APPENDIX C

Sen. Carlisle, members of the commission: Thank you for the opportunity
to address the Alternatives to Corrections Commission. | was privileged to serve
on the commission and have great respect for the work you are doing.

| have thoughts I'd like to share with you, and while they may seem
disjointed, | think they may be helpful to you as you consider sentencing
practices.

The first thing | need to tell you is that | think members of the public
would be shocked if they knew just how many convictions a criminal defendant
has before being sentenced to the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation.

Judges are elected and part of their job is sentencing of criminal
defendants. Sentencing goals are discussed a great deal. They include
rehabilitation of criminal defendants, restitution for crime victims, punishment,
protection of the community, and deterrence. As a judge, | have to consider each
case individually. | look at the nature of the offense, the background and criminal
record of the defendant, recommendations from the prosecution and defense, the
defendant’s statements at sentencing, a crime victim impact statement.

| have a couple case studies which might be helpful in this discussion.

On January 7, | handled a sentencing for a man who was charged with
possession of drug paraphernalia — a class C felony. The offense occurred in

2013. The criminal information alleged the defendant had drug paraphernalia and
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used or intended to use it with methamphetamine. It was alleged the
paraphernalia included hypodermic needles, metal spoons, a glass smoking
device, and a digital scale all with residue of methamphetamine. Class C felonies
are punishable by a maximum term of imprisonment of five years, a $10,000 fine,
and a court fees of at least $500.

The defendant’s record included a criminal trespass conviction from 2009 —
a class A misdemeanor. He’d been sentenced to a year in the county jail, which
was suspended. He was on unsupervised probation and required to pay $325 in
fees.

He'd been convicted of burglary, a class B felony, in 2009. As part of the
same case, he had been charged with terrorizing. That charge was dismissed,
but he pled guilty to assault and possession of alcohol by a person under 20. In
April, 2009, he was sentenced to two years of supervised probation. He was
required to have a chemical dependency evaluation and complete recommended
treatment. In October, 2009, his probation was revoked, apparently because he
hadn’t followed through with treatment, and he was re-sentenced to a
probationary sentence. The probation was terminated early at the request of the
defendant and probation officer in June of 2011.

For the 2013 drug paraphernalia case, | sentenced the defendant to five
years with the Department of Corrections. All but 60 days was suspended for

three years, and the defendant was placed on supervised probation with a


jjblasy
Rectangle

jjblasy
Rectangle


requirement that he again have a chemical addiction evaluation and treatment.

The 60 days were served in the Morton County Detention Center.

On November 4, | sentenced a man who had been convicted of
Possession of Methamphetamine with Intent to Deliver, a class A felony, and
possession of drug paraphernalia, a class A misdemeanor. The jury had returned
guilty verdicts on July 17, 2013. A pre-sentence investigation was ordered, and
was filed with the Court on September 19. Sentencing was set for October 1, but
was rescheduled at the request of defense counsel, and was held on November
4.

The pre-sentence investigation indicated there had been convictions for
giving false information to a peace officer in 2007, for petty theft in 2007, for
criminal mischief and theft of property in 2008. There were three convictions for
driving without liability insurance in 2012 and 2013.

The pre-sentence writer noted that the defendant had been in custody
since July 17, 2013. It was determined that the defendant had a moderate to
high risk with a 58 per cent chance of recidivism. The pre-sentence writer
recommended the defendant be sentenced to eight years with the Department of
Corrections and Rehabilitation, with all but 18 months suspended for three years
after release. A chemical dependency evaluation had been completed and it was

recommended the defendant receive intensive outpatient level treatment.
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The actual sentence was a sentence of five years at the DOCR, with all but
18 months suspended, to be followed by three years of supervised probation.
The defendant was to receive credit for 128 days already served, and |
recommended placement at the Tompkins Rehabilitation and Corrections Center.
| required the defendant receive treatment while incarcerated. (The drug

paraphernalia sentence is to run concurrently with the deliver sentence.)

While it would be nice to have some neat way to compare sentences, real
life doesn’t work that way. A discussion of sentencing practices needs to include
more parties than just judges. As judges, we work in a community where
decisions to make arrests and investigate offenses are made by law enforcement
officers. Charging decisions are made by prosecutors including the elected
State’s Attorneys. We listen to sentencing recommendations from prosecutors

and defense counsel, and consider plea agreements they propose.

Trial Court Administrator Donna Wunderlich has worked with numbers
provided by the Department of Corrections, and has an interesting analysis of
case filings. You may want to invite her to a future meeting. She would have

been with me today, but is at an educational session out-of-state.

In fact, if you look at all offenses, and not just the indexed offenses,
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Burleigh County has a higher rate of criminal charges filed per capita than does
Cass County. The filings per capita in Burleigh County were 3.5 per cent in 2012
and 3.4 per cent in 2013. In Cass County, the per capita filings were 2.5 per cent

in 2012 and 2.2 percent in 2013.

