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2

22

23 Abstract

24

25 Objective: To examine whether the pandemic in 2020 caused changes in psychiatric 

26 hospital cases, the percentage of patients exposed to coercive interventions, and aggressive 

27 incidents. Methods; We used the case registry for coercive measures of the State of Baden-

28 Wuerttemberg, comprising case-related data on mechanical restraint, seclusion, physical 

29 restraint, and forced medication in each of the State’s 31 licensed hospitals treating adults, to 

30 compare data from 2019 and 2020. Results: The number of cases in adult psychiatry 

31 decreased by 7.6% from 105,782 to 97,761. The percentage of involuntary cases increased 

32 from 12.3 to 14.1%, and the absolute number of coercive measures increased by 4.7% from 

33 26,269 to 27,514. The percentage of cases exposed to any kind of coercive measure 

34 increased by 24.6% from 6.5 to 8.1%, and the median cumulative duration per affected case 

35 increased by 13.1% from 12.2 to 13.8 hrs, where seclusion increased more than mechanical 

36 restraint. The percentage of patients with aggressive incidents, collected in 10 hospitals, 

37 remained unchanged. Conclusions: While voluntary cases decreased considerably during 

38 the pandemic, involuntary cases increased slightly. However, the increased percentage of 

39 patients exposed to coercion is not only due to a decreased percentage of voluntary patients, 

40 as the duration of coercive measures per case also increased. The changes that indicate a 

41 deterioration in treatment quality were probably caused by the multitude of measures to 

42 manage the pandemic. The focus of attention has shifted from prevention of coercion to 

43 prevention of infection.

44
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45

46

47 Introduction

48

49 Coercive measures, particularly involuntary commitment, seclusion, restraint, and forced 

50 medication are interventions that deeply violate a patient’s autonomy. Such measures should 

51 only be used as a last resort, according to the recommendations of international 

52 organizations. Recently, a research initiative comprising currently 25 European countries has 

53 been established to reduce the use of coercion in mental health services (1). In Germany, 

54 the Federal Constitutional Court decided in 2018 that mechanical restraint is the most 

55 restrictive intervention and requires a judge’s decision after a personal bedside assessment if 

56 lasting longer than 30 minutes (2), which is unique worldwide. At the same time, the German 

57 Society for Psychiatry and Psychotherapy (DGPPN) published evidence- and consensus-

58 based guidelines on the prevention of coercion in the treatment of aggressive behavior (3,4). 

59 Using the data of the registry for coercive measures in psychiatric hospitals of the State of 

60 Baden-Wuerttemberg, we recently demonstrated that the percentage of psychiatric cases 

61 that were subjected to restraint or seclusion subsequently decreased by 12%, comparing the 

62 years 2017 and 2019. Also, the duration of these measures per affected case had decreased 

63 by 5% on average (5). Generally, the topic of coercion was high on the agenda in Germany 

64 in recent years, with many awareness workshops and conferences, publications of research 

65 groups in German and international journals, funding by research bodies and the German 

66 Ministry of Health, and broad implementation of de-escalation trainings (6), and increasing 

67 implementation of complex interventions such as the Safewards Model (7).

68 In this climate of relative open-mindedness and evidence-based strategies to reduce 

69 coercion, the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020 affected society and psychiatric hospitals as well, 

70 like in all other countries. The pandemic situation imposed specific impacts on psychiatric 
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71 hospitals: voluntary cases decreased as patients feared infections, former open wards 

72 needed to be locked to control the entry of visitors, weekend leaves for patients were strictly 

73 restricted, visitors were no longer allowed, and group therapies were no longer possible. 

74 Hygiene regimes inside hospitals required testing and isolating patients with infections and 

75 contact persons as well, and unexpected, sudden staff shortages resulted from infections 

76 and quarantine measures (8). Hence, there were concerns that the use of coercive 

77 interventions would increase again, annihilating the achieved improvements in practice. 

78 There is evidence from psychiatric hospitals in Germany that this unhappy consequence of 

79 the pandemic in fact happened. Fasshauer et al. reported a decrease in the absolute number 

80 but an increase in the percentage of emergency hospital admissions in a private hospital 

81 group, and the percentage of involuntary admissions increased. The percentage of patients 

82 subjected to seclusion or restraint increased compared to 2019, but still remained under the 

83 level of 2018 (9,10). In contrast, a single hospital in Canada reported a significant decrease 

84 in aggression, restraint, and seclusion after the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic (11). 

85 We could not identify publications from elsewhere on the impact of the pandemic on the use 

86 of coercion in psychiatric hospitals at the time. 

