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On November 12, 2010, the Committees on Juvenile Justice and General Welfare, chaired by Council Members Sara Gonzalez and Annabel Palma respectively, will conduct a hearing on Proposed Introduction Number 195-A (“Prop. Int. No. 195-A”), a local law to amend the New York City Charter and the Administrative Code of the City of New York in relation to merging the Department of Juvenile Justice (“DJJ”) and the Administration for Children’s Services (“ACS”), and to repeal chapter 28 of such Charter and subparagraph iii of paragraph 5 of subdivision a of section 12-307 of such code in relation thereto.  Those expected to testify include representatives from ACS, DC-37 Local 371, juvenile justice advocates, and other interested parties.
BACKGROUND 

On January 20, 2010, during his State of the City speech, Mayor Bloomberg announced an overhaul of the City’s juvenile justice system by stating that DJJ would be integrated into ACS.  Citing recent findings about the success of alternative to placement programs in reducing juvenile recidivism rates when compared to “dangerously dysfunctional” State residential facilities, the Mayor stated that, through integration, the City would be able to provide better services for those in detention and stronger supervision for those who can be maintained safely in the community.
   According to ACS, the merger will enable child welfare programs to be used to create positive long-term plans for youth and their families when youth enter the juvenile justice system in order to decrease the city’s use of detention.
  The merger would also integrate two agencies that serve overlapping populations.  According to ACS testimony before a Juvenile Justice and General Welfare Committees joint hearing on September 15, 2010, over 60% of the youth admitted to detention have had some contact with ACS.
  Below is a brief description of the juvenile justice system, each agency, and how their missions overlap.

New York City’s Juvenile Justice System

The juvenile justice system has two overarching goals: the protection of public safety and to care for and rehabilitate youth while they are detained or placed in a youth detention or correctional facility.  When youth become involved in the juvenile justice system, they interact with a number of city and state agencies that work together to comprise the system.  These agencies include the New York Police Department (“NYPD”), the City’s Corporation Counsel, the Department of Probation (“DOP”), Family Court, DJJ, ACS, and the New York State Office of Family and Children Services (“OCFS”).

DJJ

DJJ is charged with coordinating the detention of the City's justice involved youth.  Juveniles, ages 7 through 15, who are detained in DJJ facilities include alleged juvenile delinquents and offenders whose cases are pending before the courts, and those whose cases have been adjudicated and are awaiting transfer to OCFS facilities.
  In FY 2010, 5,387 juveniles were admitted into DJJ facilities.
 While juveniles are in detention, DJJ provides a number of services.  Services include, but are not limited to, case management, medical, dental and mental health, education, recreation, ombudspersons, discharge planning and chaplain services.  

DJJ manages three full service secure detention facilities: Bridges, Horizon and Crossroads.  Secure detention facilities are characterized by locks on the doors and other restrictive hardware designed to limit the movement of the residents and to protect public safety.
  Secure detention facilities maintain an 8 to 1 juvenile to staff ratio pursuant to State rules.
  

DJJ oversees 14 non-secure detention (“NSD”) facilities located throughout the City, two of which are run directly by DJJ.  The NSD program offers an alternative to secure detention for some of the young people remanded to DJJ’s custody.  NSD provides less-restricted but structured residential care for alleged juvenile delinquents awaiting disposition of their cases in Family Court.
  NSD facilities are characterized by the absence of physically restrictive hardware, construction, and procedures.  Pursuant to State rules, NSD facilities hold no more than 12 juveniles and must have at least two staff members on site.
  

Detention facilities offer an opportunity to deliver and coordinate medical and mental heath care to high-risk youth, especially when they have not had access to such care prior to admission.  DJJ is required to provide health and mental health services for all remanded youth.  New York State requires that all detention facilities have a medical program to provide “adequate and appropriate health services” to youth who need them.
  The requirement includes basic primary health, dental, gynecological and mental health services.
  In addition to addressing a youth’s basic health needs while detained, DJJ is required to ensure the continuity of medical care for youth that are under medical or psychiatric treatment prior to detention.
  
DJJ also provides discharge planning services to juveniles in detention.  The Discharge Planning Unit (“the Unit”) works with youth and their families while they are in detention to help them identify service needs and connects them with the appropriate aftercare service providers.
  Among the myriad of service needs juveniles in detention require are: medical and mental health issues, literacy, truancy, HIV-education, alcohol and substance abuse treatment, violence reduction, conflict resolution, computer skills, life skills, anger management, and leadership development.
  The Unit works to identify individual issues and concerns of the youth and begins to address them during detention.  The Unit then creates a plan to address those needs after a juvenile’s release and works with community based organizations to provide these services.
  

