
 

 

Council of Juvenile Services 

Proposed Meeting Agenda 
June 28, 2017 3:00 PM, CDT – June 29, 2017 11:30 AM, CDT 

Best Western Ramkota Hotel  

1400 8th Ave NW, Aberdeen, SD 57401 
 

Call in #: 1-866-410-8397 

Call in Passcode: 636 279 6441 
 

 

Wednesday, June 28, 2017 Dakota Room D 
 

  3:00 PM Welcome, Introductions, and Review Agenda (Chair Betty Oldenkamp) 

  

  3:10 PM Conflict of Interest Discussion and Disclosures (Chair Oldenkamp and Bridget 

Coppersmith) 

 

  3:20 PM  JDAI Update Presentation (Angie Collignon) 

 

  4:00 PM Young Voices Presentation 

 

  5:30 PM Recess  

 

  5:45 PM  Optional Tour of New Beginnings Center for CJS Members 
 

 

Thursday, June 29, 2017 Dakota Room D 
 

  8:30 AM Approval of March 2017 Meeting Minutes (Chair Oldenkamp) 
 

  8:40 AM Compliance Status and OJJDP Update (Bridget Coppersmith) 

 

  9:00 AM Budget Status Report (Bridget Coppersmith) 

 

  9:15 AM Subgrant Updates (Bridget Coppersmith and Heather Van Hunnik) 
 

  9:30 AM DOC Recommendations for Funding Delinquency Prevention Applications (Bridget 

Coppersmith) 
 

10:00 AM DOC Recommendations for Funding of Native American Programs Applications 

(Bridget Coppersmith) 
 

10:30 AM Juvenile Justice Reinvestment Initiative (JJRI) Update (Bridget Coppersmith and CJS 

Members) 
 

11:10 AM Juvenile Justice Updates (Open to CJS Members) 
 

11:20 AM Next Meeting Location and Dates (Chair Oldenkamp) 

  September 6
th

 and 7
th

 in Rapid City, SD 
 

11:30 AM Wrap-up and Adjourn (Chair Oldenkamp) 
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Meeting Minutes -DRAFT 

South Dakota Council of Juvenile Services 
 

March 29, 2017 
 

Statewide Dakota Digital Network (DDN) Locations 

 

Wednesday, March 29, 2017  

 
Council of Juvenile Services Members Present at DDN Locations: Betty Oldenkamp, Chair and CEO of 

Lutheran Social Services; Beth O’Toole, Vice-Chair and Professor at the University of Sioux Falls; Dadra 

Avery, School Counselor at Sturgis Brown High School; Keegan Binegar, Youth Member; Keith 

Bonenberger, Community Member; Kristi Bunkers, Director of Juvenile Services; Kim Cournoyer, Service 

Provider; Chuck Frieberg, Director of Trial Court Services; Renee Gallagher, Youth Member; Judge Steven 

Jensen, First Judicial Circuit Presiding Judge; Mike Leidholt, Hughes County Sheriff; Aaron McGowan, 

Minnehaha County States Attorney; Sara McGregor-Okroi, Director of Aliive-Roberts County Vanessa 

Merhib, Executive Director of Boys & Girls Club of Brookings, Moody, and Yankton Counties; Lyndon 

Overweg, Mitchell Chief of Public Safety; Carol Twedt, Former Minnehaha County Commissioner; and 

Virgena Wieseler, Director of Division of Child Protection Services.  

Council of Juvenile Services Members Absent: Taniah Apple, Youth Member; Austin Biers, Youth 

Member; and Miskoo Petite, Rosebud Sioux Tribe Juvenile Facility Administrator. 

Others Present at DDN Locations: Secretary Denny Kaemingk, Bridget Coppersmith and Heather Van 

Hunnik, South Dakota Department of Corrections (DOC); Greg Sattizahn, State Court Administrator; and 

Brenda Binegar. 

 

1. WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS AND AGENDA REVIEW 

 Chair Betty Oldenkamp welcomed everyone to the meeting at 2:07 PM on March 29, 2017 and 

introductions were made. Chair Oldenkamp introduced Keith Bonenberger and Chuck Frieberg as the 

newest members appointed by Governor Dennis Daugaard and stated that they filled the slots of Nancy 

Allard and Amy Lake-Harmon. Chair Oldenkamp noted that the meeting was also being shown via live 

webcast through South Dakota Public Broadcasting and that meeting materials could be found on 

open.sd.gov on the Boards and Commissions Portal. 