In Burleigh County, requests for revocation of probation were 14.2 per cent
of the case filings in 2012, and 16 per cent of the case filings in 2013. In Cass
County, requests for revocation of probation were 10.6 per cent of the criminal

filings in 2012 and 11.6 of the filings in 2013.

If the Burleigh County filings reflected a 2.2 per cent filing rate in 2013 (the
rate in Cass County), we would have had more than 1,000 fewer criminal cases
filed. If petitions for revocation of probation were filed at the Cass County rate,

we would have had about 250 fewer petitions for revocation.

Obviously, we don’t have any control over the number of cases filed. We
don’t have the ability to decide our budget is depleted, and we won'’t file any more

criminal cases.

But, it is still a fact that there are more inmates at the Department of

Corrections from Burleigh County, and they appear to be sentenced for longer
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periods.

One difference between Burleigh County and Cass County is that we order
a greater number of presentence investigations. We understand that is a practice
preferred by the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation. When we started
to hear from legislators that the judges in our district were being criticized for
sentencing too many inmates to the State Penitentiary, we did a study of the
cases in which presentence investigations were ordered in 2012, and how the
sentencing of defendants who were the subject of those investigations compared

to the sentences recommended by the writers of the presentence investigations.

Interestingly, after reviewing more than 160 case files, we learned there
were only a very few cases in which the judge sentenced to more penitentiary
time than recommended by the presentence writer. In some case, it appears
there was a requirement to serve time, but in that was because a defendant
received credit for time served prior to sentencing. In a couple cases it might
appear there was more time imposed than was recommended, but a more careful
review demonstrates that the net sentence was the same as recommended. I'm

providing a copy of our review to your committee.

In one case, a class AA felony charge of delivery of a controlled substance,
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Judge Schneider imposed an eight-year sentence rather than the five-year
sentence recommended by the presentence writer. Judge Schneider had
handled a jury trial. The prosecutor recommended the eight-year sentence. It
was noted that the defendant had been through treatment programs seven times,
and that the defendant may be considered for early release through the parole
process. Other cases where sentences were longer than recommended involved

gross sexual imposition and continuous sexual abuse of a child.

We've taken a look at sentencing in the South Central Judicial District from
April 1 - 15, 2014. We had 82 cases in which defendants were sentenced. There
were 77 individual defendants, and 103 counts or charges involved. There were
48 sentences to the Department of Corrections. The Department of Corrections
sentences involved 29 individual defendants. For 20 of the criminal counts, there
was no jail or prison time imposed. For four counts, the sentence was served at
the Burleigh County Detention Center.

13 individual defendants were sentenced to the State Penitentiary on 24

criminal counts. Of those 13:

. 3 were already incarcerated and were sentenced to concurrent time.
. 3 were sentenced on revocation of probation.
. 1 was a revocation, and the sentence will run concurrent with a

Stutsman County case.
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o 1 was a 4™ Driving Under the Influence with a mandatory prison

sentence.

. 1 was an inmate who walked away from the Bismarck Transition

Center while on pretrial status.

o 4 were felony drug cases.

Let's look at one of those felony drug cases. On April 3, 2014, Judge
Jorgensen sentenced a defendant charged with Possession of Methamphetamine
with Intent to Deliver. The defendant was sentenced to 10 years at the
Department of Corrections. The presentence investigation indicates:

Defendant has been extradited for various violations multiple times

through North Dakota and California. Defendant was incarcerated at

NDSP starting July 2002. He was paroled on January 6, 2003,

however violated parole and was sent to NDSP of March 5, 2003

where he remained until his sentence expired on April 29, 2003.

Defendant was received to NDSP on a new sentence starting May 5,

2006, and remained incarcerated until his parole on March 19, 2012

to BTC. ..

Defendant violated his parole on at least four occasions in California.

Because the defendant would not cooperate with the presentence
investigator, no recommendation was made.

At this point, many of the sentencing discussions are driven by
consideration of the cost of incarceration and probation services. Because of the
way agencies are funded, there is a desire to protect the budget of one agency by

shifting costs to another. The Department of Corrections would prefer more
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defendants be sentenced to county detention centers, shifting the cost from the
State to the counties. Although it's been suggested that judges are somehow
aligned with the county sheriffs in an effort to move incarceration from the county
jails to the state penitentiary, | can tell you than in 27 years, I've never heard such
a suggestion from anyone involved with a county detention center.

And, it's not just a shifting of costs from one governmental unit to another.
There’s always a tension between those tasked with providing mental health
services and those tasked with probation and incarceration. Somehow, the
budgeting process needs to get to a point where it recognizes the same
taxpayers are funding the county resources and the state resources; the
corrections system and the mental health treatment system.

| know it's been suggested that many of those sentenced to the State
Penitentiary just need treatment. | agree there is a great need for treatment, and
treatment works. But, when you have an individual who has had a number of
opportunities for treatment, and there are éngoing issues with addiction, that
treatment must be accomplished in a secure setting, and there must be an
enforced period of sobriety.

