
 
 
February 2, 2021 
 
Indiana Senate Corrections and Criminal Law Committee 
200 West Washington Street 
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2786  
 
To:  
Hon. Michael Young, Chair  
Hon. Susan Glick 
Hon. Mike Bohacek 
Hon. Aaron Freeman 
Hon. Eric Koch 
Hon. Jack Sandlin 
Hon. Kyle Walker  
Hon. Karen Tallian 
Hon. Greg Taylor 
 
Dear Members of the Senate Corrections and Criminal Law Committee: 
 
I am a psychologist at Riley Hospital for Children and a faculty member with IU School of Medicine.  
Please understand that my opinions expressed here are my own, and I am not speaking for IU School of 
Medicine, Riley Hospital or IU Health/IU Health Physicians.    
 
I am writing to express my support for the provisions in SB 368 that would establish guidelines related to 
competency to stand trial for juveniles.   As part of my work for the past 14 years, I have conducted 
competency to stand trial evaluations for juveniles facing charges in the Marion County Juvenile Court.    
 
As I know you are aware, Indiana is currently one of only five states that does not have statewide 
requirements related competency to stand trial in juveniles.   As a result, there is a great deal of confusion 
and variability in how and when questions of competency are raised, how juvenile competency is defined, 
who should conduct evaluations related to competency, what should be included in the evaluation and 
report, what timelines should be followed if an attempt is to be made to build competency in a juvenile, 
and what should be done if a juvenile is not able to attain competency.   At this time, there is also no clear 
protection for juveniles to prevent statements they make during the course of a competency evaluation 
from being used against them in juvenile or adult proceedings.   
 
The provisions in SB 368 would help ensure that the same standards are applied throughout the state.   
Having a clear definition of what constitutes juvenile competency is absolutely critical.  In talking with 
colleagues who also conducted these evaluations, I have found there is great variability in how evaluators 
define competency ranging from simply whether or not the child could understand they were “in trouble” 
and knew that some things were right and some were wrong, to a definition much closer to an adult 



standard for competency to stand trial.   Courts are then faced with the task of utilizing these reports that 
make use of a wide range of definitions in making their decisions.   Juveniles facing charges in our courts 
deserve to be treated uniformly across counties and individual courtrooms.    
 
The juveniles presenting for competency to stand trial evaluations often present with long and complex 
mental health histories, developmental disabilities, and copious mental health and educational records.  It 
is critical that those evaluating these juveniles are well versed in how to interpret these records, and are 
skilled in interacting with and assessing children and adolescents presenting with mental health conditions 
and/or developmental disabilities.   SB 368 helps protect these vulnerable children and adolescents by 
establishing minimum qualifications for those conducting these evaluations.  
 
Establishing timelines for completing evaluations and reports, as well as timelines for completion of 
competency building attempts will protect juveniles from potentially lengthy delays that could involve 
separation from their families.  At present, there are no limits on how long a juvenile could be held in an 
out-of-home placement undergoing attempts to help them attain competency.    SB 368 also provides 
much needed direction regarding next steps when a juvenile is found not competent to stand trial and will 
not attain competency within the time periods outlined in this bill.   
 
Finally, many juveniles make statements during the course of competency to stand trial evaluations that 
could potentially be harmful to their cases in either juvenile or adult court.  SB 368 provides much needed 
protection from these statements being used against them and also requires that evaluators not include 
statements in reports related to the alleged delinquent act.    
 
Thank you for your attention to this very important issue. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Ann M. Lagges, Ph.D., HSPP, ABPP 
Associate Professor Clinical Psychiatry 
Indiana University School of Medicine 
Psychologist, Riley Hospital for Children at Indiana University Health 
 
 


