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2. Waiver of the 72-hour time period for the probable cause hearing can be 

accomplished by counsel and does not require a personal waiver from the client. 
 

3. Here, Bradley waived the 72-hour time period for his probable cause hearing by 
consenting to a hearing outside of the statutory time limit; thus, the court did not err 
in overruling his motion to dismiss on this basis. 
 

4. Section 632.483.5 does not preclude evidence of the MDT’s assessment.  Because the 
court excluded evidence of the MDT’s assessment under an improper legal analysis, 
we reverse and remand for further proceedings. 
 

Opinion by:  Karen King Mitchell, Judge June 17, 2014
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