Analysis of 2006 State L egislation Amending Adult Protective Services Laws

Prepared by Lori Stiegel and Ellen VanCleave Kldrthe American Bar Association
Commission on Law and Agifdor the National Center on Elder Abdse

Copyright © American Bar Association Commissionl@w and Aging (2007)
Research conducted on Westlaw compliments of Wesis

I ntroduction

This analysis summarizes amendments to Adult PiregeServices (APS) laws that were
enacted or became effective during 2006. Whilectineay have been other state legislative
activity related to elder abuse or to APS durin@&ahis analysis only addresses amendments to
APS laws. For a list of citations to state APSdawsit
http://www.abanet.org/aging/elderabuse.shtml

Trends

In 2006, state legislatures continued making adjasts to the APS programs. Ten states

enacted eleven laws addressing a variety of topitese laws affected provisions concerning:

* APS Access to Victims (lllinois)

» Civil Liability for Perpetrators (South Carolina)

» Collaboration with Other Agencies (Florida, lllispiUtah, and Wisconsin)

» Collection/Management of APS Data (lllinois and Beshusetts)

» Definitions of Elder/Adult Abuse (lllinois, lowa, ®hington, and Wisconsin)

* Emergency/Involuntary APS (lllinois and Wisconsin)

» Fatality Review Teams (South Carolina)

» Government Oversight of APS (Massachusetts)

» Information/Record Disclosure (Florida, lllinois,ddsachusetts, South Carolina, and
Wisconsin)

* Investigations (lllinois, South Carolina, Utah, amisconsin)

* Notification/Referral to Other Agencies (Florid#iniois, South Carolina, and Wisconsin)

* Outreach to Victims/Public Awareness (South Cagllin

* Registry of Perpetrators (Arizona)

* Reporting (lllinois, South Carolina, Utah, Westdiiria, and Wisconsin)

» Restraining/Protection Orders (Wisconsin)

As these amendments to state APS laws are higiys# and sometimes address
multiple issues, the changes made are discussadtate-by-state basis, rather than clustered by
trends. A chart showing broad categories of ame&misnand the states that made them follows
the summary. In addition, a combined chart reiffhecthe amendments enacted in 2003, 2004,
2005 and 2006 is availablel#tp://www.abanet.org/aging/elderabuse.shtml

Arizona

H.B. 2558 effective on September 21, 2006, establishesR #egistry to include
substantiated reports of abuse, neglect, and ¢aptm of vulnerable adults. The bill also



creates a process enabling a person about whoDeghertment of Economic Security (DES)

has substantiated an accusation of abuse, negtextploitation of a vulnerable adult to receive
notice that the DES intends to add his or her n@ntlee registry and to appeal the decision of
the DES. This new registry supplements the stabdsing elder abuse central registry, which is
administered by the attorney general’s office amatains information about (1) convicted
perpetrators of elder abuse and (2) perpetratocshalie been the subject of (a) an
administrative decision substantiating abuse bt sigency other than APS or (b) a civil
lawsuit brought by a state agency other than APS.

The DES will maintain the APS registry, which wilclude information about the
perpetrator and the allegation and exclude infolemadbout the victim and the reporter. The
DES is required to remove reports from the regiaftgr ten years. Upon request from a
formerly listed individual, the DES shall provideitten confirmation that agency staff has
removed information about that person from thestegi Information in the APS registry is
available to the public upon written request arelfES can charge a fee for processing
requests.

