
 

 

SHAKEN BABY SYNDROME - Is New 
Research Raising a Serious Doubt? 

 Shaken baby syndrome (SBS) 
was first propounded as a child 
abuse theory in 1971. It quickly took 
hold and, until recently, has gone 
virtually unchallenged in the medical 
and prosecutorial community.  Now, 
other experts are questioning some 
of the assumptions of SBS.  For the 
parent’s attorney and the child’s at-
torney, as well, these are extremely 
challenging cases. 

 The National Center on Shaken 
Baby Syndrome estimates that  
treatment was sought for approxi-
mately 1,200 - 1,400 children who 
were shaken in America last year. Of 
these, 25 -30% died as a result of 
their injuries. The rest will have life-
long complications.  [See: 
www.dontshake.com] 

 Briefly, the SBS theory holds that 
a constellation of signs and symp-
toms result from violent shaking or 
the shaking and impacting of the 
head of an infant or small child. The 
degree of brain damage depends on 
the amount and duration of the 
shaking and the forces involved in 
impact of the head. Signs and symp-
toms range on a spectrum of minor 
to major neurological alterations — 
from irritability, lethargy, tremors 
and vomiting, to seizures, coma, stu-
por and death.  

 These neurological changes are 
due to the destruction of brain cells 
secondary to trauma, lack of oxygen 
to the brain cells and swelling of the 
brain. Extensive retinal hemorrhages 

in one or both eyes are found in the 
vast majority of these cases.  

 The classic triad of subdural hema-
toma, brain swelling and retinal hem-
orrhages are accompanied in some, 
but not all, cases by bruising of the 
part of the body used as a "handle" 
for shaking. Fractures of the long 
bones and/or of the ribs may also be 
seen in some cases. In many cases, 
however, there is no external evi-
dence of trauma either to the head or 
the body. (Robert Reece, M.D. Profes-
sor of Pediatrics at the Tufts Univer-
sity School of Medicine.)  
 Most pediatricians continue to sup-
port the validity of SBS, citing 30 
years  of clinical observations, scien-
tific studies and thousands of confes-
sions by perpetrators.  But other ex-
perts have begun to challenge the 
rationale behind SBS.  One such ex-
pert, Dr. Jan Leestma, a neuropa-
thologist at Children’s Memorial Hospi-
tal in Chicago, characterized SBS as 
“an unproven theory that draws 
power from the emotionality sur-
rounding the universally condemned 
crime of child abuse, and whose ad-
vocates have embraced the diagnosis 
with a fervor that makes it difficult to 
question the status quo”.  (“Shaken 
Baby Syndrome:  a Search for Truth”, 
Chicago Tribune 6/12/2005)   

   One of the more prominent SBS 
cases was the 1997 case of Louise 
Woodward, the British nanny accused 
of fatally shaking 9-month-old Mat-
thew Eappen in Newton, Mass.  Al-
though she was found guilty by the  

jury of second-degree murder, the 
judge, in a rare public repudiation of 
the shaken baby syndrome concept, 
reduced the verdict to involuntary man-
slaughter and sentenced her to time 
served.   

 Since the Woodward case, patholo-
gists and experts in injury biomechan-
ics have raised a number of central 
questions about SBS.  Dr. John 
Plunkett, a Minnesota pathologist wrote 
a 1998 letter to the American Journal 
of Forensic Medicine and Pathology 
challenging readers to differentiate be-
tween what we scientifically know to be 
true, and what we think or hope to be 
true by scientifically answering ques-
tions such as: Can shaking a baby, no 
matter how roughly produce brain and 
retinal injuries in the absence of some 
kind of impact?  If there is impact, can 
it be determined whether the impact 
was the result of child abuse or simply 
an accidental fall?  Can injuries occur 
and be masked for some days by a  
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Foster Parent Retention Research 
 A new study released by the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Ser-
vices, Office of Assistant Secretary for 
Planning and Evaluation (ASPE), exam-
ines foster parent retention.  
“Understanding Foster Parenting: Using 
Administrative Data to Explore Reten-
tion” uses data from child welfare agen-
cies in New Mexico, Oklahoma and Ore-
gon to explore this issue.   