 

2. DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

Bridget Coppersmith explained that even though there were no funding related actions being taken 

by the Council, the agenda item of “Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest” was on the agenda to demonstrate 

the Council’s decision to align practices with SDCL 3-23. 

 

Coppersmith asked if any Council Members had conflicts of interest with the proposed agenda to 

disclose. No conflicts were disclosed.  

 

3. APPROVAL OF DECEMBER 2016 CJS MEETING MINUTES 

  

Carol Twedt moved to approve the December 2016 meeting minutes, Kristi Bunkers seconded.  

Motion carried unanimously.    

 

4. BUDGET STATUS REPORT AND SUBGRANT UPDATES 

 Coppersmith provided an overview of the Formula FFY2013 and FFY2014 budget status as the two 

awards were combined into one award amount of $797,616. Coppersmith explained that program areas 

under the award started drawing down funds in September 2016 resulting in a remaining balance of 

$654,171.41 as of March 21, 2017. Coppersmith noted that the combined award has an anticipated end 

date of September 2018 and that spending patterns will be easier to analyze at future meetings after more 

funds have been expended and applications are received for new subgrant awards. Coppersmith provided 
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an update regarding all awarded subgrants and explained that delinquency prevention and disproportionate 

minority contact (DMC) subgrants are making progress and spending in accordance with their awards and 

the Native American Program award to Cheyenne River was ready to start drawing down funds after a 

hold regarding missing documentation.  

 

5. COMPLIANCE MONITORING REPORT AND PLAN SUBMISSION 

 Coppersmith explained that recent Formula Grant Applications have been separated into two 

submissions due to new divisions at the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP). 

Coppersmith stated that the first section which contained the Compliance Monitoring Report was 

submitted by the due date of February 28
th
. 

 

 Heather Van Hunnik provided an overview of the DMC section that was submitted with the 

Compliance Monitoring Report and contains data from various states of the juvenile justice system for the 

state of South Dakota and Minnehaha and Pennington Counties. Van Hunnik explained that statewide, 

minority youth have the highest rates of overrepresentation at the stages of arrest and detention and that the 

stage of arrest is also the highest stage of overrepresentation in Minnehaha and Pennington Counties.  

 

 Coppersmith presented an overview of the compliance monitoring report for the period of October 1, 

2015 – September 30, 2016. Coppersmith explained that based on the summary produced in the 

compliance monitoring tool from OJJDP, South Dakota is eligible for a finding of cull compliance with de 

minimis exceptions with the Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders (DSO) requirement based on 32 

violations, full compliance with the separation requirement, and substantive de minimis compliance with 

the jail removal requirement based on 30 violations. Coppersmith added that one DSO violation was from 

the Roberts County Detention Center where an accused status offender was held longer than allowable 

parameters, one DSO violation was from the Minnehaha County Juvenile Detention Center where an 

adjudicated status offender was held longer than allowable parameters, and the remaining 30 violations 

DSO and all 30 jail removal violations  were from the Yankton County Jail where accused status offenders 

were held in adult jail cells awaiting transport or release to parents. 

  

 Coppersmith noted that all reported violations have been discussed with the facilities reporting 

violations and that DOC staff believe that the violations will not result in a continued pattern of violations. 

Coppersmith added that DOC staff developed a plan to increase information sharing and site visits in 

response to the increase in violations. Specifically regarding the Yankton County Jail violations, 

Coppersmith explained that staff believes the violations were isolated incidents associated with confusion 

regarding the differences between status and delinquent offenders and that the issue appears to be resolved. 

Coppersmith noted that due to the violations crossing two reporting periods for compliance, there will be a 

handful of violations in next year’s reporting period as well. That being said, staff do not expect violations 

going forward as the jail implemented a new policy to address the issue and has been diligent on ensuring 

youth are held appropriately since being notified of the violations.  