The new section on the hearing process is effe@ivallegations of abuse, neglect, and
exploitation received on or after July 1, 2007.e Bection requires the DES to notify, within
fifteen days of an investigation’s conclusion, p&s suspected of abusing, neglecting, or
exploiting a vulnerable adult of: (1) the DES irttementer a substantiated report in the APS
registry; (2) the person’s right to receive a copyhe report; and (3) the person’s right to
request a hearing before entry into the registira request for a hearing is made, the DES is
required to: (1) conduct a review before the hepand allow the accused person to submit
information in support of dismissal of the casej &2) notify the reporting source, the
vulnerable adult, and the vulnerable adult’s repnéative and allow them to respond to
information provided by the accused person. IfiEES determines, based on a preponderance
of the evidence presented at the pre-hearing revtetthe alleged perpetrator did not engage in
the alleged conduct, it must amend the informatiofinding in the report, notify the alleged
perpetrator, and withdraw the plan for a hearitighe DES fails to amend the report within 60
days of the pre-hearing review, the alleged peap&thas a right to a hearing on that issue
unless: (1) he or she is a party in a civil, criabjror administrative proceeding in which the
allegations of abuse, neglect, or exploitationaanssue; or (2) a court or administrative law
judge has made findings as to the alleged abusegtect. If the pre-hearing review results in
support of the DES determination, the alleged pesipm has a right to a hearing within five
days by the office of administrative hearings.

Under the bill, hearings must be confidential apttiin accordance with the Uniform

Administrative Hearing Procedures statute, withftll®wing exceptions:

* Vulnerable adults who are victims or witnesseshiosa, neglect, or exploitation and
reporting sources are not required to testify;

» The identity of the reporting source cannot notliselosed without his or her permission;

* A written statement of the reporting source is aibie if circumstances indicate it is
reliable;

» If the alleged perpetrator fails to appear forlilearing, a substantiated finding can be
entered in the registry. However, if good causshisvn and the alleged perpetrator makes a



request within 15 days of the date of notice vacgtihe original hearing, the hearing may be
rescheduled.

At the hearing, the administrative law judge iguieed to determine if a preponderance
of evidence exists to uphold the DES substantidtrafing. If a preponderance of evidence is
not found, the DES must amend the report (i.e.ngbdhe finding from substantiated to
unsubstantiated). If the DES finding is uphela@, #fiegations must be reported to the APS
registry within thirty days.

The bill requires the DES to notify the vulnerahtiult who is the subject of a report and
the reporter of the result of the investigation):diithe end of the investigation if the report is
unsubstantiated or a perpetrator has not beenfiden{(2) after the time to request a hearing has
lapsed without a request for a hearing being madeé;(3) after a final administrative decision
has been made.

Florida

H.B. 1503 effective on July 1, 2006, made the following salntive and technical
changes to provisions of the APS statute, reflgdtie creation of a new state agency, the
Agency for Persons with Disabilities (APD):

* Added the APD to the departments and agenciesrezjto work with the Department of
Children and Family Services (DCF) to ensure thatefacility serving vulnerable adults
informs residents of their right to report abusiveglectful, or exploitative practices.

* Added the APD to the list of departments and agenici the section titled “Notification to
Administrative Entities.” The addition require®tBCF to notify the local prosecutor upon
receipt of a report alleging that an employee @nagf the APD, acting in official capacity,
has committed abuse, neglect, or exploitationwflaerable adult. The addition also
requires the DCF, upon receipt of a report of apneglect, or exploitation of a resident of a
facility licensed by the APD, to provide the APDtlwva copy of its investigation.

* Added employees, agents, and officials of the A@Ihe list of entities authorized to access
otherwise-confidential reports and records.

Additionally, the bill amended the definition ofdility” by removing “group home” and adding

licensed “residential facility licensed under clea@93” and “adult day training center.”

[llinois

H.B. 4674 effective on January 1, 2007, amended the Eldeisd and Neglect Act by
authorizing APS to investigate cases of self-naéglad provide protective services to persons
who self-neglect. The bill defined self-neglectagondition that is the result of an eligible
adult’s inability, due to physical or mental impagnts, or both, or a diminished capacity, to
perform essential self-care tasks that substaptiateaten his or her own health, including:
providing essential food, clothing, shelter, andltiecare; and obtaining goods and services
necessary to maintain physical health, mental heathotional well-being, and general safety.”