ACS


ACS’s mission is to ensure the safety, permanency and well-being of New York City’s children.
  ACS offers a vast range of services and referrals to programs that support children and strengthen their families, which include both child welfare and child care services.  In the child welfare context, ACS is responsible for, among other things, investigating reports of child abuse and neglect, and for filing and prosecuting abuse and neglect cases in Family Court when it is appropriate.  By contracting with private foster care agencies, ACS also provides foster care services to children and families who need them.  ACS and its contractors make referrals for services such as counseling, substance abuse programs, and parenting classes, with the goal of achieving permanency for children as quickly as possible.
  In addition, ACS partners with community based organizations to provide preventive services in communities, which are designed to keep children safe at home and avoid their placement into foster care.
  

ACS works with youth and adolescents in a number of capacities.  As mentioned above, many of the youth involved in DJJ may already be involved with ACS.  For example, some youth may have an open child abuse or neglect case or are in foster care.  In addition, ACS administers a program that works with justice-involved youth named the Juvenile Justice Initiative (which encompasses an alternative to detention program and an intensive preventive care program for youth coming out of state placement).  ACS also administers the Person in Need of Supervision system. 

The Juvenile Justice Initiative (“JJI”)
Initiated in February 2007, JJI provides intensive, “evidence-based” services
  for youth involved in the juvenile justice system.
  The program’s goals are: “to reduce the number of delinquent youth in [state] residential facilities; shorten lengths of stay for those youth that are placed in [state] residential care; reduce recidivism; and improve individual and family functioning.”
  JJI consists of two programs, one that provides services to youth who would otherwise serve time in state institutional settings (the Alternative-to-Placement program), and another that provides services to youth who are returning home from state placement in non-secure facilities (Intensive Preventive Aftercare Program).
   

JJI utilizes three therapeutic models that research has shown to be very effective in improving long term outcomes for youth -- Functional Family Therapy (FFT), Multisystemic Therapy (MST), and Multidimensional Treatment Foster Care (MTFC).
 FFT was designed to assist youth and families who had already received some supportive services and did not believe they could change.  In particular, this model has worked well for families with “significant family violence.”
  Under the FFT model as utilized in the JJI program, a therapist regularly meets with the entire family at home over a period of three to five months.  The therapist works to engage not just the youth but all family members, to create long term behavior plans for each family member, and to help the family utilize community resources.
  

MST therapists in the JJI program also provide therapy to the entire family in the home, visit several times a week, are accessible by phone 24 hours a day, and have a maximum caseload of six families.
  Therapists engage the youth’s “entire social network” to help make positive changes, and use various types of therapies to address issues such as substance abuse, family dysfunction, negative peer influences, and poor school attachment.
 

The JJI program also utilizes the MTFC model, where a specially trained foster family cares for the youth for six to nine months, and, with a family therapist and a therapeutic treatment team, helps to implement “an individualized program that sets clear rules, expectations, and limits to manage behavior.”
  Concurrently, the youth’s family receives intensive therapy and skills training to prepare them for the youth’s return home, specifically by helping them make changes in parenting style, and teaching them how to provide consistent supervision and discipline.
  

JJI also has a pilot program called “Blue Sky,” which is operated by The New York Foundling, an organization that provides community based services to children and families.  Blue Sky is the first program of its kind, and it utilizes all three therapeutic models.  Accordingly, the youth may transition in and out of different models, depending on the youth and family’s needs and responses to the different types of treatment.
  

On January 13, 2010, ACS announced that it had received a $1.1 million grant from the Robin Hood Foundation to expand JJI to serve justice involved youth with serious mental illnesses, a group that had not previously qualified for participation.
  The New York Foundling will provide community based treatment to youth and their families with intensive home and evidence based services.
  This portion of JJI will use the Psychiatric Adaptation of Multisystemic Therapy, where families will work closely with therapists and have access to a crisis worker 24 hours a day.

Person in Need of Supervision (“PINS”) System

The New York State Family Court Act defines a PINS as a “person less than eighteen years of age who does not attend school… or is incorrigible, ungovernable or habitually disobedient and beyond the lawful control of a parent...”
 Parents who have a child that may fit the abovementioned definition and feel overwhelmed, frustrated or emotionally drained in raising their adolescents may file a PINS petition with the Family Court.
  The petition authorizes the justice system to help parents supervise their adolescents or place them in residential or foster care.  If a parent files such a petition, they are required by state law to go through a diversion program to divert the youth from being the subject of a PINS petition.
  In New York City, the diversion program is known as the Family Assessment Program (“FAP”), which is jointly administered by ACS and DOP.

