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In today’s whitewaters, challenges, change, and
increasing customer demands are inexorable.
An organization which seeks to effectively
traverse the white-waters must continuously
assess its structures, processes and leadership.
The organization must strategically plan for the
future journey. This Issue of The Advocate
describes DPA’s organizational development
and strategic planning efforts.

The work of the Governor’s Task Force on the
Delivery and Funding of Quality Defender
Services through its first three meetings is
summarized in this issue. The Task Force
affords Kentucky’s defender community hope
that its longstanding needs will be recognized
and met with the infusion of additional funding
and a long range, permanent solution to
delivering services.

Twenty years ago Wendell H. Ford called us all
to work hard to see that the criminal justice
system has the credibility to Insure the con
fidence of the people that justice is being done.
Defenders have the critical job of seeing ‘that
justice works the same for rich and poor alike...
the poorest of those least able to protect them
selves must stand on equal legal footing with
the corporate executive or the presidential
advisor.’ Then Governor Ford’s remarks are
reprinted In this Issue.

Speaking of change, the mental health
community continues to discover the realities of
the cycle of violence that we defenders know
intimately from our experience. We bring you a
significant 1992 study sponsored by the
National Institution of Justice.

Edward C. Monahan, Editor
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Crelibility of tile JusticeSystem:
fDefeiuers Insure gusticeWorksfor tEe fRjcñ 6’ fPoor

The following remarks of Governor Ford
were made at the May 11, 1973 1st
Annual Public Defender Conference with
Tony Wllhoit serving as Public Defender.

Too often crime and criminal justice are
used as vehicles to gain public office.
Politicians playing on fear and images
resort to negative sloganeering such as
being ‘soft on crime’ or accusing the
courts of ‘coddling the criminal.’ I have
pledged my administration to take a more
positive approach to the critical need for
action in criminal justice. Crime is a
complex problem, and it can only be
solved by an integrated strengthening of
the entire criminal justice system, from
the policeman on the beat to the parole
officer.

Let me mention a few of the programs
that have given Kentucky a reputation as
being one of the most progressive states
in the country in criminal justice: a 15
percent salary supplement for local police
if standards are met; special units for
organized crime and narcotics investiga
tion; modernizing communication and
information systems on a statewide basis
and tying-in with the FBI in Washington;
new crime lab facilities, from mobile units
for on-the-scene investigation to sophisti
cated central labs for detailed work;
seven new circuit court justices; a study
of the entire court system to see where
changes may be made - ‘justice delayed
is justice denied’; a revision of the
criminal code; a Prosecutor’s Assistance
Division In the Attorney General’s Office
to aid local prosecutors; and an upgraded
standard for members of the State Parole
Board to professionalize it; and new tech
niques in rehabilitation rather than simply
punishment smaller facilities like the
Blackburn Correctional Complex, work re
lease, shock probation, and the forensic
center.

These and other programs are designed
to fight a realistic war on crime, a war we
think we can win. They are based on the
belief that criminal justice is a system,
not just a slogan. One of the most impor
tant Ingredients in any criminal justice
system is credibility. If the people don’t
believe that the system is capable of

protecting their well-being, property, and
rights, they are going to shrug it off and
go their own way. We know the unhappy
consequences of the law’s failure to meet
the just expectations of those governed
by it. Law loses its stabilizing influence.
At best, the results are alienation and
lack of trust in the legal system. At worst,
there is unrest and violence.

Charged with the responsibility of defend
ing those who face prosecution, yet can
not afford an attorney, you and your
colleagues must see to it that no person
is denied his right to equal protection
under the law and to due process simply
because he is poor. Your job is not, as
some mistakenly believe, to free the
guilty, but rather it is to see that justice
works the same for rich and poor alike.
Let no one think that crime is found only
among the poor. It can reach into the
boardrooms of corporations and even
into the White House itself. Still, under
our system of law, the poorest and those
least able to protect themselves must
stand on equal legal footing with the
corporate executive or the presidential
advisor.

Your job, just as mine, is to serve the
people. You must be prepared, and I
know you will be, to champion the
causes of many whose cases are not
popular. You must be prepared to seek
the truth wherever it takes you and to
devote all of your professional skill and
competence to your client In terms of
money, your rewards will not be great,
though professionally, your rewards
should be. You will know that you have
lived up to those high standards long
established by the legal profession.

You are all qualified to do a professional
job in meeting the commitments of a pub
lic defender, but professional ability
cannot alone achieve the kind of justice
we are seeking. The best public defender
system in the world is rendered useless
if nobody knows about it I wonder what
the results would be if a poll were taken
today, asking people what a public de
fender is or if they know whether there is
one in their state? My question to you
then is, ‘How are you going to make

yourself visible to the public you serve?’
Without the visibility, all of the good
intentions we have will be in vain. We
have the potential to show the nation
how justice can and should work. The
mechanism has been established, the
program has been funded. Now it is up to
you to see that it becomes a reality.

4444
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RESTRUCTURING FOR EFFECTIVE ADVOCACY
The Reorganization Efforts of the Department of Public Advocacy

Public Advocacy’s goal is to implement
organizational changes which will more
effectively and efficiently maximize
available resources, yet respond to the
needs of the public defender system
through a quality-driven, custom-oriented
state government structure.

Allison Connelly
Public Advocate, March 1993

INTRODUCTION

The mission of the Kentucky Department
of Public Advocacy DPA is to provide
legal representation for all indigent
criminal defendants at every stage of the
criminal justice process and to advocate
on behalf of the developmentally dis
abled, the mentally ill and the mentally
retarded.

It was with renewed attention to its
mission in early 1991 that the DPA
undertook the task of examining the con
nections between that mission and the
organizational structure that delivered
services to clients and customers. That
reorganization, the first since 1985 and
the only major restructuring since 1980,
was the result of a conscious, systematic
process. The goal of this process, called
organizational development, or OD for
short, was to increase the department’s
effectiveness, to institute quality methods
and to continuously improve its services.
From a strategic perspective, it reflected
and anticipated a variety of streamlining
initiatives at the national and local levels.

The intent of this tiarrative is to describe,
from a consultant’s point of view, the
process used by the department to reor
ganize which led to the final cost saving
organizational structure. Charts are
provided which illustrate the step-by-step
process. However, rather than elaborate
on the specific organizational details of
the restructuring, this account focuses on
three key dimensions that characterize
the process of the reorganization: that it
was deliberate and informed; participa
tory and committed; and, mission-driven
and future-focused. A few concluding
comments return to the theme of organi
zational development and the criteria of
successful OD projects.

A DELIBERATE AND
INFORMED PROCESS

In the spring of 1991, it was apparent
that the department’s leadership organi
zational structure needed attention.
Caseloads had grown dramatically, inter
nal processes seemed unresponsive or
completely lacking, judges, social work
ers, and clients complained of lack of
service, and staff turnover was high. Seri
ous attention to these problems called for
forthright steps.

The first step to address these critical
issues occurred in July of 1991. The De
fense Services Division initiated a survey
of some 150 employees. The intent of
the àurvey was to consider employee
perceptions of the organization, its work
and its processes. While the response
rate of 16% was low, the survey findings
confirmed the perceptions that the key
problems were widely experienced.

At this juncture the department’s lead
ership went further in its commitment to
problem identification and analysis by
requesting the assistance of an external
consultant to facilitate the process. While
somewhat familiar with theY work of the
Department of Public Advocacy, the con
sultant, representing Governmental Ser
vices Center at Kentucky State Univer
sity, had considerable experience in
organizational development projects
leading to reorganization. Together with
the leadership, the consultant outlined a
process where attention to the problems
could be focused and connected with an
appropriate reorganization.

In August 1991, the Public Advocate and
the managers of the Division of Defense
Services convened a strategic planning
session. Utilizing the results of the earlier
limited survey, the session devoted its
attention to the department’s key stra
tegic components: mission, structure,
key functions and strengths and weak
nesses. The group also suggested many
ways to improve the system. While there
was agreement among the participants
on the perceived direction, current
organization and key functions, the
discussion waxed spirited and divergent

on the department’s strengths and weak
nesses and how systemic and structural
improvements might be made. All parti
cipants agree that organizational re
structuring to address problems was
needed. However, there was little agree
ment as to the form such reorganization
should take. Nonetheless, there was one
consensus suggestion for improvement:
to conduct an administrative review or
‘quality audit.’ The audit’s purpose was
to diagnose particular problem areas,
augment the earlier survey findings, and
identify key priorities for attention in the
restructuring process.

Accordingly, in the fall of 1991, at the
suggestion of the consultant, the same
group of managers decided to conduct a
‘quality audit’ throughout the department.
The intent of the instrument was not only
to gauge and diagnose, but to involve as
many departmental employees in the pro
cess as possible. That decision required
all managers to explain the audit’s
purpose and use to their employees.

The decision to use the quality audit and
to make it available throughout the or
ganization was significant for three rea
sons: first, it allowed for participation by
the entire organization; second, it yielded
information pertaining to a broad base of
employees and managers; and third, it
signified a growing organizational owner
ship of the process of reorganization.

The quality audit instrument is based on
the seven categories of the Malcolm
Baldridge Quality Award. It was adapted
from private sector use for the public
sector by Governmental Services Center.
It is comprised of 169 statements dealing
with the following topical areas:

1 Leadership;
2 Strategic Quality Planning;
3 Human Resource Utilization;
4 Information Analysis,
5 Quality Assurance;
6 Quality Results; and,
7 Customer Satisfaction.
See Chart One

Survey participants respond to certain
statements on a scale of one to ten
which indicates their opinion from
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strongly disagree to strongly agree.
Taken collectively, the resultant respon
dent data yields a composite picture of
the organization in each topical area. As
a consequence, perceived priority pro
blem areas can be identified and evalu
ated and which allows for the formation
of informed strategic decisions.

In December 1991 the audit was exten
sively discussed by Defense Services
and further customized for department
use. All employees were informed and
invited to participate. With appropriate
procedures for ensuring respondent
anonymity, and with provision for both
electronic and hard copy responses, the
audit was administered. Some 45% of
the total possible employees responded,
a rate that augured well for the general
ization of the data.

The results indicated key needs and
strengths in each of the seven topical
areas. For example, in terms of needs,
the results showed the following:

1 Leadership -- increase communica
tion from the Public Advocate to all
employees;

2 Strategic Quality Planning -- greater
use of internal process information,
e.g. the status and disposition of
cases;

3 Human Resource Utilization -- in
crease employee satisfaction factors,
e.g. Identification of measures that
affect employee morale and well
being;

4 Information Analysis - focus on
identifying internal standards for sup
port, e.g. the need for establishing
benchmarks such as timelines, ac
curacy and routing of documents for
internal support services;

5 Quality Assurance - track results
more carefully, e.g. the need to use
process control information to update
and improve day-to-day operations;

6 Quality Results - focus on selected
effectiveness measures, e.g. the
need to use trend information for key
measures of supplier quality of
services; and

7 Customer Satisfaction -- respond to
suggestions and recognize front-line
accomplishments, e.g. the
need to consider employee
suggestions and celebrate employee
service achieve-ments to customers.

The results of the audit indicated a
number of departmental strengths as
well. In summary they were:

1 a strong sense of organization
mission and goals;

2 effective methods to improve and
evaluate education and training
efforts;

3 the department’s capability of
gathering levels of information on
pertinent regulations;

4 the department’s commitment to
assuring quality services to its
customers;

5 the department’s commitment to
service reliability; and,

6 the department’s accessibility to
customers who want to comment on
the quality of the organization’s
services.

Informed by results of the quality audit,
the managers then proceeded to the
question of reorganization; that is, how
best to restructure to address the depart
ment’s mission, the internal priorities and
external expectations. Six alternative
structures were vigorously advocated and
widely discussed in staff meetings
around the state. Much input was offered,
shared and evaluated in the managers
meetings throughout the winter and
spring months of 1992. Eventually, sev
eral structures were identified that
reflected the mission, Incorporated the
survey findings and the quality audit
priorities and anticipated future develop
ments. Moreover, by flattening of man
agement in the new structure, the
department was able to save several
thousands of dollars.

A PARTICIPATORY AND
COMMITTED PROCESS

While the process of restructuring was
systematic and disciplined by work-
related information, it also involved all
levels of the organization. From the
outset it enjoyed the support of the
Public Advocate, two of the division
directors and the branch and section
managers. Moreover, the decision to
involve all employees in the department
yielded deep and wide participation.

The quality audit-- in both electronic and
hard copy forms -- elicited responses
from Frankfort and field offices, attorney
and non-attorney personnel, managers
and non-managers. As a result, a rea
sonably accurate and broad-based set of
perceptions could be inferred. Likewise,
it was apparent from the responses that
there was remarkable unanimity on the
prime problem areas within each of the
seven topics which comprise the quality
audit.

A significant note on commitment to the
process occurred at about the time the
quality audit was administered in late
1991. Although the Public Advocate ac
cepted another professional opportunity,
the newly-appointed interim Public Advo
cate forthrightly supported restructuring,
and the project went forward with little
loss of momentum. That continuity of
commitment and support was critical to
the success of the reorganization
process.

A MISSION-DRIVEN AND
FUTURE-FOCUSED PROCESS

With the decision to appoint a new Public
Advocate in July 1992, the process
moved at a slower speed. Multi-layered
discussions of the department’s major
needs and strengths and their relation to
the proposed structure, continued to foc
us on a variety of topics. Key barriers to
department’s effectiveness were re
assessed, while the organizational struc
ture developed a short-term and long-
term component What evolved was the
ground work for a cost saving, manage
ment lean structure which instituted total
quality leadership values and techni
ques, quality methods training, team
building, benchmarking and customer
input.

Above all, the Department of Public Ad
vocacy sought to sharpen its focus on
the mission and to bring its structure into
appropriate alignment In doing so, the
agency demonstrated a clear intent to be
serious about its direction, its strategies,
the quality of its services and its com
mitment to its clients. What began as an
internally-initiated act of self-examination
by one division, resulted in a two-year
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process of complete reorganization for
the majority of agency functions.

The consequence of that process is re
presented in Charts Two, Three, and
Four. These charts show, respectively,
the progress of reorganization from the
1985 structure, to the present new
structurer to the envisioned structure
contingent upon the Governor’s Task
Force forth-coming review and approval.

In essence Chart Three, the new struc
ture, represents a major attempt to
streamline the organization in the short-
term. The key measures are downsizing
the middle management, cutting costs,
facilitating communication between the
Public Advocate and the front line and
supporting those front line services. In
this interim move, the department reflects
other public defender organizations In
benchmark states that are seeking to
downsize. Furthermore, it anticipated the
methods of the current Governor’s Com
mission on Quality and Efficiency.

Chart Four, the envisioned structure,
presents a long-term plan for consid
eration by the Governor’s Task Force
charged to review the state’s indigent
criminal defense system. This envisioned
structure offers a plan comprised of five
divisions which are organized according
to the department’s major functions:

1 trial;
2 post-trial;
3 capital;
4 protection and advocacy; and,

5 operations which provides
management information, training
and other key support services.

As with the present interim structure
represented in Chart Three, the en
visioned structure retains the streamlined
organization.

On August 11, 1993, in Frankfort, Ken
tucky, Public Advocate, Allison Connelly,
presented the reorganization to the Ken
tucky General Assembly Interim Joint
committee on State Government for
review and approval. There were no
demurrals. Rather, the questions and
comments by the legislators were
directed to the nature of the department’s
work, the challenges of pursuing Its
mission, its funding and the quality and
prospects for its future efforts. The virtual
assumption by the reviewing legislators
appeared to be that the department had
anticipated the proper structure to pursue
those worthy purposes.

CONCLUSION

In summary, the reorganization process
undertaken by the Department of Public
Advocacy appears to provide a model or,
at least, a case study of organizational
development. Typically, organizational
development projects that are successful
aim for three criteria.

First, they address real needs experi
enced by employees.