The bill also clarified the definition of “domestiging situation” by adding the
following to the list of what a “domestic livingtaation” isnot “an assisted living or shared



housing establishment as defined in the Assistemhgtiand Shared Housing Act” and “a
supportive living facility as described in Sectia®.01a of the lllinois Public Act Code.”

“Christian Science Practitioner” was removed frdma list of mandatory reporters and
replaced with “any religious practitioner who proes treatment by prayer or spiritual means
alone in accordance with the tenets and practitag@cognized church or religious
denomination, except as to information receivedrny confession or sacred communication
enjoined by the discipline of the religious denoation to be held confidential.”

The definition of “neglect” was also amended tde@fterminology in the new definition
of “self-neglect.” Specifically, the phrase “medlicare” was changed to “health care.”

A new provision requires the Department on Agin@®&) to develop protocols,
procedures, and policies for: (1) responding tmrepof possible self-neglect; (2) protecting the
autonomy, rights, privacy, and privileges of addiising investigations of possible self-neglect
and consequential judicial proceedings regardimgpmiency; (3) collecting and sharing
information and data among the relevant agencieg S&niors” involved; (4) developing
working agreements between provider agencies amédorcement; and (5) collecting data
regarding incidents of self-neglect. The bill regqa the DOA to accomplish these tasks in
cooperation with an Elder Self-Neglect Steering @ottee — a multidisciplinary group of
professionals appointed at the request of or bYDBA director and other entities.

The bill also:

* Amended the section on reports of abuse or negleatiding suspicion of self-neglect to the
types of abuse any person “may report.” The bdlrtht however, add suspicion of self-
neglect to the types of abuse mandatory reportast report.

* Provided that if agencies designated to receiveiarestigate reports (“provider agencies”)
lack “sufficient appropriation” to conduct facefmee assessments, casework, and follow-up
of self-neglect reports, those agencies “shallrrallereports of self-neglect to the appropriate
agency or agencies as designated by the Deparomekging for any follow-up.”

* Provided that a provider agency “may report itslifngs to the appropriate law enforcement
agency” if the agency determines, after assessiiettthe case is substantiated.

* Mandated that a provider agency consult with lafeement if any person, other than the
alleged victim, refuses to allow the agency to stigate, interferes with the investigation, or
refuses to grant access to an eligible adult.

* Made several changes to the provisions regardiogsado records, including:

o Added records concerning reports of self-neglethédist of confidential records
that may be obtained by the staff of the DOA, pdeviagencies, other aging network
agencies, regional administrative agencies, ancel@arcement agencies; physicians;
eligible adults about whom reports have been filetheir guardian; and a coroner or
medical examiner;

o Added “staff of the Chicago Department on Aging tthat agency is designated as
a regional administrative agency” to the list ofgmas who can request records;

0 Added a guardian ad litem to the list of persortb@ized to have access to records
but only regarding self-neglect; and



o0 Excluded self-neglect cases from the existing @iowi governing access to records
by a court or a guardian ad litem as “necessargétermination of an issue before
the court.”

» Added self-neglect to the list of emergency circtanses for which the DOA or another
agency designated under the law may seek an ex @aler authorizing the delivery of
protective services.

* Added a new section providing that if a court eneam ex parte order for an assessment of
the need for services or for the provision of sggiin an emergency involving self-neglect,
the court must appoint a guardian ad litem (GAL)tfe alleged self-neglecter as soon as
possible following the order. The GAL is requitedeview the order for reasonableness
and if the GAL thinks the order unreasonable, heher must file a petition with the court
requesting that the order be vacated.

lowa

S.F. 2253 effective on August 15, 2006, amended the segiimerning actions that are
deemed by statute twt constitute dependent adult abuse. It did thiadging attorney-in-fact
to the list of persons who can request withholdingvithdrawing of health care from a
dependent adult who is terminally ill.

M assachusetts

H.B. 1490revised the requirements for data managementobégtive services records.
It changed the amount of time the Department o&EAffairs has to either destroy or physically
remove all personal data from unsubstantiated teaod records from three months to three
years. The bill also created a requirement tHavaat government agencies annually report
statistical records kept for the purpose of plagrand reporting to the Executive Office of Elder
Affairs. The bill was effective January 3, 2007.