 

 Discussion ensued regarding content in the DMC plan, the violations associated with the Yankton 

County Jail, and the fact that youth held in jail cells were sight and sound separate from adult offenders 

and were not held in general population areas. 

 

Chair Oldenkamp turned the meeting over to Vice-Chair Beth O’Toole at 3:00 PM. 

 

6. APPROVAL OF FY2017 FORMULA GRANT APPLICATION 

 Coppersmith provided an overview of the FY2017 Formula Grants Program Application which was 

to be submitted to OJJDP by April 17, 2017. Coppersmith explained that the application is the second plan 

update to the FY2015 3-Year Plan and that the application builds on the original plan and the first update 

which was submitted and approved in 2016. Coppersmith noted that the main change from previous plans 

consisted of identifying which budget program areas would be passed through to units of local 

governments, programs of local private agencies, programs of Indian tribes that perform law 

enforcement functions, or directly by the state.  Coppersmith explained that South Dakota is planning to 
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pass through $320,000 which exceeds the required $256,641based on the anticipated award amount of 

$400,000. 

 

Discussion ensued concerning the content of the application and Coppersmith asked that any edits be 

sent to her following the meeting. 

 

Aaron McGowan moved to approve the FY2017 Formula Grant Application with the 

understanding that DOC staff will update the application as needed prior to submission, Lyndon 

Overweg seconded.  Motion carried unanimously.    

 

7. JUVENILE JUSTICE UPDATES 

Kristi Bunkers explained that when looking at the impacts of the Juvenile Justice Reinvestment 

Initiative (JJRI) on minority race and ethnic groups, there is a reduction of Native American Youth 

committed to the Department of Corrections in FY2017 to date.  

 

8. NEXT MEETING LOCATION AND DATES  

Coppersmith explained that the next meeting will be June 28
th
 and 29

th
 in a location to be 

determined. Coppersmith added that a Positive Action Training will be June 6
th
 and 7

th
 in Pierre, SD. 

 

9. WRAP-UP AND ADJOURN 

At 3:24 PM, Kim Cournoyer moved to adjourn, Carol Twedt seconded.  Motion carried 

unanimously.    

Recorded by Bridget Coppersmith, Juvenile Justice Specialist 



South Dakota Council of Juvenile 

Services and the  

South Dakota Department of 

Corrections 

South Dakota and the JJDPA 
 

Senate Bill 202 made the necessary changes to state law 

to bring South Dakota back into compliance with the 

Juvenile Justice Delinquency and Prevention Act (JJDPA) 

in 2003. 

 

The JJDPA, as amended, establishes four core 

requirements with which participating states and 

territories must comply in order to receive juvenile justice 

funding under the Act:  

(1) Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders (DSO) - 

Refers to the removal of status offenders and non-

offenders from secure juvenile detention and correctional 

facilities, jails and lockups for adult offenders.  

Juveniles charged with status offenses, offenses which 

would not be criminal if committed by an adult, should 

not be placed in secure detention or correctional facilities. 

Abused, dependent, or neglected youth may never be held 

securely.  

(2) Sight and Sound Separation - Refers to providing 

separation between adults and juveniles in secure 

settings.  

During the temporary period of time in which a juvenile 

may be held in an adult jail or lockup for processing, they 

need to be kept sight and sound separated from adult 

offenders.  

(3) Jail Removal - Refers to the removal of juveniles from 

adult jails and lockups.  

Juvenile offenders shall not be securely detained in adult 

jails or police lockups.  

(4) Disproportionate Minority Contact (DMC) - Refers to 

the reduction of minority over-representation where it 

exists within the juvenile justice system.  

States must address over-representation of minority youth 

at different decision points of contact within the juvenile 

justice system.  

The juvenile holding matrix on the following pages 

outlines how juveniles can be held either securely or 

nonsecurely in adult and juvenile facilities in South 

Dakota to ensure that the state remains in compliance with 

the first three core requirements. 

