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Dr. Rozel has been working in emergency mental health for over 25 years and has been the medical director of resolve Crisis
Services since 2010. He is the President-Elect of the American Association for Emergency Psychiatry, the leading national
organization dedicated to the improvement of compassionate, evidence-based care for people with psychiatric emergencies.
As the medical director of resolve Crisis Services, he leads a team of 150 crisis professionals who deliver over 130,000 services
every year to the residents of Allegheny County through phone, mobile, walk-in and overnight programs delivered through a
person centered, recovery oriented model. Dr. Rozel trains and consults with teams across UPMC and the country on projects
related to violence and threat management, staff injury prevention, and firearm injury prevention. He is board certified in
general, child and forensic psychiatry. Dr. Rozel is a Fellow of the American Psychiatric Association and a 2018 recipient of the
Exemplary Psychiatrist award from the National Alliance on Mental Illness.
He completed his general psychiatry residency and child and forensic psychiatry fellowships at Western Psychiatric Institute
and Clinic of UPMC. Dr. Rozel, along with his colleague Dr. Layla Soliman, runs the @ViolenceWonks feed on Twitter, providing
short summaries of new violence research.
Name and Narrative Description of your Presentation
Making Sense of Maas: Understanding the Expanded Duty to Warn in Pennsylvania
In July 2020, the Pennsylvania Supreme Court handed down a ruling in the Maas v. UPMC case. In this case, a patient murdered
a woman who lived five doors down a hallway from him after making a series of vague threats – including, at one point, “a
neighbor” – but never identifying a target in any way. The Supreme Court ruled that the entire floor, if not the entire apartment
building, should have been warned and identified that, in certain circumstances, entire groups may need to be warned if
specifically targeted individuals cannot be personally identified. Maas has expanded mental health professionals’ duties to third
parties with little guidance on how such duties (and liabilities) may be limited. This presentation will explore the newly
enumerated duty in the context of Emerich, Tarasoff, and HIPAA.
Target Audience: All medical professionals, behavioral health professionals
Three (3) learning objectives
By the completion of this session, participants should be able to:
1. Contrast duties to protect and duties to warn
2. Describe the essential criteria of duties to third parties in Pennsylvania as enumerated in under Emerich and Maas
3. Distinguish liability related to disclosure of information and harm by a third party
4. Identify three resources to help with clinical decision making when faced by cases with violence risk
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