South Carolina

S.B. 1116made significant revisions to the APS law, in pannake the APS law
consistent with other provisions in the bill theea@ted a “vulnerable adult investigations unit”
(unit) within the State Law Enforcement DivisionLED). The purpose of that unit is to
“receive and coordinate referrals of reports ofsshuneglect, and exploitation of vulnerable
adults in facilities operated by, or contractedwihe Department of Mental Health or the
Department of Disabilities and Special Needs.” hie effective May 23, 2006, amended the
definition of “facility” to include residential pgrams operated by, or contracted with, the
Department of Mental Health or the Department afabilities and Special Needs. It also
amended the definition of “investigative entity” dlarify that the investigative entities to which
the SLED must refer non-criminal matters are thed-®@erm Care Ombudsman Program
(LTCOP) and the APS Program. The bill amends tR& Aaw to provide that the SLED unit is
responsible for investigating reports made abaotitifi@s operated by the two referenced
departments or their contractors or for referrimgse reports to other law enforcement agencies.
The amendments also state that the LTCOP is redgpemsr investigating non-criminal reports
regarding facilities (not just facilities run byetiwo referenced departments or their contractors)



and the APS Program is responsible for investigation-criminal reports in all settings other
than facilities, and that both investigative ertitmust refer reports to the SLED unit if criminal
activity is suspected. The bill authorized thegsiigative entities to have access to facilities to
conduct investigations. It also revised and dkdithe reporting provision for consistency with
the investigative responsibilities of the SLED uttie LTCOP, and the APS Program.

The bill also added extensive provisions regardnegdetection, investigation, and
review of fatalities, particularly those occurrimgthin the facilities operated by the two
referenced departments or their contractors. Mamngaeporters and persons who investigate
cases under the APS law must now report to thecakdkaminer or coroner any deaths of
vulnerable adults suspected to have resulted flmseor neglect. Following investigation,
which may include autopsy, the coroner or medigah@ner must report the findings to the
SLED unit. Deaths of a vulnerable adult in a facibperated by the two departments or their
contractors must be referred to the SLED unit fimestigation. The bill also established time
frames for investigation of reports of death by 81D unit, the LTCOP, and the APS
Program. The amendments added provisions govetnen§LED unit’s access to information
and records. They also established a multidis@pyi “Vulnerable Adults Fatalities Review
Committee”; set forth the committee’s membershipppse (“decrease the incidence of
preventable vulnerable adult deaths”), and respdns; and provided that the committee’s
discussions about individual deaths are not opehegublic, not subject to the Freedom of
Information Act, and may not be disclosed to thbligwor in legal proceedings. The same
confidentiality rules apply to information and reds obtained by the SLED unit or the fatalities
review committee in connection with their resporigibs.

Other provisions in the bill (1) require that fg@s must “prominently” display a notice
developed by the LTCOP and the SLED unit aboutititees of facility personnel under the APS
law; and (2) authorize the attorney general, ugdarral from the LTCOP or the SLED unit, to
bring an action “against a person who fails thropgtiern or practice to exercise reasonable care
in hiring, training, or supervising facility persoel or in staffing or operating a facility, andshi
failure results in the commission of abuse, negleqgploitation, or any other crime against a
vulnerable adult in a facility.”

Utah

S.B. 53amended the Utah Human Services Code to requarBithsion of Aging and
Adult Services to make rules to avoid the duplmabf investigations and services by APS and
the LTCOP. Under the bill, the Division of Aging fiesponsible for establishing procedures to:
(1) determine whether APS or the LTCOP will be caggible for investigating or providing
services in a case where an allegation is madediegeaabuse, neglect, or exploitation of a
vulnerable adult who resides in a long-term cacdifg; and (2) determine whether and under
what circumstances, the agency that is not dedred the responsible agency will provide
assistance to the responsible agency. The bil@isvides that APS shall be the agency
responsible for receiving all reports of allegedsd# neglect, or exploitation of a vulnerable
adult, regardless of whether APS or the LTCOPSspaasible for investigating or providing
services. The bill was effective May 1, 2006.