And, I'll wrap up with comments about the resources available for
sentencing. | know that there is a waiting list for people in need of treatment for
chemical addiction and other mental health disorders at West Central Human

Services. Delays in receiving treatment make treatment more difficult and less
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likely to be successful. Even if people have resources and the ability to pay for
treatment, there are waiting lists at local treatment facilities. As judges, we would
welcome addition resources. If they were available, we could better tailor
sentences to meet all our sentencing goals.

And, the judges in Burleigh and Morton Counties and Cass County have
much great access to resources than do judges in more rural areas. Treatment
might be necessary, it might allow for alternatives to incarceration, but if it isn’t

available for practical purposes, we don’t have alternative.
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Incarceration

Prohation

Case number

08-09-K-01343

08-10-K-00814

08-10-K-00962

08-10-K-02338

08-11-K-00143

08-11-K-00409

08-11-K-00488

08-11-K-00660

08-11-K-00665

08-2011-CR-00755
08-2011-CR-00793
08-2011-CR-00943
08-2011-CR-01028
08-2011-CR-01192
08-2011-CR-01248
08-2011-CR-01261
08-2011-CR-01464
08-2011-CR-01569
08-2011-CR-01593
08-2011-CR-01632
08-2011-CR-01737
08-2011-CR-01808
08-2011-CR-01928
08-2011-CR-01954
08-2011-CR-01977
08-2011-CR-01979
08-2011-CR-01988
08-2011-CR-01993
08-2011-CR-02026
08-2011-CR-02059
08-2011-CR-02065
08-2011-CR-02087
08-2011-CR-02091
08-2011-CR-02115
08-2011-CR-02162
08-2011-CR-02226
08-2011-CR-02245
08-2011-CR-02246
08-2011-CR-02274
08-2011-CR-02303

Judge

Schneider
Reich
Jorgensen
Schneider
Anderson
Haskell
Haskell
Anderson
Schneider
Schneider
Anderson
Reich
Haskeli
Jorgensen
Anderson
Schneider
Reich
Reich
Reich
Jorgensen
Romanick
Anderson
Hagerty
Haskeli
Haskell
Haskell
Haskell
Schneider
Haskell
Hagerty
Hagerty
Jorgensen
Hagerty
Hagerty
Schneider
Schneider
Haskell
Hagerty
Hagerty
Schneider

exceed
incarcer
PSI recommendation ation
0 No
1.5 years No
0 No
5 years No
3years No
2 years No
2 years Yes
5 years Yes
.5 year No
5 years No
0 Yes
0 No
8 years No
0 No
0 No
0 Yes
Life w/out parole No
0 No
2 years No
0 No
0 yes
0 No
3 years No
0 yes
0 No
past time served Yes
3 year deferred No
30 days incarceration No
0 No
0 No
0 No
0 Yes
0 No
0 Yes
1 year No
Extended period for al No
3 yrs suspended No
0 No

5 years Yes

if YES,
length of
sentence

1 day

7 days

21 days

363 days

14 days

181 days

8 yrs

PSI probation
recommended

3 years
10 years
5 years
3 years
5years
2 years
3years
5 years
3 years
10 years
5years
3 years
5 years
3 years
5 years
3 years

2 years
2 years
3 years

3 years
3 years

5 years
3 years

2 years
3 years
2 years
2 years
3 years
3 years
2 years
3years
2 years
2 years
3 years

exceed
probati
on
No
No
No
No
No
No
No Terrorizing
No Gross Sexual Imposition
No No DOCR incarceration
No
No 1 day sentence served
No
No 18 months incarceration
No
No
No 7 day sentence -- no DOCR incarce
0 No
No
Yes
No
No recommendation
no 21 days credit for time served --
No
0 No
No 101 days incarceration, reckless et
No
5 No 363 days credit for time served; no DOCRtime
No
No 2 year deferred imposition of sentence
No 30 days sentence at BC
Yes 155 days credit for time served
No
No 14 days sentence at BCDC-- no DO
Yes Simple Assault on a Peace Officer
No 181 days credit for time served
No 160 days credit for time served
No 147 days credit for time served
No

No Recommendat N/a ;
No Recommendat N/a 69 days credit for time served/Pos
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Incarceration

Probation

Case number

08-2011-CR-02344
08-2011-CR-02358
08-2011-CR-02466
08-2011-CR-02467
08-2011-CR-02474
08-2011-CR-02507
08-2011-CR-02518
08-2011-CR-02519
08-2011-CR-02520
08-2011-CR-02521
08-2011-CR-02580
08-2011-CR-02602
08-2011-CR-02635
08-2011-CR-02673
08-2011-CR-02683
08-2011-CR-02684
08-2011-CR-02685
08-2011-CR-02712
08-2011-CR-02714
08-2011-CR-02720
08-2011-CR-02775
08-2011-CR-02778
08-2011-CR-02780
08-2011-CR-02781
08-2012-CR-00006
08-2012-CR-00023
08-2012-CR-00050
08-2012-CR-00051
08-2012-CR-00067
08-2012-CR-00102
08-2012-CR-00103
08-2012-CR-00119
08-2012-CR-00125
08-2012-CR-00132
08-2012-CR-00223
08-2012-CR-00250
08-2012-CR-00268
08-2012-CR-00287
08-2012-CR-00288
08-2012-CR-00335
08-2012-CR-00401

