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FOREWORD 

This  monograph, "Forensic Mental Health Screening and Evaluat ion 
i n  Community and Regional Forensic  Mental Heal th  Centers ,"  i s  t h e  f o u r t h  
i n  a series t h a t  explores  t h e  mental h e a l t h  f o r e n s i c  examination, a 
p i v o t a l  p o i n t  i n  t h e  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  process  t h a t  occurs  when, a t  t he  
d i r e c t i o n  of a judge o r  some o t h e r  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  a u t h o r i t y ,  a mental 
h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l  assesses a defendant 's  mental cond i t ion .  The r e s u l t s  
of such f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  eva lua t ions  can  have profound e f f e c t s  on 
t h e  d e s t i n i e s  of persons charged wi th  o r  convicted of crimes. 

The f i r s t  monograph i n  t h i s  series, "Forensic Mental Screening 
and Evaluat ion of Client-Offenders: An Overview," r e f l e c t s  t h e  Nat ional  
Center ' s  i n i t i a l  assessment of t h e  s t a t e  of knowledge about mental h e a l t h  
sc reen ing  and evaluat ion.  
screening and eva lua t ion  process ,  a n  o p e r a t i o n a l  d e f i n i t i o n  of screening 
and eva lua t ion ,  and d i s c u s s i o n s  of t h e  purposes,  p o i n t s  of a p p l i c a t i o n ,  
and manner of resource a l l o c a t i o n  f o r  screening and eva lua t ion  i n  1 2 1  
s e l e c t e d  programs throughout t h e  country,  which were surveyed i n  
telephone interviews.  Summary d e s c r i p t i o n s  of t h e  programs and an  
annotated l i s t i n g  of s e l e c t e d  l i t e r a t u r e  i n  t h e  f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  
area are presented i n  appendices t o  t h i s  f i r s t  monograph. Four 
a d d i t i o n a l  papers and monographs, providing d e t a i l e d  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of t he  
day-to-day ope ra t ions  of screening and eva lua t ion  i n  c o u r t  c l i n i c s ,  
c e n t r a l i z e d  s ta te  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 complete t h e  series on f o r e n s i c  mental 
h e a l t h  examinations i n  va r ious  s e t t i n g s .  A l i s t i n g  of papers and 
monographs i n  t h e  "Perspect ives  on Mental Health and t h e  Law" series can 
be found a t  t h e  end of t h i s  monograph. 

It con ta ins  a gene ra l  d e s c r i p t i o n  of t he  

The information presented i n  t h i s  and i n  t h e  o t h e r  papers and 
monographs i n  t h i s  series was gathered during t h e  cour se  of a research 
p r o j e c t  conducted from October 1979 t o  June 1981 by t h e  Nat ional  Center 
f o r  S t a t e  Courts a s  p a r t  of t h e  Nat ional  Evaluat ion Program of t h e  
Nat ional  I n s t i t u t e  of J u s t i c e ,  United S t a t e s  Department of J u s t i c e .  The 
p repa ra t ion  of t h e s e  r e p o r t s  was supported by a g r a n t  (No. 79-NI-AX-0070) 
awarded t o  t h e  Nat ional  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts from t h e  Nat ional  
I n s t i t u t e  of J u s t i c e .  
au tho r s  and do not  n e c e s s a r i l y  r ep resen t  t h e  o f f i c i a l  p o s i t i o n  o r  
p o l i c i e s  of t h e  U.S .  Department of J u s t i c e ,  t h e  Nat ional  Center f o r  S t a t e  
Courts,  o r  t h e  community and r eg iona l  c e n t e r s  p r o f i l e d  i n  t h i s  monograph. 

The au tho r s  owe thanks t o  J o e l  Zimmerman, o u r  co l l eague  a t  t he  

P o i n t s  of view o r  opinions are those  of  t h e  

Nat ional  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts,  who reviewed and commented on e a r l i e r  
d r a f t s  of t h i s  monograph. 
i n d i v i d u a l s  a s soc ia t ed  wi th  t h e  f i v e  f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s  p r o f i l e d  i n  t h i s  
monograph who g rac ious ly  gave of t h e i r  time during t h e  a u t h o r s '  v i s i t s  t o  
t he  f a c i l i t i e s ,  t o l e r a t e d  follow-up telephone ca l l s ,  and,reviewed e a r l i e r  
d r a f t s  of t h e  s e c t i o n s  desc r ib ing  t h e i r  c e n t e r .  We are e s p e c i a l l y  
g r a t e f u l  t o  t h e  following i n d i v i d u a l s  f o r  t h e i r  a s s i s t a n c e :  
Bussey, Barbra Bergman, Eleanor Kent, Sharon Blyskun, Gary Noteboom, 
Frederick Pavelka, Pam Montag, and Joan Yalman, of t h e  Dayton Area 
Forensic  Psychiatry Services;  Ronald J. Averbeck, D iv i s ion  of Forensic 
Psychiatry,  Ohio Department of Mental Health and Mental Retardat ion;  J i m  

In- a d d i t i o n ,  w e  acknowledge t h e  numerous 

Harold R. I 
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QPin,  A s s i s t a n t  Warden of t h e  Montgomery County (Ohio) J a i l ;  Tom Rueth, 
Eastway Community Mental Heal th  Center,  Dayton, Ohio; Charles  F a l t z ,  Leah 
McDonough, Larry P e r c e l l ,  Rick Hayward, Pa t  Simon, and Marcelle Bre i tna ,  
who are a f f i l i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  San Mateo County Mental Health,  Courts and 
Correct ions Unit ,  i n  Redwood Ci ty ,  C a l i f o r n i a ;  Richard Walker, B i l l  
Hatter, Lawrence Green, Danny Johnson, Jo  L i l l a r d ,  and Terry Beeler, w i th  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

For many persons accused of crimes, a c r u c i a l  po in t  i n  t h e  
c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  process  occurs  when, a t  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of a judge o r  some 
o t h e r  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  a u t h o r i t y ,  a mental h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l  assesses a 
c l i en t -o f f ende r ' s  mental  c o n d i t i o n  ( f o r  reason explained l a t e r  i n  t h i s  , 

monograph, t h e  term "client-offenders ' '  i s  used t o  refer to persons who 
have gone a f o u l  of t h e  l a w  and whose mental  h e a l t h  has  been questioned).  
It i s  est imated t h a t  one m i l l i o n  f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  sc reen ings  and 
e v a l u a t i o n s  are conducted i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  each y e a r  (Nat ional  
I n s t i t u t e  of Law Enforcement and C r i m i n a l  J u s t i c e ,  1979). Screening and 
e v a l u a t i o n  may occur  f o r  va r ious  reasons a t  any of s e v e r a l  p o i n t s  i n  t h e  
criminal j u s t i c e  process.  
community and r eg iona l  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  h o s p i t a l s ,  and 
c o r r e c t i o n s  f a c i l i t i e s .  
on i n t u i t i v e  judgment) o r  formal (us ing  s tandardized methods), extensive 
o r  circumscribed, and may <serve s p e c i f i c  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  placement, o r  
t r ea tmen t  dec i s ions .  The mental  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t o r  o r  examiner may be a 
policeman, a j a i l  o r  p r i s o n  counselor ,  a probat ion o r  p a r o l e  o f f i c e r ,  a 
s o c i a l  worker, a n  a t t o r n e y ,  a nurse,  a psychologis t ,  o r  a p s y c h i a t r i s t .  
The r e s u l t s  of such 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 s  can  have profound 
e f f e c t s  on t h e  d e s t i n i e s  of persons charged wi th  o r  convicted of crimes. 
The opinions of mental h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  r o u t i n e l y  form t h e  b a s i s  f o r  
such determinat ions as  whether a c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  competent t o  proceed 
t o  t r i a l ,  i s  c r i m i n a l l y  r e spons ib l e ,  i s  capable  of responding t o  
c o n d i t i o n s  of probat ion,  o r  simply i s  more a p p r o p r i a t e l y  processed by the  
mental h e a l t h  system than  by t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system. 
f i n d i n g s  of t h e  mental  h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l  i n  l a r g e  p a r t  determine 
whether a c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  t o  become a p a t i e n t ,  a p r i s o n e r ,  o r  a f r e e  
person. 

It may be performed i n  c o u r t  c l i n i c s ,  

The process  may be informal  ( r e l y i n g  p r imar i ly  

Indeed, t h e  

T h i s  monograph d e s c r i b e s  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  conducted by t h e  arrangement of one type  of c o l l a b o r a t i o n  
between 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: 
r eg iona l  f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  c e n t e r s .  Co l l abora t ion  wi th  t h e  c r imina l  
j u s t i c e  system i s  one of the*most  r a p i d l y  growing areas of community 
mental h e a l t h  work (Monohan, 1976). The most s i g n i f i c a n t  and s u b s t a n t i a l  
p o r t i o n  of t h i s  monograph i s  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  ope ra t ions  of t he  

community and 

fol lowing s i x  

(1) 

( 4 )  

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 :  

Dayton Area Forensic  Psych ia t ry  Se rv ices  
Dayton, Ohio 

San Mateo County Mental Heal th  Courts and Correct ions Unit 
Redwood City,  C a l i f o r n i a  

Forensic  Unit of t h e  Barren River Mental Health-Mental 
Re ta rda t ion  Board 
Bowling Green, Kentucky 

Forensic  Se rv ices  of t h e  Malcolm B l i s s  Mental Health Center 
S t .  Louis,  Missouri  
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Forensic  Unit  of t h e  Peace River  Center f o r  Personal  
Development 
Bartow, F l o r i d a  

R ive r s ide  Hosp i t a l  Community Mental Heal th  Center Forensic  
Screening and Evaluat ion 
Newport News , V i r g i n i a  

These c e n t e r s  were v i s i t e d  and s t u d i e d  during t h e  course of a 
r e sea rch  p r o j e c t  conducted by t h e  Nat ional  Center f o r  S t a t e  Courts as 
p a r t  of t h e  Nat ional  Evaluat ion Programs (NEP) of t h e  Nat ional  I n s t i t u t e  
of J u s t i c e ,  United States  Department of J u s t i c e .  The Nat ional  Cen te r ' s  
study focused on t h e  mental h e a l t h  system's most s i g n i f i c a n t  involvement 
i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  process:  
and e v a l u a t i o n  of o f f ende r s  and a l l e g e d  o f fende r s  performed by 
p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  psychologis ts ,  and s o c i a l  workers a t  t h e  r eques t  of 
a t to rneys ,  t h e  c o u r t s ,  o r  c o r r e c t i o n s  agencies.  I n  a s s e s s i n g  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  programs, Na t 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  screening and eva lua t ion ,  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  country,  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  1 7  s ta tes  and t h e  District of 
Columbia, i nc lud ing  t h e  s i x  programs descr ibed i n  t K i s  paper. 
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  being f i l l e d ,  as w e l l  as t h e  n a t u r e  and scope of s e n s i b l e  next 
s t e p s ,  were a s ses sed  during f i e l d  t e s t i n g  of 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  country.  

t h e  f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  screening 

A number 

An earlier paper i n  t h i s  series ( K e i l i t z ,  F i t c h ,  and Marvell ,  
1981) d e s c r i b e s  t h e  r e s u l t s  of t h e  Nat ional  Cen te r ' s  i n i t i a l  assessment 
of t h e  c u r r e n t  s ta te  of knowledge about screening and eva lua t ion .  
NEP methodology, developed by t h e  Nat ional  I n s t i t u t e  of J u s t i c e  i n  
response t o  t h e  congres s iona l  mandate t o  e v a l u a t e  t h e  wide range of 
j u s t i c e  programs, i s  d e t a i l e d  by Nay, Barnes, Kay, Ratner ,  and Graham 
(Note 1); t h e  MEP methodology conforms i n  a l l  e s s e n t i a l  a s p e c t s  t o  t h e  
program e v a l u a t i o n  method coined " e v a l u a b i l i t y  assessment" (see Wholey, 
1977)- The r eade r  is r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e s e  w r i t i n g s  f o r  a complete 
d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  d e f i n i t i o n  of s c reen ing  and eva lua t ion ,  
state-of-the-knowledge assessment,  and methods used i n  t h e  Na t iona l  
Center ' s  study. 

The 

1.1 Community and Regional Forensic  Mental Heal th  Centers 

As almost any h i s t o r i c a l  review of t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  and 
mental h e a l t h  systems would i n d i c a t e ,  both systems r e l i e d  almost 
e x c l u s i v e l y  on " t o t a l "  i n s t i t u t i o n s  f o r  many decades but have r e c e n t l y  
developed less r e s t r i c t i v e  environments and implemented programs where 
e v a l u a t i o n  and t reatment  of t h e  "mad and t h e  bad" w i l l  occur ,  a t  least 
i n i t i a l l y ,  i n  t h e  community ( c f .  - Beran and Toomey, 1979; Monohan, 1976). 

There are s t r o n g  n a t i o n a l  t r e n d s  toward community-based 
s e r v i c e s  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  f o r  most human s e r v i c e  
needs- Forensic  mental h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and e v a l u a t i o n  i s  no except ion 
t o  this t r e n d o  F o r  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 
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1 
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-supported c e n t e r s  were i n  
ope ra t ion ;  and, as of August 1978, t h e r e  were 16  community f o r e n s i c  
c e n t e r s  a c r o s s  t h e  state (Roth, 1979). S t a t e  l e g i s l a t i o n  des igna te s  t h e  
community c e n t e r s ,  r a t h e r  t han  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 .  
f a c i l i t i e s  e n t i r e l y  and develop smaller 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  state c i v i l  h o s p i t a l s  and t r a i n i n g  schoo l s  f o r  t h e  r e t a rded  

I 
1 

I 
I 
I 
1 
I 

Some states p l a n  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  

1 (Roth, 1979; Pe t r i la ,  1981). 

The s ign ing  i n t o  l a w  of t h e  Mental Heal th  Systems A c t  (P.L. 
94-63) by P res iden t  Jimmy Carter i n  October 1980 marks a continued 
n a t i o n a l  commitment t o  d e a l  w i t h  t h e  mental  h e a l t h  problems of a wide 
range of populat ions wi th  community resources .  Co l l abora t ion  between t h e  
mental h e a l t h  and t h e  criminal j u s t i c e  systems i s  c l e a r l y  mandated i n  t h e  
d e f i n i t i o n s  of a community mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r  i n  t h e  g e n e r a l  p rov i s ions  
of t h e  A c t :  

A community mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r  i s  a l e g a l  e n t i t y  
which provides  comprehensive mental h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  
t o  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  a p a r t i c u l a r  catchment area 
rega rd le s s  of t h e i r  a b i l i t y  t o  pay and ag rees  t o  g i v e  
" s p e c i a l  a t t e n t i o n  t o  those  who are c h r o n i c a l l y  
mental ly  ill." 
emergency, and o u t p a t i e n t  s e r v i c e s ,  a s s i s t a n c e  t o  t h e  
c o u r t s  and o t h e r  p u b l i c  agencies  i n  screening 
r e s i d e n t s  who are r e f e r r e d  f o r  eva lua t ions ,  follow-up 
care, c o n s u l t a t i o n  and educa t iona l  s e rv i ces .  (P.L. 
94-63, Sec t ion  101, emphasis added) 

The c e n t e r  must provide i n p a t i e n t ,  

I 

1 
I 
I 
1 
1 
1 
1 
I 
1 

The s i x  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  
descr ibed i n  this monograph r e p r e s e n t  ope ra t ing  systems of varying s i z e s ,  
c o l l a b o r a t i o n s  w i t h  o t h e r  agencies ,  resources ,  ph i lo soph ies ,  management 
p o l i c i e s  and procedures--yet,  t hey  are as a group d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e  from 
t h e  o t h e r  elements of 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: 
c e n t r a l i z e d  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  s tate and l o c a l  c o r r e c t i o n s  agencies  (some may 
be community-based), and c o u r t  c l i n i c s .  

Perhaps t h e  o l d e s t  element of t h e  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  
s e r v i c e  system, wi th  which t h e  f o r e n s i c  community c e n t e r s  draw t h e  
s h a r p e s t  c o n t r a s t ,  i s  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 .  Th i s  type of f o r e n s i c  
u n i t ,  a maximum s e c u r i t y ,  i n p a t i e n t  f a c i l i t y  l o c a t e d  w i t h i n  a p r i s o n  o r  
h o s p i t a l  f o r  t h e  c r i m i n a l l y  in sane ,  t y p i c a l l y  s e r v e s  a n  e n t i r e  s ta te  o r  
region. Cl ient-offenders  f o r  whom mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e  i s  required may 
have t o  t r a v e l  long d i s t a n c e s  and be h o s p i t a l i z e d  f o r  weeks o r  months f o r  
r e l a t i v e l y  simple procedures such as e v a l u a t i o n s  t o  assess competency t o  
s t and  t r ia l .  L i m a  S t a t e  Hosp i t a l  i n  Ohio and Cen t ra l  S t a t e  Hospi ta l  i n  
Virgina are examples of 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  eva lua t ion  
u n i t s .  Central ized 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 ,  
they se rve  as i n s t i t u t i o n s  of custody f o r  "c r imina l ly  insane" offenders  
( inc lud ing  c l i en t -o f f ende r s  undergoing ex tens ive  obse rva t ion  and 
eva lua t ion  f o r  t h e i r  competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  o r  f o r  c r i m i n a l  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  t hose  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 ,  c e r t a i n  sexua l  offenders ,  and 
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t h o s e  committed a f t e r  being found n o t  g u i l t y  by reason of i n s a n i t y ) .  
Secondp t h e y  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 ende r s  ( c f .  - Carlson, 1979). 

S t a t e  and l o c a l  c o r r e c t i o n s  agenc ie s  a l s o  may conduct f o r e n s i c  
mental  h e a l t h  screening and eva lua t ion .  
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 en t -o f f ende r  ( i o e a  mental ly  ill, mental ly  r e t a rded ,  o r  psychopathic 
o f f ende r ) ,  and caseload. 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 ,  caseload,  and type of offender .  J a i l s  i n  
most l a r g e r  me t ropo l i t an  areas throughout t h e  country provide mental  
h e a l t h  services f o r  inmates, inc lud ing  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  s c reen ing ,  
eva lua t ion ,  t r ea tmen t ,  t r a i n i n g ,  c o n s u l t a t i o n ,  and any combination of 
these.  Some j a i l s  maintain medical and mental  h e a l t h  departments,  
c l i n i c s ,  o r  i n f i r m a r i e s  t h a t  s c r e e n  and c l a s s i f y  inmates upon i n t a k e  and 
provide counsel ing and t reatment  during i n c a r c e r a t i o n .  
ope ra t e  s o c i a l  s e r v i c e s  departments t h a t  a t t e n d  t o  t h e  g e n e r a l  s o c i a l  
problems of inmates and a r r ange  f o r  inmates i n  need of mental h e a l t h  
s e r v i c e s  t o  r e c e i v e  e v a l u a t i o n  and t reatment  on a r e f e r r a l  b a s i s  The 
primary concern of most j a i l  s e r v i c e s  i s  t h e  "maintenance" of t h e  inmates 
during t h e  per iod of i n c a r c e r a t i o n ;  ex tens ive  psychotherapy r a r e l y  i s  
provided. Close working r e l a t i o n s h i p s  are  u s u a l l y  maintained wi th  j a i l  
medical s t a f f  and l o c a l  h o s p i t a l s .  

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

Other j a i l s  

I n  a number of j u r i s d i c t i o n s  throughout t h e  country,  mental  
h e a l t h  ques t ions  of immediate concern t o  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system are 
r e f e r r e d  t o  o u t p a t i e n t  mental  h e a l t h  c l in ics  l o c a t e d  i n  o r  nea r  
courthouses  designed t o  s e r v e  e x c l u s i v e l y  t h e  c o u r t s  and t h e i r  agencies.  
Exclusive s e r v i c e  to t h e  c o u r t s  and t h e i r  a l l i e d  agenc ie s  most c l e a r l y  
d i s t i n g u i s h e s  c o u r t  c l i n i c s  from community-based f o r e n s i c  u n i t s  s e rv ing  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  catchment areao 
u n i t s  are a l igned  wi th  o t h e r  community mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s ,  t h e i r  
connection w i t h  t h e  c o u r t s  may be less c l e a r l y  perceived,  even i f  
i n d i v i d u a l  f o r e n s i c  s t a f f  members viewethemselves as agen t s  of t h e  
c o u r t o  Aside from t h e  a c t u a l  and perceived d i s t a n c e  between them and t h e  
c o u r t s p  t h e r e  are few d i f f e r e n c e s  between c o u r t  c l i n i c s  and community o r  
r e g i o n a l  community f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s .  

9 

I n s o f a r  as  community o r  r e g i o n a l  f o r e n s i c  

The fol lowing ske tch  could w e l l  d e s c r i b e  - both c o u r t  c l i n i c s  and 
community or r eg iona l  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s .  They d i f f e r  i n  
t h e i r  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and ope ra t ion .  Some rece ive  t h e i r  ope ra t ing  funds 
from t h e  c o u r t  system which they  se rve ;  some o p e r a t e  w i t h i n  community 
mental h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ;  o t h e r s  a re  a l l i e d  with c o u r t s  but r ece ive  only a 
p o r t i o n  of t h e i r  funds from t h e  c o u r t s ;  s t i l l  o t h e r s  are agencies  of 
l o c a l  o r  s ta te  departments of mental  hea l th .  Some provide r e l a t i v e l y  
ex tens ive  e v a l u a t i v e  s e r v i c e s ,  and a few provide l i m i t e d  t r ea tmen t  f o r  
c r i m i n a l  defendants ,  w i tnes ses ,  and t h e i r  families; o t h e r s  are designed 
merely t o  provide adv i so ry  opinions on s p e c i f i c  mental  h e a l t h  ques t ions  
f o r  judges and o t h e r  c o u r t  personnel.  
b a s i s  of caseload,  sources  of r e f e r r a l  (e.g., c o u r t s ,  p roba t ion  
departments,  and p o l i c e ) ,  t i m e  of r e f e r r a l  (e.g., p r e t r i a l ,  a t  

They can  be d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  on t h e  

4 



1 
sentencing,  o r  post-conviction),  s t a f f ,  budget, type of r epor t ing  
mechanisms (testimony and w r i t t e n  r e p o r t s ) ,  t reatment  op t ions ,  d a t a  
c o l l e c t i o n  methods, and many o t h e r  f a c t o r s .  

I 
i 
I 
I 

The primary f u n c t i o n  of most community f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  
c e n t e r s  i s  t o  examine c r i m i n a l  defendants  and render  opinions regarding 
competency t o  s t and  t r ia l ,  s u i t a b i l i t y  f o r  p r e t r i a l  release, and 
psychosocial  o r i e n t a t i o n  (bear ing on sentencing and p roba t ion  
d e c i s i o n s ) .  With regard t o  c e r t a i n  f o r e n s i c  ques t ions  (e-g. ,  competency 
t o  s t and  t r i a l ) ,  some c l i n i c s  perform a th re sho ld  sc reen ing  func t ion ,  
adv i s ing  t h e  c o u r t  whether t h e  ques t ion  m e r i t s  f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n  
(perhaps more prolonged e v a l u a t i o n  i n  a h o s p i t a l  s e t t i n g ) ;  o t h e r  c l i n i c s  
are au tho r i zed  t o  conduct thorough e v a l u a t i o n s  and addres s  u l t i m a t e  
mental  hea l th - l ega l  quest ions.  
c l o s e l y  wi th  area p s y c h i a t r i c  h o s p i t a l s ,  and most recommend i n p a t i e n t  
e v a l u a t i o n  o f  d i f f i c u l t  cases.  

V i r t u a l l y  every c o u r t  c l i n i c  works 

I 
I. 
1 
1 
I 
I 

The s t a f f  of a t y p i c a l  community o r  r eg iona l  f o r e n s i c  mental 
h e a l t h  u n i t  c o n s i s t s  of a c o r e  group of fu l l - t ime  mental  h e a l t h  
p r o f e s s i o n a l s  ( inc lud ing  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) and support  personnel  and any number of part-t ime consu l t ing  
p s y c h i a t r i s t s  and psychologis ts .  Some c e n t e r s  have l a r g e ,  fu l l - t ime  
s t a f f s  w e l l  coordinated as a team, while  o t h e r s  r e l y  heav i ly  on 
c o n s u l t a n t s  who f u n c t i o n  r e l a t i v e l y  independently.  

Although t h e  p rocess  by which mental  h e a l t h  information i s  
acquired v a r i e s  from c e n t e r  t o  c e n t e r ,  most c l i n i c s  r e l y  upon t h e  
c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ew as t h e  primary means f o r  a s s e s s i n g  t h e  mental s t a t e  of 
c l ient-offenders .  
defendant,  conduct c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ews ,  and perform psychological 
t e s t i n g ,  i nc lud ing  o b j e c t i v e  tests of i n t e l l i g e n c e  and s u b j e c t i v e  
p e r s o n a l i t y  inven to r i e s .  Neurological t e s t i n g  and o t h e r  more extensive 
procedures g e n e r a l l y  are performed on a r e f e r r a l  b a s i s  i n  area h o s p i t a l s .  

The i n t e r e s t  i n  working wi th  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system v a r i e s  

Most c e n t e r s  compile background information about t h e  

among community mental h e a l t h  c e n t e r s .  I n  a study of 26 community mental - 
h e a l t h  c e n t e r s  i n  Kansas, Modlin, P o r t e r ,  and Benson (1976) i t  w a s  found 
t h a t  most c e n t e r s  were r e a c t i v e  r a t h e r  t han  p roac t ive .  The c r e a t i o n  of 
community f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  u n i t s  w a s  l i k e l y  t h e  r e s u l t  of s t rong  
i n t e r e s t s  of s p e c i f i c  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  each system. 

Many mental h e a l t h  personnel  are  s k e p t i c a l  of t h e  
l e g a l  o f f ende r ' s  t r e a t a b i l i t y .  They p o i n t  ou t  t h a t  
he o f t e n ,  w i th  no pe r sona l  motivat ion toward 
t reatment ,  i s  coe rc ive ly  r e f e r r e d  by a judge o r  
p roba t ion  o f f i c e r .  One p s y c h i a t r i s t  s t a t e d  wryly: 
"They are a l l  a l c o h o l i c s ,  drug u s e r s ,  o r  psychopaths, 
t h r e e  of t h e  c a t e g o r i e s  w e  have least  success  i n  
helping." Such b i a s  may be j u s t i f i e d  i f  t r a d i t i o n a l  
p s y c h i a t r i c  t reatment  i s  a l l  a c e n t e r  o f f e r s .  

I 
1 
I 
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ThKs c l i n i c a l  s t a n c e  concerning o f fende r s  

It i s  f e l t  t h a t  t h e  
contaminates a t t i t u d e s  toward personnel  i n  t h e  
c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system. 
r e f e r r i n g  agency f r e q u e n t l y  does not  understand t h e  
d i f f i c u l t i e s  and t h e  requirements f o r  adequate 
p s y c h i a t r i c  p r a c t i c e ;  t h a t  r e f e r r i n g  agenc ie s  are 
looking f o r  l e g a l  r a t h e r  t han  medical d e c i s i o n s  and 
s o l u t i o n s ;  t h a t  t h e  l e g a l  system i n  t o t o  o f f e r s  a 
r e s t r i c t i v e ,  o r  even a n t i t h e t i c a l ,  climate f o r  
p s y c h i a t r i c  t reatment;  and t h a t  punishment and 
t r ea tmen t  are incompatible.  (Modlin, P o r t e r ,  and 
Benson, 1976, pp. 717-718) 

-- 

The s tudy by Modlin -- e t  a l .  revealed t h r e e  cond i t ions  c o r r e l a t e d  wi th  t h e  
success  of a r e c i p r o c a l  program between community mental h e a l t h  c e n t e r s  
and t h e  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  system: t h e  l o c a t i o n  of t h e  program w i t h i n  t h e  
c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system, a n  urban s e t t i n g ,  and i n d i v i d u a l  i n i t i a t i v e  by 
s t a f f  from each system. 

1.2 Forensic  Mental Heal th  Screening and Evaluat ion:  D e f i n i t i o n  
and a Conceptual Framework 

The g e n e r a l  o p e r a t i o n a l  d e f i n i t i o n  of screening and e v a l u a t i o n  
t h a t  served as a s t a r t i n g  p o i n t  f o r  t h e  Nat ional  Cen te r ' s  s tudy and 
guided t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  of t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of t h e  s i x  c e n t e r s  i n  t h i s  
paper i s  as fol lows : 

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  personnel ,  a t  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of c r i m i n a 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 ,  acqu i r ing ,  and 
p rov id ing  information about  t h e  mental  c o n d i t i o n  of 
c l i en t -o f f ende r s  u s e f u l  f o r  decis ion-making i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  
j u s t i c e  systems. 

The n i n e  key elements of t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  are i t a l i c i z e d .  
f u r t h e r  de f ined  and explained b r i e f l y  as  fol lows.  

The elements are 

o Process:  A p a r t i c u l a r  a c t i v i t y ,  d i r e c t e d  towards a 
c l i en t -o f f ende r ,  subsuming many d i f f e r e n t  methods and involving 
a number of s t e p s  o r  ope ra t ions .  

o Information about mental  s t a t u s :  Data concerning a n  
i n d i v i d u a l ' s  phys i ca l ,  emotional,  and/or  c o g n i t i v e  func t ion ing ,  
and s o c i a l  and behavioral  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  information about p a s t ,  p r e sen t ,  and f u t u r e  behavior. 

o Client-offenders:  Convicted and accused o f fende r s  whose mental 
s t a t u s  has been questioned. 

o Mental h e a l t h  personnel:  P ro fes s iona l s  c h a r t e d  wi th  t h e  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of conducting t h e  process  of screening and 
eva lua t ion .  
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Delineat ing:  
information 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 thereby determining t h e  scope of t h e  
screening and e v a l u a t i o n  process.  

The procedures involved i n  d e l i m i t i n g  the  

Obtaining: The procedures,  techniques,  and use of tests and 
data-gathering in s t rumen t s  involved i n  t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  of 
information about t h e  mental  s t a t u s  of c l ient-offenders .  

Providing : 
obtained by t h e  mental  h e a l t h  personnel  t o  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  
a u t h o r i t i e s  . 

The procedures used t o  t r a n s f e r  information 

Decision making i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system: 
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  
a u t h o r i t i e s  f o r  d e a l i n g  w i t h  suspected mental ly  disordered 
o f fende r s  . 

The process  of 

i 

C r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  a u t h o r i t i e s :  Prosecutors ,  defense a t t o r n e y s ,  
judges,  c o r r e c t i o n s  o f f i c i a l s ,  and t h e i r  agen t s  involved i n  
dec i s ion  making concerning c l i en t -o f f ende r s .  

The foregoing d e f i n i t i o n  and i t s  n ine  key elements can be 
imposed on a simple conceptual  framework of t h r e e  processes  
c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  t h e  c o u r t ' s  involvement i n  mental h e a l t h  sc reen ing  and 
evaluat ion--del ineat ion,  a c q u i s i t i o n ,  and provis ion.  The d e l i n e a t i o n  and 
p rov i s ion  of information subsume t h e  bulk of t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  of t h e  
c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system and t h e  mental  h e a l t h  system i n  t h e  screening and 
e v a l u a t i o n  of c l i en t -o f f ende r s .  

Del ineat ion,  as noted ear l ier  i n  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n ,  i nc ludes  a l l  
a c t i v i t i e s ,  s t anda rds ,  r u l e s ,  and e s t a b l i s h e d  proceedings t h a t  s e rve  t o  
d e f i n e  and focus t h e  legal-psychological  ques t ion  be fo re  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 .  Provis ion,  simply, involves  t h e  t r a n s f e r  of t h e  
information acquired by mental  h e a l t h  personnel t o  t h e  r eques t ing  agent 
o r  agency. Obviously, d e l i n e a t i n g  and la te r  providing mental  h e a l t h  
information n e c e s s i t a t e s  communication between t h e  two systems. The 
d e l i n e a t i o n  and p rov i s ion  phases thus  provide from t h e  pe r spec t ive  of t h e  
c o u r t s  t h e  g r e a t e s t  oppotuni ty  f o r  r e l a t i v e l y  inexpensive and expedient 
improvement of mental  h e a l t h  screening and evaluat ion.  

Raising t h e  i s s u e  of mental  h e a l t h ,  making t h e  referral ,  and 
using t h e  information provided remain l a r g e l y  t h e  domain of t h e  c r imina l  
j u s t i c e  system. Acquis i t ion,  t h e  a c t i v i t y  of ga the r ing  t h e  mental h e a l t h  
information about a c l i en t -o f f ende r ,  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, i s  o f t e n  viewed 
by c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  personnel  as  a b l ack  box whose i n n e r  workings are 
known only t o  mental  h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l s .  
a c q u i s i t i o n  o f  mental  h e a l t h  information i s  r e l a t i v e l y  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  
c o u r t  personnel,  j u s t  as i t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  mental h e a l t h  workers t o  
in f luence  t h e  d e l i n e a t i o n  of t h e  i s s u e  of mental h e a l t h .  

I n s t i t u t i n g  changes i n  t h e  
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The foregoing d e f i n i t i o n  and conceptual  framework f o r  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  were used as gu ides  i n  conducting 
t h e  Na t iona l  Cen te r ' s  r e s e a r c h  p r o j e c t ,  i nc lud ing  t h e  s tudy of t h e  s i x  
c e n t e r s  p r o f i l e d  i n  t h i s  monograph. 
d e f i n i t i o n  and conceptual  framework i s  presented i n  K e i l i t z  and Holmstrup 
(1981) and K e i l i t z ,  F i t c h ,  and Marvel1 (1981). 

A more d e t a i l e d  d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  

1.3 P r o f i l e s  of S i x  Community and Regional Centers 

Mental h e a l t h  l a w  as i t  p e r t a i n s  t o  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  is ,  t o  be s u r e ,  a n  area where l a w  d e p a r t s  
sha rp ly  from t h e o r y o  

In  t h e  p r a c t i c e  of l a w ,  j u s t  as i n  t h e  p r a c t i c e  
of o t h e r  p ro fes s ions  o r  t r a d e s ,  i t  i s  o f t e n  t h e  
mores and customs which deserve t h e  a t t e n t i o n  
u s u a l l y  paid t o  t h e  w r i t t e n  r u l e s  of substance 
and procedure. 
w r i t t e n  about t h e  s u b t l e  p o i n t s  of a s i g n i f i c a n t  
cour t  d e c i s i o n  o r  s t a t u t o r y  r e v i s i o n ,  u s u a l l y  
l i m i t e d  a n a l y s i s  is  g iven  t o  what can  be termed 
t h e  " s o c i a l i z a t i o n  of t h e  law."  ( P e r l i n ,  1980, 

Although thousands of words are 

pa 194)o 

I n  p re sen t ing  t h e  p r o f i l e s  of ope ra t ing  community and r e g i o n a l  
f o r e n s i c  u n i t s ,  i t  i s  hoped t h a t  i t  c a n  be shown t h a t  t h e  con tex t  and 
consequences of t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of mental  h e a l t h  i s s u e s  i n  c r i m i n a l  
j u s t i c e  are of f a r  g r e a t e r  p r a c t i c a l  importance--and in t e re s t - - than  t h e  
c o n t e n t s  of t h e  i s s u e s -  
between t h e  systems of mental h e a l t h  and c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  are revealed i n  
the  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of t h e  ope ra t ions  i n  t h e  s i x  states represented.  

Many of t h e  s a l i e n t  a s p e c t s  of t h e  a l l i a n c e s  

Each of t h e  program d e s c r i p t i o n s  t h a t  fo l lows  con ta ins  a b r i e f  
h i s t o r y  of t h e  c e n t e r ;  a summary of t h e  c e n t e r ' s  g o a l s  and o b j e c t i v e s ;  an  
i l l u s t r a t i o n  of t h e  flow of c l i en t -o f f ende r s  i n t o  and through t h e  c e n t e r ;  
d i scuss ions  of how mental  h e a l t h  information i s  d e l i n e a t e d  by t h e  
r e f e r r a l  source,  acquired by t h e  c e n t e r  s t a f f ,  and provided t o  t h e  use r ;  
and a review of t h e  systems used f o r  feedback, q u a l i t y  c o n t r o l ,  and 
program eva lua t ion .  

Each c e n t e r  p r o f i l e  conforms, gene ra l ly ,  t o  t h e  fol lowing 
o u t l i n e .  

Brief Desc r ip t ion  of Program 
History 
Descr ipt ion of Host Court o r  Agency 
Goal and Object ives  of Program 

C l i e n t e l e  
Purposes 
Stages i n  Criminal Process 
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Case Process  Flow 
Diagram 
Text 

Referral Sources, Agencies, and Agents 
R e f e r r a l  Mechanisms 
R e f e r r a l  Instruments  

S t a f f  
Procedures and Techniques 

De l inea t ion  of Mental Heal th  Information Requirements 

Acqu i s i t i on  of Mental Heal th  Information 

Data 

Admissions 
Medica 1 Examination 
In t e rv i ews  
S o c i a l  H i  s t o r y  
Psychological  Tes t ing  
Case Conferences 
Report P repa ra t ion  
Gathering Instruments  
Lega l  Tests 
P r o j e c t i v e  Tests 
Object ive Tests 

P rov i s ion  and Use of Mental Heal th  Information 
Reporting Source, Agencies, and Agents 
Mechanisms 

Reporting Instruments  
Timing 

Target  Audience s 
U s e  i n  Decis ion Making 

Feedback, Monitoring, and Program Evaluat ion 
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Z O O  THE DAYTON (OHIO)  AREA FORENSIC PSYCHIATRY SERVICES 

The Dayton Center w a s  opened i n  October 1972 and received t h e  
f i r s t  c l i en t -o f f ende r  case a few months l a te r  (see Program f o r  t h e  Study 
of C r i m e  and Delinquency, Note 3 ) .  
o p e r a t i o n  of Eastway Community Mental Heal th  Center i n  Dayton, Ohio, and 
provides  t h e  c r i m i n a l  c o u r t s  o u t p a t i e n t  p s y c h i a t r i c  and psychological  
eva lua t ions  of accused offenders .  Ou tpa t i en t  t r ea tmen t ,  crisis 
i n t e r v e n t i o n ,  case c o n s u l t a t i o n ,  and mental  h e a l t h  i n t e r v e n t i o n  services 
to t h e  Montgomery County J a i l  are provided as t i m e  and r e sources  permit. 
The primary c l i e n t s  of t h e  Dayton Center are t h e  c r i m i n a l  c o u r t s  i n  seven 
coun t i e s  (Montgomery, Champaign, Darke, Greene, Logan, M i a m i ,  and Shelby) 
with a popu la t ion  c l o s e  t o  one mi l l i on .  
funded by t h e  Div i s ion  of Forensic  Psych ia t ry ,  Ohio Department of Mental 
Heal th  and Mental Re ta rda t ion ,  though monies were made a v a i l a b l e  from 
f e d e r a l  sources  i n  t h e  p a s t o  

It i s  a component and a n  i d e n t i f i a b l e  

The Dayton Center i s  c u r r e n t l y  

The Dayton Center i s  one of 18 o u t p a t i e n t  community f o r e n s i c  
The Div i s ion  of Forensic  Psych ia t ry  of mental h e a l t h  c e n t e r s  i n  Ohio. 

t h e  Ohio Department of Mental Heal th  and Mental Re ta rda t ion  began 
developing community f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s  i n  1972 t o  reduce 
i n p a t i e n t  e v a l u a t i o n  r e f e r r a l s  t o  Lima S t a t e  Hosp i t a l ,  a maximum s e c u r i t y  
f a c i l i t y  l o c a t e d  i n  L i m a ,  Ohio. 
f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s  approved by t h e  Div i s ion  of Forensic  Psych ia t ry  of t h e  
Ohio Department of Mental Heal th  and Mental Retardat ion:  (1) a branch of 
a community mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r ;  t h e  Dayton Center i s  of t h i s  type; ( 2 )  
a free-s tanding e n t i t y  wi th  i t s  own Board of D i r e c t o r s ;  ( 3 )  a d i v i s i o n  of 
a g e n e r a l  o u t p a t i e n t  mental  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t y  of a u n i v e r s i t y ;  and ( 4 )  a n  
agency of 'a c o u r t  o r  p roba t ion  department ( s e e  Beran and Toomey, 1979; 
and Note 9, Assoc ia t ion  of Ohio Forensic  P s y c h i a t r i c  Centers ,  f o r  a 
thorough d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  development of t h e  Ohio community f o r e n s i c  
c e n t e r  network). 

There are f o u r  b a s i c  t ypes  of community 

Court-requested e v a l u a t i o n s  are conducted a t  va r ious  p o i n t s  i n  
t h e  a d j u d i c a t i o n  process:  p re t r i a l ,  post  conv ic t ion  but  before 
sentencing,  and during p roba t ion  o r  parole .  R e f e r r a l  ques t ions  inc lude  
competency t o  s t and  t r i a l ;  i n s a n i t y ;  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of persons as 
mental ly  ill, mental ly  r e t a rded ,  o r  "psychopathic"; dangerousness; 
p r o b a b i l i t y  of r epea t ing  o f f e n s e  ( r e c i d i v i s m ) ;  amenabi l i ty  t o  t reatment;  
and p roba t ion  r i s k .  I n  1979, t h e  Dayton Center performed approximately 
600 e v a l u a t i o n s  a t  t h e  request  of t h e  common p l e a s  c o u r t s  i n  t h e  seven 
c o u n t i e s  served by t h e  Center, two county municipal c o u r t s  i n  Montgomery 
County, t h e  p roba te  c o u r t s ,  t h e  Probat ion Department, t h e  Adult Parole  
Authori ty ,  and t h e  j u v e n i l e  c o u r t s ;  more than  75 percent  of t h e  r e f e r r a l s  
came from t h e  Court of Common Pleas. 

P s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  c l i n i c a l  p sycho log i s t s ,  s o c i a l  workers, 
counselors ,  and s e c r e t a r i e s  s e rve  as  s t a f f  t h e  Dayton Center. 
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2.1. A Function Model of Psychological and P s y c h i a t r i c  Evaluat ions 
Conducted b y - t h e  Dayton Center 

Figures  1-3 d e p i c t  how a defendant comes t o  be evaluated a t  t h e  
Dayton Center,  how a case i s  r e f e r r e d  and d e l i n e a t e d ,  how case 
information i s  acquired,  and, f i n a l l y ,  how t h e  acquired information i s  
provided t o  t h e  referral agent .  These processes  are summarized i n  t h e  
text  below. Appendix A provides  a key f o r  t h e  geometric shapes i n  t h e  
f i g u r e s  throughout t h i s  paper. 

The i n i t i a l  d e c i s i o n  t o  invo lve  t h e  Dayton Center i n  a case 
occurs  i n  t h e  referral c o u r t s  and a l l i e d  r e f e r r a l  agencies .  R e f e r r a l  
reasons and t h e  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  process  a t  which r e f e r r a l s  f o r  
e v a l u a t i o n  are made vary considerably.  I n  a f e l o n y  case ,  fol lowing 
prel iminary arraignment i n  t h e  lower c o u r t s  (municipal o r  county),  t h e  
i s s u e  of competency may f i r s t  be r a i s e d  by t h e  c o u r t ,  prosecut ion,  o r  
defense a t t o r n e y  a t  a prel iminary hear ing during which t h e  state must 
show "probable cause" t h a t  a crime was committed and t h a t  t h e  accused 
person committed t h e  crime. The prel iminary hear ing i s  conducted before  
grand j u r y  indictment ,  before  e n t r y  of a p l e a  and be fo re  appearance i n  
common p l e a s  c o u r t  arraignment. The i s s u e  of competency can be r a i s e d  
and a n  e v a l u a t i o n  may be ordered by t h e  c o u r t  a t  arraignment,  a t  a 
p r e t r i a l  conference, o r  during t r ia l .  The defense must raise t h e  i s s u e  
of i n s a n i t y  and e n t e r  a not-guilty-by-reason-of-insanity p l e a  a t  t h e  t i m e  
of arraignment 

I f  a defendant i s  found g u i l t y ,  o r  has pled g u i l t y  through a 
nego t i a t ed  p l e a ,  t h e  c o u r t  may r e f e r  t h e  case t o  t h e  p roba t ion  department 
f o r  a presentence i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  A t  t h i s  s t a g e  i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  
proceedings,  t h e  eva lua t ion  referral ques t ion  may focus  on t h e  presence 
o r  absence of m i t i g a t i n g  circumstances,  a d v i s a b i l i t y  of t reatment  , o r  
f a c t o r s  favoring probation. 

Figure 1 cap tu res  t h e  "flow" of a case before  t h e  a c t u a l  
appearance of t h e  accused i n d i v i d u a l  a t  t h e  Dayton Center,  t h e  s p e c i f i c  
a c t i v i t i e s  and e v e n t s  t h a t  d e l i n e a t e  t h e  mental  h e a l t h  information t o  be 
sought about t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  case. Cases come t o  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  of t h e  
Dayton Center by means of r e f e r r a l s  from judges of t h e  Municipal Court, 
t h e  Court of Common Pleas ,  p roba t ion  o f f i c e r s ,  p a r o l e  o f f i c e r s ,  o r  County 
J a i l  personnel.  A l l  r e f e r r a l s ,  w i t h  t h e  except ion of r e q u e s t s  from t h e  
Adult Pa ro le  Authori ty  and t h e  County Jai l , '  are  made by formal cour t  
order.  The o r d e r  s p e c i f i e s  t h e  type of e v a l u a t i o n  requested (i.e., 
competency, i n s a n i t y ,  etc.), and t h e  s t a t u t e  au tho r i z ing  t h e  evaluat ion.  
A c o u r t  o r d e r  i s  accompanied by a r e f e r r a l  form f u r t h e r  d e t a i l i n g  case 
information and r e f e r r a l  quest ions.  R e f e r r a l s  from t h e  Adult Parole 
Authori ty  and t h e  County J a i l  are made by r e f e r r a l  form o r  a b r i e f  
c h e c k l i s t  only (no c o u r t  o r d e r ) ,  and are o f t e n  preceded by informal 
c o n t a c t  w i th  t h e  Dayton Center. 
referrals and a s s i g n s  t h e  case t o  a s t a f f  member as primary examiner. 
Evaluat ions f o r  competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  and c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  are  
assigned only t o  "board e l i g i b l e ,  " c e r t i f i e d  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  l i c e n s e d  i n  Ohio. Other t ypes  of e v a l u a t i o n s  t y p i c a l l y  are 
assigned t o  o t h e r  s t a f f  members. 

The Dayton Center D i r e c t o r  reviews a l l  
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Once a r e f e r r a l  (i.e., c o u r t  o r d e r ,  r e f e r r a l  form, informal 
c o n t a c t  w i t h  r e f e r r a l  agen t )  has  been received,  t h e  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  s t a f f  
and t h e  primary examiner ( a f t e r  assignment) begin t h e  p repa ra t ion  of t h e  
case: i.e., checking and acqu i r ing  information support ing t h e  case 
(e.g., r e p o r t s  from h o s p i t a l s  o r  mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ,  copy of 
indictment ,  r e p o r t  of arrest, and copy of most r ecen t  presentence 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n  r e p o r t ) ;  asking t h e  r e f e r r a l  agent  t o  f u r t h e r  d e l i n e a t e  t h e  
r e f e r r a l  ques t ion ( s ) ;  arranging f o r  defendant t o  come t o  t h e  Dayton 
Center f o r  eva lua t ion ;  and, scheduling t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  process  t o  
accommodate a 30-day time l i m i t .  

Figure 2 d e p i c t s  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  ope ra t ions  and even t s  occurr ing 
t o  a c q u i r e  e v a l u a t i v e  information about t h e  defendant.  Once t h e  
defendant comes t o  t h e  Dayton Center,  t h e  d i r e c t  a c q u i s i t i o n  of 
information begins by ob ta in ing  t h e  de fendan t ' s  informed consent and 
a u t h o r i z a t i o n  f o r  release of information ( i f  not  a l r e a d y  obtained by t h e  
r e f e r r a l  agent  before  t h e  defendant appears  i n  t h e  Dayton Center f o r  
eva lua t ion ) .  
ass igned examiner. Except i n  e v a l u a t i o n s  of t h e  i n s a n i t y  i s s u e ,  which 
o f t e n  l as t  longer  t h a n  a s i n g l e  se s s ion ,  most c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ews  seldom 
exceed two hours and a s i n g l e  se s s ion .  The conduct of t h e  a c t u a l  
i n t e rv i ew varies depending on t h e  r e f e r r a l  quest ion,  t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  
case, t h e  amount of p r i o r  information,  t h e  mental  s t a t u s  of t h e  defendant 
a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  in t e rv i ew,  and t h e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  s t y l e  of t h e  examiner. 

This  i s  followed by a c l i n i c a l  i n t e r v i e w  conducted by t h e  

I f  a c l i n i c a l  d e c i s i o n  i s  n o t  reached a t  t h e  conclusion of t h e  
c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ew,  as  i s  most o f t e n  t h e  case when t h e  r e f e r r a l  ques t ion  
i s  i n s a n i t y ,  p r e p a r a t i o n s  are made t o  secu re  a d d i t i o n a l  information such 
as t h e  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  of t h e  defendant ,  performance on i n t e l l i g e n c e  tests 
and o t h e r  s tandard psychological  instruments ,  p r o f e s s i o n a l  opinions of 
o t h e r  s t a f f  members, and neuro log ica l  o r  medical examination r e s u l t s .  
Once t h e  examiner has reached a c l i n i c a l  dec i s ion ,  he o r  she  prepares  a 
formal r e p o r t  t h a t  i s  reviewed by t h e  Supervisor  of Psychological 
Se rv ices  o r  t h e  Supervisor  of S o c i a l  Se rv ices  ( i f  t h e  r e spons ib l e  
examiner i s  a psychologis t  o r  a s o c i a l  worker under i t s  supe rv i s ion )  and, 
u l t i m a t e l y ,  by t h e  D i r e c t o r  of t h e  Dayton Center. 

The f i n a l  s t a g e ,  t h e  p rov i s ion  of t h e  e v a l u a t i v e  information t o  
t h e  referral  agents ,  i s  dep ic t ed  i n  Figure 3.  O r d i n a r i l y ,  w r i t t e n  
e v a l u a t i o n s  are submitted t o  t h e  r e f e r r a l  agen t  w i t h i n  30 days of t h e  
r e c e i p t  of t h e  r e f e r r a l .  
c o u r i e r  o r  U.S. m a i l ,  depending on t h e  d i s t a n c e  of t h e  c o u r t  from the  
Dayton Center,  w i th  cop ie s  f o r  t h e  i n i t i a l  r e f e r r a l  agen t s  ( a t to rneys ,  
probat ion o f f i c e r s  and p a r o l e  o f f i c e r s ) .  D i s t r i b u t i o n  of cop ie s  i s  the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of t h e  c o u r t s  except i n  cases involving t h e  Adult Parole 
Authori ty  and t h e  County J a i l ,  where t h e  i s s u e s  may be a d v i s a b i l i t y  of 
t r ea tmen t  o r  case c o n s u l t a t i o n ,  i n  which c a s e  r e p o r t s  a r e  submitted 
d i r e c t l y  t o  those  agencies.  Informal communication about a case between 
Dayton Center s t a f f  and t h e  r e f e r r i n g  agent  before ,  during,  and a f t e r  t h e  
p repa ra t ion  of a formal w r i t t e n  r e p o r t  i s  a f r equen t  occurrence. 
examiner may t e s t i f y  a s  an  expe r t  w i tnes s  during a t r i a l  o r  presentence 
hear ing,  a l b e i t  i n f r equen t ly .  

Copies are s e n t  t o  t h e  r e f e r r i n g  c o u r t  by 

The 
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The fo l lowing  t h r e e  s e c t i o n s  desc r ibe  i n  g r e a t e r  d e t a i l  t h e  
de l inea t ion ,  a c q u i s i t i o n ,  and p rov i s ion  of f o r e n s i c  eva lua t ion  
informat ion  i n  t h e  Dayton Center- 

2.2 The Del inea t ion  of Evaluat ion Requirements 

2 2 1 S t a t u t o r y  De l i n e a t i o n  

The Dayton Center p l aces  s t rong  r e l i a n c e  on s p e c i f i c  s e c t i o n s  
of t h e  Ohio Revised Code t o  guide i t s  r e f e r r a l s  and o u t l i n e  t h e  
information a c q u i s i t i o n  requirements.  S p e c i f i c  l e g a l  g u i d e l i n e s  o u t l i n e  
t h e  r e f e r r a l  ques t ionsp  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  of  examiners,  t h e  format o f  
requested r e p o r t s ,  and t h e  t i m e  requirements f o r  f i l i n g  t h e  r epor t .  A l l  
r e f e r r a l s  spec i fy  not  on ly  t h e  type of eva lua t ion  requested by name 
( i o e o p  competency, drug dependency, etc.) but a l s o  the  Ohio Revised Code 
(0.R.C.) Sec t ion  number a u t h o r i z i n g  t h e  eva lua t ion .  The r e f e r r a l  form 
used by t h e  Dayton Center s p e c i f i e s  e i g h t  types  of eva lua t ions ,  according 
t o  au tho r i z ing  s t a t u t e :  

1) Competency t o  Stand Trial  (2945.371 O.R.C.); 

2)  Not Gu i l ty  by Reason of  Insan i ty  (2945.39 O.R.C.); 

3) Mi t iga t ing  Circumstances i n  C a p i t a l  Offenses  (2929.03 
O.R.C. );' 

4) Medication t o  Maintain Competency (2945.38 O.R.C.); 

5 )  Mit iga t ing  Circumstances (2947.06 O.R.C.); 

6 )  Advisab i l i t y  of Treatment (2967.22 O.R.C.); 

7)  Presentence Evalua t ion  (2951.03 (0.R.C.); and 

8) Drug Dependency (2951.04[D] and 2951.041 (O.R.C.). 

Although the  r e f e r r a l  form a l s o  l i s t s  a n  "other"  ca tegory ,  and 
t h e  Dayton Center responds r e g u l a r l y  t o  informal  eva lua t ion  r eques t s  by 
t h e  c o u r t s  which are not  n e c e s s a r i l y  r e f l e c t e d  i n  completed referral  
forms, t he  c h e c k l i s t  of s t a t u t e  a u t h o r i t i e s  i n v a r i a b l y  shapes t h e  
r e f e r r a l  p rocesso  The Dayton Center pays c l o s e  a t t e n t i o n  t o  s t a t u t o r y  
a u t h o r i t y o  Del inea t ion  of the eva lua t ion  process  by the  Dayton Center i s  
a l s o  ev ident  i n  procedural  memoranda o u t l i n i n g  t h e  purpose, r e f e r r a l  
procedures,  and r epor t ing  requirements of va r ious  types  of eva lua t ion .  
S t a t u t e  c i t a t i o n  and language are prominent i n  the  memoranda. Fu r the r ,  
t h e  Manual of Forensic  Psych ia t r i c  Centers ,  prepared by' the  Assoc ia t ion  
of Ohio Forensic  P s y c h i a t r i c  Center Di rec to r s  ( s e e  Note 10) emphasizes 
the  s t a t u t o r y  base of the  eva lua t ions  performed by the  f o r e n s i c  community 
c e n t e r s .  F ina l ly  , t h e  Dayton Center c a t e g o r i z e s  i t s  year-end r epor t ing  
of eva lua t ion  case load  according t o  Ohio s t a t u t e s  au tho r i z ing  the  
eva lua t ion  
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The a p p l i c a b l e  Ohio s t a t u t e s  and case l a w  f o r  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n s  
conducted by t h e  Dayton Center are as fol lows:  
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2.2.1.1 Competency t o  Stand Trial. The Code s p e c i f i e s  t h e  
t i m e  and manner i n  which t h e  i s s u e  of competency may be r a i s e d ,  c r i t e r i o n  
r equ i r ed  t o  prove incompetency, t h e  number of s e p a r a t e  e v a l u a t i o n s  
au tho r i zed ,  who s h a l l  conduct eva lua t ions ,  where they should be 
conducted, and t h e  p rov i s ion  of e v a l u a t i o n  r e s u l t s .  

I n  a c r i m i n a l  a c t i o n  i n  a c o u r t  of common p l e a s  o r  
municipal c o u r t ,  t h e  c o u r t ,  prosecut ion,  o r  defense ' 

may raise t h e  i s s u e  of t h e  de fendan t ' s  competence t o  
s tand t r i a l .  If t h e  i s s u e  i s  r a i s e d  before  t r i a l ,  
t h e  c o u r t  s h a l l  hold a hear ing on t h e  i s s u e  as 
provided i n  t h i s  s ec t ion .  I f  t h e  i s s u e  i s  r a i s e d  
a f t e r  t r i a l  has begun, t h e  c o u r t  s h a l l  hold a hear ing 
on t h e  i s s u e  only f o r  good cause shown. 

A defendant i s  presumed competent t o  s t and  t r i a l  
u n l e s s  i t  i s  proved by a preponderance of t h e  
evidence i n  a hear ing under t h i s  s e c t i o n  t h a t  because 
of h i s  p re sen t  mental  c o n d i t i o n  he i s  incapable  of 
understanding t h e  n a t u r e  and o b j e c t i v e  of t h e  
proceedings a g a i n s t  him o r  of p r e s e n t l y  a s s i s t i n g  i n  
h i s  defense.  (Ohio Revised Code 2945.37.) 

I f  t h e  i s s u e  of a de fendan t ' s  competence t o  s t and  
t r i a l  i s  r a i s e d  under Sec t ion  2945.37 of t h e  Revised 
Code, t h e  c o u r t  may o r d e r  one o r  more, but n o t  more 
than  t h r e e  e v a l u a t i o n s  of t h e  de fendan t ' s  mental  
condi t ion.  An e v a l u a t i o n  s h a l l  be conducted through 
examination of t h e  defendant by a c e r t i f i e d  f o r e n s i c  
c e n t e r  designated by t h e  Department of Mental Heal th  
and Mental Re ta rda t ion  t o  conduct such examinations 
and make such e v a l u a t i o n s  i n  a n  area i n  which t h e  
c o u r t  i s  l o c a t e d  o r  by any o t h e r  program o r  f a c i l i t y  
t h a t  i s  c e r t i f i e d  o r  operated by t h e  Department t o  
diagnose o r  treat mental  i l l n e s s  o r  mental 
r e t a r d a t i o n  and i s  designated by t h e  Department t o  
diagnose o r  treat  mental  i l l n e s s  o r  mental 
r e t a r d a t i o n  and i s  designated by t h e  Department t o  
conduct such examinations and make such eva lua t ions ,  
o r  t h e  c o u r t  may d e s i g n a t e  a c e n t e r ,  program, o r  
f a c i l i t y  o t h e r  t han  one designated by t h e  Department 
t o  conduct t h e  examination, and i n  any case t h e  c o u r t  
may des igna te  examiners o t h e r  t han  t h e  personnel of 
t he  c e n t e r ,  program, f a c i l i t y ,  o r  department t o  make 
t h e  examination. 

If a n  e v a l u a t i o n  i s  ordered,  t h e  defendant s h a l l  be 
a v a i l a b l e  a t  t h e  t i m e s  and p l a c e s  e s t a b l i s h e d  by t h e  
c e n t e r ,  program, f a c i l i t y ,  o r  examiners. The c o u r t  
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may o r d e r  a defendant who has  been r e l eased  on b a i l  
o r  recognizance t o  submit t o  an  examination under 
this s e c t i o n .  If a defendant  who has been r e l eased  
on b a i l  o r  recognizance r e fuses  t o  submit t o  a 
complete examination, t h e  c o u r t  may amend the  
cond i t ions  of b a i l  o r  recognizance and o r d e r  t h e  
s h e r i f f  t o  t a k e  t h e  defendant  i n t o  cus tody  and 
d e l i v e r  h i m  t o  a c e n t e r ,  program, o r  f a c i l i t y  
opera ted  o r  c e r t i f i e d  by t h e  Department where he  may 
be held f o r  examination f o r  a reasonable  per iod  of 
t h e  no t  t o  exceed twenty days. 

A defendant who has not  been r e l eased  on b a i l  o r  
recognizance may be examined a t  his p lace  of 
de t en t ion ,  o r  t h e  cour t  a t  the  reques t  of  t h e  
examiner may o rde r  t h e  s h e r i f f  t o  t r a n s p o r t  t h e  
defendant  t o  a program o r  f a c i l i t y  opera ted  by the  
Department, where he may be held f o r  examinat ion f o r  
a reasonable  per iod  of t i m e  not  t o  exceed twenty 
days,  and t o  r e t u r n  t h e  defendant  t o  t h e  p lace  o f  
d e t e n t i o n  a f t e r  t h e  examination. 

The examiner s h a l l  f i l e  a w r i t t e n  r e p o r t  w i t h  t h e  
c o u r t  w i th in  t h i r t y  days a f t e r  e n t r y  of a n  o rde r  f o r  
examinat iono The c o u r t  s h a l l  provide cop ie s  of  t h e  
r e p o r t  t o  t he  prosecutor  and defense  counsel .  The 
r e p o r t  s h a l l  c o n t a i n  t h e  f i n d i n g s  of t h e  examiner, 
t h e  f a c t s  i n  reasonable  d e t a i l  on which the  f i n d i n g s  
are based,  and t h e  opin ion  of t h e  examiner as t o  t h e  
defendant ' s  competence t o  s tand  t r i a l .  If t h e  
examiner r e p o r t s  t h a t  i n  his opin ion  t h e  defendant i s  
incompetent t o  s tand t r i a l ,  he shall a l s o  s ta te  his 
opinion on t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  of t he  defenda,nt ' s  Secoming 
competent t o  s tand  t r i a l  wi th in  one year  and i f ,  i n  
his opin ion ,  t he  defendant  i s  menta l ly  ill o r  
menta l ly  re ta rded .  (Ohio Revised Code 2945.371) 

2.2.1.2 Insan i ty .  I n s a n i t y  w a s  l e g a l l y  de f ined  by t h e  
Ohio Supreme Court i n  State  of Ohio v. S t a t e n  as fol lows:  

I n  o rde r  t o  e s t a b l i s h  the  defense of i n s a n i t y ,  t he  
accused must e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  d i s e a s e  o r  o t h e r  d e f e c t  
of h i s  mind s o  impaired his reason t h a t ,  a t  t h e  t i m e  
o f  the  c r i iu ina l  act wi th  which he i s  charged, e i t h e r  
he d i d  not  know t h a t  such a n  act  w a s  wrong o r  he d i d  
not  have the  a b i l i t y  t o  re f ra in  from doing t h a t  act  
( c i t e d  by t h e  Assoc ia t ion  o f  Ohio Forensic  
P s y c h i a t r i c  Center D i rec to r s ,  Note 10). 

The S ta t en  d e c i s i o n  r e q u i r e s  complete impairment, r a t h e r  t han  
p a r t i a l  impairment as  implied i n  the  words " lacks s u b s t a n t i a l  capac i ty"  
of  t h e  American Law I n s t i c u t e ' s  Model Penal Code d e f i n i t i o n  of i n s a n i t y .  
The S t a t e n  cour t  f e l t  t h a t  p a r t i a l  i n a b i l i t y  o r  impairment t o  c o n t r o l  
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should be considered i n  sentencing,  r a t h e r  t han  a t  t h e  t r i a l  s t a g e  (see 
Note 10, p. 24). Sec t ions  2945.39 and 2945.40, of t h e  Ohio Revised Code, 
which addres s  t h e  p l e a  of i n s a n i t y ,  do not d e f i n e  i n s a n i t y  o r  set 
s t anda rds  f o r  c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  a l though they do d e s c r i b e  t h e  
a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  of t h e  NGRI  p l e a ,  agencies  au tho r i zed  t o  r e c e i v e  
referrals, a v a i l a b i l i t y  of t h e  defendant f o r  e v a l u a t i o n ,  n o t i f i c a t i o n  of 
p a r t i e s  involved,  t i m e  frame f o r  eva lua t ion ,  i s suance  of temporary 
d e t e n t i o n  o r d e r s ,  commitment procedures,  and o t h e r  procedural  matters. 

2.2.1.3 
Treatment i n  Lieu of Conviction. 
t o  determine whether t h e  defendant i s  drug dependent o r  i n  danger of 
becoming drug dependent and whether he o r  she  can  b e n e f i t  from 
treatment .  The e v a l u a t i o n s  of t reatment  i n s l i e u  of conv ic t ion  are 
ordered by t h e  c o u r t  a f t e r  t h e  defendant i s  charged but before  a p l e a  i s  
entered.  

Condi t ional  Probat ion f o r  Drug Treatment and Drug 
The purposes of t h e s e  eva lua t ions  are 

I f  t h e  c o u r t  has reason t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  a n  o f f ende r  

dependent person o r  i s  i n  danger of becoming a drug 
dependent person, t h e  c o u r t  s h a l l ,  p r i o r  t o  t h e  e n t r y  
of a p l ea ,  accept that o f f e n d e r ' s  r eques t  f o r  
t reatment  i n  l i e u  of convict ion.  I f  t h e  o f f ende r  
r eques t s  t reatment  i n  l i e u  of conv ic t ion ,  t h e  c o u r t  
shall s t a y  a l l  c r i m i n a l  proceedings pending t h e  
outcome of t h e  hear ing t o  determine whether t h e  
o f f ende r  i s  a person e l i g i b l e  f o r  t reatment  i n  l i e u  
of convict ion.  A t  t h e  conclusion of t h e  hea r ing ,  t h e  
c o u r t  s h a l l  e n t e r  i t s  f i n d i n g s  and accep t  t h e  
o f f ende r ' s  p l ea .  

, charged wi th  a f e lony  o r  a misdemeanor i s  a drug 

The o f fende r  i s  e l i g i b l e  f o r  t reatment  i n  l i e u  of 
conv ic t ion  i f  t h e  c o u r t  f i n d s  t h a t :  

(1)  The o f f e n d e r ' s  drug dependence o r  danger of drug 
dependence w a s  a f a c t o r  l ead ing  t o  t h e  c r i m i n a l  
a c t i v i t y  wi th  which he i s  charged, and 
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  through t reatment  would 
s u b s t a n t i a l l y  reduce t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  of a d d i t i o n a l  
c r i m i n a l  a c t i v i t y ;  

( 2 )  The o f fende r  has been accepted i n t o  a n  
a p p r o p r i a t e  drug t reatment  f a c i l i t y  o r  program. 

(3)  I f  t h e  o f f ende r  were convicted he would be - 
e l i g i b l e  f o r  probation. 

( 4 )  The o f fende r  i s  not  a " r epea t  offender"  o r  
"dangerous offender"  as  def ined i n  Sec t ion  
2929.01 of t h e  Revised Code. 

Upon such a f i n d i n g  and where t h e  o f f ende r  e n t e r s  a 
p l e a  of g u i l t y  o r  no c o n t e s t ,  t h e  c o u r t  may s t a y  a l l  
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c r i m i n a l  proceedings and o rde r  t h e  o f f ende r  t o  a 
per iod  o f  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n .  Where a p l e a  of not  g u i l t y  
i s  en te red ,  a t r i a l  s h a l l  precede f u r t h e r  
c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of  t he  o f f e n d e r ' s  reques t  f o r  t rea tment  
i n  l i e u  of  convic t ion .  (Ohio Revised Code Sec t ion  
2951 o 041) 

The eva lua t ion  f o r  cond i t iona l  probat ion  f o r  drug t reatment  can  
be  ordered by any t r i a l  c o u r t  a f t e r  c o n v i c t i o n  but be fo re  sen tenc ing .  
Again, t he  defendant must be e l i g i b l e  f o r  probat ion.  

I f  t h e  c o u r t  has reason t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  a n  
of fender  convicted of a fe lony  o r  misdemeanor i s  
a drug dependent person o r  i s  i n  danger of 
becoming a drug dependent person,  t h e  c o u r t  may, 
and when the  o f f ende r  has  been convic ted ,  t h e  
c o u r t  shall adv i se  the  of fender  t h a t  he has a 
r i g h t  t o  reques t  c o n d i t i o n a l  probat ion  f o r  
purposes of  t reatment  and r e h a b i l i t a t i o n .  

Within a reasonable  t i m e  a f t e r  r e c e i p t  of t h e  
r eques t  f o r  c o n d i t i o n a l  probat ion ,  t h e  c o u r t  
s h a l l  hold a hear ing  t o  determine i f  t h e  o f f ende r  
i s  e l i g i b l e  f o r  c o n d i t i o n a l  probat ion.  The 
of fender  i s  e l i g i b l e  f o r  c o n d i t i o n a l  probat ion  i f  
t h e  c o u r t  f i n d s  t h a t :  

(1)  The of fender  i s  drug dependent o r  i s  i n  
danger of becoming drug dependent and he may 
b e n e f i t  from t rea tment  ; 

(2)  The of fender  has been accepted i n t o  an  
appropr i a t e  drug t rea tment  f a c i l i t y  o r  
program; 

( 3 )  The of fender  has committed a n  o f f ense  f o r  
which probat ion  may be granted.  

I f  t he  c o u r t  f i n d s  t h a t  a n  of fender  i s  e l i g i b l e  
f o r  c o n d i t i o n a l  probat ion ,  t h e  c o u r t  may suspend 
execut ion  of  t he  sen tence  imposed a f t e r  
completion o f  any per iod  of a c t u a l  i n c a r c e r a t i o n  
which may be requi red  by Chapter 2925. of the 
Revised Code, and place the  of fender  on probat ion  
s u b j e c t  t o  chapter  2951. of t h e  Revised Code and 
under t h e  c o n t r o l  and supe rv i s ion  of t h e  county 
probat ion  department o r  t he  a d u l t  pa ro le  
au tho r i ty .  
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Probat ion under this s e c t i o n  s h a l l  be  condi t ioned  
upon the  o f f e n d e r ' s  vo luntary  en t r ance  i n t o  a n  
appropr i a t e  t rea tment  program o r  f a c i l i t y  and his 
f a i t h f u l  submission t o  the  t rea tment  prescr ibed  
f o r  his drug dependence o r  danger of drug 
dependence and upon o t h e r  cond i t ions  as t h e  c o u r t  
o rders .  

