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Chairman K. Koppelman:  Opened the hearing on HB 1211. 
 
Rep. Kading:  Introduced the bill.  (Attachment #1) Went over testimony. (:36-3:48) 
 
Rep. Magrum:  Didn’t we have a bill like this already? 
 
Rep. Kading:  Rep. Roers Jones bill and it was related to probation. 
 
Rep. McWilliams: If the previous bill passed how would that effect this bill here? 
 
Rep. Kading:  Truth in sentencing and minimum mandatories were two separate policies 
that were put in place back in the 90s.  Truth in sentencing targets certain types of crimes 
and you have to serve at least 85%.  Minimum mandatories target a certain type of crime 
and saying you have to get at least so much time when you receive those charges. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman:  Can you underscore the practical effect of this?  Some violent 
crimes and substance abuse. 
 
Rep. Kading:  If this individual gets to 85% of the time they are out of prison without anything 
and their likelihood to reoffend in a violent increase. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: Truth in Sentencing might be treated differently if the judge 
doesn’t know of prior offenses by a particular defendant and therefore their sentencing might 
be treated as it were a first offense.  Is there are reason for that not to be the case? 
 
Rep. Kading:   There is always the question do you have all the information in front of you 
when determining a sentencing? Ultimately this applies to specific crimes and requires you 
serve a certain amount of time. 
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Vice Chairman Karls:  I did save the list of those 85% crimes from testimony on HB 1051.  
Went through that information.  They are not just simple little crimes. 
 
Rep. Kading:  I think that is correct.  Knowing these are crimes that we should target.  I don’t 
think trust in sentencing is the solution to those problems.  
 
Pat Bohn, Director, ND Parole & Probation, ND DOCR: (Attachment #2) (8:30-17:14) 
Discussed various things that victims have done and how the parole board has worked.  My 
challenge is to try and get you guys to understand my world. 
 
Rep. McWilliams:   Do you see any advantages of switching from an 85% rule to a 50% rule 
versus completely eliminating it altogether and finding some kind of middle ground? 
 
Pat Bohn:  There would be.  Right now if you earn all your good time you are out on your 
85% date.  If you had a lessor amount there would be an element that you could be paroled 
between 60% t0 85%.  There would be some administrative leg work to be able to make that 
change. 
 
Rep. McWilliams:  If we take out the mandatory minimum sentencing and then take out the 
85% rule and someone could commit a serious crime and not really pay the price for it.   
 
Pat Bohn:  That is a legitimate concern.  The parole board is in better position to make those 
release decisions than a decision that is made earlier upstream. We have 7,000 people we 
are supervising now and thousands of others that still could do those same things since they 
are on supervision and out in the community today. 
 
Rep. Magrum:  Why is it that a person that is in prison for 85% of their sentence; they don’t 
do as well as people that are released earlier? 
 
Pat Bohn:  While incardinated we are still going to try and engage people in this program.  If 
you have 85% to do one of the motivations is if they can make a better case for their parole 
release.  Discussed how the parole works. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: Do you have recidivism rates those that are on the 85% rule 
compared to other crimes? 
 
Pat Bohn:  On the whole on DOCR it is about 40%. National is about 45%.  Recidivism define 
it differently.    
 
Chairman K. Koppelman:  You have been making a case for releasing people with no 
supervision; I want to see the data on this.   
 
Pat Bohn:  We count a return to prison within 3 years out of prison. If you leave prison without 
any supervision the only way you return to prison is by committing a new crime.  Whereas if 
you leave prison with some form of supervision such as parole or probation you could be 
returned as a violator on technical violations.   
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Chairman K. Koppelman:  So you don’t track that; whether it is a new crime or revocation? 
 
Pat Bohn:  It does’ show whether the individual returned into the system. 
 
Rep. Paur:  Could you provide the recidivism for those 6 or 7 crimes? Can you come up with 
the figures? 
 
Pat Bohn:  It might be possible.  I have to think about it. 
 
Rep. McWilliams:  How is our parole system working? 
 
Pat Bohn:  Caseload are different across the state.  We have specialized caseloads.  If you 
took an average across the state; we would be setting at 70%? Went in detail about the 
various caseloads.  
 
Representative Jones:  What was the 98%? 
 
Pat Bohn:  That is the number of people who will be released someday.  We have about 80 
people who have a life sentence. 
 
Rep. McWilliams:  Is there an opportunity in future legislation to make sure we are 
addressing the need for supervision when somebody is released at 85%? 
 
Pat Bohn:  Mandatory probation has been tossed around for a few years. There are 
situations where someone has a maxed felony.   
 
Chairman K. Koppelman:  Most of them on the list you provided were pretty serious crimes. 
How do we get a handle on it this without going too far the other way?   
 
Pat Bohn:  On those cases where an individual is sentenced with life in prison; with eligibility 
for parole; even if you took this 85% out you would still have another law which lays out what 
the penalty is for a double A felony and in there it says if the court sentences the individual 
to life with the benefit of parole; that they must serve 30 years less good time before they are 
parole eligible so adding minimum in the right of parole. Discussed how this works in the 
system.  A possible release and consideration is a recessionary decision.  Under ND law 
there is no right to release.   If you get denied you cannot take it somewhere else. 
 
Opposition: None 
 
Neutral: None 
 
Hearing closed 
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Chairman K. Koppelman:  Opened the meeting on HB 1211. This is a hog house amendment. 
January 22 was the amendment, the bill was heard on the 21st. This was Rep. Kadings bill, 
there was no opposition. 
 
Rep. Hansen: Pat Bohm was supportive of this bill. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: It reduces the sentence. But they would be under supervision.  
 
Vice Chairman Karls:  These are the violent criminals. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: The question is would you want to extend that to violent criminals, 
and that’s what this would do, obviously to a lesser degree with the amendment, but to a 
much greater degree with the bill.     
 
Rep. Paur:  I asked Pat Bohm for the recidivism is considerable lower for those who served 
the 85% to those who don’t.  when they serve their 85% then they are done.  When they are 
put on parole a lot of times it is recidivism not following the terms of the parole. If we lower, 
it back to 65% we will have greater recidivism.    
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: People that are on parole are supervised and therefore they are a 
lower risk to society, and better integrated back into society.  
 
Rep. Vetter: I move the amendment # 19.0568.01001 Do Pass 
 
Rep. Roers Jones: Seconded    
 
Rep. McWilliams: Currently an offender can be released without being paroled after serving 
85% of their sentence?  
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Chairman K. Koppelman: Correct. 
 
Rep. McWilliams: I would rather have them serve the 85% then have them be paroled. 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: What happens with prisoners is that there is no incentive to behave 
well.  
 
Rep. McWilliams: I think that the structured environment is what helps the prisoners in the 
prison, when they are released they are not in a structured environment. I don’t think that it 
is targeting the right thing.  
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: These efforts are to help them integrate back in society.  
 
Voice Vote was taken on the Amendment #19.0568.01001 
 
The Amendment #19.0568.01001 Passes 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: Now about the bill, what are the wishes of the committee? 
 
Rep. Roers Jones: Motion for a Do Pass on HB 1211 as amended 
 
Rep. Satrom: Seconded 
 
A Roll Call Vote was Taken: Yes – 10   No – 4   Absent 0 
 
Do Pass As Amended Carries  
 
Rep. McWilliams will carry the HB1211 as amended 
 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: Meeting Closed 
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