STATE COUNCIL TELECONFERENCE MEETING AGENDA
INTERSTATE COMMISSION FOR JUVENILES (ICJ)
January 7, 2020 – 2:00-4:00PM CST
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2][bookmark: _Hlk17114119] (CALL: 605-224-1125; Access Code: 0072220#)


ICJ State Council Members:
Chair - Honorable Heidi Linngren, Circuit Court Judge (7th Circuit)
Assistant Chair - Karl Jegeris, Rapid City Chief of Police
Representative Kevin Jensen – Legislator
Mike Leidholt, Secretary of the Department of Corrections
Kristi Bunkers – Department of Corrections, Director of Juvenile Services
Virgena Wieseler, Department of Social Services – ICPC
Jamie Gravett – Minnehaha County Juvenile Detention Center Director
Amy Carter, Children’s Inn Victim Representative
Charles Frieberg, UJS – ICJ Commissioner for South Dakota
Kathy Christenson, UJS – ICJ Deputy Compact Administrator


MEETING AGENDA

1. Call Meeting to Order – Chair Judge Linngren
2. Roll Call – Cheryl Frost, SD Interstate Compact Coordinator
3. 
[bookmark: _MON_1636783177]Review & Approve August 2019 Meeting Minutes – Chair Judge Linngren
4. 2019 ICJ Performance Measurement Assessment for South Dakota – Chuck Frieberg




5. [bookmark: _GoBack]2019 Approved ICJ Rule Amendments – Chuck Frieberg


6. 2019 ICJ Annual Report – Chuck Frieberg


7. 2020-2022 ICJ Strategic Plan – Chuck Frieberg


8. Schedule Next Meeting (August 2020) – Chair Judge Linngren
9. Adjourn – Chair Judge Linngren
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    Interstate Commission for Juveniles 


 
 


 
 


Interstate Commission for Juveniles 
836 Euclid Avenue, Suite 322 ∙ Lexington, KY 40502 ∙ 859.721.1062 ∙ Fax: 859.721.1059 


 


December 9, 2019 
 


Charles Frieberg 
Court Services 
500 East Capitol Avenue  
Pierre, South Dakota 57501-5070 
 


Dear Commissioner Frieberg, 
 


Enclosed are the results of the 2019 Performance Measurement Report for South Dakota. The 
objectives of the performance measurement assessment are to provide objective information about 
your state’s adherence to Commission rules, policies, and procedures.  This report is considered 
final unless a written dispute is received within 30 calendar days of the report date.  
 


The following standards were rated 70% or above.  No Corrective Action Plan is required. 
 


A-01 For all cases falling under Rule 4-102, Receiving States shall forward the home  
         evaluation within 45 calendar days of receipt of the referral. Rule 4-102(4) 
 


A-02 Receiving States shall furnish written progress reports to the sending state on no less  
         than a quarterly basis. Rule 5-101(4) 
 


A-03 Sending States shall respond to a report of violation no later than 10 business days  
         following receipt. Rule 5-103(2) 
 


A-04 Sending States shall issue a referral packet within 30 calendar days of the effective date  
          of the Travel Permit for a juvenile testing a proposed residence. Rule 8-101(3) 


  


B-04 The Holding State shall ensure that juveniles in agreement with the voluntary return   
         shall sign the Form III in the presence of a judge who also signs the Form III.  
          Rule 6-102(6)  


 


C-01 States shall use the electronic information system authorized by the Commission for all  
          forms processed through the Interstate Compact for Juveniles. Rule 3-101 


 
 


If you wish to contest the findings of this report, please submit your written dispute to the national 
office by mail or by email to jadkins@juvenilecompact.org by Wednesday, January 8, 2020. Please 
include specific case information for review by the Compliance Committee. If the Compliance 
Committee amends your state’s report, you will receive an amended report within 60 calendar 
days.  
 


Should you require additional information, please contact Jenny Adkins at 859-721-1063.  
 


Sincerely, 
 


 
 
MaryLee Underwood 
Executive Director 



mailto:jadkins@juvenilecompact.org
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Interstate Commission for Juveniles 
Performance Measurement Report


:


Performance Measurement Standard :


:  to 


Comments: 


Prepared by: Date: 


i i


:


South Dakota 11/01/2018 10/31/2019


A-01:  For all cases falling under Rule 4-102, Receiving States shall forward the home evaluation within 45 
calendar days of receipt of the referral. Rule 4-102(4)


JIDS Custom Report: Compliance for Home Evaluation Requests Met for eligible cases during period assessed.


80 %


Out of 15 eligible records, 3 were overdue. The follow records indicate non-compliance: 
 
JIDS File:                 Days Overdue:                              
120190                    12 
122274                      2 
128768                      1 
 
Of the above records indicated as overdue, an explanation of the delay was not located in the following files 
per ICJ Rule 4-102(4): 122274 and 128768 
 
Of the above records indicated as overdue, an explanation of the delay was located in the following files per 
ICJ Rule 4-102(4) after the due date in the workflow notes: 120190 


Jennifer Adkins 11/19/2019







Interstate Commission for Juveniles 
Performance Measurement Report


:


Performance Measurement Standard :


:  to 


Comments: 


Prepared by: Date: 


i i


:


South Dakota 11/01/2018 10/31/2019


A-02:  Receiving States shall furnish written progress reports to the sending state on no less than a quarterly 
basis. Rule 5-101(4) 


JIDS Custom Report: Pending Quarterly Progress Report for all currently active transfer cases. 


100 %


Report ran 11/14/2019


Jennifer Adkins 11/19/2019







Interstate Commission for Juveniles 
Performance Measurement Report


:


Performance Measurement Standard :


:  to 


Comments: 


Prepared by: Date: 


i i


:


South Dakota 11/01/2018 10/31/2019


A-03:  Sending States shall respond to a report of violation no later than 10 business days following receipt. 
Rule 5-103(2)


JIDS Custom Report: Compliance for Violation Report Response for eligible cases during period assessed.


100 %


Jennifer Adkins 11/19/2019







Interstate Commission for Juveniles 
Performance Measurement Report


:


Performance Measurement Standard :


:  to 


Comments: 


Prepared by: Date: 


i i


:


South Dakota 11/01/2018 10/31/2019


A-04:  Sending States shall issue a referral packet within 30 calendar days of the effective date of the Travel 
Permit for a juvenile testing a proposed residence. Rule 8-101(3)


JIDS Custom Report: Compliance for Travel Permit - Testing Residence for eligible cases during period assessed.


100 %


Jennifer Adkins 11/19/2019







Interstate Commission for Juveniles 
Performance Measurement Report


:


Performance Measurement Standard :


:  to 


Comments: 


Prepared by: Date: 


i i


:


South Dakota 11/01/2018 10/31/2019


B-04:  The Holding State shall ensure that juveniles in agreement with the voluntary return shall sign the Form 
III in the presence of a judge who also signs the Form III. Rule 6-102(6) 


JIDS Custom Report: Juveniles Returned Detail and file review for eligible cases during period assessed.


100 %


Jennifer Adkins 11/19/2019







Interstate Commission for Juveniles 
Performance Measurement Report


:


Performance Measurement Standard :


:  to 


Comments: 


Prepared by: Date: 


i i


:


South Dakota 11/01/2018 10/31/2019


C-01:  States shall use the electronic information system authorized by the Commission for all forms 
processed through the Interstate Compact for Juveniles. Rule 3-101


JIDS Global Assignments Review for overdue assignments and outdated workflows during assessment period.


100 %


A review of Global Assignments on 11/19/2019 showed 3 total assignments, none of which were overdue. 
There were no assignments in outdated workflows. 


Jennifer Adkins 11/19/2019
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Page  Number Rule Number Rule Title Proposal Submitted By Amendment


1 1-101 Runaways Rules Committee amend


2 2-107 State Councils Rules Committee NEW RULE


3 4-102 Sending and Receiving Referrals East Region amend


6 4-104 Authority to Accept/Deny Supervision Compliance Committee amend


8 5-101 Supervision/Services Requirements Rules Committee amend


10 6-102


Voluntary Return of Runaways, 
Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or 
Accused Delinquents and Accused Status 
Offenders


Rules Committee amend


12 6-103
Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways 
and/or Accused Status Offenders Rules Committee amend


15 6-103A
Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, 
Absconder or Accused Delinquent Rules Committee amend


18 7-104 Warrants Rules Committee amend


20 Section 900 Introductory Paragraph Compliance Committee delete


21 9-101
Informal Communication to Resolve 
Disputes or Controveries and Obtain 
Interpretation of Rules


Compliance Committee amend


23 9-102
Formal Resolution of Disputes and 
Controversies Compliance Committee amend


25 9-103
Enforcement Actions Against a 
Defaulting State Compliance Committee amend


Section 900 Dispute Resolution, Enforcement, Withdrawal, and Dissolution


Section 100 Definitions 


Section 200 General Provisions


Section 400 Transfer of Supervision  


Section 500 Supervision in Receiving State 


Section 600  Voluntary and Non-Voluntary Return of Juveniles/Runaways 


Section 700  Additional Return Requirements for Sections 500 and 600


ICJ Rule Amendments Approved at 2019 
Annual Business Meeting


Effective March 1, 2020







Proposed by the Rules Committee 


RULE 1-101: Definitions  


Runaways: persons within the juvenile jurisdictional age limit established by the home state who 
have (1) voluntarily left their residence without permission of their legal guardian or custodial 
agency or (2) refuse to return to their residence as directed by their legal guardian or custodial 
agency, but who may or may not have been adjudicated. 


History:   “Runaways” last amended September 27, 2017, effective March 1, 2018 


Justification: 
The issue was referred by Executive Committee.  The amendment would address a 
frequently asked question, which was the subject of a Legal Memorandum issued on 10-
26-18 to clarify that a juvenile who leaves with permission, then refuses to return when
directed by a parent, is considered a runaway and should be returned pursuant to the
Compact.


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 
Rules 6-102 and 6-103 
ICJ Advisory Opinion 05-2018 reference definition of runaways. 
Whitepaper: Temporary Secure Detention of Non-Adjudicated Juvenile Runaways, Oct. 
2013 


JIDS Impact: 
No Impact 


Forms Impact: 
No Impact 


Fiscal Impact: 
No Impact 


Effective Date:  
March 1, 2020 
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Proposed by the Rules Committee (as recommended by the Idaho State Council) 


New Rule 2-107:  State Councils 


Each member state and territory shall establish and maintain a State Council for Interstate 
Juvenile Supervision as required by Article IX of the Interstate Compact for Juveniles.   The 
State Council shall meet at least once annually and may exercise oversight and advocacy 
regarding the state’s participation in Interstate Commission activities and other duties, including 
but not limited to the development of policy concerning operations and procedures of the 
compact within that state or territory.  By January 31st of each year, member states and 
territories shall submit an annual report to the National Commission to include the membership 
roster and meeting dates from the previous year. 


Justification: 


Article IX of the Interstate Compact for Juveniles and the ICJ Administrative Policy 01-2001:  
State Council Enforcement address the requirement that each member state and territory create a 
State Council for Interstate Juvenile Supervision. 


The Idaho State Council recommended to the Rules Committee a new rule in the ICJ Rules 
Section 200 to incorporate the Statute requirement and the ICJ Administrative Policy into the ICJ 
Rules.  The proposed language was taken from the language in the statute and policy in an effort 
to strengthen the rules to emphasize both the requirement and the key elements of the State 
Councils for effective implementation of the Compact.  


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 
ICJ Administrative Policy 01-2011 State Council Enforcement requires edits to be 
consistent with new rule.  


JIDS Impact: 
No Impact 


Forms Impact: 
No Impact 


Fiscal Impact: 
No Impact 


Effective Date:  
March 1, 2020 


 


Page 2 of 27



https://www.juvenilecompact.org/sites/default/files/pdf/Rules_Minutes_010219_Approved.pdf

https://www.juvenilecompact.org/sites/default/files/pdf/Rules_Minutes_060519_Approved.pdf





Proposed by the EAST REGION 


RULE 4-102: Sending and Receiving Referrals 


1. Each ICJ Office shall develop policies/procedures on how to handle ICJ matters within
its state.


2. The sending state shall maintain responsibility until supervision is accepted by, and the
juvenile has arrived in, the receiving state.


a. State Committed (Parole) Cases – When transferring a juvenile parolee, the
sending state shall not allow the juvenile to transfer to the receiving state until the
sending state’s request for transfer of supervision has been approved, except as
described in 4-102(2)(a)(ii).


i. The sending state shall ensure the following referral is complete and
forwarded to the receiving state forty-five (45) calendar days prior to the
juvenile’s anticipated arrival.  The referral shall contain: Form IV Parole or
Probation Investigation Request, Form IA/VI Application for Services and
Waiver, and Order of Commitment.  The sending state shall also provide
copies (if available) of the Petition and/or Arrest Report(s), Legal and Social
History, supervision summary if the juvenile has been on supervision in the
sending state for more than 30 calendar days at the time the referral is
forwarded, and any other pertinent information deemed to be of benefit to the
receiving state. Parole conditions, if not already included, shall be forwarded
to the receiving state upon the juvenile’s release from an institution. Form V
Report of Sending State Upon Parolee or Probationer Being Sent to the
Receiving State shall be forwarded prior to the juvenile relocating to the
receiving state.


ii. When it is necessary for a State Committed (parole) juvenile to relocate prior
to the acceptance of supervision, under the provision of Rule 4-104(4), the
sending state shall determine if the circumstances of the juvenile’s immediate
relocation justifies the use of a Form VII Out-of-State Travel Permit and
Agreement to Return, including consideration of the appropriateness of the
residence. If approved by the sending state, it shall provide the receiving state
with the approved Form VII Out-of-State Travel Permit and Agreement to
Return along with a written explanation as to why ICJ procedures for
submitting the referral could not be followed.


iii. If not already submitted, the sending state shall provide the complete referral
to the receiving state within ten (10) business days of the Form VII Out-of-


Page 3 of 27







State Travel Permit and Agreement to Return being issued. The receiving state 
shall make the decision whether or not it will expedite the referral. 


b. Probation Cases – The sending state shall ensure the following referral is
complete and forwarded to the receiving state.  The referral shall contain: Form
IV Parole or Probation Investigation Request,; Form IA/VI Application for
Services and Waiver,; Order of Adjudication and Disposition,; Conditions of
Probation and Petition and/or Arrest Report(s).  The sending state shall should
also provide (if available) Legal and Social History, supervision summary, if the
juvenile has been on supervision in the sending state for more than 30 calendar
days at the time the referral is forwarded, and any other pertinent information (if
available). Form V Report of Sending State Upon Parolee or Probationer Being
Sent to the Receiving State shall be forwarded prior to relocating if the juvenile is
not already residing in the receiving state.


3. The sending state shall forward additional documentation, if available, at the request of
the receiving state. The receiving state shall not delay the investigation pending receipt of
the additional documentation. If the juvenile is already residing in the receiving state, the
receiving state shall obtain the juvenile’s signature on the Form IA/VI Application for
Service and Waiver.


4. The receiving state shall, within forty-five (45) calendar days of receipt of the referral,
forward to the sending state the home evaluation along with the final approval or
disapproval of the request for supervision or provide an explanation of the delay to the
sending state.


History: Adopted December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective 
January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, 
effective April 1, 2013; amended October 9, 2013, effective April 1, 2014; amended August 26, 2015, 
effective February 1, 2016; clerically amended October 17, 2016; amended September 27, 2017, 
effective March 1, 2018 


Justification:  


The proposed changes would require the sending state to include a supervision summary in their 
referral if the juvenile has been under supervision for more than 30 calendar days at the time the 
referral is being submitted.   