Once the family files a PINS petition in Family Court, a Family Court judge presides over a fact finding trial to determine whether or not the child in question is a “person in need of supervision”, or PINS.  If the judge finds that the child needs supervision, the child may be sent home under the supervision of the DOP.
  The judge may also place the child into foster care, a group home or a social service facility for up to 18 months.  The foster home or social services facility may be run by ACS directly or may be contracted out by ACS. 

Prop. Int. No. 195-A
Since the Mayor announced his plan to integrate DJJ into ACS, the Committees have held a number of hearings to examine such plan.  On February 16, 2010, the Committees conducted an oversight hearing to examine the process that ACS planned to implement to integrate both agencies.  ACS commissioner John Mattingly testified that the goal of the merger was to “gradually reduce the use of detention and upstate placements and develop more family and community based options aimed at better outcomes and increased public safety.”
  Commissioner Mattingly provided the Committees with additional details concerning ACS’s newly created Division of Youth and Family Justice (“DYFJ” or “the Division”) within ACS that would administer all the services designed for court involved youth, including: (i) the PINS System: (ii) JJI;  and (iii) the administration of all the DJJ facilities and programming.  ACS further outlined the integration plan including: (i) the merging of administrative and executive functions; (ii) the development of a comprehensive operational plan after a full evaluation of DJJ; and (iii) the creation of an advisory board made up of partnering agencies (like the NYPD, DOP and DOE) as well as key stakeholders and juvenile justice advocates.  The advisory board was created in order to help ACS develop a strategic plan to expand upon the continuum of services and supports available to court involved youth and their families.
The Juvenile Justice and Finance Committees held two joint budget hearings on March 9th and May 17th of 2010, where ACS presented information concerning the fiscal impact that would result from the planned reforms.  During DJJ budget hearings, ACS testified that the City would save $5 million in upcoming years by reducing the use of detention.  ACS also testified that the City plans on reinvesting $1.8 million of the savings to expand the availability of alternative to detention programs for court involved youth.
On June 24th, 2010, the Juvenile Justice Committee explored ways that the merger of ACS and DJJ would lead to the closure of Bridges, a secure detention facility in the Bronx.  Juvenile justice advocates have called for the closure of Bridges because the physical structure is inappropriate for youth as it looks and feels like an adult jail and the location is too remote (which makes it difficult for many parents to get there).  Juvenile justice advocates have also called for the closure of Bridges to decrease the City’s use of detention.  In addition to updating the Committee on its integration plan, ACS presented its Strategic Plan for the Division as well as its detention reform plan entitled, “Building on Success: Next Steps in New York City Detention Reform” (“the detention reduction plan”). The detention reduction plan outlines the strategies ACS will undertake to help provide the most appropriate level of detention for court involved youth in order to decrease the number of youth in detention overall.  Such a system-wide reduction in the use of detention will enable ACS to close Bridges permanently.

Finally, on September 15, 2010, the Juvenile Justice and General Welfare Committees held a joint hearing on how the merger would affect in-detention services.  ACS announced the creation of a number of working groups to examine the issues and challenges within the Division.  Some examples of the working groups include one that focuses on the enhancement of division-wide communication to increase information sharing for detained youth with child welfare needs.  Another working group revolves around the closure of Bridges which monitors ACS’s implementation of the detention reduction plan.  ACS also discussed the improvements to services that detained youth receive, including the addition of staff and resources to the Discharge Planning Unit, which, as mentioned above, works with youth and families to plan for reentry into their communities upon release.  Furthermore, at this hearing, ACS announced the creation of two new programs that permit youth in detention to be assessed and, with judges’ approval, be moved out of detention and into intensive community-based supervision while receiving services.  