Holding Juveniles in 

Accordance with the 

JJDPA and South 

Dakota State Law 

Definitions 
Abused or Neglected Child: 26-8A-2 defines the term abused 

or neglected child as a child who: 

(1) has been abandoned or subject to mistreatment or abuse; 

(2) Lacks proper parental care; 

(3) Whose environment is injurious to the child’s welfare; 

(4) Whose parent or guardian fails or refuses to provider proper 

care necessary for the child’s health, guidance, or well being; 

(5) Who is homeless; 

(6) Who is threatened with substantial harm; 

(7) Who has sustained emotional harm or mental injury; 

(8) Who is subject to sexual abuse, molestation, or exploitation; 

(9) Who was subject to prenatal exposure to abusive use of alco-

hol, marijuana, or any controlled drug or substance; or 

(10) Whose parent or guardian knowingly exposes the child to an 

environment being used for the manufacture, use, or distribu-

tion of drugs. 

 

CHINS (Status Offender): 26-8B-2.   "Child in need of super-

vision" defined. In this chapter and chapter 26-7A, the term, child 

in need of supervision, means: 

(1)   Any child of compulsory school age who is habitually absent 

from school without legal excuse; 

(2)   Any child who has run away from home or is otherwise be-

yond the control of the child's parent, guardian, or custodian; 

(3)  Any child whose behavior or condition endangers the child's 

own welfare or the welfare of others; 

(4)  Any child who has violated any federal, state, or local law or 

regulation for which there is not a penalty of a criminal nature 

for an adult, except violations of subdivision 34-46-2(2), or 

petty offenses; or 

(5) Any child who has violated § 35-9-2 or 32-23-21. 

 

Delinquent:  26-8C-2.   "Delinquent child" defined. In this chap-

ter and chapter 26-7A, the term, delinquent child, means any child 

ten years of age or older who, regardless of where the violation 

occurred, has violated any federal, state, or local law or regulation 

for which there is a penalty of a criminal nature for an adult, except 

state or municipal hunting, fishing, boating, park, or traffic laws 

that are classified as misdemeanors, or petty offenses or any viola-

tion of § 35-9-2 or 32-23-21. 

 

Accused:  A juvenile with respect to whom a petition has been 

filed in the juvenile court or other action has occurred alleging that 

such juvenile is a juvenile offender. 

 

Adjudicated:  A juvenile who has been declared a CHINS 

(Status Offender) or a delinquent by the judge. 

For more information please refer to publications 

located on the DOC webpage: 
http://doc.sd.gov/about/council/ 

 or contact Heather Van Hunnik  at the DOC. 

Phone: 605-773-3478 
E-mail: Heather.VanHunnik@state.sd.us 



South Dakota Juvenile Holding Matrix 

 

Abuse and 

Neglect 

Juvenile Court 

Accused 

CHINS (Status 

Offender) 

Adjudicated  

CHINS (Status 

Offender) 

Accused CHINS  

(Status Offender) 

 Probation Violator 

Adjudicated 

CHINS (Status 

Offender) 

Probation Violator 

Apparent or Alleged  

Delinquent 

Adjudicated  

Delinquent 

Nonsecure and Shelter Care Facilities 
No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

A physically-unrestricting facility for temporary care of 

a child located in a nonsecure section of a juvenile  

detention facility or a shelter care facility. 

Secure Juvenile Facilities (Collocated Facilities 

and Regional Dentation Centers) 

Secure 

Holding 

Prohibited  

Secure hold lim-

ited to 24 hours 

prior to and 24 

hours after an 

INTIAL court 

appearance 

(excluding   

weekends and 

holidays).  

Secure 

Holding 

Prohibited  

Juvenile must be interviewed by an 

appropriate agency within 24 hours 

of placement in secure custody. The 

court must receive an assessment 

from the public agency and the   

juvenile must have a cause hearing 

within 48 hours of placement in 

secure custody. Documentation must 

be kept on file.  

No Holding           

Restrictions IF the 

violation was due to a 

delinquent act OR there 

is documentation 

showing due process 

was followed.       

Documentation must 

be kept on file.  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

A secured, physically- restricting facility designed, 

staffed, and operated for children or a juvenile facility 

that is located in the same building as an adult jail or 

lockup or is part of a related complex of buildings   

located on the same grounds as an adult jail or lockup. 

