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3. ADOPT THE REVISED LANTERMAN-PETRIS-SHORT DESIGNATION 1 0 0 1
GUIDELINES AND PROCESSES FOR FACILITIES WITHIN SAN DIEGO

COUNTY AND AUTHORIZE THE BEHAVIORAL HEALTH SERVICES

DIRECTOR TO UPDATE AND ADOPT FUTURE REVISIONS TO THE

GUIDELINES

Sentiments for All Agenda Items

The following graphs display sentiments for comments that have location data. Only locations of users who have commented
will be shown.

Overall Sentiment

I Support (0%) M Oppose (0%) M Neutral (100%)
I No Response (0%)




Agenda Item: eComments for 3. ADOPT THE REVISED LANTERMAN-PETRIS-SHORT DESIGNATION GUIDELINES AND
PROCESSES FOR FACILITIES WITHIN SAN DIEGO COUNTY AND AUTHORIZE THE BEHAVIORAL HEALTH SERVICES
DIRECTOR TO UPDATE AND ADOPT FUTURE REVISIONS TO THE GUIDELINES

Overall Sentiment

I Support (0%) M Oppose (0%) M Neutral (100%)
I No Response (0%)

Paul Henkin

Location: 91902, Bonita
Submitted At: 10:00am 06-17-26

I'm glad that the first guideline reads “involuntary detention under the LPS Act constitutes a significant deprivation
of civil liberties that is supported under limited circumstances described in law and regulation. Involuntary
detention and treatment are deemed necessary when required to protect the safety of certain individuals and the
community in circumstances permitted by law.” It is important for many people in government (no names
mentioned) to realize that they can’t put someone away just because they don't like the message.

In section IV (Periodic Review,) | like the idea of unannounced reviews giving no time to hide stuff that might not
be proper.

In section V (Revocate Facility Approval,) Item 9 is arbitrary and not at all defined (“When, in the judgment of the
Director of BHS, withdrawal of designation is required by community needs”) and should be removed from the
guidelines.

Mostly looks good, and I'm glad this comprehensive document was drawn up.



