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Abstract: Patients with borderline personality disorder (BPD) are high utilizers of psychiatric emergency services and pres-
ent unique challenges in that setting. Frequently advised to visit an emergency department (ED) if safety is in question,
their experiences once there often do not have beneficial effects. Issues specific to patients with BPD in the ED include
volatile interactions with staff, repeat visits, concerns about safety (and liability), and disposition. Emergency department
staff attitudes toward these patients are frequently negative when compared to patients with other diagnoses, and can det-
rimentally affect outcomes and perpetuate stigma regarding BPD. These attitudes are often due to lack of education and
training about how to understand, approach, and treat the patient with BPD. The limited literature regarding the treatment
of BPD in the ED offers few guidelines. This article presents an approach based on Good Psychiatric Management that
can reduce negative reactions by ED staff andmake ED visits more effective and less harmful. Relevant principles include
psychoeducation, the reinforcement of the connection between symptoms and interpersonal stressors, and employment
of an active, authentic therapeutic stance. Training ED staff in these principles could lead to attitudinal changes, reduced
stigma, and potentially improved outcomes.

Keywords: borderline personality disorder, emergency department, Good Psychiatric Management, training, treatment
INTRODUCTION
Patients with borderline personality disorder (BPD) are high
utilizers of the psychiatric emergency department (ED),
representing approximately 9% of all visits.1 They present a
unique set of challenges, including disposition problems, high
levels of frustration among staff who manage them, and an
increase in disruptive behaviors when compared to other di-
agnoses.2 They also more frequently present as repeat visitors
compared to those with other diagnoses.3–5 Given the ten-
dency for recurrent visits, the psychiatric ED often becomes
an integral part of treating BPD patients. ED visits are oppor-
tunities to augment and stabilize outpatient care. ED pro-
viders can reinforce the outpatient treatment, especially in
settings where robust outpatient care options are not other-
wise available. The psychiatric ED setting is itself one of incon-
sistency, however, as many staff are transient (moonlighting
physicians, part-time workers), with varying levels of training
(residents, interns, students); workloads fluctuate, as does the
availability of inpatient beds. Furthermore, the nature of shift
work may beget a sense of ambiguous and limited ownership
of patients and their outcomes.
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Patients with personality disorders are likely to present
with recurrent suicidality, further increasing the pressure on
ED staff, due to the high-risk nature of the disposition and li-
ability concerns.6 High rates of comorbidity (mood disorders,
anxiety disorders, substance use disorders, and eating disor-
ders) among BPD patients further complicate matters.7 BPD
patients are often advised to visit the ED when in crisis and
when safety is in question, but experiences in the ED can dam-
age the patient and undermine treatment progress. Staff may
be well-intentioned, yet issues of fatigue, frustration, and
lack of specific training in treating BPD are common. Addi-
tional challenges may include the frequent lack of suitable re-
ferral resources and the time constraints in the assessment
process. An understanding of BPD patients in a psychody-
namic framework, as discussed in past reviews, can be useful,
but most staff in the psychiatric ED lack such training.8,9

Likewise, principles of other evidence-based treatments can
be and are used by some ED staff, but the dearth of providers
with training in those modalities calls for a more practical,
generalist model to address the psychiatric management of
the BPD patient in that challenging setting.

While this article focuses on care of BPD patients in the
psychiatric ED, the associated problems are only heightened
in the medical ED setting, where the lack of appropriate train-
ing is more pronounced, and with far less access to dedicated
psychiatric resources. Many medical EDs have limited access
to psychiatric consultation or lack effective relationships with
psychiatric inpatient units—which leads to “boarding” of pa-
tients in the ED until a suitable transfer or admission can take
place. Furthermore, the number of psychiatric patients seen
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in the medical ED setting is rising steadily, possibly due to
the significant reduction in inpatient hospital beds without
a concomitant increase in community services and re-
sources.10 A survey of medical ED directors indicated that,
after the decision to admit has been made, 60% of psychiat-
ric patients are “boarded” for more than 4 hours, 33% for
more than 8 hours, and 6% formore than 24 hours; most pa-
tients did not receive any psychiatric care during that time.11

Another study indicated that ED length of stay was signifi-
cantly longer for psychiatric admissions (18.2 hours) than
for nonpsychiatric admissions (5.7 hours).12 Further explo-
ration of whether the principles and approaches outlined in
this article could be effective in the medical ED setting
would be useful.

Staff Attitudes
Reactions of psychiatric ED staff toward patients with BPD
can range from empathic to caustic, dismissive, and distant.
Many of the problems that arise in managing BPD patients
result when staff reactions, including hostility, withdrawal,
helplessness, anxiety, and rescue fantasies, influence the
staff’s behaviors and decision-making abilities.13 Treating
patients with BPD optimally in all settings, and certainly
in the psychiatric ED, is possible only if one is able to recog-
nize, and then control, such responses. If dysfunctional
staff attitudes persist, problematic outcomes can include
unnecessary hospitalizations, inadequate safety assessments,
superfluous use of medications, excessive use of physical re-
straints, and, ultimately, increased liability (see Table 1).14

Among the reasons for negative provider attitudes are lack
of confidence in treating BPD patients and beliefs that BPD
is intractable or that such patients are manipulative.15,16

Compared to staff in other treatment settings, ED staff may
have especially negative attitudes toward BPD patients
who self-harm.17
Table 1

Possible Iatrogenic Actions While Treating BPD in the Emer

Iatrogenic action Likely causes Po

Unnecessary
inpatient
hospitalizations

Reacting to fears of liability,
emphasizing chronic (over acute) risk
factors, equating self-harm with
suicidality

Rein
as th
shor

Inadequate safety
assessments

Staff fatigue, poor transitions of care,
underutilization of collateral
information (e.g., outpatient providers
and social supports)

Heig
incre

Excessive use of
medications

Provider frustration, insufficient verbal
de-escalation (due to lack of training or
time), patient or provider seeking a
“quick fix”