Adult Jail or Lockup 

Secure 

Holding 

Prohibited  

Secure 

Holding 

Prohibited  

Secure 

Holding 

Prohibited  

Secure 

Holding 

Prohibited  

Secure 

Holding 

Prohibited  

Secure hold limited to 6 

hours for purposes of 

identification,        

processing, interroga-

tion, transfer, release to 

parents, or 6 hours prior 

to and 6 hours after 

court appearance if the 

child is separated from 

adult prisoners.  

Secure hold limited 

6 hours after a court 

appearance for the 

purpose of arranging 

transport or release.   

 

NO JUVENILES 

MAY BE HELD 

FOR THE PUR-

POSE OF          

DISPOSITION/ 

SERVING         

SENTENCE.  

Secure cell whether or not the cell door is locked, detox-

ification tank whether or not the cell door is locked, 

room within secure perimeter, secure booking area when 

a nonsecure booking area is available*, handcuffed to 

stationary object. 

*When a secure booking area is the only available book-

ing area, juveniles are allowed in the booking area for 

booking purposes (photograph and fingerprinting) only 

as long as under constant supervision and then must be 

moved to a nonsecure location for the purposes of   

interrogation, contacting parents, or arranging an            

alternative placement.  

Police Departments/Sheriff's Office 
No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

No  

Holding 

Restrictions  

Nonsecure office, lobby, or multipurpose room where 

juvenile is: not physically secured to a stationary object, 

nonresidential area, and under continuous supervision. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
May 30, 2017 
 
 
Kevin McLain 
Director of Research and Grants 
3200 E. Highway 34 
Pierre, SD 57501 
 
 
Via Electronic Mail 
 
Dear Director McLain: 
 
This letter is to notify you that the U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice 
and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) will conduct a field audit to assess the adequacy of 
South Dakota’s compliance monitoring system pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5633, Section 
223(a)(14) of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (JJDP) Act.  This audit 
will include a review of the state’s FFY 2016 compliance data, and has been scheduled 
for the week of July 17-21, 2017. 
 
OJJDP will conduct a desk review prior to arrival in South Dakota.  To allow sufficient 
time for this portion of the audit process, we ask that you forward the following materials 
by no later than Monday, July 3, 2017.  These documents will become part of the State of 
South Dakota’s official Compliance Monitoring file, maintained by OJJDP:  
 
 
1. The legal and/or administrative policies and procedures that authorize your agency to 

conduct monitoring for the JJDP Act core requirements.  This includes: 
 

(a) authority, as it may exist, to collect, analyze and manage compliance 
monitoring data and to conduct the on-site inspection of facilities.   

(b) authority, as it may exist, to receive, investigate and correct violations 
of the JJDP Act; 

 
2. A complete list of all public and private, juvenile and adult detention and correctional 

facilities in the State of South Dakota, including, but not limited to adult jails, adult 
lockups, prisons, collocated facilities, court holding facilities, youthful offender 
institutions, juvenile detention centers, and training schools. Also included should be 
group homes, shelter care and any other secure or non-secure facilities where 
juveniles may be detained or placed pursuant to public authority.  This list should 
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include the classification of each facility (public/private, juvenile/adult/juvenile and 
adult, secure/non-secure, and residential/non-residential) date of the last inspection by 
or on behalf of your agency, and date of the next scheduled inspection.  Please 
include a description of how this list is updated, and how all facilities are classified; 

 
3. Forms and certifications used by State, local, and private facilities to collect and 

report JJDP Act compliance monitoring data to your Agency, to include any forms 
that monitors may utilize to assess/document the adequacy of each facility’s record 
keeping system and sight/sound separation (where applicable); 

 
4. A document describing the persons and agencies responsible for monitoring 

compliance with the JJDP Act core requirements, including percent time, and source 
of salary (e.g. federal Title II Formula grant funds, State funds); and/or any relevant 
MOUs that cover the monitoring process; 

 
5. A detailed explanation of any sampling or projection techniques used in monitoring 

(e.g. methods used for selecting facilities for on-site inspection and data verification); 
 
6. State law(s), regulations, executive orders, or court orders that require the 

deinstitutionalization of status offenders and non-offenders, separation of juveniles 
and adults, and removal of juveniles from adult jails and lockups.  These should 
include, for example, the State’s legal or administrative definition of sight and sound 
separation and the legal and/or administrative definition of a secure facility as 
contained in the state’s criminal and juvenile codes, regulations, or other documents.  
Please provide links to these laws, regulations, or orders if they are available online;    
 

7. A written description, showing which of the exceptions allowed by the JJDP Act and 
Formula Grants Program Regulation are used by the State (i.e. accused delinquents 
held for up to six hours in jails and lockups) and how the criteria for using each one is 
satisfied by the State of South Dakota; and 
 

8. A copy of South Dakota’s most recently updated compliance monitoring manual(s), 
which may include any or all of the information described above. 
 

