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PREFACE

The second edition of any book is always a balanc-
ing act. We wanted to make sure that the field and
the literature had advanced sufficiently from the
2002 original to justify a revision. On the other
hand, we did not want to wait so long that the origi-
nal framework and content were no longer relevant.
When our Oxford editor, Sarah Harrington, raised
the possibility of a second edition about two years
ago, it seemed like time to consider it. The original
set of forensic mental health assessment (FMHA)
principles had been expanded but was still largely
intact. There had been significantadvancesin some
areas (e.g., risk and threat assessment; appraisal of
response style), although relatively little change in
others (e.g., evaluation of mental state at the time
of the offense). The empirical literature in many
relevant areas was robust, featuring important
changes that included additional specialized mea-
sures developed to strengthen these evaluations.
Updates in ethical guidelines and practice stan-
dards were available, and Oxford had published
a 19-volume series, “Best Practices in Forensic
Mental Health Assessment,” premised on the idea
that best practices could now be identified. So the
time seemed right.

There are a number of individuals who deserve
particular thanks for their contributions to this sec-
ond edition. We are very grateful to every profes-
sional who agreed to provide a report (sometimes
two) in their respective areas of specialization. (In
lieu ofareport, Stan Brodsky provided commentary
on an existing report that is sure to be of interest to
those considering how such a report has implica-
tions for expert testimony.) Some also contributed

a “teaching point”—a short answer to a very spe-
cific question involving the principle, the report, or
some issue associated with either. Thanks to all of
you for your excellent forensic case reports, which
we hope will serve for the field as a model of how
such reports should be written. Thanks as well for
your timeliness, your dedication, and for the exam-
ple you set for the entire field.

Our Oxford University Press editor Sarah
Harrington has been a genuine pleasure to work
with on this and other projects. Andrea Zekus,
assistant editor at Oxford, did an outstanding job in
the latter stages of this project as well. Randy Otto’s
suggestion about allowing contributors to interject
comments on their work resulted in an interesting
additional feature for some of these reports. We are
very appreciative to each of you.

Kirk is grateful to his wife, Patty Griffin,
and daughter, Anna Heilbrun and her fiancé,
Christopher Catizone, for their love and sup-
port—as well as to his and Patty’s large, extended
families for all that they do. Dave thanks his wife,
Christina, for her support and patience, his chil-
dren, Emma and Jake, for providing much-needed
perspective, and his parents, Nicky and Julie, for
their continuing support. Stephanie would like
to sincerely thank her parents, Justin and Linda,
as well as her sister, Lauren, and brother, Jimmy,
for their unconditional support and confidence in
her. Sheisalso extremely grateful for the unwaver-
ing encouragement of her husband, Mike. Casey
thanks his parents, David and Laurie, and his sis-
ter, Lauren, for their sacrifices and support. He
also thanks his grandparents, Lauren and Ann
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Choate, whose consideration and care are the

examples to which he aspires. Both Stephanie and

Casey are also grateful to Kirk and Dave for their
support and guidance.

Kirk Heilbrun

Dave DeMatteo

Casey LaDuke

Philadelphia, PA

Stephanie Brooks Holliday
Washington, D.C.

August, 2013
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