Second, they involve those employees in
identifying the needs and in fashioning
the means to meet them.

Third, successful OD projects take appro
priate action to enhance the organiza
tion’s culture to better realize its mission.

In this case those actions were major
structural reorganization, increased
employee participation, increased com
munication and feedback, greater oppor
tunities for employee growth through
involvement and training, and increased
focus on customers/clients, both internal
and external.

The department’s efforts reflect those
criteria of success. Continuous improve
ment is now a requirement for the organi
zational culture to match expectations
from within and without. In this sense
the dynamic process of restructuring for
effective advocacy never stops.

JOHN A. BUGBEE
Kentucky State University
Governmental Services Center
Academic Services Bldg., 4th Fl.
Frankfort, KY 40601
502 564-8170
FAX: 502/564-2732

John A. Bugbee Is a Training Consultant
with Governmental Services Center at
Kentucky State University. He served as
an external consultant to DPA In the
course of its two-year reorganization
process. John is a member of the
Governor’s 1993 Commission on Quality
and Efficiency.
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fener ceteiwe Into the 21st Century

History of Public Advocacy
Commission &

Defender Services Strategic
Planning Process,

1989-1993

Organizations which distinguish them
selves develop a plan with long range
goals and a strategy for implementing
those goals with the appropriate short
range goals. The Department of Public
Advocacy and its Commission have dev
eloped strategic plans through several
processes since 1989. Most recently with
significant input from all defender staff,
DPA’s leadership has created a strategic
plan until the year 2000. To place the
current plan in context, we review the
planning process since 1989.

I. 1989 DPA Defender Services
Planning MeetIng

At the Vest Lindsey House in Frankfort
on June 1 & 2, 1989, with the facilitation
of Mike King of Governmental Services,
the DPA Defense Managers and Public
Advocate met for a day and one half and
conducted an Executive Retreat

The past and present of Kentucky’s
indigent defense were assessed. We
worked at discovering the future, with
goal development, and personal action
planning.

From this meeting, DPA statements of
purpose were developed:

- To provide the highest level of
professional services to our clients.

- To improve the overall quality of the
criminal justice system.

- To efficiently manage our resources
without compromising professional
services.

- To provide and ensure effective
representation and advocacy for all
indigents accused and convicted of
crimes and mental states.

- To ensure quality legal services to
indigents accused of crimes,

convicted/mental states with highly
committed and trained lawyers
through a full-time public defender
system throughout the state.

Five-year Long-Term Goals identified at
that meeting were:

1. CAPITAL CASES. To increase
funding to develop a pool of qual
ified lawyers for capital cases non
federal.

2. QUALITY STAFF. To recruit and
retain full, quality staff.

3. INDEPENDENCE. To achieve pro
fessional and political autonomy
including hiring and funding.

4. FULL-TIME OFFICES. To expand
full-time the public, defender trial
offices state-wide where caseloads
and economics merited this delivery
mechanism providing interim full-
time management for the contract
systems.

II. 1989, 1990 Public Advocacy
Commission Goals

At the 31st meeting of the Public Advo
cacy Commission on November 16, 1989
a subcommittee of the Commission
recommended adoption of 6 long-range
goals:

1. BUDGET HELP. Actively assist the
Public Advocate in the budget
request process.

2. EVALUATION OF PUBLIC ADVO
CATE. Develop a process to eval
uate the Public Advocate’s per
formance yearly.

3. FULL-TIME OFFlCES Make the
provision of services by the full-time
delivery method a priority, and to
create a long-term plan to achieve
this.

4. INDEPENDENCE. Identify conflicts
within the structure of the system
which interfere with professional
and political independence, and a

plan to eliminate the conflicts.

5. FUNDING. Develop long-term plan
of how to attack continued funding
problems.

6. SALARIES. Improve salaries.

At the 32nd meeting of the Public Advo
cacy Commission on January 11, 1990
the Commission unanimously approved
these goals.

Ill. 1991 DPA Defender
ServIces PlannIng Process

At DPA’s March 1991 Management Con
ference at the Seelbach Hotel in Louis
ville, each manager in DPA’s full-time
system, and from the Louisville, Lex
ington and Ashland systems, met under
the facilitation of L.arry Landis, executive
director of the Indiana Public Defender
Council, and envisioned our future in the
year 2000 and the goals necessary to
achieve that future. This envisioning pro
cess was preceded by a survey of the 38
persons in the system across the state
who had any management responsibility.

At that 1991 Conference, we identified
the following purposes of DPA:

Courts - access for poor
Constitutional Rights of all
Effective representation for poor
Superior representation for poor
Improve overall criminal justice system

From that Conference, the DPA Defense
Services Managers developed the follow
ing goals for the next budget request:

FY-1992-94 BIENNIAL GOALS AND
BUDGET PRIORITIES

GOAL I: FUNDING. To fund ade
quately the delivery systems
in the three major urban
areas:
A. Jefferson
B. Fayette
C. Northern Kentucky

To reach this goal through
salary parity and adequate
staffing.
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GOAL II: STAFFING. To staff and
equip adequately existing
full-time DPA programs:
A. Trial staff increases
B. Appellate attorneys
C. Post-conviction staff

increases
D. Contract county

administration
E. Training resources

GOAL Ill: SERVICE DEUVERY. To
improve the delivery of
public defender seMces in
remaining existing counties:
A. Additional full-time offices
B. Funding remaining

contract counties

GOAL IV: STATUTE REVISION.
Revise Chapter 31 to:
A. Guarantee professional &

political independence of
the Public AdvocacySystem. 7.

B. To ensure the efficient
and effective delivery of
services and to promote
responsiveness and
efficient management

IV. 1993 DPA Defender
Services Strategic Planning Process

In the winter of 1993 the Public Advocate
and branch managers decided to conduct

a long-range strategic planning process.
The process was developed and pro
duced by the DPA Law Operations staff
with the consultation of Governmental
Services.

In May 1993 a DPA Strategic Planning
Survey was sent to each staff member in
the DPA full-time offices, and Jefferson,
Fayette, and Boyd counties.

The survey asked the following ques
tions:

1. Purposes of the branch;
2. Strengths;
3. Weaknesses;
4. Values staff have;
5. Values we want to be seen as

possessing;
6. The 3-5 key results which should

be accomplished to insure
continuous Improvement, Increased
efficiency and quality service;
Evaluation of success and
continued needs of past
organizational goals:

a. professional & political
Independence;

b. recruit and retain full-time,
quality staff;

c. adequate capital case funding
and representation;

d. expansion of full-time offices
statewide;

e. parity of full-time defender
salaries statewide;

f. adequate funding and staffing
statewide;

g. revise KRS Chapter 31;

8. Any other thoughts.

The survey results were anonymous. Of
the 219 surveys distributed, 61 or 28%
were returned.

In June 1993 DPA Defender Managers
met at the Kentucky Leadership Center
for a 2-day DPA Strategic Planning
Retreat. With the support of Sharon Mar
cum of Governmental Services and the
facilitation of Mike King, generously on
loan from the Corrections Cabinet, a
mission statement and long and short-
range goals were developed. The
managers have met several times since
the Retreat to complete the tasks, timing
and assignment of duties. A copy of the
full plan is available from DPA.

The long term goals follow. Achieving
these goals remains in the hands of
DPA’s leaders throughout the Depart
ment, its entire staff.

4444

With over 100 years of combined experience with the Kentucky DPA.
Front Ito r: Dave Norat. Director of law Operations; Allison Connelly, PublIc Advocate; Margaret Case, Director of Post-Trials; Ernie Lewis, Director of Trials

Back Ito r: Ed Monahan, Director of Planning, Recruiting S Training; Vince Aprile, General counsel; Randy Wheeler, Director of Federal Capital Resource Center
Steve Mirldn, Contract County Adminstrator. Absent Rob Riley. Trial Field Director

The DPA Leadership Team
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DPA LONG-TERM GOALS, 1993-2000

1. ADEQUATE FUNDING. Adequate funding for all
components of the state-wide Public Defender system to
insure manageable workloads and compensation parity with
the other components of the justice system.

2. FULL-TIME OFFICES. Insure effective and efficient
representation by creating full-time offices where justified.

3. ADEQUATE CAPITAL RESOURCES. Adequate capital
case funding and effective representation.

4. QUALITY NON-CAPITAL POST-CONVICTION
RESOURCES. provide quality post-bonviction services in
non-capital cases to Kentucky’s convicted population.

5. PROFESSIONAL WORK ENVIRONMENT TO RECRUIT &
RETAIN EMPLOYEES. Create a professional work
environment to recruit and retain quality employees to
insure the delivery of quality services.

6. CRIMINAL DEFENSE PERSPECTIVE. Provide criminal
defense perspectives, particularly the Public Defender
viewpoint, on the significant legislative, judicial, and
executive issues relating to criminal justice.
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West’s f&eview

Hughett v. Housing & Urban
Development Commission,
Ky.App., 855 S.W.2d 340

6/11/93

The City of Louisville obtained an order
from the Jefferson Circuit Court allowing
city housing inspectors to enter Hughett’s
apartment to determine if she was in
violation of the City’s Existing Structure’s
Code.

The Court of Appeals reversed the order
because the city utterly failed to show
there was probable cause to search the
inside of Hughett’s residence. The city
failed to allege what code provisions it
believed Hughett was violating and the
only evidence it presented in support of
the order was the existence of exterior
violations.

Although "the standard of probable cause
applicable to an administrative search
warrant is more relaxed than that applic
able to a criminal case, there still must
be some probable cause to allow intru
sion into one’s home to inspect for health
and safety code violations.’ Applying this
standard, the Court of Appeals held that
code violations inside the home could not
be reasonably inferred solely on the
basis of bags of garbage were piled
outsidethe home.

Copley v. Commonwealth,
Ky., 854 S.W.2d 748 1993

The defendant was convicted of man
slaughter I and sentenced to twenty
years for the murder of his ex-girlfriend’s
current boyfriend. His defense was self-
protection.

Several allegations of error in the
selection of the jury were raised on
appeal but the Kentucky Supreme Court
found none warranted reversal. First, a
supplemental panel of jurors was called
and merged with the existing panel the
day before trial. The Court found no
error in this procedure since there is no
requirement that the existing jury panel
be exhausted before a new panel is

called. Second, the Court failed to
address the defendant’s claim, that an
elementary school principal was impro
perly excused prior to voir dire, because
the basis for the claim was not made part
of the record. Third, the Court held It
was not error for the trial court to excuse,
during voir dire, another juror who was
an elementary school principal. Lastly,
the Court held it was not error for the trial
court to deny the defendant’s motion to
exclude for cause all prospective jurors
who worked at Fruit of the Loom as did
the victim and the defendant’s cx-
girlfriend. "Such an association of itself
is insufficient to excuse a juror."

Two Justices dissented on these issues.
They found the trial court failed to follow
the proper method for calling additional
jurors as set out in RCr 9.301. They
also found there was no reason for the
trial court to excuse the two school
principals from jury service, particularly
when one stated there was no reason he
could not serve. As to those prospective
jurors who worked at Fruit of the Loom,
they "can hardly be regarded as neutral
jurors" since the prosecuting witness
would be returning to work there after the
trial and they would have to face her on
a daily basis. These prospective jurors
should have been excused for cause for
implied bias despite their affirmative
answer to the "magic question." See
Alexander v. Commonwealth, infra,
where the Court found reversible error in
denying the defendant’s challenges for
cause for implied bias despite the
prospective jurors affirmative answers to
the "magic question."

Another issue raised on appeal was the
Commonwealth’s introduction of only
portions of the defendant’s taped state
ment rather than the introduction of the
entire statement The defendant argued
this procedure denied him the opportunity
to present his defense that the victim
was the aggressor. Although the Com
monwealth conceded error on appeal, the
Court held the error was harmless since
the defendant presented five witnesses
who testified to the information that was

excised from his taped statement. Two
Justices dissented, believing the error
was not harmless because playing the
entire tape would have shown the defen
dant’s claims were not concocted after
the fact. Also, the entire tape would
have changed the jury’s perception of the
police interview.

The next issue raised on appeal was the
Commonwealth’s Introduction, in rebuttal,
of testimony by the defendant’s ex-girl
friend that the defendant had previously
shot through the window of a car in
which she and the defendant’s son were
passengers. The defendant argued it
was improper to introduce this evidence,
but the Court held that the defendant
opened the door to this testimony when
he testified in his case-in-chief about his
love and concem for his son. The Com
monwealth also called a police officer in
rebuttal to corroborate the ex-girifriend’s
testimony, however, the officer recanted
a significant part of his testimony in a
post-trial affidavit The Court held the
trial court did not abuse its discretion
when it denied the defendant’s new trial
motion based on the officer’s recantation.

Three Justices dissented on this issue
believing it was reversible error to admit
the rebuttal testimony about the shooting

- incident, that occurred eight months prior
to the charged offense, since it was
irrelevant evidence of an uncharged
crime. The dissenters believed the error
in admitting the rebuttal testimony was
compounded because the trial court,
under an erroneous application of the
separation of witnesses rule, precluded
the defendant from offering surrebuttal.

Commonwealth v. Monson,
Ky., S.W.2d 7/1/93

The issue in this case -was whether KRS
95.7401 confers county-wide arrest
powers upon police officers of fourth-
class cities. The Court answered the
question in the affirmative reversing the
opinion of the Court of Appeals.
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The defendant was arrested for DUI and
reckless driving in Park Hills, Kentucky
by a Fort Wright police officer. Park Hills
and Fort Wright are each fourth-class
cities. The defendant was convicted of
both offenses in the Kenton District
Court. The Kenton Circuit Court held the
arrest by a Fort Wright police officer in
Park Hills was legal and affirmed the DUI
conviction.

The Court of Appeals reversed the circuit
court, holding a Fort Wright police officer
has no jurisdiction to make an arrest in
Park Hills.

The Kentucky Supreme Court reversed
the Court of Appeals, holding that KRS
95.7401 confers upon a police officer of
a fourth-class city county-wide arrest
power in the county where the city is lo
cated. Since Park Hills and Fort Wright
are in Kenton county, an officer of either
fourth-class city may legally arrest a per
son in the other fourth-class city. The
defendant’s DUI conviction was
reinstated.

Baker v. Commonwealth,
Ky., S.W.2d 7/1/93

The defendant was tried and convicted
for first degree burglary. His conviction
was affirmed by the Court of Appeals and
upon a grant of discretionary review was
affirmed by the Kentucky Supreme Court.

The defendant and his accomplice
entered the owner’s home without his
permission. When an individual arrived
to clean the home, the men explained
they were looking for a lost dog and left
posthaste. The men were apprehended
within fifteen to twenty minutes, three
tenths of a mile from the home by a
neighbor and his friend. Within minutes
of the apprehension a police officer
arrived. The neighbor warned the officer
that Baker was trying to reach for his hip
pocket in which the officer found a
handgun.

On appeal Baker argued the Common
wealth failed to prove the elements of
first-degree burlary because there was no
evidence he was armed while he was in
the home. Baker admitted he possessed
the gun before entering the home, but
maintained he placed it under a rock
before entering the home and retrieved it
upon his exit.

The Court found the jury could reason
ably infer Baker was armed while he was

in the home. Alternatively, even if Baker
was not armed while in the home, he
was armed while in the course of his
immediateflight from the home which is
sufficient to constitute first degree
burglary.

Baker also argued the handgun should
have been suppressed because the offi
cer violated KRS 431.025 by not telling
him he was being arrested or for what he
was being arrested. The Court found this
statute inapplicable since the search of
Baker was reasonble. Thus, there were
no grounds to suppress the gun.

