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	SUBJECT/TITLE
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MANDATE SUMMARY

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

	X
X
	Charter County
	X
	Consolidated Local


Program/

	Office(s) Impacted:
	 Administrative body


	Requirement:
	X
	Mandatory
	
	Optional


Effect on

	Powers & Duties
	
	Modifies Existing
	X
	Adds New
	
	Eliminates Existing


PURPOSE/MECHANICS

HB 302 amends KRS 527.020 to permit carrying a concealed deadly weapon in a motor vehicle in any compartment or box regularly installed in the vehicle by its manufacturer, regardless of whether the compartment or box has no door or flop or is locked, unlocked, or has no locking mechanism.
	FISCAL EXPLANATION/BILL PROVISIONS
	ESTIMATED COST


The fiscal impact of HB 302 on local government is expected to be nil to minimal. There could be a savings to local government by decriminalizing a behavior which currently carries a penalty. Additionally, there may be a small administrative cost to local government to amend an existing ordinance should there by one that conflicts with the bill's provisions.  
Carrying a concealed weapon is a Class A misdemeanor. If the defendant has been previously convicted of a felony in which a deadly weapon was used then it is a Class D felony. Since, local governments are responsible for incarcerating individuals charged with violating the provisions of KRS 527.020, the bill's provisions may lesson to a small degree the number of individuals charged and subsequently incarcerated by local government, resulting in a savigns to local governments.
It is not known if there are any local governments that have an ordinance in conflict with the provisions of this bill. However, if there is a conflict, the local government would be required to amend its ordinance. Costs would include the time and expense of repealing or revising an existing ordinance, advertising the revision in a local newspaper, placing the revision on the business docket for necessary action, and printing a revised list of ordinances. Municipalities periodically (at least every five years by state law) revise their ordinances to eliminate "redundant, obsolete, inconsistent, and invalid provisions.” The cost of this mandate would be less if the repeal or revision was done in conjunction with this periodic updating of ordinances. 
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