Washington

S.S.S.B 623@amended the definition of “neglect” by adding thaglect includes, but is
not limited to, endangerment with a controlled $abse (“conduct prohibited under RCW
9A.42.100"). The bill was effective June 7, 2006.

West Virginia

S.B. 13amended section 9-6-9 by adding “humane officerthe list of mandatory
reporters of elder and adult abuse. It also addeelw section, 9-6-9a, mandating that APS
workers who, in response to a report of abuse,eaigm animal is the victim of cruel or
inhumane treatment must report their suspicioméocounty humane officer within twenty-four
hours of responding to the report of abuse of aapacitated adult or facility resident. The bill
was effective June 6, 2006.

Wisconsin

Following years of work by Wisconsin’'s APS Moderatipn Project, the Legislature’s
Joint Legislative Council Special Committee on R&fication of Chapter 55, Placement and
Services for Persons with Disabilities, and othéfsconsin’s legislature enacted two laws
significantly affecting the state’s APS system#$ie Tollowing summary has been excerpted
from “Landmark Reforms Signed into Law: Guardiapsaind Adult Protective Services,”
written by Betsy Abramson and Jane Raymond, antighgd in the Wisconsin Lawyer, Vol. 79,
No. 8 (August 2006). It is excerpted with permossof the August 2006 Wisconsin Lawyer, the
official publication of the State Bar of Wisconsand the authors. The full article is available
online at
http://www.wisbar.org/AM/Template.cfm?Section=Wissin_Lawyer&template=/CM/Content
Display.cfm&contentid=59778

This summary significantly abbreviates the artidlénless otherwise indicated, however,
the text is copied from the article. Text in italis NOT quoted from the article; underlined text
reflects emphasis in the original.

A.B. 785 effective November 1, 20Q@jmarily revises chapter 55, which governs
voluntary and involuntary protective services atatement.

Chapter 55 has never had a procedure for estatdisiourt-ordered protective servicesly for
placements. This new law therefore creates a drwedor pursuing court-ordered protective
services, nearly identical to the protective plaeetprocedure, with the same due process rights
as for protective placement.

... A.B. 539 effective December 1, 20Qfydates and modernizes Wisconsin's elder abuse
reporting law, found in Wis. Stat. section 46.98 #hen creates a parallel system of reporting
and response for younger adults at risk (thataepfe age 18-59) in chapter 55. Counties will be
required to designate their lead "elder adult-sk“rand "adult-at-risk" agency(ies). The bill
identifies the categories of individuals who mayabgubject of a report: "elder adults at risk” and



"adults at risk."... An "elder adult at risk" is p@rson age 60 or older who has experienced, is
currently experiencing, or is at risk of experiemgcabuse, neglect, self-neglect, or financial
exploitation." An "adult at risk" is "any adult whas a physical or mental condition that
substantially impairs his or her ability to care ligs or her needs who has experienced, is
currently experiencing, or is at risk of experiemgcabuse, neglect, or financial exploitation.” ...

The law also expands what is reportable. It inetudithin the definition of abuse, and
separately defines, emotional and sexual abkseotional abuse is defined amriguage or
behavior that serves no legitimate purpose andtsnded to be intimidating, humiliating,
threatening, frightening, or otherwise harassingdahat does or reasonably could intimidate,
humiliate, threaten, frighten, or otherwise haraiss individual to whom the conduct or
language is directed.” Sexual abuse is “a violatiof s. 940.225 (1), (2), (3), or (3m).”

It also includes as forms of abuse "treatment witloonsent" and "unreasonable
confinement or restraint.” The less descriptiventématerial abuse" is changed to the term
"financial exploitation," and wherever appropridtee statutes use the same definitions as in
criminal statutes (for example, "sexual abuse'efénéd according to Wis. Stat. section 940.225,
and "theft" under financial exploitation is basedtbeft under criminal law).