 Some interesting findings from the 
report were: length of the service in 
foster parenting is shorter than many 
would expect, and a relatively small 
group of foster parents (one-fifth) pro-
vides most (60%-80%) of the foster 
care.   

 The study conducted three types of 
analyses: (1) characteristics of foster 
parents over multiple years (2) utiliza-
tion of licensed homes and (3) longitu-
dinal analysis modeling the length of 
service in foster parenting.  From this, 
researchers found consistent patterns of 
foster parent activity which included: at 
least one in five foster homes exited the 
system each year and there was no sig-
nificant association between length of 
service and “burnout.”   

 A full print copy of this report can be 
ordered at: http://nccanch.acf.hhs.gov. 
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 The National Association of Coun-
sel for Children has published “Child 
Welfare Law and Practice - Rep-
resenting Children, Parents, and 
State Agencies in Abuse, Neglect 
and Dependency Cases”.  Howard 
Davidson, Director of the ABA Center 
on Children and the Law praised the 
book, stating:  “Top specialists in our 
field of child welfare have, in one 
volume, produced an exhaustive 
compendium of information to help 
achieve not merely competence, but 
exemplary practice skills.  Because of 
the rapid changes in and increasing 
complexity of dependency cases, this 
book should find its way onto every 
child welfare lawyer’s bookshelf.”  
Available from Bradford Publishing 
Co. (800) 446-2831. 

 

 The National Council of Juvenile 
and Family Court Judges has pub-
lished a new judicial benchbook:  
“Juvenile Delinquency Guide-
lines:  Improving Court Practice 
In Juvenile Delinquency Cases.” 
The benchbook utilized best practices 
developed by a committee of judges, 
prosecutors, defense attorneys, and 
juvenile justice practitioners.  The 
publication sets forth the essential 
elements of effective practice in juve-
nile delinquency cases, identifying  
16 key principles to guide delin-
quency courts - from determining 
whether a case should in fact enter 
the system, to whether the youth 
should remain under juvenile court 
jurisdiction or be transferred to crimi-
nal court, and to post-disposition re-
view of the reentry process when the 
youth returns to the community.  The 
guidelines will be of assistance to the 
nation’s juvenile justice systems to 
plan for improvement and change.  
The Juvenile Delinquency Guidelines 
can be downloaded at www.ncjfcj.org 
or a print copy can be ordered for 
$20 at (775) 784-6012. 
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 The Oregon Department of Educa-
tion has been collecting data from 
each school district on suspensions 
and expulsions.  Data is provided re-
garding the rates of suspensions of 
minority students as a percentage of 
all suspensions and expulsions. 

 Disproportionality is assessed by 
comparing the percentage of discipli-
nary actions involving minority stu-
dents to their percentage in the stu-
dent population as a whole.   Dividing 
the percentage suspended or expelled 
by the percentage enrolled yields a 
disproportionality factor.  A factor 
greater than 1.10 denotes dispro-
portionately high minority disci-
pline rates.   
 The Oregon school districts with 
the most disproportionate rates of 
minority suspensions and their rates 
of disproportionality in 2003-04 were: 

Canby SD            1.62 

Lakeview SD     1.7 

Portland Public SD  1.53 

Rogue River SD  2.72 

Silver Falls SD   1.5 

Vale SD     1.68 

 

 The school districts who had the 
lowest rates of suspension of minority 
students, relative to their enrollment 
in 2003-04 were: 

Colton SD    .58 

David Douglas SD   .62 

Glide SD      .62 

Hood River SD    .55 

Neah-Kah-Nie SD   .63 

Sweet Home    .37 

Three Rivers SD   .39 

 