Mack v. Commonwealth,
Ky., S.W.2d 7/1/93

The defendant was tried and convicted of
first degree sodomy, first-degree sexual
abuse, and being a PFO II. The Ken
tucky Supreme Court reversed his con
victions due to prosecutorial misconduct
and denial of his motion to have the
victim examined by a defense psychia
trist. -
The prosecutorial misconduct occurred in
the guilt/innocence phase closing argu
ment. The prosecutor told the jury it had
not heard the "full story" because certain
incriminating information was excluded
by the "rules of evidence" and "legal
proceedings."

The Court held the prosecutor’s com
ments denied the defendant due process
of law and a fair trial. They were not a -
fair comment on the evidence, but rather
"constitute[ed unfair speculation on
anything but the evidence." The Court
was "amazed" that the trial court, the
prosecutor, and the Commonwealth saw
nothing improper in the prosecutor’s
argument.

The Court also held, based on the
particular facts in this case, and Turner v.
Commonwealth,Ky., 767 S.W.2d 557
1989, that a psychological or psychiatric
examination of the nine year old child
victim "would have significant positive
potential, and minimal potential for harm
or harassment"

At trial the defense sought to introduce
the victim’s medical records pertaining to
treatment for prior sexual abuse by
someone other than the defendant and a
deposition from the victim’s treating
psychiatrist showing she was transferring
the prior experience to the defendant.
The Court held the trial court did not

abuse its discretion in excluding this
evidence because the defense failed to
establish that post-traumatic stress
disorder or transferrence were conditions
generally recognized in the medical or
scientific community, and the opinions in
the deposition were based upon a
reasonable degree of medical probability.

The defendant objected to the testimony
of two prior victims against whom the
defendant committed sexual offenses six
years prior to the charged offense and
the introduction of the defendant’s
confession to those crimes. The Court
found these prior crimes were not too
remote and were sufficiently similar to
allow their introduction. As to those
portions of the evidence that were not
sufficiently similar, the Court found their
admission was harmless.

The Court noted the testimony of the
prior crimes and the defendant’s con
fession to those crimes was introduced
prior to the presentation of the evidence
to support the charged offense. This
order of proof "invites prejudicial error"
because it prevents the trial court from
judging the similarity of the prior acts to
the charged offense.

Harrison v. Commonwealth,
Ky., S.W.2d 5/27/93

The defendant was convicted as an
accomplice to three burlaries and of
being a PFO I. Prior to the defendant’s
trial, his co-defendant was tried and
convicted as a principal for the three
burglaries.

When the co-defendant was appre
hended, he admitted his involvement in
the burglaries to the sheriff and
implicated the defendant as his accomp.
lice. Although the sheriff reduced the co
defendant’s statement to writing, the co
defendant refused to sign it.

The defendant moved to suppress the
co-defendant’s statement to the sheriff as
it was an unswom, out of court statement
and thus, unreliable. At a pretrial
suppression hearing the co-defendant
denied making the statement and
indicated his refusal to testify at the
defendant’s trial.

The trial court denied the motion to
supress; the co-defendant refused to
testify at the defendant’s trial; and the
sheriff was allowed to testify to the co
defendant’s prior out of court statements
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to him implicating the defendant

The Court held the trial court did not err
in allowing the sheriff to testify to what
the co-defendant told him and in admit
ting the sheriffs written statementof what
the co-defendant told him because the
statement was one against the co
defendant’s penal interest and was
corroborated by testimony and physical
evidence. See KRE 804b3. By
contrast, the dissent refers to the co
defendant’s statement as being inher
ently unreliable since it was made to
curry favor with the police.

Although the defendant argued the
admission of the co-defandant’s state
ments violated his right to confront the
witnesses against him, the Court found
the corroborating evidence enhanced the
reliability of the co-defendant’s
statements so as not to violate the -
defendant’s confrontation rights.

The Court’s opinion is simply a sequel to
its opinion in Taylor v. Commonwealth,
Ky., 821 S.W.2d 72 1992, allowing the
Commonwealth to get around Bruton v.
U.S., 391 U.S. 123, 88 S.Ct. 1620, 20
L.Ed.2d 476 1968 and Cosby v. Com
monwealth, Ky., 776 S.W.2d 367
1989.

Johnson v. Commonwealth,
Ky., S.W.2d 5/27/93

The seventeen year old defendant was
convicted of first degree rape, first
degree sodomy, first degree sexual
abuse and second degree wanton endan
germent. The charges arose after a
night of drinking and partying in a private
home. The fifteen year old victim passed
out In a bedroom around midnight and
several of the boys, including the defen
dant, either engaged in or attempted to
engae in sexual activity with the passed
out victim.

The Court of Appeals affirmed the con
victions. The Kentucky Supreme Court
granted discretionary review and re
versed the convictions for the sexual
offenses, but - affirmed the wanton
endangerment conviction.

Since the charged offenses occurred
while the victim was in an unconscious
state due to aboohol intoxication, she did
not have first hand knowledge of the
alleged sexual acts. However, the trial
court permitted her to testify to what her
friend told her had happened and to

gossip she heard about the incident at
school. Since this testimony, which was
rank hearsay, was offered to prove the
charged sexual acts occurred and the
defendant committed them, the Kentucky
Supreme Court found it’s admission was
reversible error.

Another witness for the Commonwealth
was a certified clinical psychologist to
whom the victim had gone for counsel
ling. She testified, over objection, what
the victim told her about the alleged
incident Since the victim gained this
information from a friend and the friend
gained the information from someone
else, the psychologist’s testimony was
triple hearsay. The Court held the
admission of the psychologist’s testimony
was reversible error. The Court noted
that since the victim’s testimony about
the charged offenses was inadmissible
hearsay, this evidence did not become
admissible when it was repeated a
psychologist -

The defendant claimed the Common
wealth engaged in selective enforcement
by prosecuting him as an adult, while the
other youthful offenders were either
prosecuted in juvenile court or not at all.
The Kentucky Supreme Court disagreed
stating "[t]he mere fact that some other
putative offenders are not prosecuted
does not make a case of selective or
arbitrary enforcement." In addition, the
Court found the putative offenders and
offenses are not identical since the boys
differed in age from fourteen to
seventeen and there was more evidence
against the defendant than the other
boys.

The Kentucky Supreme Court also found
reversible error in the trial court’s failure
to instruct on any lesser included
offenses under the rape and sodomy
charges. Although the evidence was
sufficient to sustain the convictions for
rape and sodomy, the Court found the
evidence as a whole demonstrated the
jury might reasonably have found the
defendant guilty of only first degree
sexual abuse, instead of rape, since
there was evidence the defendant did not
have an erection and thus only attempted
intercourse. As to the sodomy charge,
although there was evidence the defen
dant put his face between the victim’s
legs, the only witness to this act testified
he did not observe actual oral-genital
contact sounds like a directed verdict
motion should have been granted.

In addition, the Court found the defen
dant was entitled to instructions on third
degree sexual abuse under the rape,
sodomy and first degree sexual abuse
charges, as well as sexual misconduct as
a lesser included offense to the rape and
sodomy charges because there was
some testimony the victim was not
"physically helpless."

The Court reversed the defendant’s
twelve month sentence on his second
degree wanton endangerment conviction
a misdemeanor because the trial court
based its denial of probation or alter
native sentencing for this charge on the
felony convictions for the sexual offenses
that the Court was reversing. The Court
did not address the fact that the trial
court failed to comply with KRS 532.055
which does not apply to misdemeanor
convictions.

Rearick v. Commonwealth,
Ky., S.W.2d 7/27/93

The defendant was charged with tweleve
different sexual offenses ranging from
first degree sodomy to third degree
sexual abuse. The charges were brought
in three separate indictments, each
returned on a separate date, and each
involving a different victim. The three
different indictments were tried together
and the defendant was convicted of six
of the twelve charges the trial court
having directed a verdict on five of the
charges and the jury returning a not
guilty verdict on one charge.

The Kentucky Supreme Court reversed
the defendant’s convictions due to the
improper joinder of the three indictments.
Relying on its recent opinions in Billings -
v. Commonwealth,Ky., 8.443 S.W. 890
1992, and Gray v. Commonwealth,Ky.,
843 S.W.2d 895 1992. the Court con
cluded that without joinder, evidence of
the crimes charged in the indictments,
other than the indictment on trial, would
not have been admissible as evidence of
a common scheme or plan. Thus, there
was a ‘substantial likelihood" that the
inadmissible "other crimes" evidence
prejudiced the jury as to each crime
charged "and that each additional
unrelated charge took on a weight by
virtue of being joined with the others
whereby the whole exceeded the sum of
its parts."

Although the defendant must be retried,
the Court found it was not error for one
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of the victims to testify he saw the
defendant anally sodomize a younger
brother who did not testify at trial due to
his doubtful competence. The Court held
this evidence was admissible due to the
similarity between the uncharged and
charged acts both victims were the
defendant’s young sons, each act oc
curred in the defendant’s basement
bedroom, and the acts occurred relatively
close in time under its holding in
Anastasi v. Commonwealth, Ky., 754
S.W.2d 860 1988.

Alexander v. Commonwealth,
Ky., S.W.2d 5/27/93

The defendant was tiled for the rape
one count and sodomy two counts of
his seven year old stepdaughter. He was
convicted on the rape charge and on one
count of sodomy.

The Court recognized it was error for a
police officer to testify that she went to
get a warrant for the defendant’s arrest
"because she] felt, in hen opinion, that
the child was telling the truth," but
believed the trial court’s admonition to
disregard the testimony was sufficient.

The Court reversed the defendant’s con
victions due to the improper admission of
hearsay testimony by an investigative
social worker assigned to the Crimes
Against Children Unit of the Louisville
Police Department who told the jury the
victim told her the defendant sexually
abused her. The trial court admitted the
social worker’s testimony pursuant to the
business records exception to the hear
say rule, but the Court found the social
worker’s report did not qualify br the
exception as it was not made under cir
cumstances of trustworthiness since the
victim was not under a business duty to
report what happened to the social
worker. In other cases where the Court
found a social’s worker’s report did
constitute a business record, the report
contained "observations" made by the
social worker. In the case at bar, the
report consisted almost entirely of the
out-of-court statements of the victim.

The Court further stated that even if the
report qualified as a business record, it
would still have been inadmissible. If the
social worker had testified from memory,
her testimony would have been inadmis
sible hearsay. Simply putting the same
information in a written report did not
make it admissible.

The Court also found the opinion testi
mony, "that the injury [to the victim’s
hymenal ring] is consistent with the
offense charged," of the emergency room
doctor who examined the victim was
reversible error.

The Court also held the trial court com
mitted reversible error in denying two of
the defendant’s challenges for cause.
The defendant used a peremptory to
remove each prospective juror. One pro
spective juror was challenged for cause
after informing the court she was an in
vestigative social worker with the Crimes
Against Children Unit of the Louisville
Police Department, the very same unit for
which two of the Commonwealth’s key
witnesses worked. Another prospective
juror was challenged for cause after
telling the court he had ‘a distaste" for
"mixed marriage[s]" and he probably
would judge the defendant’s wife’s credi
bility a degree differently than he would
judge the credibility of other witnesses.
The defendant is black and his wife is
white and their child is biracial.

The Court found ‘the probability of bias"
on the part of the two prospective jurors
was so great that it was an abuse of dis
cretion for the trial court to deny the
challenges for cause. That each ans
wered they could decide the case soley
upon the evidence presented at trial did
not eradicate their bias and prejudice.

Yost v. Smith,
Ky., S.W.2d 5/27/93

The defendant was convicted of first de
gree burglary and theft over $100 and
sentenced to twelve years in the peniten
tiary. At the time of his conviction he had
criminal charges pending in several other
states including Louisiana. At the request
of the Kentucky Corrections Cabinet,
Louisiana prosecuting officials completed
and returned an informational request
form advising there were charges pend
ing against the defendant and a detainer
would be filed. Subsequently, Louisiana
issued an arrest warrant for the defen
dant and it was lodged as a defamer for
the defendant

Several months later Louisiana filed a
request for temporary custody of the de
fendant under Article IV of the lAD. The
defendant refused to waive transfer pro
ceedings, and the Boyle district court
denied the transfer and dismissed the
transfer proceedings. The Common-

wealth did not appeal the district court’s
ruling.

Notwithstanding the district court’s ruling,
the defendant was transported by Louis
iana officials from Kentucky to Louisiana.
After the defendant requested the auth
ority for such a transfer, the defendant
was returned to Kentucky without further
disposition of the Louisiana charges.

The defendant filed a petition for a writ of
habeas corpus. His petition was denied
by the Oldham Circuit Court and the den
ial was upheld by the Court of Appeals.
The Kentucky Supreme Court granted
discretionary review as well as ordering
the circuit court to grant the writ.

Since Louisiana is not a signatory to the
lAD, said agreement is not applicable to
the defendant’s situation. Thus, the
defendant’s transfer from Kentucky to
Louisiana did not comply with proper
procedure neither the lAD nor the
Uniform Criminal Extradition Act, and
Kentucky forfeited its right to require the
defendant to serve out the remainder of
his twelve year sentence. Since the
defendant was transferred to a prison
beyond Kentucky’s jurisdiction against his
will and without lawful authority, Kentucky
relinquished its jurisdiction to subject him
to further punishment

The Court based its holding on Section 2
of the Kentucky Constitution which
prohibits the exercise of absolute and
arbitray power over the citizens of this
Commonwealth. That the defendant was
transferred to another state without
authoritywas the prime evil in this case.

JULIE NAMKIN
DPA Post-Trial Branch
100 Fair Oaks Lane, Ste. 302
Frankfort, KY 40601
502 564-8006
FAX: 502/564-7890

4444,

Thomas Jefferson, in a
letter to Thomas Paine
in 1789, said, "I consider
trial by Jury as the only
anchor yet imagined by
man by which a
government can be held
to the principles of its
constituiton."

November 1993, The Advocate, Page 15



fReviw of Capital 1ecision1s

Stanford v Kentucky,
854 S.W.2d 742 Ky. 1993

In 1982, Kevin Stanford was convicted of
rape, robbery, murder and receiving
stolen property over $100. After affir
mance on direct appeal, and a trip to the
United States Supreme Court, Stanford
v. Kentucky, 492 U.S. 361, 109 S.Ct.
2969, 106 L.Ed.2d 3061989; execution
of sixteen and seventeen year-olds is not
unconstitutional], Stanford filed an RCr

- 11.42 pleading in the Jefferson Circuit
Court. Without holding an evidentiary
hearing, the trial court, which had not sat
at trial, denied Stanford’s request for
relief. -
EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS NOT -
AUTOMATiC-In the opinion affirming the --

trial court, Special Justice Gerald Kirven
said that defendants are not automa
tically entitled to evidentiary hearings,
even in capital post-conviction pro
ceedings. If questions raised in the post-
conviction pleadings can be answered on
the face of the record, then an eviden
tiary hearing is not mandated. RCr 11.42
5. However, "trial courts generally
should hold such hearings to determine
material issues of fact presented."
Stanford,at p. 744.

ERRONEOUS APPLICATION
OF ENMUND--Stanford argued that the
trial court had erroneously applied
Enmundv. Florida, 458 U.S. 782, 102
S.Ct 3368, 73 L.Ed.2d 1140 1982 to
foreclose the eligibility of his non
triggerrnan codefendant for the death
penalty. The Supreme Court agreed with
Stanford’s argument, especially in light of
Tisonv.Arizona,481 U.S. 137, 107 S.Ct
1676, 95 L.Ed.2d 127 1987; however
the court said that the misinterpretation of
Enmunddid not work in Stanford’s favor.
Stanford’s argument that the Common
wealth attorney had agreed with the trial
court’s Interpretation was found to be
immaterial because the Commonwealth’s
attorney had the discretion to seek death
against Stanford’s co-defendant Further
more, in light of Foster v. Common
wealth,827 S.W.2d 670,679-6801992,

a joint trial in which death is sought
against only one defendant is permis
sible.