Changesto voluntary reporting system. The law also makes some changes to
Wisconsin's traditional voluntary reporting systeRor the most part, the new law continues the
voluntary system. It does, however, create exoaptio theold law's exclusively voluntary
reporting system, recognizing ththe oldlaw misses egregious situations in whielder) adults
at risk are not capable of self-reporting and ofbekter) adults at risk may be in vulnerable
positions. The following professionals are subjedhe limited required reporting: employees
of any entity licensed, certified, approved byregistered with the DHF@®epartment of
Health and Family Servicesa health care provider as defined in Wis. Stattisn 155.01(7);
and social workers, professional counselors, ardiagg and family therapists certified under
chapter 457.

These professionals must make a report to the gguead adult-at-risk or elder-adult-
at-risk agency only if the adult at risk or elddul at risk is seen in the course of the person's
professional duties and one of the following istru

1) the elder adult at risk or the adult at risk hapiested the person to make the report; or

2) there is reasonable cause to believe that the attlét at risk or adult at risk is at imminent
risk of serious bodily harm, death, sexual assaulsjgnificant property loss ansl unable to
make an informed judgment about whether to repertisk;_or

3) other(elder)adults at risk are at risk of serious bodily hadg@ath, sexual assault, or
significant property loss inflicted by the suspéagperpetrator.

The second category requires a concern about fudar®us risk; it is not applicable to
situations that involve past incidents only. Thied category, however, applies to reporting past
abuse perpetrated on an (elder) adult at risk ibtihere is a possibility of harm to others.
Nevertheless, even if the case falls into one efahove categories, no reporting is required if
the professional believes that filing the reportidonot be in the best interest of the (elder) fadul



at risk and the professional documents the reasorkis belief in the suspected victim's case
file.

Due to the increased reporting provisions, thedés® enhances protections for good
faith reporters. Immunity provisions apply to @porters, including for situations when a report
is filed with an incorrect agency if the reportedha good faith belief that the initial report was
filed appropriately. The penalty for retaliatingaénst a reporter is increased to $10,000. Plus,
the new law creates a rebuttable presumption thatlscharge or act of retaliation or
discrimination taken against a reporter within #2§ys of making the report is retaliatory.

... Investigating abuse. The new law treats investigations of financigblexation the
same as investigations of other types of abusejrieg counties to begin their investigation
within 24 hours of receiving a report of abuse, cminting weekends and legal holidays. ... It
also requires that reports regarding clients of BH€gulated entities be referred to the DHFS
for investigation if the suspected abuser is agiaes or nonclient resident of the entity. Further
the new law authorizes multi-agency responses,dat) strengthening law enforcement
involvement, and authorizes exchanging investigatiformation and reports with appropriate
agencies. The law authorizes additional invegtigabols, such as the ability to: interview
(elder)adults at risk with or without the consent of @oyrt-appointed guardian or any agent
under an activated power of attorney; interviewdhbardian or agent; transport tfgdder) adult
at risk for medical examination; and review finaieecords without consent.

Agency response to substantiated complaints. The law provides additional specificity
about the types of services and responses thajearty may make if a complaint is
substantiated, including seeking a revised vulderadult restraining order. Courggider)
adults-at-risk workers may request immediate a3t in initiating a protective services action
or contacting a law enforcement or other publicregeas appropriate. Specifically, the county
(elder)adults-at-risk agency may bring or refer a casafpetition for guardianship and
protective services or placement, including emerggmotective placement. Cour(glder)
adults-at-risk agencies also may refer cases ¢al law enforcement for further investigation;
the district attorney if the agency believes a erimas been committed; licensing or certification
authorities within the DHFS or other regulatory lesdf the residence, facility, or program is or
should be regulated; or the Department of Reguladind Licensing if the case involves an
individual required to hold a credential under W8gat. chapters 440 to 460.

