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Background: Comprehensive Review 

In fall of 2023, the Minnesota Sentencing Guidelines Commission (MSGC) 
began a comprehensive review of their Guidelines.

Some key questions the comprehensive review set out to answer were:

• How can the Guidelines maximize public safety? 

• Why are departure rates so high for many offenses? 

• Do severity levels reflect culpability and harm accurately?

Inspired by these questions, the Commission decided to include a review of 
offense Severity Levels as part of the broader comprehensive review.
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Severity Levels



Severity Level Examination

Began with a plan to examine the Severity Levels of 
all offenses.

However, a budgetary forecast resulted in reduced 
funding opportunities for state agencies, including 
MSGC.

Reduced funding resulted in a truncated 
comprehensive review timeline

Truncated timeline meant refining offenses to be 
part of Severity Level examination to a subset of 
offenses



Offense Selection Criteria

a) High departure rates associated 
with an offense

b) Perceived public interest for an 
offense to be reranked

c) Proportionality concerns with 
the current ranking of an offense

Three offense groups emerged.
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Reranking Exercise Creation

Pulling from previous ranking exercises, the staff created Offense Group 
packets for each offense.

These packets include:

a) A summary sheet containing any information the staff deemed useful in aiding 
Commissioner’s reranking decisions; and 

b) A reranking worksheet used for data collection purposes.
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Methodology: Summary Sheet
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Summary information:

• Statutory maximum
• Mandatory minimum

• Current Severity Level and durations on Grid

• Case volume
• Prison bed estimate
• Special considerations

• Dispositional outcomes by weapon type and 
multiplicity of crime

• Demographics and geography of defendants

• Reranking considerations



Methodology: 
Reranking Worksheet
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Reranking options:

• No rerank

• Uprank

• Downrank

• Adjust the dispositional line

• Make a legislative recommendation

• Other



Reranking Process
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Commissioners were given around two weeks to complete and submit 
worksheets to staff.

Staff compiled responses, identified themes from comments, and presented 
results for each Offense Group to the Commission.

Commissioners discussed these results as they were received in an attempt 
to build consensus around a reranking decision.



Results: Assault 2
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• General agreement that Assault 2 and 
Assault 2 – Substantial Bodily Harm should 
not be ranked at the same Severity Level.

• Some Commissioners believed that Assault 
2 offenses be ranked according to the type 
of weapon used to commit the offense, 
while others were opposed to doing so.

• Some Commissioners suggested ranking 
Assault 2 offenses according to the type of 
assault committed (i.e., causing fear, 
attempting to inflict bodily harm, inflicting 
bodily harm).



Identifying Consensus
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Staff reviewed reranking worksheets and meeting notes and rewatched Commission 
meetings to identify offenses that appeared to have significant interest in reranking or 
making a legislative recommendation.



Moving Forward
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Tomorrow, the Commission plans to refine ranking decisions and recommendations 
to the Legislature.

Following tomorrow’s meeting, staff will determine the impact of the proposed 
changes including:

• Prison bed impact

• Fiscal impact

• Demographic impact

The Commission will review analyses to refine and finalize reranking decisions.

Finally, a Public hearing will be held, and a report will be sent to the Legislature 
defining the reranking decisions and recommendations of the Commission.



Thank you
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