburg, Pennsylvania 15601 

Contact:  W i l l i a m  Hare, C o r r e c t i o n a l  Counselor 
(412) 836-5910 ' 

Summary: The program p r o v i d e s  a f u l l - t i m e  counse lo r  t o  e v a l u a t e  
i n c a r c e r a t e d  o f f e n d e r s  o r  p r e t r i a l  d e t a i n e e s  and de termine  t h e i r  
needs f o r  t r ea tmen t  i n  t h e  a r e a s  of menta l  h e a l t h ,  d rug  o r  a l c o h o l  
abuse ,  and f ami ly  problems. 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  Treatment ( 3 )  Jail 
( 4 )  80/month (5)  Other (6) 1:l (7 )  77C 0130791 (8) N/A 
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Pennsylvania 

P r e t r i a l  SuDDortive S e r v i c e s  

Community Release Agency 
535 F i f t h  Avenue 
P i t t sbu rgh ,  Pennsylvania  15219 

Contact:  Melvena Lowry, Execut ive Di rec to r  
(412) 391-8864/(412) 642-2604 

Summary: The program i n t e r v i e w s  everyone committed t o  t h e  j a i l  and 
assesses t h e i r  needs and de termines  a p p r o p r i a t e  s e r v i c e s  o r  
t rea tment .  I f  a c l i e n t  seems menta l ly  ill o r  o therwise  i n  need of 
s e r v i c e s  not  a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h e  j a i l ,  r e f e r r a l s  t o  o u t s i d e  programs may 
be made wi th  t h e  c o u r t ' s  approval .  Those i n  need of psychologica l  
e v a l u a t i o n  are r e f e r r e d  t o  a l o c a l  menta l  h e a l t h  c l in ic .  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  (2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
(3) J a i l  (4 )  30/month ( 5 )  Other (6)  1:l (7)  77C-0120618 11/14/77 
(8) Vera I n s t i t u t e  of J u s t i c e .  Eva lua t ion  of t h e  Community Release 
Agency, P i t t s b u r g h ,  Pennsylvania  (DS-444-73A). Harr i sburg :  
Pennsylvania  Commission o n  C r i m e  and Delinquency, 1974. 

I n t a k e ,  Diagnos t ic  and C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  P r o j e c t  

P. 0. BOX 23-A 
Thornt on, Pennsylvania  19 3 7 3 

Contact:  Vincent Guar in i ,  Deputy Warden, Treatment S e r v i c e s  
(215) 358-2150 

Summary: T h i s  program f u n c t i o n s  a s  a n  i n t a k e  u n i t  f o r  t h e  county 
p r i son .  It i s  loca ted  i n  a s e p a r a t e  f a c i l i t y  from t h e  pr i son .  A l l  
incoming p r e t r i a l  d e t a i n e e s  and i n c a r c e r a t e d  inmates are screened.  
Any menta l  h e a l t h  problems noted are r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  medica l  s t a f f  
who a l s o  s c r e e n  f o r  a l c o h o l  o r  drug problems dur ing  t h e  r o u t i n e  
i n t a k e  examination. The s t a f f  a l s o  r e f e r s  i n d i v i d u a l s  t o  a p p r o p r i a t e  
t rea tment  a g e n c i e s  and p rov ides  emergency i n t e r v e n t i o n  f o r  menta l  
h e a l t h  problems. 

( 1 )  P r e t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  Competency 
( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  80/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  1:l 
( 7 )  77C-0130492 7/26/77 ( 8 )  N/A 
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Puer to  Rico, Rhode I s l a n d  

Diagnos t ic ,  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  and Treatment Center  

Cor rec t ions  Adminis t ra t ion  
P.O. Box 71308 
San Juan, P u e r t o  Rico 00936 

Contact:  D r .  Vasco Daubon, D i r e c t o r  
(809) 759-8466 

Summary: T h i s  program, o p e r a t i n g  out  of f i v e  o f f i c e s  throughout 
Pue r to  Rico, conducts  p s y c h i a t r i c  and psycho log ica l  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  
presentence  r e p o r t s  and p a r o l e  recommendations. 
program s t a f f  assess t h e  menta l  h e a l t h  t r ea tmen t  needs of p r i s o n  
i mat e s . 

Addi t iona l ly ,  

(1) Sentencing, I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  P a r o l e ,  Treatment 
( 3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  225/month ( 5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  9:6 
(7 )  78-AF-AX-0072-16[4] 1/16/78 (8) N/A 

I n t a k e  S e r v i c e s ,  Adult P roba t ion  and Pa ro le  

250 Bene f i t  S t r e e t  
Providence, Rhode I s l a n d  02903 

Contact:  F r a n c i s  J. Murray, A s s i s t a n t  P r o b a t i o n  and P a r o l e  
Admini s t r a t o r  

(401) 277-3496 

Summary: T h i s  program s c r e e n s  and de termines  t h e  special  needs of 
o f f e n d e r s  p laced  o n  p r o b a t i o n  by t h e  l o c a l  c o u r t .  P r o b a t i o n e r s  may 
be r e f e r r e d  t o  a l o c a l  men ta l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r  f o r  f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n .  

(1) Other (2 )  Other ,  Treatment ( 3 )  Court ( 4 )  85/month 
(5 )  Other ( 6 )  4:4 (7 )  79-3286-C2C5 6/6/79 (8) N/A 
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South Caro l ina  

Psychologica l  Evalua t ion  of Work Release Candidates  

Department of C o r r e c t i o n s  
4444 Broad River  Road 
Columbia, South Caro l ina  29221 

Contact:  Thomas A .  Wham 
(803) 758-6401 

Summary: 
e l i g i b l e  f o r  work release t o  determine whether c a n d i d a t e s  are 
s u i t a b l e  f o r  community work. 

T h i s  program performs psychologica l  e v a l u a t i o n s  of  inmates 

(1) I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Treatment, Other ( 3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  130/ 
month ( 5 )  Psychologis t  (6)  5:3.5 (7 )  77123 
Unknown. "Chapter I V ,  release programs" and "Chapter V ,  summary of 
problems and recommendations." Columbia: South Caro l ina  Department 
of Correc t ions ,  1979. 

9/20/78 ( 8 )  Author 

T e s t i n g / R e f e r r a l  Serv ice  f o r  Mentally Retarded/Mental Heal th  Inmates 

South Car0 li na Department of Correc t ions  
1515 G i s t  S t r e e t  
Columbia, 'South Carol ina 

Contact:  J e r r y  L. S a l i s b u r y ,  Ph.D. 
(803) 758-6896 

Summary: A l l  inmates e n t e r i n g  t h e  c o r r e c t i o n s  system are t e s t e d  i n  
t h e  r e c e p t i o n  c e n t e r .  The s t a f f  s p e c i f i c a l l y  examines f o r  mental  
r e t a r d a t i o n  and o t h e r  menta l  h e a l t h  problems. 

(1) I n t a k e  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment ( 3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  400/ 
month ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  Other (6)  1O:lO ( 7 )  77038 2/3/77 ( 8 )  N/A 
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South Caro l ina ,  Tennessee 

Greenv i l l e  County P re -Tr i a l  D ive r s ion  Program 

Greenv i l l e  County Courthouse 
Greenv i l l e ,  South Caro l ina  29601 

Contact:. Matt Hawley 
(803) 298-8411 

Summary: After d i v e r s i o n  from t r i a l  i n t o  t h i s  program, menta l  h e a l t h  
sc reen ing  i s  conducted and r e f e r r a l s  are made t o  l o c a l  agencies .  The 
program p rov ides  f o r  t r a i n i n g  of t h e  c l i e n t  and e d u c a t i o n  i n  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  t h e  community. The major purpose of t h e  program i s  
t o  provide  a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  long-term i n c a r c e r a t i o n  f o r  f i r s t - t i m e  
of f ende r s .  

(1) P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  ( 3 )  Other 
(4 )  150/month ( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  6 :6  ( 7 )  78DFAX0030 
1/19/78 (8) N/A 

Diagnos t ic  S e r v i c e s  f o r  J a i l  Inmates 

710 South F i f t h  S t r e e t  
Nashv i l l e ,  Tennessee 37206 

Contact:  W i l l i a m  Wall, D i r e c t o r  of C o r r e c t i o n a l  R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  
(615)  259-6221 

Summary: 
of p re t r i a l  d e t a i n e e s .  
inmate, and a n  i n t e r v i e w  i s  conducted by the  s t a f f  p sycho log i s t .  An 
i n d i v i d u a l  may be r e f e r r e d  t o  a p s y c h i a t r i s t  i f  a more complete 
assessment is warranted. 

T h i s  program s e r v e s  t h r e e  f a c i l i t i e s  and performs sc reen ing  
A b a t t e r y  of t es t s  are adminis te red  t o  each  

(1) P r e t r i a l  ( 2 )  Competency, C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  ( 3 )  J a i l  
( 4 )  4O/month ( 5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  Other ( 6 )  3:1.5 ( 7 )  03OA-79-4.02-802 
7 /1 /79  ( 8 )  N/A 
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700 East 2 5 t h  S t r e e t  
Ogden, Utah 84401 

Contact:  Ir is  E. Hemenway 
(801) 627-2510 

Utah, V i r g i n i a  

Parkview Communitv C o r r e c t i o n s  Center  

Summary: T h i s  program f u n c t i o n s  a s  halfway house f o r  female 
p r o b a t i o n e r s  and paro lees .  
t r a i n i n g  and experience as  w e l l  a s  counsel ing f o r  t h e  r e s i d e n t s .  
Those wi th  menta l  h e a l t h  problems are r e f e r r e d  t o  a l o c a l  mental  
h e a l t h  c e n t e r  f o r  eva lua t ion .  

It  provides  e d u c a t i o n a l  and occupat iona l  

(1) I n t a k e ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
( 3 )  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  5/month (5) Other (6)  8:8 (7 )  S-79-G-1-1 11/1/78 
( 8 )  N / A  

Weber County Mental Heal th  Center  

5 t h  F loor  
2510 Washington Boulevard 
Ogden, Utah 84401 

Contact:  S teve  Watson 
(801) 626-9100 

Summary: 
c o n s u l t a n t "  and performs menta l  h e a l t h  assessments  a t  t h e  reques t  of 
c o u r t s ,  p r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r s ,  p o l i c e ,  and j a i l  personnel .  Assessments 
of c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and incompetency t o  s tand  t r i a l  are  only 
pre l iminary  and may r e s u l t  i n  f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n  elsewhere by a 
p syc h i a  t r i st. 