The cour t  shall not  suspend execut ion  of a 
sentence and p l ace  t h e  of fender  on probat ion  
u n t i l  t he  c o u r t  a f f i r m a t i v e l y  f i n d s  that the  
o f f ende r  i s  no t ,  o r  t h e r e  i s  no s u b s t a n t i a l  r i s k  
of his becoming, a dangerous o f f ende r  as  def ined  
i n  Sec t ion  2929.01 of t he  Revised Code and such 
f ind ing  i s  en tered  i n t o  t h e  record.  (Ohio 
Revised Code Sec t ion  2951.04) 

2.2.1.4 Mi t iga t ion  of Penal ty  Presentence Evaluat ion.  
Under Ohio Revised Code Sec t ion  2947.06, a f t e r  conv ic t ion  and before  
sentencing of a defendant ,  t h e  cour t  may reques t  t h e  probat ion  department 
t o  i n q u i r e  i n t o  m i t i g a t i n g  circumstances.  The eva lua t ion  i s  mandatory i n  
c a p i t a l  o f fenses .  I n  non-capi ta l  o f fenses ,  t he  e v a l u a t i o n  may be ordered 
by any t r i a l  c o u r t .  The purpose of t h e  eva lua t ion  r epor t  i s  t o  inform 
t h e  sentencing judge about motives and o t h e r  f a c t o r s  t h a t  may have 
con t r ibu ted  t o  t h e  defendant ' s  o f f ense  ( see  Note 10, pp. 29-30). 

The t r i a l  c o u r t  may hear  testimony of  m i t i g a t i o n  of a 
sentence a t  t he  term of  conv ic t ion  o r  p lea ,  o r  a t  t h e  
next  term. The prosecut ing a t t o r n e y  may o f f e r  
testimony on behalf of  t he  s ta te ,  t o  g i v e  the  c o u r t  a 
t r u e  understanding of the  case. The c o u r t  shall 
determine whether sentence ought immediately t o  be  
imposed o r  t h e  defendant placed on probat ion.  The 
cour t  of i t s  own motion may d i r e c t  t h e  department of 
probat ion  of the  county wherein the  defendant 
r e s i d e s ,  o r  i t s  own r e g u l a r  probat ion  o f f i c e r ,  t o  
make such i n q u i r i e s  and r e p o r t s  as the  c o u r t  r e q u i r e s  
concerning the  defendant ,  and such  r e p o r t s  s h a l l  be 
c o n f i d e n t i a l  and need not  be furn ished  t o  the  
defendant  o r  his counse l  o r  t h e  prosecut ing  a t t o r n e y  
unless  t he  c o u r t ,  i n  i t s  d i s c r e t i o n ,  so orders .  

The c o u r t  may appoin t  no t  more than  two psychologis t s  
o r  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  who s h a l l  m a k e  such r e p o r t s  
concerning the  defendant  as the  c o u r t  r e q u i r e s  f o r  
t he  purpose of determining t h e  d i s p o s i t i o n  of the  
case. Each such psychologis t  o r  p s y c h i a t r i s t  s h a l l  
rece ive  a f e e  t o  be f i x e d  by the cour t  and taxed i n  
t h e  c o s t s  of t h e  case. Such r e p o r t s  s h a l l  be made i n  
w r i t i n g ,  i n  open c o u r t ,  i n  t he  presence of the  
defendant ,  except  i n  misdemeanor cases i n  which 
sentence may be pronounced i n  the  absence of t he  

1 
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defendanto A copy of each such r e p o r t  of a 
psychologis t  o r  p s y c h i a t r i s t  may be fu rn i shed  t o  t h e  
defendant,  i f  p re sen t ,  who may examine t h e  persons 
making t h e  sameo under oa th ,  as  t o  any matter o r  
t h i n g  contained t h e r e i n .  
2947.06) 

(Ohio Revised Code S e c t i o n  

2m20B.5 Benef i t  of Treatment Presentence Evaluat ion.  
Under Sec t ion  2951.03, a p roba t ion  o f f i c e r  may r eques t  p s y c h i a t r i c  o r  
psychological  examination of a defendant as p a r t  of t h e  post-conviction, 
presentence i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  The e v a l u a t i o n  may be u s e f u l  i n  deciding t h e  
quest ions of p roba t ion  and p roba t ion  r u l e s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  those  involving 
mental  h e a l t h  t reatment  

No person who has pleaded g u i l t y  of o r  has  been 
convicted of a f e lony  s h a l l  be placed on p roba t ion  
u n t i l  a w r i t t e n  r e p o r t  of i n v e s t i g a t i o n  by a 
p roba t ion  o f f i c e r  has  been considered by t h e  cour t .  
The p roba t ion  o f f i c e r  s h a l l  i n q u i r e  i n t o  t h e  
circumstances of t h e  o f f ense ,  c r i m i n a l  record,  s o c i a l  
h i s t o r y ,  and p r e s e n t  c o n d i t i o n  of t h e  defendant.  
Such w r i t t e n  r e p o r t  of i n v e s t i g a t i o n  by t h e  p roba t ion  
o f f i c e r  s h a l l  be c o n f i d e n t i a l  and need not  be 
fu rn i shed  t o  t h e  defendant o r  h i s  counsel  o r  t h e  
prosecut ing a t t o r n e y  u n l e s s  t h e  c o u r t ,  i n  i t s  
d i s c r e t i o n ,  s o  o rde r s .  Whenever t h e  p roba t ion  
o f f i c e r  cons ide r s  it adv i sab le ,  such i n v e s t i g a t i o n  
may inc lude  a p h y s i c a l  and mental examination of t h e  
defendant. I f  a defendant i s  committed t o  any 
i n s t i t u t i o n ,  t h e  r e p o r t  of such i n v e s t i g a t i o n  s h a l l  
be s e n t  t o  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n  w i t h  t h e  e n t r y  of 
commitment. (Ohio Revised Code Sec t ion  2951.03) 

20201.6 A d v i s a b i l i t y  of Treatment During Probat ion and 
Pa ro leo  Under 0.R.C. S e c t i o n  2967.22, a p roba t ion  o f f i c e r  may request  
assessment of t h e  p roba t ione r ' s  o r  p a r o l e e ' s  mental  cond i t ion .  
e v a l u a t i o n  t a k e s  p l a c e  a f t e r  t h e  judge h a s  placed t h e  person on p roba t ion  
o r  p a r o l e ,  under t h e  supe rv i s ion  of t h e  Adult Pa ro le  Au thor i ty  o r  t h e  
County Probat ion Department. 
c o n d i t i o n  of probation. Occasional ly ,  behavior problems t h a t  occur  
du r ing  p roba t ion  o r  p a r o l e  may p r e c i p i t a t e  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n ;  t h e  r e s u l t s  of 
t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  are then  used t o  change t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  of p roba t ion  o r  
p a r o l e  (see Program f o r  t h e  Study of C r i m e  and Delinquency Note 8, p.31). 

Th i s  

P a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  may be a 

2,2,2 R e f e r r a l  Courts and Agencies 

The Dayton Center accepts r e f e r r a l s  from t h e  common p l e a s  cour t  
i n  each of t h e  seven c o u n t i e s  w i t h i n  i t s  area of j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  t h e  two 
c o u r t s  of l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  w i t h i n  Montgomery County, t h e  Montgomery 
County p roba t ion  and p a r o l e  departments,  l o c a l  d e t e n t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s ,  and, 
i n f r e q u e n t l y ,  from t h e  j u v e n i l e  cour t s .  
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The Court of Common P l e a s  i s  Ohio's c o u r t  of g e n e r a l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  
t h e  Dayton Center. 
except some minor o f f enses .  The c o u r t  a l s o  e x e r c i s e s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over 
p roba te ,  domestic r e l a t i o n s ,  and j u v e n i l e  matters. I n  some coun t i e s ,  
s e p a r a t e  d i v i s i o n s  have been c r e a t e d  w i t h i n  t h e  c o u r t  t o  handle t h e s e  
cases (Reincke & Lichterman, 1979). The twenty-six judges,  i nc lud ing  s i x  
probate  judges and one j u v e n i l e  judge, i n  t h e  c o u r t s  of common p l e a s  i n  
t h e  seven county area served by t h e  Dayton Center,  are  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  
referral agents .  

There i s  one c o u r t  i n  each of t h e  seven c o u n t i e s  served by 
The c o u r t ' s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n c l u d e s  a l l  c r i m i n a l  cases, 

, 
The four-judge municipal c o u r t  i n  Dayton, which r e f e r s  cases t o  

t h e  Dayton Center,  i s  a c o u r t  of l i m i t e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n  w i t h i n  municipal 
boundaries. This  c o u r t  has c r i m i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ove r  misdemeanors 
ca r ry ing  a sentence of imprisonment of less than  one year.  
Montgomery County Court, w i th  f i v e  judges,  has countywide j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  
c r i m i n a l  cases involving misdemeanors and motor v e h i c l e  v i o l a t i o n s .  
c o u r t  may bind over  persons t o  t h e  grand j u r y  i n  f e lony  cases, r u l e  on 
matters of l a w ,  and i s s u e  arrest  warrants .  

The 

The 

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  referrals from t h e  c o u r t s ,  t h e  Dayton Center 
accepts r e f e r r a l s  from p roba t ion  o f f i c e r s  of t h e  Montgomery County 
Probat ion Department and t h e  p a r o l e  o f f i c e r s  i n  t h e  Adult Pa ro le  
Authori ty .  F i n a l l y ,  r e f e r r a l s  a re  a l s o  received on occasion from t h e  
s t a f f  of t h e  Montgomery County J a i l .  

2.2.3 Referral Procedures 
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A l l  e v a l u a t i o n  r e f e r r a l s  t o  t h e  Dayton Center,  w i t h  t h e  
except ion of r eques t s  from t h e  Adult Pa ro le  Au thor i ty  and c o n s u l t a t i o n  
r eques t s  from t h e  County Ja i l ,  r e q u i r e  a formal c o u r t  o r d e r  i s sued  by a 
judge. 
Revised Code s e c t i o n  a u t h o r i z i n g  t h e  eva lua t ion .  The Dayton Center 
r e q u e s t s  t h a t  r e f e r r a l  a g e n t s  complete a r e f e r r a l  form and submit t h i s  
form wi th  t h e  c o u r t  order .  
w i th  t h i s  request.  

The o r d e r  s p e c i f i e s - t h e  type  of e v a l u a t i o n  requested and t h e  Ohio 

Over n i n e t y  pe rcen t  of t h e  r e f e r r a l s  comply 

R e f e r r a l  a g e n t s  are a l s o  requested t o  inc lude  a l l  r e l e v a n t ,  
a v a i l a b l e  case information wi th  t h e i r  r e f e r r a l s .  The fol lowing 
information,  according t o  t h e  type  of e v a l u a t i o n  au tho r i zed  by s t a t u t e s ,  
i s  requested by t h e  Dayton Center (Dayton Area Forensic  Psychiatry 
Se rv ices ,  Note 1 2 ) .  

(a)  Competency t o  s tand t r i a l  and not g u i l t y  by reason of 
i n s a n i t y .  

o Copy of indictment .  
o Report of arrest .  
o Arrest record. 
o Bond check i f  completed; name and telephone 

number of i n v e s t i g a t o r ,  i f  a v a i l a b l e .  

23 



o COPY of most r ecen t  presentence i n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  i f  
a v a i l a b l e ;  name and phone number of probat ion  , 

off icer  
o Copy of arraignment informat ion ,  (from lower 

c o u r t )  i f  a v a i l a b l e .  
o Reports from L i m a  S t a t e  Hospi ta l ,  Dayton Mental 

Heal th  Center ,  o t h e r  s ta te -opera ted  h o s p i t a l s ,  
community mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r  o r  any o t h e r  
r e p o r t s  of p s y c h i a t r i c  treatment. 

(b) Medication t o  main ta in  competency t rea tment  t o  a t t a i n  
competency ., 

o A l l  r ecords  of mental  h e a l t h  t rea tment ,  inc luding  
medicat ion record 

(c) Adv i sab i l i t y  of t rea tment  ( t rea tment  p l a n  f o r  p roba t ione r )  
and m i t i g a t i n g  circumstances.  

o Copy of P.O.'s supplement t o  judge reques t ing  
eva lua t ion  

o Copy of most recent  presentence i n v e s t i g a t i o n  
r epor t  e 

o Ind ica t ion  on r e f e r r a l  shee t  of s p e c i f i c  reason 
f o r  eva lua t ion .  

o Reference t o  any p a s t  mental  h e a l t h  t rea tment  
(Lima, Dayton Mental Heal th  Center ,  C.M.H.C.) 

(d) Candidate f o r  probat ion  and drug dependency t rea tment .  

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

Copy of  arrest record.  
Copy of most recent  presentence i n v e s t i g a t i o n  
r e p o r t  
Copy of bond check, i f  a v a i l a b l e .  
Record o f  p a s t  involvement w i t h  L i m a ,  Dayton 
Mental Heal th  Center ,  community c e n t e r s ,  drug 
t rea tment  programs 
Record of prev ious  of fenses .  
Name and te lephone number of  i n v e s t i g a t o r .  
Source of reques t  f o r  e v a l u a t i o n  ( judge,  
a t t o r n e y ,  probat ion  o f f i c e r ,  defendant) .  
Ind ica t ion  on r e f e r r a l  shee t  of s p e c i f i c  reason 
f o r  eva lua t ion ,  
Copy of supplement i f  reques t  made by 
i n v e s t  i g a  t o r 

The r e f e r r a l  o rde r s ,  completed forms, and t h e  above 
supplementary d a t a  a re  d e l i v e r e d  by c o u r i e r  t o  t h e  Dayton Center 
approximately t h r e e  t i m e s  p e r  week- Requests from ou t ly ing  areas are  
s e n t  by UoS. m a i l .  
r e f e r r a l  agent  precedes o r  accompanies t h e  formal  reques t .  Once a case 
i s  a s s igned ,  t h e  respons ib le  examiner may con tac t  t h e  re fer ra l  agent  o r  
agencies  f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  inf,ormation c l a r i f y i n g  reasons f o r  referral ,  and 
f o r  in format ion  n o t  submitted w i t h  t h e  o r d e r  or  en t ry .  

Frequent ly ,  an informal  te lephone reques t  from t h e  

24 



Arrangements are then  made t o  schedule  t h e  a c t u a l  eva lua t ion  of 
t h e  defendant.  R e f e r r a l  agen t s  are  a l e r t e d  t o  t h e  need f o r  t h e i r  
a s s i s t a n c e  i n  t r a n s p o r t i n g  defendants  o r  p roba t ione r s  t o  t h e  Dayton 
Center,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  t h e  person i s  i n c a r c e r a t e d  i n  a f a c i l i t y  o u t s i d e  
Montgomery County. Persons not  i n  custody, i.e., defendants  r e l eased  on 
b a i l  o r  t h e i r  own recognizance,  must be contacted d i r e c t l y  f o r  a n  
appointment by t h e  Dayton Center s t a f f .  

4 
I 
I 2.3 Acqu i s i t i on  of Mental Heal th  Information 

2.3.1 S t a f f  

The s t a f f  of t h e  Dayton Center c o n s i s t s  of two c o n s u l t i n g  
p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  a fu l l - t ime  c l i n i c a l  psychologis t  who a l s o  i s  Chief of 
Psychological Se rv ices ,  t h r e e  c o n s u l t i n g  psychologis ts ,  two consu l t ing  
p s y c h i a t r i c  s o c i a l  workers, a fu l l - t ime  s o c i a l  worker as Supervisor  of 
S o c i a l  Se rv ices ,  a masters- level  " t h e r a p i s t "  working p r imar i ly  i n  t h e  
Center ' s  J a i l  Se rv ices ,  a psychology a s s o c i a t e ,  and s e v e r a l  o t h e r  persons 
(a drug e v a l u a t o r  s p e c i a l i s t ,  a j u v e n i l e  d i v e r s i o n  o f f i c e r ,  and a c o u r t  
l i a i s o n  o f f i c e r )  who perform work of t h e  Dayton Center but r ece ive  
funding from o t h e r  sources.  The Dayton Center i s  coordinated and 
adminis tered by t h e  d i r e c t o r ,  who i s  a ' s o c i a l  worker, a s s i s t e d  by a 

I 
1 
1 
I cler ical  s t a f f .  

2 .3 .2  Procedures and Techniques 

The major f u n c t i o n  of t h e  Dayton Center i s  case information 
a c q u i s i t i o n .  
treatment--have been discussed i n  d e t a i l  elsewhere ( c f .  Beran & Toomey, 
1979; Program f o r  t h e  Study of C r i m e  and Del inquencyrNote  8 )  and w i l l  
no t  be d e a l t  w i th  here.  
examinations requested by t h e  r e f e r r a l  agen t s ,  i nc lud ing  determinat ions 
of competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  o r  s a n i t y  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  o f f ense ;  t h e  
p s y c h i a t r i c  presentence examination f o r  m i t i g a t i o n  of sentence o r  
recommendation f o r  probat ion;  examinations of p roba t ione r s  and pa ro lees  
t o  determine c u r r e n t  mental  c o n d i t i o n  and most s u c c e s s f u l  supe rv i s ion  
methods; examination t o  determine drug dependency; and emergency 
i n t e r v e n t i o n s  f o r  persons i n c a r c e r a t e d  i n  e i t h e r  s t a t e  o r  l o c a l  
f a c i l i t i e s .  As discussed above, t h e  conduct of each of t h e  examinations 
i s  l a r g e l y  determined by s t a t u t e s  governing i t s  use,  a l though i n  
practice, s t a t u t o r y  p rov i s ions  are d i f f i c u l t  t o  trace through t h e  
information a c q u i s i t i o n  process.  I n  gene ra l ,  t h e  process  i s  inf luenced 
by a p p l i c a b l e  s t a t u t e s ,  execut ive and a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  o r d e r s ,  formal and 
informal  p o l i c i e s  of r e f e r r a l  agencies ,  and t h e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  s t y l e s  of 
t h e  examiners. 

The o t h e r  two major functions--decisionmaking and 

Information a c q u i s i t i o n  focuses  on t h e  types  of 

Examinations of defendants  t y p i c a l l y  begin wi th  t h e  c l i n i c a l  
i n t e rv i ews  conducted by t h e  examiners ass igned primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  
t h e  case by t h e  Director .  Evaluat ions of competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  and 
s a n i t y  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  o f f ense  are always assigned t o  c e r t i f i e d  
c l i n i c a l  p sycho log i s t s  o r  p s y c h i a t r i s t s .  Other t ypes  of examinations a r e  
ass igned on t h e  b a s i s  of s t a f f  a v a i l a b i l i t y ,  type of  case, and examiner's 
e x p e r t i s e .  
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Before t h e  c l in i ca l  in t e rv i ew,  t h e  defendant i s  asked t o  r ead  
and s i g n  a form (see Appendix B) i n d i c a t i n g  h i s  o r  he r  informed consent.  
Also, if t h e  a u t h o r i z a t i o n  f o r  release of w r i t t e n  in fo rma t ion  h a s  not  
been ob ta ined  before  t h e  defendant a r r i v e s  a t  t h e  Dayton Center,  he o r  
she i s  asked t o  s i g n  a release form (see Appendix C ) .  

Eva lua t ive  t echn iques  employed a t  t h e  Center i nc lude  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  c l inical  in t e rv i ews ,  s o c i a l  case h i s t o r y ,  and psychological  
and p s y c h i a t r i c  t e s t i n g ,  
funct ioning (us ing  t h e  Wechsler Adult  I n t e l l i g e n c e  S c a l e  (WAIS), 
Stanford-Binet,  and Wide Range Achievement T e s t ) ,  p e r s o n a l i t y  tes ts  
(Rorschach T e s t ,  Minnesota Mult iphasic  P e r s o n a l i t y  Inventory (MMPI) , 
Thematic Apperception Test (TAT) and t h e  R o t t e r  Incomplete Sentence 
T e s t )  and measures of neu ro log ica l  dysfunct ioning (Bender Visual-Motor 
Gestalt Test, and t h e  Graham-Kendall Test). 
psychological  and p s y c h i a t r i c  tests adminis tered vary wi th  t h e  type  of 
case, t h e  completeness of t h e  in fo rma t ion  acqu i red  during t h e  c l in ica l  
interview,  and t h e  judgment of t h e  primary examiner. With t h e  e x c e p t i o n  
of e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  s a n i t y  a t  t h e  time of t h e  o f f ense ,  which u s u a l l y  take 
longer t h a n  a s i n g l e  se s s ion ,  examinations are conducted i n  a s i n g l e  
s e s s i o n  l a s t i n g  less t h a n  two hours.  D i f f e rences  i n  t h e  conduct of 
s p e c i f i c  examinations are noted below. 

The l a t t e r  i n c l u d e s  assessments  of i n t e l l e c t u a l  

The type and number of 

2.3.2.1 Competency. Assessment of competency a t  t h e  
Dayton Center  i n v o l v e s  a c l i n i c a l  i n t e r v i e w  and a n  assessment of t h e  
de fendan t ' s  c o g n i t i v e  and emotional  func t ion ing .  
i n fo rma t ion  gained during t h e  c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ew,  t h e  examiner sometimes 
a d m i n i s t e r s  ( o r  r e q u e s t s  t h a t  o t h e r  Dayton Center s t a f f  admin i s t e r )  t h e  
MMJ?I; i n  cases i n  which mental  r e t a r d a t i o n  i s  suspected and mentioned by 
t h e  r e f e r r a l  a g e n t ,  t h e  WAIS i s  adminis tered.  
r e l a t i v e s ;  r e q u e s t  t h e  compi l a t ion  of s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  by s t a f f  s o c i a l  
workers; review t h e  r easons  f o r  r e f e r r a l  with t h e  r e f e r r a l  a g e n t ( s ) ;  and 
seek t h e  adv ice  of o t h e r  s t a f f  members. 

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  

The examiner may i n t e r v i e w  

A Dayton Center memorandum (Dayton Area Forensic  Psych ia t ry  
Se rv ices ,  Note.  13) suggested t h a t  t h e  fol lowing a s p e c t s  and i s s u e s  of 
competency be covered t o  guide examiners i n  competency eva lua t ions :  

a) Assessment of p re sen t  mental  c o n d i t i o n  

o A r e  t h e r e  s i g n s  of mental  disorder--psychosis,  mental  
de f i c i ency ,  o rgan ic  c e r e b r a l  d i s o r d e r ?  

o Does t h e  mental  d i s o r d e r  cause d e f e c t  i n  judgment? 
o Does t h e  d e f e c t  i n  judgment r e s u l t - i n  s p e c i f i c  

i n c a p a c i t y  wi th  r e fe rence  t o  matter i n  quest ion? 

b) Does t h e  person understand t h e  na tu re  and o b j e c t i v e s ,  
i nc lud ing  consequences, of t h e  proceedings a g a i n s t  him o r  
her?  
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0 
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0 
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c )  Can 

0 
0 .  

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Who i s  your lawyer now? 
Have you had any o the r  lawyers i n  this case? 
How d i d  you g e t  them? 
What i s  your lawyer's job?  , 
What i s  the  purpose of t he  judge? 
What does the ju ry  do? 
What does t h e  prosecutor  do?  
S ince  arrest ,  have you spent  t i m e  i n  j a i l ?  How long? 
Have you been questioned by the  po l i ce?  
Where? Did they t e l l  you w h a t  r i g h t s  you have i n  this 
case? 
What are the  charges a g a i n s t  you? 
What do they mean t o  you? 
Why w e r e  they made a g a i n s t  you? 
When i s  your t r i a l  going t o  take  p lace?  
I n  which c o u r t ?  
Can the  judge o r  prosecutor  make you t ake  the  wi tness  
s tand  i n  c o u r t  and make you answer ques t ions?  
S ince  your arrest have you gone before  any cour t  o r  
c o u r t  o f f i c i a l ?  When? Where? What w a s  reason? Who 
was t h e ' c o u r t  o f f i c i a l ?  What was decided? Did you 
have a lawyer? How did  you g e t  h i m  o r  her?  
What i s  the d i f f e r e n c e  between g u i l t y  and not  g u i l t y ?  ' 
If you are found g u i l t y ,  what are the  poss ib l e  
sen tences  ? 
What do you th ink  w i l l  happen? 
What i s  a suspended sentence?  
What i s  probat ion? 

When? 

Why? 

the  person assist h i s  o r  her a t t o r n e y  i n  the defense? 

What i s  your p lea  a t  this t i m e ?  
What a l i b i  o r  defense do you t h i n k  you have a t  this 
t i m e  ? 
Does your lawyer agree wi th  this? 
Why are you going t o  u s e  this a l i b i l d e f e n s e ?  
Have you and your lawyer d iscussed  any o the r  defense 
you might use?  
What does incompetent t o  s tand  t r i a l  mean t o  you? 
Do you t h i n k  t h e r e  i s  any reason why you should be 
found incompetent t o  s tand t r i a l ?  
Would you want t o  be found incompetent? Why? 
W i l l  t he re  be any wi tnesses  aga ins t  you? 
Do you t h i n k  you know what they might say?  
If  one of them l i e s  o r  makes a mistake,  w h a t  would you 
do? 
Will t h e r e  be any wi tnesses  f o r  you? 
What have you done t o  con tac t  them t o  make s u r e  
t h e y ' l l  be a t  your t r i a l ?  
Has your lawyer been h e l p f u l  i n  l e t t i n g  you know about 
your r i g h t s  (and o the r  t h ings  t o  do) i n  this case? 
Has t h e r e  been anything you thought your lawyer could 
do t o  help your case  t h a t  you have been r e luc t an t  t o  
a s k  h i m  t o  do? 

Why not  us ing?  
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o Are you a b l e  t o  work w i t h  your lawyer? 
Q Have you ever t e s t i f i e d  before? Describe. 
o Bo you t h i n k  you w i l l  have t o  t e s t i f y  a t  your t r i a l ?  
o How do you f e e l  about t e s t i f y i n g ?  
o What w i l l  you do i f  you are  asked a ques t ion  you don ' t  

want t o  answer? 

2,3,2,2 Sanity.  The examiner i n  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  of a 
defendant 's  s a n i t y  a t  t h e  time of t h e  a l l e g e d  act  u t i l i z e s  a l l  a v a i l a b l e  
sources  of information,  i nc lud ing  r e p o r t s  of p o l i c e  and wi tnes ses ;  
records of p a s t  mental h e a l t h  care involvement; information acquired from 
family members and s i g n i f i c a n t  o t h e r s ;  and, in some cases, autopsy 
r e p o r t s .  The defendant 's  own account of t h e  circumstances of t h e  a l l e g e d  
crime i s  t h e  c e n t r a l  focus.  

Most s a n i t y  examinations r e q u i r e  two o r  more c l i n i c a l  
i n t e rv i ewso  The i n i t i a l  s e s s i o n  t y p i c a l l y  c o n s i s t s  of a prel iminary 
assessment of mental s tate a t  t h e  time of t h e  a l l e g e d  o f fense ,  bu i ld ing  
of r appor t ,  and ga the r ing  of some background information t r a c i n g  t h e  
h i s t o r y  t h a t  may have l e d  up t o  t h e  a l l e g e d  offense.  Psychological  and 
p s y c h i a t r i c  t e s t i n g p  t y p i c a l l y  inc lud ing  t h e  MMPI, TAT, Rorschach and t h e  
WAIS, fo l low subsequent s e s s ions .  The examiner r e q u e s t s  t h a t  a s o c i a l  
h i s t o r y  be prepared i n  most cases; less f r e q u e n t l y ,  a neu ro log ica l  
examination i s  requested by t h e  examiner. 

2 . 3 - 2 . 3  Drug Dependence Evaluations.  The purpose of t h e s e  
e v a l u a t i o n s  i s  t o  determine whether t h e  defendant i s  drug dependent o r  i n  
danger of becoming drug dependent, and whether o r  not  he o r  she  can 
b e n e f i t  from t r ea tmen to  
workers o r  a "drug e v a l u a t o r  s p e c i a l i s t  " and r a r e l y  r e q u i r e  t h e  
c o l l a b o r a t i o n  of p sycho log i s t s  and p s y c h i a t r i s t s .  

These e v a l u a t i o n s  are conducted by s o c i a l  

Drug dependency eva lua t ions  i n  t h e  Dayton Center g e n e r a l l y  
fol low t h e  g u i d e l i n e s  o u t l i n e d  below. 

The defendant 's  g e n e r a l  psychological  h i s t o r y  should 
inc lude  assessment of e a r l y  f ami ly  environment, 
p a r e n t a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  and educa t iona l  experience.  
S c h o l a s t i c  and d i s c i p l i n a r y  problems should be 
reviewed i n  d e t a i l -  M i l i t a r y  s e r v i c e  should a l s o  be 
noted, w i th  emphasis on any t i m e  spen t  i n  Vietnam o r  
o t h e r  f o r e i g n  c o u n t r i e s o  

The p a t i e n t ' s  p a s t  l e g a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  should be 
reviewed, w i th  p a r t i c u l a r  a t t e n t i o n  t o  drug-related 
offenses .  
c o r r e c t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s  should be explored. A 
c a r e f u l  h i s t o r y  of a l c o h o l  use i s  important because 
of t h e  c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between a l c o h o l  and drug 
abuse. An understanding of t h e  i n s t a n t  o f f e n s e  i s  
h e l p f u l  t o  determine if i t  r e s u l t e d  from t h e  
de fendan t ' s  need t o  support  a drug h a b i t .  

Confinements t o  both j u v e n i l e  and a d u l t  
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A d e t a i l e d  ch rono log ica l  h i s t o r y  of drug use  w i l l  
r e v e a l  any s i g n i f i c a n t  p a t t e r n s .  This  should i n c l u d e  
defendant 's  age a t  f i r s t  usage, s p e c i f i c  drugs taken, 
method f o r  ob ta in ing  drugs,  and t h e  e f f e c t s  upon t h e  
defendant. Pe r iods  of a d d i c t i o n  should be 
de l inea ted .  
intramuscular ly ,  or i n t r avenous ly ,  i s  a l s o  
important. Other ques t ions  t o  be answered are: How 
d i d  t h e  defendant support  h i s  h a b i t ?  What t reatment  
f a c i l i t i e s  o r  methods have been u t i l i z e d ?  
d i d  t h e  defendant s t a y  i n  t r ea tmen t?  If a program 
was not  success fu l ,  why d i d  i t  f a i l ?  

Whether t h e  drugs were taken o r a l l y ,  

How long 

Most persons w i l l  be "off drugs" a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  
evaluat ion.  It i s  u s e f u l  t o  l e a r n  when t h e i r  most 
r ecen t  drug use  w a s  terminated and whether t h e r e  were 
withdrawal symptoms. 
scars) should be made i n  each case. This  may he lp  t o  
cor robora t e  t h e  de fendan t ' s  s t o r y .  
t r a c k s ,  however, is no t  conclusive.  

Examination f o r  t r a c k s  (need le  

The absence of 

An at tempt  should be made t o  assess t h e  de fendan t ' s  
c u r r e n t  motivat ion f o r  t reatment  and r e h a b i l i t a t i o n ,  
as w e l l  as h i s  preoccupat ion w i t h  drugs.  
of t h e  defendant 's  p l ans  f o r  a l i f e  without drugs 
should be evaluated.  

The realism 

The psychologica l /psychia t r ic  e v a l u a t i o n  should 
inc lude  a d e t a i l e d  mental  s t a t u s  examination. Areas 
t o  be covered i n c l u d e  assessment of i n t e l l i g e n c e  and 
p e r s o n a l i t y ,  and evidence of psychot ic  symptoms. An 
assessment of dependency, impu l s iv i ty ,  a n t i - s o c i a l  
behavior,  and immaturity i s  a l s o  r e l evan t .  
(Associat ion of Ohio Forensic  P s y c h i a t r i c  Centers,  
Note 10,  pp. 27-29) 

2 .3 .2 .4  Mit iga t ing  Circumstances and Other Presentence 
Evaluations.  These e v a l u a t i o n s  assist t h e  c o u r t  i n  f a sh ion ing  a 
d i s p o s i t i o n  i n  a case by providing i n s i g h t  i n t o  t h e  motives and o t h e r  
cond i t ions  t h a t  may have con t r ibu ted  t o  t h e  c r i m i n a l  conduct of t h e  
defendant. 
a l t e r n a t i v e  cond i t ions  of probat ion.  
of t h e  con ten t  of an  e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t  t h a t  psychological  i n t e r v e n t i o n  i s  
a more promising r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  p l a n  t h a n  i n c a r c e r a t i o n .  
d i s p o s i t i o n  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  f r equen t  i n  cases where t h e  defendant is 
found t o  be mental ly  re tarded.  
p roba t ion  o r  p a r o l e  o f f i c e r s  i n  deciding t reatment  p l ans  as p a r t  of 
c o n d i t i o n s  of p a r o l e  or probation. 

The e v a l u a t i o n  r e s u l t s  may be u s e f u l  i n  deciding among 
The c o u r t  may decide on t h e  b a s i s  

Such 

These e v a l u a t i o n s  may a l s o  assist 

The conduct of t h e s e  e v a l u a t i o n s  d i f f e r s  l i t t l e  from t h a t  of 
t h e  p rev ious ly  descr ibed evaluat ions.  
assignment of non-cer t i f ied examiners, t h e  r e f e r r a l  ques t ions  posed, t h e  

The major d i f f e r e n c e s  a r e  t h e  
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POCUS of t h e  examiner on f a c t o r s  t h a t  might bea r  d i r e c t l y  on t h e  
"mi t iga t ion  of t h e  penalty*'  imposed ( i-e. ,  mental  r e t a r d a t i o n ,  organic  
b r a i n  d i s e a s e ,  and o t h e r  mental  i l l n e s s ) ,  and t h e  emphasis on 
recommendations f o r  p o s s i b l e  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 s .  

2.4 Prov i s ion  and Use of Evaluat ion Information 

Case i n fo rma t ion  acqu i red  i n  Dayton Center Evaluat ions i s  
conveyed t o  referral  a g e n t s  by means of c o u r t  testimony by examiners, 
informal  communications w i t h  t h e  r e f e r r a l  a g e n t ( s ) ,  and w r i t t e n  r e p o r t s .  
The lat ter are t h e  v i r t u a l  r a i s o n  d ' e t r e  of t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  process.  
Examiners r a r e l y  t e s t i f y  i n  c o u r t ,  and do so only i n  cases where w r i t t e n  
r e p o r t s  are i n s u f f i c i e n t  OP l e g a l  tact ics  d i c t a t e  such testimony. 
In f r equen t ly ,  judges may r e q u i r e  a n  examining s o c i a l  worker t o  t e s t i f y  a t  
a presentence hear ing 

Very 

Informal communication between r e f e r r a l  a g e n t s  and Dayton 
Center s t a f f  i s  f r equen t  and i s  a n  important a s p e c t  of t h e  p rov i s ion  and 
use  of e v a l u a t i o n  information. 
appearance of t h e  defendant a t  t h e  Dayton Center ,  perhaps i n i t i a t e d  by a n  
examiner seeking c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o r  more information;  du r ing  t h e  conduct of 
a lengthy examination of i n s a n i t y ,  i n i t i a t e d  f o r  example by a n  impa t i en t  
defense a t t o r n e y ;  o r  a f te r  t h e  completion of a n  examination but  be fo re  
t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  of a formal r epor t .  

Such communication may occur  be fo re  t h e  

2,4 .P  Writ ten Reports  

Reports prepared by t h e  Dayton Center t y p i c a l l y  begin w i t h  a 
c i t a t i o n  of t h e  Ohio Revised Code a u t h o r i z i n g  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  and a 
s ta tement  of charges  a g a i n s t  t h e  defendant.  General  g u i d e l i n e s  are 
suggested by 
D i r e c t o r s  

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

t h e  Associat ion of Ohio Forens i c  P s y c h i a t r i c  Center 

Give t h e  l e n g t h  of t i m e  spen t  w i th  c l i e n t  ( t h i s  information 
may prove t o  be va luab le  f o r  program monitoring and 
eva lua t ion  a t  some f u t u r e  t i m e ) .  

S t a t e  t h e  f a c t o r s  adve r se ly  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  (e.g., 
l a c k  of pr ivacy,  i n t e r r u p t i o n ,  etc.). 

Describe how t h e  purpose of e v a l u a t i o n  and t h e  l i m i t s  of 
t h e  e v a l u a t i o n ' s  c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y  were explained t o  t h e  
defendant. 

L i m i t  t h e  r e p o r t ' s  con ten t  t o  information d i r e c t l y  r e l e v a n t  
t o  t h e  requested l e g a l  ques t ion  necessary t o  s u b s t a n t i a t e  
conclusions and recommendations. 

Subdivide r epor t - - c l i en t ' s  account of t h e  crime, mental 
h e a l t h  h i s t o r y ,  and family h i s t o r y .  

Avoid t e c h n i c a l  mental  h e a l t h  terms and/or  jargon. 
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o U s e  o b j e c t i v e  s ta tements  i n s t e a d  of sub jec t ive  o r  
i n t e r p r e t a t i v e  s ta tements  (e.g., “ c l i e n t  s t a t e d  he consumed 
‘no’ a lcoho l”  i n s t e a d  of “ c l i e n t  denied us ing  a l coho l” ) .  

o It i s  important t o  inc lude  d a t a  which support  the 
conclus ion  of t he  r epor t .  
reasoning behind the  conclusion.  This  explana t ion  i s  the  
s i n g l e  most important d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  l e g a l  r epor t  
and an  ord inary  mental  h e a l t h  r e p o r t  (Note 10, p. 31, 
emphasis added) 

It i s  a l s o  v i t a l  t o  exp la in  t h e  

2.4.1.1 Competency Evaluat ion Reports. Memoranda 
d i s t r i b u t e d  t o  Dayton Center s t a f f ,  and supported by s ta tements  made by 
s t a f f  during in te rv iews ,  i n d i c a t e  the conten t  of competency eva lua t ion  
r e p o r t s  as ou t l ined  i n  this subsec t ion ,  a s  w e l l  as t h e  con ten t  of o t h e r  
types  of eva lua t ion  r e p o r t s  descr ibed  i n  subsequent s ec t ions .  

Iden t i fy ing  Information 

Nane of person examined 
Date of b i r t h  
Court case number 

Opening s ta tement  

Ohio Revised Code number spec i fy ing  t y p e  of eva lua t ion  
Date of i n t e rv i ew 
Place of in t e rv i ew 
Length of i n t e rv i ew 
Information t h a t  w a s  reviewed 
Cur r e n t  c ha rg e s 

Background Information 

Physical  h e a l t h  
Marital s t a t u s  
Family r e l a t i o n s h i p  
Work h i s t o r y  
Present  o r  pas t  mental  h e a l t h  and/or  mental r e t a r d a t i o n  

t reatrnen t 
Present  o r  p a s t  use of psychotropic medicat ions 

Mental S t a t u s  (Present )  

Appearance 
Or ien ta t ion  
Memory 
Percept ions  
Mood 
Thought 
I n t e l l e c t u a l  Capacity 
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Knowledge of t h e  Legal Proceedings 

Understanding of t h e  charges 
Understanding of t h e  t r i a l  p rocess  
Extent  t o  which he o r  s h e  can  counsel  w i t h  defense 

Summary of t h e  information concerning t h e  pe r son ' s  mental  
c o n d i t i o n  and i t s  e f f e c t  upon understanding t h e  proceedings 
or a s s i s t i n g  a t t o r n e y  i n  defense,  i nc lud ing  t h e  e x t e n t  of 
mental  i l l n e s s  and/or  mental  r e t a r d a t i o n  which would 
i n t e r f e r e  w i t h  t h e  above. 

Clear s ta tement  as t o  whether o r  not  t h e  person i s  so 
a f f e c t e d  by a mental c o n d i t i o n  t h a t  he o r  she i s  not  
capable  of understanding t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  proceedings o r  
p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  defense.  

I f  t h e  person i s  incompetent, s ta tement  of opinion as t o  
whether o r  no t  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  mental ly  ill o r  mental ly  
r e t a rded ,  whether o r  not  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  may be r e s t o r e d  t o  
competency w i t h i n  one yea r ,  whether o r  no t  t h e r e  i s  a r i s k  
t h a t  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  might p h y s i c a l l y  harm himself o r  
o t h e r s o  and recommendations a s  t o  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  t reatment .  

2 0 4 0 1 0 2  S a n i t y  Eva lua t ion  Reports.  I d e n t i f y i n g  
information,  con ten t  of t h e  opening s t a t emen t ,  and background in fo rma t ion  
i n  s a n i t y  e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t s  ( excep t  f o r  s ta tement  of p a s t  c r imina l  
conduct) are similar t o  competency e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t s .  
regarding mental  s t a t u s  a re  a l s o  t h e  same; i n  s a n i t y  r e p o r t s ,  however, 
t h e  o r i e n t a t i o n  i s  toward t h e  t i m e  t h e  act  w a s  committed, n o t  p re sen t  
mental  s t a t u s .  Summary s t a t emen t s  i nc lude  f i n d i n g s ,  op in ions ,  and f a c t s  
support ing t h e  opinion. 
r e p o r t s  show a connection between t h e  de fendan t ' s  mental  c o n d i t i o n  and 
behavior a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  crime. 

Categories  

If t h e  defendant i s  found t o  be not sane, 

2 0 4 0 1 m 3  Presentence Evaluat ion Reports.  Presentence 
e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t s  emphasize t h e  de fendan t ' s  c u r r e n t  s o c i a l  func t ion ing ,  
information t h a t  may assist t h e  judge i n  f a sh ion ing  a n  a p p r o p r i a t e  
d i s p o s i t i o n  of t h e  case and suggest s p e c i f i c  management o r  t reatment  t o  
t h e  p roba t ion  o f f i c e r m  

I d e n t i f y i n g  Information 

N a m e  of person examined 
Date of b i r t h  
Court ca se  number 
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Opening Statement t o  Include 

Ohio Revised Code number spec i fy ing  type of eva lua t ion  
Date of i n t e r v i e w  
Place  of i n t e r v i e w  
Length of i n t e r v i e w  
Offense f o r  which i n d i v i d u a l  w a s  convicted 

Background Information 

Phys ica l  h e a l t h  
Marital s t a t u s  
Family r e l a t i o n s h i p  
Work h i s t o r y  
Present  o r  p a s t  mental  h e a l t h  and/or  mental  r e t a r d a t i o n  

t rea tment  
Present  o r  p a s t  use of psychotropic  medicat ions 
P r i o r  o f f e n s e s  

1 .  

Current S o c i a l  Functioning 

Ap pea ra nce 
Marital 
Family 
Occupational 
P a t t e r n  of use of a l coho l  
P a t t e r n  of  use  of  prescr ibed  and non-prescribed drugs 
Motivat ion f o r  changing behavior 

Summary 

Summary of f i n d i n g s  as they re la te  t o  the person 's  mental 
cond i t ion  and need f o r  t reatment .  Recommendation f o r  
poss ib l e  t reatment  and s u i t a b l e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  f o r  t he  
of fender ,  cons ide r ing  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  s p e c i a l  problems, 
support  system, and poss ib l e  problems t h a t  may occur i f  not  

*placed on probat ion.  Suggest ions of how t h e  probat ion  
o f f i c e r  may manage and assist t h e  of fender  i n  fol lowing 
through on needed t rea tments .  

2.4.1.4 Drug Dependency Evalua t ion  Reports. Except f o r  a 
s ta tement  of defendant ' s  m i l i t a r y  record and any drug use i n  t h e  se rv ice ,  
t h e  i d e n t i f y i n g  information,  opening s ta tement ,  and background 
informat ion  i n  these  r e p o r t s  fo l low t h e  bas i c  format of t h e  
aforementioned r epor t s .  The remainder of this type  of r e p o r t ,  
emphasizing t h e  r e f e r r a l  i s s u e ,  con ta ins  t h e  fol lowing:  

Drug His tory  " 

Age of  f i r s t  use  
Types of  drugs abused 
Frequency of u se  
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P r e c i p i t a t i n g  f a c t o r s  i n  drug use  
Ind iv idua l ' s  view of drug use  
His tory  of a lcoho l  abuse 
Overdose s 
Withdrawal syndrome 
Date of  las t  use and drugs abused 
P r i o r  treatment and s u c c e s s / f a i l u r e  of t reatment  
Amount of money spent  on drugs 
V e r i f i c a t i o n  of drug use from criminal record ,  treatment 

agency or  s i g n i f i c a n t  o t h e r s  
How i n d i v i d u a l  supported drug use  
P r i o r  o f f enses  
Rela t ionship  of c r i m i n a l i t y  t o  drug abuse 
Presence of t r a c k s  
I n t o x i c a t i o n  a t  time of interview 

C l i n i c a l  Observations 

Mental s t a t u s  
Motivat ion f o r  t rea tment  
Appropriate d i s t r e s s  
His tory  of behavioral  s t a b i l i t y  
P r e c i p i t a t i n g  f a c t o r s  
S incere  reques t  f o r  t rea tment  
Pe r sona l i ty  f a c t o r s  
I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of psychological  t e s t i n g  

Summary 

Summary of whether i n d i v i d u a l  i s  phys ica l ly  o r  
psychological ly  drug dependent ,or  i n  danger of becoming 
drug dependent 

Primary drug abuse 
Recommendion for t reatment  s e t t i n g ,  cons ider ing  needs of 

i n d i v i d u a l ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  the  need f o r  s t r u c t u r e  and t h e  
poss ib l e  outcome of treatment 

2*4.1.5 Presentence,  Mi t iga t ing  Circumstances Evaluat ion 
Report. 
f e a t u r e s  of t he  p re t r i a l  and presentence r e p o r t s  i n s o f a r  as motives and 
cond i t ions  a t  the  t i m e  of the  crime, present  mental cond i t ion ,  and 
amenabi l i ty  t o  t reatment  are addressed 0 

The format and gene ra l  conten t  of t hese  r e p o r t s  combine the  

Iden t i fy ing  Information 

Name of person being examined 
Date of b i r t h  
Court case number 
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I 
Opening Statement t o  Include 

Ohio Revised Code Number Specifying Type of Evaluat ion 
Date of i n t e rv i ew 
Charge of which convicted 
Place of i n t e rv i ew 
Length of in te rv iew 

l 
I 
8 . Information reviewed 

Background Information 

Phys ica l  h e a l t h  
l l a r i t a l  s t a t u s  
Family re l a  t ionship  
Work h i s t o r y  
Present o r  p a s t  mental  h e a l t h  and/or  mental  r e t a r d a t i o n  

t reatment  
Present  o r  p a s t  use of psychotropic  medicat ions 
P r io r  criminal record 

1 

I 
I 

Mental S t a t u s  

Appearance 
Or ien ta t ion  
Memory 
Mood 
Percept ion s 
Thought 
I n t e l l e c t u a l  Capacity 
Mental s t a t u s  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t he  a l l e g e d  o f fense  

1 
I 

Summary and Opinion 

2 . 4 . 2  Dissemination of  Reports 

Wri t ten r e p o r t s ,  wi th  a t r ansmi t t a l  le t ter  from the  Director  of 
t he  Dayton Center, are submitted to t he  r e f e r r a l  agency wi th fn  3 0  days 
from the  d a t e  of the r e f e r r a l .  The r e p o r t s  are forwarded only t o  the 
Court o r  Probat ion Department that r e f e r r e d  the  c l i e n t ,  o r  t o  o t h e r  cour t  
o f f i c i a l s - -p rosecu t ion  and defense a t torneys-when des igna ted  by the  
r e f e r r i n g  cour t .  The c o u r t  may, a t  i t s  d i s c r e t i o n ,  d i s t r i b u t e  the  repor t  
but bears  the  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h a t  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  No o t h e r  agency 
r ece ives  records from the  Dayton Center--except i n  emergency 
s i t u a t i o n s - w i t h o u t  a s igned release of information from the  c l i e n t  o r  
guardian. 

I 
I 

2 . 4 . 3  Diagnoses and Recommendations 

The Center seldom makes use of diagnoses  i n  terms suggested i n  
t h e  American Psych ia t r i c  Assoc ia t ion ' s  Diagnost ic  and S t a t i s t i c a l  Manual . 
(DSM 111). Nine ou t  of t e n  eva lua t ion  r e p o r t s  make s p e c i f i c  p r a c t i c a l  
recommendations, inc luding  a p p r o p r i a t e  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  t o  the  r e f e r r a l  agent 
( s ee  Program f o r  t he  Study of C r i m e  and Delinquency, Note 3 ,  p. 2 9 ) .  

1. 
I 
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2-5 Program Monitoring, Q u a l i t y  Control ,  and Program Evaluat ion 

Program e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  Dayton Center, o v e r a l l  q u a l i t y  
c o n t r o l  and program monitoring i s  involved i n  t h r e e  forms of a c t i v i t i e s :  
(I) management, r o u t i n e  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  monitoring, and informal  feedback 
to s t a f f ;  (2 )  r o u t i n e  s ta t is t ical  r epor t ing ;  and ( 3 )  s p e c i a l  s t u d i e s .  

2 m 5 m 1  Management, Monitoring and S t a f f  Feedback 

Considerable d i r e c t i o n  and guidance f o r  t h e  o v e r a l l  o p e r a t i o n  
of t h e  Dayton Center i s  provided by a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  and o p e r a t i o n a l  
s tandards.  Adminis t ra t ive s t anda rds  i n  such areas as t h e  s t r u c t u r e  and 
design of community f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s ,  procedural  aspects of mental  h e a l t h  
eva lua t ions ,  and t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  s t a n c e  of t h e  Center w i t h  regard t o  i t s  
r e f e r r a l  agencies  have been e s t a b l i s h e d  as a n  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  r u l e  (see 
Divis ion of Forensic  Psych ia t ry ,  Note 11) f o r  implementing t h e  
requirements f o r  Ohio's community f o r e n s i c  p s y c h i a t r i c  cen te r s .  
Procedural s t anda rds  f o r  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  p rocess  of t h e  Dayton Center are 
documented i n  a series of "procedural  memoranda" t o  Dayton Center s t a f f ,  
and a procedural  manual developed by t h e  Assoc ia t ion  of Ohio Forensic  
P s y c h i a t r i c  Center D i r e c t o r s  (see Note 1 0 )  e 

Procedural memoranda have been prepared i n  t h e  areas of 
competency, no t  g u i l t y  by reason of i n s a n i t y ,  presentence eva lua t ion ,  
f a c t o r s  Involved i n  probat ion,  d e f i n i t i o n s  of terms such as "repeat 
offender' '  and "dangerous o f f ende r , "  c o n d i t i o n a l  p roba t ion  f o r  drug 
t reatment ,  t reatment  i n  l i e u  of conv ic t ion ,  m i t i g a t i n g  circumstances,  
case and program c o n s u l t a t i o n ,  a d v i s a b i l i t y  of t r ea tmen t ,  and a number of 
t reatment-related areas such as a f t e r c a r e ,  t h e  p roba te  c o u r t ,  j a i l  
counsel ing,  t h e  o u t p a t i e n t  t r ea tmen t  program, t h e  Adult P a r o l e  Authori ty ,  
and t h e  Adult Probat ion Department. The procedural  memoranda are 
t y p i c a l l y  no more than  s e v e r a l  pages i n  l eng th ,  and d i s c u s s  t h e  purpose 
of t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  e v a l u a t i o n  and t r ea tmen t ,  who may o r d e r  such s e r v i c e s ,  
and t h e  r e p o r t i n g  requirements- 

A Manual of t h e  Ohio Forensic  P s y c h i a t r i c  Centers (Note l o ) ,  
developed by t h e  a s s o c i a t i o n  of Ohio Forensic  P s y c h i a t r i c  Center 
D i rec to r s ,  i s  a 76-page document d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  development of 
f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s  i n  Ohio, t h e  g o a l s  of t h e  c e n t e r s ,  t h e  c o u r t  s t r u c t u r e  
i n  Ohio, s t a t u t o r y  r e f e r r a l s ,  g u i d e l i n e s  f o r  r e p o r t  w r i t i n g ,  and o t h e r  
supplementary informationo 

The Ohio c e r t i f i c a t i o n  program, e s t a b l i s h e d  by t h e  Div i s ion  of 
Forens i c  Psych ia t ry ,  set t h e  minimum s t anda rds  f o r  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  of 
Ohio's community f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s  ( s e e  Appendix G, "Applicat ion f o r  
C e r t i f i c a t i o n ) *  
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  r u l e  promulgated under t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  Ohio Revised 
Code. Th i s  r u l e  (see Div i s ion  of Forensic  Psych ia t ry ,  Note 11 )  
e s t a b l i s h e s  p o l i c i e s  r e g u l a t i n g  e l i g i b i l i t y ,  a l l o c a t i o n  methods, payment 
schedules ,  accounting s t anda rds ,  f i n a n c i a l  r e p o r t  formats ,  and o t h e r  
a c c o u n t a b i l i t y  requirements f o r  state funding t o  community agencies  
providing f o r e n s i c  mental h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  to t h e  c o u r t s  of common pleas. 

The c e r t i f i c a t i o n  process  i s  e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  
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This  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  rule d e f i n e s  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  as t h e  approval  g iven  by 
t h e  Div i s ion  of Forensic  Psych ia t ry  t o  any agency meeting t h e  cri teria 
determined by t h e  Div i s ion  i n  o r d e r  that t h a t  agency may provide t h e  
required f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  services. 
a r e  p s y c h i a t r i c  and psychological  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  ordered by a common p l e a s  
c r i m i n a l  c o u r t ,  of e i t h e r  a de fendan t ' s  p re sen t  mental  competence t o  
s t and  t r i a l  o r  h i s  s a n i t y  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  o f f ense .  Other  s e r v i c e s ,  
such as  o t h e r  t ypes  of eva lua t ions ,  some o u t p a t i e n t  mental  h e a l t h  
t r ea tmen t ,  and emergency mental  h e a l t h  i n t e r v e n t i o n  s e r v i c e s  t o  d e t e n t i o n  
c e n t e r s ,  are a l s o  included i n  t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n  of f o r e n s i c  psych ia t ry  
services and may be included i f  t i m e  and r e sources  permit. C e r t i f i c a t i o n  
s t anda rds  set i n  this r u l e  inc lude  t h e  fol lowing:  I 

"Forensic psych ia t ry  se rv i ces"  

(a) A c e r t i f i e d  community f o r e n s i c  p s y c h i a t r i c  c e n t e r  must be 
c l e a r l y  i d e n t i f i a b l e  as being e i t h e r  f ree-s tanding o r  a 
s p e c i f i c a l l y  designated subsec t ion  of a l a r g e r  mental 
h e a l t h  f a c i l i t y .  

(b)  Se rv ices  provided by a c e n t e r  must i nc lude  a t  a minimum 
w r i t t e n  e v a l u a t i o n s  by a q u a l i f i e d  mental  h e a l t h  
p r o f e s s i o n a l  f o r  p r e t r i a l ,  presentence,  and post-sentence 
c l i e n t s  r e f e r r e d  by t h e  c o u r t  of common p l e a s ,  i t s  
probat ion department, and a d u l t  p a r o l e  a u t h o r i t y  i n  t h e  
designated geographic area. 

(c)  Optimally, t h e  community f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r s  should a l s o  
provide s e r v i c e s  inc lud ing  t r ea tmen t ,  d i a g n o s t i c  s e r v i c e s  
t o  o t h e r  c o u r t  systems, t r a i n i n g  and l i a i s o n  t o  both mental  
h e a l t h  and c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  agencies ,  r e sea rch  i n  f o r e n s i c  
psych ia t ry  i s s u e s ,  and p u b l i c  information. 

( d )  S t a f f i n g  f o r  community f o r e n s i c  p s y c h i a t r i c  c e n t e r s  must 
i nc lude  a t  least one fu l l - t ime  q u a l i f i e d  mental  h e a l t h  
p r o f e s s i o n a l  i n  a n  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  and /o r  supervisory 
p o s i t i o n ;  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  on s t a f f  of a t  least one q u a l i f i e d  
mental h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l ;  i n  accordance wi th  t h e  l a w ,  
performance by a q u a l i f i e d  mental  h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l  of 
a l l  e v a l u a t i o n s  ordered by common p l e a s  c o u r t s ;  performance 
o f ,  o r  supe rv i s ion  and i n d i v i d u a l  review by, a q u a l i f i e d  
mental h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l  of a l l  o t h e r  eva lua t ions .  

(e) Each community f o r e n s i c  p s y c h i a t r i c  c e n t e r  must perform and 
document a t  least 50 completed c a s e s  p e r  yea r  from a d u l t  
criminal c o u r t s  o r  p roba t ion  o r  p a r o l e  departments. 
Requests f o r  e v a l u a t i o n s  from common p l e a s  c o u r t s  should 
t a k e  precedence i n  e v a l u a t i o n  and r epor t ing .  

( f )  Each community f o r e n s i c  c e n t e r  must p repa re  p e r i o d i c  
re po r t  s 
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2.5.2 Routine S t a t i s t i ca l  Reporting 

I n  compliance wi th  t h e  r u l e s  and p o l i c i e s  of  t h e  Ohio 
Department of Mental Health and Mental Retarda t ion ,  Div is ion  of Forensic  
Psychia t ry ,  t h e  Dayton Center r e p o r t s  monthly s t a t i s t i c s  t o  t h e  Bureau of 
S t a t i s t i c s  on t h e  fol lowing forms: 

(a) Monthly S t a t i s t i c a l  Summary Report, Community Mental Health 
F a c i l i t y  (see Appendix D ) ;  

( b )  Forensic  Psychia t ry  Admission Report ( s e e  Appendix E ) ;  and, 

( c )  Forens ic  Psychia t ry  Termination Report (see Appendix F)  . 
Also, on a b i enn ia l  b a s i s ,  t h e  Dayton Center r e p o r t s  rou t ine  

s t a t i s t i c s  and responses r e l evan t  t o  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  s tandards  on an 
a p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  (Appendix G ) .  

The l e v e l  of  compliance wi th  t h e  admin i s t r a t ive  and ope ra t iona l  
s tandards set  i n  t h e  admin i s t r a t ive  r u l e ,  as w e l l  as t h e  o v e r a l l  
compliance wi th  and r e l i a n c e  by t h e  s t a f f  on t h e  procedural  memoranda, 
has not  been formally assessed  by t h e  Dayton Center. 

2.5.3 Spec ia l  S tud ie s  

The only completed inqu i ry  t h a t  may be descr ibed  a s  "program 
evalua t ion"  of t h e  Dayton Center w a s  conducted i n  1974 as p a r t  of a n  
eva lua t ion  r e sea rch  p r o j e c t  conducted by Ohio S ta te  Univers i ty  Program 
f o r  t h e  Study of  C r i m e  and Deliquency. The purposes,  methods, and 
r e s u l t s  of t h i s  eva lua t ion  r e sea rch  p r o j e c t  are documented i n  d e t a i l  i n  a 
series of e i g h t  monographs (see Notes 2-9) and one book (Beran and 
Toomey, 1979),  

One of t h e  monographs prepared by t h e  Ohio S t a t e  group, 
e n t i t l e d  "An Evaluat ion of t h e  Dayton Center f o r  Forens ic  Psychia t ry :  An 
Experiment in Community-Based Serv ices"  (Note 3 ) ,  p r e s e n t s  t h e  r e s u l t s  of 
t h e  Dayton Center eva lua t ion ,  The s t a t e d  purpose of  t h e  eva lua t ion  was 
t o  g a t h e r  bas i c  information on c l i e n t s  served a t  t h e  Center a long t h e  
fol lowing dimensions: demographic c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  (sex, age,  race, 
educat ion,  occupation, marital s t a t u s ,  pas t  c r imina l  record,  e tc . ) ;  
s t a t u s  w i t h i n  t h e  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  system (cu r ren t  charge,  cour t  s t a t u s ,  
p r i o r  j u v e n i l e  and a d u l t  record);  h i s t o r y  of involvement i n  t h e  mental 
h e a l t h  system; r e f e r r a l  source and reason f o r  r e f e r r a l ;  processing wi th in  
the  Dayton Center ( type  of eva lua t ion ,  psychometric t e s t i n g ,  p s y c h i a t r i c  
i n t e rv i ews ,  s o c i a l  case h i s t o r y ) ;  eva lua t ion  and recommendations of  t h e  
cen te r ;  and, cour t  d i spos i t i on .  Data were gathered from f i l e s  f o r  301 
c l i e n t s  r e f e r r e d  s i n c e  t h e  opening of t h e  c e n t e r ,  i n  October of  1972, 
whose cases were no longer  a c t i v e  by June 15,  1974. For comparative 
purposes,  s imilar  d a t a  were gathered on a sample of f i r s t  admission 
r e f e r r a l s  t o  L ima  S t a t e  Hospi ta l ,  a maximum s e c u r i t y  f a c i l i t y  loca ted  i n  
L i m a ,  Ohio, from the  same coun t i e s  served by t h e  Dayton Center from 
January 1, 1971, through June 30, 1974. Data were a l s o  ga thered  by means 
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p a r t i c i p a n t  observat ion,  in te rv iews ,  and ques t ionna i r e s  
t o  c e n t e r  s t a f f ,  judges,  and p roba t ion  and pa ro le  o f f i c e r s .  
e x p l i c i t l y  s t a t e d ,  t h e  a i m  of t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  was t o  compare 
t h e  process  and outcome of screening and eva lua t ion  
Lima S t a t e  Hosp i t a l  and t h e  Dayton Center.  

Although t h e  1974 e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  Dayton Center  conducted by 
t h e  Ohio S t a t e  Univers i ty  Program f o r  t h e  study of crime and delinquency 
may be flawed by some procedura l  problems (e.g., t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  may have 
been conducted by i n d i v i d u a l s  who set ou t  t o  prove t h a t  L i m a  S t a t e  
Hosp i t a l  was i n f e r i o r  t o  t h e  Dayton Center i n  i t s  d e l i v e r y  of  fo rens i c  
mental h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ) ,  i t  d e s c r i b e s  va luable  measures, some of 
cons iderable  comparative value,  f o r  use  i n  program eva lua t ion  
s t r a t e g i e s .  
measures u t i l i z e d  i n  t h e  Ohio S t a t e  e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  Dayton Center:  

The fol lowing i s  a p a r t i a l  l i s t i n g  of process  and outcome 

0 

Percept ions  of working r e l a t i o n s  among p a r t i c i p a n t s  
( judges,  p roba t ion  o f f i c e r s ,  Dayton Center s t a f f ,  etc.) i n  
t h e  system. 

Percept ions  of Dayton Center i n f luence  on  criminal j u s t i c e  
dec i s iowak ing .  

Demographic c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  _Dayton Center  sample, 
inc luding  sex, age ,  race, marital  s t a t u s ,  occupat ion,  and 
education. 

P r i o r  criminal record of defendants .  

Number of y e a r s  incarcera ted .  

Convict ions by o f fense  type  and “cur ren tness .“ .  

H i s to ry  of mental  h e a l t h  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n s  of c l i e n t s ,  
inc luding  c i v i l  res idency  and c r i m i n a l  res idency.  

Reason f o r  referral. 

Current  cour t  s t a t u s  of r e f e r r e d  cases. 

Current  of fense .  

Type of psychometric t e s t i n g  conducted. 

Mean eva lua t ion  t i m e  i n  hours. 

Mean e v a l u t i o n  t i m e  i n  hours  f o r  va r ious  t y p e s  of 
eva lua t ions  . 
Types of diagnoses.  

Pos i t i ve /nega t ive  e v a l u a t i o n  r e s u l t s  according t o  type of 
e va lua  t i o  n . 
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o Agreement between recommendations and c o u r t  d e c i s i o n s  
according t o  type  of eva lua t ion .  

Q Recommendations according t o  type  of eva lua t ion .  

o Type of c o u r t  d i s p o s i t i o n .  

Q Mean number of days b e t w e n  r e f e r r a l  and admission, 
admission and r e p o r t ,  and r e p o r t  and d i s p o s i t i o n .  

o Current of fense  according t o  age of defendant.  

Q Current  o f f ense  according t o  race. 

o Reason f o r  r e f e r r a l  according t o  c u r r e n t  offense.  

o Reason f o r  r e f e r r a l  according t o  c r imina l  record.  

o Current  of fense  according t o  t rea tment  received.  

o Recommendation according t o  c o u r t  dec is ion .  

o P r o f e s s i o n a l  s t a f f  t i m e  and c o s t s  i n  e v a l u a t i o n  and 
t rea tment  

o Evalua t ion  and t rea tment  c o s t s  pe r  day. 

o Costs  according t o  e v a l u a t i o n  type. 
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3.0 THE 

criminal 

SAN MATE0 COUNTY MENTAL HEALTH.COURTS AND CORRECTIONS U N I T  

The Courts and Correct ions Unit  w a s  e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  1961 as a 
j u s t i c e  c o n s u l t a t i o n  s e r v i c e  of t h e  San Mateo County Mental 

Heal th  Sekvices Division. 
t h e  a d u l t  p roba t ion  department i n  Redwood C i t y  ( t h e  seat of t h e  county 
government), seven miles from t h e  c i t y  of San Mateo, where t h e  o t h e r  
county mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  had o f f i c e s .  The Unit  s t i l l  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  
Redwood Ci ty ;  however, i t  has moved i n t o  p r i v a t e  o f f i c e s  d i s a s s o c i a t e d  
wi th  any p a r t i c u l a r  department of t h e  c o u r t s  o r  c o r r e c t i o n s .  

During most of i t s  f i r s t  decade of ope ra t ion ,  t h e  Courts and 

The Unit ' s off  ices o r i g i n a l l y  were loca ted  i n  

Correct ions U n i t ' s  primary f u n c t i o n  w a s  t o  provide "consu l t a t ion"  
s e r v i c e s  f o r  judges,  p roba t ion  o f f i c e r s ,  t h e  s h e r i f f ' s  s t a f f ,  and t h e  
District  Attorney. The major s e r v i c e s  were as fol lows:  

o eva lua t ion  of o f f ende r s  o r  a l l e g e d  o f fende r s  f o r  
recommendations concerning t h e i r  d i s p o s i t i o n  o r  management; 

o c o n s u l t a t i o n  wi th  c o u r t s  o r  c o r r e c t i o n s  personnel  regarding 
p a r t i c u l a r  cases without  d i r e c t  c o n t a c t  w i t h  t h e  o f f ende r  
o r  a l l e g e d  o f fende r  involved ; 

o c o n s u l t a t i o n  w i t h  agency personnel  regarding a s p e c t s  of an  
agency's work n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  r e l a t e d  t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  case; 
and 

o t r a i n i n g  f o r  personnel  of c o u r t s  and c o r r e c t i o n s  agencies  
having c o n t a c t  w i t h  o f f ende r s  o r  a l l e g e d  offenders.  

One p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n t r i g u i n g  example of c o n s u l t a t i o n  was t h a t  p rov ided . to  
t h e  county s h e r i f f ' s  department du r ing  t h e  Republican Nat ional  Convention 
i n  1964. 
Goldwater and a number of vigorous c i v i l  r i g h t s  proponents,  t h e  s h e r i f f  
arranged f o r '  a p s y c h i a t r i s t  from t h e  Courts and Correct ions Unit  t o  
addres s  a n  o r i en ta t ion .  meeting of l a w  enforcement personnel  ass igned t o  
t h e  convention. 
a t t e n d  t h e  convention and be a v a i l a b l e  f o r  emergency c o n s u l t a t i o n  with 
t h e  s h e r i f f  and h i s  deput ies .  The p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  op in ion  w a s  s o l i c i t e d  
w i t h  regard t o  a number of matters du r ing  t h e  cour se  of t h e  convention. 
During a n  e s p e c i a l l y  v o l a t i l e  conf ron ta t ion  between p o l i c e  and 
demonstrators ,  t h e  s h e r i f f  considered o rde r ing  t h e  arrest of a number of 
demonstrators i n  a n  e f f o r t  t o  d i s p e l  t h e i r  de f i ance  and m o l l i f y  angry 
p o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  as well. Before order ing t h e  arrests, however, t h e  
s h e r i f f  called upon t h e  consu l t ing  p s y c h i a t r i s t  t o  review wi th  him t h e  
i s s u e s  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  dec i s ion ;  as i t  t r a n s p i r e d ,  no arrests  were made. 

An t i c ipa t ing  f r i c t i o n  between t h e  f o r c e s  support ing Senator  

Arrangements a l s o  were made f o r  t h e  P s y c h i a t r i s t  t o  

Since t h e  e a r l y  1970s, t h e  primary mandate of t h e  Courts and 

The p resen t  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Unit sugges t s  t h a t  t h i s  
Correct ions Unit has  s h i f t e d  from c o n s u l t a t i o n  t o  direct  c l i n i c a l  s e r v i c e  
f o r  j a i l  inmates. 
s h i f t  i s  a r e s u l t  of a number of f a c t o r s ,  i nc lud ing  a r educ t ion  i n  
funding f o r  t h e  Unit and a broad movement t o  d e i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e  t h e  
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mental ly  d i so rde redo  
cont inue t o  care f o r  t h e  a c u t e l y  mental ly  ill; and w i t h  t h e  
d e i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n  movement, many people who p rev ious ly  would have 
been h o s p i t a l i z e d  now are i n  j a i l , "  he s t a t e d  i n  an  interview.  