87 The Baden-Wuerttemberg registry of coercive measures in psychiatric hospitals (12) enabled 

88 us to analyze the changes in the use of coercion after the beginning of the pandemic at the 

89 level of a complete Federal State in Germany with 11 million inhabitants. Moreover, ten big 

90 hospitals, together serving about half of the population, had introduced a standardized 

91 recording of aggressive incidents some years ago, so that data on aggressive behavior are 

92 also available. The objective of this study was to analyze changes in cases, involuntary 

93 cases, seclusion, restraint, coercive medication, and aggressive incidents in the first year of 

94 the pandemic (2020) compared to the year before.

95

96 2. Methods

97
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98 Coercive incidents: data sources

99

100 In 2015, a new mental health law was introduced in the German federal state of Baden-

101 Wuerttemberg following a Constitutional Court decision. It contained the unique feature of 

102 requiring all 32 public psychiatric hospitals to collect data on seclusion, restraint, and forced 

103 medication in emergency situations or by judicial order. Raw data on each coercive measure 

104 in all hospitals are reported to the registry. This procedure has special requirements for data 

105 protection and data security considering highly sensitive personal data. An online platform 

106 was set up after detailed consultation with the state data privacy and data security officer and 

107 his final approval. The platform serves for both uploading data by the institutions and 

108 downloading data by the evaluation office. Data privacy is ascertained by a double and 

109 irreversible pseudonymization carried out by different institutions and through the use of 

110 passwords. Thus, the identification of individual persons is not possible, i.e., the data are 

111 anonymized. For each coercive intervention, the dataset contains the kind of intervention as 

112 defined by a codebook, its legal basis, the duration, the patient’s gender, the ICD-10 principal 

113 group, and a pseudonymized case ID. This allows assigning coercive measures with 

114 identical pseudonymized case numbers to the same case, which is necessary to determine 

115 the outcomes according to the study questions. Because the occurrence of coercive 

116 incidents can only be determined after a patient has been discharged, cases are defined as 

117 discharges in a reporting year, irrespective whether the case occurred in the previous or in 

118 the current reporting year. For this reason, we use the term “case” (and not the term 

119 “admission”, though the figures would be roughly identical). While the registry contains raw 

120 data on coercive measures (not on the numbers of cases), it does not contain information 

121 whether two or more cases represent the same patient across different cases. For all 

122 hospitals, the number of cases with respect to diagnoses and the number of involuntary 

123 cases according to different laws are available (12). The numbers of cases according to 

124 diagnoses and involuntary cases, based on public law or guardianship law, are reported as 

125 cumulative numbers by the hospitals.
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126 Hospitals must deliver data for the previous year before a deadline. The data are then 

127 checked for completeness and plausibility. In case of abnormalities, the clinics concerned are 

128 consulted and if necessary and possible, the data is corrected. After this data check, 

129 descriptive evaluations are carried out. The results of these evaluations are reported to the 

130 hospitals and to the Ministry of Social Welfare and Integration of Baden-Wuerttemberg in a 

131 standardized annual report. Once in the legislative period, a report to the state parliament of 

132 Baden-Wuerttemberg is made by the Ministry of Social Welfare and Integration. Further 

133 details have been reported elsewhere (12).

134

135 Aggressive incidents: data sources

136 The Staff Observation Aggression Scale – Revised (SOAS-R) was introduced for regular use 

137 and reporting in 10 out of the 32 hospitals within the last decade. These ten hospitals, 

138 comprising the biggest of the Federal State, most of them divided into several sites, serve 

139 about half of the 11 million population. Characteristics of the scale and methods of recording 

140 and reporting are similar as with the coercive measures and have been reported in detail 

141 elsewhere (13-15). Due to some doubts with respect to fully covering self-directed 

142 aggression, we restrict the analysis to aggression toward others and toward objects.

143

144 Ethics

145 The Ethics Committee of Ulm University waived the requirement for ethical approval as 

146 approval is not required for studies analyzing anonymized data, in accordance with national 

147 legislation and institutional requirements. 

148

149 Definitions
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150 Definitions of coercive measures and detailed prescriptions for recording them with respect 

151 to duration and legal grounds are available in a codebook provided for the hospitals by the 

152 Ministry of Health, Social Welfare, and Integration. There have been only very minor changes 

153 since 2015. All use of freedom-restricting devices has to be recorded as mechanical 

154 restraint, encompassing not only belts in beds, but also (undivided) bedrails, movement-

155 restricting blankets, tables attached to a chair, and other devices in old age psychiatry. 