A supervision summary would assist the receiving state in developing a plan of supervision and 
would provide information regarding the juvenile’s compliance with the conditions of 
supervision while in the sending state.   
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Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions:  
Rule 4-103(2) – Supervision Summary requirement not listed for juvenile sex offenders. 
ICJ Advisory Opinion 02-2015 references Rule 4-102. 


JIDS Impact: 
New optional form. 


Forms Impact: 
Creation of new, optional Supervision Summary form.  


Fiscal Impact: 
$1,000 if new form is created for JIDS 


Effective Date:  
March 1, 2020 
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Proposed by the COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE 


RULE 4-104: Authority to Accept/Deny Supervision 


1. Only the receiving state's authorized Compact Office staff shall accept or deny supervision of
a juvenile by that state after considering a recommendation by the investigating officer.


2. The receiving state’s authorized Compact Office staff’s signature is required on or with the
Form VIII Home Evaluation that accepts or denies supervision of a juvenile by that state.


3. Supervision cannot be denied based solely on the juvenile's age or the offense.


4. Supervision may be denied when the home evaluation reveals that the proposed residence is
unsuitable or that the juvenile is not in substantial compliance with the terms and conditions
of supervision required by the sending or receiving state, except when a juvenile has no legal
guardian remaining in the sending state and the juvenile does have a legal guardian residing
in the receiving state.


5. Upon receipt of acceptance of supervision from the receiving state,   within five (5)
business days prior to the juvenile's departure if the youth is not already residing in the
receiving state, the sending state shall provide reporting instructions to the juvenile, and
provide written notification of the juvenile's departure to the receiving state.


6. If the transfer of supervision in the receiving state is denied, the sending state shall return the
juvenile within five (5) business days. This time period may be extended up to an additional
five (5) business days with approval from both ICJ offices.


History: Adopted as Rule 5-101 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended 
September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 
2012; renumbered as Rule 4-104, effective April 1, 2014; amended August 26, 2015, effective 
February 1, 2016; amended September 27, 2017, effective March 1, 2018 


Comment: Rule 4-104 was originally titled “Supervision/Services Requirements,” adopted December 2, 
2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended 
October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; renumbered as Rule 5-101, effective April 1, 2014 


Justification: 
As long as reporting instructions are provided prior to the departure, it is not necessary 
that they be provided 5 days in advance.  Five (5) seems arbitrary and could lead to states 
being found non-compliant. 


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions:  
No Impact 
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JIDS Impact: 
No Impact 


Forms Impact: 
No Impact 


Fiscal Impact: 
No Impact 


Effective Date:  
March 1, 2020 
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Proposed by the Rules Committee (as recommended by the Idaho State Council) 


RULE 5-101: Supervision/Services Requirements 


1. After accepting supervision, the receiving state will assume the duties of supervision over
any juvenile, and in exercise of those duties will be governed by the same standards of
supervision that prevail for its own juveniles released on probation or parole, except that
neither the sending nor receiving state shall impose a supervision fee on any juvenile who is
supervised under the provisions of the ICJ.


2. At the time of acceptance or during the term of supervision, the appropriate authority in the
receiving state may impose conditions on a juvenile transferred under the ICJ if that
condition would have been imposed on a juvenile in the receiving state. Any costs incurred
from any conditions imposed by the receiving state shall not be the responsibility of the
sending state.


3. Both the sending and receiving states shall have the authority to enforce terms of
probation/parole, which may include the imposition of detention time in the receiving state.
Any costs incurred from any enforcement sanctions shall be the responsibility of the state
seeking to impose such sanctions.


4. The receiving state shall furnish written progress reports to the sending state on no less than a
quarterly basis. Additional reports shall be sent in cases where there are concerns regarding
the juvenile or there has been a change in residence.


5. Neither sending states nor receiving states shall impose a supervision fee on any juvenile
who is supervised under the provisions of the ICJ.


5. 6.  The sending state shall be financially responsible for treatment services ordered by the
appropriate authority in the sending state when they are not available through the supervising
agency in the receiving state or cannot be obtained through Medicaid, private insurance, or
other payor. The initial referral shall clearly state who will be responsible for purchasing
treatment services.


6. 7.  The age of majority and duration of supervision are determined by the sending state.
Where circumstances require the receiving court to detain any juvenile under the ICJ, the
type of secure facility shall be determined by the laws regarding the age of majority in the
receiving state.


7. 8.  Juvenile restitution payments or court fines are to be paid directly from the
juvenile/juvenile’s family to the adjudicating court or agency in the sending state.
Supervising officers in the receiving state shall encourage the juvenile to make regular
payments in accordance with the court order of the sending state. The sending state shall
provide the specific payment schedule and payee information to the receiving state.
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8. 9.  Supervision for the sole purpose of collecting restitution and/or court fines is not a
permissible reason to continue or extend supervision of a case. The receiving state may
initiate the case closure request once all other terms of supervision have been met.


History: Adopted as Rule 4-104 December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended 
September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 
2012; amended October 9, 2013 and renumbered as Rule 5-101, effective April 1, 2014; 
amended August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016 


Comment: Rule 5-101 was originally titled “Authority to Accept/Deny Supervision,” adopted December 
2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended 
October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; renumbered as Rule 4-104, effective April 1, 2014 


Justification: 


The Idaho State Council recommends that the current Rule 5-101: Supervision/Services 
Requirements be amended for clarity. Rule 5-101(1) and 5-101(5), as currently written, appear to 
be contradictory in that states may charge supervision fees to their own juveniles.    


The proposed amendment would clarify that juveniles under ICJ supervision should be treated 
the same as local, in-state juveniles, except on the issue of charging supervision fees. 


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 
ICJ Advisory Opinions 01-2010, 03-2011, 02-2012, 03-2012, and 04-2018 reference Rule 
5-101(1) or (7).


JIDS Impact: 
No Impact 


Forms Impact: 
No Impact 


Fiscal Impact: 
No Impact 


Effective Date: 
March 1, 2020  
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Proposed by the Rules Committee 


RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or 
Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders 


Once an out-of-state juvenile is found and detained, the following procedures shall apply:  


1. Runaways and accused status offenders who are a danger to themselves or others shall be
detained in secure facilities until returned by the home/demanding state. The holding state
shall have the discretion to hold runaways and accused status offenders who are not a danger
to themselves or others at a location it deems appropriate.


2. Probation/parole absconders, escapees or accused delinquents who have an active warrant
shall be detained in secure facilities until returned by the home/demanding state. In the
absence of an active warrant, the holding state shall have the discretion to hold the juvenile at
a location it deems appropriate.


3. The holding state's ICJ Office shall be advised that the juvenile is being detained. The
holding state's ICJ Office shall contact the home/demanding state's ICJ Office advising them
of case specifics.


4. The home/demanding state’s ICJ Office shall immediately initiate measures to determine the
juvenile’s residency and jurisdictional facts in that state.


5. At a court hearing (physical or electronic), the judge court in the holding state shall inform
the juvenile of his/her due process rights and may use the ICJ Juvenile Rights Form. The
court may elect to appoint counsel or a guardian ad litem to represent the juvenile.


6. If in agreement with the voluntary return, the juvenile shall sign the Form III Consent for
Voluntary Return of Out-of-State Juveniles in the presence (physical or electronic) of a judge
the court. The Form III Consent for Voluntary Return of Out-of-State Juveniles shall be
signed by a judge the court.


7. When an out-of-state juvenile has reached the age of majority according to the holding state’s
laws and is brought before an adult court for an ICJ due process hearing, the home/demanding
state shall accept an adult waiver instead of the Form III Consent for Voluntary Return of
Out-of-State Juveniles, provided the waiver is signed by the juvenile and the judge court.


8. When consent has been duly executed, it shall be forwarded to and filed with the Compact
administrator, or designee, of the holding state.  The holding state’s ICJ Office shall in turn,
forward a copy of the consent to the Compact administrator, or designee, of the
home/demanding state.


9. The home/demanding state shall be responsive to the holding state’s court orders in effecting
the return of its juveniles.  Each ICJ Office shall have policies/procedures in place involving
the return of juveniles that will ensure the safety of the public and juveniles.
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10. Juveniles shall be returned by the home/demanding state in a safe manner and within five (5)
business days of receiving a completed Form III Consent for Voluntary Return of Out-of-
State Juveniles or adult waiver. This time period may be extended up to an additional five (5)
business days with approval from both ICJ Offices.


History: Adopted December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, 
effective January 1, 2011; clerically amended January 5, 2011, effective February 4, 2011; 
amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended August 26, 2015, effective 
February 1, 2016 


Justification: 
In some states, other court officials, such as judicial commissioners or magistrates, have 
judicial authority.  This amendment would clarify that they can hear cases involving  
returns. The committee  recommends use of the word “court” because the ICJ Rule 
definition of “court” is comprehensive.  


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 
The term “judge” is used in the following rules: 


1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or
Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders


2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders
3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent


JIDS Impact: 
Day-forward edits to Form III and Juvenile Rights Form 


Forms Impact: 
Edit “Judge” to “Court” on the following forms: 
1. Form III (including English/Spanish, and Spanish versions available on website)
2. Juvenile Rights Form (including English/Spanish, and Spanish versions available on


website)


Fiscal Impact: 
$250 – 2 InStream Service Hours for JIDS e-Forms 
$100 – Translator Services for Spanish Forms  


Effective Date: 
 March 1, 2020
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Proposed by the Rules Committee  


RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders 


A requisition applies to all juveniles in custody who refuse to voluntarily return to their 
home/demanding state or to request a juvenile whose whereabouts are known, but not in custody 
be picked up and detained pending return.  A requisition may also be used to request a juvenile 
be picked up and detained pending return when they have left the state with the permission of 
their legal guardian/custodial agency but failed to return as directed.   


1. Runaways and accused status offenders in custody who are a danger to themselves or others
shall be detained in secure facilities until returned by the home/demanding state. The holding
state shall have the discretion to hold runaways and accused status offenders who are not a
danger to themselves or others at a location it deems appropriate.


2. The home/demanding state’s ICJ Office shall maintain regular contact with the authorities
preparing the requisition to ensure accurate preparation and timely delivery of said
documents to minimize detention time.


3. When the juvenile is a runaway and/or an accused status offender, the legal guardian or
custodial agency shall petition the court of jurisdiction in the home/demanding state for a
requisition. When the juvenile is already in custody, this shall be done within sixty (60)
calendar days of notification of the juvenile’s refusal to voluntarily return.


a. The petitioner may use Form A, Petition for Requisition to Return a Runaway Juvenile,
or other petition.  The petition shall state the juvenile's name and date of birth, the name
of the petitioner, and the basis of entitlement to the juvenile's custody, the circumstances
of his/her running away, his/her location at the time application is made, and other facts
showing that the juvenile is endangering his/her own welfare or the welfare of others and
is not an emancipated minor.


i. The petition shall be verified by affidavit.
ii. The petition is to be accompanied by a certified copy of the document(s) on which


the petitioner’s entitlement to the juvenile's custody is based, such as birth
certificates, letters of guardianship, or custody decrees.


iii. Other affidavits and other documents may be submitted with such petition.


b. When it is determined that the juvenile should be returned, the judge court in the
home/demanding state shall sign the Form I Requisition for Runaway Juvenile.


c. The Form I Requisition for Runaway Juvenile accompanied by the petition and
supporting documentation shall be forwarded to the home/demanding state’s ICJ Office.


4. Upon receipt of the Form I Requisition for Runaway Juvenile, the home/ demanding state’s
ICJ Office shall ensure the requisition packet is in order. The ICJ Office will submit the
requisition packet through the electronic data system to the ICJ Office in the state where the
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juvenile is located. The state where the juvenile is located may request and shall be entitled 
to receive originals or duly certified copies of any legal documents.   


5. The ICJ Office in the state where the juvenile is located will forward the Form I Requisition
for Runaway Juvenile to the appropriate court and request that a hearing be held within thirty
(30) calendar days of the receipt of the requisition. If not already detained, the court shall
order the juvenile be held pending a hearing on the requisition. This time period may be
extended with the approval from both ICJ Offices.


6. The court in the holding state shall inform the juvenile of the demand made for his/her return
and may elect to appoint counsel or a guardian ad litem. The purpose of said hearing is to
determine proof of entitlement for the return of the juvenile. If proof of entitlement is not
established, the judge court shall issue written findings detailing the reason(s) for denial.


7. In all cases, the order concerning the requisition shall be forwarded immediately from the
holding court to the holding state's ICJ Office which shall forward the same to the
home/demanding state's ICJ Office.


8. Juveniles held in detention, pending non-voluntary return to the home/demanding state, may
be held for a maximum of ninety (90) calendar days.


9. Juveniles shall be returned by the home/demanding state within five (5) business days of the
receipt of the order granting the requisition. This time period may be extended up to an
additional five (5) business days with approval from both ICJ Offices.


10. If the legal guardian or custodial agency in the home/demanding state is unable or refuses to
initiate the requisition process on a runaway, then the home/demanding state's appropriate
authority shall initiate the requisition process on behalf of the juvenile.


History: Adopted December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, 
effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended 
October 17, 2012, effective November 1, 2012; amended October 9, 2013, effective April 1, 
2014; amended August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016; amended September 27, 2017, 
effective March 1, 2018 


Justification: 


Introduction Paragraph  
The issue was referred by Executive Committee.  The amendment would address a frequently 
asked question, which was the subject of a Legal Memorandum issued on 10-26-18 to clarify 
that a juvenile who leaves with permission, then refuses to return when directed by a parent, 
is considered a runaway and should be returned pursuant to the Compact. On December 13, 
2018, Advisory Opinion 05-2018 was published to address this issue, with approval of the 
ICJ Executive Committee. 
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Paragraphs 3(b) and 6 
In some states, other court officials, such as judicial commissioners or magistrates, have 
judicial authority.  This amendment would clarify that they can hear cases involving 
returns. The committee recommends use of the word “court” because the ICJ Rule 
definition of “court” is comprehensive. 


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 


Introduction Paragraph  
ICJ Advisory Opinion 05-2018 was published to address this issue.  


Paragraphs 3(b) and 6 
The term “judge” is used in the following rules: 
1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or


Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders
2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders
3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent


JIDS Impact: 
Day-forward edits to Form I and Order Setting Hearing for the Requisition of a Runaway. 


Forms Impact: 
Edit “Judge” to “Court” on the following forms: 
1. Form I
2. Order Setting Hearing for the Requisition of a Runaway


Fiscal Impact: 
$250 – 2 InStream Services Hours for JIDS e-Forms 


Effective Date:  
March 1, 2020
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Proposed by the Rules Committee 


RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent 


A requisition applies to all juveniles in custody who refuse to voluntarily return to their 
home/demanding state or to request a juvenile whose whereabouts are known, but not in custody 
be picked up and detained pending return. 


1. Probation/parole escapees, absconders or accused delinquents who have been taken into
custody on a warrant shall be detained in secure facilities until returned by the demanding
state.


2. The demanding state’s ICJ Office shall maintain regular contact with the authorities
preparing the requisition to ensure accurate preparation and timely delivery of said
documents to minimize detention time.


