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October 12, 2006 

 
 

Mr. John Milla 
Assistant General Counsel 
Department of Juvenile Justice 
2737 Centerview Drive, Suite 312 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3100 
 
Re: Department of Juvenile Justice 
 Rule Chapter 63D-1, F.A.C. 
 
Dear Mr. Milla: 
 
I have reviewed the referenced rules and have the following comments: 
 
63D-1.003  This rule establishes the preliminary screening process and provides that 

either the juvenile probation officer (JPO) or “contracted intake screener” 
shall conduct the screening. How is this consistent with s. 985.21, F.S., 
which states that JPOs will conduct the screening? Although ch. 2006-
120, Laws of Florida, amends s. 985.21 to permit screening by someone 
other than the JPO, this law does not take effect until January 1, 2007. If 
you do not intend to implement this provision before January 1, 2007, 
please see s. 120.54(3)(e)6., F.S., with regard to specifying a later 
effective date. 

 
63D-1.003(4)  Does the reference to the provider refer to the assessment provider? This 

should be clarified. In addition, s. 985.21, F.S., provides for assessment of 
both youth and family for mental health problems or substance abuse 
problems, but the rule addresses only the assessment of youth. 

 
63D-1.003(6)  This provision states that the JPO must ensure that the detention center is 

informed of specified circumstances, and also is responsible for ensuring 
that detention center staff be informed of the need for referral for 
comprehensive assessment. How are the JPOs to accomplish these duties? 
The procedures should be specified in the rule. 
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63D-1.003(7)  This subsection requires the JPO to advise the youth and family of the 

requirement for further assessment and to “encourage the youth and 
family to cooperate” with any further evaluations. What is the procedure 
for advising the youth and family, and how is a JPO expected to 
encourage cooperation? 

 
63D-1.004(2)  This subsection requires the JPO to contact the designated assessment 

provider or “have the parents make the initial contact.” Was the intent to 
require the JPO to request that the parents contact the assessment 
provider? Also, the remainder of the rule chapter refers to the youth’s 
family, whereas this section refers to parents. Was this an intentional 
change? Is there an alternate procedure for youth whose parents are 
unavailable? How is this provision consistent with the language in  
s. 985.21, F.S., that the JPO shall provide for a comprehensive 
assessment? 

  
63D-1.004(5)(a)  This paragraph addresses “designated contracted agents who perform 

comprehensive assessments” and (5)(c) states that when a provider “takes 
longer than 14 days to complete a comprehensive assessment” the chief 
probation officer and the District Program Administrator for the 
Department of Children and Family Services shall be informed “and a 
plan developed to improve performance or change providers.” The rule 
fails to state who is charged with informing the chief probation officer 
and the District Program Administrator of the timeliness of the 
assessment and how that is to be accomplished. It also fails to state who 
is charged with developing a plan or deciding to change providers. 
Furthermore, if completing an assessment within 14 days is a 
requirement, this should be clearly stated, along with any consequences 
for failure to meet that timeframe. 

 
63D-1.005(1)(b)  This paragraph states in part: “In some rare situations, a youth’s problems 

may appear to be complex or his/her symptoms so confusing that an 
additional evaluation may be required . . .” This commentary does not 
appear to meet the definition of a rule. If your intent is to identify those 
circumstances under which additional assessment should be provided, the 
rule can be restructured to accomplish this. 

   
63D-1.005(3)  The last sentence provides: “If the youth and family have not been 

cooperative, the JPO must intervene and encourage them to cooperate.” 
What factors will be considered in making a determination that youth and 
family have not been cooperative? How is the JPO to encourage 
cooperation? 
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DJJ/PP   This form, entitled “Substance Abuse and Mental Health Assessment,” is  
Form 36 6/00   to be used in evaluating youth for substance abuse or mental health 

problems. How do the questions asking about church attendance relate to 
an assessment of substance abuse or mental health problems? Also, where 
is the Department’s authority to request the social security number of the 
youth? 

 
Please call me if you have any questions about these comments. 
 
      Sincerely, 

      
      Susan Stafford 
      Chief Attorney 
 
SS:SA WORD/SUSAN/63D-1.001LS101206_138663_138667.DOC 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  