TRIAL COURT DISQUALIFICATION-
Stanford’s argument that the trial judge
should have been disqualified because
he was a candidate for election to the
Kentucky Supreme Court was found to
be unsupported by even speculation. The
court also felt that post-conviction
counsel’s contention would mean "that
incumbent judges running for reelection
would have to stop trying cases until
after the election, an intolerable burden
on the judicial system." Stanford,at p.
745.

-

COUNSEL’S CONFUCTOF INTEREST-
Stanford had argued that trial counsel,
who were members of the Louisville-
Jefferson Public Defender’s Office, had
an interest in not correcting the trial
count’s erroneous interpretation of
Enmund becuase they had other clients
who were non-triggermen who would be
able to be tried wIth the knowledge that
they could not be given a death
sentence.

The court felt that Stanford had the right
to show the prejudice resulting from the
jury’s ability only to fix his co-defendants
punishment at less than death, even
though both were tiled together, and that
an evidentiary hearing may have estab
lished that counsel were trying to keep
the Enmund ruling viable for future
clients. However, in light of the strong
arguments by trial and appellate counsel
that Stanford had been prejudiced by his
codefendant’s exemption from the death
penalty, and the Supreme Court’s exami
nation of that issue on direct appeal,
there was no basis for claiming that
counsel could have done better without
the conflict of desiring to continue the
erroneous Enmund ruling.

POUCE DETECTIVE’S TESTIMONY-
Stanford argued that trial counsel was
IneffectIve for failing to object adequately
to a police detective’s testimony, to voir
dine him outside the jury’s presence, to

establish that the detective’s comment
was intentional and to challenge the trial
judge’s presumption that the remark was
inadvertent and unintentional.

After the detective testified that "Calvin
Buchanan had been implicated by Kevin
Stanford", the trial judge overruled de
fense counsel’s motion to discharge, but
did offer to admonish the jury. Defense
counsel did not accept the offer, and the
court explained that he did not feel the
need to discharge the jury because the
comment had not reached the point of
being so prejudicial as to necessitate
discharge of the jury.

The Supreme Court agreed, saying that
even had an evidentiary hearing estab
lished that the detective deliberately
made the statement, "in the course of a
guilt phase trial where the record is ten
volumes and totals over 1,300 pages",
the statement was not so prejudicial that
it would have changed the outcome of
the case.

INEFFECTIVE VOIR DIRE-The court felt
that because the record showed that the
jury was voir dired about reasonable
doubt and asked about pretrial publicity
in individual voir dire, trial counsel were
not ineffective because in general voir
dire, they had not asked questions about
pretrial publicity, reasonable doubt and
capital punishment.

APPLICATION OF MORGAN V.
ILUNOIS-Citing Hicks v. Common
wealth, 825 S.W.2d 280, 281 1992, the
court said that Stanford’s contention that
Morgan v. Illinois, --- U.S. ---, 112 S.Ct.
2222, 119 L.Ed.2d 492 1992 should ap
ply to his case failed because the ques
tion had already been presented and
considered on the direct appeal. Stan
ford’s Buchananv. Kentucky483 U.S.
402, 107 S.Ct. 2906, 97 LEd.2d 336
1987 Issue failed because he did not
meet the Strickland v. Washington, 466
U.S. 668, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 80 L.Ed.2d
674 1984 prejudice prong.
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Finally, the Supreme Court extended its
opinion to an issue not raised, cautioning
that the requirement of verification of a
state post-conviction pleading means
more than just alleging complaints. The
court mentioned specifically the allega
tions that Stanford was prejudiced be
cause of the trial court’s candidacy for
higher office and because trial counsel
accepted the erroneous Enmundinterpre
tation as "grave charges" which should
be made in good faith and with a basis in
"stated facts". "Without a minimum of
factual basis, contained in the verified
RCr 11.42 motions, the motion should be
summarily overruled. It is inappropriate
for a movant to seek a hearing hoping...
that ‘something would turn up’. Stanford,
at p. 748.

Smith v. Kentucky,
845 S.W.2d 534 Ky. 1993

Robert Allen Smith, was convicted of the
murder and Arson in the First Degree in
1990. Two years prior to trial, on
February 18, 1988, the Commonwealth
filed Notice of Aggravating Circum
stances, saying that it would prove that
the murder occurred while Smith was
engaged in the aggravating factor of
Arson in the First Degree. Between the
time Notice was filed and the first day of
trial, November 6, 1989, the Common
wealth and defense counsel conferred a
number of times. Each time, the parties
conducted discussions as if the case was
not death-eligible. In fact, three weeks
before trial, the prosecutor advised
defense counsel that he would be filing
Notice of Aggravating Circumstances
within twenty days prior to trial. At six
days prior to trial, the prosecutor believed
it was too late to file, but after he looked
in his file, he saw lo my utmost delight’
that Notice had been filed in 1988.

LACK OF NOTICE OF AGGRAVATING
CIRCUMSTANCES--In reversing, the
Kentucky Supreme Court noted that
many pre-trial discussions had been held
as if Smith could not be sentenced to
death. By representing that it would not
seek the death penalty, the prosecution
had made a promise and a bargain, upon
which defense counsel had a right to rely
without having to search through files to
discover the truth. Defense counsel did
so, by not preparing for a capital trial.

The Supreme Court analgoized the situa
tion Smith faced with that faced by the in
Lankford v. Idaho, 111 S.Ct. 1723, 114
L.Ed.2d 173 1991, because in both,
there was inadequate notice that the
death penalty may be imposed. However,
the court flatly stated that ‘six days’
notice is inadequate.’ Smith, supra, at p.
537.

Although the court found that Smith was
not prejudiced during the guilt phase of
his trial, the lack of time to prepare
proper motions, evidence and witnesses
for the penalty phase was grossly pre
judicial and an egregious error.

NEW PENALTY PHASE NEEDED--At
the penalty phase, the trial court did not
provide a jury instructrori regarding
mitigation. Relying on Lockett v. Ohio,
438 U.S. 586, 98 S.Ct. 2953, 57 L.Ed.2d
973 1978, Eddings v. Oklahoma. 455
U.S. 104, 102 S.Ct. 869, 71 L.Ed.2d 1
1982, Penry v. Lynaugh, 492 U.S. 302,
109 S.Ct. 2934, 105 L.Ed.2d 256 1989
and KRS 532.0252, the Kentucky Sup
reme Court found that because the jury
could not consider Smith’s personal
culpability, he was prejudiced, and thus,
must have a new penalty phase.

The court noted that Smith introduced
evidence supporting mitigating factors of
EED or EMD, and that Smith’s capacity
to appreciate the criminality of his
conduct and conform his actions to the
requirements of the law was reduce
because of mental illness, mental retar
dation or intoxication. Through various
witnesses, the jury heard that Smith had
been married and divorced three times,
and that a few months prior to the mur
der and arson, Smith’s third divorce had
become final and his son died. The jury
also heard that Smith had turned to alco
hol and the victim for comfort after it
became apparent that his third marriage
had failed, but that the victim had
"spumed" Smith a number of times be
fore the murder occurred.

Furthermore, Smith’s irrational behavior
at trial, his inability to maintain
relationships, - frequent threats to kill
people, speech defect and the difficulties
he had in formulating thoughts and words
and then expressing them and the fact
that he was only able to finish the eighth
grade supported introduction of a mitiga
tion instruction on mental illness or
mental retardation. Other evidence that
Smith and the victim drank together and
that a number of beer cans were found in
the victim’s apartment on the night of her
death supported an instruction on intoxi
cation. Smith was also entitled to an
instruction that the jury could consider
any other evidence presented as a miti
gating factor.

JULIA K. PEARSON
Paralegal
KY Capital Litigation Resource Center
100 Fair Oaks Lane, Suite 301
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601
502 564-3948
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fPtain View
Commonwealth v Monson

The Supreme Court of Kentucky has re
versed an opinion of the Court of
Appeals which had limited the arrest
powers of the police in fourth class cities.
In Monson v. Commonwealth,the Court
of Appeals had held that a Fort Wright
police officer had no right to make an
arrest for DUI in Park Hills, and thus the
breathalyzer results were inadmissible.

The Kentucky Supreme Court reversed,
in a 6-1 opinion written by Justice Spain.
The Court interpreted KRS 95.7401,
and relied upon the language that fourth -
class city police officers "shall have the
same power of arrest for offenses against
the state as a sheriff". Reasoning that
sheriffs have county-wide arrest powers,
the Court held that fourth class city police
officers have similar powers. In so de
ciding, the Court reviewed case law and
noted that first through sixth class city
officers also have county-wide arrest
powers.

Baker v. Commonwealth

The Kentucky Supreme Court affirmed
the decision of the Court of Appeals, and
adopted the opinion written by Judge
Johnson. The defendant had been ar
rested by the police after having been
seen in a house by the cleaning person.
After fleeing from the house, he was
stopped by the owner of the house.
Shortly thereafter the police arrived. After
being warned by the owner that the de
fendant was armed, Baker was searched.
A .38 was found on him. Baker chal
lenged the search, saying the police had
violated KRS 431.025 in arresting him.

The Court gave little attention to the
claim, saying that the officer "was abun
dantly justified in believing that appellant
had just committed a felony and that he
might have had a weapon on his person.
The search being reasonable, there is no
reason to suppress the evidence that
was obtained by it." -

United States v. Finch

In January of 1992, five members of the
Memphis Tennessee Police Department
executed a search warrant at the home
of Ronald Finch and his mother. The
warrant was based upon an affiant’s
statement that he had been in the house
and had seen cocaine. The police
knocked on the door and yelled "police".
When there was no answer within five to
ten seconds, the officers broke down the
front door and entered into the house.
The police also broke down Finch’s bed
room door, where Finch was discovered
with his girlfriend. All three occupants
denied that there was any cocaine in the
house, at which point the police told
them that all three would be arrested
unless one person admitted to the co
caine if any was found. Finch told the
officers that there was cocaine in the
garage. Finch was then arrested. After
losing a motion to suppress, he entered
a conditional guilty plea.

Judge Churchill wrote the opinion for the
Sixth Circuit, joined by Judge Keith and
In part by Judge Batchelder. The court
sustained the district court on most of the
Fourth Amendment issues raised by the
defendant. The court held that there was
probable cause to issue the warrant
under the totality of the circumstances.
The court held that there was no error in
the failure to put into the affidavit that the
previous day an officer had searched
Finch and no drugs had been found.
The court rejected the defendant’s
position that the police should have
announced that they had a warrant prior
to breaking down the door.

However, the court reversed the district
court due to the involuntariness of the
defendant’s statement when he revealed
the presence and location of cocaine in
his garage. The court emphasized that
the officers had threatened to arrest his
girlfriend and his mother if cocaine was
found during the execution of the
warrant. Five officers were involved in

the raid, and both the front door and the
bedroom door were broken down. Under
these circumstances, the court held that
the totality of the circumstances Indicated
that Finch’s statement was the involun
tary result of ‘inherently coercive police
tactics." His statement was the "func
tional equivalent of a confession’, and its
seizure "resulted directly from the con
fession’. Accordingly, the court held that
the district court erred when it failed to
suppress the confession and the cocaine
obtained as a result of the Involuntary
confession.

Judge Batchelder concurred in most of
the court’s opinion. However, she would
have remanded the case in order to de
termine whether the discovery of the
cocaine was admissible under the inevit
able discovery exception. See Nix v.
Williams, 467 U.S. 431 1984.

United States v. Ayen

The Sixth Circuit also had occasion on
June 23, 1993 to visit the meaning of
Franks v. Delaware, 438 U.S. 154
1978. A Michigan sheriff received in
formation from an informant that he had
seen a large marijuana growing operation
on the property of "Ole Ayen." The de
fendant was Milo Ayen; his brother Ole
had been dead for some time. Other in
formation signifying an indoor operation
was included in the affidavit the Sheriff
signed to obtain a warrant to search the
property. He stated in the affidavit that an
additional informant had reported Ayen
for hauling marijuana in a 4-wheeler. The
Michigan State police also reported that
3 Informants had given similar Informa
tion. The Sheriff verified the Information
obtained from the informants prior to ob
taining the warrant A prosecutor helped
him prepare his affidavit.

During the preparation of the affidavit, the
sheriff flew over the defendant’s property
to see whether heat was coming from the
house. No high level of heat was
detected. Other errors were present in
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the affidavit, such as that Ole Ayen, the
person named, was in fact dead, that the
defendant did not own a K-Car as named
in the affidavit his mother owned such a
car, and that the defendant’s electrical
usage was not ‘running high’.

The Sixth Circuit affirmed the district
court’s decision rejecting the defendant’s
suppression motion. While agreeing that
under Franks statements in an affidavit
‘intentionally false or made with reckless
disregard for the truth must be stricken,"
the court did not find that present here.
Rather, the court held the mistakes made
in the affidavit by the sheriff were
‘unintentional" and "inadvertent." The
court praised the effort by the sheriff, and
the prosecutor to corroborate the
informants’ information.- Finally, the court
held that even setting aside the
inaccurate statements, there was still
probable cause. "The material fact in the
affidavit was that a substantial indoor
marijuana growing operation was ob
served at the location by two anony
mous informants... Defendant cannotsuc
ceed in his challenge to the search
warrant by demonstrating non-material
negligence, carelessness, and innocent
mistakes.’

Judge Ryan concurred probable cause
existed despite the inaccuracies and
omissions. However, he asserted that the
omissions by the Sheriff exhibited a
‘reckless disregard for the truth".

United States v. Patterson

The defendant was stopped by the Col
umbus, Ohio, police after having com
mitted a number of traffic violations. A
records check revealed he was driving
on a suspended license, and he was ar
rested. During a search of his car, crack
cocaine was found. At the trial level, he
moved to suppress the cocaine. This
motion was overruled, based upon the
court’s decision that this constituted a
valid inventory search.

On appeal, the Sixth Circuit affirmed the
district court in a per curiam decision on
May 12, 1993. However, the court did
not reach the inventory issue. Rather,
relying upon New York v. Belton, 453
U.S. 454 1981, the court held the
search was legal because it was incident
to a lawful arrest The court relied upon
United Statesv. White, 871 F. 2d 416th
Cir. 1989 to state that the search
incident to arrest was legal ‘even after
the arrestee was handcuffed and placed
in the backseat of a police cruiser.’ The
court notes that there is a split in the
circuits on this point. See, United States
v. Vasey, 834 F. 2d 782 9th Cir. 1987.

United States v. Perkins

The FBI was contacted in August of 1991
by Billie Jean Berry and told that the
defendant and James Hibbard were traf
ficking in marijuana. The FBI contacted
the Kentucky State Police, and they
began to work with Berry. In September,
a trip to North Carolina was planned.
Hibbard was stopped on the way, and 41
pounds of marijuana was recovered. Ad
ditional marijuana was recovered in a bar
where the defendant was located strip
ping marijuana with others. The district
court overruled Perkins’ motion to sup
press, and the defendant was tried and
convicted in federal court.

The Sixth Circuit affirmed the decision by
the district judge. The Court rejected the
defendant’s attack upon Berry’s cred
ibility based upon their corroboration of
Berry’s information. "From these corro
borations of Berry’s information, law
enforcement officials had good reason to
believe that she was well placed inside a
drug trafficking organization, that she
was informed of its plans, and that she
was truthfully relaying these to the
authorities.’

The defendant asserted that a warrant
should have been obtained for the search
of the truck. The court rejected this

assertion, saying that there were exigent
circumstances to justify not obtaining a
warrant. "[Tjhere was insufficient time
within which to obtain a search warrant’,
and thus no warrant was required.