 These districts had the most dis-
proportionate rates of minority stu-
dent expulsions: 

Clatskanie SD       3.52 

Gladstone SD       3.22 

Neah-Kah-Nie SD    4.0 

Newberg SD       2.55 

Oakland SD        4.08 

Silver Falls        2.7 

Springfield SD       2.67 

Sweet Home       2.12 

Winston-Dillard SD  2.15 

 Many other school districts had 
rates of disproportionate minority ex-
pulsion factors between 1.1 and 2.0.  
The following districts had the lowest 
minority expulsion rates in proportion 
to minority student enrollment: 

 

Corvallis SD     .50 

Eagle Point SD    .31 

Hermiston SD    .53 

Klamath Falls Cty SD  .45 

Lebanon Community SD .50 

Morrow SD    .61 

Suislaw SD    .62 

St. Helens SD   .70 

 Data on suspensions and expul-
sions were not available from every 
district. 

 While it is helpful to know the dis-
tricts where minority overrepresenta-
tion in student discipline is highest, 
the data collected by the state does 
little to address the problem.  Experts 
who have studied this problem rec-
ommend that data be broken down 
by race and that districts examine 
data on a school by school basis.   

 The case has led to appointment 
of an independent panel to make rec-
ommendations to OYA.  Legislators 
have also called for the creation of a 
special investigator for children similar 
to the NJ Office of the Child Advo-
cate.  The Oregonian supports pas-
sage of HB 2010, creating such a spe-
cial investigator, stating, “Although 
HB 2010 isn't enough, it would be a 
start.”  (“Oregon Needs a Child Advo-
cate”, The Oregonian, July 26, 2005.) 
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 On July 22, 2005, a Multnomah 
County jury convicted Michael Lee 
Boyles, a former juvenile probation 
officer with the Oregon Youth Author-
ity, of 45 counts of sexually abusing 
four boys in his care, providing them 
with marijuana and engaging in official 
misconduct.  Charges about a fifth boy 
were dropped because he couldn’t 
testify.  The 21 year-old alleged victim 
committed suicide earlier this year. 
 Also convicted in the consolidated   

trial was Jim G. Lyman, a former fos-
ter parent, of one count of third de-
gree sexual abuse.  

 The case raised numerous ques-
tions about how such abuse could go 
on for so long.  One juror com-
mented:  "I'd like to know why his 
bosses weren't up there with him… 
Seems like they let things go for a 
long time, and he was kind of hung 
out to dry."  (The Oregonian, 
7/23/05) 



 

 

 A groundbreaking decision from 
the Wisconsin Supreme Court requir-
ing taping of juvenile interrogations is 
being praised by attorneys, judges 
and advocates as a means of protect-
ing both children and police from 
false accusations.  “The number 
one thing kids say about why 
they falsely confess is that ‘I just 
thought I’d get to go home,’”  
according to Eileen Hirsch, assistant 
state public defender, quoted in the 
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel (7/7/05). 

 Children’s Court Judges com-
mented that the new requirement will 
help them get a clearer picture of the 
circumstances of juvenile confessions 
and could save court time.  As the 
Court stated:  “It is time for Wiscon-
sin to tackle the false confession is-
sue and take appropriate action so 
that the youth of our state are pro-
tected from confessing to crimes they 
did not commit.”  The appellant was 
14 and was questioned for 5-1/2 
hours.  The Court noted his age 
made him “uncommonly susceptible 
to police pressure.” 

fare agencies respond appropriately 
to the mitigated risk, then there is no 
disproportionate representation of 
ethnic minority children in child wel-
fare systems.  The Consortium cites 
findings in a community of 10,000 
youth under the age of 18 in its re-
port, “Addressing Disproportionality in 
the Child Welfare System: Defining 
the Issue,”  that African-American 
children were three times more likely 
to be in foster care than were Cauca-
sian children.  Native American chil-
dren were five times more likely, 
Asian-American children were twice 
as likely and Hispanic children were 
1.6 times more likely than Caucasian 
children to be in foster care. 

