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fact, we are striking that provision and | think that was the
maj or objection ' to the bill. go the anendments in the white
copy do not contain that controversial section. The other major
changes fromthe original green copy of the bill places th
adm ni stration of t hi s program under Probation rather than t%e
Crinme Commi ssion.  \Wy Probation'? It seemed to us, after
visit ing with judges who have the primary responsibility, of
course, of determining where these young people go, that this
nore closely ties this continuumof services to the courts and
the services provided could be more adequately provided b
Probation wi thout buil ding another whole direct Service entlt%//
out there in the field, particularly when you get in i{he areas
of intensive probation and diversion. It seemed to us the
judges were confortable with Probation because of the tie to the
court and the court is the one using these services and it just
seemedt o be a |ogical move to make. we did elininate a
requirenent for a Local Juvenile Services Conmi ssion. We had
originally set up this comm ssion and said you need to have a
whol e range of community representatives on the comm ssion
agai n, recognizing that nost of the people you' re going to want
onthis are very busypeople. |f you're in a rural area, they
soneti nes are sone di stance apart, very, very difficult to bring
those fol ks together. and so, to substitute for that |anguage,
we simply said you have to demonstrate you paye
interdisciplinary conmunity-w de support and that can be done Y)y
provi di ng | etters or resolutions gr whatever. Our main
obj ection here is we don't want anybody going off and doing pig
or her own thing. It has to be a comunity driven effort with
peoPI_e in the conmunity behind it. There's also a change ip
applicant. The original version of the bill required the county
to apply for the grant with the local. juvenile seryice
commi ssion preparing the plan and when we elimnated those Yocasl
juvenile services comm ssions, we had to make it ossible for
some entity other than the county to nake an application.

now other eligible applicants could be any community-based

organization or agency, a community team a poljtical
subdi vi sion, a school district or a federally-recognized gr
state-recognized |ndian team | think that probably, 54ain

makes the bill nore flexible and nore adaptable to what is in
fact, a very diverse state. And, finally, wecreated an

Advisory Conmittee to Probation, referred to as the Juvenile
Services Grant Committee for the purposes of review ng grant

applications and making recommendations to the Probation
Admi ni strator. The comm ttee would also set standards for

programs and would serve as a pechanism for coordinating the
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