156 Physical restraint (staff holding a person for a period of time by force) is rare in psychiatry in 

157 Germany (6), but is recorded separately. Seclusion is defined according to suggestions in the 

158 literature (3) as locking a person in a scarcely furnished room (mostly with only a mattress 

159 and toilet) without the presence of staff. Chemical restraint is uncommon as a category in 

160 Germany. Medication against the patient’s will can be administered only in cases of acute 

161 emergency or for therapeutic reasons after an independent expert review and a judge’s 

162 decision. Based on these legal prerequisites, involuntary medication was classified as either 

163 emergency medication or forced medication according to a court decision. 

164

165 Study design

166 We used an observational prospective design and compared data 31 licensed hospitals 

167 treating adults on coercive measures, forced medication, and aggressive incidents in adult 

168 psychiatry from 2019 (before the pandemic) with data from the first year of the pandemic 

169 (2020). Due to data privacy rules, the exact date of incidents was not available so that we 

170 could not restrict our analysis to the months of the pandemic (beginning in March, 2020). 

171 This may have led to a systematic underestimation of observed changes of about 15%. 

172

173 Outcomes
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174 In line with previous work with similar methods (15,16), we chose seven outcomes, (1) the 

175 percentage of cases on any involuntary legal basis, (2) the percentage of cases that were 

176 affected by mechanical restraint, seclusion, physical restraint, emergency medication, or 

177 forced medication, (3) the duration of seclusion, mechanical, or physical restraint episodes, 

178 (4) the cumulative duration of seclusion, mechanical, or physical restraint per affected case, 

179 (5) the percentage of cases in whom aggressive behavior towards others was recorded by 

180 the SOAS-R, (6) the SOAS-R score, and (7) the number of aggressive incidents with 

181 injurious consequences.

182

183 Analyses

184 We compared the percentage of affected cases and the median (inter-quartile range, IQR) 

185 duration of coercive measures and the cumulative duration of coercive measures per 

186 affected case for 2019 with the respective data for the year 2020. To assess the statistical 

187 significance of differences we used the chi-squared test for the proportion of affected cases 

188 and the Mann-Whitney U test for the duration of coercive measures. We chose the Mann-

189 Whitney U test as the data were heavily skewed. For the SOAS-R score, we used t-test for 

190 independent samples. We also calculated effect sizes. For the differences in the proportions 

191 of cases with coercive measures, we calculated risk ratios (RR), and for the differences in 

192 the median cumulated duration of coercive measures and for the difference in the SOAS-R 

193 score, we calculated Cohen’s d.

194

195 Results

196

197 Involuntary cases and coercive measures
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198 From 2019 to 2020, the number of cases in adult psychiatry decreased by 7.6% from 

199 105,782 to 97,761, while the absolute number of involuntary cases increased slightly and the 

200 percentage of all cases increased from 12.3% to 14.1% (p < .001). This increase was similar 

201 for all legal procedures, i.e. caring detention (patients forced to stay in the hospital by a 

202 physician before a court’s decision), involuntary cases according to civil law, and involuntary 

203 cases according to public law (Table 1). The percentage of cases exposed to any kind of 

204 coercive measure increased by 24.6% from 6.5% in 2019 to 8.1% in 2020 (p < .001). This 

205 effect was largest for seclusion (Table 1).

206

207 Table 1: Cases and percentages exposed to coercive interventions in 2020 compared 
208 to 2019

2019 2020 p-value

Effect size

Number of cases 105,782 97,761

Number of 
involuntary cases 
(%)

13,032

(12.3%)

13,824

(14.1%)

p = .000

RR = 1.15

Number of cases with 
caring detention (%)

6,138

(5.8%)

6,357

(6.5%)

p = .000

RR = 1.12

Number of 
involuntary cases 
according to civil law 
(%)

3,321

(3.1%)

3,590

(3.7%)

p = .000

RR = 1.17

Number of 
involuntary cases 
according to public 
law (%)

3,573

(3.4%)

3,877

(4.0%)

p = .000

RR = 1.17

Number of cases 
subjected to any 
kind of coercive 
measures (%)

6,853

(6.5%)

7,912

(8.1%)

p = .000

RR = 1.25

Number of cases 
subjected to 
mechanical restraint 
(%)

4.087

(3.9%)

4,134

(4.2%)

p = .000

RR = 1.09

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 5, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.03.22270373doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.03.22270373
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


10

Number of cases 
subjected to 
seclusion (%)

3,807

(3.6%))

4,989

(5.1%)

p = .000

RR = 1.42

Number of cases 
subjected to physical 
restraint (%)

100

(0.1%)

94

(0.1%)

p = .906

RR = 1.02

Number of cases 
subjected to 
emergency or forced 
medication (%)

907

(0.9%)

946

(1.0%)

p = .009

RR = 1.13

Number of cases 
subjected to coercive 
measures not 
specified (%)

55

(0.1%)

45

(0.0%)

p = .544

RR = 0.89

209

210

211 The absolute number of coercive measures increased by 4.7% from 26,269 in 2019 to 

212 27,514 in 2020 (Table 2). The median duration of mechanical restraint, seclusion or physical 

213 restraint episodes increased by 11.1% from 6.3 hours to 7.0 hours (p < .001). When looking 

214 at these coercive measures individually, only the median duration of seclusion increased 

215 statistically significantly (Table 2).

