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SUBJECT/TITLE
DNA Testing of Felons

SPONSOR
Rep. Brent Yonts

MANDATE SUMMARY

Unit of Government:

City;
X
County;
X
Urban County Government

Program/

Office(s) Impacted:
 Jails

Requirement:
X
Mandatory

Optional

Effect on

Powers & Duties
X
Modifies Existing
X
Adds New

Eliminates Existing

PURPOSE/MECHANICS

HB 33 would expand mandatory DNA testing from only those felons convicted of a sex crime or incest, to all persons convicted of a felony after the effective date of this act.  DNA testing could be conducted either through a blood sample; oral swab; or other, noninvasive procedure.

FISCAL EXPLANATION/BILL PROVISIONS
ESTIMATED COST

The impact of House Bill 33 is indeterminable, but is expected to be substantial.  A number of county jails house state prisoners convicted of Class D and Class C felonies.  Additionally, county jails often serve for the entry point for other felons convicted of more serious offenses until those prisoners can be placed in a state institution.  Due to space constraints, these more serious felons may serve several months of their sentence at the county jail before being transferred to a state institution.  The Department of Corrections reported the current population of felons housed in county jails at 3,630.  It may be expected that those Class D and Class C felons serving their sentence at the county jails, and other felons serving the initial period of their incarceration in county jails while awaiting transfer to a state institution, would have samples taken for DNA testing while housed in county jails.

House Bill 33 provides several alternative methods for collecting DNA samples.  Officials with the state DNA database, however, report that such a large influx of DNA samples, in addition to their on-going demands for criminal investigations, would likely require the implementation of a robotic system to handle the large number of DNA tests required.  Officials also reported that the preferred sampling method for robotic systems would be a blood sample.

County jail officials reported that they do not have staff qualified to draw blood samples on site.  Jail officials indicated they would incur costs to transport prisoners to a facility qualified to draw blood samples, and to maintain appropriate supervision of the inmates while they were outside the confines of the jail.  Additionally, jail officials indicated that they were concerned that the statute did not specify who would pay for the procedure of drawing the sample.  While the state currently reimburses county jails for housing state prisoners, jail officials were concerned that the current reimbursement rate does not take into account the cost of transporting prisoners off-site, nor the cost for blood tests or other DNA sampling methods.
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