3. The demanding state shall present to the court or appropriate authority a Form II
Requisition for Escapee, Absconder, or Accused Delinquent, requesting the juvenile’s
return.  When the juvenile is already in custody, this shall be done within sixty (60)
calendar days of notification of the juvenile’s refusal to voluntarily return.


a. The requisition shall be verified by affidavit, unless a judge the court is the requisitioner,
and shall be accompanied by copies of supporting documents that show entitlement to the
juvenile. Examples may include:


i. Judgment
ii. Order of Adjudication


iii. Order of Commitment
iv. Petition Alleging Delinquency
v. Other affidavits and documents may be submitted with such requisition.


b. When it is determined that the juvenile should be returned, the judge court or the
appropriate authority in the demanding state shall sign the Form II Requisition for
Escapee, Absconder, or Accused Delinquent.


c. The Form II Requisition for Escapee, Absconder, or Accused Delinquent accompanied
by the supporting documentation shall be forwarded to the demanding state’s ICJ Office.


4. Upon receipt of Form II Requisition for Escapee, Absconder, or Accused Delinquent, the
demanding state’s ICJ Office shall ensure the requisition packet is in order.  The ICJ Office
will submit the requisition packet through the electronic data system to the ICJ Office in the
state where the juvenile is located. The state where the juvenile is located may request and
shall be entitled to receive originals or duly certified copies of any legal documents.


5. The ICJ Office in the state where the juvenile is located will forward the Form II Requisition
for Escapee, Absconder, or Accused Delinquent to the appropriate court and request that a


Page 15 of 27







hearing be held within thirty (30) calendar days of the receipt of the requisition. If not 
already detained, the court shall order the juvenile be held pending a hearing on the 
requisition.  This time period may be extended with the approval from both ICJ Offices.  


6. The court in the holding state shall inform the juvenile of the demand made for his/her return
and may elect to appoint counsel or a guardian ad litem. The purpose of said hearing is to
determine proof of entitlement for the return of the juvenile. If proof of entitlement is not
established, the judge court shall issue written findings detailing the reason(s) for denial.


7. In all cases, the order concerning the requisition shall be forwarded immediately from the
holding court to the holding state's ICJ Office which shall forward the same to the demanding
state's ICJ Office.


8. Juveniles held in detention, pending non-voluntary return to the demanding state, may be
held for a maximum of ninety (90) calendar days.


9. Requisitioned juveniles shall be accompanied in their return to the demanding state unless
both ICJ Offices determine otherwise. Juveniles shall be returned by the demanding state
within five (5) business days of the receipt of the order granting the requisition. This time
period may be extended up to an additional five (5) business days with approval from both
ICJ Offices.


History: Adopted October 9, 2013, effective April 1, 2014; amended August 26, 2015, effective 
February 1, 2016; amended September 27, 2017, effective March 1, 2018 


Justification: 
In some states, other court officials, such as judicial commissioners or magistrates, have 
judicial authority.  This amendment would clarify that they can hear cases involving 
returns. The committee recommends use of the word “court” because the ICJ Rule 
definition of “court” is comprehensive. 


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 
The term “judge” is used in the following rules: 


1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or
Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders


2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders
3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent


JIDS Impact: 
Day-forward edits to Form II and Order Setting Hearing for Requisition for Escapee, 
Absconder, or Accused Delinquent 


Forms Impact: 
Edit “Judge” to “Court” on the following forms: 
1. Form II - "judge or compact official"
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2. Order Setting Hearing for Requisition for Escapee, Absconder, or Accused
Delinquent


Fiscal Impact: 
$250 – 2 InStream Service Hours for JIDS e-Forms 


Effective Date:  
March 1, 2020 
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Proposed by the Rules Committee 


RULE 7-104:  Warrants 


1. All warrants issued for juveniles subject to the Compact shall be entered into the National Crime
Information Center (NCIC) with a nationwide pickup radius with no bond amount set and not
eligible for bond.


2. Holding states shall honor all lawful warrants as entered by other states and shall, no later than
the next business day, notify the ICJ Office in the home/demanding/sending state that the
juvenile has been placed in custody pursuant to the warrant. Upon notification, the
home/demanding/sending state shall issue a detainer or provide a copy of the warrant to the
holding state.


3. Within two (2) business days of notification, the home/demanding/sending state shall inform the
holding state whether the home/demanding/sending state intends to act upon and return the
juvenile, or notify in writing the intent to withdraw the warrant. If mandated under other
applicable rules, such as those pertaining to runaways or failed supervision, Withdrawal of the
absence of a warrant does not negate the home/demanding/sending state’s responsibility to
return the juvenile under other applicable rules.


4. The holding state shall not release the juvenile in custody on bond.


History: Adopted as Rule 6-108 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended 
September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; renumbered as Rule 7-104, effective April 1, 
2014; amended August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016; amended September 27, 2017, 
effective March 1, 2018 


Justification: 


Paragraph 1.  This amendment would clarify that “with no bond amount set” does not mean the 
bond amount can be set at $0.  Additionally, the proposed language mirrors the language utilized 
for entry into the NCIC system.   


Paragraph 3.  In many cases, a home state chooses not to act upon its warrant, but also does not 
withdraw the warrant.  The rule does not currently require notice in these cases. 


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions:  
“Other applicable rules” include 6-102, 6-103, 6-103A, 5-102, and 5-103. 
ICJ Advisory Opinion 03-2018 references 7-104 and requires review. 
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JIDS Impact: 
No Impact 


Forms Impact: 
No Impact 


Fiscal Impact: 
No Impact 


Effective Date:  
March 1, 2020 
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Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE 


Section 900 Dispute Resolution, Enforcement, Withdrawal, and Dissolution 


The compacting states shall report to the Commission on all issues and activities necessary for 
the administration of the Compact as well as issues and activities pertaining to compliance with 
provisions of the Compact and its by-laws and rules.  


The Commission shall attempt, upon the request of a compacting state, to resolve any disputes or 
other issues, which are subject to the Compact and which may arise among compacting states 
and between compacting and non-compacting states. The Commission shall promulgate a rule 
providing for both mediation and binding dispute resolution for disputes among the compacting 
states.  


The Commission, in the reasonable exercise of its discretion, shall enforce the provisions and 
rules of this Compact using any or all means set forth in Article XI of the Compact. 


Justification: 


The amendment proposes the deletion of the introduction in its entirety to avoid confusion and 
attempts to edit the text.  The text is quoted language from Article VII, Section B of the Compact 
and Compact language can only be amended with approval from all states.  


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 
None 


JIDS Impact: 
No Impact 


Forms Impact: 
No Impact 


Fiscal Impact: 
No Impact 


Effective Date: 
March 1, 2020


Rules Committee Action:   Click on meeting date to view approved minutes. 
2/06/19 –  Voted 8-0-0 to recommend for adoption. 
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Proposed by the COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE 


RULE 9-101: Informal Communication to Resolve Initial Dispute Resolution Disputes or 
Controversies and Obtain Interpretation of the Rules  


1. Informal Direct communication.


Through the office of a state’s Compact Commissioner, states shall attempt to resolve disputes or 
controversies by communicating with each other directly.  


2. Failure to resolve Assistance with resolution of dispute or controversy.


a. Following a documented unsuccessful attempt to resolve controversies or disputes arising
under this Compact, its by-laws or its rules as required under Rule 9-101, Section 1,
compacting states shall pursue assistance with resolution of the dispute or controversy
informal dispute resolution processes prior to resorting to formal dispute resolution
alternatives.


b. Parties shall submit a written request using the form approved by the Executive
Committee to the Executive Director for assistance in resolving the controversy or
dispute. The Executive Director, or the Chair of the Commission in the Executive
Director’s absence, shall provide a written response to the parties within ten (10) business
days and may, at the Executive Director’s discretion, seek the assistance of legal counsel
or the Executive Committee in resolving the dispute. The Executive Committee may
authorize its standing committees or the Executive Director to assist in resolving the
dispute or controversy.


c. In the event that a Commission officer(s) or member(s) of the Executive Committee or
other committees authorized to process the dispute, is the Commissioner(s) or designee(s)
of the state(s) which is a party(ies) to the dispute, such Commissioner(s) or designee(s)
will shall refrain from participation in the dispute resolution decision making process.


3. Interpretation of the rules.


a. Any state may submit a written request to the Executive Director for assistance in
interpreting the rules of this Compact. The Executive Director may seek the assistance of
legal counsel, the Executive Committee, or both, in interpreting the rules. The Executive
Committee may authorize its standing committees to assist in interpreting the rules.
Interpretations of the rules shall be issued in writing by the Executive Director and legal
counsel in consultation with the Executive Committee and shall be circulated to all of the
states.


History: Adopted as Rule 8-101 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; renumbered as Rule 9-
101, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015 
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Comment: Rule 9-101 was originally titled “Transition Rule,” adopted December 3, 2009, effective 
March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective September 15, 2010; expired June 30, 2011 


Justification: 


The amendment is proposed to better reflect the process used and the title amended to describe 
the process. 


Paragraphs 1 and 2 are retitled for clarity. Since a written request to the Executive Director is 
required and may trigger involvement of the Legal Counsel, Executive Committee, and/or 
Compliance Committee, “informal” does not seem appropriate.  


Paragraph 3.  The proposed change is grammatical.  The sub-letter is not required with only one 
item in the paragraph. 


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 
Rule 9-102 and Rule 9-103 proposed amendments 
Compliance Policies 


JIDS Impact: 
No Impact 


Forms Impact: 
Administrative form to be approved by Executive Committee for requesting assistance 
with resolution of a dispute or controversy. 


Fiscal Impact: 


 No Impact 


Effective Date: 
 March 1, 2020
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Proposed by the COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE 


RULE 9-102: Formal Alternative Resolution of Disputes and Controversies  


1. Use of aAlternative dispute resolution.


a. Any controversy or dispute between or among parties that arises from or relates to this
Compact that is not resolved under Rule 9-101 may be resolved by alternative dispute
resolution processes. These shall consist of mediation and arbitration.


2. Mediation and arbitration.


a. Mediation.


i. A state that is party to a dispute may request, or the Executive Committee may require,
the submission of a matter in controversy to mediation.


ii. Mediation shall be conducted by a mediator appointed by the Executive Committee
from a list of mediators approved by the Commission or a national organization
responsible for setting standards for mediators, and pursuant to procedures customarily
used in mediation proceedings.


b. Arbitration.


i. Arbitration may be recommended by the Executive Committee in any dispute
regardless of the parties’ previous submission of the dispute to mediation.


ii. Arbitration shall be administered by at least one neutral arbitrator or a panel of
arbitrators not to exceed three (3) members. These arbitrators shall be selected from a
list of arbitrators maintained by the Commission.


iii. Arbitration may be administered pursuant to procedures customarily used in arbitration
proceedings and at the direction of the arbitrator.


iv. Upon the demand of any party to a dispute arising under the Compact, the dispute shall
be referred to the American Arbitration Association and shall be administered pursuant
to its commercial arbitration rules.


v. The arbitrator in all cases shall assess all costs of arbitration, including fees of the
arbitrator and reasonable attorney fees of the prevailing party, against the party that did
not prevail.


vi. The arbitrator shall have the power to impose any sanction permitted by the provisions
of this Compact and authorized Compact rules.


vii. Judgment on any arbitration award may be entered in any court having jurisdiction.
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History: Adopted as Rule 8-102 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; renumbered as Rule 9-
102, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015 


Justification: 


Paragraph 1 retitled.  The Compact states that the Commission will promulgate a rule regarding 
mediation and arbitration; however, this is not the “formal” dispute resolution process that ICJ 
has historically used.  Rule 9-103 outlines the formal dispute resolution most commonly used by 
the Commission. 
Paragraph 1(a).  The proposed change is grammatical. The sub-letter is not required with only 
one sub-item in the paragraph. 


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 
Rule 9-101 and Rule 9-103 proposed amendments 
Compliance Policy 


JIDS Impact: 
No Impact 


Forms Impact: 
No Impact 


Fiscal Impact: 
No Impact 


Effective Date: 
March 1, 2020 
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Proposed by the COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE 


RULE 9-103: Enforcement Actions against a Defaulting State 


1. The Commission shall not bear any costs relating to curing the default, unless otherwise
mutually agreed upon between the Commission and the defaulting state.


2. 1.  The Commission shall impose sufficient sanctions seek the minimum level of penalties
necessary to ensure the defaulting state’s fulfillment performance of such obligations or
responsibilities as imposed upon it by this compact and hold the defaulting state accountable.
Sanctions shall be imposed in accordance with policies established by the Commission.


3. 2.  If the Commission determines that any state has at any time defaulted (“defaulting state”)
in the performance of any of its obligations or responsibilities under this Compact, the by-
laws or any duly promulgated rules the Commission may impose any or all of the following
penalties sanctions.


a. Remedial training and technical assistance as directed by the Commission;


b. Alternative dispute resolution;


c. Fines, fees and costs in such amounts as are deemed to be reasonable as fixed by the
Commission;


d. Suspension and/or termination of membership in the Compact. Suspension or termination
shall be imposed only after all other reasonable means of securing compliance under the
by-laws and rules have been exhausted, and the Commission has therefore determined
that the offending state is in default. Immediate notice of suspension shall be given by the
Commission to the governor, the chief justice or chief judicial officer of the state; the
majority and minority leaders of the defaulting state’s legislature, and the State Council.


4. 3.  The grounds for default include, but are not limited to, failure of a compacting state to
perform such obligations or responsibilities imposed upon it by this Compact, Commission
by-laws, or duly promulgated rules, and any other grounds designating on Commission by-
laws and rules.  The Commission shall immediately notify the defaulting state in writing of
the default and the time period in which the defaulting state must cure said default. The
Commission shall also specify a potential penalty to be imposed on the defaulting state
pending a failure to cure the default. If the defaulting state fails to cure the default within the
time period specified by the Commission, in addition to any other penalties imposed herein,
the defaulting state may be terminated from the Compact upon an affirmative vote of a
majority of the compacting states and all rights, privileges and benefits conferred by this
Compact shall be terminated from the effective date of termination.


5. The Commission shall immediately notify the defaulting state in writing of the default and
the time period in which the defaulting state must cure said default. The Commission shall
also specify a potential penalty sanction(s) to be imposed on the defaulting state pending a
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failure to cure the default., which shall be in addition to any costs associated with curing the 
default, including but not limited to: technical and training assistance and legal costs.  


6. Sanctions may be abated if the default if cured. Conditions under which abatement may be
considered shall be clearly outlined and provided to the defaulting state at the time the state is
notified of the default.


7. If the defaulting state fails to cure the default within the time period specified by the
Commission, in addition to any other penalties sanctions imposed herein, the defaulting state
may be terminated from the Compact upon an affirmative vote of a majority of the
compacting states and all rights, privileges and benefits conferred by this Compact shall be
terminated from the effective date of termination.


8. 4.  Within sixty (60) days of the effective date of termination of a defaulting state, the
Commission shall notify the governor, the chief justice or chief judicial officer, and the
Majority and Minority Leaders of the defaulting state’s legislature and the State Council of
such termination.


9. 5.  The defaulting state is responsible for all assessments, obligations, and liabilities incurred
through the effective date of termination including any obligations, the performance of which
extends beyond the effective date of termination.


6. The Commission shall not bear any costs relating to the defaulting state unless otherwise
mutually agreed upon between the Commission and the defaulting state.


10. 7.  Reinstatement following termination of any compacting state requires both a reenactment
of the Compact by the defaulting state and the approval of the Commission pursuant to the
rules.