A c l in i ca l  s o c i a l  worker wi th  t h i s  program a c t s  as  a "cour t  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  Competency, Sentencing 
( 3 )  J a i l ,  C l i n i c  ( 4 )  12/month ( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  1:l ( 7 )  N/A 
( 8 )  N / A  

Peninsula  Mental  Heal th  Center a t  Rivers ide  HosDital  

River s i d e  Ho s p  i t a  1 
Newport N e w s ,  V i r g i n i a  23601 

Contact :  M r .  Peter Hartman, Administrator 
(804) 599-2060 

Summary: 
mental  h e a l t h  screening and e v a l u a t i o n  a t  v a r i o u s  s t a g e s  w i t h i n  t h e  
criminal j u s t i c e  process .  

T h i s  community program s e r v e s  t h e  c o u r t s  by conducting 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing ( 2 )  Diversion,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
Other ( 4 )  N / A  ( 5 )  Psychologis t ,  S o c i a l  Worker (6 )  10:2 ( 7 )  N / A  ( 8 )  N/A 
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Virg in ia ,  Washing t o n  

Norfolk C i t y  J a i l  Screening and C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  

811 East C i t y  H a i l  Avenue 
Norfolk, V i r g i n i a  23510 

Contact:  R u s s e l l  Chandler,  Medical L i a i s o n  
(804) 441-2341 

Summary: 
competent t o  s t and  t r i a l .  I f  competency i s  ques t ioned ,  t h e  o f f ende r  
may be s e n t  t o  e i t h e r  Eas te rn  S t a t e  H o s p i t a l  o r  C e n t r a l  S t a t e  
H o s p i t a l  f o r  f u r t h e r  observa t ion .  

A p h y s i c i a n  s c r e e n s  o f f e n d e r s  t o  de te rmine  whether they  are 

(1) Pre t r i a l  ( 2 )  Competency, Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  50/month 
(5) Doctor,  Psychologis t  (6 )  2 : l  ( 7 )  N/A ( 8 )  N/A 

C e n t r a l  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and Records Unit  

P.O. Box 26963 
Department of C o r r e c t i o n s  
Richmond, V i r g i n i a  23261 

Contact:  M r .  Joseph  Hinchey, Manager, C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and Records Uni t  
(804) 257-0119 ' 

Summary: Inmates e n t e r i n g  t h e  state p r i s o n  system are c l a s s i f i e d  a t  
one of two c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  c e n t e r s .  The sc reen ing  p rocess  i n c l u d e s  
psycho log ica l  and medica l  examinations,  e d u c a t i o n a l  and v o c a t i o n a l  
assessments ,  and i n t e r v i e w s  wi th  c h a p l a i n s  and p a r o l e  personnel .  
Inmates are as s igned  t o  one of 4 3  s ta te  f a c i l i t i e s  accord ing  t o  
s e c u r i t y  needs, proximity t o  t h e  inma te ' s  home, a p p r o p r i a t e  t r ea tmen t  
programs, and a v a i l a b l e  space. 

(1) I n t a k e ,  Other ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment ( 3 )  P r i s o n  
( 4 )  275/month (5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  Other ( 6 )  50:50 (7 )  N/A ( 8 )  N/A 

Offender S e r v i c e s  Coordina tor  

Whitman County S h e r i f f ' s  Department 
P.O. Box 470 
Colfax, Washington 99111 

Contact:  Robert D. I n g a l l s ,  Offender Services Coordina tor  
(509) 397-4546 

Summary: 
worker i n  o r d e r  t o  determine t rea tment  needs. 

Incoming inmates are in te rv iewed by a m i n i s t e r / s o c i a l  

(1) I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  20/month ( 5 )  Other 
( 6 )  1:1/2 ( 7 )  77-C-7134 8 /11 /77  (8) N/A 
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Washing t o n  

Dis t r ic t  Court  P r o b a t i o n  S e r v i c e s  

7006 7 0 t h  S t r e e t ,  N.E. 
Oak Harbor, Washington 98277 

Contact:  L e w i s  S a u t e r  
(206) 675-0777 

Summary: T h i s  program conducts  pre l iminary  s c r e e n i n g s  of  
misdemeanants f o r  pre-sentence and probat ion  r e p o r t s .  
be r e f e r r e d  t o  p s y c h i a t r i c  h o s p i t a l s  f o r  f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n  and/or  
t rea t m e  n t  . 

Offenders  may 

(1) Sentencing, Other ( 2 )  Sentencing, Treatment ( 3 )  Court ,  
C l i n i c  ( 4 )  25/month (5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  6:6 
(7)  77-(2-7143 8/15/77 ( 8 )  N/A 

Ja i  1 S e r v i c e s  

327 West L e w i s  S t r e e t  
Pasco, Washington 99301 

Contact:  Mace Knapp 
(509) 547-4122 

Summary: The p r o j e c t  e v a l u a t e s  inmates i n  two l o c a l  j a i l s  r e f e r r e d  
by t h e  j a i l o r  t o  determine whether menta l  h e a l t h  t rea tment  i s  
necessary . 

( 1 )  P r e t r i a l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  lO/month 
( 5 )  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  1:.5 (7 )  79-C-9175 5/15/79 ( 8 )  N/A 

Adult  C o r r e c t i o n s  Treatment Program 

603 East 8 t h  S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  4 
P o r t  Angeles, Washington 98362 

Contact:  David Eden, Mental  Heal th  P r o f e s s i o n a l  
(206) 457-0431 

Summary: The primary g o a l s  of t h i s  p r o j e c t  are t o  provide menta l  
h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  in o r d e r  t o  ass i s t  C l a l l a m  County c o u r t s  a t  t h e  
p r e t r i a l  release s t a g e ,  but s e r v i c e s  c a n  be provided a t  a l l  s t a g e s  of 
t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  process .  R e f e r r a l s  come from p r i v a t e  a t t o r n e y s ,  
p roba t ion  o f f i c e r s ,  and p u b l i c  defenders .  

( 1 )  P r e t r i a l ,  Other ( 2 )  Diversion,  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
C l in i c  ( 4 )  20/month ( 5 )  Other ( 6 )  1:l ( 7 )  78-C-8105 5/1/78 ( 8 )  N / A  
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Washington 

Medical Care and Heal th  Se rv ices  

Cor rec t ions  Div i s ion ,  Department of R e h a b i l i t a t i v e  S e r v i c e s  
East 223 King County Courthouse 
Third and James 
S e a t t l e ,  Washington 98104 

Contact:  Diana Strom 
(206) 344-7400 

Summary: This  s t a t e w i d e  program, not  y e t  f u l l y  i n  o p e r a t i o n ,  
assesses t h e  medical and mental  h e a l t h  needs of inmates. Upon 
admission t o  t h e  c o r r e c t i o n a l  system, t h e  inmate completes a 
q u e s t i o n n a i r e  and may l a t e r  be r e f e r r e d  t o  a s o c i a l  worker f o r  
eva lua t ion .  

(1) I n t a k e  (2 )  Competency, C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  ( 3 )  J a i l ,  P r i s o n  
(4) 2,50O/month (5 )  S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  6:6 (7 )  78EDAX0171 
9/30/78 (8 )  N/A 

Ja i l  S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s  

P i e r c e  County J a i l  
930 Tacoma Avenue 
Tacoma, Washington 98402 

Contact:  Nark Al len ,  S o c i a l  Se rv ices  Coordinator 
(206) 593-4792 

Summary: 
assesses psychologica l  and s o c i a l  problems. Except w i th  respect t o  
p r i s o n e r s  thought t o  be psycho t i c ,  who are r e f e r r e d  d i r e c t l y  t o  a 
c l i n i c a l  psychologis t  f o r  f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n  and t r ea tmen t ,  
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  s o c i a l  s e r v i c e s  programs o f f e r e d  a t  t h e  j a i l  i s  
voluntary .  

This  program sc reens  a l l  j a i l  p r i s o n e r s  a t  i n t a k e  and 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
( 3 )  J a i l  ( 4 )  300/month ( 5 )  Psycho log i s t ,  Other ( 6 )  7:6 ( 7 )  N/A ( 8 )  N/A 
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Washington, W i  scons in  

P i e r c e  County P r o b a t i o n  Department 

819 South K S t r e e t  
Tacoma, Washington 98405 

Contact:  Don Haney, D i r e c t o r  
(206) 593-4123 

Summary: 
who have been placed o n  p r o b a t i o n  o r  are awai t ing  sentencing. 
Assessments are made wi th  regard  t o  mental  r e t a r d a t i o n ,  l e a r n i n g  
d i s a b i l i t i e s ,  and developmental  handicaps. T h i s  in format ion  may be 
included i n  presentence r e p o r t s  o r  may r e s u l t  i n  t h e  r e f e r r a l  of 
i n d i v i d u a l s  t o  a p p r o p r i a t e  community programs a s  a p a r t  of probat ion.  

Department p r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r s  i n t e r v i e w  a d u l t  misdemeanant s 

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Sentencing (2 )  Sentencing,  Treatment (3)  Other 
( 4 )  138/month (5 )  Other (6)  6 : 6  (7 )  N/A (8 )  N/A 

P o l i c e  Department P e o p l e ' s  Ass is tance  Team 

C i t y  of Vancouver 
210 East T h i r t e e n t h  S t r e e t  
Vancouver , Washington 98660 

Contact:  Capta in  Mose 
(206) 696-8227 

Summary: The o b j e c t i v e  of t h i s  program i s  t o  reduce p o l i c e  t i m e  
spent  o n  domestic d i s p u t e s  and o t h e r  noncriminal  cases. 
workers are r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  c r i s i s  i n t e r v e n t i o n ,  counse l ing ,  and 
r e f e r r a l  t o  community programs. 

S o c i a l  

(1) P r e t r i a l ,  Other (2)  Treatment ( 3 )  Other ( 4 )  55/month 
( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  3:3  ( 7 )  79-C-9125 11/29/78 ( 8 )  N/A 

Bellwood R e s i d e n t i a l  Center  

839 N.  2 7 t h  S t r e e t  
Milwaukee, Wisonsin 53208 

Contact:  Ed Carson, I n t a k e  D i r e c t o r  
(414) 931-7100 

Summary : 
p r o b a t i o n e r s ,  d i v e r s i o n  program p a r t i c i p a n t s ,  and o f f e n d e r s  preparing 
t o  re -en ter  s o c i e t y  a f t e r  a per iod  of i n c a r c e r a t i o n  o r  
h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n .  Mental h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  may be conducted t o  
a s s e s s  t h e  s p e c i a l  needs of c l i e n t s .  