216

217 Table 2: Number and duration of coercive episodes in 2020 compared to 2019

2019 2020 p-value

Effect size

Total number of 
coercive episodes 
of any kind

26,269 27,514

Number of 
mechanical restraint 
episodes

10,486 9,188

Number of seclusion 
episodes

13,730 15,897

Number of physical 
restraint episodes

132 94
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Number of emergency 
or forced medications

1,758 1,774

Number of coercive 
measures not 
specified

163 488

Duration of 
mechanical 
restraint, seclusion 
or physical 
restraint episodes

(median (hrs), 
[IQR])

6.3

[2.0; 14.9]

7.0

[2.0; 16.8])

p = .000

d = 0.05

Duration of 
mechanical restraint 
episodes

(median (hrs), [IQR])

5.8

[2.0; 13.0]

5.8

[1.8; 13.6]

p = .639

d = 0.007

Duration of seclusion 
episodes

(median (hrs), [IQR])

7.1

[2.3; 16.8]

8.0

[2.3; 18.9]

p = .000

d = 0.08

Duration of physical 
restraint episodes

(median (hrs), [IQR])

0.2

[0.1; 0.4]

0.2

[0.1; 0.3]

p = .210

d = 0.14

218

219

220 From 2019 to 2020, the median cumulative duration of mechanical restraint, seclusion or 

221 physical restraint episodes per affected case increased by 13.1% from 12.2 hours to 13.8 

222 hours (p < .001). When considered separately, only the median cumulative duration of 

223 seclusion increased statistically significantly (Table 3).

224

225 Table 3: Cumulated duration of coercive episodes per affected case in 2020 compared 
226 to 2019

2019 2020 p-value

Effect size

Median cumulated 
duration (hrs) of 

12.2 13.8 p = .000
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mechanical 
restraint, seclusion 
or physical 
restraint episodes 
per affected case 
[IQR]

[4.3; 32.5] [4.7; 38.4] d = 0.06

Median cumulated 
duration (hrs) of 
mechanical restraint 
episodes per affected 
case [IQR]

8.8

[2.8; 24.5]

8.5

[2.5; 23.4]

p = .415

d = 0.005

Median cumulated 
duration (hrs) of 
seclusion episodes 
per affected case 
[IQR]

12.0

[4.3; 29.3]

14.2

[4.9; 37.4]

p = .000

d = 0.10

Median cumulated 
duration (hrs) of 
physical restraint 
episodes per affected 
case [IQR]

0.3

[0.2; 0.8]]

0.3

[0.1; 0.6]

p = .365

d = 0.13

227

228

229 Aggressive Incidents

230 The number of discharged cases of the 10 hospitals that have implemented the SOAS-R as 

231 a reporting system decreased by 7.6% from 60,484 to 55,863, while the number of 

232 discharged cases with aggressive incidents remained almost unchanged. As a result, the 

233 proportion of cases with aggressive incidents increased from 7.5% to 8.0% (Table 4).

234

235 Table 4: Cases and cases with aggressive incidents in 2020 compared to 2019

2019 2020 p-value

Effect size

Number of cases 60,484 55,863

Number of cases 
with aggressive 
incidents (%)

4,564
(7.5%)

4,452
(8.0%)

p = .007

RR = 1.06

236
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237

238

239 Similarly, the total number of aggressive incidents remained roughly constant, with 15,657 in 

240 2019 and 15,669 in 2020. The mean SOAS-R score also changed only slightly, rising from 

241 11.9 to 12.1. The proportion of aggressive incidents with injury consequences also remained 

242 unchanged (Table 5).