"The idea  i s  t h a t  i f  eve ry th ing  else goes,  we must 

A t  t h i s  w r i t i n g  t h e  Courts and Cor rec t ions  Unit  provides  t h e  
fol lowing s e r v i c e s :  

o c l i n i c a l  s e r v i c e s  f o r  inmates of t h e  San Mateo County j a i l ;  

Q court-requested e v a l u a t i o n s  t o  assess competency t o  s t and  
t r i a l  and s u i t a b i l i t y  f o r  p r e t r i a l  release; 

Q coord ina t ion  of t h e  "1229 program" i n  t h e  county 
(determining the  proper  l o c u s  and p l a n  of t reatment  for 
mental ly  d i so rde red  s e x  o f fende r s  and c l i en t -o f  f enders  
found incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l  o r  not  g u i l t y  by reason of 
i n s a n i t y )  ; and 

o c o n s u l t a t i o n  services f o r  s t a f f  of t h e  county 's  p roba t ion  
department 

The U n i t ' s  s t a f f  c o n s i s t s  of f o u r  fu l l - t ime  Ph.D. psycho log i s t s ,  
one half-t ime p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  and two c l e r i ca l  s t a f f .  One psychologis t  i s  
r e spons ib l e  f o r  coord ina t ion  of t h e  1229 program and p roba t ion  
c o n s u l t a t i o n ,  and t h e  rest of t h e  s t a f f  provides  j a i l  c l i n i c a l  s e r v i c e s  
and court-requested eva lua t ions .  

San Mateo County has  a populat ion of approximately 600,000. 
Its j a i l  has  a n  average d a i l y  popu la t ion  of 200. 

3.1 Process  Flow 

The flow of cases i n t o ,  through, and o u t  of t h e  Courts and 
Cor rec t ions  Unit i s  i l l u s t r a t e d  i n  F igu res  4-7. 

3,P01 J a i l  Se rv ices  

Figure 4 i n d i c a t e s  t h e  manner i n  which j a i l  inmates bel ieved t o  
be i n  need of mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  a r e  r e f e r r e d  t o  and processed by t h e  
Courts and Correct ions Unit. 

When a' person i s  a r r e s t e d  i n  San Mateo County, he i s  t r anspor t ed  
t o  t h e  San Mateo County j a i l ,  where he is formally charged wi th  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  crime(s) , "booked," and may be held pending arraignment.  
p a r t  of t h e  booking procedure, a p o l i c e  o f f i c e r  a s k s  t h e  person 
( h e r e i n a f t e r ,  t h e  inmate) whether o r  not  he has r e c e n t l y  seen  a phys ic i an  
o r  i s  t a k i n g  medication- 
t h a t  t h e  inmate may be mental ly  o r  emotional ly  d i so rde red ,  he may r eques t  
a j a i l  nu r se  t o  r e f e r  t h e  inmate t o  t h e  Courts and Cor rec t ions  Unit. 
Fu r the r ,  i f  a t  any t i m e  dur ing a n  inmate's per iod of i n c a r c e r a t i o n  a j a i l  
nu r se  has  reason t o  be l i eve  that t h e  inmate may r e q u i r e  mental  h e a l t h  
s e r v i c e s ,  t h e  nurse may r e f e r  t h e  inmate t o  t h e  Unit. 

As 

I f  t h e  a r r e s t i n g  o r  booking o f f i c e r  s u s p e c t s  
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The nur se  makes t h e  referral by a te lephone ca l l  t o  t h e  U n i t ' s  
clerical  s t a f f  The c ler ical  person o b t a i n s  c e r t a i n  in fo rma t ion  from t h e  
nurse and a s s i g n s  t h e  case t o  t h e  psychologis t  on cal l  ( t h e  " o f f i c e r  of 
the (One psychologis t  s e r v e s  a s  o f f i c e r  of t h e  day each day and 
is r e s p o n s i b l e  for a l l  cases r e f e r r e d  t h a t  day.) 
t h e n  te lephones Chope Hosp i t a l  ( a n  area state h o s p i t a l  w i th  a ward 
designed f o r  c o r r e c t i o n s  d e t a i n e e s )  and t h e  county p roba t ion  department 
t o  determine whether o t h e r  i n fo rma t ion  i s  a v a i l a b l e  on t h e  inmate. 

The c le r ica l  person 

Th@ psychologis t  o r d i n a r i l y  r e p o r t s  t o  t h e  j a i l  immediately. 
If t h e  nurse i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  inmate i s  temporar i ly  "angry," t h e  v i s i t  
may be delayed t o  a l low t i m e  f o r  t h e  inmate t o  calm down. Upon a r r i v i n g  
a t  t h e  j a i l ,  t h e  psychologis t  reviews t h e  booking s h e e t ,  t h e  medical 
c h a r t  ( con ta in ing  medical information obtained during booking), and t h e  
j a i l  referral s h e e t  ( i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  reasons f o r  t h e  r e f e r r a l )  and speaks 
with j a i l  personnel  who have observed t h e  inmate's behavior. The 
psychologis t  t hen  conducts a c l i n i c a l  i n t e r v i e w  of t h e  inmate. I f  t h e  
psychologis t  b e l i e v e s  t h e  inmate r e q u i r e s  immediate h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n ,  he 
may o r d e r  t h e  inmate committed t o  Chope Hosp i t a l  f o r  up t o  72 hours. I f  
t he  psychologis t  b e l i e v e s  neu ro log ica l  t e s t i n g  is needed, he may r e f e r  
t h e  inmate t o  Chope Hosp i t a l  f o r  a n  o u t p a t i e n t  electroencephalogram. If 
the psychologis t  b e l i e v e s  t h e  inmate r e q u i r e s  medicat ion o r  o t h e r  medical 
a t t e n t i o n ,  he may a r r ange  f o r  t h e  Courts and Cor rec t ions  Un i t ' s  
p s y c h i a t r i s t  t o  examine t h e  inmate. A f t e r  h i s  examination, t h e  
p s y c h i a t r i s t  may make a c o n s u l t a t i o n  n o t e  on t h e  inmate's medical c h a r t  
recommending t h a t  t h e  inmate r e c e i v e  medication. 
s i t u a t i o n  t o  prevent  i n j u r y  t o  t h e  inmate, medicat ion may no t  be 
adminis tered i n v o l u n t a r i l y . )  

(Except i n  a n  emergency 

Upon completion of h i s  assessment of a n  inmate, t h e  psychologis t  
makes a c o n s u l t a t i o n  no te  on t h e  medical c h a r t  ( s p e c i f y i n g  a " t reatment  
p lansoo  i f  i n d i c a t e d )  and p repa res  a n  " i n t a k e  r epor t . "  If t h e  inmate i s  
i n  need of treatment, c o p i e s  of t h e  i n t a k e  r e p o r t  are  s e n t  t o  t h e  j a i l  
medical s t a f f  and t o  Chope Hosp i t a l ,  which ma in ta ins  r eco rds  f o r  t h e  
County Mental Hea l th  S e r v i c e s  Div i s iono  
a t t e n t i o n ,  t h e  psychologis t  may a r r ange  f o r  a follow-up v i s i t .  

If t h e  inmate r e q u i r e s  f u r t h e r  

3.102 Court-Requested Evaluat ions 

Figure 5 i n d i c a t e s  t h e  manner i n  which t h e  Court and Correct ions 
Unit  r e c e i v e s  and processes  c o u r t  r e f e r r a l s  f o r  eva lua t ion .  

Occasionally,  a judge of t h e  San Mateo County Municipal Court 
( o r  h i s  c l e r k )  w i l l  telephone t h e  Unit  and r eques t  t h a t  a p a r t i c u l a r  
defendant be evaluated.  The s t a f f  person r ece iv ing  t h e  cal l  o b t a i n s  
c e r t a i n  information from t h e  judge o r  h i s  c l e r k  and a r r a n g e s  f o r  
assignment of t h e  case t o  a s t a f f  psychologis t  ( o r d i n a r i l y  t h e  o f f i c e r  of 
t h e  day).  
county p roba t ion  department t o  determine whether o t h e r  information is 
a v a i l a b l e  on t h e  defendant. I f  t h e  person is on pre-  o r  p o s t - t r i a l  
r e l e a s e p  t h e  psychologis t  ass igned t o  t h e  case te lephones t h e  defense 
a t t o r n e y  to a r range  for a n  i n t e r v i e w  appointment f o r  t h e  defendant a t  t h e  
U n i t ' s  o f f i c e s o  

A c le r i ca l  s t a f f  person te lephones Chope Hosp i t a l  and t h e  
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The psychologis t  conducts a c l i n i c a l  i n t e r v i e w  ( i n  t h e  U n i t ' s  
o f f i c e s  o r  i n  t h e  j a i l )  and r e p o r t s  h i s  f i n d i n g s  t o  t h e  cour t .  
defendant i s  i n  j a i l ,  t h e  psychologis t  a l s o  may provide c e r t a i n  
"cPinicaP" s e r v i c e s ,  as desc r ibed  i n  s e c t i o n  3.1.1, above (i-e.,  
h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n ,  r e f e r r a l  ~ O K  n e u r o l o g i c a l  t e s t i n g  o r  medical a t t e n t i o n ,  
t reatment  suggest ions,  and follow-up v i s i t s ) .  The c o u r t  may use  t h e  
information provided by t h e  psychologis t  i n  determining ques t ions  of 
p r e t r i a l  release o r  dec id ing  whether t o  t r a n s f e r  t h e  case t o  t h e  s u p e r i o r  
cour t  f o r  de t e rmina t ion  of t h e  competency ques t ion  (see s e c t i o n  3 . 4 ,  
below) - 

If t h e  

3,1.3 q012290q Program Coordination 

I n  1975, t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  l e g i s l a t u r e  passed assembly b i l l  1229, 
which amended s e c t i o n s  of t h e  Penal Code and t h e  Welfare and I n s t i t u t i o n s  
Code t o  provide f o r  a number of a l t e r n a t i v e  mental  h e a l t h  t reatment  modes 
(and enabl ing procedures) f o r  persons found not  g u i l t y  by reason of 
i n s a n i t y ,  defendants  found incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l ,  and mental ly  
d i so rde red  sex o f fende r s .  The Courts and Correct ions Unit  e v a l u a t e s  each 
o f fende r  O K  a l l e g e d  o f fende r  s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  1229 program i n  San Mateo 
County, recommends placement and a p l a n  of t r ea tmen t ,  and c o o r d i n a t e s  t h e  
t r ea tmen t  p rocessm 
t o  t h e  1229 program are r e f e r r e d  t o  and processed by t h e  Courts and 
Cor rec t ions  Unit 

Figure 6 i n d i c a t e s  t h e  manner i n  which cases s u b j e c t  

Upon a v e r d i c t  of not g u i l t y  by reason of i n s a n i t y ,  a f i n d i n g  
of incompetency t o  s t and  t r ia l ,  o r  a sex  o f f e n s e  c o n v i c t i o n  followed by a 
f i n d i n g  t h a t  t h e  o f f ende r  i s  a "mentally d i so rde red  sex  offender"  who 
would b e n e f i t  by t r ea tmen t ,  t h e  San Mateo County Supe r io r  Court may o r d e r  
t h e  o f f e n d e r  o r  a l l e g e d  o f fende r  eva lua ted  by t h e  Courts and Correct ions 
Un i t -  The e v a l u a t i o n  i s  mandatory f o r  defendants  found incompetent t o  
s t and  t r i a l -  
t h e  c o u r t  t o  hav@ recovered t h e i r  s a n i t y  and t h u s  no t  r e q u i r e  e v a l u a t i o n  
by t h e  Courts  and Correct ions Unit. (The U n i t ' s  e v a l u a t i o n  does no t  
addres s  t h e  ques t ion  of recovered s a n i t y . )  
d i so rde red  sex o f fende r s ,  t h e  c o u r t  i n  i t s  d i s c r e t i o n  may e i t h e r  o r d e r  a n  
e v a l u a t i o n  o r  d i spose  of t h e  case i n  some o t h e r  manner, but i t  may not 
o r d e r  mental  h e a l t h  t reatment  without  f i r s t  r e q u i r i n g  a n  e v a l u a t i o n  by 
t h e  Courts and Correct ions Unit .  A Super io r  Court p roba t ion  c l e r k  
te lephones t h e  r e f e r r a l  t o  one of t h e  U n i t ' s  c le r ica l  s t a f f ,  who o b t a i n s  
c e r t a i n  in fo rma t ion  from t h e  p roba t ion  c l e r k  and a s s i g n s  t h e  case t o  t h e  
U n i t ' s  psychologis t  r e spons ib l e  f o r  coord ina t ing  t h e  1229 program. The 
p roba t ion  c l e r k  fo l lows  up t h e  te lephone c a l l  w i th  a ma i l ing  of c o p i e s  of 
t h e  c o u r t  o r d e r p  t h e  p o l i c e  r e p o r t ,  any a v a i l a b l e  p roba t ion  r e p o r t s ,  and 
p s y c h i a t r i s t s '  r e p o r t s  a l r eady  prepared r e l a t i v e  t o  examinations 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 t and  t r i a l ,  o r  mental ly  
d i so rde red  sex o f fende r  s t a t u s .  

Offenders a c q u i t t e d  by reason of i n s a n i t y  may be found by 

With regard t o  mental ly  

I f  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  on pre- o r  p o s t - t r i a l  release, t h e  
psychologis t  telephones t h e  defense a t t o r n e y  t o  a r r ange  a n  i n t e r v i e w  
appointment a t  t h e  U n i t ' s  o f f i c e s .  Unless a continuance i s  obtained,  
w i t h i n  1 5  days of t h e  o r d e r  d i r e c t i n g  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  t h e  psychologis t  
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conducts a c l i n i c a l  i n t e r v i e w  w i t h  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  ( e i t h e r  i n  t h e  
U n i t ' s  o f f i c e ,  i n  t h e  j a i l ,  o r  a t  Chope Hosp i t a l  i f  he i s  h o s p i t a l i z e d )  
and submits a r e p o r t  t o  t h e  c o u r t  recommending placement and a p l a n  of 
treatmento 
Except f o r  persons charged w i t h  o r  convicted of c e r t a i n  s p e c i f i e d  v i o l e n t  
crimes (who by Paw must be confined i n  a mental  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t y  f o r  a 
minimum of 90 days be fo re  being r e l e a s e d  f o r  o u t p a t i e n t  t r ea tmen t ) ,  
c l i en t -o f f ende r s  a c q u i t t e d  by reason of i n s a n i t y ,  found incompetent t o  
s tand t r ia l ,  O B  found t o  be mental ly  d i so rde red  sex o f fende r s  may be 
placed i n  o u t p a t i e n t  t r ea tmen t  programs o r  may be confined i n  state o r  
p r i v a t e  h o s p i t a l s .  

The c o u r t  conducts a hear ing t o  determine t h e s e  i s s u e s .  

Pe r iod ic  r e p o r t s  are prepared by t h e  agenc ie s  r e spons ib l e  f o r  
t reatment  pursuant t o  t h e  1229 program, and t h e  Courts  and Correct ions 
U n i t , i s  r e spons ib l e  f o r  ensuring t h a t  t h e s e  r e p o r t s  are submitted t o  t h e  
c o u r t  i n  a t ime ly  fashion.  The Uni t  a l s o  may a r r ange  f o r  t h e  t r a n s f e r  of 
a c l i en t -o f f ende r  from in -pa t i en t  t o  ou t -pa t i en t  t reatment  s t a t u s ,  based 
on information suppl ied by s t a f f  of t h e  in -pa t i en t  f a c i l i t y ;  however, t h e  
U n i t  o r d i n a r i l y  does no t  become involved i n  sc reen ing  o r  e v a l u a t i o n  of 
t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  after t h e  i n i t i a l  placement and t r ea tmen t  p l a n  
assessment. 

Persons a c q u i t t e d  by reason of i n s a n i t y  are r e l e a s e d  from 
t r ea tmen t  upon r e s t o r a t i o n  of s a n i t y  and must be r e l e a s e d  from 
invo lun ta ry  in -pa t i en t  s t a t u s  be fo re  t h e  e x p i r a t i o n  of t h e  maximum period 
f o r  which they  could have been imprisoned i f  convicted.  

Defendants found incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l  t y p i c a l l y  are  
r e tu rned  t o  c o u r t  for t r i a l  upon r e s t o r a t i o n  of competency. 
end of a 90-day per iod of t reatment  t h e  defendant has  no t  recovered h i s  
competency bu t  t h e r e  i s  a s u b s t a n t i a l  l i k e l i h o o d  t h a t  competency w i l l  be 
r e s t o r e d  in t h e  fo re seeab le  f u t u r e ,  he w i l l  remain i n  t reatment .  I f  a t  
t h e  end of t h e  90-day per iod o r  a t  any subsequent t i m e  i t  i s  determined 
t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no s u b s t a n t i a l  l i k e l i h o o d  of r e s t o r a t i o n  of competency i n  
t h e  f o r e s e e a b l e  f u t u r e ,  t h e  c r i m i n a l  charges  u s u a l l y  are dismissed and 
c i v i l  commitment proceedings are i n i t i a t e d ;  i f  i t  appears  t o  t h e  c o u r t  
t h a t  t h e  defendant i s  "gravely d i s a b l e d ,  I' conse rva to r sh ip  proceedings are 
i n i t i a t e d .  
r e s t o r e  competency before  t h e  e x p i r a t i o n  of t h e  maximum pe r iod  f o r  which 
he could have been imprisoned had he been convicted.  

I f  a t  t h e  

The defendant must be r e l eased  from treatment  designed t o  

Mentally disordered sex o f fende r s  remain i n  t r ea tmen t  f o r  an  
i n d e f i n i t e  per iod up t o  t h e  maximum period of imprisonment provided by 
l a w  f o r  t h e  o f f ense .  Upon a f i n d i n g  t h a t - t h e  o f f ende r  no longe r  i s  
bene f i t i ng  by t r ea tmen t ,  he i s  r e tu rned  t o  c o u r t  f o r  sentencing.  
Offenders determined no longer  t o  be a danger t o  t h e  h e a l t h  and s a f e t y  of 
o t h e r s  may be placed on probat ion if proba t ion  otherwise i s  appropr i a t e .  
The t i m e  a n  o f f ende r  spends i n  t reatment  i s  c r e d i t e d  t o  any sentence 
imposed 
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3.1.4 Probat ion Consul ta t ion 

The San Mateo County Probat ion Department s e rves  the  county ' s  
The Department r egu la r ly  c a l l s  Super ior  Court and i t s  Municipal Court 

upon the Courts and Correc t ions  Unit t o  conduct eva lua t ions  of persons on 
o r  being considered f o r  probat ion.  Figure 7 i n d i c a t e s  t he  manner i n  
which probat ion  cases are r e f e r r e d  t o  and processed by the Courts and 
Correc t ions  Unit 

- P r i o r  t o  sentencing i n  a l l  Superior  Court and some Municipal 
Court cases, judges o rde r  t h e  Probat ion Department t o  conduct presentence 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  of offenders .  Probat ion o f f i c e r s  o f t e n  r e f e r  of fenders  t o  
t h e  Unit f o r  mental h e a l t h  needs assessments, and inco rpora t e  t h e  
information provided i n t o  presentence r epor t s .  Probat ion o f f i c e r s  a l s o .  
occas iona l ly  r e f e r  of fenders  a l r eady  on probat ion  f o r  eva lua t ions  t o  
assess changes i n  t reatment  needs. 

The probat ion  o f f i c e r  ass igned t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  ca se  accomplishes 
the  r e f e r r a l  by means of a te lephone c a l l  o r  a personal  visit t o  t h e  
Courts and Correct ions psychologis t  r e spons ib l e  f o r  probat ion  consul ta -  
t i o n .  (The psychologis t  main ta ins  a n  o f f i c e  i n  t h e  Probat ion Department 
s u i t e  i n  add i t ion  t o  his o f f i c e  i n  the  Courts and Correc t ions  Unit 
s u i t e . )  The psychologis t  o b t a i n s  c e r t a i n  informat ion  from the  probat ion 
o f f i c e r  and reviews the  Probat ion Department's f i l e s  on the  case. I f  t h e  
of fender  i s  i n  j a i l ,  t h e  psychologis t  conducts  a c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ew w i t h  
t h e  of fender  i n  the jail.. I f  the offender  i s  on presentence release o r  
i s  on probat ion,  t he  probat ion  o f f i c e r  i n s t r u c t s '  t h e  of fender  t o  
telephone the psychologis t  t o  schedule  a n  appointment i n  the 
psycho log i s t ' s  o f f i c e .  

Upon completion of the  in te rv iew,  the  psychologis t  prepares  a 
r epor t  sumbarizing his f i n d i n g s  and submits i t  t o  t h e  probat ion o f f i c e r .  
If the  probat ion f i l e  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  the  cour t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  requested a 
mental h e a l t h  eva lua t ion  as  p a r t  of a presentence i n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  t h e  
psychologis t  o r d i n a r i l y  sends a copy of the  r epor t  t o  t he  cour t .  

The probat ion  o f f i c e r  uses  the  presentence eva lua t ion  repor t  i n  
t 
P cons t ruc t ing  a presentence r epor t  f o r  t he  cour t .  The cour t  uses  the  

presentence r epor t  i n  determining a n  appropr i a t e  sentence f o r  t h e  
offender .  
used by probat ion o f f i c e r s  t o  develop o r  a l t e r  t reatment  p lans  f o r  
pro bat i oner s . 

Evaluat ion r e p o r t s  f o r  of fenders  on supervised probat ion  a r e  

1. 
3.2 Del inea t ion  of Mental Health Information Requirements 

3.2.1 The Refe r r a l  Source 

The Unit r ece ives  r e f e r r a l s  from the  San Mateo County j a i l  and 
from judges and probat ion  o f f i c e r s  of t h e  San Mateo County Municipal and 
Superior  Courts. The Municipal Court ' s  c r imina l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  extends t o  
a l l  misdemeanors and t o  fe lony  prel iminary hear ings.  The Superior  Court 
has c r imina l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over f e l o n i e s .  

4 9  
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3.2.2 J a i l  Se rv ices  

R e f e r r a l s  of j a i l  inmates 
i n i t i a t e d  by t h e  j a i l  nursing s t a f f  
of t h e  a r r e s t i n g  o r  booking o f f i c e r  

i n  need of c l i n i c a l  services are 
on i t s  own accord o r  a t  t h e  request  
o r  o t h e r  j a i l  personnel.  R e f e r r a l s  

are made by telephone c a l l - t o  a c ler ical  s t a f f  person a t  t h e  Courts and 
Correct ions Unit .  
information:  d a t e  and t i m e  of referral, inmate's name and b i r t h d a t e ,  
name of t h e  r e f e r r i n g  p a r t y ,  and reason f o r  t h e  r e f e r r a l .  
person t h e n  telephones Chope Hosp i t a l  t o  r eques t  any mental  h e a l t h  
r eco rds  t h a t  may be a v a i l a b l e  on t h e  inmate. 
t h e  Courts and Correct ions Unit estimates t h a t  h a l f  of t h e  j a i l  inmates 
r e f e r r e d  have r eco rds  of previous t reatment . )  The U n i t ' s  c l e r i c a l  s t a f f  
a l s o  checks t h e  county p roba t ion  department regarding t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  of 
r eco rds  on t h e  inmate, but t h e  p roba t ion  r eco rds  are not s e n t  u n l e s s  t h e  
psychologis t  ass igned t o  t h e  case a s k s  f o r  them. 

The c ler ical  person c o l l e c t s  t h e  fol lowing 

The c l e r i c a l  

( A  s t a f f  psychologis t  a t  

Before commencing t h e  i n t e r v i e w  a t  t h e  j a i l ,  t h e  psychologis t  
reviews t h e  booking s h e e t  ( i n d i c a t i n g  l i m i t e d  b iog raph ica l  information 
and c u r r e n t  cha rges ) ,  t h e  medical c h a r t  ( i n d i c a t i n g  c u r r e n t  medications,  
phys i c i ans  r e c e n t l y  seen,  l i m i t e d  medical and mental  h e a l t h  h i s t o r y ,  and 
o t h e r  medical information c o l l e c t e d  du r ing  booking o r  o the rwise ) ,  and t h e  
j a i l  r e f e r r a l  s h e e t  ( i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  reasons f o r  t h e  referral). F i n a l l y ,  
p r i o r  t o  meeting wi th  t h e  inmate, t h e  psychologis t  u s u a l l y  speaks wi th  
j a i l  personnel  who have observed t h e  inmate. 

3.2.3 Municipal Court-Requested Evaluat ions 

Municipal c o u r t  judges may r eques t  t h e  Courts and Correct ions 
Unit t o  e v a l u a t e  defendants ,  e i t h e r  sua  sponte  o r  'at t h e  suggest ion of 
t h e  p rosecu t ion  o r  t h e  defense.  The referral t y p i c a l l y  i s  made q u i t e  
informally by t h e  judge o r  h i s  c l e r k  i n  a telephone ca l l  t o  t h e  Unit. 
According t o  t h e  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Unit ,  t h e  judge ' s  ques t ion  i s  usua l ly  a 
"fuzzy" one concerning t h e  defendant 's  mental  o r  emotional s t a b i l i t y ,  
t r ea tmen t  needs, and s u i t a b i l i t y  f o r  p r e t r i a l  release. Occasional ly ,  t h e  
judge w i l l  r eques t  a n  assessment of t h e  de fendan t ' s  competency t o  s tand 
t r i a l .  A defendant i s  incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l  i f ,  "as a r e s u l t  of 
mental d i s o r d e r  o r  developmental d i s a b i l i t y ,  he i s  unable t o  understand 
t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  proceedings a g a i n s t  him and t o  assist counsel  i n  t h e  
conduct of a defense i n  a r a t i o n a l  manner" ( C a l i f o r n i a  Penal Code, 
$1367). The competency eva lua t ion  amounts t o  a prel iminary screening 
only,  because t h e  Municipal Court i s  powerless t o  determine t h e  quest ion 
of competency. (Should t h e  Unit psychologis t  r e p o r t  t h a t  i n  h i s  opinion 
t h e  defendant i s  incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l ,  t h e  Municipal Court judge 
t r a n s f e r s  t h e  case t o  t h e  Supe r io r  Court f o r  appointment of a p r i v a t e  
p s y c h i a t r i s t  t o  assess competency.) 

The telephone r e f e r r a l  u s u a l l y  i s  received by a c l e r i c a l  s t a f f  
person, a l though occas iona l ly  a s t a f f  psychologis t  w i l l  handle the  ca l l ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  t h e  judge i s  - c a l l i n g  personal ly .  
handling t h e  c a l l  c o l l e c t s  t h e  fol lowing information:  

The s t a f f  person 
d a t e  and t i m e  of 
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t h e  r e f e r r a l ;  de fendan t ' s  name and b i r t h d a t e ;  de fendan t ' s  p re sen t  
l o c a t i o n ;  name of t h e  defendant 's  a t t o r n e y ;  name of t h e  r e f e r r i n g  judge; 
reason f o r  t h e  r e f e r r a l ;  p a r t i c u l a r  q u e s t i o n  posed ( i f  a p p l i c a b l e ) ;  and 
d a t e  by which t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  r e s u l t s  are required.  
r e f e r r a l s ,  a c ler ica l  person te lephones Chope Hosp i t a l  t o  a r r ange  f o r  
ob ta in ing  any mental  h e a l t h  r e c o r d s  of t h e  defendant on f i l e  a t  t h e  
h o s p i t a l ,  and t h e  p roba t ion  department i s  checked f o r  information i t  may 
have on t h e  defendant 

As w i t h  j a i l  

. 
If t h e  defendant is on pre- o r  p o s t - t r i a l  release, t h e  

psychologis t  te lephones t h e  defense a t t o r n e y  t o  a r r ange  a n  appointment 
with t h e  defendanto I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  psychologis t  u s u a l l y  ques t ions  t h e  
a t t o r n e y  about t h e  reasons f o r  t h e  r e f e r r a l .  I f  t h e  defendant i s  i n  
j a i l ,  p r i o r  t o  commencing h i s  e v a l u a t i o n  t h e  psychologis t  reviews t h e  
defendant 's  booking s h e e t  and medical c h a r t  and may speak wi th  j a i l  
personnel regarding t h e  de fendan t ' s  behavior i n  t h e  j a i l .  

3,2- 4 001229'o Program Coordination 

C a l i f o r n i a  Penal Code §§lo26 andt1370 and C a l i f o r n i a  Welfare 
and I n s t i t u t i o n s  Code $6316, a l l  as amended by 1975 C a l i f o r n i a  assembly 
b i l l  1229, a u t h o r i z e  e v a l u a t i d n s  by t h e  Courts and Cor rec t ions  Unit  t o  
assess t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  l o c a t i o n  and p l a n  of t r ea tmen t  f o r  persons found 
not g u i l t y  by reason of i n s a n i t y  o r  incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l  and f o r  
mental ly  d i so rde red  sex offenders .  As i n d i c a t e d  i n  s e c t i o n  3.1.3, above, 
b i l l  1229 p rov ides  f o r  a number of t reatment  a l t e r n a t i v e s  (and enabl ing 
procedures) f o r  t h e s e  classes of offenders .  Except f o r  persons charged 
with o r  convicted of c e r t a i n  s p e c i f i e d  v i o l e n t  crimes, who by l a w  must be 
confined i n  a mental  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t y  f o r  a minimum of 90 days before 
being r e l e a s e d  f o r  o u t p a t i e n t  t r ea tmen t ,  o f f ende r s  o r  a l l e g e d  o f fende r s  
a c q u i t t e d  by reason of i n s a n i t y  o r  found incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l  and 
mental ly  d i so rde red  sex  o f fende r s  may be placed i n  o u t p a t i e n t  t reatment  
programs o r  may be confined i n  s t a t e  h o s p i t a l s  f o r  t h e  care and t reatment  
of t h e  mental ly  d i so rde red  o r  i n  any o t h e r  a p p r o p r i a t e  p u b l i c  o r  p r i v a t e  
mental  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t i e s .  Because t h e  on ly  e v a l u a t i v e  f u n c t i o n  of t h e  
Unit  w i th  respect t o  t h e  1229 program i s  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  conducted p r i o r  
t o  placement of t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  f o r  t r ea tmen t ,  t h e  d e l i n e a t i o n  
a s p e c t s  of only t h a t  f u n c t i o n  w i l l  be discussed i n  t h i s  s ec t ion .  

As i n d i c a t e d  i n  s e c t i o n  3.1.3, upon a v e r d i c t  of n o t  g u i l t y  by 
reason of i n s a n i t y ,  a f ind ing  of incompetency t o  s t and  t r i a l ,  o r  a sex 
o f f e n s e  c o n v i c t i o n  followed by a f i n d i n g  t h a t  t h e  o f f ende r  i s  a "mentally 
d i so rde red  sex  offender"  who would b e n e f i t  by t r ea tmen t ,  t h e  c o u r t  may 
o r d e r  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  evaluated by t h e  Courts and Cor rec t ions  Unit. 
A Super io r  Court p roba t ion  c l e r k  te lephones t h e  r e f e r r a l  t o  one of t h e  
U n i t ' s  c l e r i ca l  s t a f f ,  who c o l l e c t s  t h e  fol lowing information:  d a t e  and 
t i m e  of t h e  o r d e r  and r e f e r r a l ;  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ' s  name, b i r t h d a t e ,  l e g a l  
s t a t u s ,  and p resen t  l o c a t i o n ;  name of t h e  o f f e n d e r ' s  a t t o r n e y ;  name of 
t h e  r e f e r r i n g  judge; and purpose of t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  (i.e., " t o  assess an 
a p p r o p r i a t e  l o c u s  and p l a n  of t reatment .  e " >  Evaluat ions must be 
conducted and r e p o r t s  submitted t o  t h e  c o u r t  w i t h i n  15 days of t h e  
e v a l u a t i o n  o r d e r  ( u n l e s s  a c o n t i n u a n c e ' i s  obtained) .  The p roba t ion  c l e r k  

52 



II' 

fo l lows  up the  te lephone c a l l  w i th  a mai l ing  of cop ie s  of t h e  c o u r t  o rde r  
( spec i fy ing  e s s e n t i a l l y  the  same information communicated i n  t he  
te lephone ca l l ) ;  the  p o l i c e  r epor t  ( i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  circumstances 
r e s u l t i n g  i n  arrest); any a v a i l a b l e  probat ion  r e p o r t s  (genera l ly  
conta in ing  a s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  of t h e  person);  and p s y c h i a t r i s t s '  r e p o r t s  
r e l a t i v e  t o  examinations t o  assess cr imina 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 ,  o r  mental ly  d isordered  sex of fender  s t a t u s .  Fur ther  
information about the  c l i en t -o f f ende r ' s  mental h e a l t h  o r  l e g a l  s t a t u s  i s  
obta ined  from the  defense  a t t o r n e y  dur ing  t h e  course  of a r ranging  a n  
appointment f o r  the e v a l u a t i o n  ( i f  the  person i s  on r e l e a s e  pending 
f u r t h e r  d i s p o s i t i o n  of his case) o r  from j a i l  records and personnel  ( i f  
t h e  person i s  i n  j a i l ) .  

3.2.5 Probat ion Consul ta t ion  

The Courts and Correc t ions  Unit may be c a l l e d  upon by o f f i c e r s  
of t he  San Mateo County Probat ion Department t o  eva lua te  o f f ende r s  f o r  
whom presentence i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  have been ordered by the  cour t  or who are 
on supervised p toba t ion  and show s i g n s  of r equ i r ing  mental h e a l t h  
t reatment .  

The r e f e r r a l  p rocess  i s  q u i t e  informal ,  u sua l ly  cons i s t ing  of a 
te lephone c a l l  o r  a personal  visit by the  probat ion  o f f i c e r  t o  t h e  Courts 
and Correct ions Unit psychologis t  respons ib le  f o r  probat ion  
consu l t a t ion .  The probat ion o f f i c e r  summarizes t h e  progress  of t h e  
o f f ende r ' s  c o u r t  case, desc r ibes  the o f f ende r ' s  behavior,  and i n d i c a t e s  
what information i s  needed. 
and t i m e  of the  r e f e r r a l ;  t he  o f f e n d e r ' s  name, b i r t h d a t e ,  l e g a l  s t a t u s ,  
and present  l o c a t i o n ;  and the  purpose of t h e  eva lua t ion .  P r i o r  t o  
meeting wi th  the  of fender ,  t he  psychologis t  reviews e x i s t i n g  r e p o r t s  and 
records i n  the  o f f ende r ' s  probat ion f i l e .  These may inc lude  medical and 
mental  h i s t o r i e s ,  family and employment background information,  and, 
occas iona l ly ,  mental  h e a l t h  eva lua t ion  r e p o r t s  prepared p r i o r  t o  t r i a l .  

The psychologis t  makes a note  of t h e  d a t e  

3 .3  Acquis i t ion  of  Mental Health Information 

The primary t o o l  used by the c o u r t s  and c o r r e c t i o n s  s t a f f  t o  
assess the  mental o r i e n t a t i o n  of of fenders  o r  a l l eged  of fenders  i s  the  
c l i n i c a l  interview.  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  1229 eva lua t ions  and, t o  a lesser 
e x t e n t ,  probat ion eva lua t ions  r e l y  heavi ly  on mental  hea l th  or s o c i a l  
i n f o m a t i o n  a v a i l a b l e  i n  prev ious ly  prepared p s y c h i a t r i s t s '  r e p o r t s  and 
pro ba t  i on  records 

,Courts and Correc t ions  Unit psychologis t s  are not  bound t o  set 

I 
I 
I 

gu ide l ines  i n  conducting c l i n i c a l  in te rv iews .  Assessments of tehe c l i n i c a l  
needs of j a i l  inmates focus  on d i f f i c u l t i e s  the  inmates f a c e  i n  coping 
wi th  j a i l  l i f e .  
cogn i t ive  func t ioning  vis-a-vis t he  l e g a l  process  (competency t o  stand 
t r i a l )  o r  his level of dangerousness i n  d i f f e r e n t  s i t u a t i o n s  ( p r e t r i a l  
release r i s k ) .  1229 eva lua t ions  focus on the  amenabi l i ty  of the  
c l ien t -of fender  t o  t reatment  i n  a community s e t t i n g .  Probat ion 
eva lua t ions  focus on the  o f f ende r ' s  t reatment  needs, genera l ly .  

Court-requested eva lua t ions  may focus  on the  defendant ' s  
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The psychologis t  t y p i c a l l y  begins  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  by exp la in ing  
the purpose of t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  and at tempting t o  e s t a b l i s h  r appor t .  Since 
he need n o t  adhere t o  a n  e s t a b l i s h e d  i n t e r v i e w  p ro toco l ,  t h e  psychologis t  
in h i s  d i s c r e t i o n  may a l low t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  t o  communicate with 
r e l a t i v e  freedom OK he may conduct a t i g h t l y  c o n t r o l l e d ,  
question-and-answer interview.  Areas of i n q u i r y  g e n e r a l l y  i n c l u d e  t h e  
fQPlOWillg 

Q family h i s t o r y ;  

Q medical and mental  h e a l t h  h i s t o r y  ( i n c l u d i n g  c u r r e n t  
medications o r  complaints) ;  

o arrest h i s t o r y ;  

Q a lcoho l  and drug use;  and 

o l i f e  func t ion ing  ( s l e e p i n g  and e a t i n g  h a b i t s ,  etc.). 

Every i n t e r v i e w  e n t a i l s  a mental s t a t u s  examination. Add i t iona l ly ,  
i n t e rv i ews  t o  assess competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  g e n e r a l l y  inc lude  
quest ioning w i t h  respect t o  t h e  de fendan t ' s  knowledge of t h e  t r i a l  process  
(eogop "what i s  t h e  f u n c t i o n  of t h e  prosecutor?"  
s i g n i f i c a n c e  of a g u i l t y  p l ea?" ) .  
conducted. Interviews t y p i c a l l y  l as t  about one hour. 

"what i s  t h e  
Psychological  t e s t i n g  i s  almost never 

I f  t h e  psychologis t  d e s i r e s  p s y c h i a t r i c  i n p u t  ( t y p i c a l l y  t o  
assess medicat ion needs) ,  he may r eques t  t h e  U n i t ' s  c l e r i ca l  s t a f f  t o  
schedule  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  f o r  a n  i n t e r v i e w  appointment w i th  t h e  
consu l t ing  p s y c h i a t r i s t o  The p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  i n t e r v i e w  c o n s i s t s  
e s s e n t i a l l y  of a mental  s t a t u s  examination and an assessment of 
medication needsm The p s y c h i a t r i s t  r e p o r t s  h i s  f i n d i n g s  t o  t h e  
psycho log i s t  p r i m a r i l y  r e spons ib l e  f o r  t h e  case and, i n  t h e  case of  j a i l  
inmates, may make a c o n s u l t a t i o n  no te  on t h e  inmate's medical c h a r t .  

I f  he be l i eves  i t  necessary,  t h e  psychologis t  may r e f e r  t h e  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  t o  Chope Hosp i t a l  f o r  a n  electroencephalogram. An 
appointment i s  scheduled by te lephone,  and t h e  psychologis t  fo l lows  up 
t h e  t@lephon@ c a l l  by mail ing t h e  h o s p i t a l  a copy of h i s  prel iminary 
r e p o r t  on t h e  cl ient-offender .  A j a i l  nurse a r r anges  f o r  t h e  inmate t o  
be t r a n s p o r t e d  t o  t h e  h o s p i t a l  by s t a f f  of t h e  s h e r i f f ' s  department. 
Upon completion of t e s t i n g ,  t h e  h o s p i t a l  sends t h e  r e s u l t s  t o  t h e  
r e f e r r i n g  psychologis t ,  who i n c o r p o r a t e s  t h e  information i n t o  h i s  r e p o r t .  

3.4 P rov i s ion  and Use of Mental Heal th  Information 

3,4,1 J a i l  Se rv ices  

After interviewing a j a i l  inmate, t h e  c o u r t s  and c o r r e c t i o n .  
psychologis t  o r  p s y c h i a t r i s t  makes a c o n s u l t a t i o n  no te  on t h e  inmate's 
medical c h a r t .  
r e f e r r a l ,  a b r i e f  opinion concerning t h e  inmate 's  mental  o r  emotional 
cond i t ion ,  and a t reatment  p l an ,  if appropr i a t e .  The  t r ea tmen t  p l a n  is 

The psycho log i s t ' s  n o t e  i n d i c a t e s  t h e  reason f o r  t h e  
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E 
or ien ted  toward inmate maintenance. T r a d i t i o n a l  psychotherapy i s  not  
a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h e  j a i l .  The t reatment  p lan  may recommend: 

o placement f o r  t h e  inmate i n  t h e  j a i l ' s  "medical tank" 
(which houses p a t i e n t s  wi th  medical o r  mental  hea l th  
problems o r  o t h e r  weaknesses t h a t  render  i t  prudent t h a t  
they be segregated from t h e  gene ra l  j a i l  popula t ion) ;  

a t tendance a t  se s s ions  held weekly i n  t h e  j a i l  by a 
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  counse lor  from t h e  s h e r i f f ' s  o f f i c e ;  

'R 
o 

o counseling by a San Mateo County Serv ice  League volunteer  
(volunteers  act  as " v e n t i l a t o r s "  f o r  inmate ' s  f r u s t r a t i o n s  
and assist wi th  problems wi th  l i v i n g ,  i . e . ,  helping inmates 
manage t h e i r  community a f f a i r s ) ;  

o per iodic  a t t e n t i o n  by t h e  nursing s t a f f  ( t o  monitor changes 
i n  t h e  inmate's behavior);  and 

o a schedule f o r  subsequent v i s i t s  by t h e  psychologis t  t o  
monitor t h e  inmate's condi t ion .  

P s y c h i a t r i s t s '  consu l t a t ion  notes  present  b r i e f  medical impressions and 
may con ta in  medication recommendations f o r  t h e  j a i l  medical s t a f f .  

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  c o n s u l t a t i o n  note ,  t h e  psychologis t  o r  
p s y c h i a t r i s t  p repares  a two- t o  four-page r epor t  i nd ica t ing :  

o inmate 's  name and age; 

o n a t u r e  of o f f ense  charged; 

o reason f o r  r e f e r r a l ;  

o previous mental  h e a l t h  h i s t o r y  (only i n  psychologis t ' s  
r e p o r t )  ; 

o observat ions and impressions; 

o I c l i n i c a l  s t a t u s ;  and, 

o t reatment  plan.  

The r e p o r t s  are sen t  t o  t h e  j a i l  medical s t a f f ,  and a copy of t h e  
p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  r epor t  i s  de l ive red  t o  t h e  psychologis t  p r imar i ly  
respons ib le  f o r  t h e  inmate. 
s e n t  t o  Chope Hosp i t a l  f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h e  County Mental Health Services  
Div is ion  records.  F i n a l l y ,  each consu l t a t ion  with a p a r t i c u l a r  j a i l  
inmate i s  recorded i n  t h a t  inmate 's  " p a t i e n t  a c t i v i t y  record,"  which i s  
kept  i n  t h e  Un i t ' s  f i l e s .  

A copy of t h e  psycho log i s t ' s  r epor t  a l s o  i s  

I 
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3 . 4 , 2  Municipal Court-Requested Evaluat ions L 
The r e s ~ l t s  of court-requested eva lua t ions  may be repor ted  

q u i t e  in formal ly  over  t h e  te lephone o r  more formal ly  i n  a w r i t t e n  r e p o r t ,  
depending on t h e  fo rma l i ty  of t h e  reques t  and t h e  urgency wi th  which t h e  
information i s  requi red ,  (Telephone r epor t ing  t y p i c a l l y  i s  used i n  
urgent  cases and i n  cases r e f e r r e d  by telephone).  
r ece ives  t h e  psychologis t ' s  r epor t .  
t h e  s u i t a b i l i t y  of t h e  defendant f o r  p r e t r i a l  release, t h e  psychologis t  
may desc r ibe  t h e  community support  systems a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  defendant ,  
render a n  opin ion  as t o  t h e  dangerousness of t h e  defendant i n  t h e  
community (opinion based p r imar i ly  on pas t  v io lence ,  t ak ing  i n t o  account 
whether t h e  ob jec t  of anger  o r  v io lence  i s  s t i l l  i n  t h e  community), and 
suggest cond i t ions  under which release might be sa fe .  With regard t o  
ques t ions  of competency t o  s tand  t r i a l ,  t h e  psychologis t  provides  an  
opinion regarding t h e  defendant ' s  competency, no t ing  whether he  o r  s h e  i s  
ab le  t o  understand t h e  cour t  process  and cooperate  wi th  a n  a t t o r n e y  t o  
conduct a r a t i o n a l  defense.  

Only the judge 
With regard t o  ques t ions  concerning 

I f  t h e  judge f i n d s  t h a t  t h e  defendant may be incompetent t o  
s tand  t r i a l ,  t h e  case  i s  t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  t h e  Super ior  Court f o r  
de te rmina t ion  of t h e  competency quest ion.  
s tand t r i a l  must be resolved i n  Super ior  Court ,  where a p r i v a t e  
p s y c h i a t r i s t  i s  appointed t o  eva lua te  t h e  defendant and a competency 
hear ing i s  held.)  P r i o r  t o  t r a n s f e r r i n g  t h e  case, however, Municipal 
Court judges t y p i c a l l y  conduct a hear ing t o  e s t a b l i s h  probable  cause f o r  
cont inuing t o  proceed a g a i n s t  t h e  defendant.  I n  f e lony  cases, t h i s  
hearing se rves  as t h e  pre l iminary  hear ing f o r  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  case 
t o  t h e  Super ior  Courto According t o  t h e  d i r e c t o r  of  t h e  Courts and 
Correct ions Unit ,  i t  i s  t h e  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  cour t  t h a t  t o  hold a 
defendant without  a probable cause de te rmina t ion  i s  a g r e a t e r  e v i l  than 
t o  conduct t h i s  "mini - t r ia l "  (pre l iminary  hear ing)  of a poss ib ly  
incompetent defendant.  

(Ques t ions  of competency t o  

3 * 4 , 3  "1229" Program Coordination 

Evalua t ions  f o r  placement of  c l i en t -o f f ende r s  under t h e  1229 
program r e s u l t  i n  r e p o r t s  t y p i c a l l y  conta in ing:  

a summary of t h e  o f f e n d e r ' s  l e g a l  s t a t u s  ( inc lud ing  reason 
f o r  r e f e r r a l ) ;  

an account of t h e  o f f ende r ' s  mental  h e a l t h  h i s t o r y ,  i f  any; 

a n  assessment of t h e  o f f ende r ' s  c u r r e n t  mental  s t a t u s  
( including an  opin ion  regarding t h e  dangerousness of t h e  
of fender  t o  t h e  community); 

a d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  o f f ende r ' s  family and community 
support  systems; and 

a recommendation concerning placement of t h e  of fender  
t reatment  

f o r  
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The r e p o r t  i s  submitted t o  t h e  c o u r t  and c o p i e s  are s e n t  t o  t h e  defense 
a t t o r n e y  and t h e  prosecutor .  I f  o u t p a t i e n t  t reatment  i s  recommended, t h e  
psychologis t  a l s o  submits a suggested t reatment  p l an ,  which o r d i n a r i l y  i s  
signed by t h e  o f f ende r  and t h e  t h e r a p i s t  proposed i n  t h e  plan.  Unless a 
continuance i s  obtained (i.e., t o  a l l o w  t i m e  t o  r e c e i v e  r e s u l t s  of a 
neuro log ica l  o r  p s y c h i a t r i c  examination),  t h e  r e p o r t  i s  submitted w i t h i n  
f i f t e e n  days a f t e r  i t  was ordered by t h e  cour t .  
information provided i n  a hear ing t o  determine t h e  proper  l o c a t i o n  and 
p l a n  of t r ea tmen t  f o r  t h e  offender .  
t e s t i f y  and h i s  recommendations t y p i c a l l y  are adopted. 

The c o u r t  u s e s  t h e  

The psychologis t  r a r e l y  i s  c a l l e d  t o  

Offenders convicted of c e r t a i n  s p e c i f i e d  v i o l e n t  crimes, by 
l a w ,  must be confined i n  a mental  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t y  f o r  a minimum of n i n e t y  
days before  being e l i g i b l e  f o r  release t o  o u t p a t i e n t  t reatment .  
P a r t i c u l a r l y  dangerous o r  psychot ic  o f f ende r s  u s u a l l y  are s e n t  t o  
Atascadero S t a t e  Hospi ta l ,  a maximum s e c u r i t y  f a c i l i t y .  
incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l  are a l s o  f r e q u e n t l y  s e n t  t o  Atascadero t o  
b e n e f i t  from t h e  h o s p i t a l ' s  highly regarded competency r e s t o r a t i o n  
program (which i n c l u d e s  t h e  conduct of mock trials). 

Defendants found 

3.4.4 Probat ion Consul ta t ion 

Evaluat ion r e p o r t s  i n  cases r e f e r r e d  by p roba t ion  o f f i c e r s  
p r e s e n t  e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e  same type  of information as  t h a t  found i n  1229 
e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t s ,  d i scussed  immediately above. 
concerns are t h e  dangerousness of t h e  o f f ende r  t o  t h e  community and h i s  
t reatment  needs, gene ra l ly .  I f  t h e  psychologis t  sugges t s  l o c a l ,  
o u t p a t i e n t  t r ea tmen t ,  he w i l l  name t reatment  programs and agencies  t h a t  
provide t h e  type  of s e r v i c e s  t h e  inmate requ i r e s .  
psychologis t  o f t e n  a r r anges  a n  i n t a k e  appointment f o r  t h e  o f f ende r  with 
t h e  program o r  agency. 
p roba t ion  o f f i c e r  request ing i t  and, i f  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  w a s  ordered by t h e  
c o u r t ,  a copy of t h e  r e p o r t  i s  s e n t  t o  t h e  c o u r t .  
s e c t i o n  3.1.4, above, t h e  p roba t ion  o f f i c e r  i n c o r p o r a t e s  t h e  presentence 
e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t  i n t o  h i s  presentence r e p o r t  f o r  t h e  c o u r t ,  and t h e  
c o u r t  u ses  t h i s  r e p o r t  i n  determining a n  a p p r o p r i a t e  sentence f o r  t h e  
offender .  
develop o r  a l t e r  t reatment  plans.  

The overarching 

Add i t iona l ly ,  t h e  

The psycho log i s t ' s  r e p o r t  i s  d e l i v e r e d  t o  t h e  

A s  i n d i c a t e d  i n  

Probat ion o f f i c e r s  u s e  e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t s  on p roba t ione r s  t o  

3.5 Feedback, Monitoring, and Evaluat ion 

There i s  no major program e v a l u a t i o n  mechanism func t ion ing  with 
r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  Courts and Correct ions Unit. 
U n i t ' s  a c t i v i t i e s  s e r v e  t o  some e x t e n t  t o  monitor i t s  o p e r a t i o n s  and t o  
provide a measure of q u a l i t y  assurance.  

However, a number of the 

A s  i n d i c a t e d  p rev ious ly ,  t h e  U n i t ' s  o f f i c e s  are l o c a t e d  i n  a 
small s u i t e  independent of any branch of c o u r t s  o r  c o r r e c t i o n s .  
of t h e  s m a l l  s i z e  of t h e  s t a f f  and t h e  informal  working environment 
maintained, s t a f f  c o n t a c t  i s  f r equen t  and congenial .  The t h r e e  
psycho log i s t s  who provide c l i n i c a l  s e r v i c e s  f o r  j a i l  inmates meet weekly 
wi th  a j a i l  nurse and a s h e r i f f ' s  deputy assigned t o  j a i l  custody t o  

Because 
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d i s c u s s  matters of case management f o r  each inmate evaluated by t h e  Unit 
during t h e  previous week. 
d i scussed ,  and p l a n s  f o r  a t t e n d i n g  t o  t h e s e  needs i n  t h e  j a i l  s e t t i n g  are 
formulated.  
p r i m a r i l y  r e spons ib l e  for a p a r t i c u l a r  case t o  be supplemented by those 
of o t h e r  Unit  p ro fes s iona l s .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  meetings s e r v e  a s  a forum 
for t h e  e x p l o r a t i o n  of e f f e c t i v e  methods f o r  providing c l i n i c a l  and case 
management s e r v i c e s .  

The s p e c i a l  needs of p a r t i c u l a r  inmates are 

These meetings enab le  t h e  judgment of t h e  psychologis t  

There are no p o l i c y  and procedures manuals o r  o t h e r  w r i t t e n  
g u i d e l i n e s  f o r  u se  by t h e  U n i t ' s  s t a f f .  
acknowledges t h e  u t i l i t y  of such dev ices  i n  t h e  management of a n  o p e r a t i o n  
such as his, he op ines  that t h e  p ro fes s iona l i sm of h i s  s t a f f  combined 
wi th  t h e i r  f r equen t  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p  and shared expe r i ence  r e s u l t s  i n  a 
service d e l i v e r y  of c o n s i s t e n t  q u a l i t y .  

While t h e  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Unit 

The Courts and Correct ions Unit  i s  accountable  t o  t h e  San Mateo 
County Mental S e r v i c e s  Division. Extensive in fo rma t ion  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  
workload of t h e  Unit  and i t s  s t a f f  i s  c o l l e c t e d  and en te red  i n t o  t h e  
county's  Management Information System f o r  Mental Heal th  Services .  The 
Unit r e c e i v e s  monthly p r i n t o u t s  i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  number of hours each  Unit  
p r o f e s s i o n a l  spen t  performing a number of d i f f e r e n t  s e r v i c e s ,  i nc lud ing  
i n t a k e  in t e rv i ews ,  case conferences ( w i t h  j a i l  nu r ses ,  a t t o r n e y s ,  etc.) ,  
i n d i v i d u a l  therapy (follow-up c o n s u l t a t i o n  wi th  c l i en t -o f f ende r s ) ,  and 
medical c o n s u l t a t i o n m  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  a monthly "assigned t h e r a p i s t  r o s t e r "  
p r i n t o u t  i s  received i n d i c a t i n g  t h i s  information w i t h  r e spec t  to .  each 
case  se rv iced  by a Unit s t a f f  member during t h e  per iod.  The d i r e c t o r  of 
t h e  Unit  u s e s  t h i s  information i n  a s s e s s i n g  t h e  caseload c a p a c i t y  of t h e  
Unit and t h e  p r o d u c t i v i t y  of t t s  s t a f f .  

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  informal  feedback r o u t i n e l y  received from 
judges,  p rosecu to r s ,  defense a t t o r n e y s ,  p roba t ion  o f f i c e r s ,  and j a i l  
personnel ,  t h e  d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Unit  noted t h a t  t h e  U n i t ' s  o p e r a t i o n  had 
been t h e  s u b j e c t  of e v a l u a t i o n s  and reviews on a few occas ions  i n  t h e  
p a s t o  The Community Se rv ices  Coordinator f o r  t h e  County Mental Heal th  
Se rv ices  Div i s ion  r e c e n t l y  conducted a s tudy t h a t  included a survey of 
consumers of t h e  U n i t ' s  s e r v i c e s ;  however, no r e p o r t  o r  o t h e r  information 
concerning t h e  s tudy was a v a i l a b l e .  A r e s e a r c h  team rep resen t ing  t h e  
state of C a l i f o r n i a  w a s  s a i d  r e c e n t l y  t o  have been engaged i n  a review of 
a l l  mental  h e a l t h  c o n s u l t a t i o n  s e r v i c e s  i n  t h e  s t a t e ,  i nc lud ing  t h e  Courts 
and Cor rec t ions  Unit ,  but aga in  no o t h e r  information was a v a i l a b l e .  
P e r i o d i c a l l y ,  San Mateo County pub l i shes  a "county plan" i n  which t h e  
ope ra t ions  and a c t i v i t i e s  of t h e  Courts and Cor rec t ions  Unit are 
summarizedo 

F i n a l l y ,  s taff  of t h e  Courts and Correct ions Unit  on a number 
of occas ions  i n  t h e  p a s t  have conducted s t u d i e s  and published p a p e r s ,  
j o u r n a l  a r t ic les ,  and o t h e r  w r i t i n g s  r e l a t i n g ,  o f t e n  i n  e v a l u a t i v e  terms, 
t o  t h e  work of t h e  Un i to  Among t h e s e  are t h e  following: 
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0 "A Mental Heal th  Courts and Correct ions Unit" (McDonough, 
1969), a j o u r n a l  a r t ic le  d e s c r i b i n g  a survey of a l l  u s e r s  
and p o t e n t i a l  u s e r s  of t h e  U n i t ' s  s e r v i c e s  in which t h e  
u s e r s '  impressions of what s e r v i c e s  t h e  u n i t  o f f e r e d  are 
compared wi th  what s e r v i c e s  t h e  u n i t  a c t u a l l y  o f f e r e d ;  

"The Q u a l i t y  Control of Community Caretakers:  A Study of 
Mental Health Screening i n  a S h e r i f f ' s  Of f i ce"  (McDonough 
and Monohan, 1975),  a j o u r n a l  a r t i c l e  d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  
r e s u l t s  of a s tudy i n  which a p p l i c a n t s  f o r  l a w  enforcement 
j o b s  were sub jec t ed  t o  a psychological  t e s t  b a t t e r y  
adminis tered by Unit  p sycho log i s t s  and i n  which subsequent 
performance on t h e  j o b  was matched t o  test  r e s u l t s ;  

"The Cr imina l i za t ion  of Mentally Disordered Behavior: 
Poss ib l e  Side E f f e c t s  of a New Mental Heal th  Law" 
(Abramson, 1972), a j o u r n a l  a r t i c l e  i n  which t h e  argument 
i s  made t h a t  a new l a w  i n  C a l i f o r n i a  making t h e  c r i t e r i a  
f o r  i nvo lun ta ry  c i v i l  commitment more s t r i n g e n t  was a c t i n g  
t o  d i v e r t  many mental ly  ill persons i n t o  j a i l s  and p r i sons ;  
and , 
"The P s y c h i a t r i z a t i o n  of Criminal Behavior: 
(Monohan, 1973), a j o u r n a l  a r t i c l e  r e b u t t i n g  t h e  arguments 
presented i n  t h e  a r t ic le  noted immediately above. 

A Reply" 

It should be noted in concluding t h i s  s e c t i o n  t h a t  t h e  above 
d e s c r i p t i o n  of program e v a l u a t i o n  e f f o r t s  i s  not  meant t o  be a c r i t i ca l  
review bu t  r a t h e r  i s  intended t o  h i g h l i g h t  measurement p o i n t s ,  measures, 
and v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  may prove t o  have f u t u r e  u t i l i t y  i n  c o n s t r u c t i n g  
f o r e n s i c  program e v a l u a t i o n  s t u d i e s .  
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4,Q FORENSIC U N I T  OF THE BARREN RIVER MENTAL HEALTH-MENTAL RETARDATION 
BOARD (BOWLING GREEN KENTUCKY) 

4 0 1  His tory  and Overview of t h e  Forensic  Unit  

The Forens ic  Unit  p rovides  a wide range of mental  h e a l t h  
eva lua t ion  sewices t o  t h e  l o c a l  c o u r t s  and j a i l s ,  mainly i n  Bowling 
6reen,  Kentucky. Most a c t i v i t y ,  however, i s  screening  defendants  f o r  
poss ib l e  incompetency t o  s tand  t r i a l .  Funding f o r  t h e  Forens ic  Unit  
ended i n  January 1980, and t h e  Unit  h a s  g r e a t l y  reduced i t s  se rv ices .  
Although w r i t t e n  i n  t h e  present  t ense ,  t h i s  r epor t  d e s c r i b e s  t h e  program 
as i t  e x i s t e d  before  1980, and i t  b r i e f l y  desc r ibes  how funding problems 
have a f f e c t e d  t h e  U n i t 9 s  opera t ions .  

Bowling Green i s  a c i t y  of  40,000 i n  western Kentucky, 115 
miles south of L o u i s v i l l e  and 65 m i l e s  n o r t h  of  Nashvi l le .  It i s  t h e  5 th  
l a r g e s t  c i t y  i n  Kentucky and i s  t h e  market town f o r  a l a r g e  number of 
farm communities, The c i t y  i s  t h e  county seat of Warren County, which 
comprises t h e  8 t h  J u d i c i a l  C i r c u i t .  The c i r c u i t  has two c o u r t s ,  a 
C i r c u i t  Court (genera l  j u r i s d i c t i o n )  and a D i s t r i c t  Court ( l i m i t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n )  

Forensic  mental  h e a l t h  services f o r  Kentucky c o u r t s  are 
gene ra l ly  provided by t h e  G r a 5 a n  Forens ic  P s y c h i a t r i c  Uni t ,  a s ta te  
i n p a t i e n t  f a c i l i t y  i n  Lou i sv i l l e .  The Warren County c o u r t s ,  however, 
have long used o t h e r  s e rv i ces .  The Kentucky Department of Mental Health 
operated a f o r e n s i c  u n i t  i n  Bowling Green from 1972 t o  1974 under a Law 
Enforcement Ass is tance  Adminis t ra t ion (LEAA) g r a n t ,  but  t h i s  was closed 
a f t e r  a reorganiza t ion  of t h e  Department of Mental Health. Some reques t s  
f o r  p s y c h i a t r i c  eva lua t ions  then went t o  t h e  Barren River  Comprehensive 
Care Center ,  which i s  an  agency of t h e  Barren River  Mental Health-Mental 
Retarda t ion  Board, t h e  l o c a l  community mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r .  The Board 
i n  1975 submitted a g r a n t  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  t h e  Kentucky C r i m e  Commission, 
t h e  s ta te  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  planning agency, reques t ing  $130,000 f o r  a 
f o r e n s i c  program i n  t h e  Comprehensive Care Center.  
l a t e r ,  i n  January 1977, t h e  C r i m e  Commission awarded a g r a n t ,  but  gave 
only $60,000 f o r  t h e  f i r s t  year .  The second phase, c a l l e d  
"Community-Based Forens ic  Psychology, " received $49,000 from t h e  C r i m e  
Commission; and t h e  f i n a l  phase, "Community Based Forens ic  Uni t , "  wi th  
$40,200, ended on January 14, 1980. That w a s  t h e  end of t h e  LEAA 
funding, a l though t h e  Comprehensive Care Center s t i l l  performs some 
f o r e n s i c  s e r v i c e s  

More than  a year  

4.1.1 Goals of t h e  Forens ic  Unit  

The major goa l s  of  t h e  Uni t ,  a s  g iven  i n  a b r i e f  r e p o r t  i t  has 
d i s t r i b u t e d ,  a re  

t o  provide d i agnos t i c  s e r v i c e s  and ind iv idua l  p r e s c r i p t i v e  case  
planning f o r  j uven i l e  and a d u l t  o f fenders  and t h e i r  f a m i l i e s ;  

t o  provide ou tpa t i en t  counseling,,  r e f e r r a l s  t o  o t h e r  agencies ,  
and cr is is  i n t e r v e n t i o n  wi th  c r imina l  of fenders  and t h e i r  
f a m i l i e s ;  and 
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. t o  provide c o n s u l t a t i o n  t o  t h e  c o u r t s ,  s ta te  and f e d e r a l  paro le  
boards and probat ion  and p a r o l e  o f f i c e r s ,  j a i l  o f f i c i a l s ,  and 
a t t o r n e y s  a t  any po in t  dur ing  t h e  jud ic ia l -pena l  process  t h a t  
w i l l  a i d  i n  formulat ing appropr i a t e  d i s p o s i t i o n  of t h e  a l l eged  
o f fende r  and working wi th  h i s  family.  

These g o a l s  are very comprehensive. 
a d u l t  proceedings.  
t h e  bulk  of t h e  U n i t ' s  case load ,  w i l l  be descr ibed  i n  t h i s  repor t . )  
s e r v i c e s  can  occur  a t  almost any po in t  i n  t h e - c r i m i n a l  process ,  from j a i l  
admission t o  sentencing. The Unit  seeks  both t o  sc reen  and t r e a t  
defendants ,  and even seeks t o  treat t h e  defendant ' s  family.  
f requent  Forens ic  Unit  s e r v i c e ,  however, i s  t h e  f o r e n s i c  e v a l u a t i o n  f o r  
competency t o  s t and  t r ia l .  

They encompass both j u v e n i l e  and 
(However, on ly  t h e  a d u l t  po r t ion ,  which comprises 

The 

The most 

4.1.2 Forensic  Unit  S t a f f  

When t h e  Unit  was c r e a t e d ,  e a r l y  i n  1977, t h r e e  people were 

A l l  were ass igned  f u l l  time t o  t h e  Unit. 
h i red :  a p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  an  MA-level psychologis t ,  and a s o c i a l  worker who 
i s  a c o l l e g e  graduate .  Thei r  
salaries were pa id  o u t  of LEAA funds,  w h i l e  o t h e r  p r o j e c t  expenses ( t h e  
p r o j e c t  s e c r e t a r y ,  p r o j e c t  eva lua t ion ,  and admin i s t r a t ion )  w e r e  funded'by 
l o c a l  match money. The p s y c h i a t r i s t  o r i g i n a l l y  h i r ed  l e f t  after s i x  
months. The p r o j e c t  had t r o u b l e  ob ta in ing  ano the r  p s y c h i a t r i s t ;  s o  t h e  
medical d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Comprehensive Care Center,  a p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  was 
assigned t o  t h e  p r o j e c t ,  but  on ly  f o r  30 percent  of h i s  t i m e .  
through t h e  p r o j e c t ,  t h e  o r i g i n a l  psychologis t  was rep laced  w i t h  a 
Ph.D.-level psychologis t ,  who, i n  t u r n ,  l e f t  when t h e  g r a n t  terminated.  
The same s o c i a l  worker cont inued through a l l  three y e a r s  of the p ro jec t .  

Midway 

4.1.3 Organiza t iona l  S e t t i n g  and Court System 

The Forens ic  Unit  i s  p a r t  of t h e  Barren River  Comprehensive 
Care Center ,  which i n  t u r n  i s  under t h e  Barren River  Mental Health-Mental 
Retarda t ion  Board, one of f i f t e e n  community mental  h e a l t h  o rgan iza t ions  
t h a t  encompass Kentucky. 
under t h e  impetus of s u b s t a n t i a l  f e d e r a l  a id .  
Health-Mental Retarda t ion  Board i s  a p r i v a t e ,  nonpro f i t  o rgan iza t ion ,  but 
i t  i s  heav i ly  regula ted  by t h e  s ta te  government. It s e r v e s  Warren County 
(Bowling Green) and n ine  r u r a l  coun t i e s ,  wi th  a t o t a l  popula t ion  of about 
200,000. The comprehensive c a r e  c e n t e r  has  two s u b s t a n t i a l  bu i ld ings  i n  
Bowling Green and n ine  smaller o f f i c e s  wi th  some f i v e  t o  t e n  persons i n  
t h e  other .count ies .  The p ro fes s iona l  s t a f f  c o n s i s t s  l a r g e l y  of  s o c i a l  
workers and psychologis t s ;  a d d i t i o n a l l y ,  t h e r e  i s  one fu l l - t ime 
p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  who provides  l i m i t e d  c l i n i c a l  s e r v i c e s  f o r  t h e  Board's 
Comprehensive Care Centers  i n  Bowling Green, Frankl in ,  S c o t t s v i l l e ,  
Munfordville,  Brownsville,  and Morgantown, and one pa r t - t ime  
p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  who se rves  t h e  Centers  i n  Glasgow, Edmonton, Tompkinsville, 
and R u s s e l l v i l l e .  

The Boards were c r e a t e d  i n  t h e  l a t e  1960's 
The Barren River  Mental 
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The Forensic  Unit  s e r v e s  a l l  t e n  c o u n t i e s  i n  t h e  s e r v i c e  area 
of t h e  Barren River  Mental Health-Mental Re ta rda t ion  Board. However, i t s  
a c t i v i t y  i s  concentrated i n  Bowling Green, p r i m a r i l y  because i t  does not 
have enough staff  t o  p e r m i t  ex t ens ive  t r a v e l i n g  t o  t h e  ou t ly ing  count ies .  

Since 1978 Kentucky has  had on ly  two t r i a l  cour t s .  
District  Court has  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ove r  j u v e n i l e  cases, p roba te  matters, 
c i v i l  commitment proceedings,  c i v i l  cases invo lv ing  $1,500 o r  less, and 
misdemeanor caseso Misdemeanors are crimes punished by no more than  1 2  
months i n  j a i l  and f o r  a f i n e  not  t o  exceed $500. The C i r c u i t  Court i s  
the major t r i a l  c o u r t ,  w i th  j u r i s d i c t i o n  ove r  f e l o n i e s  and major c i v i l  
cases- The C i r c u i t  Court r e f e r s  many more cases t o  t h e  Forensic  Unit 
than t h e  District Court 

The 

The Barren River  service area i n c l u d e s  a l l  o r  p a r t s  of seven 
cour t  c i r c u i t s .  Each c i r c u i t  has one c i r c u i t  and one d i s t r i c t  judge, 
except t h a t  t h e  8 t h  J u d i c i a l  C i r c u i t  i n  Warren County has  two of each. 
The volume of c r i m i n a l  cases i n  Warren County i s  very high f o r  i t s  

populat ion r e s u l t i n g  from two major north-south highways t h a t  p a s s  
through t h e  county. 

' populat ion;  l o c a l  r e s i d e n t s  a t t r i b u t e  t h e  volume t o  t h e  l a r g e  t r a n s i e n t  

4.2 Process  Flow 

This  s e c t i o n  of t h e  r e p o r t  i s  a n  i n t r o d u c t o r y  o u t l i n e  of t h e  
Forensic  U n i t ' s  screening and e v a l u a t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s .  
d e s c r i p t i o n  i s  g i v e n  i n  t h e  Sec t ions  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 ,  and 4.5. Figure 8 shows 
t h e  U n i t * s  p rocess  f o r  court-ordered mental  examinations. 
exp la ins  t h e  symbols used i n  Figure 8.) 
U n i t ' s  t r ea tmen t  programs f o r  defendants  and parolees .  
previously,  t h e  procedures descr ibed he re  are those  e x i s t i n g  be fo re  t h e  
Unit c u r t a i l e d  i t s  s e r v i c e s  i n  January 1980. 