‘The Sfwrt ‘i4ew

1. United States v. Barton, 53 Cr. L.
1296 9th Cir. 6/15/93. In a case de
scribed as one of first impression, the
Ninth Circuit has held that Brady applies
to challenges to search warrant affidavits.
An officer stated in an affidavit that he
smelled marijuana while in the defen
dant’s home. The defendant asserted
that the marijuana was of a kind that did
not smell. The police permitted the mari
juana to rot, failing to put holes in the
bags for ventilation. The defendant
challenged the destruction of the evi
dence under Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S.
83 1963, saying that the negligence of
the police led to his being unable to chal
lenge the truth of the affidavit for the
search warrant at his suppression hear
ing. The Court rejected the defendant’s
argument. However, by doing so, they
extended the procedural rights of
defendants challenging the issuance of a
search warrant under Franks v. Dela
ware, 438 U.S. 154 1978. "By deliber
ately destroying impeaching evidence, an
officer could feel secure that false alle
gations in his or her affidavit for a search
warrant could not be challenged. Such a
result would effectively deprive a criminal
defendant of his Fourth Amendment right
to challenge the validity of a search
warrant To protect the right of privacy,
we hold that the due process principles
announced in Brady and its progeny
must be applied to a suppression hearing
involving a challenge to the truthfulness
of allegations in an affidavit for a search
warrant."

2. Commonwealth v. Martin, Pa. Sup.
Ct., 53 Cr. L. 1317 6/8/93. The
Pennsylvania Supreme Court has held

Noven’ber 1993, The Advocate. Page 19



previously that under the state consti
tution, a canine sniff is a search that
requires at least a reasonable suspicion.
This was contrary to U.S. v. Place, 462
U.S. 696 1983, in which the Court held
that a canine search was not a search for
constitutional purposes. Here, a briefcase
was being sniffed, which was viewed by
the court as a search of the person,
leading the court to hold that probable
cause is required prior to permitting the
dog to sniff. "[Al free society cannot
remain free if police may use drug detec
tion dogs or any other crime detection
device without restraint"

3. UnitedStatesv. Richard, 53 Cr. L.
1374 5th Cir. ‘6/22/93. The police
cannot go to a house without a warrant,
knock and announce their presence, and
then knock down the door upon hearing
movement and soft talking, despite the
officers’ fears for their safety. This was
viewed by the court as manufactured
exigent circumstances which do not
qualify as an exception to the warrant
requirement.

4. In re E.D.J., Minn. Sup. Ct., 53 Cr. L.
1377 8/4/93. In California v. Hodari D.,
49 Cr. L. 2050 1991, the Court held that
the police had not seized a person until
they had physically restrained him or he
had submitted to their authority. The
Minnesota Supreme Court has rejected
that for purposes of their state consti
tution. The Court in Minnesota will
continue to look at whether a reasonable
person would have felt free to leave in
order to determine whether a seizure has
occurred or not.

ERNIE LEWIS
Director of DPA Trial Services
201 Water Street
Richmond, KY 40475
606 623-8413
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SkthCircuit 5figh4qlitc
Parole Revocation

In Sneed v. Donahue, 993 F.2d 1239
6th Cir. 1993, the Sixth Circuit recently
resolved the question of whether due
process is violated by the automatic
revocation of a parolee’s parole status
without a final hearing pursuant to KRS
439.352 upon the parolee’s incarceration
for conviction of a crime committed on
parole. The Court previously had ren
dered conflicting unreported decisions on
this issue. The Court found that Morris
sey v. Brewer, 408 U.S. 471 1972,
"does not require that a parole authority
be given discretion regarding when to
revoke a parolee’s parole status; rather,
it simply requires that where such dis
cretion is given, a revocation hearing is
required.’ Thus a parolee is not entitled
to a final revocation hearing where the
parole board lacks discretion in deter
mining whether to revoke his parole
status. Under KRS 439.352, the parole
board was mandated to revoke a paro
lee’s parole upon incarceration for a
crime committed on parole. In the Court’s
view, a revocation hearing would serve
no purpose under these circumstances.

Batson, Powers & Teague

Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79 1986
held that a black defendant could
challenge the race-based exclusion of a
black juror. More recently, in Powers v.
Ohio, 111 S.Ct. 1364 1991, the U.S.
Supreme Court extended the Batson rule
to hold that a prosecution may not use
peremptory challenges to exclude a black
prospective juror from a white criminal

defendant’s jury on account of their race.
Unfortunately for white habeas petitioners
whose convictions became final after
Batson but before Powers, the Sixth Cir
cuit has held that the Power’s extension
of Batson was a new rule not dictated by
Batsonand, thus, under Teaguev. Lane,
489 U.S. 288 1989 may not be applied
retroactively in federal habeas corpus
cases. Echlin v. Lecureaux, 995 F.2d
1344 6th Cir. 1993.

Use of Depositions At Trial

In Stonerv. Sowders, - F.2d -,

1993 WL 239400 6th Cir. 1993, the
Sixth Circuit held that the trial court
denied Stoner’s Sixth Amendment right
to confront the witnesses against him by
admitting videotaped depositions of two
witnesses without a sufficient showing of
their unavailability to give live testimony.

Stoner was charged with the burglary of
the home of the Kaelins, an elderly
couple. The prosecution obtained a court
order allowing the deposition of the
Kaelins. The day before trial, the couple
traveled to the police station where, in
the presence of Stoner and his counsel,
a deposition was taken. The next day at
trial, the depositions were introduced
over defense objection after the prose
cutor produced a doctor’s affidavit stating
that the Kaelins were in extremely poor
physical health and that their health
could be impaired if they were subjected
to the rigors of a jury trial.

The Sixth Circuit stated that Stoner was
‘denied the usual right to confront and

examine crucial witnesses before the jury
in open court. ..because of a short, con
clusory doctor’s affidavit..[whichl itself
was hearsay.’ The Court further noted
that to say the Kaelins were unavailable
was "a legal fiction.... They were ‘unavail
able’ only in the sense that they preferred
not to testify and were in poor health
according to the doctor’s affidavit."

The Court held that when the prosecution
claims a witness is unavailable due to ill
ness, there must be a case specific find
ing of necessity before confrontation in
open court can be dispensed witlt In
Stoner’s case, the requisite finding of
necessity "was not even addressed,
much less found."

The Sixth Circuit concluded that "the
deposition is a weak substitute for live
testimony, a substitute that the Sixth
Amendment does not countenance on a
routine basis.’

DONNA BOYCE
DPA Post-Trial Services
Department of Public Advocacy
100 Fair Oaks Lane, Ste. 302
Frankfort, KY 40601
502 564-8006
FAX: 502/564-7890
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fPT<0 fBO9OLL S"FJRj"ICES/
FT1.Ogv1- CO5II9 5PEC’1W1

Access to the courts, consent decrees
and pro bono legal services are all terms
familiar to the post-conviction criminal
law practitioner.

In 1981, in the case of Kendrick v. Bland,
541 F.Supp. 21 W.D.Ky. 1981 the
United States District Court handed down
a major court decision addressing many
issues conceming prisoner’s conditions
of confinement at the Kentucky State
Reformatory KSR. One of these was to
provide formal legal education and
training for KSR inmates. Also included
was the establishment of regular con
tinuing legal education training for those
already working as legal aides. Undoubt
edly, this part of the consent decree grew
out of the landmark U.S. Supreme Court
case of Bounds v. Smith, 430 U.S. 817
1977. Bounds arose when North Caro
lina inmates claimed that the correctional
facilities in that state denied them access
to the courts in violation of their Four
teenth Amendment rights. The state was
accused of failing to provide legal
research facilities to the inmate popu
lation. It was from this controversy that
the fundamental constitutional right of
prisoner’s access to the courts was man
dated and began to take its effect upon
other state prison authorities.

/

As an outgrowth of Bounds and Kendrick,
the Department of Public Advocacy be
came Involved in formulating, planning,
organizing and presenting both basic and
continuing inmate legal aide training.

In 1992 It was quite apparent to DPA that
the inmate legal aides were seeking
assistance In the area of civil practice
and procedure, especially handling fed
eral cMl jury trials. In an attempt to meet
this need, DPA contemplated what re
sources would be needed to present this
training. Unlike many other trainings,
which focused primarily on criminal law
or related areas, this would be different.
DPA’s own full-time criminal law, practi
tioners, by the nature of their work, do
not venture into federal civil jury trials.
Thus, it was necessaryto seek resources
outside of the Department. The KSR

DPA Office turned for assistance to
William Radigan, of the Louisville firm of
Walker and Radigan. Bill’s background
as a former DPA attorney, as a trainer in
litigation skills, and as an established
general practitioner with experience in
dealing with legal problems and issues
against the Department of Corrections
made him an ideal candidate. DPA was
most fortunate when Bill said yto this
request for help.

In July of 1993 this idea, thanks to the
efforts of Bill Radigan, became a reality.
He totally undertook the responsibility of
recruiting other civil practitioners and an
investigator to address various aspects of
jury trial work from case investigation to
closing argument. Bill designed the entire
program with the individual presenters
being responsible for presenting their
subject matter. Twenty-two inmate legal
aides from Roederer Correctional Com
plex, Kentucky Correctional Institute for
Women, Luther Luckett Correctional
Complex and the Kentucky State Reform
atory participated in the training.

The first day of training began with the
subject of investigation of cases, offered
by Mike Zaidan, investigator for the Dc
partrnent of Public Advocacy. Inmates
often face an uphill battle in conducting
investigation from behind prison walls.
Mike’s wealth of experience and practical
tips provided some food for thought and
useful ideas to consider. Ann Benfield,
a 1981 graduate of the University of Ken
tucky College of Law and Clerk to Judge
Charles Allen of the U.S. District Court at
Louisville, presented discovery practices
in federal court. She was followed by
Louis Waterman from the Louisville firm
of Morris, Garlove, Waterman and
Johnson. Louis offered the inmate legal
aides a ‘how to" approach in conducting
a voir dire. Opening statements and their
role at trial was covered by Bill’s law
partner, Patricia Walker-Fitzgerald. The
first day’s session concluded with a

* presentation on motion practice and
objections by former DPA attorney Bette
Niemi of Louisville.

The presenters offered such helpful in
formation and stimulated inmate inquiries
to such a degree that in most cases
there was simply not enough time to
cover the subject matter as thoroughly as
all parties would have liked.

The following day was no exception, be
ginning with Richmond, Kentucky practi
tioner and former DPA trial counsel,
William M. Nixon, who presented a lec
ture on direct examination. He was
followed by general counsel of the ACLU
of Kentucky and noted litigator David
Friedman who presented some basic
rules and techniques illustrating the pur
pose, value and role of cross-examina
tion in the civil trial. Stephanie Cox of
Louisville followed up this presentation
addressing the federal evidentiary rules
and exhibits. She offered the legal aides
some of the evidentiary nuts and bolts
needed to present a case at trial. Next,
Bill Radigan presented information and
advice on dealing with jury instructions.
The afternoon’s legal aide training was
rounded out by a spirited presentation on
closing arguments by Louisville lawyer
Fred Radolovich.

Of the participant comments that the
author heard following this training, all
were favorable.

Often when the term pro bono is used in
the delivery of legal services several
images of attorneys may come to mind.
First, the dedicated yet unfortunate
attorney who is called upon by the court
to represent an indigent individual in a
highly controversial case. There is little
reward except that of self-satisfaction for
a job well done, as illustrated in the
character of Atticus Finch portrayed by
Gregory Peck in To Kill a Mockingbird.

Another less visible image is that of the
practitioner, who, upon learning more
about a meritorious case and recognizing
the financial limitations of a client,
generously provides valuable advice, a
phone call or a letter, helping to resolve
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the client’s difficulty at no charge. Per
haps the most cynical illustration of pro
bono work is the practitioner who takes a
case only to find out later that his client
cannot cover the costs, leaving the attor
ney holding the bill.

Hopefully, Bill Radigan and the fine folks
mentioned previously who gave of their
time have added another dimension to
the, concept of pro bono legal services.
Their time and effort have sown seeds
that not only fulfill the obligation of the
consent decree, but also provide greater
access to the courts for those incarcer
ated individuals unable on their own to

lay claim to what the law entitles them.

DPA is extremely grateful to Mr. Radigan
and these presenters for their time, effort
and expense in making this two-day pre
sentation a reality.

JOE MYERS
DPA LaGrange Post-Conviction Office
Kentucky State Reformatory
LaGrange, KY 40032
502 222-9441

DPA and its incarcerated clients are
deeply indebted to the following
individualsfor their generouscontribution

of time and expertise: Hon. William
Radigan,Attorneyat Law, Louisville, KY;
Mike Zaiden,DPA Investigator, Northern
Kentucky; Hon. Ann Benfield, Federal
Court Law Clerk, Louisville, KY Hon.
Louis Waterman, Attorney at Law,
Louisville, KY; Hon. Patricia Walker-
Fitzgerald, Attorney at Law, Louisville,
KY Hon. Bette Niemi, Attorney at Law,
Louisville, KY; Hon. William M. Nixon,
Attorney at Law, Richmond, KY; Hon.
David Friedman, Kentucky ACLU Gener
al Counsel, Louisville, KY; Stephanie
Cox, Louisville, KY; Hon. Fred Radolo
vich, Attorney at Law, Louisville, KY

4444

Ci1SE IITIOY efr C4SE OV[fA1

In order for DPA to properly provide
defense services to our clients, it is
absolutely vital that we have accurate,
meaningful data reflecting the actual
number of cases handled by public de
fenders in each county across the state.
In the past this effort has been hampered
by haphazard or non-existent reporting
from large numbers of counties, and by a
vague and imprecise definition of "case"
which was subject to wide variations in
interpretation for counting purposes.

The first problem has been largely taken
care of by withholding quarterly checks
from county defender systems until they
provide their caseload reports. In FY
1993 only one contractor failed to provide
any caseload reports, and he has now
been replaced.

To address the second problem a com
mittee was formed, consisting of persons
who represent the various defender
interests in the state, including the
leaders of the Jefferson and Fayette
County programs, to determine how best
to count cases so as to come up with
figures that

a are internally consistent, and
b bear some rational relationship to the

work actually performed.

As a result of the work of this committee,
the following set of definitions has been
adopted for use in the current fiscal year.
All contractors have been provided with
this document as part of their contracts,

and have acknowledged the vital impor
tance of using it to fully and accurately
report their caseloads.

A number of people have proposed simp
ly adopting AOC’s caseload numbers.
This was not workable, first because
AOC does not currently provide data in
all 120 counties as to whether a case
involved appointed counsel, retained
counsel, or no counsel; second, because
AOC’s method of counting each indict
ment as one case does not provide for
the reality of single indictments which
allege multiple charges against multiple
defendants; and third, because AOC’s
system does not provide for new pro
ceedings in previously opened cases,
such as motions to revoke probation, RCr
11.42 motions, or parole revocation
hearings.

DPA staff is currently working on a mod
ernized, hopefully streamlined reporting
form which will meet the needs of our
reporting system, as well as make it
easier for attorneys in the field to provide
caseload numbers to the Frankfort office.
This form will replace the old AOC 77
form, and will hopefully bring our
caseload reporting system into the
computer age.

Stay tuned and please provide us with
your ideas on improving our case
counting and reporting procedures.

STEVE MIRKIN
Contract Administration
Dept. of Public Advocacy
100 Fair Oaks Lane, Ste. 302
Frankfort, KY 40601
502 564-8006
FAX: 5021564-7890

CASE DEFINITIONS &
COUNTING PROCEDURES

CASE DEFINITION

A Case - in district or circuit court, a
single accused having, either under the
same or different case number, one or
more charges, allegations, or proceed
ings arising out of one event or group of
related contemporaneous events, brought
contemporaneously against the defen
dant, stemming from the same course of
conduct and involving proof of the same
facts.

It is understood that not all cases which
trial attorneys handle take place in the
trial courts, e.g., parole revocation hear
ings, KRS 31.110 -- lineups, interroga
tions, other pre-charge events, witness
representations.

Generally, a case should be counted,
even if there is no formal entry of appear
ance by counsel, if it involves a special
trip to court or a substantial investment of
attorney time and expertise. A case
should not be counted if there is no for-
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mal appointment by the court and the
activity involves only a few minutes and
is strictly routine, e.g., standing in for
arraignment purposes at a regularly
scheduled motion hour, orother brief and
routine functions performed as a courtesy
to the court.