Fram
solu
to ad

Hostile or dismissive
staff behavior

Excessive countertransference or
transference reactions

Exac
hope
stigm
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The emotional dysregulation and hypochondriasis so com-
mon in BPDpatients can lead to hostility and dysregulation in
their mental health providers.18–20 The often inadequate in-
terview spaces, lack of appropriate disposition options, and
limited time with which to assess patients in the psychiatric
ED only heighten the tension.8 Some negative reactions are
related to the chaos that BPD patients in crisis can cause,
but others are stigma driven. If unrecognized and unchecked,
these reactions can trigger hostility toward, or emotional dis-
tancing from, the patient.21 Whether negative reactions are
founded on stigma or on the patient’s actual presentation, it
is important for providers to manage such reactions so that
optimal treatment can be provided. Given that patients often
visit the ED in their most hopeless condition, if they interpret
treaters’ negative attitudes as the loss of their last line of sup-
port, the risk and liability associated with BPD patients can
only escalate.

Good Psychiatric Management
Given the numerous challenges in managing BPD in the
psychiatric ED, deliberate and skillful interventions are
needed to render thoughtful and effective treatment. Good
Psychiatric Management (GPM), a straightforward, empir-
ically validated approach to treating BPD patients, offers
both pragmatic principles and an optimistic approach.22,23

GPM can be employed bymental health professionals with-
out extensive training, allowing them to become “good
enough” to be helpful in the psychiatric ED and other set-
tings. Since the long-term prognosis for most BPD patients
is good, a sound goal of ED treaters is to minimize exces-
sively intensive interventions and to avoid causing iatro-
genic harm while containing intermittent crises.24

Among the GPM principles that could improve ED care
of BPD patients are psychoeducation, the focus on interper-
sonal stressors, and the employment of an active, authentic,
gency Department

tential consequences Productive alternatives

forces hospitalization
e best answer to
t-term crises

Work actively with patients and their
families on safety planning and improving
social supports

htens safety risk and
ases liability

Be aware of provider fatigue, engage in
formal sign-outs with written
recommendations, make efforts to contact
outpatient providers and social supports

es medications as the
tion, subjects patients
verse side effects

Actively express support, provide
psychoeducation regarding medications
in BPD

erbates patient’s
lessness, worsens
a, increases liability

Recognize negative reactions and adopt a
more hopeful, positive attitude
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Borderline Personality Disorder in the Emergency Department
but not hyperreactive or overinvolved approach (see Text
Box 1). The use of these principles can help ED staff man-
age core clinical problems by rapidly building an alliance,
by managing suicidality and nonsuicidal self-injury in a ra-
tional and sensitive manner, by using psychopharmacolog-
ical interventions appropriately, and by managing family
involvement.22 If sufficiently educated in these principles,
psychiatric ED staff can fulfill their roles as essential and
valuable members of the BPD patient’s treatment team.25

Training inGPM can be conducted relatively efficiently, using
workshops and the GPM manual, and its application may
not require ongoing training.
CORE PRINCIPLES

Psychoeducation
Psychoeducation is a core principle to be used in the psychiat-
ric ED, beginning with discussion of the diagnosis. Psycho-
education provides a platform contextualizing the patients’
emotions and behaviors, engenders a feeling of hope, and
helps set realistic expectations.22 Additionally, some evidence
suggests that psychoeducation early in the treatment of BPD
may both reduce impulsivity and help stabilize the BPD pa-
tient’s relationships.26 Most importantly, patients and their
families should understand that BPD is significantly heritable,
that BPD patients are very sensitive to environmental stress,
and that there are neurobiological underpinnings to their
symptoms and behaviors. Furthermore, they need to know
that most patients with BPD get better and stay better, and
that evidence-based treatments are available.24,27–29

Given the time limitations and a potential lack of collateral
information in the psychiatric ED,making an initial diagnosis
of BPD and disclosing it to the patient is not standard practice
in that setting. But in the case of a patient who presents fre-
quently to the ED, is known to staff, and clearly meets cri-
teria for BPD, a provider may have sufficient evidence to
more confidently give the diagnosis. A frank discussion,
though short of a diagnosis, can also be useful (see case vi-
gnette below) when an obvious pattern of symptoms and
behaviors indicates BPD as a likely factor (comorbidities
notwithstanding). Furthermore, since patients with BPD
will often present with a history of multiple diagnoses, discus-
sion of the likely BPD diagnosis may prove helpful in ex-
plaining their poor or limited responses to past treatments.
Text Box 1
Relevant GPM Principles in the Emergency Department

– Engage in psychoeducation about BPD
– Be active and authentic when communicating with the patient
– Imbue therapeutic interactions with the expectation of positive
change

– Encourage the patient to actively participate in treatment
– Focus on interpersonal relationships and stressors
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Reading materials could also be given to the patient as an ad-
junctive learning tool.

Focus on Interpersonal Stressors
Interpersonal stressors often prompt substance abuse, dissoci-
ation, self-injurious behaviors, suicidal acts, depression, or
anxiety in BPD patients.30 GPM’s focus on interpersonal
stressors is a particularly relevant tool in the psychiatric ED
setting, for it helps clinicians expeditiously locate the source
of the presenting crisis. The identification of inciting interper-
sonal events may in itself help regulate and organize the BPD
patient in crisis. Active inquiry about the patient’s relation-
ships prompts the BPD patient to consider how recent inter-
personal interactions may have contributed to the ED visit.
What follows such insight can be an active, productive discus-
sion between patient and provider regarding both interper-
sonal stressors and, potentially, ways in which a future crisis
might be avoided. This process also reminds patients of how
deeply they can be affected by interpersonal relationships—
thus leading to further insight (see case vignette). A com-
mon problem in the psychiatric ED is that BPD patients
may present with vague or global complaints (e.g., anxiety
or depression) while avoiding or failing to recognize the rele-
vant interpersonal issues. Illuminating the role that interper-
sonal stressors play in the patient’s symptoms and behaviors
can be very effective. When a patient is unwilling to discuss re-
lationships and life situations with treatment staff, the provider
should explicitly communicate that this unwillingness limits the
staff’s ability to help.

