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Aitkin

County

Board of County Gommissioners
Agenda Request

Requested Meeting Date: November 24,2015

Title of ltem: Communíty Corrections Options

ãR
Agenda ltem #

REGULAR AGENDA

CONSENT AGENDA

INFORMATION ONLY *provide copy of hearing notice that was published

Action Requested:

Approve/Deny Motion

Adopt Resolution (attach draft)

[Z oirection Requested

Discussion ltem

Hold Public Hearing*

Submitted by:
Nathan Burkett, County Administrator

Department:
Administration

Presenter (Name and Title): Estimated Time Needed:
30 Min

Summary of lssue:
Crow Wing County's withdrawal has caused an opportunity for Aitkin County to consider options related to delivery of
probation services. There are 3 delivery systems for probation, the basics of which will be presented to the Board.

The County Administrator recommends that Aitkin County seek to continue as a CCA, either as a joint powers with
Morrison or other counties, or as a stand-alone (dependent upon legislative action).

Administration recommends preparing in such a manner that we expect either through a joint powers or through CCA
legislation that we have a "stand alone" Aitkin County Probation department. This means we will establish all necessary
support and structures, strive for legíslative changes, and maintain a fall back position to engage in a joint powers.

Administration is seeking direction from the County Board on the following matters:
1. what is the preferred delivery system for Aitkin County (CCA, CPO or DOC)?
2. Does the aitkin county board support seeking a change to legislation to allow Aitkin County to proceed as a CPA
independently?
3. Does the County Board support the processes to determine and establish the delivery systems for probation ín Aitkin
County after July 1 , 201ô.

Alternatives, Options, Effects on Others/Comments:

Recommended Action/Motion :

Support addition to AMC legislative platform removal of language requiring a minimum 30,000 population to deliver
probation services as a Community Corrections Act County.
Support requesting special legislation to allow Aítkin County to continue as a CCA County, regardless of population.

Yes

Please Explain:

No
Financial lmpact:
ls there a cosf associated with this request?
What is the total cost, wþlax and shipplgq? $
/s fhrs budgeted? | | Yes I lNo

Legally binding agreements must have County Attorney approval prior to submission.
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M nne sota Robation Delive ry r
ïhe Gounty's Role

Ryan Erdmann
Pub lic Safety Ana lyst

&
MACCAC Director
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DOC Field Seruices
ASSOclATIOil y Mlllt{ESOTA C0UNT| Es' ¡¡Jr:41 '-.r\,:*.

DOC Contnact
' ln 28 counties, the DOC providesmisdemeanant & juvenile

stlpervision under contract with the county.
o DOC alæ s.Jpervisesthe felonsin these counties, the isnot

p a rt of the c o ntra ct.

Other DOC Services
. 27 CPO counties, adult felon $Jpervision
' 75 counties, lntensive supervised release (lSR) supervision. 82 counties, ClPsr;pervision

o

o
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Funding in DOC
Counties

o DOC Gontract
' The sate, through CPo reimbursement, providesfora

portion of the counties cossfor this contra ct.

Other DOC Seruices
' Felony s;pervision and intensive s.Jpervised releaæ ispaid

for by the Sate.

o
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Community Coffedtions
Act (ccA)

Gom m un¡ty Coffections Act (C CA)
lhe Community CorrectionsAct of 1973 altowscountiesto
provide all community s.Jpervison ærvicesin the county

o Community S.tpervision isprobation and supervised
release

' CCA jurisdictionssupervise adultsand juvenilesat all
offenæ levels

There are 32countiesorganized in 1T jurisdictions
partlcipating in CCA (33countieswitlrthe addition of

30,000 or be part of joilt powersentity with a combined
population of at IeaS 30,000 in orderto participate in CCA.

o

o
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Funding in CCA
Counties
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a CCA SlbsHy
' Formula driven funding $ream isthe primary source of date

stlpport for CCA counties.
' Available fundsforthisare determined by the legislature and

have been nearly flat forovera decade.
' Componentsofthe formula include case filings(felony, gross

misdemeanor, and juvenile), population (ages 10-24), convicted
felonsnot ænt to prison, and adjused net tax capacity.

' The formula uæd 3yearaveragesand the data isupdated every
otheryear.

Other þvenue Sources
Ad d itiona I Sate g ra ntsfor Caselo adlWorkload Red uction, Felony
S.tpervision a nd Erha nced sx offend er S.rpervisron.
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County kobatiön
Otricer(CFO)

O County Probation Officer (CpO)
' MN Satutes244. 19 authorizescountiesto srrperviæ

juvenileg adult misdemeanorand adult gross
misdemeanoroffenderson behalf of the court.

o court ærvicesdaff are employed by the county, but
are underthe slrpervision of the localjudge.

o There are 27 countiesorganized asCPO Counties (26
after the srerb urne co unty tra nsitio n).
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Funding in CPO
Counties

a

a

CPO Reimburse
o Sa tute p rovid es tha t the Sa te w ill re im b u rse b0% ofprob?tion officer sa la riesfor those emp loyed by Cpo

counties.
' Fund ing..levgl i.qdetermined by the legislature and

Satue directsthat the reimbuisemenlbe pro-rated ¡f
the funding isnot sufficient forfull reimburæment.

' Currently Sate fundscover roughly 30%of coSsfor
those employees.

Othe r fuve nue Sourceso CPO countiesalso receive a caæload/workload
reduction grant.



I

t
È ? 1!.

+

ASSoGlATlOil ¿ Mllll{E5OTA COUNTT Es
' ti,J.2'6, -.r- 

\a¿

County Boa

Who Decides?

Authority
ards have the authority to choose which
delivery sysem model-to choose based on local

o

a

a

a

r Çounty Bo
probation
need s.
other sa kehold ers like jud g es, county attorney,
be included in aly disc-ussión of change, but th'
ultimately re$swith the Board.

etc. should
e decision

Tra nsition

o

No Board action isrequired on an ongoing basis¡f there is
no change planned.
lf a county wislresto transition to a different model, the
decision rñus be made in July of ãñ ðven numbered'.year,
with transition occurring on Júly 1 of the subæquent yáar. '
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For More lnfonrration
ASSoClAllOl{ ¿ MlllttESOlA COUNT|ESt hÈ4:-ts *t---J. -

a Ryan Erdmann -AMc and MAccAc $aff
o 65 1-789-4345
o erd ma nn@m ncounties.org


