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SUBJECT/TITLE
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MANDATE SUMMARY

Unit of Government:
X
City;
X
County;
X
Urban County Government

Program/

Office(s) Impacted:
 Jails; Jailers; fiscal courts; city governments; peace officers and law enforcement offices

Requirement:
X
Mandatory

Optional

Effect on

Powers & Duties
X
Modifies Existing
X
Adds New

Eliminates Existing

PURPOSE/MECHANICS

The provisions of this bill which impact local governments most directly are identified below.

The bill creates a new section of KRS Chapter 15A which provides new statutory definitions of "youth alternative center" and provides that "Any county, urban-county, or charter county may apply to the Department of Juvenile Justice to construct, operate, or contract for the operation of a youth alternative center." (the bill provides that such centers will be nonsecure facilities and may be used for status offenders, public offenders, or youthful offenders, and provides other specifications and definitions of use.)

The bill contains provisions requiring that the existing Division of Educational services shall be responsible for "ensuring (new language) delivery of educational programs to incarcerated youth" and that each facility shall provide educational services to youth (currently, "adjudicated delinquents") who may be ordered by the court to remain in the juvenile detention facility for an indeterminate period.

New language ("approved by the Department of Juvenile Justice") is added to existing statutory language, or included in new language, used to define various forms of secure and nonsecure juvenile detention facilities.

Provisions of the bill limit the time and circumstances under which juveniles may be held in secure facilities.

The provisions of the bill add "youth alternative center" to the list of places to which an officer may bring  a child received or taken into custody.

The bill provides that, regarding evaluation and examination, " ...any county, judge/executive or chief executive of an urban-county or charter county government may enter into a contract on behalf of his or her county with the cabinet or the Department of Juvenile Justice for the furnishing of these services.

FISCAL EXPLANATION/BILL PROVISIONS
ESTIMATED COST

The fiscal impact is indeterminable and minimal to significant The bill contains provisions which add new statutory language requiring that juvenile facilities be "approved" by the Department of Juvenile Justice (DJJ). There is also similar new language requiring that staff of juvenile facilities "meet the qualifications" of the DJJ.

To the extent that county "intermittent holding facilities", or "youth alternative centers", or Juvenile holding facilities", or "juvenile facilities", or "youth alternative centers", or "secure juvenile detention facilities", or "alternative to detention programs"  do not meet DJJ approval criteria currently in place, or established through the provisions of this bill, such counties will be required to transport juveniles to facilities which are approved by the DJJ. Thus, there may be immediate transportation costs related to this legislation. 

There may be additional, more significant costs, if county juvenile facilities need to be built or upgraded to meet standards set by the DJJ for juvenile facilities and staff.

Finally, this bill's provisions, and other similar proposed legislation, limit the amount of time juveniles may be kept in secure detention. Secure detention for juveniles generally costs about $100 per day (depending on the facility, some portion of this cost is reimbursed). To the extent that the provisions of this bill reduce this time, there may be some reduction in county detention costs. On the other hand, the precise nature and cost of alternatives to secure detention, in specific counties and in individual circumstances, is indeterminable. In some cases it can be equal to (or greater than) secure detention facilities costs; in other cases, less.
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