Taking an Active, Authentic Therapeutic Approach
When engaging with a BPD patient in the psychiatric ED,
time is limited, and the treater’s therapeutic stance is essential;
GPM proposes one of activeness. The volatility of BPD pa-
tients can peak in this setting, and actively engaging the patient,
while tempering one’s own emotional reactivity, is key.22

This is not the time for a distant, “hands off” approach, which
would likely trigger a negative response and undermine a ther-
apeutic alliance. Conversely, a hyperreactive response to the
BPD patient, particularly in relation to emotional instability,
anger, suicidality, or self-injurious behaviors, can lead to
unhelpful interventions, such as unnecessary hospitaliza-
tions and use of non-indicated medications. Asking BPD
patients to consider how the ED visit might be helpful en-
courages them to think for themselves and to actively im-
plement solutions to their problems. If the patient prefers
to be hospitalized, the ED provider can express doubt
about the utility of hospitalization (particularly if the pa-
tient has been hospitalized numerous times without any
particular improvement) and can review the pros and cons
of that intervention.

Approaching the patient in an intentionally authenticman-
ner encourages a therapeutic alliance by helping the patient
understand that the relationship is a real, albeit professional,
one and that the provider cares about the patient’s well-being.
www.harvardreviewofpsychiatry.org 359
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While difficult in a setting in which time is limited and the
stress level is high, showing authentic interest and concern
assists in quickly establishing rapport. This should be done
with a concomitant focus on improving patient’s lives and
relationships outside of treatment, so as not to reinforce
the feeling that the ED is the only place to turn when in
crisis or feeling lonely and misunderstood. Provider self-dis-
closures, such as acknowledging mistakes or normalizing ir-
rational thinking when under stress, can help establish
that the relationship between patient and provider is a safe,
nonjudgmental one in which it is safe to discuss difficult
topics. This approach models an effective interpersonal com-
munication style and reinforces the idea that relationships
are dyadic—that is, that each interacts with and affects
the other—and that the provider takes them seriously (a form
of validation). The provider’s authenticity allows the patient
to communicate more freely, which is essential to an
optimal disposition.22

CORE CLINICAL PROBLEMS

Managing Suicidality and Self-Harm
Suicidality and self-harm are the behavioral hallmarks of
BPD, and their management in the ED setting requires a mea-
sured, rational approach in order both to reduce risk and to
avoid undermining the patient’s progress. Fears with regard
to liability and patient safety are fundamental challenges for
clinicians in the psychiatric ED. Central issues in this con-
text include methods of reducing liability and how to inter-
act with a patient who has attempted suicide or engaged
in self-injury.31

It is important to recognize the “acute on chronic” model
for BPD patients. A baseline level of suicidality is often
chronic, superimposed on which are suicide attempts that
are often ambivalent and self-injurious behaviors without ac-
tual suicidal intent.22 Providers may inaccurately equate self-
injury with suicidal behavior, which can result in unnecessary
hospitalizations and ED visits (see case vignette). While sui-
cidal thoughts or self-injury may trigger the ED visit, it is crit-
ical to assess the actual dangerousness of the patient, which
typically involves exploring acute stressors and understand-
ing the true meaning behind suicidal threats and statements.
Acute suicidal risk in BPD is elevated by active comorbid sub-
stance abuse, a concurrent major depressive episode, and in-
terpersonal stressors, including the loss or perceived loss of
support (see case vignette).32,33 As with any suicide-risk as-
sessment, the treater should explore with the patient any in-
tense wishes to be dead, as well as any specific suicidal plans.

Regardless of the ultimate disposition, and no matter
how recurrent the behavior, treaters must always respond
initially with concern, attempting to rapidly build an alli-
ance with the patient to further a reasonable and safer out-
come. The frequent phenomenon of BPD patients desiring
an inpatient admission despite the lack of objective risk fac-
tors can fatigue and frustrate providers, and may trigger
360 www.harvardreviewofpsychiatry.org
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unnecessary inpatient admissions or protracted ED stays.
It is important to be aware that there is no evidence that
such admissions reduce suicide risk or contribute to a better
long-term prognosis.

Although liability is naturally a concernwhen dealing with
a group of patients for whom suicidal thoughts, attempts, and
completions are frequent, there are ways in which risk can be
reduced. One essential method involves collaborative com-
munications with others in completing a thorough safety
assessment. Speaking with family members and other sup-
ports who can provide additional information is useful
and can inform a safety plan. Additionally, in the psychiat-
ric ED, providers often have opportunities to make collab-
orative decisions with colleagues and, for trainees, with
supervisors. Consultation with other ED team members and
supervisors can reduce provider anxiety, assist in lightening
the decision-making burden, and strengthen confidence in
the disposition plan. At times, patients may protest or refuse
to allow ED staff to contact others to collect additional infor-
mation. However, when the patient raises the true potential
for suicide, such communications are not at the patient’s dis-
cretion (see case vignette). Procuring collateral information
greatly decreases the liability risk and helps optimize care.

Frequent visits by the BPD patient to the psychiatric ED
often indicate that the outpatient treatment is not working,
thus making consultation and collaboration with the out-
patient providers all the more crucial. With particularly
high utilizers of psychiatric ED services, a treatment plan
should be established in conjunction with the outpatient
providers. This plan could then be kept in the patient’s
chart to support a more cohesive and less inconsistent ap-
proach to the patient’s future care.

Another method of reducing liability is to recognize any
excessive countertransference enactments, which can result
in unnecessary involuntary hospitalizations due to feelings
of anxiety or anger, or in premature discharges or dis-
missals of the patient’s complaints due to feelings of help-
lessness and frustration.

