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Research Shows Truth in Sentencing Does 
NOT Reduce Recidivism

• SB 2128 will not reduce recidivism.
• A 2021 analysis of 116 studies found, for example, that custodial sentences do not prevent 

reoffending—and can actually increase it.1

• “The null effect of custodial compared with noncustodial sanctions is considered a “criminological 
fact.” Incarceration cannot be justified on the grounds it affords public safety by decreasing 
recidivism. Prisons are unlikely to reduce reoffending unless they can be transformed into people-
changing institutions on the basis of available evidence on what works organizationally to reform 
offenders.”

• Georgia adopted Truth in Sentencing requiring 90% of a sentence to be served2

• I estimate that eliminating parole for all prisoners would increase the prison population by 10% while 
also increasing the crime rate through deleterious effects on recidivism

• Arizona truth in Sentencing Paper by David McDonald:3

• “Overall, the results in this paper suggest that TIS runs contrary to public policy aimed at reducing 
reoffending among those convicted and incarcerated”

• Also with commentary on Florida and North Carolina Truth In Sentencing



Locking people up for longer sentences does not 
make communities safer.

• North Dakota’s Law Enforcement does a great job with their 
resources to protect communities

• According to Pew Research and the Crime and Justice Institute, 
the prison population in the Untied States has fallen along with 
the crime rates

• Current policies and procedures seem to be working when 
reviewing recent reports

• Our two largest cities have released crime stats showing Group A or 
“violent” crime is down in 2024

• Fargo 
• Bismarck 



Truth in Sentencing will not deter criminal 
behavior.
• After decades of a mandatory minimum structure, it was found that Louisiana’s sentencing 

laws had “DONE LITTLE TO DETER CRIMINAL BEHAVIOR” …. AND HAVE RESULTED IN A 
SIGNIFICANT INCREASE IN LOUISIANA’S PRISON POPULATION, WITH ATTENDANT COSTS 
TO LOUISIANA’S TAXPAYERS.” 4

• U.S. Department of Justice, office of Justice Programs has issued a paper on deterrence, 
titled five things about deterrence.5

1) The certainty of being caught is vastly more powerful deterrent than the punishment.
2) Sending an individual convicted of a crime to prison isn’t a very effective way to deter crime.
3) Police deter crime by increasing the perception that criminals will be caught and punished
4) Increasing the severity of punishment does little to deter crime.
5) There is no proof that the death penalty deters crime.



Conclusion: The Commission opposes SB 2128 
based upon research and national best practices:

• A lot has been made about the fiscal note and whether it was inaccurate.  
Regardless, we know SB 2128 will cause increased costs without 
knowing if it will achieve its goals.  What we do know is if we put the 
money into local law enforcement, our communities will be safer

• Mandatory minimum sentences and harsher sentences do not curb 
behavior

• The federal government under President Trump is moving away from 
determinate sentencing towards what North Dakota has, this bill would 
move us backwards

• First Step Act
• While SB 2128 limits the use of halfway houses to only “eligible offenders” 

Attorney General Pam Bondi is trying to increase their usage on a federal level. 
https://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/2025-01-15_-
_opening_statement_-_bondi.pdf

https://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/2025-01-15_-_opening_statement_-_bondi.pdf
https://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/2025-01-15_-_opening_statement_-_bondi.pdf
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