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April 14, 2026
Dear Chair Lee, Chair Franzen, and Members of the House Capital Investment Committee:

On behalf of the Association of Minnesota Counties, Minnesota Inter-County Association,
MN County IT Leadership Association, and Minnesota Rural Counties, we write to express
supyport for two bills today, HF 3352 (Hansen) and HF 4840 (Frederick), bills that seek to
expand the funding opportunities for critical investments in IT infrastructure and bills that,
at their core, realize that IT infrastructure is core infrastructure.

Minnesota would not be the only state to extend bonding privileges to directly fund IT
infrastructure for state and local governments. However, it would be on the leading edge,
which would give us the opportunity to be a national leader in this policy area. The
Legislature unanimously approved a measure in 2023 to declare IT infrastructure as critical
infrastructure. We recognize that traditional construction projects are the foundation of
state bonding initiatives, but our state relies on sound, modern IT systems to keep wide
swaths of government and public services running.

Figure 1: Display showing the DOS-based system of MAXIS, a system created by the state in the 1980s where
today’s county case workers spend time reentering addresses, overriding cash assistance applications, and
functioning via a series of f1 key inputs rather than using a mouse.

This issue is of particular importance to counties. Aside from some of the more

common county core infrastructure this committee has seen in the past—roads, bridges,
public safety and mental health facilities, solid waste infrastructure, etc.—IT infrastructure
is the backbone of the systems counties use to help determine eligibility, manage case
working functions and documentation, and provide services to hundreds of thousands of
Minnesotans. As beneficiaries of many bonding projects from the state, we understand the



delicate balance with finite resources of putting together these capital investment bills and
the essential needs the state faces in capital projects and physical infrastructure. While IT
infrastructure isn’t considered “physical infrastructure” in a technical sense, we would
argue that when it comes to state and federally mandated programs it is the essence

of human infrastructure. Aside from the “infrastructure” merits, legislators should also
consider the weight these systems have on the family members, neighbors, and
constituents that sit waiting for these antiquated systems to do their job.

We understand the seriousness of this consideration and discussion and appreciate both
Chair Hansen and Rep. Frederick for their foresight in envisioning alternative approaches to
funding these obligations and critical infrastructure. Moreover, we appreciate the
Legislature’s general support of modernization issues this session, particularly given the
gravity of recent federal changes combined with historic levies this past fall that have all
counties seriously concerned about the sustainability of these systems long-term.
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