Local Mandate Fiscal Impact Estimate

Kentucky Legislative Research Commission
2011 Regular Session

     
Part I:  Measure Information

	Bill Request #:
	881


	Bill #:
	HB 240


	Bill Subject/Title:
	AN ACT relating to restraining orders upon conviction of a sexual offense. 


	Sponsor:
	Rep. Arnold Simpson


	Unit of Government:
	x
	City
	x
	County
	x
	Urban-County

	
	x
	Charter County
	x
	Consolidated Local
	x
	Unified Local Government


	Office(s) Impacted
	Local law enforcement, local jails 


	Requirement:
	 
	Mandatory
	X
	Optional


	Effect on
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Powers & Duties
	 
	Modifies Existing
	x
	Adds New
	 
	Eliminates Existing


Part II:  Purpose and Mechanics
HB 240 creates a new section of KRS Chapter 510 to provide that a verdict of guilty or a plea to a sex offender felony, other than indecent exposure, shall operate as an automatic application for a restraining order by the victim. The defendant may request a hearing prior to issuing the restraining order. The order may limit or prohibit contact between the defendant and the victim.
If a person violates a restraining order issued under HB 240, then that person shall be guilty of a Class A misdemeanor.       

Part III:  Fiscal Explanation, Bill Provisions, and Estimated Cost
The fiscal impact of HB 240 on local governments is expected to be minimal. 

Local governments are responsible for the cost of incarcerating an individual who does not make bail when charged with a Class A misdemeanor as well as an individual convicted of the offense. While the expense of housing inmates may vary widely by jail, each additional inmate will increase facility costs by an estimated average of $31.34 per day.  

The number of cases constituting a crime under HB 240 is expected to be small, but not insignificant. Therefore, the costs borne by local governments are expected to be minimal. However, consideration should be given to the cumulative impact of all bills that increase jail costs.      

	Data Source(s):
	LRC Staff; Department of Correctiosn; Jailers Association; Auditor's Office
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