History: Adopted as Rule 8-103 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 201; renumbered as Rule 9-103, 
effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015; amended 
August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016 


Justification: 


Proposed amendment reorganizes paragraphs and adds provisions to clarify issues related to 
expectations, costs, penalties/sanctions, and enforcement.  “Sanctions” is substituted for 
“penalties” throughout.  


New paragraph 1.  Language in current paragraph 6 was relocated to highlight that costs and 
penalties/sanctions are separate issues.   


Current paragraph 3 was renumbered 4, then divided into paragraphs 4 and 5. 


New language was added to proposed paragraph 5 to clarify that costs associated with curing the 
default are additional to any sanctions that may be imposed.  
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New language was added as proposed paragraph 6 to specify that sanctions may be abated. 


Current paragraph 6 was moved, and would become paragraph 1 (as previously described). 


Effect on Other Rules, Advisory Opinions or Dispute Resolutions: 
Rule 9-101 and 9-102 
Compliance Policies 
Whitepaper: Why Your State Can Be Sanctioned for Violation the Compact, Sept. 2012 
ICJ Advisory Opinion 01-2018 references Rule 9-103(2) 


JIDS Impact: 
No Impact 


Forms Impact: 
No Impact 


Fiscal Impact: 
No Impact 


Effective Date: 
March 1, 2020 
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		Proposed by Midwest Region

		Accused Delinquent: a person charged with an offense that, if committed by an adult, would be a criminal offense, including a juvenile who has been charged as an adult.



		2019 Rule 1-101 Runaways_RulesCmte.pdf

		RULE 1-101: Definitions

		Runaways: persons within the juvenile jurisdictional age limit established by the home state who have (1) voluntarily left their residence without permission of their legal guardian or custodial agency or (2) refuse to return to their residence as dir...

		History:   “Runaways” last amended September 27, 2017, effective March 1, 2018





		The issue referred by Executive Committee.  The amendment would address a frequently asked question, which was the subject of a Legal Memorandum issued on 10-26-18 to clarify that a juvenile who leaves with permission, then refuses to return when dire...



		2019 Rule 2-107 New StateCouncil_RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the Rules Committee (as recommended by the Idaho State Council)

		Article IX of the Interstate Compact for Juveniles and the ICJ Administrative Policy 01-2001:  State Council Enforcement address the requirement that each member state and territory create a State Council for Interstate Juvenile Supervision.

		The Idaho State Council proposes a new rule in the ICJ Rules Section 200 to incorporate the Statute requirement and the ICJ Administrative Policy into the ICJ Rules.  The proposed language drafted is taken from the language in the statute and policy i...



		2019 Rule 4-102 SendRecRef_EastRegion_REV.pdf

		History: Adopted December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended October 9, 2013, effective...



		2019 Rule 4-103 TransfSupProcedJSO_EastRegion.pdf

		History: Adopted December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended October 9, 2013, effective...



		2019 Rule 4-104(5) AuthAccptDeny_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 4-104: Authority to Accept/Deny Supervision

		History: Adopted as Rule 5-101 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; renumbered as Rule 4-104, effective April 1, 2014; amended August 26, 2...





		2019 Rule 5-101 SupvServReq_RulesCmte_ID.pdf

		Proposed by Rules Committee (as recommended by the Idaho State Council)

		RULE 5-101: Supervision/Services Requirements

		History: Adopted as Rule 4-104 December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 9, 2013 and renumbered as Rule 5-101, effective April 1...



		Justification:



		2019 Rule 6-102 VoluntaryReturn_RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by Rules Committee

		RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		History: Adopted December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; clerically amended January 5, 2011, effective February 4, 2011; amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended August 26, 20...



		The term “judge” is used in the following rules:

		1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent



		2019 Rule 6-102(8) VoluntaryReturn_MidwestRegion.pdf

		Proposed by MIDWEST REGION



		2019 Rule 6-103 Non-VoluntaryReturn..._RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by Rules Committee

		RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		History: Adopted December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, effective November 1, 2012; amended October 9, 2013, effect...



		The term “judge” is used in the following rules:

		1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent



		2019 Rule 6-103A Non-VoluntaryReturn_RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by Rules Committee

		RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent

		History: Adopted October 9, 2013, effective April 1, 2014; amended August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016; amended September 27, 2017, effective March 1, 2018



		The term “judge” is used in the following rules:

		1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent



		2019 Rule 9-101 Resolution_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 9-101: Informal Communication to Resolve Initial Dispute Resolution Disputes or Controversies and Obtain Interpretation of the Rules

		1. Informal Direct communication.

		Through the office of a state’s Compact Commissioner, states shall attempt to resolve disputes or controversies by communicating with each other directly.

		2. Failure to resolve Assistance with resolution of dispute or controversy.

		a. Following a documented unsuccessful attempt to resolve controversies or disputes arising under this Compact, its by-laws or its rules as required under Rule 9-101, Section 1, compacting states shall pursue assistance with resolution of the dispute ...

		b. Parties shall submit a written request using the form approved by the Executive Committee to the Executive Director for assistance in resolving the controversy or dispute. The Executive Director, or the Chair of the Commission in the Executive Dire...

		c. In the event that a Commission officer(s) or member(s) of the Executive Committee or other committees authorized to process the dispute, is the Commissioner(s) or designee(s) of the state(s) which is a party(ies) to the dispute, such Commissioner(s...

		3. Interpretation of the rules.

		a. Any state may submit a written request to the Executive Director for assistance in interpreting the rules of this Compact. The Executive Director may seek the assistance of legal counsel, the Executive Committee, or both, in interpreting the rules....

		History: Adopted as Rule 8-101 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; renumbered as Rule 9-101, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015







		2019 Rule 9-102 ResolDisputes_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 9-102: Formal Alternative Resolution of Disputes and Controversies

		1. Use of aAlternative dispute resolution.

		a. Any controversy or dispute between or among parties that arises from or relates to this Compact that is not resolved under Rule 9-101 may be resolved by alternative dispute resolution processes. These shall consist of mediation and arbitration.

		2. Mediation and arbitration.

		a. Mediation.

		i. A state that is party to a dispute may request, or the Executive Committee may require, the submission of a matter in controversy to mediation.

		ii. Mediation shall be conducted by a mediator appointed by the Executive Committee from a list of mediators approved by the Commission or a national organization responsible for setting standards for mediators, and pursuant to procedures customarily ...

		b. Arbitration.

		i. Arbitration may be recommended by the Executive Committee in any dispute regardless of the parties’ previous submission of the dispute to mediation.

		ii. Arbitration shall be administered by at least one neutral arbitrator or a panel of arbitrators not to exceed three (3) members. These arbitrators shall be selected from a list of arbitrators maintained by the Commission.

		iii. Arbitration may be administered pursuant to procedures customarily used in arbitration proceedings and at the direction of the arbitrator.

		iv. Upon the demand of any party to a dispute arising under the Compact, the dispute shall be referred to the American Arbitration Association and shall be administered pursuant to its commercial arbitration rules.

		v. The arbitrator in all cases shall assess all costs of arbitration, including fees of the arbitrator and reasonable attorney fees of the prevailing party, against the party that did not prevail.

		vi. The arbitrator shall have the power to impose any sanction permitted by the provisions of this Compact and authorized Compact rules.

		vii. Judgment on any arbitration award may be entered in any court having jurisdiction.

		History: Adopted as Rule 8-102 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; renumbered as Rule 9-102, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015







		2019 Rule 9-103 Enforce_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 9-103: Enforcement Actions against a Defaulting State

		1. The Commission shall not bear any costs relating to curing the default, unless otherwise mutually agreed upon between the Commission and the defaulting state.

		2. 1.  The Commission shall impose sufficient sanctions seek the minimum level of penalties necessary to ensure the defaulting state’s fulfillment performance of such obligations or responsibilities as imposed upon it by this compact and hold the defa...

		3. 2.  If the Commission determines that any state has at any time defaulted (“defaulting state”) in the performance of any of its obligations or responsibilities under this Compact, the by-laws or any duly promulgated rules the Commission may impose ...

		a. Remedial training and technical assistance as directed by the Commission;

		b. Alternative dispute resolution;

		c. Fines, fees and costs in such amounts as are deemed to be reasonable as fixed by the Commission;

		d. Suspension and/or termination of membership in the Compact. Suspension or termination shall be imposed only after all other reasonable means of securing compliance under the by-laws and rules have been exhausted, and the Commission has therefore de...

		4. 3.  The grounds for default include, but are not limited to, failure of a compacting state to perform such obligations or responsibilities imposed upon it by this Compact, Commission by-laws, or duly promulgated rules, and any other grounds designa...

		5. The Commission shall immediately notify the defaulting state in writing of the default and the time period in which the defaulting state must cure said default. The Commission shall also specify a potential penalty sanction(s) to be imposed on the ...

		6. Sanctions may be abated if the default if cured. Conditions under which abatement may be considered shall be clearly outlined and provided to the defaulting state at the time the state is notified of the default.

		7. If the defaulting state fails to cure the default within the time period specified by the Commission, in addition to any other penalties sanctions imposed herein, the defaulting state may be terminated from the Compact upon an affirmative vote of a...

		8. 4.  Within sixty (60) days of the effective date of termination of a defaulting state, the Commission shall notify the governor, the chief justice or chief judicial officer, and the Majority and Minority Leaders of the defaulting state’s legislatur...

		9. 5.  The defaulting state is responsible for all assessments, obligations, and liabilities incurred through the effective date of termination including any obligations, the performance of which extends beyond the effective date of termination.

		6.  The Commission shall not bear any costs relating to the defaulting state unless otherwise mutually agreed upon between the Commission and the defaulting state.

		10.  7.  Reinstatement following termination of any compacting state requires both a reenactment of the Compact by the defaulting state and the approval of the Commission pursuant to the rules.

		History: Adopted as Rule 8-103 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 201; renumbered as Rule 9-103, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015; amended August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016







		2019 Rule 900 Intro_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		Section 900 Dispute Resolution, Enforcement, Withdrawal, and Dissolution

		The compacting states shall report to the Commission on all issues and activities necessary for the administration of the Compact as well as issues and activities pertaining to compliance with provisions of the Compact and its by-laws and rules.

		The Commission shall attempt, upon the request of a compacting state, to resolve any disputes or other issues, which are subject to the Compact and which may arise among compacting states and between compacting and non-compacting states. The Commissio...

		The Commission, in the reasonable exercise of its discretion, shall enforce the provisions and rules of this Compact using any or all means set forth in Article XI of the Compact.





		2019 Rule 1-101 AccusedDelinquent_MidwestRegion.pdf

		Proposed by Midwest Region

		Accused Delinquent: a person charged with an offense that, if committed by an adult, would be a criminal offense, including a juvenile who has been charged as an adult.





		2019 Rule 1-101 Runaways_RulesCmte.pdf

		RULE 1-101: Definitions

		Runaways: persons within the juvenile jurisdictional age limit established by the home state who have (1) voluntarily left their residence without permission of their legal guardian or custodial agency or (2) refuse to return to their residence as dir...

		History:   “Runaways” last amended September 27, 2017, effective March 1, 2018





		The issue referred by Executive Committee.  The amendment would address a frequently asked question, which was the subject of a Legal Memorandum issued on 10-26-18 to clarify that a juvenile who leaves with permission, then refuses to return when dire...



		2019 Rule 2-107 New StateCouncil_RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the Rules Committee (as recommended by the Idaho State Council)

		Article IX of the Interstate Compact for Juveniles and the ICJ Administrative Policy 01-2001:  State Council Enforcement address the requirement that each member state and territory create a State Council for Interstate Juvenile Supervision.

		The Idaho State Council proposes a new rule in the ICJ Rules Section 200 to incorporate the Statute requirement and the ICJ Administrative Policy into the ICJ Rules.  The proposed language drafted is taken from the language in the statute and policy i...



		2019 Rule 4-102 SendRecRef_EastRegion_REV.pdf

		History: Adopted December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended October 9, 2013, effective...



		2019 Rule 4-103 TransfSupProcedJSO_EastRegion.pdf

		History: Adopted December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended October 9, 2013, effective...



		2019 Rule 4-104(5) AuthAccptDeny_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 4-104: Authority to Accept/Deny Supervision

		History: Adopted as Rule 5-101 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; renumbered as Rule 4-104, effective April 1, 2014; amended August 26, 2...





		2019 Rule 5-101 SupvServReq_RulesCmte_ID.pdf

		Proposed by Rules Committee (as recommended by the Idaho State Council)

		RULE 5-101: Supervision/Services Requirements

		History: Adopted as Rule 4-104 December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 9, 2013 and renumbered as Rule 5-101, effective April 1...



		Justification:



		2019 Rule 6-102 VoluntaryReturn_RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by Rules Committee

		RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		History: Adopted December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; clerically amended January 5, 2011, effective February 4, 2011; amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended August 26, 20...



		The term “judge” is used in the following rules:

		1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent



		2019 Rule 6-103 Non-VoluntaryReturn..._RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by Rules Committee

		RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		History: Adopted December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, effective November 1, 2012; amended October 9, 2013, effect...



		The term “judge” is used in the following rules:

		1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent



		2019 Rule 6-103A Non-VoluntaryReturn_RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by Rules Committee

		RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent

		History: Adopted October 9, 2013, effective April 1, 2014; amended August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016; amended September 27, 2017, effective March 1, 2018



		The term “judge” is used in the following rules:

		1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent



		2019 Rule 9-101 Resolution_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 9-101: Informal Communication to Resolve Initial Dispute Resolution Disputes or Controversies and Obtain Interpretation of the Rules

		1. Informal Direct communication.

		Through the office of a state’s Compact Commissioner, states shall attempt to resolve disputes or controversies by communicating with each other directly.

		2. Failure to resolve Assistance with resolution of dispute or controversy.

		a. Following a documented unsuccessful attempt to resolve controversies or disputes arising under this Compact, its by-laws or its rules as required under Rule 9-101, Section 1, compacting states shall pursue assistance with resolution of the dispute ...

		b. Parties shall submit a written request using the form approved by the Executive Committee to the Executive Director for assistance in resolving the controversy or dispute. The Executive Director, or the Chair of the Commission in the Executive Dire...

		c. In the event that a Commission officer(s) or member(s) of the Executive Committee or other committees authorized to process the dispute, is the Commissioner(s) or designee(s) of the state(s) which is a party(ies) to the dispute, such Commissioner(s...

		3. Interpretation of the rules.

		a. Any state may submit a written request to the Executive Director for assistance in interpreting the rules of this Compact. The Executive Director may seek the assistance of legal counsel, the Executive Committee, or both, in interpreting the rules....

		History: Adopted as Rule 8-101 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; renumbered as Rule 9-101, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015







		2019 Rule 9-102 ResolDisputes_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 9-102: Formal Alternative Resolution of Disputes and Controversies

		1. Use of aAlternative dispute resolution.

		a. Any controversy or dispute between or among parties that arises from or relates to this Compact that is not resolved under Rule 9-101 may be resolved by alternative dispute resolution processes. These shall consist of mediation and arbitration.