In the aftermath of a suicide attempt or self-injurious be-
havior, a “chain analysis” of the events and emotions that
led to the behavior is helpful in understanding the acute
risk factors.34 This process can illuminate the etiology of
stressors and resultant behaviors, and contribute to problem-
solving strategies to prevent recurrences (see case vignette).22

Reminding the patient of the (likely) interpersonal stressors
triggering the crisis is important, as is actively engaging
the patient in generating a “safety plan,” which would in-
clude how to avoid or reduce future crises, whom to contact
(and not to contact) when feeling vulnerable, and mitigation
of risk by locking up medications and securing or disposing
of weapons. Ideally, the family and outpatient providers
would be involved in this process. If the ultimate disposition
is discharge home, one might even invite more worrisome
patients back to the psychiatric ED for scheduled return
visits if timely and adequate outpatient treatment cannot
Volume 24 • Number 5 • September/October 2016
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Text Box 2
Medication Guidelines for Treating BPD in the

Emergency Department

DO Engage in psychoeducation about the role of
medications in BPD

Use medications to reduce agitation when danger
to self or others is present

Use medications to reduce anxiety interfering with
a thorough assessment*

Attempt verbal de-escalation before resorting to the
use of a calming medication

Emphasize psychosocial interventions as the
mainstay of treatment, and frame medications as
adjunctive at best

DON’T Present medications as the treatment of choice for
BPD symptoms

Use medications in a hostile or punitive fashion

Offer medicationswithout explaining to the patient
why you are doing so

Make recommendations regarding the patient’s
medications without collaborating with his or her
outpatient providers

Significantly change medication regimens in the
acute crisis setting

*Benzodiazepines, if prescribed, should be given in small amounts and
presented as short-term interventions.

Borderline Personality Disorder in the Emergency Department
be arranged. Having staff place follow-up phone calls may
also be useful.

If the BPD patient does not have an outside provider, the
challenges of finding community-based treaters or other sup-
ports in a timely fashion create additional safety risks. Some
communities have disposition options such as partial hospital
or even residential treatment facilities, but waiting lists or
high costs of care may present barriers to access. When no
care plan has been established, or when the acute risk is ele-
vated above and beyond the chronic safety risk, inpatient hos-
pitalization may well be the best and safest option—even
when, from a longer-term perspective, it may not ultimately
be helpful.35 In such cases, after the decision has been made
to hospitalize, an interactive discussion can be initiated to ex-
plain the short-term nature of the intervention and to help
prepare the patient for life after discharge.

Psychopharmacology
There are no U.S. Food and Drug Administration–approved
medications for the treatment of BPD, and no medication for
its symptoms has been shown to be significantly or consistently
effective.36 However, BPD patients who present to the psychi-
atric ED with acute agitation or anxiety frequently receive
medications (mostly benzodiazepines or antipsychotics).1 Be-
cause of time constraints, a careful, supportive, one-on-one in-
tervention by a staff member is often not immediately possible,
and patients’ behavior can present a danger to themselves or to
ED staff, or can interfere with conducting an adequate assess-
ment. In such cases, the use of medications is indicated.

That said, using medications to treat BPD in the EDmay be
harmful and can reinforce the behavior of utilizing the ED for
temporary symptom relief. Medications should be adminis-
tered only with the explicit provision that the patient appears
unable to participate in a thorough assessment or is being dis-
ruptive. Patients should be informed, however, that reliance on
medications is rarely beneficial in the long run and that they of-
ten have adverse side effects (see case vignette). Furthermore,
changing BPD patients’ medications is not advised while they
are in crisis—and certainly not without discussing such
changes with their outpatient providers (see Text Box 2).

Often a show of support and validation can go a long
way to calming an agitated or anxious patient in the
ED, thus reducing the need for medications. In addition,
efforts to manage situational stressors can help stabilize
agitation without subjecting patients to the possible ad-
verse effects of medications, such as further disinhibition
with benzodiazepines.

Family Involvement
While many BPD patients lack a supportive network of re-
lationships, many have romantic partners or families with
whom conflicts and difficulties are common. Skillfully ad-
dressing these relationships in the psychiatric ED is impor-
tant, as loved ones often are confused and frustrated, have
no clear sense of the patient’s diagnosis, and do not know
Harvard Review of Psychiatry
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how to be of most help and to avoid exacerbating the pa-
tient’s distress. It is usually best to start with psychoeducation
about the diagnosis and its prognosis, origins, and treatabil-
ity. Next, recommending several guidelines can be helpful.
One is to “go slowly”—an explicit acknowledgment that
change can be difficult to achieve in BPD and that realistic,
achievable goals need to be set in collaboration with the pa-
tient. Additional recommendations are to “keep cool” (de-
spite the patient’s emotional lability and anger), to maintain
home-life routines, and to discuss “light” issues (lest all dis-
cussions surround the patient’s crises and associated
drama). The clinician can also remind the family that, while
the patient’s self-destructive behaviors should never be ig-
nored, staying calm and not overreacting are crucial. Empha-
sizing the benefits of collaboration between the family and
the patient’s treatment team is also important. Easily accessible
guidelines are available and can be provided to families in the
ED, to be used as a home resource.37
CASE VIGNETTE
The following case is a composite and is not based on a real
patient. The case will have decision points, with several possi-
ble responses. The reader is asked to consider each response
in terms of its level of helpfulness. Each possible response will
be followed by a brief comment.
www.harvardreviewofpsychiatry.org 361
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Mary, a 21-year-old female undergraduate college
student presents for the third time in a month to
the psychiatric ED, with an increase in self-injurious
behaviors, including cutting the words “hopeless”
and “death” into her arms and legs. Her chief com-
plaint is “depression,” and she says she is depressed
because everyone hates her and she cannot trust any-
one. After waiting for 30 minutes, she starts yelling
in the waiting room, “When is anyone going to talk
to me, I’m suicidal!” A nurse quickly shuttles her into
an interview room. Mary says she feels agitated and
states, “I can’t go home, I just don’t know what I
might do.” Further questions by the nurse result in re-
peated statements of “I don’t want to talk about it.”
Decision Point 1: Responses and Comments
In response to the patient’s distress you
A. ask her if she would like a medication to calm her agita-

tion. Although a medication could calm her nerves, you
have not yet explored together the steps that would help
her to calm herself, an important skill for BPD patients
to learn. Excessive or unnecessary medications can rein-
forceMary’s sense that she cannot control her own emo-
tions, and can also reinforce her sense of helplessness.
Likewise, reinforcing the idea that a medication can help
when she is in crisis could lead to expectations that med-
ications are the answer to her troubles—which is unlikely
to be the case, given the weak evidence base for medi-
cations in BPD.

