State Board of Corrections
$3.5 Million FY11 General Fund Request

· This request represents the third year of General Fund funding for county correctional services

FY09 (six months)
$1.5M

FY10


$3.5M

FY11


$3.5M

· The combined cost of state and county correctional services has actually declined:

· FY10   $183,174,314
· FY11
$182,284,317

The Board of Corrections was created to reduce the growth in the cost of corrections; the goal was to bring the growth of county correctional services down from an annual average increase of 9% to 5% or less.
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· The unified correctional system greatly benefits property tax payers: 
· According to the recent LD 1 report released by the State Planning Office, county property tax assessments increased 1.7% between 2008 and 2009, a smaller increase than the 7.5% jump between 2007 and 2008. 
· A primary reason is that assessments for jails are now capped and cannot be increased. If assessments for jails had grown at their historical rate (an annual average of 9% for the 5 years ending in 2007), county property tax assessments would have grown by 6.1%.  
OVER

· In the three years of the unified system, a General Fund investment of $8.5 million has achieved a cumulative property tax savings of $18.3 million.
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· The unified corrections system is more efficient and costs nearly $10 million less than what it would have.

· Three county correctional facilities have changed their missions achieving $1.7 million that has been reinvested into the system

· Four county correctional facilities are funded to house prisoners from other county correctional facilities and the Department of Corrections thereby

· Eliminating boarding rates and the shifting of cost from one county to another

· Addressing overcrowding in the state system at reduced costs compared to other considered options

· Eliminating the need to build new facilities by distributing the prisoner population where beds are available

· Services are improving without additional state or county funding

· 32 reentry beds were established by reconfiguring the Waldo County Correctional Facility into a reentry facility to serve both county and state prisoners

· Transportation costs are managed through a system of regional transportation hubs

· Federal funds have been granted to improve pretrial services
· Video arraignments will be expanded to reduce transportation and security costs
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