Judge
Hagerty
Hagerty
Anderson
Jorgensen
Romanick
jorgensen
Schneider
Jorgensen
Schneider
Anderson
Jorgensen
Feland
Anderson
Reich
Schneider
Anderson
Schneider
Haskell
Haskell
Anderson
Haskell
Jorgensen
Jorgensen
Jorgensen
Haskell
Jorgensen
Anderson
Schneider
Anderson
Feland
Reich
Reich
Romanick
Haskell
Jorgensen
Hagerty
Jorgensen
Jorgensen
Jorgensen
Haskell
Feland

exceed
incarcer

PSI recommendation ation

20 years

18 months

5 yrs suspended
6 months

2 months

4 years deferred

2 years
3 years
5 years

6 months

2 years

2 years

3 years

3 year deferred
8 years

3 year deferred
10yrs/7susp.

3 years

4 years
3 years
3 years
18 months

66 months
4 years
2 years
6 years

No
0 No
No
No
Yes
No
No
0 No
0 No
0 No
No
No
No
0 No
No
0 Yes
0 No
No
0 No
0 No
0 No
No
No
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
0 No
0 No
Yes
No
No
No
0 No

No
No
No
No

if YES,
length of
sentence

10 yrs

15yr/11.5s

5yrs

exceed
probati

PSI probation
recommended  on
No Recommendat N/a
3 Yes
3 years Yes
5 years No
5 years No
5 years No
No Recommendat No
5 years No
4 years No
4 years Yes
3 years No
0 No
5 years No
2 years No
2 years Yes
3 years No
3 years No
5 years No
0 yes
2 years yes
3 years No
3 years No
3 years No
0 Yes
2 years No
0 Yes
5 years No
5 years No
2 years Yes
2 years Yes
0 No
3 years No
2 years No
5 years No
5 years No
3 years No
4 years Yes
4 years No
0 No

Charged/filed as felony, changed to misdemeanors

To run concurrently with case 08-:

Corruption of Solicitation of a Min
2 days credit for time served

7 days credit for time served

146 days credit for time served

2 days credit for time served

2 days credit for time served

64 days credit for time served

203 days credit for time served
128 days credit for time served

140 days credit for time served
30 day sentence- No DOCR incarce

26 days credit for time served

3 year deferred imposition of sent
5 year deferred imposition of sent
173 days credit for time served

4 days credit for time served

6 days credit for time served

a

Theft of Property

Gross Sexu 75 days cre

55 days credit for time served

5 year deferred imposition of sent
3 year deferred imposition of sent
concurrent & consec. With2 other
17 days credit for time served

4 days credit for time served

4 days credit for time served
No recommendation

183 days credit for time served
1 day credit for time served

2 days credit for time served
26 days credit for time served


jjblasy
Rectangle


Incarceration

Probation

Case number

08-2012-CR-00402
08-2012-CR-00470
08-2012-CR-00476
08-2012-CR-00479
08-2012-CR-00494
08-2012-CR-00512
08-2012-CR-00548
08-2012-CR-00605
08-2012-CR-00791
08-2012-CR-00796
08-2012-CR-00807
08-2012-CR-00812
08-2012-CR-00815
08-2012-CR-00846
08-2012-CR-00853
08-2012-CR-00884
08-2012-CR-00916
08-2012-CR-00943
08-2012-CR-00952
08-2012-CR-00956
08-2012-CR-00960
08-2012-CR-01011
08-2012-CR-01038
08-2012-CR-01054
08-2012-CR-01148
08-2012-CR-01229
08-2012-CR-01236
08-2012-CR-01294
08-2012-CR-01353
08-2012-CR-01365
08-2012-CR-01382
08-2012-CR-01442
08-2012-CR-01490
08-2012-CR-01571
08-2012-CR-01587
08-2012-CR-01596
08-2012-CR-01666
08-2012-CR-01692
08-2012-CR-01847
08-2012-CR-01876
08-2012-CR-01916

Judge
Anderson
Reich
Haskell
Hagerty
Feland
Hagerty
Jorgensen
Anderson
Reich
Haskell
Haskell
Feland
Reich
Anderson
Feland
Feland
Anderson
Reich
Schneider
Reich
Reich
Hagerty
Romanick

Schneider

Hagerty
Haskell
Schneider
Anderson
Haskell
Haskell
Reich
Schneider
Feland
Romanick

PSI recommendation

3 years

5 year deferred
5 yrs - 4 susp.