A more complete 

(Appendix A 
Th i s  s e c t i o n  a l s o  summarizes t h e  

A s  noted 

4 . 2 , l  Court R e f e r r a l s  f o r  Mental Examinations 

The c o u r t  -0 rd e red menta 1 examinations a re examinations t o  
assess both competency t o  s tand t r i a l  and c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  a t  t h e  
t i m e  of t h e  offense.  The c o u r t  r o u t i n e l y  o r d e r s  mental  examinations when 
requested by defense counsel  and not  ob jec t ed  t o  by t h e  prosecutor .  I n  
t h e  few t i m e s  when t h e  prosecutor  o b j e c t s ,  t h e  c o u r t  holds  a b r i e f  
hear ing t o  determine whether t o  o r d e r  a n  examination. A c o u r t  o r d e r  i s  
prepared, and t h e  Forensic  U n i t ' s  s e c r e t a r y  schedules  in t e rv i ews  f o r  t h e  
defendant w i th  t h e  U n i t s s  s o c i a l  worker, psychologis t ,  and p s y c h i a t r i s t .  
The s o c i a l  worker writes a s o c i a l  h i s t o r y ,  i n t e rv i ews  t h e  defendant ,  and 
admin i s t e r s  a Minnesota Mult iphasic  P e r s o n a l i t y  Inventory (MMPI). 
sends t h e  r e p o r t  and t h e  tes t  resu l t s  t o  t h e  psycho log i s t ;  he then  
in t e rv i ews  t h e  defendant and conducts f u r t h e r  tests. H e  a l s o  p r e p a r e s  a 
r e p o r t ,  which i s  s e n t  t o  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  a long w i t h  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 's  
r e p o r t  and a l l  t e s t  r e s u l t s .  A f t e r  reviewing t h i s  material, t h e  
p s y c h i a t r i s t  i n t e rv i ews  t h e  defendant and, i n  some cases, i n v e s t i g a t e s  
t h e  f a c t s  f u r t h e r  by obtaining h o s p i t a l  r e p o r t s  o r  i n t e rv i ewing  p a r e n t s  
and o t h e r s -  The p s y c h i a t r i s t  writes a r e p o r t  f o r  t h e  c o u r t ,  u s u a l l y  

She 

c 
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recommending t h a t  t h e  defendant be found competent and sane. H e  u s u a l l y  
also i n c l u d e s  t reatment  recommendations, which are o f t e n  used du r ing  t h e  
sentencing phase of t h e  case. 

4.2.2 Treatment Screening 

The Forensic  Unit  has a n  important t reatment  a s p e c t  t h a t  i s  
in t e r tw ined  wi th  t h e  mental examination f u n c t i o n  j u s t  ou t l i ned .  
screening f o r  t r ea tmen t ,  which w i l l  be descr ibed more f u l l y  i n  t h e  next 
s e c t i o n ,  f a l l s  i n t o  t h r e e  c a t e g o r i e s .  (1) The Unit  handles  emergency 
r e f e r r a l s  from t h e  j a i l  quickly t o  s c r e e n  and t rea t  inmates whom t h e  
j a i l o r s  b e l i e v e  t o  be mental ly  ill. (2 )  Defendants examined f o r  
competency are a l s o  screened f o r  mental  problems t h a t  might r e q u i r e  
t r ea tmen t  by t h e  U n i t ' s  p s y c h i a t r i s t  o r  psychologis t .  Also, t h e  Unit 
makes a n  e f f o r t  t o  c o n t a c t  and t r ea t  t h e  de fendan t ' s  c l o s e  r e l a t i v e s  who 
might have mental  problems, e s p e c i a l l y  problems caused by t h e  de fendan t ' s  
arrest .  
pa ro lees  t o  t h e  Unit f o r  counseling. 

The 

( 3 )  The s ta te  and t h e  f e d e r a l  p a r o l e  o f f i c e s  r e f e r  a few 

4 . 3  Del inea t ion  of Mental Heal th  Information Requirements 

This  s e c t i o n  w i l l  d e s c r i b e  t h e  i n i t i a l  s t e p s  i n  t h e  U n i t ' s  

These two types  of services invo lve  d i f f e r e n t  r e f e r r a l  
competency and s a n i t y  examination and a l l  s t e p s  i n  t h e  t reatment  
screening.  
sources.  
Treatment s c reen ing  invo lves  inmates r e f e r r e d  by t h e  county j a i l ,  
defendants  undergoing mental  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  and pa ro lees  r e f e r r e d  by t h e  
state o r  f e d e r a l  p a r o l e  o f f i c e s .  

4.3.1 Court R e f e r r a l s  

Mental examinations are made pursuant t o  c o u r t  order .  

The Forensic  Unit  r e c e i v e s  about 50 r e f e r r a l s  p e r  y e a r  f o r  
court-ordered f o r e n s i c  examination. Most r e f e r r a l s  are from t h e  Warren 
C i r c u i t  Court; only a few come from t h e  n ine  o u t l y i n g  c o u n t i e s  w i th in  t h e  
U n i t ' s  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  This  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  w i l l  f ocus  on Warren , 
County cases and w i l l  only mention t h e  b a s i c  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  procedures 
used f o r  referrals from o t h e r  count ies .  

I n  Warren County, t h e  source of most r e f e r r a l s ,  t h e  quest ion of 
incompetency t o  s t and  t r i a l  o r  no t  g u i l t y  by reason of i n s a n i t y  t y p i c a l l y  
arises a t  t h e  arraignment hearing. The d e s c r i p t i o n  he re  w i l l  be l imi t ed  
t o  t h i s  process ,  a l though t h e  i s s u e s  can be r a i s e d  a t  l a te r  s t a g e s  and by 
o t h e r s  t han  defense counsel.  The prel iminary hear ing i s  held soon a f t e r  
t h e  defendant has been i n d i c t e d  by t h e  grand ju ry ,  and i s  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  
t h e  defendant appears  i n  cour t .  
a d v i s e  t h e  defendant of his r i g h t s  and t h e  charge a g a i n s t  him, t o  appoint 
a n  a t t o r n e y  i f  t h e  defendant i s  i n d i g e n t ,  and t o  schedule f u r t h e r  
proceedings i n  t h e  case. 
t o  t a l k  wi th  p rospec t ive  c l i e n t s  j u s t  before  t h e  arraignment.hearing. In  
t h i s  i n i t i a l  conversat ion,  before  he i s  appointed,  t h e  a t t o r n e y  sometimes 
decides  t h a t  t h e  defendant 's  demeanor i n d i c a t e s  a mental  problem. 
t h i s  happens, t h e  a t t o r n e y ,  s e v e r a l  minutes l a t e r  a t  t h e  arraignment 

The purpose of t h e  arraignment i s  t o  

Pub l i c  defenders  t y p i c a l l y  have a few minutes 

When 
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hearing recommends t o  t h e  judge that t h e  defendant be g iven  a mental  
examination. 
@ i t h @ ~  t h e  a t t o r n e y  OK t h e  c o u r t  s t a f f .  

The request  i s  made by a c o u r t  form, which i s  f i l l e d  ou t  by 

The r eques t  f o r  a mental  examination i s  r o u t i n e l y  granted by 
t h e  judge i f  t h e  commonwealth a t t o r n e y  agrees .  I n  t h e  rare case where 
t h e  commonwealth a t t o r n e y  c o n t e s t s  t h e  r eques t ,  t h e  judge ho lds  a hear ing 
to determine whether t o  o r d e r  a mental  examination. The Forensic  Unit  
s t a f f  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  bu lk  of r e f e r r a l s  do no t  p r e s e n t  s u b s t a n t i a l  
i s s u e s  of incompetency O H  i n s a n i t y .  Pub l i c  defenders ,  i n  t h e  s t a f f ' s  
opinion, f r e q u e n t l y  r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h e  defendant i s  not incompetent o r  
i n sane  but  request  a n  examination because they  hope i t  w i l l  uncover 
m i t i g a t i n g  circumstances u s e f u l  during sentencing. 

The judge may o r d e r  a n  examination e i t h e r  i n  t h e  Barren River  
Forensic Unit o r  i n  t h e  Grauman Unit  of Forensic  Psych ia t ry  i n  
L o u i s v i l l e m  The judge r o u t i n e l y  s p e c i f i e s  t h e  u n i t  recommended by t h e  
defense. 
de fense ' s  recommendation and a hear ing i s  required.  
counsel does no t  make a recommendation, t h e  judge g e n e r a l l y  o r d e r s  t h e  
examination he ld  i n  t h e  l o c a l  Forensic  Unit .  The Unit ,  i n  fac t ,  performs 
t h e  g r e a t  m a j o r i t y  of mental  examinations f o r  t h e  Warren County Courts.  
(Since t h e  t e rmina t ion  of t h e  Forensic  U n i t ' s  g r a n t  i n  January 1980, 
however, more cases have been s e n t  t o  t h e  Grauman Unit .  The Forensic  
Unit informed t h e  c o u r t  i n  May 1980 t h a t  i t  could no longe r  accep t  
r e f e r r a l s ,  l eav ing  t h e  c o u r t  w i th  no cho ice  but  t o  use  Grauman.) 

I n  a f e w  cases t h e  commonwealth a t t o r n e y  d i s a g r e e s  w i t h  t h e  
I f  t h e  defense 

The c o u r t  promptly o r d e r s  t h e  examination. It has  developed 
separate s t anda rd  forms f o r  r e f e r r a l s  t o  t h e  l o c a l  Forensic  Unit  and t o  
t h e  Grauman Unit .  
state t h a t  t h e  defendant must "be examined t o  determine i f  he i s  
competent t o  s t and  t r i a l  and t o  determine h i s  c a p a c i t y  t o  appreciate t h e  
na tu re  and scope of h i s  conduct or t o  conform h i s  conduct t o  t h e  
requirement of t h e  l a w m "  
crimes charged, and t h e  d a t e  when t h e  defendant i s  scheduled t o  appear  
aga in  i n  cour t .  
both competency and s a n i t y  i s s u e s  are always ordered. 
cour se ,  only a p p l i e s  t o  referrals from t h e  Warren County c o u r t s ;  
r e f e r r a l s  from o t h e r  c o u r t s  o f t e n  request  only t h e  incompetency 
examination.) 

(The Forensic  Unit form i s  i n  Appendix H.) Both forms 

The o r d e r  g i v e s  t h e  name of t h e  case, t h e  

The p r i n t e d  words on t h e  form are  never changed; hence 
(Th i s  form, of 

4 . 3 . 2  Screening f o r  Treatment 

The Forensic  U n i t ' s  t reatment  component n e c e s s a r i l y  involves  
screening t o  determine whether t h e  person needs t reatment  and t h e  type of 
t r ea tmen t  t o  be given. The Unit  treats t h r e e  types  of c l i e n t s :  ( 1 )  
mental ly  ill inmates, ( 2 )  defendants  awa i t ing  t r i a l  and t h e i r  f a m i l i e s ,  
and ( 3 )  p a r o l e e s o  

4,3,2.1 Emergency screening of inmates. Inmates are by 

About once p e r  week j a i l  personnel  te lephone 
f a r  t h e  l a r g e s t  category of t reatment  c l i e n t s .  The county j a i l  has a 
capac i ty  of 150 inmateso 
t h e  Forens i c  Unit  about a n  inmate who seems mental ly  ill, f o r  example 
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because he o r  she t h r e a t e n s  s u i c i d e  o r  i s  showing b i z a r r e  behavior.  
Sometimes t h e  U n i t ' s  s o c i a l  worker responds t o  t h e  c a l l ,  i n t e rv i ews  t h e  
inmate, and determines whether a p s y c h i a t r i s t  o r  psychologis t  i s  needed. 
A t  o t h e r  times t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  o r  t h e  psychologis t  responds and 
in t e rv i ews  t h e  inmate. There are s e v e r a l  poss ib l e  outcomes of t h e  
in te rv iews .  The j a i l o r  might be t o l d  t h a t  t h e  inmate i s  normal (e.g., 
that he i s  only  at tempting t o  o b t a i n  drugs) .  
c i v i l  commitment procedures i n  a few cases where t h e  p r i sone r  seems 
d r a s t i c a l l y  ill, e s p e c i a l l y  i f  t h e  crime charged i s  minor. The 
p s y c h i a t r i s t  o f t e n  t e l l s  t h e  pub l i c  de fende r ' s  o f f i c e  tha.t defense 
counsel ,  when appointed,  should p re sen t  t h e  mental  s t a t u s  ques t ion  and 
evoke o rd ina ry  f o r e n s i c  examination procedures  t h a t  f o l l o w  a cour t  
o rder .  The p s y c h i a t r i s t  might p re sc r ibe  drugs,  and t h e  psychologis t  
might g ive  t h e  defendant "across-the-bars' ' therapy ( i . e . ,  counseling 
se s s ions  i n  j a i l )  

The Forens ic  Unit  i n i t i a t e s  

4 . 3 . 2 . 2  Trea t ing  defendants  and r e l a t i v e s .  The next 
category of t rea tment  occurs  a f t e r  t h e  c o u r t  h a s  r e f e r r e d  a defendant f o r  
a mental  examination. 
F i r s t ,  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  o f t e n  admin i s t e r s  medicine t o  mental ly  ill 
defendants .  The s o c i a l  worker r e f e r s  some defendants  t o  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  
f o r  immediate t reatment  a f t e r  he r  i n t a k e  in te rv iew,  and t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  
may p resc r ibe  medicine upon not ic ing  mental  problems dur ing  t h e  r e g u l a r l y  
scheduled menta 1 examinat i o n  interview.  

There are two g e n e r a l  t y p e s  of t rea tment  given. 

Second, t h e  Forens ic  Unit  a t t empt s ,  during t h e  mental  
examinat ion process ,  t o  determine whether t h e  defendant  o r  any of h i s  
r e l a t i v e s  need and d e s i r e  counsel ing o r  psychologica l  therapy.  During 
t h e  i n i t i a l  in t e rv i ew wi th  t h e  defendant  t h e  s o c i a l  worker a s k s  whether 
he o r  she h a s  any r e l a t i v e s  nearby and would o b j e c t  t o  t h e  Forensic  
U n i t ' s  con tac t ing  them. Many defendants ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t r a n s i e n t s ,  do not  
have r e l a t i v e s  nearby; and o t h e r s  sometimes do not  want t h e  Unit  t o  
con tac t  r e l a t i v e s .  Otherwise, a l e t te r  i s  s e n t  t o  c l o s e  r e l a t i v e s  
encouraging them t o  con tac t  t h e  Unit  f o r  counsel ing se rv ices .  Also, t h e  
U n i t  encourages defendants  t o  e n t e r  therapy and i t  sends defendants  a 
l e t t e r  t o  t h a t  e f f e c t  a f t e r  a mental  examination. 

The psychologis t  conducts  most therapy g iven  defendants  o r  
family m e m b e r s .  I f  t h e  defendant seems p a r t i c u l a r l y  d i s tu rbed ,  t h e  
psychologis t  recommends counsel ing t rea tment  and t h e n  provides  i t  i f  t h e  
defendant consents .  The psychologis t  a l s o  provides ,  f r e e  of charge,  
therapy  t o  r e l a t i v e s  d e s i r i n g  counseling. 

4 . 3 . 2 . 3  Parolee counseling. S t a t e  and f e d e r a l  paro le  
o f f i c e s  occas iona l ly  r e f e r  pa ro lees  t o  t h e  Forens ic  U n i t  f o r  counseling. 
Many of t h e s e  r e f e r r a l s  had been r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  Unit  sometime e a r l i e r  
f o r  mental  examinations; o t h e r s  are pa ro lees  whom pa ro le  o f f i c e r s  bel ieve 
may have mental  problems. The s o c i a l  worker p repa res  a s o c i a l  h i s to ry  
f o r  paro lee  r e f e r r a l s ,  even when t h e  U n i t  had prepared one earlier,  
because t h e r e  w e r e  probably many changes during t h e  in t e rven ing  period. 

\E 
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The psychologis t  determines whether and what t r ea tmen t  i s  
needed. Some p a r o l e e s  are r e f e r r e d  t o  o t h e r  s e r v i c e s ,  such as 
s p e c i a l i z e d  a l c o h o l  o r  drug programs i n  t h e  Comprehensive Care Center. 
The Forensic  Unit psychologis t  provides  i n d i v i d u a l  o r  f ami ly  therapy when 
needed 

4.4 Acqu i s i t i on  of Mental Health Information 

In t h i s  s e c t i o n  and i n  fol lowing s e c t i o n s ,  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  
r e t u r n s  t o  t h e  mental  examinations t o  determine competency and s a n i t y .  
This c a n  precede, fol low,  o r  occur  independently of t h e  t reatment  
screening d i scussed  i n  S e c t i o n  4 . 3 . 2  above. 
d e t a i l e d  account o f  t h e  procedures used i n  t h e  Forens i c  Unit  when 
conducting mental  examinations,  and S e c t i o n  4.5 d e s c r i b e s  t h e  
p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  r e p o r t  and i t s  use  by t h e  cour t s .  

Th i s  s e c t i o n  p r e s e n t s  a 

4.4.1 Scheduling and Locat ion of In t e rv i ews  

Within 24 hours a f t e r  t h e  c o u r t  o r d e r  f o r  mental  examinations 
is prepared, t h e  C i r c u i t  Court Adminis t ra tor  te lephones t h e  f o r e n s i c  
c e n t e r  named i n  t h e  o r d e r m  I f  i t  i s  t h e  Grauman Unit ,  t h e  case may be 
placed on t h e  wai t ing l i s t  u n t i l  room i s  a v a i l a b l e ;  t h e r e  i s  u s u a l l y  a 
de lay  of one o r  two months af ter  t h e  phone c a l l  be fo re  t h e  defendant can 
be sen t .  
of forms r equ i r ed  by t h e  U n i t .  The forms t o t a l  about 15 pages and 
c o n t a i n  e x t e n s i v e  information about t h e  defendant.  The defendant  i s  
t r anspor t ed  t o  and from Grauman by a deputy s h e r i f f .  
remains t h r e e  o r  f o u r  weeks; when t h e  examinations are completed, t h e  
Unit phones t h e  c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  and a n  o r d e r  i s  prepared f o r  t h e  
de fendan t ' s  r e t u r n  t o  t h e  l o c a l  j a i l .  The whole process ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  
t a k e s  two OK t h r e e  months, at l eas t  twice as long as t h e  mental 
examinations i n  t h e  Barren River  Forensic  Unit .  

The c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r  mails t h e  o r d e r ,  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  a packet 

H e  o r  she  u s u a l l y  

I f  t h e  case i s  s e n t  t o  t h e  Forensic  Unit ,  t h e  cour t  
a d m i n i s t r a t o r  te lephones t h e  U n i t ' s  s e c r e t a r y .  While t a l k i n g  w i t h  t h e  
c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  she schedules  appointments w i t h  t h e  U n i t ' s  s o c i a l  
worker, p sycho log i s t ,  and p s y c h i a t r i s t .  She schedules  t h e  meetings about 
a week a p a r t ,  u s u a l l y  on Mondays o r  Wednesdays, beginning w i t h  t h e  s o c i a l  
worker 's  nex t  a v a i l a b l e  f r e e  t i m e  pe r iod  on a Monday o r  Wednesday. The 
s o c i a l  worker g i v e s  f o r e n s i c  cases p r i o r i t y  over  a l l  o t h e r  work, so  h e r  
meetings are scheduled f a i r l y  soon--from one t o  seven days--after t h e  
ca l l .  The psycho log i s t ' s  meeting i s  u s u a l l y  scheduled seven days a f t e r  
t h e  s o c i a l  worker 's  meeting, and t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  seven days a f t e r  
t h a t o  Th i s  schedule  i s  condensed considerably i f  more speed i s  
necessary,  f o r  example, when t h e  de fense  does n o t  r eques t  a f o r e n s i c  
examination u n t i l  a few days be fo re  t h e  t r i a l  date .  

The s e c r e t a r y  n o t e s  t h e  d a t e s  and times of t h e  meetings i n  t h e  
t h r e e  p r o f e s s i o n a l s 9  appointment books. The c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r  p l aces  
t h e s e  d a t e s  and times on t h e  c o u r t  o r d e r  and sends t h e  o r d e r  t o  t h e  
Forensic  Unit. Copies of t h e  o r d e r  are s e n t  t o  t h e  defense a t t o r n e y ,  t h e  
prosecutor ,  and t h e  j a i l o r  i f  t h e  defendant i s  i n  custody. I f  t h e  

c 
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defendant i s  i n  t h e  Warren County J a i l ,  t h e  in te rv iews  are  held the re  i n  
a room s p e c i a l l y  prepared f o r  t h a t  purpose. 
in te rv iews  are held i n  t h e  Comprehensive Care Center (where t h e  t h r e e  
p ro fes s iona l s  have t h e i r  o f f i c e s )  because t h e  defendant i s  o u t  on bond o r  
i s  i n  j a i l  i n  another  county. 

About a q u a r t e r  of t h e  

(Procedures i n  t h e  Forensic  U n i t ' s  f i r s t  yea r  were q u i t e  
d i f f e r e n t  i n  two major respects. F i r s t ,  t h e  f o r e n s i c  examinations were 
scheduled t o  be completed wi th in  two days; however, t h e  s t a f f  found i t  
d i f f i c u l t  t o  complete a l l  t h e  tests s o  quickly.  Second, a l l  examinations 
were he ld  i n  t h e  Comprehensive Care Center. A deputy s h e r i f f  t ranspor ted  
t h e  d e f e n d a n t , t o  t h e  Center and waited whi le  t h e  examinations were 
conducted. But t h i s  caused s e v e r a l  problems: i t  requi red  much personnel  
t i m e  from t h e  s h e r i f f ' s  o f f i c e ;  handcuffed defendants  were no t  considered 
a favored s i g h t  a t  t h e  Center;  and i n  November 1 9 7 8  a defendant escaped 
from t h e  Center while  wai t ing  f o r  a f o r e n s i c  examination. Soon a f t e r  t h e  
escape, t h e  Forensic  Unit  began t o  examine j a i l e d  defendants  a t  t h e  j a i l . )  

4.4.2 Soc ia l  Worker's In te rv iew 

The f i r s t  s t a g e  of t h e  screening process  i s  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 's  
interview.  I f  t h e  case comes from t h e  Warren County C i r c u i t  Court, t h e  
s o c i a l  worker i s  on t h e  Forensic  Unit  s t a f f .  I f  t h e  case  comes from 
another  cour t  i n  t h e  Un i t ' s  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  a s o c i a l  worker i n  t h e  ou t ly ing  
o f f i c e  of t h e  Comprehensive Care Center does t h e  i n i t i a l  interviewing.  
(The defendant i s  usua l ly  t r anspor t ed  t o  t h e  Forens ic  Unit  f o r  in te rv iews  
with t h e  psychologis t  and p s y c h i a t r i s t . )  
desc r ibe  only t h e  procedures used f o r  Warren County defendants ,  who 
c o n s t i t u t e  t h e  g r e a t  bulk of Forensic  Unit  c l i e n t s .  

The fol lowing paragraphs w i l l  

The s o c i a l  worker begins  t h e  in t e rv i ew wi th  no information 
about t h e  defendant o t h e r  than t h a t  contained i n  t h e  cour t  o rder .  During 
t h e  in t e rv i ew she  conducts 'an i n t a k e  eva lua t ion  of  t h e  defendant ,  and she 
adminis te rs  t h e  Minnesota Mult iphasic  Pe r sona l i ty  Inventory (MMPI). 

The i n t a k e  eva lua t ion  e n t a i l s  f i l l i n g  out  s i x  forms t h a t  are 
used f o r  a l l  i n t a k e s  a t  t h e  Comprehensive Care Center. Most of t h e  forms 
are  s t r a igh t fo rward ,  r equ i r ing  t h e  c l i e n t  t o  g ive  h i s  address ,  t o  waive 
ob jec t ion  t o  t rea tment ,  and t o  au tho r i ze  release of information about 
p r i o r  t reatment .  The except ion  i s  a four-page Psycho-Social Evaluat ion 
form ( s e e  Appendix I). The s o c i a l  worker in te rv iews  t h e  c l i e n t  f o r  one 
o r  two hours while  completing t h i s  form, explor ing  i n  d e t a i l  ma t t e r s  
concerning t h e  c l i e n t ' s  p r i o r  l e g a l  involvement. Also, she  a t t e m p t s  t o  
o b t a i n  from defendants  complete accounts  of t h e i r  involvement i n  t h e  
crimes charged. The s o c i a l  worker then prepares  a s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  
r epor t .  
meeting with t h e  c l i e n t ,  a week o r  s o  l a t e r .  

The r epor t  i s  s e n t  t o  t h e  psychologis t  t o  read before  h i s  

The MMPI tes t  ( t h e  f i r s t  399 ques t ions)  t akes  one t o  one-and-a- 
h a l f  hours t o  complete. 
a spare room a t  t h e  Comprehensive Care Center. 

Defendants on p r e t r i a l  r e l e a s e  take t h e  t e s t  i n  
Inmates t ake  i t  i n  j a i l  
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fol lowing t h e  i n t e r v i e w  w i t h  t h e  s o c i a l  worker, and she  p i c k s  up t h e  
completed t e s t  on h e r  next  t r i p  t o  t h e  ja i l .  
received and scored (by vo lun tee r s  manning t h e  c r i s i s - l i n e  phone) i n  time 
f o r  t h e  psychologis t  to i n t e r p r e t  i t  before  he meets w i t h  t h e  defendant.  
The s o c i a l  worker does no t  i n c o r p o r a t e  t h e  r e s u l t s  i n  h e r  r epor t .  
W I  i s  n o t  g iven  t o  about 20 percent  of t h e  defendants  because they  
cannot read. The s o c i a l  worker determines i f  defendants  c a n  read by 
asking them t o  read ou t  loud t h e  f i r s t  f i v e  quest ions.  ( A t  one time 
i l l i t e ra tes  were g iven  a s h o r t  ve r s ion  of t h e  MMPI, w i t h  t h e  ques t ions  
read by t h e  s o c i a l  worker, but t h i s  w a s  abandoned because t h e  r e s u l t s  
were n o t  considered h e l p f u l . )  

The MMPI i s  u s u a l l y  

The 

4 . 4 , 3  Psychological In t e rv i ew 

The next  s t a g e  i n  t h e  eva lua t ion ,  t h e  psycho log i s t ' s  i n t e rv i ew,  
is t y p i c a l l y  a week o r  s o  a f t e r  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 's  interview.  Like t h e  
s o c i a l  worker 's  i n t a k e  eva lua t ion ,  t h e  psychological  e v a l u a t i o n  i s  
e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e  same as  t h a t  g iven  a l l  c l i e n t s  of t h e  Comprehensive Care 
Center, except  t h a t  t h e  defendants  a re  asked t o  d e s c r i b e  i n  some d e t a i l  
t h e i r  accounts  of t h e  crimes charged. 

c 

L 

The information a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  psychologis t  before  h i s  
i n t e rv i ew c o n s i s t s  of t h e  c o u r t  o r d e r ,  t h e  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  and i n t a k e  form 
forwarded by t h e  s o c i a l  worker, and u s u a l l y  t h e  MMPI. 
spends about 2 1 / 2  hours w i t h  t h e  defendant.  There are t h r e e  major 
phases of t h e  in t e rv i ew:  

L 

The psychologis t  

1. The mental  s t a t u s  examination. Th i s  examination c o n s i s t s  of 
g e n e r a l  conve r sa t ion  w i t h  t h e  defendant ,  during which t h e  
psychologis t  observes  t h e  defendant c l o s e l y  and dec ides  what 
s t e p s  t o  t a k e  l a te r  i n  t h e  interview.  
f o r  such t h i n g s  as loose  a s s o c i a t i o n s  i n  speech, i n a p p r o p r i a t e  
a f f e c t  ( @ . g o )  laughing o r  c ry ing  a t  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  t i m e s ) ,  
r e s i s t a n c e  t o  psychology and l a c k  of cooperat ion,  t h e  c l i e n t ' s  
pe r sona l  hygene, and nea tness  of d re s s .  

The psychologis t  looks 

2, The de fendan t ' s  account of t h e  crime. The psychologis t  a s k s  
t h e  defendant t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e  circumstances t h a t  l e d  t o  t h e  
a r res to  (The psychologis t  a l s o  makes c e r t a i n  t h a t  t h e  c l i e n t  
i s  aware of h i s  r i g h t s ,  i n  o r d e r  t o  ensu re  informed consent.) 

3 0  Psychological testso The las t  p o r t i o n  of t h e  i n t e r v i e w  
c o n s i s t s  of a b a t t e r y  of tests adminis tered by t h e  
psychologis t .  Some tes ts  are adminis tered t o  a l l  o r  almost a l l  
defendants ,  while  o t h e r s  a re  g iven  only i f  t h e  psychologis t  
suspec t s  c e r t a i n  problems, such as o rgan ic  b r a i n  damage. The 
MMPI, as descr ibed above, i s  g iven  by t h e  s o c i a l  worker t o  a l l  
l i t e r a t e  defendants.  Other tes ts  may be given:  

-Bender Gestalt T e s t  (given r o u t i n e l y  by t h e  psycho log i s t ) ;  

-Rotter Incomplete Sentence Blank Test 
t h e  psychologis t  a t  h i s  d i s c r e t i o n ) ;  

(g iven  i n  most cases by 
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-Draw a Person-House-Tree Test ( aga in ,  g iven  i n  most cases by 
t h e  psychologis t ,  a t  h i s  d i s c r e t i o n ) ;  

-Peabody Test ( s h o r t  t es t  f o r  IQ; used a t  d i s c r e t i o n  of 
psychologis t  i f  t h e r e  are ques t ions  about whether a defendant i s  
mental ly  r e t a rded) ;  , 

-Wechsler Adult I n t e l l i g e n c e  Sca le  (used r a r e l y ,  when t h e r e  i s  
ques t ion  about t h e  de fendan t ' s  i n t e l l i g e n c e ) ;  and 

-Rorschach (used r a r e l y ;  used t o  he lp  determine i f  t h e  c l i e n t  
i s  malingering).  

The psychologis t  does no t  conduct a n  o u t s i d e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  f o r  f a c t s ;  f o r  
example, he relies on defendants  f o r  accounts  of t h e i r  p r i o r  record. 

The psycho log i s t ' s  r e p o r t ,  placed on t h e  form shown i n  Appendix 
J, i s  u s u a l l y  about t h r e e  pages long. 
p s y c h i a t r i s t  and goes only t o  him, a l though i t  remains i n  t h e  de fendan t ' s  
f i l e .  
t h e  s o c i a l  worker, t h e  de fendan t ' s  account of t h e  crime, t h e  t es t  r e s u l t s  
and t h e i r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  a summary and recommendation, and t h e  
psycho log i s t ' s  " c l i n i c a l  impression*' of what t h e  d i agnos i s  should be. 

The r e p o r t  i s  w r i t t e n  f o r  t he  

The r e p o r t  c o n t a i n s  a summary of t h e  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  gathered by 

4 . 4 . 4  P s y c h i a t r i c  Interview 

The f i n a l  s t a g e  i n  t h e  mental  examination i s  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i c  
interview.  A l l  t h e  t es t  information and r epor t s .p repa red  by t h e  s o c i a l  
worker and t h e  psycho log i s t ,  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  l a t te r ' s  working no te s ,  are 
forwarded t o  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t .  
f o r e n s i c  in t e rv i ews  (al though he does f o r e n s i c  work a t  o t h e r  times i f  
t h e r e  i s  a n  emergency). The p s y c h i a t r i s t  reviews t h e  f i l e s  and 
in t e rv i ews  t h e  defendant.  
defendant i s  i n  t h e  Warren County Ja i l ,  as most are. There seldom i s  
s t a f f  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  case. 
r e p o r t  (as descr ibed i n  t h e  next  s e c t i o n )  r i g h t  a f t e r  t h e  interview. 

I n  about 1 5  t o  20 percent  of t h e  cases t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  
H e  o r d e r s  a neuro log ica l  t e s t  if he 

H e  reserves each Wednesday a f t e rnoon  f o r  

The in t e rv i ew i s  conducted i n  j a i l  i f  t h e  

The p s y c h i a t r i s t  u s u a l l y  completes a 

conducts f u r t h e r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  
suspec t s  b r a i n  damage. H e  sometimes in t e rv i ews  t h e  de fendan t ' s  family,  
f r i e n d s ,  j a i lma tes ,  and j a i l o r s .  He may secu re  t h e  defendant 's  p o l i c e  
r e p o r t  and r eco rds  from mental o r  penal  i n s t i t u t i o n s  where t h e  defendant 
h a s  spen t  t i m e .  
conduct t h i s  f u r t h e r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n ;  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  s t a t e d  t h a t  he i s  
more l i k e l y  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  when he remains undecided fol lowing t h e  
i n t e r v i e w  and when he wishes t o  check whether t h e  defendant i s  
malingering. 
mental d i f f i c u l t i e s  by asking f ami ly  members t o  co r robora t e  t h e  
de fendan t ' s  account. 

There are no set c r i t e r i a  f o r  determining whether t o  

For example, he may check t h e  de fendan t ' s  account of p r i o r  
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4.5 Prov i s ion  and Use of Mental Heal th  Information 

The p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  r e p o r t  i s  prepared on a form ( s e e  Appendix 
K ) ,  and i t  i s  u s u a l l y  about two pages long, single-spaced, and typed on 
t h e  f r o n t  and back of t h e  form. 
fol lowing t o p i c s ,  al,though n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  i n  t h i s  order :  

The t y p i c a l  r e p o r t  c o n t a i n s  t h e  

Q A s h o r t  b iog raph ica l  d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  defendant,  based 
l a r g e l y  on t h e  s o c i a l  worker's s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  and on t h e  
psycho log i s t ' s  i n t e r v i e w  ( inc lud ing  t h e  de fendan t ' s  family 
h i s t o r y ,  h i s  educat ion,  and a l c o h o l  and drug problems). 

0 The r e s u l t s  of t h e  MMPI and o t h e r  tests, and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of 
t h e  r e s u l t s .  

0 The p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  assessment of t h e  defendant,  sometimes drawn 
from t h e  psycho log i s t ' s  assessment. 

0 The d iagnos i s ,  o f t e n  expressed i n  p s y c h i a t r i c  terms. 

0 Opinion about t h e  de fendan t ' s  competency and, g e n e r a l l y ,  about 
t h e  d e f e n d a n t * s  s a n i t y  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  o f f ense .  
r e p o r t s  c o n t a i n  t reatment  recommendations, even though n o t  
u s u a l l y  requested.) 

(Also,  most 

I n  about 85 pe rcen t  of t h e  cases, t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  concludes t h a t  t h e  
defendant i s  competent and was sane a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  o f f ense .  The 
p s y c h i a t r i s t  g i v e s  t h e  t reatment  recommendations, even though no t  
formally requested by t h e  c o u r t  o r  a t t o r n e y s .  
c o n t a i n  t h e  de fendan t ' s  s t a t emen t s  about t h e  a l l e g e d  o f f e n s e ,  a l though 
those  s t a t emen t s  may be a b a s i s  f o r  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  recommendations. 

The r e p o r t  does not  

The r e p o r t  i s  u s u a l l y  mailed t o  t h e  c o u r t ,  a l though a deputy 
s h e r i f f  hand-delivers i t  when speed i s  necessary.  
r ece ives  a copy; but t h e  p rosecu to r  u s u a l l y  does n o t ,  u n l e s s  t h e  defense 
a t t o r n e y  g i v e s  a copy of h i s .  

The de fense  a t t o r n e y  

According t o  t h e  c l i n i c ' s  s t a f f ,  t h e  pa r t i e s  seldom c o n t e s t  t h e  
p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  recommendation. I f ,  a s  happens i n f r e q u e n t l y ,  incompetency 
o r  i n s a n i t y  i s  diagnosed, t h e  p rosecu to r  g e n e r a l l y  a c c e p t s  t h i s  judgment 
and a g r e e s  t o  drop charges on t h e  c o n d i t i o n  t h a t  t h e  defendant be c i v i l l y  
committed. Likewise, defense a t t o r n e y s  g e n e r a l l y  do not  c o n t e s t  a r e p o r t  
s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  defendant i s  competent and sane,  and t h e  c o u r t  
proceedings con t inue  as  i n  a normal case.  

The c o u r t  r e f e r s  a few defendants  t o  t h e  Grauman Forens i c  Unit  
i n  L o u i s v i l l e  f o r  f u r t h e r  study. The Barren R ive r  Forensic  Unit 
p s y c h i a t r i s t  may t e l l  t h e  c o u r t  t h a t  he i s  u n c e r t a i n  i n  h i s  opinion and 
t h a t  t h e  c o u r t  should send t h e  defendant t o  Grauman because i t  holds  
defendants  f o r  s e v e r a l  weeks, a l lowing extended s t a f f  observat ions.  I n  
a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  de fense  o r  p rosecu t ion  on rare occasions d i s a g r e e s  w i t h  
Forensic  Unit  recommendations and persuades t h e  judge t o  seek a second 
opinion from t h e  Grauman Uni to  

c 
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The Forensic  
case a f t e r  sending t h e  
w r i t t e n  r e p o r t  i n  most 
p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  however, 
o r  t r i a l s  involving a n  

Unit s t a f f  u s u a l l y  h a s  no f u r t h e r  con tac t  wi th  t h e  
report . .  The prosecutor  and defense r e l y  on  t h e  
cases and do not  reques t  testimony. The 
t e s t i f i e s  i n  t h e  few con tes t ed  competency hear ings  
i n s a n i t y  plea. More of ten .  he t e s t i f i e s  a t  

sentencing hear ings,  where he supplements t h e  t rea tment  recommendations . 
i n  t h e  r epor t .  

4 . 6  Feedback, Monitoring, and Program Evalua t ion  

4.6.1 Management, Monitoring, and Informal  Feedback t o  S t a f f  

Management and monitoring wi th in  t h e  Forens ic  Unit  i s  gene ra l ly  
informal .  
Executive Direc tor  of t h e  U n i t ' s  pa ren t  agency, t h e  Barren River Mental 
Health-Mental Re ta rda t ion  Board; and he spends a small percentage of h i s  
t i m e  on Forens ic  Unit  matters. The day-to-day management i s  performed by 
t h e  U n i t ' s  p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  who i s  t h e  medical d i r e c t o r  of t h e  Comprehensive 
Care Center.  The s t a f f  does  not  hold formal  meetings,  and seldom 
informal  meetings,  t o  d i s c u s s  i n d i v i d u a l  cases; y e t  t h e r e  i s  f requent  
i n t e r a c t i o n  between t h e  s t a f f .  The p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  of course ,  rou t ine ly  
reviews t h e  work of t h e  s o c i a l  worker and t h e  psychologis t ;  and t h e  
psychologis t  reviews t h e  s o c i a l  worker 's  r epor t s .  Also,  t h e  s o c i a l  
worker u s e s  t h e  important feedback mechanism of comparing t h e  
psycho log i s t ' s  and p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  r e p o r t s  w i th  h e r  own; and t h e  
psychologis t  c a n  compare t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  r e p o r t  wi th  h i s  work. 

The p r o j e c t  d i r e c t o r  under t h e  LEAA g r a n t s  i s  a l s o  t h e  

. 

Informal  feedback from t h e  c o u r t  and t h e  county j a i l ,  t h e  
Forens ic  U n i t ' s  two major c l i e n t s ,  t a k e s  s e v e r a l  forms. Unit  s t a f f  
occas iona l ly  meet wi th  cour t  o r  j a i l  personnel  t o  d i s c u s s  problems, 
e s p e c i a l l y  procedura l  problems, involved i n  t h e  mental  h e a l t h  screeping 
and eva lua t ions . ,  Also, Unit s t a f f  are f r equen t ly  i n  con tac t  wi th  c o u r t  
and j a i l  s t a f f ,  permi t t ing  r a p i d  f l o w  of in format ion  about opera t ing  
problems. F i n a l l y ,  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  remains involved wi th  some cases 
a f t e r  submit t ing h i s  r e p o r t ,  most o f t e n  by t e s t i f y i n g  a t  sentencing 
hear ings,  and t h u s  r e c e i v e s  feedback informat ion  about  t h e  c o u r t ' s  use of 
h i s  r epor t .  

4 . 6 . 2  Routine S t a t i s t i ca l  Reporting 

The Forens ic  U n i t  made a cons iderable  e f f o r t  t o  c o l l e c t  
s ta t is t ics  dur ing  t h e  per iod of t h e  block grants-- that  i s ,  u n t i l  January 
1980. A part-t ime s tudent  r e sea rch  a s s i s t a n t  compiled d a t a  from the  
U n i t ' s  c l i e n t  records.  The d a t a  c a t e g o r i e s  were e s t a b l i s h e d  through 
n e g o t i a t i o n s  wi th  t h e  Kentucky Department of J u s t i c e ,  and t h e  s t a t i s t i c s  
w e r e  submitted t o  t h e  Department i n  q u a r t e r l y  and annual  r e p o r t s  as 
requi red  by t h e  block g ran t s .  The d a t a  c a t e g o r i e s  inc lude  standard 
b iographica l  in format ion  about c l i e n t s ,  criminal h i s t o r y ,  and any mental  
h e a l t h  t reatment  provided. Also ,  a l though not  p a r t  of t h e  required 
ca t egor i e s ,  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  recommendations and t h e  d i s p o s i t i o n  of t h e  
c a s e  a l s o  =re recorded. 
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Cbrn6.3 S p e c i a l  S t u d i e s  and Reports  

There have been no s p e c i a l  s t u d i e s  of t h e  Forensic  Unit ,  
a l though cons ide rab le  information is a v a i l a b l e  f o r  one wishing t o  make a 
study 

The Comprehensive Care Center  ma in ta ins  f i l e s ,  as i t  does f o r  
all c l i e n t s ,  on defendants  g iven  f o r e n s i c  examinations by t h e  Forensic  
U n i t .  
r e q u i r e  permission from t h e  s ta te  Department of Human Resources (DHR). 
Secondary t o  t h e  management of t h e  Comprehensive Care Center,  t h i s  
permission could e a s i l y  be obtained. Access i s  a v a i l a b l e  without  DHR 
permission f o r  r e sea rch  conducted by Center s t a f f .  The Forensic  Unit 
r e p o r t s  sen t  t o  t h e  c o u r t  a l s o  are c o n f i d e n t i a l ;  they are put i n  a 
s e p a r a t e  f i l e  i n  t h e  judges '  o f f i c e s ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  i n  t h e  c e n t r a l  ca se  
f i l e  a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  p u b l i c o  The c o u r t ,  however, has made r e p o r t s  
a v a i l a b l e  t o  a t  least  one r e sea rche r  and presumably would permit access 

These f i l e s  are c o n f i d e n t i a l ,  and t h e i r  u s e  f o r  r e s e a r c h  would 

by Otherso 

The record-keeping f o r  t h e  t reatment  s c reen ing  i s  less 
comprehensive t h a n  t h a t  f o r  t h e  f o r e n s i c  examinations. 
opened f o r  defendants  o r  pa ro lees  screened a t  t h e  Comprehensive Care 
Center, but  most t r ea tmen t  screening occur s  i n  j a i l  and no formal record 
i s  madeo 

A record i s  
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5.0 THE FORENSIC SERVICES OF MALCOLM BLISS MENTAL HEALTH CENTER 
\ @ (ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI) 

I n  t h e  1930's,  Malcolm A. Bliss, a gene ra l  p r a c t i t i o n e r  i n  S t .  
Louis,  Missouri ,  d iscerned t h e  need f o r  a s e p a r a t e  p s y c h i a t r i c  f a c i l i t y  
w i t h i n  t h e  c i t y ' s  g e n e r a l  h o s p i t a l  system. 
i n  t h i s  p r o j e c t ,  and wi th  t h e  h e l p  of f e d e r a l  funds t h e  Malcolm A. B l i s s  
Psychopathic Hosp i t a l  was e r e c t e d  i n  1938. 
b u i l t  ad j acen t  t o  t h e  St .  Louis C i t y  Hosp i t a l  and served as  the  
P s y c h i a t r i c  D iv i s ion  f o r  t h i s  g e n e r a l  municipal h o s p i t a l .  
w a s  intended f o r  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  and short-term t r ea tmen t  of i n d i g e n t  
r e s i d e n t s  w i th  mental  h e a l t h  problems. However, S t .  Louis f a i l e d  t o  
provide adequate  f i s c a l  resources ,  and t h e  B l i s s - p a v i l i o n  d e t e r i o r a t e d  
phys ica l ly  and soon became a n  overcrowded f a c i l i t y  f o r  c h r o n i c a l l y  ill 

Bliss aroused p u b l i c  interest  

The f ive - s to ry  bu i ld ing  w a s  

The f a c i l i t y  
L 

!1! 
& 
f 

p a t i e n t s  (Note 14). 

I n  1953 a team of r e s e a r c h e r s  from Washington Un ive r s i ty  i n  S t .  
(I 

Louis acquired a basement wing of  Malcolm A. B l i s s  Psychopathic Hosp i t a l  
f o r  r e s e a r c h  space. Headed by George A. Ule t t ,  t h e  team began a 
c o n t r o l l e d  e v a l u a t i o n  of convuls ive therapy. This  formed t h e  beginning 

\ 

of a long, product ive r e l a t i o n s h i p  between-the Center and Washington 
Universi ty .  

Ulet t  organized a S o c i a l  Maladjustment Study 'Unit  a t  t h e  
h o s p i t a l  i n  J u l y  of 1956. 
research,  teaching and c o n s u l t a t i o n  c e n t e r  focusing on i n d i v i d u a l s  
involved i n  aggres s ive ,  a n t i s o c i a l  o r  del inquent  acts. 
Melican, Napoli and Weiss, 1957). I n  1964 t h e  S t a t e  of Missouri ' s  
Department of Mental Heal th  assumed t h e  funding and a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  of 
t h i s  s tudy  u n i t .  I n  1971, t h e  U n i t ' s  name w a s  changed t o  i t s  c u r r e n t  
des igna t ion  of Forensic  Services .  

Malcolm B l i s s ,  a s  a comprehensive community mental h e a l t h  

The Unit  was c r e a t e d  as  a n  i n t e r d i s c i p l i n a r y  

(Blackman, Flynn, 1& 
1 
li 

z 
<:J, 

c 

Y 

\ 
c e n t e r ,  provides  t h e  fol lowing s e r v i c e s :  i n p a t i e n t  and o u t p a t i e n t  
s e r v i c e s ;  p a r t i a l  h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n ;  24-hour emergency care; community 
c o n s u l t a t i o n  and educat ion;  d i a g n o s t i c  s e r v i c e s ;  r e h a b i l i t a t i v e  s e r v i c e s ;  
pre-care and a f t e r - c a r e  s e r v i c e s ;  and t r a i n i n g  and research.  The Center, 
a 210-bed f a c i l i t y ,  i s  a c c r e d i t e d  by t h e  J o i n t  Commission on 
Accred i t a t ion  of Hosp i t a l s  and se rves  a t o t a l  of 966,103 r e s i d e n t s  (Note 
14). 
Courts of S t .  Louis C i ty  and t h e  surrounding c o u n t i e s  of F rank l in ,  
J e f f e r s o n ,  Lincoln,  S t .  Charles,  S t .  Louis,  and Warren. 

Forensic  Se rv ices  provides  p s y c h i a t r i c  s e r v i c e s  f o r  t h e  C i r c u i t  

Forensic  Se rv ices  conducts mental  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  while  
Since 95 defendants  are a t  t h e  p r e t r i a l  and post-conviction s t ages .  

percent  of t h e  e v a l u a t i o n s  are performed a t  t h e  p r e t r i a l  s t a g e  of t h e  
c r i m i n a l  process ,  t h i s  r e p o r t  w i l l  f ocus  on t h e  p r e t r i a l  e v a l u a t i v e  

'> a process.  

From J u l y  1, 1978, t o  June 30, 1979, 95 i n p a t i e n t  eva lua t ions  

The p r o f e s s i o n a l  s t a f f  was a fu l l - t ime  p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  a half-time 
and 21 o u t p a t i e n t  e v a l u a t i o n s  were performed by Forensic  Se rv ices  a t  t h e  
Center. 
p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  and a ful l - t ime s o c i a l  worker. Seven o t h e r  eva lua t ions  
were conducted by Forensic  S e r v i e s  s t a f f  a t  j a i l s  o r  o t h e r  s ta te  

,@ . . 
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h o s p i t a l s o  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  staff  has  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  i n p a t i e n t  and 
o u t p a t i e n t  t reatment  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l s  adjudged no t  g u i l t y  by reason of 
i n s a n i t y .  

To accommodate a l a r g e r  ' s e rv i ce  area, on J u l y  1, 1980, t h e  
p r o f e s s i o n a l  staff w a s  i nc reased  t o  two fu l l - t ime  p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  one 
fu l l - t ime  s o c i a l  worker, one fu l l - t ime  s o c i a l  worker who i s  a l s o  a n  
a t t o r n e y ,  and one fu l l - t ime  l i c e n s e d  c l i n i c a l  psychologis t .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  
p s y c h i a t r i c  r e s i d e n t s ,  s o c i a l  work s t u d e n t s  and psychology i n t e r n s  assist 
i n  performing evaluations., 
Health Center devo tes  approximately t e n  pe rcen t  of h i s  t i m e  t o  t h e  
a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  of Forensic  Services .  

The a s s i s t a n t  superintendent  of t h e  Mental 

Sol A Function Model of t h e  Forensic  S e r v i c e s  

F igu res  9-13 d e p i c t  t h e  flow of cases, ope ra t ions ,  and 
processes c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  of c l i en t -o f f ende r s  a t  Forensic  
Se rv ices -  
t h e  en t r ance  o f  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  i n t o  Forensic  Se rv ices ,  and t h e  
e f f o r t s  involved i n  d e l i n e a t i o n  of t h e  information f o r  t h e  case. The 
a c q u i s i t i o n  phase of t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  process  i s  o u t l i n e d  i n  F igu res  10 ,  
11, and 12. Each of t h e  l a t t e r  f i g u r e s  d e p i c t s  t h e  procedures followed 
when a c l i e n t  is ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  an  i n p a t i e n t  a t  Forensic  Se rv ices ,  a n  
o u t p a t i e n t  a t  Forensic  Se rv ices ,  o r  i n c a r c e r a t e d  a t  S t .  Louis C i t y  J a i l  
a t  t h e  t i m e  of e v a l u a t i o n o  
of e v a l u a t i v e  information t o  t h e  r eques t ing  cour t .  

F igu re  9 p r e s e n t s  t h e  s p e c i f i c  a c t i v i t i e s  and even t s  p r i o r  t o  

Figure 13 provides  a schema f o r  t h e  p r o v i s i o n  

The means by which a c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  moved from t h e  t r i a l  
docket i n t o  t h e  caseload of Forensic  S e r v i c e s  i s  t h e  d e l i n e a t i o n  process  
i l l u s t r a t e d  i n  Figure go 
c o u n t i e s  r eques t  a n  eva lua t ion  by mail ing a memorandum o r  a formal  c o u r t  
o r d e r  t o  Forens i c  Services .  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  seems t o  be i n  u rgen t  need of mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  and 
a l s o  poses  a s e c u r i t y  r i s k ,  a judge o r  a c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r  te lephones 
Forens i c  S e r v i c e s  t o  request  a j a i l  eva lua t ion .  
scheduling arrangements are made on t h e  phone and a c o u r t  o r d e r  fo l lows  
i n  t h e  m a i l .  
e v a l u a t i o n s  scheduled i n  ch rono log ica l  o r d e r  as  space becomes a v a i l a b l e .  
The s e c r e t a r y  schedules  appointments by phoning t h e  s h e r i f f ' s  o f f i c e  t o  
a r r ange  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  of t h e  c l i e n t .  

The c o u r t s  of S t .  Louis C i ty  o r  surrounding 

I n  emergency cases i n  which a 

I n  t h e s e  cases, 

I n  r o u t i n e  cases, t h e  c o u r t  o r d e r  i s  logged i n  and 

The a c q u i s i t i o n  of e v a l u a t i o n  information i s  dependent upon 
whether a c l i e n t  i s  seen as a n  i n p a t i e n t ,  a n  o u t p a t i e n t ,  o r  i n  t h e  j a i l .  
When a c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r  i s  admitted t o  Forensic  Se rv ices  on a n  i n p a t i e n t  
b a s i s  ( s e e  F igu re  1 2 )  a f u l l  a r r a y  of medical,  nursing,  s o c i a l ,  and 
mental  d a t a  i s  acquired.  A treatment-planning conference involving a 
p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  p s y c h i a t r i c  r e s i d e n t ,  and s o c i a l  worker complements t h e  
e v a l u a t i v e  p rocess  as d a t a  are c o l l e c t e d .  An o u t p a t i e n t  i s  evaluated 
p r i m a r i l y  by a n  emergency room screening,  a s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  and a 
p s y c h i a t r i c  i n t e rv i ew,  as dep ic t ed  i n  Figure 10. A s  Figure 11 
i l l u s t r a t e s ,  a j a i l e d  c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  evaluated on t h e  b a s i s  of a 
p s y c h i a t r i c  i n t e r v i e w  and t h e  information obtained from a family member 
o r  o t h e r  o u t s i d e  informant. The B l i s s  Forensic  S e r v i c e s  d i r e c t o r  may 
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need t o  reques t  the  r e f e r r i n g  c o u r t ' s  permission t o  admit t he  
c l ien t -of fender  t o  the  Center t o  ga the r  f u r t h e r  in format ion  o r  t o  provide 
emergency mental h e a l t h  services. 

The f i n a l  phase of this eva lua t ive  sequence, depic ted  i n  Figure 
13, i s  t h e  provis ion  of t h e  mental h e a l t h  informat ion  t o  t h e  c o u r t .  
I r r e s p e c t i v e  of the c l i en t -o f f ende r ' s  s t a t u s  as  an  i n p a t i e n t  or an 
o u t p a t i e n t ,  the p s y c h i a t r i s t  composes a l e t t e r  t o  the  cour t .  The l e t te r  
fo l lows  s t a t u t o r y  gu ide l ines  (see Sec t ion  5.201) and inc ludes  a n  
in t roduc t ion ,  d e t a i l e d  f ind ings ,  d iagnos is ,  competency assessment,  
opinion as t o  c r imina l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and recommendation as t o  t reatment  
and h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  needs. Three cop ie s  of  each r epor t  are  mailed t o  t h e  
c i t y  cour t  admin i s t r a to r  o r  county judgeso 

Further  e l a b o r a t i o n  of t hese  processes  fo l lows  i n  Sec t ions  5.2, 
5 0 3  and 5 . 4 *  

5.2 Del inea t ion  of Mental Health Information Requirements 

5 * 2 , 1  S t a t u t e s  

In e a r l y  1980 the  Missouri  General Assembly passed H.B. 1724, a 
comprehensive r ev i s ion  of t h e  s ta te ' s  mental  h e a l t h  code. S t a t u t o r y  
changes governing p r e t r i a l  examinations are e f f e c t i v e  August 13, 1980. 
Severa l  changes are d e t a i l e d  below: 

Examinations may be conducted by p r i v a t e  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  o r  
i n d i v i d u a l s  c e r t i f i e d  by the  S ta te  Department of Mental 
Health. Formerly, only " l icensed  physicians"  could perf o r a  
the examso 

P r e t r i a l  exams must be completed wi th in  60 days of t h e  
c o u r t  o rde r  un le s s  t h e r e  i s  "good cause"  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  
examination period. 

The examination i s  narrowed t o  a l low a c o u r t  t o  reques t  
only an  eva lua t ion  of competency t o  s tand  t r i a l ;  whereas 
formerly an  eva lua t ion  of competency and c r imina l  
re spons i b i  li t y were i n s  e parable .  

The c r imina l  sexual  psychopath l a w  i s  repealed (Note 16) .  

The Direc tor  of  t he  Missouri  Department of Mental Heal th  o r  
a designated agent i s  now empowered t o  de t e ru ine  the  " t i m e ,  
place and cond i t ions"  of t he  examination. Under t h e  
previous s t a t u t e ,  this d e t e r n i n a t i o n  w a s  l e f t  t o  the  
c o u r t ' s  d i s c r e t i o n .  

The rev ised  code provides  s p e c i f i c  i n s t r u c t i o n s  f o r  t he  conten t  
of c o u r t  o rde r s  and c o u r t  r epor t s  by the  mental h e a l t h  eva lua to r s  ( see  
Sec t ion  5-4.1). The Direc tor  of Forensic  Serv ices  f o r  t he  State  of 
Missouri  has o f f e red  a suggested format f o r  a n  "Order f o r  Mental 
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I 
Examination" (Appendix L).  
of a "Background Information Sheet" (Appendix M ) .  T h i s  sheet  i s  a u s e f u l  
format f o r  t h e  t r a n s f e r  t o  t h e  mental  examiner of t h e  informat ion  
requi red  by Mo. Rev. S t a t .  §552.045(3) (see Note 15). I n  view of t h e  new 
sixty-day l i m i t  b e t w e n  t h e  d a t e  of t h e  examination o rde r  and t h e  f i l i n g  
of t h e  examiner 's  r epor t ,  t h e  expedient  conveyance of  t h i s  in format ion  i s  
imperative.  

The S t a t e  D i rec to r  h a s  a l s o  proposed t h e  use  5 
p 
;i, The s t a t u t e s  a l s o  d e l i n e a t e  t h e  l e g a l  d e f i n i t i o n s  of both 

competency t o  s tand  t r i a l  and c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  S e c t i o n  552.020.1 
d e f i n e s  competency as  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  "capac i ty  t o  understand t h e  
proceedings a g a i n s t  h i m  o r  t o  assist i n  h i s  own defense." A negat ive 
a s se s me n t  of cr i m i  na 1 re sponsi b i  li t y  means t ha t  1) 

A person i s  not  r e spons ib l e  f o r  c r i m i n a l  conduct i f  a t  t h e  
t i m e  of such conduct a s  a r e s u l t  of mental  d i s e a s e  o r  d e f e c t  he 
d i d  not  know o r  apprec i a t e  t h e  na ture ,  q u a l i t y  o r  wrongfulness 
of h i s  conduct o r  w a s  incapable  of conforming h i s  conduct t o  
t h e  r equhemen t s  of l a w .  (Mo. Rev. S t a t .  $552.030.1) 

Y 
1' 
'E 
.I 
1. 
a 
E 
ic 

I; 

$\ 

5.2.2 I n p a t i e n t  and Outpa t ien t  a t  Forens ic  Se rv ices  

Court r e q u e s t s  f o r  mental  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n s  are r o u t i n e l y  
received by m a i l .  The S t .  Louis  C i t y  Cour ts  i n i t i a l l y  send a memorandum 
t o  Forens ic  Serv ices ,  followed by a formal  c o u r t  o rde r  au tho r i z ing  a 
mental  h e a l t h  eva lua t ion .  
o r d e r  t o  n o t i f y  Forens ic  Se rv ices  of a needed eva lua t ion .  

The county c o u r t s  always send a formal  c o u r t  

The memorandum, t h e  i n i t i a l  communication from t h e  S t .  Louis  
C i t y  C i r c u i t  Courts ,  s ta tes  t h e  defendant ' s  n a m e  and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
number and indkca te s  t h e  i n i t i a l  r e f e r r a l  agent  f o r  t h e  appointment of a 
p s y c h i a t r i s t :  f o r  example, upon motion by defendant o r  prosecut ing 
a t to rney .  
mental  examination and evaluat ion."  Release of in format ion  such as  a 
p o l i c e  r e p o r t  t o  Forensic  Se rv ices  i s  author ized  by t h e  c o u r t  o rder .  The 
case i s  moved from t h e  T r i a l  Docket t o  t h e  Mental  Examination Docket, 
represent ing  t h e  c l ien t -of fender '  s movement from t h e  criminal j u s t i c e  t o  
t h e  mental  h e a l t h  system. A copy of t h i s  memorandum i s  mailed by t h e  
cour t  t o  t h e  prosecut ing a t t o r n e y ,  t h e  defense a t t o r n e y ,  and t h e  s h e r i f f .  

The defendant i s  then  committed t o  Forens ic  Se rv ices  " fo r  

The formal  c o u r t  o r d e r s  t y p i c a l l y  state defendant ' s  n a m e ,  
number and charges.  The cour t  o rde r ,  i n  varying terms, r e q u e s t s  a 
" p s y c h i a t r i c  examination and eva lua t ion"  of t h e  c l ien t -of fender .  
o rde r  a l s o  provides  f o r  t r a n s f e r  of t h e  c l ien t -of fender  by t h e  S h e r i f f ,  
i f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  not  r e l eased  on bond. 
c o u n t i e s  m a i l  a copy of t h e  c o u r t  o rde r  t o  t h e  prosecut ing and defense 
a t  t o r  ney s . 

\tJ The 

The c o u r t s  i n  t h e  surrounding 

Once rece ived ,  t h e  cour t  o r d e r s  are reviewed by t h e  B l i s s  
Forens ic  Se rv ices  d i r e c t o r .  The o r d e r s  and memoranda are t h e n  g iven  t o  

83 



t t h  d i r e c t o r ' s  s e c r e t a r y ,  who maintains  a l o g  book i n  which t h e  fol lowing 
information is immediately recorded: name of c l i en t -o f f ende r ,  c o u r t ,  
judge, c r i m i n a l  cause number, d a t e  of o rde r ,  and d a t e  o r d e r  received a t  
Forensic  Services .  
and ward l o c a t i o n  i s  en te red  as a v a i l a b l e .  

Later acquired information as t o  d a t e  of admission 

There i s  c u r r e n t l y  a three-  t o  four-week wa i t ing  pe r iod  f o r  

I n p a t i e n t  beds are l i m i t e d  t o  f i f t e e n  and must accommodate persons 
scheduling a n  i n p a t i e n t  e v a l u a t i o n  a t  Forensic  S e r v i c e s  due t o  a l a c k  of 
beds. 
needing p r e t r i a l .  examinations,  emergency admissions from t h e  j a i l ,  
t r a n s f e r s  from Fu l ton  S t a t e  Hosp i t a l ,  persons adjudged incompetent t o  
s t and  t r i a l  who are awa i t ing  c i v i l  commitment, persons r e c e n t l y  found not  
g u i l t y  by reason of i n s a n i t y  ( N G R I )  who are beginning i n i t i a l  t reatment  
a f t e r  sentencing,  and o u t p a t i e n t  N G R I s  i n  need of h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n .  There 
are o t h e r  d e l a y s  i n  t h i s  process  of t r a n s f e r r i n g  a case t o  t h e  Mental 
Examination Docket, such as  t h e  t i m e  involved i n  mai l ing a c o u r t  o r d e r  t o  
Forensic Se rv ices  and t h e  two t o  t h r e e  weeks needed t o  g e t  an incompetent 
i n d i v i d u a l  c i v i l l y  committed and then  t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  a n o t h e r  f a c i l i t y  f o r  
treatment 

These d e l a y s  i n  processing e v a l u a t i o n  r e q u e s t s  and i n  wa i t ing  
f o r  a v a i l a b l e  resources  means t h a t  many c l i en t -o f f ende r s  remain f o r  
lengthy times i n  j a i l s  o r  o t h e r  d e t e n t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s .  Because of t h i s  
problem, a n  e f f o r t  i s  being made by S t a t e  Forensic  S t a f f  t o  reduce t h e  
number of i n p a t i e n t  e v a l u a t i o n s  while  i n c r e a s i n g  those  e v a l u a t i o n s  
performed on a n  o u t p a t i e n t  b a s i s  a t  t h e  Center and a t  t h e  j a i l .  
o b s t a c l e s  prevent  speedy adopt ion of t h i s  pol icy.  
a v a i l a b l e  s h e r i f f ' s  d e p u t i e s  t o  provide s e c u r i t y  f o r  c l i en t -o f f ende r s  a t  
Forensic  Services .  The o t h e r  o b s t a c l e  is t h e  a t t o r n e y s '  b e l i e f  t h a t  
t h e i r  c l i e n t s '  needs are  n o t  being f u l l y  served by o u t p a t i e n t  evaluat ion.  

When t h e r e  are beds a v a i l a b l e  t o  conduct a n  i n p a t i e n t  
eva lua t ion ,  t h e  Bliss Forensic  Se rv ices  d i r e c t o r ' s  s e c r e t a r y  te lephones 
the  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  department of t h e  s h e r i f f ' s  o f f i c e  t o  a r r ange  t o  have 
t h e  i n c a r c e r a t e d  i n d i v i d u a l  brought t o  Forens i c  S e r v i c e s  w i t h i n  t h e  next  
day o r  two. 
te lephone w i t h  t h a t  c l i en t -o f f ende r ,  who c a n  then  a r r i v e  unescorted and 
be eva lua ted  as a n  o u t p a t i e n t .  
a s h e r i f f ' s  deputy i s  a v a i l a b l e  t o  provide s e c u r i t y  du r ing  t h e  
eva lua t ion ,  o r  i f  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  has  paid b a i l  and been r e l e a s e d  on 
per sona l  recognizance- The c o u r t  o r d e r  may provide t h a t  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  be n o t i f i e d  as t o  t h e  appointment da t e .  

Two 
One i s  t h e  number of 

If t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  on bond, a n  appointment i s  made by 

An o u t p a t i e n t  appointment i s  scheduled i f  

The f i n a l  s t e p  i n  t h e  d e l i n e a t i o n  phase f o r  i n p a t i e n t  and 
o u t p a t i e n t  admissions to Forensic  Se rv ices  occurs  when t h e  d i r e c t o r ' s  
 secretary^ phones t h e  emergency room, informing them t h a t  a n  e v a l u a t i o n  
has been scheduled. 
Forensic  S e r v i c e s  begin wi th  t h e  r e g u l a r  h o s p i t a l  admission procedures. 

This  i s  necessary because a l l  e v a l u a t i o n s  by 
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5.2.3 J a i l  Evaluat ion 

A mental  h e a l t h  eva lua t ion ,  as a p o s s i b l e  p re l imina ry  t o  
t r ea tmen t ,  may be needed on a non-routine, emergency b a s i s  and t h e  
inca rce ra t ed  c l i en t -o f f ende r  may pose a s e c u r i t y  r i s k .  I n  t h e s e  
s i t u a t i o n s ,  a S t .  Louis C i ty  C i r c u i t  Court judge o r  t h e  S t .  Louis C i ty  
Court a d m i n i s t r a t o r  r e spons ib l e  f o r  t h e  Mental Examination Docket 
coord ina t ion  te lephones t h e  d i r e c t o r  of B l i s s  Forensic  S e r v i c e s  t o  
request  a mental  h e a l t h  eva lua t ion .  
w i t h i n  two t o  t h r e e  days. 
and fo l lows  t h e  normal reviewing and logging procedures.  

An appointment i s  u s u a l l y  scheduled 
A memorandum i s  mailed t o  Forensic  Se rv ices  

5.3 

Mental h e a l t h  information i s  gathered i n  t h r e e  ways: 
Forensic  Se rv ices ,  o u t p a t i e n t  a t  Forensic  Se rv ices ,  and while  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  i n c a r c e r a t e d  a t  S t .  Louis C i t y  J a i l .  

5.3.1 I n p a t i e n t  a t  Forensic  Se rv ices  

Client-offenders a r r i v i n g  a t  Forensic  Se rv ices  as i n p a t i e n t s  

Acqu i s i t i on  of Mental Heal th  Information 

i n p a t i e n t  a t  

are f i r s t  admitted t o  t h e  Center through t h e  emergency room. Next, t h e  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  taken t o  t h e  ward and admit ted the re .  A nursing 
assessment and p s y c h i a t r i c  i n t e r v i e w \ a r e  performed, a f t e r  which t h e  
Forensic  Se rv ices '  s t a f f  becomes involved i n  t h e  e v a l u a t i v e  process.  
These e f f o r t s  are d e t a i l e d  f u r t h e r  below. 

5.3.1.1 Emergency Room Admission. Cl ient-offenders  
a r r i v i n g  a t  Forensic  Se rv ices  f o r  i n p a t i e n t  p r e t r i a l  e v a l u a t i o n s  are 
u s u a l l y  being held i n  a j a i l  o r  o t h e r  d e t e n t i o n  f a c i l i t y  and are 
c l a s s i f i e d  as  "Pr i sone r s  w i th  a Hold Order." 
bond and arrive without e s c o r t ;  however, t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  i s  rare. 

A c l i en t -o f f ende r  may be on 

As soon as  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  a r r i v e s  i n  t h e  emergency room 
esco r t ed  by t h e  s h e r i f f ' s  deputy,  a "p r i sone r  s l i p "  (hold o r d e r )  i s  
f i l l e d  out.  The s l i p  i s  addressed t o  t h e  superintendent  of t h e  Center 
request ing t h a t  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  be held by t h e  Center. 
t h e  o f f i c e r  who brought t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r ,  t h e  o f f i c e r ' s  P d e n t i f i c a t i o n  , 
number and charges a g a i n s t  t h e  p r i s o n e r  are noted. Upon t h e  
c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ' s  release from t h e  Center ,  t h e  r ece iv ing  o f f i c e r ,  
d i s t r i c t  and d a t e  are once a g a i n  noted. 
prominent spo t  i n  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r ' s  c h a r t .  

The name of 

The p r i s o n e r  s l i p  i s  placed i n  a 

The emergency room p s y c h i a t r i c  r e s i d e n t  r eads  t h e  cour t  o rde r  
f o r  mental  evaluat ion.  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  has  exh ib i t ed  any behaviors  o r  v e r b a l i z a t i o n s  i n d i c a t i n g  
t h e  need f o r  s u i c i d a l  o r  elopement precaut ions.  
r e s i d e n t  t hen  conducts a n  emergency room examination w i t h  t h e  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  t o  determine i f  t h e r e  i s  a n  urgent  medical o r  mental 
problem. P a s t  medical h i s t o r y  such as  a l l e r g i e s  t o  va r ious  medications 
i s  e l i c i t e d .  Information as  t o  previous h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n s  i s  sought. I f  

The s h e r i f f ' s  deputy i s  asked i f  t h e  

The phys ic i an  o r  
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t he  c l i en t -o f f ende r  has a h i s t o r y  a t  t h e  Center ,  t h e  prev ious  record  i s  
reques ted  f o r  review. 