  The authors discuss the success of 
systematic decision making in juvenile 
justice systems where objective crite-
ria are used at key decision points in 
the system in order to reduce bias in 
decision making and, thus, dispropor-
tionality.  These documents and oth-
ers on racial disproportionality and 
disparity are available at: 
http://www.racemattersconsortium.or
g/dispro.htm . 

youth, including: Running to Family of 
Origin; Rotating to Friends and the 
Streets; Touching Base and Maintain-
ing Relationships; and Running at 
Random. 

 The Chapin Hall Center for Chil-
dren at the University of Chicago has 
released its 2005 report, “Youth Who 
Run Away from Substitute Care.”  The 
report discusses some of the common 
characteristics of youth who are more 
likely to run away from foster care, 
including: age, gender, race, access 
to biological families, substance abuse 
and mental health issues and other 
factors. 

 The report clearly asserts, how-
ever, that the reasons for running are 
complex and cannot be easily gener-
alized.  It discusses four areas which 
may influence running behaviors to 
varying degrees in different individual 

 The report was based upon an 
analysis of the records of 14,000 
youth in care in Illinois between 1993 
and 2003.  Researchers conducted 
interviews with 42 youth who had 
recently run away and returned to 
care.  They also interviewed foster 
parents and child welfare profession-
als. 

 The full report and an issue brief 
can be found at: 
http://www.chapinhall.org/article_abs
tract.aspx?ar=1382&L2=61&L3=130 
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Racial Disproportionality in Foster Care  

Youth who Run from Foster Care 
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  The Race Matters Consortium at the 
Children and Family Research Center, 
School of Social Work, University of 
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, has 
published “A Model for Examining 
Disproportionality.”   The three-page 
document outlines key decision-
making points in the process of re-
porting, screening and investigating 
child abuse reports.   

  The brief also describes two alter-
nate pathways into the child welfare 
system for African-American children, 
in particular.  Some groups of minor-
ity children experience higher rates of 
risk factors correlated with child 
abuse and neglect.  When child wel-
fare systems look at risk factors with-
out also considering mitigating factors 
that reduce the impact of those risk 
factors on ethnic minority children, 
the result is that disproportionately 
higher rates of minority children are 
under the jurisdiction of child welfare 
systems and are placed in foster care.   

  Alternatively, when mitigating fac-
tors decrease the risk of child abuse 
and neglect among minority popula-
tions, and communities and child wel-

WISCONSIN SUPREME COURT  
ORDERS JUVENILE INTERROGATIONS  

TO BE TAPED 



 

 

birth father.  The adoptive parents 
were present at the baby’s December 
7th birth, took her home and started 
their new family.  Later, however, the 
biological father asserted his parental 
rights and claimed that he was not 
informed of the impending adoption 
and not given a chance to object.  On 
March 7, 2005, Judge Paula Kurshner 
ordered the baby returned to the fa-
ther.  As a result of this case, Catholic 
Charities is re-examining its proce-
dures for notifying birth fathers of 
adoptions. 

  $10 Million Settlement Offer in 
Starvation Lawsuit 

The New York Times ran an article 
April 8, 2005, on what is said to be 
one of the largest settlement offers 
in history of the NJ Department of 
Youth and Family Services.  The 
case involves three minor children 
who were found weighing no more 
than 45 pounds.  They were re-
moved from their adoptive home 
when a neighbor found the 19-year-
old sibling of the three minor chil-
dren rummaging through the gar-
bage for food.  The state fought  

 By Maite Uranga, Law Clerk 
 Christopher Simmons was a seven-
teen year-old high school junior when 
he committed murder.  Nine months 
after he turned eighteen he was tried 
and sentenced to death.  The Missouri 
Supreme Court overturned the sen-
tence as a violation of the cruel and 
unusual punishment clause of the 8th 
Amendment.  State ex rel. Simmons v. 
Roper, 112 S.W.3d 397 (2003).  The 
U.S. Supreme Court upheld the Mis-
souri Supreme Court opinion in Roper 
v. Simmons citing the evolving stan-
dards of decency in both a domestic 
and international context.  125 U.S. 
1183 (2005). 