After a careful and deliberate exploration of ACS’s plan concerning the integration, the Committees are prepared to hold a hearing on the bill that formally merges the two agencies.  Prop. Int. No. 195-A amends the New York City charter to formally effectuate the merger of DJJ into ACS.  Chapter 28 of the New York City Charter which governs DJJ, outlines the duties and responsibilities of its Commissioner and creates a DJJ advisory board.  Prop. Int. 195-A repeals Chapter 28 of the Charter in its entirety and incorporates it wholly into Chapter 24-B, the chapter governing ACS.  With Prop. Int. 195-A, the Commissioner of ACS is responsible for all the duties and responsibilities of the former DJJ Commissioner.  The DJJ advisory board remains in existence, though now, it will assist the ACS commissioner.  Additionally, Chapter 24-B is amended to reflect an increase in the number of deputy commissioners that the ACS commissioner may appoint.  


Prop. Int. No. 195-A also includes employment protection language for workers affected by the integration process.  Section 14 makes clear that DJJ workers who are transferred to ACS as a result of the merger, will: (i) be transferred without further examination or qualification; (ii) retain their respective civil service classification and status; and (iii) be transferred without affecting existing compensation, pension or retirement rights.  Furthermore, section 15 specifies that in the event of a reduction in force or the elimination of a job title at ACS, all affected employees, including employees who transferred to that agency as a result of the merger, shall be entitled to all the protections afforded under applicable provisions of the civil service law and collective bargaining agreements.   

Proposed Int. No. 195-A

By Council Members Gonzalez, Palma, Comrie, Dromm and Nelson (by request of the Mayor).  
A Local Law

To amend the New York city charter and the administrative code of the city of New York in relation to merging the department of juvenile justice and the administration for children’s services, and to repeal chapter 28 of such charter and subparagraph iii of paragraph 5 of subdivision a of section 12-307 of such code in relation thereto.

Be it enacted by the Council as follows:


 Section One.  Legislative history and intent.  The goals of the New York City juvenile justice system are to ensure public safety and to help youth within the system become healthy, productive and law abiding New Yorkers.  New York City recognizes what studies have shown: institutionalizing youth involved in the juvenile justice system does little to advance those goals.  Accordingly, since 2002, the City reduced the number of youth being sent to State-administered residential facilities by 56%.  The City also developed alternative to placement and detention programs that focus on addressing the underlying causes of a youth's delinquency such as the Juvenile Justice Initiative and the Collaborative Family Initiative.  Most recently, in January 2010, Mayor Bloomberg announced the integration of the Department of Juvenile Justice ("DJJ") with the Administration of Children Services ("ACS") in order to expand programming designed to reduce recidivism among youth involved in the juvenile justice system.  ACS will assume all of DJJ's responsibilities, including the administration of juvenile detention facilities and ensuring the well-being of youth in its care.

With the integration of DJJ into ACS, the New York City Council intends to further reduce the City's reliance on institutional placement of justice involved youth by increasing the availability of alternative to detention and placement programs.  Studies show that alternative to detention and placement programs are less costly than institutionalization and that they are more effective at reducing recidivism, as youth learn how to relate to situations within their communities and with the people they interact with most.  The Council further finds that the integration of DJJ into ACS will produce cost savings and operational efficiencies by combining two agencies that serve overlapping populations.   With the integration of DJJ into ACS, the Council finds there is an opportunity to work with youth and their families to set youth on a path toward school, work and successful adulthood.  The integration will serve to strengthen and enhance the services available to justice involved youth.  These services will continue to address their special needs including, but not limited to, mental health issues or drug and alcohol dependency, so that they are able to get the help that they need and stay in their communities whenever possible. 

§ 2.  Section 616 of the New York city charter, as amended by the electors at the general election on November  6, 2001, is amended to read as follows:

§616.  Deputies.  The commissioner shall appoint at least [one] three deputy [commissioner] commissioners.

§3.  Section 617 of the New York city charter, subdivision b as amended by local law 52 for the year 2003 and subdivision c as added by local law 25 for the year 2005, is amended to read as follows:  

§ 617. Powers and duties. a. The commissioner shall have the powers and perform the duties of a commissioner of social services under the social services law for the purpose of fulfilling his or her responsibilities under this [chapter] section. The commissioner shall have the power to perform functions related to the care and protection of children including, but not limited to:

1. performing the functions of a child protective service, including without limitation, the receipt and investigation of reports of child abuse and maltreatment;

2. providing children and families with preventative services for the purpose of averting the impairment or disruption of families which could result in the placement of children in foster care; enabling children placed in foster care to return to their families; and reducing the likelihood that a child who has been discharged from foster care may return to such care;

3. providing suitable and appropriate care for children who are in the care, custody, or guardianship of the commissioner;

4. providing appropriate daycare, Head Start and other child-care services; and

5. providing services to ensure that legally responsible parents provide child support.