The phys ic i an  o r  r e s i d e n t  conducts  a t y p i c a l  p h y s i c a l  
examination r e s u l t i n g  i n  a r e p o r t  not ing v i t a l  s i g n s  and impressions as 
to g e n e r a l  appearance and c o n d i t i o n  of va r ious  bodi ly  p a r t s .  
phys i ca l  examination r e p o r t  ends  with n a r r a t i v e  and d i agnos t i c  comments. 

The 

A record  i s  made upon each  admission wi th  n o t a t i o n  of va r ious  
i d e n t i f y i n g  da ta .  The n a m e  of t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r ' s  best informant ,  
ioeos r e l a t i v e  o r  c l o s e  f r i e n d  who knows t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  w e l l ,  is 
recorded, 
h e a l t h  service i s  notedo 
Center and even tua l ly  inc ludes  admi t t ing  o r  p r o v i s i o n a l  d i agnos i s ,  
s t a f f i n g  o r  working diagnos is ,  f i n a l  d iagnoses  and procedures,  and type  
of d i s p o s i t i o n ,  r e f e r r a l ,  o r  release. 

Informat ion  as t o  the type  of admission and previous  mental  
T h i s  record fo l lows  t h e  c l i e n t  through t h e  

A mental  s t a t u s  examination i s  a l s o  conducted by t h e  emergency 
room p s y c h i a t r i c  r e s i d e n t  e A Missouri  Department of Mental Heal th  form 
(see Appendix Ea) i s  used t o  record  impressions i n  t h e  broad c a t e g o r i e s  of 
g e n e r a l  appearance,  motor a c t i v i t y ,  speech, i n t e r v i e w  behavior,  f l o w  of 
thought,  mood and a f f e c t ,  conten t  of thought ,  sensorium, i n t e l l e c t ,  
i n s i g h t  and judgment 

The emergency room phys ic i an  o r  r e s i d e n t  summarizes t h e  
informat ion  gained from t h e  p h y s i c a l  exam, mental  s t a t u s  exam, and 
interview.  
emergency room note  i s  prepared,  which i n c l u d e s  d a t e  and t i m e  of day, 
i d e n t i f y i n g  d a t a ,  informants ,  ch i e f  complaint,  p re sen t  illness, p e r t i n e n t  
p a s t  h i s t o r y ,  b r i e f  mental  s t a t u s ,  p e r t i n e n t  p h y s i c a l  f i n d i n g s ,  
imp re ssi o n, recommendations and s igna tu re  . 

The e v a l u a t i o n  t i m e  i s  approximately one hour. A r e p o r t  o r  

Routine l abora to ry  tests are ordered,  i nc lud ing  u r i n a l y s i s ,  
complete blood count ,  and SMA 12 (a blood a n a l y s i s ) .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  a 
u r i n e  drug sc reen  and a c h e s t  x-ray are obtained.  Fu r the r  tests may be 
ordered i f  i nd ica t ed .  
nurses  and p s y c h i a t r i c  a i d e s )  are  t h e n  recorded i n  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r ' s  
cha r t .  Those c l i en t -o f f ende r s  wi th  a hold o r d e r  are e n t i t l e d  t o  t h e  same 
p r i v i l e g e s  as g e n e r a l  p s y c h i a t r i c  p a t i e n t s ,  except  t h a t  occupat iona l  
therapy and r e c r e a t i o n a l  therapy may be ordered only o n  locked wards. 

Doctor ' s  o r d e r s  ( spec ia l  i n s t r u c t i o n s  t o  t h e  

503.1.2 Ward Admission. The s h e r i f f ' s  deputy e s c o r t s  t h e  
c l ien t -of fender  t o  t h e  ward, where t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  g iven  pajamas 
and v i t a l  s i g n s  such a s  blood p res su re  and temperature  are taken. A 
r e g i s t e r e d  nurse on  t h e  f l o o r  conducts  a "nursing assessment" w i t h i n  t h e  
f i r s t  48 t o  72  hours  of a c l i en t -o f f ende r ' s  f i r s t  admission t o  the 
Center. 
one hour,  and assists t h e  nurses  i n  formula t ing  a p l a n  of care. The 
assessment,  guided by a standard form (Appendix 0) i s  very complete. The 
c l ien t -of fender  i s  asked f o r  in format ion  on h i s  o r  h e r  prev ious  

T h i s  nursing assessment c o n s i s t s  of a n  i n t e r v i e w  l a s t i n g  about 

\ 
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h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n s ,  support  systems, b iophys ica l  p a t t e r n s ,  responses t o  
stress, i n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  motivat ion,  l i f e  s t y l e ,  f u t u r e  
p l ans ,  thought processes ,  awareness and handling of f e e l i n g s ,  and 
t a l e n t s ,  s t r e n g t h s ,  and assets. A family member o r  s i g n i f i c a n t  o t h e r  
person may be interviewed,  i f  a v a i l a b l e .  An ending summary reviews the  
n u r s e ' s  impression of t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  and n o t e s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  
p l ans  f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  wi th  t h e  purpose of a s s i s t i n g  i n  t h e  at ta inment  of 
t hose  plans.  The form i s  then  placed i n  t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ' s  ward c h a r t .  

Usual ly  on t h e  f i r s t  day of admission, a p s y c h i a t r i c  r e s i d e n t  
Typ ica l ly  t h e  r e s i d e n t  begins  

Details on s p e c i f i c  p s y c h i a t r i c  

conducts a n  i n t e r v i e w  and phys ica l  exam. 
by a sk ing  t h e  p a t i e n t  why s h e  o r  he i s  here;  i.e., what w a s  t h e  crime and 
why i s  a mental  h e a l t h  exam necessary? 
symptoms are gathered. I f  t h e  p a t i e n t  does no t  e x h i b i t  any symptoms, t h e  
r e s i d e n t  w i l l  a s k  l ead ing  ques t ions  such as: Hearing vo ices?  Do you 
t h i n k  someone is t a l k i n g  about you or wants t o  h u r t  you? 
a p p e t i t e ?  Sleeping wel l?  Crying s p e l l s ?  A r e  your thoughts  t o o  f a s t  o r  
t o o  slow o r  t o o  loud? 
t e l e v i s i o n  o r  r ad io?  Do you have any 
s p e c i a l  powers, a b i l i t i e s ,  or f e a r s ?  Do you have any thoughts  you c a n ' t  
g e t  r i d  o f ?  

HOW'S your 

Do you r ece ive  pe r sona l  s i g n a l s  from t h e  
Can you read someone else's mind? 

Any s u i c i d a l  o r  homicidal thoughts? 

I n t e l l e c t u a l  func t ion ing  and memory ( r e c e n t ,  remote, and 
immediate recal l )  are then  assessed.  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  t o  recite addres s ,  phone number, and bir thday.  Simple 
arithmetic c a l c u l a t i o n  is t e s t e d .  
gauged by asking ques t ions  about t h e  c u r r e n t  p r e s i d e n t  and 
v i ce -p res iden t ,  f i v e  l a r g e  c i t i e s  and f i v e  p a s t  p r e s i d e n t s ,  etc. 
func t ion ing  i s  assessed by a sk ing  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  t o  remember t h r e e  . 

t h i n g s  and t o  recall them f i v e  minutes later.  

The r e s i d e n t  a s k s  t h e  

The p a t i e n t ' s  g e n e r a l  knowledge i s  

Memory 

The r e s i d e n t  t h e n  focuses  on g e n e r a l  medical h i s t o r y .  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  e v e r  h o s p i t a l i z e d ?  What i s  t h e  h i s t o r y  of substance 
use? The c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  asked t o  s h a r e  information about  family 
p s y c h i a t r i c  and medical h i s t o r y .  

Was the  

Soc ia l  h i s t o r y  information i s  a l s o  e l i c i t e d .  How d i d  t h e  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  grow up? School, employment, marr iages ,  c h i l d r e n ?  How 
i s  l e i s u r e  t i m e  spen t?  
t o  a p a s t  c r i m i n a l  h i s t o r y ,  p o l i c e  problems, arrests and convict ions.  

The c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  asked t o  s h a r e  d e t a i l s  as  

The r e s i d e n t ' s  i n t e rv i ew i s  concluded w i t h  a phys ica l  exam 
which focuses  on c u r r e n t  medical problems. 
d i c t a t e d , ' i n c o r p o r a t i n g  a l l  of t h e  above information. 
o r d e r s  f o r  t e s t i n g  o r  medication may be c a r r i e d  ou t  by nursing s t a f f  a t  
t h i s  t i m e .  The admission note ,  a long w i t h  p rogres s  d i scha rge  no te s ,  a r e  
placed i n  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r ' s  ward c h a r t  , which provides  a ch ron ic l e  of 

An admission no te  i s  then 
Any added d o c t o r ' s  

. medical information. 

5.3.1.3 Treatment Planning. Following t h e  emergency room 
and ward admissions,  t h e  r e s i d e n t  te lephones t h e  Forensic  Services  
p s y c h i a t r i s t  ass igned t o  t h e  case t o  schedule a treatment-planning 
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conference. T h i s  s t a f f  meeting i s  a t t ended  by t h e  r e s i d e n t ,  a Forensic  
S e r v i c e s  s o c i a l  worker, and t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t .  After t h e  r e s i d e n t  
p r e s e n t s  t h e  case, prel iminary conc lus ions  are reached. The p s y c h i a t r i s t  
t h e n  r e i n t e r v i e w s  t h e  cl ient-offender .  

The p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  i n i t i a l  i n t e r v i e w  i s  very similar t o  t h a t  of 
t h e  p s y c h i a t r i c  r e s i d e n t .  A f t e r  a n  i n t r o d u c t i o n ,  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  
e x p l a i n s  t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ' s  Miranda r i g h t s ;  i.e., t h e  r i g h t  t o  remain 
s i l e n t ,  t h e  r i g h t  t o  a n  a t t o r n e y ,  etc. The c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  asked 
about t h e  pending charges;  however, t h e  s p e c i f i c s  of criminal 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and competency are not explored a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  i n  t h e  
i n t e r e s t s  of bu i ld ing  rapport .  The s tandard in fo rma t ion  such a s  
p s y c h i a t r i c  h i s t o r y ,  medical h i s t o r y ,  family and s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  and a 
mental  s t a t u s  exam i s  a g a i n  e l i c i t e d .  

A r e p o r t  o r  s t a f f  note  of t h e  meet ing 's  f i n d i n g s  i s  t h e n  
prepared by t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t .  
be w r i t t e n  w i t h i n  72 hours  of admission. The s t a f f  note l i s t s  the  
c l i e n t ' s  name, case number, and sexo  The d a t e s  of admission and s t a f f i n g  
are noted. The following in fo rma t ion  is included: s t a f f  members p re sen t  
a t  t h e  conference; i d e n t i f y i n g  d a t a ;  r eason  f o r  admission; informants;  
p s y c h i a t r i c  h i s t o r y ;  l e g a l  h i s t o r y ;  medical  h i s t o r y ;  family h i s t o r y ;  
s o c i a l  h i s to ry ;  r e s u l t s  of mental  s t a t u s  exam and p h y s i c a l  exam. The 
note  concludes wi th  a statement t h a t  t h e  B l i s s  Fo rens i c  d i r e c t o r  w i l l  
review t h e  case weekly, and i t e m i z e s  t h e  hold o r d e r  and p r i s o n e r  o rde r s .  

H o s p i t a l  p o l i c y  p rov ides  t h a t  such a note  

5.3.1.4 S o c i a l  History.  As p a r t  of t h e  d a t a  c o l l e c t i o n ,  
the Forensic  S e r v i c e s  s o c i a l  worker t y p i c a l l y  spends approximately two 
hours wi th  each  c l i en t -o f f ende r  t o  g a t h e r  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  information.  
This  i n fo rma t ion  a i d s  i n  formulat ing a d i agnos i s .  The s o c i a l  worker 
a t t e m p t s  t o  have a completed s o c i a l  s e r v i c e  r e p o r t  (see Appendix P) i n  
the  c l i e n t ' s  f i l e  by t h e  seventh day of h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n .  

T h i s  r e p o r t  t y p i c a l l y  i n c l u d e s  t h e  fol lowing d a t a :  i d e n t i f y i n g  
information; d e s c r i p t i o n  of p re sen t  l e g a l  s i t u a t i o n ;  informants;  home; 
h i s t o r y  of f i r e - s e t t i n g ,  e n u r e s i s  o r  c r u e l t y  t o  animals; e d u c a t i o n a l  
h i s to ry ;  employment h i s t o r y ;  source of income; m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y ;  marital  
h i s to ry ;  l e g a l  h i s t o r y ;  p a s t  problems; and s i g n i f i c a n t  o t h e r s  i n t e r e s t e d  
i n  p a t i e n t .  

The s o c i a l  worker a s k s  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  t o  choose a n  o u t s i d e  
informant t o  he lp  v e r i f y  t h e  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y .  E i t h e r  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  wi th  
the informant i s  conducted on t h e  te lephone o r  t h e  informant i s  a b l e  t o  
come t o  t h e  Forens i c  S e r v i c e s  o f f i c e .  The s a m e  i n t e r v i e w  format i s  used 
with t h e  o u t s i d e  informant as  was used wi th  t h e  c l i e n t .  When t h e  
information d i f f e r s ,  d i s c r e p a n c i e s  are noted i n  t h e  s o c i a l  service 
repor t .  T h i s  second i n t e r v i e w  lasts approximately two hours  and, i n  75 
percent  of t h e  cases, t h e  informant i s  l o c a l  and a b l e  t o  come t o  Forensic  
Se rv ices  f o r  t h e  session.  

5.3,1.5 Psychological  Testing. Psychological  t e s t i n g  i s  
a l s o  p a r t  of t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  phase of mental  h e a l t h  eva lua t ion .  
re sponse t o  t he t r e  a t m e  n t  -p l a n n i  ng c o nf ere nce , t he supe r v i  si ng 

I n  

I 
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p s y c h i a t r i s t  may a s k  t h e  Center ' s  Psychology Department t o  conduct 
va r ious  psychological  t es t s  on a c l i en t -o f f ende r .  
psychologis t  ass igned t o  Forensic  S e r v i c e s  s c r e e n s  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  
r e f e r r a l  forms request ing t e s t i n g .  
p re sen t ing  problem, a b r i e f  h i s t o r y ,  and t h e  p s y c h i a t r i c  impression of 
t h e  c u r r e n t  problem. 
presence o r  absence 'of psychosis ,  i n t e l l e c t u a l  func t ion ing  o r  
d i f f e r e n t i a l  diagnosis .  

A l i c e n s e d  c l i n i c a l  

The r e f e r r a l  u s u a l l y  states t h e  

A referral ques t ion  i s  posed addres s ing  t h e  

The case i s  assigned t o  a psychology i n t e r n  o r  staff  
psychologis t .  
minutes t o ' o n e  hour addres ses  t h e  fol lowing ques t ions  and i s s u e s :  Why i s  
t h e  c l i e n t  'here? Any p s y c h i a t r i c  symptoms? P s y c h i a t r i c  h i s t o r y ?  Family 
h i s t o r y ?  Charge? Following t h e  in t e rv i ew,  a v a r i e t y  of tests may be 
administered. A Weschler Adult I n t e l l i g e n c e  Sca le  a i d s  i n  e s t ima t ing  
i n t e l l i g e n c e  and a Bender Visual-Motor Gestalt Test i s  used t o  t es t  f o r  
o rgan ic i ty .  I f  psychosis  i s  suspected,  a Minnesota Mult iphasic  
Pe r sona l i ty  Inventory,  Rorschach o r  Thematic Apperception T e s t  may be 
adminis tered . 

A c l in ica l  i n t e r v i e w  l a s t i n g  approximately f o r t y - f i v e  

The l i c e n s e d  c l i n i c a l  psychologis t  f o r  Forensic  Se rv ices  
cos igns  t h e  w r i t t e n  r e p o r t  a f t e r  a conference w i t h  t h e  examiner has been 
held t o  i n t e r p r e t  t h e  r e s u l t s .  
problem, reason f o r  r e f e r r a l  and i n i t i a l  p s y c h i a t r i c  impressions.  
Behavioral  obse rva t ions  of t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ' s  appearance,  demeanor, 
motivat ion f o r  t e s t i n g ,  and a t t i t u d e  toward t h e  examiner are  noted. 
Resu l t s  of t h e  i n t e l l i g e n c e  tes t  and o r g a n i c i t y  test are discussed f i r s t  
w i t h  a t t e n t i o n  paid t o  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r ' s  s t r e n g t h s  and weaknesses i n  
c o g n i t i v e  a b i l i t y  and i n  understanding of t h e  surrounding world. , 
I n d i c a t i o n s  of o rgan ic  b r a i n  syndrome are noted. The p r o j e c t i v e  resul ts  
are discussed i n  terms of t h e  c l i e n t ' s  c o n t a c t  w i th  r e a l i t y  and t h e  
presence o r  absence of psychosis. 
c l i e n t  w a s  psychot ic  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  crime by commenting upon t h e  
c h r o n i c i t y  of t h e  condi t ion.  

The r e p o r t  begins  w i t h  t h e  p re sen t ing  

An opinion i s  made as t o  whether t h e  

5.3.1.6 F i n a l  Data Co l l ec t ion .  As t h e  average i n p a t i e n t  
s t a y  i s  2 1  days,  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  re- interviews a c l i en t -o f f ende r  a t  
least one t i m e .  The d e c i s i o n  t o  i n t e r v i e w  t h e  c l i en t -o f f ende r  more than  
twice i s  dependent upon t h e  q u a l i t y  and q u a n t i t y  of t h e  information 
received. 
c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  A p a r t i a l  mental  s t a t u s  exam i s  conducted a t  
each meeting. Ta lk  focuses  upon t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ' s  ve r s ion  of t h e  
crime, t h e  six-month per iod p r i o r  t o  t h e  crime, and any d i sc repanc ie s  i n  
t h e  h i s t o r i e s .  A t t e n t i o n  i s  a l s o  paid t o  t h e  nu r ses '  ward observat ion 
notes .  

These l a t e r  in t e rv i ews  focus  upon t h e  i s s u e s  of competency and 

Assessment of competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  may be performed more 

Do you know what you are being charged with? 
than  once i f  t h e  examiner i s  i n  doubt. 
competency are as fol lows:  
What i s  your a t t o r n e y ' s  name? 
prosecut ing a t t o r n e y  and defense a t t o r n e y ?  
t r i a l ?  
someone made a f a l s e  s ta tement  about you i n  c o u r t ?  

Typical  ques t ions  r e l a t e d  t o  

What i s  t h e  f u n c t i o n  of a judge, 
What happens i n  a j u r y  

What happens if you are  found g u i l t y ?  What would you do i f  
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Forensic  S e r v i c e s  u s e s  t h e  American Law I n s t i t u t e  d e f i n i t i o n  of 
c r imina l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o  The p s y c h i a t r i s t  may ask:  Does t h e  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  a p p r e c i a t e  t h e  wrongness of t h e  act?  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  aware of t h e  consequences of t h e  a c t ?  Is t h e  
c l i en t -o f f ende r  capable  of conforming conduct t o  t h e  requirements of t h e  
Paw? 
c l i en t -o f f ende r  have done t h e  same th ing?  

Is t h e  

I f  c l i en t -o f f ende r  had been watched by t h e  p o l i c e ,  would t h e  

A t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  a f i l e  s p e c i f i c a l l y  f o r  t h e  use  of Forensic  
Se rv ices  s t a f f  i s  begun on each c l i e n t .  
c o u r t  o r d e r ,  s t a f f  no te ,  p o l i c e  r e p o r t ,  s o c i a l  s e r v i c e  r e p o r t ,  o r d e r  f o r  ' 

r eco rds  from o t h e r  h o s p i t a l s ,  and va r ious  correspondences. 

It w i l l  i n i t i a l l y  i n c l u d e  t h e  

5m302 Outpat ient  a t  Forensic  Se rv ices  

About one-eighth of t h e  Forensic  S e r v i c e s  caseload i s  se rv iced  
on an o u t p a t i e n t  b a s i s o  
unescorted t o  Forens i c  Services .  
county, may b r ing  a p r i s o n e r  t o  be evaluated as a n  o u t p a t i e n t .  
arrangement is rare, s i n c e  a l i m i t e d  number of d e p u t i e s  would be 
a v a i l a b l e  t o  spend a l l  day a t  t h e  Center. 

An i n d i v i d u a l  r e l e a s e d  on bond may a r r i v e  
O r  a s h e r i f f ' s  deputy,  u s u a l l y  from t h e  

Th i s  

Scheduling procedures used f o r  o u t p a t i e n t s  are t h e  same as 
those desc r ibed  f o r  i n p a t i e n t s .  The emergency room i s  n o t i f i e d  t o  expect  
a Forensic  S e r v i c e s  c l i en t -o f f ende r .  
emergency room and a d a t a  s h e e t  i s  completed. 
l oca t ed  and a n  emergency room n o t e  i s  w r i t t e n  r e f l e c t i n g  t h e  r e s u l t s  of 
t h e  p re l imina ry  screening.  

The c l i en t -o f f ende r  s i g n s  i n t o  t h e  
Any o l d  r eco rds  are 

Following t h e  emergency room admission, t h e  c l i e n t  i s  checked 
i n  and e s c o r t e d  t o  t h e  Forensic  S e r v i c e s '  s o c i a l  worker, who conducts a 
s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  in t e rv i ew.  The p s y c h i a t r i s t  t h e n  conducts a s t anda rd  
in t e rv i ewo  All t h e  information needed may t y p i c a l l y  be gathered i n  one 
o r  two v i s i t s  of  two t o  t h r e e  hours each; however, i f  more information 
and tests are neededp o r  i f  t h e  c l i e n t  i s  t o o  s i c k  t o  be interviewed,  
then admission i s  ind ica t ed .  The Bliss Forensic  S e r v i c e s  d i r e c t o r  i s  
consu l t ed ,  t h e  reasons f o r  admission are recorded, and t h e  r e f e r r i n g  
judge i s  t h e n  telephoned by t h e  d i r e c t o r  t o  secu re  permission f o r  a n  
emergency admission. The c o u r t  w i l l  be s e n t  a l e t t e r  recommending 
f u r t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n  o r  t reatment  w i t h i n  t h e  next  s e v e r a l  days. 

Once a c l i en t -o f f ende r  i s  admit ted,  t h e  r e g u l a r  i n p a t i e n t  
procedures are  i n i t i a t e d .  The whole process  of information ga the r ing  
begins anew, as  t h e  u s u a l  reason f o r  admission i s  a pauc i ty  of d a t a  
because of t h e  c l i e n t - o f f e n d e r ' s  i n a b i l i t y  t o  communicate w i t h  f o r e n s i c  
s t a f f  during t h e  o u t p a t i e n t  evaluat ion.  

5.3.3 Jai l  Evaluat ion 

A very small number of e v a l u a t i o n s  a re  conducted a t  t h e  S t .  
The B l i s s  Forensic  S e r v i c e s  D i r e c t o r  a r r i v e s  a t  t h e  Louis c i t y  j a i l e  

j a i l  a t  t h e  scheduled time. H e  g i v e s  a copy of t h e  c o u r t  o r d e r  o r  a 
memorandum t o  t h e  s h e r i f f ,  s i g n s  i n ,  and i s  assigned a n  o f f i c e .  The 
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c l ien t -of fender  i s  brought t o  t h e  o f f i c e  and t h e  in t e rv i ew i s  begun. 
d i r e c t o r ,  a p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  conducts  a s tandard  p s y c h i a t r i c  i n t e rv i ew and 
a l s o  assesses competency t o  s tand  t r i a l  and c r imina l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  
This  f i r s t  meeting may las t  t h r e e  hours and may have t o  be continued t o  a 
second day i f  t h e  case  i s  d i f f i c u l t .  A release of in format ion  form i s  
s igned by t h e  c l i e n t .  

The 

When t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  r e t u r n s  t o  t h e  Center ,  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 
i s  g iven  t h e  name of a family member o r  o u t s i d e  informant t o  con tac t .  
The c o u r t  mails Forensic  Serv ices  a copy of t h e  p o l i c e  r epor t  of t h e  
c l i e n t ' s  crime, as u s u a l l y  provided i n  t h e  cour t  o rder .  

I f  t h e  ind iv idua l  appears  psychot ic  o r  i n  need of immediate 
admission t o  Forens ic  Serv ices ,  t h e  d i r e c t o r  phones t h e  S t .  Louis c i t y  
cour t  admin i s t r a to r  f o r  permission f o r  a n  emergency admission. The cour t  
knows t h a t  a l e t t e r  from Forensic  Serv ices  w i l l  be received d e t a i l i n g  t h e  
c l i e n t ' s  need f o r  f u r t h e r  eva lua t ion  o r  t reatment .  

5.4 Provis ion  and Use of Mental Heal th  Information 

The p s y c h i a t r i s t  compiles a l l  t h e  information c o l l e c t e d  during 
t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  phase i n  p repa ra t ion  f o r  r epor t ing  t o  t h e  cour t .  
type of information c o l l e c t e d  depends on whether t h e  c l ien t -of fender  was 
a n  i n p a t i e n t  o r  a n  o u t p a t i e n t ,  o r  remained inca rce ra t ed  dur ing  
eva lua t ion .  
medical h i s t o r y ,  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y ,  l a b  r e p o r t s ,  psychological  tests, 
p s y c h i a t r i c  i n t e rv i ew r e p o r t s ,  s t a f f i n g  note ,  and behaviora l  observa t ion  
notes .  An o u t p a t i e n t  r epor t  w i l l  be based on a n  emergency room 
screening,  a s o c i a l  h i s t o r y ,  and a p s y c h i a t r i c  interview.  The r epor t  o f  
a n  i n d i v i d u a l  interviewed a t  t h e  c i t y  j a i l  w i l l  be made on t h e  r e s u l t s  of 
a p s y c h i a t r i c  in te rv iew,  a s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  in t e rv i ew wi th  a family member 
o r  o u t s i d e  informant,  and a p o l i c e  r epor t .  

The 

I n  t h e  case  of a n  i n p a t i e n t ,  t h e  d a t a  t y p i c a l l y  inc lude  a 

, 
5.4.1 Letter t o  t h e  Court 

The information t o  be provided i n  t h e  formal cour t  r epor t  i s  
de l inea ted  i n  Mo. Rev. S t a t .  SS552.020.3 and 552.020.4. Under t h e  newly 
enacted s t a t u t e ,  t h e  cour t  may o rde r  an  i n q u i r y  i n t o  t h e  i s s u e  of 
competency a lone ,  whereas under e a r l i e r  l a w  a n  assessment of both 
competency t o  s tand  t r i a l  and c r imina l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  w a s  mandated. 
t h e  t i m e  of  t h e  au tho r s '  s i t e  v i s i t ,  t h e  o l d  s t a t u t e  was i n  e f f e c t  and 
t h e  fol lowing s e c t i o n  reflects t h e  r epor t  format t h a t  conformed t o  t h e  
o l d  s t a t u t e ' s  requirements. A t  t h a t  t i m e ,  t h e  l e t t e r  t o  t h e  cour t  
provided mental h e a l t h  information i n  t h e  fol lowing format,  as adopted by 
Forens ic  Serv ices  t o  conform wi th  s t a t u t o r y  requirements:  - 

A t  

1) In t roduct ion:  i den t i fy ing ,  da t a ;  p s y c h i a t r i c  
h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  h i s t o r y ;  how t h e  c l ien t -of fender  w a s  
admitted and under whose a u t h o r i t y ;  c r imina l  charges;  
information sources .  
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Deta i l ed  Findings: 

Present  i l lness--defendant 's  c u r r e n t  l e g a l  s i t u a t i o n  
and v e r s i o n  of t h e  crime; p r e s e n t  p s y c h i a t r i c  i l l n e s s  
as desc r ibed  by c l i e n t ;  reasons f o r  t h e  examination. 

P a s t  his tory--per t inent  background s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  of 
c l i e n t  t h a t  i s  diagnosis-relevant ;  s h o r t  summary of 
a l l  p a s t  p s y c h i a t r i c  h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n s ;  h i s t o r y  of 
f i r e - s e t t i n g ,  e n u r e s i s  o r  c r u e l t y  t o  animals;  
d i s c r e p a n c i e s  and i n c o n s i s t e n c i e s  i n  acquired 
information. 

Physical  examination--physical and neuro log ica l  exam 
f i n d i n g s ,  i f  remarkable; l a b o r a t o r y  r e p o r t s ;  
psychological  tests; comparisons of a n c i l l a r y  
l a b o r a t o r y  procedures on previous h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n s .  

Mental s t a t u s  examination--orientation t o  t i m e ,  p l a c e  
and person; q u a l i t y  of communications; mood 
abnorma l i t i e s ;  a f f e c t ;  symptoms c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of a 
thought process  d i s o r d e r  (Schneider ian f i r s t - r a n k  
symptoms); d i s tu rbance  of thought con ten t ;  immediate, 
r ecen t  and remote memory; i n t e l l e c t u a l  r e sources  as 
measured by g e n e r a l  fund of knowledge, simple 
c a l c u l a t i o n  and reasoning a b i l i t y ;  c l i e n t ' s  l e g a l  
i n s i g h t  i n t o  t h e  s e r i o u s n e s s  of t h e  pending charges;  
judgment as  i n d i c a t e d  by c l i e n t ' s  w i l l i n g n e s s  t o  
cooperate  wi th  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  process.  

Diagnosis:  
whether t h i s  d i a g n o s i s  i s  a mental  d i s e a s e  o r  d e f e c t  as 
de f ined  i n  t h e  Missouri  s t a t u t e .  

p s y c h i a t r i c  d i a g n o s i s  i n  medical terms; 

Competency t o  Stand T r i a l :  opinion. 

Criminal Respons ib i l i t y :  opinion. 

Recommendations: 

a) While t h e  c o u r t  determines t h e  i s s u e  of f i t n e s s  t o  
proceed w i t h  t r i a l ,  does t h e  c l i e n t  r e q u i r e  
h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  f o r  t r ea tmen t?  

b) I f  t h e  c l i e n t  i s  found mental ly  f i t  t o  proceed, i s  
f u r t h e r  h o s p i t a l i z a t o n  i n d i c a t e d  pending f u r t h e r  
l e g a l  proceedings ? 

The l e t t e r  t o  t h e  c o u r t  i s  signed by t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t .  (See 
Mote 1 6 )  
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5 .4 .2  Court Receipt  and Use of Information 

I n  t h e  c i t y  of St .  Louis,  t h r e e  c o p i e s  of t h e  c o u r t  r e p o r t  are 
mailed t o  t h e  c o u r t  a d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  f o r  t h e  judge, prosecut ing a t t o r n e y ,  
and defense a t to rney .  
mailed t o  t h e  judge, whose c o u r t  c l e r k  d i s t r i b u t e s  cop ie s  t o  t h e  
prosecut ing and defense a t t o r n e y s .  
of t h e  c o u r t  r e p o r t  w i t h i n  f i v e  days of i t s  f i l i n g .  
s t a t u t e ,  t h e  c o n t e s t i n g  p a r t y  who moves f o r  a n o t h e r  p s y c h i a t r i c  
examination must pay f o r  t h e  second independent examination. 
c o u r t  g r a n t s  t h e  examination, a r e p o r t  of t h e  examination must be 
fu rn i shed  t o  t h e  c o u r t  and t h e  opposing pa r ty .  
$552.020. 5)  . 

I n  t h e  surrounding coun t i e s ,  t h e  c o u r t  r e p o r t s  are 

E i t h e r  p a r t y  may c o n t e s t  t h e  f i n d i n g s  
Under t h e  new 

If t h e  

(Moa Rev. S t a t .  

I 
I 
I' 
I 
I 
I 
I 

About f i v e  percent  of t h e  r e p o r t s  fu rn i shed  t o  t h e  S t .  Louis 
c i t y  c o u r t s  are contested.  
however, t h e  B l i s s  Forensic  Se rv ices  d i r e c t o r  w a s  unable  t o  o f f e r  a n  
estimate. 
i n  one t o  two pe rcen t  of t h e  cases. 

More r e p o r t s  are con te s t ed  i n  t h e  coun t i e s ;  
, 

The d i r e c t o r  estimated t h a t  r e q u e s t s  t o  t e s t i f y  are received 

The c o u r t  may u s e  t h e  r e p o r t  recommendation as t o  
h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  pending determinat ion of f i t n e s s  t o  proceed w i t h  t r i a l  i n  
o r d e r  t o  commit a n  i n d i v i d u a l  t o  a h o s p i t a l  f o r  t reatment  t o  r ega in  
competency. (Mo. Rev. S t a t .  5552.020.6). The Forensic  Se rv ices  opinion 
as t o  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  competency t o  s t and  t r i a l ,  i f  uncontested,  may 
form t h e  b a s i s  f o r  a c o u r t  o r d e r ,  without t h e  n e c e s s i t y  of a hearing. A 
hearing i s  i n  o r d e r  only when t h e  p s y c h i a t r i c  f i n d i n g  i s  con tes t ed .  (Mo. 
Rev. S t a t .  5552.020.6). 

5 . 5  Q u a l i t y  Control and Program Evaluat ion 

A v a r i e t y  of statist ics are kept on a monthly and annual  bas i s :  

A Center i n p a t i e n t  r e p o r t  i s  made f o r  each month and summarized A) 
yearly.  Data on Forensic  Se rv ices  admissions,  r e f e r r a l  sources ,  
a p p l i c a b l e  l a w ,  d i scha rges ,  and n a t u r e  of releases are c o l l e c t e d .  Also, 
f o r  each case, i n p a t i e n t s  are c l a s s i f i e d  by d i agnos i s ,  sex,  and admission 
age . 

B )  A monthly Forensic  Se rv ices  r e p o r t  c o n t a i n s  t h e  fol lowing 
information:  
and t h e  number of hold o r d e r s ;  i n p a t i e n t  and o u t p a t i e n t  e v a l u a t i o n s  
completed by submission of a r e p o r t  t o  t h e  c o u r t ;  and i n p a t i e n t  and 
o u t p a t i e n t  t r a n s f e r s  t o  St. Louis S t a t e  Hospi ta l .  

r e f e r r a l  c o u r t ;  i n p a t i e n t  admissions; o u t p a t i e n t  admissions 

C)  A Forensic  S e r v i c e s  annual  r e p o r t  i n d i c a t e s  i n p a t i e n t  and 
o u t p a t i e n t  admissions by type of f o r e n s i c  e v a l u a t i o n  ( p r e t r i a l ,  
post-conviction, etc.) and ward loca t ion .  The number of o u t p a t i e n t  
t reatment  v i s i t s  i s  noted. 
D i r e c t o r  of Forensic  S e r v i c e s  f o r  Missouri ,  t h e  A s s i s t a n t  Superintendent 
of t h e  Center,  and t h e  Medical Records Department of t h e  Center. 

The Forensic  r e p o r t s  are mailed t o  t h e  

D)  
maintained. 

An annual l i s t i n g  of primary and secondary diagnoses  i s  
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E) A monthly c h a r t  of d i scha rges  of c l i en t -o f f ende r s  who have 
rece ived  p r e t r i a l  e v a l u a t i o n s  i n c l u d e s  t h e  fol lowing information:  
Malcolm B l i s s  case number; cour t ;  c r i m i n a l  cause  number; judge; d a t e  of 
d i scharge  ; and type  of d i scharge  

n a m e ;  

F) Addi t iona l  s ta t is t ics  kept  by Forens ic  Se rv ices  are t h e  number 
of r e f e r r a l s  by c o u r t ;  t h e  number of c a s e s  pending; and t h e  average 
length  of t i m e  e lapsed between r e c e i p t  of r e f e r r a l  and submission of a 
r e p o r t  t o  t h e  cour t ,  

The Missouri  Department of Mental  Heal th  is implementing a 
f o r e n s i c  informat ion  sys t em under t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of t h e  Di rec to r  of 
Forensic  Se rv ices  f o r  t h e  S t a t e  of Missouri .  Court f i l e s  and medical 
f i l e s  are being reviewed wi th  t h e  primary purpose of empircal ly  
descr ib ing  and analyzing t h e  p r e t r i a l  p rocess  c u r r e n t l y  i n  p l ace  i n  
Missouri .  The review inc ludes  t r a c i n g  t h e  even tua l  d i s p o s i t i o n  of t h e  
cases.  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  judges,  a t to rneys ,  and mental  h e a l t h  personnel  are 
being interviewed t o  a s c e r t a i n  t h e i r  p re fe rences  i n  form and con ten t  f o r  
p s y c h i a t r i c  testimony, demonstrat ion of reasonable  cause i n  motions f o r  
p s y c h i a t r i c  examination, and c o u r t  r epor t s .  

Beginning J u l y  1, 1980, t h e  Di rec to r  of Forens ic  Se rv ices  f o r  
t h e  S t a t e  of Missouri  was t o  be sen t  a copy of t h e  c o u r t  o rde r ,  cou r t  
r epor t ,  and a d a t a  sheet  on  each  f o r e n s i c  c l i en t -o f f ende r  i n  t h e  s ta te .  
H i s  s t a f f  w i l l  complete a s tandard d a t a  shee t  (Appendix Q )  u t i l i z i n g  t h e  
cour t  o rde r  and c o u r t  r e p o r t  of mental  h e a l t h  f fndings .  It i s  
a n t i c i p a t e d  t h a t  t hese  d a t a  w i l l  be placed i n  a computer system making 
poss ib l e  a t r ack ing  of p a t i e n t s  by type ,  r e f e r r a l  l oca t ion ,  etc.  

A Forens ic  Serv ice  Procedure Manual h a s  r e c e n t l y  been updated 
by t h e  B l i s s  Forens ic  Se rv ices  d i r e c t o r .  It r e f l e c t s  c u r r e n t  procedures  
as  w e l l  a s  changes i n  t h e  mental  h e a l t h  l a w  e f f e c t i v e  August 13, 1980. 
(Note 17) 

The Malcolm Bliss Mental Heal th  Center  i s  a c c r e d i t e d  by t h e  
J o i n t  Commission on t h e  Acc red i t a t ion  of Hospi ta l s .  
subjec t  t o  Missouri  Department of Mental Heal th  s tandards .  

The Center  is a l s o  

Pe r iod ic  r e sea rch  i s  conducted a l s o .  Curren t ly ,  t h e  Forens ic  
s t a f f  psychologis t  i s  engaged wi th  the B l i s s  Forens ic  Se rv ices  d i r e c t o r  
i n  s t u d i e s  i n  t h e  areas of h o s t i l i t y  and p r e d i c t i o n  of dangerousness. 
The psychologis t  w a s  t o  begin performing examinations on  August 13, 1980, 
under t h e  new l a w  au tho r i z ing  persons  o t h e r  t han  l i censed  phys ic i ans  t o  
be des igna ted  a s  q u a l i f i e d  examiners. The c o u r t s '  r e c e p t i v i t y  t o  t h i s  
p sycho log i s t ' s  new r o l e  w i l l  be monitored. 
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6.0 FORENSIC 
(BARTOW, 

The 

U N I T  OF THE PEACE RIVER CENTER FOR 
FLORIDA) 

Forensic  Unit i s  a d i v i s i o n  of t h e  

PERSONAL DEVELOPMENT 

Peace River  Center f o r  
Personal  Development, a community mental h e a l t h  cen te r .  The broad 
f u n c t i o n  of t h e  Unit  i s  t o  perform mental  h e a l t h  sc reen ings  and 
examinations f o r  t h e  l o c a l  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system. 
w i l l  focus on t h e  t h r e e  most common types  of s c reen ings  and examinations 
performed by t h e  Forensic  Unit :  
j a i l  personnel  suspect  may be mental ly  ill, ( 2 )  prel iminary mental  
s c reen ings  of defendants ,  u s u a l l y  r e f e r r e d  by t h e  p u b l i c  defenders ,  t o  
determine whether mental  h e a l t h  problems warrant e i t h e r  (a )  examination 
f o r  competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  o r  s a n i t y  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  o f f e n s e  o r  ( b )  
p o s s i b l e  sentence m i t i g a t i o n  o r  p rov i s ion  of s p e c i a l  mental  h e a l t h  
s e r v i c e s  upon sentencing,  and ( 3 )  f u l l - s c a l e  mental  examinations by 
Forensic  Unit  p sycho log i s t s  f o r  competency o r  s a n i t y .  

The p resen t  r e p o r t  

(1) sc reen ing  county j a i l  inmates whom 

The Unit  i s  loca ted  i n  Bartow, t h e  county seat of Polk County, 
i n  t h e  c e n t e r  of t h e  F l o r i d a  peninsula ,  east of Tampa. 
Bartow i s  only about 12,000, but Polk County has  almost 300,000 people. 
With almost two thousand square miles, i t  i s  one of t h e  l a r g e s t  c o u n t i e s  
i n  t h e  nat ion.  The Forensic  Unit  s e r v e s  t h e  whole 1 0 t h  J u d i c i a l  C i r c u i t ,  
but almost a l l  t h e  U n i t ' s  cases come from Polk County r a t h e r  than from 
t h e  C i r c u i t ' s  o t h e r  two c o u n t i e s ,  Hardee and Highlands, w i th  a combined 
populat ion of about 60,000. 

The populat ion of 

Polk County i s  l a r g e l y  r u r a l ,  dominated by c i t r u s ,  cat t le ,  and 
phosphate i n d u s t r i e s .  There i s  a moderate amount of tourism; t h e  county 
con ta ins  Cyprus Gardens, and Disney World is on ly  a few miles north.  
There i s  a marked amount of r u r a l  poverty,  and Polk County r e s i d e n t s  are 
unusually prone t o  violence;  t h e  number of a s s a u l t s  p e r  populat ion ranks 
almost a t  t h e  top  of a l l  c o u n t i e s  i n  t h e  nat ion.  

F l o r i d a  has  two l e v e l s  of t r i a l  c o u r t ,  t h e  C i r c u i t  and t h e  
County Courts. The former have j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  f e l o n y  cases, t h e  
l a t t e r  ove r  misdemeanors. I n  t h e  1 0 t h  J u d i c i a l  C i r c u i t ,  t h e r e  are e i g h t  
county judges ( s i x  i n  Polk County) and 11 c i r c u i t  judges. 
judges are assigned t o  c r i m i n a l  cases; judges r o t a t e  t h i s  du ty  f o r  one- 
o r  two-year terms. 

Two c i r c u i t  

The 1 0 t h  C i r c u i t  has  about 4,000 f e l o n y  case f i l i n g s  p e r  
year.  
held before  a county o r  c i r c u i t  judge w i t h i n  a day of t h e  de fendan t ' s  
arrest; t h e  judge informs h i m  of h i s  r i g h t s ,  sets bond, and appo in t s  
counsel i f  t h e  defendant i s  ind igen t .  
information. The C i r c u i t  Court holds  a n  arraignment hear ing some two o r  
t h r e e  weeks a f t e r  t h e  arrest, a t  which t h e  defendant i s  informed of t h e  
charges  a g a i n s t  him. A t r i a l  i s  se t  f o r  one t o  two months later. About 
n ine ty  percent  of t h e  felony cases, however, end i n  a g u i l t y  p l e a ,  which 
i s  g e n e r a l l y  arranged a t  a p r e t r i a l  conference held about a week before  
t h e  t r i a l  date .  
ca ses ,  as can be seen  from t h e  times g iven  above. 

Court procedures i n  a f e lony  case begin wi th  a " f i r s t  appearance" 

The p rosecu to r  t h e n  f i l e s  a n  

The c o u r t s  i n  Bartow act  exped i t ious ly  i n  c r i m i n a l  
But i f  a sentencing 
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hear ing  is he ld ,  t h e r e  i s  u s u a l l y  a de l ay  of f o u r  t o  s i x  weeks while t h e  
Probat ion and Paro le  Commission, which has  a s u b s t a n t i a l  backlog, 
conducts a presentence inves t iga t ion .  

Bartow has both a county and a c i t y  j a i l .  The county j a i l  
conta ins  defendants  awai t ing t r i a l  f o r  f e l o n i e s  and some misdemeanors, as  
w e l l  as convicted defendants  sentenced f o r  s h o r t  terms. The c i t y  j a i l  
con ta ins  defendants  a r r e s t e d  by c i t y  p o l i c e  f o r  c i t y  ord inance 'of fenses .  
The Forens ic  Unit  works wi th  t h e  county j a i l  f a r  more than  wi th  t h e  c i t y  
j a i l  

The Forensic  Unit  s e rves  a l l  of t h e  1 0 t h  J u d i c i a l  C i r c u i t ,  even 
though i t s  hos t  agency, t h e  Peace River  Center f o r  Personal  Development, 
se rves  only t h e  western ha l f  of t h e  C i r c u i t ' s  t h r e e  count ies .  The Peace 
River  Center i s  a p r i v a t e  nonprof i t  community mental  h e a l t h  cen te r ,  
f inanced by f e d e r a l ,  s ta te ,  and county funds. It has  o u t p a t i e n t  o f f i c e s  
i n  Bartow and i n  two o t h e r  towns, and i t  ope ra t e s  a n  i n p a t i e n t  c e n t e r ,  
c a l l e d  "Wing E s o o  i n  t h e  county h o s p i t a l .  The Forens ic  Unit  o f t e n  r e f e r s  
p a t i e n t s  t o  these  o t h e r  f a c i l i t i e s  f o r  t reatment .  

The s ta te  pays f o r  i n p a t i e n t  t reatment  of i n d i g e n t s  f o r  up t o  

Wing E ,  u n l i k e  nea r ly  a l l  community mental  h e a l t h  
15  days; a f t e r  t h a t ,  t h e  s t a t e  w i l l  pay only  i f  t h e  person i s  t r a n s f e r r e d  
t o  a s ta te  h o s p i t a l ,  
c e n t e r  i n p a t i e n t  u n i t s  i n  F lo r ida ,  has  a secure  u n i t  and can  take  
fo rens i c  casesD The s ta te  runs t h r e e  l a r g e  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  around t h e  s ta te ,  wi th  over  a thousand beds i n  a l l .  Most 
cour t s ,  t he re fo re ,  send defendants  who are found incompetent t o  s tand  
t r i a l  o r  no t  g u i l t y  by reason of i n s a n i t y  ( o r ,  i n  l i m i t e d  cases, menta l ly  
disordered sex of fende r s )  t o  t h e  s ta te - run  f o r e n s i c  u n i t s .  But t h e  10 th  
J u d i c i a l  C i r c u i t  Court ,  i n  Bartow, can  send t h e s e  defendants  t o  t h e  
secure f a c i l i t i e s  of Wing E ,  a t  least  f o r  t h e  15  days dur ing  which t h e  
s ta te  pays f o r  i n p a t i e n t  t reatment .  

6.1 Hi s to ry  of t h e  Forensic  Unit  

The Forens ic  Unit began i n  J u l y  1975 under a Law Enforcement 
Ass is tance  Assoc ia t ion  ( L U )  g r a n t .  
y e a r l y  c o n t r a c t s  (some wi th  ex tens ions)  u n t i l  September 30, 1979. Before 
t h e  LEAA g r a n t ,  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  o r  psychologis t s  i n  t h e  county h o s p i t a l  o r  
i n  p r i v a t e  p r a c t i c e  performed f o r e n s i c  eva lua t ions  f o r  t h e  cour t s .  
county, by l a w ,  i s  required t o  pay f o r  f o r e n s i c  eva lua t ions ,  and t h e  
federally-funded f o r e n s i c  u n i t  r e l i e v e d  Polk County of t h i s  expense. 
Since t h e  te rmina t ion  of LEAA funds,  t h e  Forensic  Unit has  been funded 
s o l e l y  by t h e  r egu la r  county,  s ta te ,  and f e d e r a l  funding sources  f o r  the  
Peace River Center f o r  Personal  Development; t h e  Center now pays a l l  of 
t h e  Forens ic  Un i t ' s  expenses,  whereas i n  previous years i t  paid only t h e  
5 t o  25 percent  match money f o r  t h e  LEAA g ran t .  
w r i t i n g ,  has  re fused  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  Forens ic  Unit  above i t s  r egu la r  
appropr i a t ions  t o  t h e  Center,  Consequently, t h e  Forens ic  Unit  h a s  been 
g radua l ly  c u t  back s i n c e  September 30, 1979, and has reduced i t s  s e r v i c e s  

The funding was continued by f o u r  

The 

The county,  a t  t h i s  

96 



I 

t o  t h e  c o u r t s ,  j a i l ,  and pub l i c  defenders.  
examinations f o r  competency t o  s tand t r i a l  and s a n i t y  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  
o f f ense ,  i t  has reduced t h e  amount of screening and counseling of county 
j a i l  inmates, and it “pre-screens“ defendants  r e f e r r e d  by t h e  p u b l i c  
defenders.  
r e p o r t  

It has v i r t u a l l y  terminated 

These and o t h e r  changes w i l l  be descr ibed l a t e r  i n  t h i s  

6.2 Outl ine of t h e  Functions and A c t i v i t i e s  of t h e  Forensic  Unit 

The Forensic  Unit  performs a wide v a r i e t y  of services f o r  t h e  
c r imina l  j u s t i c e  system of t h e  1 0 t h  C i r c u i t .  A s  one s t a f f  member s a i d ,  
t h e  Unit “pampers” judges and o t h e r  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  personnel  by 
providing s e r v i c e s  whenever needed, s e r v i c e s  t h a t  t hey  could probably no t  
o b t a i n  otherwise.  
Flor ida.  
g e n e r a l l y  cons ide r  i t  a model program, l a r g e l y  because of i t s  
comprehensiveness. 

The Forensic  Unit was t h e  f i r s t  such p r o j e c t  i n  
Its s t a f f  and o t h e r  F l o r i d a  f o r e n s i c  mental  h e a l t h  s p e c i a l i s t s  

T h i s  r e p o r t  w i l l  d e s c r i b e  i n  d e t a i l  on ly  t h r e e  of t h e  Un i t ’ s  
many a c t i v i t i e s  and func t ions :  inmate sc reen ing ,  s c reen ings  f o r  t h e  
pub l i c  defenders ,  and mental  examinations f o r  t h e  c o u r t s .  These are 
t h r e e  of t h e  four.most important a c t i v i t i e s - - t h e  f o u r t h  i s  j u v e n i l e  
screening,  which i s  o u t s i d e  t h e  scope of t h e  p re sen t  study. 
be summarized i n  t h e  next s e c t i o n  of t h e  r e p o r t  and descr ibed a t  g r e a t e r  
l e n g t h  i n  l a t e r  s e c t i o n s .  

These w i l l  

The fol lowing i s  a b r i e f  d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  o t h e r  f u n c t i o n s  of 
t h e  Unit ,  which w i l l  no t  be d e a l t  w i t h  f u r t h e r  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t :  

Custody eva lua t ions .  
examinations i n  custody cases, inc lud ing  c h i l d  abuse cases. 
Since t h e  Unit g e t s  paid f o r  t h e s e  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  t hey  l a r g e l y  
superseded t h e  e v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  competency and s a n i t y  a f t e r  t h e  
LEAA g r a n t  terminated. 

Juven i l e  screening.  
p e r  month) f o r  t h e  c o u r t s  o r  t h e  state youth s e r v i c e s  agency, 
mainly t o  a i d  i n  t h e  d i s p o s i t i o n  s t a g e  of j u v e n i l e  proceedings. 

The Un i t ’ s  p sycho log i s t s  perform mental  

The Unit  performs e v a l u a t i o n s  (about 1 0  

Education and t r a i n i n g .  
courses  and o t h e r  t r a i n i n g  programs t o  t h e  p o l i c e ,  p a r o l e  
o f f i c e r s ,  and o t h e r  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system personnel.  This 
f u n c t i o n  has  l a r g e l y  disappeared a f t e r  t h e  t e rmina t ion  of t h e  
LEAA g r a n t .  

The Unit  personnel  have g i v e n  many 

L ia i son  between t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system and mental  h e a l t h  
system. A Forensic  Unit  s o c i a l  worker s e r v e s  part-t ime as 
l i a i s o n  between t h e s e  two systems, performing a wide v a r i e t y  o f -  
i n fo rma t iona l  s e r v i c e s ,  l a r g e l y  informing personnel  i n  each 
system about t h e  procedures i n  t h e  o the r .  
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Presentence eva lua t ions .  A s  w i l l  be desc r ibed  la te r ,  t h e  
Forensic  Unit  provides  much in fo rma t ion  used i n  sentencing when 
it  e v a l u a t e s  and s c r e e n s  defendants  du r ing  t h e  p r e t r i a l  s tage.  
The Unit  a l s o  performs some pos t conv ic t ion  e v a l u a t i o n s  a t  t h e  
r eques t  of t h e  c o u r t  o r  t h e  Pa ro le  and Probat ion Commission. 
Requests f o r  t h e s e  examinations are l i m i t e d ,  however, because 
any defendant w i t h  mental  problems would u s u a l l y  be screened by 
t h e  Unit  be fo re  t r ia l .  U n t i l  1978, t h e  Forensic  Unit  a l s o  
scored and i n t e r p r e t e d  psychological  tests g iven  by Probat ion 
and Pa ro le  f o r  presentence i n v e s t i g a t i o n s .  

Quick Screeningso 
a s o c i a l  worker, o f t e n  performs quick sc reen ings  f o r  v a r i o u s  
c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system o f f i c i a l s .  
advis ing t h e  c o u r t  when s e t t i n g  bond, and adv i s ing  t h e  s ta te 's  
a t t o r n e y  of whether o r  n o t  t o  drop charges a g a i n s t  a mental ly  
ill person and a r r ange  f o r  commitment o r  o u t p a t i e n t  mental  
h e a l t h  services. The quick sc reen ings ,  which are much less 
thorough t h a n  t h e  screenings and e v a l u a t i o n s  d i scussed  la ter ,  
t y p i c a l l y  t a k e  only about 15 minutes and r e s u l t  i n  a s h o r t  
l e t t e r  s t a t i n g  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 's  f i n d i n g s .  Also, t h e  Unit 
occas iona l ly  a d v i s e s  t h e  p o l i c e  i n  i n d i v i d u a l  cases; examples 
are drawing a psychological  p r o f i l e  of t h e  murderer in a n  
unsolved crime and a d v i s i n g  policemen about how t o  handle 
i n d i v i d u a l s  who appear mental ly  ill. 

A member of t h e  Forensic  Unit  s t a f f ,  u s u a l l y  

Common examples are 

Treatment of inmates. The Forensic  Unit  has a r a t h e r  l i m i t e d  
t reatment  func t ion .  One of t h e  more important programs i n  t h e  
p a s t  was s o c i a l  worker counsel ing o f  county j a i l  inmates, but 
t h i s  has  been v i r t u a l l y  e l imina ted  a f t e r  t h e  funding cutback. 
Also, a p s y c h i a t r i s t  goes t o  t h e  j a i l  one a f t e rnoon  a week, 
mainly t o  p r e s c r i b e  drugs.  This  s e r v i c e  w a s  r e c e n t l y  expanded 
from one v i s i t  every two weeks t o  one every week. 

The Unit s t a f f  emphasize t h a t  t h i s  broad range of a c t i v i t i e s  
forms a n  interconnected and i n t e g r a t e d  set of s e r v i c e s  t o  t h e  c r imina l  
j u s t i c e  system, Hence, t h e  r e s t r i c t i o n s  r equ i r ed  by t h e  funding problems 
may have broad repercussions beyond t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  a c t i v i t i e s  c u t  back or  
e l imina tedo  

6 0 3  Forensic  Unit  S t a f f  

The Forensic  Unit ,  whi le  funded by L E U ,  w a s  s t a f f e d  by a 
p r o j e c t  d i r e c t o r ,  a Ph.D. psychologis t ,  who performed a l l  t h e  mental  
eva lua t ions ;  a s e c r e t a r y ;  and f o u r  B.S. and M.A. l e v e l  p sycho log i s t s ,  
s o c i a l  workers, o r  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  s p e c i a l i s t s .  For t h e  sake of 
convenience, t h e  las t  f o u r  s t a f f  members w i l l  be r e f e r r e d  t o  as " s o c i a l  
workers" i n  t h i s  r epor t .  The s o c i a l  workers tended t o  s p e c i a l i z e  i n  one 
o r  two of t h e  fol lowing a c t i v i t i e s :  j u v e n i l e  work, j a i l  screening and 
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counsel ing,  screening a t  t h e  request  of t h e  pub l i c  defenders ,  and 
compiling information supplementing t h e  psycho log i s t ' s  mental 
examinations. A l l ,  however, have done a wide v a r i e t y  of work a t  t h e  Unit. 

The t e rmina t ion  of federal funding r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  following 
s t a f f  changes: t h e  p r o j e c t  d i r e c t o r  has become t h e  c l i n i c a l  d i r e c t o r  of 
t h e  Peace River  Center,  t h e  pa ren t  o rgan iza t ion ,  and now spends only one 
day p e r  week on Forensic  Unit  d u t i e s .  A second doc to ra t e - l eve l  c l i n i c a l  
psychologis t ,  t h e  Center ' s  d i r e c t o r  of program e v a l u a t i o n ,  has been 
assigned t o  t h e  Forensic  U n i t  f o r  20 pe rcen t  of h i s  t i m e .  Each performs 
one o r  two e v a l u a t i o n s  p e r  week. 
from f o u r  t o  two fu l l - t ime  workers, p l u s  a t h i r d  f o r  one a f t e rnoon  a 
week. On t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e r e  has  been a s l i g h t  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  t i m e  
spent  i n  t h e  j a i l  by t h e  Center ' s  p s y c h i a t r i s t ;  but he i s  not  i n  t h e  
Forensic  Unit ,  and he treats p r i s o n e r s  r a t h e r  t h a n  conducting f o r e n s i c  
screening . 

The s t a f f  of s o c i a l  workers w a s  c u t  

6.4 Case Process Flow 

The process  f low diagrams, F igu res  14, 1 5 - a n d  16,  summarize t h e  
procedures used i n  t h e  Forensic  Unit  e v a l u a t i o n s  and g i v e  a n  o v e r a l l  
p i c t u r e  of t h e  U n i t ' s  ope ra t ions .  I n  s p i t e  of i t s  small s t a f f ,  t h e  Unit 
i s . v e r y  complex, l a r g e l y  because i t  performs many d u t i e s  f o r  t h e  judges,  
pub l i c  defenders ,  and o t h e r  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system personnel.  Also, t h e  
f low diagrams do not  r e f l e c t  t h e  many changes i n  procedures,  caused 
l a r g e l y  by f i n a n c i a l  problems. The diagrams r ep resen t  procedures a t  t h e  
t i m e  of t h e  p r e s e n t  s tudy,  seven months af ter  t e rmina t ion  of LEAA funds. 

The diagrams p resen t  s i m p l i f i e d  ve r s ions  of t h e  Un i t ' s  
operat ions.  F i r s t ,  t hey  show only t h r e e  of t h e  U n i t ' s  many 
functions--treatment screening a t  j a i l ,  prel iminary screening,  and mental 
examinations. Second, t hey  l e a v e  ou t  some d e t a i l s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  rou te s  
used i n  only a small p o r t i o n  of t h e  cases. Third,  t h e  s e p a r a t i o n  of t h e  
t h r e e  programs i n t o  s e p a r a t e  f low diagrams h ides  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  
much i n t e r a c t i o n  between them. 

6.4.1 Treatment Screening 

Treatment screening i s  depicted i n  Figure 14 .  A Forensic  Unit 
s o c i a l  worker s c r e e n s  county j a i l  inmates t o  determine what, i f  any, 
t reatment  t hey  should receive.  
nu r se  o r  by a j a i l  guard,  prompted by obse rva t ions  of t h e  inmate's 
behavior i n  j a i l .  
i f  mental h e a l t h  t r ea tmen t  i s  needed. Treatment o p t i o n s  are referral  t o  
Wing E,  a n  i n p a t i e n t  mental  f a c i l i t y ;  r e f e r r a l  t o  a p s y c h i a t r i s t  f o r  
p o s s i b l e  medication; o r  s o c i a l  worker counseling. The s o c i a l  worker may 
a l s o  recommend t h a t  t h e  j a i l  g i v e  t h e  inmate s p e c i a l  t r ea tmen t ,  e.g., 
s eg rega t ion ,  and may inform t h e  inmate's a t t o r n e y  of t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of 
mental problems. 

R e f e r r a l s  are u s u a l l y  made by t h e  j a i l  

The s o c i a l  worker i n t e rv i ews  t h e  inmate t o  determine 
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6.4.2 Prel iminary Mental Screening 

' As shown i n  F igu re  15, a s o c i a l  worker s c r e e n s  defendants  w i th  
p o s s i b l e  mental h e a l t h  problems, u s u a l l y  a t  t h e  r eques t  of t h e  p u b l i c  
defender.  These p r e t r i a l  s c reen ings  have two purposes : t o  determine 
whether a f u l l  mental  examination f o r  incompetency and i n s a n i t y  i s  
warranted; and t o  d e t e c t  mental h e a l t h  problems and recommend t reatment .  
The p u b l i c  defenders  o f t e n  use  t h e  l a t t e r  information i n  p l e a  bargaining 
d i scuss ions  and i n  sentencing hear ings,  even though t h e  prel iminary 
mental screenings occurred a t  t h e  p r e t r i a l  s tage.  

A Forensic  Unit s o c i a l  worker v i s i t s  t h e  pub l i c  defender 's  
o f f i c e  each week and pre-screens t h e  lawyers' r e q u e s t s  for screenings.  
The pre-screening i s  a quick prel iminary screening without interviewing 
t h e  defendant.  I f  a case i s  accepted f o r  screening,  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 
t h e n  t a k e s  from t h e  pub l i c  de fende r ' s  f i l e s  whatever information (e.g., 
t h e  arrest r e p o r t )  may be h e l p f u l  i n  t h e  screening.  The case i s  s e n t  t o  
ano the r  s o c i a l  worker, who s t u d i e s  t h e  information obtained,  i n t e rv i ews  
the  defendant ,  and g i v e s  psychological  tests. Occasional ly ,  p a s t  mental  
h o s p i t a l  records are requested,  and i n t e r v i e w s  may be held wi th  p o l i c e  or 
o t h e r s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t o  check t h e  de fendan t ' s  account of t h e  crime. 

The s o c i a l  worker t hen  writes a r e p o r t ,  which u s u a l l y  
recommends a g a i n s t  a mental examination. 
s c reen ing  almost always fo l lows  t h e  recommendation. Most r e p o r t s  a l s o  
conclude t h a t  t h e  defendant has  some mental  problems and would b e n e f i t  
from treatment .  These suggest ions a re  considered i n  p l e a  bargaining 
n e g o t i a t i o n s  and i n  sentencing dec i s ions .  

The person r eques t ing  t h e  

6 . 4 . 3  Mental Examinations 

Mental examinations,  which a r e  t h e  t o p i c  of F igu re  1 6 ,  are made 

The b a s i c  purpose of t h e  mental  
pursuant t o  c o u r t  o r d e r  and a re  conducted by a psycho log i s t ,  wi th  
prel iminary r e s e a r c h  by a s o c i a l  worker. 
examination i s  t o  o b t a i n  expe r t  adv ice  about whether t h e  defendant i s  
incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l  o r  w a s  i n sane  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  offense.  
Some 30 o r  40 percen t  of t h e  c o u r t  o r d e r s  f o r  mental  examinations fo l low 
prel iminary sc reen ings  t h a t  recommend a n  examination. Usually,  however, 
t h e  c o u r t  r e q u e s t s  t h e  examination, e i t h e r  sua  sponte  o r  a t  t h e  r eques t  
of defense counsel ,  because a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  r eques t  t h e  defendant is 
i n  Wing E af ter  a t reatment  screening i n  j a i l ,  o r  because t h e  judge 
otherwise b e l i e v e s  that t h e  de fendan t ' s  behavior shows he may w e l l  be 
mental ly  ill 

A s o c i a l  worker performs t h e  f i r s t  s t a g e s  of a n  examination. 
The s o c i a l  worker g a t h e r s  and s t u d i e s  t h e  p o l i c e  r e p o r t ,  i n t e rv i ews  t h e  
defendant,  admin i s t e r s  t h e  Minnesota Mult iphasic  P e r s o n a l i t y  Inventory 
(MMPI) and sometimes o t h e r  psychological  tests,  and a c q u i r e s  mental  
h e a l t h  r eco rds ,  i f  a v a i l a b l e .  The psychologis t ,  a f t e r  reviewing t h e  
information gathered by t h e  s o c i a l  worker, i n t e rv i ews  t h e  defendant and , 
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f i l l s  o u t  two forms developed by t h e  Unit ,  a n  Adult Evaluat ion f o r a  and a 
Competency Interview form (see Appendix U> Before w r i t i n g  t h e  repor t ,  
t he  psychologis t  o f t e n  o r d e r s  a n  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  t o  check s t a t emen t s  t h e  
defendant made i n  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  and u s u a l l y  d i s c u s s e s  t h e  case w i t h  o t h e r  
Forensic  Unit s t a f f o  

The psychologis t  sends t h e  c o u r t  a l e t te r  g iv ing  his o v e r a l l  
conclusions about t h e  de fendan t ' s  competency and s a n i t y .  The c o u r t  
v i r t u a l l y  always fol lows t h e  recommendation, which w i t h  few except ions i s  
t h a t  t h e  defendant i s  competent and w a s  sane a t  t h e  time of t h e  offense.  
The psychologis t  a l s o  prepares  a n  ex tens ive  r e p o r t  of his f i n d i n g s ,  which 
i s  s e n t  t o  t h e  publ ic  defender.  
f u l l  r e p o r t  only i f  the defendant i s  convicted,  t o  be used when 
sentencing t h e  defendant 

In  most cases t h e  judge r e c e i v e s  tbis 

6 . 5  Delineat ion of Mental Heal th  Information Requirements 

T h i s  s e c t i o n  w i l l  d e s c r i b e  t h e  screening f o r  t reatment  of  j a i l  
inmates and t h e  i n i t i a l  s t a g e s  of prel iminary screenings and mental  
examinations of defendants.  These a c t i v i t i e s  are l a r g e l y  devoted t o  
determining when cases should go on t o  l a te r  screening s t a g e s  and t o  
providing information that w i l l  be used there. 

The Forensic  Unit s t a f f ,  during f e d e r a l  funding, cons i s t ed  of a 
fu l l - t ime  psychologis t  and t h r e e  s o c i a l  workers,  one of whom worked on  
juven i l e  matters, a f a c e t  of t h e  Unit 's  work t h a t  i s  no t  desc r ibed  here.  
At t h e  t i m e  of w r i t i n g p  one fu l l - t ime  and one part-t ime s o c i a l  worker and 
two part- t ime psychologis ts  screen a d u l t  cases. 

6.5.1 Treatment Screening of J a i l  Inmates 

T h i s  screening i s  u s u a l l y  t r i g g e r e d  by a r eques t  from t h e  j a i l  
nurse f o r  screening of an  inmate whom she b e l i e v e s  t o  have mental  h e a l t h  
problems. Many r e f e r r a l s  are made by o t h e r  j a i l  personnel ,  t oo ,  
e s p e c i a l l y  j a i l  guards;  and a few are made by judges.  Some treatment  
screening i s  done by the Forensic  Unit i n  conjunct ion w i t h  prel iminary 
screenings o r  mental examinations. The inmates screened are almost 
always defendants  i n  the  county j a i l  awai t ing t r i a l .  Only a few are 
convicted and sentenced defendants ,  and few are defendants  i n  t h e  c i t y  
j a i l -  The r eques t s  are almost a l w a y s  made by telephone o r  i n  person when 
a s o c i a l  worker v i s i t s  t h e  j a i l .  

Before the  funding cutback i n  l a t e  1979,  a s o c i a l  worker went 
t o  t h e  j a i l  every day t o  sc reen  o r  counsel inmates. 
f r equen t ,  but occur only i n  response to emergency ca l l s .  (Some inmates 
who would o r d i n a r i l y  be screened by t h e  s o c i a l  worker are now r e f e r r e d  t o  
t h e  Peace River Center p s y c h i a t r i s t  f o r  p o s s i b l e  medication.)  The only 
in fo rma t ion  received by t h e  s o c i a l  worker be fo re  t h e  screening i s  a 
d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  inmate's a c t i v i t i e s  as  t o l d  by t h e  j a i l  nurse o r  o t h e r  
r e f e r r a l  agent 

V i s i t s  are s t i l l  
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I 
I The s o c i a l  worker t y p i c a l l y  g i v e s  t h e  inmate a quick mental 

s t a t u s  examination i n  a n  in t e rv i ew t h a t  t a k e s  about  f i f t e e n  minutes t o  an  
hour. Psychological  tests a re  r a r e l y  given. The s o c i a l  worker, a f t e r  
t h e  s h o r t  examination, sometimes informs t h e  j a i l  t h a t  t h e  inmate i s  not 
mental ly  ill o r  has no problem amenable t o  mental  h e a l t h  t reatment .  
Otherwise, t h e  s o c i a l  worker has  s e v e r a l  r e f e r r a l  opt ions.  

R e f e r r a l  t o  Wing E. I f  t h e  s o c i a l  worker b e l i e v e s  t h e  inmate 
needs i n p a t i e n t  mental care, she  r e f e r s  t h e  inmate t o  Wing E ,  
t h e  p s y c h i a t r i c  u n i t  of t h e  county h o s p i t a l ,  operated by t h e  
Peace River  Center. The s t a f f  of Wing E ,  however, a c t u a l l y ,  
determines whether t h e  inmate i s  admit ted,  but  few inmates 
r e f e r r e d  are returned t o  t h e  j a i l  without  s t a y i n g  i n  Wing E f o r  
a t  least  one o r  two days. About a q u a r t e r  of t h e  inmates 
screened are s e n t  t o  Wing E. 