 The ABA Center for Continuing Le-
gal Education recently held a telecon-
ference to examine the significance of 
the decision and outlined ways in 
which lawyers can use Roper in daily 
practice.  The teleconference focused 
on the Supreme Court’s scientific and 
international legal analysis of the issue.  

 With the help of several amicus 
parties including the American Medical 
Association, the American Psychiatric 
Association, the American Society of 
Adolescent Psychiatry and the Missouri 
Psychological Association, the court 
established that a juvenile should not 
be held to the same standards as an 
adult.  The court wrote, “it would be 

misguided to equate the failings of a        
minor with those of an adult, for a 
greater possibility exists that a minor's 
character deficiencies will be re-
formed.”  Id. at 1195-1196.   

 During the teleconference, Dr. Mark 
Wellek expanded on the court’s analy-
sis and talked about the adolescent 
brain.  The amygdala, the portion of 
the brain that filters right from wrong, 
is not fully developed in adolescents, 
which raises the question of a juve-
nile’s culpability for a crime.  The male 
brain is not fully developed until 
twenty-five to twenty-eight years of 
age.  Juvenile lawyers can use forensic 
science to challenge juveniles being 
tried as adults and for extensive sen-
tences. 

 The second area which the court 
relied on was international law.  The 
court cites several international con-
ventions, including American Conven-
tion on Human Rights, African Charter 
on the Rights and Welfare of a Child, 

International Convention on Civil and 
Political Rights and a great emphasis 
on the U.N. Convention on the Rights 
of the Child (“CRC”).  The Convention 
on the Rights of the Child explicitly 
forbids the execution of juveniles, 
with every country in the world sign-
ing the document except for the 
United States and Somalia.  The court 
concludes from this situation it is “fair 
to say that the United States now 
stands alone in a world that has 
turned its face against the juvenile 
death penalty.”  Id. at 1199. 

 The court concludes international 
law is not binding on the court but 
international law does inform the 
court and provides further validation 
to the decision to abolish the juvenile 
death penalty.  The use of the CRC 
and other international conventions 
may be used as persuasive precedent 
in a wide variety of juvenile proceed-
ings limited only by lawyer’s creativ-
ity.  Juveniles being tried as adults, 
excessive sentences and immigration 
matters are common areas in which 
lawyers may use the CRC.   

NOTE: If practitioners wish to use 
either the scientific argument or the 
international law argument in juvenile 
proceedings, the following website 
provides a link to examples of both 
arguments which have been submit-
ted to courts. 
(http://www.abanet.org/cle/programs
/nosearch/trvsmo.html)   

Roper v. Simmons: How Will this Case Change Practice in the Courtroom? 
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the lawsuit but a federal judge ruled that 
the three children had the right to sue 
the state for damages under a 1991 New 
Jersey law entitling foster children to 
appropriate food, clothing, housing, 
medical care and education.  The State’s 
settlement offer followed the Judge’s 
ruling.   