B. do a comprehensive suicide-risk assessment. While a
suicide-risk assessment is appropriate at some point,
it would be ill timed at this juncture and could poten-
tially focus her attention on her suicidality and distract
from examining possible interpersonal crises that are
likely contributory.

C. arrange for inpatient hospitalization.At this point, when
the true meaning of her suicidal statements has not
been discussed, arranging inpatient hospitalization is
premature. A decision to hospitalize based on an in-
complete assessment could undermine the patient’s self-
reliance and could reinforce the patient’s perception that,
rather than engaging in active problem solving, she
should rely on hospitalization to cope with crises.

D. say that you’re not sure what she means by “I just don’t
know what I might do,” and that she will need to ex-
plain more in order for you to help her. Inquiring about
the meaning of the patient’s statements allows for her
active involvement in the treatment process and af-
fords her the opportunity to reflect on her emotional
state. BPD patients must know that the clinician is
not omniscient and cannot know how best to help
without the patient’s active participation.

With further investigation, Mary discloses that yester-
day she discovered that her boyfriend cheated on her, which
www.harvardreviewofpsychiatry.org
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evoked memories of past partners’ infidelities. She says, “See,
you can’t trust people, they will always stab you in the back.
I might as well just be lonely for the rest of my life or kill my-
self.” She reveals a long history of both cutting and suicide
attempts, mostly by overdose. As you ask more about her his-
tory, she says, “I guess it’s the bipolar kicking in. My mood
has been all over the place.” She adds she was previously di-
agnosed with bipolar disorder because of her unstable mood;
upon further questioning, however, it is clear she lacks a his-
tory of distinct episodes meeting the criteria for mania or
hypomania. She says, “Nothing helps, I’ve tried every medi-
cation out there, and none of them work.” She thinks that
shemay be a hopeless case, and doubts that shewill meet any-
one to love her. She cuts herself often, denies that it is a sui-
cidal act, and says that it is “therapeutic.” She pulls up her
sleeves to show her arms, and begins to cry uncontrollably.

Decision Point 2: Responses and Comments
With this further history in hand, you
A. ask if anyone has ever brought up the possibility of BPD.

Given that she does not experience distinct manic or
hypomanic episodes and that her crises occur in the con-
text of interpersonal stressors, her mood instability may
more likely reflect BPD. Moreover, the presentation of
self-injurious behaviors, interpersonally driven crises, and
fears of aloneness make the BPD diagnosis quite clear.
Given that the history-taking process has just begun,
however, broaching the subject of a misdiagnosis here
may derail efforts to build an alliance. There may be a
future opportunity to further discuss her diagnosis.

B. emphasize the primary task of controlling her self-injurious
behaviors. Understanding the nature of her cutting be-
havior is important, but she has already reported that it
is nonsuicidal in nature, which diminishes the impor-
tance of discussing it at this time. For many BPD pa-
tients, cutting does not equate to a suicidal act, and can
sometimes be self-soothing.

C. underscore the importance of connecting her relation-
ship troubles with her current self-harm behaviors
and increased suicidality. Often, an interpersonal
event precipitates the crisis leading to the BPD pa-
tient’s ED visit. Focusing the discussion on how her
relationship problems have acutely affected her mood
and led to increased suicidal thoughts and self-injuri-
ous behaviors is most relevant at this point. It is best
not to be distracted by other issues, as it is almost certain
that her feeling rejected and devalued directly triggered
her crisis and thus her ED visit.

D. advise the patient that you will attempt to speak to her
outpatient providers.Communicating with her outpa-
tient treaters is necessary and crucial for adequate deci-
sion making. The ED clinician should not belabor this
point, so as not to distract from the emerging narrative.

E. tell her she seems upset, and emphasize the importance of
getting support around her difficulties. This is essential.
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Statements like these can help the BPD patient feel that
the clinician is caring and concerned. A sterile, distant ap-
proach would likely further the patient’s sense of aban-
donment and loneliness.

Attempts to contact the patient’s outpatient therapist and
psychiatrist were unsuccessful during previous visits to the
ED, but this time, her psychiatrist is reached. She has been di-
agnosed with bipolar disorder and major depressive disorder,
but a BPD diagnosis has not been disclosed, despite the pa-
tient meeting criteria. The psychiatrist explains, “I didn’t
want to upset her.” Nonetheless, Mary has recently started
weekly dialectical behavioral therapy, having been hospi-
talized seven times in the past year due to safety concerns,
only to present to the ED days or weeks after discharge in
yet another crisis. Her psychiatrist adds that Mary has tried
numerous medications in the past, including alprazolam,
buspirone, chlorpromazine, citalopram, escitalopram, flu-
oxetine, haloperidol, lithium, and paroxetine. Medication
trials have not controlled her mood lability and have often
caused adverse effects. The patient would like a medication
change (“something stronger”); she is now taking aripiprazole,
clonazepam, lamotrigine, quetiapine, trazodone, and valproic
acid. She has gained 30 pounds in the past six months. She
self-medicates with marijuana and alcohol, and has a history
of a DUI. Her psychiatrist says that he is hopeless that the pa-
tient will ever get better. After finishing your conversation with
the psychiatrist, you return to your interview with Mary.
She looks weary and tells you, “My boyfriend just texted
me. He keeps saying he wants me in his life. I don’t know
what to do with him.”

