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Assumptions Used in Arriving at Fiscal Estimate

This LRB draft eliminates the distinction between the treatment under the Mental Health Act of minors under the age
of 14 years and minors who are 14 years of age or over.

One provision of this LRB draft would require a court to hold a hearing for a minor 14 years of age or over who has
requested discharge from an inpatient facility. It appears that such a hearing would be held regardless of whether the
inpatient facility (or other person, such as the minor’s parent) objects to the minor’s discharge. (See proposed s. 51 13
(7) of the LRB draft.) Because such a hearing would be held in every case involving a minor who requests discharge, it
is possible that the SPD would incur costs. However, under current law, if a minor 14 years of age or over requests
discharge and the inpatient facility (or other person) objects to the minor’s discharge, a petition for emergency
detention, involuntary commitment, or protective placement would need to be filed to keep the minor detained. (See
current s. 51.13 (7)(b).) The SPD currently handles such emergency detention, involuntary commitment and protective
placement petitions. Because the proposed change in the LRB draft would obviate the need for an emergency
detention, involuntary commitment, or protective placement petition to be filed in situations where a minor 14 years of
age or over has requested discharge, the SPD would handle less of those matters. Therefore, any costs associated
with handling the hearing under proposed s. 51.13 (7) would be offset by the reduced number of emergency detention,
involuntary commitment and protective placement petitions presently filed under current s. 51.13 (7)(b).

Other provisions in the draft do not appear to have a fiscal effect on the agency as the agency does not handle
voluntary commitment matters or matters related to a minor's request to review his or her court or treatment records.

The SPD has no data from which to estimate local government costs.
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