R e f e r r a l  t o  a p s y c h i a t r i s t .  
inmate does not  need i n p a t i e n t  care but  may need psychotropic  
medication, s h e  makes a n  appointment f o r  t h e  Peace River  Center 
p s y c h i a t r i s t ' s  next  weekly v i s i t  t o  t h e  ja i l .  Approximately, a 
t h i r d  a re  r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  

S o c i a l  worker counseling. Before f e d e r a l  funding ended, t h e  
s o c i a l  worker gave some inmates weekly counsel ing se s s ions .  
The Unit ,  a t  t h i s  w r i t i n g ,  has almost completely terminated 
t h i s  s e r v i c e .  

Advice t o  j a i l  personnel.  F i n a l l y ,  t h e  s o c i a l  worker may 
a d v i s e  t h e  nu r se  o r  guards about t h e  handling of t h e  inmate, 
such as  using a n  obse rva t ion  c e l l  i f  t h e  inmate i s  s u i c i d a l .  

After t h e  screening,  t h e  s o c i a l  worker o f t e n  informs t h e  

Also, counsel  o f t e n  learns of t h e  mental  problem because 

I f  t h e  s o c i a l  worker b e l i e v e s  t h e  

inmate's a t t o r n e y  ( g e n e r a l l y  a p u b l i c  defender)  t h a t  t h e  c l i e n t  has a 
mental  problem. 
he o r  she i s  n o t i f i e d  that t h e  c l i e n t  w a s  s e n t  t o  Wing E. I n  t h i s  way, 
t h e  t r ea tmen t  s c reen ing  of inmates sometimes l e a d s  i n t o  t h e  U n i t ' s  l a t e r  
e v a l u a t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s ,  because t h e  lawyer w i l l  g e n e r a l l y  r eques t  f u r t h e r  
e v a l u a t i o n s  whenever he l e a r n s  t h a t  h i s  c l i e n t  has a mental  problem. 
(Most defendants  screened la ter ,  however, were o r i g i n a l l y  no t  screened a t  
t h e  r eques t  of j a i l  personnel ;  r a t h e r  they are r e f e r r e d  by pub l i c  
defenders  who, r a t h e r  t han  t h e  j a i l  personnel ,  f i r s t  l e a r n  about p o s s i b l e  
mental  h e a l t h  problems. Nevertheless ,  t h e  defendants  found incompetent 
t o  s t and  t r i a l  were g e n e r a l l y  f i r s t  l a b e l e d  as having a mental  problem 
while  i n  j a i l ,  and they  were r e f e r r e d  t o  Wing E be fo re  t h e  mental 
examination.) 
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6-5.2 Del inea t ions  and I n i t i a t i o n  of Pre l iminary  Mental 
Screenings 

I n  s p i t e  of  t h e  f e d e r a l  cutbacks,  one of  t h e  major t a s k s  of t h e  
Forens ic  Unit i s  s t i l l  screening  defendants ,  u s u a l l y  a t  the reques t  of 
pub l i c  defenders ,  before  a f u l l  mental  examination i s  ordered. 
Prel iminary screenings  are performed by Unit s o c i a l  workers; mental 
examinations are given by psychologis t s  and are,  t y p i c a l l y ,  more thorough 
than screenings 

During t h e  U n i t v s  f i r s t  year ,  t h e  s t a f f  no t iced  that t h e  Court ,  
a t  t h e  reques t  of publ ic  defenders ,  asked f o r  many mental examinations 
that were c l e a r l y  not  warranted by incompetency and i n s a n i t y  i s sues .  A t  
t h e  same t i m e ,  publ ic  defenders  sometimes requested quick, informal  
eva lua t ions  from the  Unit t o  determine if there were v a l i d  mental  h e a l t h  
i s s u e s  ., The Unit i n  response,  formalized t h e  i n i t i a l  screening 
procedures; and t h e  pub l i c  defenders  and t h e  Court now use  them f o r ,  
among o t h e r  purposes,  determining whether a f u l l  mental  examination 
should be requested.  Prel iminary screenings  are not  requested when i t  
seems obvious t h a t  t h e  defendant has a severe mental  problem; defendants  
sen t  t o  Wing E a f t e r  treatment screening by a Forens ic  Unit  s o c i a l  
worker, t h e r e f o r e ,  u sua l ly  r ece ive  f u l l  mental examinations without a 
prel iminary screening.  

The main reasons,  a l b e i t  i m p l i c i t ,  f o r  pub l i c  defenders '  
r eques t s  f o r  Forensic  Unit sc reening  are  not  incompetency o r  i n s a n i t y  
I s s u e s ,  nor " t o  determine i f  a f u l l - s c a l e  examination i s  necessary" a s  
s t a t e d  i n  t h e  form f o r  sc reening  r e f e r r a l s  (see Appendix R) .  While these  
are reasons  f o r  some r e f e r r a l s ,  i n  most cases t h e  pub l i c  defenders '  
major, and sometimes t h e  s o l e ,  reason f o r  reques t ing  screening  i s  t o  
i d e n t i f y  mi t iga t ing  f a c t o r s  t h a t  might persuade s t a t e ' s  a t t o r n e y s  t o  
lower their plea bargaining demands, o r  t h a t  might persuade judges t o  
g ive  more l e n i e n t  sentences,  The s o c i a l  worker 's  screening r e p o r t ,  
t h e r e f o r e ,  bes ides  g iv ing  a n  i n i t i a l  de te rmina t ion  of poss ib l e  
incompetency o r  i n s a n i t y ,  u sua l ly  g ives  mental  h e a l t h  information that . 

might exp la in  t h e  crime and suggest  t rea tment  o r  d i s p o s i t i o n  a l t e r n a t i v e s  
f o r  t h e  defendant 

Af t e r  s e v e r a l  yea r s  of experience w i t h  this pre l iminary  
screening procedure,  t h e  Forensic  Unit s t a f f  aga in  concluded t h a t  pub l i c  
defenders  r e f e r  too  many cases without  s u b s t a n t i a l  mental  h e a l t h  i s s u e s .  
The s t a f f  f e l t ,  f o r  example, t h a t  t h e  a t t o r n e y s  d id  not  s tudy t h e  
defendants  c l o s e l y  enough before  making r e f e r r a l s  and that t h e  a t t o r n e y s  
sometimes used t h e  screenings  as a de lay  tac t ic .  Under t h e  c o n s t r a i n t s  
imposed by f e d e r a l  funding cutbacks,  t h e  Unit  i n i t i a t e d  s t i l l  another  
sc reening  level--i .e. ,  a t h i r d  l e v e l .  
pub l i c  de fende r9s  o f f i c e  each Tuesday af te rnoon t o  "pre-screen" t h e  
screening  reques ts .  
reques t  t e l l s  the  s o c i a l  worker why he th inks  t h e  c l i e n t  should be 
screened.  Based on this informal  d i scuss ion ,  t h e  s o c i a l  worker dec ides  
whether o r  not t h e r e  i s  a s u f f i c i e n t  p r o b a b i l i t y  that t h e  defendant has,  

A s o c i a l  worker now goes t o  the 

Each lawyer making a pre l iminary  mental  sc reening  
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o r  had, s u b s t a n t i a l  mental h e a l t h  problems--problems that might l ead  t o  
a n  incompetency o r  i n s a n i t y  f ind ing  o r  that might c o n s t i t u t e  mi t iga t ing  
circumstances.  The s o c i a l  worker a l s o  o f t e n  a d v i s e s  t h e  pub l i c  defenders  
t o  send s p e c i f i c  cases t o  drug o r  a l coho l  u n i t s  of o t h e r  agencies ,  r a t h e r  
than  t o  t h e  Forensic  Unit. I 

1. 
I 
1. 
I 
I 

I 
1 
I 
1 

Although t h e  screenings  are performed mainly f o r  t h e  pub l i c  
defenders ,  some are requested by t h e  c o u r t s ,  and a few by t h e  s ta te 's  
a t t o r n e y  o r  t h e  Probat ion  and Pa ro le  Commission. 
purpose i s  t o  look f o r  mi t iga t ing  circumstances and f o r  mental  h e a l t h  
t reatment  needs. A few reques t s  from the c o u r t s ,  however, are t o  
determine i f  t h e r e  i s  enough p r o b a b i l i t y  of  incompetency o r  i n s a n i t y  t o  
j u s t i f y  f u l l  mental examination. During t h e  per iod  of f e d e r a l  funding, 
c o u r t s  were f a r  more l i k e l y  than  not  t o  o rde r  a f u l l  examination without 
pre l iminary  screening.  As i s  d iscussed  later i n  this r e p o r t ,  however, 
t h e  Forensic  Unit ,  a t  this wr i t i ng ,  no longer  accep t s  r eques t s  f o r  mental 
examinations (by Forens ic  Unit psychologis t s ) .  Consequently, t h e  c o u r t s  
are making more use of  t h e  screenings  (by a Forensic  Unit s o c i a l  worker) 
t o  dec ide  whether t o  o rde r  mental  examinations (by p r i v a t e  psychologis t s  
and p s y c h i a t r i s t s ) .  

Again, t h e  most common 

Screening r eques t s  from the pub l i c  defenders  are made using a 
s i m p l e  form, which was developed j o i n t l y  by t h e  Forens ic  Unit  and t h e  
pub l i c  defender ' s  o f f i c e  (See Appendix R ) .  A completed form reques.ts a 
screening  t o  determine i f  a f u l l - s c a l e  examination i s  necessary.  The 
form has space f o r  the defendant ' s  name, b i r t h  d a t e ,  t h e  d a t e  of t h e  
r eques t ,  and t h e  f u t u r e  cour t  appearances scheduled. There i s  a l s o  a 
s e c t i o n  f o r  comments, but  t h e  comments are seldom extens ive .  

The complete screening r eques t  form is t y p i c a l l y  accompanied by 
a g r e a t  d e a l  of o the r  information about t h e  defendant.  The pre-screening 
s o c i a l  worker w r i t e s  a s h o r t  note  t o  t h e  s o c i a l  worker who w i l l  do t h e  
screening ,  and t h e  two o f t e n  d i scuss  t h e  case informal ly .  Also,  t h e  
pre-screening s o c i a l  worker cpmpiles as  much informat ion  a s  p o s s i b l e  from 
t h e  pub l i c  defender ' s  records ,  inc luding  t h e  i n t a k e  form and t h e  p o l i c e  
r e p o r t  of t h e  a l l eged  crime. (Before t h e  pre-screening procedure was 
i n i t i a t e d ,  t h e  Unit con t inua l ly  urged t h e  pub l i c  defenders  t o  send more 
informat ion  w i t h  their reques ts .  
considered e s p e c i a l l y  important.  The s o c i a l  worker, i n  a d d i t i o n ,  o f t e n  
d iscussed  cases  w i t h  the a t t o r n e y s  t o  o b t a i n  more informat ion  and t o  
p inpoin t  t h e  reason f o r  the reques t . )  

The p o l i c e  o f f ense  r e p o r t  was, and i s ,  

6.5.3 I n i t i a t i o n  of Mental Examinations 

The next  a spec t  of Forensic  Unit  eva lua t ion  of defendants  i s  
t h e  mental  examination. 
examinations i n  c r imina l  cases. Before t h e  cutback,  the Un i t ' s  
psychologis t  conducted t e n  o r  f i f t e e n  examinations p e r  month. 
number was gradual ly  decreased during t h e  f i r s t  months of 1980. Then, on 
May 19 th ,  t h e  Unit s e n t  a l e t te r  t o  t h e  c o u r t s ,  pub l i c  defender 

The l o s s  of f e d e r a l  monies hbs seve re ly  c u t  back 

T h i s  

I 
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and s h e r i f f ,  announcing t h a t  i t  would no l o n g e r  accep t  court-ordered 
competency and s a n i t y  examinations of i n d i g e n t  defendants  (a l though i t  
w i l l  perform examinations when reimbursed, f o r  example i n  custody 
cases)- 
c o u r t s  i f  g iven  $30,000 y e a r l y  f o r  t h e  necessary s t a f f .  
s t a t e d  i n  t h e  l e t te r ,  t h e s e  funds would probably have t o  come from t h e  
county. Without Forensic  Unit  s e r v i c e s ,  t h e  c o u r t s  must u s e  p r i v a t e  
psychologis ts  and p s y c h i a t r i s t s  f o r  mental  examinations,  and by - l aw t h e  
County must pay t h e i r  f ees .  
r e p o r t  w i l l  d e s c r i b e  t h e  mental  examinations as they  were performed by 
t h e  Unit  during t h e  per iod of f e d e r a l  funding and i t  w i l l  on ly  b r i e f l y  
desc r ibe  t h e  subsequent changes.) 

The le t ter  added t h a t  t h e  Unit would resume t h e  s e r v i c e  t o  t h e  
Although no t  

(Because of t h e  u n c e r t a i n  f u t u r e ,  t h i s  

Requests f o r  mental  examinations are always made by t h e  c o u r t s ,  
and almost always by t h e  C i r c u i t  Court r a t h e r  t han  t h e  County Court. 
Also, most o r d e r s  are prompted by pub l i c  defender  p e t i t i o n s .  
issues a few o r d e r s  sua sponte ,  t y p i c a l l y  i n  e a r l y  s t a g e s  of t h e  c o u r t  
proceedings be fo re  t h e  p u b l i c  defender  i s  appointed. 

The c o u r t  

Some o r d e r s ,  as mentioned above, f o l l o w  from Forensic  Unit 
screening r e p o r t s  recommending f u l l  mental  examinations. 
defender r ece iv ing  such a r e p o r t  r o u t i n e l y  pas ses  i t  on t o  t h e  C i r c u i t  
Court and p e t i t i o n s  f o r  a n  examination. 
mental examination whenever t h e  c o u r t  r e c e i v e s  such a r e p o r t ,  e i t h e r  from 
t h e  p u b l i c  defender  o r  d i r e c t l y  from t h e  Forensic  Unit  (when t h e  
screening i s  ordered by t h e  c o u r t ) .  
a g a i n s t  a mental  examination, t h e  c o u r t  o r  p u b l i c  defender  can, but 
r a r e l y  does,  p r e s s  f u r t h e r  f o r  a n  examination. 

A pub l i c  

A judge r o u t i n e l y  o r d e r s  a f u l l  

If t h e  sc reen ing  . r epor t  recommended 

Although a l a r g e  number of o r d e r s  f o r  mental  examinations 
f o l l o w  sc reen ing  r e p o r t s  recommending them, 60 t o  70 pe rcen t  of t h e  
o r d e r s  are i n  cases where t h e  defendant w a s  no t  screened. 
defender  r o u t i n e l y  r eques t s ,  and t h e  c o u r t  r o u t i n e l y  g r a n t s ,  examinations 
i n  c a p i t a l  cases without prel iminary screening.  
Wing E af ter  t h e  t reatment  s c reen ing  i n  j a i l  are 'considered t o  be c e r t a i n  
cand ida te s  f o r  mental  examination, and judges t y p i c a l l y  do not r e q u i r e  
p re l imina ry  sc reen ingo  F i n a l l y ,  a judge may b e l i e v e  t h a t  a defendant 's  
behavior,  during f i r s t  appearance o r  arraignment,  i n d i c a t e s  t h e  need f o r  
a mental  examination- 
t o  i s s u e  a n  o r d e r  i s  t h e  concern t h a t  a defendant may be dangerous and 
may harm o t h e r s  i f  o u t  on bond. 
o f t e n  accompanied by a r e f u s a l  t o  g r a n t  bond.) 

The p u b l i c  

Defendants placed i n  

(A f a c t o r  t h a t  sometimes e n t e r s  a j udge ' s  d e c i s i o n  

An o r d e r  f o r  a mental  examination i s  

Pub l i c  defenders  and o t h e r  defense a t t o r n e y s  are f r e e  t o  
p e t i t i o n  t h a t  t h e  mental  examination be made by someone o t h e r  t han  t h e  
Forens i c  Unit s t a f f o  Such r e q u e s t s  are n o t  unusual,  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  
c a p i t a l  cases, probably because t h e  Forensic  Unit  has  a h i s t o r y  of not  
o f t e n  recommending incompetency o r  i n s a n i t y .  
been r e l u c t a n t  t o  comply w i t h  such r e q u e s t s  when made f o r  i n d i g e n t  
defendants ,  because judges have confidence i n  t h e  Forensic  Unit s t a f f ,  
and because t h e  county would have t o  pay f o r  such examinations. 

Judges have t r a d i t i o n a l l y  
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The pub l i c  defender ' s  o f f i c e  t y p i c a l l y  prepares  a judge ' s  o rde r  
f o r  a mental examination. Af t e r  t h e  c o u r t  g r a n t s  a p e t i t i o n  f o r  an 
examination, a s e c r e t a r y  ca l l s  the  Forens ic  Unit  s e c r e t a r y  and ar ranges  a 
t i m e  f o r  a n  in t e rv i ew w i t h  t h e  Forensic  Unit psychologis t .  
defender ' s  s e c r e t a r y  places this d a t e  on t h e  o rde r ,  o b t a i n s  t h e  judge 's  
s igna tu re ,  and sends t h e  o rde r  t o  t h e  Forens ic  Unit ,  where i t  i s  placed 
i n  the  defendant ' s  record.  The psychologis t  t y p i c a l l y  has a s u b s t a n t i a l  
backlog; s o  t h e  in te rv iews  are scheduled a month o r  two i n  t h e  future'. 

The pub l i c  

The order  i s  gene ra l ly  i n  s tandard ized  form ( s e e  Appendix S) 
and i s  d i r e c t e d  t o  t h e  Forensic  Unit s t a f f .  The form o rde r  was composed 
j o i n t l y  by t h e  pub l i c  defender ,  the Forensic  Uni t ,  and one of t h e  C i r c u i t  
judges.  
cond i t ion  a t  the  present  time, and a t  the t i m e  of the  a l l eged  offense." 
Although not  s p e c i f i c a l l y  s t a t e d ,  t h e  i n t e n t  of t h e  o rde r  i s  t o  o b t a i n  
de te rmina t ions  concerning incompetency t o  s tand  t r i a l  and s a n i t y  a t  the  
t i m e  of t h e  of fense  (F lo r ida  b a s i c a l l y  fo l lows  t h e  M'Naughton r u l e ) .  The  
order  r eques t s  simultaneous incompetency and i n s a n i t y  examinations 
because, according t o  t h e  Uni t ' s  d i r e c t o r ,  t h e r e  are few cases  where only  
one i s  a t  i s s u e  (even though, as w i l l  be d iscussed  below, i f  one i s  
found, t h e  o t h e r  t y p i c a l l y  i s  no t )  and because t h e  defense i s  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  the i n s a n i t y  i s s u e ,  f o r  that c o n s t i t u t e s  a 
defense . 

It d i r e c t s  t h e  U n i t  t o  "determine t h e  Defendant 's  mental 

Another provis ion  of t h e  o rde r  form, included a t  t h e  r eques t  of  
t h e  Forensic  Unit ,  d i r e c t s  t h e  po l i ce  t o  provide t h e  Unit w i t h  criminal 
r e p o r t s  and s ta tements  by the  defendant o r  wi tnesses .  Other information 
t y p i c a l l y  a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  Forensic  Unit  upon r e c e i p t  of a mental 
examination o rde r  i s  the  pre l iminary  screening  r e p o r t  and the  f i l e  
developed f o r  that r epor t  by t h e  Unit ,  but  only i n  t h e  30 t o  40 percent  
of cases w h e r e  t hq re  was a screening before  t h e  mental  examination. 

6.6 Acquis i t ion  of Mental Heal th  Information 

I n  some r e s p e c t s ,  the prel iminary screenings  and f u l l  mental  
examinations are success ive  s t a g e s  i n  t h e  o v e r a l l  process  of mental  
h e a l t h  eva lua t ions ,  but they  are more o f t e n  s e p a r a t e  s t a g e s  because a 
defendant screened i s  usua l ly  not  examined, and a defendant examined 
usua l ly  has not  been screened. Also, a l though t h e  screening  i s  sometimes 
conducted f o r  t h e  purpose of determining whether a case should go t o  the  
mental examination s t a g e ,  more o f t e n  the  screening  has a d i f f e r e n t  
purpose, i .e.,  t o  provide information t o  be used a t  t h e  t i m e  of 
sentencing.  

6.6.1 Prel iminary Mental Screenings 

The prel iminary mental sc reenings  o r i g i n a t e ,  as w a s  s t a t e d  
ea r l i e r ,  w i th  r eques t s  from pub l i c  defenders  o r ,  less o f t e n ,  from judges 
o r  t h e  Probat ion  and Paro le  Commission. Once t h e  screening  reques t  
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arrives a t  t h e  Forensic  Unit ,  t h e  Un i t ' s  s e c r e t a r y  schedules  a case 
i n t e r v i e w  wi th  a s o c i a l  worker, u s u a l l y  f o r  a d a t e  approximately a month 
later. A t  this w r i t i n g p  only one s o c i a l  worker conducts s c reen ings ,  fou r  
pe r  week. Screening in t e rv i ews ,  however, are held promptly i n  emergency 
cases--when t h e  defendant appears t o  need immediate t reatment  o r  when a 
judge r e q u e s t s  a speedy screening. 

The in t e rv i ew,  l a s t i n g  about s i x t y  t o  n i n e t y  minutes,  i s  
u s u a l l y  conducted i n  the ja i l .  
i n t e rv i ew i s  conducted i n  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 's  o f f i c e  i n  t h e  Forensic  
Unit. The s o c i a l  worker completes a n  " In t ake  Information Form" ( f i l l e d  
ou t  by t h e  s e c r e t a r y  i f  t h e  defendant comes t o  t h e  Forensic  Un i t )  that 
r e q u e s t s  pe r sona l  information. 
acknowledging s e r v i c e s  and a u t h o r i z i n g  t h e  release of c o n f i d e n t i a l  
information. (These t h r e e  forms are i n  Appendix T ) .  

I f  the defendant i s  f r e e  on bond, t h e  

The defendant i s  asked t o  s i g n  t h e  forms 

The b a s i c  purpose of t h e  in t e rv i ew i s  t o  g a t h e r  t h e  information 
r equ i r ed  f o r  the  "Competency Interview" form and a n  "Adult Evaluation" 
form ( s e e  Appendix U). 
f o r  mental examinations,  and s o c i a l  workers subsequently incorporated 
t h e m  i n t o  t h e  prel iminary screenings.  
worker during and a f t e r  the interview.  

The Forensic  Unit d i r e c t o r  developed t h e s e  forms 

They are completed by t h e  s o c i a l  

The s o c i a l  worker a l s o  admin i s t e r s  t h e  f i r s t  399 ques t ions  of 
t h e  Minnesota Mult iphasic  P e r s o n a l i t y  Inventory (MMPI). An o r a l  v e r s i o n  
i s  adminis tered t o  i l l i t e r a t e  defendants.  Although t h e  MMPI i s  t h e  only 
tes t  given i n  most screenings,  t h e  Slosson I n t e l l i g e n c e  T e s t  i s  given 
whenever t h e  pub l i c  defender raises t h e  i s s u e  of mental  r e t a r d a t i o n  or 
t h e  s o c i a l  worker suspec t s  mental  r e t a r d a t i o n  during the interview.  
very rare occasions t h e  Bender Visual  Motor Gestalt Test a l s o  i s  
adminis tered.  

On 

The s o c i a l  worker g a t h e r s  no f u r t h e r  information i n  most 
cases- 
suspected t o  have organic  b r a i n  damage. The Unit r o u t i n e l y  g a t h e r s  
r e p o r t s  and r eco rds  from mental i n s t i t u t i o n s  where t h e  defendant was 
previously hosp i t a l i zed .  I n  a f e w  cases, t h e  s o c i a l  worker i n t e rv i ews  
t h e  p o l i c e  or t h e  de fendan t9s  r e l a t i v e s  t o  v e r i f y  s ta tements  made by the  
defendant during t h e  interview.  T h i s  i n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  however, is l e s s  
f r equen t  and less thorough than i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  conducted i n  f u l l  mental 
examinations. 

A neu ro log ica l  examination may be ordered i f  t h e  defendant i s  

Af te r  t h e  interview,  the  s o c i a l  worker completes t h e  
"Competency Interview" and "Adult Evaluation" forms, s co res  t h e  MMPI and 
o t h e r  tests adminis tered,  and may w r i t e  no te s  on a s e p a r a t e  sheet of 
papero T h i s  information i s  put  i n  t h e  de fendan t ' s  f i l e .  The s o c i a l  
worker a l s o  c o n s u l t s  informally wi th  t h e  U n i t ' s  c l i n i c a l  psychologis ts .  
"S ta f f ing"  cases i s  p a r t  of t h e  " q u a l i t y  a s su rance  review" of t h e  Peace 
River Center;  and a "Peer Review Form," completed by a Forensic  Unit 
psychologis t  and a s o c i a l  worker, must be completed and placed i n  t h e  
de fendan t ' s  f i l e .  
be descr ibed i n  Sec t ion  6.7, 

The s o c i a l  worker t hen  p repa res  a r e p o r t ,  which w i l l  

110 



8 
1 

1 

8 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

6.6.2 Mental Examinations 

6.6.2.1 Scheduling. Mental examinations are u s u a l l y  , 
scheduled i n  a phone ca l l  between a p u b l i c  de fende r ' s  s e c r e t a r y  and t h e  
Forensic  Unit  s ec re t a ry .  
p sycho log i s t ' s  appointment book. The t i m e  between t h e  o r d e r  and t h e  
appointment lengthened during t h e  l i f e  of t h e  p r o j e c t  and even tua l ly  
reached f o u r  t o  s i x  weeks. 
reached two t o  t h r e e  months.) 
a c t u a l  t i m e  of t h e  appointment, however, s i n c e  t h e  psychologis t  v i s i t s  
inmates i n  t h e  j a i l  when convenient,  o f t e n  be fo re  t h e  appointment da t e .  
Examinations are performed wi th  less de lay  when a judge r eques t s  
emergency t reatment .  

The l a t t e r  chooses t h e  earliest  opening i n  t h e  

(After t h e  t e rmina t ion  o f  LEAA funds i t  
The appointment d a t e  only approximates t h e  

When t h e  defendant: i s  i n  Wing E ,  f o r  example fol lowing r e f e r r a l  
t h e r e  a f t e r  t r ea tmen t  screening i n  j a i l ,  t h e  examination i s  t y p i c a l l y  
delayed u n t i l  Wing E decides  whether t o  r e t a i n  t h e  defendant f o r  
ex tens ive  t reatment  o r  r e t u r n  t h e  defendant t o  j a i l .  
Unit w a i t s  u n t i l  t h e  p a t i e n t  has  had a chance t o  improve under 
t reatment .  It i s  s e n s e l e s s ,  according t o  t h e  Unit  d i r e c t o r ,  t o  examine a 
p a t i e n t  when he may w e l l  improve later. 

Also, t h e  Forensic  

6.6.2.2 Prel iminary Study. Before t h e  psycho log i s t ' s  
i n t e rv i ew wi th  t h e  defendant ,  a s o c i a l  worker conducts a prel iminary 
study. Unless p rev ious ly  obtained f o r  a p re l imina ry  sc reen ing ,  t h e  
following information i s  gathered:  
w i tnes ses '  s t a t emen t s  from t h e  p u b l i c  defender ,  t h e  state 's  a t t o r n e y ,  o r  
t h e  p o l i c e ;  t h e s e  documents are c u l l e d  f o r  i n fo rma t ion  important t o  t h e  
examination. The s o c i a l  worker t h e n  in t e rv i ews  t h e  defendant i n  j a i l ,  
p r i n c i p a l l y  t o  complete i n t a k e  and release forms and t o  f i n d  ou t  i f  t h e  
defendant has any mental h o s p i t a l  o r  c l i n i c  records.  (These in t e rv i ews  
became much less ex tens ive  a f t e r  t h e  l o s s  of LEAA funds,  and are now 
l a r g e l y  abandoned.) 
any mental  h e a l t h  o r  o t h e r  r eco rds  t h a t  may be of he lp  during t h e  
examination. 

t h e  p o l i c e  o f f e n s e  r e p o r t  and 

The s o c i a l  worker may r eques t  from o t h e r  agencies  

The s o c i a l  worker a l s o  g i v e s  a n  MMPI ( t h e  f i r s t  399 ques t ions ) ,  
u n l e s s  t h e  defendant cannot read o r  i s  t o o  d i s t r a u g h t  t o  t a k e  t h e  test. 
The psychologis t  t y p i c a l l y  o r d e r s  a n  o r a l  MMPI f o r  i l l i t e r a t e  defendants 
and a w r i t t e n  test f o r  d i s t r a u g h t  defendants  when they  have calmed down. 
I n  most cases t h e  Unit  admin i s t e r s  no o t h e r  tests. The psychologis t  
occas iona l ly  o r d e r s  t h e  Incomplete Sentence Blank tes t ,  f o r  example when 
he i s  s t i l l  undecided a f t e r  conducting t h e  i n t e r v i e w  and reviewing a l l  
t h e * o t h e r  information. The 1 6  P e r s o n a l i t y  Fac to r  tes t  i s  g iven  i n  a few 
i n s t a n c e s  when o t h e r  tests prove inconclusive.  F i n a l l y ,  t h e  psychologis t  
o r  t h e  s o c i a l  worker admin i s t e r s  a Wechsler Adult I n t e l l i g e n c e  Scale  o r  a 
Slosson I n t e l l i g e n c e  T e s t  when t h e  defendant appears  mental ly  re tarded.  
P r o j e c t i v e  tests,  such as  t h e  Thematic Apperception Test and Rorschach 
Test, are v i r t u a l l y  never used. 
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The s o c i a l  worker t hen  prepares  a r e p o r t  of f i n d i n g s  and p l aces  
a11 test r e s u l t s  and o t h e r  information i n t o  a f i l e  on  t h e  defendant.  I f  
t h e  defendant was given a prel iminary sc reen ing ,  t h e  r e s u l t s  and working 
papers from t h e  screening a r e  included. 
d i scusses  t h e  case w i t h  t h e  psychologis t  before  the l a t t e r  in t e rv i ews  t h e  
clef endant 

The s o c i a l  worker u s u a l l y  

6 - 6 . 2 . 3  C l i n i c a l  Interview.  The next  s t a g e  i n  t h e  mental  
examination process  i s  t h e  psycho log i s t ' s  c l i n i c a l  i n t e rv i ew.  A t  t h e  
t i m e  of the s i te  v i s i t  f o r  this r e p o r t ,  i n t e rv i ews  were held i n  the 
Forensic  Unit ,  except that p a t i e n t s  i n  Wing E are examined there. 
October 1979, however, inmates were interviewed i n  j a i l .  

Before 

The in t e rv i ew,  which t y p i c a l l y  lasts n ine ty  minutes,  is aimed 
p r imar i ly  a t  ob ta in ing  information r equ i r ed  f o r  two forms prepared by t h e  
Forensic Unit t h e  "Adult Evaluation" form and t h e  "Competency Interview" 
form (see Appendix U). The "Adult Evaluation" form i n d i c a t e s  gene ra l  
information about t h e  purpose of t h e  examination and about t h e  defendant ,  
including s o c i a l  and c r imina l  h i s t o r i e s ,  The more important i s  t h e  
"Competency Interview" form, which i s  adapted from t h e  "Competency t o  
Stand Tr ia l  Assessment Instrument" (McGarry, 1973),  and which i n  J u l y  
1980 w a s  included i n  t h e  F lo r ida  Rules of Criminal Procedure a s  a 
mandated assessment i n  a l l  court-ordered competency examinations. 
"Competency Interview" form d i r e c t s  t h e  examiner t o  rank t h e  defendant as 
"acceptable ,"  "quest ionable ,"  "unacceptable" ( o r  "not  a p p l i c a b l e " )  on 
eleven s p e c i f i c  a s p e c t s  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  de fendan t ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  assist i n  
t h e  defense.  
t o  d i s c l o s e  t o  a t t o r n e y  p e r t i n e n t  f a c t s  surrounding t h e  a l l e g e d  offense." 

The 

An example of one such a s p e c t  i s  the defendant 's  " capac i ty  

The psychologis t  does no t  r i g i d l y  s t r u c t u r e  t h e  quest ioning 
along t h e  format provided i n  t h e  forms. 
i n  a gene ra l  conversat ion,  t y p i c a l l y  beginning w i t h  t h e  charge a g a i n s t  
t h e  defendant and t h e  circumstances surrounding t h e  a l l e g e d  o f fense .  
psychologis t  weaves t h e  items on t h e  "Adult Evaluation" form i n t o  t h e  
g e n e r a l  conversat ion,  F i n a l l y ,  any t o p i c s  i n  t h e  "Competency Interview" 
form t h a t  were not  covered earlier i n  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  are addressed. The 
psychologis t  f i l l s  ou t  t h e  two forms a f t e r  t h e  in t e rv i ew,  a t a s k  that 
takes another  60-90 minutes. 
f o l d e r .  

Rather, he engages t h e  defendant 

The 

The completed forms go i n t o  t h e  defendant 's  

6 . 6 . 2 . 4  Fur the r  Information. I n  many cases t h e  
psychologis t  r eques t s  a n  i n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  t y p i c a l l y  because he d e s i r e s  t o  
v e r i f y  the defendant 's  account of the a l l e g e d  crime. This  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  
c o n s i s t s  of i n t e rv i ews  wi th  persons (e.g., t h e  a r r e s t i n g  o f f i c e r ,  o t h e r  
p o l i c e ,  j a i l  s t a f f ,  wi tnesses ,  and family members) t o  co r robora t e  o r  
r e f u t e  t h e  defendant 's  s ta tements  o r  t o  l e a r n  of behavior that  suggests  
inental i l l n e s s .  A s o c i a l  worker does most i n t e rv i ewing ,  a l though t h e  
psychologis t  does some. 
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The case i s  u s u a l l y  " s t a f f ed"  be fo re  t h e  r e p o r t  i s  prepared, i n  
accordance w i t h  t h e  q u a l i t y  assurance review procedures of t h e  Peace 
River Center. 
involved i n  the case and, sometimes, w i t h  o t h e r  Forensic  Unit s t a f f  
members . 

The psychologis t  speaks in fo rma l ly  w i t h  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 

i 

6.7 P rov i s ion  and Use of Mental Hea l th  Information 

This s e c t i o n  w i l l  d e s c r i b e  t h e  f i n a l  s t a g e s  of t h e  prel iminary 
sc reen ings  and mental examinations, e s p e c i a l l y  the p repa ra t ion  of w r i t t e n  
r e p o r t s  and t h e  a c t i o n s  of judges and o t h e r s  after r ece iv ing  t h e  r e p o r t .  
Again, the screening and examination procedures w i l l  be t r e a t e d  l a r g e l y  
as s e p a r a t e  processes.  

6.7.1 Prel iminary Mental Screening 

Soon a f t e r  i n t e rv i ewing  t h e  defendant,  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 
telephones the pub l i c  defender ( o r  the c o u r t ,  o r  Probat ion and Pa ro le  
Commission, i f  these w e r e  t h e  r e f e r r a l  a g e n t s )  and g i v e s  t h e  screening 
r e s u l t s .  The reason f o r  this c a l l  i s  t o  speed t r a n s m i t t a l  of t he  

D 
r e s u l t s ,  f o r  t h e  r e p o r t  i s  no t  s e n t  u n t i l  about a week a f t e r  t h e  
i n t e rv i ew . I 

The prel iminary screening r e p o r t  i s  t y p i c a l l y  one t o  two pages, 
s i n g l e  spaced, on l e t t e r - s i z e d  paper. 
c h e c k l i s t  recording the , r e s u l t s  from t h e  "Competency Evaluation" form; 
t h e  form i t s e l f  i s  not  s e n t ,  but remains i n  t h e  defendant 's  f i l e  a t  the 
Forensic  Unit. 
screening r epor t . )  The r e p o r t  s tates t h e  test r e s u l t s  and t h e  s o c i a l  
worker 's  gene ra l  impressions obtained from t h e  interview.  
s e c t i o n  c o n t a i n s  t h e  conclusions and recommendations. I f  t h e  s o c i a l  
worker concludes that the defendant may be incompetent o r  insane,  t h e  
r e p o r t  recommends a mental examination by t h e  Unit. The frequency of 
such recommendations v a r i e s  among the s o c i a l  workers, from about one- 
f i f t h  t o  about one-third of t h e  screenings.  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  proport ion 
recommending examinations has decreased i n  the p a s t  few yea r s .  

Attached t o  t h e  r e p o r t  i s  a 

(Appendix V i s  a r ecen t  example of a prel iminary 
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The last  

The remaining conclusions and recommendations i n  a prel iminary 
screening r e p o r t  are d e s c r i p t i o n s  of t h e  defendant 's  mental  problems, 
p r e d i c t i o n s  about t h e  defendant 's  f u t u r e  behavior,  and recommendations 
f o r  t reatment .  
problem a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  defendant and recommends some type of 
t reatment .  The recommendations are gene ra l  i n  nature;  r e p o r t s  do not  
c o n t a i n  f u l l  t reatment  plans.  
recommendations, they o f t e n  have c l e a r  imp l i ca t ions  f o r  sentencing.  F o r  
example, recommendations occas iona l ly  imply t h a t  probat ion would s e r v e  a 
de fendan t ' s  mental h e a l t h  needs b e t t e r  t han  i n c a r c e r a t i o n .  More o f t e n ,  

This s e c t i o n  almost always p o i n t s  o u t  a t  leas t  one mental 

Although presented as mental h e a l t h  

I 
however, t h e  r e p o r t s  recommend t reatment  methods f o r  defendants  w h i l e  
imprisoned. 

The s o c i a l  worker hand-carries t h e  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  
defender ,  judge, o r  whoever requested t h e  screening.  U n t i l  r e c e n t l y ,  t h e  
s o c i a l  worker u sua l ly  discussed t h e  r e p o r t  a t  some l e n g t h  wi th  t h e  person 
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r eques t ing  i t ,  but this p r a c t i c e  w a s  abandoned a f t e r  t h e  s t a f f  cutbacks. 
The r e p o r t  i s  s e n t  on ly  t o  t h e  person r eques t ing  i t ,  u n l e s s  o t h e r  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  is authorized.  The p u b l i c  defender ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  has  an  
op t ion  t o  keep t h e  r e p o r t  secret o r  t o  use  i t  openly t o  advance t h e  
c l i e n t ' s  cause when r eques t ing  a mental  examination, du r ing  p l e a  
n e g o t i a t i o n s  w i t h  t h e  state 's  a t t o r n e y ,  o r  du r ing  the ' s en tenc ing  hear ings.  

The p u b l i c  defender ,  c o u r t ,  o r  o t h e r s  r ece iv ing  t h e  r e p o r t  
almost always comply w i t h  t h e  recommendations concerning t h e  need f o r  a 
mental examinationm After r ece iv ing  a r e p o r t  recommending a n  
examination, a pub l i c  defender  r o u t i n e l y  u s e s  i t  t o  j u s t i f y  a motion f o r  
a court-ordered mental  examination. Judges, l i kewise ,  v i r t u a l l y  always 
g r a n t  a motion accompanied by such a recommendation from t h e  Unit .  
Publ ic  defenders  are f r e e  t o  ignore  a recommendation a g a i n s t  a mental 
examination and t o  r eques t  one from t h e  c o u r t ,  wh i l e  n o t  d i s c l o s i n g  t h e  
con ten t s  of t h e  r epor t .  This  seldom occur s ,  mainly because t h e  c o u r t  
g e n e r a l l y  r e q u i r e s  a recommendation from t h e  Unit  be fo re  o rde r ing  a n  
examination i n  doubtful  cases- 

As has been emphasized, prel iminary sc reen ing  r e p o r t s  are o f t e n  
used f o r  sentencing r a t h e r  t h a n  t o  determine whether a mental  examination 
is warranted. I f  t h e  p u b l i c  defender  cons ide r s  t h e  r e p o r t  f avorab le  t o  
t h e  defendant ,  he may show i t  t o  t h e  state 's  a t t o r n e y  du r ing  p l ea  
bargaining i n  t h e  hope of reducing t h e  sentence o r  o b t a i n i n g  agreement 
f o r  p roba t ion ,  accompanied by court-ordered t reatment .  The judge 
t y p i c a l l y  a c c e p t s  such a p l e a  bargaining agreement. 

The p u b l i c  defender  o f t e n  releases t h e  p re l imina ry  screening 
r epor t  so  t h a t  i t  can  be used i n  t h e  sentence hear ing.  The r e p o r t  may be 
g iven  t o  t h e  judge a s  a s e p a r a t e  document f o r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  a t  t h e  
hear ing,  o r  t h e  Probat ion and Pa ro le  Commission may i n c o r p o r a t e  t h e  
r e p o r t ' s  reasoning and recommendations i n  i t s  presentence i n v e s t i g a t i o n  
r e p o r t ,  Again, t h e  purpose i s  t o  m i t i g a t e  t h e  sentence.  

6.70 2 Mental Examinations 

605.201 Mental Examinations Report. The mental  
examination r e p o r t  i s  t y p i c a l l y  i s sued  about two weeks a f t e r  t h e  
i n t e r v i e w  i s  conducted. 
Xo The r e p o r t  i s  similar t o ,  but more e l a b o r a t e  than,  t h e  s o c i a l  
worker 's  screening r epor t .  It i s  about t h r e e  single-spaced, l e t t e r - s i z e d  
pages long,  and con ta ins  a lengthy n a r r a t i v e  of t h e  psycho log i s t ' s  
conc lus ions  drawn from t h e  in t e rv i ews  and t e s t i n g .  Reports  a l s o  c o n t a i n  
a summary c h e c k l i s t  of t h e  "Competency Evaluat ion" form r e s u l t s .  

An example of a r e p o r t  can  be found i n  Appendix 

The r e p o r t  always provides  recommendations about  a de fendan t ' s  
competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  and s a n i t y  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  offense.  The 
Unit  s t a f f  expressed t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  t hey  are " s t r i c t e r "  on t h e s e  i s s u e s  
t h a n  most p sycho log i s t s  and p s y c h i a t r i s t s .  A f i n d i n g  of incompetency is 
recommended i n  approximately t e n  percent  of t h e  cases, and i n s a n i t y  i n  
only f i v e  pe rcen t  ( r a r e l y  are both recommended). 
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6.7.2.2 Consequences of t h e  Recommendations. The U n i t ' s  
recommendations are almost always accepted. 
recommendations s o l i c i t e d  and are r o u t i n e l y  adopted by a t t o r n e y s  and 
judge. I n  a few cases, e s p e c i a l l y  when t h e  defendant i s  charged w i t h  a 
major crime, the  defense o r  s ta te  o b t a i n s  a d d i t i o n a l  expe r t  opinion. I n  
these cases, however, perhaps because of t h e  Forensic  Un i t ' s  r e p u t a t i o n  
w i t h  i t s  r e f e r r i n g  agen t s ,  the Uni t ' s  recommendations g e n e r a l l y  p r e v a i l .  
Pub l i c  defenders are seldom a b l e  t o  o b t a i n  a second opinion when t h e  Unit 
recommends competency and s a n i t y ,  on account of t h e  c o u r t ' s  r e luc t ance  t o  
a u t h o r i z e  county funds f o r  second eva lua t ions .  
o f f i c e  can seldom a f f o r d  t o  pay f o r  such second eva lua t ions .  

Generally they are t h e  only 

The pub l i c  defender 's  

The Forensic Unit r e p o r t  a l s o  con ta ins  t h e  psycho log i s t ' s  
f i n d i n g s  concerning mental problems of t h e  defendant and recommendations 
f o r  t reatment .  The recommendations, l i k e  those  in prel iminary screening 
r e p o r t s ,  are o f t e n  d i r e c t e d  toward sentencing.  The r e p o r t s  do not  
a c t u a l l y  recommend a s p e c i f i c  sentence,  but  they o f t e n  suggest that 
s p e c i f i c  d i s p o s i t i o n s  may b e n e f i t  o r  h a r m  t h e  de fendan t ' s  mental hea l th .  
The psychologis t  who wrote t h e  r e p o r t  sometimes t e s t i f i e s  i n  the 
sentencing hearing following conv ic t ion ,  e l a b o r a t i n g  on the  
recommendations made in the r e p o r t .  ( I n  F lo r ida ,  p sycho log i s t s ,  but  not  
s o c i a l  workers, can t e s t i f y  as expe r t  w i tnes ses  on these  matters; hence, 
t h e  s o c i a l  worker does no t  t e s t i f y  concerning t h e  sentencing and 
t reatment  recommendations made i n  t h e  screening r epor t . )  

6.7.2.3 Confident ia lness  o f  t h e  Report. An important 
problem i s  who should r ece ive  t h e  Forensic  Unit mental  examination 
r e p o r t s .  T r a d i t i o n a l l y  t h e  U n i t  s e n t  t h e m  t o  t h e  pub l i c  defender ,  t he  
c o u r t ,  and the  s ta te 's  a t to rney .  
t h e  r e p o r t  be c o n f i d e n t i a l ,  arguing t h a t  i f  t h e  defendant were not  
i nd igen t  t h e  lawyer would o rde r  a psychological  r e p o r t  t h a t  would be 
p ro tec t ed  by t h e  p a t i e n t - c l i e n t  p r i v i l e g e .  Also, t hey  argued that 
defendants  would be more candid i n  t h e  in t e rv i ews  i f  r e p o r t s  were 
c o n f i d e n t i a l .  
pub l i c  defenders '  formal o rde r  f o r  mental examinations ( s e e  Appendix S) 
now r e q u i r e s  t h e  Unit t o  send t h e  r e p o r t  only t o  t h e  pub l i c  defenders  
u n t i l  the defendant i s  convicted,  when i t  i s  a l s o  s e n t  t o  the c o u r t  and 
t h e  Probat ion and Parole  Commission (and i s  then used f o r  sentencing 
purposes).  Before convict ion,  t h e  cour t  and t h e  state 's  a t t o r n e y  r ece ive  
only a terse n o t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  Un i t ' s  o v e r a l l  recommendations (see t h e  
form le t te r  i n  Appendix X). These procedures,  however, are n o t  r o u t i n e l y  
followed i n  a l l  cases; some judges i s s u e  o r d e r s  r e q u i r i n g  t h e  Unit t o  
send t h e  r e p o r t  i n i t i a l l y  t o  t h e m  as w e l l  a s  t o  t h e  pub l i c  defender.  

But t h e  pub l i c  defenders  requested that 

A t  least  one judge has agreed w i t h  these content ions.  The 

I f  t h e  Unit recommends incompetency t o  s tand t r i a l ,  t h e  cour t  
w i l l  u s u a l l y  go a l o n g , w i t h  t h e  recommendation a f t e r  r ece iv ing  t h e  t e r s e  
n o t i f i c a t i o n  of this recommendation ( s e e  Appendix X )  without seeing the 
r e p o r t .  
Court and t h e  prosecutor  w i l l  even tua l ly  see t h e  r e p o r t  i f  t h e  defense 
raises that i s s u e  a t  t r ia l .  

, 

When the  Unit 'recommends "not g u i l t y  by reason of i n san i ty , ' '  t h e  
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The Unit staff are c a r e f u l  not  t o  p l a c e  i n c r i m i n a t i n g  evidence 
i n  t h e  mental  examination o r  prel iminary screening r e p o r t s .  For t h i s  
reason, r e p o r t s  are s i l e n t  about t h e  o f f e n s e  charged, even though t h e  
o f f ense  and t h e  de fendan t ' s  exp lana t ion  of i t  are major f a c t o r s  l ead ing  
to t h e  r e p o r t  recommendations. 

6 m 7 e 2 e 4  Fur the r  Involvement by t h e  Forens.ic Unit. The 
Forensic  U n i t ' s  involvement i n  a case u s u a l l y  ends when t h e  mental 
examination r e p o r t  i s  sent t o  t h e  c o u r t ,  mainly because t h e  r e p o r t s  
g e n e r a l l y  recommend a f i n d i n g  of competency and s a n i t y ,  and t h i s  
recommendation i s  g e n e r a l l y  accepted by t h e  p a r t i e s .  
r e p o r t  recommends a f i n d i n g  of i n s a n i t y  o r  incompetency, t h e  case may end 
without f u r t h e r  need f o r  involvement by t h e  u n i t :  
and defense a t t o r n e y  r e c e i v e  such a r e p o r t ,  t h e y  o f t e n  a g r e e  t h a t  t h e  
defendant should be committed t o  a mental i n s t i t u t i o n  under c i v i l  
comi tmen t  procedureso and i n  r e t u r n  t h e  p rosecu to r  drops charges a g a i n s t  
the defendant.  
n o t  charged w i t h  a v i o l e n t  o r  major crime. 

Even when t h e  Unit  

when t h e  p rosecu to r  

T h i s  procedure i s  t y p i c a l l y  used when t h e  defendant i s  

I n  about twenty pe rcen t  of t h e  cases, however, t h e  psychologis t  
preparing t h e  r e p o r t  testifies i n  c o u r t -  
t h e s e  concerns competency o r  s a n i t y  ques t ions ;  t h e  psychologis t  i s  c a l l e d  
as a wi tness ,  e i t h e r  f o r  t h e  defense o r  t h e  prosecut ion,  depending on 
whether o r  n o t  t h e  r e p o r t  recommended incompetency o r  i n s a n i t y .  
occasions t h e  defense o r  t h e  p rosecu to r  s ecu res  o t h e r  mental  
examinations, u s u a l l y  from p r i v a t e  psycho log i s t s  o r  p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  who 
may subsequently t e s t i f y  a g a i n s t  t h e  conclusions of t h e  Forensic  Unit .  

The testimony i n  about h a l f  of 

On rare 

The psychologis t  t e s t i f i e s  i n  about t e n  pe rcen t  of t h e  cases a t  
a d i s p o s i t i o n  hear ing,  where he supplements t h e  examination r e p o r t ' s  
recommendations about placement and t reatment .  
a hear ing fol lowing a f i n d i n g  of incompetency o r  i n s a n i t y ;  or  it may be 
i n  a sentencing hear ing fol lowing a g u i l t y  p l e a  o r  g u i l t y  v e r d i c t  ( t h e  
r e p o r t s  make t reatment  recommendations even when f i n d i n g  t h a t  t h e  
defendant i s  competent and sane) .  

T h i s  testimony may be i n  

If a defendant i s  found incompetent t o  s t and  t r i a l ,  he is 
u s u a l l y  s e n t  t o  Wing E and t r e a t e d  u n t i l  found competent. 
i s  s e n t  t o  a s ta te  f o r e n s i c  u n i t ,  e i t h e r  i n i t i a l l y  o r  a f t e r  a s t a y  i n  
Wing E, on ly  when long-term h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  is required.  (The 1 0 t h  
C i r c u i t  Courts,  t h e r e f o r e ,  send only t h e  most s e r i o u s l y  mental ly  ill 
defendants  t o  t h e  s ta te  f o r e n s i c  u n i t .  Most o t h e r  F l o r i d a  c o u r t s  send 
a l l  defendants  found t o  be incompetent even though t h e  incompetency i s  of 
s h o r t  du ra t ion . )  

The defendant 

The Forensic  Unit  may become involved i n  t h e  case a g a i n  when 
t h e  state f o r e n s i c  u n i t  r e t u r n s  t h e  defendant ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  defendant 
has regained t h e  competency t o  s t and  t r i a l ,  o r  when i t  recommends 
invo lun ta ry  c i v i l  commitment because t h e  defendant i s  no t  l i k e l y  t o  
become competent. I n  some cases, t h e  c o u r t  r e q u e s t s  a recommendation 
from t h e  Forens i c  Unit  as a check on t h e  state u n i t ' s  r epor t .  I n  o t h e r  
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cases t h e  U n i t ' s  r o l e  i s  simply t o  review a copy of t h e  state h o s p i t a l  
- r e c o r d s  and ensure that t h e  defendant maintains  h i s  medication. The Unit 
may a l s o  become involved l a t e r  i n  cases where t h e  defendant i s  adjudged 
not g u i l t y  by reason of i n s a n i t y .  When t h e  h o s p i t a l  where t h e  defendant 
i s  committed recommends release, t h e  c o u r t  o f t e n  a s k s  t h e  Unit  t o  review 
t h e  recommendation be fo re  r u l i n g  on i t .  

6.8 Feedback, Monitoring, and Program Evaluat ion 

Except f o r  gene ra l  p r a i s e  from t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  community, 
( r o u t i n e l y  evidenced i n  i n t e r v i e w s ) ,  t h e  Forensic  Unit  receives l i m i t e d  
feedback about i t s  ope ra t ions .  The U n i t ' s  primary c l i e n t s ,  t h e  judges 
and t h e  pub l i c  defenders ,  i n  i n t e rv i ews  o f t e n  expres s  s a t i s f a c t i o n  wi th  
t h e  s e r v i c e s  i t  has  provided. Judges, who are t y p i c a l l y  susp ic ious  of 
mental  h e a l t h  p r o f e s s i o n a l s ,  p r a i s e  t h e  Unit as a t rus twor thy  source of 
mental  h e a l t h  evaluat ions.  
comparison between t h e  U n i t ' s  work and t h a t  of p r i v a t e  psycho log i s t s  and 
p s y c h i a t r i s t s  who submit r e p o r t s  and t e s t i f y  i n  c o u r t .  Another p o s s i b l e  
i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e  U n i t ' s  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  i s ,  as w a s  d i scussed  earlier, t h a t  
pub l i c  defenders  and judges fo l low t h e  Unit 's  recommendations as a matter 
of course. 
because i t  might i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  judges and p u b l i c  defenders  do not  
g i v e  t h e  U n i t ' s  work s u f f i c i e n t  review.) 
withstood t h e  r i g o r s  of t h e  adversary system i n  t h a t  p rosecu to r s  r a r e l y  
have s u c c e s s f u l l y  a t t a c k e d  t h e  U n i t ' s  conclusions.  I n  a l l ,  feedback 
mechanisms o r  formal e v a l u a t i o n s ,  t h e r e  i s  a l a r g e  amount of informal  
evidence suggest ing t h a t  t h e  U n i t ' s  work i s  w e l l  received. 

They base t h i s  assessment l a r g e l y  on 

( T h i s ,  however, may be a n  i n v a l i d  i n d i c a t i o n  o f  q u a l i t y  

The U n i t ' s  work, moreover, has 

The Unit g e n e r a l l y  sends t h e  screening o r  examination r e p o r t  t o  
t h e  c o u r t  o r  p u b l i c  defender  o f f i c e ,  and t h e n  h e a r s  no more about t h e  
case. The Unit  seldom r e c e i v e s  feedback i n  i n d i v i d u a l  cases. Judges and 
a t t o r n e y s  seldom a s k  f o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  of r e p o r t s  ( t h i s  i n  i t s e l f ,  of 
course,  can  be considered e v a l u a t i o n  information) .  The s t a f f ,  ou t  of 
simple c u r i o s i t y ,  cal ls  t h e  c o u r t  t o  f i n d  o u t  what happened i n  a few 
cases. Whenever t h e  examination r e p o r t  recommends incompetency o r  
i n s a n i t y ,  t h e  Forensic  U n i t  psychologis t  u s u a l l y  con t inues  t o  r ece ive  
information about t h e  case during c o u r t  appearances f o r  testimony. 

8 '  S o c i a l  workers o f t e n  r e c e i v e  feedback about t h e i r  t reatment  
screenings and prel iminary mental  s c reen ings ,  because t h e  defendants  
screened may subsequently be g iven  mental  examinations. 
r e l evan t  are t h e  s o c i a l  workers '  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  t o  compare t h e i r  screening 
r e p o r t s  w i th  t h e  psycho log i s t ' s  mental  examination r e p o r t s  of t h e  same 
people, a l though t h e  o r i g i n a l  s c r e e n i n g . r e p o r t  i s  o f t e n  in f luenced  by t h e  
psycho log i s t ' s  i n p u t  during s t a f f  consu l t a t ion .  

Espec ia l ly  

During t h e  per iod of f e d e r a l  funding ( J u l y  1975 t o  October 
1979) t h e  Forensic  Unit  compiled d a t a  about i t s  ope ra t ions .  This  
included q u a r t e r l y  and y e a r l y  d a t a  about t h e  fol lowing:  
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o number of competency eva lua t ions ;  
o 
o number of psychological  eva lua t ions  of j u v e n i l e s ;  
o t reatment  s e s s i o n s  w i t h  j a i l  inmates; and 
o number of prel iminary screenings.  

percentage of eva lua t ions  completed w i t h i n  f i f t e e n  working days; 

The Peace River  Center has n o t  compiled r o u t i n e  s ta t is t ics  f o r  t h e  
Forensic  Unit a f t e r  the terminat ion of f e d e r a l  funding. 

There is cons ide rab le  information a v a i l a b l e  f o r  program 
eva lua t ion  and t h e r e  i s  the p o t e n t i a l  f o r  ga the r ing  even more. 
River Center has a n  eva lua t ion  component, adminis tered by t h e  C e n t e r ' s  
D i rec to r  of Program Evaluation. A computer c o n t a i n s  information about 
each Center c l i e n t ,  i nc lud ing  those screened o r  examined by t h e  Forensic  
Unit. T h i s  information i s  der ived from: 

The Peace 

o '*Intake Information' '  forms (Appendix T ) ,  which c o n t a i n  b a s i c  
demographic information about c l i e n t s ;  

o "General Mental Hea l th  Se rv ice  Ticket"  forms (Appendix Y ) ,  which 
c o n t a i n  t h e  t i m e ,  l eng th ,  and type of s e r v i c e  f o r  each  c l i e n t  
c o n t a c t ,  and t h e  s t a f f  involved; and 

' o "Discharge Summary" forms (Appendix AA), con ta in ing  t h e  reasons 
f o r  t e rmina t ion ,  t h e  t reatment  outcome, and p l aces  f o r  which the 
c l i e n t  w a s  r e f e r r e d .  

The Center now uses  this information p r i m a r i l y  t o  s a t i s f y  s ta te  and 
f e d e r a l  demands f o r  d a t a .  However, i t  p lans  t o  expand t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  and 
a n a l y s i s  of e v a l u a t i o n  d a t a .  The Di rec to r  of Program Eva lua t ion  has 
requested adv ice  concerning p o s s i b l e  d a t a  i n p u t s  i n t o  t h e  computer and 
methods of a n a l y s i s  that might be used t o  e v a l u a t e  a c t i v i t i e s  of t h e  
Forensic Unit 

Another p o t e n t i a l  source of d a t a  may be t h e  c l i e n t  f i l e s  i n  t h e  
The f i l e s  c o n t a i n  t h e  completed r e p o r t s  and forms, Forensic  Unit .  

examples of which are shown i n  t h e  Appendices. Employees of t h e  Peace 
River Center are f r e e  t o  use these f i l e s  €o r  r e s e a r c h  purposes; and t h e  
Center,  according t o  s e n i o r  s t a f f ,  would probably g r a n t  o u t s i d e  
r e sea rche r s  permission t o  use these f i l e s .  Unfortunately,  t h e  f i l e s  
seldom have information about the outcome of the cases and t h e  uses  o f  
t h e  Un i t ' s  r e p o r t s ,  Some of this information,  however, can be obtained 
from c o u r t  r eco rds  and from the c o u r t ' s  automated d a t a  processing system. 
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7.0 THE RIVERSIDE HOSPITAL COMMUNITY MENTAL HEALTH CENTER 

The present  ope ra t ion  began as a Community Mental Hygiene 

H e  
C l i n i c ,  e s t ab l i shed  i n  1947 under the  Mental Heal th  Act of 1946. 
P s y c h i a t r i s t  T.J. Lassen joined the  c l i n i c  as Direc tor  i n  1956. 
bel ieved t h e r e  was a need for a l a r g e r  c l i n i c  and i n  1958 he proposed t h e  
development of a new f a c i l i t y .  D r .  Lassen . jo ined  f o r c e s  wi th  Rivers ide  
Hospi ta l ,  appl ied  f o r ,  and received f e d e r a l  monies under the  Mental 
Health Act of 1964 t h a t  allowed f o r  the  es tab l i shment  of the  Rivers ide  
H o s p i t a l  Community Mental Heal th  Center (EU-ICMHC). Since then t h e  
ope ra t ion  has expanded t o  inc lude  coopera t ion  w i t h  t h e  Hampton-Newport 
News Mental Heal th  and Mental Retarda t ion  Serv ices  Board (Chapter 10)  

Riverside is a comprehensive Community Mental Health Center 
providing s e r v i c e s  i n  f i v e  designated areas : 

(1) Outpat ient  mental h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s ,  inc luding  a f t e r c a r e  f o r  
p a t i e n t s  discharged from s ta te  mental  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t i e s ;  

(2 )  short-term h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  (62 beds);  

(3 )  p a r t i a l  h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  ( a d u l t  day c a r e ) ;  

(4)  twenty-four hour emergency s e r v i c e s  (through the  emergency 
room); and 

(5) community c o n s u l t a t i o n  and educat ion.  

These s e r v i c e s  are provided a t  var ious  s a t e l l i t e  l o c a t i o n s  as w e l l  a s  a t  
RHCMHC; however, this r epor t  w i l l  focus only upon aspects o f  t he  
ope ra t ion  of t he  c e n t r a l  c l i n i c  housed a t  Rivers ide  Hospi ta l .  

RHCMHC provides  services t o  the  r e s i d e n t s  of the  c i t i e s  of 
Hampton and Newport News,  Vi rg in ia .  The catchment area inc ludes  a 
populat ion of approximately 284,000. Serv ices  are provided t o  a l l  
r e s i d e n t s  r ega rd le s s  of age,  income, o r  degree of pathology (Note 18). 
Addi t iona l ly ,  RHCMHC provides  f o r e n s i c  services f o r  the  C i r c u i t  Court and 
General D i s t r i c t  Court f o r  t he  c i t i e s  of Hampton and Newport News.  

Mental h e a l t h  services are provided t o  t h e  c o u r t s  and 
ind iv idua l s  a t  var ious  s t a g e s  i n  the  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  system: 

(1) Crisis counselors  perform a pre-screening eva lua t ion  and 
arrange f o r  p s y c h i a t r i c  c o n s u l t a t i o n  t o  a i d  a judge i n  
cons ider ing  i ssuance  of a d e t e n t i o n  o rde r  t o  send an  
i n d i v i d u a l  t o  Eas te rn  S t a t e  Hospi ta l  i n  Williamsburg, 
Virginia .  
members o r  o t h e r s  seeking a p e t i t i o n  f o r  commitment. 

This process  may have been i n i t i a t e d  by f ? m i l y  
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Crisis counse lors  are c a l l e d  upon t o  provide psychological  
services t o  inmates of the  c i t y  farm and j a i l  who are 
acting i n  a b i z a r r e  manner o r  have medicat ion needs. I n  
crisis s i t u a t i o n s ,  the i n d i v i d u a l  i s  brought t o  the  
Rivers ide  Hospi ta l  emergency room. 

R H W C  provides  t reatment  f o r  persons a t  Level 3 of the  
Vi rg in i a  Alcohol Safe ty  Action Program of t h e  Div is ion  of 
Alcoholic Services .  About f o u r  o r  f i v e  persons a month 
v o l u n t a r i l y  come t o  Rivers ide  under this program which 
a t tempts  t o  reduce o r  n u l l i f y  c r imina l  charges  involving 
a l coho l  and dr iv ing .  

A victim of sexual  a s s a u l t  who i s  admit ted t o  t h e  euergency 
room i s  r e f e r r e d  t o  “Contact Peninsula ,  ” a sexual  a s s a u l t  
team. The po l i ce  are n o t i f i e d  a l s o ,  which may r e s u l t  i n  
RHCMHC con tac t  w i th  the  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  system. 

Judges,  u sua l ly  f r o u  the  Juven i l e  and Domestic Rela t ions  
Court, sometimes o r d e r  t reatment  a t  KHCMHC f o r  t h e  family 
of an  abused ch i ld .  The o rde r  i s  usua l ly  ve rba l ,  but i f  
no t  complied wi th ,  t he  o rde r  w i l l  be placed i n  wr i t i ng .  A 
formal w r i t t e n  o rde r  i s  necessary an  average of once a year .  

Parole  o f f i c e r s ,  c o u r t  s e r v i c e s  workers and a t t o r n e y s  may 
reques t  a n  eva lua t ion  of a c l i en t -o f f ende r  by a le t ter  o r  a 
te lephone ca l l .  Judges from t h e  C i r c u i t  Courts and General 
Dis t r ic t  Courts of Newport News and Hampton may o rde r  a 
mental  h e a l t h  eva lua t ion  informal ly  o r  by w r i t t e n  c o u r t  
order .  KHCMHC processes  approximately two hundred 
cour t - r e l a t ed  cases each  yea r ,  as  est imated by t h e  Chief 
C l i n i c a l  Psychologist .  About twenty-f i v e  of t hese  
eva lua t ions  are requested f o r  presentencing purposes, as 
provided i n  Va.  Code S19.2-300. 

T h i s  r epor t  w i l l  focus  upon RHCMHC’s involvement i n  
pre-screening f o r  a de t en t ion  order  r e s u l t i n g  i n  poss ib l e  c i v i l  
commitment and w i t h  court-ordered mental h e a l t h  eva lua t ions ,  a s  
descr ibed  in (1) and ( 6 )  aboveo These two a c t i v i t i e s  represent t h e  
c l i n i c ’ s  primary a c t i v i t y  i n  the  area of sc reening  and eva lua t ion  of 
a l l e g e d  c r imina l  offenders .  The pre-screening eva lua t ive  process  as  
undertaken i n  the h o s p i t a l ’ s  emergency room i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  an  a l t e r n a t i v e  
r e s o l u t i o n  represent ing  e i t h e r  a temporary o r  permanent d i v e r s i o n  from 
t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  s y s t e m o  For  example, the  p o l i c e  may d e t a i n  a person 
on a drunk-in-public charge and br ing him t o  the  emergency room a t  
Rivers ide  t o  be screened f o r  i n d i c a t i o n s  of a need f o r  mental  h e a l t h  
services. 
and c i v i l  commitment proceedings i n i t i a t e d  the re .  If a person i s  s e n t  t o  
Eastern S t a t e ,  c r imina l  charges  are not  f i l e d .  

The person may be de ta ined  and s e n t  t o  Eas te rn  S t a t e  Hosp i t a l  
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7.1 A Function Model of RHCMHC Evaluat ions and Pre-screenings 
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7.1.1 Organizat ion 

Figures  1 7  and 18 d e p i c t  t h e  f low of cases, ope ra t ions  and 
p rocesses  which characterize c o u r t - i n i t i a t e d  e v a l u a t i o n s  and 
pre-screenings f o r  c i v i l  commitment. 
p rocess  f o r  one type  of eva lua t ion ,  w i t h  F igu re  1 7  emphasizing 
court-ordered e v a l u a t i o n s  and Figure 18 d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  pre-screenings f o r  
c iv i l  commitment 

Each f i g u r e  r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  e n t i r e  

7.1.2 Process 

The process  of d e l i n e a t i o n  inc ludes  t h e  va r ious  ways i n  which 
a n  i n d i v i d u a l  case comes t o  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  of RHCMHC and i s  prepared f o r  
eva lua t ion .  An i n d i v i d u a l  who i s  e sco r t ed  by a p o l i c e  o f f i c e r  o r  a 
f ami ly  member t o  t h e  emergency room of t h e  R ive r s ide  Hosp i t a l  f o r  a 
pre-screening e v a l u a t i o n  t y p i c a l l y  a r r i v e s  wi th  a minimum amount of 
support ing information. 
b a s i s  of t h e  i n t a k e  process.  
e v a l u a t i o n  requested by agen t s  of t h e  c o u r t  i s  u s u a l l y  accompanied by 
some i d e n t i f y i n g  o r  demographic da t a .  
i nappropr i a t e  r e f e r r a l s  i s  made p r i o r  t o  t h e  schedul ing of a case, which 
begins t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  phase. 
discussed i n  Sec t ion  7.2 of this repor t .  

The v e r b a l  r e p o r t  of t h e  e s c o r t  forms t h e  s o l e  
By c o n t r a s t ,  a n  i n d i v i d u a l  needing a mental  

An a t t empt  t o  sc reen  ou t  

Th i s  d e l i n e a t i o n  p rocess  i s  f u r t h e r  

The next  process ,  t h a t  of a c q u i s i t i o n  of mental  h e a l t h  
information,  begins f o r  non-emergency, r o u t i n e  cases w i t h  a n  i n t a k e  
in t e rv i ew by t h e  assigned social worker. I f  i n d i c a t e d ,  psychological  
tests, a p s y c h i a t r i c  c o n s u l t a t i o n ,  o r  a f ami ly  i n t e r v i e w  may be 
conducted. Other support ing information may be gathered from o u t s i d e  
sources.  A " s t a f f i n g "  conference wi th  t h e  s o c i a l  worker and a l i censed  
c l inical  psychologis t  i s  held and r e s u l t s  i n  a " s t a f f i n g  note." This  
n o t e  i n d i c a t e s  d i agnos i s ,  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  recommendations and t reatment  
goals .  This  process  may be circumvented if t h e  d a t e  of t h e  c o u r t  hear ing 
i s  immediately pending. ' I t  i s  a l s o  circumvented f o r  i n d i v i d u a l s  involved 
i n  murders, at tempted shoot ings,  o r  o t h e r  s e r i o u s  and v i o l e n t  crimes. 
These cases a re  routed d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e  C l i n i c  Di rec to r .  
of information i n  t h e  pre-screenings f o r  c i v i l  commitment c o n s i s t s  of an  
emergency room r e p o r t ,  a r e p o r t  completed by a cr is is  counselor ,  
c o n s u l t a t i o n  wi th  t h e  a t t e n d i n g  physician,  and a n  i n t e r v i e w  by a judge. 
These s t e p s  are shown i n  Figure 18. 
discussed i n  Sec t ion  7.3 of t h i s  r epor t .  

