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THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF PENNSYLVANIA

HOUSE RESOLUTION
No. 251 5

| NTRODUCED BY MARSI CO, BAKER, BARD, BARRAR, BELFANTI
BENNI NGHOFF, BROWNE, BUNT, CALTAG RONE, CLARK, L. |. COHEN,
CORNELL, CURRY, DEMPSEY, DeWEESE, EGOLF, FICHTER, FLI CK,
FRANKEL, GEI ST, G GIOITI, GODSHALL, HALUSKA, HANNA, HARHAI
HENNESSEY, HERVAN, HERSHEY, JOSEPHS, LAUGHLI N, LYNCH
MAI TLAND, MASLAND, McCALL, MclLH NNEY, MNAUGHTON, MELI G,
R MLLER NAILOR, ORI E, PESC, PH LLIPS, RAMOS, READSHAW
RCSS, RUBLEY, SAI NATO, SATHER, SAYLOR, SCRI MENTI, SEYFERT,
SHANER, S. H SM TH, STEELMAN, STERN, STEVENSON
E. Z. TAYLOR, VAN HORNE, W LLIAM5, WLT, WOINARCSKI AND
YOUNGBLOOD, OCTOBER 4, 1999

REFERRED TO COW TTEE ON RULES, OCTOBER 4, 1999
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A RESOLUTI ON

Calling for a cost and services study of the county adult

probati on system by the Legi sl ative Budget and Fi nance

Conmittee.

WHEREAS, County adult probation departnents fill a critical
need in this Coomonwealth's crimnal justice system and

WHEREAS, The average Statew de casel oad for each county adult
probation officer is 160 active files, with significant
increases in the nunbers of felony of fenders and convicted sex
of fenders under their supervision; and

WHEREAS, County adult probation and parol e agenci es provi de
over 1,000 services and prograns to the county court and
corrections system ranging frominvestigative services to

supervi sory functions; and

WHEREAS, Since 1991, county adult probation has responded to
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t he nunber and type of offenders placed under supervision by
i ncreasi ng speci alized offender prograns such as sex offender
and nental health/nmental retardation prograns, electronic
nmonitoring and intensive supervision; and
WHEREAS, The | nprovenent of Probation Services Act of 1965
requires an 80%rei nbursenent for the salaries of county adult
probation officers conplying with State requirenents; and
WHEREAS, Two hundred si xty-eight adult probation officers
have been hired since 1991 to neet the increased demands of the
system but these qualified probation officers are not included
under the current funding fornula because the grant-in-aid
eligible positions have been capped by adm ni strative order; and
WHEREAS, More than 95% of all county probation officers have,
at mninmum a bachelor's degree, but the average starting salary
remai ns far below that of the Pennsylvania State Police and
State parole agents; therefore be it
RESCLVED, That the House of Representatives call for the
Legi sl ati ve Budget and Finance Conmittee to study the county
adult probation systemand specifically the grant-in-aid
formula, county costs and supervision fees to determ ne the
i npact on the quality and | evel of program services offered
t hrough the county adult probation system and be it further
RESCLVED, That the Legislative Budget and Fi nance Comm ttee
report its findings to the House of Representatives by January

30, 2000.
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