		2. Mediation and arbitration.

		a. Mediation.

		i. A state that is party to a dispute may request, or the Executive Committee may require, the submission of a matter in controversy to mediation.

		ii. Mediation shall be conducted by a mediator appointed by the Executive Committee from a list of mediators approved by the Commission or a national organization responsible for setting standards for mediators, and pursuant to procedures customarily ...

		b. Arbitration.

		i. Arbitration may be recommended by the Executive Committee in any dispute regardless of the parties’ previous submission of the dispute to mediation.

		ii. Arbitration shall be administered by at least one neutral arbitrator or a panel of arbitrators not to exceed three (3) members. These arbitrators shall be selected from a list of arbitrators maintained by the Commission.

		iii. Arbitration may be administered pursuant to procedures customarily used in arbitration proceedings and at the direction of the arbitrator.

		iv. Upon the demand of any party to a dispute arising under the Compact, the dispute shall be referred to the American Arbitration Association and shall be administered pursuant to its commercial arbitration rules.

		v. The arbitrator in all cases shall assess all costs of arbitration, including fees of the arbitrator and reasonable attorney fees of the prevailing party, against the party that did not prevail.

		vi. The arbitrator shall have the power to impose any sanction permitted by the provisions of this Compact and authorized Compact rules.

		vii. Judgment on any arbitration award may be entered in any court having jurisdiction.

		History: Adopted as Rule 8-102 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; renumbered as Rule 9-102, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015







		2019 Rule 9-103 Enforce_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 9-103: Enforcement Actions against a Defaulting State

		1. The Commission shall not bear any costs relating to curing the default, unless otherwise mutually agreed upon between the Commission and the defaulting state.

		2. 1.  The Commission shall impose sufficient sanctions seek the minimum level of penalties necessary to ensure the defaulting state’s fulfillment performance of such obligations or responsibilities as imposed upon it by this compact and hold the defa...

		3. 2.  If the Commission determines that any state has at any time defaulted (“defaulting state”) in the performance of any of its obligations or responsibilities under this Compact, the by-laws or any duly promulgated rules the Commission may impose ...

		a. Remedial training and technical assistance as directed by the Commission;

		b. Alternative dispute resolution;

		c. Fines, fees and costs in such amounts as are deemed to be reasonable as fixed by the Commission;

		d. Suspension and/or termination of membership in the Compact. Suspension or termination shall be imposed only after all other reasonable means of securing compliance under the by-laws and rules have been exhausted, and the Commission has therefore de...

		4. 3.  The grounds for default include, but are not limited to, failure of a compacting state to perform such obligations or responsibilities imposed upon it by this Compact, Commission by-laws, or duly promulgated rules, and any other grounds designa...

		5. The Commission shall immediately notify the defaulting state in writing of the default and the time period in which the defaulting state must cure said default. The Commission shall also specify a potential penalty sanction(s) to be imposed on the ...

		6. Sanctions may be abated if the default if cured. Conditions under which abatement may be considered shall be clearly outlined and provided to the defaulting state at the time the state is notified of the default.

		7. If the defaulting state fails to cure the default within the time period specified by the Commission, in addition to any other penalties sanctions imposed herein, the defaulting state may be terminated from the Compact upon an affirmative vote of a...

		8. 4.  Within sixty (60) days of the effective date of termination of a defaulting state, the Commission shall notify the governor, the chief justice or chief judicial officer, and the Majority and Minority Leaders of the defaulting state’s legislatur...

		9. 5.  The defaulting state is responsible for all assessments, obligations, and liabilities incurred through the effective date of termination including any obligations, the performance of which extends beyond the effective date of termination.

		6.  The Commission shall not bear any costs relating to the defaulting state unless otherwise mutually agreed upon between the Commission and the defaulting state.

		10.  7.  Reinstatement following termination of any compacting state requires both a reenactment of the Compact by the defaulting state and the approval of the Commission pursuant to the rules.

		History: Adopted as Rule 8-103 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 201; renumbered as Rule 9-103, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015; amended August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016







		2019 Rule 900 Intro_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		Section 900 Dispute Resolution, Enforcement, Withdrawal, and Dissolution

		The compacting states shall report to the Commission on all issues and activities necessary for the administration of the Compact as well as issues and activities pertaining to compliance with provisions of the Compact and its by-laws and rules.

		The Commission shall attempt, upon the request of a compacting state, to resolve any disputes or other issues, which are subject to the Compact and which may arise among compacting states and between compacting and non-compacting states. The Commissio...

		The Commission, in the reasonable exercise of its discretion, shall enforce the provisions and rules of this Compact using any or all means set forth in Article XI of the Compact.





		2019 Rule 1-101 AccusedDelinquent_MidwestRegion.pdf

		Proposed by the MIDWEST REGION

		Accused Delinquent: a person charged with an offense that, if committed by an adult, would be a criminal offense, including a juvenile who has been charged as an adult.





		2019 Rule 1-101 Runaways_RulesCmte.pdf

		RULE 1-101: Definitions

		Runaways: persons within the juvenile jurisdictional age limit established by the home state who have (1) voluntarily left their residence without permission of their legal guardian or custodial agency or (2) refuse to return to their residence as dir...

		History:   “Runaways” last amended September 27, 2017, effective March 1, 2018





		The issue was referred by Executive Committee.  The amendment would address a frequently asked question, which was the subject of a Legal Memorandum issued on 10-26-18 to clarify that a juvenile who leaves with permission, then refuses to return when ...



		2019 Rule 2-107 New StateCouncil_RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the Rules Committee (as recommended by the Idaho State Council)

		Article IX of the Interstate Compact for Juveniles and the ICJ Administrative Policy 01-2001:  State Council Enforcement address the requirement that each member state and territory create a State Council for Interstate Juvenile Supervision.

		The Idaho State Council recommended to the Rules Committee a new rule in the ICJ Rules Section 200 to incorporate the Statute requirement and the ICJ Administrative Policy into the ICJ Rules.  The proposed language was taken from the language in the s...



		2019 Rule 4-102 SendRecRef_EastRegion_REV.pdf

		History: Adopted December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended October 9, 2013, effective...



		2019 Rule 4-103 TransfSupProcedJSO_EastRegion.pdf

		History: Adopted December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended October 9, 2013, effective...



		2019 Rule 4-104(5) AuthAccptDeny_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 4-104: Authority to Accept/Deny Supervision

		History: Adopted as Rule 5-101 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; renumbered as Rule 4-104, effective April 1, 2014; amended August 26, 2...





		2019 Rule 5-101 SupvServReq_RulesCmte_ID.pdf

		Proposed by the Rules Committee (as recommended by the Idaho State Council)

		RULE 5-101: Supervision/Services Requirements

		History: Adopted as Rule 4-104 December 2, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 9, 2013 and renumbered as Rule 5-101, effective April 1...



		Justification:



		2019 Rule 6-102 VoluntaryReturn_RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the Rules Committee

		RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		History: Adopted December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; clerically amended January 5, 2011, effective February 4, 2011; amended October 17, 2012, effective April 1, 2013; amended August 26, 20...



		The term “judge” is used in the following rules:

		1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent



		2019 Rule 6-103 Non-VoluntaryReturn..._RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the Rules Committee

		RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		History: Adopted December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; amended September 15, 2010, effective January 1, 2011; amended October 26, 2011, effective March 1, 2012; amended October 17, 2012, effective November 1, 2012; amended October 9, 2013, effect...



		The term “judge” is used in the following rules:

		1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent



		2019 Rule 6-103A Non-VoluntaryReturn_RulesCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the Rules Committee

		RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent

		History: Adopted October 9, 2013, effective April 1, 2014; amended August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016; amended September 27, 2017, effective March 1, 2018



		The term “judge” is used in the following rules:

		1. RULE 6-102: Voluntary Return of Runaways, Probation/Parole Absconders, Escapees or Accused Delinquents and Accused Status Offenders

		2. RULE 6-103: Non-Voluntary Return of Runaways and/or Accused Status Offenders

		3. RULE 6-103A: Non-Voluntary Return of an Escapee, Absconder or Accused Delinquent



		2019 Rule 9-101 Resolution_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 9-101: Informal Communication to Resolve Initial Dispute Resolution Disputes or Controversies and Obtain Interpretation of the Rules

		1. Informal Direct communication.

		Through the office of a state’s Compact Commissioner, states shall attempt to resolve disputes or controversies by communicating with each other directly.

		2. Failure to resolve Assistance with resolution of dispute or controversy.

		a. Following a documented unsuccessful attempt to resolve controversies or disputes arising under this Compact, its by-laws or its rules as required under Rule 9-101, Section 1, compacting states shall pursue assistance with resolution of the dispute ...

		b. Parties shall submit a written request using the form approved by the Executive Committee to the Executive Director for assistance in resolving the controversy or dispute. The Executive Director, or the Chair of the Commission in the Executive Dire...

		c. In the event that a Commission officer(s) or member(s) of the Executive Committee or other committees authorized to process the dispute, is the Commissioner(s) or designee(s) of the state(s) which is a party(ies) to the dispute, such Commissioner(s...

		3. Interpretation of the rules.

		a. Any state may submit a written request to the Executive Director for assistance in interpreting the rules of this Compact. The Executive Director may seek the assistance of legal counsel, the Executive Committee, or both, in interpreting the rules....

		History: Adopted as Rule 8-101 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; renumbered as Rule 9-101, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015







		2019 Rule 9-102 ResolDisputes_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 9-102: Formal Alternative Resolution of Disputes and Controversies

		1. Use of aAlternative dispute resolution.

		a. Any controversy or dispute between or among parties that arises from or relates to this Compact that is not resolved under Rule 9-101 may be resolved by alternative dispute resolution processes. These shall consist of mediation and arbitration.

		2. Mediation and arbitration.

		a. Mediation.

		i. A state that is party to a dispute may request, or the Executive Committee may require, the submission of a matter in controversy to mediation.

		ii. Mediation shall be conducted by a mediator appointed by the Executive Committee from a list of mediators approved by the Commission or a national organization responsible for setting standards for mediators, and pursuant to procedures customarily ...

		b. Arbitration.

		i. Arbitration may be recommended by the Executive Committee in any dispute regardless of the parties’ previous submission of the dispute to mediation.

		ii. Arbitration shall be administered by at least one neutral arbitrator or a panel of arbitrators not to exceed three (3) members. These arbitrators shall be selected from a list of arbitrators maintained by the Commission.

		iii. Arbitration may be administered pursuant to procedures customarily used in arbitration proceedings and at the direction of the arbitrator.

		iv. Upon the demand of any party to a dispute arising under the Compact, the dispute shall be referred to the American Arbitration Association and shall be administered pursuant to its commercial arbitration rules.

		v. The arbitrator in all cases shall assess all costs of arbitration, including fees of the arbitrator and reasonable attorney fees of the prevailing party, against the party that did not prevail.

		vi. The arbitrator shall have the power to impose any sanction permitted by the provisions of this Compact and authorized Compact rules.

		vii. Judgment on any arbitration award may be entered in any court having jurisdiction.

		History: Adopted as Rule 8-102 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 2010; renumbered as Rule 9-102, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015







		2019 Rule 9-103 Enforce_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by the COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		RULE 9-103: Enforcement Actions against a Defaulting State

		1. The Commission shall not bear any costs relating to curing the default, unless otherwise mutually agreed upon between the Commission and the defaulting state.

		2. 1.  The Commission shall impose sufficient sanctions seek the minimum level of penalties necessary to ensure the defaulting state’s fulfillment performance of such obligations or responsibilities as imposed upon it by this compact and hold the defa...

		3. 2.  If the Commission determines that any state has at any time defaulted (“defaulting state”) in the performance of any of its obligations or responsibilities under this Compact, the by-laws or any duly promulgated rules the Commission may impose ...

		a. Remedial training and technical assistance as directed by the Commission;

		b. Alternative dispute resolution;

		c. Fines, fees and costs in such amounts as are deemed to be reasonable as fixed by the Commission;

		d. Suspension and/or termination of membership in the Compact. Suspension or termination shall be imposed only after all other reasonable means of securing compliance under the by-laws and rules have been exhausted, and the Commission has therefore de...

		4. 3.  The grounds for default include, but are not limited to, failure of a compacting state to perform such obligations or responsibilities imposed upon it by this Compact, Commission by-laws, or duly promulgated rules, and any other grounds designa...

		5. The Commission shall immediately notify the defaulting state in writing of the default and the time period in which the defaulting state must cure said default. The Commission shall also specify a potential penalty sanction(s) to be imposed on the ...

		6. Sanctions may be abated if the default if cured. Conditions under which abatement may be considered shall be clearly outlined and provided to the defaulting state at the time the state is notified of the default.

		7. If the defaulting state fails to cure the default within the time period specified by the Commission, in addition to any other penalties sanctions imposed herein, the defaulting state may be terminated from the Compact upon an affirmative vote of a...

		8. 4.  Within sixty (60) days of the effective date of termination of a defaulting state, the Commission shall notify the governor, the chief justice or chief judicial officer, and the Majority and Minority Leaders of the defaulting state’s legislatur...

		9. 5.  The defaulting state is responsible for all assessments, obligations, and liabilities incurred through the effective date of termination including any obligations, the performance of which extends beyond the effective date of termination.

		6.  The Commission shall not bear any costs relating to the defaulting state unless otherwise mutually agreed upon between the Commission and the defaulting state.

		10.  7.  Reinstatement following termination of any compacting state requires both a reenactment of the Compact by the defaulting state and the approval of the Commission pursuant to the rules.

		History: Adopted as Rule 8-103 December 3, 2009, effective March 1, 201; renumbered as Rule 9-103, effective April 1, 2014; clerically amended February 4, 2015, effective February 4, 2015; amended August 26, 2015, effective February 1, 2016







		2019 Rule 900 Intro_CompCmte.pdf

		Proposed by COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

		Section 900 Dispute Resolution, Enforcement, Withdrawal, and Dissolution

		The compacting states shall report to the Commission on all issues and activities necessary for the administration of the Compact as well as issues and activities pertaining to compliance with provisions of the Compact and its by-laws and rules.

		The Commission shall attempt, upon the request of a compacting state, to resolve any disputes or other issues, which are subject to the Compact and which may arise among compacting states and between compacting and non-compacting states. The Commissio...

		The Commission, in the reasonable exercise of its discretion, shall enforce the provisions and rules of this Compact using any or all means set forth in Article XI of the Compact.
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LETTER FROM THE CHAIR


Natalie Dalton (VA),  
Vice Chairperson


Anne Connor (ID),
Chairperson


Peter Sprengelmeyer (OR), 
Treasurer


As I look back over the last year, I am amazed and humbled by the sheer volume of 
what we have collectively accomplished. Through the work, passion, and commit-
ment of many, we continue to produce and sustain uncommon results. 


Reflecting on ICJ’s past, present, and future, we celebrated the 10th Anniversary of 
the revised Interstate Compact for Juveniles (ICJ) at the Annual Business Meeting in 
New Orleans.  This meeting provided an excellent foundation for a year of intense 
growth, analysis, and planning.   


Throughout Fiscal Year 2019, the Commission worked diligently through its commit-
tees to complete the four strategic initiatives established for 2016-2019.  Because 
collaboration is essential, 84 meetings were conducted for committees, regions, 
work teams, and others.  Highlights of FY 2019 activities are discussed throughout 
this report, including: publication of “Key Concepts in Human Trafficking”; develop-
ment of a Mentoring Program Policy; and presentations at a wide variety of national 
and state-level conferences. 


In the area of technology, the Commission had an extremely productive year.  In col-
laboration with SEARCH (the National Consortium on Justice Information and Sta-
tistics), the Information Technology Committee analyzed our current technology and 
future needs.  With representatives from each region, a dedicated “RFP Team” con-
ducted an intensive nine-month process of reviewing technology and proposals for 
a new nationwide data system.  Based on their recommendation, a vendor has been 
selected to develop a new system, which will be introduced in Fall 2020. 