T h i  s communi t y- ba sed , re  si  dent  i a  1 program se r ve s 

(1 )  I n c a r c e r a t i o n ,  Other (2 )  Treatment ( 3 )  J a i l ,  Other 
( 4 )  50/month ( 5 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t ,  Psychologis t  ( 6 )  4 0 : 3 0  ( 7 )  N / A  (8) N / A  
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Wisconsin 

Jewish Vocat iona l  S e r v i c e s  of Milwaukee 

1339 North Milwaukee S t r e e t  
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 

Contact:  Michael H. S t .  John 
(414) 272-1344 e x t .  364 

* Summary: T h i s  p r o j e c t ,  now o p e r a t i n g  on  a l i m i t e d  b a s i s ,  s e r v e s  
c l i e n t s  from any phase of t h e  criminal j u s t i c e  process .  
s u g g e s t s  sen tenc ing  a l t e r n a t i v e s ,  a i d s  o f f e n d e r s  i n  v o c a t i o n a l  
t r a i n i n g  and placement, and assists i n  f i n d i n g  s u i t a b l e  housing. 

The s t a f f  

(1) Pre t r ia l ,  I n t a k e  ( 2 )  Divers ion ,  Sentencing ( 3 )  J a i l ,  
C l i n i c  (4 )  20/month ( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker ( 6 )  1 O : l O  (7)  78-llB(4A)-MM-13-7 
8/1/78 (8 )  N/A 

Mental Hea l th  Treatment Program 

Wisconsin C o r r e c t i o n a l  S e r v i c e  
436 West Wisconsin Avenue 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53203 

Contact:  B o n e  J. Sayner, A s s i s t a n t  Execut ive  D i r e c t o r  
(414) 271-2512 

Summary: 
of o f f e n d e r s  o r  a l l e g e d  o f fende r s .  
are screened ,  and t r ea tmen t  i s  provided o n  a n  o u t p a t i e n t  b a s i s .  

T h i s  program assesses and t reats  t h e  men ta l  h e a l t h  problems 
All per sons  coming i n t o  t h e  j a i l  

(1) Pretr ia l ,  I n c a r c e r a t i o n  ( 2 )  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  Treatment 
(3)  J a i l ,  P r i s o n  ( 4 )  150/month ( 5 )  S o c i a l  Worker, Other ( 6 )  7:7 
( 7 )  78-4A-MM-04-8 11/5/78 (8) N/A 
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APPENDIX B 

An Annotated Bibliography 

The following is a selected bibliography of literature pertaining to 
It is not meant to the evaluability of forensic mental health projects. 

be exhaustive or comprehensive; rather it is intended to be literally 
"definitive," facilitating the definition of issues in the area. Litera- 
ture was included if (1) it considered the process of detection (the 
legal and psychological events that result in a decision of whether or 
not to apply certain mental health labels to an offender) and ( 2 )  it 
concerned one of several mental health labels (including mental retarda- 
tion, dangerousness, incompetency to stand trial, criminal responsibility, 
and specified categories of mental illness). 
to exclude some common types of literature, such as that discussing only 
legal processes, treatment f o r  mental illness, or screening for particular 
conditions tangential to problems of mental illness or retardation 
(especially alcoholism and drug abuse). 
apply exclusively to juvenile justice or civil commitment was excluded. 
Finally, as a rule of thumb, literature prior to 1975 was excluded frbm 
the search unless it appeared to be exceptionally important. 

Hence, an effort was made 

Literature that appeared to 

Literature was obtained from the following sources: 

1. 

2. 

3 .  

4 .  

5. 

Index Searches. Searches were made through Psychological 
Abstracts (January 1977 to June 19791, Index to Legal Periodicals 
(September 1976 to October 1979), The Criminal Justice 
Periodicals Index (January 1976 to May 19791, and the Social 
Sciences Index (ADril 1976 to June 1979). All available 
writings having titles and abstracts that seemed relevant 
according to the guidelines noted above were obtained. 

Computer Searches. A computer search was made by a commercial 
firm having access to a wide variety of computerized data- 
bases. The primary search phrase used was "forensic psychiatry." 
Documents with relevant titles were obtained. Similarly, a 
computer search was ordered from the NIMH clearinghouse on 
mental health. 

National Center for State Courts Staff and Library Holdings. 
The National Center's library an4 staff collections were searched 
for relevant titles. 

Verbal Inquiries and Fortuitous Sightings. Members of the staff 
asked professionals with whom they came in contact for references 
to particularly valuable literature. They also perused profes- 
sional magazines, brochures, etc., for leads to other literature. 

Bibliographies. The reference list in every writing obtained 
was checked for leads to other relevant literature. 
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Format and Organization of Bibliography 

The bibliography contains a citation to the writing's source, using 
the citation style in the Publication Manual of the American Psychological 
Association (MA, 19741, a short description of the writing, and coded 
information pertaining to the author's position or profession and the 
writing' s content. 

Figure 3 shows a sample bibliographic entry, each part of which has 
been labeled. The labels indicate the following: 

(1) Author 
( 2 )  Title 
( 3 )  Source 
( 4 )  Topics addressed in the writing, coded as follows: 

A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
0 

Civil commitment 
Competence 
Conservatorship 
Criminal responsibility 
Dangerousness 
Diagnoses 
Diversion from court 
Diversion from imprisonment 
Guardianship 
Measurement 
Outcomes/ef fect s 
Rights of client-offenders 
Sent enc ing 
Statutes 
Other 

( 5 )  . Area(s) of primary importance to forensic evaluation addressed 
in the writing, coded as follows: 

1 Procedures/method of screening. 
2 Where conducted? 
3 By whom? 
4 For whom? 
5 For what reasons? 
6 With what outcome? 
0 The writing has no area of primary importance, although it 

does address one or more areas to some extent. 

( 6 )  Abbreviation of state(s) on which the writing is focused. This 
item is omitted if the writing does not focus on a state. 

( 7 )  The position or profession of the author(s), as can best be 
determined from the writing. 

(8 )  Annotation. 
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(5) Areas of primary importance 
I 

(1) Author ( 6 )  S t a t e  (7) Author 's  p o s i t i o n  o r  p r o f e s s i o n  
/ 

J u s c i c e  System--Issues i n  F o r e n s i c  Se rv ices .  N e w  York: P r a e g e r ,  
1979 I / 

111 Offende r s  and che Cr io ina l - (2)  T i t l e  

/ l ( 3 )  Source 
BDEKH/256/0hio/social  s c i e n t x s t s .  p s y c h i a t r i s c s ,  l a v  p r o f e s s o r .  

( 4 )  Topic This book p r e s e n t s  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  an e v a l u a t i o n  of 6 Ohio f o r e n s i c  
c e n t e r s  funded  by L W .  
of mencal  h e a l r h  s e r v i c e s  t o  c o u r t s ,  p r o b a t i o n  deparcmencs,  p a r o l e  
a u r h o r i c i e s ,  and l o c a l  ja i ls .  The e v a l u a t i o n  inc luded  (1) j u d g e s '  
o p i n i o n  o f  chc  s e r v i c e s  p rov ided ,  ( 2 )  compar ison  of p rocedures  used  
and reconmendacions  made i n  t h e  c e n t e r s  wich chose  i n  t h e  s t a t e a s  
c e n t r a l  m e n t a l  h o s p i t a l  f o r e n s i c  u n i t .  and ( 3 )  comparing t h e  C O S C  
of m e n t a l  h e a l t h  e v a l u a c i o n s  i n  che c e n c e r s  v i t h  c o s t s  in the 
h o s p i c a l .  I n  a l l ,  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  was f a v o r a b l e  t o  t h e  f o r e n s i c  
c e n t e r s .  The book a l s o  c o n t a i n s  t h e  p roceed ings  of a 1977 
c o n f e r e n c e  on  Oh io ' s  F o r e n s i c  S e r v i c e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  pape r s  by Seymour 
H a l l e c k ,  N i c h o l a s  K i t t r i e .  and Thomas Szasz.  The Ha l l eck  pape r  is  

The f o r e n s i c  c e n c e r s  p rov ide  a b road  range 

. annocaced  s e p a r a t e l y  belov. 

I 
(8) Annotat ion 

F igure  3. Sample b ib l iog ra ,ph ic  en t ry .  
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This Ph.D. d i s s e r t a t i o n  explored a t t i t u d e s  among c l i n i c i a n s ,  j u r o r s ,  
a t t o r n e y s ,  and o t h e r s  a s  measured by responses  t o  f i v e  v i g n e t t e s .  
It showed t h a t  t h e r e  was agreement i n  judgments made by c l i n i c i a n s ;  
bu t  no o t h e r  group showed equal  agreement ( r e l i a b i l i t y )  i n  diagnos- 
t i c  judgment. A l l  i n d i v i d u a l s  a s c r i b e d  dangerousness t o  t h e  person 
i n  t h e  v i g n e t t e s  "on t h e  b a s i s  o f  r e l a t i v e l y  s l i g h t  amounts of 
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P s y c h i a t r i c  Diagnoses i n  Courts.  The A u s t r a l i a n  Law J o u r n a l ,  1976, 
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The main po in t  o f  t h i s  a r t i c l e  i s  t h a t  p s y c h i a t r i c  d iagnoses  have 
i n s u f f i c i e n t  r e l i a b i l i t y  and v a l i d i t y  t o  j u s t i f y  t h e i r  use.  This  
i s  not  merely a problem of  a s s ign ing  l a b e l s ,  bu t  a l s o  one o f  f i x i n g  
prognos is  and recommending t r ea tmen t .  Procedures c u r r e n t l y  i n  use 
r e s u l t  i n  unnecessary adverse  l e g a l  t r ea tmen t  ( " f a l s e  p o s i t i v e " )  
f o r  more people t h a n  are g iven  c o r r e c t  t r ea tmen t .  The i r  two major 
conclus ions :  1 )  P s y c h i a t r i s t s  ought t o  be excluded from t h e  
de t e rmina t ion  o f  t h e  f a c t s  i n  i s s u e s  r e l a t i n g  t o  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  by 
removing t h e s e  ques t ions  from t h e  t r i a l  s t a g e .  I n s t e a d ,  t h e  t h r u s t  
o f  p s y c h i a t r i c  e x p e r t i s e  should be  a p p l i e d ,  w i th  due c a u t i o n ,  t o  
t h e  sen tenc ing- t rea tment  a spec t  of  t h e  c r i m i n a l  p rocess .  2) 
Procedura l  s a fegua rds  need t o  b e  b u i l t  i n t o  t h e  d i a g n o s t i c  process  
t o g e t h e r  with e a s i l y  a c c e s s i b l e ,  and guaranteed ,  l e g a l  means f o r  
t e s t i n g  t h e  l a b e l  o r  d i a g n o s i s ,  i nc lud ing  t h e  r i g h t  t o  b r i n g  
forward p r i v a t e l y  ob ta ined  op t ions .  

D E E M /  161 p s y c h i a t r i s t  , 1 awyer . 

