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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Missouri partially granted and partially
denied Plaintiffs’ motion for class certification in a challenge to delays in competency evaluations and
restoration services provided by the Missouri Department of Mental Health. The Court certified
Evaluation and Restoration Classes under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(a) and 23(b)(1)(A) and
(2), using revised definitions requiring delays exceeding 90 days beyond a circuit court order. The
Court appointed specified plaintiffs and counsel as class representatives and class counsel and ordered
the parties to propose an amended scheduling order and preliminary-injunction dates.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiffs moved for class certification under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 23 in an action seeking declaratory and injunctive relief
concerning allegedly delayed competency evaluations and restoration
services for pretrial detainees. The district court granted the motion in
part and denied it in part, certified revised Evaluation and Restoration
Classes, appointed class representatives and class counsel, and
directed the parties to propose an amended scheduling order and
preliminary-injunction dates.



STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the Rule 23 requirement of a rigorous analysis of
numerosity, commonality, typicality, and adequacy, while recognizing
that district courts have broad discretion in determining whether class
certification is appropriate.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district-court order; persuasive only
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the proposed Evaluation and Restoration Classes satisfied the numerosity, commonality,
typicality, and adequacy requirements of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(a).

2. Whether the proposed classes satisfied Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(b)(1)(A) and (b)(2).

3. Whether the proposed class definitions should be revised to provide an administrable delay threshold
and avoid requiring a determination of the constitutional merits as part of class membership.

4. Whether the court should certify classes of Missouri pretrial detainees awaiting competency evaluations
or restoration services for more than 90 days beyond a state-court order.

HOLDINGS

1. The proposed Evaluation and Restoration Classes satisfied Rule 23(a)'s requirements of numerosity,
commonality, typicality, and adequacy of representation.

2. Certification under Rule 23(b)(1)(A) was appropriate because individual adjudications could create
varying or incompatible standards concerning the due process required in competency proceedings.

3. Certification under Rule 23(b)(2) was appropriate because defendants allegedly acted on grounds
generally applicable to both classes and plaintiffs sought classwide declaratory and injunctive relief.

4. The court certified revised Evaluation and Restoration Classes consisting of Missouri pretrial detainees
who had waited more than 90 days beyond a circuit-court order for competency evaluation or restoration
services.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Rule 23(b)(1)(A) ‘takes in cases where the party is obliged by law to treat the members of the class alike . . .
or where the party must treat all alike as a matter of practical necessity.’” (Discussion § II.A)



“The Court has adopted the 90-day period in the class definition because it is 150% of the state statutorily
adopted limit for completion of the evaluation period.” (Discussion § III)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Missouri Department of Mental Health provides competency evaluation and restoration services to people
charged with crimes in Missouri. Plaintiffs alleged that DMH systematically delayed court-ordered competency
evaluations and restoration services, leaving pretrial detainees with serious mental illness in county or city jails
for extended periods. The proposed class members included detainees waiting for competency evaluations or for
court-ordered restoration treatment, with alleged delays exceeding Missouri statutory time periods. The court
found that the named plaintiffs' prolonged waits were typical of the proposed classes and that DMH data showed
hundreds of detainees awaiting restoration services.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiffs filed a putative class action against the Missouri Department of Mental Health and other defendants.
Plaintiffs moved for class certification, and defendants opposed the motion, arguing that the proposed classes
were not adequately defined or ascertainable and that plaintiffs lacked evidentiary support for Rule 23
requirements. The court found the Rule 23(a) and Rule 23(b)(1)(A) and (b)(2) requirements satisfied, revised the
class definitions to use a 90-day delay threshold, and granted certification in part and denied it in part. Plaintiffs'
motion for a preliminary injunction remained pending for a later evidentiary hearing.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

No remand. The parties were ordered to file within 10 days a joint proposed amended scheduling order and
proposed dates for a preliminary-injunction hearing to occur within 60 days.
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