The c o l l e c t i n g  

Add i t iona l  d e t a i l s  of t h i s  phase are 

The f i n a l  p rocess  i s  t h e  f r o v i s i o n  of t h e  acquired information 
t o  t h e  appropr i a t e  source.  
summarized i n  t h e  " s t a f f i n g  note" i s  u s u a l l y  s e n t  t o  t h e  de fense  a t t o r n e y  
o r  p a r o l e  o f f i c e r ,  and is f r e q u e n t l y  s e n t  t o  a n  agent  of t h e  c o u r t .  The 
n o t e  provides  e v a l u a t i v e  information regarding t h e  mental  s t a t u s  of t h e  
defendant;  i s s u e s  of competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  and i n s a n i t y  are addressed 
only when t h e  c o u r t  o r d e r  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e q u i r e s  such information. 
judge may telephone RHCMHC f o r - f u r t h e r  information o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n ,  i f  

A copy of t h e  mental  h e a l t h  e v a l u a t i o n  as 

The 
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neededo I n  rare i n s t a n c e s ,  RHCMHC s t a f f  may be subpoeaned t o  t e s t i f y  i n  
c o u r t 0  
agencym 
for c i v i l  commitment are  shown i n  F igu re  18. 
f u r t h e r  d e t a i l  t h e  p r o v i s i o n  of information and t h e  p o s s i b l e  outcomes of 
a pre-screening f o r  c i v i l  commitment. 

The judge may a l s o  r eques t  a second e v a l u a t i o n  from ano the r  
The v a r i e t y  of d i s p o s i t i o n s  t h a t  may r e s u l t  from a pre-screening 

S e c t i o n  7.4 d i s c u s s e s  i n  

7,2 Del inea t ion  of Mental Heal th  Information 

702.1 Court Request f o r  a Mental Heal th  Evaluat ion 

The primary way i n  which RHCMHC becomes involved w i t h  t h e  
criminal jus t ice  system i s  i n  response t o  a c o u r t  r eques t  f o r  a mental 
h e a l t h  eva lua t ion .  
from an  a t t o r n e y  and i s  followed by a formal c o u r t  order .  
o rde r s  are of two types.  
t h e  court-ordered r e f e r r a l s  
examination and d i r e c t s  t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t  

The r eques t  may be made by te lephone o r  by a l e t t e r  
The c o u r t  

The s tandard c o u r t  o r d e r ,  used i n  95 percent  of 
s p e c i f i e s  a n  independent p s y c h i a t r i c  

... t o  examine and observe t h e  defendant as t o  h i s  mental 
c o n d i t i o n  and i n t e l l e c t u a l  c a p a c i t y  and whether o r  no t  in h i s  
opinion t h e  s a i d  defendant was sane a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  
commission of s a i d  crime, w i t h  which he i s  now charged and a t  
the t i m e  said defendant gave a s ta tement  o r  confes s ion  
regarding s a i d  crime w i t h  which he i s  now charged, t o  p o l i c e  
a u t h o r i t i e s o o o  
personnel  who have i n v e s t i g a t e d  o r  observed t h e  defendant s h a l l  
cooperate.  * i n  this making of h i s  de t e rmina t ion  as t o  t h e  
mental c o n d i t i o n  of t h e  defendant a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  commission 
of t h e  crime and his making of any s t a t emen t s  r e l a t i n g  t h e r e t o  

FURTHER ORDERED t h a t  a l l  p o l i c e  and j a i l  

(Note 19)o 

RHCMHC s t a f f  i n t e r p r e t  this o r d e r  as r eques t ing  a de te rmina t ion  as t o  
competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  as w e l l  as a de t e rmina t ion  of t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  
c r imina l  re s p o n s i b i l i t y  

The o t h e r  r a r e l y  used c o u r t  o r d e r  i s  termed by one s t a f f  member 
as t h e  " r u f f l e s  and f l o u r i s h e s  o r d e r e "  This  o r d e r  i s  used f o r  
i n d i v i d u a l s  who are charged w i t h  murder, a t tempted shoo t ings ,  o r  o t h e r  
s e r i o u s  crimes. According t o  one s t a f f  member, t h e  c o u r t  o r d e r  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  d i r e c t s  "Dr. Lassen [ C l i n i c  D i r e c t o r ]  as a p s y c h i a t r i s t  
s k i l l e d  i n  t h e  a r t  and sc i ence  of heal ing" t o  examine t h e  defendant and 
o f f e r  a n  opinion as t o  h i s  competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  and h i s  c r i m i n a l  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o  This  o r d e r  d i c t a t e s  a circumvention of t h e  normal 
e v a l u a t i v e  p rocess  f o r  r o u t i n e ,  c o u r t - i n i t i a t e d  cases. Because t h i s  i s  
such a rare occurrence,  t h e  exact p rocess  is shrouded i n  mystery. 
that i s  known i s  that t h e  C l i n i c  D i r e c t o r  conducts a p s y c h i a t r i c  
i n t e r v i e w  and communicates his f i n d i n g s  t o  t h e  c o u r t .  

A l l  

RHCMHC u t i l i z e s  t h e  M'Naughten tes t  t o  determine c r i m i n a l  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o  This t e s t  asks t h e  fol lowing ques t ions :  Does t h e  
defendant understand h i s  a c t i o n s ,  t h e  c h a r a c t e r  of t h e  act  and i t s  
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consequences? 
c r imina l?  
wrong act  deserves  punishment? 

Does t h e  defendant have t h e  knowledge t h a t  i t  i s  wrong and 
Does t h e  defendant have t h e  mental  power t o  a p p r e c i a t e  t h a t  a 

(Michie 's  Jur isprudence of V i rg in i a  and 
West Vi rg in i a ,  1977). 

A determinat ion as t o  competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  u s u a l l y  
accompanies a n  assessment of criminal r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  
psychologis t  paraphrased t h e  test app l i ed  by RHCMHC as fol lows:  
defendant aware of t h e  na tu re  o f  t h e  charges brought a g a i n s t  him? 
defendant a b l e  t o  seek counsel  and appear  i n  c o u r t ?  
s tandard f o r  competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  has  been i n t e r p r e t e d  as  the  
defendant 's  p re sen t  a b i l i t y  t o  understand t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  charges 
brought a g a i n s t  h i m ,  and de fendan t ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  assist i n  his defense 
(Michie's Jur isprudence of V i rg in i a  and West V i r g i n i a ,  1977). 

A s t a f f  
Is 

Is 
The Vi rg in i a  l e g a l  

I 
.c 
r 
I 
li 
rt 
I 
I 
;I 
I 
8 

Competency t o  s t and  t r i a l  i s  d i s t i n g u i s h e d  from a judgment as 
t o  l e g a l  incompetency. 
incapable  of " t ak ing  proper  care of h i s  person o r  p rope r ly  handling and 
managing h i s  estate"(Va. Code $37.1-128.01). 
competency i s  a s c e r t a i n e d  by knowledge of a pe r son ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  d r i v e  a 
car o r  handle h i s  own funds and i s  reached by s t a t e  h o s p i t a l s  f o r  t h e  
purposes of c i v i l  commitment proceedings. 

A l e g a l l y  incompetent person has  been found t o  be 

A de t e rmina t ion  of l e g a l  

The c o u r t  o r d e r  i s  u s u a l l y  hand c a r r i e d  t o  RHCMHC but  may be 
However, t h e  c l i n i c  i s  n o t  r e spons ib l e  f o r  mailed t o  t h e  c l inic .  

ensuring t h a t  t h e  defendant p re sen t  himself f o r  eva lua t ions .  
hear ing where a n  e v a l u a t i o n  i s  ordered,  t h e  judge makes a determinat ion 
as t o  t h e  de fendan t ' s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  i n i t i a t i n g  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  
process.  
b a i l i f f  i s  ordered t o  t a k e  t h e  defendant t o  t h e  emergency room of 
R ive r s ide  Hospi ta l .  O r  i f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  i n c a r c e r a t e d ,  a crisis 
counselor  w i l l  go t o  t h e  j a i l  t o  conduct a pre-screening eva lua t ion .  But 
i f  a person i s  a b l e  t o  make his own arrangements, i t  i s  expected t h a t  t h e  
person con tac t  RHCMHC. 
appointment, but  t h e  a l l e g e d  o f fende r  must i n i t i a t e  t h e  process.  RHCMHC 
i s  n o t  r e spons ib l e  f o r  n o t i f y i n g  t h e  c o u r t  t h a t  a defendant has  f a i l e d  t o  
make c o n t a c t  w i th  t h e  c l i n i c ;  however, RHCMHC w i l l  provide t h a t  
information if t h e  c o u r t  r e q u e s t s  i t .  
i s  allowed f o r  a n  i n c a r c e r a t e d  defendant accused of a v i o l e n t  o r  s e r i o u s  
crime. I n  such cases, t h e  defendant i s  brought t o  RHCMHC i n  cha ins  f o r  a 
s p e c i a l  appointment w i th  t h e  C l i n i c  Director .  

A t  t h e  

If t h e  person seems incapab le  of a r r ang ing  a n  appointment, t h e  

A family member o r  a t t o r n e y  may t r y  t o  make t h e  

An excep t ion  t o  t h e s e  procedures 

When t h e  c l i e n t  i s  on t h e  telephone o r  a r r i v e s  i n  person t o  
make a n  appointment, t h e  i n t a k e  s o c i a l  worker completes a g reen  r e f e r r a l  
shee t  (Appendix DD). The g reen  shee t  i n c l u d e s  b a s i c  d e s c r i p t i v e  d a t a ,  
name of a t t o r n e y ,  o t h e r  RHCMHC cases i n  h i s  family,  information on t h e  
a l l e g e d  crime, previous counsel ing o r  h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n ,  medication 
information,  income and h e a l t h  insurance d a t a ,  and next  c o u r t  hear ing 
date .  The c l i e n t  i s  informed of t h e  need f o r  a release of information 
form t o  be signed. The s t a f f  member t o  whom t h e  case  i s  assigned has 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  securing t h e  release. 
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The i n t a k e  worker a s s i g n s  t h e  case t o  a s o c i a l  worker o r  
psychologis t ,  depending upon schedules  of appointments and h e r  knowledge 
of t h e  t h e r a p i s t ' s  p a r t i c u l a r  areas of e x p e r t i s e  o r  preference.  
assignments are maintained i n  a record book. 
predetermined schedule  s o  t h a t  no f u r t h e r  communication w i t h  s t a f f  i s  
necessary a t  t h i s  po in t .  

The case 
Each s t a f f  has a 

' 7,2-2 N o t i f i c a t i o n  of Need f o r  Pre-screening f o r  Civi l  
Commitment 

R ive r s ide  Hosp i t a l  s e r v e s  a d ive r s iona ry  f u n c t i o n  by eva lua t ing  
i n d i v i d u a l s  as to t h e i r  mental  h e a l t h  needs p r i o r  t o  t h e i r  e n t e r i n g  t h e  
c r imina l  j u s t i c e  system. 
commitment occurs  approximately t h r e e  times a month. 

This  pre-screening f o r  p o s s i b l e  c i v i l  

A p o l i c e  o f f i c e r ,  f ami ly  member, o r  o t h e r  person observes a n  
i n d i v i d u a l  who i s  a c t i n g  i n  a b i z a r r e  manner o r  who appears  psychotic.  
The p o l i c e  o f f i c e r ,  i f  involved, may choose t o  f i l e  c r i m i n a l  charges  i f  
such acts  are involved, and i n  that s i t u a t i o n  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  taken t o  
t h e  j a i l o  
br ing t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  t o  t h e  emergency room of R ive r s ide  Hospi ta l .  
Likewise, a family m e m b e r  o r  o t h e r  i n d i v i d u a l  may e s c o r t  t h e  person t o  
Riverside.  
coord ina to r ,  i s  informed by a nurse o r  t h e  emergency room phys ic i an  t h a t  
a pre-screening e v a l u a t i o n  i s  needed. 

I f  t h e  d e c i s i o n  i s  made not  t o  p r e s s  charges ,  t h e  o f f i c e r  w i l l  

A cr is is  counselor ,  who w i l l  be t h e  primary s t a f f  

7@3 Acqu i s i t i on  of Mental Heal th  Information 

7,3,1 S t a f f  

The s t a f f  of RHCMHC c o n s i s t s  of p s y c h i a t r i s t s ,  s o c i a l  workers, 
l i c e n s e d  clinical. p sycho log i s t s ,  psychological  t e c h n i c i a n s ,  and 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  and support  personnel.  
p r i m a r i l y  wi th  t h e  s t a f f  of t e n  s o c i a l  workers. Psychological  
t echn ic i ans ,  Master's l e v e l  p sycho log i s t s  w i t h  s p e c i a l i z e d  t r a i n i n g ,  
a d m i n i s t e r  t h e  psychological  tests r o u t i n e l y  ordered. Licensed c l i n i c a l  
p sycho log i s t s  head t h e  s t a f f  conferences w i t h  t h e  primary eva lua to r .  
C l i n i c  D i r e c t o r  provides  p s y c h i a t r i c  i n p u t  as needed. S o c i a l  work 
s t u d e n t s  from l o c a l  schools  assist t h e  s t a f f  s o c i a l  workers i n  t h e  
e v a l u a t i v e  processo 

Case r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  rests 

The 

70302 Procedures and Techniques 

Movement of a c l i e n t  through t h e  system begins  when an  
appointment i s  scheduled. The i n t a k e  worker completes t h e  g reen  r e f e r r a l  
s h e e t  (Appendix DD) and g i v e s  i t  t o  t h e  r e c e p t i o n i s t .  She a t t a c h e s  a Log 
Sheet (Appendix EE) and a S t a f f i n g  Note (Appendix FF) t o  t h e  r e f e r r a l  
s h e e t  and t a k e s  a l l  forms t o  t h e  person i n  charge of t h e  c l i n i c ' s  record 
roomo There r eco rds  are checked t o  see if t h e  c l i e n t  o r  any o t h e r  family 
members have been seen p rev ious ly  a t  RHCMHC. I f  t h e r e  i s  a record,  i t  i s  
pu l l ed  and a t t a c h e d  t o  t h e  forms. 
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! 
When t h e  c l i e n t  a r r i v e s  f o r  h i s  appointment, t h e  f i l e  i s  pu l l ed  

by a records c l e r k .  
room who completes a f a c e  shee t  (Appendix GG) .  
such information as d e s c r i p t i v e  and s o c i a l  d a t a ,  source of r e f e r r a l ,  
o t h e r  agencies  involved w i t h  the case, previous h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n s ,  reason 
f o r  referral and p r e c i p i t a t i n g  event.  Once t h e  f ace  shee t  i s  completed, 
a case number i s  assigned. 
ass igned s o c i a l  worker. The s o c i a l  worker r eads  t h e  green shee t ,  
focusing on t h e  p re sen t ing  problem, and peruses  t h e  r eco rd ,  i f  any. 
c l i e n t  i s  then  brought i n t o  t h e  s o c i a l  worker 's  o f f i c e  t o  begin t h e  
i n t a k e  interview.  

The person meets w i t h  a s t a t i s t i c i a n  i n  t h e  records 
The f a c e  s h e e t  i nc ludes  

The s t a t i s t i c i a n  then  t a k e s  the record t o  t h e  

The 

The s o c i a l  worker's i n t a k e  in t e rv i ew l a s t s  approximately one t o  
two hours and r e s u l t s  i n  one and a half  t o  two pages of s o c i a l  h i s to ry .  
The in t e rv i ew focuses  on the p resen t ing  problem; p r e c i p i t a t i n g  f a c t o r s ,  
both s i t u a t i o n a l  and emotional; how t h e  c l i e n t  f e e l s  about t h e  a l l eged  
crime; family h i s to ry ;  emotional tone; home s t a t u s ;  i n d i c a t i o n s  of 
emotional problems; and competency t o  s t and  t r i a l .  
fol low up t h e  in t e rv i ew by speaking w i t h  family members o r  otherwise 
ga the r ing  support ing information from o u t s i d e  sources.  

The s o c i a l  worker may 

A b a t t e r y  of psychological  t e s t i n g  i s  r o u t i n e l y  requested i n  
court-ordered cases. The s o c i a l  worker completes a R e f e r r a l  f o r  
Psychological Tes t ing  form (Appendix HH) and i n d i c a t e s  an  opinion as  t o  
t h e  t e s t i n g  needed. The tests are adminis tered by psychological  
t e c h n i c i a n s  i n  t h e  Psychology Department of R ive r s ide  Hospi ta l .  
Minnesota Mult iphasic  P e r s o n a l i t y  Inventory (MI )  i s  always given. 
Wechsler Adult I n t e l l i g e n c e  Scale (WAIS) i s  adminis tered if mental 
r e t a r d a t i o n  i s  suspected,  and t h e  Rorschach T e s t  i s  given i f  t h e r e  are 
susp ic ions  of psychosis. The Halstead T e s t  i s  adminis tered i f  organic  
b r a i n  syndrome i s  suspected. 

The 
The 

The e n t i r e  e v a l u a t i v e  process  u s u a l l y  t a k e s  fou r  t o  s i x  weeks 
and t h e  a l l e g e d  o f fende r  i s  a n  o u t p a t i e n t  during this t i m e .  However, the 
e v a l u a t i o n  may be expedited i f  t h e r e  i s  a n  emergency o r  i f  the c o u r t  d a t e  
i s  immediately pending. 
information ga the r ing  and t h e  psychological  t e s t i n g ,  a conference i s  held 
t o  i n t e r p r e t  and d i s c u s s  t h e  r e s u l t s .  
s o c i a l  worker and a l i c e n s e d  c l i n i c a l  psychologis t  are p resen t .  Resu l t s  
of t h e  i n t a k e  in t e rv i ew and psychological tests are presented o r a l l y .  A 
c l i n i c a l  d i agnos i s  may be o f f e red  by t h e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  who par t ic ipates  
i n  cases of a p a r t i c u l a r l y  s e r i o u s  o r  v i o l e n t  na tu re .  The c l i e n t ' s  
impulse c o n t r o l  i s  a l s o  a s ses sed  a t  this t i m e .  

A t  t h e  completion of t h e  s o c i a l  worker's 

A t  t h e  s t a f f i n g  conference,  t h e  

A t  t h e  conclusion of t h e  s t a f f i n g ,  t h e  c l i n i c a l  psychologis t  
t h e n  d i c t a t e s  a s t a f f  note  i n  the presence of t h e  s o c i a l  worker. 
note  inc ludes  abbreviated s o c i a l  and psychological  f a c t s ,  d i agnos i s ,  
recommendations and treatment goals .  
c r i m i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i s  included only i f  requested by t h e  c o u r t .  
d i c t a t e d  s t a f f  no te  i s  then typed i n  a le t ter  format. 

The 

A s ta tement  as t o  competency and 
The 

1. 
I 
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7 - 3 - 3  Pre-screening f o r  C i v i l  Commitment 

The a c q u i s i t i o n  of i n fo rma t ion  needed t o  pre-screen an  
i n d i v i d u a l  f o r  d e t e n t i o n  a t  Eas t e rn  S t a t e  Hosp i t a l  and a p o s s i b l e  c i v i l  
commitment begins wi th  t h e  emergency room admission. 
duty conducts a phys ica l  examination, and observes  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  t o  
formulate  impressions as t o  h i s  mental  s t a t u s .  

The phys ic i an  on 

A crisis counselor  completes a Hosp i t a l  Pre-screening Report 
(Appendix BB). 
supports ,  previous h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n s ,  l e g a l  s t a t u s ,  p re sen t  symptoms of 
mental  i l l n e s s ,  p h y s i c a l  h e a l t h  problems, and home s t a t u s .  The counselor  
forms a n  impression as t o  t h e  pe r son ' s  need f o r  mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s ,  
and as t o  whether t h e  person "pose[s]  a n  imminent danger t o  himself o r  
o the r s "  ( V a .  Code §3701-67e1)Q Hosp i t a l  c l e r k s  and f ami ly  members, i f  
p r e s e n t p  a i d  t h e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  s t a f f  i n  ga the r ing  information. 

This  r e p o r t  i n c l u d e s  such information as community 

The crisis counselor  and phys ic i an  t h e n  c o n s u l t  and sha re  
impressions gathered du r ing  t h e  p h y s i c a l  and mental  exams. I f  they 
decide that t h e  person i s  i n  need of mental  h e a l t h  s e r v i c e s  and t h e  
person r e f u s e s  t o  be v o l u n t a r i l y  admitted t o  Eas t e rn  S t a t e  Hosp i t a l ,  a 
judge of t h e  General Dis t r ic t  Court i s  telephoned by t h e  crisis counselor.  

The judge a r r i v e s  a t  t h e  h o s p i t a l  and i s  b r i e f e d  on t h e  case by 
the counselor  and physician.  
b r i e f l y  t o  confirm t h e  h o s p i t a l  s taff ' s  recommendation. 
decides  whether t o  d e t a i n  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  and, i f  so ,  he s i g n s  t h e  
d e t e n t i o n  o r d e r  (Appendix CC). 
always concurs w i t h  s ta f f  recommendations on t h e  i s suance  of d e t e n t i o n  
o r d e r s  

The judge w i l l  speak w i t h  t h e  p a t i e n t  
The judge then  

RHCHHC s t a f f  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  judge 

7,4 Provis ion and Use of Mental Heal th  Information 

7.4.1 Court-Ordered Mental Heal th  Evaluat ion 

The s t a f f  n o t e  (Appendix FF) o u t l i n i n g  d i a g n o s i s ,  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  
and t r ea tmen t  g o a l s  i s  forwarded t o  t h e  r eques t ing  agen t  o r  agency. 
copy i s  u s u a l l y  sent t o  a n  a t t o r n e y  o r  p a r o l e  o f f i c e r  and f r e q u e n t l y ,  but  
n o t  always, t o  a judge o r  c o u r t  c l e r k .  

A 

The judge makes s e v e r a l  u s e s  of t h e  in fo rma t ion  provided i n  t h e  
I f  a judge needs c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o r  a d d i t i o n a l  information,  he s t a f f  note.  

may ca l l  RHCMHC and confe r  w i t h  t h e  psychologis t  o r  p s y c h i a t r i s t .  
happens on ly  r a r e l y ,  about once a year.  The c o u r t  may r eques t  RHCMHC 
s t a f f  t o  t e s t i f y  i n  c o u r t ,  perhaps s i x  o r  e i g h t  times a year.  
a l s o  has  t h e  op t ion  of asking f o r  a n  e v a l u a t i o n  from a 'second source.  

Th i s  

The judge 

I f  no f u r t h e r  information o r  s e r v i c e s  are requested,  RHCMHC's 
involvement ceases* 
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7 . 4 . 2  Dispos i t i ons  of Prescreening f o r  C i v i l  Commitment 

Several  recommendations and outcomes may arise from a 
prescreening e v a l u a t i o n  : 

The i n d i v i d u a l  may v o l u n t a r i l y  admit himself o r  h e r s e l f  
t o  E a s t e r n  State. 

Emergency room staff  may r e f e r  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  t o  RHCMHC, 
t o  a p r i v a t e  p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  o r  t o  some o t h e r  o u t s i d e  
agency 

A d e t e n t i o n  o r d e r  may be signed by t h e  judge i f  i t  i s  
determined t h a t  c i v i l  commitment may be i n d i c a t e d  and i f  
t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  r e f u s e s  t o  be v o l u n t a r i l y  admitted.  The 
judge te lephones t h e  S h e r i f f  of Newport N e w s  t o  t r a n s p o r t  
t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  t o  Eas t e rn  S t a t e  Hospi ta l .  
d e t e n t i o n  o r d e r ,  prescreening r e p o r t  and t h e  emergency 
room r e p o r t  of t h e  a t t e n d i n g  phys ic i an  accompany t h e  
p a t i e n t  t o  E a s t e r n  S ta t e .  

Copies of t h e  

A c i v i l  commitment hear ing must be held a t  Eas t e rn  S t a t e  w i t h i n  
72 hours of arrival.  
commitment, t h e  hear ing may be held a t  R ive r s ide  p r i o r  t o  t r a n s p o r t  t o  
E a s t e r n  S t a t e .  
(i.e., t h e  r i g h t  t o  counsel ,  etc.). 
f o r  a n  i n d e f i n i t e  t i m e  up t o  180 days,  but t h e  case must be  reviewed 
every s i x  weeks by Eas t e rn  S t a t e  personnel.  

I f  a family member t a k e s  out  a p e t i t i o n  f o r  

The hear ing i n c o r p o r a t e s  due p rocess  procedural  elements 
The judge may commit a n  i n d i v i d u a l  

7.5 Q u a l i t y  Control  and Overa l l  Program Evaluat ion 

7.5.1 Ex te rna l  Standards of Licensure,  C e r t i f i c a t i o n ,  and 
Accred i t a t ion  

RHCMHC and R ive r s ide  Hosp i t a l  are s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  fol lowing 
review processes  : 

J o i n t  Commission on t h e  Acc red i t a t ion  of Hospitals--for 
a c u t e  services, conso l ida t ed  s t anda rds  f o r  p s y c h i a t r i c  
f a c i l i t i e s ,  and community mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s ;  

S t a t e  Department of Mental Heal th  and Mental 
Retardation--l icensure f o r  p s y c h i a t r i c  beds, a l c o h o l  
programs, and r e s i d e n t i a l  f a c i l i t i e s ;  

S t a t e  Heal th  Department--licensure t o  ope ra t e ;  

Medicare--cer t i f icat ions ( t o  r e c e i v e  monies); 

Medicaid--cer t i f icat ions;  

, ‘  
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Professional Standard s Review Org ani za t ions 
(PSR0)-monitoring by physicians of care received by 
recipients of Medicaid, Medicare, and Title V; 

Health Services Agencies--locally operated groups which 
review charges for services, purchases over $150,000, and 
federal grants; 

State Department of Mental Health and Mental 
Retardation--certification standards for mental health; 

State Department of Mental Health and Mental 
Retardation--certification standards for mental 
retardat ion; 

Blue Cross/Blue Shield--certification for participation; 

State Department of Education--standards for 
participation in residential programs for children; 

State Department of Corrections--standards for 
participation in residential programs for children; 

State Department of Mental Health and Mental 
Retardation--standards for participation in residential 
programs for children; 

State Department of Welfare--standards for participation 
in residential programs for children; 

Mental Retardation and Mental Health Services 
Board--local Chapter X ongoing review; 

Title XX--regulations as provider of'services such as 
case management and special services to the disabled; 

National Institute of Mental Health--statistics provided 
annually until 1988 on the numbers of clients, services, 
etc; 

Office of Civil Rights of the Department of Health and 
Human Services--statistics under Title VI and VII; 

Rate Review--legislative program in Virginia; and 

Legislation all businesses are subjected to--local health 
and fire codes, Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration, Rehabilitation Act, etc. 

The typical process of review for the majority of the above 
organizations begins with a written application for review. 
is then made by the reviewing organization. 

A site visit 
An application for 
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c e r t i f i c a t i o n  invo lves  more s t r i n g e n t  review procedures because pub l i c  
monies are involved. 
P ro fes s iona l  Standards Review Organizat ions which conduct numerous 
reviews throughout t h e  course of t h e  p a t i e n t ' s  h o s p i t a l  s t ay .  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  reviews annual ly ,  except t h a t  t h e  P r o f e s s i o n a l  Standards 
Review Organizat ions and t h e  Chapter X boards conduct a n  ongoing review. 
In a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  J o i n t  Commission on t h e  A c c r e d i t a t i o n  of Hosp i t a l s  may 
g r a n t  a two-year a c c r e d i t a t i o n ,  t h u s  precluding annual  review. 

An except ion t o  t h i s  normal process  i s  t h e  

Also, e a c h <  

7.5.2 I n t e r n a l  Qua l i ty  Assurance Mechanisms 

Various methods of i n t e r n a l  e v a l u a t i o n  are c u r r e n t l y  ope ra t ing :  

(1) O r i e n t a t i o n  f o r  new employees; 

(2 )  Weekly department meetings; 

( 3 )  Recording of numbers of hours spent  i n  d i r e c t  con tac t  
w i th  c l i e n t s ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  d u t i e s ,  etc; 

Monthly meetings of a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  s t a f f ;  and 

Monthly meetings of g e n e r a l  s t a f f .  

(4) 

(5 )  

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  case f i l e s  are p u l l e d  randomly f o r  review each 
A r eco rds  c l e r k  p u l l s  t h e  f i l e s ,  which are t h e n  reviewed by a qua r t e r .  

team of a t  l eas t  t h r e e  p ro fes s iona l s .  
physicians,  p sycho log i s t s ,  and s o c i a l  workers. 
each case every n i n e t y  days. 

The reviewers may inc lude  
The g o a l  i s  t o  review 

A v a r i e t y  of demographic d a t a  such a s  c l i e n t s '  age,  income, 
sex,  race, and d i agnos i s  i s  computerized. 
develop a database management system t o  f a c i l i t a t e  c ros s - t abu la t ion  of 
s e v e r a l  i nd ices .  

A g o a l  i n  this area i s  t o  
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Community-Based Forensic  P s y c h i a t r i c  Services .  Columbus, Ohio: 
Ohio S t a t e  Un ive r s i ty  (October 1975). 

An Evaluat ion of 
An Experiment i n  

Program f o r  t h e  Study of C r i m e  and Delinquency. 
P s y c h i a t r i c  Centers of Ohio: An I n t e g r a t i v e  Report. Columbus, 
Ohio: Ohio State  Un ive r s i ty  (October 1975). 

The Forensic  

Program f o r  t h e  Study of C r i m e  and Delinquency. 
Fo rens i c  P s y c h i a t r i c  S e r v i c e s  Del ivery System i n  Ohio : 
Report. Columbus, Ohio: Ohio State Un ive r s i ty  (March 1976).  

An Analysis  of t h e  
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Health and Mental Re ta rda t ion ,  1979. 

Rule € o r  community f o r e n s i c  
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13 

14  

15 

16 

17. 

18. 

19. 

Dayton Area Forensic  Psychia t ry  Services .  
Psychia t ry  Se rv ices  Information t o  be included wi th  en t ry /order .  
(Memorandum) Author, no da te .  

Dayton Area Forensic  

Dayton Area Forensic  Psychia t ry  Services .  
2945.371 (Memorandum) Author, no da te .  

A Case Study of t h e  Malcolm Bliss Mental Heal th  Center,  S t .  Louis,  
Missouri ,  No Author, Dra f t ,  September 14 ,  1972. 

The pre l iminary  le t ter  s h a l l  i nc lude ,  i f  a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e  fol lowing:  

(1) A statement  of t h e  person ' s  fami ly  and occupat ional  s t a tus ,  
p a s t  delinquency and c r imina l  records;  

(2 )  a summary of t h e  f a c t s  surrounding t h e  a l l eged  crime, 
inc luding  r e p o r t s  of p o l i c e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  i f  such document 
exists,  a s ta tement  of h i s  behavior while  under arrest ;  and 

( 3 )  a n  opin ion  as t o  whether he has  a v i o l e n t  na tu re  and what 
degree of s e c u r i t y  d e t e n t i o n  seems appropr ia te .  (§552.045[3]) 

Co, B.T., How Medical Reports Are Done. Speech t o  t h e  Missouri  Bar 
Associat ion,  A p r i l  24, 1980. 

Forens ic  Serv ice  Procedure Manual, Malcolm B l i s s  Mental Heal th  
Center,  S t .  Louis,  Missouri ,  May, 1980. 

Raverside Hospi ta l  Community Mental Heal th  Center. 
Newport News,  Vi rg in ia :  au tho r  (no d a t e ,  unpublished manuscript) .  

Program Summary. 

From a cour t  o rder  on f i l e  w i th  RHOIHC. 
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Key t o  F igu res  

Opera t ions ,  e v e n t s ,  and d e c i s i o n  p o i n t s  a r e  p o r t r a y e d  i n  f i g u r e s  by 
geometr ic  s h a p e s ,  v i z :  

D e c i s i o n  t o  make 
r e g a r d i n g  t h e  de fendan t .  

I n f o r m a t i o n  r e c e i v e d  o r  
t r a n s m i t t e d , .  u s u a l l y  i n  
document form. 

Implementa t ion  of a p r o c e s s  
i n v o l v i n g  t h e  c l i e n t - d e f e n d a n t .  

P r e p a r a t i o n  f o r  a p r o c e s s  o r  
d e c i s i o n  i n v o l v i n g  t h e  c l i e n t -  
de fendan t .  

Ex i t  o r  e n t r y  o f  t h e  c l i e n t -  
de fendan t  i n t o  t h e  c r i m i n a l  
j u s t i c e  sys t em o r  t h e  men ta l  
h e a l t h  sys t em.  

Connector  w i t h  co r re spond ing  
p a r t  of t h e  flow c h a r t  on t h e  
same page .  

Connector  w i t h  co r re spond ing  
p a r t  of t h e  flow c h a r t  on 
a n o t h e r  ?age. 
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1 :z~~~~crp-~., 
R .  B w t s r y ,  A C W ,  bordinalor 

N. Ludlow Sliest Sulia 268 Daycon, Ohlo 45402 Tmlophons B131253~3988 or 273-0081 

._ . 
INFORMED CONSENT 

You have been r e f e r r e d  to o u r  service b y  t h e  Court  o r  Adu l t  P a r o l e  
A u t h o r i t y -  
t o  see you i n  o r d e r . t o  h e l p  reach-a d e c ' i s i o n  a b o u t  your s i t u a t i o n .  
i n t e r v i e w  with a member of o u r  staff i s  n o t  c o n f i d e n t i a l  and a r e g o r t  w i l l  
be w r i t t e n  t o  t h e  Court o r  P a r o l e  Off icer  who r e f e r r e d  you. 
o u r  p r o f e s s i o n a l  judgment as t o  what  w i l l  b e  . i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e - r e p o r t .  
r e p o r t  becomes t h e  p r o p e r t y  o f  t h e  Court or  A d u l t  P a r o l e  A u t h o r i t y . .  

The Court o r  P a r o l e  Off icer  who r e f e r r e d  you i s  a s k i n g  us 
Tour  

we w i l l  u s e  
Thf 

I f  f o r  your own r e a s o n s  you c a n n o t ,  a n d / o r  r e f u s e  to talk w i t h  us, 
t h e  Court  o r  Adult  P a r o l e  A u t h o r i t y  will b e  s o  informed.  

Sour  s i g n a t u r e  below i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  you u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  above s t a t e -  
men t - 

Witness  Date  

(Your S i g n a t u r e )  

F o r e n s i c  No. 

A Certified Forensic Center Serving 7 Couniies  
C a n p a i o n  Darke G r e e n e  Loozn M i a m i  - Montgomery: Shelby 

k CompOneni of EASTWAY COiviMUNITY t/,ENTAL HEALTH CENTER D2y:cn, Ohio 
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?!an., : Date of Birth: 

9 hereby authorize t o  exc~m~g-e/release 
( ind ica te  one) 

i n f o m t i o n  c o n c e w  nyself a d  case situztion, x i t h / t o  

e mafane and extent  of i n f o r n a t i o n  t o  be dis- 

closed:  

Witness S i g m k e  of Client (Parent o r  G u r d i a  i f  c l i e n t  is e. 
minor) 

Date : 

This consent f o r  the release of information e q h e s  90 h y s  f r o m  t he  
date s i p e d  and i s  subjec t  to revoca t ion  at  .my time prior t o  that date. 
A c03y of this r e l ezse  will be kep t  i n  t h e  client's chzrt. 
t a b  this copy for y o u r  records.  

Please re -  

Revised 10-1 -78 
F-7 
E - 3  
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s:cno;i 9 9  - Suppodiare Scnica Page 2 ? .  

P;on.Trcalmenl supportive jcrriccs on a regular or intermittent basis to enable indcpendent  livina for an 
established caxload  of clients. The client data needed and collectcd by the  agency am not applicable to the 
clinical date required by t h e  mental health cllent reporting system of the State of Ohio. 

- 

. SECTION 8 8 8  - . H o n - c O l e nt-service S t a f f  Actlvlty - 

I .  - P u b l i c  Info.  & Education 

3. Cornunity Planning 

4. One-Time Services 

I I 

I 

\ 

Numbor of Clicnto Servcd 

~ ~ ~ 

SECTION I V  - Output Measureo 

H e a l t h  b g a n c i a c i  

% -  h'uaber o f  Y e l k - I n s  
( f a c e  t o  Facn c o n t a c t s )  

c 

'i 
'- 
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IWRCL OF RLfLRML 

se l ec t  the indi r$duol .  agency o r  f s c l l i  t y  recornending 
t o  the  p a t i e n t  (or  co l l rLer r1)  t h a t  he apply  f o r  
ncr r icc .  Cntcr t h o  code n c b c r  i n  ~ D I C C  provided. 
C l a i s i f y  by opcncy rmthcr than mrker. e .9 . .  r c f e r r o l  
by school  h e a l t h  nurse. record as o schoo\  r e f e r r a l .  

01 - S e l f  

80 - bomily, Relat taes  

81 - Friend$ 

11 - Prtvmte mental hospi ta l  

Tz - P u b l l c  mentn l .hospi t1  ( f e d e r a l .  s t a t e .  county,  ClEy) 

- 

23 - 
a4 - 
2s - 
26'-  

z9 - 
31 - 
32 -- 
33 - 
41 - 
42 - 
43 - 

' 45 - 
49 - 
51 - 
59 - 
60 - 

'70 - 

EO - 
91 - 
92 - 
33 - 
w -  
95  - 
59 - 
I T  - 

P s y c h i a t r i c  se rv ice  o f  general  h o s p i t a l  

Res ident ia l  t r m t n c n t  s e r v i c e  f o r  c h i l d r e n  

Training rc.bo1 f o r  mental r e t a r d a t i o n  Or epflepSy 

P s y c h i a t r i c  nursing h e  

O t h e r  psychia t r ic  Inpa t ien t  facility 

P r i v a t e  psychfatr ise  

Dutpa t ien t  psychiatr lc  c l f n i c  

P s y c h i a t r i c  day cbre center  

P r i  v a t e  pkysfcian 

Local heal th  depr rment  

General hospi ta l  

Nursing h m  ( s k i l l e a  nurslrrg and r e l a t e d  medical s e r v i c e s )  

Other medical o r  heal th  acency,  nurse 

P r i v a t e  psychologist 

Other  ~ s y c h o l o ~ i c a ~  serv ices  (e.9.. psychologics1 
covnsc:ing s e w i c e )  

Socia l  service agency ( a s  i n  pub:ic wel fa re  agency, family 
le i -vice agency. s e r t l m n t  h w s e .  c h i l d  placemznt agencyy, 
marriajie counseling. p r i v a t e  $:elfare agency) 

Court. CDrrectional I n s t i t u t i o n ,  pollce. 
probat ion a n d  parole  serv ice .  a t t o r n e y  

- - -  

71 - Common Pleas Court 

72 - %nicipal  Cwrt . 
73 - County Court 

74 - Prosecutor 's  Offlce 

75 - Client's Attorney 

76 - Pol ice .  Sher i f f  

77 - tonnon Pleas Probatlon Deysrtment 

78 - %nfcipal  Court Probat ion D e p a r b n t  

7 9  - County Court Probation Department 

9A - Correct ional  F a c i l i t y  

70 - Adult Parole Authrl ty  - Parol@ 

I C  - Adult  Parole Authori ty  - Probat ion 

70 - Re-referral  f o r  A s c h e m n  Act 

School (elementary. h i g h  school. etC.) 

:1ergp. 

t locohol  i c s  h n v r  

loca t iondl  r e h a b i l l t o t i o n  . ' 

Eraloymcnt servjce. w l o y r r  

3aardinq c a r e  h c n t  f o r  the  a y d  (personal  
ind cus todia l  care  only) 

)Kher (5pecify)  

.'ni.nown 

PRCSENTINC P R O O L f r !  / ALHiT7IMG OIAGtlOSIS 

(Codes IndicdLcd a r e  from t h e  5ccond tdlt!on of the Diagnost ic  and 

A - Hentat RetarCat lon (310-315) 

B - Organic Brain Syndromes (Excluding Alcoholism 6 Drug Abuse) 

S t a t i s t i c a l  HJnual. k r i c a n  Psyckia t r fc  Asroc id t ion)  

(290. 292-294 - 2 ,  294.4-294.9. 339.0, 309.2-309.9) 
t - Schlzophrenia  (295) - - -  
D - A f f e c t i v e  Olsorders  ( Inc ludlng  P s y c b t l c  Depressive 8 Depressive 

e - O t h e r  Psychot ic  Disorders  (297, 298.1-299) 

f - Alcohollsm ( Inc luding  Alcohollsm assoc ia ted  w i t h  Organic Brain 

6 - Druy Abuse [ Inc luding  Drug Rbuse assoc ia ted  r l t h  Organic Braln 

H - Behavlor Disorders  o f  Childhood and Adolescznce ( Inc ludlng  Adf. 

Neurosis)  (296. 298.0, 300.4) 

S y n d m e )  (303.  291. 309.13) 

Syndrome) (304 .  294.3, 309.14) 

React ion of Infancy.  Chld. L Adol.) (307.0-357.2. 308) 

J - A11 o t h e r  mcntal d l i o r d e r s  

K - Socia l  K a l a d J u r m n t s  w i t h o u t  t b n i f e r t  P s y c h i a t r i c  
Disorder  and No & n u l  Disorder  (316)  

I - lhknoun o r  undiagnosed mental d i s o r d e r  . 
- -  

W O R  OCCUPAT!ONAL GROUPS AH0 DlYISlDNS 
The fo l lowing  code i s  based on t h e  n a j o r  occupat ional  groups 
taken f r a n  the Dic t ionary  o f  Occupational Titles. The  
numbers i n  o a r e r t h e s l s  r e f e r  to malor c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  used I n  
the 

A -  

B -  

C -  

D -  

E -  

F -  

t -  

n -  
a -  
J -  
K -  

L -  

n -  

w -  
0 -  

9 -  
R -  

5 -  

v -  

- 

OictionHry of Occupational T i t i e r .  

Prof ess iona l  

S n l  -Profess iona l  

Fanager ia l  and O f f i c i a l  

C l e r i c a l  and Kirrdred 

S a l e s  and Klndred 

Dacrt ic  Serv ice  (employed p r i v a t e l y )  

Personal  Serv ice  (open t o  t h e  publ ic )  

P r o t e c t i v e  Serv lce  
- 

Bui ld ing  Serv lce  Workers and P o r t e r s  

Agr icu l ture .  H o r t i c u l t u r a l ,  and Kindred 

F i s h e r y  

F o r t s  try 

S k i l l e d  Labor 

Seml-Ski l lcd Labor 

Unski l led  Labor 

Stud en t 

Houseuife  

Preschool  

Un t n obn 

COWRECTION I H S T I N T I O N S  

3 - Ohlo S t a t e  R e f o m t D y  

4 - Ohio Yonen's R c f o m t o r y  

5 - London Correc:ional I n s t i t u t i o n  

6 - Ohio P e n l t e n t l a r y  

E - t k r i o n  Correc t iona l  i n s t i t u t i o n  

A - L e h n o n  Correc t iona l  Inst i : . l t ion 

f - C h i l l i c o t h e  Corr rc t jona l  i n s t i t u t e  .- 

S - Souther-. t.t.ls : x r c c : l c n t l  f z c ! ? i t y  

(03-03) 

.(W-06) 

(07-09) 

(10-14) 

(1 5-1 9)  

(20-21) 

(22-25) 

(26-27) 

(28-29) 

(30-31) 

(39) 

(40-59) 

(60-79)  

(80-09) 

I 
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APPENDIX F (Con t i n u c d )  
Page 2 

C O D E S  F O R  F O R E N S I C  P S Y C H I A T R Y  T E R H I N A T I O N  C E P D R T  , 

DISPOSITIOH OF CASE 

S o l a c t  on@ category only. and ant@r t h e  code nunbcr i n  t h e  rCdce providrd. 

I I  tho M t i e n t  w l t M r a r s  frm serwice. s e l e c t  one Gf the  ca t cgor l e s  01 through 03. 
a t  the i n i t i a t i v e  of t h r  Ccmwnity Mota: Health f a c i l i t y  o r  by mutual rprrment.  s e l e c t  one of  t h  

Ii r a f a r r o l  f s  m d e  

his  nca I o c a c l m .  

. .  
I f  termination Is . 

, . c n t q o r i e r  10 t h r w g h  99. - .  

to m o r i  thdn one t y M  o f  agency l f s t c d .  check t k  mst i m w r t r n t  referral  only. . ' .  
. 

1 . 
. .  If a p a t i e n t  ha% moved. s e l r c t  . .. category '01' even tmugh  p3t ient  ha1 been r e fe r r ed  to r n  a 3 e x y  &t i 

If . 
n. -  

.. . ., - . 
P A T I M  WITHOUCW FROPI CP.WHIn PfHTAL HEALTH FACILITT PROCRAW 

. .  . 
01 - Focilfty noti f ied - mued .  d l ed  or 111 . .~ . . 
02 - Fmci l i t y  n o t i f i e d  - other  reasons' - . -  

09 - FaCflf tY M t  mtfff@d 

FACILID RIWINATED - WITHOUT REFERRAL 
. -- 10 - F u r t h w  Care no t  indicnted It t h i s  time 

NRTHEQ -E IfClIcATED: , 
11 - Addit ional  f a c i l i t y  s e n i c e  needed but no t  ' - - .-. . - . . -  - 

t 2  - Camernity resource o t h e r  than t h i s  f a c i l i t y  ... . .  ! 
. - . awoilnblo a t  t h i s  t i s  .: . .. 

- ' nerv ica  needed but n o t  a v a i l a b l e  a t  t h i s  t ime 

13 - Cnnunity resource other than t h i s  f a c i l i t y  - 
s @ r v I c c  needrd and a v r i l a b l c .  b u t  p a t i e n t  or 
family not ready a t  t h i s  t i s 7  

I4 - P d d i t i o m l  f a c i l i t y  s e rv i ce ( s )  needed. but 

FACILIlT TEWIRATED - WITH RCC&NMTIOH OR REFERRAL FOR FURTHER SERVICE TO: 

p a t i e n t  o r  frmily not ready a t  t h i s  ti* 

21 - P r i v a t e  mcntnl hosp i t a l  '10 - C o u r t .  con-ectiDrul i n s t t t u t i o n .  pol ice .  

22 - Public  m n t r l  hosp i t a l  ( federal .  s t a t e ,  

23 - P s y c h i a t r i c  s e rv i ce  of general hosp i t a l  

24 - Res iden t i a l  t reavnent  c e n t e r  for ch i ld ren  

29 - Tra in ing  schaol f o r  mental r e t r r d d t l o n .  74 - Prosecutor 's  Off ice 

probat im and parole  se rv i ce .  a t to rney  

71 - C m n  Pleas Court 

72 - % n i c i p l  Court 

73 - County Court 

county. t i  ty)  

@ p i l e p l y  or o t h e r  d i s a b i l i t i e s  
75 - Client ' s  Attorney 

76 - Pol i ce ,  Sherlff  

77 - Cmmon Pleas  Probntjon Department 

26 - P s y c h i a t r i c  nursing horn 

29 - Other p s y c h i a t r i c  i n p a t i e n t  f a c l l l t y  

31 - P r i v a t e  p s y h i a t r l s t  78 - Wnicipal  Court P m t u t i o n  Deprriment 

32 - Outpatient psych ia t r i c  c l i n i c  

33 - P s y c h i a t r i c  day c a r e  cen te r  

79 - County Court Probat ion k p a r t m n t  

7A - CDrreCtiOM~ F a c i l i t y  

78 - M u l t  Parole  Authori ty  - Parule 

7C - M u l t  P a r o l e  A u t b r i t y  - Probat ion 

70 - Re-referral f o r  A x h e m a n  A c t  

41 - P r i v a t e  physician 

42 - L ~ U I  h e a l t h  department 

a3 - General hospital 

44 - h m l n g  hone ( s t i l l e d  nursing and r e l a t e d  

49 - Other  rmdicat or  hea l th  agtncy. nurac 

. 

80 - f c h m l  ( e l m t a r y .  high school. c t c . )  

m d l c a l  service) 91 - C l e w  

92 - Alcoholics A n ~ ) n o u ~  

99 - Other psychological serwices  (e. .. 94 - € n o l o p e n t  service.  B I p l o r r  

95 - b i r d i n g  ca re  horn f o r  t h e  aged (personal 
and custodial  ca re  on ly )  

psychglopica1 counseling s e n t c e !  

60 - Social  r e w i r e  agency (as I n  family se rv ice  
agency. publ ic  welfare agency. s e t t l m e n t  
house. c h i l d  p l r c w r n t  rgmcy .  r r r r : a9c  
counsel  i "9, pri 

99 - Other (swcffl) 

1'1 - Unknou! t e  r r l  f a r t  agency) 

. CJXRECTIOH INSTITUTIWS 
\ 

3 - Ohio S t a t e  R e f o m a w r y  8 - h r t o n  Correctional I n s I t i t u t i o n  

4 - Ohio Y m n ' s  Rafomatory A - Lcbsnan b r r c t i o n e l  I n s t i t u t i o n  

5 - London C o r r @ c t i o N l  ~ n s t f t u t i M  F - C h l l l l c o t h  Cor r r c t iona l  I n s t i t u t e  

B - O t i o  P e n i t c n t i r t y  5 - Southern Ohio c o n e C t i o M 1  F a c i l i t y  

144 



p 
L 
’6 

S t a t e  of ‘Ohio 
D c p a r t r r e n t  05 ::e.7tal Ilea1 t h  and ;:ental Retardation 

Division of Forensic P s y c h i a t r y  

. AD?LICA TI0;V FO.? CERTIFICAT;TOtl 
-- . 

I n i t i a l  
C e r t i f i c a t i o n  is requested for the c a l e n d a r  y e a r  of Renewal E 
Name of Center s kddress 

8 , , T e l e p h o n e  

sGeographlic Area S e r v e d  ( C o u i t i e s )  I 
P a r e n t  Organization (if a n y )  

t h e  Center (or Parent Or,cllization) have a 
Board of Directors7 

( Y e s )  (No) 
\ .I: 
If no, t o  whom does the Cent*r ~ - - + 7  

I ;  
Does the Board of Directors  h v e  cornun i ty  representation? Exglain 

i E - -- 
( Y e s )  (AVO) 

es the  Center report statist ics t o  the 
( a )  State of O h i o ?  

:& 
1. (Yes) (No) 

(b) J648’ Board? 
( Y e s )  (tlol 

Tame, signature, t i t l e  and telephone l i s t i n g  of- person compiling r e p r t  r;hd 
z a y  be contacted f o r  f u r t h e r  i n f o r r a t i o n :  

(Iia E) 

( s i g n a t u r e  & title‘) (tcl epnone 1 is t i n g )  
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APPENDIX C (Cont inued)  

Page 4 

RPPL1CATIO:d FOR CERTIFiCATI0:l A f u  RE-CEZTIFICkTiOX 
f O R  FOKliSIC PSYCHIASZIC CUITERS 

A- Describe y o w  Forensic P s y c h i a t r i c  Center  by responding t o  t i e  fol lowing qwstions. 

8. IS y o w  cen te r  Free-standing o r  is it a s p c i f i c  s b s a c t i o n  of a larser 
nenta l  hea l th  f a c i l i t y ?  {Describe o r  expla in)  , 

2. O a t  is y a w  c2nterPs l o c a t i o n  and who is served iCity and/or County); or the  
populat ion szrved? 

3. Yhat po r t ion  o f  YGW c e n t e r ' s  s e r v i c e s  a re  on an o u t p a t i e n t  basis, and what 
other- s e r v i c e s  are offered? 

lao Uhat hers are y o w  cilnter's services. available? 

5-  Is yoc- centcr exclusively s t a t e - s w p a r t e d ?  .If not, is it r e s p c n s i b l e  a t  some r 
level t o  a comcni ty-based  board? {Describe o r  expla in)  \ 

14 6 



APPENDIX G ( C o n t i n u e d )  

Page 3 

Dsscribe s e r v i c e s  providzd  by your Forens ic  Psychiatry Center by responding to 
the 

1. 

2. 

4. 

following questions 

Uho are  tSe Q.fl-H.P='s that  w i l l  be  .doing w r i t t e n  eva lua t ions  f o r  p r e t r i a l ,  
=)res2nLmce* or p o s t s m t m c e  c l ien ts?  

Do t ie  6 - i l . H . P - ' s  o f f e r  emergency assiskirice t o  Coricon Pleas  Co+t, ProSat ion 
and Adult P a r o l e  in the g z o y a p h i c  arsa the  c e n t e r  serves? 

Do the ~2.ll.H-P.'s o f f e r  c a s e  consu l t a t ion  on an informal 
Court, Probat ion and Adult P a r o l e  i n  t!!e p o g r a p h i c  area 

base ; to  :Conncn Pleas 
&&e c e n t e r  ssrves? 

Who w i l l  p rov ide  th2 e x p e r t  testimony wnen r eques t ed  by t h e  Conmon Pleas 
Court i n  the ~2oc j r aph ic  area the cen t2 r  se rves?  

, 
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APPESDIX G (Cont inued)  

Page 4 

Addit ional  p o i n t s  nay bP ob ta ined  by respocding  t o  zs many of the fol lowing q u e s t i o n s  as 
sfesired- On any qmst ion u i t h  a r ~ q o n s e  of  ryes", p l e a s e  describe o r  e x p l a i n -  

lo Does y a w  centerPs service i nc luda .  t r e a t m e n t  t o  c l i e n t s  ' i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j v s t i c a  
'system? Specifyo 

, 

Z0 Does y o w  centeTqs s e r v i c e  i n c i u d 2  diagnostic s e r v i c e s  t o  t h e  o t h e r  c r imina l  
cow$ s y s k m  - Municipal  courts^ Juveni le  Courts? Specify.  

3o Boes y o w  cont2r's service inc lude  emergency-and c o n s u l t a t i o n  s e r v i c e s  t o  l o c a l  
i n c w c e r a t i o n  f a c i l i  tits and p o l i c 2  dzpartments?  Dzscribe- 

L % - .  Does yocr  cen te r  provide  t -a ining and l i a i s o n  t o  b o t !  mental h e a l t h  and 
cr imina l  justice agencies? 

\ 

\ 
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APPENDIX G (Continued 

Page 5 

~ e s  your center provide research i n  f o r e n s i c  p s y c h i a t r y  issues? Specify-  
. 

Does your center provide puSlic  i n f c r a a t i o n ?  S p e d f y -  

Describe y o w  s t a f f  by responding to 'the fo l lowing-  

I. 

2- 

Is t ! e e a t  l e a s t  one ful l - t ime G?.TI.H.P. i n  an a d n i n i s t r a t i v e  pcsition? 
sqerviscry position? 

In a 

Is L!ere r e p r 2 s e n t a t i o n  on staff of a t  l e a s t  one b o a r d - e l i g i b l e  p s y c h i s t r l s t -  
one l i censed  c l i n i c a l  psychologis t ,  and one n.S.LJ. w i t h  two (21 years exper ience  
who are d i r e c t l y  involved i n  performing c l i n i c a l  evaluations? (Plfase i n d u d 2  
f ucure planning - > 

14 9 



Page 6 

31- a. In rega rd  to Coimon P leas  Cowt-ordered e v a l u a t i o n s ,  are  these 
evaluations in accordance wiL\ the law? 

bo In regard to Ccncon Pleas 
bench nay we r e f e r  t o  as t o  t h e  acceptability o f  you? r epor t s?  

.Cowt-ordxed  evaluat ions,  whom on t h e  

- q- On a l l  o the r  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  a r 2  t h e y  pe r fo rmed  by a Q- f l -H -P- ,  o r  are t h e y  
s q e r w i s e d  a n d  i n d i v i d u a l l y  review2d by a Q . I 1 - H - P . P  

5- Is a l l  t r e a k e n t  perforf ied by, or under direct c l i n i c a l  s u y r v i s i o n  of a 
Q m f l - H . P o P  
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APPENDIX G (Con t lmed)  

Page 7 

. 
Give data on the work of your c e n t g r  f o r  t h 2  p a s t  year i n  the a r e a s  l i s t ed  below. 

Comnon Pleas C o w t  t lun ic ipa l  C o r  t 

Competency ' Evalca t i o n  

Presentence Evaluat ion 

No': Guilty by Reason 
of I n s a n i t y  EvalczSon 

'Probations 

Pa ro le s  

Respond t o  t!!e fol lowing qcestions resarding r e p o r t i n g .  

1. 

2. 

Does your center r e p c r t  monthly statistics on dzsicjnated f o r z s  t o  t he  Ohio 
Bweau o f  S s t i s t i a  i n  cczp l i ance  with the rules  and policies o f  the 
Divis ion o f  Forensic P s y d r i a L T ?  

Does your center  r e p o r t  s ta t is t ics  t o  t h e  Associat ion r e l e v e n t  t o  tbese 
c e r t i f i c a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  on a sen i2ann la l  b a s i s  on dzs igna ted  forms? 

Respond to the fol lowing r eqa rd ing  r e c o r d s  and c o n f i d m t i a l i t y .  

1. Describe your c s n t e r ' s  s t a n d a r & o f  c o n f i d m t i a l i t y  and t h e  comple te .process  
f o r  achieving these s t anda rds .  {Refer t o  the c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y  statement. 1 



APPENDIX G (Con t inued)  

&. Desmibe y o w  center's record-keeping system i n  d e t a i l -  

c- Regarding i n s r v i c e  t r a i n i n g ,  p l e a s e  respond t o  t h e  fol lowing otzsticns. 

Io Does y o w  c e n t a r  have an i n s a r v i c e  t r a i n i n g  proyarn? 
opportunities o f  f e r d  in forensic p s y c h i a i r y  areas-  

IFso, d2sci"ib2 l ea ro ing  

- 

2- Provid2 data  on con t inu ing  educat ion rneztings a t t e n d z d  by each Q.tl.H.P- 
ful l - t ime s t a f f  E m b e r  dc-ing the past  year- \ 
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I APPENDIX' H 
WARREN C I R C U I T  COURT 

gDICTNENT NUMBER :& DIVISION NIBIUER 

COl.IONWEALTi OF KENTUCKY * PLAINTIFF 

ORDER FOR MENTAL XXAMINATION OF 
DEFENDANT AND NARRATIVE REPORT 

DEFENDANT 
. .  

. I  

The above-named d e f e n d a n t  h a v i n g  t h i s  d a y  moved t h e  C o u r t  for a n  Order  
B - r e c t i n g  t h a t  t h e  s a i d  d e f e n d a n t  be examined fo r  t h e  p u r p o s e  of d e t e r m i n i n g  
h i s  compe tency  t o  s t a n d  t r i a l  a n d  h i s  c a p a c i t y  to a p b r e c i a t e  t h e  n a t u r e  a n d  

ope of h i s  c o n d u c t  or t o  conform h i s  c o n d u c t  t o  t h e  r e q u i r e m e n t s  of l a w ,  on 
t h e  d a t e  of t h e  a b o v e - c a p t i o n e d  o f f e n s e ( s )  

and t h e  C o u r t  b e i n g  s u f f i c i e n t l y  a d v i s e d :  

IT IS ORDERED t h a t  s a i d  Motion be and  same is h e r e b y  s u s t a i n e d .  ' 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED t h a t  t h e  C o u r t  A d m i n i s t r a t o r  s h a l l  make a r r a n g ,  aments 
t h  t h e  B a r r e n  R i v e r  Comprehens ive  C a r e  C e n t e r  f o r  t h e  e x a m i n a t i o n  o r d e r e - 1  

h e r e i n  w i t h  n o t i c e  t h e r e o f  t o  t h e  s a i d  d e f e n d a n t  and/or  t h e  jsiler, i f  i n  
s t o d y ,  o t h e r w i s e  t o  t h e  d e f e n d a n t ' s  a t t o r n e y  i n  w r i t i n g ,  T h i s  f o r e n s i c  
' a l u a t i o n  is  to be c o n d u c t e d  a t  t h e  WATIREN COUNTY JAIL, i f  i n  c u s t o d y ,  o r  

a ^ t  t h e  B a r r e n  R i v e r  Comprehens ive  C a r e  C e n t e r ,  707 East Main St ree t ,  Bowling 

Q 
F 

Kentucky,  i f  o u t  o n  bond .  F o l l o w i n g  t h e  s a i d  e x a m i n a t i o n  a comprehens i .  
r e p o r t . t h e r e o f  s h a l l  be f u r n i s h e d  t o  t h e  d e f e n d a n t ' s  a t t o r n e y  

as SOOR a s  p r a c t i c a b l e ,  

d a y  of I 1 9  Th Is 

JUDGE, WARREN CIRCUIT COURT 

c&E SEEN: 
D I V I S I O X  NUMBSR 

1st A p p o i n t m e a t :  
Y F O R  THE COX40h~77EALT€I 

2nd. Appointment: 

3rd. A p p o i n t m s n t :  
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( APPENDIX I 

AGE 
IDENTIFYING DATA 

MAME OF CLIENT DATE 1 

SEX MARITAL STATUS EDUCATION 

hrl S D W SEP. 

COAIPREHEF(SIVE CARE CENTER 

,KENTUCKY 

PBfAME OF EVALUATOR L 0 CAT1 0 N - 
PSYCHO-SOCIAL EVALUATION 

Address: 

Knformant: 

Chief Complaint (In client's words, why he or she is here now) ; Present Problem (Onset, Frequency, Intensity, Variations) 

interpersonal Status (Lifestyle, Family History; Famiiy Relationships; Peer Relationships; Socialization Experiences, 
. Financial Situations, Etc.) 

154 



IntarpemnaI Status (cont) 

APPENDIX I (Continued) 

e 
.#mge Daily Routine (Including EatingBleeping patterns) 

ploymemt andor Educational History 

s 
&til Data (Education, Information, Traumatic experiences, Current functioning). 

155 
I: 



APPENDIX I (Continued) 
M E D P C A ~  PROBLEMS ((PAST and PRESENT- Include physician, type treatment received; hospitalizations; medica- 

lion given; allergies t o  medications; current physical conditiun. Describe any possible neural- 
logical problems (e.9. headaches; seizures, sudden personality changes, nombnes. vr:zion ur 
hearing difficulties; difficulty talking, walking, wallowing) Note onset, duratlon, frequency.)) 

APPWREMT 
HO WIOCIOE 

OR 
SUiClOE 

RISK 

FAMILY RHYSICIAN: 
Address: 

WOMOClKIE or SUlCBDE RISK (Describe thoughts, Recent attempts, Past attempts, 
Approximate dates) 

- 
DATE OF LAST PHYSICAL EXAM 

CURRENT MEDICATION CLIENT IS TAKING (In past 2 weeks; kind, dosage, frequency). 

- 
DEVELOPMENTAL HISTORY (Include birthweight and length; Length of pregnancy; Problems in pregnancy/deliv- 

ery; Birth injuries; Feeding Problems; Age(s) of sitting unassisted; crawling;walking; 
toilet training; speech in words, phrases, sentences; special problems of childhood) 

PSYCHDABROC H I S Q X Y  (include dates, places and treatment given during previous hospitalizations; Outpatient 
Treatment; or Treatment for Drug Abuse; Family History of Psychiatric or Other Neurol- 
ogical Disorder) , L 

I 

r 

15 6 
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P M M A R Y  OF 

PROBLEMATIC RIFE AREAS 

APPENDIX I (Continued) 

HENTAL STATUS: Descriptive (Describe Appearance (Posture, Ores, Grooming, Outstanding Physical 
Feature); Motor Activity (Include-Gait, Tremors, Eye Contan); Mood 
and Affect; Verbal Communication, Rappon; Symptomatic Thoughts, 
Feelings, Actions) 

.!ENTAL STAUTS: Cognitive Functions (Desctibe Orientation, Memory, Attention and Concentration, 
Judgement, Abstraction, Vocabulwy, Perceptual Motor; Note 
Any Apparent Impairment) 

nclude Physical, Social, Legal, Employment, Academic, Religious. Dyadic Relationships, Children, 
'amily, Sexual, Ea. 

I 
THER COMMENTS (Social Service Planning Activities Included Here) 

I - -  

P 157 

Supervisar(t) Signature 
Title 



, KENTUCKY 
REGION LOCATION 

A L U A T  I ON 

EXAAAINEW (S): 

4 

DATE OF EXAMINATION: 

TESTS ADMl N ISTERED: 

FILE NUMBER 

LAST NAME FIRST MIDDLE 

6 I RTH DATE SEX WCE 

FOR PROFESSIOHAL USE OgLY 

. .  

1 

CODE 

I 
c 

I 



APPENDIX K 
COMPREHENSIVE CARE CENTER 

-(I )  INFORMANT (2) CHIEF COMPLAINT (3) HISTORY OF PRESENTlLLNESS (4) PAST HISTORY (Illn-. habits, ete) 
(5) FAMILY HISTORY (6) REVIEW OF SYSTEMS (subjective symptoms) (7) MENTAL STATUS (general appearance and 
bahavior, interpwsonal attitudes, speech and wmmunication, aff ea. ideation, permption, orientation and memory, intellectual 
funcrion, judgment and insight) (8) DIAGNOSIS (9) TREATMENT PLAN (10) SIGNATURE. 

DATE: 

NUMBER COUNTY 

, KENTUCKY 
NAME REGION LOCATl ON 

CONTRACT NAME CONTRACT NO. H I ST 0 R Y (Medical  and Psychiatric Evaluation) 

Continued on r ~ a r a  side 

Y C C C 2 - 7 ( 2 4 3 )  

15 9 

CODE 



APPENDIX 1, 

SUGGESTED ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI 

-vs- 

DEFENDANT 

CASE NO. 

ORDER FOR MENTAL EXAMINATION 

The Court having examined the Motion for  a Mental Examination f i l ed  herein, 
finds that there i s  reasonable cause to  believe that  the accused has a mental 
disease o r  defect excluding f i tness  t o  proceed. 

WEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that  the Director of the Department o f  Mental 
Health o r  h i s  designee cause the accused t o  be examined by one o r  more individuals 
designated by the Director o r  his designee. The accused is  hereby committed t o  
the custody of the Directar or his designee for such time and under such condi- 
t i o n s  as are necessary t o  complete the examination i n t o  the mental condition of 
the accused, 

It is fur ther  ordered that  those examining the accused report the resul ts  
of such examination w i t h i n  s i x t y  days of the date of  this order, in w r i t i n g  and 
i n  t r ip l ica te  t o  the Clerk of this Court, Such report shall contain: 

[ I )  An opinion a s  to  whether the accused, as a resu l t  of a 
mental disease o r  defect, lacks capacity t o  understand 
the proceedings a g a i n s t  h i m  o r  t o  assist i n  his own 
defense; 

(2) A recommendation as to  whether the accused should be 
he ld  i n  a suitable hospital f a c i l i t y  fo r  treatment 
pending determination by the court o f  the issue of 
mental f i tness  t o  proceed; and 

[3] A recommendation as t o  whether the accused, if found 
by the court mentally f i t  t o  proceed, should be de- 
tained i n  such hospital f a c i l i t y  pending further pro-  
ceedi ngs * 

(NOTE TO COURT: If  the defendant has pleaded lack of responsibility 
o r  given notice of h i s  intent t o  do so pursuant t o  9 552.030.2, you 
may wish t o  order the report t o  include the following i n  a d d i t i o n  
t o  the above: 

(1 1 Detailed f i n d i n g s ;  

(2) An op in ion  a s  t o  whether the accused has a mental 
disease o r  defect, and the d u r a t i o n  thereof;  and 

3.60 c ~ 



APPENDIX L- ( C o n t i n u e d )  

(3) An opinion as t o  whether a t  the  time of the  alleged 
criminal conduct the accused as a r e s u l t  o f  mental 
disease o r  defect  d i d  n o t  know o r  appreciate the 
nature,  qua l i ty  o r  wrongfulness of his conduct o r  
a s  a r e s u l t  o f  mental disease o r  defect  was incapable 
of conforming his conduct t o  the requirements of 
1 aw. ) 

-It  is further ordered tha t  the pa r t i e s  provide the examiners forthwith the 
in fo rma t ion  cited i n  53 552.045.2 and 552.045.3, RSMo 1978, and any other informa- 
t i o n  requested by the  examiners. 

I t  is f u r t h e r  ordered t h a t  the S h e r i f f ' s  Department p r o v i d e  t ransportat ion t o  

The examiners may a l so  interview witnesses. 

and from , the  cos ts  f o r  t ransportat ion-  being taxed as  cos ts  i n  
i t e  o t  txarn) I this action!' 

I 
I 
I 
I 

1 
I 

Dated th i s  day of Y 19-. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

c 

J U D G E  
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General Information 

APPENDIX M -  

BACKGROUND INFORMATION SHEET 

Defendant's Flame: 

Charges: 

1 Defendantns Occupation: 

Prosecuting Attorney: 

Defendant s Attorney: 

Case No. 

(County)  

(Add res s ) 

Psychiatr ic  Background 

Are any reports  of a p s y c h i a t r i s t  o r  psychologist  a.vailable, and i f  so ,  
where a r e  they located? 

Have authorizations f o r  r e l ease  o f  medical information been mailed t o  
those noted above? 

16 2 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
I 
1 
I 
I 
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APPENDIXT4 (Continued) - 1  

This Request for Mental Examination 

What knowledge in your possession or observation of the defendant's be- 
havior causes you to believe that the mental examination is necessary? 

to 
o f  

Are other indi! id1 als in possession o f  information possibly relevant 
the individual's mental condition (e.g., use o f  alcohol or drugs, history 
head injury, etc.)? 

163 
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I APPENDIX K (Continued) 
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APPENDIX 0 

cm p- 
m n 
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I APPENDIX Q (Continued) 

you belong t o  any orgzd.zZtians, p q s ?  
you kve a ?  hobbies? ?ets? 
does reUglon fit in your life? 
you b e l a g  to a church? Actively? 
you ham close Meads? F m  can 

h 2 A Y d ?  

0 cares zimut you the me7 

kt 
I 
I -9- . 
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I -  APPENDIX O (Continued)  

W'fieEn do you prefer t o  bzthe? 