Beran, N . J .  and Toomey, B.G.  Mentally ill o f fende r s  and t h e  c r i m i n a l  
j u s t i c e  system--Issues i n  f o r e n s i c  s e r v i c e s .  New York: P raege r ,  
1979 

Th i s  book p r e s e n t s  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  an e v a l u a t i o n  o f  s i x  Ohio f o r e n s i c  
c e n t e r s  funded by t h e  Department of  J u s t i c e .  The f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s  
provide  a broad range o f  mental h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  t o  c o u r t s ,  p roba t ion  
departments,  p a r o l e  a u t h o r i t i e s ,  and l o c a l  j a i l s .  The e v a l u a t i o n  
inc luded  ( 1 )  judges '  op in ion  of  t h e  s e r v i c e s  provided ,  ( 2 )  
comparison of  procedures used and recommendations made i n  t h e  
c e n t e r s  wi th  those  i n  t h e  s t a t e ' s  c e n t r a l  mental  h o s p i t a l  f o r e n s i c  
u n i t ,  and ( 3 )  comparisons of  t h e  c o s t  o f  mental  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  
i n  t h e  c e n t e r s  with c o s t s  i n  t h e  h o s p i t a l .  I n  a l l ,  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  
was favorable  t o  t h e  f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s .  The book a l s o  c o n t a i n s  t h e  
proceedings of a 1977 conference on Ohio ' s  Forens ic  S e r v i c e s ,  
inc luding  papers by Seymour Hal leck ,  Nicholas K i t t r i e ,  and Thomas 
Szasz. The Hal leck  paper i s  annotated s e p a r a t e l y  below. 

BDEKM/256/0hio/socia1 s c i e n t i s t s ,  p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  law p r o f e s s o r .  I 
I 
t 
I 
E 
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Black, D.A. Review of  t h e  "Butler" Report on Mentally Abnormal 
Offenders.  B u l l e t i n  o f  B r i t i s h  Psychology, 1976, - 29, 130-139 

This  b r i e f  review summarizes t h e  main recommendations of  t h e  r e p o r t  
as fo l lows:  b a i l  i s  p r e f e r r e d  t o  h o s p i t a l  remand f o r  mental h e a l t h  
assessment ( u n l e s s  custody i s  necessa ry ) ;  much t r a d i t i o n a l  
terminology should be  changed ( i . e .  , "not g u i l t y  on account of  
i n san i ty"  should be "not g u i l t y  on 'evidence o f  mental d i so rde r " )  ; 
a l l  sen tences  involv ing  h o s p i t a l  o r d e r s  should be reviewable;  
"modi f ica t ion  o f  s o c i a l  behavior" should be o b j e c t i v e  o f  t rea tment  , 
n o t  "cure;" t h e r e  should be r eg iona l  c e n t e r s  of  a coord ina ted  
fo rens i c  psych ia t ry  s e r v i c e ;  d i scha rge  recommendations should be 
heard  by advisory  boards.  The review no te s  t h a t  implementation of 
Bu t l e r  recommendations w i l l  i n c r e a s e  demand f o r  p r o f e s s i o n a l  
psychologica l  r e sources .  

BDEFIM/O/psychologist. 

Broderick,  D . J .  I n s a n i t y  of  t h e  Condemned. The Yale Law J o u r n a l ,  1979, 
8 8 ,  533-564 

The common law p r o h i b i t s  t h e  execut ion  of  an in sane  p r i sone r .  
t h i s  a r t i c l e ,  s t a t e  procedures f o r  a s s e s s i n g  i n s a n i t y  of  condemned 
p r i s o n e r s  a r e  examined. These procedures have involved t h e  i n i t i a l  
examination o f  a p r i s o n e r ' s  i n s a n i t y  c la im by t h e  p r i son  
a d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  examination of  s a n i t y  by a s t a t e  judge o r  o f f i c i a l ,  
and t h e  placement o f  p r i s o n e r s  judged insane  i n  s t a t e  mental 
h o s p i t a l s .  This a r t i c l e  a rgues  t h a t  t h e  p rev ious ly  approved s t a t e  
procedures f o r  a s s e s s i n g  t h e  s a n i t y  o f  p r i s o n e r s  sentenced t o  dea th  
a r e  inadequate when analyzed i n  l i g h t  o f  r e c e n t  c o u r t  d e c i s i o n s ;  
more e x t e n s i v e  procedura l  p r o t e c t i o n s  a r e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  requi red  
t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  convic ted  p r i s o n e r ' s  r i g h t  no t  t o  s u f f e r  c r u e l  and 
unusual punishment and h i s  r i g h t  t o  due process .  The au thor  
proposes s e v e r a l  s a fegua rds ,  inc luding  a h e a r i n g ,  a d e f i n i t i o n  o f  
i n s a n i t y ,  a system of  review, procedures f o r  process ing  repea ted  
i n s a n i t y  c l a ims ,  and r equ i r ed  n o t i f i c a t i o n  t h a t  i n s a n i t y  w i l l  de l ay  
execut ion .  This  a r t i c l e  con ta ins  ex tens ive  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  r e l e v a n t  
i s s u e s  l i k e  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  i n s a n i t y ,  r a i s i n g  t h e  i s s u e  of  
i n s a n i t y ,  and n o t i c e  requirements.  

DOTS/  l a w  s tuden t .  
I n  

Caesar ,  B. The I n s a n i t y  Defense: The New Loophole. Crime and 
Delinquency, 1979, - 25, 436-449. 

DEFHN/56/Pa./judge. 
The basic '  premise of t h i s  a r t i c l e  i s  t h a t  defendants  found not  
g u i l t y  by reason of  i n s a n i t y  a r e  j u s t  a s  g r e a t  a t h r e a t  t o  s o c i e t y  
a s  t hose  defendants  who a r e  sane.  Thus, they  should no t  be viewed 
i n  t h e  same manner a s  menta l ly  ill persons s u b j e c t  t o  c i v i l  
commitment. 
t r ea tmen t  f o r  on ly  a b r i e f  t i m e ,  a r e  r e l e a s e d ,  and a r e  no t  de t e r r ed  
o r  reformed. This a r t i c l e  s t a t e s  t h a t  such a defendant should be 
sentenced t o  an a p p r o p r i a t e  f a c i l i t y ,  where t h e  burden w i l l  be on 
t h e  defendant t o  show non-dangerousness i n  o r d e r  t o  o b t a i n  r e l e a s e .  

The defendants  who are judged insane  o f t e n  r e c e i v e  
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Campbell, R.B. , Jr. Sentencing: The Use of  P s y c h i a t r i c  1nformati.on 
and Presentence  Reports.  Kentucky Law J o u r n a l ,  1970-71, 60, 285- 321. - 

FLM/126/Mass./law p ro fes so r .  
The au tho r  s t a t e s  t h a t  due process  i s  served on ly  i f  t h e  defendant i s  
allowed a sen tenc ing  h e a r i n g  whenever p s y c h i a t r i c  in format ion  i s  used 
i n  sen tenc ing .  The usua l  due-process p r o t e c t i o n s  b u i l t  i n t o  t h e  
presentence  r e p o r t  procedures may n o t  be s u f f i c i e n t  i f  t h e  r e p o r t  
c o n t a i n s  p s y c h i a t r i c  in format ion .  The au thor  d e s c r i b e s  h i s  i d e a  o f  a 
model procedure f o r  u s ing  p s y c h i a t r i c  in format ion  a t  s en tenc ing ,  one 
r e s u l t  o f  which i s  t o  remove t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  from adversary  
proceedings.  
i n  Massachusetts and d i s c u s s e s  t h e  advantages o f  an in-court  c l i n i c .  

The a r t i c l e  a l s o  d e s c r i b e s  a p s y c h i a t r i c  c o u r t  c l i n i c  

Cocozza, J .  J .  and Steadman, H.  J .  The F a i l u r e  o f  P s y c h i a t r i c  P r e d i c t i o n s  
of Dangerousness: Clear and Convincing Evidence. Rutgers Law Review, 
1976 , 29 , 1084-1101. 

This a r t i c l e  f i r s t  s t a t e s  t h a t  p r i o r  r e s e a r c h  shows s u b s t a n t i a l  
evidence t h a t  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  cannot p r e d i c t  t h e  dangerousness o f  
defendants .  Secondly, t h e  a r t i c l e  p r e s e n t s  e m p i r i c a l  r e s e a r c h  based 
on a N e w  York l a w  t h a t  r e q u i r e d  dangerous IST defendants  t o  go t o  t h e  
Department o f  Cor rec t ions ,  and those  p r e d i c t e d  n o t  t o  be  dangerous t o  
go t o  a c i v i l  mental  h o s p i t a l .  The a u t h o r s  c la im t h a t  t h e  
p s y c h i a t r i s t s '  recommendations p r e d i c t e d  a c t u a l  behavior  poorly.  

BEFHKN/ 6z. Y . / SOC i a l  s c  i e n t  i s  t s . 

Dickey, W .  D e i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n  i n  t h e  Nondangerous,Mentally Ill. 
Unpublished a r t i c l e  , 1979. 

This a r t i c l e  d e a l s  with t h e  nondangerous men ta l ly  ill i n  t h e  con tex t  
of  Wisconsin's  1975 Mental Health Act. 
nondangerously men ta l ly  ill occur s ,  according t o  t h e  a u t h o r ,  t h e  
e f f o r t  t o  avoid a t r a d i t i o n a l  response such a s  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n  
through c i v i l  commitment i n e v i t a b l y  c r e a t e s  t h e  need t o  develop o t h e r  
responses  t o  t h e  behav io ra l  problems o f  t h e  nondangerously men ta l ly  
ill person. The r e s u l t  i s  u s u a l l y  an improvised response  t o  t h e  
problem t h a t  s e r v e s  n e i t h e r  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  o f  d e i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n  
nor t h e  i n t e r e s t  o f  t h e  men ta l ly  ill person. 
community t rea tment  a l t e r n a t i v e s  i n  Wisconsin h a s  r e s u l t e d  i n  
p re s su re  on t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system t o  d e a l  w i th  nondangerous 
dev ian t  behavior  t h a t  h e r e t o f o r e  was d e a l t  with i n  t h e  mental  h e a l t h  
system. The f a i l u r e  t o  g i v e  thought t o  a l t e r n a t i v e s  h a s  r e s u l t e d  i n  
improvised programs of  a r r e s t  , f r e q u e n t l y  followed by commitment a s  
incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l .  Confinement f a r  from home i n  an 
i n s t i t u t i o n  t h a t  i s  n o t  equipped t o  d e a l  with t h e i r  problems i s  
con t r a ry  t o  t h e  b e s t  i n t e r e s t s  of  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  who o f t e n  l eave  
such i n s t i t u t i o n s  less  a b l e  t o  cope i n  t h e  communities and l i k e l y  t o  
r epea t  t h e  conduct t h a t  l e d  t o  i n t e r v e n t i b n .  The o b j e c t i v e  of  
d e i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n  i s  l i kewise  no t  se rved  by such a response t o  
t h e  behav io ra l  problem, because t h e  annoying and d i s r u p t i v e  behavior  
r e s u l t s  i n  confinement e i t h e r  i n  j a i l  o r  i n  mental i n s t i t u t i . o n s .  The 
a r t i c l e  c i t e s  s p e c i f i c  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  and c a s e  s t u d i e s ,  a s  wel l  a s  
d a t a  i n  foo tno te s  u s e f u l  f o r  examining t h e  problem o f  t h e  
nondangerous men ta l ly  ill i n  t h e  con tex t  o f  Wiscons in ' s  s t a t u t e .  

