CHECKLIST FOR 3 PARTY PETITION
FOR INVOLUNTARY COMMITMENT FOR TREATMENT
OF DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITY

____  SUBJECT INDIVIDUAL IS PHYSICALLY PRESENT IN LANGLADE
COUNTY. [IF THE SUBJECT INDIVIDUAL IS A RESIDENT OF ANOTHER
COUNTY, THEN PETITIONERS ARE ADVISED TO FILE THE PETITION IN THE
COUNTY OF RESIDENCE.

AT LEAST ONE PETITIONER HAS PROBABLE CAUSE TO BELIEVE,
BASED UPON FIRST HAND KNOWLEDGE, THAT THE INDIVIDUAL IS
DEVELOPMENTALLY DISABLED.

AT LEAST ONE PETITIONER HAS PROBABLE CAUSE TO BELIEVE THAT
THE INDIVIDUAL IS DANGEROUS TO SELF OR OTHERS BASED UPON FIRST
HAND KNOWLEDGE OF THE INDIVIDUAL’S BEHAVIOR WITHIN THE PAST 30
DAYS.

DANGEROUS BEHAVIOR REQUIRES EVIDENCE OF ONE OF THE
FOLLOWING:

1. RECENT THREAT OR ATTEMPT AT SUICIDE OR SERIOUS
BODILY HARM.

2. RECENT THREAT TO DO SERIOUS PHYSICAL HARM TO
OTHERS.

*3. SUBSTANTIAL PROBABILITY OF PHYSICAL IMPAIRMENT
OR INJURY TO SELF BASED UPON THE INDIVIDUAL’S
IMPAIRED JUDGMENT.

*4. SUBSTANTIAL PROBABILITY OF DEATH OR SERIOUS
PHYSICAL INJURY DUE TO INDIVIDUAL’S INABILITY TO
SATISFY BASIC NEEDS FOR NOURISHMENT, MEDICAL
CARE, SHELTER OR SAFETY.

*NOTE: ITEMS 3 AND 4 ALSO REQUIRE SHOWING THAT NO OTHER
SERVICES ARE AVAILABLE IN THE COMMUNITY WHICH CAN ASSIST IN THE
TREATMENT AND PROTECTION OF THE SUBJECT INDIVIDUAL.

IF THE PETITION FAILS TO SATISFY THE ABOVE CRITERIA, THEN IT
WILL BE RETURNED TO THE PETITIONERS WITH INSTRUCTIONS.

Effective April 24, 2014 (2013 WI AB 488): Please be advised that if the
Corporation Counsel has reason to believe that the 3 party petition fails to meet
all the standards for involuntary commitment, then the petitioners may request
a limited appearance by Corporation Counsel. When proceeding under a limited
appearance, it shall be the responsibility of the petitioners to procure and
produce any witnesses (i.e., medical expert or friend) that they wish to testify at
the Probable Cause hearing.

THE 3 PARTY PETITION PROCESS SHOULD NOT BE USED IN CASES
WHERE TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE. THE PETITIONERS ARE ADVISED TO
CONTACT LAW ENFORCEMENT IF THEY BELIEVE THAT AN “EMERGENCY
DETENTION” OF THE SUBJECT INDIVIDUAL IS NECESSARY IN RESPONSE
TO THE SUBJECT INDIVIDUAL’S RECENT DANGEROUS BEHAVIOR.