3 year deferred
18 months
3years

2 years

6 years
1 year

2 years
3 years

3 years
3 years
3 years
18 months
3years
2 years

5 yrs - 3 susp.
2 years
18 months

18 months
3 years

18 months

18 months

2 years

2 years

Life w/out parole

Romanick/Ha 18 months

Romanick
Haskell

lorgensen/An

Haskell

18 months

1 year

exceed
incarcer
ation

No
Yes
No
No
No
No
0 No
0 No
No
Yes
0 Yes
No
No
0 No
No
No
No
Yes
No
No
0 No
No
Yes
Yes

No
No
0 No

Yes
Yes
No
No

Yes

Yes

0 No
No

if YES,
length of
sentence

3yrs

PSI probation
recommended
3 years

5 years

3 years

3 years

3 years

3 years
3 years
2 years

3 years
3 years
3 years
3 years
3 years

5 years
3 years
2 years
3 years
2 years
3 years
3 years
3 years

3years
5 years
3 years

5 years
3 years

3.5 years
3 years
3 years

exceed
probati
on

No
No
Yes
No
0 Yes
No
No
Yes
0 No
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
0 Yes
0 Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
No

No
No
No

0 No
0 yes
No
No
0 No

0 No
No

Yes
Yes

Credit for 230 days served
1 year sentence suspended 5 year:

87 days credit for time served
40 days credit for time served

36 days credit for time served
191 days credit for time served, A:
2 days crec Poss'n of Marijuana wi

12 days credit for time served

5 days credit for time served

5 year deferred imposition of sent
46 days credit for time served

5 year deferred imposition of sent
176 days credit for time served
207 days credit for time served

13 days credit for time served

3 years- 237 days credit for time s
164 days credit for time served
No recommendation

114 days credit for time served
133 days credit for time served

1 day credit for time served

No recommendation

17 days credit for time served

84 days credit for time served
16 days credit for time served
144 days credit for time served
No recommendation

17 days credit for time served
No recommendation

45 days credit for time served
3 days credit for time served
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Incarceration

Probation l

Case number
08-2012-CR-01975
08-2012-CR-01987
08-2012-CR-02052
08-2012-CR-02057
08-2012-CR-02095
26-2011-CR-00069
26-2012-CR-00009
28-00-K-00027
28-09-K-00214
28-96-K-01175
28-2011-CR-00145
28-2011-CR-00310
28-2012-CR-00009
28-2012-CR-00036
29-2011-CR-01140
29-2011-CR-01162
29-2011-CR-01254
29-2011-CR-01289
29-2012-CR-00032
29-2012-CR-00033
30-11-K-00109
30-11-K-00131
30-11-K-00318
30-11-K-00319
30-2011-CR-00495
30-2011-CR-00758
30-2011-CR-00926
30-2011-CR-01043
30-2011-CR-01122
30-2011-CR-01163
30-2011-CR-01304
30-2011-CR-01337
30-2012-CR-00142
30-2012-CR-00144
30-2012-CR-00182
30-2012-CR-00184
30-2012-CR-00186
30-2012-CR-00300
30-2012-CR-00341
30-2012-CR-00372
30-2012-CR-00658

Judge
Jorgensen
Reich
Haskell
Haskell
Haskell
Schneider
Haskell
Jorgensen
Anderson
Vukelic
Reich
Haskell
Reich
Schneider
Romanick
Romanick
Haskell
Schneider
Romanick
Romanick
Haskell
lorgensen
Haskell
Haskell
Feland
Schneider
Feland
Reich
Jorgensen
Reich
Haskell
Anderson
Reich
Reich
Feland
Reich
Feland
Jorgensen
Feland
Reich
Anderson

exceed
incarcer

PSI recommendation ation

2 years

3years
5 years
4 years
7 years

No
0 No
No
No
Yes
No
0 Yes

if YES,
length of
sentence

PS| probation
recommended
5 years

5 years

5 years

5 years

5years
3 years

exceed
probati
on
No 1 day credit for time served
No
No 105 days credit for time served
No 101 days credit for time served
0 No Running concurrently with 08-201
No 237 days credit for time served
No 10 days served in Mcintosh County, No DOCR time

No recommendation

*¥pS| on record was completed in 2007. Activity at issue in this case took place in 2009. No updated eval.**
1996 crime-- No recommendation

3 years

2 years

Life w/out parole
25 years

3 years - all susp.
3 years - 2 susp.

4yr/1.5 Susp.consec.

0 No
0 No
0 No
0 No
0 No
0 No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

lyr-1susp-consecutive No

3 years
4yrs/2susp.
3r/2susp.
4yr/3.5susp
3 years

2 years

3 years

12 years

1 year

3 years
15yrs/7susp.
3years

3yrs/1.5susp.
1vyear
7yr/5susp.
90 days

No
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
No
0 No
No
No
Yes
No

5yrs/3susp
5yrs/2susp
2yrs

40yr/20sus

8yr/5susp

2 years
2 years
3 years
3 years
3 years
3years
5 Years
3 years
No

3 years
3 years
3 years
lyr.