ABEN/6/Wis./law p r o f e s s o r .  

When o f f e n s i v e  conduct by t h e  

The f a i l u r e  t o  provide 
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Die tz ,  P.E. C l i n i c a l  Approaches t o  Teaching Legal Medicine t o  Phys ic ians :  
American Journa l  o f  Law Medicolegal Emergencies and Consul ta t ions .  

and Medicine, 1976, 2, 133-145. 

This  a r t i c l e  d e a l s  wi th  t each ing  l e g a l  medicine t o  phys ic ians .  
au thor  f e e l s  t h a t  because phys ic ians  l a c k  t h a t  knowledge they  are 
not  always equipped t o  handle  medical (mental  h e a l t h )  problems 
regard ing  t h e  l e g a l  a spec t s .  The au thor  sugges t s  two s o l u t i o n s :  a 
course  i n  medical school and a l e g a l  c o n s u l t a t i o n  s e r v i c e .  

F/O/doctor. 
The 

F i t c h ,  W.L. Mental Competency and Criminal R e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i n  D . C . :  
A Guide For Judges.  Unpublished, 1980 

This paper i s  t h e  chap te r  on mental competency and c r imina l  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia Super ior  Court 
Benchbook t o  be published i n  1980. The paper d e s c r i b e s  i n  d e t a i l  
t h e  procedures i n  t h e s e  two s i t u a t i o n s ,  and i t  d e s c r i b e s  t h e  p o i n t s  
i n  t h e  c o u r t  p rocess  where va r ious  mental h e a l t h  examinations a r e  
performed, which agencies  perform t h e  examinations,  and t h e  op t ions  
f o r  judges i n  d i spos ing  of  of  fenders .  

BDELN/245/D.C./attorney. 

F u l l i n ,  J. Incompetency t o  proceed i n  a c r imina l  a c t i o n .  Madison, 
Wisconsin L e g i s l a t i v e  Council Staff--Special  Committee on Care of  
t h e  Mentally Ill ,  1978. 

This paper e x p l a i n s  t h e  Wisconsin laws d e a l i n g  wi th  t h e  i s s u e  o f  
competency t o  s t and  t r i a l .  
s t a t u t e s  and how r e c e n t  c a s e s  have a f f e c t e d  t h e  appropr i a t eness  o f  
t h e  laws. The t o p i c s  i t  addresses  inc lude  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  between 
incompetency and i n s a n i t y ;  t h e  meaning of  competency; t h e  r a t i o n a l e  
f o r  t h e  incompetency r u l e ;  r a i s i n g  t h e  i s s u e  o f  incompetency; when 
compentency may be r a i s e d ;  McCredden hea r ing  (pre-examination 
probable g u i l t  h e a r i n g ) ;  mental examination and r e p o r t .  

BLN/456/Wisc. / a t  to rney .  

It d i s c u s s e s  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  

Geller,  J . L .  and Lis te r ,  E.D.  The Process o f  Criminal Commitment f o r  
Pre t r ia l  P s y c h i a t r i c  Examination: An Evalua t ion .  American Journa l  
of  Psych ia t ry ,  1978, - 135, 53-61. 

This a r t i c l e  d i s c u s s e s  t h e  process of  p r e t r i a l  commitments t o  a 
s t a t e  h o s p i t a l  under Massachusetts law. It addresses  t h e  reasons  
used t o  j u s t i f y  p r e t r i a l  commitments, t h e  methods by which t h e  
examination proceeds,  what t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  i s  intended t o  produce, 
and t h e  outcome o f  t h e  eva lua t ions  and t h e  t r i a l s  t h a t  followed. 
Many of  t h e  examinations d i d  not  provide t h e  d a t a  c a l l e d  f o r  by t h e  
s t a t u t e .  The au tho r s  conclude t h a t  t h e  law f a l l s  s h o r t  o f  i t s  
intended purpose,  i . e . ,  t o  c o n t r o l  and make e x p l i c i t  t h e  p r e t r i a l  
commitment process .  

ABDEGKLN/56/Mass./psychiatrists. 
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German, J . G .  and S inge r ,  A.C. Punishing t h e  Not Gu i l ty :  H o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  
o f  Persons Acquitted by Reason of  I n s a n i t y .  
1976, 29, 1011-1081. 

The t h e s i s  of  t h i s  a r t i c l e  i s  t h a t  t h e  o f f ende r  found t o  be  no t  
g u i l t y  by reason  o f  i n s a n i t y  can on ly  be  t r e a t e d  e x a c t l y  t h e  same 
as a c i v i l  commitment c a s e .  That i s ,  i t  i s  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  t o  
commit, t r e a t ,  o r  r e l e a s e  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i n  a manner d i f f e r e n t  from 
c i v i l  commitment c a s e s .  
g u i l t y  must e s s e n t i a l l y  be i d e n t i c a l  t o  t h o s e  i n  c i v i l  ca ses .  

Rutgers Law Rev*, 

DLN/O/atKrneys. 

Screening s e r v i c e s  a f t e r  a f ind ing  o f  n o t  

Gray, S.H. I n s a n i t y  Defense: H i s t o r i c a l  Development and Contemporary 
Relevance. 

The au tho r  g i v e s  a c o n c i s e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  N G I  de fense  and t h e  
v a r i o u s  tes ts  used today t o  de te rmine  t h e  i s s u e .  It i s  claimed 
t h a t  modern psychologica l  r e s e a r c h  shows t h a t  many people a r e  
psycho log ica l ly  incapab le  o f  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  r i g h t  from wrong, hence 
t h e  M'Naghten t es t  i s  no longer  s u i t a b l e .  
p r a c t i c a l  a s p e c t s  o f  p s y c h i a t r i c  tes t imony and t h e  r e l i a n c e  by D.C. 
c o u r t s  on S t .  E l i z a b e t h s  p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  d e s p i t e  t h e  incomplete 
examinations they  g i v e  defendants .  

American Criminal Law Review, 1972, - 10,  559-585. 
DF/ O/D . C . / p sycholog i s t . 

Also d i scussed  a r e  t h e  

Hal leck ,  S.L. Psych ia t ry  and Soc ia l  Cont ro l :  Two Con t rad ic to ry  
Scena r ios ,  i n  Beran, N . J .  and Toomey, B . G . ,  eds .  Mentally Xll 
Offenders and t h e  Criminal J u s t i c e  System: I s s u e s  i n  Forens ic  
Se rv ices .  New York: P raege r ,  1979. 

The au tho r  contends t h a t  s o c i a l  c o n t r o l s  are an inhe ren t  a spec t  of  
p s y c h i a t r i c  p r a c t i c e  and t h a t  i n  d e a l i n g  with men ta l ly  ill 
o f fende r s  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  must be  aware o f  t h e  s o c i a l  c o n t r o l  
func t ions  o f  h i s  t a s k .  H e  ag rees  wi th  Szasz and K i t t r i e  i n  
contending t h a t  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  have no g r e a t  r o l e  i n  incompetency 
proceedings; f u r t h e r ,  he  t h i n k s  t h a t  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  have l i t t l e  t o  
c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  i s s u e  of  c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  The d e c i s i o n s  
t o  be made are p h i l o s o p h i c a l ,  n o t  medical.  
i s s u e  o f  dangerousness,  t h i s  au thor  suppor ts  Alan S t o n e ' s  c r i t e r i a ,  
i . e . ,  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  men ta l ly  i l l ,  t r ea tmen t  might h e l p ,  and t h e  
ind iv idua l  i s  competent t o  accept  t r ea tmen t .  H e  conc ludes  t h a t  
dangerousness ' 'has noth ing  t o  do wi th  psychia t ry ."  

ABDEFGH/JK/356/psychiatrist. 

With r ega rd  t o  t h e  

Herbe r t ,  W .  S t a t e s  Ponder Notion o f  Criminal I n s a n i t y .  APA Monitor, 
1979, 10, 8-9. 

This a r t i c l e  d e a l s  with t h e  problems faced by mental  h e a l t h  
o f f i c i a l s  and t h e  l e g a l  system i n  de te rmining  t h e  e f f e c t s  of  mental 
d i s a b i l i t y  on t h e  p rosecu t ion  o f  c r imina l  o f f e n d e r s .  Recently 
proposed a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  t h e  i n s a n i t y  defense  i n  I l l i n o i s ,  Mew 
York, and Michigan are  d i scussed .  

DEHN/ O/ p G c  ho 1 o g i s t . 
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Herjanic, M. e t  a l .  Forens ic  Psychia t ry :  Female Offenders .  American 
J o u r n a l  o f  P s y c h i a t r y ,  

BDF/6/Mo./psychiatrist s .  
This  a r t i c l e  compares 127 women and 1,068 men r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  
f o r e n s i c  s e r v i c e  i n  S t .  Louis  between 1952 and 1973. It g i v e s  
information on t h e  propor t ion  o f  defendants  with d i f f e r e n t  charges  
r e f e r r e d ;  t h e  frequency o f  t h e  t y p e s  o f  diagnoses;  and t h e  r e l a t i o n  
between t h e  d i a g n o s i s  and whether t h e  crime w a s  a g a i n s t  persons,  
p r o p e r t y ,  o r  p u b l i c .  The au thors  found women defendants  are less 
l i k e l y  t o  be  r e f e r r e d  t h a n  men, t h a t  once r e f e r r e d  women are more 
l i k e l y  t o  be found n o t  g u i l t y  by reason o f  i n s a n i t y  and incompetence 
t o  s tand t r i a l ,  and t h a t  women are more l i k e l y  t o  be  diagnosed as 
having a n  " a f f e c t i v e  d isorder"  and less  l i k e l y  t o  b e  diagnosed a s  
having an " a n t i s o c i a l  personal i ty . "  

1977, - 134, 556-559. 

Holland, T .  and Hol t ,  N .  Offenders '  C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  Versus 
Decision-Makers' A t t i t u d e s  as Determinants o f  t h e  Outcome o f  
Presentence Evaluat ions.  Psychological  Reports.  1976, - 39, 267-274. 