To fulfill the Commission’s rulemaking responsibilities, the Rules Committee worked 
collectively to ensure a thorough review of proposals submitted by multiple commit-
tees and regions. Consequently, 15 proposed amendments will be presented for the 
Commission’s consideration at the 2019 Annual Business Meeting in Indianapolis, IN. 


To promote public safety, victims’ rights, and juvenile accountability, the Commission 
conducted performance measurement assessments and provided related technical 
assistance.  The Commission also carefully analyzed and updated multiple compli-
ance related-tools and policies to ensure emphasis on issues most likely to impact 
juveniles and communities.


To ensure continued success in the future, the Commission also created a new Stra-
tegic Plan for 2020–2022, which will focus our collective energies on 4 priorities and 
10 initiatives. The new Strategic Plan is available online at https://www.juvenilecom-
pact.org/about/strategic-plan.


It has truly been an honor to serve as the Commission’s Chairperson during FY 2019. 
I am blessed to have had the opportunity to work with such incredible people from 
across the country.  Our accomplishments and continued success are a direct result 
of your dedication and commitment. 


Respectfully submitted,


Anne Connor, Chair
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In September 2018, the Interstate Commis-
sion for Juveniles gathered for the 10th Annual 
Business Meeting in New Orleans, Louisiana. 
To honor the Commission’s 10th Anniversary, 
we reflected on our past, present and future. 
On Tuesday, Chair Anne Connor provided an 
overview of the Commission’s history, dat-
ing back to the original Interstate Compact on 
Juveniles in 1955. Next, we focused on issues 
presently facing ICJ Offices through an interac-
tive, scenario-based session, as well as face-
to-face Region Meetings. Finally, we welcomed 
leading national experts for a panel discussion 
entitled “Charting the Future: Frontiers in Juve-
nile Justice Reform.” 


On Wednesday, the General Session featured 
special guest speakers Adam Foss, founder of 
Prosecutor Impact, and James Bueche, Dep-
uty Secretary of the Louisiana Office of Juve-
nile Justice. The meeting concluded with the 
election of officers: Chairperson Anne Con-
nor (ID), Vice Chairperson Natalie Dalton (VA), 
and Treasurer Peter Sprengelmeyer (OR). ICJ 
also honored one of its greatest collaborators 
by presenting the Fourth Annual Leadership 
Award to Anne Connor, Idaho DCA, Designee, 
and Commission Chairperson. 


The meeting was attended by representatives 
from all 50 states, the District of Columbia, 
and the US Virgin Islands, along with 6 ex offi-
cio members and 5 special guest speakers.  
Thanks to all who helped plan and execute this 
successful meeting, especially Louisiana Com-
missioner Angela Bridgewater and staff mem-
bers Kimberly Dickerson and Yolanda Latimer. 


10TH ANNIVERSARY ANNUAL BUSINESS MEETING


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Chairperson: Anne Connor (ID) 


Vice Chairperson: Natalie Dalton (VA) 


Treasurer: Peter Sprengelmeyer (OR)


Compliance Committee Chairperson: 
Jacey Rader (NE) 


Finance Committee Chairperson:  
Jedd Pelander (WA)


Information Technology Committee  
Chairperson: Tony De Jesus (CA) 


Rules Committee Chairperson:  
Jeff Cowger (KS)


Training Committee Chairperson:  
Cathlyn Smith (TN) 


East Region Representative:  
Becki Moore (MA)


Midwest Region Representative:  
Chuck Frieberg (SD)


South Region Representative:  
Traci Marchand (NC) 


West Region Representative:  
Dale Dodd (NM) 


Ex Officio Victims Representative:  
Trudy Gregorie
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STRATEGIC PLANNING UPDATE


Strategic planning is essential for setting pri-
orities, focusing resources, and ensuring that 
everyone is working toward common goals.  
The Commission’s 2016–2019 Strategic Plan 
featured four initiatives focused on: State 
Councils and visibility; communications and 
collaborations; using data to increase compli-
ance; and leadership development.  


Highlights of Fiscal Year 2019 activities that 
advanced the strategic plan include:
n Published “Key Concepts in Human  


Trafficking”
n Provided faculty for NCJFCJ’s Institute for 


New Juvenile and Family Court Judges
n Used data for Performance Measurement 


Assessments
n Updated compliance-related policies for 


greater transparency
n Developed “Mentoring Program Policy”
n Expanded pool of trainers from five (5) to 


eleven (11)


The Commission also created a new strategic 
plan this year to set the course for great prog-
ress in the future. To view the Commission’s 
Strategic Plan for 2020–2022, visit https://www. 
juvenilecompact.org/about/strategic-plan


ON THE HORIZON: DATA SYSTEM 
DEVELOPMENT PROJECT


Ensuring efficient and effective exchange of 
data regarding juveniles who cross state lines is 
one of the Commission’s most important duties. 
In 2012, the Commission launched its first web-
based data management system and brought 
ICJ into the digital age. Due to rapid changes 
in technology, the Commission launched efforts 
in FY 2019 to develop it’s next-generation data 
system. With assistance from SEARCH (the 
National Consortium for Criminal Justice Infor-
mation and Statistics) and leadership from the 
Technology Committee, the Commission care-
fully developed the requirements for the new 
data system and identified the vendor best 
suited to develop the new system. The new data 
system will be launched in Fall 2020.


Technology Committee / RFP Team members: Back L–R:
Candice Alfonso (NJ), Natalie Dalton (VA), Tony De Jesus 


(CA), Rachel Johnson (NC). Front L–R: Nita Wright 
(IN), Abbie Christian (NE), Anne Connor (ID)







TRAINING & AWARENESS


Throughout the United States, the Commission and its members work diligently to provide train-
ing and raise awareness regarding the ICJ. This year, the Commission participated in a wide vari-
ety of national and state-level events, including:   


National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges’ (NCJFCJ’s) 81st Annual Conference – 
July 22–25, 2018 - Denver, CO 
APPA’s 43rd Annual Training Institute – July 29 – August 1, 2018 – Philadelphia, PA 
Interstate Commission for Adult Offender Supervision’s (ICAOS) 2018 Annual Business Meeting 
– October 1–3, 2018 – Orlando, FL 
24th National Symposium on Juvenile Services – October 22–25, 2018 – Greensboro, NC 
New Mexico Children’s Law Institute – January 9-11, 2019 – Albuquerque, NM 
NCJFCJ’s National Conference on Juvenile Justice – March 17–20, 2019 – Las Vegas, NV
NCJFCJ Institute for New Juvenile and Family Court Judges – April 22–24, 2019 – Reno, NV 
(First time opportunity to train new judges)
Kentucky Department of Juvenile Justice Statewide Director’s Meeting – April 29–May 1, 2019  
– Lake Cumberland, KY 
Coalition for Juvenile Justice (CJJ) National Conference – June 19–21, 2019 – Washington, DC  


BY THE NUMBERS


On Demand Training  
= 22 modules completed 
over 2,300 times


Instructor-led Rules 
Trainings = 670 trained 
from 36 states via  
20 webinars


National Meetings   
= 72 web-based;  
12 face-to-face meetings


Intrastate Training   
= 32 states reported over 
2,100 persons trained


2,300 670 2,100 84


There are over 1,600 active registered website users. The ICJ website was visited over 76,000 times in FY 2019 by 
33,000 unique visitors logging over 430,000 total page views, an increase of 51% from the previous year. Mobile 
access continues on an upward trend with nearly 5,700 people accessing the website on a mobile device or tablet, 
up by 28%. 
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STRONG FINANCIAL OUTLOOK
The Commission’s fiscal outlook is very strong.  Because of prudent 
financial decisions, the Commission finished Fiscal Year  2019 at 
7.2% under budget. The long-term investment portfolio has gener-
ated an increased rate of return on the Commission’s funds since be-
ginning the investment opportunity in 2014, with a vision of ensuring 
the availability of funds for future technological needs.  For FY 2019, 
the rate of return was 8.7%.  This year, the Commission also began 
to utilize reserved funds for the development of the ICJ’s next-gen-
eration data management system.  The data system development 
project will result in a substantial reduction in reserved and invested 
funds in FYs 2020 and 2021.
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NEW & UPDATED  
RESOURCES


Judicial/Legal Resources 
“Temporary Secure Detention of  
Non-Adjudicated Juvenile Runaways,” 
whitepaper, updated
“Enhanced Juvenile Justice Guidelines,” 
served on Advisory Committee for 
publication by NCJFCJ in collaboration  
with OJJDP 


State ICJ Office Resources
“2018 State Councils for Interstate Juvenile 
Supervision Report,” new
“Key Concepts in Human Trafficking,” new 
from the Human Trafficking Ad Hoc Committee
“Human Trafficking Matrices”  
(online resource), updated 
“Expunging Juvenile Records,” JIDS 
Guideline, updated
“Dispute Resolution Webform”  
(online resource), new
“Interpretation of Rules Request Webform” 
(online resource), new


ICJ Policies & Procedures
ICJ Compliance Policy: 01–2009 “Response 
to Allegations of Default,” updated and 
retitled
ICJ Compliance Policy: 02–2009 “Compliance 
Enforcement Investigation Process,” 
retired and incorporated into Policy 01-2009
ICJ Compliance Policy: 03–2009 “Dispute 
Resolution,” updated and retitled
ICJ Administrative Policy: 06–2009 “Travel 
Reimbursement,” updated
ICJ Administrative Policy: 02–2012 
“Disposal of Assets,” updated
ICJ Administrative Policy: 01–2016 
“Personnel Policies,” updated
ICJ Administrative Policy: 01–2019 
“Mentoring Program,” new
“ICJ Accounting Policies and Procedures 
Manual,” new


Training Materials (New & Updated)
“Preparing for Performance Measurement 
Assessments,” Live Webinar (available On 
Demand)
“JIDS Return Workflow Changes, effective 
1/14/19,” Live Webinar (available On 
Demand)
“ICJ Rules Trainings” (Parts 1 & 2), 
reorganized for greater consistency and 
accessibility 
“History of the Interstate Compact for 
Juveniles” – Recorded Training Session 
from 2018 Annual Business Meeting, 
available On Demand
“Charting the Future: Frontiers in Juvenile 
Justice Report” – Recorded Panel 
Discussion from 2018 Annual Business 
Meeting, available On Demand
“When Transfers and Runaways Cross State 
Lines,” presented at the Institute for New 
Juvenile and Family Court Judges hosted 
by NCJFCJ
“New Employee Orientation & Training 
Guide,” new for National Office staff
Best Practice: “Return of a Juvenile Serving 
a State Correctional Sentence in Another 
State,” revised for clarity


Right: New Mexico Children’s Law Institute, John Pacheco and 
Dale Dodd.
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New Advisory Opinions
03-2019 Can a person subject to a juvenile warrant be released on bond when he is 


considered an adult under the laws of the demanding and holding states 
based on the age of majority?


02-2019 State’s obligation to inform juvenile that s/he may not be returned to home 
state and whether the Form III may be withdrawn.


01-2019 In the absence of a warrant, what would appropriately authorize a holding 
state to hold a juvenile?


05-2018 Does the ICJ apply to a juvenile who leaves home with permission of the 
guardian, but refuses to return when the guardian directs?


04-2018 Whether a person should be returned as a juvenile when being detained as 
a juvenile in the holding state, but has an outstanding warrant from an adult 
court in the home state.


03-2018 Whether ICJ Rule 7-104 requires a home/demanding state to return a juvenile 
being held on a warrant even if the warrant has been withdrawn and whether 
state confidentiality laws prohibit entry of warrants issued for juveniles subject 
to the Compact into NCIC.


MaryLee Underwood  
Executive Director
859.721.1062
Jennifer Adkins
Operations and Policy Specialist
859.721.1063
Leslie Anderson 
Logistics and Administrative Coordinator 
859.721.1062
Emma Goode 
Training & Administrative Specialist  
859.721.1061
Joe Johnson
Systems Project Manager
859.721.0796


Rick Masters


MISSION STATEMENT:
The Interstate Commission for Juveniles, 
the governing body of the Interstate 
Compact for Juveniles, through means 
of joint and cooperative action among 
the compacting states, preserves child 
welfare and promotes public safety 
interests of citizens, including victims of 
juvenile offenders, by providing enhanced 
accountability, enforcement, visibility, and 
communication in the return of juveniles 
who have left their state of residence 
without permission and in the cooperative 
supervision of delinquent juveniles who 
travel or relocate across state lines.


NATIONAL OFFICE STAFF


LEGAL COUNSEL







American Parole and Probation 
Association (APPA)
Association of Administrators of the 
Interstate Compact on the Placement of 
Children (AAICPC)
Council of Juvenile Correctional 
Administrators (CJCA)
Conference of Chief Justices (CCJ)
Conference of State Court Administrators 
(COSCA)
International Association of Chiefs of 
Police (IACP)
Interstate Compact for Adult Offender 
Supervision (ICAOS)
National Association of Attorneys General 
(NAAG)
National Children’s Advocacy Center (NCAC)
National Conference of State Legislatures 
(NCSL)
National Council of Juvenile and Family 
Court Judges (NCJFCJ)
National Governors Association (NGA)
National Juvenile Detention Association 
(NJDA)
National Runaway Safeline (NRS)
National Sheriffs’ Association (NSA)
National Center for Victims of Crime 
(NCVC) Justice Solutions


EX OFFICIO MEMBERS
The Commission believes in recognizing 
those individuals doing the day-to-day work 
of the Compact who surpass expectations 
to provide assistance. The following were 
recognized in FY 2019:   
Tracy Bradley (FL)
Angela Bridgewater (LA)
Anna Butler (KY)
Mason Harrington (SC)
Destiny Hernandez (NV)
Tiffany Howard (SC)
Austin Hunter (WY)
Holly Kassube (IL)
Gladys Olivares (NV)
Joy Swantz (WI)
Randall Wagner (WV)
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STAFF RECOGNITION


VISION STATEMENT
The Interstate Commission for Juveniles will promote public safety, victims’ rights, and 
juvenile accountability that is balanced with safeguarding those juveniles.


Institute for New Juvenile and Family Court Judges. L–R:  
Candice Alfonso (NJ), Cathlyn Smith (TN), Anne Connor (ID)







Statistics on juvenile movement gathered for this report were obtained from the Juve-
nile Interstate Data System (JIDS). A comprehensive and accurate review of returns 
and transfers is only possible if JIDS is used to document each juvenile case correctly. 
In Fiscal Year 2019, states returned 1,980 runaways, escapees, absconders and juve-
niles charged delinquent. Additionally, 5,026 juveniles transferred supervision to an-
other state. In FY 2019, states submitted 272 expedited transfer requests for parolees 
or sex offenders. 
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Returns by Type – Fiscal Year 2019
Total Returns = 1980
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by Type – Fiscal Year 2018
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TRANSFER DATA COMPARISON:  
FISCAL YEAR 2018 TO FISCAL YEAR 2019
Transfer of supervision cases continue to decline. In FY 2019, probation transfers de-
creased 3 percent from the previous Fiscal Year, for a total of 4,353 probation cases 
referred.   Parole transfers also decreased 3 percent from Fiscal Year 2018, with 673 
cases referred. Juvenile sex offenders represent 11 percent of all transfer requests, a 
slight increase of 1 percent from the previous Fiscal Year.   