2 years
3 years
3 years
5 years
3 years
2 years
5 years
3 years
5 years
5 years
5 years
5 Years
3years
3 years
5 years
2 years

No 18 month deferred imposition of sentence
No 2 year deferred imposition of sentence
No 3 year deferred imposition of sentence
No
No
No
No
No
0 Yes
No
Nao
No
No
0 Yes 132 days credit for time served
No same net time
Yes Attempted GSI; 209 days credit for time served
No concurrent with six other cases
No 7 months credit for time served
No 106 days credit for time served
No
No 34 days credit for time served
No
No
No Continuous Sexual Abuse of a Child; 93 days credit for timr
No
No 50 days credit for time served
No Now serving for Revocation of probation: 2 year judgmen
No 2 days credit for time served
No Gross Sexual Imposition; 145 days credit for time served
No 1 day credit for time served; Failure to Register as an Offe
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Incarceration

Case number Judge
30-2012-CR-00892 Romanick
42-11-K-00004 Reich
42-11-K-00010 Jorgensen
42-2011-CR-00026 Feland
42-2011-CR-00054 Haskell
42-2012-CR-00029 Feland

Total of 169 PSis done

PS! recommendation ation

5yr/2susp
3 years

exceed
incarcer

0 No
0 No
0 No
No
No

if YES,
length of
sentence

Probation

exceed
PSI probation probati
recommended  on

No recommendation

3 years No 1 day credit for time served
3 years Yes
2 years No 2 year deferred imposition of sentence
3 years No
5 years No


jjblasy
Rectangle


The numbers of Petitions for Revocation that were filed in various
counties are shown in blue.

The numbers of Petitions that would be filed if the offices filed petitions
at the Burleigh County rates are shown in red.

B Actual # Petitions for Revocation Filed m# if Petitioned at Burleigh rate

1000

800
700
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300 -
200
100 -

Burleigh Cass Grand Ward Williams Morton Stark Ramsey Walsh
Forks




The actual numbers of felonies and misdemeanors filed in various
counties are shown in blue.

The numbers of felonies and misdemeanors that would be filed if all
counties filed cases at the Burleigh rate are shown in red.

W Actual # Fel/Misd. Filed m # if cases filed at Burleigh rate
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Burleigh filings if at the Cass rates...

Felony & Differencein  Petitions as
Misd. filings per Difference Petitions for Petitions for % of Crim.
Population Filings capita in filings revocation revocation Filings
2011 2683 670 25%
2012 85,852 2128 2.5% (870) 225 -201 11%
2013 88,457 1979 2.2% {1,026) 230 -250 12%
Cass Filings if at the Burleigh rates
Felony & Difference in  Petitions as
Misd. filings per Difference Petitions for Petitions for % of Crim.
Population Filings capita in filings revocation revocation Filings
2011 2683 0%
2012 156,672 5471 3.5% 1,588 777 366 14%
2013 162,829 5532 3.4%} - 1,889 884| 461 16%
Morton Filings if at the Burleigh rates
Felony & Difference in  Petitions as
Misd. filings per Difference Petitions for Petitions for % of Crim.
Population Filings capita infilings revocation revocation Filings
2011 27,471
2012 28,067 980 3.5% (243) 139 34 14%
2013 28,990 985 3.4% (204) 157 29 16%
IWward Filings if at the Burleigh rates
Felony & Difference in  Petitions as
Misd. filings per Difference Petitionsfor Petitions for % of Crim.
Population Filings capita infilings revocation revocation Filings
2011 61,675
2012 65,441 2285 3.5% (304) 325 182 14%
2013 67,990 2310 3.4% {(362) 369 226 16%
Grand Forks Filings if at the Burleigh rates
Felony & Difference in  Petitions as
Misd. filings per Difference Petitions for Petitions for % of Crim.
Population Filings capita in filings revocation revocation Filings
2011 66,861
2012 67,552 2359 3.5% (649) 335 146 14%
2013 69,179 2350 3.4% {112) 375 140 16%
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Ramsey =

Felony & Difference in  Petitions as
Misd. filings per Difference Petitions for Petitions for % of Crim.
Population Filings capita in filings revocation revocation Filings
2011 11,451
2012 11,544 403 3.5% (143) 57 18 14%
2013 11,554 393 3.4% {180) 63 -53 16%
Walsh
Felony & Difference in  Petitions as
Misd. filings per Difference Petitions for Petitions for % of Crim.
Population Filings capita in filings revocation revocation Filings
2011 11,119
2012 11,075 387 3.5% {(67) 55 22 14%
2013 11,104 377 3.4% (74) 60 34 16%
Stark
Felony & Difference in  Petitions as
Misd. filings per Difference Petitions for Petitions for % of Crim.
Population Filings capita in filings revocation revocation Filings
2011 24,199
2012 26,856 938 3.5% (431) 133 51 14%
2013 28,212 958 3.4% (721) 153 78 16%
Williams
Felony & Difference in  Petitions as
Misd. filings per Difference Petitions for Petitions for % of Crim.
Population Filings capita in filings revocation revocation Filings ‘
2014 22,398
2015 26,744 934 3.5% (1,618) 133 51 14%
2016 29,595 1005 3.4% (1,331) 161 58 16%
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Burleigh