JM/O/Cal./corrections o f f i c i a l s .  
This  a r t i c l e  was a s tudy  o f  372 convicted f e l o n s  r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  
Chino I n s t i t u t i o n  (Cal . )  f o r  presentence r e p o r t s .  A t  t h e  
i n s t i t u t i o n  p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  psychologis t s ,  and c o r r e c t i o n a l  workers 
evaluated t h e  defendants  and recommended t h e  degree o f  c u s t o d i a l  
c a r e  needed. The r e s e a r c h e r s  used information i n  t h e  c a s e  f i l e s ,  
inc luding  p e r s o n a l i t y  p r o f i l e ,  s e v e r i t y  o f  t h e  o f f e n s e ,  p r o b a b i l i t y  
o f  r e c i d i v i s m ,  a r r e s t  h i s t o r y ,  and t h e  recomrhendation. Among t h e i r  
f ind ings  were t h a t  t h e  s e v e r i t y  o f  t h e  o f f e n s e  and t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  
o f  rec id iv ism were t h e  major f a c t o r s  i n  t h e  d e c i s i o n  whether t o  
recommend s t a t e  o r  county d i s p o s i t i o n .  
emphasis on t h e s e  two f a c t o r s ,  e v a l u a t o r s  were n o t  c o n s i s t e n t  i n  
t h e i r  recommendations. 

Because of t h e  vary ing  

Hormann, D.K. The P r i v i l e g e  Against  Se l f - Incr imina t ion  i n  Pre-Trial  
P s y c h i a t r i c  Examinations: Oregon's Compromise. Wil lamette  Law 
J o u r n a l ,  1978, 14,  313-325. 

This  a r t i c l e  d i s c u s s e s  ways c o u r t s  d e a l  wi th  t h e  ques t ion  o f  a 
d e f e n d a n t ' s  5 t h  Amendment p r i v i l e g e  dur ing  p s y c h i a t r i c  examination 
t o  determine cr iminal  responsibility. It notes that: most courts 
may r e q u i r e  a defendant  pleading i n s a n i t y  t o  submit t o  an 
examination by a s t a t e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ;  some c o u r t s  r e q u i r e  t h e  
defendant t o  answer any and a l l  ques t ions  posed, some c o u r t s  p e r m i t  
t h e  defendant t o  r e f u s e  t o  answer any q u e s t i o n s ,  and some c o u r t s  
t a k e  a n  in te rmedia te  approach; Oregon c o u r t s  r e q u i r e  t h e  defendant 
t o  answer a l l  ques t ions  except those  concerning t h e  commission o f  
t h e  a l l e g e d  crime. The a r t i c l e  ana lyzes  t h e  l e g a l  reasoning on 
both s i d e s  of  t h e  i s s u e  ( t o  what e x t e n t  does t h e  5 t h  Amendment 
p r i v i l e g e  apply?)  and sugges ts  a l t e r n a t i v e  s o l u t i o n s ,  inc luding  
b i f u r c a t e d  t r i a l  ( t r i a l  on g u i l t  o r  innocence, s e p a r a t e  t r i a l  on 
insanity--as done i n  Arizona, C a l i f o r n i a ,  Colorado, and o t h e r  
s t a t e s )  and r e q u i r i n g  t h e  defendant t o  answer a l l  q u e s t i o n s ,  bu t  
n o t  admi t t ing  i n t o  evidence answers r e l a t i n g  t o  commission of  t h e  
of fense .  

DL/145/0re./law s t u d e n t .  
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Jacobs ,  D. P s y c h i a t r i c  Examinations i n  t h e  Determination o f  Sexual 
Dangerousness i n  Massachusetts.  
85-103. 

New England Law Review, 1974, - 9  10 

FMO/l/Mass./psychiatrist. 
The au thor  n o t e s ,  and g i v e s  examples o f ,  t h e  l a c k  o f  s t anda rds  and 
t h e  l a c k  o f  a thorough examination when de termining  whether an 
o f f ende r  convic ted  o f  a sex  crime i s  a s e x u a l l y  dangerous 
o f f ende r .  H e  sugges t s  t h a t  t h e r e  be published g u i d e l i n e s  f o r  t h e  
examinations,  and he  hopes t h a t  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  w i l l  vo lun tee r  t i m e  
so t h a t  more thorough examinations w i l l  be performed. 
t o  t h e  a r t i c l e  c o n t a i n s  a ten-page form, wi th  i n s t r u c t i o n s ,  f o r  
p s y c h i a t r i s t s  t o  u s e  when performing examinations.  

An appendix 

Jones ,  N. 0. The Presentence  Diagnos t ic  Program i n  North Caro l ina :  
Process  and Problems. 
133-15 7 .  

This  a r t i c l e  i s  a d e t a i l e d  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  Presentence  
Diagnos t ic  S t u d i e s  program o f  t h e  N.C .  p r i s o n  system. It r e c e i v e s  
a small  p ropor t ion  o f  t h e  convic ted  de fendan t s ,  about 250/year,  

' upon r e f e r r a l  from t h e  c o u r t s  f o r  indepth  s tudy  o f  t h e  defendant  
f o r  sen tenc ing  recommendation. The a r t i c l e  d e s c r i b e s  t h e  s tudy  
process .  
There i s  a "psychologica l  examination" o f  i n t e l l e c t  and 
p e r s o n a l i t y .  The r e p o r t  t o  t h e  c o u r t  a s s e s s e s  t h e  defendant: 's 
needs and t h e  community's needs f o r  p r o t e c t i o n  from t h e  defendant .  
The a r t i c l e  a l s o  focuses  on menta l ly  d i s t u r b e d  o f f e n d e r s .  I n  t h e  
r e f e r r a l s ,  t h e  c o u r t s  o f t e n  ask  q u e s t i o n s  about t h e  d e f e n d a n t ' s  
mental c o n d i t i o n  and about t rea tment  he  should r e c e i v e .  A 
psychologica l  o r  p s y c h i a t r i c  examination i s  he ld  whenever mental 
d i s o r d e r s  might be p r e s e n t  ( i n  roughly h a l f  t h e  r e f e r r a l s ) .  The 
a r t i c l e  g i v e s  informat ion  about t h e  s p e c i f i c  d iagnoses  f o r  mental 
i l l n e s s ,  about t h e  number o f  r e f e r r a l s  from t h e  c o u r t s ,  about t ypes  
of  recommendations and how o f t e n  c o u r t s  followed recommendat:ions, 
and about how o f t e n  those  paro led  v i o l a t e d  p a r o l e .  

North Caro l ina  Cen t ra l  Law Review, 1978, - 9 ,  

EFHKM/ 16/N. C. / s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t  . 

P s y c h i a t r i c  examinations are conducted where necessa ry .  

Laben, J . K . ,  Kashgarian,  M . ,  Nessa, D . B . ,  and Spencer,  L.D. Reform from 
t h e  I n s i d e :  Mental Health Center Eva lua t ions  o f  Competency t o  
Stand T r i a l .  Jou rna l  o f  Community Psychology, 1977, - 5 ,  52-62. 

This  a r t i c l e  e v a l u a t e s  t h e  1973 d e c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  o f  mental  h e a l t h  
e v a l u a t i o n  s e r v i c e s  in Tennessee. The a u t h o r s  d e s c r i b e  t h e  
o b j e c t i v e s  o f  t h e  mental h e a l t h  sc reen ing  f a c i l i t y ,  i t s  o p e r a t i o n a l  
mode and f u n c t i o n s ,  and i t s  r e s u l t s .  The model main ta ined  t h e  
concept o f  community f o r e n s i c  s e r v i c e s .  The a r t i c l e  c o n t a i n s  many 
ideas  t o  g e n e r a l i z e  and expand upon f o r  an e v a l u a t i o n  model. (Note 
t h a t  an e a r l i e r  a r t i c l e  by two o f  t h e  a u t h o r s ,  Laben and Spencer,  
i s  annotated below.) 

BDEFHJK/2356/Tenn./various p r o f e s s o r s .  

Laben, J . K .  and Spencer,  L .D.  Forens ic  Se rv ices .  Community Mental - 
Health J o u r n a l ,  1976, 1 2 ,  405-414. 

BDEFKI 2 / Tenn . / psych i a t  r i c x u r  s e , psycho 1 o g i s  t . 
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This article is about the 1973 changes in handling of mentally ill 
defendants in Tennessee. Previously all defendants were sent to a 
central hospital, near Nashville. Security was tight, facilities 
were poor, and treatment was slight. Defendants tended to remain 
for long periods in the facility. Largely in response to Jackson 
v. Indiana, the system was decentralized. Defendants were placed 
in five regional mental hospitals, and the local mental health 
centers screened defendants for placement in secure facilities. 
Also, facilities were generally upgraded and civil commitment 
standards were used for commitment of defendants. Results claimed 
were fewer commitments of criminal defendants, shorter stays, and 
better treatment. There was also more due process emphasis in the 
commitment procedures, and more commitments were made to non-secure 
facilities. 

Levinson, R.M. and Ramsey, G.  Dangerousness, Stress, and Mental Health 
Evaluation. Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 1979, - 20, 178- 
187. 

EFK/36/special scientists. 
This article analyzes the role of mental health associates (lay 
workers) vis-a-vis psychiatrists in the prediction of dangerous 
behavior. It was theorized the former would be more accurate 
because they do not have a role in the mental health system that 
might prompt overprediction. But research found that they were not 
accurate, though they were no less accurate than psychiatrists. 
The article concludes that prediction would be better handled by an 
interdisciplinary team and by incorporating environmental 
information along with the traditional clinical testing data; 

iviodlin, H.C., Porter, L., and Benson, R.E. Mental Health Centers and the 
Criminal Justice System. Hospital and Community Psychiatry, 1976, 
27, 716-719. 

K0/26/Kan./psychiatrist , attorney, social worker. 
This article examined the relationship between community mental 
health centers and the criminal justice system. They found that 
all large communities had reciprocal programs, but meaningful 
interaction in small communities was rare. The article gives good 
insight into possible evaluation criteria: e.g., urban community 
setting, individual initiative by staff, and location of service in 
the criminal justice system. 

Nonahan, J. and Hood, G. L. Psychologically Disordered and Criminal 
Offenders' Perceptions of their Volition and Responsibility. 
Criminal Justice and Behavior, 1976, - 3 ,  123-132. 

The article's main point is that defendants with prior psychiatric 
history are perceived by jurors as having less "free will," being 
less morally responsible, thus needing treatment rather than 
punishment. An implication is that the history of psychiatric 
problem may be a biasing factor in subsequent mental health 
evaluations. 

