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wi 11 bo committed but the state pays for it It's a matter of
absolute funding and it's a deplorable situation. aApd| wish I
could cone out and say specific charges but, obviously, on
sonething like this, it's very difficult to get the specifics 44
who is going to come out and say, yes, that's what we have done,

but my i nformat =on says, this is, in fact, beginning to happen
out there.

SENATOR WARNER: | Would be Very curious to see a SpeCifiC

exanpl e. I can appreciate you couldn't perhaps do that on the
floor, but that seems like a fairly serious accusation. | don't

know i f it adds support to the bill one way or the other.

. One
other question then, did | understand you that the individual
ends up in a proper institution in any evént? They just drop

the charge. |Is that the only difference'?
SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: That's correct.

SENATOR WARNER: So the i ndividual isStil | institutionalized
appropriately' ?

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: That is correct. The only difference
is if t he individual would then bere|eased’ there would be no
way to follow up on the charge.

SENATOR WARNER: Well, it seems doubtful to me that (hat would
happen very often but it's just alnost inconceivable.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Senator Landis, additional discussion.

SENATOR LANDIS: Nr. Speaker and members of the Legislature, |

understand Senator Bernard-Stevens' concern to be state payment
for the expense of treatnment for soneone not nentally conpetent

to stand trial. Ny concern is with respect to the |anguage that
appears on page 4 and 5 in which the bill requires 5 i dge to
conmit sonebody who has been found to be nentally inconﬂet élnt to
a state hospital for the mentally ill. And the question that |
have._..and this will come g the form of a question, it' s
possible for someone to be mentally |ncorrpeterqt tOstand trial

because they cannot understand what's going on. The are not
able to give a plea since they' re not able to underst},and what 1I's
happening and that their liberty is at risk. The standard for
i nvoluntary comm tments, however, has to do with whether or

ol unt a . not
an individual is dangerous to the community or to thenselves,
and the difference between those two is significant because
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