Felony & filings Petitions as
Misd. per Petitions for % of Crim.
Population  Filings  capita revocation Filings
2011 2683 670 25.0%
2012 85,852 2998 3.5% 426 14.2%
2013 88,457 3005 3.4% 480 16.0%
Cass
Felony & filings Petitions as
Misd. per Petitions for % of Crim. .
Population  Filings  capita revocation Filings
2011 3679 282 7.7%
2012 156,672 38383 2.5% 411 10.6%
2013 162,829 3643 2.2% 423 11.6%
Morton
Felony & filings Petitions as
Misd. per Petitions for % of Crim.
Popu lation Filings  capita revocation Filings '
2011 27,471 1295 4.7%|not avail... UCIS
2012 28,067 1223) 4.4% 105 8.6%
2013 28,990 1189 4.1% 128 10.8%
Ward
Felony & filings Petitions as
Misd. per Petitions for % of Crim.
Popu lation Filings  capita revocation Filings
2011 61,675 2358| 3.8%|not avail... UCIS
2012 65,441 2589} 4.0% 143 5.5%
2013 67,990 2672 3.9% 143 5.4%
Grand Forks
Felony & filings Petitions as
Misd. per Petitions for % of Crim.
Popu lation Filings  capita revocation Filings
2011 66,861 2545 3.8%
2012 67,552 3008 4.5% 189 6.3%
2013 69,179 2462| 3.6% 235 9.5%

#
inmates
sent to
Pen.

217

102

63

103

113

inmates
as % of
cases
filed

6.2%

2.5%

4.8%

37%

4.2%


jjblasy
Rectangle


Ramsey

Felony & filings Petitions as
Misd. per Petitions for % of Crim.
Popu lation Filings  capita revocation Filings
2011 11,451 674 5.9%
2012 11,544 546| 4.7% 39 7.1%
2013 11,554 573} 5.0% 116 20.2%
Walsh
Felony & filings Petitions as
Misd. per Petitions for % of Crim.
Popu lation Filings  capita revocation Filings
2011 11,119 4921 4.4%
2012 11,075 454) A1% 33 7.3%
2013 11,104 451 4.1% 26 5.8%
Stark
Felony & filings Petitions as’
Misd. per Petitions for % of Crim.
Popu lation Filings  capita revocation Filings
2011  24,199| 1071| 4.4%
2012 26,856 1369 5.1% 82 6.0%
2013 28,212 1679 6.0% 75 4.5%
Iwilliams
Felony & filings Petitions as
Misd. per Petitions for % of Crim. |
Popu lation Filings  capita revocation Filings
2011 22,398 2109 9.4%
2012 26,744 25521 9.5% 82 3.2%
2013 29,595 2336 7.9% 103 4.4%
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SCID Sentences issued April 1-15, 2014.
82 Cases
77 Defendants
103 Counts

48 DOCR .
55 BCDC M os+ R Lmﬁrg

Among the 48 counts tg the DOCR there were 29 different defendants
20 Counts with no time
4 Counts served at BCDC
24 Counts with time to serve

Of the 24 counts that included time at DOCR...
13 different defendants involved

Of the 13 defendants with time to serve
3 were already incarcerated and time is concurrent
3 were revocations of probation that would be new inmates
1 was a Revocation where the time is concurrent with Stutsman Co. and MN cases
1 was a 4th DUl with mandatory time
1 was a BCDC inmate who walked away from BTC while on pretrial status
4 were felony drug cases
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Andérson;, Curtis”