D/O/professors of social ecology. 
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Note. Rhode I s l and  Adopts Modified A.L . I .  Test For I n s a n i t y ,  Abandons 
M'Naghten. 

This i s  a synops is  o f  S t a t e  v. Johnson (RI Sup. C t . ,  2/9/79) i n  
which t h e  M'Naghten t e s t  i s  abandoned and t h e  American Law 

Criminal Law Repor te r ,  1979, - 24, 2482-2483. 
DG/R. I. 

I n s t i t u t e ' s  Model Penal Code Standard ( s l i g h t l y  modified) i s  
adopted. Excerp ts  o f  t h e  Cour t ' s  op in ion  d i s c u s s  weaknesses of 
M'Naghten, of  t h e  i r r e s i s t i b l e  impulse d o c t r i n e ,  and o f  t h e  ALI  
s t anda rd .  The op in ion  s t r e s s e s  t h e  importance o f  u s ing  e x p e r t s  t o  
p re sen t  in format ion  bu t  r e t a i n i n g  " insan i ty"  a s  a l e g a l  d e c i s i o n  t o  
be made by a j u r y  based upon community s t anda rds .  

Perr, I . N .  Problems Surrounding Release of  Persons Found Not G u i l t y  by 
Reason o f  I n s a n i t y .  J o u r n a l  o f  Forens ic  Sc iences ,  1975, -, 20 
719-725. 

This  a r t i c l e  d i s c u s s e s  N e w  Jersey law r e l a t i n g  t o  r e l e a s e  o f  N G I  
p a t i e n t s .  It ana lyzes  requi rements  se t  o u t  i n  Maik c a s e  
( e s s e n t i a l l y  t h a t  p a t i e n t  does n o t  q u a l i f y  f o r  r e l e a s e  u n t i l  t h e  
"under l y i n g  o r  l a t e n t  personal  it y d i so rde r "  i s  "cured"--remission 
no t  enough) and c o n t a i n s  r e p r i n t  o f  " P o s i t i o n  Statement on - Maik 
Decision o f  N J  P s y c h i a t r i c  Assoc ia t ion , "  which responds c r i t i c a l l y  
t o  each po in t  of  Maik. The au tho r s  ana lyze  t h e  C a r t e r  d e c i s i o n ,  
viewed a s  a b e t t e r  reasoned d e c i s i o n  ( i t  a l lows  f o r  c o n d i t i o n a l  
r e l e a s e  of  p a t i e n t  whose d i s o r d e r  i s  i n  r emis s ion ,  n o t i n g  t h a t  
d e n i a l  o f  r e l e a s e  without c u r e  i s  "tantamount t o  an e l a b o r a t e  mask 
f o r  p reven t ive  d e t e n t i o n " ) .  
s t a n d a r d s  f o r  release ( p u b l i c  s a f e t y ,  b e s t  i n t e r e s t s  of  t h e  
p a t i e n t ,  r e s t o r a t i o n  t o  r eason ,  no longe r  dangerous) and touches on 
t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  burden o f  proof i n  a review h e a r i n g  f o r  c o n d i t i o n a l  
r e l e a s e .  

DFJKL/56/psychiatrist .  

The a r t i c l e  d e s c r i b e s  o t h e r  s ta tes '  

Poythress ,  N . G . ,  Jr .  A Proposal f o r  T ra in ing  i n  Forens ic  Psychology. 
American Psycho log i s t ,  1979, - 3 4 ,  612-621. 

In  proposing necessa ry  t r a i n i n g  i n  f o r e n s i c  psychology, t h e  au tho r  
stresses t h e  need among c l i n i c a l  p r a c t i t i o n e r s  f o r  a f a m i l i a r i t y  
with l e g a l  t es t s  and concepts .  H e  stresses t h a t  s t a t u t e s  a r e  
u s e f u l  i n  o r i e n t i n g  t h e  mental h e a l t h  worker t o  s p e c i f i c  l e g a l  
t e s t s  o r  ques t ions  t o  be addressed. But he  p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  f o r  
c e r t a i n  r e f e r r a l  q u e s t i o n s  "gu ide l ines  a r e  more obscure  and may be 
found only  i n  t h e  c a s e  law, f o r  example, t h e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  
competency t o  plead g u i l t y  o r  competency t o  waive c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
r i g h t s . "  
tes ts  o r  d a t a  g a t h e r i n g  ins t ruments  i n  o r d e r  t o  complete 
assessment.  
i n c o r r e c t  use  of  psychologica l  t e s t s ,  a r e  -d i scussed .  

ABDEF/O/psychiatrist. 

Also s t r e s s e d  i s  t h e  need f o r  proper use of  a v a i l a b l e  

Problems o f  improper assessment,  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  

Rabkin, J . G .  Criminal Behavior of  Discharged Mental P a t i e n t s :  A - 
C r i t i c a l  Appra isa l  o f  t h e  Research. Psychologica l  B u l l e t i n ,  1979, 
86. 1-27. 

1 - -  

E F H x / p s y c h i a t r i s t  . 
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This  a r t i c l e  reviews s t u d i e s  t h a t  have compared arrests and 
convic t ions  o f  discharged mental  p a t i e n t s  t o  t h o s e  o f  t h e  genera l  
p u b l i c .  I n  g e n e r a l ,  t h e  rates are  t h e  same, except  t h a t  mental  
p a t i e n t s  with p r i o r  c r i m i n a l  records  have a h i g h e r  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  
arrest  o r  convic t ion .  One conclus ion  i s  t h a t  t h e  mental  h e a l t h  
system i s  t o o  f r e q u e n t l y  used a s  an a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  t h e  c r i m i n a l  
j u s t i c e  system. 

Roesch, R.  and Golding, S.L. Legal and J u d i c i a l  I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  
Competency t o  Stand Tr ia l  S t a t u t e s  and Procedures.  
1978, 16, 420-429. 

BKLI 51 N . C T p s  ycho l o g  i s t s . 
This  a r t i c l e  compared t h e  views o f  judges and defense  a t t o r n e y s  
with r e s p e c t  t o  IST procedures.  The r e s u l t s  show major 
disagreements on how t h e  two groups view t h e  proceedings.  
t h e  s t a t u t o r y  procedures are  n o t  c l o s e l y  followed. The a r t i c l e  
c a l l s  f o r  f u r t h e r  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  problems so t h a t  t h e  IST laws 
may a t t a i n  t h e i r  g o a l  without  jeopard iz ing  t h e  defendants '  r i g h t s .  

Criminology, 

A t  t i m e s  

Roesch, R. and Golding, S.L. Systems Analysis  o f  Competency t o  Stand 
T r i a l  Procedures--Implications f o r  Forensic  Serv ices  i n  North * 

Carol ina.  Urbana, Ill: National  Clearinghouse f o r  Criminal 
J u s t i c e  Planning and A r c h i t e c t u r e ,  1977. 

This i s  a p r o j e c t  r e p o r t  o f  research  t h a t  was designed t o  improve 
t h e  e f f i c i e n c y  and reduce t h e  c o s t  o f  competency e v a l u a t i o n s  
ordered by t h e  c o u r t s .  
p rocess  and c o n t a i n s  an e x t e n s i v e  review o f  p r i o r  l i t e r a t u r e  a s  
w e l l  a s  empir ica l  r e s e a r c h  i n t o  North Caro l ina  procedures.  The 
r e p o r t  analyzes  d a t a  c o l l e c t e d  on both competent and incompetent 
defendants ,  and recommends major changes i n  t h e  process .  It a l s o  
d i s c u s s e s  t h e  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  a new f o r e n s i c  s e r v i c e .  

BDFJ/l/N.C./psychologists. 

The p r o j e c t  s t u d i e d  a l l  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  I S T  

Roesch, R. Determining Competency t o  Stand T r i a l :  An Examination o f  
Evaluat ion Procedures i n  an I n s t i t u t i o n a l  S e t t i n g .  
Consulting and C l i n i c a l  P s y c h o l o a ,  1979, 47,  542-550. 

This  a r t i c l e  p r e s e n t s  some o f  t h e  f i n d i n g s  i n  t h e  Roesch and 
Golding s tudy ,  annotated above. The s tudy  compared defendants  
found IST wi th  those  found competent, and concluded t h a t  t h e  I S T  
de te rmina t ions  may be  r e l i a b l e  b u t  t h e i r  v a l i d i t y  i s  ques t ionable .  
Also,  t h e  author  sugges ts  t h a t  lengthy i n s t i t u t i o n a l  e v a l u a t i o n s  
may n o t  be necessary ,  s i n c e  they  add no information t h a t  e n t e r s  
i n t o  t h e  I S T  d e c i s i o n s .  

Journa l  of  

BFJ/ 156/N.C. /psychologis t .  

Ruzicka, W . J .  Psychodiagnostic Assessment Procedures i n  t h e  C i v i l  
J u s t i c e  System. Unpublished manuscript ,  1978.  (Avai lab le  from 
Psychological Health S e r v i c e s ) .  

This monograph p r e s e n t s  t h e  problems o f  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  e v a l u a t i o n  
methods i n  t h e  c i v i l  j u s t i c e  system; i t  shows t h e  advantages and 

AF/l /psychologis t .  
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l i m i t a t i o n s  of  psychodiagnostic assessment procedures and proposes 
a p r o j e c t  c a l l e d  t h e  Psycho-Legal Continuing Education Center.  
There i s  a b r i e f  d i s c u s s i o n  of the a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e s e  procedures 
t o  t h e  criminal j u s t i c e  system. 

Sadoff ,  R.L. The I n s a n i t y  Defense: Why It Should be  Retained. J o u r n a l  
o f  Legal  Medicine, 1977, - 5, 31-32. 

The a r t i c l e  g i v e s  a b r i e f  h i s t o r y  of  t h e  l e g a l  bases  f o r  t h e  
i n s a n i t y  defense .  
of s c i e n c e  t o  meet t h e  need f o r  a system of l a w .  Its major t h e s i s  
i s  that d e s p i t e  obvious d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  t h e  i n s a n i t y  defense  i s  
a b s o l u t e l y  necessary  and needs t o  be maintained. The au tho r  u rges  
in fo rma l  d i s c u s s i o n  among p rosecu t ion  and defense  be fo re  e n t e r i n g  
t h e  courtroom i n  o r d e r  t o  share medical i n fo rma t ion  p r i o r  t o  
beginning an adve r sa ry  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  

DGL/ 6 / p s y c h i  a t r i s t . 
It d i s c u s s e s  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  a b i l i t y  as a man 

Smith, C.E. P s y c h i a t r i c  Examinations i n  Fede ra l  Mental Competency 
Proceedings.  Fede ra l  Rules Decis ions ,  1965, 37 ,  171-175. - 

BM/ 5 6 / p s y c h i a t r i s t .  
T h i s  i s  a s h o r t  summary of  t h e  use  of p s y c h i a t r i c  examinations i n  
f e d e r a l  t r ia ls .  It d i s c u s s e s  t h e  use of examinations i n  
presentence  r e p o r t s  and i n  ques t ions  of competency, and g i v e s  a 
b r i e f  summary of when a n  examination i s  i n d i c a t e d  and w h a t  i t  i s  t o  
be used f o r .  

