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Summary
On June 6, 2006, around 2.50 am. 21-year-old Kim called 112 with claims that a man had entered her apartment, killed her children. The children, a two-year-old girl named Roxanna and a six-month-old boy named Don, were found dead by the five police officers who responded to the call. Her explanation to the officers about a man who knocked at her door and she let her in is confusing. The children had been stabbed multiple times while the ay on their beds. The police found the knife with bloodstains on it. Kim had not been hurt except for a scratch about 13 centimeters on her neck. The police also noticed the blood on her left underarm. Kim was later arrested on the grounds of murder and manslaughter.
Forensic Assessment Tools
Kim is detained in a women's prison, and as the law dictates, she is provided with an independent psychiatrist to evaluate her mental health at the time the offense was committed. However, the report submitted by the first forensic mental health evaluation contains some defects, and the judge orders a reevaluation. This case uses MMPI-2 and the SIRS tools to measure Kim's mental state when the crime was committed. The MMPI-2 would assist in finding out whether, if Kim was guilty, she was in her right mental state (Desmarais et al., 2016). The SIRS would help to determine whether Kim was in psychological defense mode at the time of the crime. 
The two tools which were used to come up with the report would have determined whether Kim was guilty of murder and manslaughter or not. However, the two tools alone could not be enough to write a comprehensive report. Other forensic assessment instruments need to be used together with the MMPI-2 to provide a more accurate evaluation (Desmarais et al., 2016). Such tools include the MacArthur competence assessment tool-criminal adjudication and the Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale-Revised. 
Evaluation of the Instruments
The MMPI-2 and the Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale-Revised (WAIS-R) are highly reliable as they measure an individual's personality. The MMPI-2 comprises of 567 questions whose answers are true or false (Edens & Boccaccini, 2017). The WAIS-R is a scale consisting of scores that rate a person's view of the world. The scale is useful because the questions are balanced in that a person can score high in a particular area and score low in another area. Scoring in this manner provides a clear picture of the individual's personality. 
The MacArthur competence assessment tool-criminal adjudication (MacCAT-CA) is used to measure reasoning, understanding, and appreciation of a defendant's situation. The norms of this instrument are based on 729 defendants, with the provision of scores ranges for three impairment levels for each ability (Edens & Boccaccini, 2017). The validity of these tools is still high and relevant in cases concerning capital crimes. The tools, although having been invented years ago, have helped determine the cognitive state of individuals who show abnormal traits. In the case of Kim, the instruments would have helped create a report that would indicate whether she was innocent or guilty. They would also help in explaining what happened in the night that Kim's children were murdered.
Importance of Understanding the Instruments
It is essential to understand the forensic assessment tools because whenever a forensic psychologist is faced with a case such as the one above, there is a need to choose the right instrument (Edens & Boccaccini, 2017). Testing the wrong cognitive state may be a mistake that may lead to unpleasant effects, such as the sentencing of an innocent person. Additionally, it is critical to understand how the instruments work since the report that will be produced based on the findings may profoundly influence the court's judgment.
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