... [T]he new law provides directly in the appropeiélder) adult-at-risk chapters
governing investigations and services the authtozdor county workers to pursue a new
"Restraining order and injunction for adults akris(Note: The restraining order and injunction
also covers elder adults at risklip addition, the new law creates a true restraiirtger for
(elder)adults at risk, expanding who may request it ahdtiwehavior may be restrained. The
revised(elder) adult-at-risk restraining order may be petitiof@dby an (elder) individual at
risk, his or her guardian, an interested persoingcin behalf of arfelder)individual at risk, or
an (elder) adult-at-risk agency. If, however, sormeeother than the (elder) adult at risk petitions
for a restraining order, the person must notify(#lder)individual at risk and the court must
then appoint a guardian ad litem. Actions that f@yenjoined include: interfering with the
investigation or provision of services, actionghorats to engage in abuse, financial



exploitation, neglect, harassment, stalking ofedder)individual at risk, and mistreating the
animal of an (elder) adult at risk.

Confidentiality requirements. The law clarifies confidentiality requirements and
differentiates between "reports" and "records, t#gmg to which individuals and entities
reports and records can be released. In briefpfds” involve the entire case file while
"reports" are documentation of an agency's respnaeeport, including a summary of the
case. Reports will be releasable to various gaowern agencies that need the reports to carry
out responsibilities of protectinglder)adults at risk and to reporters of abuse who niaele
report in a professional capacity, regarding theas taken to protect or provide services. A
holder of the report may not release it, howevdn do so might cause harm to the subject
individual or jeopardize an on-going civil or crimail investigation.

Records may be released only to: an (elder) atluklawho is the named victim; the
victim's legal guardian, conservator, or other legpresentative (unless that person is the
alleged abuser); law enforcement officials andritisattorneys for their purposes; the DHFS
and law enforcement for death investigations reguunder law; the county department
providing services to determine if the victim shibbk transferred to a less restrictive or more
appropriate treatment modality; the victim's ateyror guardian ad litem to prepare for certain
court hearings; the DHFS for management, audit,raonitoring purposes; the state's protection
and advocacy agency staff; a coroner, pathologisither professional investigating deaths in
unexplained or suspicious circumstances; the pi@bat parole agency that is supervising an
alleged perpetrator in certain circumstances; aaddyjuries, courts, and administrative agencies
under Wis. Stat. section 968.26.
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2006 CHART OF APSAMENDMENT CATEGORIES

Note: Bill numbers are only listed alongside sttbreviations when more than one bill
affecting the APS law was enacted or became efiechiring a calendar year.

Categories State
APS Access to Victims IL
Civil Liability for Perpetrators SC

Collaboration with Other Agencies

FL, IL, UT, WI & 539)

Collection/Management of APS Data

IL, MA

Definitions of Elder/Adult Abuse

IL, 1A, WA, WI (/8. 539)

Emergency/Involuntary APS IL, WI (A.B. 785)
Fatality Review Teams SC
Government Oversight of APS MA

Information/Record Disclosure

FL, IL, MA, SC WI (B..539)

Investigations

IL, SC, UT, WI (A.B. 539)

Notification/Referral to Other Agencies

FL, IL, SWJ (A.B. 539)

Outreach to Victims/Public Awareness

SC

Registry of Perpetrators

AZ

Reporting

IL, SC, UT, WV, WI (A.B. 539)

Restraining/Protection Orders

WI (A.B. 539)

! The views expressed herein have not been appimyvéite House of Delegates or the Board of Goverabtise
American Bar Association and, accordingly, showtilre construed as representing the policy of ttnecan Bar

Association.

2 This document was completed for the National GemteElder Abuse and supported in part by a gdat,

90AM2792, from the Administration on Aging, U.S. etment of Health and Human Services. Grantees
undertaking projects under government sponsorskigmacouraged to express freely their findings@mtlusions.

Therefore, points of view or opinions do not neaedsrepresent official Administration on Aging lpzy.
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