APPLYING THE CASE DEFINITION
CIRCUIT COURT CASES

The following scenarios are given to
show how this case definition is applied
in common situations.

1. One defendant, one count. An in
dividual indicted and charged with a
felony offense is counted as a felony
case. Felonies are defined and classified
by KRS and the UOR codes.

2. One defendant, multiple counts.
An individual who Is indicted on multiple
counts arising from the same incident will
be counted as one case.

3. When an individual is charged with
multiple counts of theft by deception
involving checks, such charges will be
counted as one case; provided that, if the
charges are tiled and/or disposed of
separately, they each should be counted
separately.

4. When there are several charges in a
case, the major charge will be entered in
the "charges" box on the case opening
form and the number of other charges
will be indicated. For example, when
rape and robbery are charged, the box
should be labeled "Rape + 1". When
three assaults are charged, the charge
box should be labelled "Assault + 2’.
When 50 counts of Theft by Deception
are charged, the charge box should be
labeled ‘TBD + 49".

5. MultIple accused with separate
attorneys. Multiple accused listed on
the same indictment with separate public
defenders assigned each accused will be
counted as a separate case regardless of
whether the court severs the case.

6. MultIple accused with one attorney.
In the event that multiple accused listed
on the same indictment choose to waive
any potential conflict of interests and be
represented bythe same public defender,
and such defender, after carefully
weighing the ethical issues involved
undertakes such multiple representation,
each accused will be counted as a
separate case regardless of severance.

7. If the public defender or agency in
question did not handle the original case,
an appointment to provide representation
for purposes of sentencing, shock
probation or show cause in the matter
will be counted as a new and separate
case. Otherwise, sentencings, shock
probation hearings and show cause
hearings for payment of fines and/or
restitution will not be counted as
separate cases, but as a part of the
original case.

However, if representation is interrupted
for 90 days or more because of the non-
appearance of a client, and subsequent
events lead to reopening of the case, it
shall be treated as a new case.

8. Recoupment Representation re
quired due to an order of recoupment will
be counted as a separate case only
when the hearing or proceeding does not
involve any other issues in the case,
other than those related to the recoup
ment Issue.

9. A resentencing after a remand by an
appellate court shall be counted as a
separate case.

10. Probation Revocation Hearings
will be counted as separate cases.

11. An appeal to circuit court from a
conviction in district court will be
counted as a separate case. A petition
to circuit court for a Writ of Mandamus,
Prohibition, Habeas Corpus, or other
extraordinary relief will be counted as a
separate case.

12. Interstate fugitive charges will be
counted as separate cases.

CASE COUNTING SCENARIOS

1. A client is charged with possession of
cocaine, DUI, NOL, expired registration,
failure to stop at a stop sign. The case
will be counted as one felony case with
the cocaine charge as the major charge,
e.g.,cocaine +4.

2. A client is charged with 26 counts of
TBD O/$300, 17 counts of TBD U/$300
over a three week period. The case will
be counted as one felony case, e.g., TBD
+25F+17M, unless the counts are tried or
disposed of separately, in which case
each will be counted separately.

3. A client is charged with 5 burglaries
on five separate occasions over a three

week period. There are 5 different sets
of witnesses and 5 sets of factual issues.
This will be counted as 5 separate cases.

4. A drug sweep takes place. 10 defen
dants are charged on one indictment in a
variety of combinations for several dif
ferent transactions. Separate cases will
be counted for each separate event and
for each defendant

CLASSIFICATION OF
CIRCUIT COURT CASES

CAPITAL FELONY: Murder or kidnap
ping where statutory aggravating factors
exist KRS 532.025 2 a.

MURDER: KRS 507.020 where no ag
gravator is alleged.

A FELONY - Defined by UOR codes &
KRS

B FELONY - Defined by UOR codes &
KRS

C FELONY - Defined by UOR codes &
KRS

D FELONY - Defined by UOR codes &
KRS

PROBATION REVOCATIONS

APPEAL - An appeal from a misde
meanor conviction, juvenile proceeding,
or from a final order of a District Judge.
The appeal is filed and decided in the
Circuit Court.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDER TRANSFERS:
Defined by KRS. Not covered by UOR
codes.

EXTRADITION HEARINGS: Defined by
KRS and UOR codes.

OTHER CASES: FAMILY
COURT CONTEMPT HEARINGS.

The DPA case record and reporting
forms and data base for circuit court
cases will be modified to include all of
the circuit court cases listed above.

DISTRICT COURT CASES

1. All cases opened in district court will
be closed in district court. Felonies
bound to the Grand Jury will be closed in
district court AFTER the grand jury has
acted.
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2. The same procedures used in circuit
court for counting multiple defendants
and multiple charges apply in district
court cases.

3. A juvenile transfer hearing under the
youthful offender statute, KRS 635.020
and 640.010, shall be counted as a
separate case.

PROBATION REVOCATION:

VIOLATION OF CONDITIONS OF SUP
ERVISED PLACEMENT: KRS 635.100

3. If the Grand Jury remands the case to
district court as a misdemeanor, the ori
ginal case should be maintained. A new
case file should not be opened nor
should a new case be counted.

4. If the Grand Jury returns an indict
ment, the district court case will be
closed. A new case will be opened in
circuit court. If, subsequently, the case is
reduced to a misdemeanor and remand
ed to district court, it shall be closed in
circuit court and reopened in district court
as a new case.

CLASSIFiCATION OF DISTRICT
COURT CASES

FELONY - An individual charged by crim
inal citation with a felony offense is
counted as a felony case. All of the
different types and classes of felonies,
Capital, A, B, C, and D are defined by
UOR codes and KRS numbers.

MISDEMEANOR - An individual charged
by a criminal citation or complaint with a
misdemeanor offense is counted as a
misdemeanor case. All of the different
types and classes of misdemeanors, A,
B, and violations are defined by UOR
codes and KRS numbers.

A criminal case which is punishable by a
fine in excess of $500 or sentence to a
county jail for no more than one year.

INVOLUNTARY COMMITMENT: A men
tal health case defined by UOR code and
KRS numbers. Each petition shall be
counted as a separate case.

PROBATION REVOCATION.

JUVENILE COURT CASES

1. A child less than 18 years of age who
is charged with any or all of the felony
and misdemeanors defined for the circuit
and district courts above or Is charged
with committing an aót which Is unlawful
only because s/he is a child; or a person
regardless of age, with charges or
contempt proceedings pending in the
juvenile court.

2. The same procedures used for count
ing multiple defendants and/or charges in
the circuit and district courts listed above
apply to juvenile courts cases.

4. A juvenile case in which an indictment
is returned will be closed in district juv
enile court. A new case will be opened
in the circuit court

5. In juvenile matters, all charges
occurring at approximately the same time
in the same criminal transaction can be
defined as one case. Generally, one
case will consist of charges set forth in a
Juvenile petition, although it is possible to
have more than one case alleged in a
single petition. Representation in
connection with the handling of one case
will normally consist of arraignment,
detention hearing, the filing of all
appropriate motions pertaining to matters
currently before the juvenile court,
adjudication, and disposition.

There are several types of proceedings in
the juvenile court which are separate and
distinct from the original offense with
which a client may have been originally
charged. These are:

a. contempt citations;
b. motions to revoke probation;
c. administrative hearings for the

revocations of CHR supervised
placement;

d. hearings with respect to continuation
or termination of CHR commitment;

e. Writs;
f. juvenile appeal;
g. motions to change custody;
h. motions to challenge conditions of

confinement
i. hearings on whether the juvenile court

can force medical treatment upon a
child;

j. other proceedings to decide numerous
issues involved in determining the
best interest of a child.

CLASSIFICATION OF
JUVENILE CASES

PUBLIC OFFENSES: Capital, A, B, C,
D, Felonies A, B Misdemeanors and
violations are defined by UOR codes and
KRS numbers.

STATUS OFFENSES: Truancy, Run
away, Beyond Control as defined by
UOR codes and KRS numbers.
TRANSFER HEARING: Hearing for
potential transfer of jurisdiction to the
Grand Jury and to circuit court.

REVIEW, CONTINUATION OR TERMI
NATION OF DISPOSITIONAL ORDERS:
KRS 61 0.120

CHILDREN ALLEGED VICTIMS OF
ABUSE, DEPENDENCY AND NEG
LECT: DPA policy is that each juris
diction shall contract or make other
arrangements to handle these cases.
Such cases should not be reported as
defender cases for purposes of these
counting procedures.

PARENTS CHARGED WITH ABUSE,
DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT: DPA
policy is that public defenders will not
handle these cases, unless there is a
contempt citation pending. The authority
of DPA under KRS Chapter 31 is limited
to providing representation to indigents
accused of crimes or mental states.

PAROLE REVOCATION: Parole revoca
tions will be counted as separate cases.

#444

‘i4.re we not tile
same peop[ wiw
workfiI,prayetI,
panned anti
dreamel of a
countnj wilere tile
idth offreedimwas
in tile nationat
conscience, an4
Iiqnity was a part

of tile nationa
framework!’

-I7vtaya .bzge1ini

November 1993, The Advocate, Page 24



q!i1 I15OfR9LtTIO 1XPLOSIO9

This is the first in a seriesof3 articles by
Mr. Baits.

In the last six years, the number of attor
neys with computers on or near their
desks rose from 7 to 70 percent, accord
ing to a national survey by the ABA Jour
nal. If that trend continues, a computer
will be as commonplace as a telephone
on the desk of every attorney in this
country within the next two to three
years.

The type of computer used by lawyers
has also changed dramatically since
1985. In that year, nearly every attorney
workstation was a simple computer termi
nal tied into a large mainframe. Most at
torneys had no direct control over
software or storage of data.

Today, nearly all attorney desktop com
puters are PC’s. These personal compu
ters, also called microcomputers, allow
full-powered independent computing with
full control over software. They also allow
the attorney to directly manage the stor
age and retrieval of his or her own data.

The vast majority of personal computers
used by lawyers are desktop systems.
The trend, though, is toward smaller,
more powerful machines. Laptop compu
ters cut a big slice out of the market a
few years ago, but most were still quite
bulky, and at 25 to 30 pounds, were still
not accepted by the legal community for
use in the courtroom, or attorneys on the
go.

Notebook computers exploded on the
scene last year, and are quickly making
inroads. A substantial share of the per
sonal computer market is expected to go
to notebook computers this year. At four
to fIve pounds and no larger than a stan
dard three-ring notebook, lawyers have
discovered a tool that can conveniently
accompany them wherever they go.

As notebook computers become more af
fordable through the competition process,
you’ll begin to see more and more of
them in the courtroom. In another two or
three years, your notebook computer will

be as indispensable as a legal pad is
today.

In a national survey conducted last year,
75 percent of all lawyers performed com
puter-assisted research tasks at their
desks. WESTLAW and LEXIS were the
primary tools in use. However another
explosion was hitting the computer scene
last year. In 1991, CD ROMS were virtu
ally non-existent in law firms. Last year--
just one year later - nearly half of all
lawyers were using CD-ROM research.

It’s estimated that 80 to 90 percent of all
lawyers will at least have access to CD
ROM research technology by the end of
this year. And most of those will have a
CD-ROM reader on their desktop or in
their briefcase.

More than half of all litigators across the
country are now experimenting with
graphics in the courtroom. Using graphic
software programs, these lawyers are
preparing presentations, demonstrative
evidence, simulations, and statistics for
trial use. Graphics software is being
used for trials, hearings, depositions, and
other litigation activities.

Lawyers are clearly in the path of the
information explosion. Do your best to
be prepared. There are ,a number of
good computer magazines on the market
for both the novice and the advanced
"techy.’ I suggest you read all you can to
stay on top of the latest advances. There

And as a representative of any govern
ment entity, you are eligible for a free
subscription. Write to: Government
Computer News, 44 Cook Street, Denver,
CO 80206-5800; and Government Tech
nology, P.O. Box 469024, Escondido, CA
92046-9941.

C. KEVIN BATTS
Attorney at Law
Director of Information Systems
District Public Defenders Conference
1623 Parkway Towers
Nashville, TN 37243-1350
615 741-5562
FAX: 615 741-5568

C. Kevin Baits, M.B.A., J.D., is Director
of Information Systems andAttorney with
the Tennessee District Public Defenders
Con ference. Batts has authored
numerous articles for national
publications in the fields of computer
science, law and management. He has
appeared on network televisionandradio
programs addressing technology issues.
For seventeen years, Batts designed
computer systems for the federal
government. Many of his systems are still
in use todayLi the federal court system,
the Department of Defense, the
Department of Treasury, the Internal
Revenue Serv’ice, and the U.S.D.A.
Baits resides in Nashville with his wife
and two children.
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are two computer magazines that I con
sider great for showing you the future.
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During the middle portion of this century,
two concurrent developments led to the
discharge or deinstitutionalization of
thousands of patients from mental hos
pitals. The first was a series of break
throughs in the pharmacotherapy of men
tal illness. These drugs, which were able
to control certain symptoms of mental ill
ness, made it possible for the first time
for many patients to live outside of the
state hospital setting.

The second development was the birth of
the community mental health movement
which resulted in the passage of the
Community Mental Health Centers Act in
1963. This Act was based on the belief
that all citizens should be provided
mental health care in their own commun
ities and that persons with mental illness
should be treated in the least restrictive
environment possible. It also created a
system of community mental health
centers CMHCs.

As the CMHCs initiated mental health
services to people in need they did so
without giving consideration to the other
needs of this population that the hospi
tals had been meeting housing, compan
ionship. medical care, mc. Failure to
meet these needs added stress and
threatened patients’ physical and emo
tional survival. It became evident that

the CMHCs did not have the capacity nor
were they designed to provide all the
needed support services previously
offered in an institutional setting.

In the years following the passage of the
Community Mental Health Centers Act, it
had become obvious that substantial
numbers of individuals were being
harmed by the implementation of deinsti
tutionalization. While some returned
successfully to the community, others
became homeless or were left in squalid
living arrangements. Still others, due to
behaviors born out of their inadequately
treated illness, were locked up in jails
and prisons.

It is now decades later and, due to new
programs and initiatives, some of the
perils of deinstitutionalization have been
lessened in their severity. Some, such
as the imprisoning of people with mental
illness, have not.

In fiscal year 1992, Kentucky incarcer
ated 1,593 individuals in its county and
regional jails solely because they had or
were suspected of having a mental ill
ness. These people had committed no
crime but their behavior, a manifestation
of their mental illness, seemed to indicate
they might be a danger to themselves or
others and, thus. they were jailed.

The Department for Mental Health and
Mental Retardation Services DMHMRS
several years ago took the position that
this practice should be abolished and has
subsequently taken steps to advance the
achievement of that goal. In the next
session of Kentucky’s General Assembly,
DMHMRS hopes to introduce its revision
of KRS 202A, Kentucky’s involuntary
hospitalization law, which should effec
tively decriminalize mental illness.
Instead of jailing a person suspected of
having a mental illness, the revised
statute proposes to have the person
taken immediately to a hospital or a
psychiatric facility for an evaluation to
determine a course for treatment, if
warranted. At no time may a person be
placed in jail under this revision of KRS
202A.

The proposed changes to the involuntary
hospitalization law, if passed by the
General Assembly and signed by the
Governor, will affect a significant number
of Kentuckians with mental illness in a
positive way. However, a related ques
tion needs to be addressed What about
all the other people in our state’s prison
system who have been convicted of crim
inal activity clearly attributable to their
mental illness? This extremely important
issue demands a much more in-depth re
sponse than can be developed inside the
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limitations of this article. A viable stance
has been taken by those who assert that
people whose behavior is controlled by
their mental illness should be treated for
that illness and not punished for actions
resulting from it. It is hoped that move
ment toward resolution of this complex
issue will be tempered by wisdom and
compassion, and attention will be paid to
the civility of a society that seeks to treat
its members with a degree of humanity
that increases with each passing day.