243

244 Table 5: Number of aggressive incidents in 2020 compared to 2019

2019 2020 p-value

Effect size

Number of 
aggressive 
incidents

15,657 15,669

Mean SOAS-R 
score (SD)

11.9

(4.9)

12.1

(4.7)

p = .000

d = 0.042

Number of 
aggressive 
incidents with 
injury 
consequences (%)

3,813

(24.4%)

3,814

(24.3%)

p = .980

RR = 1.0

245

246

247 Discussion

248 In 2020, Wilson (17) described the possible detrimental effects of the pandemic on the legal 

249 position and the human rights of people with mental illnesses, particularly on all aspects of 

250 involuntary cases and treatment. The considerations outlined there for Australia are probably 

251 valid for all high income countries. She expressed her concerns that there are no publicly 

252 available data on the impact of the pandemic on this vulnerable population. Now we can 
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253 present such data based on a total survey of all coercive interventions in psychiatric hospitals 

254 in a Federal State with 11 million inhabitants, encompassing over 200,000 cases in the years 

255 2019 and 2020. The comparison of the data in the year before the pandemic (2019) and the 

256 first year of the pandemic (2020) confirms the devastating effects of the COVID-19 pandemic 

257 on previous achievements to reduce coercion in psychiatry, as demonstrated in the same 

258 population (5,16). The number of hospital cases decreased considerably; involuntary cases, 

259 however, increased slightly and consequently their proportion of all cases increased. The 

260 same applies for the absolute number of coercive measures and, additionally, the 

261 percentage of cases exposed to freedom-restrictive coercive measures increased by nearly 

262 25%. The data suggest that the most severely ill patients continued to receive care, if 

263 necessary, on an involuntary basis, while less severely ill patients tended to avoid hospital 

264 care themselves or were not admitted due to the very restrictive case policy of hospitals. A 

265 similar development was observed in most medical specialties (9,10). Notwithstanding the 

266 fact that these longitudinal observational data do not allow for causal inferences in their 

267 nature, with respect to the use of coercion, we are not aware of any other explanation for this 

268 State-wide phenomenon. Moreover, the calculations are rather conservative and may even 

269 underestimate the effects, since the impact of COVID-19 on daily life in Germany occurred in 

270 March 2020. Due to data privacy regulations, we cannot separate the first two months of 

271 2020 from the rest of the year in the analyses. The increase in seclusion and the parallel 

272 reduction in mechanical restraint are probably not due to effects of the pandemic, but reflects 

273 a trend that had already been observed previously, following legal regulations (16).

274 Our data does not allow inferences on the reasons for the increase in coercion in psychiatric 

275 hospitals in detail. However, there is plenty of at least anecdotal evidence from conferences 

276 and a limited number of publications (8,10). Notably, the number of psychiatric patients with 

277 COVID-19 infection remained small throughout the year (and is not known exactly), and 

278 isolation due to regulations of hygiene and disease control certainly accounted only for a 

279 relatively small percentage of seclusion and restraint measures. If possible, infected patients 

280 were not admitted, discharged, or transferred to somatic hospitals in cases of severe 
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281 disease. Nevertheless, considerable outbreaks among patients and staff and difficult-to-

282 manage situations occurred repeatedly and required the establishment of isolation units and 

283 their continuous staffing. However, clinicians argue that the observed increase in coercion 

284 was caused much more by the indirect effects of the pandemic than by patients infected with 

285 COVID-19 themselves. There is a bundle of resulting adverse circumstances; part of it has 

286 been described by Gather et al. (8). Open door policies were abandoned not because of the 

287 danger of absconding, but to prevent uncontrolled visitors from introducing infections. For the 

288 same reason, weekend leaves and unaccompanied leaves from wards were restricted, and 

289 group therapies (psychotherapy, occupational therapy, arts therapy, and sports therapy as 

290 well) were no longer feasible. Communication was generally complicated by the requirement 

291 to wear face masks. Generally, continuous trustful relationships with patients are hampered if 

292 staff persons fall ill or go into quarantine and have to be replaced by staff from other wards in 

293 the short term. Remaining staff were considerably occupied by tasks such as testing 

294 themselves, patients, and visitors, and discussions on hygiene measures and necessary 

295 documentation requirements. Educational programs, for instance in de-escalation, can be 

296 sustained only to a limited extent, e.g. by online teaching. The focus of attention has 

297 necessarily shifted from the prevention of coercion to prevention of infection.

298 Our study has the typical limitations of observational studies. Even if it might look rather 

299 obvious in the present case, conclusions referring to causal attributions remain speculative 

300 and are not supported by data. Beyond the presented empirical data, no systematic 

301 knowledge is available on the consequences of the COVID-19 pandemic on everyday clinical 

302 practice in psychiatric hospitals. Further in-depth qualitative research will be necessary for a 

303 deeper understanding of the detrimental consequences of the pandemic situation on different 

304 patient groups in psychiatric hospitals, day clinics, and outpatient and rehabilitation services.

305
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