Smith. C.E. A Review of t h e  Presentence  Diagnos t ic  Study Procedure i n  
*Nor th  Caro l ina .  North Caro l ina  Centra? Law Review; 1976, - 8, 17-34. 

HM/ S/N.C./psychiatrist .  
Th i s  a r t i c l e  d e s c r i b e s  presentence  s tudy  of o f f e n d e r s  i n  North 
Caro l ina .  The i n q u i r y  i s  rather broad, going i n t o  t h e  background, 
c h a r a c t e r  t raits ,  and mental  and phys ica l  h e a l t h  of t h e  o f f ende r .  
Only those  o f f e n d e r s  t h a t  e x h i b i t  unusual behavior o r  t hose  
convic ted  of a s e x u a l  o f f e n s e  are s e l e c t e d  f o r  p s y c h i a t r i c  s tudy .  
More than  one-fourth of t h e  o f f ende r s  r e f e r r e d  rece ived  psych ia . t r i c  
s tudy ,  and most presentence  s t u d i e s  r e s u l t  i n  a recommendation of 
probat ion  rather than  confinement. The au tho r  a rgues  t h a t  
s e r i o u s l y  menta l ly  ill o f f e n d e r s ,  t h o s e  convic ted  of minor crimes, 
and those  whom t h e  c o u r t s  wish t o  g i v e  a "cool ing  o f f  per iod"  
should not be r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  presentence  s tudy  group. 

Tennenbauui, D . J .  P e r s o n a l i t y  and Cr imina l i t y :  A Summary and I m p l i c a t i o n s  
of t h e  L i t e r a t u r e .  J o u r n a l  of Criminal J u s t i c e ,  1977, 5 ,  225-235. 

T h i s  a r t i c l e  compared r e c e n t  and e a r l i e r  s t u d i e s  that c o r r e l a t e d  
c r i m i n a l i t y  and p e r s o n a l i t y .  It found t h e  new p e r s o n a l i t y  tests 
are no b e t t e r  p r e d i c t o r s  of  crime than  t h e  o l d  ones. 
t h a t  t h e  tests do no t  i n d i c a t e  a d i f f e r e n c e  between c r i m i n a l  and 
noncriminal psychology because most r e s u l t s  pu rpor t ing  t o  s h o w  such  
a d i f f e r e n c e  are based on t a u t o l o g i c a l  argument. 

- 
F J / O / c l i n i c a l  s e r v i c e s  d i r e c t o r .  

It concludes 
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Thornberry, T.P. and Jacoby, J.E. The c r i m i n a l l y  insane :  A community 
fo l low up of menta l ly  ill offenders .  Chicago: The Un ive r s i ty  of 
Chicago Press, 1979. 

ABDEGHKLMN/6/Pa./special s c i e n t i s t .  
T h i s  book d e s c r i b e s  a s tudy  of a group of p a t i e n t s  who were 
r e l e a s e d  from Pennsylvania S t a t e  H o s p i t a l  for t h e  Cr imina l ly  Insane  
because a f e d e r a l  c o u r t  in te rvened  i n  t h e  o r d i n a r y  o p e r a t i o n  of  
t h a t  i n s t i t u t i o n .  
d i s r u p t i v e  i n  t h e  h o s p i t a l ,  and they d i d  not  see t h e  h o s p i t a l  as 
t h e r a p e u t i c ,  bu t  as  v i o l e n t  and dehumanizing. The p o l i t i c a l  
p r e d i c t i o n  that t h e  p a t i e n t s  would be dangerous a f t e r  release was 
n o t  supported. 
t r e a t e d  i n  c i v i l  mental h o s p i t a l s ,  that  they  are not excep t iona l ly  
dangerous, and t h a t  they are as capable as t y p i c a l  mental  p a t i e n t s  
of a d j u s t i n g  t o  community l i v i n g .  

The p a t i e n t s  r e l e a s e d  were no t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

The book sugges ts  that t h e  c r i m i n a l l y  in sane  can be 
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T h e  O c c a s i o n a l  P a p e r s  S e r i e s  

PERSPECTIVES ON Nl3NTAL HEALTK AND THE LAV 

F o r e n s i c  Mental  H e a l t h  Screening  and E v a l u a t i o n  of Cl ien t -Offenders :  a n  
Overview. By Ingo K e i l i t z ,  W. Lawrence F i t c h ,  and Thomas B. Narve l l .  An 
overview of t h e  p r a c t i c e  of f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and 
e v a l u a t i o n ,  i n c l u d i n g  a n  o p e r a t i o n a l  d e f i n i t i o n  and a survey  of purposes ,  
p o i n t s  of a p p l i c a t i o n ,  and r e s o u r c e  a l l o c a t i o n  f o r  f o r e n s i c  menta l  h e a l t h  
e v a l u a t i o n  i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system. 111 pages,  i n c l u d i n g  two 
appendixes:  a n  anno ta t ed  b ib l iog raphy  and a s t a t e -by - s t a t e  d i r e c t o r y  of 
f o r e n s i c  menta l  h e a l t h  programs i n  c o u r t s ,  j a i l s ,  d e t e n t i o n  c e n t e r s ,  
s tate h o s p i t a l s  and c o r r e c t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s ,  and community f a c i l i t i e s .  
Order No. OPS 1 $5.00. 

Forens i c  Mental H e a l t h  Screening  and E v a l u a t i o n  i n  Court  C l i n i c s .  
Ingo K e i l i t z  and W. Lawrence F i t c h .  
f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  are desc r ibed  i n  d e t a i l  
u s ing  a uniform format .  
Har t fo rd  (Connec t i cu t ) ,  Cambridge (Massachuse t t s ) ,  and Tucson (Arizona)  
151 pages,  i n c l u d i n g  35 pages of sample forms used i n  referrals, 
e v a l u a t i o n s ,  and r e p o r t s .  Order No. OPS 2 .  $6.50. 

By 
F ive  c l i n i c s  a t t a c h e d  t o  c o u r t s  f o r  

The c l i n i c s  are i n  Bal t imore ,  N e w  York C i t y ,  

F o r e n s i c  Mental  H e a l t h  Screening  and Eva lua t ion  i n  J a i l s .  
Zimmerman, Ingo K e i l i t z ,  W. Lawrence F i t c h ,  Thomas B. Marvel l ,  and Mary 
E l i z a b e t h  Hoimstrup. 
mental  h e a l t h  systems are d e s c r i b e d ,  and f o u r  l o c a l  p r o g r a m  are  
d e s c r i b e d  i n  d e t a i l :  Cook County (Chicago) C o r r e c t i o n a l  Complex, 
D iagnos t i c  S e r v i c e s  of t h e  N a s h v i l l e  (Tennessee)  S h e r i f f ' s  O f f i c e ,  Pierce 
County (Washington) J a i l  S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s  and C e n t r a l  I n t a k e  Uni t ,  and t h e  
Wyandotte County (Kansas) P r e t r i a l  S e r v i c e s  P r o j e c t .  83 pages,  i nc lud ing  
1 9  pages of sample forms. Order No. OPS 3.  $5.00. 

By J o e l  

Geaeral t y p e s  of ar rangements  between jail and 

Forens i c  Mental  H e a l t h  Screening  and E v a l u a t i o n  i n  Community and Regional  
Fo rens i c  Mental  H e a l t h  Centers .  By Ingo K e i l i t z ,  W. Lawrence F i t c h ,  
Thomas B. Marvell, and Mary E l i z a b e t h  Holmstrup. Fo rens i c  mental  h e a l t h  
examinat ions  performed i n  community-based menta l  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s  are 
explored  i n  s i x  such  c e n t e r s :  Dayton, Ohio; San Mateo County, 
C a l i f o r n i a ;  Bowling Green, Kentucky; S t .  Loa i s ,  Mis sour i ;  Bartow, 
F l o r i d a ;  and Newport Flews, V i r g i n i a .  206 pages,  i n c l u d i n g  70 pages of 
sample forms. Order No. OPS 4 .  $7.00. 

Screening  and E v a l u a t i o n  i n  C e n t r a l i z e d  F o r e n s i c  Mental  H e a l t h  
F a c i l i t i e s .  By Mary E l i z a b e t h  Holmstrup, W. Lawrence F i t c h ,  and Ingo 
K e i l i t z .  A f e d e r a l  i n s t i t u t i o n  and two state i n s t i t u t i o n s  performing 
f o r e n s i c  p s y c h i a t r i c  services are d e t a i l e d  i n c l u d i n g  p r o f i l e s  of t h e  
Biggs Uni t  of the F u l t o n  S t a t e  H o s p i t a l  (Missour i ) ;  t h e  P r e t r i a l  Branch, 
D i v i s i o n  of F o r e n s i c  Program, S t  E l i z a b e t h s  H o s p i t a l  (Washington, D.C. ); 
and t h e  Center  f o r  Fo rens i c  Psycllliatry (Ann Arbor,  Michigan).  96 pages,  
i n c l u d i n g  29 pages of sample forms. Order No .  OPS 5. $5.00. 



Forens i c  Mental  H e a l t h  Sc reen ine  and E v a l u a t i o n  i n  Communitv v 

C o r r e c t i o n s .  By Thomas B. H a r v e l l ,  '67. Lawrence F i t c h ,  and Ingo  K e i l i t z .  
E f f o r t s  t o  d i v e r t  o f f e n d e r s  from p r i s o n  o r  j a i l  s e n t e n c e s  o r  t o  
f a c i l i t a t e  t h e i r  s u c c e s s f u l  r e i n t e g r a t i o n  i n  t h e  community are r e f l e c t e d  
i n  l o c a l  programs of probat ior , ,  halfway houses,  counse l ing ,  r e s t i t u t i o n ,  
and t h e  l i k e .  Two such  programs--the L a r i m e r  County (Colorado)  Community 
C o r r e c t i o n s  and t h e  I s l a n d  County (Washington) District  Cour t  P r o b a t i o n  
Department--are desc r ibed .  52 pages ,  i n c l u d i n g  14 pages of sample 
forms. Order  No. OPS 6 .  $4.00. 

N a t i o n a l  Center  f o r  S t a t e  Cour t s  
P u b l i c a t  i o n s  Department 

300 Newport Avenue 
Wil l iamsburg,  V i r g i n i a  23185 

( 8 0 4 )  253-2000 
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