The remainder of this article will be
devoted to describing some of the current
services available to adults with severe
mental illness through the 14 CMHCs in
this state. These services, and others
not described herein, may be accessed
through an intake and treatment planning
process at the CMHC. Professionals in
the Public Advocacy Alternative Sen
tencing Program, Probation/Parole Offi
cers and the mental health consumers
whom they both serve may find re
sources in these described programs that
will assist the consumer in reintegrating
into society with a sense of self-
determination and self-worth.

Outpatient ServIces
Individual, Group, Psychiatric

These services are provided to
individuals for the following purposes:

1. Diagnostic: Services such as psy
chosocial, psychological and/or psy
chiattic evaluations provided to a
client to formulate a treatment plan

2. Treatment Therapeutic interven
tions provided by a qualified mental
health professional or mental health
associate to a client for the purpose
of reducing or eliminating the pre
senting problem of the client

Therapeutic Rehabilitation

This is a therapeutic program for persons
with mental illness who require less than
twenty-four hours a day care but more
than simply outpatient counseling. The
purpose of a therapeutic rehabilitation
program is to assure that a person with a
psychiatric disability develops those phy
sical, emotional and intellectual skills to
live, learn and work in his/her own parti
cular environment. Services are designed
for the development acquisition, en
hancement and maintenance of social,
personal adjustment and daily living
skills. The focus of all services is on
helping participants view themselves in

healthy roles rather than in the role of a
patient.

Case Management

Case management services are defined
as those which will assist the targeted
population adults with severe mental
illness in gaining needed medical,
educational, social and other support
services. These services are performed
by qualified case managers and shall
include:

1. A written comprehensive
strengths/needs assessment

2. Assistance in the development of
the client’s treatment plan

3. Coordination of and arranging for
needed services

4. Assisting the client in accessing all
needed services

5. Monitoring the client’s progress
through the full array of services

6. Performing advocacy activities on
behalf of the client

7. Establishing and maintaining current
client records

8. Providing case consultations as
required

9. Providing crisis assistance

Supperted Employment

Supported Employment means paid work
in a variety of integrated work sethngs.
These work settings are matched to the
individual to assist on-the-job functioning
for those whom competitive employment
is unlikely, and for those whom, because
of their disability, need ongoing post-
employment support to perform in a work
setting. Persons eligible for this program
must have adequate documentation to
substantiate their mental illness, mental
retardation or developmental disability
with severe handicapping conditions.
This program encompasses the following
types of activities designed to assist
eligible individuals in accessing and
maintaining employment

1. Individualized assessment

2. Individualized job development and
placement services.

3. On-site training in work and work-
related skills

4. Ongoing supervision and monitoring
of the individual’s performance

5. Ongoing support services necessary
to assure job retention

6. Training in interpersonal and related
skills and the use of the com
munity’s natural supports that are
essential to obtaining and retaining
employment

7. Transportation between the indiv
idual’s residence and the workplace
when other forms of transportation
are unavailable or inaccessible

Supported Housing

The goal of this program is to enable eli
gible individuals to live in a location of
their choosing. The main components of
this service are:

1. Development of housing resources
in the community by specialized
staff

2. Assistance in identifying and
ptocuring residential placement
according to the individual’s choice

3. Provision of in-home services to
assure retention of residential place
ment and to allow further. develop
ment of individual’s independent
living skills

Once the individual has achieved ade
quate Independent living skills, she/he
may receive case management services
if ongoing support is desired.

Work/Adult Habilitatlon Services

These services are designed to provide
an employment-oriented program of
meaningful work training to adults with
mental illness, mental retardation and/or
developmental disabilities. The goal is to
enable Individuals served to move either
into competitive employment or other
work training programs. Components of
this service include:

1. Assessment of the individual’s work
interest, work skills and related
behaviors
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2. Identification of potential employ
ment options and needed environ
mental modifications to facilitate use
of such options

3. Supervised work/training experience
that will promote physical capacities,
psychomotor skills, interpersonal
and communication skills, work hab
its, appropriate dress and grooming,
job-seeking and work-related skills
and employment opportunities

Some individuals may be involved in
work services on a full-time basis while
others may be involved in work services
for only a few hours a week, spending
most of their day in adult habilitation
services, a goal-oriented program of
developmental and therapeutic services
designed to develop, maintain, increase

or maximize an individual’s independent
functioning.

Outpatient Competency/Criminal
Responsibility Evaluations

The Division of Mental Health, through
the CMHCs, administers competency and
criminal responsibility evaluations
ordered by District and Circuit Courts.
These evaluations are conducted by
qualified CMHC staff psychiatrists or
licensed clinical psychologists either in
the jail in which the defendant is being
held or a nearby CMHC office. This pro
gram is coordinated by the Kentucky
Correctional Psychiatric Center,
DMHMRS’ forensic hospital in LaGrange.

For further information regarding these or
other mental health programs for adults

or for information about the Sexual and
Domestic Violence Program, contact the
Adult Branch of the Division of Mental
Health at 502 564-4448. To inquire
about programs funded through the
Division’s Children and Youth Services
Branch, call 502 564-7610.

BRAD CASTLEBERRY
Program Coordinator
Division of Mental Health
275 E. Main Street
Frankfort, KY 40601
502 564-4448
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR:

Dear Editor,

The June, 1993 issue of The Advocate arrived recently, and
I thought I should pass along a correction for staring PD
salaries in Tennessee. The table on page 5 indicates a stall
ing salary of $38,500 in Knoxville, which is part of our state
system. This is most tkeiy our median salary statewide. Start
ing salary for Assistants with lass than one year experience is
$23,400, stiii higher than Kentucky but significantly less than
the reported $38,500. Assistants’ salaries are directly tied to
a percentage of the District Public Defenders’ salary, currently
$58,630. Starting salary with less than one year experience is
40% of the D.P.D.. after one but less than two years is 45%,
and so on up to 85% of the D.P.D.’s salary at the nine year
level. After 9 years experience. an Assistant is entitled to
$49,836 under our pay scale. These amounts do not include
a2% across the board pay increase given allstate employees
effective July 1, 1993. I do not know whether the starting
salary shown for Nashville is accurate since they are not part
of the state P.O. system, but I suspect it too is on the high
side.

I thought it best if this discrepancy was pointed out since the
enabling public defender legislation contains our compen
sation structure. Irregardlesit, I think you make a strong case
for increased funding in Kentucky’s system. If I can assist you
in any way, please do not hesitate to contact me.

ANDY HARDIN
Executive Secretary
District Public Defenders conference
Nashville, Tennessee

Dear Editor,

In the June, 1993 issue The Advocate there was an unsigned
article entitled From the RecruIting Corner. In this article, the
author lamented that the realtively low starting salaries offered
by the DPA preclude the OPA from hiring the best. The article
also seems to imply that, but for the training the DPA offers,
our attorneys would find few offers in the private marketplace.

I’m sorry, but I do nct share the author’s vision of the DPA as
a sort of hospital for the rehabilitation of defective new
attorneys. I am of the opinion that the DPA has been consis
tently able to recruit the best, and that, if it were otherwise,
the stateside public defendersystem would be in a reel crisis.

I do not know, nor do f care, how any of my colleagues did in
law school. The public defenders I admire most are those with
the moral courage to face the daily grind, and take real joy In
the opportunity to make a difference in the lives of poor
people. Thosa who took up this challenge knowing and not
despairing about low salaries and public indifference are, in
my opinion, the best the law schools have to offer.

Our new attorneys have all made great financial sacrifices to
do this work, and, in all offices I am aware of, are lmmedlataiy
placed in a frontilne positIon. They deserve our admiration. I
shall expect all attacks on them in The Advocate to cease.

ROBERT F. SEXTON
Assistant Public Advocate
Department of Public Advocacy
Somerset, Kentucky
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US Department of Justice

The Cycle ofViolence
by Cathy SpatzWidom

Doeschildhoodabuselead to adult
criminalbehavior?

Howlikely is it thattoday’s abused
andneglectedchildren will become
tomorrow’sviolentoffenders?

In oneof themostdetailedstudiesof the
issueto date,researchsponsoredby the
National Instituteof JusticeNIJ found
that childhoodabuseincreasedtheoddsof
futuredelinquencyandadult criminality
overall by 40 percent.The studyfollowed

1,575 casesfrom childhoodthroughyoung
adulthood,comparingthearrestrecordsof
two groups:

* A studygroupof 908 substantiated
casesof childhood abuseor neglectproc
essedby thecourtsbetween1967 and1971
and trackedthroughofficial recordsover
the next 15 to 2oyears.

* A comparisongroupof 667 children,
notofficially recordedasabusedor ne
glected,matchedto thestudygroupac
cordingto sex,age,race,and approximate
family socioeconomicstatus.

While mostmembersof bothgroupshad
no juvenile or adult criminal record,being
abusedor neglectedasa child increased
the likelihoodofarrestasa juvenileby 53
percent,asan adult by38 percent,andfor
a violentcrimeby 38percent.

The "cycle of violence"hypothesissug
geststhat a childhoodhistoty of physical
abusepredisposesthesurvivor to violence
in later years.Thisstudyrevealsthat vic
tims of neglectare also more likely to
developlatercriminal violent behavioras
well. This finding gives powerful support
to the needfor expandingcommoncon
ceptionsof physicalabuse.If it is not only
violencethat begetsviolence,but also
neglect,far more attentionneedstobe
devotedto the families of childrenwhose
"beatings"are formsof abandonmentand
severemalnutrition.An exampleof inter
ventionfor thepreventionof neglectis
describedlaterin this Researchin Brief.

The first phaseof this studyreliedon arrest
recordsto measuredelinquencyandcrimi
nality. A secondphasecalls for locating

and interviewing a largesampleof the
previouslyabusedand neglectedchildren
to drawa morecompletepictureof the
consequencesof childhoodvictimization.
The remainderof this reportpresentsPhase
I resultsin greaterdetail andintroduces
preliminaryfindings from PhaseII.

Study design

Severalimportantdesignfeaturesdistin
guish this researchfrom prior efforts to
study the intergenerationaltransmissionof
violence.’ First,by following a largenum
ber 1,575of casesfrom childhood
throughadolescenceinto young adulthood,
this "prospective"studywasable to exam
ine the long-termconsequencesof abuse
and neglect.The sample,drawnfrom a
metropolitanareain the Midwest,was
restrictedto childrenwho were 11 yearsor
youngerat the timeof the incidentof abuse
or neglect.At the time that juvenileand
criminal recordswere checked,subjects
rangedin agefrom 16 to 33; mostwere

Office of JusticePrograms

National InstituteofJustice

CharlesB. DeWitt,Director October1992

From the Director

Family violence-particularlyviolence
againstchildren-isacritical priority for
criminal justiceofficials, political leaders,
andthepublic we serve.Thestatisticsare
alarming.Almost amillion childrenare
victims of child abuseand neglect,accord
ing to the 1990 Annual Fifty State Survey
conductedby the NationalCommitteefor
Preventionof Child Abuse.

Family violencecan be consideredfrom a
varietyof different perspectives: criminal
justice,psychology,sociology, andeconom
ics. Studieshaveproducedvaryingestimates

of the magnitudeof family violence;various
methodshavebeenconsideredfor estimat
ing its extent.None hasexaminedits effect
on the later behaviorof children asdoesthe
NU studyreportedin thisResearchin Brief
Someof the findings are startling. Forex
ample, beingabusedor neglectedasa child
increasedthe likelihoodofarrestasajuve
nile by 53 percent,asan adult by 38 per
cent.andfor a violentcrimeby 38 percent.

I havemadechild abuse a priority at NLJ,
andthis is the first in a seriesof five Re
searchin Brief reportsNIJ will publish

dealingwith theconsequencesof child
abuse.In addition,NU is supportinga
multisite study of child abuseprosecution
anda study of ways the justicesystemhas
addressedthis critical problem.

Charles B. DeWitt
Director.
National Institute of Justice
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betweenages 20 and 30,with ameanage
of 25.

Matchingmembersof thestudygroupto
otherswhoseofficial recordsshowedno
childhoodabuseor neglectwasan equally
importantfeatureof theresearch.This
designallowedthestudy to separatethe
effectsof known correlatesof delinquency
andcriminality age,sex,race,and socio
economicstatusfrom theexperienceof
abuseandneglect.Both groupswereap
proximatelytwo-thirds white andone-third
black andwereaboutevenlydivided be
tweenmalesandfemales.Most werebe
tween6 and 11 yearsold at the time the
abusewasdocumentedseeexhibit 1.

The studydesignalsofeaturedclearopera
tionaldefinitionsof abuseandneglect.
Combinedwith largesamplesizes,this
permittedtheseparateexaminationof
physicalabuse,sexualabuse,andneglect,
definedasfollows:

* Physicalabusecasesincludedinjuries
suchas bruises,welts, burns,abrasions,
lacerations.wounds,cuts,boneand skull
fractures,andotherevidenceof physical
injury.

* Sexualabuseinvolved suchchargesas
"assaultand batterywith intenttoy

Exhibit 1. Demographic Characteristics
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sexualdesires,""fondling or touching in
anobscenemanner,"rape,sodomy,and
incest.

* Neglectcasesrepresentedextremefail
ureto provideadequatefood,clothing,
shelter,and medicalattention to children.

Family membersoftenparentswerethe
primary perpetratorsof theabuseand
neglect.The mostfrequenttype of perpe
tratorvaried, however,by type of maltreat
ment seeexhibit2.

Juvenilecourt andprobationrecordswere
the sourceof informationon theabuseand
neglect,aswell asthecharacteristicsof the
family. Arrest datawereobtainedfrom
Federal,State,and local law enforcement
records.Recognizingthat muchchild
abuseaswell as laterdelinquentand
criminal behaviornevercomesto the
attentionof anyofficial authority,PhaseII
will supplementtheseofficial recordswith
interviewresults.

Study findings

Of primaryinterestwasthequestion,
"Would thebehaviorof thosewho had
beenabusedorneglectedbeworsethan
thosewith no reportedabuse?"The an

Abused/NeglectedGroups

E1 ComparisonGroups

.111,
4-5 yrs 6-11 yrs

swer,shownin exhibit 3, wasevident:
thosewho had beenabusedor neglectedas
childrenwere morelikely tobe arrestedas
juveniles26 percentversus17 percent,as
adults29 percentversus21 percent,and
for a violentcrime11 percentversus8
percent.Theabusedand neglectedcases
were alsomore likely to averagenearly 1
yearyoungerat first arrest16.5 years
versus17.3 years,to commit nearlytwice
asmany offenses2.4percentversus1.4
percent,and to bearrestedmore
frequently17 percentof abusedandne
glectedcasesversus9 percentof compari
soncaseshad morethanfive arrests.

Sex.Experiencingearly child abuseor
neglecthad a substantialimpact,evenon
individuals with little likelihood of engag
ing in officially recordedadult criminal
behavior.Thus,althoughmalesgenerally
havehigherratesof criminal behaviorthan
females,beingabusedor neglectedin
childhoodincreasedthe likelihood of arrest
for females-by77 percentovercompari
songroup females.As adults,abusedand
neglectedfemalesweremore likely to be
arrestedforproperty,drug, andmisde
meanoroffensessuchas disorderlycon
duct, curfew violations,or loitering, but
not for violentoffenses.Femalesin general
are lesslikely to be arrestedfor street
violenceandmore likely toappearin sta
tistiCs on violencein thehome.Through
interviews,PhaseII will examinethe inci
denceof unreportedviolenceto learnmore
aboutthepossibleexistenceof hidden
cyclesof family violence.