Decision Point 3: Responses and Comments
After speaking to the patient’s outpatient psychiatrist, you:
A. inquire about her substance use. The timing and nature

of this evaluation should be carefully considered, as sub-
stance abuse can be a symptom of BPD, and focusing on
it too heavily may distract from the core issues. Never-
theless, she needs to be educated that abuse of substances
can exacerbate self-harm and emotional dysregulation.
In addition, she should be informed that several of her
medications can interact dangerously with alcohol.

B. say you can understandwhy she feels that way about her
boyfriend. You yourself have been cheated on in the
past, and it hurts. Measured self-disclosure is often help-
ful, as it can lead to the patient feeling more open to
talking freely. In this particular case, however, getting
too personal could encourage the patient’s hope for a
relationship that is not professional.

C. advise her to get her medications reevaluated. Although
a medication history is important to obtain, medications
should not be the focus in a BPD crisis. In the acute ED
setting, too much attention to medications can inter-
fere with expeditiously reaching a suitable disposition.
It took a long time to get Mary settled into her current
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medication regimen, and it will take a long time to change
it effectively. Those changes require implementation by
her outpatient providers. It is also unlikely that the pres-
ent, apparently short-term crisis can be solved by med-
ication changes. That said, it needs to be highlighted
that her symptoms have not been reduced by past med-
ications or present polypharmacy. She should be cau-
tioned that, given her symptomatology, medications are
often not significantly or consistently helpful, and that
they should be considered adjunctive to psychotherapy,
not the mainstay of treatment. Side effects are likely with
medications, and the stability of her relationships and
work life are far more important than her medication
regimen. The crucial point to communicate is that she
needs to more skillfully control her emotions rather than
to rely on medications to do so.

D. inquire more about her relationship, discuss recent events
in detail, and explore how things could be different in the
future. Again, maintaining focus on the discrete, recent
life events that led to her increased suicidal thoughts
and self-injurious behaviors is likely to be an efficient
strategy in the ED setting. Doing a “chain analysis” of
how she ended up in such distress can be helpful in
maintaining her active engagement and can serve as a
segue into possible safety planning.

E. discuss her current treatment and how she feels it is going.
Discovering more about Mary’s thoughts on her treat-
ment will help shape an adequate follow-up plan if she
is discharged to home. The patient’s multiple visits to the
psychiatric ED, along with repeated hospitalizations, indi-
cate that the outpatient treatment has not been effective—
perhaps because of the reliance on medications or other
variables. Given the challenges of treating BPD in the
outpatient setting, recurrent visits may afford opportu-
nities for further discussion and for collaboration with
her outpatient clinicians, particularly about the ineffi-
cacy and dangers of polypharmacy in treating BPD.

Upon more discussion of the current crisis, the patient dis-
closes that her boyfriend is and always has been unsupportive
and emotionally abusive; it seems she frequently falls into
these types of relationships. She says she feels somewhat
calmer and wonders whether her problems have less to do
with bipolar disorder and more to do with her relationships
with others. She reveals that she had been “hearing voices”
telling her to kill herself but that they have now quieted
down. She hears these voices when feeling upset, and they
are derogatory in nature. She feels like “a screw-up” and
asks what she should do at this point. You both agree that
her parents should be contacted. When speaking to them
on the telephone, they indicate that they are not surprised
their daughter is in the ED. They have been concerned
about the volatility of her relationship with her boyfriend.
They say that while she has taken “serious overdoses” in
the past, most of her suicide attempts involve “only a few
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pills” and have not required medical treatment. They have
wavered between a “tough love” approach, which included
ordering her to get a job, and more gentle communication,
which usually requires that they “walk on eggshells,” reluc-
tant to upset her further. They have already spent consider-
able money paying for her treatment, and feel that they
should give up on finding a “cure.”

Decision Point 4: Responses and Comments
Given the parents’ reports, which better inform your under-
standing of the patient, you
A. review the criteria for BPD and ask her if she feels that

it fits. She has provided an entrée into a discussion of
BPD, and as noted, psychoeducation about the diagnosis
may help explain themystery ofwhy past treatments have
failed. Discussing BPD here could also help focus her
expectations, trigger insight into her emotions and be-
haviors, and engender a feeling of hope for the future.
“Officially” giving her the diagnosis of BPD is prema-
ture if she objects to it, but her consideration of possible
BPD might more reasonably inform her expectations
and treatment.

B. discuss her relationship with her parents. Her relation-
ship with her parents is likely to be stressful but also
important to her success, particularly because of her cur-
rent financial dependence on them. Emphasizing and
normalizing that the relationship may be difficult for
many reasons—and due to the behaviors of both parties—
is important. It may be helpful to underscore that noth-
ing is “all their fault” or “all her fault,” that responsibility
for missteps can be shared, and that dysfunctional inter-
personal behaviors can be modified through training and
practice. Mary’s parents can also be given basic guidelines
on how to interact with her, which may prove helpful.36

C. ask her what she thinks will help at this point. It is impor-
tant to encourage BPD patients to think for themselves,
particularly if their affect is regulated enough for them
to reason. Asking this type of open-ended question here
affords her an opportunity to more actively participate
in her own treatment, and can help foster a sense of agency
and self-reliance.

D. engage the patient in a detailed discussion about her
suicidality and whether or not she should again be hospi-
talized. Throughout the interview you have assessed her
safety. Imposing further discussion of suicide now, after
she has indicated to you that she has moved away from
active suicidal thoughts, would be a reflection of your own
anxiety. Differentiating between suicidal statements and
true suicidal intent is essential. You have presumably done
so without overreacting, reinforcing the use of suicidal-
ity as a cry for help, or introducing hospitalization.