La3 you prefer  shower or  tub? 
h n h g  o r  Eke- 

af"ten do you brush your teeth? 
qx?cLfzc S h  care: 

-3- 
168 



- 
APPENDIX 0 (Continued) 

E, COPING /DEFENSE PE@-LWISMs 

BHm do you t e l l  you are usset? - 

I 

%at helps whe? you &re trpset? 
Mhat do you do you are e S-BS? 

At  ha^? Q1 the job? 

others? 

A, SELF- 

1 
'I 

4- 
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A P P E N D I X 0  (Cont inued)  

. e, .LIE m 

V I  m 8 NONVERFJU, BEH4VIOR: 

t h e  in youp life. 

(OBSERVATI ad ONLY) 

sad? 

you do? 

A, SELF APPRECIATIW 

do you Lke about y o n e l f ?  
w you ?eel you do well? 

170 
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1 
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1 
I 
8 
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I 
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1 
I 
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1 
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I X  I FAYILYIS I GN I FI CANT OTHER 
A V A I M L E  FOR IKiFIVSEW: 

PEXONAL: 

APPENDIX 0 (Continued)  

INTEKvIE)I( 
m n  No.! 

LJ 
n 

TELEF?im: U 

A, RELIPSILSTY/AFECT (OBSERVATION ONLY) 

Bm PES IBLE W I N G  QUESTIONS 

T I E :  RaNm 

SIGN4nmE 

S I G N 4 W  

-6- 
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1 
M A U L .  r O S P l T A I  Y U Y m L R .  SKX 

N a e  

Sex: 
D.O.B.  
S S Q :  
Address 

Y!#: 
!ICE REPORT 

I Forens i c  Socia l  S e r v i c e  Data Base 

Adiaitted: dare __ 
Ward: f l o o r  

- PRZSE'?TT s ITi3TI03: 

f o r  t h i s  r epor t  t a k z  f r a  c_ 

- P a r i z n c  is a azo_, E z r i t a l  s t z t v s ,  race ,  ei9,lo-ment s t a t u s ,  sex, ordered  to  
Malcolm Bliss by c c c r r ,  by iudee. Z a t i e n t  i s  ch2rged w i t h  - . I n f o p a t i o n  

.-  

I. Eo=: 
*&ere and ;.en p a s = =  '=s=bora dna raised. Who are p a r e n t s .  "ow m & n y  s i b l i n g s ,  
an5 %ai ode-r:- - S T - 7  '-5s p s y c h i a t r i c  history and p r e s e n t  s t a t u s .  
P a r i P n t D  S h i s t o e  - f D i  d n g  away from home. 
P a t i o n t ' s  hism_ry % zmresis, 
' P a t i e n t ' s  c h i I & o o d ? L s D r y  for t r ea tmen t  of animals. 
P a t i e n t ' s  h i s t o i y - f o r  ly%z-. 
? 2 t i 2 n r Y s  c h i l a ' b o d  b2torp. f o r  s t e a l i n g .  
P a t i e n t ' s  - c h i l d b a d  +&to7 f o r  f i g h t i n g  and/or  f r i e n d s h i p s ,  
T a t l e n t ' s  c h i l c i c u d  L;s+og f a r  f i r e s e t t i n g .  

I?:. IDUCATICYAL F , m ? . Y :  
Where d id  p a t i e n t  .=p~zzZ  elementary arid h i g h  school .  

- What  grades d i d  the pt inr r t  complete .  
Eo= did  p a t i e n t  prkn i; schoo l .  
Was-patiemt ever  s a ~ e n S e ~ ~ .  e x p e l l e d  o r  t r u a n t .  
Zow were pati-' s p e e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  i n  school .  
Did pat ief i t  have- a q -  * . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i u ; l a l  or a d d i t i o n a l  educacion.  - -  

111. EX?LOY?ENr R T S T G E - r  

i na t ion ,  any h i s t q r y -  -of - -  :poor p e e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  o r  poor r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  S u D Z i -  

v isors  e 

- - Include fun t i% or: p a r t - t i m e ,  l o n g e s t  j o b ,  p r e s e n t  j o b ,  r e a s o n  for tern- 

V. MILITARY FISTDRY? 
D)ates of  s e rv i ce , - -Brmch ,  h i g h e s t  Rank, Dj . sc ip l ine  problems,  type  of  d i scha rge .  i 

V I .  Y-4RIT.4L FEZTORY: 
Farr iages ,  o f f s o r i n g ,  t h e i r  ages anu c u r r e n t  s t a t u s .  

VII. LEGAL H I S T O X Y ~  - e h G o n o l o g i i a l )  
. A. Juveni le :  

B. . Adult= 



AFPEhQIX p ( C o n t i n u e d )  

SOClAL SERVICE REPORT ( C o n f i n u d )  . .  
. .  

medical problems, .etc. 

IX. SIGXIFICAhT O F . Z ? S  ? A T E : E S T Z D  IN PATEKT: 

x. €?LA.??: 

1) Fzrien ' r  Ls no t  t o  l e a v e  t h e  v z r d  uales s  ordered by Dt- or'rhe. Conrt. 
2 )  P a t i e n t  shoald be encournged to p a r t i c i p a : e  i n  xasd activities &hen z$?ropiia:e 
3)  T h i s  vorGi'er will z z i n t a i n  necessz iy  s o c i z l  service  co~racs -...3 the pctient an2 

.- - 

. .  

s i gnif i ca n t 0 t h ers . 

worker 
Exreas ion  

. -  

. .  

. .  

. .  

c 
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APPENDIX Q 

FORENSIC PNFOW-I-ION SYSTEM 

Faci 1 i ty Date Referral Notice Received 

----- SEQUENCE NUMBER: 

1, DWOGWPHIC IPIFORE4ATIOM . 

1, _ _  
Pat ien t  Number Date First S taf f  Contact 

Pa t ien t  Name 
(Last, First, M . L )  

Date Report Sent t o  Court  

-- 3. Patient  Missed Appointments 
Pa t ien t  AI i a s  (es) Yes No 

4, 

5, 

6. 

7, 

a. 

D.O.B, 
Month Day Year 

Sex 
M F 

Race Black 

White 

Am. Ind. 

Hisp.  

Other 

Pat ient  S t a t u s  Bond 

J a i l  

Pat ient  Attorney 
(Las t ,  First, M.I.) 



N'PENDIXQ-  ( C o n t i n u e d )  

1 '  
I I .  REFERRAL INFORI4ATION (From Court Order) 

1 9. County of Referring Court 

7 0. Judge 
(Last, First, M.I.) 

11. Offense(s) Charged 

12. Questions for Evaluation (check applicable items) 

Chapter 552 

competency to stand triai 

whether hospitalization required pending determination 
o f  competency 

I whether hospitalization required if found competent 

whether client has mental disease or defect 

whether client responsible at time of offense 

whether "diminished responsibility" exists 

recommendations for sentencing 

other than above (describe) 

I 
1' . HISTORIC INFORJ4ATION 

13. Grade Achieved 

175 



APPENDIXQ ( C o n t i n u e d )  

14. Psychiatrdc History 

4 n-pati en t  

ou t -pa t ien t  

a1 cohol /drug 

M.R. facility 

most recent  year  

most recent  year  

most recent  year  

most recent year  

15, Mos t  Recent Diagnosis Pr ior  t o  Current Evaluation 

16. Number o f  Previous Felony Convictions 

2 - 4  

more than 4 

none 

87, Offense(s1 for  Idhich Convicted 

18, Date o f  M o s t  Recent Felony Conviction 

19, A, Previous Misdemeanor Conviction Yes 
no 

3 

B, Previous Juveni le  Offense Yes 
no 

176 
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I 

I 
8 
8 
I 
1 
i 
I 
1 
1 
R .  
I 
I 
1 
1 
I 

1 IV. 

a 

AFPENDIX Q (Continued) 

EVALUATION INFORf4ATION 

4 

20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

24 

S i t e  of Eva1 uation in-patient 

out-patient 

j a i l  

Signatory o f  Report / 
(Last, First, M.I.) SSN 

Profession (From DMH Code) 

/ 
(Last,  First, M.I.) SSN 

Profession (From DMH Code) 

Cl ient  Competent t o  Stand Tr ia l?  Yes 

No 

Deferred 

Not Answered 

Not Asked 

Client Sane a t  Time o f  Offense? Yes 

No 

Deferred 

Not Answered 

Not Asked 

Diminished Capacity Available? Yes 

NO 

Deferred 

Not Answered 

Not Asked 

1 7 7  
I 



APPENDIX 0 (Con t inued)  
e 

25. Hospitalization Pending Trial? Yes 
No 
Not Answered 
Not Asked 

26, Mental Disease o r  Defect? Yes 
No 
Deferred 
Not Answered 
Not Asked 

27. Diagnoses Primary 
DSM I11 

Second a ry 

28. Therapeutic Recommendations (check appropriate items) 

medication psychotherapy 
al co hol /drug rx in-patient rx 
out-patient rx other 
no recommendations 

29. Sources o f  Information Available for Evaluation 

psychiatric interview 

social worker interview with client 

psycho1 ogi cal testing 

wri tten cl i ent statement 

pol ice report 

aut op sy 

confession 

i n t erv i ew ( s ) wi th f ami 1 y member (s ) 

1 ahoratory t e s t s  

other 

17 8 



M E M O W D I P !  

TO : Dr. B u r t  Kaplan, Mental Hea l th  Center, Forensic Unit 
I 
8 E: PPZL1:MINARY 1ENTAL S C R E E N I N G  EXUTIXATION 

It is requested t ha t  a p r e l i m i n a r y  mental s c r e e n i n g  examinat ion  

1 be conducted on the fo l lowing  defendant t o  de t e rmine  i f  a 

full-scale examination i s  necessary. 

1 

I 
9-30-51 

May 13, 1980 

B;:B- 

DATE O F  REQUEST: 

UP-COMING COURT DATES: not y e t  f i l e d  on 

1 commus: SPOKE TO T O N I  MALONEY BY PHONE: S e e  e n c l o s e d  p a p e r w o r k  

from our  f i l e  

1 
I 

FOR: CAROLE A. GRAYSON 
Assist ant P u b l i c  D e f e n d e r  

. .  

179 



STATE OF F L O R I D A ,  

P l a i n t i f f ,  

-as* . CASE NO. 

D e f e n d a n t ,  

ORDER APPOINTING QUALIFIED EXPERTS TO E X A M I N E  DEFENDANT 

The  Motion of c o u n s e l  f o r  D e f e n d a n t  s t a t i n g  t h a t  he  h a s  . 

~ r e a s o n a b l e  g r o u n d s  t o  be l ieve  t h a t  t h e  D e f e n d a n t  m a y  be s u f f e r +  

i n g  from s e r i o u s  m e n t a l  problems came o n  fo r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  a n d  

i t  appearing t o  t h e  C o u r t  t h a t  a q u a l i f i e d  e x p e r t  s h o u l d  be ap- 

p o i n t e d  t o  d e t e r m i n e  t h e  D e f e n d a n t ' s  m e n t a l  c o n d i t i o n  a t  t h e  

p resent  t i m e ,  a n d  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  a l l e g e d  o f f e n s e ,  it is, 

t h e r e f o r e ,  

ORDERED AND DIRECTED t h a t  t h e  S t a f f  of t h e  Peace R i v e r  

C e n t e r  f o r  p e r s o n a l  D e v e l o p m e n t  u n d e r  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of D r T  K a p -  

. I a n ,  e x a m i n e  s a i d  D e f e n d a n t ,  R e g a r d l e s s  of t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  

r e a c h e d ,  s a i d  doctor s h a l l  f u r n i s h  a w r i t t e n  report t o  Honor+ 

able  Jack 0 ,  J o h n s o n ,  P u b l i c  D e f e n d e r ,  a n d  s h a l l  f u r n i s h  t o  t h e  

C o u r t  f i l e ,  t o  t h e  S t a t e  A t t o r n e y  a n d  to t h e  P u b l i c  D e f e n d e r  a 

l e t t e r  c o n t a i n i n g  D e f e n d a n t ' s  name a n d  cas€ number, t h e  da t e  of 

t h i s  O r d e r ,  t h e  d a t e  of e v a l u a t i o n ,  a n d  t h e  d o c t o r ' s  u l t i m a t e  

c o n c l u s i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  d e f e n d a n t s  m e n t a l  c o n d i t i o n  a t  t h e  

t i m e  of t h e  o f f e n s e  a n d  a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  t i m e .  T h e  M e n t a l  H e a l t h  

C e n t e r  of P o l k  C o u n t y  s h a l l  n o t  d i sc lose  a n y  c o m m u n i c a t i o n  made 

b y  t h e  D e f e n d a n t  u n t i l  f u r t h e r  o rde r  of t h i s  Court, e x c e p t  t h a t  

t h e  d o c t o r ' s  E v a l u a t i o n  report s h a l l  be g i v e n  t o  t h i s  C o u r t  a n d  

t o  t h e  P r o b a t i o n  a n d  P a r o l e  C o m m i s s i o n  upon  t h e  r e s o l u t i o n  of 

t h i s  case b y  a v e r d i c t  of g u i l t y  or by a plea of g u i l t y  or n o l o  
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c > 

c o n t e = d e y c ,  

ORDERED t h a t  s a i d  e x a m i n a t i o n  b y  s a i d  d o c t o r s  s h a l l  be 

h e l d  i n  t h e  Polk  C o u n t y  J a i l ,  on  t h e ,  ' d a y  of 

, 1980 ,  a t  . I t  is  f u r t h e r  

ORDERED t h a t  t h e  a r r e s t i n g  a g e n c y  i n  t h i s  case be a n d  

t h e y  are h e r e b y  d i r e c t e d  t o  p r o v i d e ,  upon r e q u e s t ,  t o  t h e  S t a f f  

of t h e  Peace R i v e r  C e n t e r  f o r  P e r s o n a l  D e v e l o p m e n t ,  F o r e n s i c  

U n i t ,  u n d e r  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of D r .  B u r t  E. Kaplan' ,  ava i lab le  cri-  

m i n a l  r e p o r t s ,  a n d  a n y  s t a t e m e n t s  made b y  t h e  d e f e n d a n t  or by 

w i t n e s s e s  p e r t i n e n t  t o  t h e s e  r epor t s ,  All copies of t h e  fore? 

g o i n g  d o c u m e n t s  shall be m a i n t a i n e d  i n  c o n f i d e n c e  b y  t he  S t a f f  

of t h e  F o r e n s i c  U n i t .  

ORDERED t h a t  p r o v i s i o n  of t h e  S p e e d y  T r i a l  R u l e  s h a l l  ' 

be a n d  t h e  same h e r e b y  i s ,  t o l l e d  f o r  t h e  pe r iod  of t i m e  IIECES; 

s a r y  t o  complete s a i d  E x a m i n a t i o n  a n d  for t e n  (10) d a y s  a f t e r  

t h e  f i l i n g  of t h e  c o n c l u s i o n s  w i t h  t h e  C l e r k  of t h e  C i r c u i t  

C o u r t ,  n o t  c o u n t i n g  t h e  d a y  of f i l i n g .  . 

DONE AND ORDERED, i n  B a r t o w ,  Polk C o u n t y ,  F l o r i d a ,  t h i s  

d a y  of , 1980. 

. 

Copies  f u r n i s h e d  to :  

Q u i l l i a n  Yancey  
P u b l i c  D e f e n d e r  
F o r e n s i c  Unit 
Sheriff/Jail 
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M A K E  lNFORMATlON FORM Phona 8 .  FACILITY 

Homr 
Work 

4. CLIENT LAST NAME 5. SUFFIX 6. FIRST NAME 7. MI 

El 
2. PROGRAM 3. CASE MO. 

U 
1. TRAMSACTIOM n P E  
0 O-originel 
El M-Ctmge 01 t o n m c t ~  a PW-Echo Request 

18. RACE/ETHNIC 

O S - S p r n l t h  
O M t h w  

Y¶. MEDICAID CASE NO. 22. MOMTHLY G R O S S  INCOME 14. STATE 1s. ZIP 

20. MEOiCdRE CLAIM NO. I O .  SOCIAL SEC. MO. 39. FEE 16. I COUNTY OF RESIDENCE CODE 

59. MO. of dependants 23. YEARS OF EOUCATlOM 24. CATCHMENT AREA RESIDENT 25. LENGTH OF RESIDENCE 

27. FAMitV ROLE 
(Check One Bod 

Gl-Head 01 Famih/ UnR 
0 2 - S p o u r e  Of Head 
0 3 - C h i l d  01 Head 
04-Other  Related Person 

28. MARITAL STATUS 
(chech One Boil 

CIT-Married O b C o h a b b t i o n  
Clt-Separated 
G3-0ivorced 

3 s - H e w e r  Marfled 

29. PRIMARY PROBLEM AREA 

IJMental Heatth 

g 4 - W i d O w e d  

31. EMPLOYMEMT STATUS 
(Chock One Bod 

Emplcysd 
0 1 - F u l l  Time 6-30 hrs/wk 
Ot-hri Tim84 30 hrs/wk 
0 5 J o b  Training 
Unemployed 

0 4 - U n d s r  Age 18 
0 5 - O v e r  Age 64 
CjCMothar  Wilh Child Undsr Ags 6 
07-LIiubilhy 
OB-Plo Job 

32. PREVIOUS MENTAL HEALTH SERVICE 
fchccl AUAppmpriate Bozes) 

0 1 - E m e r g e n q  
0 2 - l n p t l i a m  (olhar khan bJ) 

~ A i c o h ~ i  Aburo a. TITLE XX ELIGIBLE 
9 0 m g  Abuscl 01. no a3. SsI 

7/ 7.9 G2. AFOC 0 4 .  lnccmo SliSibh 
0 5 .  Grp. El ipibi i i i  
0 6 .  M i d i t l n  

33. SOURCE OF REFERRAL IN 

(Check O n e  B o d  
0 0 1 - s e n  
n02-Fami ty  Or Friend 
0 0 3 - ~ 1 s r g y  
D ~ a - ~ r i v .  pnc. M.H. Prolesrional 
005-Non-Psychiatric Physician 
006-Pub l ic  Rychialric Facility 
0 0 7 - P r i n t a  Ptychialrlc Facility 
OO8-MR Horphl/Rognm/ 
OW-Public Physical Hsailh 
0 1 0 - V w l i o n r l  Rahrbilbtion . 
O l l - A d u n  Prdsctiva Ssrvicai 
a l Z - C h l l d r s n  L Youth Ssn ims 
(713-Schad Syrtam 

015-CriminaI Justice System 
OlS-PubIic/Privals Social Comm. Agency 
@17-Hurting Home 

018-01her  M s d i o l  Facility 
0 1 9 - P u b l W P r l m t a  Alcohol Program 
ntD-PubI ic /Pr in ls  DND Program 
0 21-Olhar 

0 1 4 - C l v I l  court 

34. AOMlSSlOH TYPE 
0 l-Flrrt Admission to Sarvim a 2-badmissionlo SsMw prlor f lscal  yaar  

0 3-Roadmistion lo Service a f t e r  fiscal year 

35. PRIMARY OlAGHOSlS 

IIKm 

i i i i i i l  
36. SECOHOARY OlAGUOSlS 

37. EMPLOYEE I D  
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AC KNOWLEDGI.?E NT OF SERVICES 

(Forensic Unit) 

I understand that the I.Iental Health Center has been requested to evaluate 

me by 

I have had the nature of this evaluation service explained to me as well as the 
1 
t responsibilities of both the mental health staff and myself in this evaluation process. 

I understand that a report of this evaluation will be subsitted to 

1 

Patient's signature 

I 
Witness/Staff M e m b e r  I 

Date 

Date 
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EcPaCE PIVFR CENTER F O R  PERSONAJ. DE\'ELOP?EI<T, Inc .  

AUTHOR1 ZATlON FOR ELEASE OF COSFIDENTIAL Ilr'FOFFIATION 

DOB : SOC. SECURITY 

1 9  , h e r e b y  g i v e  my permiss ion  for t h e  

to r e l e a s e / o b t a i n  any i n f o m a t i o n  

as i n d i c a t e d  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  my c o n t a c t s  o r  t r e a t m e n t  t o / f rom 

NAME 

ADDRESS 

RELAT I ON S H I P  

F O R  THE PURPOSE O F  

SOCIAL DATA 

HOSPITAL DATE:' HISTORY, PHYSICAL, LAB d X-RAY 
REPORTS, AND DISCHARGE SLJIQIARY 

PSYCHOLOGICAL REPORTS 

PERTINENT MEDICAL INFORMATION 

OTH ER 

All i n f o r m a t i o n  I h e r e b y  a u t h o r i z e  t o  b e  r e l e a s e d  w i l l  be  h e l d  s t r i c t l y  conf i -  
d e n t i a l  a n d  cannot  be r e l e a s e d  a g a i n  w i t h o u t  m y  w r i t t e n  consen t .  I unde r s t and  
t h a t  t h e  above a u t h o r i z a t i o n  remain's in e f f e c t  u n t i l  
I unde r s t and  t h a t  I may revoke  t h i s  a u t h o r i z a t i o n  a t  any t i m e ,  u n l e s s  I am i n  
t r e a t m e n t  under s p e c i a l  c o n d i t i o n s  which l i m i t  my r i g h t s  to r e v o c a t i o n .  

WITNESS : CLIENT S I G N A T U R E :  

RELATI ON SHIP 
TO CLIENT DATE : 

3 . 2 7 . 7 9  184 
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E N S I C  UNIT APPENDIXU . 
.- 

Peace River  Center for 
Personal  Development, I n c .  ' 

EXAMINER DATE 

OF CHARGES: Assessment of t h e  accused ' s  understanding or l i t e r a l  know- 
ledge  of t h e  charges a g a i n s t  him, and t o  a lesser e x t e n t ,  t h e  se r iousness  of t h e  
charges. 
of having committed an o f f ense .  
bu te s  t o  his i n d i f f e r e n t  coopera t ion .  

It is important  that t h e  defendant understands t h a t  he  is being  accused 
Seriousness  i s  important  only i n s o f a r  as it c o n t r i -  I 

1 UNACCEPTABLE QUESTIONABLE ACCEPTABLE NOT APPLICABLE 

APPRECIATION OF RANGE AND NATUXE OF POSSIBLE PENALTIES: 
concre te  understanding and a p p r e c i a t i o n  of t h e  condi t ions  and r e s t r i c t i o n s  which 
could be imposed on him i f  found g u i l t y ,  and their possible dura t ion .  

Assessment of t h e  accused ' s  

I UNACCEPTABLF: QUESTIONABLE ACCEPTABLE NUL' APPLICABLE 

316 UNDEFSTANDDJG OF THE ADVERSfLRY NATURE O F  THE LEGAL PROCESS: Does t h e  defendant  under- 
s tand  t h a t  (1) his a t t o r n e y  is t r y i n g  to  assist him, ( 2 )  t h e  S t a t e  Attorney is t r y i n g  
to convict  him, and (3 )  t h e  J'udge and jury are impar t i a l .  I UNACCEPTABLE QUESTIONABLE ACCEPTABLE NOT APPLICABLZ 

4 CWACITY TO DISCLOSE TO ATTORNEY PERTINENT FACTS SURROUNDING THE ALLEGED OFFENSE: 
Assessment of t h e  accused ' s  c a p a c i t y  to g ive  a b a s i c a l l y  c o n s i s t e n t ,  r a t i o n a l ,  and 
r e l evan t  account of h i s  movements and mental s t a t e  a t  t h e  time of t h e  a l l e a e d  of fense .  
I n t e l l i g e n c e ,  memory, and t h e  v a l i d i t y  of claimed annes ia  should be as ses sed .  D i s -  
p a r i t y  between what an accused is w i l l i n g  t o  sha re  wi th  a c l i n i c i a n ' v e r s u s  what he 
w i l l  share  with h i s  a t t o r n e y  should be considered. 

1 
I 
1 UNACCSTABIE QUESTIONABLE ACCEPTABLE NOT ATPLICABLZ 

, 
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r 2 -  

5, WBILITi TO RELATE TO A T T O R I Y :  Assessment of t h e  capaci ty  of the  accused t o  communf- 
Assessment is  based on accused's i n t e rpe r sona l  cate re levant ly  w i t h  h i s  a t torney .  

ccminunication w i t h  t h e  interviewer.  If t h e  defendant has in t e rac t ed  with h i s  a t to rney ,  
~ S S E ? S S  t h e  defendantOs a t t i tude toward him. 

WACCEPTABLE QUESTIONABLE ACCEPTABLE NOT APPLICABLE 

6, ~ I L I T Y  TO A S S I S T  ATTORNEY I N  PLANNING DEFENSE:. Assessment of t h e  degree t o  which 
t h e  accused can understand, p a r t i c i p a t e  and cooperate with h i s  counsel i n  planning 
,a defense cons i s t en t  with the r e a l i t y  of h i s  circumstances. 

TITJACCEPTABLE QUESTIONABLE ACCEPTABIX NCT APPLICABLE 

7'- CAPACITY TO REALISTICALLY CIWJ;ENGE PROSECUTION WITNESSES: Assessment of the accused 's  
capac i ty  t o  recognize d i s t o r t i o n s  i n  prosecut ion testimony and t o  a i d  h i s  a t to rney  in 
t h e  confrontat ion of other witnesses.  Relevant f a c t o r s  include a t t en t iveness  and 
memory rn 

ACCEPTABLE NOT APPLICASLE UNACCEPTABLE QUESTIONABLE 

8, A B I L I T Y  TO MANIFEST APPROPRIATE COURTROOM SEHAVIOR: Assessment of t h e  defendant 's  
c u r r e n t  behavior and his probable behavior when placed under the  s t r e s s  of courtroom 
proceedings. 
process 

Evaluate h i s  a t t i t u d e  and b e l i e f s  toward t h e  l e g a l  system and t h e  l e g a l  

UNACCEPTABXZ QUEST1 ONABLE A C C E P T A B U  NOT APPLIcAaLE 

9, CAPACITY T F 4 T I F Y  RELEVANTLY: Assessment of t h e  accused's a b i l i t y  t o  t e s t i f y  wi th  
cgherence, relevance, and independence of judgment, including both coqni t ive  and 
a f f e c t i v e  factors .which might inf luence h i s  a b i l i t y  t o  comnunicate. 

UNACCEPTABLZ QUESTIONABLE A C C E P T A X E  

186 - 
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APPENDIX I' (Continued) 
- 3 -  

.. 
M O T N A T I O N  TO HELP SELF IN LEGAL PROCESS: 
to appropriately utilize legal safeguards to adequately protect himself. 
or indifference do not justify l o w  scores onathis item although actively self- 
destructive manipulation of the legal process arising from mental pathology does. 

Assessment of the accused's motivation 
Passivity 

QUESTIONABU ACCEPTABLE NOT APPLICABLE UNACCEPTABLEl 

CAPACITY TO COPE W I T H  STRESS OF INCAXERATION PRIOR TO TRIAL: Assessnent of the  
stability of defendant's mental condit-ion with regard to his ability to maintain 
adequate functioning f o r  a reasonable duration while in the j a i l  setting. 
ability of the j a i l  facility to cope with manipulative or malingered acting-out 
behaviors must be taken i n t o  account. 

The 

. NOT APPLICABLE UNACCEPTABLE QUESTIONABLE ACCEPTABLE 
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ADULT EVALUATION 
APPENDIX U (Continued) 

CLIENT 

INTERVIEWEE DATE 

EXAMINER TIME 

Purpose 
Mental S ta tus  . 
Legal Issue (offense,  l.fDS0, Custody, Dependency) 
Meneal Health Treatment H i s t o m  
Medical Status  and Treatment His tory  
substance Phuse 
Interpersonal Relat ionships  (Family, Friends,  Frequency, A c t i v i t i e s )  
personality/Characterological (Aggression, Planning, Motivation and Energy, Self- 

Social  History (Family, Res iden t i a l ,  Economic, Education, Recreation, Rel ig ion)  
Criminal History 
Impressions (COIIIpekenCy, Pe r sona l i ty  S u m m a r y ,  Legal. Disposi t ion,  Treatment) 

. 

concept, Affec t iona l )  



APPENDIX V .i 

peace river center 
for- personal development, inc. 

.I 
Nay 19, 1980 

fir. C. 3. B e n e f i e l d  
k s s i s t a n t  F a b l i c  Defende r  
4 9 5  N. & v e n t e r  
Bartow,  F l o r i d a  33830 

I D e a r  M r .  ' B e n e f i e l d :  

3zE: 
DOB: 7/23/61 

R DES wzs s e e n  on >jay 13, 1980' as per your r e p e s t  for a P r e l i m i n a r y  Men- 
tal' Screen ing .  A S l o s s o n  l n t e l l i o e n c e  T e s t  w a s  , a & n i n i s t e r e d  2 s  par t  of this 
e v a l u a t i o n .  
further i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  e LE.--<# h i s t o r y  

5 D - i s  a 19 -yea r -o ld ,  w h i t e  male ,  who w a s  c o o p e r a t i v e  t h r o u q h o u t  t h e  
inter\Tiew. X i s  e y e - c o n t a c t  =,-as f a i r  and h i s  r e s p o n s e s .  were  s p o n t a n e o u s  ex- 
cept when h e  wzs t a l k i n g  &ou t  h i s  of fense .  H e  t h e n  became g u a r d e d  and  h i s  
eye-contac t  became-poor  

D W  D6 .&-- -$ mothe r ,  Gas a l s o  i n t e r v i e w e d  t o  o b t a i n  
I 
1 

- 

, 

Dfl-L-a ' s  mood ~ ~ z e s  norma l ,  H i s  a f f ec t  was somewh.at e l e v a t e d ,  p r o b a b l y  be -  
c a u s e  he vzs anxious d u r i n g  the i n t e r v i e w .  - - =as o r i e n t e d  t o  person, 
p l a c e ,  t ime ,  and t o  h i s  s i t u a t i o n .  H i s  immedia te  recall was i m p a i r e d  by h i s  
E m i e t y  b u t  h i s  remote  m d  r e c e n t  r e c a l l  w e r e  a d e q u a t e .  H i s  a t t e n t i o n  span  
and h i s  a b i l i t y  t o  c o n c e n t r a t e  a r e  somewhat i n p a i r e d  by h i s  i m p u l s i v i t y ,  

.~-rg 2- l~  l o w  i n t e l l e c t u a l  l e v e l  h a s  somewhat i m p a i r e d  h i s  judgment  and  
h i s  s b i l i t y  t o  reason. The results of h i s  Slosson i n d i c a t e  t h a t  h e  i s  func -  
t i o n i n g  w i t h i n  t h e  b o r d e r l i n e  r a n o e  of Menta l  R e t a r d a t i o n .  

r;;;t D = ' s  r e s p o n s e s  t o  q u e s t i o n s  were r e l e v a n t  and  c o h e r e n t -  H e  d e n i e d  
hav ing  h a l l u c i n a t i o n s  or s u i c i c ! a l  t h o u g h t s .  He a l s o  d e n i e d  b e i n g  e s s a u l t i v e  
o t h e r  t h a n  w i t h  h i s  s i b l i n g s -  did a 6 m i t  b e i n g  somewhat a n x i o u s  
d u r i n g  t h e  i n t e r v i e w ,  b u t  t h i s  l n x i e t y  does n o t  a p p e a r  t o  be i n c a p a c 5 t a t i n g -  

c 

I 
I 
I 
1 

i 

E- was i n t e r v i e w e d  to d e t e r m i n e  h e r  p e r c e p t i o n  of DEZ3's d i s o r d e r .  
3 Z 3  D- s t a t e d  t h a t  he r  s o n  had  a l x a y s  been  i n  s p e c i a l  e o u c a t i o n  classes due  
t o  h i s  imps i r ed  i n t e l l e c t u a l  a b i l i t i e s ,  She s t a t e d  t h a t  h i s  f r i e n d s ,  h o u e v e r ,  
t e n d  t o  be of a v e r a g e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  abilities. S h e  a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  h e r  son 
h r s  been  t z k i n g  C y l e r t ,  a m e d i c a t i o n  p r e s c r i b e d  b y  t h e i r  p h y s i c i a n  t o  t r e a t  

L)F'''s h y p e r a c t i v i t y .  U s a i d  t h a t  the d o c t o r  t o l d  h e r  t h a t  .T= 8 . b D  Uould  TOW out'of t h i s  h y p e r a c t i v i t y ,  b u t  s h e  says that she h2.s not 

I 
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n o t i c e d  any s i g n i f i c a n t  change i n  h i s  b e h a v i o r .  ZZ% D m  also i n d i c a t e d  
t h a t  s h e  w a s  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  h a v i n a  o b t a i n  emplo,vment i f  possible .  
She s a i d  t h a t  he  had  gone t o  V o c a t i o n a l  R e h a b l l i t a t i o n  i n  t h e  p a s t  b u t  h e  
t i id  not l i k e  it and h e  dropped  o u t .  

admi t ted  d r i n k i n g  h e a v i l y  on weekends i n  an attempt t o  d r i n k  as 
much a s  his f r i e n d s  drank. H e  d e n i e d  e v e r  h a v i n g  been i n  any legal d i f f i -  
c u l t i e s  sue t o  h i s  C r i n k i n g  b e h a v i o r s .  H e  a l s o  d e n i e d  any  other d r u g  i n g e s -  
t i o n .  

m D  's accoun t  of. h i s  c h a r g e s  w a s  somewhat c o n t r a d i c t o r y ,  b u t  t h i s  i s  
f e l t  t o  be an a t t e m p t  t o  protect  h i m s e l f  f rom t h e  consequences  o f  h i s  behav-  
i o r  r a t h e r  t han  f r o m  a m e n t a l  d i s o r d e r ,  

K i t h  respect to t h e  above i n f o r m a t i o n  the f o l l o w i n g  con 'c lus ions  and r e c o m e n -  
d a t i o n s  

1. 

2. 

3. 

- _  

4 .  

5. 

are o f f e r e d : .  . - - 
As can be seen by I E Z W S  Comsetency E v a l u a t i o n ,  he 
is compet'ent t o  s t a n d  t r i a l . .  

W D  is  f u n c t i o n i n g  w i t h i n  t h e  b o r d e r l i n g  r a n g e  of 
mental  r e t a r d a t i o n .  H i s  r e a s o n i n g  a b i l i t i e s  are somewhat 
impaired by this l o w  l e v e l  of i n t e l l e c t u a l  f u n c t i o n i n g .  

h a s  a s t r o n g  d e s i r e  t o  be a member 
3 s  evidenced  by h i s  d r i n k i n g  t o  k e e p  u p  w i t h  
The re fo re ,  it i s  l i k e l y  t h a t 5  D- would 
r e q u e s t s  made of him by other  g r o u p  m e m b e r s ,  
though h e  knows t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween r i g h t  
he  i s  l i k e l y  t o  be i n f l u e n c e d  by o t h e r s .  

of a g r o u p  
h i s  f r i e n d s .  
comply w i t h  

Thus,  eiren 
and wrdng,  

- ' s  mother  is conce rned  a b o u t  h i s  w e l f a r e  and s h e  
s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  r e s t  of t h e  f a m i l y  i s  a l s o  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  
him. Due t o  t h i s  s u p p o r t i v e  f a m i l y  ne twork ,  it is f e l t  
t h a t  16=$b would be an  a p p r o p r i a t e  c a n d i d a t e  f o r  p roba -  
t i o n .  It i s ,  howevey, u n l i k e l y  t h a t -  w i l l  under-  
s t and  the c o n d i t i o n s  o f  b e i n g  p l a c e d  on p r o b a t i o n .  There-  
f o r e ,  it is  f e l t  t h a t  h i s  p a r e n t s  would need t o  be r e s p o n -  
s i b l e  f o r  h i s  a c t i v i t i e s  i f  h e  i s  p l a c e d  on p r o b a t i o n .  

< 

It is recommended t h a t  -'be e n r o l l e d  i n  a v o c a t i o n a l  
t r a i n i n g  p r o g r a m .  T n i s  would e n a b l e  him t o  d e v e l o p  some em-  
p loyab le  s k i l l s  and g i v e  him less  f r ee  t i m e  i n  which t o  i n t e r -  
a c t  w i t h  h i s  f r i e n d s .  

R e s p e c t f u l l y  s u b m i t t e d ,  

Dl:/fd 1 

CC: F i l e  

Debbie Tiichols, M.S.W:. 
f o r e n s i c  Counse lo r  
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APPENDIX W 

WILUA).? C .  K R W P E R .  Ph.0 .  
L a r u n v e  Duet307 

ROY GAllHER 
GnuoFm 

February 18, 1980 

HOMOX?3LE WILLIAM K. LOVE 
C i r c u i t  Judge  

B a r t o w ,  Florida 33830 
. B. 0. Eox 51 

RE: - E=--*-p d 
CASE NOS: CF76--1 

CF76--1 
CF76-=-1 
-77-1 
CF 7 9 -&= - 1 
ff 79-eZz%iE-2 
CF79--2 
CF79---2 
C F 7 9 - m - 2  
CF79---2 

Dear Judge Love: 

E was seen on February 14, 1980 as per your  request for a Men- 
t‘al Evalua t ion .  

As can be seen  from the r e s u l t s  of 
g e n e r a l l y  able t o  partake in l e g a l  

the Competency Eva lua t ion ,  ‘is 
p r o c e e d i n g s .  

P r i o r  Mental Hea l th  Treatment  

was an  i n p a t i e n t  on the 
from September 25, 1976 to October 

p s y c h i a t r i c  wing of Polk Genera l  Hosp i t a l  
5, 1976,  T h i s  admission w a s  the result  of 

a s u i c i d e  a t t e m p t  w h i l e  b e  w a s  i n c a r c e r a t e d  i n  t h e  Polk County Jail. Follow- 
ing h i s  d i s c h a r g e  from the  h o s p i t a l  he r e c e i v e d  t r e a t m e n t  i n  the J a i l  f r o m  t h e  
F o r e n s i c  Uni t  through December, 1976. - wzs a g a i n  admi t t ed  t o  Polk General H o s p i t a l  f r o m  May 20, 1977 through 
Pay 2 3 ,  1977 a s  a resul t  of d e p r e s s i o n  and f a m i l y  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  He r e c e i v e d  
s e v e r a l  o u t p a t i e n t  t r e a t m e n t  sessions t h rough  our Mental h‘ealth Center i n  Nov- 
enSer ,  1978. 

~.. 

was an i n p a t i e n t  in Polk G e n e r a l  H o s p i t a l  from January 1 2 ,  1980 
through January 2 2 ,  1980 as a r e s u l t  of d e p r e s s i o n  experienced L-hiLe i n  t h e  

I 



APPENDIX W ( C o n t i n u e d )  

px: -5r. .- ‘p 

P o l k  C o m t y  J a i l .  
t r e a t m e n t  from t he  F o r e n s i c  Un i t .  

I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  E6. -i 

During the i n t e r v i e w  
ed appropriate affect .  
t o  be d i s p l a y i n g  some r i g i d i t y  which  may h a v e  been  a r e s u l t  of t h e  p s y c h o t r o p i c  
m e d i c a t i o n s  he i s  t a k i n g ,  C Z S B 5  was a v e r b a l l y  f l u e n t  and  s p o n t a n e o u s  i n -  
d i v i d u a l  who spoke i n  a low voice. 
ave rage  i n t e l l e c t u a l  ab i l i t i e s .  He d i s p l a y e d  a l a c k  of i n s i g h t  i n t o  h i s  be- 
h a v i o r s  and poor social  judgment. 

x=s- a h i t t e d  t o  f e e l i n g  d e p r e s s e d ;  he ‘feels o t h e r s  do’ n o t  l i k e  h i m  and 
t h a t  h i s  l i f e  .is n o t  w o r t h w h i l e .  
d a l  p l a n s  a l t h o u g h  h e  has s o m e . m i c i d a 1  t h o u g h t s .  
d e p r e s s i o n  a n d , i s  a w a i t i n g  th’& outcome of h i s  l e g a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s .  
to s e v e r a l  s u i c i d e  attempts i n  t h e  p a s t  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by  o v e r d o s e s  of medica- 
t i o n s .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  h e  h a s  g e n e r a l l y  d e a l t  w i A A  his d e p r e s s i v e  f e e l i n g s  
through a b u s i n g  s u S s t a n c e s .  

Since h i s  d i s c h a r g e  f r o m  t h e  h o s p i t a l  h e  h a s  been  r e c e i v i n g  

*=%was i n  oood c o n t a c t  w i t h  r e a l i t y  and  he d i s p l a y -  
H i s  mood and  p r e s e n t a t i o n  were d e p r e s s e d ,  H e  a p p e a r e d  

H e  a p p e a r e d  t o  possess a v e r a g e  t o  b e l o w  

H p w e v e r ,  he d i d  n o t  have a n y  d e f i n i t e  s u i c i -  

H a - a d m i t t e d  
H e  d e s i r e s  s o m e  h e l p  for h i s  

5 B- c la imed  t o  have  h a l l u c i n a t i o n s  o c c a s i o n a l l y  a t  n i g h t .  These experi- 
ences  a re  of people, on  whom h e  has  in fo rmed ,  t h r e a t e n i n g  to k i l l  h i m .  These  
e x p e r i e n c e s  d id  n o t  appear t o  be s i g n i f i c a n t l y  p a t h o l o g i c a l  and seemed t o  be 
based on s o m e  r e a l  f ea r s  of e E r . - . - & .  H e  a l s o  c l a imed  t h a t  he  f r e q u e n t l y ’  
h e a r s  a r i n s i n g  i n  h i s  ears. I 

-B-did n o t  d i s p l a y  any s i g n s  of a t h o u g h t  d i s o r d e r  or d e l u s i o n a l  t h i n k -  
i n g .  H o w e v e r ,  he is somewhat s u s p i c i o u s  and  d i s t r u s t f u l  of o t h e r s .  

n B- Said t h a t  h e  is g e n e r a l l y  n e r v o u s ; . h e  could  n o t  i n d i c a t e  the  speci- 
f i c  e v e n t s  which l e a d  t o  t h e s e  f e e l i n g s ,  H e  i s  a l s o  g e n e r a l l y  res t less  w i t h  a 
h i g h  a c t i v i t y  l e v e l .  

a - w a s  able t o  g i v e  a c o h e r e n t  a c c o u n t  of h i s  b e h a v i o r s  a t  t h e  time of 
h i s  o f f e n s e s .  Although h e  may have e x e r c i s e d  poor social  judgment  and  e x p e r i -  
enced some e m o t i o n a l  ‘ d i f f i c u l t i e s  d u r i n g  t h e  course of h i s  o f f e n s e s ,  hz w a s  
a lways i n  c o n t r o l  of h i s  a c t i o n s ,  u n d e r s t o o d  t h e  n a t u r e  and consequences  of 
h i s  behpv io r s ,  and was aLiare of t h e  r e s u l t s  of h i s  i n t e r a c t i o n s  w i t h  l a w  en- 
forcement  o f f i c i a l s .  

I -- . 

E?-< acknowledged t h e  above-mentioned mental .  h e a l t h  t r e a b e n t .  I n  add i -  
t i o n ,  h e  a l s o  r e c e i v e d  i n  1978 s o m e  o u t p a t i e n t  t r e a i m e n t  f r o m  a p s y c h i a t r i s t  
i n  Lakeland. H e  has neve r  b e e n  i n  t h e  S t a t e  H o s p i t a l  n o r  r e c e z v e d  t r e a t m e n t  
in p r q s q e n t i a l  program such as a h a l f w a y  house ,  
i n  need of l o n g - t e r n  t r e a t m e n t  i n  o r d e r  to change  h i s  b e h a v i o r s .  

H e  f e l t  t h a t  h e  w a s  p r e s e n t l y  

?3- s t a t e d  t h a t  h e  had a s e r i o u s  i n j u r y  t o  h i s  r i g h t  hand i n  1978 which 
r e s u l t e d  i n  n e r v e  damzge and a loss of sane of t h e  f u n c t i o n s  of t h a t  hand.  I n  
a d d i t i o n , - h e  s t a t e d  t h a t  he h a s  a hea r t  problem i n  w h i c h  h i s  h e a r t  w i l l  b e a t  
e x t r e m e l y ’ r a p i d l y  a t  times when he becomes very  t e n s e  and anxious. 
o r d e r  has r e s u l t e d  i n  h i s  b e i n g  t a k e n  t o  the h o s p i t a l  f o x  t r e a t i n e n t  o n  th ree  
or four o c c a s i o n s ,  

‘This d i s -  

‘I 193 



APPEhDIX 3 (Continued) ' 

PZ : E 

zza BDT~ a h i t t e d  to a l o n g  h i s t o r y  of subs t ance  abuse .  
y e a r s  he  was r e g u l a r l y  u s i n g  v a r i o u s  d rugs  and consuming approximately a f i f t h  
~f l i q u o r  every day,  

During t h e  p a s t  f o u r  

-0- 

BE-3 s a i d  t h a t  he has s o m e  close f r i e n d s  and t h a t  he l i k e s  t o  b e ' a r o u n d  
er people. HoweverB h e  f ee l s  t h a t  many p e o p l e  do ndt l i k e  him and t h a t  t h e y  

SZza Ecdyl has d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  h i s  r e l a -  Paugh a t  him because  he is "s t range" .  
t i o n s h i p s  with women and  has had t w o  u n s u c c e s s f u l  m a r r i a g e s .  

B k r s i n d i c a t e d  that  h e  is an impu l s ive  i n d i v i d u a l  who ha-s a g r e a t  d e a l  of 
f i c u l t y  p lanning  b e h a v i o r s ,  He has  a l o w  f r u s t r a t i o n  t o l e r a n c e  and a q u i c k  

temper. 
w i l l  s t r i k e  inan ima te  objects. H i s  s e l f - concep t  is  l o w  and h i s  m o t i v a t i o n  and 
e n e r g y - l e v e l s  are i n s u f f i c i e n t .  

He was i n v o l v e d  i n  many a g g r e s s i v e  e n c o u n t e r s  when younger  and f r e q u e n t l y  

He d e s c r i b e d  a p a t t e r n  of h y p e r a c t i v i t y  as a 
. child; he s t i l l  h a s  a high acsivity l e v e l ,  

B- l e f t  s c h o o l  in .the- e l e v e n t h  grade;  he s a i d  t h a t  h e  had b e e n  3.n special - .  
c a t i o n  c l a s s e s  for  s l o w  l e a r n e r s  d u r i n g  some of h i s  s c h o o l y e a r s ;  H e  had no  

p l a n s  fo r  f i n i s h i n g  h i s  educa t ion ,  . I 

first  m a r r i a g e  l a s t e d  f i v e  years, H i s  second m v r i a g e  w a s  u n s a t i s -  
f a c t o r y  and c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by m y  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and f r e q u e n t  s e p a r a t i o n s ,  H e  
blamed h i s  m a r i t a l  problems and e v e n t u a l  d i v o r c e  i n  1 9 7 8 f o r h i s  poor a d j u s t m e n t  
d u r i n g  the p a s t  f o u r  y e a r s .  He h a s  an e igh t -yea r -o ld  c h i l d  from this second 
rnar r iaoe ;  he has  r a r e l y  s e e n  t h i s  c h i l d  s i n c e  h i s  d i v o r c e .  

During t h e  p a s t  f o u r  y e a r s  E- h a s  been u n s c a b l e  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  r e s i d e n c e  
and employment .  He p r e s e n t l y  f e e l s  t h a t  he canno t ' ob ta in  work b e c a u s e  of h i s  
i n  j u r  ed hand. - 

s t a t e d  t h a t  h e  w a s  p l a c e d  on p r o b a t i o n  i n  1976. H e  c l a imed  t h a t  h e  
H e  d e n i e d  had no f u r t h e r  d i f f i c u l t i e s  w i t h  the l a w  until h i s L c p r e s e n t  cha rges .  

any l e g a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  b e f o r e  1976 a s  an a d u l t  or  a j u v e n i l e .  

Conclusions and Recommendations 

With r e s p e c t  t o  the above i n f o m a t i o n  w e  o f f e r  the  f o l l o w i n g  c o n c l u s i o n s  and 
recommendations: 

_ .  

1. 

2 .  

3 .  

Jz33 is c o m p e t e n t . t o  appea r  b e f o r e  t h e  Cour t .  

-B w a s  competent  a t  t h e  t ime o f  h i s  o f f e n s e s  and h i s  
i n t e r a c t i o n s  w i t h  t h e  police. Although h e  may have  e x e r c i s e d  
poor  s o c i a l  j u d p e n t  and may have been e x p e r i e n c i n g  s o m e  psy- 
c h o l o g i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  
and consequences of h i s  a c t i o n s  and able t o  c o n t r o l  his behav-  . 
iors  I 

B-WZS aware of t h e  n a t u r e  

s u f f e r s  from a p e r s o n a l i t y  d i s o r d e r  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  
by d e p r e s s i o n ;  s u b s t a n c e  abuse;  -mor i n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n -  
sh ips ;  an t i soc ia l  b e h a v i o r s ;  i m A p l s i v i t y ;  l o w  f r u s t r a t i o n  
t o l e r a n c e ;  a g g r e s s i o n ;  l o w  mo t iva t ion ;  2nd s u s p i c i o u s n e s s .  
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4 .  

5 .  

6. 

I 
cc : 

& -. 

1. 
1 
3 
I 

a b-could b e n e f i t  from placement  i n  a long-term 
structured t r e a t m e n t  f a c i l i t y  such as: a drug r e h a b i l i t a -  
t i o n  program. H i s  prognosis f o r  s i g n i f i c a n t  b e h a v i o r a l  
change is fair. He could also p o s s i b l y  b e n e f i t  f r o m  ser- 
v i c e s  from Voca t iona l  R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  i n  o r d e r  to assist 
him i n  d e a l i n g  w i t h  t h e  problezrs w i t h  h i s  hand. 

If Er-i is sentenced  for a substantial p e r i o d  of 
i n c a r c e r a t i o n ,  h e  should  be c a r e f u l l y  watched by the con- 
f inemen t  o f f icers  as t h e r e  is a good p o s s i b i l i t y  h e  might 
attempt s u i c i d e .  

Ea- . w i l l  continue to receive t r ea tmen t  from t h e  
F o r e n s i c  Unit w h i l e  he remains i n c a r c e r a t e d  i n  the Polk 
County J a i l .  .. 

- i  

C l i n i c a l  P s y c h o l o g i s t  
D i r e c t o r  of F o r e n s i c  Services 

C. D a n i e l  Akes, E s q u i r e  
Robert N e t t l e t o n ,  E s q u i r e  
Don Wilcox, Esquire 
File 

. . 
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UNACCEPTABLE Q E S T I C N k S I E  ACCLTTABLE . NOT A.?PLICABIX 

~ a_opyeciation of charges . x X CD x -  

nature of possible penal- x X . .a X 
I Apgxeciat ion of range and . 

- 
._ . .  . 

e i e s ,  

c . '  a X '  
Understanding of t h e  adver- . . .  
sary nature of the l e g a l  . x . '  . x  
groce5s I 

. .  

. Capac i ty  to d i sc lose  to a t -  Izc, 

* 

torney p e r t i n e n t  f a c t s  sur- x 
rounding the'alleged of fense .  

ability t o  r e l a t e  to a t torney .  X 

a i l i t y  ' t o  assist a t to rney  . 
i n  planning ciefense. . x .  

Ca2aci t y  t o  r ea1 is ti ca l ly  

nesses .  
cha l l enoe  prosecut ion w i t -  I( -. 

A b i l i t y  to manifest  appro- 
p r i a t e  coqrtroom behavior,  X 

Capaci ty  t o  t e s t i f y  r e l e -  
want ly  . X ... 

Motiva t ion  t o  he lp  self 
leqal  process. X 

Capacity t o  cope w i t h  stress 
of i n c a r c e r a t i o n  pr ior  to x 
t r i a l .  

X 
.. w 

X 

X 

X 

a 
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APPENDIX X 

peace river center 
for personal development, inc. 

Forenslc S c d c e s  
160 E- Church Strcet 

Eartow. FL 33830 
(81 3) 533.9068 

May 30, 1980 

H O N O W L E :  
C i r c u i t  Judge 
P. 0. Box 
B a r t o w ,  F l o r i d a  33830 

RE: MR. x 
CASE NO: 

D e a r  Judge 

Pursuant  t o  t h e  C o u r t ’ s  o r d e r  of 
defendant  was examined on D a t e  of exam 
conclusions:  

1. 

Date of Cour t  o r d e r  t h e  above-named 
r e s u l t i n g  i n  t h e  fo l lowing  

(a) The defendant  - is  competent t o  s t a n d  t r i a l .  

(b) The defendant  i s  n o t  competent t o  s t a n d  t r i a l .  

(a) The defendant  was insane  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  a l l e g e d  
\ 8 

2 .  
o f f e n s e  (SI. 

(b) The defendant  was n o t  i n s a n e  a t  the t ime of t h e  a l l e g e d  
o f f e n s e  ( s )  . 

S i n c e r e l y ,  

B u r t  E. Kaplan, Ph.D. 
C l i n i c a l  Psycho log i s t  
D i r e c t o r  of  Forens ic  S e r v i c e s  

B E K / f d l  

cc: S t a t e  Attorney 
P u b l i c  Defender o r  Defense At torney  
F i l e  

A Pnia !e  Nun profit Comprehensive Cornmuni9’ Mental Heahh Center 
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A!’PEXI)TE y 
G E N E R A L  MENTAL HEALTH 

SERVICE TICKET 

Program 

Facility 

CLIENT NAME ID No. 

DATE OF SERVICE SERVICE CODE 

UNITS OF SERVICE 

Co-therapist, i f  any 

HOURS OF SERVICE (to t h e  nearest quar te r  hour) 

COMMENTS: 

STAFF MEMBER: N 0. 

NEXT APPOINTMENT: 

PROGRESS NOTES 



I' APPENDIX 
$ 

DISCHARGE SUMMARY 

2. SUFFIX 3. FIRST NAME '- M I  5. CASE NO. 

U I I I  I 1  I I I I I I I I  l l l l I I I I  I 1  
TRANSACTION 7YPE 7. TERMINATION DATE 8. EMPLOYEE I O [ r l  

Discharge Dbgnorlt 

R~IIUN 
4. R W O H  FOR TERMINATION (Do not check any block under number "9" if a referral is to be checked l t . ] m i  

Treatment Dlrcontinued by UnH under ''lo"*) 

1-Traatmant completed-no loflow-up nwdad Secondaq 
2-Treatmeni completad-lanow-up needed (Center follow-up) 
>Further trertment/samcas neaded- no approprbte refernl avaibbb 

10. REFERRED to 

001-Cierp l  
Ooz-~tv. ma. MH ~ o l .  
OO3-NobPrychbtric Ptrysician 
nOa-Pubilc Psvchbtrlc Facllb 

Trsrtment Discorhued by Client 
CCllen! withdraw lrom trsatment (no inason given) 
5cneni rnowd 
6-Ueath. Drug/Alcohd Relafed 

8- Daalh-other E 9- Ctlenl Inurcent rd  

07-Oerth. Suidde 
E 
p,u.,nown 11. TREATMENT OUTCOME 

0 1 W t h e r  discontinuation by client 

01-Complete improvement 
0 2 - M u c h  Improvement 
O3-Some lmpmvemant 
OdUnchangad  or Undetermlmd 

~ 0 5 - P r i n l e  bychlatrlc Faciik 
006-MR Hosp/Prognm 
~ 0 7 - P u b l i c / P h l a  Social/Comm. Agency 
C]OB-Publk Phyrlul Hmfth 
~ D S - V ~ u t l o ~ l  Rahab. 
010-AduH Roted. Sewica 
011-Children b Youth Servimr 
O l t - S c t m i  System 
O13-CMI Court 
nl4-Criminal Justice Systbm 
015-Nursing Home 
O l b D t h e r  Madiol Facillty 

O l F P u b l I c / P ~ l e  Alcohol Rognm 
C]l&Public/P?ivaIe Drug Program 
0 1 9 - M h s r  

NARRATIVE E 
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APPENDIX BB _I 

B%PI?A? P R E - S C R E E N I N S  R E P O f T  

(For Person age 98 and under or age 65 a n d  above. a t t a c h  
CHILD L YOUTH GERIATRIC P R E - S C R E E h I N S  S U P P L E P I E K )  

NEAREST C M i C  AFTERCARE P R O G R A Y  

DVaCIES AND ADDRESSES OF COWg(Y'JNITY S U P P O 2 T  PEOPLE WHO CAK ASSIST IN D l S C H A R t E  P U N N I N G  OR 
PROVIDE ADDITIOIGL ADYISSION DATA: 

Phone 

2. Name 

Address 

Phone 

KMOMH PREYIDUS H O S P I T A L I Z A T I O N S  MD DATES 

Are there  criminal charges  pending a g a i n s t  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  ....y es no 

A1 leged charges 

PRESEKT SYMPTOP!S OF M E N I A L  ILLNESS 

Beside each of the symptoms l i s t e d  below i n d i c a t e  t h e  degree o f  s e v e r i t y  on a s c a l e  o f  
0-5. . I f  the symptom d o t s  not e x i s t ,  l i s t  0. 

Poor Judgment Disor ien ted  Xmory Loss Paranola Delusions 

Mlthdram- Depressed- S u i c i d a l  b p e n s l t y  to ham others  

b(Cnl1ucfnetrs- Alcohol abuse Dntg abuse h n i c  Poor personal hygiene- 

Poor 'Iqulse contml Trouble In w l n t a i n i n g  thought  processes- 

Bfzarm Pdeatlon- Pnrppropr ia te  affect- Poor concentration- Uncooperatlvc- 

9-r~  statement gfv lng  pePefnent d c t a f l s  about s p p t a s  

m v v 6 m * v v v v v v ~ v t v ~ d v 0 l v v v v * v ~ ~ Q v o v v ~ * * 0 ~ ~ ~ . * ~ ~ + ~ o * + ~ * o ~ * * o * . ~ * * * * ~ * * * * ~ * * * * o v * v * ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ * . ~ *  

A r a t i n g  o f  5 ind ica tes  extreme s e v e r i t y :  
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APPEND1 X BB (continued) 

P H Y S I C M  HLALTH P R D B L D t S  

tdrClov&s:ular D l s o d e r .  .. .... ..yes ne Respiratory Dlsorder ........... f l s  no 

Neurolo~lcAl /Se izur t  Dlsordcr.. .yes- no- Ij 's:roint-stlnal Disorder ......y cr no 

Give Details 

Per t inent  h e r d f t a r y  f a c t o r s  

Allergies . .  . .yes- no,, A1 l c r g i  c t o  

Special d i e t . .  . .yes- no- D c s c r l k  

- All m d i c a t i o n s  c u r r e n t l y  used (g ive  dosage) 

Date of l as t  phys ica l  exam Phys ic ian ' s  Ha,, and hddrcss 

h p l  oyed.. . .yes- no- Yherc? 

Social  S e c u r i t y  I Insurance t o .  + 
Medicaid I W i c a r e  t 

Gross Tamily I n c m e  S 

Dots Applicant r e c e i v e  551 ,checks?. , , .yes- no,, krrount f 

Yho i s  the  payee? 

Veteran.. . . yes- no,, Ret i runent  or o t h e r  l n c m c  ....y s- no- 

*cccm--rrm- 

L / -  FURTHER CW%KTS on Any o t h e r  f a c t o r s  o r  p r o b l e m  concerning the  b p l i c a n t  tncludfng such 
f a c t o r s  as  F j i p i t a t i n g  e v m t s ,  f a m i l y  s i t u a t i o n .  unique t a l e n t s .  s t r e n g t h s  or s k i l l s  and , 

before the Appl icant  can r e t u r n  t o  t h e  m n l t y .  
issues r h i c  f: could  a f f e c t  d i scharge  plannlng.  Kame s p e c i f i c  goals  t h a t  should be rCt 

I 

t 

E 
Source of I n f o m t i o n  

Rclat ionsshlp t o  Lgpl l u n t  

d a b  t o  f h p l t r l .  

Date 
'3gnrtut- t  of b p 1  i c a n t  o r  k t l t l o m r  



APPENDIX C;c 

F u l l  Name Date of  B i r t h  County/City of  Residence 

V I R G I R I A :  IN THE CRIMINAL DI\'ISION, GENERAL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE C1j-y 
OF NEWPORT NEWS 

DETEhTION ORDER 

I t  having been r e l i a b l y  reported t o  t h e  undersigned t h a t  

is mentally i l l  and in need of h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n .  and 

it appearing t h a t  such person cannot be convenient ly  brought b e f o r e  t h e  

undersigned o r  any o ther  Judge for thwi th ,  it i s  hereby ORDERED t h a t  any 

law enforcement o f f i c e r  f ind ing  such person within h i s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  

s h a l l  t ake  him/her i n t o  custody and p lace  him/her in Eastern  S t a t e  Hospi ta l ,  

K i l  li amsburg, Vi rg in ia .  

I t  is f u r t h e r  ORDERED t h a t  such person a l leged  t o  be menta l ly  i ll  s h a l l  

be detained in Eastern S t a t e  Hospital f o r  a per iod not t o  exceed t h e  maximum 

period permit ted by law, subjec t  t o  f u r t h e r  order  by t h e  undersigned o r  any 

o ther  JJdge having j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  and s h a l l  be, during such per iod of de ten t ion ,  

examined by a phys ic ian  o r  a physician and c l i n i c a l  psychologis t  l i censed  i n  

Virg in ia  who a r e  s k i l l e d  i n  t h e  d iagnos is  of mental i l l n e s s  and not r e l a t e d  

by blood o r  marriage t o  t h e  individual  a l l e g e d  to be menta l ly  i l 1 , ' a n d  who 

s h a l l  r c p o r t  t h e i r  f ind ings  to a D i s t r i c t  Court Judge o r  Spec ia l  J u s t i c e  of  

the  Ninth J u d i c i a l  D i s t r i c t .  

5oc ia l  Secur i ry  Number Mari ta l  S t a t u s  same of Spouse 

Date Hour // 

kine, A d d r e s s  C Phone tiumber f o r  Next of Kin 

JUDGE 

Address Phone Number 

kxnnary of  Circumstances Requiring Detent ion Order: 

INFORMATION ON PATIENT 

202 . 
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APPENDIX D D  

REFERRAL , ' PERSON CALLING: 

P T ' S  rime 

DATE OF UIRTH: - 
E DATE: - 

PARENTS OR SPOUSE: 

-.. 

PHONE : H O E  : ATTNY: 

W O X :  OTHER: 

I RELATED CASE: 

I ---- 
d .- 

U 
P R E  VI OUS COUNSELING OR HOS P TAL I U T I  3N : 

1' 
- 11 DI CAT I ON : DRUG ALLERCI ES : 

r P P T  ACCEPTED BY: llITH DATE b T I E :  
--- 
f€E: MEDICAID # 

&ROSS INCOIIE: 

203 
w- 0251 



I APPENDIX E E  

L O G  S H E E T  

OF PATIENT: 

RH-0586 

2 04 



STAFFING NOTE 

NAME: 

DIAGNOSIS: 

DISPOSITION : 

, 

TREATMEKT GOALS: 

signature 
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APPENDIX GG 

-. DATE O P E d E D  FEE CASE NUMBER 

KPICOE S O C I A L  S E C U R I T Y  NUMBER 

HEALTH COVERAGE AND P O L I C Y  NUMBER 

.-. PAT 1 EPBT HOME PHONE 

WORK PHONE - .  ABBllRESS 

OTHER PHONE 

SEX RACE - DATE OF BBRYIB P L A C E  OF B I R T H  

OCCUPATPON 

WRBTAL STATUS VETERAN S T A T U S  

56NOOL GRADE REACHED AGE L E F T  SCHOOL 

FATHER D.O.B. occ . D M W S S E P .  

rnTHER D.O.B. occ. D M W S SEP. 
STEP/ 
F O S T E R  PAR. D.O,B. occ 0 0 M W S SEP. 

-- REL 1 G I ON 

D.O.R. occ . D M W S SEP. S P O U S E  
SCHOOL 

SIBLINGS OR CHILDREN ADDRESS B I R T H  DATE GRADE OCCUPATION 

OTHERS IN HOME RELATED C A S E S  
I 

SOURCE OF REFERRAL FAMILY DOCTOR 

OTHER A G E N C I E S  WITH CASE 

P R E V I O U S  MENTAL H O S P I T A L  DATE DISCHARGED 

REASON FOR REFERWL 

P R E C I P I T A T I N G  EVENT 
I 

D I  AGN OS 1 S 

RE COWEN DAT I 0 N 

OAT€ CLOSED IMPROVED c 

1 REASOM FOR C L O S I N G  DIAGNOSTIC ONLY TREATMENT 
I RH- 0246 
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Date : 

Name : 

Aqe : 

APPENDIX HH 
FEFER9AL FOR P S Y C E O L O G I C U  TESTING 

D.O.S. 

Address : 

Phone : 

3 e f e r r e d  Sy: 

F.eason for X e f e r r a l :  

Appointment Date : 

N o t i f i e 5  By: 

I 

P a t i e n t  k e p t  scheduled  appo in tnen t  for Psycbo log ia l  T e s t i n g .  

P a t i e n t  scheduled  f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  t e s t i n g :  

Date : 

N o t i f i e d  9y: 

P a t i e n t  d i d  n o t  keep scheduled  appointment  f o r  Psycho lcg ica l  
T e s t i n g .  

P a t i e n t  r e sche2u led  for Psychological T e s t i n g :  

Date : 

: ;o t i f ied  By:  

P a t i e n t  d i d  n o t  keeg schedule& appointment f o r  PsychclcgicEil - 
T e s t i n g  and no  f u r t h e r  appointments  sche2ulsd  b y  the Psychology 
Department. 
s o u r c e  of t h e  referral o r  the  s t a f f  m e n h e r  cu-r ren t iy  respon- 

?lease r e f e r  . t h e  g a t i e s l t ’ s  f o l d e r  back tr, t h e  

s iS le  f o r  t r e a t m e n t .  

D i s sos ik i cn  of r e f e r r a l  by 
r ? f = r r z l  aZd/or t r ea t i zen t :  

s t a f f  me?> e r 

207 



P 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 MENTAL HEALTH AND THE LAW 

m. 

Forens ic  Mental Hea l th  Screening and Eva lua t ion  of Cl ient-Offenders:  a n  
Overview. By Ingo K e i l i t z ,  W. Lawrence F i t c h ,  and Thomas B. Marvell. 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 nc lud ing  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 source  a l l o c a t i o n  f o r  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  i n  t h e  c r i m i n a l  j u s t i c e  system. 111 pages,  i nc lud ing  two 
appendixes:  
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 ta te  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. 

a n  annotated b ib l iography and a s ta te-by-state  d i r e c t o r y  of 

Forens i c  Mental B e a l t h  Screening and Eva lua t ion  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 .  

By 
Five  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  

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  are desc r ibed  i n  d e t a i l  
u s ing  a uniform format.  
Har t fo rd  (Connect icu 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  r e f e r r a l s ,  
eva lua t ions ,  and r e p o r t s .  Order No. OPS 2.  $6.50. 

Forens ic  Mental  H e a l t h  Screening and Eva lua t ion  i n  Jails .  
Zimmerman, Xngo 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. General  t ypes  of arrangements  between j z i l  and 
n e n t a l  h e a l t h  systems are desc r ibed ,  arid f o u r  l o c a l  programs are 
desc r ibed  i n  d e t a i l :  Cook County (Chicago) C o r r e c t i o n a l  Camplex, 
Diagnos t ic  Se rv ices  of t h e  Nashv i l l e  (Tennessee) S h e r i f f ' s  Of f i ce ,  P i e r c e  
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  Unit ,  and the 
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. 

T h e  c l i n i c s  are i n  Bal t imore,  N e w  York C i ty ,  

By J o e l  

Forens ic  Mental Hea l th  Screening and Eva lua t ion  in- Community and Regional  
Fo rens i c  Mental Hea i th  Centers .  By Ingo K e i l i t z ,  W e  Lawrence P i t c h ,  
Thomas B. Marvell, and Mary E l i z a b e t h  Ilolmstrup. Fo rens i c  mental  h e a l t h  
examinat ions p e r f o m e d  i n  community-based mental  h e a l t h  c e n t e r s  are 
explored i n  s ix  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 .  -Louis, Missour i ;  Bartow, 
F l o r i d a ;  and Newport News, V i rg in i a .  206 pages,  i nc lud ing  70 pages of 
s anp le  forms. Order No. OPS 4 .  $7.00. 

I 
I 

Screening and Eva lua t ion  i n  Cen t ra l i zed  Torens ic  Mental Hea l th  
F a c i l i t i e s .  By Kary  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 s ta te  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  s e r v i c e s  are d e t a i l e d  inc lud ing  p r o f i l e s  of t h e  
Biggs Unit  of the F u l t o n  S t a t e  H o s p i t a l  (Missouri); t h e  P r e t r i a l  Branch, 
D iv i s ion  of Forens 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 the  Center  f o r  Forens ic  P s y c h i a t r y  (Ann Arbor, Michigan). 96 pages,  
i nc lud ing  29 pages of sample forms. Order No. OPS 5. $5.00. 

1. 
'1 



Forens ic  Mentsl  Hea l th  Screening and Eva lua t ion  i n  Community 
Cor rec t ions .  By Thomas B. Marvel l ,  W. Lawrence F i t c h ,  and Ingo K e i i i t z .  
E f f o r t s  t o  d i v e r t  o f f ende r s  from p r i s o n  o r  j a i l  s en tences  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  p r o g r a m  of probat ion ,  halfway h m s e s ,  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 Larimer County (Colorado)  Community 
Cor rec t ions  and t h e  I s l a n d  County (Washington) D i s t r i c t  Court  Probat ioE 
Department--are descr ibed .  52 pages,  i nc lud ing  14 pages of sample 
forms. Order No. OPS 6. $4.00. 

Nat iona l  Center  f o r  S t a t e  Courrs  
P u b l i c a t i o n s  Department 

300 iu’ewport Avenue 
Williamsburg, V i r g i n i a  23185 

(804) 253-2000 
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