As discussed with your staff, we will need to interview those persons who have primary 
responsibility for carrying out compliance monitoring in South Dakota. The audit will 
also include site visits to a sample of facilities in the state’s monitoring universe. A 
tentative agenda is now under development.  For each facility to be inspected, we will 
compare the on-site admissions logs with violation records maintained by your agency 
for the October 1, 2015 to September 30, 2016, which is the 2016 Federal Fiscal Year 
period.  Please ensure that this data is available for our review during the week in 
question. OJJDP will also conduct both an entrance and exit interview as part of this 
audit. We welcome attendance from State Advisory Group representatives or from 
anyone in your agency wishing to participate in the audit process.   
 
In closing, facility staff and others scheduled to participate in this field audit are likely to 
have a number of questions about the OJJDP audit process. Please refer to the OJJDP 
Handbook, Audit of Compliance Monitoring Systems, located at 
www.ojjdp.gov/compliance and feel free to contact us at the numbers and email 

http://www.ojjdp.gov/compliance
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addresses below if we may provide additional information.  
 
We look forward to working with you to make this important process successful. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Didier A. Moncion  
OJJDP Compliance Analyst 
202.598.9590 
Didier.moncion@usdoj.gov 
 
 
 
cc: Betty Oldenkamp 

State Advisory Group Chairperson 
 
  Bridget Coopersmith 

Juvenile Justice Specialist 
JABG Coordinator 
 
Heather Van Hunnik 
Compliance Monitor  
DMC Coordinator 
 
Karen Bachar 
OJJDP SCD Program Manager 

 
 
 

mailto:Didier.moncion@usdoj.gov


State Program Title Federal Budget
Exp to Date 

(6/20/2017)

Current Balance 

(6/20/17)

Projected Expenses 

through 6/30/2017

Projected Balance 

6/30/2017
Budget Narrative

Delinquency Prevention $290,000.00 $135,928.61 $154,071.39 $40,812.62 $113,258.77

- Close out two current 

subgrants

- June 2017 Positive Action 

Training

- Start new prevention 

subgrant(s) (pending CJS 

approval)

Planning/Admin $50,000.00 $26,122.63 $23,877.37 $3,000.00 $20,877.37

- Costs associated with 

Formula Grant Program 

implementation by DOC 

administration staff

Council of Juvenile 

Services
$28,667.00 $5,078.25 $23,588.75 $3,500.00 $20,088.75

- Quarterly meetings

- SFY2017 Annual Report

Deinstitutionalization of 

Status Offenders
$42,000.00 $17,085.39 $24,914.61 $3,000.00 $21,914.61

Separation $21,000.00 $8,542.74 $12,457.26 $1,500.00 $10,957.26

Jail Removal $42,000.00 $17,085.39 $24,914.61 $3,000.00 $21,914.61

Compliance $40,000.00 $10,774.85 $29,225.15 $5,000.00 $24,225.15

- Costs associated with 

compliance monitoring by 

DOC administration staff

Disproportionate Minority 

Contact (DMC)
$160,000.00 $38,216.67 $121,783.33 $6,000.00 $115,783.33

- Two current subgrants

- Costs associated with DMC 

by DOC administration staff

Native American Programs $123,949.00 $18,144.28 $105,804.72 $1,855.72 $103,949.00

- Close out current subgrant

- New prevention NAP 

subgrant (pending CJS 

approval)

Total $797,616.00 $276,978.81 $520,637.19 $67,668.34 $452,968.85

- County Reimbursement 

Program

FFY 2013 and FFY 2014  Formula Grant Awards (Projected End Date: 9/30/2018)

June 2017 Budget Status Report 
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