ANNUAL STATISTICS 


6,984    
travel permits 


issued


202  
juveniles


Airport  
surveillance for


Sex Offenders = 537


Total Transfers = 5,026


Voluntary Returns = 1888


Non Voluntary Returns = 92
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			  From Your State Returned (Home/Demanding State)		        	From Other States Returned (Holding State)				  
			   							     
STATE	 Run	 Esc	 Absc	 Acc	 Total	 Total	 Total	 Run	 Esc	 Absc	 Acc	 Total	 Total	 Total	 Airport			
				    Del		  Vol	 Non Vol				    Del		  Vol	 Non Vol	 Sup Req	
														               	 Met	
					   
Alabama	 10	 0	 2	 0	 12	 12	 0	 6	 0	 22	 4	 32	 31	 1	 0
Alaska	 2	 0	 2	 0	 4	 4	 0	 2	 0	 0	 1	 3	 0	 3	 0
Arizona	 12	 0	 6	 6	 24	 20	 4	 13	 3	 15	 7	 38	 37	 1	 5
Arkansas	 24	 0	 9	 4	 37	 36	 1	 24	 0	 5	 12	 41	 38	 3	 0
California	 55	 1	 55	 11	 122	 116	 6	 27	 0	 30	 27	 84	 81	 3	 4
Colorado	 31	 0	 18	 16	 65	 63	 2	 20	 0	 16	 8	 44	 41	 3	 21
Connecticut	 5	 0	 1	 6	 12	 9	 3	 3	 0	 0	 5	 8	 6	 2	 0
Delaware	 5	 0	 3	 1	 9	 9	 0	 0	 0	 4	 2	 6	 6	 0	 0
District of  
Columbia 	 7	 0	 34	 23	 64	 63	 1	 0	 0	 2	 67	 69	 67	 2	 0
Florida	 40	 0	 31	 33	 104	 93	 11	 40	 2	 23	 14	 79	 73	 6	 0
Georgia	 31	 2	 19	 12	 64	 59	 5	 23	 2	 18	 16	 59	 58	 1	 47
Hawaii	 3	 0	 0	 0	 3	 3	 0	 1	 0	 0	 0	 1	 1	 0	 0
Idaho	 6	 0	 50	 11	 67	 66	 1	 11	 0	 12	 1	 24	 23	 1	 0
Illinois	 20	 0	 19	 19	 58	 56	 2	 10	 0	 18	 48	 76	 75	 1	 16
Indiana	 21	 0	 6	 11	 38	 35	 3	 49	 8	 6	 15	 78	 75	 3	 0
Iowa	 8	 1	 18	 21	 48	 46	 2	 10	 0	 24	 17	 51	 50	 1	 0
Kansas	 23	 0	 26	 6	 55	 51	 4	 54	 0	 3	 0	 57	 55	 2	 0
Kentucky	 32	 12	 4	 10	 58	 57	 1	 17	 3	 7	 9	 36	 34	 2	 0
Louisiana	 12	 0	 10	 5	 27	 26	 1	 8	 0	 5	 5	 18	 17	 1	 0
Maine	 1	 0	 1	 1	 3	 3	 0	 4	 0	 0	 4	 8	 8	 0	 0
Maryland 	 14	 0	 9	 48	 71	 68	 3	 11	 0	 45	 18	 74	 72	 2	 0


INTERSTATE MOVEMENT OF JUVENILES:   
JULY 1, 2018 – JUNE 30, 2019	


KEY 
Run = Runaway 
Esc = Escapee 
Absc = Absconder 
Acc Del = Accused Delinquent 
Airport Sup Req Met = Airport Supervision Request Met 
Vol = Voluntary
Non Vol = Non Voluntary


This chart details the return of runaways, escapees, absconders, and juveniles charged 
delinquent.  It includes the number of juveniles sent back to the home/demanding 
state (“From Your State Returned”) along with the number of incoming juveniles where 
the state listed is the holding state (“From Other States Returned”). The total returns 
are categorized as either voluntary or non-voluntary.







Massachusetts	 16	 0	 7	 5	 28	 24	 4	 3	 0	 2	 1	 6	 6	 0	 1
Michigan	 32	 0	 10	 10	 52	 50	 2	 5	 0	 8	 2	 15	 12	 3	 11
Minnesota	 11	 0	 21	 11	 43	 42	 1	 6	 0	 11	 10	 27	 27	 0	 6
Mississippi	 4	 0	 2	 1	 7	 7	 0	 21	 0	 3	 0	 24	 24	 0	 0
Missouri	 33	 0	 9	 8	 50	 49	 1	 18	 0	 40	 9	 67	 64	 3	 2
Montana	 6	 0	 4	 5	 15	 15	 0	 5	 0	 5	 1	 11	 11	 0	 0
Nebraska	 21	 2	 22	 7	 52	 51	 1	 8	 0	 19	 3	 30	 29	 1	 0
Nevada	 14	 0	 17	 8	 39	 35	 4	 20	 0	 34	 7	 61	 61	 0	 0
New Hampshire	 3	 0	 1	 1	 5	 4	 1	 6	 0	 0	 3	 9	 8	 1	 0
New Jersey	 13	 0	 3	 8	 24	 24	 0	 5	 2	 21	 11	 39	 37	 2	 0
New Mexico	 2	 0	 21	 6	 29	 29	 0	 15	 0	 8	 3	 26	 26	 0	 0
New York 	 22	 0	 8	 4	 34	 31	 3	 10	 0	 11	 8	 29	 22	 7	 0
North Carolina	 21	 0	 5	 17	 43	 39	 4	 22	 0	 6	 6	 34	 31	 3	 38
North Dakota	 4	 0	 3	 5	 12	 12	 0	 10	 0	 12	 8	 30	 30	 0	 0
Ohio	 17	 5	 14	 15	 51	 50	 1	 57	 3	 2	 27	 89	 84	 5	 0
Oklahoma	 9	 0	 8	 3	 20	 19	 1	 13	 0	 13	 5	 31	 27	 4	 0
Oregon	 15	 0	 18	 5	 38	 37	 1	 36	 1	 37	 4	 78	 74	 4	 2
Pennsylvania	 16	 1	 23	 20	 60	 56	 4	 25	 2	 13	 9	 49	 43	 6	 2
Rhode Island	 2	 0	 2	 0	 4	 3	 1	 1	 0	 2	 0	 3	 1	 2	 0
South Carolina	 16	 0	 11	 4	 31	 30	 1	 12	 0	 5	 10	 27	 26	 1	 0
South Dakota	 9	 0	 15	 1	 25	 25	 0	 3	 2	 3	 2	 10	 10	 0	 0
Tennessee	 27	 2	 8	 8	 45	 45	 0	 29	 1	 10	 9	 49	 49	 0	 0
Texas	 35	 3	 26	 18	 82	 78	 4	 49	 0	 49	 16	 114	 110	 4	 30
Utah	 9	 0	 9	 0	 18	 18	 0	 29	 0	 22	 9	 60	 58	 2	 8
Vermont	 1	 0	 0	 0	 1	 1	 0	 0	 0	 0	 3	 3	 3	 0	 0
Virgin Islands	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0
Virginia 	 18	 0	 28	 53	 99	 94	 5	 21	 0	 8	 31	 60	 57	 3	 0
Washington	 27	 1	 32	 7	 67	 65	 2	 5	 0	 36	 9	 50	 49	 1	 8
West Virginia	 9	 0	 3	 4	 16	 15	 1	 7	 0	 7	 3	 17	 17	 0	 0
Wisconsin	 14	 0	 6	 16	 36	 36	 0	 6	 2	 14	 1	 23	 21	 2	 0
Wyoming	 6	 1	 2	 0	 9	 9	 0	 14	 0	 5	 4	 23	 23	 0	 1
Total	 794	 31	 661	 494	 1980	 1888	 92	 794	 31	 661	 494	 1980	 1888	 92	 202
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	 			                      	Parole Supervision								                    	Probation Supervision				    	
  			 


STATE	  Inc	 Sex	 Inc	 Out	 Sex	 Out 	 Fail 	 Fail	 Inc	 Sex	 Inc	 Out	 Sex	 Out	 Fail	 Fail
		  Off	 Term		  Off	 Term	 Svsn	 Svsn Vio		  Off	 Term		  Off	 Term	 Svsn	 Svsn Vio	


Alabama	 18	 4	 10	 4	 3	 6	 0	 0	 107	 13	 123	 47	 5	 51	 0	 0
Alaska	 2	 0	 2	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 11	 3	 20	 11	 3	 10	 0	 0
Arizona	 16	 2	 16	 18	 0	 17	 1	 1	 123	 16	 128	 93	 5	 81	 2	 2
Arkansas	 10	 0	 9	 18	 1	 18	 0	 0	 58	 8	 70	 58	 7	 61	 0	 0
California	 47	 3	 42	 15	 5	 15	 0	 0	 236	 28	 215	 267	 18	 314	 5	 4
Colorado	 10	 2	 5	 30	 7	 38	 0	 0	 78	 10	 68	 144	 17	 155	 5	 5
Connecticut	 2	 0	 2	 0	 0	 8	 0	 0	 33	 3	 38	 14	 1	 12	 0	 0
Delaware	 5	 1	 2	 8	 1	 11	 0	 0	 44	 2	 51	 50	 7	 39	 0	 0
District of  
Columbia 	 9	 0	 16	 21	 1	 25	 0	 0	 83	 6	 61	 11	 1	 15	 0	 0
Florida	 48	 3	 48	 47	 12	 53	 0	 0	 234	 25	 244	 386	 41	 441	 4	 2
Georgia	 43	 5	 46	 58	 4	 58	 1	 1	 226	 21	 215	 211	 11	 222	 2	 2
Hawaii	 3	 0	 1	 0	 0	 1	 0	 0	 12	 1	 8	 3	 0	 1	 0	 0
Idaho	 3	 0	 5	 13	 3	 10	 0	 0	 40	 11	 35	 126	 12	 125	 3	 1
Illinois	 21	 5	 17	 51	 1	 43	 3	 2	 125	 11	 133	 233	 7	 283	 4	 4
Indiana	 12	 2	 16	 2	 1	 0	 0	 0	 96	 12	 120	 77	 11	 81	 1	 0
Iowa	 25	 1	 16	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 97	 4	 115	 69	 7	 53	 1	 1
Kansas	 12	 2	 7	 15	 5	 16	 0	 0	 44	 2	 42	 100	 5	 105	 0	 0
Kentucky	 11	 0	 12	 14	 2	 18	 1	 1	 85	 6	 85	 20	 2	 21	 1	 1
Louisiana	 9	 1	 10	 18	 1	 4	 0	 0	 73	 4	 80	 81	 5	 85	 0	 0
Maine	 1	 0	 1	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 12	 3	 10	 8	 0	 14	 0	 0
Maryland 	 34	 2	 37	 26	 5	 33	 0	 0	 117	 12	 132	 128	 17	 132	 1	 1
Massachusetts	 5	 0	 3	 10	 0	 9	 0	 0	 24	 2	 39	 19	 4	 18	 0	 0


INTERSTATE MOVEMENT OF JUVENILES:   
JULY 1, 2018 – JUNE 30, 2019


KEY 
Inc  = Incoming
Sex Off = Sex Offender
Inc Term = Incoming Terminated
Out = Outgoing
Out Term = Outgoing Terminated
Failed Svsn  = Return for Failed Supervision, as home/sending state
Fail Svsn Vio = Returned for Failed Supervision due to violation,  
as home/sending state


This chart details the movement of juveniles under supervision. This includes the 
number of cases terminated, whether it was a sex-offender related case, failed 
supervision, and failed supervision due to violations.
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Michigan	 12	 1	 18	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 70	 7	 63	 11	 1	 12	 0	 0
Minnesota	 11	 0	 13	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 116	 9	 96	 93	 10	 96	 0	 0
Mississippi	 5	 1	 10	 2	 0	 2	 0	 0	 62	 3	 83	 44	 1	 51	 1	 0
Missouri	 16	 2	 18	 30	 1	 22	 0	 0	 125	 5	 118	 28	 2	 26	 1	 1
Montana	 3	 1	 1	 12	 0	 8	 0	 0	 37	 9	 34	 11	 5	 13	 1	 1
Nebraska	 4	 3	 5	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 28	 8	 32	 85	 6	 85	 0	 0
Nevada	 9	 1	 14	 38	 0	 24	 0	 0	 102	 7	 127	 130	 15	 117	 0	 0
New Hampshire	 1	 0	 1	 4	 0	 2	 0	 0	 17	 3	 13	 14	 2	 16	 0	 0
New Jersey	 8	 1	 8	 22	 2	 14	 0	 0	 83	 2	 86	 141	 28	 152	 1	 1
New Mexico	 2	 0	 4	 5	 0	 7	 0	 0	 42	 4	 46	 44	 2	 46	 0	 0
New York	 12	 3	 12	 18	 0	 21	 0	 0	 146	 13	 159	 44	 7	 50	 0	 0
North Carolina	 36	 4	 25	 4	 2	 3	 0	 0	 174	 22	 156	 65	 7	 73	 0	 0
North Dakota	 6	 2	 4	 9	 1	 7	 0	 0	 44	 3	 47	 55	 6	 34	 0	 0
Ohio	 19	 3	 19	 25	 2	 27	 0	 0	 109	 14	 118	 75	 14	 74	 0	 0
Oklahoma	 13	 3	 13	 3	 0	 4	 1	 0	 98	 4	 107	 60	 7	 68	 1	 1
Oregon	 15	 2	 12	 11	 1	 8	 0	 0	 78	 8	 85	 65	 10	 70	 7	 6
Pennsylvania	 22	 2	 22	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 125	 26	 125	 271	 30	 279	 1	 0
Rhode Island	 5	 0	 5	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 6	 1	 7	 10	 0	 9	 0	 0
South Carolina	 14	 4	 17	 8	 1	 5	 0	 0	 87	 10	 107	 136	 12	 88	 2	 2
South Dakota	 1	 0	 0	 12	 4	 9	 0	 0	 24	 2	 18	 20	 0	 21	 0	 0
Tennessee	 18	 3	 22	 35	 3	 41	 0	 0	 123	 14	 139	 102	 10	 98	 0	 0
Texas	 44	 3	 35	 19	 5	 17	 0	 0	 284	 26	 287	 290	 48	 287	 3	 2
Utah	 5	 1	 2	 11	 2	 8	 0	 0	 37	 7	 38	 24	 9	 31	 0	 0
Vermont	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 5	 3	 4	 5	 0	 3	 0	 0
Virgin Islands	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 1	 0	 2	 2	 0	 0	 0	 0
Virginia 	 14	 3	 20	 19	 2	 20	 0	 0	 119	 13	 108	 117	 5	 144	 0	 0
Washington	 12	 2	 13	 14	 4	 17	 0	 0	 123	 16	 124	 124	 12	 115	 1	 1
West Virginia	 10	 3	 4	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 41	 4	 44	 16	 1	 21	 0	 0
Wisconsin	 7	 0	 7	 4	 0	 1	 0	 0	 67	 4	 88	 100	 16	 101	 5	 4
Wyoming 	 3	 1	 3	 0	 0	 0	 0	 0	 22	 5	 19	 15	 3	 13	 1	 1
TOTAL	 673	 82	 650	 673	 82	 650	 7	 5	 4353	 455	 4512	 4353	 455	 4512	 54	 43







www.juvenilecompact.org


836 Euclid Avenue, Suite 322
Lexington, KY 40502


859–721–1062 
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Based on input from Commission Members from across the United States, the ICJ Executive 
Committee worked diligently in FY 19 to develop a new Strategic Plan to set the course for 
tremendous progress over the next three years.  This Strategic Plan will guide members and 
staff to focus their energies and resources on the Priorities and Initiatives outlined below.  
Specific Action Steps and timelines are set forth in detail in the following pages.   
 