b. Wherever the powers and duties of an agency other than the administration for children's services as set forth in the charter or administrative code confer any authority over the areas of child welfare, child development or child support enforcement within the jurisdiction of the commissioner of children's services pursuant to section six hundred seventeen of this chapter, such powers and duties shall be deemed to be within the jurisdiction of the administration for children's services and shall be exercised by such administration; provided that such other agency may exercise such powers and duties where required by state or federal law, or, with respect to child support enforcement or determinations of eligibility for subsidized child care, by the department of social services as directed by the mayor.

c. No agency practice, including but not limited to any tracking system, record keeping or reporting system or data collection system or device, may prejudice the rights of, stigmatize or otherwise harm a person because of his or her gender or relationship to a child or children involved in a child protective matter. To the extent that requirements of this subdivision are subject to state approval, the agency will request permission to make any changes in policy necessary to comply with the provisions of this subdivision within ninety days of the effective date of the local law that added this subdivision. The agency shall promulgate such rules as are necessary for the purposes of implementing and carrying out the provisions of this subdivision.

      § 4.  Chapter 24-B of the New York city charter is amended by adding new sections 618 and 619 to read as follows:

§ 618.  The commissioner shall, in addition:
a. establish, initiate, control, maintain and operate secure and non-secure facilities for the temporary care and maintenance away from their own homes only of children alleged to be or adjudicated as juvenile delinquents and only of children alleged, adjudicated or convicted as juvenile offenders in detention as defined in subdivision one of section five hundred ten-a of the executive law;
b. contract with other public and private agencies for such services, in order to ensure that adequate, suitable, and conveniently accessible accommodations and proper care will be available when required for detention, within the appropriations available therefore;
c. establish such regulations for the operation of secure and non-secure detention facilities as may be necessary and not inconsistent with state or local law or with applicable rules and regulations of any state or city agency having jurisdiction. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the commissioner shall provide or secure the availability of conveniently accessible and adequate non-secure detention facilities, certified by the state office of children and family services, as resources for the courts in the city of New York pursuant to provisions of the family court act, the criminal procedure law, and section five hundred ten-a of the executive law;
d. develop, implement and maintain systems to collect, store and disseminate data concerning juvenile delinquency, juvenile crime and the juvenile justice system;
e. participate with other city agencies in the development, implementation and maintenance of a juvenile justice information system, to include (i) an index of records of the family court and department of probation related to proceedings conducted pursuant to article three of the family court act, and (ii) other information, including but not limited to age, sex, race, date of birth, charges, dispositions, warrants, calendar information and case management data connected with such cases, such records to be made available to the family court, the probation department, and an agency with which the child is placed or committed upon request, and otherwise to be kept confidential except as provided by law;
f. plan, develop, conduct and supervise  programs, including diversion and aftercare for previously detained juveniles, for the prevention of juvenile delinquency and juvenile crime and for youths arrested, charged, adjudicated or convicted of having committed delinquent or criminal acts, and conduct research and demonstration projects related thereto.
§619.  Advisory board. a. There shall be in the department a juvenile justice advisory board consisting of eleven members.
b. It shall be the duty of the board to advise the commissioner and make recommendations. The board shall submit an annual report of its activities to the mayor.
c. The members of the board shall be appointed by the mayor and shall serve at the pleasure of the mayor. Five of the members, one resident from each of the five boroughs of New York city, shall be recommended for appointment by a majority vote of the council members of the respective borough.
d. The mayor shall designate one of the members of the board to be  chair and one to be vice chair, neither of whom shall be employees of the city of New York.
e. The members of the board shall serve without compensation.
§5.  Chapter 28 of the New York city charter is REPEALED.

§6.  Subparagraph (iii) of paragraph 5 of subdivision a of section 12-307 of the administrative code of the city of New York is REPEALED.

§7.  Any agency or officer to which are assigned by or pursuant to this local law any functions, powers and duties shall exercise such functions, powers and duties in continuation of their exercise by the agency of officer by which the same were heretofore exercised and shall have power to continue any business, proceeding or other matter commenced by the agency or officer by which such functions, powers and duties were heretofore exercised.  Any provision in any law, rule, regulation, contract, grant or other document relating to the subject matter of such functions, powers or duties, and applicable to the agency or officer formerly exercising the same shall, so far as not inconsistent with the provisions of this local law, apply to the agency or officer to which such functions, powers and duties are assigned by or pursuant to this local law.