Race.Both black andwhite abusedand
neglectedchildrenwere morelikely to be
arrestedthancomparisonchildren.How
ever,asshownin exhibit 4, the difference
betweenwhiteswas notasgreatasthat
betweenblacks. In fact, white abusedand
neglectedchildrendo notshow increased
likelihood of arrestfor violentcrimesover
comparisonchildren. Thiscontrastsdra
matically with the findingsfor blackchil
drenin this samplewho showsignificantly
increasedratesof violent arrests,compared
with black childrenwho werenot abused
or neglected.This is a surprisingfinding
andone that may reflectdifferencesin an
arrayof environmentalfactors.PhaseII
will investigatea numberof expianations
for theseresults,includingdifferencesin
poverty levels,family factors,characteris
tics of theabuseor neglectincident,access
to counselingor supportservices,and
treatmentby juvenile authorities.

Males Females White
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Juvenilerecord.Previouslyabusedor
neglectedpersonswere at higherrisk of
beginninga life of crime,at ayoungerage,
with more significantandrepeatedcrimi
nal involvement.Notably, however,
amongthosearrestedasjuveniles,abused
or neglectedpersonswere no more likely
to continuea life of crime than other
children:

* In both groups,roughly thesamepro
portion of childrenwith juvenile arrests
alsohadarrestsasadults53 percentver
sus50 percent.

* Similarly, in both groups,aboutthe
sameproportionof thosewith violentjuve
nile arrestsalso hadviolentarrestsas
adults34.2percentversus36.8 percent.

In short,childhoodabuseand neglecthad
no apparenteffecton themovementof
juvenile offenderstowardadult criminal
activity. Distinguishingthe factors that
promotetheonsetof criminal behavior
from thosethat affectpersistencein a
criminal careeris clearlyan important
topic for futureresearch.

poesonly violence
beget violence?

To test thenotionthat childhood victims of
violenceresortto violencethemselvesin
later years,violent criminal behaviorwas
examinedas a functionof the typeof mal
treatmentexperiencedas a child. The
resultsarepresentedin simplified form
below.

PercentArrested
for Violent

Abuse Group NumberOffense

Physicalabuse
only 76 15.8%

Neglectonly 609

Physicalabuse
andneglect 70 7.1

Sexualabuseandother
abuse or neglect 28 7.1

Sexualabuseonly 125 5.6

Comparisongroup 667 7.9

The physically abusedasopposedto
neglectedor sexuallyabusedwerethe

mostlikely to bearrestedlaterfor a violent
crime. Notably,however,thephysically
abusedgroupwas followed closely by the
neglectedgroup.

12.5

Exhibit2. Perpetrators of Abuseand Neglect
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Becausedifferentrypesof abuseandne
glect are notdistributedevenlyby age,
race,andsex, thesefrequenciespresentan
oversimplifiedpicture. Evenaftercontrol
ling forage,race,and sex,however,a
relationshipbetweenchildhoodneglect
and subsequentviolenceremainedevident.

This finding offerspersuasiveevidencefor
theneedto takeconcertedpreventive
action.Nationwide,the incidenceof ne
glect is almostthreetimesthat of physical
abuse15.9per 1,000children in 1986,
comparedto 5.7per 1,000 forphysical
abuse,and2.5 per 1,000for sexualabuse,2
Neglectalsois potentiallymoredamaging
to thedevelopmentof a child thanabuse

providedtheabuseinvolvesno neurologi
cal impairment.In one studyof the influ
enceof earlymalnutritionon subsequent
behavior,previouslymalnourishedchil
drenhad attentiondeficits,reducedsocial
skills, andpooreremotional stability than a
comparisongroup.3Otherresearchershave
found anarray of developmentaldiffer
encesassociatedwith childhoodneglect4
This study now suggeststhat thosediffer
encesinclude a greaterrisk of latercrimi
nal violence.

Researchfindings showhow imperative
areimprovedproceduresfor the identifica
tion of child abuseand neglect.Referring
to theconnectionbetweenchild maltreat-

ment and adultcriminality, New York City
institutednewproceduresforpolicere
sponseandfollowup in casesinvolving
suspectedchild abuseandneglect.5

Out-of-home placement and
criminal consequences
Not all abusedandneglectedchildren
grow up to becomedelinquents,adult
criminals,or violentcriminal offenders.
What aresomeof the possiblemediating
variablesthat acttobuffer orprotect
abusedandneglectedchildren?Placement
outsidethe home is one possiblebuffer
that wasinvestigatedwith PhaseI data.
Scholarsandpractitionershaveoftencriti
cized out-of-homeplacementsfostercare,
in particular.Childrenplacedoutsidethe
homeareconsidereda particularlyvulner
ablegroup,sincethey haveexperienced
botha disturbedfamily situationandsepa
rationfrom their naturalparents.Accord
ingly, child welfarepolicies todayoften
seekto avoid removingthechild from
homeand insteadto mitigatenegative
family situationsthrough counselingand
relatedsupport.

In contrastto today’s practices,thevast
majorityof a sampleof thechildrenabused
and neglectedroughly 20 yearsago were
placedoutsidethe homeduring some
portionof their childhoodor earlyadoles
cence.Year-by-yearinformation was
availablefrom juvenilecourtandprobation
recordson 772 cases.Forthesechildren,
out-of-homeplacementsincludedfoster
care, guardian’shome,andschoolsfor the
retardedor physicallyhandicapped.Only
14 percentof theseabuseand neglectcases
had norecordof havingbeenplacedup
throughage 18. The averageamountof
time in placementwasabout5 years,and
sometimeslastedthroughchildhood and
adolescence.

As exhibit 5 shows,therewas remarkably
little differencebetweenthe arrestrecords
of thosewho remainedat homeand those
who wereplacedoutsidethehomedueto
abuseand neglect.Predictably,bothof
thesegroupswere strikingly different from
thoseplacedoutsidethe homedue to delin
quencyaswell as abuseand neglectAr
leastfor this sample,then,an out-of-home
placementdid not lead to negativeeffects
on thearrestmeasurefor thosewho were
removedfrom their homesdueonly to
abuseandneglect.

Exhibit3. Extent of Involvement In Delinquency, Adult Criminality,
and Violent Criminal Behavior

Abused and Neglected Comparison Group
n=908 n=667

Type of arrest % %

Juvenile 26.0 16.8

Adult 28.6 21.1

Violent crime 11.2 7.9

Note: All differences significant.

Exhibit 4. Involvement In Criminality by Race

Abused and Neglected Comparison Group Significance
n = 908 n = 667

Any arrest % %
Juvenile

Black 37.9 19.3 <.001
White 21.1 15.4 <.05

Adult
Black 39.0 26.2 <.01
White 24.4 18.4 <.05

Violent
Black 22.0 12.9 <.01

White 6.5 5.3 NS
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The studyalsoshowedthat stability may
‘be an importantfactor in out-of-home
placements.Children who movedthreeor
more timeshadsignificantly higherarrest
ratesalmosttwice as highfor all types of
criminal behaviors-juvenile,adult,and
violent-thanchildrenwho moved less
thanthreetimes.In turn,childrenwith
multiple placementstypically had behavior
problemsnotedin their ifies. Thesenota
tions covereda wide spectrumof problem
behavior,includingchronicfighting, fire
setting,destructiveness,uncontrollable
anger,sadistic tendenciesfor example,
aggressivenesstowardweakerchildren,
andextreme defianceof authority.
Whetherthebehaviorproblemscausedthe
moves,or themovescontributedto the
behaviorproblems,is unclear.In either
case,childrenwith numerousplacements
obviously needspecialservices.

Thesefindings challengetheassumption
that it is necessarilyunwiseto remove
childrenfrom negativefamily situations.
While stability of placementappearsto be
important,thepotentialdamageof remov
ing anabusedand neglectedchild from the
homedid not includeahigher likelihoodof
rrest or violentcriminal behavior.

Phase II: Followup and
in-person interviews
While the findings from PhaseI demon
strateconvincingly that earlychild abuse
andneglectplaceoneat increasedrisk for
officially recordeddelinquency,adult
criminality, and violentcriminal behavior,
a largeportion of abusedand neglected
childrendid nothaveofficial arrest
records.Indeed,the linkage is far from
inevitable,since the majority of abused
andneglectedchildrendid notbecome
delinquents,adult criminals,orviolent
offenders.However,becausethe findings
from PhaseI werebasedon official arrest
records,theseratesmaybe underestimates
of the true extentof delinquencyand
criminality. PhaseI findingsalsodo not
tell us aboutgeneralviolentbehavior,
especiallyunrecordedor unreportedfamily
violence.

PhaseII was designedto address manyof
theunansweredquestionsfrom the first
phaseby finding andinterviewing a large
,umberof thesepeople20 yearsafter the
childhoodvictimization.Most arenow
youngadultsin their early 20’s and 30’s;
somearebeginningto havetheir own

children.Thefollowup studyaimsto ex
aminethe full consequencesof maltreat
mentasachild and to determinewhy some
victims of childhoodabuseand neglect
fare well, while othershavenegativeout
comes.The interviewswill explorerecol
lectionsof early childhoodexperiences,
schooling,adolescence,undetectedalcohol
anddrug problems,undetecteddelin
quencyandcriminality, and importantlife
experiences.

PreliminaryPhaseII findings,basedon
2-hourfollowup interviewswith 500 study
and comparisongroupsubjects,indicate
that othernegativeoutcomesmay be as
commonasdelinquencyand violentcrimi
nal behavior.Theseinterviewssuggestthat
the long-termconsequencesof childhood
victimization alsomay include:

* Mental healthconcernsdepressionand
suicideattempts.

* Educationalproblemsinadequatecog
nitive functioning,extremelylow IQ, and
poor readingability.

* Healthandsafetyissuesalcoholand
drugproblems.

* Occupationaldifficulties lackof work,
employmentin low-level servicejobs.

In additionto documentingthe broader
consequencesof childhood victimization,
PhaseII is gearedto identify "protective"
factorsthat may actto buffer the negative

resultsof abuseandneglectThe ultimate
goal is to providea baseof knowledgeon
which to build appropriatepreventionand
treatmentprograms.

Conclusion and implications
Childhoodvictimizationrepresentsawide
spread,serioussocial problemthat in
creasesthe likelihood of delinquency,adul
criminality, andviolentcriminal behavtor.
Pooreducationalperformance,health
problems,andgenerallylow levelsof
achievementalsocharacterizethevictims
of early childhoodabuseandneglect

Thisstudyoffersat leastthreemessages
to juvenile authoritiesandchild welfare
professionals:

* Interveneearly. The findings of PhaseI
issuea call to police, teachers,and health
workers for increasedrecognitionof the
signsof abuseandneglect,andseriousef
forts to interveneasearly aspossible.The
later the intervention,themore difficult the
changeprocessbecomes.Specializedat
tentionneedsto bepaid to abusedand ne
glectedchildren with earlybehavior
problems.Thesechildrenshow thehighest
risk of laterjuvenileandadult arrest,as
well as violentcriminal behavior.

* Developpolicies thatrecognizethe high
risksofneglectaswell asabuse.Also im
portantin its implicationsfor juvenile
court andchild welfareaction is the fact

Exhibit5. Juvenile and Adult Arrests asa Function of Placement
Experiencesfor Juvenile Court CasesOnly n 772

Arrest in percent

Type of
Placement

N Any
Juvenile
n=209

Any
Adult

n=217

Both Juv.
& Adult
n=115

Any
Violent
n=93

No placement 106 15.1 29.2 6.6 10.4
Abuse/neglect
placement only

489 17.8 23.3 8.6 8.4

Delinquency
placement plus
abuse/neglect

96 92.7_ac 60.4*** 55.2*** 344***

Note: Adult arrest rates restricted to subjects age 21 and older in March 1988.
p<.001
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that neglectalonenot necessarilyphysical
abusewas significantly relatedto violent
criminal behavior.A pictureemerges
wherephysicalabuseis only one point on
a continuumof family situationsthat con
tribute to violence.Whetherthosesitua
tions result in activephysicalabuse,or
more passiveneglect,it is now quite clear
that both formsof child maltreatmentare
seriousthreats.Neglectcasesrepresentthe
majority of casestaxing thechild protec
tion system.Researchshowsthat today’s
victim of neglectmay well be a defendant
in tomorrow’s violentcriminal case.

* Reexamineout-of-homeplacement
policies.This NIJ studyfocusedon cases
during theperiod1967-1971.whenout-
of-homeplacementswerea commoninter
vention.Detailedinformation availablefor
772 casesrevealedthat thevastmajority
86 percentwereplacedoutsidetheir
homesfor anaverageof 5 years.Thiscon
trastssharplywith today’s effortsto avoid
out-of-homeplacementon the assumption
that separationmayaggravate,ratherthan
ameliorate,a child’s problems.Yet, there
wasno evidencethat thosewho weresepa
ratedfrom theirfamilies faredany worse
on the arrestmeasuresthanthosewho re
mainedat home.Thoughtheseresultsare
far from definitive,theydo suggestthat
child protectivepoliciesin this areade
serveclosescrutiny.The assumptionthat
removalfrom thehomeoffers additional
risk could notbe confirmedby this study.
Any policy foundedon this assumption
oughtto be testedthroughcareful local
studiesof the full consequencesof out-
of-homeplacement.

Notes
I. For further informationon thedesign
and samplingprocedures,seeWidom,
C.S.,"Child abuse,neglect,and adult
behavior.Researchdesignandfindingson
criminality, violence,andchild abuse,"
AmericanJournalof Orthopsychiatry,
59 1989:355-367.

2. Westat,Inc. StudyFindings:Studyof
NationalIncidenceandPrevalenceof
Child AbuseandNeglect:1988,Washing
ton, D.C., U.S. Departmentof Healthand
HumanServices.

3. J.R.Galler, F. Ramsey,G. Soliinano,
and W.E. Lowell, "The influenceof early
malnutrition on subsequentbehavioral
development:ii. Classroom behavior,"
JournaloftheAmericanAcademyof Child
Psychiatry,241983:16-24.

4. See,for instance,R.E. Allen andJ.M.
Oliver, "The effectsof child maltreatment
on languagedevelopment,"ChildAbuse
andNeglect,61982:299-305;B.
Egeland,A. Sroufe,adM. Erickson,"The
developmentalconsequencesof different
patternsof maltreatment,"ChildAbuse
and Neglect, 71983:459-469;A. Frodi
andJ. Smetana,"Abused,neglected,and
nonmaltreatedpreschoolers’ability to
discriminateemotionsin others:Theef
fectsof IQ," ChildAbuseandNeglect,
8 1984:459-465.

5. BenjaminWard,Commissioner,New
York City PoliceDepartment,pressrelease
No. 17, May 22, 1989.

Findingsandconclusionsof the researchre
portedhereare thoseof the researcheranddo
not necessarilyreflect the official positionor
policies of the U.S. Departmentof Justice.

*1.

TheNational InstituteofJusticeis acompo
aentoftheOfficeoflusticePrograms,which
also includesthe BureauofJusticeAssist
ance.Bureauof JusticeStatistics,Officeof
JuvenileJusticeand DelinquencyPreven
tion, and the Officefor Victims of Crime.

NCJ136607

Noven’ber 1993, The Advocate. Page 34



November1993, The Advocate.Page35

wgeeslin
Note
this page was blank in the original



22nd Annual Public Defender Training Conference
The largest yearly gathering of criminal defense advocates offering the greatest number and variety of education
on both bread & butter and cutting edge issues facing defenders. Chief Justice Stephens will be a featured presenter

June 19-June21, 1994
Radisson Inn Airport
Cincinnati, Ohio

DPA Death Penalty Practice Persuasion Institute
October 23 - October 28, 1994
Kentucky Leadership Center, Faubush, KY
1/2 hour west of Somerset

Intensive practice on death penalty trial skills, knowledge and attitudes with a focus on persuasion through a learn
by doing format. Practice with feedback is the heart of this formation. Advanced, intermediate and beginning
tracks are offered. This Institute is the most effective education available for learning successful criminal defense
litigation in death penalty cases.
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