 


OVERVIEW OF PRIORITIES & INITIATIVES 


 
1.  IMPROVE DATA SYSTEM FOR BETTER OUTCOMES 


Led by the Information Technology Committee, the Commission will develop and implement a 
more intuitive and robust data system to increase efficiencies, accuracies, and effectiveness.   


A. Develop and implement new data system. 
B. Provide training to prepare for and support use of new data system. 


 
2. PROMOTE MEMBER ENGAGEMENT & LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT  


The Executive Committee and Training Committee will provide members with resources, 
training, and leadership development opportunities to promote member engagement and 
leadership development, with a focus on diversity, inclusion, and sustainability. 


A. Actively promote Commission resources and trainings.   
B.  Increase active participation in committees and regions in order to expand and 


diversify input. 
C. Expand leadership development opportunities and recruit members for leadership 


development who reflect a diversity of backgrounds, experiences, and points of view.  
 
3.  ADDRESS GAPS IN RULES & RESOURCES  


Led by the Rules Committee, the Commission will identify and address gaps in the ICJ Rules 
and related resources.   


A. Improve ICJ Rules & resources related to persons who may be subject to juvenile 
and/or adult jurisdiction.   


B. Develop more user-friendly resources.   
 


4.  LEVERAGE RELATIONSHIPS TO PROMOTE AWARENESS & IMPROVE 
OUTCOMES  
State ICJ Offices and the National Office will build and leverage relationships with judges, state 
court administrators, law enforcement, prosecuting attorneys, and federal agencies to promote 
awareness and better outcomes by providing resources, training, and consultation. 


A. Provide training and technical assistance to ensure each state has a State Council 
that meets at least once per year. 


B. Proactively address national policy issues that impact states’ abilities to implement 
the Compact.   


C. Improve responses to “juveniles” who may be considered adults through relationship 
building and educating jail administrators, magistrates, and other “gate keepers” for 
the adult process. 
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Priority 1:  
IMPROVE DATA SYSTEM FOR BETTER OUTCOMES 


 


Initiative 1A: Develop and implement new data system. 
     Action steps: 


1. By 7/25/19, the Information Technology Committee/RFP Team will complete the 
interview and demonstration phase of the proposal review process and make a 
recommendation to the Executive Committee. 


2. By 7/29/19, the Commission will designate the vendor developing the new system. 
3. By 8/31/19, the Commission will enter into a contract with a vendor. 
4. By 10/31/19, member states will provide input on the development of the new data 


system through discovery and requirement gathering. 
5. By 10/31/19, a work team of the Information Technology Committee will be formed 


to participate in the user testing and acceptance processes.  
6. By 9/30/20, the vendor will launch the new data system. 
7. By 11/30/20, the Information Technology Committee will assess the user 


acceptance and adoption of the new data system and provide an update. 
8. By 6/30/21, the Compliance Committee will review Performance Measurement 


Assessment methods and schedules, and update as needed.   
 


Initiative 1B: Provide training to prepare for and support use of new data system. 
     Action steps: 


1. By 4/30/20, the Information Technology Committee, National Office, and/or vendor 
will develop training plan(s) to prepare for use of the new system. 


2. By 5/30/20, the vendor and/or National Office and the Information Technology 
Committee will initiate an educational communication strategy to prepare for the 
transition to the new data system 


3. By 8/31/20, the Information Technology Committee, National Office, and/or vendor 
will provide training to prepare for use of the new system. 


4. By 8/31/20, the vendor and/or National Office will develop web-based reference 
materials to support the use of the new data system. 


5. By 11/30/20, each state ICJ office will ensure at least 2 users are proficient in the use 
of the new data system. 


6. By 12/31/20, the Information Technology Committee, National Office, and/or vendor 
will provide training on use of dashboards for proactive monitoring. 
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Priority 2:  
PROMOTE MEMBER ENGAGEMENT & LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT  


 


Initiative 2A: Actively promote Commission resources and trainings. 
     Action Steps: 


1. By 11/30/19, the Training Committee will develop a survey for input about most 
useful resources and other resources needed. 


2. By 12/31/19, the National Office will conduct a survey of members.  
3. By 3/30/20, the Training Committee will review survey results & identify next steps. 
4. By 6/30/20, the Training Committee and/or National Office will create at least one 


new opportunity for showcasing Commission resources and sharing state resources, 
such as a Resource Fair at the ABM and/or a members’ section on the website. 
 
 


Initiative 2B: Increase active participation in committees and regions in order to expand and 
diversify input. 
     Action Steps:  


1. By 10/15/19, the Commission Chair and Vice-Chair will assess past participation on 
committees to guide recruitment efforts.   


2. By 10/31/19, Committee Chairs and Region Representatives will contact members 
directly in advance of meetings to increase attendance and participation. 


3. By 2/28/20, Region Representatives will contact members directly to request 
submission of succession plans. 


4. By 4/30/20, the Executive Committee will review the Committee Guidelines Policy, 
and consider including role of vice-chair, attendance policy, and term limits. 


5. By 10/31/20, the Executive Committee will present a “Committee Fair” (to educate and 
recruit members) at Annual Business Meetings.   
 
 


Initiative 2C: Expand leadership development opportunities and recruit members for 
leadership development who reflect diversity of backgrounds, experiences & points of view.  
     Action Steps: 


1. By 9/30/19, the Executive Committee and/or National Office will provide information 
regarding the Mentoring Program to all Commissioners (and Full-Time Designees). 


2. By 12/31/19, Executive Committee members will recruit members reflecting diversity 
to serve as vice chairs, alternative region representatives, and mentors.   


3. By 6/30/20, the Training Committee will develop orientation for new committee chairs 
and region representatives.  


4. By 10/31/20, the Training Committee will provide leadership development training at 
ABMs, with at least one session at the 2020 AMB and increased focus thereafter. 


5. By 12/31/20, the Training and/or Executive Committee will review the operation and/or 
impact of the Mentoring Program. 
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Priority 3:  
ADDRESS GAPS IN RULES & RESOURCES 


 


Initiative 3A: Improve ICJ Rules & resources related to persons who may be subject to 
juvenile and/or adult jurisdiction.   
     Action Steps: 


1. By 11/30/19, the Executive Committee will form an Ad Hoc Committee to make 
recommendations regarding ICJ Rules and resources related to juvenile/adult 
“crossover” issues, including differences between adult and juvenile courts with regard 
to due process in the context returns.   


2. By 1/30/20, the Ad Hoc Committee will hold its first meeting. 
3. By 6/30/20, the Ad Hoc Committee will make recommendations. 
4. By 10/31/20, the Regional Representative and/or Ad Hoc Committee Members will 


present recommendations to each Region at the Annual Business Meeting. 
5. By 2/28/21, the Rules Committee will review proposed amendments. 
6. By 10/31/21, the Commission will take action on relevant rules proposals.   
7. By 1/31/22, the Compliance Committee will amend the Performance Measurement 


Assessment (PMA) tools to reflect amended Rules. 
8. By 2/28/22, the Training Committee will incorporate amendments into all relevant 


training materials. 
 


Initiative 3B: Develop more user-friendly resources.   
     Action Steps: 


1. By 1/31/21, the Training Committee and/or Rules Committee will establish priorities 
for resource development. (Resources may include: searchable database for 
accessing guidance documents; Annotated Rules; and/or website sections for 
juveniles and families.) 


2. By 2/28/21, the National Office will engage consultant services, if needed, to develop 
resource(s). 


3. By 12/31/21, a draft of at least one new or revised resource will be presented to the 
Executive Committee for review. 


4. By 2/28/22, the National Office will publish at least one new or revised resource. 
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Priority 4:  
LEVERAGE RELATIONSHIPS TO PROMOTE AWARENESS & IMPROVE OUTCOMES 


Initiative 4A: Provide training and technical assistance to ensure each state has a State Council 
that meets at least once per year. 
     Action Steps: 


1. By 9/30/19, the Commission will clarify state council requirements through a vote on 
proposed new rule. 


2. By 12/31/19, the Executive Committee will update the ICJ Policy regarding State Councils 
to ensure consistency with the new rule. 


3. By 4/30/20, the Compliance Committee will review the 2019 Commission Report on State 
Councils and identify priorities for training and technical assistance. 


4. By 1/31/21, each state ICJ office will submit a report regarding compliance with the state 
council requirements. 


5. By 6/30/21, the Training Committee will develop training regarding state councils to be 
presented at the 2021 Annual Business Meeting (ABM). 


6. By 6/30/21, the Compliance Committee will establish a mechanism for measuring 
compliance with state council requirements. 


7. By 6/30/22, the Compliance Committee will review data regarding compliance with state 
council requirements. 


Initiative 4B: Proactively address national policy issues that impact states’ abilities to implement 
the Compact.   
     Action Steps: 


1. By 8/31/19, the National Office will conduct a survey of state ICJ Offices regarding access 
to and use of NCIC. 


2. By 9/30/19, the National Office will engage experts from FBI and TSA to participate in the 
2019 ABM to address concerns regarding NCIC and Real ID. 


3. By 1/31/20, the Executive Committee will review collaborative efforts with the FBI and 
TSA to determine if additional efforts are necessary. 


4. By 12/31/20, the Executive Committee will develop a survey regarding national policy 
issues (such as: alternatives to detention; Real ID; NCIC; impact of poverty). 


5. By 2/28/21, the National Office will survey Commissioners and Full-Time Designees. 
6. By 4/30/21, Executive Committee will establish priorities based on survey results. 
7. By 6/30/22, the National Office will establish collaborative relationships with external 


agencies, such as Department of Homeland Security, FBI, and/or OJJDP. 


Initiative 4C: Improve responses to “juveniles” who may be considered adults through 
relationship building and educating jail administrators, magistrates, and other “gate keepers” for 
the adult process about ICJ. 
     Action Steps: 


1. By 12/31/21, the Executive Committee will identify key affiliate organizations to focus on 
the following year and develop strategies for collaborations.   


2. By 2/28/22, National Office will initiate meeting(s) with key national organization(s). 
3. By 3/31/22, each region will identify at least 2 state ICJ offices that have initiated or will 


initiate communications with key affiliates, for involvement with State Councils.   
4. By 6/30/22, at least 2 state ICJ offices per region will have initiated communications with 


key affiliates and report to the National Office regarding their efforts. 
5. By 6/30/22, the Training Committee will participate in at least one national conference for 


a key national organization to educate them about ICJ. 
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STATE COUNCIL TELECONFERENCE MEETING MINUTES

Interstate Commission for Juveniles

2:00 pm, August 28, 2019

Capitol Building



Present Telephonically:  

Charles Frieberg, Mike Leidholt, Kristi Bunkers, Virgena Wieseler, Chief Karl Jegeris, Amy Carter, Jamie Gravett



Not Present:  Hon. Heidi Linngren, Sen. Alan Solano, Kathy Christenson



1.  Call meeting to Order:  Chuck Frieberg called the meeting to order.



2.  Roll Call was taken and a quorum was determined to be present.



3.  Nominations and Election of Council Chair:  The first order of business was to fill the Chair position for the Commission left vacant due to retirement of Lyndon Overweg.  Chuck nominated Judge Heidi Linngren to be Chair.  A second was made by Chief Jegeris.  Hearing no further discussion, the motion was passed unanimously by voice vote.



The Vice-Chair position needed to be filled also.  Chief Jegeris volunteered to be the Vice-Chair.  No motion or vote was needed and Chief Jegeris is now the Vice-Chair and went on to act as chair of this meeting in the absence of Judge Linngren.    



4.  Introduction of New Members:   Chief Jegeris asked the newest members to give a brief introduction.  Secretary Mike Leidholt stated this is his first meeting as a new member.  Mike mentioned he has been in law enforcement 43 years; the last 24 years as Sheriff of Hughes County.  January 2019 Mike was appointed as Secretary of Department of Corrections by Governor Noem.   



Chief Jegeris, also a new member, stated he has been with the Rapid City Police Department for 24 years and Chief of Police for the last 5 years.    



5.  Review and approve January 2019 meeting minutes.  A motion was made by Jamie Gravett to approve the minutes from the January meeting.  Hearing no comments or questions, the motion was seconded by Amy Carter.  The motion passed unanimously by voice vote.



6.  White Paper:  Discussion was held regarding the revisions concerning temporary juvenile detention.  The JJDPA’s goal is to keep kids out of detention and out of shelter beds.  There is an exception for ICJ runaways being held.  Legal counsel for National Office recommends finding the most appropriate place for detention.  Discussed that the ICJ needs to make sure kids are safe and returned back to their home state.



7.  Advisory Opinion 01-2019:   Chuck advised that Legal Counsel Rick Masters receives questions on interpretations of whether a state may hold a juvenile without a warrant.  Runaways are an example, or a delinquent juvenile with no warrant.  What actually authorizes the holding facility to hold them?  Because of Rule 06-1022, it doesn’t matter if the hold is verbal or written, it is recommended to hold the child.  Follow-up documentation is recommended by the holding facility.  



8.  Advisory Opinion 02-2019.  This opinion discussed whether the state is obligated to inform a juvenile they may not be returned to their home state if going to treatment.  The conclusion from legal counsel is during a hearing before the Court, the Court needs to inform the juvenile they may be returned to a treatment facility.  



9.  Advisory Opinion 03-2019.  This opinion addresses whether a person subject to a juvenile warrant may be released on bond if considered an adult in the state he’s being held.  In some states, a person is considered an adult, younger than age 18.  The summary states that unless the home state has withdrawn the warrant, the holding state must hold the juvenile in custody without bond pursuant to ICJ rule.  It was mentioned by Kristi that has not happened yet in South Dakota.  



10.  ICJ Annual Report:  Everyone was sent a copy of the Annual Report that is put out every year by the ICJ and it was requested that everyone read the report.

11.  2019 ICJ Annual Business Meeting (Proposed Rule Amendments):  Chuck stated he will be attending this year’s annual meeting that will be held Sept. 9-11 in Indianapolis, Indiana.  He stated they have rule amendments every two years and this will be the year for that.  There are many rule amendment proposals and were attached to the agenda for the Commissioners to read on their own time.   Many of the proposals are grammar and wording changes to make the rules read better.  There is one new rule requiring each state to have a state council like this one in order to exercise oversight & advocacy regarding each state’s participation in ICJ activities and assist in developing policy concerning operations & procedures of the compact within the state.  

12.  JIDS Technical Guidelines - Expunging juvenile records:  Chuck stated if a juvenile case is closed for a year or longer, the juvenile’s record could be expunged if there is a Court order.  This order then can be forwarded to the national office to request the record be removed from the tracking system.  He added he has never seen a case removed from the JIDS program.    

Chief Jegeris stated this is a final checklist item used by the 7th Circuit Court Services.  He thinks it is a good practice to request expungement of the record to give young people more advantages.  

Chuck added that the National ICJ signed a contract to develop a new tracking system.  Presently there are complaints with the JIDS system not being user-friendly and being slow.  They expect the new system to be available in a couple years.  

[bookmark: _GoBack]13.  Schedule Next Meeting (January 2020):  Chief Jegeris mentioned he will contact Judge Linngren to discuss possible meeting dates in January.  Virgena reminded him to look at the legislative session schedule to avoid those conflicts.  He plans to follow up with the group with maybe a Doodle scheduler to set the January meeting date.  

Motion was made by Secretary Leidholt, seconded by Virgena, to adjourn.  Hearing adjourned at 2:28 pm.