Oregon Adoption Overturned 
  On June 2, 2005, The Oregonian, car-
ried the story of an overturned  adop-
tion.  The birth mother, had given her 
baby up for adoption and claimed that 
she had tried repeatedly to contact the  
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“[I]t would be misguided to 
equate the failings of a minor 
with those of an adult, for a 

greater possibility exists that 
a minor's character 
deficiencies will be 

reformed.”   
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Education Websites Available for Youth Online 

 The much anticipated “Youthhood,” an online in-
teractive curriculum developed by the National Cen-
ter on Secondary Education, is now available.  The 
dynamic curriculum helps young adults map out 
their life after high school.  While the majority of the 
site focuses on what every young adult needs to do 
to plan their future, certain segments specifically 
address disability issues.  The free website includes 
informational content, interactive activities, an online 
magazine and much, much more!  Please visit at: 
www.youthhood.org 

  OJJDP has created a new website to help keep stu-
dents in school.  “Truancy Prevention-
Empowering Communities and Schools To 
Help Students Succeed” was recently launched 
and is a key resource for truancy prevention activi-
ties.  The site features research studies, lists of 
training and technical assistance, an audio/video 
library, and lots of other information and resources.  
The website can be found at: 
www.ojjdp.ncjrs.org/truancy/index.html  

Educational Checklist for Judicial Officers 
 The National Council of Family and Juvenile Court Judges has 
published: “Asking the Right Questions: A Judicial Checklist to 
Ensure That the Educational Needs of Children and Youth in 
Foster Care are Being Addressed.”  The checklist examines 
educational issues related to children in foster care for judicial 
officers, attorneys, case workers and others to consider.  The 
checklist includes several areas for inquiry, such as: enroll-
ment, school clothing, school supplies, transportation, atten-
dance, discipline, academic performance, adult educational 
advocates, school changes, health issues and disabilities im-
pacting education, special education and other services, ex-
tracurricular activities, transition plans and others. 

 The checklist is available at: 
http://www.ncjfcj.org/images/stories/dept/ppcd/pdf/judicialed
ucationchecklist.pdf 

An explanation of the development of the checklist and com-
mentary from foster youth, judges and others about the 
checklist can be found at: 

http://www.ncjfcj.org/images/stories/dept/ppcd/pdf/judicialed
ucationtabrief.pdf 

Shaken Baby Syndrome, continued from page 1 
“lucid interval” before they ulti-
mately produce  symptoms? 

  SBS critics hypothesize that a 
strong impact is much more likely 
to cause the injuries seen in these 
cases than shaking.  One of the 
most influential studies was con-
ducted by Dr. Ann-Christine Du-
haime at the University of Pennsyl-
vania.  Her research used three 
models of a month-old infant.  
Each was subjected to violent re-
petitive shaking and then shaking 
followed by impact.  The accelera-
tions of the model’s head were 
measured by an implanted acceler-
ometer.  The average acceleration 
for shaking alone was a little over 9 
Gs, or nine times the force of grav-
ity.  Shaking and impact together 
was 428 Gs.   

 Duhaime concluded that the 9 g 
accelerations from pure shaking 
didn’t come close to the threshold 
for brain injury, concluding that 

shaking alone does not produce shaken 
baby syndrome.  Impact can, of course, 
come from abusive or negligent banging 
of the child’s head, but it can also come 
from a fall. 

 SBS proponents assert that the types 
of injuries found in these cases could 
only come from the equivalent of a two-
story fall or the impact of an auto crash 
at 30 m.p.h.  But SBS critics say short 
falls from a height of only three feet can 
produce the same result.   

 Dr. Michael Prange, an expert in in-
jury biomechanics at Penn, reported 
results of an experiment that measured 
the acceleration of the head in free falls 
from 1, 3 and 5 feet onto various sur-
faces.  Using a more sophisticated 
model than Duhaime’s, he compared 
these accelerations with those sustained 
during shaking as well as inflicted im-
pact.  His data, published in the Journal 
of Neurosurgery, showed that peak ac-
celerations for a 3-foot fall onto con-
crete were 40 times greater than for 

shaking. 

 A conflicting study cited by SBS 
proponents looked at 690 cases of 3 
to 4 foot falls in hospitals.  No seri-
ous injuries were found in this 
group.   