After reviewing the criteria for BPD with you, the patient
says that it “sounds like me” and seems to more fitting than
bipolar disorder. She feels that she can contact her parents
364 www.harvardreviewofpsychiatry.org
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should her suicidality increase, and she reasserts that her cut-
ting behavior was intended to reduce her “emotional pain”
and not to kill herself. She says that she cannot promise to
stop cutting herself but that she feels safe going home. Her
psychiatrist agrees to see her in several days.

Decision Point 5: Responses and Comments
In order to wrap up the case, you
A. reinforce the value of continuing treatment, telling her

that things can get better and that she can become her
own agent of change in her moods, behaviors, and rela-
tionships. Expecting positive change and communicat-
ing that expectation to the BPD patient can help reduce
feelings of hopelessness. It is also important to under-
score the patient’s need to participate in her own recov-
ery, both in sessions with her providers and in her life
outside of treatment.

B. ask her what changes she can make to help life be more
palatable. Actively exploring specific and concrete ways
in which she can mitigate future crises by reducing inter-
personal stressors is paramount in this discussion.

C. encourage a consultation from a new psychiatrist, one
with more expertise treating BPD.Care should be taken
not to undermine Mary’s relationship with her current
providers if she appears to be attached to them. For
now, it may be sufficient that you have already spoken
with her current psychiatrist about her medications
and the BPD diagnosis, and that you have also consulted
with her family.

D. write up a “safety plan.” A safety plan, especially if pro-
duced by the patient, while not necessarily a meaningful
contract, can help to emphasize coping strategies to use
when feeling unstable. The plan serves as a concrete doc-
ument to refer towhen the patient is overwrought, and it
can inform helpful action steps in a future crisis. Ideally,
such a plan would be created in conjunction with the
outpatient team and the BPD patient’s family.

DISCUSSION
Given the numerous challenges of managing patients with
BPD in the psychiatric ED setting, a practical and effective ap-
proach is needed. The psychiatric ED has become a crucial
part of the mental health system, acting as a bridge between
outpatient and inpatient services and as a third treatment set-
ting, particularly for recurrent visitors, of whomBPD patients
are among the most frequent. Each visit can be seen as an op-
portunity to reinforce Good Psychiatric Management princi-
ples to bolster the outpatient treatment, and could potentially
lead to a reduction of future ED visits, suicidal behavior, and
hospitalizations. The principles outlined here reflect a ratio-
nal, informed approach to treating and thinking about BPD
patients, but they have not been empirically tested in the psy-
chiatric ED setting. Further research would be helpful in de-
termining if the implementation of these principles actually
leads to improved outcomes.
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Borderline Personality Disorder in the Emergency Department
Training staff in GPM of borderline personality disorder
may contribute to a more uniformly educated team of pro-
viders, and can engender hopeful, less stigma-driven treat-
ment, grounded in a knowledge base rather than conjecture.
This approach leads, in turn, to the crucial psychoeducation
of patients and their families. Although psychiatric ED pro-
viders typically operate under time pressure that precludes ex-
tensive discussions or that might be taken to militate against
the use of GPM principles, the clinician’s use of those princi-
ples may ultimately save time and serve to avoid common pit-
falls that can prolong the ED visit. In particular, focusing on
interpersonal crises, maintaining an active therapeutic stance,
and employing a rational and collaborative approach to eval-
uating suicide risk may help to clarify the impetus for the ED
visit, hasten development of a therapeutic alliance, and aid in
disposition decisions.

In conclusion, the psychiatric ED setting, despite its
challenges, affords excellent opportunities for improving
the care of BPD patients. Providing psychoeducation to pa-
tients and families, emphasizing the role that interpersonal
stressors play in patients’ crises, and adopting an active and
authentic approach to patients are crucial tools in the eval-
uation and management of the BPD patient in crisis. Con-
sistent use of these principles can also lead to an increase
in the BPD patient’s self-reliance and sense of hope. The
ED is often viewed simply as a holding chamber or an acute
triage setting, but if, by employing these principles, ED staff
can approach BPD patients in a caring, informed, and prac-
tical manner, the ED can become a forum for meaningful,
long-lasting interventions.

Declaration of interest: The author reports no conflicts of in-
terest. The author alone is responsible for the content and
writing of the article.

The author acknowledges Drs. Lois W. Choi-Kain, John G.
Gunderson, and Kenneth R. Silk for their wisdom, sup-
port, guidance, and editorial comments in composing this
manuscript.
REFERENCES
1. Pascual JC, Córcoles D, Castaño J, et al. Hospitalization and

pharmacotherapy for borderline personality disorder in a psy-
chiatric emergency service. Psychiatr Serv 2007;58:1199–204.

2. Boggild AK, Heisel MJ, Links PS. Social, demographic, and
clinical factors related to disruptive behaviour in hospital.
Can J Psychiatry 2004;49:114–8.

3. Chaput YJ, Lebel MJ. Demographic and clinical profiles of pa-
tients who make multiple visits to psychiatric emergency ser-
vices. Psychiatr Serv 2007;58:335–41.

4. Pasic J, Russo J, Roy-Byrne P. High utilizers of psychiatric emer-
gency services. Psychiatr Serv 2005;56:678–84.

5. Sullivan PF, Bulik CM, Forman SD,Mezzich JE. Characteristics
of repeat users of a psychiatric emergency service. Hosp Com-
munity Psychiatry 1993;44:376–80.
Harvard Review of Psychiatry

Copyright © 2016 President and Fellows of Harvard Colle
6. Peterson LG, Bongar B. Repetitive suicidal crises: characteristics
of repeating versus nonrepeating suicidal visitors to a psychiatric
emergency service. Psychopathology 1990;23:136–45.

7. Zanarini MC, Frankenburg FR, Dubo ED, et al. Axis I comor-
bidity of borderline personality disorder. Am J Psychiatry
1998;155:1733–9.

8. Beresin E, Gordon C. Emergency ward management of the bor-
derline patient. Gen Hosp Psychiatry 1981;3:237–44.

9. Perlmutter RA. The borderline patient in the emergency depart-
ment: an approach to evaluation and management. Psychiatr Q
1982;54:190–7.

