
19.0245.01000 FISCAL NOTE
Requested by Legislative Council

01/22/2019

Bill/Resolution No.: HB 1442

1 A. State fiscal effect: Identify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to funding 
levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

2017-2019 Biennium 2019-2021 Biennium 2021-2023 Biennium

General Fund Other Funds General Fund Other Funds General Fund Other Funds

Revenues

Expenditures

Appropriations

1 B. County, city, school district and township fiscal effect: Identify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political  
subdivision.

2017-2019 Biennium 2019-2021 Biennium 2021-2023 Biennium

Counties

Cities

School Districts

Townships

2 A. Bill and fiscal impact summary: Provide a brief summary of the measure, including description of the provisions 
having fiscal impact (limited to 300 characters).

This bill would prohibit a law enforcement officer or peace officer from halting an operator of a vehicle solely to 
determine compliance with NDCC section 39-08-01, or an equivalent ordinance without reasonable suspicion of a 
violation of those regulations.

B. Fiscal impact sections: Identify and provide a brief description of the sections of the measure which have fiscal  
impact. Include any assumptions and comments relevant to the analysis.

This bill would have no material fiscal impact.

3. State fiscal effect detail: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, please:

A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each revenue type and fund 
affected and any amounts included in the executive budget.

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency, line item, and 
fund affected and the number of FTE positions affected.

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each agency and fund 
affected. Explain the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations. Indicate whether 
the appropriation or a part of the appropriation is included in the executive budget or relates to a continuing 
appropriation.



Name: Shannon L. Sauer

Agency: NDDOT

Telephone: 328-4375

Date Prepared: 01/23/2019
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Explanation or reason for introduction of bill/resolution: 
 

Relating to requiring reasonable suspicion for certain traffic stops. 
  
 

Minutes:                                                  Attachment: 1 

 
Chairman Koppelman:  Opened the meeting on HB 1442. 
 
Rep. Rick Becker:  Introduced the bill. (Attachment #1) Went over the testimony and 
handouts. Wants to stop Sobriety check points. He discussed what saturation patrols were.  
Stopped 17:00.  If there is something in policy or procedure and it has not been working, 
then that tool should be discarded.   
 
Rep. Jones:  What you say sounds logical.  Why are we continuing to do this? 
 
Rep. Rick Becker: If you use Sobriety check points frequently enough and advertise strongly 
it does have a deterrence. But we are not. Studies have proven saturation patrols would have 
an even greater deterrence. I spoke to MADD they are not interested in any alternatives.  
 
Rep. Jones:  Are they using it as a fishing scheme so they can find other things? 
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: It is interesting that the organization you mentioned because they 
are joined at the hips to another specific in the form of emission interlocks and they fail to 
look at our 24/7 program which is relatively unique to North and South Dakota which works 
far better because the Attorney General says the emission interlocks keep the car from 
driving drunk 24/7 keeps the driver from driving drunk.  
 
Rep. Rick Becker: Chairman I thought it was quite admirable for the Police Chief from 
Columbus to recognize that there is a better tool, and to take that initiative, instead of not 
hearing any alternatives.   
 
Chairman K. Koppelman: I appreciate your point about other factors driving the reduction 
in these offences and weather it has a deterrent effect or not. If you look at only that piece of 
the puzzle, as you said during the same time we have increased penalties on drunk driving 
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and I think there has been a good awareness of that in the public. Highway fatalities are also 
down.   
 
Rep. McWilliams:  Is it the states responsibility to remove bad tools or is it the counties or 
the cities job? 
 
Rep. Rick Becker: I think it is both, the police chief I indicated chose to organize his tool box 
in a more logical manner. It is also the legislatures responsibility to draft a good law. There 
are several other states that already prohibit sobriety check points.   
 
Rep. Satrom:  What harm is having it in there? 
 
Rep. Rick Becker:  There are other alternatives that are superior why not use them.  It is not 
that this is a weird tool; but it is actually ruining the product when you could be using a better 
tool. 
 
Rep. Paur: Do other states have similar laws? Have you spoken to Kernel Solburg? 
 
Rep. Rick Becker:  I have not spoken to Kernel Solberg.  There are twelve other states that 
prohibit sobriety check points, some have it in statutes, and WY has it in their constitution. 
 
Rep. Paur:  Do you have feedback from these other twelve states? 
 
Rep. Rick Becker: I am not aware of any state, that has implemented it,                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
that has retracted it.  
 
Opposition? 
 
Neutral? 
 
Hearing closed. 
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