 “Innocence Projects” in at least 
two states are beginning to take on 
SBS cases.  Like DNA cases, it is 
believed that there is new science 
that can show whether a person 
convicted in a SBS case is guilty or 
innocent.  The Innocence Projects 
assert that physicians are making 
scientific conclusions that are out-
side their areas of expertise. 

 Dr. Thomas Bohan, a forensic 
physicist and attorney and vice 
president of the American Academy 
of Forensic Sciences, believes it is 
time for and independent panel to 
resolve the debate.   

 Extensive materials about SBS 
are available at: 
www.dontshake.com 

RESOURCES 
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By Mark S. McKechnie, MSW 
 A new set of Oregon Administra-
tive Rules was filed by the Depart-
ment of Human Services on June 24, 
2005.  The rules, covering 309-032-
1240 through 1305, outline the 
“Standards for Children’s Intensive 
Community-Based Treatment and 
Support Services,” under which men-
tal health providers can apply for 
certification. 

 The rules outline standards for 
clinical staffing, supervision and 
other areas.  The rule covers inten-
sive services that are delivered in 
clinic, facility, home, school and 
other locations, including: 24 hour, 
seven day a week capacity for crisis 
prevention and intervention services; 
psychiatric and psychological ser-
vices; psychotherapies; family sup-
port services and respite care. 

 These services are intended for 
many of the children who have tradi-
tionally been served in Oregon’s day 
treatment, residential treatment and 
hospital programs.  For children who 
qualify for this array of intensive ser-
vices, a child and family team  

Educating the Child with Bipolar Disorder 

New OAR a Step to Filling Gaps in 
Children’s Mental Health System 

meeting must be convened by the pro-
vider’s care coordination staff no later 
than 14 calendar days from the author-
ized referral for services. 

 The team’s first job is to develop a 
plan of care.  Such plans include: 
strengths and needs assessment; short 
and long-term goals across life do-
mains; existing, new or modified for-
mal services, as well as informal ser-
vices and natural supports; and a pro-
active safety/crisis plan, including 24/7 
support. 

 The rule also outlines child and 
family rights, including the rights to 
informed consent, to refuse services, 
to confidentiality, to consent to records 
disclosure, to inspect clinical records, 
to participate in treatment planning 
and to due process. 

 The rule refers to the grievance, 
complaint and appeal processes out-
lined in existing OARs.  These proc-
esses were discussed in the Juvenile 
Law Reader, vol. I, issue 3, page 6, 
which can be accessed at: 
http://www.jrplaw.org/documents/JRP
ReaderV1Is3.pdf . 

 Funding for these and other inten-
sive services is scheduled to start 
flowing to the state’s nine managed 
care Mental Health Organizations on 
October 1, 2005.  This will allow 
them to cover the full range of chil-
dren’s mental health services (short 
of state hospital-level care).  Facility-
based intensive services, such as day 
and residential treatment, have his-
torically been contracted directly be-
tween the State and providers. 

“Bipolar disorder affects the areas of 
the brain that regulate memory, 
speech, thought, emotions, personal-
ity, planning, anxiety, frustration, ag-
gression and impulse control.”  It sug-
gests that: “Children with bipolar disor-
der need adults around them who are 
positive, calm, firm, patient, consis-
tent, loving, and who encourage them 
to behave appropriately.” 

 Children diagnosed with bipolar 
disorder can qualify for special educa-
tion services under the “Other Health 
Impaired” category.  The guide rec-
ommends that many students would 
need a behavior intervention plan de-
veloped by their IEP teams to build  
children’s skills in terms of anger  

 This six-page guide from the 
Child and Adolescent Bipolar Foun-
dation is useful for educators, par-
ents, clinicians and advocates in 
better understanding the various 
issues children with bipolar disorder 
can face in the school environment. 

 The guide includes basic infor-
mation about the disorder and how 
it can manifest in children.  In addi-
tion, it provides practical informa-
tion on such topics as: Commonly 
Seen Behaviors; How Bipolar affects 
Cognition and Learning; Strategies 
for Teaching and Suggested Accom-
modations. 

