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Bill #:
HB0115
Title:   Revise laws governing commitments to


boot camp and Department of  


Corrections


Primary

Sponsor:  
Dan McGee
Status:
As introduced
__________________________________________________
_________________________________________________

Sponsor signature

Date
Dave Lewis, Budget Director
 Date 
Fiscal Summary




FY2000
FY2001




Difference
Difference
Expenditures:


General Fund
$200,000
$200,000



State Special Revenue
22,560
22,560

Revenue:

State Special Revenue
$22,560
$22,560

Net Impact on General Fund Balance:
($200,000)
($200,000)

Yes     No

Yes    No


X      Significant Local Gov. Impact
X                  Technical Concerns



  X    Included in the Executive Budget

X
          Significant Long- 




                      
Term Impacts

________________________________________________________________________________________

Fiscal Analysis

ASSUMPTIONS:

1. A court’s use of the sentencing option outlined in Section 1 cannot be predicted; therefore any cost and/or savings associated with this option cannot be estimated.,

2. Sections 3 and 12 of the bill include an appropriation of $200,000 each year to pay the costs associated with a probation violator prison diversion program.  This would pay for the placements in county jails and the associated program evaluation costs.  This cost could be offset by the savings due to diversion of offenders from prison incarceration; however, the savings cannot be estimated.

3. The Department of Corrections (DOC) anticipates receipts of $22,560 each fiscal year from increased supervision fees for the following services: Intensive Supervision Program (ISP) phase one supervision from $10 to $30/month, ISP phase two and phase three $10 to $20/month, and extended supervision from $10 to $20/month.  In calculating the supervision fee revenue increase, the DOC assumed that the collection rate would remain consistent with FY 1998.  The fiscal note assumes that these supervisory fees will not be affected by CI-75 because they are exempt as restitution charges paid to the state.

FISCAL IMPACT:




FY2000
FY2001





Difference
Difference

Expenditures:
Operating Expenses
$222,560
$222,560


Funding:
General Fund (01)
$200,000
$200,000

State Special Revenue (02)
22,560
22,560
     TOTAL

$222,560
$222,560

Revenues:
State Special Revenue (02)
$22,560
$22,560

Net Impact to Fund Balance (Revenue minus Expenditure):
General Fund (01) 
($200,000)
($200,000)

TECHNICAL NOTES:

Need confirmation that the supervisory fees in Section 8 probably are not subject to CI-75 because they are restitution charges paid to the state.
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