10. Hazlett SB, McCarthy ML, Londner MS, Onyike CU. Epidemi-
ology of adult psychiatric visits to US emergency departments.
Acad Emerg Med 2004;11:193–5.

11. American College of Emergency Physicians. ACEP psychiatric and
substance abuse survey 2008. http://www.acep.org/uploadedFiles/
ACEP/Advocacy/federal_issues/PsychiatricBoardingSummary.pdf

12. Nicks BA, Manthey DM. The impact of psychiatric patient
boarding in emergency departments. Emerg Med Int 2012;
2012:360308.

13. Gabbard GO, Wilkinson SM. Management of countertrans-
ference with borderline patients. Washington, DC: American
Psychiatric Press, 1994.

14. Gutheil TG. Suicide, suicide litigation, and borderline personal-
ity disorder. J Pers Disord 2004;18:248–56.

15. Sansone RA, Sansone LA. Responses of mental health clinicians
to patients with borderline personality disorder. Innov Clin
Neurosci 2013;10:39–43.

16. Bodner E, Cohen-Fridel S, Iancu I. Staff attitudes toward pa-
tients with borderline personality disorder. Compr Psychiatry
2011;52:548–55.

17. Commons Treloar AJ, Lewis AJ. Professional attitudes towards
deliberate self-harm in patients with borderline personality dis-
order. Aust N Z J Psychiatry 2008;42:578–84.

18. Putnam KM, Silk KR. Emotion dysregulation and the develop-
ment of borderline personality disorder. Dev Psychopathol
2005;17:899–925.

19. Zanarini MC, Frankenburg FR. Emotional hypochondriasis,
hyperbole, and the borderline patient. J Psychother Pract Res
1994;3:25–36.

20. Heap J, Silk KR. Personality disorders. In: Berlin JS, Fishkind A,
Glick RL, Zeller SL, eds. Emergency psychiatry: principles and
practice. Philadelphia: Lippincott, Williams & Wilkins, 2008:
265–76.

21. AviramRB, Brodsky BS, Stanley B. Borderline personality disor-
der, stigma, and treatment implications. Harv Rev Psychiatry
2006;14:249–56.

22. Gunderson JG, Links PS. Handbook of Good Psychiatric Man-
agement for borderline personality disorder. Arlington, VA:
American Psychiatric Publishing, 2014.

23. McMain SF, Guimond T, Streiner DL, et al. Dialectial behavioral
therapy compared with general psychiatric management for bor-
derline personality disorder: clinical outcomes and functioning
over a 2-year follow-up. Am J Psychiatry 2012;169:650–61.

24. Zanarini MC, Frankenburg FR, Reich DB, Fitzmaurice G. At-
tainment and stability of sustained symptomatic remission and
recovery among patients with borderline personality disorder
and axis II comparison subjects: a 16-year prospective follow-up
study. Am J Psychiatry 2012;169:476–83.

25. Keuroghlian AS, Palmer BA, Choi-Kain LW, et al. The effect
of attending Good Psychiatric Management (GPM) workshops
on attitudes toward patients with borderline personality disor-
der. J Pers Disord 2015;25 Jun [Epub ahead of print].

26. ZanariniMC, Frankenburg FR. A preliminary, randomized trial
of psychoeducation for women with borderline personality dis-
order. J Pers Disord 2008;22:284–90.
www.harvardreviewofpsychiatry.org 365

ge. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.

http://www.acep.org/uploadedFiles/ACEP/Advocacy/federal_issues/PsychiatricBoardingSummary.pdf
http://www.acep.org/uploadedFiles/ACEP/Advocacy/federal_issues/PsychiatricBoardingSummary.pdf
http://


V. Hong
27. Gunderson JG, Stout RL,McGlashan TH, et al. Ten-year course
of borderline personality disorder: psychopathology and func-
tion from the Collaborative Longitudinal Personality Disorders
study. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2011;68:827–37.

28. Torgersen S, Lygren S, Oien PA, et al. A twin study of personality
disorders. Compr Psychiatry 2000;41:416–25.

29. Schulze L, Schmahl C, Niedtfeld I. Neural correlates of dis-
turbed emotion processing in borderline personality disorder: a
multimodal meta-analysis. Biol Psychiatry 2016;79:97–106.

30. Gunderson JG, Lyons-Ruth K. BPD’s interpersonal hypersensi-
tivity phenotype: a gene-environment-developmental model.
J Pers Disord 2008;22:22–41.

31. Zaheer J, Links PS, Liu E. Assessment and emergency manage-
ment of suicidality in personality disorders. Psychiatr Clin North
Am 2008;31:527–43.
366 www.harvardreviewofpsychiatry.org

Copyright © 2016 President and Fellows of Harvard College. U
32. ComtoisKA, LinehanMM.Psychosocial treatments of suicidal be-
haviors: a practice-friendly review. JClin Psychol 2006;62:161–70.

33. Black DW, Blum N, Pfohl B, Hale N. Suicidal behavior in bor-
derline personality disorder: prevalence, risk factors, prediction,
and prevention. J Pers Disord 2004;18:226–39.

34. Linehan MM. DBT skills training manual. 2nd ed. New York:
Guilford, 2015.

35. Paris J. Is hospitalization useful for suicidal patients with border-
line personality disorder? J Pers Disord 2004;18:240–7.

36. Silk KR. The process of managing medications in patients with
borderline personality disorder. J Psychiatr Pract 2011;17:311–9.

37. Gunderson JG, Berkowitz C. Family connections: borderline
personality disorder family guidelines. 2016. http://www.
borderlinepersonalitydisorder.com/family-connections/family-
guidelines/
Volume 24 • Number 5 • September/October 2016

nauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.

http://www.borderlinepersonalitydisorder.com/family-connections/family-guidelines/
http://www.borderlinepersonalitydisorder.com/family-connections/family-guidelines/
http://www.borderlinepersonalitydisorder.com/family-connections/family-guidelines/
http://