 The section on “Managing Chal-
lenging Behavior” states:  
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management, social rules, non-verbal 
communication and other areas. 

 The guide is available at: 
http://www.bpkids.org/site/DocServe
r/edbrochure.pdf?docID=166 . 

HAS YOUR COUNTY REACHED 
IT’S TRAINING SCHOOL CAP? 

  When facing a recommendation 
for training school commitment, it 
can be useful to know whether your 
county is close to, at or over their 
bed allocation to help the judge 
focus on whether this particular 
youth should be committed.  Bed 
Allocation reports are issued by 
OYA on a weekly basis and can be 
accessed by Judy Satrum 
[Judy.Satrum@state.or.us] or on 
the OYA website . 
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Juvenile Rights Project, Inc. (JRP) is a public interest law firm and advocacy organization promoting the rights and inter-
ests of our community’s most vulnerable children – those involved in the child welfare and juvenile justice systems.  JRP 
has a 30-year history of representing children individually in the Multnomah County Juvenile Court and through class ac-
tion litigation.  JRP also advocates for Oregon’s children in the legislature and with public agencies, and offers training and 
technical assistance to families, social service and legal professionals around the state who care for and work on behalf of 
some of Oregon’s most disadvantaged children.  

We’re on the web at:  www.jrplaw.org 

Upcoming Conferences, CLE’s and Trainings 

 The 28th National Law Conference 
of the National Association of Counsel 
for Children presents: 

“State of the Art Advocacy for Chil-
dren, Youth, and Families” 
 This event will be held August 25-
28, 2005, at the historic Renaissance 
Hollywood Hotel in Los Angeles, CA. 

 This high quality annual conference 
features a variety of different speakers 
on four separate tracks that you can 
choose from, including: (1) Abuse and 
Neglect (2) Juvenile Justice/ Delin-
quency (3) Family Law and (4) Policy 
Advocacy.   

 It is designed for professionals in a 
range of fields including law, medicine, 
mental health, social work and educa-
tion.  Highlights of the event include:  
“Ethical Issues in the Practice of Juve-
nile Law”, “Representing Lesbian, Gay, 
Bisexual, Transsexual and Questioning 
Youth in Both Dependency and Delin-
quency Cases”, a tour of the Edelman 
Children’s Courthouse and the Chil-
dren’s Law Center and much  more! 

ESSENTIALS OF JUVENILE 
COURT PRACTICE FOR OREGON 

ATTORNEYS IN OCT. 2005 
 Don’t forget to save the date for 
this important training, co-sponsored 
by the Juvenile Court Improvement 
Project, Juvenile Rights Project, Inc., 
the Oregon Criminal Defense Law-
yers Association, Oregon State Bar 
Association (Juvenile Law Section), 
the Public Defense Services Commis-
sion and the University of Oregon 
Law School.   

 Focus: The essential things law-
yers need to know to practice in ju-
venile court representing parents 
and children.  This two-day training 
is intended to be a brief but thor-
ough overview of the information 
lawyers need to provide quality rep-
resentation to clients in juvenile 
court proceedings.  Comprehensive 
materials will be provided, including 
references to statutes, case law, and 
administrative rules; materials on 
child and adolescent development, 
mental health, drug and alcohol is-
sues; education law; child abuse  

reporting requirements; the Indian 
Child Welfare Act; criminal law and 
procedure for delinquency practitio-
ners; the law of evidence; and 
much, much more! 

Dates: October 17-18, 2005 
• Location: Lane County Juve-

nile Justice Center on the John 
Serbu Youth Campus in 
Eugene, Oregon. 

• Registration: Early Bird Reg-
istration: $50, before October 
1st; after October 1st: $75.  
Lunch is extra at $10 each day, 
or bring your own.  To register, 
contact OCDLA at 541-686-
8716 or register online at:  
www.ocdla.org. 