§8.  Any rule or regulation in force on the effective date of this local law, and promulgated by an agency or officer whose power to promulgate such type of rule or regulation is assigned by or pursuant to this local law to some other agency or officer, shall continue in force as the rule or regulation of the agency or officer to whom such power is assigned, except as such other agency or officer may hereafter duly amend, supersede or repeal such rule or regulation.

§9.  If any of the functions, power or duties of any agency or part thereof is by or pursuant to this local law assigned to another agency, all records, property and equipment relating to such transferred function, power or duty shall be transferred and delivered to the agency to which such function, power or duty is so assigned.

§10. No existing right or remedy of any character accruing to the city shall be lost or impaired or affected by reason of the adoption of this local law.

§11.  No action or proceeding, civil or criminal, pending at the time when this local law shall take effect brought by or against the city or any agency or officer, shall be affected or abated by the adoption of this local law or by anything herein contained; but all such actions or proceedings may be continued notwithstanding that functions, powers and duties of any agency or officer party thereto may by or pursuant to this local law be assigned or transferred to another agency or officer, but in that event the same may be prosecuted or defended by the head of the agency or the officer to which such functions, powers and duties have been assigned or transferred by or pursuant to this local law.

§12.  Whenever by or pursuant to any provision of this local law, functions, powers or duties may be assigned to any agency or officer which have been heretofore exercised by any other agency or officer, officers and employees in the classified city civil service who are engaged in the performance of such functions, powers or duties may be transferred to the agency to which such functions, powers or duties may be assigned by or pursuant to this local law.

§13. Nothing contained in this local law shall affect or impair the rights or privileges of officers or employees of the city or of any agency existing at the time when this local law shall take effect, or any provision of law in force at the time when this local law shall take effect and not inconsistent with the provisions of this local law, in relation to the personnel, appointment, ranks, grades, tenure of office, promotion, removal, pension and retirement rights, civil rights or any other rights or privileges of officers or employees of the city generally or officers or employees of any agency.

§14. Officers and employees in the classified municipal services who are transferred to the Administration for Children’s Services pursuant to the enactment of this local law shall be transferred without further examination or qualification and shall retain their respective civil service classification and status; and shall be transferred without affecting existing compensation or pension or retirement rights, or other privileges or obligations of such officers and employees.

§15.  It is the intent of this local law to protect those rights enumerated in sections thirteen and fourteen as they apply to officers and employees in the classified municipal services of the Department of Juvenile Justice and the Administration for Children’s Services who are affected by the merging of the Department of Juvenile Justice with the Administration for Children’s Services.  In the event of a reduction in force or the elimination of a job title at the Administration for Children’s Services, all affected employees, including employees who transferred to that agency as a result of the merger authorized by this local law, shall be entitled to all the protections afforded under applicable provisions of the civil service law and collective bargaining agreements. 
§16.  Any license, permit or other authorization in force on the effective date of this local law, and issued by an agency, where the power of such agency to issue such license, permit or authorization is assigned by or pursuant to this local law to another agency or officer, shall continue in force as the license, permit or authorization of such other agency, or officer, except as such license, permit or authorization may expire or be altered, suspended or revoked by the appropriate agency or office pursuant to law.  Such license, permit or authorization shall be renewable in accordance with the applicable law by the agency or officer with such power pursuant to law, including this local law.

§17.  The provisions of this local law shall be severable and if any phrase, clause, sentence, paragraph, subdivision or section of this local law, or the applicability thereof to any person or circumstance, shall be held invalid, the remainder of this local law and the application thereof shall not be affected thereby.

§18. This local law shall take effect immediately or as soon as practicable thereafter as a transfer of functions may be effectuated pursuant to this local law and subdivision 2 of section 70 of the civil service law; provided, however, that any or all actions necessary to effectuate such transfer may be taken prior to such effective date, and such actions may include an agreement between the department of juvenile justice and the administration for children's services as to any matters relating to the administration of contracts entered into by the department of juvenile justice prior to such effective date.
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� While under supervision of the DOP, the adolescent is assigned to a Probation Officer (“P.O.”) who sets up a reporting schedule and a treatment plan based on the needs of the youth and his or her family. POs may make home visits, refer the adolescent to a community-based treatment provider and they also monitor his or her adjustment at home, at school and in the community to ensure compliance with the conditions of probation.  See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.nyc.gov/html/prob/html/programs/programs_services.shtml" �http://www.nyc.gov/html/prob/html/programs/programs_services.shtml�.  Last accessed on November 11, 2010.
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