Revacation

2 Crrmmal MlSChIef Anderson, Curtis. Order Revokmg Prob: Jorgensen, Don Department of Cor 360 210 0 0
08-201 00831 1. Possession Of Drug Paraphernalia’ Backman, Amand Crnmmal)udgment “Anderson; Sonr. Department of Cor 71080 1959 S0 A2 ©.BCDC
08-2013-CR-02758 1. Issuing Check Oor Draft Without Suff Baird, Joshua Criminal Judgment Hagerty, Gail ~ Burleigh County De 30 30 0 0 nsf
08-2013-CR-03147 1. Terrorizing .~ . Batts, Michael - Criminal Judgment . Reich, David € Departmentof Cor. - 1440 1260 0 59 © served at the BCDC.
08-2014-CR-00239 1. Fleeing or Attemptmg to Elude a Po Bauer, Mervin  Criminal Judgment Feland, Cynthia Burleigh County De 360 360 0 o] none
08:2013:CR-01399 - 1:Reckless Driving- = . Bauer, Stacey Wa Criminal Judgment . Haskell, Bruce E Burfeigh County De: <2 - 10 110~ 0' 0 AstDUl
08-2013-CR-01366 2. Drove Or In Actual Physical Control Beston, Gary Jose Criminal Judgment  Hagerty, Gail Burlergh County De 10 10 ] 0 1st DUI
08-2014-CR-00703 - 1. Passession Of Controlled Substance Bison, Julia Rose Criminal Judgment  Feland, Cynthia Department of Cor % 360 335~ 0~ gy . ‘none
08- 2014 CR-00703 2. Possession Of Drug Paraphernalia  Bison, Julia Rose Criminal Judgment  Feland, Cynlhla Department of Cor 360 335 0 -5 none
4-CR:00787 2. DUI of Alcohol/Drugs And/Or Drove Boone, Adam Del Rule 43 Criminal Judg Feland, Cynthia Burleigh County De - - 107 & =0 00 2. 2 daysto be served on EMS
08-2013-CR- 02857 1. Possession of Methamphetamine  Brelje, Ryan Gene Criminal Judgment  Reich, David £ Department of Cor 720 709 0 1080 16 -5 Drugs
08:2014:CR:00141 * 1: Unauthorized Use:OF A Vehicle . Briggs, Arnold Mz Criminal Judgment - Rejch; David £ /Burleigh County.De - ~.90°; 700 U760 A4 S none.
08-2014-CR-00053 1. Drrvmg Whlle Llcense/antlege is SL Cavanaugh Misti Rule 43 Criminal Judg Schneider, Thor Burlelgh County De 10 6 0 4 Plea agreement
12:C i 1 Charette,Jeffrey Order Revoking Rrobz Jorgensen, Don-Butleigh County De ¢! /3607 360 .07 00 o Revocation . complete treatment
LS Haskell Bruce E Burleigh County De 30 0 0 30 30 days - all but time served suspended
2 29 00 LU0 70030 days - all but time served suspended
1. 680 o All but 40 days suspended
LR 3600 ~
2. Possessron Of Drug Paraphernalra Col:s Shane Euge Cnmlnal Judgment 360 0 [¢]
)8-2013-CR-03219 1;,~Du1 ofAlcohol/Drugs And/Or Drove Coliins, Brandoni - Ruﬁe C p 10700043600 00
08-2014-CR-00958 1. 0 540 0 none
08-2012:CR-00168 11 Dr¢ 072000 Ci3rdDUL
L 0 720 1 « concurrent w/ revocatron from Jan
15071080203 7 <5 * Revocation: - Treatment at BTC
0 720 203 Revocation  Treatment at B1C
©0:1800 203 |+ Revocation . Treatment at BTC
0 720 3rd DUI serve at BCDC
2 L0 0n . Revocation o
08 09-K-00452 0 Revocation

08-2013-CR.02907 ant to provide DNA ..

08 2013-CR-02907

Drugs
’ Defendant -to provide DNA ..
Revocatron
vrdstE DUJ

goes w/longer sentence

Galusha, Jared Jo Amended Cnrmna! Jw Hagerty, Gall Department of Cor
Gardner, Tyne G Amended Crir nal JuiAnderson; Song Department of

goes w/longer sentence

) none
300 with Stutsmz Revocation
Concur Coun Drugs

. Possessmn of Methamphetamme
y .~,Posse55|on of Drug Paraphernal

6é§2014»CR-ooE§2
08:2013:CR-0298
08-2012-CR-01550

1 year aII but trme Served Suspended.
‘Plea agre ment |

Hagerty Gail Department of Cor
al nt /iSchneider, Thor Burleish Colinty De’
Reckless Endangerment Johnston Jared T Criminal Judgment Haskell, Bruce E Department of Cor 360 360 0 720 o 0 all but time served suspended

08-2013-CR-02677

fe
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08:2014:CR:00660 - 4::Possession Of Drug Paraphernalia’: Karna, Cade Matt Criminal Judgment - Feland, Cynthia Burleigh:County.D¢.
08-2014-CR-00991 2. IngestlngA Controlled Substance Klrchke, Pnsct!la FCnmmaI Judgment Re:ch Davxd E Burlelgh County De

L none

none
erved at the Federal Institution
sgrved at Federal Institution

Ariderson, Sonr Burleigh County:De
Reich, D§v1d E Burleigh County De
‘i:Schneider; Tho Qgpértmén‘t" ofCor

Hagerty, Gail  Burleigh County De

08-2013-CR-01863

C8v2014—CR-01032

08-2014-CR-00586 1.

08-2014-CR-00586

08-2013-CR-02560 B i , 342 Concut 45-2¢ “Plea agreement

08-2014-CR-00789

08—2014~CR 0599 i of i it c ‘ t ‘ ) ' _4 def. is |ngarcerated a|ready
R (n ) ) E : our ( : “ 114 Defendant may apply.for work release.
08‘2013-C ile L i m L T ) ; 0 Revocation

other 3 yr sentence.

lea agreement
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